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TABLE 5.—Illiteracy in the United States, census of 1880.—Continued. 
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Oregon.... 3. 08 1.25 4,545 2. 66 11, 698 3, 080 26. 54 
Pennsylvania 3.41 5. 32 4 197,016 5. 00 18, 083 21. 00 
Rhode Island 6. 31 8. 97 269, 939 8.72 1,249 18. 95 
a eb nanauneteecsaenn 32. 32 37.15 391. 105 15. 28 310. 071 51.30 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1884 
Sir: In response to your communication of this day, inclosing certain printed tables relating to the public schools and to the illiteracy of the United States 
by States, I beg to return the same, with such changes in the figures as are necessitated by the records of this office. 
The columns of the table of illiteracy reading ‘‘ Total colored population” should be altered to read “inelusive of Chinese, Japanese, and civilized Indians.”’ 


Very respectfully, t GEO. W. RICHARDS, Acting Superintendent 
Hon. ALBERT S. WILLIs, M. C., House of Represe ntatives 


TABLE 6.—The total and illiterate population 10 years old or over, the white and illiterate white population of the same age, the colored and illiterate 
colored population of the same age, and the percentage of illiterates to population in each case and for each State and Territory. 


[From the census of i880.] 
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Florida 80, 183 13.4 19, 763 19.9 
Georgia 520, 416 49.9 128, 934 
Illinois. 145, 3 6.4 32 
UII Ins sul licainks as coduoeeuemcunbuevinindibtebeancstatcnaiadse: 4<inekd 110,7 7.5 100, 
Iowa ...... 46, 3.9 44, 
IE ccntaciadcantnascasonscsndbenenteonewconss dkneessuesiocesstins 39 5.6 24, 
Kentucky 348, 3¢ 29.9 214 
Louisiana 649, O70 318, 49.1 58 
Maine...... aceade 519, 669 22, 4.3 21, 
Maryland.... sis piace 695, 364 134 19.3 44. 
Massachuset , 183 92 6.5 90, 
SII avn cundsaaemecibeenitsentseneoubeninueseuentddeonenteseosotasecennesed 5, 686 63, 5.2 58. 
SIN td ccccissilnaplipsed sieeeenuireke he teneimaiancbimeyabiaunniense 977 34, 6.2 33, 
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inci scatla sn. ainpuheaniainmincnen 1,! 208, 7 13.4 152 
Nebraska... ie elssesesiibiielebalatndibinlimanbbatniaiaabanasiciindd 318, 27 11. 3.6 10 
Nevada..... sentheeanbial pibcntlipinbiceddeiehendiin 50, 666 4, 8.0 1. 
New Hampshire 286, 188 14, 5.0 14, 4 15.8 
New Jersey 865, 591 53, 6.2 835, 385 14 
New York sindihduicendaniin 3, 981, 428 219, 5.5 3, 927, 603 208, 
163, 48.3 608, 806 192. 
circa ek cnikedanden scadiund 131, 5 2, 339, 528 115, 


Oregon.. 
















d 5.7 119, 482 i, 

Pennsylvania 228, 7.1 3, 136, 561 209, 
Rhode Island 24, 11.2 215, 158 23, 
South Carolina 366, 55.4 272, 706 59, 
Tennessee 410,7 38. 7 790, 744 216, : 
» | EA Oa 316, 29,7 I 12 
Vermont. 15, 6.0 245 15 
I aside aia indian aaneeahchladbeniniubbiencnaikmnees 430, 410.6 4 114 
West Virginia. 85, 19.9 141 75 

sonsin.... 55 5.8 1433 54 l ) 1.0 
Arizona.. 5, 17.7 634 4 1, 018 23. 
Dakota... $ 4.8 i vid 14.2 
District of Columbia..... ; . 5, 18.8 3 1,790 18.4 
Nia chssieeni tek Udinaidexpusadutnndendtativeduntenrdntousnas 5 1, 7.1 w4 28, 2 
Montana l, 5.3 986 1, 076 35.8 
New Mexico. 57 65.0 "67 49.5) 7. 559 92,2 
Seti ail otis Midll lidkicninateeutthad i neiuiebertebuunentidartieniucsenmesstente 8 9.1 5, 876 . 689 52, 
I celine ; 7.0 19, 269 . 2 460 SR, I 
SI PEIIIII SsiindSicuinicisdnaetiniendiadapsinaeseasaineninereuenenanacentanwetoedse 3.4 15, 240 ls2 14 

UII clivchcahiinindithsaeiconesisiepheeenmnaiaipnictababaiiainidtesennnintnlatetaninitines 6, 239, 958 17.0 32, 160, 400 3,019, 080 9.4 4, 601, 207 3, 220, 878 70,1 ' 
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TABLE 7.—The white and colored adult males and the adult male illiterates of the two races, with perce ntages, for ee Territory. 
[From the census of 1880.] 


States and Territories. 


New Hampsh 


222 


Ohio 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 


Rhode Island 


South Carolina 


ae carne allele ce 
Texas 

ala ala tealeanl ia 
Virginia 

West Virvginia............ 

Wisconsin 

Arizona 

OS SR 

District of Columbia..... 

Idal 


Montana oe 
New Me X1CO... 
Utah . 
Washington 
W yoming.. 


‘tal 


1877. 


Schools. 





Public schools 


Normal schools piennenia enunnntnnpensamendeniutian 27 









Total white 
male adults. 


[ABLE 8.—Colored schools and colored-school enroliment in the Southern States for five years, 


[Prepared by the United States Bureau of Education.] 


Schools. 


| Enrollment. | 


| 
| 
| 


| Enrollment. 
Schools. 


a 
hoc 
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Illiterate 
white male 
adults. 


24, 450 
21,349 
615 
3, 627 


, 501 
. 955 


, 706 


x—1 


pal 


, 536 


wT) 


202 





JSrom 1877 to 1881, both 


14, 341 
42 
42 
16 


99 
-—~ 


3 


“Ie OWS @=10 


Uli@-Ito ocr 


Coe O OOS 


CWkwWrKowmoubty 


Im «715 





Total colored 
*| male adults. 


118, 42: 
46, 82 








1880. 


R65 
. B89 
, 250 
, 639 
314 
128, 257 
6, 384 
1,550 
2.352 
641 

13, 918 
3, 126 
1,908 

3, 095 
695 
3,419 
939 


1, 487, 344 


nrollment. | 
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Illiterate 
colored male 
adults. 





1, 022, 151 


dates inclusive. 


8 





























MARCH 18, 


+ Per cent. 





68.7 


nrollment. 


7 


Schools for secondary instruction... 23 
Universities and college ............scccscosssesesssseees 13 
IIIT NIET IIIT 01st centintilen te meen beheipneeasheiabendananinincindnabieentl 17 
a clea 2 
Schools of medicine. neditaennhiniatipnReINse edeeeeeinOeeeennet 3 
Schools for the blind and deaf-mutes.......0..........cceceeseeseeeeseresnees 2 

Total — nt sptinentanbin - pethiireieebenines es owe 10, 879 


, 793 


a 
Zz 

17, 248 

47 

34 

17 

22 

17,375 





TABLE 9.—Giving the popular majorities received at the last three Presidential elections, and the number of illiterate voters as shown by the census of 1880. 


States and Territories. 


Alabama 

Arkansas 

Ee 
Florida 
Georgia .... 
Kentucky.. 
Louisiana 
Maryland 
Mississippi 
Missouri ssaeaaibiniinegiieeaeaunciins 
BVOTth CarOhine........cccescecceese 
South Carolina....... 

Tennessee 
IND wccseinne ; 
Virginia.. pebunedseleate 
West Virginia.. 


Electoral 











Popular ma- 
jority, 1872. 


10, 828 





Popular ma- 
jority, 1876. 


33,772 


19,113 
2,629 
a926 
79, 642 
59, 772 
64, 627 
19, 756 
59, 568 
54, 389 
17,010 
964 

43, 600 
59, 955 
44,112 
12, 384 


Popular ma- 
jority, 1880. 


34, 509 


18, 828 | 


1,033 


4,310 | 
49, 874 | 
43, 000 


27,316 
15, 191 
40, 896 
55, 042 

8, 326 
54,241 
20,514 
98, 383 
43, 956 
11,148 





Illiterate 
voters, 
1880. 








120, 858 
55, 649 
6, 742 
23, 816 
145, 087 
98, 133 
102, 932 
46, 025 
111,541 
59, 683 
124, 702 
106, 934 
105, 549 
92,754 
131, 684 
22, 885 
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TABLE 9.—Giving the popular majorities received al the last three Presidential elections, &c.—Continued. 





























- : —— Electoral| Popular ma- | Popular ma- | Popular ma Ii ee 
States and Territories. vote, 1880. jority, 1872. inate, 1876. sanlter 1880, be ae 

188 
ania ck hea angina de cliplaniabaiiles 6 12, 234 2, 738 78 2 2 
I aaa a ccieenleainniiial che ; 3 sedinbiabbickitnn i : 2, 800 1G 
Connecticut. : toons J2sgece 6 ,o 1,712 2,6 ] IT 
Illinois..... 21 19, 630 40,71 1Y, St 
III Glin ne Do csenhisseepbiunsinmecshagbamiatietnibooinatinenneteennaiue: 15 15 6 . 2 
tia aceite tices Reeindige: nancseeiineaick anil NdiaenaaumenmapetaiNianiriacatiaenaiinredmiiiaactione 11 ), 191 78, 000 
Kansa 5 2,511 61, 000 21 
SIA citrate 7 », Sl4 8, 868 t 
I ra nea tude bash ee cnmaboe epeinaniegteosenéuvaiepinias vaneaa 13 40,423 245 i 8 
Michigan...... ll 15, 542 3, 
I cla EE oe deanendaaay dinebcasanionpnebtomgninesoccde hee a 5 20, 694 21,780 40, 588 
Ia hiialist inns (at sla occsiasnuctuaneaedcatniveguodetionprned tegen lommicecbactiibengeteiens 3 10, 517 10, 326 26, 456 
a eed cae 3 2,177 1, 075 8 
New Hampshire. 5 5, 444 2, 95-4 $058 
I ca ce ed ee 1 oT I ceamhaonnegingmedoons 9 14, 570 11, 690 2,010 ! 
ch Re as wisely Sando Deh catetealnneronaine pee toeane x Bi ita eee eect 35 51, 800 26, 568 21,033 . 64 
Non acess VE ieee ; 22 34, 268 7,500 4,2 { 
Oregon. nistidddnin le dain daieiontesentsqunanbamencapiuientiageanelanpenineescuitont ‘ adhiatentietcis 3 3, 517 547 6 ‘ 
Pennsylvania. Dcenadibemisaitbaea CO S deconenmendeeetesas 29 135, 918 9, 375 37, 276 72, 83 
Rhode Island.. il J We A a 4 8, 336 4, 947 7,41 
Vermont..... sm eal Te ail — 5 29, 961 23 27, 000 6,818 
Wisconsin.. 10 17, 686 5, 205 29, 763 21, 695 

231 


5 Or 5,308. 
The Southern States, seventeen in number, including the District of Columbia, are usually classed together as a section of the country 


r¢ 
quiring special help. Of all but Maryland, Missouri, and the District of Columbia this is true. 


The following table exhibits their condition 
TABLE 10.—Comparative statistics of education at the South. 
































White. Colored. = 

| s3 ard C 

a 5 eo 4 62 i. 

3 ay 3 % = 2. 
States. & ; = O - % o 3% 

oy = S a = = Me 

= a | owe = q re $ 

> & | £4 ‘9 5 2 & S 
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NE nnn th RAPT ECL LENSES ST ES AL LE RETNA Gaaicaneouaaneaamaae | 217, 590 49 170, 413 72, 007 42 $875, 465 
Pic cescecncscaseteues Si acalp lies caceeinlabauhanatnl a nitieaidonaseionsnrdanlaniomantechytnsehooss cninvacaaaeeencee | 6181,799 29 654, 332 17, 743 3 238, 056 
aa a aiceniaeiaidbanaabindemunsamabecnanuesenin 81,505 80 3, 954 2,270 70 ‘ 251 
Florida... sn ssccucedacacianieaentaseciae b46, 410 . 41 b42, 099 c20, 444 49 895 
a i asst canwneeaian ail lastinietahshciaininintainitignaginsqnianas seveee| 236,319 150, 134 64 d197, 125 86, 399 45 029 
aa ca tea mete meitaeennod ana ceerratheennnateasiy es €478,597 | 241,679 50 066, 564 €23, 902 36 190 
Louisiana... ceslpneate seeeeeet 139, 661 d44, 052 32 e134, 184 d34, 476 26 320 
ora clad acne ind saahin diet iandepeadin lls soda aticeanioudinuneeenediannee £213, 669 134, 210 63 63, 591 28, 221 4 i, 67 
i reeks eeh eee s odes ees eaeccteselbanihindlnpeaiegnenesinenompuaaneeenedng : 175, 251 112, 994 64 251,438 123, 710 49 04 
I clith Ll lshnbcbebdoideldcetbnubbloebdodtbivdethddes sbvaduevcbeduosivcuvencbberbhdescpicncacdbecobieusesetesebeoons died 681, 995 | 454, 218 67 41,489 22,158 53 3 78 
North Carolina... Senied 291,770 | 136, 481 47 167, 554 89, 125 | 53 352, RAZ 
South Carolina... g83, 813 61,219 73 gl44, 315 72, 853 ed) 629 
Tennessee........ ‘ ; 403, 353 229, 290 37 141, 509 60, 851 43 R62 
AKA TEN Dds tensth Uassbdtdscudetsdiccaehddatebiccettehdncdeutdeseimadtcubbedaccnbbidnid Wubsnubesovicedves seseneboucveion A171, 426 | 138, 912 81 h62, 015 7, 874 77 346 
III Tintin sissies dacetaunatnedbake seeebiabscatsbesaeetoasdonnentand alae bathdliitxdibieh dtiesdisbidibtidocss Saeki 314, 827 | 152, 136 48 240. 980 68, 600 28 946, 109 
West Virginia........... oniises scan 202, 364 138,779 68 7,749 4,071 53 716, 864 
a is sn ais senna ceeme eb nenatabemimensenbeaaiiesdeaneereeiAeeteoun dione Akéadan satis 29, 612 16, 934 57 13, 946 9, 505 68 138, 567 
eta he a ac ala aoe ee dcaieh daa shapes nial eieesiataial hein alana alliaaanneseghin coxeasacennesl 4 Oy COOL EEL SE Leensesenne 1, 803, 257 784, 709 12,475, 044 








a In Delaware the colored public schools have been supported by the school-tax collected from colored citizens only; recently, however, they have received ar 
epgropetian of $2,400from the State; in Kentucky theschool-tax collected from colored citizens is the only State appropriation for the support of col 


»red schools; 
in Maryland there is a biennial appropriation by the Legislature ; in the District of Columbia one third of the school money is set apart for colored public schools 
and in the other States mentioned above the school moneys are divided in proportion to the school population, without regard to race. b Several counties failed 
to make race distinctions. ce Estimated. d In 1879. e For whites the school age is 6 to 20; for colored 6 to 16 J Census of 1870. g In 1877 h These 


numbers include some duplicates; the actual school population is 230,527. 


Excluding the States of Maryland and Missouri and the District of 
Columbia, and the total yearly expenditure for both races is only 
57,339,932, while in the whole country the annual expenditure is, from 


duced this state of things in the Southern States are far less important 
than the facts themselves as they now exist. To find a remedy and to 


| apply it is the only duty which devolves upon us. Without universal 
taxation $70,341,435, and from school funds $6,580,632, or a total of | education not only will the late war prove to be a failure, but th 
$76,922,067 (see tables 2 and 7), or one-tenth of the whole, while they | abolition of slavery be proved to be a tremendous disaster, if not a 
contain one-fifth of the school population. The causes which have pro- | crime. 


TABLE 11.—The population and the assessed valuation of personal property and real estate in the States and Territories in the United States, from census 
reports for 1860, 1870, and 1880. 


a Increase, per 











1860. 1870. 1880. cent., 1860 to 
1880. 
States and Territories. 3 <6 
Population Assessed valua- Population Assessed valua- Population Assessed valua- s 
P : tion, os ; tion. F tion. = a 
= Lo 
Alabama.......... sewbubdvadsbitpenenescncccocncnctidiegachen lineciencesniees 964, 201 $432, 198, 762 996, 992 $155, 582, 595 1, 262, 505 $122, 867, 228 31 
Arizona..... Pdlliathsceciesscocdeltigibedlabanclbvesstcceceseas enaansincanannnapoens lacie atictail 9, 658 1, 410, 295 40, 440 Fe SE licrcnshtows 
Arkansas... om 435, 450 180, 211, 330 484, 471 | 94, 528, 843 802, 525 86, 409, 364 84 2 
California. i 379, 994 139, 654, 667 560, 247 | 269, 644, 068 864, 694 584, 578, 036 128 , 
Colorado...... 5 IE Ele iekitihcenetapdicnand 39, 864 17, 338, 101 194, 327 74, 471, 693 467 
Connecticut............0... Mi dilsnincccomiieadaenneuneeninnannitinl 460, 147 341, 256, 976 537, 454 425, 433, 237 622,700 327,177,335 35 i 
at - 
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States and Territories 


Dakota 
Delaware 


District of Columbia 


Florida . 
Georgia 

Idaho 

lilinois 
Indiana 

lowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Main 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
Ohio 


Oregon 
Pennsy!vania b 


Rhode Island 

South Carolina 
Tennesse 

Texas 

Utah 

RPIIUEL . scusuuiwncnstnioamnatan 
Virginia 


Washington 
West Virginia. 
Wisconsin 

W yoming 


Total 
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1860. 





Assessed valua- 


1870. 








Population. Gon Population. 
OED: Icthisenvtnnieunein sae 14,181 
112, 216 $39, 767, 223 125, 015 
75, 080 41, 084, 645 131, 700 
140, 424 68, 929, 685 181, 748 
1, 057, 286 618, 232, 387 1, 184, 109 
wietan ae seniiamemii 14,199 
1,711, 91 389, 207, 372 2, 539, 891 
1, 350, 428 411, 042, 424 1, 680, 637 
674, 913 205, 166, 983 1, 194, 020 
107, 206 22, 518, 332 364, 399 

1, 155, 684 528, 212, 693 1,321,011 
708, 002 435, 787, 265 726, 915 
628, 279 154, 380, 388 626, 915 
687, 049 297, 135, 238 780, 894 
1, 231, 066 777, 157, 816 1, 457, 351 
749, 113 163, 533, 005 1, 184, 059 
172, 023 32, 018, 773 439, 706 
791, 305 509, 472, 912 827, 922 

1, 182, 012 266, 935, 851 1, 721, 28 
i 20, 595 
28, 7, 426, 949 122, 933 
6 ; Seton 42,491 
6, 23, 810, 098 318, 300 
672, 296, 682, 492 906, 096 
93, 20, 838, 780 91, 874 
3. 880 1, 390, 464, 638 4. 382, 759 
992 292, 297, 602 1, 071, 361 
2, 339. 959, 867, 101 2, 665, 260 
52, 19, 024, 915 90, 923 
2, 906. 719, 253, 335 3,521, 951 
174 125, 104, 305 217, 353 
703 489, 319, 128 705, 606 
1,109, 8R2. 495. 200 1, 258, 520 
604, 267, 792, 335 818,579 
40, 4, 158, 020 86, 786 
315, 098 84,758, 619 330,551 
1,596, 318 657, 021, 336 1, 225, 163 
11, 594 4, 394, 735 23, 955 
ansitesteatddbtiipbmsinimnmeiuneinl . 442,014 
775, 881 185, 945, 489 1, 054, 670 
cieineuatplaulvinane ethan 9,118 
31, 443, 321 12, 084, 560, 005 38, 558, 371 


a Per cent. preceded by the minus sign indicates a decrease. 


bin Pennsylvania oce 


d Average for the United States. 


upations are also valued for assessment 
c Virginia and West Virginia are taken together, as West Virginia belonged to Virginia in 1860. 


Assessed valua- 
tion. 


$2, 924, 489 
64, 787, 223 
74, 271, 693 
32, 480, 843 
227, 219, 519 
5, 294, 205 
482, 899, 575 
663, 455, 044 
302,515, 418 
92, 125, 861 
409, 544, 294 
253, 


204, 


253, 
423, 


834A, § 
. 983, 
2, 242, ¢ 
35, 
, 278, 
. 199, § 
9, 943, 
, 584, 6 
, 740, § 
, 065, 2 
24, 868, 
754, 
57, OOL, 
37 
a7, 731, 697 
, 798, 5 
236, 
, 278, 
183, 913, : 


952 729 


2 £99 








1880 


Population. 


, B01 
, 615 
5, 096 
, 690 
, 946 
036 
, 943 
O85 
a, 937 
713 
, 97 
38, 380 
, 159 
, 402 
52, 266 
, 991 
, 116 
565 
2, 871 
TO 
, 062 
768 
2, 891 
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TABLE 11.—The population and the assessed valuation and real estate in the States and Territories, &c. —Continued 


*Increase, per 


1880. 


Assessed valua- 
tion 


$20, 321, 530 
59, 951, 643 | 
99, 401, 787 
30, 938, 309 

239, 472, 599 

>. 440, 876 


5, 616, 394 
815, 
, 671, 25 
, 891, 6 








— 










006 
, 202 
360, 508 
2, 084 
O16 
5, 673 
~), 135 


, 538 





14, 178, 986, 73% 


This valuation for 1880 was $68,659,580. 


In this connection it is proper to observe that in the States where 


slavery existed ig 1860 the valuation then aggregated $2, 28! 


which $842,$ 


~~ 


12,927,400 was in slaves, and proper allowance must be made 


for this fact in estimating present power to bear taxation. 


were then taxed; they were productive as property. 


Now they require 


),029,642, of | 


The negroes 


selves. 


50, 155, 783 





16, 902, 755, 893 


Population. 


© aK 
2, 695 


3l 
137 
92 


46 


sv 
46 
141 
829 
48 
33 
3 
36 
45 
119 
34 
48 
83 


, 469 


S808 


cent., 1860 to 


ossed 


valuation. 


As 


— 61 


102 


4 
615 
eS 
— 63 
53 
67 
104 
217 
706 
—78 
100 
1,120 
33 
93 

45 

91 

— 47 
60 
176 
134 
102 


d60 


d40 


to be educated; then education would have destroyed them as property 
They are now doing little more as a totality than to support them- 
Their taxable property is thus far very slight. 


The following table gives the actual taxation for the support of 


schools in the year 1880: 


TABLE 12.—Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State and Territory during the year 1880. 


Alabama 
Arkansas... 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida 
Georgia 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota. 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada inepaeinen 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New York......... 
North Carolina 
Ohio oe 
Oregon... . 
Pennsylvania 


[Prepared by Bureau of Education, at request of H. W. Buarr.] 


States and Territories. 










Amount received from taxation. 


From State tax. 








$130, 000 
b 111, 605 
1, 318, 209 


From local tax. 


a $120, 000 
77,475 

1, 393, 572 
¢ 336, 333 





210, 353 1, 066, 314 
; d 151,045 
(104,530) 
e 345, 790 125, 239 
1, 000, 000 5, 735, 478 
J 1,456, 834 S 2, 108, 302 
sana 4, 227, 300 
1, 276, 786 
535, 334 g 382, 088 
356, 000 h 94,000 
224, 565 596 
491, 406 
i 379, 758 
257, 689 | 
wsiate + +s] 2, 163, 330 
73, 808 713, 155 


1,017, 785 


724, 413 
2, 750, 000 6, 925, 992 
(314, 719) 
1, 558, 207’ | 5, 155, 879 
133, 477 | 79, 562 | 
7, 046, 116 


Total. 





, 392 


, 000 


820, 860 
1, 212, 977 
4, 372, 286 
, 453, 831 
1, 331,526 
334, 769 
163, 330 
786, 963 


1, 742, 198 
9, 675, 992 
314,719 
6, 714, 086 
213, 039 
7, 046, 116 
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TABLE 12.—Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State and Territory during the year 1880—Continued. 





Amount received from taxation. 
States and Territories. 
























From State tax. From loca! tax Total. 
Ta TB oc cccicesvesecccocesccesveccecce ss0cc vcssen one ase ose ene ses coeveneess $80, 800 $14, 852 $195, 652 
sla cele NES Maa alma ea rea agilaintiaih divnianebananeiih en gaia CaN AGunyrhsyened via aeead du dukesanenteion wedenahehenatecate Katies 440, 110 
Tennessee ......... ‘ analog an a ala ale la ake eahautiiod j698, 776 
Htc etsieiiah denen eaennenbuasenasesnneuisegedins Sednessenseuineeesccesesopetainenqbesenetsned tnheqseceseqey abenes ‘ IE Bnintnainianesncedeutanens k678. 608 
Vermont... Cie clcinialin ‘ ch aera 113,173 304, 318 417, 491 
Virginia .. eaccaaned me Le aiiMn ec cee 596, 516 665, 459 1, 261, 975 
Te WII oo ccccesc ese csecescos eee se I al an seibbasianeiak PING 212, 753 490, 432 703. 185 
EE icscttintionisasbniunnsesoins 125, 000 2.198, 58] » 993 5R] 
_ Arizona ... ; sheila amtinineionn keciaraitin ; islisdaaedinidadsdbnieaia phieaettaokeiaevintenntaeaibieials iepiies Sueteuaios n67, 028 
sede auedidniceakinséaassiannetarieaeniuenemnaanineit sielediaeie aaceieioriiaiiiel 123, 643 123, 648 
ee oes oe tieiicalhtauliats chhaemisnaninnlinaansuuamatimhvaisueses Baia idek eet nah erie Rea! 474, 556 174, 556 
| < R in ehalacaahdaaidisie Niciaruitadaie Canahaaanaa ts uidiaa tela amehaatianelasnatiainds waphiieseaitiamntinedinaasinineiis 48. 017 48, O17 
III 0. con cnnetumsepoecscheuetpeanes smcdiabaiai i daauiadasnditolnmagsiteas ; 
ia cd aa ace eatbstr ala nema nlnwn bobo oeoaé pa eaeea Ne tnebknianadhceeacarsnaans ‘ n64, 643 5, 256 69, 899 
New Mexico cis LSS aie Pitbasienuatimcenania ie ieiusacapdeinhdvascaaxkdebaedemasatetiaa aati taiaal ies baie 
See aeowade nea peknisiaineiananadan 5 ecleaaninivemabescinedekniahiaindteaned 63, O41 43, 337 LO6, 378 
Washington .. satel cadacigndiact eteaienditeeik ile sianberdneines aetna aaah Sf 102, 201 f 3,319 f 105,520 
Wyoming ....... sianby bles ueielcaNeonaneds deca piodiNieatuansasddsleitaalminta ceetnamanans f 7,056 f 7,056 
{ (419, 249) ' — ™ 
ee biksaden oceccccccecovenecscesccesseces oo cconvececcuesecceseseuee -occeesecccoccceecsese devedvneeceseaseesenssotees ° conesecenscceecs 7 14, 287, 570 53. 913, 986 | § 070, 371, 435 





a From poll-tax. 

b State apportionment, which here probably includes the income of the State school fund for 1880, the State tax, and so much ofthe ordinary State revenue as 
may be set apart for the purpose by the Legislature. 

c From county and district tax, fines, &c. 

d This amount raised for white schools. 

e This includes rental of State railroad ($150,000). 

JS In 1879. 

g Includes tax on billiards and dogs. 

h Estimated. 

i From township tax. 

j Includes income from permanent fund. 

k State appropriation. 

Special for building purposes. 

m Total income as reported for 1880, the greater part of which comes from Territorial, county, and district taxes. 

n From county tax. 

o Includes $1,750, 630 reported as derived from taxation and given in the column of totals but not appearing in the first two columns. 


Table No. 12 gives the amount received in each State from interest on funds and rent of lands. The total from taxation is $70,371,435; 
from funds and rents, $6,580,632; total, $76,952,067. 


TABLE 13.—Rate of tax for school purposes in various cities. 


[Mills per dollar of assessed valuation.] 



























Mills. Milea, 
aes oh, Si atldeiagcioe unthia bonehansbvouenabiohendaneawabneanuied 5 | Manchester, N. H...... ‘rad a at acl al a acs Sie eal 2.7 
in a ea asad celine RR eOh ERNE NNabRsEneeietemaspinanaGNoEaeaNes 3 I anid ikcasii aig aichseabaiig diab adda ccelaian Ramaleuenvin 2. 54 
Columbus, Ga en ts ILI Soi cnn stcnoudaddaevosinexonsnekewsaibnmenevsndiecy<csnmeasaent 3.12 
PR MN ui aniestswavenpuvccnconseesnnnsecsouenenaceessnnsncsessnensessetntecspesnensaelecseseseessousoaseeres 2 | New York, N.Y. 2. 84 
Chicago, I1.. 9.5 | Poughkeepsie, N. fA BONE NL 68 OE RR oe ioe 3.2 
Quincy, Ill........ « &4 Rochester, N. Y ............ as edad ed 3.58 
Rock Island, Ii ... . 10 | Syracuse, N.Y. 3 
Fort Wayne, Ind .... 5 oscacsine Selb |. REN PW eseestces 8 
occa caicanenuinditenbas vusaaneensehiinwantdetnadsaseniiscwentadsonsbipexesiessidceuns 2 Barrighaeee, PW .....0ccc+c<sas- 13 
a a ad eles acer cumacabnenvouentainivewiedusncimesentasoes 3 Pottsville, Pa........... 8 
Newport, Ky........ 3 | Newport, R. I....... 1.3 
ETE ss so icin oykeleanininpdebnabensedtisd ve coud eevadSesesuoniautienes keesinaws vesthesacses 1.9 | Charleston, &. C........0c0-cccccse. ase csi atvoapestcie denceget od oe 
ETc cca caca paiiras uasndevbcdieeuasivndantelesssdebininnsdeubaaiccsuphyeieudansontirs Be Re Ne on biaincccvsduesnat onaevnsadaewnden _ 2 2.25 
Lewiston, Me ..... 1.93 | Memphis, Tenn. .................. sat caiteiieodiibas _ 2 
Baltimore, Md.. a ae I as ccasivinlsicascnes anaannstdammvécadcwneuks 4. 
ee Na a esinbann senibinanviceasiwebasbiemmievecawata ee ee sc vcs pu ucaadisuabedeceseonsinaensiouns 2 
Lowell, Mass .. 2.9 Alexandria, Va areas : : : 2.8 
Springfield, Mass.. wade ah PONE SW Ob ss dos cuatkatenbabveuccnsindonasessmaunckenia vie piclaalaii saute ] 
asl ac ag Sissivi sinh Kecsous Wks buble be neduainiaenkekeneahuves 4 IE WN Misia noc sings ainidasadivcks beiGexexbos 1.37 
I ad ool dah ugcldcged a uacaiceolsiceerdanmesiathadodsopiaioninwcanddasedeusees 4 TP mI, SY Wd ns Lcduailnowenevenuiabacane 7 
RAE I A a eR ee Saaiietase dicts ineiadck naa puRuaplaemadeds. ae 





TABLE 14.—Showing the population, total assessed valuation of property, total taxation, per capita of valuation, per capita of taxation, rate of taxation 
total indebtedness, per capita of indebiedness, by States and Territories, drawn from the census of 1880. 




















3. S ; = $ : 
‘ Z = = = = 
- z = =§ # ‘2 
States and Territories. = + 3 = ~ S72 
= - bo ae e ~-A 
es OR eee taaccudedbndiuesaesavwsebanekbewaadeestsonexaes 1, 262,505 | $122, 867, 228 22. 061, 978 $1 63 016 $11 66 
ee lk ae iin ak wedender we Ur Henkhnadeesiuddeeesecicnees 802, 525 86, 409, 364 1, 839, 090 2 29 021 9 389 
Ne ee iii od onan AMORA ERRORS Ed she emaeeceuwed cr 864,694 584,578, 036 12, 628, 005 14 72 021 19 37 
NSE Saath sien as nts aa eesde Re ei eds KAS ete ddT Cae cenene tiveness ces 194, 327 74, 471, 693 2,052,008 | ° 383 Ll 07 . 028 18 49 
i a ee is dia dic epee wee eeeheameaa™ 622, 700 327, 177, 385 5, 365, 739 & 61 , 016 » 43 
ee ingen cecdicuweneinntksbeniele hindescbsuiesesagoudsesicce= 146, 608 59, 951, 643 604, 257 12 01 2 ; 16 005 
iE tie cic ee eck nwa chen dbcddasase ed bates Pieces tossats gieaceuans 269, 493 30, 938, 309 605, 180 2 25 . 019 2, 626, 509 9 74 
hse er eee e eek capemnudke seks uewihesikidenuwdenananeses 1, 239, 472, 599 2, 207, 008 2 07 .013 19, 681, 903 12 76 
loi, awed sedceehdckeduedtaenn net Snes skcatsorichn laa es 3 3, 616 14 27 
ee Ce ae eae Secu HadeRb Cae eetssetes Rbbmeaeaceceneee l 
ee a dausn ere sanely itheeanun edd keeeNi abe < cen 1 
MS. cntans Discus svn depen keepebiaeceualnSeecdhiecudddceneavane 996, 096 
cae ects enact evasesacnendewenudiddctetesssdgecmays xs ae 1, 648, 690 
a cae tieny es ik cpabustcuieakeboakden shania aca watts Glas inie Gain iid 939, 946 
es CS a A ea hn macnn ian ieedeawabbwewsewisvacacenicevee 648, 936 
al Ae de a Nis ccdandebaban ed ngataneentavanscteneaxa 
i Me. a impo wl ocdakue pienawens asker 1, 
Michigan ........0- RU dek ePAehedteSCheERDederd cdedind snetnabeses 1 
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TABLE 14.—Showing the population, total assessed valuation of property, §-c.—Continued. 
g s ae ea = = 
e SS b 2 += =6 2 7" 
° Z=a2 a == as a =2 
States and Territories. 3 as5 a = S 23 = a8 
& = on o4 a 3 a 
S 5 Fe = Ss” 5 3 S 
Ga - = => ~ fod ~ 
Missiadippl ....00.cccccoccccccccccnsccdbvenbecccccccscccsepeccsccesosses 1, 131, 597 | $110, 628,129 | $2,384,475 | $9775 | $2 10 621 | $2, 013, 190 
i ...ghe wadéd eb Uesel> eteswaqseeebsbabbhoocnccesdeehmenmenarnennene ne 2, 168, 380 532, 795, 801 10, 269, 736 245 71 473 . 019 57, 487, 384 
PD vcunnennihddeOusethsiesene ond de gibewes esoredeensnemenenuseneek 452, 402 2, 792, 480 200 23 617 . 03 7, 425, 757 
Nevada p BES eeh bSdebh duce cc0cced dba eneeeuSe cocseenenesanenvaenesenes 62, 266 { 871, 673 470 42 13 99 . 029 1, 024, 523 
ST EOD « cnrddéndédwcercces ceneddbigeceoecuceees sensansagsenqnveeny 346, 991 55, 181 2, 697, 640 443 11 7 016 10, 724, 170 
ere a a 2,131,116 | 572, 518, 361 8, 958, 065 505 26 7 91 015 49, 547, 102 
New York soe snbdbediwecessosyncdccseeswencewnnsseesesnaneneneeen | 5, 082, 871 |2, 651, 940, 006 56, 392, 975 521 54 | 11 09 .021 | 218, 728,314 
TD. .cebdidaditlensnsec ce veensoessabetiassseameneneavkeinnnen | 1, 399, 750 156, 100, 202 1, 916, 132 111 52 1 36 . 012 8, 194, 606 
EN Tunne :cunese chub ek denstneyhsnebenetieeietishsdnheensehs mmannne 3, 198, 062 |1, 524,360,508 | 25,756, 658 479 77 8 05 016 48, 756, 454 
Rs icns ce seuwews cp rewenwenen veneers wavewoseuseustgurasesecetesonenes 174, 768 52, 522, 084 | 1, 113, 942 300 52 6 37 021 848, 502 
CED <.xaubdeadibwuskénaeeonddddbiell Chacwsekeabbecsentnes sannsl 4, 282, 891 |1, 683, 459, 016 28, 604, 334 393 06 6 67 016 114, 034, 759 
a a 252, 536, 673 2, 692, 715 913 22 9 73 01 13, 102, 790 
I Tn eibebanieeeaes , 560, 135 1, 839, 983 134 15 1 84 013 13, 345, 938 
IED. . <cics du tilh Vacbiinmlnekie teeny tnveskhas beweuabes dteeawaee 1, 778, 538 2, 788, 781 137 37 | 1 80 013 37, 387, 900 
INI Ih isnt asin cei hea AN eke tele doled on Siren a rinamad a wee beradbetematanaiet 1, 591, 749 0, 364, 515 4, 568, 716 201 26 2 87 . 014 11, 604, 913 
DES cpunusxcadeap sounesWbharanaianuen CenOneennndbercinneabeeens 332, 286 86, 806, 775 1, 745, 111 261 24 5 22 . 02 4, 352, 168 
SE Jind casdasennnabn anes ord aseninetshsoanebbhstwancssnuseceess 1, 512,565 | 308,455, 135 | 4, 642, 202 03 92 8 07 015 42, 099, 802 
IE Wt MND cduie Cae OeE Catesnns cece bosdnkvelcoenserbbovesseseoosnee sa 618,457 | 139, 622,705 2,056,979 | 225 76 3 32 .014 1, 513, 424 
a a a 1, 315, 497 438, 971, 751 5, 838, 325 333 69 4 43 013 11, 876, 992 
std chvcddacnuws éuame sp yelbwhsndeeecinautindsoonnketenenhehnaebesis | 
a as 40, 440 9, 270, 214 293, 036 229 2% 7 25 . 031 377, 501 
Dakota ia hat er a PoE SUn Date SEs eb k Ce MOET eIR eat eobuaes 185, 177 20, 321, 530 478, 066 15u 33 3 53 023 998, 860 
TOD: <..icnigttabenndbenbabitunbenbedeanensendensarnné 177, 624 99, 401, 787 1, 469,254 | 503 32 8 27 . 014 22, 675, 459 
NNN Gulbsab tights ei diate bichinimabeiialcmeakentne mentee —— 32, 610 6, 440, 876 195, 887 197 51 6 00 . 03 235, 319 


(‘ therokees 
| Chickasaws, 
itory < Choctaws, 
Creeks 
Seminoles. 


Indian Terr 


Montana 
New Mexico 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


39, 159 
119, 565 
143, 963 

75, 116 

20, 789 


18, 
1l, 
24, 
23, 


13, 


609, 802 
363, 406 
775, 279 
810, 693 
621, 829 


383, 947 
126, 942 
435, 238 
505, 417 
230, 228 





475 


23 


9 80 . 02 | 759, 925 


950 39 106; .O11 | 84, 872 
172 09 3 02 -017 116, 251 
316 98 6 72 . 021 239, 311 
655 24 11 07 . 016 | 205, 462 











> 
13, 


5 51 
16 41 

5 45 
90 
80 
3 03 
5 85 


4 85 
5 62 
38 
40 
24 
7 29 
92 
83 
2 44 
9 02 


9 33 
7 38 


127 66 


40 
70 
80 
3 18 
9 88 


TABLE 15.—Showing assessed valuation of real and personal property; total popuiation by States, groups, and grand total; also average valuation 


Maine . oe cecce coccescesoseo 
New Hampshire 
Vermont ; 
Massachusetts ... 
Rhode Island...... 
Connecticut 


per capita for the several States 


NEW ENGLAND STATES 


States. 


and groups. 





Total assessed 
valuation. 


Total 
population. 


$235, 978, 716 
164, 755, 181 
86, 806, 775 

1, 584, 756, 


802 
3, 673 


648, 936 
346, 991 
332, 286 
1, 783, 085 
276, 531 
622, 700 














2, 652, 011, 532 4, 010, 529 








Virginia ae 
West Virginia. 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Georgia 
Florida 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Louisiana 
Texas 
Arkansas 
Kentacky 
Tennessee .. 


Ohio 
Indiana 
Dilinois .. 
Michigan 
Wisconsin 
Iowa ; 
Minnesota 
Missouri 


Kansas 
Nebraska 
Colorado 
Nevada 
Oregon ace 
California 








1, 512, 565 


: ys 618, 457 
156, 100, 202 1, 399, 750 
133, 560, 135 995, 577 
239, 472, 599 1, 542, 180 

30, 938 309 269, 493 
122, 867, 228 1, 262, 505 


, 628, 
51, 162, 
20, 364, 515 


1, 131, 597 

939, 946 

1, 591, 749 

802, 525 

1, 648, 690 

1, 542, 359 

15, 257, 393 


evi, 


2, 370, 923, 269 


1, 534, 360, 
727, 815, 
786, 616, 
517, 666, 
438, 971, 
398, 671, 


258, OV, 


508 
131 
394 
359 
751 
251 
687 
801 
6389 
782 


3, 198, 062 
1, 978, 301 
3, 077, 871 
1, 636, 937 
1, 315, 497 
1, 624, 615 

780, 773 
2, 168, 380 

996, 096 


452, 4 


532, 795, 
160, 891, 
90, 585, 





74, 471, 693 194, 327 
29, 291, 459 62, 266 





174, 768 
864, 694 


6, 187, 266, 625 18, 524, 989 








$363 
474 
261 
8838 
912 


525 





661 


203 
225 
111 
134 
155 
1l4 

97 

97 
170 
201 
107 
218 
137 





155 
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TABLE 15.—Showing assessed valuation of real and personal property, totals, §-c.—Continued. 
MIDDLE STATES. 














a9 

States. | Total assessed Total 2 2. 

valuation. population. 55 

ci — = i 
SE 5s caked ashbtheas SuetGh soanconnaesenees cca dathialimwademduccdbnwen wath eeuhedtanaabetndian widiadadaibuds $2, 651, 940, 008 5, 082. 871 $521 
New Jersey . ..--- +2200 - 22+ eeeenen ence eee e ence cece er ceeeeteneene reas cecececeensececeeeeeees canbe “ehciei anki icine ine 6 kaidelete ees 572, 518, 361 1, 131, 116 506 
PemnsylVani® 22.000 c0ccscccereccccccnccncccccecccccccccccccnnecsecccescccecscccccccccccccscccceecceccccens scccccccccccccecccce- 1, 683, 459, 016 4, 282, 891 293 
i cchn cg 6eGOE CR SOSSCSCCSSS0S 0005 00 00S6a 6 ROCees onbSS8 5000605554 CS Sh KOb SES S0eK bE US EeH es CUO eEecceEeEnesceosse ceecesceecoece! |= =—=—l§ 59, 951, 643 146. 608 109 
Maryland ek Edd he CARA etd HECEORS O00 Erne obtreh KaROOS ESSER ESRSST iQ SOcw se ncndagES Conde ceeeeeccecesesees eOeeRecconcceues 497, 307, 675 934, 943 531 
ee eee eae ee as was aa behnahGa Eien eeeRnscbebaiebouretdswncntaneté etnasdensned dectene¥adewnnaseceuaanes 99, 401, 787 177, 624 559 


Totals for the group... .ccccccccccccccccccccccccces Pes Sdb bes enwecaweccoweccesess Craseuseccse cccucesscaceuesses ‘<mekeess 5, 564, 578, 488 4 1,7 6,053 | 173 

















TERRITORIES. 

SE its cen beetnnedenssanisasscnce Lanse eee oeew henna kinesin dae waiter sta ek nine. W eran sae eedahdick Vawdideybubnbawnile ad 9, 270, 214 40, 440 26 
Pn hed ddnd eos She NelGsS660S4HOSSH0NSEENS OS SCSESs CCT See cscee CSR EOEDORDES COTEEOCOSOOS ceCuER FeseEETEDeES CEE CEOReSCoeCEsoeees 20, 321, 530 135, 177 150 
ee ee eae is eleva alga cmedinele sh Me eERa en aas na nenel Suen aedemadlaetvdwewktnwsedanecas@aeice 6, 444, 876 32, 610 197 
DE i wakeeencksdecdeccecéoesece Saath We ed te Odkw StS A66 5b c6Scdceenetehes Whedbee Ndtbed KeceeNanNeee tence ce Kedeneuabesccaccodd« 18, 609, 802 39. 159 475 
New Mexico ....... he a adidas Tae we ble dadetics 6 chal GeWhas 6s odawhes ROUEN GetWentNehee ceaniedeéebucamneaved 11, 363, 406 119. 56! 95 
es ced ta Seurudbensees deksewdnsawes pei sae dE TEAR RA aNd ea CAR RRA ed Gke ans aw saWeneneeback 24, 775, 279 143, 963 172 
WARMIRBIOR. «ccc ccccccccctecccscccccccccctccccccesccceccecccessccccccceeccccenccccnc ceccesccesee cocccs ccsccsccccccecsccccccccscs 23, 810, 693 75, 116 316 
WYOmMing ......ccccccccncccccsccccccccccescoccsseces Sinead dosendyechsewetanedewartSursaehewaseVstucetsauwusccavasceweeecsencecn 13, 621, 829 20, 789 635 

I I ID vos vcaes cc cccdcccncseceeesccassecesscocseses Rvanei ad secede NUN se Nendadew ed dneuwideniaedadadeasaesie 128, 213, 629 606, 819 211 

OD i ccc concecennan SUGhbththheeeeGedhSNbNUnKS 6406 6eGuhes eemeeN KndeeRareGbeeGeSmeceadus vescncsesunecqnsed cesceeis : 16, 902, 993, 543 50, 155, 783 337 


TABLE 16.—Changes in assessed valuation of property in Southern States, 1870-’80. 
































Increase in population 
Assessed valu-| Assessed valu- : , 
States. ation in 1870. | ation in 1880. Increase. Decrease. 
White Colored Total. @ 

eee ee ae cca dadug See edsaeneesammncmnceadares $365, 439,917 | $308, 455, 135 |............. $56, 984, 782 168, 769 118, 
West Virginia ..... ebecsacscence pi badii~énigen ebihiasioninebehes 140, wit 139, 622, 705 915, 568 168, 504 r¢ 
Worth Caroline ....00..ccccccccccccccccccc ccccce ccccceccoces ccs etwas | 130, 378, 622 156, 100, 202 | $25, 721,580 |.......... as 188, 772 139. 627 
nn cack cocccetsanddonenah segete danevetncnnenesousccsass } 183, 913, 337 | 133, 560, 135 50, 353, 202 104. 438 188. 518 
IN ond cctkeneccectenceneuesennons cosesa tenses ncessosececseccsesas | 227, 219, 519 | 239, 472,599 | 12,253,080 |.......... = 177, 980 179, 991 
ee aie dn eet deman eed eee nnkenteeleeheuteseeaueetenuens | 32, 480, 843 30, 938, 309 ‘ 46. 458 35, 0} 
AlabaMs........ccccccccccccccceccsceccceccs © cwcccccccceccccccoccececes , 582, 595 122, 867, 228 8 140, 801 124. 593 ‘ 
INO 0 oon cncoccccccccoccccccencccccceccnsccccccccssccesececrees ee 66, 650, 761 96, 502 206, 090 } 75 
RI, o ccddnccsenecdceteerscenccenss ts cucessescesnodese cocstsceages 160, 162, 439 |...... caw 93, 209, 451 92, 889 119, 445 213: 031 
EE ee iho ka eet angen eek adnabtehuddewold Needed Nedere 92 320, 364,515 | 170, 631, 586 |...... 632, 537 139, 909 773, 170 
BEEBRIOD .cccecccccccccccccsccnscccconscccecssescscouecossccesepecccce | 94, 528, 843 86, 409, 364 aubedhe tarcnoe &, 119, 479 229, 416 88, 497 318. 054 
DINER <0 ons cuenve csenenccncssscenncececccescocesntrececccseucesors 409, 544, 294 350, 568, 971 |.......... ...| 58,980, 323 278, 487 49. 241 
I el iii ne oud bt cee ekenetinn skegbernaheeeensagennderrurs | 253, 782, 161 Edy FORE Iv cccawccusccs 12. 003, 623 712 80, 820 283. 839 

ae 5 aiedcatcl ae aera b 202, 868, 844 7 ; 

2, 573, 792,113 | 2,370, 923, 269 | 208, 606,246 | 411,475,090 | 2,525,355 | 1,478,413 | 4, 006, 982 


a This total includes the white, colored, 686 Chinese, 1 Japanese, and 2,527 civilized Indians. b Net increase 


TABLE 17.—School-district indebtedness. 


NorTe.—The officials in some States and Territories, in reporting school-district indebtedness, made no division into bonded debt and floating debt. In such cases 
the whole amount is entored as floating debt. In the States and Territories having no indebtedness the school-district system does not exist, or exists o 























I s nly for admin 
istrative purposes, 
States. Bonded Floating To 
debt. debt otal. 
NEW ENGLAND STATES. 

iin nn shbeud GatGheeGERdRe CeneesReumhew goed neSUS Gub0Ss bt0Ges chbeNne seccuscdnnescécees seesévcoeenesteseeseendecuceseoee : ; $80, 034 
NEED enc ons nas ctcedawnccsssasetsissenes soseccneseuccnete coesesseecetenosessecetewconsseseces cocces ee canna Gana ieata eal aa dasb sina 65, 607 
25 <5 big cubangndudpubeke UG UERUG AME neh NSDL ERR kbd SEt eepsanetessnenadee sea ed anil nt academe aaa earatee Re tea Peebute vans 157, 278 157, 278 
ee he inde orb Came eeeiiinee Gkmren Canta Chen sak ehewsteeenas tcnnuNehadcenenecaneeseenclescecceds P 7 a 
ei eae lates aah ewe ehee Vande gued ababemede poekue SidekbEdnedeebedeeandouteeebsandabedneensas 181. 466 181. 466 
ee ak ccna dhenen awed Rede ha Vkedee Wad dian deadeunueees deleeb ebedeetounsscdunss veces eCabéucaauce wc a a 683. 910 683. 910 

thi desde SGM a ake an edd tae CREE WOU nieaeeheeeaceeteeRaanehasmdessntkeEnetenneteaeonsimeddedseedsndmce apes er 1, 168, 295 1, 168, 295 

MIDDLE STATES. 
a aca i ea a eli i ae oe ald Read ebndé dae evemmaienddde teetedbeunoesmadasececcacsvilenans £417, 904 162, 529 DSK 
st kten NAW ee Tineke ben seneetadd eeeththeeass dawdee «qsaon nawedndeunepassssescereedceceetoceeeracucecesceasieseeues 697, 627 28¢ 697 
aR ikk eee Aaa es Remenin honk Naanek RO ONEES NOs SES Ew aeie gus waned das sudaCadenwennkbedacéavs sauete dnesseeneteen 9 451, 548 4414 9 4 162 
toa isie id eek iie ra ee anak iaoern ee eeae awe eOR ARSE Danae e aadee denema emamewiiwhdiwedenes ¢amees decddemearan eee {299 4 299 
arial aah an taainen Cieae aes ds uad Cee EEUESWGA 6S NA eRe woken ddvdN cages sdeunncemadEddwums sondee soceaetenedecowddensteeceuusdden ici acaba 
a ease aa vada ua ins eannheraEnOnEwaed ubtGen oxcad + Addad eegiaseepennk Knbund edewsdvceacéesas Seinen balan 
738, 524 

itis tii deedi dah tate Asie ea enbuaenebiee bebe antebdeedsGsawunenweamiiaddeunsbsenndscadees (di taaaeee omumeaimean uma banseee mits ; 99, 588 0, 588 
ae ea ed eek a eal chk ed this anata beieeneeanedeaeetwmebenewaw ae ddeueacenencona@ieueseaun 28, 132 15, 426 43. 558 
North Carolina .............. (siaccupageees cA hone wRENEianan ene “ek aeRoewdad sodiadsansaaadedes sanewscedumawené ae iS Aare 
South Carolina 


NG dealin Siam eccdehminindtiamsnlith penire es CI ane 
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TABLE 17.—School-district indebtedness—Continued. 


Bonded Floating 





States debt. debt. Total. 
nn «cubes bob web ESSE NE SERENE 090066 605006 056050. 5bb 000560655 5565.04 -~ 006 5555SOE5E 5600000855 5066S HOSES TEES ES 5 O00 0E505SO85SSS405. 60 62s eREsE COKE ERs lOSEESe CEES eS 
a i Lcabanend banndee ane ta ainah a phbeebaekieneshahh mie reduce cuEsehnevdsa send tiecdentwedbios berdasseinaweauinnee 
Missi E ccna cvieclecucungine cON ees uc cobs’ soteadnnedba tenes) sees sesh on ed yelkW eb Esaeesyasbabetetnphed eb heenadenrnshusahunadbbawenke debs dsséeuebegeee aerate sseees 
Louisians St ne cemmbolian diay prema etsSRatia bas onb 4n Seeehb ehh se seen osehs neuebehblesst babiaahdtsbbeethi bee sekeeelinbidnebesS? 
‘lexas bid tithe btiektdebndikbhwebanssssehebanek eee seceoecce . ett weeee cece esceseeesscees SCOTS SEscoescoococcssisccosoecececleweees coseeelseoseccescecs 
PE. c. sauneeeneiwene 5666008 S CCR eee cweesecccces cecccecoseeeceeseoee errr ree reer eee tT eee eee ee rer rier ee eee eee eee eee iene ertereeees 
RN oe eh as wi bias eau neeebeuen kaceneds Hada DER aes tuekeek eee lauded and sae eee tails ccaete $16, 388 $16, 388 
‘Tennessee ee ee Oe EEE EEE EEE EEE EE EERO EEE HEHE TEETH EHS EE EEE EEE ESET SEE EEEEE EE EH EHH EHH EHH EEE Ee esveceeoe 








BEE noc +s sovnns we in taber ware ‘ »pSeEbES CUROTE SES eeRSeSEbesHeRer DS nbbn CcbUascwedhsencdescednee eenenendsrbeeenseess $28, 132 122, 402 150, 534 





Ohio ‘ TT Te tte tet ttt Tt tht tr 1, 452, 199 
Indiana : alien ata an dale obese sip iesitisiaiic a wria as oth Sy is Ass Ses ois is as sae ss ak «oes a sana eee eee eaadicaae iia leaeain ocmiiseames Renee =e 
Illinois sie ceaeeiens 0 006 080000 SS SS Sollee ool SS cede e000 S56 5SSOS 5000S CES SSS ShSOOOSOSERS DESC OS ESOS Ee CESOEs SEsOEES cece eesieceoccensees 3, 406, 306 3, 406, 306 
Michigan isnt dinesds acne ieiun wanes 960060260806 cee Eesesenes seccecsosoce oe cece ee cece ss Cee ees cece ee ecceeseseceseeseesesessses 1, 293, 592 96, 081 1, 389, 673 
Wisconsin io iat Mi i emcee a ee, cea te ral ie alata a te peesecncescseccoceuasseeeeesoooe © OOo reece cece es Coeees cececs coeeeecccccces|ecccoccceces 276, 567 276, 567 
Iowa — - PSU SORE Sts con esteseeeeeuese cones wee eee eee ee ewe ee sewe es eeeeeneseseeseses © sewer cecercccccssces supucl Ey Lxecdanenne as 1, 125, 138 
LOT Le LEFOLILLTD POLO eh Fe OEE. + 6b onneenenenShbehe 66keU On 9ESSENEREON SUNEES SeERESSEREEeScbesnes | 640, 745 50, 727 691, 472 
Missouri CREE aR ec a aa aera i rise hens Sh Aseeenhwenees SUESCdaEhSENSRE NSE EbEOE bReRS DERNERSEEEREE SEnbehss tse nee Ss cieeatpicetis 746, 784 746, 784 
Kansas con — wee cees cences cncese senses cesncceensss coneee conesseuccce coceee ceeseecoeece cosese sesso Veesccoscecccs 1, 749, 357 29,151 | 1,778,508 
Ne br isk BD nn nc ce ee ooo OSS SESS SSS CESSES SESE EEE SESE SESE SEE SEES SS SESESS -SOSSSSHSSSSSESESSESSESESHESSESESES SCOSSEESEESSESESES ceoeeccess | escecccesceess 827, 641 ! 827, 641 
Colorado a pecvesese Sevecceccccescce Cee cerce Semeees ccecce cece es coccee cesses ceeseeeeeeees ceeccccccccs|socesccecces 328, 468 328, 468 
Nevada Picea sa 600008000 056000 000000 08000 s 69505558000 e806OSO50 0S SCeSESS COSSSO CESSES SOSSODODE TOS CCeS COS CCCeCEssoSeNeccecees 1, 506 1, 506 
Oregon Sones —- deeendoosbsoesesasenece ecevecsovesocesce TITTTTITITTTTTIT TTT TTT ir TTT TTT Ss ciile he einiammane 26, 585 | 26, 585 
California .. cUik mci nb Seb bbe aw REN edh obndes buenee eee eenanetousenss peeccansoccecese enn tbsanees oheeeebenene eennstonebesednss ct boceccecoscce 377, 963 377, 963 


cocccercces 1, 452, 199 











NN ccs ccwkeeetes 5s ai aired leaned wee leis [MD NaAbeU deat heienehaaapoebet seeepeteree gle’ | 6,261,031 | 6,167,779 | 12, 428,810 








BRIRGRD 2.0.00 s00scenccces c6ersenese 
SEGED osuccovesses heb eweeses 8 
DD gp icutinitnne kb wean 
Montana oiae 
New Mexico...... 
Utah iit 
Washington ... 
W vyoming 


Total 





TABLE 18.— Valuation and taxation. 
Assessed valuation. Taxation. 
4 
States. Per | Rateof 
ai : Personal prop- la =, Other pur- Tete cent.of| taxa- 
Real estate. erty. Total. School. poses. Total. eshest | tien on 


of total.; $100. 





XEW ENGLAND STATES 


Maine : ov ccccosece wecceccccceccccccesesces $173, 856, 242 $62, 122, 474 $235, 978, 716 $937, 525 $4, 244, 610 
New Hampshire — a ,aehetveses oeseee 122, 733, 12¢ 42, 022, 057 164, 755, 181 516, 449 2, 181, 191 
Vermont one. ceeeeecceeees oe 71, 436, 623 15, 370, 152 86, 206, 775 429, 706 1, 315, 405 
Maasachusetts --.. ee int apbeeunl Geka 1, 111, 160, 072 473, 596, 730 802 4,955, 428 19, 371, 449 
PE cnichust Rare nipbnbaknievandbeewenektes ‘ 188, 224, 459 64, 312, 214 . 673 411, 993 


18.0 $2 19 
19.1 | 1 63 
24. 6 | 2 01 
20.3 | 1 53 



































neice seeesiie coe 2, 280, 722 15.3 1 06 
Connecticut .......... : soul pweeesesee 228, 791, 267 98, 386, 118 327, 177, 385 1, 276, 111 4, 089, 628 23.7 1 64 
Total peeceseseses . peccccocvescocces — 1, 896, 201, 787 >, 809, 745 2, 652, 011 2 8, 527, 212 33, 483, 005 2, 010, 217 20. 2 1 58 
= = —z= —— ——— = > — — —S_ —=_—— 
MIDDLE STATES 
New York... a egenteudiee (ieeeee . a 2, 329, 282, 359 322, 657, 647 2, 651, 940, 006 . 10, 466, 552 56, 392, 975 18.5 212 
New Jersey ee ithietehenessmeneaknen 442, 632, 638 129, 885, 723 572, 518, 361 1, 742, 201 8,958, 065 19.4 1 56 
Pennsylvania .......... siecle apis dechcEcabene 1, 549, 007, 957 143, 451, 059 1, 683, 459,016 | 6, 298, 408 30: 28, 604, 334 22. 0 1 69 
Delaware ichasesneiee se a eee ae ac tae = 50, 302, 739 9, 648, 904 59, 951, 643 132, 408 | 471, 849 604, 257 21.9 1 00 
tT chitne, ciundpageahatandenpemewienkees Saarien abacen 368, 442, 913 128, 864, 762 497, 307,675 | 1,218, 443 4, 219, 019 5, 437, 462 22.4 1 09 
1 


IMEI oak cs iin a hiawhndeccdgudelidee waders 87, 980, 356 11, 421, 431 99, 401, 787 (a) 1, 469, 254 1, 469,254 | (a) 47 





























Pasencisceuvesecen pndenassesouseqeoueusounes 4, 818, 648, 962 745, 929, 526 5, 564, 578,488 19, 858, 012 81, 608, 335 101, 466, 347 12.5 1 &2 


Virginia 

































ai cmeiiies sendin a 233, 601, 599 74, 853, 536 308, 455, 135 1, 125, 028 3, 517, 174 | 4, 642, 202 24.2 1 50 
tins abuts dnkenhecehet anknen eases nenekbewh 105, 000, 306 34, 622, 399 139, 622, 705 752, 763 1, 304, 216 | 2, 056, 979 36. 5 1 47 
North Carolina spend ov bed tee eneeuseenee pwoccconness 101, 709, 326 54, 390 156, 100, 202 4 1, 570, 412 1, 916, 132 18. 0 1 22 
SD ND chic ony eeenewsnesesdenene snenee jinteaiutoeblalaiie 77, 46!, 670 56, 098, 465 133, 560, 135 423, 623 1, 416, 360 1, 839, 983 23.0 1 37 
Georgia . eeccesecccccecees secs os 139, 983, 941 99, 488, 658 239, 472, 599 387, 818 2, 819, 190 3, 207, 008 12.0 | 1 33 
Fiorida iigeebyetri panes’ <n pisehebees hendanonns 18, 885, 151 12, 053, 158 30, 938, 309 109, 146 496, 034 605, 180 18.0 1 95 
ne . saabhebnie se ; 77, 374, 008 45, 493, 220 12%, 867, 228 260, 147 1, 801, 2, 061, 978 12.6 1 67 
EL  dnndinessuckSntee seuene on oun ea 79, 469, 5 31, 158, 599 110, 628, 129 474, 905 1, 909, 5 2, 384, 475 19.9 215 
Louisiana : 2,3 37, 800, 142 160, 162, 439 545, 654 3, 850, 222 4, 395, 876 2.4 274 
‘Texas pabud wh abewskenb econo eneepesabheeenetatinenase 114, 855, 591 320, 364, 515 549, 827 4, 018, 889 4, 568, 716 12.0 1 42 
ae Ub ociehnbenewee dete eek eke 30, 648, 976 86, 409, 364 558, 700 1, 280, 390 1, 839, 090 30. 3 212 
DT 1-b6ne he nbndnehnengiehesaiweekneinigeesecmn shistuie 265, 085, 908 85, 478, 063 350, 563, 971 1, 109, €23 4, 091, 394 5, 201, 017 21.3 1 48 
Tennessee. .... i kbgun aan penecouseueetasendan 195, 644, 200 16, 134, 338 211, 778, 538 928, 609 1, 860, 172 2, 788, 731 33.2 1 31 
Pi désvebsowvccdwes eéavenseeundees 1esines tebuse -- 1,677, 847,248 693, 076, 021 2, 370, 923, 269 7, 571, 563 29, 935, 854 


ee eS a | 1, 093, 677, 705 440, 682, 803 | 1,534,360,508 | 6, 954,053 18, 802, 605 





. 5 066d ee sESESS coneenensens .9 1 
Indiana ... i isdeeene pick dbaense see nnwbeiaeenens 538, 683, 239 189, 131, 892 727, 815, 191 3, 394, 442 8, 949, 188 4 1 
Illinois sienna Riana ea uaiea aati aeiuiuaeanimasamie 575, 441, 053 211, 175, 341 786, 616, 394 6, 329, 680 18, 256, 338 5.7 3 

2 1 


SNE WivinitaGatetdotcbnayedesesdinaiesiueinbienweett 432, 861, 884 84, 804, 475 517, 666,359 2,524,164 ' 6, 103, 785 8, 627, 949 29. 


























TABLE 18.— Valuation and taxation—Continued. 
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Assessed valuation. Taxation. 
States. 
ear. 4 i on + er T 
Real estate. | Personal prop Total School. Other pur Total. 
erty. poses 
heii bekscentnb enews biased Gueke ceqaeesbueus $344, 788, 721 $94, 183, 030 971,751 $1, 906, 489 $5, 681, 836 $7, 588, 325 
Ait Ctbhhh Reena ceeekeennnsy sodneeeeRQracoeseonsses 297, 254, 342 101, 416, 909 671, 251 4, 113, 576 6, 948, 029 11, 061, 605 
nc cecatke natn ek cake eheeRRn agRakendadun cane 203, 446, 781 54, 581, 906 , 028,687 1,331, 526 3, 014, 774 4, 346, 300 
tt iin deen eeb bh aee bens eakbn eens Se Kasawekenees 381, 985, 112 150, 810, 689 795, 801 2, 496, 197 7, 773, 539 10, 269, 736 
a i emi nee eaetnen edanen 108, 432, 049 52, 459, 640 891, 689 1, 118, 859 3, 860, 791 4, 979, 650 
sete care eens A Seine Gee eheN MRiRE URAaearew wena 55, 073, 375 35, 512, 407 585, 782 769, 800 2, 02% 2, 480 
eta sane a cud Gh bhnad Guwke aabaunscaneila 35, 604, 197 38, 867, 496 74, 471, 693 424, 628 1. , 152, 008 
Te eRe ee ee «coh bias heeuaarhennl ekeaen 17, 941, 030 11, 350, 429 5 122, 048 749, 625 871, 673 
ait inahchshewinhubheta dbéWcwantecéusenes caneine 32, 584, 966 937,118 52 , 932 889, 010 1, 113, 942 
TE aad ca aletiem nin waned 466, 273, 585 , 451 584, 578, 036 2, , 787 9, 918, 218 12, 628, 005 
a a le neal nas ie 4, 584, 048, 039 1, 603, 218,586 | 6, 187,266,625 34,420,181 94, 697, 798 129, 117, 979 
THR TERRITORIES 7. ee ‘ i 

PC dihehs idee h hone deed enuseasd ben hwadae sawed 3, 922, 961 253 9, 270, 214 49, 667 293, 036 
INNES icin ir ibis as dantmariniamaion eh ki Adeind Ae dich iatel een sawn an wr 13 918 , 612 20, 321, 530 102, 714 8, 066 
el ee ee piudicusnbinht wkwitewasnee ‘ , 526 350 6, 440, 876 26, 380 59, 15, S87 
6 ci6 LUG boehedhbneds bo vwnn dibeweds teen seeie 5, 077, 162 640 18, 609, 802 85, 998 209 3, 047 
STEEL ERIE eee IS Se ee 4, 788, 764 642 11, 363, 406 34, 748 92 3, 942 
Pe Le earn enn uae cade 14,779,344 9,995, 935 24, 775, 279 141, 651 29: , 238 
ie cs Cnn cigden Genea eee eORusdrde kno n<aniaeee 11, 335, 923 770 23, 810, 693 111, 091 3§ , 417 
ssid ialiccdesnciensncethdsteuwenuekesssanten 4, 485, 291 3, 538 13, 621, 829 34, 294 195 228 
BOUND os ocivesasereccwesssvens scence secensssecncseuseess 60, 020, 889 68, 192, 740 128, 213, 629 594, 543 2, 054, : 761 
I kd walbian e's 13, 036, 766, 925 3, 866, 226,618 16, 902,993,543 70,971, 511 241, 779, 210 312, 750, 72 
a@No tax for the support of schools separate from other taxes is levied, but the expenses of the schools, amounting to $438,567, are paid out of the 


TABLE 19.—Selected cities, valuation and taxation. 


Assessed valuation. 


Cities. Rate of levy on $100. 
Personal * 

















Real estate. ae Total. 

poopeery. State. | County. City. Total. 
RE SR TEs Mi tnkanbccnnenaetinns $918, 134,380 $175, 934,955 $1, 094,069,335 $0 34 (a) $2 24 $2 58 
A TE. Bc boadkns Pes casess codnne 7, 216, 899 1, 587, 550 8, 804, 449 24 $0 14 2 30 2 68 
IR TR cis sececvcavionceeus 529, 169, 382 52, 560, 377 581, 729, 759 03 (a) 2 02 2 05 
I, Miia cnc0cesd<coubeesvas 5, 271, 698 112, 931 5, 384, 629 01 89 272 3 62 
Se nn encdp ues oonee be 13, 126, 737 3, 495, 242 16, 621, 979 24 24 11] 1 59 
NE cnt Sen vcWensavecuscene 91, 152, 229 26, 817, 806 117, 970, 035 27 87 3 20 4 33 
RE NS cao ccumweneeceséeccecs 428, 777, 000 184, 545, 691 613, 322, 691 02 04 118 1 24 
I inweedapiexncenakae 136, 071, 670 29, 216,730 165, 288, 400 40 (a) 1 83 2 22 
NE BD, nod caknet ceases 7, 750, 840 2, 826, 420 10, 577, 260 40 75 3 40 4 55 
Sy eR earegesee 183, 580, 023 60, 463, 158 244, 042, 181 19 (a) 1 03 1 22 
Ns knccman cowennce ne 131, 272, 619 38, 033, 016 169, 305, 635 29 22 2 40 2 91 
IE occu cxacceus aussie | 190, 280, 810 54, 196, 550 244, 477, 360 55 (a) 1 69 2 24 
New Orleans, La........... 71, 424, 382 20, 369, 968 91, 794, 350 60 (a) 2 04 2 64 
Ne es eee cdmemiiba-es 65, 733,315 | 17, 631, 095 83, 364, 410 25 41 1 42 2 08 
RATT, BAD wccscusencenenescnnas 49,795,000 | 16, 014, 000 35, 809, 000 46 (a) 1 82 2 28 
PE cnknweasedssocnevuwese | 63,981, 315 19, 216, 725 83, 198, 040 27 20 99 1 46 
eo.) ee | 86,816, 100 28, 765, 600 17 (a) 1 23 1 40 
eee 28, 783, 389 10, 738, 967 46 (a) 1 40 1 86 
Rs diate ewinn cokes sg 5, 921, 845 3, 210, 485 45 (a) 1 50 1 95 
EE EEN Snccnasonceeveewas 34, 866, 224 2, 102, 163 15 (a) 1 25 1 40 
STE ioe cc ncntcnsconese 14, 585, 818 7, 957, 605 48 63 2 00 8 10 
SEU MONOUE, BEMBR. 2.0005 coccesccsess 16, 809, 149 6, 606, 584 15 20 111 1 46 
EE sini apis am dhe ind 10, 763, 560 2, 573, 200 20 80 2 00 3 00 
0 a eee 15, 784, 314 1, 000, 000 20 54 1 05 1 79 
eee i2, 900, 000 5, 100, 000 18, 000, 000 35 85 1 50 2 20 
MD, cp ccd consns akecseces 9, 070, 001 5, 990, 444 15, 060, 445 45 35 213 2 93 
catheter baGunneeeseudes 19, 825, 800 10, 359, 128 30, 184, 928 39 07 2 04 2 50 
EE WEG ODS csnnds connec canes 10, 095, 011 4, 078, 589 14, 173, 600 36 54 78 1 68 
tine. scab oreneacdeewewn 8, 509, 981 4,481, 814 12, 991,795 65 50) 1 45 2 60 
a 11, 389, 392 3,! j 14, 904, 856 50 70 1 50 2 70 
IS chink bli aniy ntisin nSban 6d 30, 225 2, 857, 469 32 34 1 45 2 12 
Ee ee , 411 1. f $, 465, 205 65 1 50 1 70 3 85 
Worcester, Maas... .....cccc.csscce 100 8, 877, 671 39, 585, 771 03 11 1 40 1 56 
I SUES dni cdcconewes coccee cecess 17, 316, 639 5, 171, 225 22, 487, 864 03 10 1 47 1 61 


a No tax levied. 


Taxation 


Amount of lev 
State. County. City 
$3, 751, 062 (a) $24, 








20, 852 $11, 997 

200, 812 (a) ll, 
565 52, 156 

39, 724 39, 366 
313, 979 1, 021, 945 

22, 665 282, 128 
655, 256 (a) 

42, 309 79, 329 
457, 581 (a) 
490, 986 365, 700 
q (a) 

(a) 
345, 176 
(a) 
165, 644 
(a) 
(a) 
(a) 
(a) 
140, 896 
46, 831 
106, 694 

3: 90, B35 

63, 000 63, 000 

67, 772 52, 713 
117, 835 19, 886 

51, 000 76, 500 

84, 447 64, 959 

75, 000 105, 600 

9, 239 9, 801 
29, 024 66, 978 
14, 255 46, 497 

7, 460 24, 362 


Per | Rate of 
cent.of taxa 
achool tion on 
of total $100 

25. 1 $1 72 

37. 1 2 77 

0.6 1 68 

2. 3 1 92 

os. 4 ug 

24.0 08 

19.7 2 88 

1.0 O7 

20.1 212 

21.4 2 16 

26. 6 2 OR 

16.9 16 

21.4 2 35 

18.5 , 04 
?] 2 06 
27.3 1 ll 
32. § 1 75 
21.9 , 12 
14.8 1 69 
2.4 2 06 
22. 6 1 85 


district revenus 






TABLE 20.—Drawn from returns of school statistics from the several States and Territories for year 1881, showing number of youth not enrolled 
) a é a a a ; y ’ 9g y 3 


in school, and expense of supplying them with necessary school-houses and teachers and text-books for school of three-months’ length for first ye 


school- houses 






States and Territories. 





z 
ND. és sndbeewa sates Sek ddnad Ueda nonaRpsababunbavecueeenbn 246, 450 b4,929 $1,478, 700 
ad binthachanddiewe taken wawen'se Gasdnd ouea dd cockee 177, 097 3, 482 1, 044, 600 
sc. cd dah eGhs denenel 4an ahs ine oh budabet bene dhadedintneen 47, 382 045 283, 500 
ink. die didts cabuahsieaminitedseubinadthnscnnmavdesseesaraasdaes de 296 88, 800 





months’ 


three 


school-teacher's wages. 


of 


© 
= 
Of 
- 
— 
pe 
D 
© 


Cost 


3445, 610 





40, 313, 380 
236, 250 5, 050 
74, 000 26, 640 


t 
-<s 
w 
- 
D 








ar 
e2S= 
23.2 
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Connectict 
Delaware 
Florida 
Georgia...... 
Illinois .... 
Indian 

lowa 

Kansas - 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryl 





and 


Massachusettsa .. 


Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada 


New Hampshirea 


New Jersey 
New York 

North Carolin 
I ca 
Oreyon. 


Pennsylvania 


Rhode Island 


South Caroling 


Tennessee 
Te Aas 
Vermont 
Virginia 


West Virginia 


Wisconsin 
Alaska. . 
Arizona 
Dakota... 


Montana 
New Mexico 
Utah 

Washington 
Wyoming 


Total 


a 
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Marcu 18, 





States and Territories. 





4 


6, 030, 936 





4, 364 
8, 163 
49, 362 





089 
840 
356 
579 
143 
625 
157 
128, 821 
262, 407 

3, 741 


24, 817 


132, 
640, 


997 


318, 


o- 


490, 
8, 


7, 619 
7, 988 


236 





24, 500 
15, 581 
9, 145 
1, 205 















































LABLE 20.—Table drawn from the returns of school statistics from the several States and Territories for the year 1881—Continued. 

















fe > z = e§cs 
=— si : Ss 23 >= 
= $ za Bgee 
s 2 - ; = Bow 
be 9.2 b S549 
= Es 6 |g 
-~ j ~= x Re = 
- i 2 ~ o, © s 
= 2¢ | 6 
5 Ss | 8 |gig¢ 
. = Ss = 62824 
a - 3 S $ ak” 35 
: z z Be z 2235 
Z Oo o o o = 
487 100 $121, 756 $43, 830 $730 $312, 410 
163 900 40, 750 15, 570 244 105, 464 
987 100 246, 750 88, 830 1, 485 633, 165 
4,336 800 1, 084, 000 390, 240 6, 504 2, 781, 544 
6,012 600 1, 503, 600 541, 080 9,018 3, 856, 698 
4,2 700 , 052, 25 378, 810 6, 313 2, 700, 073 
3,3 57, 200 , 160 4, 836 2, 071, 196 
1, 98% , 900 470 2, 974 1, 272, 094 
6, 304 , 200 7, 360 9, 456 4, 044, 016 
4,181 300 5, 290 6, 271 2, 682, 111 
1, 277 , 930 1,915 819, 195 
3, 206 800 88, 540 4, 809 2, 056, 649 
2, 931 879, 300 790 4, 386 1, 880, 226 
2, 47: 741, 900 570 3, 709 1, 586, 429 
3, 653 1, 095, 900 770 5, 479 2, 343, 399 
4,942 1, 482, 600 ¥. 780 7,413 3, 170, 293 
1, 041 312, 300 , 250 93, 690 1, 561 667, 801 
44 13, 200 , 000 3, 960 66 28, 226 
2, 641 792, 300 250 7 3, 961 1, 694, 201 
12, 817 3,8 250 1, | 19, 225 8, 222, 105 
4, 547 1, 364, 100 | 6, 820 2, 916, 900 
6, 371 1, 911, 300 9, 556 4, 086, 996 
543 162, 900 814 348, 334 
9, 812 2, 943, 600 883, 080 14, 718 , 398 
163 48, 900 14, 670 | 244 , 564 
2, 576 772, 800 231, 840 | 3, 864 52, 504 
; 1, 574, 400 1, 312, 000 72,320| 7,822 36, 542 
262, 500 218, 750 78, 750 | 1,312 51, 312 
148, 800 124, 000 44, 640 | , 184 
1, 905, 600 1, 588, 000 571, 680 4, 808 
407, 700 339, 750 122, 310 2, 038 71, 798 
1, 147, 200 956, 000 344,160 | 5,736 53, 096 
34, 200 28, 500 10, 260 | 171 
6 80, 100 66, 750 24, 030 | 400 
325 97, 500 81, 250 29, 250 487 
29 8, 700 7, 250 2, 610 43 
95 28, 500 23, 750 8, 550 | 142 
490 147, 000 122, 500 44, 100 735 
311 93, 300 77, 750 27, 990 466 | 
183 54, 900 45, 750 | 16, 470 } 274 117, 394 
24 7, 200 6, 100 | 2, 160 | 36 15, 496 
120, 567 36, 170, 100 30,141,850 | 10,854,930 | 180,782 | 77,347, 662 


a A large number attend school beyond the school age, which carries the enrollment above the total school population, so that the absen ce of those of school 


age does not appear. 


normal school 


1881; other returns can be made for 1882. 
incurred by the communities. 


at a cost of $250. 


b Allowing one teacher to each fifty pupils. 


ne tet ac e Allowing one school-house of a cost of $300 to fifty pupils. 
e This is the additional cost of a school of three months for the non-attending persons of school age according to the returns for 
J This is an expense incurred by each parent, and, though not a public tax, is a part of the additional expense to be 


(d) Allowing one year at a 


TABLE 21.—Table drawn from the returns of school statistics from the Southern States and District of Columbia for the year 1881, showing the 


number ef youth not enrolled in school and the expense of supplying them with the necessary school-houses and teachers and the books for a school of 
three-months’ length for the first year. 


Southern States and District of Columbia. 


Alabama 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
Florida.... 
Georgia 
Tilinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine .. 
Maryland 


SEREERERIRETEED co cccocncncucenccccocccecncnseenencocs Rpevecccocscocleeseve 


» not 





z 


Number 


246, 450 
174, 097 


"8, 163 

49, 362 

216, 819 

315, 198 

209, 044 
i sas 


2& 
i= 

<4 
z 


a, 
3, 





929 


482 


sachool- 


building 
houses required. 


of 


Cost 


Cost of qualifying teachers. 


, 232, 250 
870, 5 


three-months’ 
| 


school-teacher’s wages. 


of a 





2 
s 
2 


d$443, 610 
313, 380 | 


5, 100 
800 


2 900 


Cost of books for pupils. 





‘ Tite. 


and schoo 





3, 161, 953 
2, 233, 703 
cane 105, 464 
633, 965 
, 781, 544 


ae 4, 044, 016 
2, 682, 111 








1884. 
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TABLE 21.—Table drawn from the returns of school statistics for the Southern States and District of Colum 








| es 
i- aa 
2; ey 
29 AS 
| ae 35 
se | 42 
| 4a | 
Southern States and District of Columbia. eo x 2 
| s8 | 4 
.e 3 
25 SS q 
= 238 
} 5 Sac 
5 Bas 
Z A 
I  cintehiwnmesebern aodueeneee panda SsQcndacecunbbecsecdeen De Beet a 
aes a wal ata ania hn aad has Saale ERA KN Ree ASE TAa ed eee ~ 
Mississippi sedeueedesoonuese Ga nekeeseédeteubeceeeoocensennsouassens 182, 675 | 8, 653 
Ra phdddeatdes ddadeukeksthauwecuecwasseotneeet 247, 108 | 4, 942 
Nebraska 
<< cnn ctigentte mini 





GED wnewns ascccesevcccencosescose Soenseesecacscoscccssvecceccesses SL ehieaiimsaimeetinnwnsdewe 
CI ca cccccens Tian eG amecperkdebatenesineeweeknecswaaaws s ecndiaenmiran 
CL no. wasaeer Gaghvenhenenednge a haetueudasiuneteseseustc Sencha eit Eas canenwd ecute 
OSS ee cicinedatididevesthisnetsdas ei esaoencts ao aalad naghiaacneews aN 
i. it) an bene neinaneeadebneneeenbecsdvees Nason } 128, 821 | 2, 576 
tne een a daevinkhaaeKnbnnun eewnseen ems 262, 407 5, 248 
25 ccc SEAS Dp EUNAOEe RIAROCES AAARRERETAEN Cm RKC eRDE@ as 43, 741 875 
ee oe a ee ange da cieemanaNeTeseren wave csaenes as tihanekuteecen Bo eet 
0 St a i fsa shade nth i etna ox GA OE Ah ase vg 317, 619 6, 352 
end ain Sie caunh adnan ag eeaee sentra mennet 67, 988 | 1, 359 
CE iit Sass s se Oe a ada pan eget Re eRanaNuaesl «os vaweskdoweetbesss bs adbabn 
1h 4. Onn glee eccunceaapana sane skates AAT eo ameN én aue [6 oceulednedinebrdterinanenewes 
ede eon eee bane see eeNaCEnereERsleieenenterenerneneh~s 
OS Se abcd ehneadinds Wadase ded sR Dada amEindemesntpinaaie nee Sat ates uae 
tt an i el wate cn en paeuainawedeethenenads 16, 259 325 
Ps odtatnaneth eneGaxnawiteoteantaniesawanees 2, 873, 399 57, 465 





school- 


of building 


houses required. 


Cost 


772, 800 
, 400 
500 


17, 239, 500 


$913, 250 | 
1, 235, 500 


644, 000 
1, 312, 000 


218, 750 





14, 366, 250 


three-months 


eacher’s Wages. 


~ 
3 





ost of books for pupils. 


C 





a Allowing one teacher to each fifty pupils. 
56 Allowing one school-house at a cost of $300 to fifty pupils. 
e Allowing one year at a normal school at a cost of $250. 


d This is the additional cost of a school of three months for the non-attending persons of school age, according tothe returns for 1881; other returns can 


made for 1882. 





5, 172, 750 


86, 148 
! 





e This is an expense incurred by each parent, and, though not a public tax, is a part of the additional expense to be incurred by the community. 
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bia for the year 1881, §c.—Continted. 


x 
z 
a 
a 
fee 
~ 
Tt 





399 


293 





, 487 


36, 864, 648 


be 


TABLE 22.— Table based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1831, showing legal schoolpopllation ; total school expenditure ; per capita of 
school expenditure ; proportion of $15,000,000 based on number of persons by census of 1880 ten years old and upward who cannot read ; propor- 
tion of $15,000,000 to per capita of school population of 1881 ; total of school expenditure including $15,000,000 ; and total per capita expenditure 


including $15,000,000. 


States and Territories. 


School population, 1881. 





Pn cccndcseudteeenn 

Arkansas 

‘California 

Calorado ........0 a ,§ 
Connecticut ........ Se ean Wen Ske oe ee GeN tae sea ews sane nieweNeeue 143, 745 
SNEED kacenccesesabex ieee cetnel ka het atuetadlar’ anenbadnnelcewiuinwesedos 37, 285 
a Dupe aLeEEabE sd eSGUR AU NARKGREER Sede de scentassweirncaeunes 88, 677 
Georgia ..... Sieh GRATE ET SNe SRRCECRMEDEREOTUEKUNERGROGhaes. siwereahi 461, 016 
I tot eae akas Harel ne sc das baa R NE NRAl oOd Cis UaN ewan sume eeoneede 1, 002, 222 
abaya e eee asc Calne bedad Nekess NeARENWE et OOE ess oeacecwoneas 714, 343 
RE ate Scie ae ke ae dads NAMEN REO DRRIAaS Sha peenRedewaineueyet cae ; 594, 730 
cock nee kiamadiendweseeiniun’ jaieRNaAaeeMER EES ANAC ENe CmeenKes Sacer us 348, 179 
i ais. 1 etiae tivakutaar keeeheieberwtevapaceeevarsedin gest ccenc sais 553, 638 
a ia te eee cwaans eva at 271, 414 
aie oleae eae inins cau nenenedebakeandeniedaccavecesecueencne 213, 927 
es ek ele ohn Tad bh ueeHeNtieseddnduses Coun ald daiecunsens 319, 201 
I ee me wennawine rea Rae cae aarti! ‘ 312, 680 
tt iia 2 ie cans ekakwedbade ceaankeeeaanerenecniee 518, 294 
ea oa cnet on Gan wad OU Reus baa dais de eebaenS Sa snwaesn sae 2: 
ee Réghaied spaaetane seat eambede whine dees 

ee te eae eduaeeebewenes man 

ile chess nae uke waa geben bedenawanneOehenaneudbeasxnanckensede 

Nevada 


New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
ie Finn encen at drkaniutacueduherdunns<ebewens 
North Carolina 
Ohio 
eee oe ca ent ies caesar ad aie Cree TREN Ese eMa eens eens 
I nisctes «sae igse dinate cigths<ineunecinepacced 
Rhode Island... 
Seuth Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 


i indi ikcas spmniiededes deuncninstimbide sienadaensesiecevanceesuenven 
WestVirginia...... 


expenditure, 


aD 
= 2 
om 
Ss 
= 
=a 
9 
@ 
~ 
3 
= 
“4 


$410, 690 
388, 412 
3, 047, 605 
557, 151 
476, 691 
281 


207, 
114, 895 
533 


498 

858, 414 
528, 754 
129, 819 
976, 397 
, 248, 524 
441,484 
, 089, 
1, 604, 5 
5, 776, 5 


3, 418, 


1, 


oe =) 


— 





753, 346 





», 1881. 





Per capita of school expend- 








to 


S 
= 
S 


1881. 





ation, 


69 
46 
95 


29 





$1, 53% 


oto oe Oe 





$3 64 
313 
15 12 
14 34 
10 7i 
6 94 
4 O03 
8 13 
6 6 
8 76 
5 900 
s 67 
19 
6 OS 
19 <1 
6 87 
» UA 
1 09 
1 94 
14 40 
1) 07 
b 
) 
1] 
6 f 
i 89 
4 













































































States and Territories. 


Wisconsin 

Alaska 

Arizona 

Dakota _— yuabeos 
District of Columbia 
Idaho 


( Cherokees ' 
| Chickasaws. ... 
’ Choctaws 
| Creeks . 
| Seminoles 


ED RINE. RIND ic oc wingasen saorbiendines eenwes tebeNenet stents tehune 


Montana 
New Me xico 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


PABLE 23 
would receive in the division of $15,000,000 among them all in propor- 


tion to their relative population ten years of age and upwards who can- 
not write (census of 1880, 6,239,958). 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Number who 





























































State. cannot write. Amount 
i ae, icine cataecti caicel itil 22,170 $53, 429 70 
SS | OW TRAMIDUEMG.. cc cccccneseccccnvcesccsousses 14, 302 34, 467 82 
35 Vermont pocccessecccosescoensessocccesese 15, 837 38, 167 17 
Ss SIGE, on cnscodeecnesereus scours 92, 980 224, 081 80 
NN OE EEE 24, 793 59,751 13 
6 GEE 4. cc nknecuuennweune 28, 424 68,501 84 
SILKE in uphnnd cebatk beebik aeteneata 198, 506 478, 399 46 
MIDDLE STATES. 

2 I i a 219, 600 529, 236 00 
Be) OW SOMEONE. céccwsvesece . 53, 249 128, 320 09 
7.2 PD, ..ccvwsdedénenoensubeeiendanedlé 228, 014 548 7 
Se ED ntknbstkenehscatiece ceseniebawenaus 19, 414 46,787 74 

ae indnaaawn Kensiceiven 520, 277 1, 253, 857 57 
SOUTHERN STATES 

} Alabama 433, 447 1, 044, 607 27 
| i do+ce sccveseeeusoneoueucs 202, 015 486, 856 15 
it BE cacntesncnqunesnines 80, 183 j 

aS 520, 416 1, 2 

- EG. in 42 akpniecpeiete dene saeddoseebans 348, 392 3g 

Pe concn onbebennnegs eheten 318, 767, 295 80 
ee inn ks < ponttbeds cosnsatkesaanechenle 134, 324, 116 08 

6 Mississippi 373, 899, 414 41 
13 Missouri 208 503, 097 14 

IR tes waa kcbedd venk ew enw ts 463, 1, 118,179 75 

oa igs ere tiles 369, 848 892, 333 68 

0 SE tbrnesantenéwenngéesnsenenees 410, 722 989, 840 02 
10 ETE ekg Gtk tines bain mie oceanic 316, 432 762, 601 12 

Oe eR is eine cele nn dae 430, 352 1, 037, 148 32 

” West Virginia ..... 8&5, 376 205, 756 16 

SONI aiehainsdiiecesieintide. itera Weitieendtwaresiiiiniebe wale kale 4,695,981 11,318,394 21 
WESTERN STATES 

ee PR cccinb Sink kniinnes vanhirednhetenesemewad 145, 397 350, 406 77 
18 Indiana 110, 761 266, 934 01 
27 | Iowa 46, 609 112, 327 69 
28 | Kansas. . 39, 476 95, 137 16 
22 | Michigan 53, 72% i 43 
29 Minnesota ......... R6 
17 Ohio pESURESeDEdseveresséneesesenssesess 81 
ed WED seccaenocnnencecces 78 

aan ie le ie ad 627, 911 1, 513, 265 51 














.—Showing the sum of money which each State and Territory | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1881. 
1881. 


school expenditure, 
iture, 


Per capita of school expend 


School population, 1881. 


Total 





491, 358 $2, 279, 103 $4 65 
9, 571 44, 628 4 66 
38, 815 314, 454 8 10 
43, 588 527, 312 12 10 
7, 520 44, 840 5 96 
55, 781 5 63 

28, 973 go 

199, 264 4 70 

414, 379 4 78 

4,112 28, 504 6 94 


TABLE 23.—Showing the sum 


TABLE 22.—Table based on returns to the Bureau of Education for 1331, §c.—-Continued. 
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onal 
illiteracy of 1880. 


school population, 
Total of school expenditure, 


Per capita of $15, 


Marcu 18, 





$117,858 88 $0 23 $2, 396, 961 #8 
16, 740 82 1 74 61, 368 82 
9, 424 32 24 324, 908 32 
65, 613 89 1 50 592,925 89 
4,215 66 56 49,055 66 

4, 660 38 47 60, 441 38 
161, 419 72 5 51 190, 392 72 
14,776 15 34 214, 040 15 
9,719 79 40 124, 098 79 

1, 300 64 3 29, 804 64 


of money which each 


would receive, &c.—Continued. 


PACIFIC STATES. 

3a 

=3 

2 > . Number who 

a State. cannot write. Amount. 

Rail 
NEE OE SOE A, OLE EEE AE TLE TT Te 53, 430 128, 766 30 
7, ) ty cc. ctncsnesnvesto@sedeseeosseneseness 10, 474 25, 242 38 
BT | MORTOAGERD ...0.cccccec ce ccccccccccescccccesccs 11, 528 27, 782 08 
SR -t PS cvenecedat oudncbesdébenseusehaséersne’ 4, 069 9, 806 29 
Se 1 caianigcenns bkbndeseeawaes cn 7, 423 17, 889 43 

SE ni. nus chbatevadnee decane sates tesebse 86, 92 209, 486 44 
TERRITORIES AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
C0 | DERREED 2< cconcccccescccescscesseccoscuceeese 5, 842 14, 079 22 
OF tO . sv ciccbnraccndcnctessbbawoxentestiioannt 4, 821 11,618 G1 
PE Sh ied a ccudies tahoe phages ibaee tebdet 1, 778 4, 284 98 
ef PL. ondanedéeretceossnenaes 1, 707 4,113 87 
RR a a ae 57, 156 7,7 
PRG (sdk secudnnepRemee bebe aandae eae hee os 8, 826 , 
et | i, occcepconneeeeeess on 3, 889 : 
Oe 1 ee EE ocevcc decnnnscwesy senses nescns osspes 556 1,339 96- 
ID a a cascesssnsneeenes veeese 25, 778 62,114 98 
Rush fist danced demers ataaebahin ie ae Ginn 110, 353 265, 640 93 


»lexpend.- 


aof sch 
1881, increased by 
proportion of $15,000,000, 


Per capit 



































7 24 


State and Territory 








The amount to each illiterate who cannot write is $2.41; to each 


who cannot read it is about 


$3.00. 


TABLE 24.— Table showing the sum of money which each State and Terri- 
tory would receive in the division of $15,000,000 among them all in pro- 
portion to their relative population ten years of age and upward who 


cannot read (census, 1880). 


States and Territories. 


Alabama 
Arizona 
OE SS eS 
California .... 
Colorado ...... 
Connecticut 

ia et 

OT Ee ee 
District of Columbia 
Florida 
Georgia 
Idaho .. 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 


No. of such il- 
literates in 
each State. 





Proportion 
$15,000,000 to 
each State. 


$1, 127, 8 


of 





65, 61: 


«io, 


1, 360 


294, 


213, 2 


85, 
fy, 
726, 
905, 


1884. 
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2()29 





TABLE 24.—Table showing sum of money, §-c.—Continued. 


No. of such il- 
literates in 
each State. 


Proportion 
$15,000,000 to 
each State. 


States and Territories. 





) 


of | 


} 


TABLE 25. —Showing aggregate amount received from the disposal of pub- 
lic lands in the past twenty years, $49,874,30% 3.38 ; average amount per 
year, $2,443,715.17; one-half of the yearly amount received from rail- 











roads, $223,689.92. 

. . Income for | », To agricult- 
Years. Fund. distribution, | T° Schools. | yay colleges 
First year.. siete adiee $2, 667,405 09 | $106,696 20 $71,130 80 $35, 565 40 
Second year..........00..-.++ 5, 334,810 18 213, 392 40 142, 261 60 71, 130 80 
Third year... 3 002,215 27 | 320,088 60 | 213, 392 40 106, 696 20 

Fourth year 10, 669, 620 36 426, 784 80 3 20 142, 26 
BE is cncnsoncevicacenes 13, 337,025 45 533, 481 00 355, 654 00 177, 827 00 
| Sixth year ......cc00..- 16, 004, 430 54 640, 177 20 426,784 80 213, 392 40 
Seventh year .. 18, 671, 835 63 746, 873 40 197,915 60 248, 957 80 
Eighth year... 21, 339, 240 72 853, 569 60 569,046 40 284,523 20 
Ninth year......... ‘ 24, 006, 645 81 960, 265 80 640, 177 20 320, O88 60 
Tenth year. 26, 674,050 90 , 1,066,962 00 711, 308 00 355, 654 00 


RG exckinexsons oe ee Sn ee a 18, 181 : 
pS ree Ksuedee tACUieatendsoes 111, 387 80 
cc tne cece cas cheeNeaeeEREO Redes ade 75, 635 21 
ne nheliicnae ness 68s 64a on eWER EH KGS es 40:0 47,112 15 
RC RGae. A kun Si DneseRREKees save ccees 20, 551 35 
caine tncksn ienseb<awes censneccese« 315, 612 15 
EEE wcdiwa buawhbwneenwiséemhn cae iiewpnkkd aes 138, 818 63 
ain cite arin ee ia peta Ga aaah te iw ants eee 1, 530 38 
SN Sos cc denovarnsscnerens sambeeebecceks<< 7, 830 18 
hd cei nin Cauce wAeeai et ea RN eens ndcead ia 3, 703 3 
cc. kd auetucnds sabbediacadarcs 11, 982 717 
OE Se re never teutsescsoe 39, 136 26 
New Mexico......... Mick wcaNeonecacadscodsccamen 52, 994 72 
TEEN it itee capiracdekthdcwe sends snediatedaeede 166, 605 75 
and VenineGknns de euabestenkedsinn 367, 890 2 94 
I kiKGaedncieakn iit; coi nnhenns chen me aeae wh ke aie 86, 754 68 
Ss Wackwockebsiucaenonasneccentcuss anacdeses- | 5, 376 30 
Es nn cduchiduantnhseees¥euersade voeses 146, 138 | 3 35 
cnn c casckddneiedeadtehekss. caewawes 17, 456 98 
I ean wai 321, 780 | 88 
NE cai atc dine beckiknmnuqhenaanne pat aie enews 394, 385 3 71 
CLs taka k cenatentecs veNeka aw iwebebs uuecdeesaes 25 3 | 5 26 
Ra i es 515) 
a ee ie a aaa 12, 993 9, 576 68 
ia tec aad hea ynNs Sor ekenbhes nnteees 360, 495 3, 067 77 
accede cncerwae de weeepaweswkindixe sect 3, 191 9,719 79 
TI soma aSenews by wabadeas daa. 52, 041 8, 516 89 
I cditcchcinnewaennse dean ackadbo we cceneue 38, 693 , 858 88 
EE ide nctneetéces ueeuesensinaoneesecen 427 , 300 64 
Ma Sieka Kees voksnevenstavab vbeueeses 4, 923, 451 15, 000, 000 00 


Mr. President, the Committee on Education and Labor has also re- 


ported another bill, the purpose of which is to provide a perpetual fund | 


for distribution among the States and Territories for the support of com- 
mon schools. For the first ten years it is proposed that that distribu- 
tion be made on the basis of illiteracy, and ever afterward on that of 
actual population. The proposition is to found a fund, and to increase 


that fund by placing to its account every year the proceeds of the sales | 


of public lands and one-half the income from the land-grant railroads 
of the country, so called, and to distribute not the money itself thus 
received, but the interest thereof. 


. - . - ° ° ° 
Of course, at the beginning the amount for distribution would be | 


very trifling, as the interest upon the three, four, or five million, what- 
ever the amount might be, which would be passed to the credit of this 
fund as the accumulation from the two sources mentioned, for the first 
year would be very little indeed; but gradually it would increase, and 
in the course of ten years the amount of interest that would be likely 
to accrue for distribution would become of essential conseqtence. It 
might reach in ten years the amount of three or four millior dollars, 
and ever afterward it would continue to increase. 

That bill has in substance been before the coun!» | en or twelve 
years. The honorable Senator from Massachuse:\s |! OAK} whom 
I do not now see in his seat was one of the earliest vod stro 
sates of that measure, and the honorable Senator from \ ermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL] has identified his name with it as he has with so many other 


i 


rest advo- | 


of the great measures of legislation which have been enacted during the | 


last twenty years in this country. That measure has received the sanc- 
tion of the Senate upon, I think, more than one occasion. It has failed 
to pass the House of Representatives heretofore. 
bill will come up for consideration by the Senate. 

The Committee on Education and Labor looked upon these two bills 
as entirely harmonious in their relation with each other, the one now 
being discussed relating only to a temporary exigency, proposing to dis- 
tribute a larger amount of money immediately to reach an existing dif- 
ficuity, in order to equalize the educational condition of the country as 
a whole, and the other bill would naturally supplement it, and about 
the time the fund from the temporary-aid bill shall disappear something 
substantial will be coming from this. 

I make these remarks at this time in order that I may introduce, as 
bearing upon the general subject of national aid to education and as 
‘contributing something to the symmetry of the discussion, which must 
include that bill earlier orlater, certain docume ntary matter. I present 
table No. 25, showing the aggregate amount rece rived from the disposal 
of public lands in the past twenty years, and one-half the yearly amount 
received from the railroads, and the yearly income to be derived upon 
an average yearly amount at 4 per cent. for each of the next ten yez s 
for school purposes; a like table, No. 26, giving the income from rail- 
roads for three and a Ralf years; and table No. 27, showing the dispo- 
sals of the public lands and the amount received therefrom in each fis- 

val year from July 1, 1862, to June 30, 1882, inclusive. I think these 
tables, in connection with the others which I have already introduced, 


will furnish to the Senate and to everybody practically all the statis- 
tical information that exists in this country in the possession of the 
Government, 
education. 


from its archives, as bearing on the 


subject-matter of 


At some time that | 








TABLE 26.—List of cash payments into the Treasury of the | 
made by the Ce ntral Pae ific Railroad C ompany on account ar: 


‘nited States 
25 per ce nt. 


of net earnings,”’ under the act of May 7, 1878, from July 1. 1878, to 
December 31, 1881: 
Six months ending December 31, 1878 (report for 1879, page 38 $181, 329 51 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1879 (report for 1880, page 37)... 229, 076 32 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1880 (report for 1881, page 20). 144, 436 74 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1881 (report for 1882, page 27). 79, 149 91 


Total for three and a half years Nipidiabtenctitudians 663, 992 

Amounts found to be due in cash from the Salen Pacific Railway Company 
on account of ‘25 per cent. of net earnings,’’ under the act of May 7, 1878, for 
the period from July 1, 1878, to December 31, 1881; but owing to questions in dis 


1s 


pute payments have not yet been made by the company (see report for 1882 
pages 14 and 33): 
Six months ending December 31, 1878 (report for 1881, page 14 $422,779 31 


Twelve months ending December 31, 1879 (report for 1881, page 14) 524,038 38 


Twelve months ending December 31, 1880 (report for 1881, page 16) 721, 993 08 
Twelve months ending December 31, 1881 (report for 1882, page 34 500, 191 31 
Total for three and a half years......... 2, 259, 002 08 


Less amounts due the company for services re sndered. prior tothe 


act,which had been withheld by the Treasury Department, namely 
Union Pacific (report for 1881, page 18)...................65 MY, 244 34 
Kansas Pacific (report for 1881, page 13)......... 865, 920 71 
es | S57 165 05 
Due United States ip eines 901, 837 03 
January 6, 1883.— Payments made during the last three and a half 
years by the Central Pacific, average yearly as 189,712 15 
Claimed by Government to be due, but nothing paid by ‘Union Pa- 
cific, yearly BVETAGEC.......00... 257, 667 72 
EE GORE ses cwrcatsaicccvessce 447,379 85 


oc ce ecnauuneensnlnetda 223, 689 92 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, January 8, 1883 
TABLE 27.—Statement showing the disposals of the public 
amount received there from in each fiscal year from July 1, 


30, 1882, inclusive: 


lands and tl 
1862, to Jur 


Year. 


Amount 


Acres. 


966, 6 
281, 
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On 


O41, 
, 655, 7 
666, 15 
, 095. 
, 765, 
SO4, 
3, OBO, 
), 530, 872. 93 
7,070, 271.2 
524, 32 
4, 849, 7 
686 
9, 333, 3) 
792, 371 
128, 175. 25 


730, 27 
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In addition to the area and amount given for 1882 there 


were disposed of In 
dian lands 310,386.13 acres for $634,617.22, which, added to the total for 1582 


a grand total for 1882 of 14,309,166.40 acres and $8,394,516.04 

Mr. President, I now come to certain propositions which I think are 
fairly deducible from the premises already laid down. These 
tions are, I think, true: 

First. That intelligence and virtue generally diffused among the 
masses of the people are necessary conditions to the existence of repub- 
lican governments in the nation and in the States. 

Second. That inso far as ignorance and vice exist republican govern 
ments fail, and that although the forms of freedom may continue, 
substance will be eaten out and ultimately the fabric itself will fall. 

Third. That there is now in all parts of the country a dangerons de- 
gree of ignorance among the people, and that those invested with the 


bade 


make 


propost 


vetthe 
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ne age, are by reason of ignorance to a dan- 


gerous degree ed to exercise the functions of government 


un 


Fourth. That this mass of ignorance is increasing and not diminish- 
ng, although there has been a slightly greater increase of population 
than of illiteracy relatively during the decade from 1870 to 1880 inthe 
CO as a whole 

Fifth. That in many parts of the country conditions are growing rap 
idly worse rather than better, and that the evil is of that peculiar nat- 
ure that the local power and disposition to apply the remedy grows 
less as the necessity for it increases 

Sixth. That the danger to the country is everywhere, although the 


diss ise may be large ly lox il: that ignorance any whe re circulates every - 


re and poisons the political and social life of eact 
whole peopl 


1 State and of the 


Seventh. That the re medy must be appli d by those who pr receive the 
dang that if there is anywhere indifference to the remedy it pr s 
that there is the more occasion for its use, and that the insensibility of 
the patient requires at once such measures on the part of those still in 
relatively sound health as will prevent the spreading of the plague; 
and that the cry of physicians and nurses for help should control our 
ut ither than the convulsions or the stolidity of the patient 

Kighth. But in this case there is neither indifference nor stolidity; 
there is simply an inability to combat the plague unaided and a cry ol 
distre¢ Ignorance is worse in a republic than the pestilence. 

Ninth. That the exceptional degree of illiteracy prevailing in some 


parts of the country as it constitutes 


sult historically of causes 
] 


a0G 


a common danger so it is the re- 
for which the whole country is responsible; 


that those portions of the land which have been free from the im- 


mediate presence of the institution to which we trace the evil are not 
without participation in the guilt, as well as the lucre, which apper- 
tained to it 


That everywhere the pharisee business is played out and the prayer 
of the publican is in order. 

Tenth. Those parts of the country where there is least illiteracy have 
as arule received already very largely pecuniary assistance from sources 
which originated in fortunate location and the wise providence of those 
who lived before them; and that there is justice in the request for help 
made by those whose ancestors acquired and defended the soil whereon 
and strength 

Eleventh. That there is no State or Territory in the Union where 
the facilities for common-school education should not be greatly in- 
creased, and none where twice the amount of expenditure and effort 
now going on might not profitably be made. 

Twelfth. That local taxation is very heavy, falling chiefly upon 
homesteads and visible personal property and the estates of those least 
able to bear taxation, which should come from the surplus of society 
and not from its primary means of existence, while the national income 
is derived mainly from things either better not consumed at all, and 
therefore the more heavily taxed the better still, because there will be 
the less of that harm which comes from consumption, or from articles 
paid for by those who have the surplus earnings and accumulated 
wealth of society. 

Thirteenth. That since, at the present time, national taxation is far 
less burdensome to the masses of the people, upon whom falls much 
more heavily the weight of the support of State and local institutions 
and also since the existence of the nation is as much imperiled by ig- 
norance as the perpetuity of the States, therefore the common good re- 
quires the appropriation of national aid to the support and mainte- 
nance of common schools. 

Fourteenth. That this aid should be distributed in such way and 
should so long continue as is necessary, in order to equalize the facili- 
ties for common-school education, and to once elevate the status of the 
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| the rose, and that beforea great while. 
these happy milhions and glorious institutions now repose in prosperity | 


masses of the community to a high standard of intelligence, at which | 


point and after which the community would, in self-defense and from 
the instinct which inclines men to keepa good when they possess it, be 
sure to educate itself sufficiently without national help. This is proved: 


That systems of education are best supported and most firmly fixed in | 


the most intelligent States. 
liberties as their schools. 


Those States would as soon surrender their 
They are synonymous. 

I now pass to consider the ability of the different sections to bear tax- 
ation. The ability of-communities to bear taxation is not in proportion 
to their relative total wealth or property. But there must first be de- 
ducted as properly exempt from any imposition so much property and 
producing power as is necessary to subsistence, and taxation can not be 
sustained except upon the surplus remaining, ifany. The valuation per 
capita of the New England States is $661; of the Middle States, $473; 
of the Western States, $334; of the Territories, $211; of the Southern 
States, $155; of the colored population, not over $5; average of whole 
country, $ 

But the ability to bear taxation depends upon producing power at 
the time the levy is made as much as upon accumulated property, for 
property will not sell and consequently can not pay unless producing 
forces are active. 

The census shows that from 1870 to 1880 in the States of Virginia, 
West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala- 
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bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennes- 
_ thirteen States, there was a net loss in valuation of $202,868,844. 
In Texas there was a gain of $170,631,586; in Georgia, $12,253,080; 
North Carolina, $25,721,580; total, $208,606,246. Consequently the 
total loss of valuation in the other ten States enumerated was the enor- 
mous sum of $411,475,090 in ten years. 
Bear in mind these are not the ten years during which the slaves 
were liberated. These were the ten years between 1870 and 1880. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. If it will not interrupt the Senator, 
I should like to if it is not possible that that difference or 
shrinkage of value in some of the Southern States is accounted for by 
the difference in the value of money in the census reports, being cur- 
rency in 1870 and gold in 
Mr. BLAIR. I can not say in regard to that. Thatis an open ques- 
tion upon which everybody can draw his own inference. But during 
the same time in the country at large, as the Senator knows, the aggre- 
gate valuation, which undoubtedly was made upon the same substan- 
all parts of the country, very nearly doubled. It went 
from sixteen billion to thirty billion dollars or more, if lL recollect aright. 
I will not vouch for the figures, but I think it was from sixteen to thirty 
billion doli: the actual values. The Senator will observe, too, that 
in three of the States enumerated there wasan actual increase: in North 
Carolina of $25,000,000, in Texas of $170,000,000, and in Georgia of 
$12,000,000. I apprehend that the valuation is substantially on the 


see 


. hin 
ask Dim 


1280? 


al basis in 


irs. 


same Vasis 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you account for it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I account for it in the actual diminution in the cash 
value of the property in those States, if the figures are worth anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But how do you account for it? 

Mr. BLAIR. From the general influences that operated in that sec- 
tion of the country. I think the data before the country very plainly 
show in most of these same States a quickening and revival in the busi- 
ness tendencies and in the business activity of the people and a general 
inclination to the investment of capital from abroad. The people are 
turning their attention to industrial questions, and very rapidly. The 
face of the South is being transformed, and the old poetic quotation will 
come in one of these days; the South will really bud and blossom as 
But between the years 1870 and 
1880 we all know the condition of the Southern country, and I do not 
think I could elucidate the subject in such a way that it would be bet- 
ter understood than the honorable Senator from Vermont and others 
already understand it. 

The lack of education among the masses of the people is undoubtedly 
one more reason why property depreciated; perhaps the greatest reason 


| was the absence of schools, and that was one cause why Northern im- 


migration failed to find its home in the South rather than in the West. 
If there is anything that a Northern man or a Northern family wants, 
it is a chance to educate the children; it will not go where-there are 
no schools. It is only primarily by the establishment of schools that 
that portion of the country can avail itself of the natural tendencies to 
immipration in that direction, either of individuals or of capital largely. 

The decrease in the losing States varied from 45 to 78 percent. I 
call attention to the thread of what I was saying, showing a decrease 
in the valuation in ten of those States of $411,000,000. During the 
same ten years the increase of population was 4,006,982, which is I 


suppose at least 30 per cent. on the population of the same thirteen 
States in 1870. 

Ignorance and poverty procreate faster than intelligence and wealth. 

Again, ability to bear taxation for a certain purpose will depend upon 
the other existing demands for the application of revenue. In a great 
section of our country the fixed capital, the houses, structures of all 
kinds for residence and business of every description, highways, and 
other means of transportation, &c., were lately destroyed by fire and 
sword, and when for that reason they have to be replaced or must be 
produced as a primary condition to existence and advancement for any 
reason, the taxation, such as poor and struggling communities can bear, 
must be greatly absorbed in these uses. A community has certain 
primary physical necessities like an individual, and as he must eat be- 
fore he learns to read, so the community must provide for some things 
even before it provides completely for the intellectual culture of its 
children; hence it would be expected for all these causes that the people 
in the Southern States would be able to pay far less for the support of 
common schools than other portions of the American people. Yet, as 
a fact, they pay in proportion to their valuation as much and in propor- 
tion to their capacity to be taxed a great deal more for the education 
of their children. It is not a question of effort, but of strength. 

The rate per cent. of school to total taxation is, in New England, 20.2 
per cent.; Middle States, 19.5 per cent.; Western States, 26.6 per cent. ; 
Territories, 22.4 per cent.; Southern States, 20.1 per cent.; average, 
whole country, 22.6 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean on the total valuation? 

Mr. BLAIR. No, the percentage of school taxation to the entire 
amount of taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To a fixed ratio. 

Mr. BLAIR. Taking the entire taxation of the country and dividing 
that taxation into groups, the New England States, the Middle States, 
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the Western States, the Territories, and the Southern States. In New 
England 20.2 per cent. of all taxation is given to education, to schools. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That percentage of the total for all purposes ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Of the amount of all taxes raised and collected. For 
instance, where there is $100,000 raised in any given community in 
New England, 520,200 of that $100,000 is applied to schools ; in the 
Middle States, 519,500 of the $100,000 is applied to schools ; in the 
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Western States, $26,600 is applied to schools; in the Territories, $22,400 | 


is applied to schools; in the Southern States, $20,100 is applied to 
schools ; and the average for the whole country of every $100,000 of 
taxation is $22,600. It has a very important bearing on the merits of 
the proposition that this table be understood. 

I now proceed to consider the increase of educational expenditure 
required. [{ have not dared to make these calculations up to what I 
think they really should be; they are the minimum. The education 
of children is a business just as much as the running of a government, 
or a line of transportation, or the raising of crops. A plant is first re- 
quired. The child, ignorant of his letters, is the raw material; and, 
in theory at least, the young man or woman instructed in the rudi- 
ments of knowledge and skilled in the primary arts for its acquisition 
is the manufactured article. 

Falling back upon the returns of the Bureau of Education of 1881, 
the latest and most reliable we have, and bearing in mind all that I 
have said in the early part of my remarks of the increase since that 
time and the enlarged proportions of the problem we are dealing with, 
I ask attention to the following facts: 


In 1881 there were children of the school ages in the United States | 


not enrolled, that is, not attending at all anywhere in public or private 
schools, 6,030,936. 

I will here state that educators complain everywhere that they lack 
accommodations for those who are actually enrolled. There are no 
school-houses for their accommodation. In fact there are not sittings 
for more than are enrolled anywhere. A school-house for fifty pupils 
can not cost less than $300. We have, then, a necessity for increase of 
school-houses 120,567, and of teachers at least the same number. The 
houses would cost $36,170,100; if you fit the teachers with one year 
of instruction, at $250, $30,141,850; teachers’ wages for three-months’ 


pay of diggers of ditches and short drains—$10,854,930; cost of books, 
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paid for the support of public schools in the whole country. If one- 
third the children are now unenrolled and unprovided for, there should 
be an increase in yearly expenditure of $50,000,000 on their account 

This would make the annual cost of our public schools only $150,000, - 
000, and would give to all the children of the whole country but six 
months’ training each year, and to teachers only the pay of common 
laborers or less. 

The proposition of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan ]—setting 
aside the source of supply from which he proposed to get the money 
which, would have a tendency to identify the support or the public 
schools with the prosperity of a business which I hope will yet disappear 
from the earth, which proposition wasto appropriate about $80,000,000 
yearly to schools—is really moderate when the necessities of the problen 
are fairly stated ; and I take this occasion to say that the proposition o 
the Senator from Illinois divested of the objectionable feature reterred 
to is worthy of agreat statesman and far-seeing patriot. There is not 
ing the matter but our own failure to fully appreciate the stern req. 
ments of the situation. 

If fifty, eighty, or one hundred millions could be substituted for the 
fifteen millions proposed in, this bill, and the whole distributed upon 
the basis of population, or of illiteracy, temporarily, it would fiat 
better. But I have no hope of the adoption of such a measure, and the 
committee felt under the necessity of confining the amount to the com 
parative pittance of fifteen millions, which must necessarily, if not very 
largely increased, be confined to the dense cloads of ignorance whe 
explosions are threatened; that is to say, it must be applied locally to 
the evil itself. In States which receive but little, comparatively 
is wanted. 

Even after $15,000,000 are divided upon the basis of illiteracy, the 
individual child will receive for his education in California, $15.12; in 
Colorado, $14.34; in Connecticut, $10.71; in Nevada, $14.40; in New 
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| Hampshire, $10.07; in Rhode Island, $11.36; in District of Columbia, 


$13.61, and in Massachusetts, $19.21. 

While in Alabama he will receive $3.64; in Arkansas, $3.13; in Flor 
ida, $3.75; in Georgia, $4.03; in Kentucky, $3.67; in Louisiana, $4.96 
in Mississippi, $4.09; in Virginia, $3.94; in West Virginia, $4.31; in North 


| Carolina, $3.26; in South Carolina, $5.05. 
school, at $30, boarding themselves, about 50 cents per day—one-third | 


which must be paid for by some one, $180,782; total, $77,347,662, to pro- 


vide the plant and run it three months for the instruction of the chil- 
dren not now attending school at all in this country. 

Take now the seventeen Southern States, including the District of 
Columbia. There were not-enrolled children of school ages returned 
to the bureau in the year 1881, 2,873,399 ; school-houses and teachers 
required, 57,465 ; cost of houses, at $300 each, $17,239,500 ; cost of fit- 
ting teachers, at $250 one year, $14,366,250; pay for three months, 

yages at $30 per month, teacher paying board, $5,172,750 ; school-books, 
$86, 148—a total cost to provide for and instruct for three months the 
children not now enrolled in public or private schools $36,864,648, of 
which $31,692,898 is necessary before the schools could begin. 

Now, all this done, in addition to what already exists north and 
south, the country would be only tolerably supplied with a school 


plant, the repair and reproduction of which, with constant increase of | 


investment to perform properly the increasing educational work, must 
be provided for. 


While the immediate need in these last States is at least for double th: 
education called for in the first group. 

This bill appropriates $15,000,000 the first year, and will give to 
every State and Territéry $3 for each person over ten years of age why 
can not read, and $2.41 for each person who can not write, lessening in 
amount, that is according to the basis of distribution, $1,000,000 yearly 
for ten years, when all payments are to cease. 

The State will apply the funds and render a yearly account of th 
manner in which the work is done. The Executive, if dissatisfied, 
withhold further expenditures, subject to the action of Congress 

Each State and Territory must expend for school purposes at least 


an 


| one-third the amount received during the first five years and an equal 
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But it should be borne in mind that a school of three months leaves | 


nine months of the year in which to forget what has been learned in 
the three. Many schools are far less in duration, and consist of but 
a single term during the year, some not more than three or four weeks, 
in fact. These averages are pernicious, inasmuch as it is like an effort 
to divide the crime or misery of the country according to population, 
and say that each person suffers 25 per cent. from cancer, or is three- 
fourths a lunatic, or 50 per cent. a murderer. 


But it is the best we can | 


do, and in no event are we likely fully to grasp the tremendous signifi- | 


cance of the solid facts. 
yearly, and bedividedintwoterms. Thatis enough; and the rest of the 
time of youth should be given to industrial improvement and recreation. 


the whole country is at this time just about $80,000,000. I believe 
that to be a liberal estimate. Of this, in the sixteen Southern States, 
with the District of Columbia, there may be $14,000,000. In the year 
1881 it was $13,359,784, as returned to the Commissioner of Education. 
The schools average about three months yearly. 

If we deduct the $14,000,000 from $80,000,000 we have remaining 
as the expenditure in the rest of the country $66,000,000. As these 
Southern States have one-third the total population, in order to place 
that section upon an equality of privilege with the rest there should be, 
instead of $14,000,000, a yearly expenditure of $33,000,000 for her en- 


The schools in my opinion should be six months | 


| 


rolled children, and none of these calculations make any provision for | 


children not enrolled at all. 

It is too low an estimate to say that in the North there should be an 
expenditure of $100,000,000 at once to increase school facilities, pro- 
vide and qualify teachers for their work, and at least as much more in 
the South, or in the whole country, $200,000,000. Upon the present 


| public lands, &c. 


amount the second five years of the operation of the bill if it should 
become a law. 

States receiving small amounts can expend the same for normal in- 
struction, teachers’ institutes, or otherwise, as they prefer. The amount 
that New Hampshire receives, for instance, would increase her normal 
school facilities more than threefold beyond the present expenditur 
of the State, or give 59 cents yearly to persons of school age. 

The funds must be applied to schools and not to structures, not ex- 
ceeding one-tenth to the qualification of teachers, which is the first 1 
cessity. The States are required to so use the fund as to bring about an 
actual equalization of school advantages to all children alike. Indus 
trial education is provided for when practicable, which will be but se} 
dom, although something may be done in suitable localities and in the 
way of beginning. 

We are a great way. deeper inthe mire than we realize when we talk 
of doing much in the way of teaching trades and occupations before out 
children can half of them find a chance to learn to read. But it will 
come in time, and a beginning can now be made in the way of setting 


| out a few young trees. 
The actual yearly expenditures of all moneys for public schools in 


The Territories are of the utmost importance, and the bill undertakes 
to provide for them indispensable legislation, both in appropriations and 
administration. 

The method of expenditure in the States is the same substantially 
which has already been adopted by the Senate in the passage of the bill 
establishing a national school fund from the proceeds of the sale 
As both parties have already indorsed that method 
of expenditure on more than one occasion, the committee, or at least a 
majority of its members, have thought best to avoid all chance for coi 
troversy on that subject by adopting that which, having been repeated 
sanctioned, can not now be repudiated with, consistency. 

I also embrace this fitting opportunity to say that I fully believ« 


ol 


| that the States will everywhere disburse the moneys received und 


| in the other. 


basis of expenditure in the North there would be $100,000,000 annually | 





this bill, if it becomes a Jaw, in good faith and with as sacred regard 
to the demands of prudence and honor in one section of the country «s 
For a year or two there may be some possible confusion 
in setting up and testing machinery, but in the existing condition of thi 
public mind the better way is to give outright to the States and hold 
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! 
them, as they desire to be held, to an undivided responsibility, to be | failure of said company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
redeemed upon their honor. We shall not trust to that honor in vain. | ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. President, the absolute necessities of this nation and of these NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

States, of their darkened present and of their portentous future, de- 
mand the appropriation of public money from a full Treasury to aid in 
the establishment and support of common schools throughout the 
country. 

Sir, I appeal to the facts, and entreat the Senate to pass this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. The termination of the Senator’sspeech has left the 
Senate, I think, unprepared to vote upon this matter without further 
discussion. I think there are other Senators who desire possibly to be 
heard upon the measure that he has brought before the Senate. 1 an 
not one of them ; but I think that there should be the opportunity for 
discussion, and the accident of the moment seems to have prevented 
that by the absence of Senators. I move, therefore, that the Senate 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before putting the motion the Chair 
asks unanimous consent to say that it is quite probable he will be 
obliged to be absent to-morrow, and the Chair names the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to occupy the chair in his absence for the next 
three days. The question is on the motionof the Senator from Kansas 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 24 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


do now adjourn. TUESDAY, March 18, 1884. 
Mr. BLAIR. I hope that no action will be taken which will prevent 

this bill from coming up as the unfinished business to-morrow. The House metat 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Anadjournment will leave it the un- | S. Linpsay, D. D. 

finished business. The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Mon- 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that there is not the slightest disposi- | day. 

tion—— Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is not debat- | reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and 

able. reference of bills and joint resolutions, &c., be dispensed with. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will consent, I think, to withdraw the There was no objection. 

motion. The remainder of the Journal was then read and approved. 


Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for the purpose 
of an explanation of the existing condition of business. pe Saree ace 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that there is not any disposition on the Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


part of the committee, certainly none on the part of myself, to preventa Mr. EAT IN. i I would like to ask unanimous consent for a moment. 
full discussion of this bill. I know that several Senators desire to The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain that request pending 
speak upon it. It is quite apparent, without its being said that the the demand lor the regular order. : oe! Gee y f 
elements which must enter into the discussion, the examination of data, Mr. EAT( N. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withhold his 
and all that appertains to wise legislation, where $15,000,000 of imme- | Gemand for the regular order for a moment. S 
diate expenditure and an accruing expenditure of over $100,000, 000 are Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would be glad to accommodate my friend, 
concerned, require careful thought and consideration on the part of the | but we want to dispose of this Post-Office appropriation bill to-day. 
Senate. But it will be remembered that this measure came before the | After that I shall have no objection whatever to his request, — ; 
last Congress, and that there has been for years great urgency for action. The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
It should be known either that there is or that there is not to be national | Teports. : : 

aid to common schools. The attention of the country is turned in this Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
direction, and has been for years. If the aid is not to be extended, they | the call of committees. p nd ; 
should know it in those communities where they are hoping for it, so | Mr. BELFORD. I hope that the gentleman from Illinois will not 
as to fall back upon themselves. Therefore, I shall urge the consider- | S!st upon the regular order. d RS . 
ation of this bill as rapidly as is consistent with thoroughness and pro- TheSPEA KER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Illinois 
priety of action. I would not like to consent to its being displaced by | to insist upon his demand. f 
any other bill on the Calendar. There are several Senators who I have Mr. BELFORD. We ought to have an hour at least to go to business 


no doubt will occupy the day to-morrow; and perhaps it is best that | 0? the Speaker's table and take up bills that have passed the Senate. 
we should adjourn now. Mr. TOW NSHEND. I insist upon the regular order. 
PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to dispense with the 
3 ; ; morning hour for the call of committees. This requires a two-thirds 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask leave that the Committee on Patents | yote. 
may have printed for its use two hundred and fitty copies of some tes- The motion was not agreed to. 
timony taken before it in a hearing upon the bills relating to patent The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 minutes past 12 
suits which are pending before the Senate. Ido not know that it is | 9’¢lock. 
necessary to put it in the form of a written motion; if it is, I willdo so. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks ' ane sie : . . : : 
unanimous consent that it ce at this time ordered that two hundred |, Mr. ELLIOT r, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a Teport 
and fifty copies of the testimony taken before the Committee on Patents, | !” the case of Wood rs. Peters, accompanied by the following resolu- 
relating to patent bills pending before the Senate, be printed for the tion; which was ordered to be printed and laid over: 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, WOOD VS. PETERS. 


use of the committee. Is there objection? The Chair hears no objec- | _ Resolved, That S. R. Peters was duly elected a member of Congress from the 
tion, and the order to print is entered. REP SE SERA ORE CENEEEN OF HES GUE. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. Mr. BENNETT. I ask leave to present the views of the minority in 


that case, to be printed with the report of the committee. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a a 
Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- DIRECT TAX OF 1861. 
ation why vom business. After five minutes spent in executive Mr. MORRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Session the doors were reopened. Means to report back the resolution of inquiry which I send to the desk, 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. and to ask that it lie on the table. The information is already to be 
Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by | found in a printed report. _ ‘ 
him to the bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and rhe Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
useless military reservations; which was ordered to lie on the table, and | _ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to 
be printed. furnish the House of Representatives with a tabulated statement showing as 


we at follows, to wit: The amount of money apportioned to and assessed upon the sev- 
BILLS INTRODUCED. eral States and Territories and District of Columbia under the act of Congress 
Mr. BOWEN i ae S =3 ; eal inl — approved August 5, 1861, and actssupplemental theretoand amendatory thereof; 
i i .B EN introduced a bill . 1873) for the re liet ot Thomas H. the amount paid by and allowed to each thereof, with dates of each respective 
Norton and James McLean; which was read twice by its title, and re- | payment and allowance ; the amount of the credits on account of the 10 and 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 15 per cent, deduc — named in said acts, and dates of each of such credits ; 
Mr. DAWES intr ane (S. 1874) for cl ee > Roere | the amount of credits allowed each thereof from other sources, stating the source 
Mr. DAWE introduc ed a bill (S. 1874) for the re lief of Cyre nus Bee TS | and natureand authority ofsuch credits, and dates thereof respectively - the total 
or his personal representatives, and also the personal representatives Of | amount after deducting all such credits, allowances, and deductions; the total 
Vail & Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the pa- —— paid by and the capt sonemne due by each and all thereof, respectively, 
or > al oe ee Te : . . : and now remaining unpaid, including all taxes, collected and uncollected, pro- 
Ss > > r . © > fe " " 2 ‘ P a ne t b 
pers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Indian ceeds from sales for non-payment of taxes, including amounts bid in excess of 
Affairs. taxes, purchase-money refunded, and balance of proceeds from sales, as shown 
Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1875) to reimburse the depositors of | by the records of his Department at this date. 


the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
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ELIZABETH COMSTOCK. a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported | accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 498) toreimburse | The bill (H. R. 1045) was ordered to lie on the table. 
Elizabeth Comstock customs dues paid by her on articles for the relief | BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER. 


of colored refugees; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as 
| a substitute for H. R. 2426, a bill (H. R. 6079) to authorize the con- 
| struction of a bridge across the Hudson River, between Storm King 
THOMAS LYNCH. | and Breakneck Mountains, in the State of New York; which was read 
Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported | a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 265) for the relief | accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

of Thomas Lynch; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying The bill H. R. 2426 was ordered to lie on the table. 


| 
report ordered to be printed. | GEORGE S. FISHER. 


JUDICIAL DISPRICTS OF TEXAS. Mr. HITT. I am instructed bythe Committee on Foreign Affairs to 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, | report back the memorial of George S. Fisher, late consul at Beirut, 
reported, in lieu of House bills H. R. 2813 and H. R. 3802 referred to | and to ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 


the committee, a bill (H. R. 6074) to change the eastern and northern The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the reference can be 

judicial districts of the State of Texas and to attach a part of the In- | made through the petition-box. 

dian Territory to said districts, and for other purposes; which was read Mr. HITT. There is a written report, recommending that the me- 

a first and second time time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with | morial be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the committee can 
The SPEAKER. The bills in lieu of which this is reported will be | make the proper indorsement on tlie memorial and put it in the petition 

laid upon the table. box, sending it to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The bill I have reported is intended 


; 7 : STATE WAR CLAIMS 
to be a substitute for two bills. 


The SPEAKER. There can not be a substitute for two bills. <A Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
substitute is of itself an amendment, and there can be an amendment | back with an amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 172) amendatory 
but to one bill. The other two bills will be laid on the table. of the act of June 27, 1882, entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to examine and report to Congress the amount of 
the claims of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, Cali 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, | fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and 
also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 5110, a bill (H. R. 6075) toauthor- | Idaho, for money expended and indebtedness assumed by said States 
ize terms of the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district | and Territories in repelling invasions and suppressing Indi:.n hostilities, 
of the State of North Carolina at the city of Wilmington, in the said | and for other purposes;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the 
district; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House | Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
Calendar, andy with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill for which this is reported as a substitute 
will be laid upon the table. 


TERMS OF COURT IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


COURTS-MARTIAL. 
Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re 
BRIDGES OVER RIO GRANDE RIVER. ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend articl 
. . : . ‘ : . or . . nla ‘ticles of Tor: whic vas placed on t] ous 
Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a (2 of the we and Articles of War; which wa meer Lon the I “4 ' 
substitute for H. R. 2829, a bill (H. R. 6076) to authorize the con- Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 





struction of a bridge for the transportation of street cars and other ve- HARRY S. KELLOGG. 
hicles, horses and other animals, and pedestrians over the Rio Grande Mr. ROSECRANS. from the Committee on Military Affairs, also 1 
River between the city of Laredo, Tex., and Nueva Laredo, Mexico; | ported a bill (H. R. 60830) for the relief of Harry S. Kellogg, adminis 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, | trator of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg : which was read irst and 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

The SPEAKER. The bill for which this is reported as a substitute | Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
will be laid on the table. | printed. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as | CONDEMNED ORDNAN 
a substi > ft . R. 2830, a bil i. R. 6077 ‘ rize the con- ' r ¢ ‘ . , 

1 su stitute for H R ‘ 0, a bill (H. R 3 re _to vuthoriz it con Mr. MURRAY. from the Committee on Military Affairs, re po ted ad- 
struction of a bridge for the transportation of street cars and other ] } 1) : 1 a eS +] 1] | 
rode ‘ 3 : : versely the following: which were severally laid on the table. and the 
vehicles, horses and other animals, and pedestrians over the Rio Grande | 1 4. 1 i 

ye . pan > . one > - wcompanying reports ordered to be printe i 
River between the city of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, Mexico: | \ bill (H. R. 5392) to d t 1 ! n to } ( 

° . ° > 5 i . Ae DITA to aonate conaemned cannon ft ZVA Ti 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, | p~. yoo ‘ys ; > 11 -C ) : 
a , ; Post 139, Grand Army of the Republic, of Seranton, Pa.; and 

and, with the accompanying report, orderedé to be printed. 


sa : : A bill . R. 5393) to donate ndemned ordnance to t Ser: 
The bill (H. R. 2830) was ordered to lie on the table. ; (H.R. 5 terrane yn ned ordnan he em 


Veteran Soldiers’ Association of Scranton, Lackawanna County, Penn 
ALIENS AS ENGINEERS AND PILOTS. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, reported back with a favorable reeommenda- 
tion the bill (H. R. 782) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize| Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
the employment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots,’’ approved | back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 206) to provide promotion 
April 17, 1874; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with | in the corps of judge-advocates ; which was placed on the House Cal 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


sylvania. 
PROMOTION OF JUDGE-ADVOCATES 


{ 


endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 
STEAM VESSEL, ETC., FOR ALASKAN WATERS. | PROMOTION OF SERGEANTS IN SIGNAL CORPS 
Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with | Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2601) appropriating certain | back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 179 
moneys for the construction of a steam vessel of the revenue marine | authorizing the President of the United States to appoint from the se1 
and steam-launch for special service in Alaskan waters; which was re- | geants of the Signal Corps two second lieutenants 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


1 1 , 
; Which Was p if ed on 


the House Calender, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 


BRIDGES OVER MISSOURI RIVER. LOAN OF TENTS, CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, in 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2031) to authorize the construction | lieu of House joint resolutions 22, 104, 165, 174, and 181, a joint reso 
of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Sibley, in the State of | lution (H. Res. 209) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan from any 
Missouri; which was referred to the House Calendar,- and, with the | fort, supply depot, or arsenal such cannon, tents, and muskets as can 


amendment and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. be spared for the use of ex-veteran Union soldiers on the application of 
Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back | the governor of any State; which was read a first and second time, re 

with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 581) to authorize the | ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the I nion 

construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the city of Leaven- | and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


worth, Kans.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with The original resolutions for which the joint resolution (H. Res. 209 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. was reported were severally laid on the table 
BRIDGE ACROSS NIAGARA RIVER. ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported bac] 
stitute for H. R. 1045, a bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the construction | with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3236) for the relia! ot 


and maintenance of a bridge across the Niagara River; which was read | Ernest H. Wardws 


XV 


ll: which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
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House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. | 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the 
claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the al- 
leged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of the said Read, and 
by him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrange- 


ment made between him and the War Department, and for which no | 


compensation has been made; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE B. WEBSTER. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 211) for the re- 
lief of George B. Webster; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GILE. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3533) to correct the record 
and fix the rank and pay of George W. Gile, a lieutenant-colonel in 
the United States Army ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Co:nmittee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 368) for the relief of Os- 
car Eastmond and James W. Atwill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE. In view of the fact that the Committee on Military 
Affairs have reported favorably a Senate bill for the same purpose, I 


now report back House bill No. 3688, for the relief of Oscar Eastmond | 


and James W. Atwill, and move that it be laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FRANKLIN THOMPSON. 
Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5334) to remove | 


the charge of desertion from the record of Franklin Thompson, alias 8. 
E. E. Seelye; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

J. WASHINGTON BRANK. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington 
Brank on the muster-rolls of Company —, Second North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed 

MRS. ANNIE B. LEWIS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5878) for the benefit of Mrs. Annie B. Lewis; when 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION ACT. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1408) limiting a portion of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes;’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS. On behalf of a minority of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs I ask leave to file the views of the minority upon the bill just 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority of the com- 
mittee will have leave to submit their views, to be printed with the 
report of the majority. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEER HOWARD D. POTTS. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 6081) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard D. Potts, 
United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4480) to authorize the retirement 
of officers of the Navy after thirty years’ honorable service; which was 





referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS BY RAILROADS. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3273) to regulate the 
compensation of railroads for transportation of the mails on railroad 
routes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 

| ing report ordered to be printed. 
LOTTERY CIRCULARS, ADVERTISEMENTS, ETC. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1910) to pro- 
hibit the mailing of letters and circulars concerning lotteries, or news- 
papers and other periodical publications containing lottery advertise- 
ments, and prescribing a penalty therefor; which was laid on the table, 

| and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN BAND OF NORTH CAROLINA CHEROKEES. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1112) to pay certain expenses of the Eastern Band of 
Cherokee Indians of North Carolina; when the Committee on Indian 
Affairs were discharged from the consideration of the bill, and it was 
| referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

IOWA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 6082) to provide for the sale of the Iowa Indian reserva- 
tion in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, for the issuance of a patent 
for a reservation for the Iowa tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory, 
| and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
| to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
| be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 

| with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5420) to accept and 
ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to grant a 
right of way to the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Com- 
pany through the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5282) to accept 
and ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to 
grant a right of way to the Dakota Central Railway Company through- 
out the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which was referred to the Com- 

| mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
| panying report ordered to be printed. 


BARTHOLDI STATUE OF LIBERTY. 

Mr. WEMPLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation joint resolution (H. 
Res. 167) authorizing the temporary exhibition in the Capitol of a 
model of the pedestal of the Bartholdi statue of ‘‘ Liberty enlightening 

| the world ;’? which was referred to the House Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK EAILROAD. 

Mr. HANBACK, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, reported, 
| as a substitute for H. R. 4363, a bill (H. R. 6083) granting the right 
of way to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company to con- 
| nect the Northern Pacific Railroad with the Clark’s Fork mines; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
| report, ordered to be printed; and House bill 4363 was, by unanimous 

consent, laid on the table. ’ 


PETER K. DEDERICK. 
Mr. GREENLEAFP, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
| with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of Peter K. 
Dederick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whcle House 
| on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. ATKINSON, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the 


minority; which were also ordered to be printed in connection with the 
majority report. 


ELON A. MARSH. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Patents, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 2298) to make operative certain letters patent of the 
United States granted to Elon A. Marsh; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GABRIEL NEUDECKER, 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Patents, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 4511) to extend the patent of Gabriel Neudecker for 
| process of preparing tobacco for manufacture; which was referred to the 
| Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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PHILIP 
Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Wiggins; which was referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


WIGGINS. 


back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pensio 
report, ordered to be printed. | Louisa J. Thompson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
MRS. KATHARINA T. WUNSH. House on the Private ¢ alendar, and, with the accom pan! ing report 
: ; s : . ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported ELLA STOLZ 
. . > FOND . : ‘ LULZ. 
back with an amendment a bill (H. R. 583) granting a pension to Mrs. o ; sae 
r . mn y : . ‘ . . . . } l “© | il ens ns ~( porte 
Katharina T. Wunsh; which was referred to the Committee of the | | Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on anes ee net ae 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying “ k a a ndment the bill H. K. 3171) granting a pen ) 
> “de » printe | Ella Stolz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole I 
report, ordered to be printed. olz ch was referred to th unittee of the W 
508EPH M’INTOSH on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or ( 
5 — wore cits : ; be printed. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | WALTER HI. CROW. 
ported back a bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pension to Joseph McIntosh; Mr. MATSON. from the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 Iso 1 i 
: » , \ : . r ° <- ‘ N, {ron e Ue nittee ail ensions, also reporter 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | . jay (HR. G0a4) to 1 ee aM ME Beale oe kbs 
‘ 3 . a. é » : ° 1 } &@ Dill Lk. Iv. OV © restore le ame oO aitel ; row tt pen- 
‘ ar, é vith accompanying report, ordere be printed. pe : . ‘ . ; 
Calendar, a, . ith acete oe eae red em i. ae | sion-roll: which was read a first and second time, reterre d to the Co 
aeeanen iy: Sanaa | mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, alsoreported | accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
back a bill (H. R. 3892) granting a pension to William B. Keith; | ° MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
shie vac rete >» » j eo Of . y > 3 } » Priv: > . ‘ ‘ : 
a = or Committee of the W ene . the Private | A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 4779 
JOHN A. SHUCKERS. | to change the name of the West Waterville National Bank of Oakland, 
. . 92 ° 13 . at <2 hat af the . . tic 1 Ran] 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 12 the State of Maine, to that of the Messalonskee National | “sm 
ported back a bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers; | lhe message further announced that the Senate had passed a 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- | Tesolution of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES CLARK. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. 4694) grantinga pension to James Clark; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on the | 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4152) to rerate the pension of Charles H. Holt; 

A bill (H. R. 529) to increase the pension of William W. Andrew; 

A bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of Donald Knox; 

A bill (H. R. 4151) to rerate the pension of Stephen C. Monroe; 

A bill (H. H. 5029) granting a pension to Beverly Post; and 

A bill (H. R. 2078) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Sprouse. 


MARIA C. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 5336) granting a pension to Maria C. Mc- | 
Pherson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH E. E. SEELYE. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
also reported back the bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 
E. E. Seelye, alias Franklin Thompson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN H. FRENCH. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. granting a pension to 
Calvin H. French; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report erdered to be printed. 


»« 
de 


R907) 


MARGARET DAILY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5735) granting a pension to Margaret Daily; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- | 


endar, and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to be printed 
WILLIAM R. BROWNE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ALICE T. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B. CADDY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 392) granting a pension to 
Charles B. Caddy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


| of Representatives was requested, namely: 


| with 


| back with favorable recommendation the bill 


ym] 
report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY L. WELLS 
Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiot ilso re] 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5172) gr iZ A pensio 
Mary L. Wells; which was referred to the Cemmittee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
dered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. WICKWIRI 
Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee en Invalid Pensions, 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pensio1 
| George W. Wickwire; which was referred to the Committee of tl] 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying r 


port and amendment. ordered to be printed. 
| 


| Maria L 
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House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re 


dered to be printed. 

































































LOUISA J rHOMPSON 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 


} 
MS, ALSO re port 


Joint resolution (S. R. 7 


75) making an appropriation to eradicate the 
foot-and-mouth disease. 
WILLIAM PRINTZ. 
Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2660) granting a 
pension to William Printz; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
port, ordered to be printed. 
FREDERICK WILHELM 
Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pens Is 


ported back with favor@ble recommendation the bill (H. R. 1396) grant 
ing a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, late a rex 
Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; 


sergeant of (< 






which was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calenda and 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


JAMES I. DAIL. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
an amendment the bill (H. R. for the relief of Jame 
Dail; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tf] 
Private Calendar, and, with the 
ordered to be printed. 


S em 


oLlid 


accompanying report and amendme 


RICHARD G 


HOUK, from the Committee 


SHARP 
Mr on Invalid Pensions, al 
H. R. 4282 
pension to Richard G. Sharp, which was referred to the Committ 
the Whole House onthe Private Calendar, and, 


j 
SO Te ed 


with the ace: 





MARIA L. HAMMER 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1977) for the 

Hammer: which was referred to the Committee of the Whe 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report an 
amendments, ordered to be printed. 


relief 


WILLIAM J 
Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of V 
J. Sawyer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
om the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report and amend 
ments, ordered to be printed. 


SAWYER. 


repo 


Villiam 


ADVERSE 
Mr. HOLMES, fromthe Committee on Invalid Pensions, al 


REPORTS 
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bac k with adverse re 


ommendations bills of the following titles: which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely 

A bill (H. R. 1774) for the relief of James Suple; and 

A bill (H. R. 4047) for the relief of George Stapleton. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of bills of the following titles; 
and the same were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1987) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Henry B. Jay; and 

\ bill (H. R. 1795) for the relief of Edmund Williams. 

JOHN A. HASSELL. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Da 


On motion of Mr. BAGLEY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 


discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2456) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia Stokes; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

PATRICK FOLEY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pension to Patrick Foley; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the acco: ipanying report ordered to be printed. 

LAURA 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Comn m Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report ordered to be printed 

i B. MAHAN, 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, als« reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles B. Mahan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’ANNY 
Mr. BAGLEY, fro: 


the Committee on Invalid P 


J 
ensions, also reported 
} 
ch 


vate Cal 
} 


l 
back the bill (H. R. 2394) granting a pension to James McAnny; whi 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


i 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printe 
MARY A. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Per 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1046) grantin 
A. Griffith; which was referred to the Committ 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa 
to be printed 

FRANCES HASENZAHL. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4828) for the relief of Frances 
Hasenzahl; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to he printed 


ilso rene rted 
-nsion to Mary 
Vhole House 


: 
ordered 


ROSE ANN GALBRAITH. 
Mr BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose 
Ann Galbraith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying | 


report, ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET MADDEN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4178) granting a pension to 
Maryaret Madden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and 


with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table 
printed 

A bill (H. R. 5361) for the relief of Andrew G. Walker: 

A bill | 5365) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ann Hurst; 

A bill (H. 5352) for the relief of Mary L. P. Hamilton; 

A bill 4190) for the relief of Mrs. Clara U. Drake; 

A bill . Kt. 3039) restoring the name of Bridget Dowd to the pen- 
sion-roll: 

A bill R. 4184) granting a pension to A. C. Thopkins; 

A bill R. 993) to rerate the pension of George E. Ward; 

A bill R. 2396) for the relief of Abram Colley; and 

A bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of Bryan Maginnis. 


, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ported back with anamendmen > bill (H. R. 2987 


back the bill (H. R. 3803) to inere ‘the snsion of Mrs. L 


| back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1894 


Marcy 18, 


P. W. BRADBURY. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. 
Bradbury; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

OCTAVIA A. NEWHALL. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5330) granting 
a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed 

BETSEY A. MOWER. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2137) for the relief of 
Betsey A. Mower: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
| panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH A. BARBOUR 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


| ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3694) granting a pen- 


sion to Elizabeth A. Barbour: which was referred to the Committee of 


| the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment 


and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ANN CORNELIA LANMAN, 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1813) 
granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LOVERING, fron ‘ mittee on 


Invalid Pensions, also re- 
t rranting a pension 
to Rebecca Walcott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed 

FANNIE 8S. BEAUMONT 


Mr. LOVE! ‘G, from t ensions, also re- 


ported back with ; vorable recommend: bill (H. R. 747 


he Committee on Invalid P. 


rantit 


ion to Fannie } sumont; which Was re- 
ferred to the Commi » of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
h ti mpanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LOVERING, from t nmittee on Invalid P: 
wrted back the bill (H. R. 3891) granting a pension to Sophia West; 
umittee was ] 

1 


ensions, also re- 


consideration of 


it WAS rel - ms 


Mi .LEN, from the Committ m Invalid Pensions, reported 


aura Hentig; 


consideration of 
the same, and it was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


and the committee was discharged from the further 


i til 


CLARK ROBERTS. 
Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
t) granting a pension to 


\. 


| Clark Roberts: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARTHA H,. STRIBLING 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2869) to increase the pension 
of Martha H. Stribling, widow of Cornelius K. Stribling late rear- 
admiral United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment 
and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JACOB MILLER. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of 


| pension to Jacob Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and 
| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH A. BECKTEL. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Beck- 
tel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


| printed. 


GEORGE A. MARSHALL. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3527) granting a pension 
to George A. Marshall; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Ps 


Sea rans | Oe 











Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
JACOB FOUKE. 

Mr 
versely the bill (H. R. 3046) to increase the pension of Jacob Fouke; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANCIS M’NEIL POTTER. 

Mr. YORK, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of Francis McNeil Pot- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CYRUS L. DUNHAM. 

Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims, reported adversely the 
bill (H. R. 342) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus L. Dunham, de- 
ceased; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PAUL M’CORMICK. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, 
(H. R. 6086) for the relief of Paul McCormick; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
printed. 


reported a bill 


ordered to be 


WILLIAM H. C. ELLIS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Clain 
adversely the claim of William H. C. Ellis for professional services as 
attorney at law; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


1s, also reported 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour 
reports has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. Pending that motion I 
move that all debate upon the pending paragraph of said bill and all 
amendments thereto be limited to thirty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion to limit de- 
bate. 

Mr. CURTIN. Iam instructed by the 
fairs to make a report. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a motion pending before the 

Mr. CURTIN. I hope the gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. 
SHEND] will permit me to make this re port. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtin], but I am acting under instructions of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to withdraw 
his motion. The question is first on the motion to limit debate. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 61, 
noes 56. 

Mr. DEUSTER. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 93, noes 56. 


for the call of committees for 


Committee on Foreign Af- 


House. 
Townx- 


TOWNSHEND were 


Mr. DEUSTER (one of the tellers). I will not insist on a further 
count. 
So (no further count being called for) the motion to limit debate was 


agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. Before putting the question on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole, if there be no objection the Chair will 
lay before the House sundry executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


UNLAWFUL FENCING OF PUBLIC 
_ The SPEAKER accordingly laid before the 
Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of March 1, 1884, and transmitting a report of the Acting 
Commissioner of the General Land Office concerning the unlawful fene- 


ing of public lands; which was referred tothe Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS. 


BURLINGTON AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, in answer to the resolution of the House of Re -presenta- 
tives of March 11, 1884, tr: unsmitting report ot the Acting Commissioner 
of the General Land Office concerning the land grant to the Burl lington 
and Missouri River Railroad Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LOCKS AND DAMS ON KENTUCKY RIVER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers in re gard to 
the necessity of making special provision for the payment of expenses 


House a letter from the | 
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STEELE, from the Committee on Pensions, also pte d ad- | 
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incident to the working of locks and dams on the Kentucky River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, a1 
dered to be printed. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEVADA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of 
| the General Land Office asking for an appropriation for the office of sur 
veyor-general of Nevada ; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
TheSPEAKER. The que sstion rec ‘urs upon the motion of the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the House now resolve itself 





into Committee of the Whole for the consideration ot 
ation bills. 

The question was taken; 
noes 67. 

Mr. CURTIN. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DEUSTER and Mr. 
appointed. 

The House again divided: 


general 


appropri 


} 


and upon a division there were 


TOWNSHEND were 


and the te 


‘llers reported that there were 
ayes 89, noes 75. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 


Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 
POST-OFFICE 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
The bill last under consideration and now pending in Commit 
tee of the Whole is the Post-Otiice appropriation bill. All debate on the 


+ 

t 
ee + 
‘n limited to 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


the 


bills. 








pending paragraph and amendments thereto has be¢ hirty 
minutes. The Clerk will report the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That section 4002 of the Revised Staiutes of the United States he, and 

| the same is hereby, amended as follows: In line 21 of said section stril rut the 

word “less ’’ and in lieu thereof insert the word * more 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that on this paragraph 
points of order were reserved by several gentlemen. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be heard on the pointof order. 1 think 

he provision just read is clearly subject to a point of order under the 


tamed Rule &XI. Thesection of the Revised Statutes reterred 
to—the second clause of section 4002—provides what shall be the com 
pensation of railways tor carrying the mailsand how that compensation 
shall be determined. The first provision is that railways carrying 
their whole length a daily average of two hundred pounds of mail 
matter shall receive not more than $50 per mile per annum, and then 
the rates of pay decrease in proportion to the increased amounts of mail 
matter carried. The section then provides 

The averege weight to be ascertained in every case by the actual weighing « 
the mails for such a number of successive working days, not less than thirty, at 
such times after June 30, 1873, and not less frequently than once in four years 

So that the rate of compensation TOW provided by the statute which 
is proposed to be amended is so much per peund, according to the weight 


of matter carried, which is to be determined by weighings made not less 








frequently than once in four year (nd this te ision, under a proper 
construction, would authorize these weighings to be made, in a sound 
executive discretion, more frequently than once in four years. 

Now, the clause of this bill upon which I make my point of orde1 
proposes to amend this section of the statutes by striking out the word 
** Jess’? and inserting the we yd § *more,’’ taking away the executive dis- 
cretion to weigh more frequently than once in four year If this 
clause of the bill be enacted the weighing must be once in four years 
and not oftener. 

Now, Rule X XI, in clause 3 (with which the Chairis familiar), pro 
vides that upon a general appropriation bill no provision changing ex 
isting law shall be in order unless it retrenches expenditures in one of 

| three ways. I will read the language: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto cha i x 
isting law be in order except such as, being germane to the subject-matt« 18 
bill, shall retrench expenditures 

How ? 
by the reduction of the number and sa ary of the officers of the U ted State 

That is one mode of reduction— 
by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Tre of 
the United States 


That is another method 


or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 


Now, the pending provision of this bill, as it pro} mses to change ey 


isting law, must, to be in order, not only retrench expenditures, but 
must do so in one of the three modes specified by the rule. It is true 
that under a subsequent clause of Rule XXI an amendment reported 
bya committee prope rly charged with the subject-matter of the amend- 
ment would be in order if it retrenched expenditures in any way; but 
the power of the Committee on Appropriations to propose for the con- 


] 
sideration of the House in a general appropriation bil! 


provisions chang- 
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)positions asshall retrench expendi- 


v8 spec ned. 


any considerable 


» take time in referring 
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a former Speaker of this House, 
economy must be in one 
and further, that it must appear upon 
“l to be incorporated in the law that 
the ways specified in the rule. 
Speaker Kerr has been tollowed 
essary to 1 


tures the 
itur he ] 


his rule has always received. 
y Mr 


he fir 
Kerr, 


nt o1 of the 


sort to argument in 


rovision at once 
present bill. Can 
trenches expenditures 
If the Chair can 


trenchment is greater than 


nches expenditures ; I may 


;of the proposition were now 


nad- 


1 


but is extravagant in 
great harm to the Department. 


ipon the point of order that this 


its te 


h expenditures in either of the 
a change of existing 1 
that this provision, to be 
from facts within the 
accomplish in one of the three 
and in this instance the 
duction of the compensation 
asury of the United States’’ or by 
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of the fact that the Post-Office 
expenditures are constantly increasing 


ter or less pel I | iT 


aw. 


man, 


cessive year 


It is not necessary, 
it, un ler this ision of the rule, that the reduction 
r appropriation; it is sufficient if 
on upon the basis of what would be the appropriation 
ibsence of this provision in the pending bill; because otherwise 

lan absolute reduction 


ld never show upon the face of this bill 
ont fiscal vear, 


is steadily 


Hasis OL some tor 


in comparison with expenditures for the 
of the Department in all branch 
Chairman, it 


urre 
increasing 

xtent to which 
by tl 


Lis 


tly the 


‘ 
this bill are reduced 


ls impossil tate exad 
xpenditures contemplat V provis- 
upon which I think 
will take official 

He will 
as a judge upon the bench knows 
cognizance even in the absence of 
hair will take official notice of the fact that the weighing 
mail willinevitably, according to the ordinary course of proceed- 

thy 


ion from the tact 


this proposition 


know ledw« 


have nal | 
nave name 


may 


Pay } , 
But there isa fact 


rest, and it is this: The Chair 


of the current expenditures of this Government. 
Khow in t 


i 
is official capacity just 


of which he 


il il 


9} 
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ofheia i tact 


will take 
prool Che 


of tl 


the Government, increast 

the servi 
course the decision of this question is easy. 
ial knowledge ot ft 


not on] 


a . 
om I 


1e fact that the frequent weighings of the mail, 
weighing once in four years but as often as the gentleman hav- 


ing charge of this branch of the service thinks proper—that these fre- 


quent 
juen 


ment 
this Committee of the 
} 1 


then, why t 


weighings of the mails do increase the expenses of the Govern- 


Whole House on thestate of the Union. I ask, 
1e Chair may not on this official knowledge hold that the 
amendment in prohibiting these weighings of the mail—which do in- 
crease expense to the Government—oftener than once in four years does 
to that extent retrench expenditures and bring it within the meaning 
of the rule 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, this is an important point of order; 
important 1 
worthy to be followed hereafter 


; 
1 tO WOrK 


It will be a pure matter of specula- 
ny way a theory that will show, by the incorpo- 
2 into this bill, it will retrench expenditures. It 
we y 1¢ mails, that it would be highly im- 
Government to have the right in the discretion of the 
er-General to weigh the mails oftener than once in four years, 
e many roads upon which the mails are carried and lines 
may be ¢ 
road, and time the cost of carrying the 
creased to the Instances have been given where 
as been reduced one-half or more by the establishment of 
(nd still the Government, while 

the carrying of n which went by the old line, would be 
ilso on the new principle and theory and for 


yurpose was the old 


out in 


the 
thy 


ighing of tl 


thus after a 
pub 


ympeting lines of railr 
that 


it is fair and 1 to say that this provision of the law 
vides for the weighing of the mail at least once in four years 
ernment, but I dispute the proposi- 
liana [ Mr. HOLMAN] that to weigh only 


te t 
hteres 


as the busi- | ; ~ oa 
| pensation of any person whose salary comes out of the Treasury of the 


cost of the expenditure of carrying | 
If the Chair takes official knowledge of that fact, of | 
The Chair will then take | 


Chat is a fact within the knowledge of the presiding officer of 


it should be decided right, so that we may have a precedent | 


wried from which they may be transferred | relates to the support of the Post-Office Department. 


| perience, for we have a notorious instance of it, that by the rewei 
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every four years would be in the interest of the Government 


osition is to strike out of sec 


The prop- 
tion 4002 of the Revised Statutes the word 
and in lieu thereof to insert the word ‘* more,’’ the effect ot 
which would be to provide that the mails should not be weighed oftene: 
than once in four years. It may be under the present law the mails 
must be weighed once in four years; that is the proposition and that is 
the law understand it. Gentlemen must reason out and speculate 
on this in order to arrive ata conclusion that it would be economy to the 
Government tochange this statute, 


ss less’? 


as I 


Butif it were possible—and we deny 
it is possible with any sort of certainty—if it were possible it would 
not bring this section of the bill within the rule, as has been well stated 
by my colleague on the Committee on Appropriations from TI]linois [ Mr. 
CANNON]. Iwillnotread the whole of paragraph3 of RuleX XI. The 
first sentence of that paragraph prohibits new legislation on general ap- 
propriation bills. Thatis wise. Weare ch 
which come before the 
Committee on Appropriations should be inhibited from running into 


general legislation. 


irged with various subjects 


House, and it is wise that the 


of legislation 


It has always been viciousand always dangerous. 
We have had some marked examples in the last seven or eight years 
Then follows what is intended to be an exception: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 


the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States. 


That is the first provision of thatsentence. It has always been amat- 
ter of doubt whether a subject of purely general legislation on an appro- 
priation bill could be said to be germane to the appropriations in such 
bill because they happened to be related to the same general subject. 
We are here making appropriations for the purpose of carrying on the 
Post-Office Department. The subject-matter of this bill is an appro- 
priation bill relating to the Post-Office Department. Here we propose 
legislation which changes the time of the weighing of the mails. We 
think that is not the subject-matter of the Post-Oflice appropriation bill 
It may relate to post-office matters, but not to appropriation matters, 
and certainly, so far as that provision of the rule is concerned, that it 
must be germane, would not admit of this section of the bill. 
Now we come to the second: 


By the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 


The second section of the bill clearly has no reference to the com- 


United States; and I am very much surprised to hear the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is so well versed in all of these 
matters, claim, that in any sense of the word it comes within that 
provision. Now, as to the last clause: 

Or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 

And I beg your attention to this latter clause, for there can be no 
possibility of this section being in order under either of the others. If 
it is in order at all it must be under this branch of the rule. 

It will be borne in mind that this section of the bill, the second sec- 
tion, now under consideration, will not affect the amount of money a; 
propriated by the bill a single dollar. So that it can not be claimed 
that it comes within the clause I have just read, and I read it again 


Or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bil] 


an- 


There is nothing in this section which reduces the amounts of money 
appropriated by the bill a single copper. 
to be in order under the rule. 

It has been wisely stated, and I think very early after this clause of 
the rule was adopted by the House, that a provision in the nature of 
new legislation, in order that it shall be held to be within the rule, must 
be something that affirmatively shows a reduction of expenditures. It 
must not be a matter of mere speculation, not a matter of opinion, not 
a matter of doubt which might exist in the minds of members or in the 
mind of the chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 


So in no sense can it be said 


It must be some- 


| thing tangible, as has been held long ago, and the decisions are, I think. 
important because of its effect upon the present bill, and it is highly 


uniform in that regard. It is something that must be clear upon its 
face, clear within itself, and not a matter that may be worked out 
some method of reasoning. 

This section in my judgment is clearly subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that the point of 
order has been made with reference to this section, and especially so 
as coming from the gentleman from Ohio. There can not be a doubt 
that in the spirit and letter of this rule it was intended as a pro- 
vision to reach just such cases as this. This changes the law which 
We know by ex- 


ighing 
of the mails the Government has almost always been the sufferer, and in 
the instance to which I have alluded the Government absolutely 

I think, $800,000, or at any rate some enormous sum of money. U: 
that reweighing system the newspapers were carried and paid for. 

is to meet that particular case and to prevent its recurrence that this 
provision is incorporated. And it is as notorious a fact as any other 
fact connected with the history of the support of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment that this constant reweighing of the mails has always been an in- 
jury and an expense to the Government. I did not suppose really that 


there would have been, in the presentation of this subject, anything else 
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than perfect unanimity of sentiment in order to correct the wrong that 


I speak of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
amoment? It has been suggested to me by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HurcHrns] that the saving of the expense of reweighing 
alone, which is largely done by the Government, will be of itself a 
reduction of expenditures. I do not say how much, but it necessarily 
costs something to reweigh the mails, and to that extent there will be 
a reduction of expenditures. It saves, therefore, the expense of re- 
weighing without any reference to the ultimate reduction. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount of money to be paid for the weighing 


of the mails is embraced in this bill for the current year. You can 
not weigh them for nothing. Hence, you not only almost always lose 
money by this reweighing, but the Government has to pay for it. It 


costs more money to weigh the mails every year than it would to weigh 
them once in four years. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


Mr. Chairman, it will be observed with refer- | 
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ence to Rule XXI that three clauses are specified, the first two of | 


which are much more narrow and circumscribed than the last. 
arguments of the gentleman from Ohio and my colleague from Illinois 
were based upon the second proposition, which contines amendments 
of this character to instances where the reduction will be obtained in 
the compensation of the persons paid out of the Treasury or by the re- 
ductions of the amount carried by the bill. These gentlemen failed to 
read the third proposition of this clause, the proviso which was in- 
tended to give control to the two others. But it seems that the rule 
had been made down to the proviso, and the House was then of opinion 
that it was too narrow and circumscribed, and in order to give power 
to the Committee on Appropriations to meet just such emergencies the 
proviso was added, which declared that it should be in order further to 
amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter of such amendment, and | ask gentlemen to 
mark this language— 


The | 


| to this bill will work great retrenchment to th 
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Mr. RANDALL. It does not matter as regards the point of order 
whether it is an abuse or not; the point is that it cost more money 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I venture this assertion: I do not say every 
instance of reweighing has resulted in increased compensation for carry- 
ing the mail, for I am not familiar enough with that point to know. 
But I never heard an instance mentioned before 
CANNON] suggested there were such instances. 


In colleague | Mr. 
He is the only one I 
ever heard assert that the reweighing of the mails ever resulted in the 
reduction of the cost of compensation I supposed it was a well-known 
fact that it was only necessary to go to the Post-Office Department and 
examine the records to find 


in almost every instance, if not every in- 
stance, it has resulted in large losses to the Treasury But, as was said 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the Chair must take 
cognizance of the official action of the Department as well as the law. 
The official action of the Department isin one sense the law. It is in 
pursuance of the law. It is of such a nature as the Chair in my judg 


ment must take cognizance of. 

I am satisfied the Chair cannot entertain a shadow of doubt as to this 
point of order. There is not a scintilla of doubt that this amendment 
Treasury and will ae- 
complish the very purpose for which that proviso was annexed to this rule. 

But I do not wish to consume time in discussing this question fur- 
ther. This section is so evidently in the line of retrenchment and falls 
so clearly within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations 


| under the proviso of the third clauseof Rule X.X1, that I donot think it 


necessary to waste further time in discussing the point of order 
Mr.CANNON. I did not intend to add another word to what I said 


| a few moments ago, and I should not have done so if it had not been 


Which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- | 
trench expenditures. 
Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague allow me right there? This is 


not the report of a committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
of this change of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam comingto that point; for the gentleman 
made that point when addressing the Chair. Now, what does the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have jurisdiction of? Taking the definition 
given by the gentlemen who have addressed the Chair on the point of 
order, the jurisdiction is ample and complete upon all appropriations 
providing for the postal service. 

Now, to what does this amendment relate? It relates to compensa- 
tion which shall be allowed the railway companies for carrying mails. 
It provides the basis upon which their compensation can be fixed 

Mr. BINGHAM. A railway is nota‘ person,’’ and yourrule speaks 
of the reduction of the compensation ‘‘ of any person.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrinGuam] 
misunderstands the proviso to the rule. The proviso says any amend- 
ment is in order which shall retrench expenditures, being germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill. 

As I said a moment ago, nothing can be more intimately related to 
or more directly connected with the jurisdiction of the committee over 
appropriations than this very clause; for it fixes the basis upon which 
the appropriations are to be made. It seems to me there is no question 
about the jurisdiction of the committee. 

Now let us come to the question as to whether this does retrench ex- 
penditures. 
have addressed the Chair in support of the point of order have taken 
the position before the House that this will not retrench expenditures. 
Why, the notable instance mentioned by the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] must be fresh in the recollection of all here. 
And there is another notable instance he has not alluded to. I refer to 


the instance where Postmaster-General James allowed a reweighing of 


mails—it is charged, I do not know as to the truth of the charge, to 
accommodate New York newspapers. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; there are two instances complained of by 
the press of this country, and it was discussed in this House to my 
recollection; the statement being that there were grave abuses prac- 
ticed under the administration of Postmaster-General James, the charge 
being that he, under the inspiration of some of the New York dailies, 
was induced to cause the mails on the roads from New York to Phila- 
delphia to be reweighed, so that the railroad companies might put on 
a fast train for carrying the mails to Philadelphia so as to allow the 
New York publishers to get their papers earlier into Philadelphia. In 
the administration of that same Postmaster-General, in obedience to the 
request of a man I believe by the name of Smith, Emory Smith, con- 
nected with the Philadelphia press, the abuse that was mentioned by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] occurred where 
there was a reweighing of the mails trom Philadelphia to Harrisburg, 
and in consequence from $800,000 to $1,000,000 was lost by the Treas- 
ury to enable the railroad company to furnish a fast-mail train for the 
Philadelphia papers to reach Harrisburg 





for the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and my colleague from 
Iilinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] have seen proper to wander away from the 
merits of the point of order and to discuss from a one-sided view the 
question as to whether there was economy in the proposed section or 
not. Now, if Ican have the attention of the Chair, I will read a brief 
abstract of the first decision that was ever made upon this question 

In the decision of Speaker Kerr on the transfer of the Indian Bureau tothe War 
Department it Was held that the amendment, to be in order, must clearly on its 
face and in affirmative terms reduce expenditures; that it must not, as a matter 
of speculation or calculation, assume that, but must actually retrench by specific 


} results 


| very minute you have tocommence toargue that there i 


And I must express my surprise that both gentlemen who | 


| sented it on theirside 


And I undertake to say the current of authority is in Jine with that 
precedent established By the first decision made by Speaker 
this rule. 

Now one word as to the argument of the gentleman fi 
that this would retrench expenditures. 


Kerr under 


rom Illinois 
Mind you, my point is, the 
is retrenchment, 
the very minute that it does not stand out plainly upon the very face 
of the provision itself, that very minute you confess it is subject to the 
point of order. And I only proceed to argue that the proposed section 
does not retrench expenditures because it is fair to this side of the House 
and fair to myself that I should say a word in reply to the assumptions 
of my colleague. 

In the first place, one would suppose from the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that it was the custom of 
the Department to reweigh the mails oftener than once in four y 
I say such is not the custom, and | speak advisedly: 
in very rare instances. 


‘ars. 
; lone 
lemay be that in one instance, when Postmaster- 
General James was in charge of the Post-Office Department, the mails 
were reweighed on the Pennsylvania Central Railroad for the purpose 
of getting an early morning trai: the Philadelphia 
ought not to have 
But I apprehend gentlemen can find no other instance 
But even suppose it was so. The law fixes the compensation for car 
rying the mails at so much per pound. If it was practicable to weigh 
the mails every day and to pay for exact number of pounds carried, 
that would be exact justice and equity under the law Although this 
executive discretion may have been abused by Postmaster-General 
James, the Government, even by such alleged abuse, never 
for mails which were not in fact carried. 

Let me give the argument on the other side as gentlemen have 

Take the New York Central } 

last week that road put ona train which carries 
mails. There three or four roads that New York 
city—the Pennsylvania Central, the Erie, the Baltimore and Ohio, and the 
New York Central. The statute provides that for the first two hundred 


pounds of mail carried on each of these roads the 


it has been « 


to accommodate 
press, when under a sound executive discretion he 
done sO 


a) id one cent 


pre- 
lorinstance; 
but the 


failroad 


fast nothing 


are run west fi 


on 


pay shall be $50 per 
mile per annum, and for all amounts over 5,000 pounds the pay shall 
only be $25 a ton per mile per annum; that is, $50 a mile for the first 
two hundred pounds, and $25 a mile for each 2,000 pounds where the 
mail exceeds 5,000 pounds 
Now, it is clear economy to mass the bulk of the mails on the New 
York Central or any other road that will take them, and the present 
Postmaster-General does well when he gets a spe al mail-train on that 
road that carries nothing but the mails, and which may amount to 
thirty, fiftv, or one hundred thousand pounds, as he gets i irried at 


the rate of $25 a ton of 2,000 pounds per mile per annum 


Suppose that the Nev 
I 


York Central should refuse to run that s} | 
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mail-train after a weighing, while it carries the bulk of same, then the | 


mails would be divided up between it and the other lateral lines. Yet 
the New York Central would, under the proposed amendment, get the 
large pay for four years, while it would only carry a small amount of 
the mails, and the Postmaster-General would be powerless to readjust 
its pay tor four years 


I say again, under the proposed amendment of the law, which the | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says is clearly in the 
line of economy, the New York Central might throw off the mails a 
month after the weighing, and it would then, under this proposed amend- 
ment, get pay for four years at an exceedingly high rate, and would 
not carry one-fourth of the mail which it carries on these special trains. 
That is the hole which gentlemenseek to put tae country into. Why? 
Because they allege that Postmaster-General James at one time vio- 


. . . . . . . | 
lated sound executive discretion in the reweighing of the mails in one 


instance. The power of impeachment lies against officers when they 
violate duties and do so willfully. And the power of public opinion is 
ever ready to operate upon them. 

Now, when gentlemen set their faces and make haste, without suf- 
ficient knowledge or study of the law, to make these radical changes 
on an appropriation bill in the name of economy, they are very apt to 
be like the bull in the china-shop—they make a great deal of noise and 
do a great deal of damage. 

I beg pardon of the Chair for having discussed the merits of this ques- 
tion, and would not have done so except that it was due to myself in 
answer to the arguments made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] and to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. TOwNSHEND]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read what was | 


formerly Rule CX X. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bill, or be in 


order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized | 


by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision in any such bill, or 
amendment thereto, changing existing law, be in order except such as, being 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will observe that that rule is 
much broader in its scope than the present rule, so far as relates to the 
power of committees to report provisions in appropriation bills changing 
existing law. That proposition was placed in the rules on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Subsequently, there be- 
ing much discontent on account of the legislation incorporated in appro- 
priation bills, the rules were modified on motion of the gentleman from 
[llinois [ Mr. MoRRISON], and paragraph 3 of the present Rule X XI was 
then adopted and has been in operation ever since. 

It will be observed that under the present rule, unless coming from a 
committee, there are but three ways in which legislation changing exist- 
ing law can be had on appropriation bills. The Chair will read that 
portion of the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 
ing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 
officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of the amounts 
of money covered by the bill. 

The point to which the legislation embraced in this bill is addressed 
is of this character: it is alleged that the discretionary power of re- 
weighing the mails oftener than onve in four years has been abused, 
that the weighings have not only been too frequent, but have often been 
made for some other purposes than to ascertain the weight of mails or 
to do equity toward the railroad companies. This, perhaps, is true. 
But the attention of the Chair is forced back to the three methods in 
which the reduction to be accomplished by new legislation must be 
done under the rule. Does this provision reduce ‘‘the number or 
salary of officers of the United States ?’’ This is not claimed by any 
one. Does it reduce ‘‘ the compensation of any person paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States?’’ This does not appear. The Chair 
recognizes the fact that the railroad companies are artificial persons and 
may be included in the word ‘‘ persons.’’ But there isnothing in this 
bill which indicates that there is to be a reweighing and that there are 
appropriations here which would be reduced by reason of it. The 
Chair can not assume, and there is no indication from any reports or any- 
thing else which the Chair could recognize, that there is to be a re- 
weighing, and the railroad companies by reason of it would get more 
under this bill in the next fiscal year than they will receive if the pro- 
posed legislation is adopted. 

It is alleged by the gentleman from Illinois that the provision is in 
order by reason of the following proviso of Rule X XI: 
Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 


of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 


which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- 
trench expenditures. 


The question here arises, what committee has jurisdiction of the sub- | 


ject-matter of this legislation? What committee is charged with the 
recommendation of this legislation? Rule XI provides that— 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rules as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 
* + * re * = = 

To the post-office and post-roads, other than appropriations for their support, 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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It is very clear to the mind of the Chair the legislation here proposed 
is of such character as the rules would require to be considered by the 
Committeeon the Post-Officeand Post-Roads; therefore the Committee 
| on Appropriations could have no jurisdiction of this legislation under 
this proviso of the rule, and it is not in order under this proviso. 

The Chair would not go so far as the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] and claim that the provision does not in fact retrench ex- 
| penditures. The Chair is satisfied from an examination of official re- 
| ports that annually there are weighings on certain routes in excess of 
the period of four years, and that under this provision there would be 
a reduction in. the weighings. Whether or not it would be equitable 
to allow railroads to receive compensation for the carrying of a given 
amount of mail matter when the Department was conscious of the fact 
that the roads were transporting a larger quantity is a different ques- 
tion. The operation of the proviso might be inequitable, and yet it 
might reduce expendituresin thatway. Butsuchareduction the Chair 
can not recognize in making this decision under the rules, and he there- 
fore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I submita pro forma amendment sim- 
ply that I may express my opinion upon this bill. We shall soon be 
called upon to vote for or against it, and I am so much opposed to many 
of its provisions that I feel it my duty to state why I shall vote for it 
with reluctance. 

I look upon this whole bill, Mr. Chairman, as the most niggardly 
appropriation of public money that we have been called upon to con- 
sider since I have been a member of Congress. In reading the bill be- 
fore it was amended the first point to which my attention was called 
was the provision that no postmaster in the United States should re- 
| ceive a salary more than $4,000. That provision, I am aware, has been 
stricken out; but as it was expressive of the views of the Committee on 
Appropriations I think I am warranted in saying that when we come 
to consider the legislative appropriation bill we may expect that com- 
mittee to be consistent with itself, and recommend that no one of the 
members on this floor shall receive a salary of more than $4,000. I 
contend from observation and experience that the administrative ability 
and executive talent necessary to administer successfully a large post- 
office is at least equivalent to the talents which are necessary to make 
a man prove himself an average Congressman. 

When I read further in this bill I find a sweeping reduction of 50 per 
cent. upon the compensation of the railroad companies that have re- 
ceived land grants from the Government, excepting what is known as 
the Union Pacific combination. Now, Mr. Chairman, to my unpreju- 
diced mind there would rise up in spite of me a suspicion that there 
was vicious legislation behind that clause; and lam more convinced of 
it from the fact that after the House had discussed that provision for 
some hours the great objector to the legislation of this House rises in 
his seatand presents an amendment to his own bill, so as to take in the 
very roads that he had excluded when framing the bill. This, I say, 
excited suspicion in my mind. Ido not know what is behind it; I do 
not want to charge anybody with havinga job in it or anything of that 
kind, but it was suspicious, to say the least, to have the framers of the 
bill include subsidized railroads after they had excluded them when 
framing the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will not inter- 
rupt me, for Indiana and Illinois have already consumed on this floor 
more time than the two States are able to pay for. [Laughter. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from South Carolina { Mr. AIKEN] 
declines to yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I can not yield; and I hope that this interruption 
will not be taken out of my time. 

The next thing that I see, as I read this bill, ‘is that there shall be an 
appropriation of $4,600,000 for star-route service and an additional 
imaginary appropriation of $1,000,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, where is 
that million of dollars? The Postmaster-General tells us distinctly 
that on June 30, 1883, there was $1,100,000 of surplus somewhere. 
Where has it been lying now for nine months? If the con.mittee have 
found this $1,000,000 which they can appropriate as surplus, why did 
they not appropriate the whole $1,100,000, and reduce this appropria- 
tion to $4,500,000 instead of $4,600,000? What is to become of this 
other little surplus of $100,000 floating around in the Post-Office De- 
partment? To my mind there is covert legislation right there which 

I can not explain in any way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, reading still further I find that there is appro- 
priated for railway post-office clerks $4,000,000. Last year we appro- 
priated for this purpose $3,977,125. The officer of the Government 
| charged with the distribution of this money says that he will require 
$4, 295,259.60. He is either capable of saying exactly what he wants 
| or he is the grandest frand in the Post-Office Department. When 
| any officer of the Government comes here and says, ‘‘I want an appro- 
| priation of several millions of dollars,”’ and calculates the amount down 
| to a single cent, it is the duty of this House, in my humble judgment, 
| to give him every dollar he asks for. 
| Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then Congress ought to abdicate its powers en- 

tirely and give the power of appropriation to the Departments. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South Carolina 
| [Mr. AIKEN] has expired. 
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Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor. selves as well as to their constituents not only to consider but to dis- 
Mr. AIKEN. I ask unanimous consent to say a few words more. cuss in aspirit of fairness all questions of public concern. Is there any- 
Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield to the | thing in the bill covertagainst the interests of the Government? Is 
gentleman from South Carolina. there any effort on the part of the Committee of Appropriations to in- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from | crease the expenses of the Government improperly? Havethey brought 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. forward a single provision the effect of which is not understood and 
Mr. HOLMAN. Without losing’ my right to claim the floor here- | known to every gentleman on this floor? Covert! Wasit not known 
after, I will yield to the gentleman from South Carolina to every member of the committee and to this House that the Union 


Mr. AIKEN. The gentleman from Illinois said to me, why should | Pacific road was omitted from the original 
Congress have anything to do with it if my suggestion be adopted? I | known to every member of the ¢o1 


I \ 


provision ? Was it not 
imittee that upon a proper presen- 
think the Post-Office Department might be infinitely better off if the | tation of the facts, on my own motion, the Union Pacitic road was 
Congress of the United States had nothing to do with it, and that is my | brought within the 50 per cent. clause? Can the gentle 
honest conviction. I say so for this reason: the whole power of the | is anything covert in that? 
Committee on Appropriations has been exercised in this bill to appro- 

priate less than the sum the Post-Office Department says is necessary. | member of this House of Representatives or this committee to deceiv: 
They have not considered maturely how to administer the Post-Office | his fellow-members. If in matters which concern the public welfare any 
Department further than to say it will take less than the Postmaster- | man representing a constituency tails to act with that 


Li 


nan say thers 


Now, if anything is to be abhorred, itis the attempt on the part of any 


ingenuousness 
General says is necessary, and that same gentleman my friend from | which becomes questions of public concern, I hope we may know it. I 
Illinois has taken a half-dozen occasions to extol upon this floor. hope if the gentleman has discovered there is any hidden purpose in th 

[ see nothing in this bill, Mr. Chairman, appropriated for the fast- | bill to the wrong or injury of this Government, or to deceive any mem- 
mail service. Why? For the simple reason it has not been asked for. | ber of this House, or to deceive the country—if the whol 
That is the only reason which has been assigned. I will say here in | patent on its face, I hope he wiil be 


passing that it is my honest conviction that if the whole of the Ameri- | out in what way any member « 


thing is not 
more specific and definitely point 


t 
the House has sought to deceive thi 





‘an people were to vote on that question they would give half a million | Committee of the Whole or the people of the country. Fairness and 
dollars to a fast line from the city of New York to ramify every part of | open dealing, and nothing short of that, becomes the duty of the Rep 
this broad land. The humblest and the most ignorant man in sight of | resentatives of the peopl 

a railroad, when he sees the trains which carry the mails of the country { Here the hammer fell. ] 

flitting by faster than the wind of a cyclone, glories in the fact that in- Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by striking out the 


telligence is speeding throughout the land with such rapidity. [Ap- | word ‘‘not,’’ in line 10 of this section 
plause on the Republican side. ] The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
I say this Committee on Appropriations have not given us a doll gentleman from Texas. 
| 


the 





in this bill for this purpose simply because it has not been asked for} The Clerk read as follows: 

by the Post-Office Department. If this committee refused to give be- In line 10 strike out the word “‘not:” so that if amended it will read 

cause the Postmaster has not asked for it, why, inthe name ofcommon | ** Extended toall officers of the United States Government, including members 
sense, do they object to giving when he does ask for it? [Applause on | & SOPstess, men 

the Republican side.] That is an argument to prove to me this Post-| Mr. REAGAN. This bill deals with the transmission of the mails; 


Office Department would get along as well without Congress as Congress | and this amendment, relating as 
would without it. That species of niggardly legislation is manifest in 
every page of this bill, as has been proved by the amendments adopted 
by the House. It all shows conclusively to any right-thinking man Mr. HORR. Are you making it applicable to members of Congress ? 
that the purpose of the bill is to get upa cheap notoriety for grand Mr. REAGAN. Wes, sir. Section 5 of the act of 1877, whichis the 
economy. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 1 will | foundation for the presentamendment, provides: 

now yield the floor. | 


t does to the clause under considera- 
tion, proposes to extend to members of Congress the ge granted 
to heads of Departments and others. 





enema 





That it shall be lawful to transmit through the mails free of postage any let 
The Clerk read as follows: | ters, packages, or other matters relating exclusively to the business of the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States: Provided, That every such letter package, to ¢ 
Src. 3. That section 29 of the act of March 3, 1879 (United States Statutes at | title it to pass free, shall bear, over the words * official business ’ le 
Large, page 362), be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as follows | ment showing also the name of the Department, and if from a bureau or office 
“The provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled ‘An act es- | the names of the Department and bureau or office, as the case may be, whenes 
tablishing post-routes, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1877, for th transmitted. And if any person shall make use of any ch official envelope 
transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are hereby, extended to a@ | to avoid the payment of postage on his private letter, package, or other matte! 
officers of the United States Government, not including members of Congress, | in the mail, the person so offending shall be deemed guilty of a misdeme 
the envelopes of such matter in all cases to bear appropriate indorsements, con- | and subject to a fine of $300, to be prosecuted in any court of competent ris- 


taining the proper designation ef the office from which or officer from whom the | diction. 





same is transmitted, withastatement ofthe penalty fortheirmisuse. And the pro- ae P F . . vee ne ae 

visions of said fifth and sixth sections are hereby likewise extended and de } Che object of this provision of the Dill was to enable the different D: 
i official — ee ee eee Institution : ! ded, | partments and the oflicers of the Government to send official mail mat 
That any Department or officer authorized to use the penalty envelopes may . . ‘ } } . . . 

; : ; : os ‘ry tree ave \ ‘Yr statutory restriction which v l pre 
inclose them with return address to any person or persons from whom cial | teT free of postage, but under the ory restriction which will } 
information is desired, the same to be used only to cover such official inf vent the abuse of the power of so sending. If the same statutory pro 
tion: Provided further, That any letter or packet to be registered | 





he E ive D : aoe oF of | visions are extended to the sending of official communications by mem 
the Executive Departments, or bureaus thereof, or by the Agricultural Depart- am Baie i OR eee “Tin Saas ae a ae 
ment, may be registered without the payment of any registry fee; andany part- he rs of Congress, inclu ing Senators, tx prest ntatives, and Delegat 
paid letter or packet addressed to either of said Departments or bureaus may be it seems to me that there can be no just objection to it 
delivered free; but where there is good reason to believe the omission to prepay | 
the full postage thereon was intentional, such letter or packet shall be returned ae mat ate } ese Pe 4} 
tothe sender: Provided further, That this act shall not extend or apply to pen- memibe = will be ns ma out; and all that € Pp id for au laces out of thet! 
sion agents or other officers who receive a fixed allowance as compensation for | OWN pockets, they being in a conditionto be taxed with that post 
their services, including expenses of postages. And section 3915 of the Revised | the benefit of the publie. 
Sts “Ss » United States, so far : > sé > relates ste $s and stampe« . . 
Satis clisel aaeee ts eae sonaiacaaialanes ae large or small, from the Department to be transmitted to our constitu 
3 ents, no matter what the postage, we are forced to bear it; it is charged 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, [ hardly think that the gentleman | up against us. By striking out the word ‘‘not’’ in this section, so a 
from South Carolina could have heard the debate which occurred in this | to make it apply as well to members of the legislative department ot 
committee touching the lant-grant roads and the extension of the 50 | the Government as to the other departments and officers of 


rs of the Gov 
per cent. clause to the Union Pacific Company. If he had he would | ernment, that injustice would not be perpetuated. 


The item of postage to members of Congress is no insignificant one, as 


age Tol 


If we receive official communications, whether 


not have indulged in the line of remarks which have just fallen trom I know it may be said that abuses grew up in former times that caused 
his lips. the abolition of the franking privilege; but as it was then exercised it 
Mr. AIKEN. Ihave heard enough for my own affliction. [Laughter.] | was not under the limitations and restrictions now imposed upon the 


h 
Mr. HOLMAN. I say the gentleman did not hear the discussion; I | sending of official matter covered by an indorsed envelope and 
feel confident he could not have heard it, or else he misapprehended it. | a penalty for a violation of the privilege. 
Ido not complain that he condemns the reduction of transportation of the [ do not care to consume any more time in reference to this matter 
land-grantroads. Thatishisrighttocondemn. Thegentleman under- | but it seems to me the ends of justice would be equally subserved and 
stood very clearly the reason why the Committee on Appropriations had | common fairness would be promoted by extending to members of Con 
not embraced the Pacific roads under that head was because it was be- | gress, in their official communications, the privileges which are extended 
lieved that subject could be better adjusted in the interest of the Gov- | to the officers of the other Departments of the Government 
ernment by leaving those roads subject only to the provision of the Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to oppose 
funding act. But the gentleman distinctly understood, if he listened | ment of the gentleman from Texas. I can not approve of the propo- 
to the debate, that the reason why finally the Pacific roads were placed | sition he submits, although no man has a higher appreciation of h 
under the same provision as the other land-grant roads was because the | motives than I have. Iam satisfied he would not tolerate any propo 
Committee of the Whole indicated a disposition not to discriminate be- | sition if it were within his power to prevent it which would lead to any 
tween those two classes of roads. abuse. I believe that the amendment he suggests, if adopted, will have 
The gentleman talks about this being covert. He talked about the | that result, and I beg leave to differ with my friend irom Texas a 
covert purpose of this bill. 


under 


the amend- 





to 


I think gentlemen here owe it to them- | the operation of the rule if we shall accept his amendment It v I 


or 
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vate this proposition any further. I rose 
purpose of stating my opposition to the amendment. 
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Now, if this were a new country, or if the people did not care for or 
unt the advantages of convenient mail facilities, it would not matte: 
much: but These counties are rapidly develop- 
and intelligent; they read the papers and 
feel keenly the fact that they can not have 
le offices and more frequent trips of the mail. Now, sir, is 
reason why ina country like that post-offices may not be estab- 
points as to « enable each individual to get his mail by 
soing two or three miles after it, and might not the go 
three times a week at least? Of course, or 

do this, but in my judgment it can be 
appropriated for the support of the 
thout depriving any other section, 
s. To do this, however, 
We 


service 


such is not the case. 
me people are thrifty 


cals of the di Ly, ANE 
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ut h 
mail 
it will cost some- 
done for the same 
ote and that 
city of first-rate mail 
ge must be in the pres- 
ent must stop our large expenditures in the effort to improve 
the where it is already well-nigh perfect, and spend more in ex- 
tending mail facilities to localities and places that are now well-nigh 
ved of them 

I do not wish to be 
ties in large cities; 


claim for better 


to each 
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amount now 
town, or 
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some chan 


aepl 
understood as being opposed to improve d facili- 
on the contrary I favor them, but I their 
service than they now have as subordinate to the claim 
who have hardly any service at all. Our whole mail system 
is self-supporting, and last year paid i Treasury a surplus of 
than 31,000,000 ; that is to say, people who wrote letters 
ind sent packages and took papers paid in a suflicient amount of money 
to the Post-Office Department to pay all expenses, transporting the 
mails, salaries, and everything else connected with it, and then leita 

a million dollars. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think the 
Government should not make a profit from the service, and so far as I 
am concerned, and I think in saying this I represent the intelligence of 
thecountry. Iam willing if the receipts from the Department will not 
support the system properly extended to appropriate money from the 
Treasury for that purpose. 

But, as I said just now, that is not necessary if we will devote 
the money derived from the system to its extension among the people 
who are now practically without mail facilities and let them in the 
larger cities be content for a while with the really magnilicent system 
they now have. To illustri ite this point : As the law now stands the Post- 
master-General may establish free delivery of mail matter in any city 
having 20,000 inhabitants and upward; that is to say, in suc ‘h Ph ices 
as he establishes free delivery the mail is taken from the office by car- 
riers employed for that purpose by the Government and delivered to 
the person to whom it is addressed at his home or at his store ; he 
not have to go tothe post-office for it 


consider 


of those 
ito the 


more the 


surplus of over 


sir, 


does 
; it is brought to him, and he pays 
no more for itthan the country gentleman pays for his who is forced to 
ride, perhaps through the rain, ten and sometimes twenty miles to his 
nearest office ; and more than this, these carriers donot stop at taking 
the mail to a gentleman’s house or store once a day, they go two 
three and sometimes nine a day, and as I said just now this 
the receiver of the letter nothing; the person send 
thereon and that is all. But of course, ir, 
delivery costs somebody something. 

Now, let us see who itis. We have 
fifty-four tree-delivery offices; that is, 
to the home of the receiver as I have just Now it takes 
3,680 carriers to do this; it takes that many men in addition to the 
regular force employed to receive and distribute the mail. These men 
cost the Government on an average $859.95 each year, and the total 
cost of the free-delivery system for the last fiscal year was $3,173 51. 
So that much is paid for the luxury of having mail delivered at the 
door of the persons to whom it is addressed. I do not object to the 
luxury, but I do think the _— enjoying it should pay for it. Now 
let us see if they do pay for it. The Department has a plan of deter- 

i that is, they take the number of drop-lettersat a 
given office and see what sum they pay, and if they pay more than the 
of the carriers at that office then they say the system lf-sus- 
taining. 
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capital thrifty Atlanta. 
There the excess of local postage over the expense of the free delivery is 
$296.65; but we have one hundred and forty offices the system is 
and the support of carriers and other such expenses 
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eral fund. When such isthe case there could be objection to its estab- 
lishment. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, we have in this country, or had on the 30th 
of June last, 2,143 post-offices of the first, second, and third class, 
post-offices where the salary of the postmaster is $1,000 and upward. 
Now, every one of these oflices is located in a town or city. Compare 
the conveniences and privileges extended the patrons of these offices 
with those afforded at free-delivery oflices and see the difference. In 
the latter, as I said before, your mail matter is brought to your door; 
in the former, the patron goes to the office for his mail and asks at 
the window for it; or if he does not wish to do that, if he is a mod- 
est man and does not wish to disturb the postmaster or his clerk by 
calling for his mail two or perhaps three times a day, for the mutual 
convenience of both himself and the postmaster he rents a post-office 
box. That is a place where his letters are put by the postmaster, and 
where he can get them without trouble toany one. For this privilege 
the patron pays from $2 to $6 a year. Why not improve here before 
extending further the free-delivery system? Why not add to the con- 
venience of and lessen the expense to the resident of the smaller towns 
and cities before doing more in the direction of increasing the number 
of free deliveries in cities where that system obtains? 

Again, why should there be such gross inequalities in the prices 
charged for rent of post-office boxes? Why should the rent not be uni- 
form and cheap? Why should the person who rents a post-office box 
in Ohio or Illinois pay less for it than the man who rents one in Ala- 
bama or Georgia? Why should the price of box-rent in one town or 
city in Georgia be more or less than it is in another town or city in the 
same State? Can any reason be given for this distinction or discrimi- 
nation between sections or places? None occurs to me; and yet such 
distinctions and discriminations aremade. Why, sir, in the city where 
[ live, asmall but enterprising and progressive place, up to quite re- 
cently we were required to pay 56 a year for box-rent. 1 have myself 
paid that sum for years. Now we pay $4a year. Other places in the 
same State pay less, and perhaps some pay more. 

I am informed that in the North and East nosuch prices are charged. 
I do not think such prices should be charged anywhere. I think the 
price should be reduced everywhere ; but if this can not be done, why 
should we not have uniformity? Why should not the patrons of an 
office where boxes are to be rented, whether the office be north, south, 
east, or west, whether the office be located in a large or small town or 
city, have the privilege of renting at thesime price? Canany one give 
a reason for difference in prices; and why would not $1 be enough 
for any one to pay for box-rent? There is no expenseattached to that 
system save only the cost of the boxes ; it is reallyan advantage to the 
postmaster, and saves him much trouble. Now, you see, improvement 
might be had here properly, before going forward to the free-delivery 
cities. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the great point I wish to stress is that we should 
do more to improve the service at the 45,720 fourth-class offices we now 
have, and at the same time greatly increase their number. You gen- 


tlemen who live in cities, where your mail is three or four times a day | 


brougbt to your very door, or even those who can go to an office within 
the town where they live and unlock their box and take out their mail, 
have no conception of the inconvenience and trouble required on the 
part of a large number of our most intelligent people to get their mail; 
and my object is to bring that matter to your attention, so that some 
sort of relief may be afforded. I am not complaining at the present 
management of the Department. So far as I know they try to accom- 
modate the people; I have always found the officers obliging and court- 
eous; but I want to call a halt to the advance until the rear catches 
up. We understand that in matter of grace ‘‘to him that hath shall 
be given,’’ &c.; but Ido not want that rule applied to the postal service. 
I want first to give to him who “‘ hath not,’’ and then we can consider 
the propriety of giving to him who “‘hath’’ already. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the pending amendment be 
again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10 of section 3 strike out the word “ not.” 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now Mr. Chairman I desire to say a 
word in opposition tothe amendment. If I understand the proposition 
of the gentleman from Texas itis to give practically to members of Con- 
gress the franking privilege. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Isay it is practically to give to members 
of Congress the franking privilege in another way. 
that, what does it mean? 

Mr. HORR. Shall I tell you? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes; I ask the gentleman from Mich- 
igan to tell me. 

Mr. HORR. If this amendment be adopted, it simply gives Con- 
gressmen the right to use free envelopes for postage on all matters 
where they are written to officially; the Department will have to fur- 
nish them envelopes, and then when they return the matter to the 
Pension Office, or any other Department of the Government, they can 
use one of those free envelopes. It 


If it does not mean 


does not give them the right to 
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frank a general letter on general matters at all in anv way. sh upe, OF 
manner. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam glad the gentleman from Mic 
igan has explained that, because it is now about as clear as mud 

Mr. HORR. That is, to you 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky It is to any man who understands about 
the letters that come t »>amember ot Co iwress. Ifa lette rcomes to the 
gentleman from Michigan to-day asking him the status of a pension 
claim, he refers that, by the riding-page, to the Pension Offies Chat 
does not cost him a cent. 

Mr. HORR. Or I go myself to the Pension Oftice 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. When the Pension Off eplies to that 
letter, it not only sends the reply to the gentleman free of postage, but 
incloses an envelope addressed to the party who made the inquiry 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BRUMM (in his seat). If the member is at heme. how is it 
then ? 2 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I can only reply te one gentleman ata 
time. Butif the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. [:rumM] will 
rise, he can put his question in proper form . 

Mr. BRUMM (havingrisen). Suppose i amat home and am requested 
while there to ascertain the condition of the pension claim of one o 
my constituents, then how do I get that information unless I pay thi 


2 


postage ¢ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
quiries of that sort that would reach a member while at home will 
be enough to break up any member of 3, esper 
are allowed so much for stationery. I undertake to say, sir, that the 
allowance now for stationery and the allowance for mileage, in addition 
to salary, which the members on this floor receive are quite suflicient 
to cover this little item, especially when you read in lines 17 and 18 of 
this same section the following: 


postage on in 


not 


Congr ially when we 


Provided, That any Department or officer authorized to use the penalty envel 
opes may inclose them with return address to any person or pt rsons from whom 
oflicial information the same to be 
information. 


is desired used only to cover such ofligial 
I say, sir, that as members of Congress we can not afford to open the 
door to the abuse which a few years ago enabled members Congress 
to distribute their franks to their friends in ‘heir towns at nd 
their dirty clothesa thousand miles to be washed and returned unde 
theirfrank. This is simply a subterfuge to get around the repeal of the 
franking privilege. 
Mr. CANNON. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, 
Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman think his dirty 
be official matter? [{ Laughter. ] 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


rf 


1d to se 





him au que 
sir. 
clothes would 


That might be the Wabash interpret 


tion of it, Mr. Chairman. [Renewed laughter.} That is what I am 
afraid of, that the Wabash construction which would be put on the 
franking privilege might include the dirty clothing 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. No one will deny that the effect of this amen 
ment is to restore practically the franking privilege in so far as conces 
the sending of official matter connected with the duties of members ot 


Congress. 


that. 


The gentleman from Illinois will himself, I think, admit 
And whatever may be my personal view about that question 


| and the manner in which the repeal of the franking privilege was 
brought about, I want to say in my opinion the public judgment is 


against the re-establishment of the tranking privilege. 
| not think it wise for this Congress, certainly not at thi 
any such step. I therefore hope that 
| down. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


L ck 
; time, to take 
the amendment will be voted 


lheretore 


I move that the committee rise for 


) 


for the purpos 
of limiting debate. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let us vote instead of having the committee risé 
| Mr. CANNON. I desire a few minutes 
The motion that the committee rise was not agreed to 
Mr. BELFORD. As Ihave said on previous occasions, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania | Mr. RANDALL] is competing with the gentleman 
from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN]; they are posing betore the country as the 
twin brothers in the interest of economy. 
Mr. RANDALL rose 
Mr. BELFORD. Wait. Iam only allowed e minute 
Why should not a member of this House ha ts Tight to send 1 ‘ 
letter on public business? Now the gentleman can answer that ques 
tion. I will ield to the chairman of the Committee on \ppropt st10ns 
to answer the question why members of this House should be taxed to1 
transmitting to their constituents answers to letters exclusively relat 
ing to public DUSINESs nV man who will obiect to O nay 
between his ¢ s that he can look through a key-hole with bot 
them without obstructing the range of vision of eithe 
Mr. RANDALL. lam not going toattempt to cope with t rentle- 
man from Colorado in either his wit or vulgarity. 
Mr. BELFORD. Is that all the answer the gentleman fr I } 


sylvania can make? 


Mr. RANDALL. 


So far as I am concerned with this franking priv- 
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have always had my own views; 


ilege I but I do say the people have 
condemned that practice, and that members of Congress came here 
KNOWING, tl 
demand among the people for its re-enactment. 
Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman will not take up all my time. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
yrado to yield. 
Mr. BELFORD. 


my ques 


Not for a speech. I yielded only for an answer to 
ion. 

It is idle for gentlemen to say what the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has just asserted. I say that the interest of members of this House in 
the transaction of their public business requires that they should be 
illowed to send these official letters free through the mails. This pre- 


tense of economy on your part, with 5150,000,000 of surplus revenue | 


n the Treasury [laughter], is a sham and a fraud. That is what I 


\ 


And I will declare further that when the political campaign comes 


will inform them that while you have been pretending to economize in 
one direction you have been keeping in the Treasury hundreds of mill- 


ions of dollars, and thereby keeping out of work thousands of people 


n this country who have been seeking employment. 
und we will join you upon it the coming summer. 
ical sham will be exposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that those who stand here for economy do 
so regardless of either sneers or applause, having a consciousness of per- 
forming a public duty in an intelligent, honest way. That is all that 
ny member of Congress needs to go home with. 


‘Take your issue, 
Hypocrisy will not 


Wih,; polit 


{ do not know what may be the issues of the coming campaign. I 
do know one fact, and that is that the Democratic party will never be 
ondemned for economy and frugality in public expenditures. I am 
quite willing to leave that issue to the people, and am, certain that we 


iat they did not have the franking privilege, and I hear no | 


The Chair understood the gentleman from Col- | 





| 


will stand firmly before them, even though the gentleman from Colo- | 


rado may not stand with us in that respect. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not attach 
uny very great importance to the amendment which I have presented, 
nor do I think it likely that it will form a very material issue in the 
coming election. 

When the franking privilege was abolished we abolished it entirely. 
We have now restored it so far as concerns all public documents sent 
Most members are taxed with agreat many letters 
about business of legislation and matters affecting their constituents. 
It occurred to me that inasmuch as we allowed the Departments to 
send communications on ofiicial business free in prints d envelopes there 
could be no great harm in extending the same privilege to members of 
Congress, and no great matter of economy involved in it. 

I sympathize with my friend from Llinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND] and 


I desire to say but a word more. 


through the mails. 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in their desire to pro- | 


mote economy in the administration of the Gov 





ally act with them 





I did not suppose that by < 


iment, and I gener- 
lowing official letters 
free by members of Congress we would thereby be 
making any very serious raid on the Treasury, especially when the privi- 
lege is regulated by a requirement that each such package shall be in- 
dorsed *‘ official business,’’ with the name of the bureau or office from 
which it shall go, and when there is printed on the envelope a notice 
of $300 penalty for using it for any other purpose in violation of the 
law. The amount of money which would inure to the Government by 
refusing to members of Congress the privilege of thus sending official 
communications would scarcely be perceptible in the account; yet it is 
something to the various members of Congress. It seemed to me to be 
but fair and right that they should be allowed to send official communi- 
cations under cover of these pe nalty nvelopes. 
tinue the debate any further. 

Mr. CANNON, I was in hopes that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] could be discussed without those ref- 
erences to economy or anti-economy which we have heard here bandied 
back and forth in a general way from one side and the other. I was in 
hopes that it might be considered as a business proposition. There is 
no reason why I as a Republican should be for or against it, or why 
any gentleman on the other side, because he isa Democrat, should be for 
or against it 


to be sent postage 


I have no desire to con- 


Having said that much, I want to look fora moment to the merits of 


the proposition. 
of members of Congress to $7,500a year it repealed the franking priv- 


ilege entirely, both as regards official matter and every other kind of 


matter sent through the mails. A subsequent Congress cut down the 
salaries of members of Congress to $5,000 a year, and in addition re- 
stored the franking privilege substantially. ~ 

Mr. HORR. On public documents. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. On all public documents. I want to say that the 
franking privilege is now as full and free, with a very slight exception, 
as it ever was. The exception is the letters of members of Congress 
and other matters not official, which they formerly were accustomed to 
send under their franks. I undertake to say that there is not one- 
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by the franking privilege now which ever was covered by it prior to 
1873. Tons and tons of books—two tons; yes, three tons of public 
documents—go now where a few years ago not one ton of documents 
was sent under franks of members of Congress. 

What is it that does not now go under a frank which the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] by his amendment proposes shall go free 
hereafter? Merely official correspondence in an official envelope, with 
a notice printed on it that there is a penalty of $300 for the use of such 
envelope except for official purposes. 

Now, who has that kind of franking privilege? There is nota clerk 
of the 8,000 clerks in Washington but what has it; there is not a head 
of Department in Washington but what has it, and this bill extends it 
to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. Let me read the bill: 


The provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the acu entitled “‘An act es- 
tablishing post-routes, and tor other purposes,” approved March 3, 1877, for the 
transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are hereby, extended to all 
officers of the United States Government, not including members of Congress, 


| the envelopes of such matter in all cases to bear appropriate indorsements, con- 
on we will expose your hypocrisy to the people of this country. We | 


taining the proper designation of the oflice from which or officer from whom 
the same is transmitted, with a statement of the penalty for their misuse. 

‘*Not including members of Congress.’? Every army officer and 
every naval officer and every other officer of the United States Govern- 
ment shall have the privilege of using these penalty envelopes, ‘‘ not 
including members of Congress.”’ 

Of these thousands of people who hold office every one, big and little, 
has this privilege. Who are excepted? Three hundred and twenty- 
five members of the House and seventy-six Senators are alone by our 


| own act, as to the identical class of matter, discriminated against as not 


worthy of having this privilege. 

One of these officers may get a letter from John Smith about a pen- 
sion or any other official inquiry, and heusesa penalty envelope for the 
reply; but a member of Congress can not dothesame. I undertake to 
say that either gentlemen have not thought about this discrimination 
or else they have greater fear of doing right by themselves while they 
are doing right by about one hundred thousand other people that hold 
office than I have or than I think it manly for anybody to have. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] overlooks 
the fact, apparent from the language of this bill, that its harmony will 
be disturbed and destroyed if this amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas should be adopted. In lines 30 to 32 of this paragraph it is pro- 
vided: 

That this act shall not extend or ap} 


receive a fixed allowance as compen 
of postages. 


ly to pension agents or other officers who 
sation for their services, including expenses 


Now, when $125 was fixed upon as the amount to be allowed mem- 
bers of the House and the Senate for stationery, the item of postage, 
which was formerly a comparatively small sum, was expressly taken 
into account. Gentlemen will discover this to have been the fact by a 
reference to the debates at the time this allowance was fixed. 

My friend from Illinois will also discover another fact, that the legis- 
lation adopted in 1873, at the close of the Forty-second Congress, in- 
creasing salaries of members, was most earnestly condemned by the 
entire country, for the reason that members of Congress in that legis- 


| lation had enlarged their compensation beyond what it was when they 


assumed the trust. That was the strongest ground upon which the 
popular condemnation rested as to that legislation. We accepted our 
offices upon a fixed compensation, an ample salary of $5,000 a year 
and mileage, going even beyond the actual cost of traveling, and $125 


| additional for stationery, which was intended to include this very item 


of postage. Can we, consistently with our own sense of duty, go back 
upon this contract, understood to be a contract by our constituents 
when they intrusted us with the duties we are now performing? We 
are not legislating with reference to some other portion of the people 
of the United States, but as to ourselves ; and I submit we should in 
such a case be infinitely more cautious, for fear of subjecting ourselves 
to just criticism, than when we are legislating as to matters upon 


| which in the nature of things we can afford to be impartial. 


| postage will be borne in the future. 


When the Forty-second Congress increased the salaries | 


I trust, therefore, that this amendment will not be adopted, and that 
the slight expense we have heretofore borne in the payment of our own 
I trust that this House of Repre- 
sentatives will not ina matter of this kind, personal to ourselves, adopt 
such legislation as is now proposed, without any intimation from our 
constituents that they desire it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I again move that the committee rise for the 


| purpose of limiting debate on this paragraph. 


The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 99, noes 10. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


| chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 


thousandth part of 1 per cent. of mailable matter that is not covered | 


the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropria- 
tion bills; and pending that motion I move that when the Committee 
of the Whole shall resume the consideration of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in one minute. 
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Mr. MILLS. 
Illinois by striking out ‘‘one minute”’ 
utes.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There has been already nearly an hour’s debate 
on these pending questions. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
merely to the pending amendment? 

The SPEAKER. 
to move to limit debate upon the pending amendment and the para- 
graph. 
~ Mr. TOWNSHEND. All amendments to the paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can not be made in that form. 
only form in which it can be made under the rules is 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me state my proposition again. It is that 
all debate upon the paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in one 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. The only form in which the motion can be made 
under the rules is to limit debate upon the pending amendment and the 
paragraph under consideration; but the effect of that motion if adopted 


and inserting 


The 





fered in Committee of the Whole to the paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. Iaccept of course the Chair’s sug- 
gestion, and in order to avoid waste of time I accept the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas and move the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. How is the time to be divided ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the time be occupied by gentlemen 
who have not yet taken part in the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for arrangement among gentle- 
men on the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman in charge of the bill 
accepts the amendment of the gentleman from Texas- 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have called for the previous question and 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. BISBEE. I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. Ifthe demand for 
the previous question shall be ordered, I should like to know whether 
it will cut of debate on an additional paragraph to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will only stop debate on the paragraph now 
under consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 
not know officially in the House what is being done in committe: 
it has been reported. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to know whether it 
order to amend the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois a 
been modified by the acceptance of the amendment of the gent 
from Texas? 

The SPEAKER. 
be not sustained. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to allow ten min- 
utes of debate on substantive propositions moved as amendments to the 
paragraph. 





until 


is now 
3 it has 
man 
if the demand for t 


It will be he previous questio1 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist on my demand for the previous ques- 
tion. I believe the House fully understands this question, and that it 
is clear enough without further debate. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido notask for further debate on that, but other on 
questions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion as modified, that de 
bate on the paragraph and pending amendment be closed in ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. 
vious question. 

The motion as modified was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. BLouNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, and by order of the House debate on the 
pending paragraphand amendment thereto has been limited to ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, when I came to Congress ten years ago, 
in the Forty-third Congress, the franking privilege had been abolished. 


I insist on the demand for the previous ques- 


Is an amendment in order ? 
The House has sustained the demand for the pre- 


go into com- 


of the 


It had been repealed by the Forty-second Congress, and no member of 


the Forty-third Congress had any privilege of sending out anything 
from this House except by paying the postage onit. I remember I paid 
some $200 or $300 postage on Agricultural Reports and other public doc- 
uments I sent to my constituents. I began to advocate the question 
for the restoration at least of the right to members of Congress to send 
public documents to their constituents. In conjunction with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana then representing the Indianapolis district [ Mr. 
Coburn] I went to work to restore the franking privilege to A gricult- 
ural Reports. Isucceeded. Afterward it was extended until all pub- 
lic documents were given the franking privilege, to be sent by members 





Is it understood that the limitation proposed applies | 


The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinois | 


| 
| 


| 





The Chair does | 


in | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from | of Congress broadcast all over the country. 


| formation in relation to matters of our constituents the 


| our answers to our constituents’ letters. 
would be to cut off all debate upon any amendment subsequently of- 
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If it had not been for that 


twenty min- | I believe the the printing of public documents would have been stopped, 
| because no member could afford to pay the postage on them. 


Our sal- 


aries would not have been suiflicient to distribute public documents 
among our people. All of the franking privilege has been, in fact 


since restored except as to letters written by members of Congress. 
So far as such letters are written by members of Congress on theit 
own individual business I do not wish to disturb the settlement of that 


matter by the Forty-second Congress. But Congress has given toothe1 


officers of the Government the right to send in an official envelope com- 
munications on business pertaining to their offices. This right is given 


to all officers of the Government except to Senators and Representatives 
of Congress, and in a modified form it has been restored even to them 
We have confided to the clerks in the Executive Department a power 
which we seem unwilling to intrust to ourselves. When seeking in 
ele th 
Departments are authorized in making their responses to slip in official 
envelopes to us to go through the mails free, under which to forward 
They do send 
for that purpose, but for fear we may use them in some other way fo1 


rl 
PRS 


us envelorm 


our own private interests they always back them, to prevent our cheat- 
ing the people of the United States out of 2 cents. 

Now, I think I have always voted since I have beena member her 
that the Representatives of the people may be trusted. For one, I 


will take the responsibility in behalf of my own people that they will 
sustain me in voting to intrust in the hands of the Representatives the 
power which is now placed in the hands of these executive cl 

I will cordially support any amendment which authorizes members 
of Congress to use penalty envelopes to disseminate intellis 


rks 


ence to 





their people. Why should itnot be done? This business is growing 
| all the time with you gentlemen of the North in reference to pensions 

it has been an onerous task which has been imposed upon you. = It 
growing in the South, because your soldiers are coming in and settlin 
in our country, and day by day I find that business rrowi Oo} 
hands in attending to the pension cases of your soldiers 

There are many other reasons why penalty envelopes should be pet 
mitted to be used for the purpose of attending to the business of thy 
Government, and not for personal business. By granting the useof th 
penalty envelope to eve ry other officer ot th » Government exces pt to 
member of Congress we degrade our positions and discredit om ( 
before our constituent. Iam opposed to it, and shall, as I have i 
support any amendment that will give members of Congress th é 
right as to penalty envelopes that is extended to « ‘ | 
Government 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, while I eve ] 
principle involved in this amendment, I shall CO! Ihe 
[ shall give, to vote against it 1 ts present shape a e rs 
will be remembered, Con eased its compen on ft i 0) 
57,500 per annum, and made the increasé etroact 1 hat 
nection abolished the franking privilege. That jn ( t] 

was abused, not simply it ! rre lL to b } 

man trom Kentucky, in transmittit tte yroperly m 
Ot 1 frequently a Representat 1 ( ress \V } I i 0 
the back a number of envelopes a tribute tl 
among his friends and constituents, who availed themselves o Ss 
eally in fraud of the postal laws of the United tes 

I think it was really by reason of that violation of the law of the 
ing privile ge that it became distasteful to thi pe ind ther : 
demand for its repeal. When Congress repealed the increase of 
gressional salaries and restored them to $5,000 a vea { the mie 
time gave $125 for each session of Congress to each member in lieu 
postage and stationery. 

Now, I would be willing to stand at that if it was equal to the ex- 
penditure of the member for this purpose. I have kept some account 


| mittee reports, upon which we send official information to the Depart- 


ind [ think 


Congress will a‘ 


In recent years 


of the amount I am expending for postage 


Iam within bounds when I say that a member of 


age an expenditure of $3.a week the year round on account of post- 


age; so that our expenditures for postage will run up to $156 or 31604 


year. Inaddition to that we are compelled to buy every envelope, ever 
sheet of paper, every rubber-band, every lead-pencil, every pen and p 
holder, every bottle of ink, and everything else that we are required to 
use in our correspondence. The bills—the paper upon which we write 
the bills that we introduce; the paper upon which we write the cor 


ments or to our constituency, out of our ow? 
out of the 
allowed us. 

This amendment, as I said 


of Congress to transmi 


we pry to por Kets 
las ond +} ‘ —— . ) 
Salary we receive or out of the appropriation Of dixvo now 


, is right in principle in allowinga n 


official information to his constituents und 


i ‘ i 
penalty envelope, or a franked envelope, or whatever you may call it 
It adds but little to the expenditures of the Government, for we alread 
send tons of matter under the Congressional frank to our constitrent 


I think I have sent during the past week a four-horse wagon-load otf 
books, garden seeds, and letters to my constituents under my frank 
But the reason why I shall vote against this amendment is th 


= 
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on principle that every member of Congress accepts his office 
plied contract that he will serve during that term for the 


vensation given him by law, and that he ought not to increase it 
durin term; but that all increase of pay or emoluments ought to 


to take effect with the new Congress, so that the people by their 

iy interpose between Congressional legislation and the Treasury, 

uke Congress if they see proper to do so for such legislation. 

For such a provision I should vote. I can not support the pending 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Che committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 

chair, a message from the President of the United States in writing was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Che Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 

Ir. REAGAN. lIaskconsent to withdraw that amendment and sub- 
stitute in lieu of it the words ‘that the privileges extended by the pro- 
visions of this section shall be allowed to members of Congress after the 
ith of March, 1885.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know if the time for debate has 
expire ar 

The CHAIRMAN. It has 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course the gentleman has the right to modify 
his amendment in any way he sees proper. 


The CHAIRMAN. To what part of the section under consideration 
does the gentleman offer this amendment? 
Mr. REAGAN. Asa proviso. 


Mr WHITE, of Kentucky. I would liketo ask if this conforms to 
the constitutional req uireme¢ ht 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to the 
floor to perfect his amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. The amendr ent as read from ‘the desk is correct. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I repeat the question, whether 
this conforms to the constitutional requirement that no Senator or 
Representative shall during the time for which he was elected have the 
emoluments of his office increased ? 

Mr. MILLS Chis only applies to the next Congress 

WHITE, of Kentucky Very well. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be again read. 
Che Clerk read, as follows: 


Provided, That the privileges extended by the provisions of this section shall 


‘ ved to members of Congress after the 4th of March, 1885 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 93. 

So the amendment was not®greed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to perfect the text of this bill I offer 


tl al ndmen 


Mr. HORR. Has the question been taken upon the amendment of 
the gentleman trom Texas? 


the CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from ‘Texas, and it was rejected. 
Mr. HORR But the first motion was to strike out the word ‘‘ not.”’ 


Phe CHAIRMAN Chat was withdrawn or modified by the subse- 
quent amendment 


Mr. HORR Chen I renew that amendment to strike out the word 
not.’ 
Mr. RANDALL. Let us vote upon it; there is no debate. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not yielded the floor, but rise for the 
purpose of offering an amendment which I am authorized to offer by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let us finish this subject first. 

The CHAIRMAN. This relates to the pending paragraph. 

Vr. TOWNSHEND. The amendment that I offer relates to it also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send the amendment to the 


lerkr , oe Gillawe:- 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


On page 9, line 24, after the word “ Department,” insert the words “‘ or by the 
Public Printer;” so that it will read 


Provided further, That any letter or packet to be registered by either of the | 
Executive Departments, or bureaus thereof, or by the Agricultural Department, | 


or by the Public Printer, may be registered withoutthe payment of any registry 
fee; and any part-paid letter or packet addressed, ’’ && 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HORR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the word ‘‘not,’’ in line 10, before the word ‘‘ including;’’ so that it 
will read: 


The provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled “An act estab- | 


lishing post-routes, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1877, for the 
transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are hereby, extended to all 
officers of the United States Government, including members of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on the amendment. Its 
effect is to change existing law and it does not retrench expenditures. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. HORR. I submit that it is too late to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The amendment has just 
been offered by the gentleman from Michigan. The point of order is 
sustained. 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 20, after the word “ from,” insert the words “ or to,”’ and in line 21, after 
the word “‘information,”’ insert ‘and indorsements relating thereto ;’’ so that 
it will read: 

“Provided, Thatany Department or officer authorized to use the penalty envel- 
opes may inclose them with return address to any person or persons from or to 
whom official information is desired, the same to be used only to cover such 
official information and indorsements relating thereto.”’ 

Mr. KEIFER. At present, if I may be allowed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I presume there will be no objection to a very brief 
explanation. At present we are daily sending out envelopes that are 
sent to us from the Departments. If this bill is passed as it is it may 
cut off that right. My object is to have the section so amended that 
these envelopes may be sent tous as they are now from the Pension Of- 
fice, and that we may be allowed to make an indorsement on the com- 
munication so as to givean explanation to the person to whom it issent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send tothe desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “‘Congress,”’ in line 10, insert the following: “‘ but including the 
Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, and the Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, 
Doorkeeper, and Postmaster of the House.”’ 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the chairman stated 
that the ‘* noes’’ appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division, and I ask that the amendment 
be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HORR. I make the point of order on that amendment. It is 
subject to the same point of order that the gentleman from Indiana 
made on my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh,no; weappropriate the money for those officers 

Mr. HORR. You change the law without decreasing expenditures. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the point of order I wish to say that you now 
appropriate the money out of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made toolate. The com- 
mittee was dividing on the question. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 83. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BISBEE. I offer what I send to the desk as an additional sec- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That the stamped envelope, newspaper-wrapper, dead-letter envelope, 
and all other articles herein provided for shall be manufactured from the cheap- 
est material obtainable in the market. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that the amendment 
does not retrench expenditures, while it does change the law. And it 
does seem to me to be such an amendment as should not in any case b¢ 
attached to the bill. It seems to me absurd on its face. 

Mr. BISBEE. It seems to be perfectly plain to me that that amend- 
ment is not obnoxious to any point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whatstandard would the gentleman from Florida 
set up for the quality of paper? 

Mr. BISBEE. Perhaps the word ‘‘suitable’’ should have been in- 
serted. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the Department fixes a quality of paper to be 
used, then the amendment is clearly right. The contract ought to go 
to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. BISBEE. I shall modify the amendment so that it will read 
**cheapest suitable material.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. To be fixed by the Post-Office Department. 
| Mr. CANNON. I think the point of order is well taken, and I want 
to show why. 

Mr. BISBEE. Before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
proceeds I wish to be heard a moment. I certainly did not expect the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ToWNSHEND] in charge of this bill would 
make the point of order on so valuable an amendment as that. I sup- 
posed it would be his highest gratification, and that of the people of his 
district, to see all stamped envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, dead-letter 
wrappers, and everything of that nature circulating through his district 
and State made of the cheapest possible brown paper, and addressed in 
| blue ink, and perhaps with blue pencil. That would seem to me to be 

in the line of retrenchment, economy, and reform, and it is certainly ger- 
| mane to this bill. [Laughter.] I hope that the chairman will over- 
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rule the point of order, for I desire to make some remarks and to state 
my objections to this bill and the reasons why I am compelled to vote 
against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upon the point of order I want to say, if the 
gentleman is through, that perhaps the kind of material he speaks of 
would satisfy the people of his own district well. But I represent per- 
haps a somewhat better class of people than he does, and I know they 
would not be satisfied with such material. Therefore I insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say a word upon the point of order, and 
I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment as modified by insertion of the word ‘‘ valuable’’ 
before the word ‘‘ material ’’ was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman from Florida if he is 
in earnest about his amendment? 

Mr. BISBEE. I am in dead earnest. 


Mr. CANNON. I support the point of order for this reason. The | 


amendment applies to all stamped envelopes, whether they are used by 
the Government or whether they are used by the parties who use the 
stamped envelopes. Now, it does not retrench expenses upon its face. 
To show that it does retrench requires an argument. Gentlemen may 


say these envelopes may be madecheaper. The reply to that would be 


that if they are made cheaper they would be sold cheaper. 


The truth is, the policy of the Post-Office Department has been to | 


promote the use of stamped envelopes, for the reason that many hundred 
thousand dollars’ worth of stamps annually are detached from letters 
after they have been used, washed and reused, and thereby the reve- 


nues of the Department have been lessened. Under the policy of the | 


Department to promote the use of stamped envelopes by people gener- 
ally throughout the country, the envelopes being paid for in addition 
to the stamp, it is right and proper that the material of which the en- 
velopes are made shall be of such a nature that people will buy them 
and use them in their ordinary business; and when a stamped envelope 
is once used it can never be used again. 

There you have an argument against the proposition of the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. BIsBEE]. You have to resort to argument back and 
forth to show that the amendment he proposes will retrench expendi- 


tures or that it will not retrench expenditures, and that fact of itself | 


proves that the proposition is subject to the point of order under th¢ 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HORR. I do not now recollect to have ever made, during my 
short service in this House, any remarks ona point of order. I think I 
once stated to the House that if there was any such question where the 
pathos of the speaker was tender it was a question of order. 
ter. | 

It does seem to me, however, that in this case Lought to make a 
remark or two. [am not certain whether I shall be able to confine 
myself strictly to the question of order, because my only ismowledge of 


L 


what it is proper to say on such a point and under such circumstances | 


is derived from my experience here in this House, and I do not now 
recollect anything that has ever been before this House that has not 
been discussed on a point of order. 

I think this amendment of the gentleman from Florida must be of- 
fered in all seriousness. If I get at his idea, it isthat we should have 


hereafter the cheapest paper possible for all the business of the Post- | 


Office. He gets at that notion from the character of the provisions of 
this bill generally. If he had only included in it that this dill itself 
should go to the Senate on brown paper, I rather think I should have 
favored it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HORR. That is just what I was afraid of. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is not confining himself to the | 


point of order. 
Mr. HORR. That is the very difficulty I was afraid I should meet. 


{Laughter.] I am going to try and tell you why I think this amend- | 


ment is in order. 

This is a Post-Office appropriation bill, in which you appropriate 
$295,000 less for the purpose of distributing your mails on the railroads 
than it actually needs to do the work. Sucha bill as that ought to 
provide for cheap paper in every possible shape and form. It is a bill 
that cuts down below the actual necessities of the Department almost 
every item that has been recommended to us, and such a bill as that 
ought to be printed on cheap paper. [ Laughter. } 

I say, and I wish to say it now for fear I shall not have a ehance to 
do so in the regular way, and I do not know but this applies strictly to 


the point of order—I say that since I have been in this House I have | 


never yet voted against the passage of an appropriation bill. But you 
have made this biil so entirely inadequate to meet the wants of the De- 
partment for which you are legislating that I consider it my duty to 
vote against it here and hereafter. 


And I wish to say to the House that it does not make any difference | 


upon what kind of paper we send this bill to the other branch of Con- 
gress. I hope they will sit down to its consideration in a candid man- 
ner and try to provide in some way for the needs of this service, for this 
bill as it now stands will not do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Laugh- | 































































RECORD—HOUSE. 


2047 


m of debate on the point ot 


Mr. BISBEE. Is there any limitati 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order, 
and rules that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise and re- 
port the bill, with amendments, to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLoUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5459 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department fot 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, and with a recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
| and the bill as amended passed. 
| Mr. TOWNSHEND. [call the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 
| Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will give us an opportunity to 

make an observation or two on the bill. 
| Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the previous question. 
| Mr. REED. I think the gentleman has an hour after the previous 
question shall have been ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not propose to oceupy more than five o1 
ten minutes of the hour, merely to explain the amendments. I will 
yield the same length of time to the opposite side of the House. 

Mr. REED. That will do. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 'TowNSHEND} 
has an hour under the rule. Butitis now 10 minutes to 4 o’clock, and 
the majority here mean to pass this bill to-night if we can. 
| Mr. REED. The gentleman’ from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 

need give himself no uneasiness on that point; the majority shall have 
that glory if they want it. Weshall not take up any time unneces- 
| sarily. The sooner the majority have the glory of this bill the better 
we shall be satisfied 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 


calls for the previous question upon agreeing to the amendments and 
ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now propose to occupy five minutes; but be- 
fore doing so I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. BIsBEE]. 

Mr. REED. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] would occupy about ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will occupy ten minutes and allow the 
| same time to gentlemen on the other side, so that there may be no dis 

satisfaction. 
Mr. RANDALL. Gentlemen should understand that there will bi 
at least two votes by yeas and nays. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. BIsBEE] 
| Mr. BISBEE. Mr. Speak r, I desire to express very brie fly my ob- 
jections to this bill. Iam very sorry that what I offered as an addi 
| tional section wasnot adopted. Thisisacheap bill all the way through 
framed by a cheap party, through its cheap committee, upon a cheap 
estimate of the people of this country; and I think the section which | 
offered was in keeping with the character of the bill. The bill is not 
complete without it; that section was necessary to give the measure 
character and tone. 


The majority of this House knows perfectly well that there is more 
| population in this country this year than there was last. There ar 
| more post-oflices, more clerks in post-offices, and more railway clerk 

needed this year than last year. Gentlemen know very well that it 


costs more to provide for a family of six than it does for a family ot 
three. You know very well that you have not given money enough 
in this bill by at least $3,000.000. You have not given money enou 


to pay the postmasters of this country. You have not given money 
enough to pay the railway clerks now employed in this country—not 
enough by $26,000. Thechairman of the Committee on the Post-Offic 


and Post-Roads [Mr. MoNEyY] offered an amendment the other day to 
increase the appropriation for the payment of railway clerks by adding 
to the sum proposed in the bill $295,000. He told you, gentlemen, that 
| you did not in this bill give money enough to pay the clerks now in the 
employ of the Government, and ngt one of you has even suggested that 
| any too many are employed. He told you further that 11,000 miles of 
new railroads had been completed, and that it required 363 more rai! 

way clerks in order to perform satisfactorily the railway service of this 
| country—the additional number which the Postmaster-General recom 
mendsinhisreport. You voted that proposition down ‘‘ without rhym« 
or reason.”’ 

More than that; we have now through a large section of the count: 
fast-mail service. The train leaving New York at 4.30 a. m. arrives in 
Florida the next day at 2.30 p.m. We are able to read in Florida 
this hour to-day newspapers and other mail matter that left New 
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yesterday morning. 


But under the provisions of this bill those special 
ilities are cut off, and after the 30th of June next we must go 
It makes a difference of one whole business day to the 
of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, and 
ght extension, the road being now completed, of Louisiana and 
Yet gentlemen from a vast section of the country who are in- 


ré d in this service, extending from M 


t them. 


to Texas, embracing six 
States, have practically sat silent here and permitted the other side 

the House to cut off this valuable mail serv ice, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to know what this means ? 
tlemen on the other side, who came 


Have you 
here three months ago flushed 
, 8O lost you! confidence that you are driven 
his mean, contemptible parsimony for the purpose of framing an 

for a Presidential election? Is that it? Or are you afraid that 


the postimasters and postmasters’ clerks and railway clerks may 


he victories oi the past 


the Repub 1 party of this country ? 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. REED]. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that gentlemen on the 
other side occupy an extraordinary attitude in regard to this bill. 
There is no appropriation bill passed by this House which is so impor- 
tant to the people. 
ury nothing. 


postal bills 


There is none, except this, which costs the Treas- 
Che people of the 


Nobody is ta 
ticipate in its benefits. There is no taxation incident to this bill at 
the present time 


Al 


deliberately and knowingly refused the appropriations which they 
know this Department needs; and they have even gone further, and 
refused appropriations which by law this Department m1 veand will 
have in spite of them, for until 

{ 


rard to post- 
' . I 
nose otncers Ww 


t men to keep that 
t, then is the obec 


lerstand these 


ncts 


ose during t 
made 


as they have been aspiring 

yuntry may have moments of 

when | ntlemen to be in control of a 

» Government, being ] 
he other end of this Cap 
I say to you, gentlemen, such things as these which have been more 
particularly described by my friend from Florida [Mr. BISBEE] are 
not likely to create public confidence in your methods of administering 
A million of dollars has been shown not to have been really 
ippropriated by this bill, and yet you pretend it has been. Here are 
hundreds of thousands of dollars which you know must be given to 
furnish route-agents on the ever-increasing railroad lines of this coun- 


HOUSLIDNESS, 


itribute a dollar or two of their salaries to aid the success of 
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United States day by day pay the | 
ced for this service except those who par- | 


Yet, neverth« less, gentlemen on the other side have | 
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tleman from Maine[Mr. REED] I want to say that I had the opportu- 
nity yesterday of a conversation witha leading member of the Senate, 
a Re publican member of the Senate on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions there, who said to me that he had read this bill carefully, that he 
had followed the debate throughout, and that it was a fair and liberal 
bill. 

A member rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
to be interrupted. 

Mr.REED. Nobody is interrupting you except yourself. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish I had the privilege of naming that Sen- 
ator. Irepeat, the declaration of that Senator to me, he being a Repub- 
lican member of the Committee on Appropriations, was that this wasa 
liberal bill, a fair bill. What furtherdid hesay tome? He said that 
he was glad to know that I had exposed the hypocrisy that was prac- 
ticed by his own party in the last Congress in cutting down the appro- 
priation for this Department far below the needs of the service. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Name the Senator. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope I will be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iask the gentleman to give the name 
of the gentleman to whom he refers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not want this to come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifty minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will claim an extension. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since this bill came into this House every clown 
on that side has been brought forward to ridicule it. Every advocate 
of extravagance, every defender of jobs and of railroad corporations 
has been brought here, and every one of them has taxed his ingenuity 
to the utmost extent in order to raise a false clamor against this bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to know whether the use of the 
word ‘* clown”’ is parliamentary ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 


Do not interrupt me; because I do not want 


When the clown is presentitis. [Laughter ] 


When anything disrespectful is used any membet 


| has the right to have it taken down, and the question submitted to the 


| tleman charged that we had 


House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is complimentary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say when inter- 
rupted that in regard to the salaries of postmasters, in which the gen- 
appropriated an insufficient sum, I want 
to call attention simply to the fact that the last House appropriated ¢ 
sum $1,250,000 (one and a quarter million) less than we have appropri- 


ated this year by this bill. That is a fact that can be ascertained 


| instantly by comparing the bills. 





| aries of postmasters. 
ng well satisfied that they are safely an- | 


But what further? The estimates of the Department last year wer 
$185,000 less than the expenditures were for the previous year. The 


estimates were 300,000 for one item; but to enable the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriation f the last Congress to play their deceitiul 


an appropriation of 39,250,000 to pay the sal- 


They were told on the floor of this House that the expenditures for 
the previous year were more than ten and one-half millions of dollars and 
that the sum they proposed was insufficient, and yet they come now 
parading assumed virtues and charge us with niggardly appropriations 
when we increase their own appropriations a million and a quarter of 
dollars on this item. We have increased it, I repeat, that amount ove 


| what they themselves appropriated last year, and what is the result on 


| the bill? This bill appropriates as it now stands $2,136,000 more than 


mands it, and yet you refuse to make the necessary amendment. And | 


you can not do it upon any ground that you are dissatisfied with the 
Postmaster-General, because he has received commendation from that 
side of the House to an extent which might make him almost suspicious 
himself. [Laughter.] Yes, the business of the country demands it 
and you have no excuse for not doing it. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the time allotted to me under 
the rules would give me an opportunity to defend this bill to the length 
at least of one hour. I do not claim, however, more than the same 
length of time I have yielded to the opposite side of the House. 


The Committee on Appropriations have been sustained in all the 
provisions of this bill except in reference to two items; one where the 


amount was increased $400,000 in the letter-carrier system, and the 
other a reduction, under the recommendation of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, of $36,000 in printing postal cards. Those are the only two amend- 
ments to the bill of the Committee of the Whole since it came from the 


hands of the Committee on Appropriations affecting the amount of | to make political capital out of them all. 


appropriations recommended by the committee. 
In answer to the observations of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
BISBEE] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] and the gen- 


| they appropriated last year for this service. 
try, which must be furnished because the business of the country de- | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I am not at all surprised at 
the action of that side of the House in their endeavors to throw odium 
upon this appropriation bill. I have been liberal in my treatment 
toward them with reference to this bill. They have occupied, I think 
it is just to say, at least one-third more time than we have occupied in 
the discussions on this side of the House. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] and myself, having studied the bill and being famil- 
iar with its provisions, were called upon to take the floor more fre- 
quently than we wished in order to defend it from the assaults made 
upon it by the other side. The result was that on this side of the House 
comparatively few gentlemen have participated in the debates upon the 
bill. 

But, in conclusion, I wish tosay that I am not surprised at theaction 
of the gentleman from Michigan, who simply seeks to make political cap- 


| ital for his party on thisand other bills and who is only carrying out the 


programme which was laid down in the last Congress. He has adopted 
the same position with reference to this bill that he has taken with ref- 
erence to all measures emanating from this side of the House. He seeks 


Nor am I surprised at the action of the gentleman from Maine. I 
have been a member of this House with him for four years. I have 
served on committee with him, and venture the assertion here and now, 
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sir, that if you examine his course of conduct on this bill and compare 
it with his whole course in the past you will find it to be absolutely 
consistent. 

Mr. REED (from his seat). That is so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If a peculator has been ever charged on this 
floor with maladministration; if ever an extravagant appropriation has 
been attempted to be made in this House, he has been found its de- 
fender. If ever the interest of a railroad corporation was at stake in 
this House, I have found the gentleman from Maine its champion and 
defender. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call the gentleman from Illinois to order, and ask 
that his words be taken down. 

Mr. REED. I donot wish to have them taken down. I donot wish 
to give them so much significance. But when he talks of extravagant 
appropriations and of peculators, if he looks at the record in the star- 
route cases he will find that I voted with the committee in condemna- 
tion and that he was not here. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have never heard peculation assailed on the 
floor of this House but that the gentleman from Maine has sprung to 
his feet and defended it. 

Mr. REED. Name one single instance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I remember an instance that the gentleman 
from Kentucky brought up; charges that were made in the last session 
of Congress. I do not now remember the name of the party, but the 
incident all will remember. 

Mr. REED. Name one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I decline to yield. 

Mr. REED. Just give us the name. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have not time, and declined to 
be interrupted. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. REED. I call upon the gentleman to name one. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Justone. [Crieson the Republican sideof ‘‘ Give 
the name.’’ ] 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Maine —— 

Mr. REED. I want the gentleman to name one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When the gentleman from Maine takes his 
seat and behaves as he ought to behave, I will proceed with my re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER (rapping with the gavel). 
order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, that gentleman has taken occasion to as- 
sail almost every member of this side of the House, not only in this but 
previous Congresses, and I now propose to answer him, to let him un- 
derstand that he is well known here, and that I have less regard for his 
estimate of myself, for his opinion of myself, than I have for the opin- 
ion of any other member upon this floor. 

On last Saturday he took the floor here and imputed to me improper 
motives in my advocacy of this bill. I did not have an opportunity to 
reply to him on that occasion. But I want to say now that he is only 
playing the réle that he has played ever since I first knew him in Con- 
gress, as the defender of every railroad scheme that has been brought 
in here, and as the obstructor of every character of legislation that 
has been attempted to put a restraint upon the railroad corporations 
and compel them to comply with their obligations and to meet their 
duties and their dues to the Government. 

One word only inconclusion. I repeat that this bill, in all its details, 
is the most liberal postal appropriation bill that has ever been brought 
into the American Congress; and when it goes into the American Sen- 
ate I vouch for it the Senate will find less fault with this bill than it 
found with the bill passed by the Republican House at the last session 
and sent to them; a bill that was born of a desire only to reduce so far 
the appropriations of the Government as to force this Democratic 
House to make large appropriations, in order that these gentlemen 
might turn their demagogues loose upon the stump in the next cam- 
paign and assert that a Democratic House was more extravagant than a 
Republican Congress. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say only a word. 

Fortunately the observations which the gentleman from Illinois—the 
Shawneetown district of that State—has had the kindness to make 
were made in the presence of this House, that knows bothof us. Now 
I say to this House that my record is open to the world upon any and 
all topics. And there are only two sets of people for whose opinion I 
area greatdeal. The one is my constituency, which knows me, and the 
other is this House, which knowshim. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] And it is hardly necessary to say that I shall stand vindicated 
before them both. 

I desire to say that I have never been found upon any occasion vin- 
dicating any improper measure in this House, and I have referred him 
to one conspicuous public occasion where a bad man was being hunted 
to the ground, and where I was found on the right side and he was 
found nobody knows where. 

I desire to say another thing: that if I have at any time been found 
upon the side of a railroad corporation, which is a term of reproach upon 
his part, it has been because I was defending the cause of justice upon 
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the floor of this House; and while I stand here a member of this House 
there is no man on the face of the earth so poor nor any corporation so 
rich that I will prostitute myself to injustice for the sake of that tem- 
porary advantage which comes of maintaining a false position because 
some dishonest men are clamoring against me. [ Applause. ] 

It is the duty of every member of this House to act upon his con- 
science and his sense of duty. It is his business to stand up for what 
he believes to be right, careless of what may happen to him in conse- 
quence thereof. I donot undertake to boast here, but I venture to say 
that I have no occasion to lower my head in the presence of any man of 
this House, no matter what party he belongs to, and although I have 
had occasion in the course of my service here, following out my sense of 
duty, to say severe things about gentlemen on the other side, I venture to 
say that he is the only man on that side who would be capable of mak- 
ing the remarks he has made. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
few of them. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 22 strike out these words: “And no salary of any postmaster under 


the act entitled ‘An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,’ approved March 
3, 1883, shall exceed the sum of $4,000 per annum.”’ 


I call for a separate vote on each. There are very 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, the Speaker 
stated that the ‘‘ ayes’’ appeared to have it. 

Mr..HOLMAN. I eall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 78. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 19— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 

ae nae 29 and 30 strike out “‘ $3,600,000"’ and insert ‘‘ $4,000,000 ;”’ so that it will 
read: 


“For payment to letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free- 
delivery system, $4,000,000.” 


r ° . 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. GIBSON, indefinitely, on account of ill-health. 
To Mr. FINDLAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the second amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BRUMM. [ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the increase of $400,000 for the letter- 
carrier service. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amendment. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 137, not 
voting 60; as follows: 

YEAS—123. 
Adams, G. E. 


Greenleaf, McKinley, Rowell, 
Barr, Guenther, Mayo, Russell, 
Bayne, Hanback, Millard, Skinner, C. R 
Beach, Harmer, Miller, S. H. Slocum, 
Belford, Hatch, H. H. Money, Smith, 
Bisbee, Henderson, D.B. Morey, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Henderson, T. J. Morrill, Steele, 
Brainerd, Hepburn, Morse, Stephenson, 
Breitung, Hewitt, A. 8. Mutcehler, Stevens, 
Brewer, F. B. Hiscock, Nelson, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. M. Hitt, Nutting, Stone, 
Brown, W. W. Holmes, Ochiltree, Strait, 
Brumm, Hooper, O’ Neill, Charles Struble, 
Budd, Hopkins, O'Neill, J. J. Sumner, C. A. 
Calkins, Horr, Parker, Taylor, E. B 
Campbell, J. M. Howey, Payson, Taylor, J. D. 
Cannon, James, Perkins, Thomas, 
Chace, Jeffords, Peters, Tillman, 
Cox, W. R. Johnson, Phelps, Valentine, 
Culbertson, W. W. Kean, Poland, Van Alstyne, 
Cullen, Keifer, Price, Wadsworth, 
Cuteheon, Ketcham, Pusey, Wakefield, 
Dargan, Lacey, Ranney, Washburn, 
Davis, G. R. Laird, Ray, G. W. Weaver, 
Davis, R. T. Libbey, Ray, Ossian Wemple 
Dingley, Long, Reed, White, J. D. 
Dorsheimer, Lovering, Rice, White, Milo 
Dunham, Lyman, Robinson, J. 8. Woodward, 
Ellwood, McCoid, Robinson, W. E. Worthington, 
Evans, I. N. McComas, Rockwell, York. 
Everhart, McCormick, Rogers, W. F. 
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NAYS—137. 
Jones, J. T. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 

Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Oates, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 8S. W. 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 

VOTING—60. 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Lawrence, 
McAdoo, 
Maybury, 
Milliken, 
Morgan, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Nicholls, 
O'Hara, 
Payne, 
Peelle, 8S. J. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The following were announced as paired until further notice: 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. GorF. 

Mr. KING with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN with Mr. WHITING. 

The following were announced as paired for the day: 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. K Asson. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MULDROW. 

Mr. Watt with Mr. EATon. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG. 

The following were also announced as paired: 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 

till March 30. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. LAWRENCE, till March 23. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. HART, till March 24. 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. BREWER ,of New Jersey, till March 19. 
Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. O’HARA, till March 24. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am paired with the gentleman from 

New York, Mr. Cox, on all political questions; but as I understand he 

would have voted in the affirmative on this amendment had he been pres- 

ent, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the vote be taken on the remainder 
of the amendments in gross. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amendments had better be voted on 
separately. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was, 
to insert after line 34 of the printed bill the following: 

Provided, That periodical publications other than daily newspapers when de- 
livered within the city where they are published shall be charged with the same 


postage as is now imposed by law upon such publications when delivered else- 
where than in the city of publication. 


Aiken 
Alexander, 
Arnot, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
lale, 


iont 


Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ermentrout, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
NOT 
Evins, J. H. 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Goff, 
Hancock, 
Hardy, 
Hart, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Holton, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 


Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Spriggs, 
Stewart, Charles 
Sumner, D. H, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Trrner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple. 


sarks 
Bel 
Jennett 
Blackburn, 
lanchard, 
Bland 
Blount, 
Bovk 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burnes, 
Cabell 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Curtin 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 


Adams, J. J. 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Barbour, 
Bingham, 
Bowe n, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, Felix 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Covington, 
Cox, 5. S. 
Eaton, 

Ellis, 


Pettibone, 
Potter, 

Ryan, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Snyder, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Wait, 

Warner, Richard 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J. 8. 
Young. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was, 
to insert after line 47 of the printed bill the following: 


And the Postmaster-General isauthorized to designate postmasters at money- 
order post-offices as disbursing officers for the payment of salaries of officersand 
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employés of the postal service, and for such other payments as the postmasters 
are now authorized to make from postal revenues, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
to strike out the following: 


The foregoing provision, and all of the general provisions of law touching the 
rate of compensation of railroad companies for the transportation of the mails, 
shall apply to all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole 
or in part by subsidies in bonds and public lands granted by the United States 
under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River tothe Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,”’ approved July 1, 1862, and all actsand parts of actsamendatory thereof; 
and the said act, and the sixth section thereof, and all acts amendatory of said 
act, are hereby altered, amended, and modified in conformity with and to con- 
form to the foregoing provision for the readjustment of the compensation to be 
paid to railroad companies for the transportation of the mails. But nothing in 
this provision shall be construed inany wise to affect or impair the right of Con- 
gress at any time hereafter further to alter or amend the said act approved July 
1, 1862, and the act and acts amendatory thereof referred to; and the foregoing 
provision shall be subject to alteration or amendment as in the opinion of Con- 
gress justice or the public welfare may require; and nothing herein shall impair 
any right now existing in favor of the United States; and the foregoing provis- 
ion touching the rates of compensation to railroads constructed under the pro- 
visions of said act of July 1, 1862, and amendment thereof, for the transporta- 
tion of the mails, shal! be held as in alteration and amendment of said act and 
of the act amendatory thereof, and of both of said acts: Provided, however, That 
all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole or in part by 
a land grant made by Congress on the condition that the mails should be trans- 
ported over their roads, respectively, at such price as Congress should by law 
direct, or on the condition that such railroad should be subject to such regula- 
tions as Congress might impose restricting the charges of Government transpor- 
tation, shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation authorized by this 
act to the other railroad companies for corresponding service. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided, however, That all railroad companies whose railroads were con- 
structed in whole or in part by the land grants made by Congress on the condi- 
tion that the mails should be transported over their roads respectively at such 
prices as Congress should by law direct, or on the condition that such railroads 
should be subject to such regulations as Congress might impose restricting the 
charges of Government transportation, or whose railroads were constructed 
in whole or in part by subsidies, in bonds and lands granted and issued by the 
United States under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of the railroad and telegraph line from the Mississippi River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and all acts amendatory 
thereof, shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation authorized by this act 
to be paid to the other railroad companies for corresponding postal services. And 
the above-entitled act, approved July 1, 1862, and the sixth section thereof, and 
the actamendatory of said act, approved July 2, 1864, are hereby amended to con- 
form to the foregoing provisions fixing the rate of compensation to be paid to 
railroad companies whose railroads were so constructed in whole or in part by 
subsidies, in bonds and lands, under the provisions of said act for the transporta- 
tion of the mails; and said acts and each of them shall be held to be altered and 
amended accordingly ; and the foregoing provisions, and each of them, shall be 
subject to amendment as in the opinion of Congress shall be just and required by 
the public welfare. But no right now existing in favor of the United States in 
relation to said railroads or either of them, or in relation to said grants or either 
of them, shall be deemed impaired or waived by this act or any provision thereof. 


This amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was, in line 127 of the printed bill, to strike out the words ‘‘ inland 
transportation of star routes’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
“*the postal service.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was, to strike out ‘‘sixty-eight,’’ in line 149, and insert ‘“‘ thirty-two;”’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

For manufacture of postal cards, $232,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was, 
to insert after the word ‘‘from,’’ in line 20, page 9, the words ‘‘or to.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was, 
to insert after the word ‘‘information,’’ in line 21, page 9, the words 
*‘and indorsements relating thereto;’’ so that the clause, with this and 
the preceding amendment, would read as follows: 

Provided, That any Department or officer authorized to use the penalty en- 
velopes may inclose them with return address to any person or persons from 


or to whom official information is desired, the same to be used only to cover 
such official information and indorsements relating thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was, 
to insert after the words ‘‘Agricultural Department,’’ in line 24, page 
9, the words ‘‘or by the Public Printer;’’ so as to read: 

That any letter or packet to be registered by either of the Executive Depart- 


ments or bureaus thereof, or oy the Agricultural Department, or by the Public 
Printer, may be registered without the payment of any registry fee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. HORR. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I move to recom- 


mit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The question was taken; and it was decided in theaflirmative—yeas 









Recommit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions that | 160, nays 77, not voting 83; as follows: 
YEAS—160. 


they report back to the House a bill providing the following sums for the follow- | 
ing purposes, to wit: a 
For clerks in post-offices, $4,900,000. 
For railway postal clerks, $4,295,000. 





For mail messengers, $1,000,000. 


For mail- 


and mail-bag catchers, $250,000. 


For rent, light, and fuel, $480,000. 
For steamboat mail service, $625,000. 
For letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery system, 


$4,000,000. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Horr, there were— 


ayes 71, noes 103. 


Mr. RANDALL and Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question being taken, there were—yeas 91, nays 159, not voting 


70. 

YEAS—91. 
Adams, G. E. Ellwood, McCoid, Rogers, W. F. 
Barr, Evans, I. N. McComas, Rowell, 
Bayne, Everhart, McCormick, Russell, 
Bisbee, Guenther, McKinley, Skinner, C. R. 
Boutelle, Harmer, Millard, Smith, 
Brainerd, Hatch, H. H. Miller, S. H. Spooner, 
Breitung, Henderson,D.B. Morey, Steele, 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Nelson, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M. Hiscock, Nutting, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Hitt, Ochiltree, Stone, 
Brumm, Holmes, O’ Neill, Charles Strait, 
Burleigh, Horr, Parker, Struble, 
Calkins, Howey, Payson, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. James, Perkins, Taylor, J.D. 
Cannon, Jeffords, Peters, Thomas, 
Chace, Johnson, Poland, Valentine, 
Culbertson, W.W. Kean, Price, Wadsworth, 
Cullen, Keifer, Ranney, Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Lacey, Ray, G. W. Washburn, 
Davis, G. R. Laird, Reed, Weaver, 
Davis, R. T. Libbey, Rice, White, J. D. 
Dingley, Long, Robinson, J.S8. White, Milo. 
Dunham, Lyman, Rockwell, 

NAYS—159. 
Aiken, Dibble, Lamb, Shaw, 
Alexander, Dibrell, Lanham, Shelley, 
Arnot, Dockery, Le Fevre, Singleton, 
Bagley, Dorsheimer, Lewis, Slocum, 
Ballentine, Dowd, Lore, Spriggs, 
Barbour, Duncan, Lovering, Stevens, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Lowry, Stewart, Charles 
Beach, Eldredge, MeMillin, Sumner, C. A. 
Belmont, Elliott, Matson, Sumner, D. H. 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Miller, J. F. Talbott, 
Blackburn, Farrell, Mills, Thompson, 
Bland, Fiedler, Mitchell, Throckmorton, 
Blount, Follett, Money, Tillman, 
Boyle, Foran, Morrison, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, Forney, Morse, Tucker, 
Broadhead, Fyan, Moulton, Tully, 
Buchanan, Geddes, Muller, Turner, H.G. 
Buckner, Glascock, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Budd, Graves, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Burnes, Green, Neece, Vance, 
Cabell, Greenleaf, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Halsell, ONeill, J.J. Ward, 
Candler, Hammond, Paige, Warner, A. J. 
Clardy, Hancock, Patton, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hardeman, Pierce, Weller, 
Clements, Herbert, Peel, S. W. Wemple, 
Cobb, Hewitt, A.S, Post, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Williams, 
Connolly, Hill, Pusey, Willis, 
Converse, Hoblitzell, Randall, Wilson, W. L. 
Cook, Holman, Rankin, Winans, E. B. 
Cosgrove, Hopkins, Reagan, Winans, John 
Cox, W.R. Hunt, Reese, Wise, G.D 
@risp, Hurd, Riggs, Wolford, 
Culberson, D. B. Hutchins, Robertson Wood, 
Curtin, Jones, B. W. Robinson, W.E. Woodward, 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Worthington, 
Davidson Jones, J. K. Scales. Yaple, 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J.T. Seney, York. 
Deuster, Kleiner, Seymour, 

NOT VOTING—70. 

Adams, J.J. George, Kellogg, Potter, 
Anderson, Gibson, Ketcham, Ray, Ossian 
Atkinson, Goff, King, Rosecrans, 
Belford, Hanback, Lawrence, Ryan, 
Bingham, Hardy, McAdoo, Skinner, T.G. 
Blanchard, Hart Maybury, Snyder, 
Bowen, Hatch, W.H,. Mayo, Springer, 
Brewer, J. H. Haynes, Milliken, Stockslager, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Morgan, Storm, 
Carleton, Henderson, T. J. Morrill, Taylor, J. M. 
Cassidy, Henley, Muldrow, Wait, 
Covington, Holton, Murphy, Warner, Richard 
Cox, 8.8. a ae Nicholls, Whiting, 
Eaton, Houk, O’ Hara, Wilson, James 
Ellis, Houseman, Payne, Wise, J.S. 
Evins, J. H. Jordan, Peelle, S. J. Young. 
Findlay, Kasson, Pettibone, 
Finerty, Kelley, Phelps, 


So the House refused to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The previous question was ordered on the passage of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. On the passage of the bill the question will be taken 
by yeas and nays, as the rules require. 





Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Arnot, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell! 
Candler, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, W.R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L.H 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dockery, 


Adams, G. E. 
Barr, 

Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Chace, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davidson, 
‘Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dunham, 
Ellwood, 


Adams, J. J. 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, Felix 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Covington, 
Cox,8.8. 
Dingley, 
Eaton, 


Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ermentrout, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hunt, 
Hutchins, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 


Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McComas, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, S. H. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
~aige, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, S. W. 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 


Robinson, V7. E. 
. 


Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 


NAYS—77. 


Evans, I.N. 
Everhart, 
Guenther, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 


McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Morey, 
Nutting, 


Hepburn, Ochiltree, 
Hiscock, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hitt, Parker, 
Holmes, Payson, 
Horr, Perkins, 
Howey, Peters, 
James, Poland, 
Johnson, Price, 
Kean, Ranney, 
Lacey, Ray, G. W. 
Laird, Reed, 
Libbey, Rice, 
Long, Robinson, J.S. 
Lyman, Rockwell, 
McCoid, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—83. 
Ellis, Kasson, 
Evins, J. H. Keifer, 
Findlay, Kelley, 
Finerty, Kellogg, 
George, Ketcham, 
Gibsor, King, 
Goff, Lawrence, 
Hanback, McAdoo, 
Hardy, Maybury, 
Harmer, Mayo, 
Hart, Milliken, 
Hatch, W.H. Morgan, 
Haynes, Morrill, 
Hemphill, Morse, 
Henderson, T. J. Moulton, 
Holton, Muldrow, 
Hooper, Murphy, 
Hopkins, Nicholls, 
Houk, O Hara, 
Houseman, Payne, 
Hurd, Peelle,S. J. 


So the bill was passed. 
During the roll-call the following announcement of additional pairs 


was made: 


Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. SMITH, for to-day. 

Mr. WELLER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for to-day, on the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. DINGLEY, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. EzrA B. TAYLOR, on passage of the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. MorsE with Mr. HARMER, on Post-Office appropriation bill. 
Mr. MORSE would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and Mr. HARMER ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 


North Carolina, on political questions. 


Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Slocum, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Sumner, C, A, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Thompson 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, ; 
‘Tucker, 
Tally, 
‘rurner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton 
Ward, 
Warner, A.J, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford: 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple. 


Russell, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
White, J.D. 
York. 


Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Potter, 

Ray, Ossian 
Ryan, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Wait, 
Warner, Richard 
Weller, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J.S. 
Young. 


Iam paired with Mr. SKINNER, of 


While this seems to bea polit- 


ical question, there was a perfect understanding between that gentleman 
and myself that I should have the right to vote on the passage of this 


bill. 
pleasure. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


With the exception of two bills I had the right to vote my own 


Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil} 
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was passed; and alsomoved that the motion toreconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 4779) to 
change the name of the West Waterville National Bank of Oakland, 
in the State of Maine, to that of the Messalonskee National Bank; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 210) to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the 
governor of the State of Ohio. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Secretary 
of War be, and is hereby, required to furnish to the governor of Ohio, upon his 
request, copies of such muster-rolls as are filed in his Department and other in- 
formation from the records of his officeas may be necessary to completé the mil- 
itary history of the troops that entered the service of the United States from 
the State of Ohio during the Mexican war and war of 1812. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The object is simply to complete the military 
records in Ohio for publication. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

included as well as Ohio. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I have no objection. I can state that the Legis- 
lature of Ohio has made an appropriation and required the governor to 
complete this list and have it published for the benefit of the State. 
This is to supply omissions in the rolls of certain regiments from the 
War Department files. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
inserted. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I also want Missouri included. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
ment is not allowed to come in. 

Mr. CONVERSE. It comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. 
object when it was asked for; and it now comes too late. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to include Kentucky. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 
20, noes 71. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. / 

The latter motion was agreed to. J 
V 


FORESTRY. 


On motion of Mr. SKINNER, of New York, by unanimous consent, 
the following petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 
To Congress : 

Ata regular meeting of Jefferson County Pomona Grange, held in the city of 
Watertown, N. Y., March 5, 1884, the rane ge resolution was introduced by D. 
S. Marvin, of Watertown, and unanimously adopted : ; 

‘Resolved, That Congress be uested to enact laws for the restoration, main- 
tenance,.and government of the forests and unoccupied lands of the public do- 
main; also, that the necessary laws be enacted for establishing schools of for- 
estry in connection with the West Point schools, the Agricultural Bureau at 
Washington, and upon unoccupied lands of the public domain, so that the stu- 
dents may be employed as forest guards and in acquiring and disseminating a 


knowledge of forestry among the people.” 
GEO. E. HERKICK, Master, 


Three Mile Bay, N. Y. 
S. C. WIGGINS, Secretary, 
Antwerp, N. Y. 
And then, on motion of Mr. WARD (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


I ask that the State of Kentucky be 


I should like to have my amendment 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Newton White, for an appropria- 
tion to pay for property—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Capt. Jacob Kline and others, officers of 
the United States Army, in favor of passage of H. R. 3117—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Petition for passage of anact toamend chapter 
3 of Title LIX of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled 
National Homes of Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, by adding thereto sec- 
tion 4838—to the same committee. 

Also, that salary of soldiers, &c., should be made equal to gold at 
time of receipt—to the same committee. ‘ 

Also, petition for passage of an act to amend chapter 3 of Title LIX 





I object to the resolution if my amend- | 


The Chair did not understand the gentleman to | 
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of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled National Homes 


| for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, by adding thereto section 4838—to the 
| Same committee. 


By Mr. COBB: Petition of James McCabe, for expenses incurred in 


| contesting the seat of Hon. Godlove 8. Orth in the Forty-sixth Con- 


gress—to the Committee on Elections. 
By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to claim of Mrs. J. P. Williams 
for $900 alléged to be due her on contract—to Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DOCKERY: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint 
Louis, Mo., asking the passage of the Willis bill extending the bonded 


| whisky period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of J. R. Carroll, for the passage of an act 
giving him payment out of the Chinese indemnity fund for his losses 
by the pillage and destruction of the bark Caldera—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of proprietors and em- 
ployés of Powhatan Mills, Chester, Pa.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of S. A. Cro- 
zer & Sons, Upland, Delaware County, Pennsylvania—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition and protest of proprietors and employés of Chester Dock 
Mills, Chester, Pa.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HITT: Report of Committee on Foreign Affairs on the me- 
morial of George L. Fisher—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

3y Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to claim of Cynthia Miliken—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Memoriai relating to education in Alaska—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Whitehead Post, No. 114, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Orleans, Nebr., for making pay received by soldiers 
equal to gold and for issue of land-warrants to soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to pension claim of Henry C. Stu- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Caroline Trekell for pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: The memorial of the Kansas Cane-Growers’ As- 
sociation, asking additional appropriation to enable the Department of 
Agriculture to continue its experiments in producing sugar from the 
sorghum cane—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, 
in relation to the revenue-marine service—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, in relation 
to coinage of silver dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. M. Bannan and others, citizens of 
Kansas, asking for legislation making the provisions of the Chinese re- 
striction act more stringent and to protect the artisans of the country 
against the competition of Chinese labor—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Cane-Growers’ Association of Kan- 
sas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of J. Wade McDonald and others, citizens of 
County, Kansas, asking for an increase of the compensation of United 
States circuit and district judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the State board of agriculture of 
Kansas, in relation to the sugar interests and asking an appropriation 
to carry on experiments—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the claim of John R. Watkins, 
administrator of Matilda W. Anderson, of ‘Haywood County, Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON : Papers relating to claim of William R. Gib- 
son—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of P. Cudmore, of Faribault, Minn., and 
450 others, praying for the equalization of bounties and the passage of 
an act giving arrears of pensions to all persons whose claims are allowed 
by the Department, such arrears to commence at the date of discharge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Papers relating to claim of J. A. Henry 
and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of members of the Grand Army of 
the Republic for the passage of the bill (S. 46) to equalize bounties to 
soldiers, &¢.—to the Select Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of 140 citizens of Minnesota, for a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit disfranchisement of United States 
citizens on account of sex—to-the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Joint resolutions of the Ohio Legislature, asking 
increase of pensions in certain cases and for equalization of bounties— 
severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Protest of members of George H. Thomas Post, 
No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, and various pensioners, against 
change of present method of paying pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of Jay L. Mudge, David Frost, 
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G. R. Clark, and 95 others, citizens of Elsie, Clinton County, praying 
for a Michigan branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Matthias App, of 
Memphis, Shelby County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 19, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntLEy, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PENSION LEGISLATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate yesterday ordered the 
printing for the use of the Senate of the remarks of the delegation of 
the Grand Army of the Republic before the Committee on Pensions. 
The order provided for printing the document “‘ for the use of the Sen- 
ate,’’ and it was accordingly journalized as proposed to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 
spect to how many copies shall be printed. If there be no objection 
the usual number for the use of the Senate, under the ordinary prac- 
tice being two hundred and fifty copies, will be printed. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be entered. 


DISCOVERY OF PHOSPHATES IN BRAZIL. 
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’ the General Government have increased a 


A difficulty arises at the Printing Office in re- | 
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When De Witt Clinton and his associates projected the construction 
of that great water way they sought the aid of the General Government 
at that early period, but in the then condition of the country‘and of the 
finances of the Government they were unable to procure the aid, and 
the canal was constructed by their energy and skill without any such 
aid. The reasons which applied at that time for such assistance from 
hundred-fold; we are in @ 
condition now to grant the aid, and I think the condition of that work 
is such that it should be given. 

The canal has been twice enlarged and the locks doubled since its 
original construction. ‘Two years since the people of the State of New 
| York by a very large vote declared that it should be forever free to the 
| people of the United States asa channel of commerce. It is now being 
supported by an expenditure of nearly three and a half million dollars 
by way of taxation from the people of the State. The canal needs fur- 
ther enlargement of the locks and further deepening of the channel in 
some of its portions to make it a most effective water way. The object 
of this legislation and of this aid from the Government is to make the 
canal what it should be in its present condition asa free water way, the 
most effective water way possible for the use of the public. 

I trust that this subject will receive the earnest consideration of the 
Senate in the support of the bill which is referred to in the resolution. 
I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying letter and papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 15th of January last, respect- 
ing the discovery of phosphates upon the coast of Brazil by a citizen of the 
United States, I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State upon the 
subject, together with the accompanying papers. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, March 18, 1884. 


LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication of the 
Secretaries of Warand the Navy concerning the expediency of offering rewards 
for the rescue of Lieutenant Greely and party by the independent efforts of pri- 
vate vessels, in addition tosending the three ships constituting the national relief 
expedition. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 18, 1884. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate, 


and calls the attention of Senators to it, 9 petition of the Delaware In- | 


dians, asking that their status and rights as citizens of the Cherokee 
Nation may be defined and protected. The rule of the Senate prohibits 
the introduction of any petition from the subjects of any foreign nation 
or power; and whether the Chair can properly lay this petition of the 


Delaware Indians, they not being citizens of the United States in the | 


technical sense, before the Senate, the Chair leaves to the consideration 
of the body. If there be no objection the Chair will lay the petition 
before the Senate, and it will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so referred. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of late officers of 


the volunteer army, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1306 
and House bill No. 3485, proposing to fix the rate of pension hereafter 
to be granted to all commissioned officers ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of inventors, merchants, and other citi- 
zens of the United States, praying for the recommittal tothe Commit- 
tee on Patents of certain bills proposing to amend the patent laws, in 
order that they may have a hearing m regard thereto ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. BECK presented the petition of Mrs. N. Cushman, widow of the | 
late Commander C. H. Cushman, United States Navy, praying for an | 
increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 


Mr. LAPHAM presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
New York State Cane-Growers’ Association, held at Geneva, in that 
State, in favor of the continuation of the appropriation of a suitable sum 


of money for the purpose of experimenting in the different processes of | 


sugar-making ; which wasreferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [I hold in my hand a resolution of the Free Canal 
Union of the State of New York, adopted at a meeting held at the 
rooms of the Chamber of Commerce on the 14th of the present month, 


in which they ask a favorable consideration of House bill No. 3538, | 


which provides for the payment of $1,000,000 annually for the period 


of ten years for the purpose of making permanent improvements upon | 
the Erie Canal. 


bill (S. 1441) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Great 
Kanawha River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same, setting 
forth the ground on which they believe that the construction of the 
bridges proposed will interfere with the commerce of the Kanawha and 
Ohio Rivers, and suggesting certain modifications and changes in the 
bill. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Com- 
| merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ihave a memorial and resolution of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Cincinnati in relation to Senate bill 1441, remon- 
strating against the passage of that bill, which provides for the con- 
struction of bridges over the Great Kanawha River. I presume it is 
the same memorial and resolution just presented by my colleague, but 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, ef Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, te 
whom was referred the petition of T. M. English, administrator of the 
estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased, praying compensation for wood 
and rent of property used by the military authorities of the United 
States, as ascertained by a judgment of the Court of Claims, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
who were instructed by a resolution of the Senate of December 5 last 
to inquire into the expediency of creating a military academy west of 
the Mississippi River for the training of Indian youths as soldiers, &c., 
to submit a report expressing the opinion of the committee against the 
proposed legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject, and the report will be 
placed on file. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Railroads, to 
whom was referred a petition of citizens of New Jersey and New York 
praying for the passage of a bill authorizing the construction of bridges 
across Staten Island Sound, to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
| sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 
the bill is before that committee. 

The report was agreed to. 
| Mr. MILLER, of California. The Committee on Foreign Relations, 
| who were instructed by a resolution of the Senate of January 22, 1884, 

to inquire into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall protect 
our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 
strained the importation of meats from the United States, have directed 
me to report a bill which they deem necessary and proper legislation 
upon the subject. 

The bill (S. 1876) providing for an inspection of meats for exporta- 
tion, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, 
and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VANCE. [ask leave at some future day to file the views of the 
minority on the bill just reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1538) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 

| estate of James Beatty, late of Baltimore, Md., submitted an 





That leave will be granted, if there 


adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bil! was postponed in- 
| definitely. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of | 
pension to John Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of 
Zunis Swick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A ffairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1879) for the relief of H. 
B. Oatman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Healso (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1880) forthe relief of Francis 
M. Vanderpool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1881) for the relief of W. H. 
Tibbits; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1882) authorizing the employment 
of secretaries by the justices of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1883) for the relief of George Brown; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1884) for the relief of Daniel A. Dwight 
and the legal representatives of Henry W. Taylor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD introduced a bill (S. 1885) for the erection of a public 
building at Wilmington, Del.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1755) to 
divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in 
Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of 
the Indian title to the remainder, be reprinted, as the copies heretofore 
printed are exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be entered. 





If there be no objection, that order 
The Chair hears none. 
MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following concurent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 extra copies of the report and accompanying documents of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate upon the resolution of the Senate 
requiring said committee “‘to inquire into and report such legislation as shall 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 
strained the importation of meats from the United States ;’’ 2,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

NAVAL FORCE BY STATES. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish to the Senate, 


so far as the records of his Department will enable him, the number of men 
contributed to the Navy by each State during the late war. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE RULES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolution,’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the Calendar, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the resolu- 
tions that I reported a couple of days since from the Committee on 
Rules, taking up first the amendment proposed to Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 379, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the eighth rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 

‘** All motions made before 2 o’clock to proceed to the consideration of any 
matter shall be determined without debate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to now consider the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to state that the only object of this amend- 
ment is to prevent the waste of time that all of us have so often wit- 
nessed in debating the question as to which of two or more measures 
shall have consideration. It simply provides that that question shall 
be settled without debate. That is all that I desire to say in expla- 
nation uf the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Rules reported several amendments 
to the rules. One of them was passed without any attention being at- | 
tracted to it in the Senate; the others were postponed. 

I have no objection whatever to the amendment of the rule now pro- 
posed, but the one which authorizes the President of the Senate to lay 
before the Senate at any time bills from the House and messages from 
the President of the United States was proposed when the committee 
reported a general change in the rules, and if I recollect aright on con- 
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sideration by the Senate rejected. It will have the effect which we at 
some time shall feel to be a great inconvenience, of adding to the num- 


| ber of cases already too large in which it is ju the power of a single 
| Senator to compel the Senate, whether a majority desire or not, to dis- 


place the business which is pending and which the Senate desires to 
complete. It seems to me that that rule would operate very hard un- 
less it shall be construed by the Chair, as I hope it will, to allow any 
Senator when the Chair lays a bill or series of bills from the House be- 
fore the Senate, before making the question of reference in order and 
debatable, to raise the question of consideration, as may be done when 
other privileged motions or even privileged reports are made. With 
that interpretation of the rule it will do no harm; without that it will 
at some time be a very serious and dangerous weapon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if he may be permitted to do so, that although the 
question is not now before the Senate, the Chair would hardly under 
the practice of the Senate feel authorized to entertain a motion which 
would raise the question of consideration. It is a matter, so far as the 
Chair understands, that has never been brought forward in the Senate. 
Of course any Senator may object to the second reading of a bill from 
the House of Representatives, which would instantly put it over until 
the next day; but the Chair, speaking now informally to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, is inclined to think 

Mr. HOAR. Would the Chair hold that the question of reference 
would not be open, by laying the bill before the Senate, as of right? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not the question of reference. After 
the first reading the next question would be the question of second 
reading. That being objected to could not take place on that day, but 
would carry the bill over until the morning of the next day. 

Mr. HOAR. That would completely relieve the rule from the diffi- 
culty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill would then be open to de- 
bate on the question of its second reading. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, however, that it is the settled parliamentary 
rule, even as applied to reports of conference committees, that the ques- 
tion of consideration may be raised, and, if so, itis to be determined with- 
out debate by vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule expressly provides that 
that question as to a conference report shall be determined without de- 
bate. The question is on agreeing to the resolution now before the 
Senate amending Rule VIII. 

Mr. BAYARD. If it is to be understood by this amendment that 
the opportunity for a succinct, intelligible explanation of a measure 
proposed for the consideration of the Senate is to be excluded, I think 
the amendment had better be modified in order that some reasonable 
and intelligible explanation may be made possible. 

By the rules of the Senate a petition is to be stated in substance. 
The purport of the address to the consideration of the Senate must be 


| stated by the Senator offering it under the rule, and we know that in 


consequence the object of petitions is explained, and where it can be 
more shortly done, and the Senate does not object, the petition itself 
may be read in full in order for self-explanation. 

It seems to me that the effect of the rigid construction of the amend- 
ment now offered would be to cause the Senate to vote oftentimes 
blindly, without knowledge of the meaning, of the intent, of the ob- 
ject to be reached. 

Debate signifies, as I understand, a discussion pro and con, and re- 
lates to the merits of the subject; but surely when a motion to post- 
pone a present order and substitute another is made there ought to be 
an opportunity to explain the nature of the other without debate, that 
is to say, without entrance upon the merits pro and con of the subject. 

I submit that the common sense which ought to mark all our action 
here would suggest that the rule now proposed should be subjected to 
the qualification and perhaps the modification that would permit a state- 
ment explanatory in a succinct way of the subject which it is proposed 
the Senate should prefer in the order of consideration. Offering such 
explanation is not of course debate. The Senator presenting a petition 
is required to state its purportin order that the Senate may know whether 


| it is a subject proper to be received or whether it is an abuse of the 
| privilege of petition. 


So it seems to me that when the question of the 
precedence of measures is to be considered, a statement of the subject- 
matter, an explanation of the object and intent of the bill sought to 
be brought before the Senate, ought to be allowed for the purpose of en- 
abling the Senate to act intelligently. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I take for granted, if the rule as re- 
ported by the committee shall be adopted, that any Senator in the very 
making of his motion to proceed to consideration would submit a state- 
ment of the general character of the proposition and the reason why, in 
his opinion, it was important for present consideration. That would be 
done in the making of the motion itself. Beyond that the Committee 


| on Rules were unanimously of opinion that it was unwise to allow a 


debate as to the consideration of this or that or one of a dozen different 
bills that may be brought into the discussion and as to the relative im- 
portance of each, in view of the fact that all of us have witnessed hours 
spent here in a discussion as to which measure shall be considered, to 
the destruction of the time necessary to the consideration of either. I 
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think my friend from Delaware will find no inconvenience in the opera- 
tions of this ruleif it shall be adopted, when without it we are liable to 
waste the two hours between this and 2 o’clock to-day in discussing the 


be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire now the consideration of the proposed amend- 
ment reported by myself the day before yesterday to Rule X. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 392, 
being a resolution to amend the tenth rule. The resolution will be 
read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the tenth rule of the Senate be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 
‘And all motions to change such order shall be decided without debate.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to offer 


the following amendment: after the word ‘‘order,’’ in the first line, I | 


move to insert: 
Or to proceed to the consideration of other business. 


So as to make the proposed amendment of the rules read: 


And all motions to change such order, or to proceed to the consideration of 
other business, shall be decided without debate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


JAMES H. WOODARD. 


Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 359. It isa private bill, but itisa 
meritorious one, and as I do not often trouble the Senate with such re- 
quests I hope this may be allowed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate now proceed, as he has a right to make that motion, to 
the consideration of Order of Business 359, being the bill (S. 1027) for 
the relief of James H. Woodard. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with | 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ infantry,’’ to strike out ‘‘all,’’ 


and in line 9, after ‘‘1864,’’ to strike out: 


“The said payment to be made out of any unexpended balance of the Army 
appropriation for 1864, and if there be none, then.” 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the Paymaster-General of the Army is hereby ordered to pay to James 


H. Woodard, late adjutant of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances of an adjutant of in- 
fantry from the 7th day of March, 1864,to the 22d day of June, 1864. Payment 
shall be made out of the appropriation for the Army for the present year. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up Order of Business 373, being the bill 
(8. 1852) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United States 
district courts at $5,000 per annum, and notwithstanding the rule just 
adopted I ask unanimous consent to make one statement to the Senate. 

This bill was reached in its order on the Calendar during my absence 


in the service of the Senate and by its direction some three or four weeks | 


ago, and was recommitted, or rather the bill for which this is a sub- 
stitute and successor was recommitted, in order to obtain some further 
information in regard to some of the districts in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand that the bill applies to all the dis- 
trict judges in the United States. I have no doubt that many of the 
district judges earn $5,000, and perhaps more; but it must be known 
that in many of the districts the judges do not earn anything like such 
a salary, as compared with the services rendered by other judges. Take 
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the Delaware district; I know something about that. The judge of 


that district does not perform any more service than the judges of the 
State courts and not as much; and yet the chief-justice of my State 
does not get more than half the allowance named in the bill for the 
United States district judge. I do not say that the chief-justice of my 
State gets enough; I do not think he does for the services rendered. I 
think the salary now fixed for the district judge for Delaware, $3,500, and 
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for many other districts, is sufficient. There are many other district 
judges that do not render service beyond the pay they are now getting, 


1 | and yet here isa proposition to increase the salaries of all those judges. 
question as to what measure shall be considered. I hope the rule will | 


I am perfectly willing to vote for an increase in any district where it 
is needed, but I am not willing to vote for an increase in all the districts, 
without regard to the services which the judges render. I shall there- 
fore not give my vote for the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this bill was recommended by the com- 
mittee on the most careful and thorough inquiry from judges and Sen- 
ators and other sources of information in regard to the labors and 
duties of the different judges; and it appears that in nearly all the dis- 
tricts in the United States the judges are fully employed in a hard year’s 
work every year. There are some thirteen or fourteen in which the 
judges are not employed the whole time; but it seemed tothe committee 
that the number was so small that it was not worth while to go into an 
inquiry as to whether any particular judge did or did not earn as much 
as any other. The business is constantly and most rapidly increasing. 
The judges of the district courts are judges of the circuit courts ex 
officio, entitled to hold those courts; and even in the smallest district 
great questions concerning railroads, great questions concerning manu- 
factures, and in case of war great questions of prize, are liable to be 
presented to the judge; and you want in every district in the United 
States, even if in a few the judge is not employed the whole time, a 
man of legal learning, of legal ability, of independence, of integrity, 
and of a weight that shall give authority and public respect to his 
decisions. In those respects the judges of all the districts ought to 
have the same qualifications. A man to whom the people of the United 
States can commit the duty of arresting a great railroad, with a capital 
of millions or hundreds of millions of dollars, of dealing with the ques- 
tions which concern such a road on the one side and the public on the 
other, is required in every district of the United States. Such a man 
as that, whether he is employed the whole year or not, is bound to 
hold himself the whole year at the command of the United States. He 
must be ready to be summoned to hold court in any other district in 
his circuit at the discretion of the circuit judge. He must abstain from 
professional labor; he must abstain from ordinary business. it would 
not be considered compatible with the decencies and proprieties of life 
to have the district judge of Delaware or of Southern Florida engage 
in mercantile business or in the service of a great railroad or still less 
in professional business. 

Under these circumstances it seemed to the committee that the proper 
rule was to put all the judges on an equality. The judge of the dis- 
trict court of California now has $5,000 a year. There are a few States 
where the judges of the supreme court, the principal court of the State, 
have a smaller salary, yet as a rule the States are increasing the sal- 
aries of their judges. In the State of New York itis double the amount, 
I believe, which the district judge is given by this bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Do the salaries of the circuit judge 





remain as they are? 

Mr. HOAR. The salaries of the circuit judges are $6,000. This bill 
does not deal with that question at all. 

Mr. HALE. What is the lowest salary ? 

Mr. HOAR. Now $3,500. This bill makes all $5,000. 


the services of judges in any district or State of the Union outside of 
that in which I live. 


those districts has an average of about 97,000 square miles. There are 
three different points in each district where the courtis holden. I know, 
and I speak with confidence in respect of my own district when I say, that 
there is probably not a district judge in the United States who has the 
confidence of the people of the United States more than Judge McCor- 


Texas. He isa man of ability, he isa man of courage, he is a ripe 
scholar and an able lawyer, and a fairly impartial judge. I never heard 
him accused of permitting politics to interfere with his opinions. 

With respect to the western district I am not so well acquainted with 
the work of Judge Turner. Inthe eastern district the judge has died 
recently, and there is a vacancy there now which ought to be filled by 
a competent man. Ifthese judges do their duty, if they are competent 
for the great task which is assigned to them by the law in those three 
districts, they are certainly entitled to $5,000 salary. I know that 
Judge McCormick is entitled to it in the northern district because I 
know that he does his duty fully and well, and if the others do their 
duty equally as well they are equitably entitled to that pay. I have 
so much respect for the judiciary and for the securing of men who will 
justly deal with life, liberty, and property, that I want to secure the 
very best men that can be had, and I know in my State a man who 
is capable of making a competent Federal judge can not be secured for 
asmall salary. I want the best; I shall therefore vote for the bill 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the salaries of the district judges in 
different parts of the United States are now graduated by acts of Cor 
gress so as to pay them for supposed extraordinary services in certain 
districts. That is a very much wiser provision than it is to fix the sai 
aries of all the judges upon the same basis. The judges in the Terri- 
torial courts have as much to do in the service of the United States as 


Mr. MAXEY. Ido not intend to say anything about the value of 


The State of Texas is divided into three judicial districts. Each of 


mick has of the people, irrespective of party, in the northern district of 
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the judges of the district courts of the United States, and if we raise | 


the salaries of one set we ought to raise the salaries in all of them. 
The judges who are now upon the bench have sought appointments 
to these places. I expect that remark can be made almost without ex- 
ception throughout the entire country. Notonly have they sought the 
places, but they and their friends have been seeking them assiduously, 


and through political and other influence earnestly, knowing what the | 


salaries were, expressing in that way in the most formal manner their 
desire to hold these offices on the salaries that Congress had then pro- 
vided. 
Congress to do otherwise than to have larger salaries in certain excep- 
tional cases, and the judges when they accepted these offices understood 
that that was the attitude of public sentiment amongst the legislators 
of the country and amongst the people. 

If there is any judge on the bench of the United States who would 
prefer to take the risk of resigning and being reappointed in order to 
get a higher salary, I should be willing to accommodate him; and I 
shall offer as an amendment to this bill: 


Provuied, That this act shall apply only to judges that shall be hereafter ap- 


pointed. 

There are some judges in the United States that I could name whom 
I would very willingly present this contingency to. I would be very 
willing indeed to see whether they would let loose the hold they have 


on office now with a view of getting a more just compensation, one that | 


they thought was better suited to their talents and abilities, and one 
that perhaps the Executive and the Senate might consider that they 
were better entitled to. 

There is a principle in the general law of the United States that a 
man who accepts an office takes it with the understanding, particu- 
larly if it is a life tenure, that the emoluments of that office ought not 
to be increased during the term of his office, unless it may be for very 
exceptional reasons. That principle ought to be applied to this bill. 
I should be willing to say that a judge of the district court of the 
United States should have $5,000 if by saying that we could induce 
to go upon the district bench a higher order of talent and ability than 
we now have. But this bench has been filled up at $3,500 prices, and 
I suppose we have been fortunate in getting $3,500 men, and I am not 
for holding on to $3,500 men and raising the price to $5,000. That is 
not fair to all the judges; it is not fair to the people, and it is nota 
just method of legislation either. 


I could name some of the judges who have not very much to do who | 


have salaries now that are larger than the governors of the States in 
which they reside, larger than the States can afford to pay to their most 
exalted officers, the chief-justices of their own courts, &c. I think 
when we send our judges into the poorer States, the smaller States, 
where there is not so much business to do, it is not exactly becoming 
in us that we should send them in on very large salaries with a view 
of having contrasts presented before the world of the ability of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to reward its servants with the ability of 
the States to reward theirs. The people of the United States in the 
different localities of this country estimate their own ability to pay 
taxes, and correspondingly they fix the salaries of the judges of their 
courts. In my State we are not able to pay the judges of the supreme 
court such salaries as are provided by this act; and yet I should do the 
Supreme Court of the Unites States not the slightest injustice if I were 
to say that the three gentlemen who now preside in the supreme court 
of Alabama would ornament that bench. Neither are we able to pay 
our governor a salary at all equal to that which is proposed by this 
bill. 

Our Federal judges in some parts of the South devote a large portion 
of their time to the consideration of those judicial questions which are 
involved in public elections. 
tions, we all know, and they devote themselves in a large portion of 
their administrative labors to taking care of the Congressional and other 
elections in which the United States is concerned. They have been 
willing to do that, I suppose, for the sake of the political renown they 
could bring around themselves at salaries of $3,500 a year; and I am 
not willing to increase their pay merely for the distinction they have 
gained in those branches of judicial science at the expense of all repu- 


be ignorant of their duties and of the rights of the people under the 
law. 

I do not feel that I should be satisfying the sentiment in my State 
at all if I were to increase the salary of the district judge who resides 


there, and who sits at three places and has but 50,000 square miles of | 


country over which his jurisdiction extends, and certainly I should not 
be able to find any justification in the fact that Texas happens to have 
a very fine judge who presides in a district the area of which is 97,000 
square miles, as I believe the Senator from Texas informs us. He does 


not quote that as a precedent for Alabama. I am very glad he does 
not. 


to my own State. 

I should be willing, I believe, to vote for this bill, notwithstanding I 
do not concede that it is a just bill in every sense, if the proviso that I 
offer to it is put upon it by the vote of the Senate, for I would like 
very much indeed to ascertain whether some of the district judges of 
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| the question of confirmation. 
There had been no intimation of an intention on the part of | 








They are very important judicial ques- | 


| Court at salaries of $10,000? 


tation in other branches, where they are known to be and confessed to | large part of the year in laborious service, whereas the district judges 


I can not accept it in any sense as being an argument applicable | 
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the United States are really willing to resign their offices and take the 


| chances of reappointment in order to raise their salaries $1,500 a year. 
| If they are willing to take that risk I am, and I should like to lay that 


much inducement before them and see whether or not they could be 
tempted into that act of public grace, as I consider it, of tendering a 
resignation to the President in order that they might have the oppor- 
tunity, if he saw fit, for reappointment, and that the Senate might have 
an opportunity to judge somewhat of their fitness for the place upon 
But unless the bill is so amended I 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I hope this bill will pass and without 
amendment. So far as my knowledge and observation extend I think 
that the judges of the district court are men whose ability and expe- 


| rience fairly entitle them to this salary, and in many instances to a much 
| higher salary. 


| such is not the case; but if that be true it is a matter which will regu- 


It may be possible that in some districts in the country 


late itself in the years which are to come, and I think that as deaths 
occur and resignations take place and the offices become vacant, the re- 
sult of passing this bill will be that men of perhaps a higher order of 
ability, of more experience, of better qualifications for the office will be 
appointed. 

I do not believe that with any party in power the selection of district 
judges is to be controlled to any extent by political considerations. I 
believe that any President of any party will so far regard the wishes of 
the people, the high character of the offices, that more and more those 
appointments will be relieved from any imputations of being made for 
political considerations. I desire that the judiciary of this country 
shall be a judiciary which will reflect credit upon our system of juris- 
prudence. I desire that this department of our Government shall not 
only be kept up to the high standard of excellency which has charac- 
terized it in the past, but shall constantly be increased in its efficiency 
and in the estimation in which it is held by this people; and I do not 
believe that these results can be obtained when we pay so inadequate 
salaries as are paid in most of the districts in this country. I do not 
believe it is wise to make any discrimination in the salaries which are 
paid to these judges, and I do not believe it is wise to adopt the amend- 
ment which is suggested by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I stated when I was on the floor before that I 
had no objection to an increase of the salary of the district judge in any 
district where the service required is not compensated by the present 
salary paid. My objection is to raising all the salaries without refer- 
ence to the services performed by the judges. 

I differ with the Senator from Connecticut when he says that polit- 
ical considerations do not enter into the appointment of judges. I have 
been here for some thirteen years, and I do not remember that a single 
district judge or supreme court judge has been nominated of the party 
to which I belong in all that time. There may have been an instance, 
but I do not remember one. I think it is unfortunate that political 
opinions do enter into the appointment of judges; and the very fact that 
they have entered in and colored the appointment of judges to the dis- 
trict court and the circuit court and the Supreme Court of the United 
States has lessened the respect of the people of this country for the judg- 
ments of those courts. 

Why, sir, take the recent opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on the legal-tender question; if that should be affirmed and 
reaffirmed by the present court, constituted as it is of members of one 
political party almost exclusively, it would fail to command the respect 
of a very large portion of the people of thiscountry. It is unfortunate 
that political considerations do enter in; but we all know, judging from 
the past, that they will continue to enter into the appointment of 
judges. 

But it is not because of the political complexion of the*courts that 
I interpose an objection to this indiscriminate raising of salaries. It 
is because I honestly believe that a portion of the district judges 
will be compensated far in advance of what they ought to receive as 
compared with other district judges of the same grade. Then suppose 
you give the district judges in some of the districts $5,000, how does 
that compare with the services rendered by the judges of the Supreme 
Those judges come here and spend a 


remain at home and hold their court in the town where they live—it 
is so in the district where I reside—subject to comparatively no expense 
beyond the ordinary expenses of their families. The judges of the Su- 
preme Court are compelled to come here and livein this city on a salary 
of $10,000, which is perhaps not more than sufficient to pay their ex- 
penses here, whereas the district judges upon a salary of $5,000, doing 


| but very little service, are not put to any unnecessary expense by reason 


of their appointment. If they were pursuing any other avocation, or 
if they pursued no avocation in life, they would have the same expenses 
for their families that they incur at present. 

I am opposed therefore to that feature of the bill which proposes to 
make no discrimination between the judges of the districts courts, but 
to pay them all alike, to pay those men who render comparatively 
very little service the same salary that you pay those men who are oc- 
cupied almost ten months out of the year. Itis not fair, itis not just, 
and I do not believe it is in accordance with the general sentiment of 
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the people of this country. They pay the taxes out of which these 
judges are paid their salaries, and instead of increasing the burden and 
expense of the Government, our true policy ought to be to economize 
as far as possible. But unfortunately at the present time we have a 
Treasury overflowing, and while that is the case extravagance will be 
the rule. If we would cut down the taxes of the people, lighten the 


burdens of the people, reduce the taxation that is laid upon the peo- | 


ple, and have in the Treasury only suflicient to meet the wants of the 
Government, then we should have economy instead of extravagance as 
a rule; but I fear that while this excessive taxation is kept up, while the 
doctrine of protection for the sake of protection is kept up, pouring untold 


wealth into the Treasury, extravagance will be the rule, and we shall | 


not only increase the salary of judges, but we shall increase the salary 
of everybody else, and give the hard earnings of the people collected by 
taxation in extravagant appropriations from thé public Treasury. I am 
opposed to it, and so far as I am concerned my record shall be against 
it. I shall vote for the strictest economy consistent with the interests 
of the country, against extravagant salaries and extravagant appropri- 
ations, if I know it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator from Delaware takes his seat I 
should be glad to obtain his view uponone point. He was liberal enough 
to say that he would be willing to raise the salary of those district 
judges where the compensation now given was inadequate to the serv- 
ices performed. 
in his opinion, is the measure of compensation for a district judge of 
the United States who is compelled to give all his time to the United 
States, debarred from engagement in other avocations, and prevented 
from engaging in the practice of his profession. What is the measure 
of compensation? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
other matters. I should have to make a comparison of the services of 
that judge with the services of other people. I ask the Senator what 
he thinks is a fair compensation for Senators of the United States, who 
have to incur the expense of an election to this body, who have to incur 
the expense of bringing their families from their homes and keeping 
them in Washington city? What would he consider a fair compensa- 
tion for members of the Senate? 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator pause a moment there ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let me answer the question. I am perfectly 
willing to take the pay that is given to Senators as a measure for dis- 
trict judges who are occupied all their time in the service of their 
country, and I do not see that there is any reason why we should go 
beyond that for district judges while we retain our own salaries at the 
sum of $5,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator has referred to the compensation re- 
ceived by members of this body. This year we assembled on the 3d 
of December, and may be here until the Ist of August. Last year we 
assembled in December, and adjourned on the 4th of March. Would 
the Senator make any discrimination between the compensation that 
we are to receive based upon the number of days we are engaged in the 
public service? 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwill say to the Senator that though we may 


not be here for six months every year, weare still Senators of the United | 


States fitting ourselves as best we can forthe business before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Apply that to judges. Although they may not be 
employed six or nine months in every year, they are still engaged in 
fitting themselves for the discharge of their duties. They are compelled 
to sit whenever they are called upon. How can you measure the com- 
pensation of a person who is appointed to a place of that kind by the 
days that he is actually employed? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
Kansas in assuming the position which he occupies has abandoned all 
other business; is engaged in no other business ? 

Mr. INGALLS. There are plenty of Senators here who try cases in 
the Supreme Court; there are many of them who are occupied in vari- 
ous mercantile enterprises. 
propose to state that as a matter of fact all the earnings of members of 
this body are confined to the compensation they receive as Senators? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
that the Senator from Kansas himself scarcely ever goes into a State 


court; I will venture the assertion that his business as a lawyer has | 


fallen off so that itisnot now worth pursuing; and that is the case with 
most of the membersof the Senate who are lawyers. Some of them may 
have other business in which they are engaged. 
I am concerned I had an excellent and lucrative practice when I came 
into the Senate of the United States. I turned thekey in my door. I 
have tried a few cases since then which have lingered on the record, but 
at present I have no connection with any case, I believe, on the calen- 
dar of my court. So it is, I know, with most of the Senators here who 
are lawyers. Some few who have attained to that distinction in the 
profession which commands the attention of the country are employed 
to argue cases in the Supreme Court upon briefs furnished by other law- 
yers. Unfortunately some of us have not attained that position at the 


bar which secures to us large fees and large compensation for arguing | 


in the Supreme Court cases upon the briefs made up by other lawyers; 
and most of us, therefore, are in the position that I said we are. 
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I should be glad if he would advise the Senate what, | 


If I were to judge I should have to judge by | 


I take it, Mr. President, that the Senator from | 


Does the Senator from Delaware seriously | 


No, I do not; but I will venture the assertion | 


I know that so far as | 
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Mr. INGALLS. The position the Senator occupies in response to my 
question is that a proper measure of compensation for district judges 
would be that which is paid to Senators of the United States. That is 
exactly what this bill provides. So I understand the Senator abandons 
the position he occupied, and states now that he believes the just meas- 
ure of compensation is that which is paid to Senators. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir; I said where they were eng: 
any large portion of the year. 

Mr. INGALLS. How large a portion? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will not specify six months or one month or 
two months; but the Senator knows full well that the measure which 
he now advocates is not just to give the same salary to all the district 
judges when one of them is occupied ten months in the year and an- 
other is not occupied altogether two months in the year. There canbe 
no justice in that. Iam not unjust. Where menspendall their time 
| in the service of the country or a large proportion of their time, I am 

not so unjust as to say they should not be properly compensated; but I 
do say that it is unjust to take the money of the people and with it to 
| give to gentlemen who are occupied perhaps not more than two months 
| in the year the same salary you give to a judge who is occupied ten 
| months. 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator’s position, then, is that if the judge is 
| occupied all his time he is worth more than $5,000 a year. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. The Senator can state my position as he pleases; 
I have not stated it as he chooses to state it. I have stated fairly and 
frankly that there are some of the district judges who I have no doubt 
are fully entitled to the compensation proposed, and that there are 
| Others of the district judges who are not entitled to it if you compare 
their services with those of others who perform more onerous duty. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the Senator think about the district 
judge in his own State ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say the district judge in my own State does 
| not earn a salary of $5,000 as compared with the other districts where 
| the judges are occupied for ten months. 
| Mr. INGALLS. Is that a fair compensation for the judge in that 
| State? 
| Mr. SAULSBURY. I think he is fairly compensated now at a sal- 
| ary of $3,500. I know that there are a number of members of that 
| bar who would be glad to have the position at that salary, and I do not 
| propose to give a bounty to other gentlemen to come in and ask for the 
| place. I do not kno® a single Republican lawyer in all the State but 
| what would perhaps be willing to take the position. I know there 


uged for 


are some competent lawyers in the State who would be glad to have 
the position at the present salary. What is the necessity, therefore, of 
| increasing it? We can get almost any number of applicants for the 
office at the present salary without increasing it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think, sir, that there is ncthing that the people 
| of this country look upon with more disfavor than the tendency toward 
| high offices and increase of salaries. It is a wide mistake to suppose 
| that by increasing salaries you get better officers, that the quality of 

the officer is improved with the price we pay. I am against the bill, 
and I am not for theamendment offered by the Senator from Alabama. 
| Sir, the simple question is, Can we get competent judges at the sal- 
| aries we now pay? I think wecan. Doany of them propose to resign 
because of the inadequacy of the pay? Let them resign, and I am sure 
we can find better men. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator whether he supposes that if 
Congress should reduce our salaries to $4,000 a year Senators would 
resign ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Not one? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not one of them. 

Mr. HOAR. Then why does the Senator not labor to have our sal- 
aries reduced to $4,000? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iam not required to answer that question in order 
to illustrate the argument I am making. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rose only to say a very few words. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to say only a word in reply to the sug- 
gestion just made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield. 
| Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggest that the argumentof the Senator from 

Massachusetts would apply provided the Senator from Kentucky was 
proposing to raise his salary beyond $5,000. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Exactly; and that was the reason I would not 
answer him on that point. 
I assert that in all my observation I have never known a case where 
| the quality of an office-holder was improved by an increase of his salary. 
These judges rarely die and never resign, and when in the providence 
of God one of them is taken off the bench we find forty applicants here 
| worrying the President for the place, and we find efforts made every 
session of Congress to divide the States so as to make more districts. 
There is an application in my own State now for another district. 

I can remember when the salary of the highest judges in my State 
was $1,500 for the judges of the supreme court and when the circuit 
judges of the State got only $1,000, and the quality of our judges then 
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was superior to what it is now. Then we had such men as Bibb and | 
Gill and Ouseley on the circuit bench at $1,000 a year and on the su- 
preme bench of the State at $1,500. I do not think it will improve the 
quality of the district judges of the United States to increase their sal- 
aries. It will be adding to the expenses of the Government and the 
taxation of the people without securing any better service. I think 
the best thing to do, if they have too much labor, is to restrict them 
within their proper jurisdiction that they once had, and turn over to 
the State courts the extra business that seems to be thrown into the 
vortex of Federal jurisdiction. Instead of increasing the number of 
Federal courts and the salaries of the judges, I think we had better limit 
their jurisdiction. 

I did not rise to makea speech, but merely to enter my protest against 
the practice session after session of increasing the salaries and multi- 
plying the offices and thereby increasing the taxes of the people. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I concurred with the committee in this 
recommendation. There are fifty district judges of the United States. 
By the information laid before the committee, and deemed reliable, 
thirty-six of those fifty are employed all the year round virtually. To 
attempt to discriminate as to the relative value of the services rendered 
by each individual judge would not only beimpracticable, but it would 
be an assumption of a power incapable of being justly exercised. The 
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country is already aware that, by reason of the insufficient pay, judges 
of high character, unquestioned ability, andof great public value have 
felt themselvés constrained to retire from the bench simply because 
the pay allowed by law was insufficient for their support. That has 
been repeated too often for the country to be unmindful of it, and has 
resulted in great detriment to the public service. 

The salary proposed ought in my judgment to be equalastoall. I 
do not think it well that there should be that discrimination as to 
whether there was more or less labor, because sometimes you may have 
a very diligent occupation with very little resulting value, and it is im- 
possible, therefore, to estimate for the public the value of decisions be- 
cause they are numerous or to underrate the value of others because 
they are few. 

I think my respected colleague has omitted from his calculation this 
fact, that although in some districts there is more occupation and labor 
for one district judge than another, yet that under the present law the 
judge of one district may be called in to assist another where the labors 
are greater than that other can perform. The district of Connecticut 
adjoins one of the districts of New York, and, as a matter of fact and 
within my own knowledge, the district judges of Connecticut have 
been and are oftentimes employed to sit within the southern district 
of New York and to assist in the greater labors imposed by the busi- 
ness and population of that great State. That can be done in every 
district. I have known the district judge in Delaware, the smallest of 
the districts as to population, called into the adjoining district of Penn- 
sylvania in the sickness or absence or the overwork of the judge of 
the eastern Pennsylvania district. So, therefore, there is full oppor- 
tunity for the enlistment of service should there be too much leisure in 
one district or overoccupation in another. 

The salary of $5,000 a year is in my judgment reasonable and mod- 
erate for the duties in question, for the character of ability required to 
perform them, and for the additional consideration that there is an ab- 
solute deprivation of all other gainful occupation to the man who sits 
upon the bench. I am glad for one to see the judicial station made 
more desirable. I believe it ought to be rather the prize of the profes- 
sion. Well is it for a people when the result of their institutions is to 
draw the highest grade of personal character and ability into the public 
service. I know no other way of testing the value of a government 
than that. The government that shall bring the highest grade of hu- 
man faculty and human virtue to its service is the successful govern- 
ment, frame it as you please, and the government that shall result in 
throwing high place and power into low hands will be a failure as sure 
as the sun rises and sets. 

Now, I do not believe that by money alone and that by the mere bid 
of pecuniary recompense you are to obtain high service, because you 
may degenerate the whole thing’ into a mere scramble for money, and 
a plutocracy may take the place of a government of law; but also do I 
believe that there is a just and proper medium, that shall not, accord- 
ing to the current rates of reward for labor and industry in the com- 
munity, exclude from public station men of talent and character by 
reason of their poverty. There is nothing in my judgment unreason- 
able in the sum proposed, and there is everything to recommend it in 
one that is suggested in the bill, and which I hope will pre- 
vail. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary I satisfied myself that there ought to be an increase of the 
salaries of district judges in several States, and the committee under- 
took to regulate that increase upon the basis of the amount of labor 
performed by the several judges. The committee originally made the 
time they were employed in the discharge of their judicial duties the 
basis of the increase of compensation proposed. There are fifty district 
judges in the United States. We addressed letters to each one of these 
judges, calling for information as to the length of time each was em- 





ployed in the discharge of his official duties; and taking that informa- | 
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tion as the basis of the several amendments allowed, we increased the 
bulk to a salary of $5,000, leaving only fifteen to stand at the rate of 
compensation now allowed by law, $3,500. The arguments that were 
made as to the reasons which should govern the compensation of judi- 
cial officers were accepted by the committee, and the report was made 
that is now before the Senate, putting ail at $5,000. 

My principal objection to this increase is that it raises the salaries of 
the district judges in the Southern States to the same compensation that 
is allowed in the Northern States, where the amount of labor performed 
is double, sometimes morethan double, the amount of work done by the 
district judges in the South. My principal objection is that the district 
judges within my knowledge in the Southern States are not superior 
in capacity or in legal learning tothe State judges, and thatas arule the 
State judges do twoor three times the amount of work done by the dis- 
trict judges and theirexpenses in reaching their courts are much greater. 
The amount of compensation allowed State judges is regulated by the 
legislation of the several States upon the basis of the ability of the peo- 
ple in their present condition to compensate their judicial officers. 

I acted upon the rule myself as a member of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee that we can not discriminate between the judicial officers of the Gov- 
ernment who are performing judicial duty; but the people of theStates 
will not be satisfied if we allow so much greater compensation to the ju- 
dicial officers of the Federal Government than is received by the judicial 
officers of the States. That is my reason for objecting to this compen- 
sation, broadcast as it is. In the Northern States, in some of the New 
England States, the State judges are paid as much as $6,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. In the State of New York $12,000 and $14,000. 

Mr. PUGH. In several States the State judges get $5,000, and the 
amount of labor performed by the Federal judges in those States is equal 
if not greater than that of the State judges. In those States I thought 
it was just that the compensation of the district judges should be in- 
creased, but I can notsatisfy myself that it is right and proper to make 
a great difference between the pay of the Federal district judges in the 
South and in the Northern States. I believe myself that the compen- 
sation of the State judges in many of the States ought to be increased, 
but the Legislatures have gone as far as they thought they could go 
considering the ability of the people to carry their burdens of taxation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], which has not yet been read to the Senate. The Secretary 
will read it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

Provided, That this act shall apply only to judges that shall be hereafter ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Sen- 
ate, as I would rather we should get to a vote; but I will say just a 
word or two. 

The Senator from Alabama who last addressed the Senate [Mr. PUGH] 
puts his objection to the increase of these salaries in the Southern 
States upon the ground that the States, by reason of the poverty of 
the people or their inability to meet other demands upon them, pay 
an inadequate compensation to their own local judges. I think the 
Senator must see, if he will reflect for one moment, conceding as he 
does that the State judges are underpaid by reason of the fact that the 
people are not able to pay them a fair, liberal, full compensation for 
their services, that if that be true it is the poorest reason in the world 
why the judge of the United States court in a State shoulda be kept 
down to these poverty wages, when the Treasury out of which he is to 
be paid is ample to meet this demand. In other words, the people who 
are to pay the salaries of the United States judges, as the Senator from 
Alabama admits, are able to pay fair salaries. Now shall we not pay 
those salaries because the local constituency are not able to pay fair 
salaries to local judges ? 

Sir, the salaries that many of our district judges have been receiving 
have been utterly inadequate to their decent swpport. Most of these 
judges are compelled to reside in the larger cities or towns of their re- 


| spective States, for there the courts are held; and it is not so much a 


question of how many days in the year the judge has to work; there 
are three hundred and sixty-five days in the year, and every one of 
those days the judge and his family are to be fed and clothed and his 
children to be educated; and he ought not to engage in business; he 
ought to be independent; he ought to be above the temptation to go 
into any other business orenterprise or speculation to eke out his short 
salary. 

I do not think these salaries ought to be exorbitant; I do not think 
the positions ought to be sought as places where one can lay up money; 
but I do think if we are to have a respectable and independent judi- 
ciary we should pay a sufficient salary to enable the judge to live de- 
cently and to raise his family decently and give his children an educa- 
tion. And yet in my State, with a population of two million and a 
quarter, our district judge, doing the business of the entire State and 
holding court in four places in the State, has been living upon a salary 
of $3,500 in the capital city of the State. It is inadequate, and it is 
not fair to say to some young man who, caught by the distinction of 
going upon the bench of the United States, has entered upon a judicial 
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career and has spent years there and lost all his professional associations, 


‘Tf you want more money, resign your place.’’ He has acquired the 
judicial habits; he has become more valuable by these years of experi- 
ence, and we certainly ought to pay a fair compensation. I do not be- 
lieve we can make discriminations. The salary proposed in this bill is 
not exorbitant. It will be but little more certainly, if any more, any- 
where than a fairly decent support upon which a man can live and 
raise a family as his neighbors about him raise theirs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I concur, Mr. President, entirely with what has fallen 
from the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. I think that his 
Government is certainly able to pay its own public servants salaries 
commensurate with the dignity and work of their offices; and I was 
surprised to hear the statement of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
PvuGH],a member of the Committee on the Judiciary, that there were 
fifteen judges, as I understood him, in the Southern States that he 
thought ought to be excluded from this general increase of salary. Ido 
not know how it is in other Southern States, but I can say that so far as 
my own State is concerned the district judge of the United States does 
as much work as almost any judge in this country. He holds court at 
three different points in the State—Charleston, Columbia, and Green- 
ville. He has to traverse the entire length of the State, from the sea- 
coast to the place of holding court at Greenville, near the mountains 
on the northern border, and back, and I undertake to say that he has 
lived and has educated his family on a salary wholly inadequate to the 
position which he occupies, as has been suggested by the Senator from 
Indiana. Iam therefore entirely opposed to excluding any of the judges 
from the operation of this bill, and I am opposed to the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] for that very reason. The 
judge in my own State I know doesas much service almost as any other 
district judge of the United States; but I was surprised to hear the 
statement of the Senator from Indiana as to the amount of work that 
was done by the district judge of that State. Instead of $5,000 he 
certainly ought to be worth double that amount, in my judgment. 

The salaries of our State circuit judges in South Carolina are $3,000, 
and I believe in Georgia they receive $2,000. There are eight circuits 
in my State, with three judges of the supreme court, and yet Judge 
Bryan, of the district court of*the United States, has two districts, the 
eastern and western, with circuit court powers, and with his court 
open almost the entire time in the city of Charleston, where the admi- 
ralty and maritime jurisdiction is constantly invoked. Then he goes 
to the mountains, where cases of violation of the internal-revenue laws 
are tried; and he goes to Columbia and holds court there. Three 
thousand five hundred dollars is wholly inadequate. I was therefore 
glad to see that the Committee on the Judiciary had agreed in their re- 
port to give all the district judges $5,000 a year, and I think that is in- 
adequate in many instances. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when the Constitution of the United 
States was adopted a principle was brought into it that the United 
States judiciary should hold their offices during good behavior, which 
means during life. There was a great deal of apprehension at that 
time that it might turn out to work badly, for the reason that judges 
would get on the bench and would become steadfast there who were 
not fit for their positions, and who could not be removed except by im- 
peachment. We are realizing, and in my State we have realized very 
keenly, the apprehensions that were expressed at the time this feature 
was put into the Constitution. It makes very little difference what a 
judge of the district court of the United States may do in his office, 
there is practically no chance to reach him by any process of impeach- 
ment. You may take a judge of the district court in my State and 
prove, as can be proved, that there have been grave and flagrant viola- 
tions of duty; carry him before the House of Representatives during 
this session, and suppose articles of impeachment are brought before 
the Senate of the United States for trial and he should stand here for 
trial, the Congress will have expired before a trial can be had. It has 
got to that pitch now that a judge on the bench can do pretty much 
what he pleases with impunity, because he knows that while he may 
be amenable to censure and public contempt, he is nevertheless prac- 
tically not amenable to impeachment. I regret very much that we 
have not the power of removing judges in some other way than by im- 
peachment. I regret very much that the inferior tribunals at least of 
the United States courts are not so arranged as that judges can be re- 
tired by the expiration of a reasonable term of office. But so it is, 
when we get a judge now, it makes no difference what are his qualifi- 
cations or disqualifications, he sticks to the bench and sticks to the 
people and sticks to the country, and taxes us to death to pay him for 
false judgments. And he has got to stay there until he dies. As the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr WILLIAMs] well observed a while ago, 
these judges never resign. The judge is paid, of course, until he dies; 
it makes no difference what the nature of his physical disability may 
be to perform the duties of his office. 

There is but one way for us to reach a matter of this kind that I can 
see, and that is to keep the salaries at low-water mark except in those 
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cases where they deserve to be increased in consequence of the accumu- 
lation of public business, and in consequence, I might say, of the ap- 
probation of the country in respect of the judicial bearing and conduct 
of the man himself. 


If the Senator from Indiana feels that the judge 








in his State is underpaid, I will vote to tax the people of Alabama to 
pay him a sufficient salary, and do it upon the ground that the com- 
pensation is now inadequate, and it is my duty to vote an adequate 
compensation to him for the labor he has to perform and the circum- 
stances by which he is surrounded in living. 

If the Senator from South Carolina can show that his judge deserves 
a higher compensation, I will vote to tax his people and mine to raise 
it. I will vote, if he says so, to raise it four times the salary that it is 
now, for the Senator seems to be rather extravagant this morning in 
his ideas of the compensation of certain classes of public officers. If he 
and his colleague will get up and state in their places on the floor of 
the Senate that their district judge needs four times the salary that 
he is getting now, I will vote with them to give him that salary. But 
I will not vote to give the district judge in the State of Alabama an 
additional dollar of salary. He does not deserve it; he does not earn 
it. He is not the peer of any judge of the circuit bench in my State, 
and they get $2,500, and the chancellors get the same. I can not vote 
to tax my people to pay him $5,000 a year when the State of Alabama 
is not able to pay her supreme court judges more than $3,500, her circuit 
judges $2,500, and her chancellors the same. I should feel that I was 
outraging public sentiment in my State. 

I have none of that feeling of grandeur which some Senators seem to 
enjoy here, that because we are in contact with a plethoric Treasury 
therefore we must forget the men who contribute out of their labor to 
its supply, and vote whatever sums of money, according to our imagina 
tion or our fancy, we may consider would be a becoming reward to men 
of high judicial station. 

All these men accepted their offices, and not only did they accept 
them but after a greedy search and hunt for them they obtained them 
by pressure of one sort and another, and now they and their friends 
come into the Senate of the United States and say that they have made 
a great mistake in trying to raise a family decently upon $3,500 a year. 
If they have made a mistake let them resign. Let us pass a bill giving 
them salaries of $5,000and provide that they shall go out of office by 
resignation, and if they have gained the hold upon the affections and 
the confidence of the country that is assumed by the Senators from In- 
diana and South Carolina there will be no difficulty in having them 
reappointed. But if it should turn out to be one of the results of such 
legislation that some of them that we let go should not be able after- 
ward to regain their places, I for one would send up most pious ejaeu- 
lations of thanks to*\lmighty God that something had at last happened 
by which we might rid the bench of the United States of some of its 
miserable incumbents, for that is the God’s truth. 

This is a subject with which I have been brought in contact now for 
twenty years in a way to leave anything but pleasant impressions 
upon my mind. The President of the United States found it necessary, 
in order to have repose in the Army of the United States and proper serv- 
ice there, to take a brigadier-general, who was a militia general, I be- 
lieve, and who was cutting up in a very peculiar way, I suppose, in the 
Army, and give hima place upon the district bench of the United States 
in Alabama. From the time of that appointment down to this good 
day thepeople of my State have been instructed by an experience which 
I would not sec repeated for any consideration that a human being could 
name. There is a power lodged inthe hands of an officer appointed for 
life upon the district, bench of the United States to wrong and outrage 
a people in the name of justice and through its appointed instrumen- 
talities that is the worst form of persecution that ever was visited upon 
a free and civilized people in the history of mankind. Iam notinany 
humor or any condition to bestow rewards upon men who inflict such 
injuries upon my people. Senators here may do so if they choose, but 
they can not do it until they have heard the facts. 

I propose an amendment to the bill by which any district judge in 
the United States can get a salary of $5,000 if he chooses to come before 
the Senate and the President of the United States upon his record on 
the bench. How can a Senator object to allowing him to place him- 
self in that position? That isa measure of justice; it isa measure that 
leads to the purification of the bench; it is a measure demanded by the 
history of these times, written in anguish upon whole broad States of 
this Union. I demand, if they get any more money out of the Treasury 
by holding these life offices, that they shall submit themselves to the 
scrutiny of the Senate, and that we shall have an opportunity of saying 
whether or not they have been good and faithful servants in their offices 

I am not parsimonious toward any set of officers in the United States; 
I wish to see them amply compensated; and yet I must confess that I 


think it is a bad public example to place the salaries of the great cen 
tral Government of the United States very high above that which the 
States are able to pay. The wisdom of the people of the United States 


as that expressed tn 


as expressed in their local affairs is quite as great 


these central bodies, in Congress. I will take the action of State L« 
latures and State co istitutional conventions asa better measure of ¢g 
eral public wisdom than the action of Congress. If we cast our eye o 
the whole length and breadth of this great country we do not find thi 
people in their wisdom inclined to put the salaries of their officers at an 


exorbitant point. Instead of following a good example set to us by 
the people, we are trying to set a badexample tothem. We tax then 
without mercy. We gather where we do not sow; we reap where we 
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have not planted. We take harvests of wrong from this people, and 
atter we have accumulated the money in the Treasury we congratulate 


ourselves that we have the ability to bestow our generosity upon public | 


servants at a rate which the people of the States have condemned 
throughout all their history. 


I feel when I am on this floor that I am still the representative of | 
the people who sent me here, and that I am not permitted merely to | 


consult my own whims and caprices and fancies in piling up enormous 
salaries upon public servants. 
quence and a power and a dignity, a supremacy, if you will allow the 
word, over men in the States who are not so well paid, both in respect 
to their social position and that sort of influence that the world is apt 
to attribute to a man who receives a high salary, which is very unjust 
and very disturbing in its effects. 
necessity for it. 

I should like to know in any case where it can not be asserted that 


the labors of the district judges have been very greatly increased, what | 
There are | 
cases in the United States where judges of the district courts have very | 


plea or pretext there is for this increase of their salaries. 


little work to do. They live in ease, elegance, and quietude. The 
cares of life are all removed and they have no apprehensions of the 
future. They know that this great Government will be able to pay 
them their salaries while they live. 
look down the vista of the future without a single disturbing appre- 
hension. This is considered to be a happy state of mind 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
pend. 
unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived. 
398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 


schools is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole; and the ques- | 


tion is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. 
will allow this salary bill to be finished. 
tially completed. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be temporarily 
laid aside, so that the matter under consideration when the hour of 2 
o’clock arrived may be proceeded with. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for formal business. 


The debate has been substan- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 559) to quiet title of settlers on the 
Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, 
to report an original bill in the nature of a substitute. I also report 
back Senate bill No. 559 with the recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the amendment reported by the Senator from 
Kansas a substitute for the bill? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is ita substitute ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is an original bill in the nature of a substitute, 
being on the same matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not that dispose of the former bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. Possibly it does. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to avoid the printing of the original bill and 
the carrying of that amount of paper and Array of words on the records 
and files of the Senate. I want to have the committee’s bill printed 
by itselfand the other bill disposed of in such a way that it will not 
cumber the records of the Senate. 

The bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish the consent of the Senate that I may file a 
written report at some later day, before the matter is considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection that leave will be 
granted. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that bill I desire to submit the views of the 
minority of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the views 
of the minority of the committee will be received. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
ported adversely, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


He reports an original bill. 


referred the bill (S. 1847) to authorize the issuing of a register to John | 


S. MeQuin and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 509) for the relief of the estate of Robert H. Montgomery, 
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Besides that, it gives them a conse- | 


It is not wise; there is no public | 


In a state of quiet repose they | 


The Senator from Alabama will sus- | 
It becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the | 
The bill (S. | 


I hope my friend from New Hampshite [Mr. BLAIR] | 


I move that Senate bill No. 559, which I have just re- | 
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| 
| submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BECK. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
| was referred the bill (S. 968) for the relief of Fielding Hurst, to submit 
an adverse report. I think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS} 
desires the bill to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; let it be disposed of. 

Mr. BECK. Then I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (S. 1887) providing for the sale of 
navy-yard and United States naval hospital land on and near Wallabout 
Bay, in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, 

| and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 
REPRINT OF THE STANDING RULES. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certain amendments have recently been adopted. 
to the standing rules of the Senate that require the printing of a new 
| edition. I move that the Committee on Rules be directed to prepare 
a new edition of the standing rules of the Senate for immediate publi- 
cation, covering recent amendments, and that five hundred copies be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 1314) to change 
the name of the James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
| ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of. 
| the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of War to fur- 
| nish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State of Ohio. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the West 
Waterville National Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that of 
the Messalonskee National Bank; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 





SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the judicial salary bill, 
which has been debated this morning up to 2 o’clock, may retain its 
place at the head of the Calendar of cases to be considered prior to 2 
o’clock. I shou)d like myself to finish it now, but my friend from New 
Hampshire, who has charge of the educational bill, learns that there 
are two or three Senators who would still like to speak on the judicial 
bill, and objects to displacing his billso long. The bill was atthe head 
of the Calendar and was displaced by a motion to recommit, and I sim- 
ply want to have it keep its place for to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatt in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that the bill which. 
has been under discussion relating to the salaries of district judges 
shall be placed at the head of the Calendar for to-morrow morning. Is- 
there objection ? 

Mr. COKE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas ol acts. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I shall move to take the bill up to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts gives. 
notice that he will to-morrow morning move to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. The Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the educational bill is in order I have nothing more 
to say. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to take up House bill 3967, 
| being the pleuro-pneumonia bill. 
| Mr. BLAIR. I suppose no such motion can be made 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York moves 
| to take up at this time the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a 
| bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cat- 
| tle, and to provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic animals. 

This motion is to be decided without debate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask a question. TheSenator from New 
| Hampshire insists upon his educational bill, as I understand. 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainlydo. I donot consider it anactof good faith 
| to press the pleuro-pneumonia bill at this time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll om 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New York. 
| Mr. GEORGE. What is the proposition ? 











1884. 





Mr. BLAIR. To displace the educational bill. Let the question be | 
stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that at the hour | 
of 2 o’clock the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 398) to aid | 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools, was | 
laid before the Senate. The Senator from New York then moved to | 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establish- | 
ment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of | 
diseased cattle. and to provide means for the suppression and extirpa- 
tion of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic 
animals. The question is whether the Senate will agree to that motion. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The roll was called. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to announce the fact that the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Jonas] is confined to his room by sickness. I understood | 
him to be paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Jonas] upon all political questions, but in arranging the pair I ex- 
pressly exempted the votes respecting pleuro-pneumonia and kindred 
-questions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GORMAN] on the bill. As Ido not know how he would vote on this 
question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BOWEN. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JONES] on the bill. . I suppose my pair would extend to this vote. I 
“would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. 

The result was announced—yeas 


| 
| 
| 
| 


99 


wn, 


nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Milier,of Cal., Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Miller'of N. Y., Williams, 
Conger, Hill, Plumb, Wilson. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Dawes, Lapham, Sherman, 

NAYS—33. 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jackson, Platt, 
Beck, Farley, Kenna, Pugh, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Slater, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Vance. 
Camden, Hampton, Morgan, 
Coke, Harris, Morrill, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Pike, 

ABSENT—21. 

Aldrich, Gorman, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Anthony, Groome, McPherson Voorhees, 
Bowen, Jonas, Palmer, ~ Walker. 
‘Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Frye, Logan, Sawyer, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of War to 
furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State of 
Ohio was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 

of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
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asks unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee, if adopted, shall be treated as the original bil! and be open to 
amendment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. That makes the substitute the original bill now, and 
it is in order for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view of this agreement the Chair 
does not deem it necessary to put the question again. The ayes have 
it, and the amendment is agreed to, with the understanding of the 
Senate which has just been reached. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Chair announces that the amendment is agreed 
to, in the parliamentary sense the text of it is not subject to amend- 
ment; it can only be amended by addition. Instead of agreeing to it 


| asan amendment, theSenate, by unanimous consent, has agreed to treat 


the substitute as an original bill and to be open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairsounderstands. The ques- 
tion now is upon the bill, which is the substitute reported by the com- 
mittee. The bill is still in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust that the Senator from New Hampshire, hav- 
ing made an elaborate speech containing a great number of tables, will 
allow this bill to be put aside with a view to go on with the Calendar. 
I will say to him that the Senate is in no condition to act upon a bill 
appropriating $120,000,000, to be distributed among the States upon 
the ground of illiteracy, not te be conducted by the General Govern- 
ment, but to be distributed $15,000,000 this year, $10,000,000 next year, 
and soon. This project has not been considered at Jarge among the 
people. It has not been understood. The Senate isin no condition to 
vote upon it. Senators around me say they are not now prepared to 
vote upon it. I trust, therefore, that the Senator will allow it to go 
over so that we can think it over a little. It is too large a subject, too 
large an amount, too new a principle to be acted upon hastily. While 
Senators may not be prepared to speak upon it, they are certainly not 
prepared to vote upon it. 

I move, therefore, that the Senate proceed under Rule IX to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. -I do not understand that that motion is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis in order to move to postpone the present 
matter with a view to go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be; that is another question, and is a de- 
batable question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. * I move to postpone the present order without dis- 
placing it as aspecial order, with a view to proceed to the consideration 
of bills on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio to postpone the consideration of the pres- 
ent order, announcing that if that motion shall prevail he will move to 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, for some reason the calves and cattle 
and all manner of interests can run over the children of this country. 
The Senator from Ohio seems to imagine that there is a new principle 
and a new idea embodied in this bill. The Senate has considered the 
same principle involved here time and again. It has passed bills in- 
volving precisely the same principle. I think the Senator probably 
himself may have voted for them on former occasions. The project to 
grant some definite and some really substantial appropriations in the 
direction of the removal of the illiteracy of the country is one that was 
before the Senate during the entire last Congress. The Senator’s own 
Legislature has memorialized Congress for the passage of this bill or a 
bill substantially like it for the appropriation of national money for the 
aid and support of the common schools of the country. 

i assure the Senator that if he is not familiar with the ideas of this 
bill the country at large is familiar with the principles of the bill, and 





of common schools. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Education and Labor. [Hay- 
ing put the question.] In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
the question that is being taken. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is a misunderstanding about it. 
ator from New Hampshire simply wishes to substitute the amendment 
as the text of the original bill, there is no objection; but to adopt the 


amendment now as a substitute would prevent any amendment here- | 


after being made to the great and important bill that is now before us. 
Mr. INGALLS. Except by addition. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Except byaddition. I think all the Senator from 


New Hampshire desires is that the amendment should be adopted as | 


the text, being still open to amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate understanding distinctly that this would 
be subsequently open to amendment, and the amendment becoming 
practically the original bill, I should like to have the question taken 
at once. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent the substitute can be treated 
as the original bill, amendable as the original bill. If the Senator will 
ask it, I have no doubt unanimous consent will be granted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I make that request. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 


I do not suppose the Senate understands the force of 


If the Sen- | 





that the masses of the people of this country as I believe feel a far 

stronger and deeper interest in the consideration and in the success of 
| a measure of this kind than they do in tariff questions and other im- 
| portant, as he will admit to be important, questions that come before 
us in this Congress and in former Congresses. 

I assure the Senator that there are occasionally new ideas in this 
country and that the people are coming to consider new questions and 
new issues, and it is necessary to learn something in regard to them as 
we go along. If Senators have not considered this bill it is no fault of 
mine. Ipressed it urgently upon my own party associatesand upon the 
| Senate all through the last Congress. I didsoearlier. Leading citizens 
| of this country, leading members of the Senate, have done it for ten or 
fifteen years past, and it is no new idea whatever. 

Whenever we approach this bill some infinitesimal, unimportant meas- 
ure is brought forward to kill it with, and all manner of adroit maneu- 
vering as it seems to me, parliamentary maneuvering I mean to say, in 
which I am not a special adept, seems to be summoned to the rescue to 
postpone this bill. 

If the Senator is not ready to speak upon it there may be somebody 
else ready to speak upon it. It must be that others have thought in 
regard to it. For-one, after we have approached this bill in the face of 
such manifest and continual obstructions and at last have reached it and 
it has the right of way, and after having given way fortwo or three days’ 
debate upon the pleuro-pneumonia question when I expected not more 
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than an hour or two, and when it was antagonized with that billitself 

this morning, I hope we shall not now be called upon a second time to 

postpone the bill in favor of other bills and other measures of infinitely 
-less moment. 

I made a speech on this bill that occupied the whole of yesterday 
afternoon. ‘Two or three Republican Senators were present, one or two 
dozen may have been upon the other side. When this measure was be- 
fore the Senate Senators had nothing to do but to be present to learn 
something upon one side of this question, if they had seen fit or had 
desired to do so. I hope that the bill will not be displaced, and that 
it will stay here, and Senators desiring to learn something in regard to 
it will have the opportunity, if they choose, to attend to the public busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio moves to postpone the consideration of the educational 
bill until to-morrow withont having it lose its place as a special order, 
to be proceeded with as a special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and I propose to follow that with a motion 
to go on with the regular order of business on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, noes 25; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MAXEY] with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—16, 
Manderson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Morgan, 
Pendleton, 

NAYS—38. 

Jackson, 
Kenna, 
Lamar, 
Lapham, 
Mahone, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Pike, 
Platt, 
ABSENT—22. 
Jones of Nevada, 
Logan, 
McMillan, 
Maxey, 
Miller of N. Y., 
Ransom, 


Bayard, 

Beck, 

Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 


Cockrell, 
Farley, 
Harris, 
McPherson, 


Plumb, 
Saulsbury, 
Sherman, 
Vest. 


Allison, 
Blair, 
Bowen, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Coke, 
Colquitt, 
Conger, 
Dawes, 


Dolph, 
Garland, 
George. 
Gibson, 
Groome, 
Hale, 
Hampton, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Ingalls, 


Pugh, 
tiddleberger, 
Sabin, 
Sawyer, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Williams, 
Wilson. 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cullom, 
Edmunds, 

Fair, 


Frye, 

Gorman, 
Harrison, 

Hoar, 

Jonas, 

Jones of Florida, 


Sewell, 
Van Wyck, 
Voorhees, 
Walker. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of sec- 
tion 15: 

And the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 

I think there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave no objection tothe adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I again call the attention of the 
Senate to two or three important features of this bill. I donot propose 
todiscuss it. I am perfectly willing to take the vote uponit. The bill 
proposes to apportion among the States $15,000,000 this year, not upon 
any constitutional basis, not upon the number of inhabitants, not upon 
the tax-paying power of the people, but upon the basis of illiteracy. 
Out of $15,000,000 the bill would give to the people of the Southern 
States $11,318,394. That money is not to be disbursed by the United 
States; it isnot to be disbursed under theauthority of the United States. 
The United States is to have no control over its disbursement. It is to 
be placed in the hands of State authorities. There is no power even on 
the part of the General Government to see to its disbursement, to con- 
trol its disbursement, to call fr an account of the money disbursed, 
but the money is to be placed in the hands of State authorities. 

We have had some very pretty speeches made in regard to the powers 
of the States and the powers of the National Government, It has been 
doubted and denied whether the National Government had the right 
to protect the people of the several States from infectious diseases among 
domestic animals. It has been asserted that there was no power in the 


Constitution to authorize their destruction or to prevent infection. | 


But here is a proposition to take money for school purposes from the 
common fund of the people of the United States, collected in the form 
of national taxes, and to make this unequal distribution among the 
several States, without any power or control over the money. The im- 
mediate effect of it is to place in the hands of the several States this 
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unjust, and that when the people of the country understand that this 
disposition is to be made of their money there will be a profound feel- 
ing of discontent. I know there is a general desire to cure illiteracy 
in this country, to help to some extent the Southern States to grapple 
with a great evil; but it seems to me that no provision could be made 
more unjust than this, and I do not believe, if the measure should pass 
this year, that it would be retained next year. 

But there are other objections to the bill. This is an appropriation 
made for ten years. The Constitution of the United States provides 
for annual appropriations of public money. I have not the language 
before me, but the Constitution even forbids appropriations for a long 
period of time. Appropriations for the Army can only be made for two 
years. It has been the general policy of the Government year in and 
year out to get rid of all permanent appropriations. It will be remem- 
bered that efforts were made by a former Senator from West Virginia 
for some time to abolish permanent appropriations. Yet here is a pro- 
vision making an appropriation permanently for ten years, without 
regard to the condition of the Treasury, without regard to the wants 
of the Government. Whether we should be at peace or at war, for ten 
years we must go on and make these appropriations unless we can carry 
a law repealing the ‘measure. 

We have over and over again refused to make appropriations for more 
than one year. The very safety of our financial system depends upon 
annual appropriations made according to the amount of money that we 
have collected annually from the various sources of revenue. But here 
in this new matter, for the first time entered upon in our history after 
nearly a hundred years have rolled over this country, we propose to 
make a direct appropriation of $120,000,000, not annually but in one 
mass. That ought not to be done, although it is one of the minor ob- 


jections. 


The second section of the bill provides: 

That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the sev- 
eral States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of per- 
sons in each who, being of the age of 10 years and over, can not read and write 
bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States; and until 
otherwise provided such computation shall be made according to the official 
returns of the census of 1880. 

This national money collected for national purposes is to be paid out 
on the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior by the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the authorities of the several States; and he is to ‘‘ap- 
portion the said total sum so certified among the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia upon the basis of population 
and illiteracy specified in the second section of this act.’’ 

This money is to be paid upon the proper warrant ‘to the treasurer 
of the State, Territory, or District, or to such officer as shall be desig- 
nated by the laws of such State, Territory, or District, to receive, ac- 
count for, and pay“over the same.’’ 

Under the old act of distribution, the act of 1836, where there was 
an amount of money in the Treasury that was already creating embar- 
rassment and distress, and where a law was passed to distribute that 
money among the States, it was distributed as a deposit subject to recall. 
That power was even doubted and denied by a large portion of the people 
at the time. Here is a proposition to pay over by an unequal distri- 
bution upon a novel basis the large sum of $120,000,000, and place it 
practically beyond our control, in the hands of State authorities, to be 
expended as they see proper. 

Sir, Iam not one among those who seek to limit and control very 
much the powers of the Federal Government; but I say here is the ex- 
ercise of power that ought to excite some remark from the other side 
of the Chamber, if indeed this measure depends not merely upon the 
interests of the particular States who are to receive the money to be 
appropriated, but upon some broad general principle of constitutional 
law. That is about the whole gist of the measure. Now, let us goa 
little further. 

I frankly say to you, and I wish in legislation at least to be frank, 
that I am not prepared to pay over to the local authorities of the South- 
ern States eleven or twelve million dollars out of $15,000,000 of money 
which belong to the people, nearly eight-tenths of which is collected 
from the resources of the Northern States, who are to receive no portion 
of that amount. Especially am I not willing to turn over this money 
to the disbursement of those who I fear will not deal justly with the 
money in the education of the masses of the people in their midst. I 
am not prepared to vote to the Southern States money from the public 
Treasury for any purpose until we have better signs than we have had 
for the last year or two that they are willing and feel bound to respect 
the rights of citizens of the United States. If I had no other reason 
for voting against the bill at this time, I am frank to say I should do so 
because I am not satisfied that if this money were placed in their hands 


| it would be properly used for the education of all classes of the people 


of those States, and I am not willing to trust them to disburse the 
money of the United States until they respect the acknowledged rights 
and constitutional privileges conferred plainly by the Constitution of 
the United States upon all the citizens of this country alike. 


enormous sum of money, to be disposed of by them for educational pur- 


Ses. 


Let us go further. I think, however, that I have gone over the gist 

of the whole bill. The fifth section describes the kind of instruction 
that shall be given in these schools. It shall include— 

The art of reading, writing, and speaking the English language, arithmetic, 
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What kind of education, what kind of ideas, is to be promulgated ? 
Who is to control that matter? It seems to me that it is unfair and 
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geography, history of the United States, and such other branches of useful knowl- 
edge as may be taught under local laws, and shall include, whenever practica- 
ble, instruction in the arts of industry, and the instruction of females in such 
branches of technical or industrial education as are suited to their sex, which 
instruction shall be free to all, without distinction of race, color, nativity, or con- 
dition in life. 

But after all the whole of this disbursement depends absolutely upon 
the State authorities, and the United States could claim and exercise 
no power of supervision. 

Section 8 provides— 

That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintenance 
of the school system established by local government, and which must eventu- 
ally be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they exist, it is 
hereby provided that no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be 
paid out in any State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of 
the operation of this act, annually expend forthe maintenance of common 
schools at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the pro- 
visions hereof. 

That is, two-thirds of the expense of maintaining the schools shall 
be paid for by the National Government. In the State of Ohio we ap- 
propriate an enormous sum for the maintenance of schools, and every 
child has the opportunity of education even to the extent almost of 
what was considered a university education fifty yearsago. Childrencan 
go to the high schools and from these they may easily go to the colleges. 
We pay that expense ourselves. We ask no aid, no assistance. Is it 
just and right that the people of the Northern States which have their 
systems established, who have at great expense built their school- 
houses which dot almost every section of land in those States, where 
all the children are gathered together, paid for by the voluntary contri- 
butions or by taxes levied under their own laws, as in Ohio, should be 
called upon to make this enormous disbursement from the common 
Treasury without receiving a proportionate share themselves ? 

If this money is to be appropriated for school purposes, why not have 
it distributed so that each State may have the benefit of it according to 
its population? Ifin some States they do not need it, let them then 
diminish their school-taxation. Shall Ohio and the older States go on 
and tax their people by a tax not only derived from the sinking fund 
gathered in the past, but by direct taxation, as our school fund in Ohio is 
mainly collected, and tax our property and levy various forms of school- 
tax on our people year in and year out, and yet pay to other portions 
of the country three or four or five times as much as we receive our- 
selves under the operations of this proposed law? It is not just or right; 
it is not equal. 

Now, Mr. President, although this thing has been talked of in a senti- 
mental kind of way in this country for some years; although there is a 
general desire, I have no doubt, to promote the education of the youth of 
the South, and there is a feeling of kindness, a disposition to help at 
least in educating the emancipated freedmen of the South; although 
that feeling is floating around, no doubt some time or other to be em- 
bodied in the form of a law, yet I do not think the public opinion of 
the United States is now prepared for any such measure as this; and if 
it should pass the Senate, especially if it should pass Congress, it would 
at once excite great agitation, great complaint, great discontent, and I 
do not believe the system would stand long before a general public 
voice would demand its repeal on the ground of injustice and inequality. 

That is all I desire to say about it. I did not intend at first to say 
a word. I have not given much attention to the subject. I confess, 
notwithstanding the great efforts made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, my ignorance of the details of the subject. Ispeak only from my 
general impressions, and under those impressions I do not feel myself 
at liberty at this time to vote for any such bill as this containing its 
provisions or involving so large an expenditure of the public money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not care to speak on the bill at 
any length, and I only rise, as no one else takes the floor, to make a sug- 
gestion or two in reply to something that has been advanced by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

He complains that here is something like a permanent appropriation, 
which is a thing very familiar to any one connected with the financial 
system of the United States. I think on a moment’s reflection the 
Senator will admit that there is nothing incongruous in making a per- 
manent appropriation for ten years fora specific object, when by general 
law we have made many appropriations permanent without any limita- 
tion whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the interest on the public debt. 

Mr. BLAIR. That does not change the principle involved. The 
principle is that Congress has power to make appropriations for a con- 
tinuing seriesof years. With reference to the support and maintenance 
of the Army and Navy, another principle, of course, obtains, one de- 
rived from the revolution in England. The Senator says that the basis 
of distribution is bad, that if the money is to be distributed at all it 
should be upon the basis of population or the basis of valuation or some- 
thing of that kind. Now this appropriation is made, if made at all, 

for the reason that we appropriate money to the improvement of rivers 
and harbors or forany other great national purpose, and we put the money 
in such case where the difficulty is. It might as well be urged that 
the appropriations under the river and harbor bill should be divided 
per capita among the various States according to the population or ac- 

































cording to the valuation in the various States which contribute to the 
accumulation in the public Treasury, as to say that when we legislate 
to remove illiteracy we should expend the money which we appropriate 
for that purpose not where the illiteracy is andin proportion to where the 
illiteracy is, the evil which we would remove, but that we should put it 
all over the country indiscriminately and uniformly. The argnment 
is entirely incongruous and does not apply at all. 

So far as the right to appropriate the money is concerned, it seems to 
me there can not be any serious complaint of inconsistency on the part 
of our friends on the other side of the Chamber if they should vote for 
this appropriation and at the same time find some perplexity and diffi- 
culty in supporting a bill like the pleuro-pneumonia bill and others t« 
which they have objected on this floor. The questions are not parallel; 
there is no similarity at all between the cases. The question here is 
whether the National Government shall so legislate as to perpetuate 
itself; whether it has the right of self-defense; whether it may lay 
foundations whereupon to build republican institutions for the dis 
charge of the functions of the National Government itself; whether we 
can maintain a national form of government republican in substance 
that is the real question; because intelligence is as necessary to the ex- 
istence of the National Government republican in form as intelligence 
is necessary to the existence of the State governments republican in 
form. 

So, then, this is a question underlying the superstructure of both forms 
of government. I donot need to cite authorities or to givé reasons and 
lay down propositions to maintain a position of this kind. You may 
ignore the State governments utterly, the principle upon which this 
appropriation is made would still hold good. Were there no State gov- 
ernments, might not then the nation educate the children of the nation 
who are to become the citizens of the nation? The fact that the same 
individual child is to become a citizen of both governments does not 
deprive the National Government of its power to qualify that child to 
be its own citizen, to vote and act intelligently so far as the creation or 
the maintenance of the national powers are concerned. 

In this bill there is no question of State rights; at least there is not so 
far as my own mind is concerned. The only question that arises here 
as touching the States is whether we will employ them as the agency 
through which this fund shall be administered. I would have been 
glad if my political friends had rallied a year ago, when we had both 
Houses of Congress and could have passed the bill with some features 
Republican in it that Ishould have been glad to have. Though I would 
be glad if the bill were somewhat different, still I now believe that 
the only practicable thing to do is to do what was done in the Morrill 
bill, or in the bill advocated still earlier by my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAr]—give the money directly to the States and hold 
the States responsible for the administration of the school system in 
their limits, re-enforced as they will be by this appropriation from the 
national Treasury. I think that the more judicious thing to do. Trust- 
ing at all, it is better to trust fully; and I think at the present time 
there is nc practicable way in which any appropriation can be made for 
the removal of this evil unless we give it virtually to the States; and 
by this bil! we do not give it to the States without any power of review 
we are not entirely without remedy. 

The Senator speaks of the alarming condition of things in the South- 
ern States, social disorder, disintegration, violation of personal rights, 
and so on, perhaps more sensitive on that subject by reason of his re- 
cent examination of questions of fact. That may be; but how comes 
he by this knowledge of the condition of the Southern States? In what 
way have we during the last twenty years come to send our committees 
throughout the Southern States to obtain the information which has 
from time to time so stirred the heart of the North, helped in elections, 
and helped us in the vindication of human rights, not always purely 
political considerations? We have had, as we shall have in this case, 
the power to investigate. The bill expressly reserves it; and if the bill 
did not reserve it it would still exist; and if there is an abuse in the ex- 
penditure of this money, how long will it be before the people all over 
the country will understand that the school funds are being misappro- 
priated? Lassure you, Mr. President, and everybody, that I think there 
is no cause to complain that the public mind south as well as north 
would not be stirred to its lowest depths by an accusation shown by 
the proofs to be well founded that the money of the children was being 
malappropriated by any of the authorities. This power to investigate 
is sufficient. It is all we have had in any case thus far. Let us con- 
tinue and preserve that power, as we do in this bill, and I think we 
have the most available of any safeguards. 

The Senator asks another question, and that is whether it is right 
that the Northern States should be called upon to contribute. Well, 
Mr. President, if the principle upon which we give at all is correct, | 
see no objection based on the fact that the larger proportion of it goes 
to some particular section. Suppose all the rivers and harbors were in 
the Southern States; would it be any less constitutional, any less 
proper, any less within the functions properly exercised by the Gov 
ernment of the United States that the appropriation should still be 
made and should be there expended? Suppose that an appropriation 
| is made for coast defense; do we not tax the people of the interior? 
| Why may they not complain, ‘‘ You have no right to call upon us to 
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help to pay for defense along the Atlantic coast?’’ 
not one which holds water better than a sieve. 

I have nothing more to submit. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I think that I can offer an amend- 
ment that will slightly remove one objection which may be made to 
this bill. By the terms of the second section it will be seen that this 
money is to be distributed to the several States according to illiteracy 
by the census of 1880. Now, it strikes me that there may be some im- 
provement and less illiteracy in 1890 in some States than there is under 
the census of 1880. I, therefore, will move tostrike out, in lines 7 and 
8, section 2, the words “‘ official returns of the census of 1880’’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘last preceding published census of the United 
States.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there is no objection to that. 
proper amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment will not take effect for seven or 
eight years, so that it isa very harmless one and not a very important 
one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Imoveto amend the bill, in the twenty-seventh line of 
the thirteenth section by adding after the word ‘‘ thereof:’’ 

And the other matters herein prescribed to be so reported. 


The principle is 


It is a very 


This does not, I think, alter the sense of the bill, but makes it clear 
that making all the reports prescribed is a condition for receiving the 
money. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendu:ent of 
the Senator from Massachusettts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before proceeding further with the bill I should like 
to make a formal amendment in section 2. In the fourth line I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘ read and.’’ The reason of this is that the 
number of persons who can read and the number of persons who can 
write are two different numbers, and the number of persons who can 
not write isthegreater. Itseemsto be generally conceded that inability 
to write is a better test of illiteracy than inability to read. As it is 
necessary that the apportionment should be made upon one sum or the 
other, and as that apportionment will give a little more money in the 
Northern States and a little less in the Southern States than the ap- 
portionment upon the basis of those who can not read, I ask that the 
words ‘‘ read and ’’ be stricken out, leaving the basis of distribution 
upon the number of persons who can not write as shown by the census. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Insection 12 the words ‘‘ read and’’ should be stricken 
out for the same reason to correspond with the amendment already made. 
At the end of the second line I move to strike out ‘‘read and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, section 1, in lines11, 12, and 13, con- 
tains the following language: 

Which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-school 
education to all the children of school age mentioned hereafter living in the 
United States. 

I should be glad if the Senator having in charge the bill would point 
out where the ‘‘school age mentioned hereafter’’ is found in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is in one of the later sections, and is the school age 
prescribed by law in the State or Territory where the money is to be 
expended. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know it is so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 11, to which the Senator undoubtedly re- 
fers, declares— 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used in 
the school-districts of the several States and Territories in such way as to pro- 
vide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the chil- 
dren of the school age preser#bed by the law of the State or Territory wherein 
the expenditure shall be made. 

But that refers to a different subject from that which is mentioned 
in section 1. There is nowhere in the bill a distinct recognition of 
what is to be regarded as the school age for the pupils who are to re- 
ceive the benefits of this sum of $105,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a matter which can easily be rendered certain, 
if it is not already certain. I do not see any reason why the provision 
of the bill that seems to be quite explicit and was thought by the com- 
mittee to be sufficiently so is not clear that the moneys distributed un- 
der the provisions of this act shall be used in the school districts on the 
basis here prescribed. The moneys paid over to the several States are 
to be distributed and to pass to the States upon a fixed basis, that is, 
the illiterates, as shown by the census. They are not the school chil- 
dren; they are the persons 12 years of age and over who can not write; 
so that the basis of distribution to the States is one of absolute fixed 
certainty. Now, section 11 refers tothe fund of money after, in accord- 
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ance with that fixed apportionment, it shall have been received into 
the treasury of the State; and it provides: 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used in 
the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as to pro- 
vide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the chil- 
dren of the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Ycrritory wherein 
the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child an opportunity for 
common-school and, so far as may be, of industrial education ; and to this end 
existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be aided and new ones 
may be established, as may be deemed best in the several localities. 

I do not myself see that the bill fails to be explicit enough. 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 1 provides for the expenditure of $105,000,- 
000 in ten years ‘‘to secure the benefits of common-school education to 
all the children of the school age mentioned hereafter living in the 
United States.’’ Section 11 provides that after the money drawn from 
the Treasury in pursuance of the first section shall have passed into the 
hands of the authorities of the State, Territory, or District, it shall be 
distributed there upon the basis of illiteracy within that territorial area, 
so as to provide for ‘‘ the equalization of school privileges to all the chil- 
dren of the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory.’’ 
That is to say, if I understand this bill, after this money passes from the 
Treasury of the United States into the treasury of the State, Territory, 
or District, itis there to be used in proportion to illiteracy within those 
limits so as to secure an equalization within the limits of that State, 
Territory, or District of school privileges to children of the school age 
prescribed by the State, Territory, or District. 

I have examined this bill with a good deal of minuteness; I have ap- 
plied te it such scrutiny as I have been able since it has been before the 
Senate; and I repeat that in very important particulars it is crude, it is 
undigested, it will be inoperative; and as the first suggestion I call the 
attention of the Senator to this point in the first place the language 
of the bill where language is used which does not find its counterpart 
or correlative anywhere when you come to ascertain upon what basis 
the distribution is to be made. 

The same objection may he found in the proviso of section 13: 

Provided, That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the 
ages hercin specified it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the condi- 
tions herein. 

It was obviously the design of the person who drew this bill to specify 
somewhere what should constitute school age. If it does not it is worth- 
less. There is no sense in saying that we shall appropriate $105,000,000 
to be disposed of by the people of the States and Territories exactly as 
they see fit. This is intended to apply $105,000,000 to the common- 
school education of certain classes in the States and Territories of the 
United States. The purpose was to declare somewhere, as appears by 
the language of these sections, what should be the school age, the age at 
which pupils should be admitted and the age when the school privilege 
should cease; but it does nowhere appear here, nor is there anywhere 
whatever in any portion of the bill any recognition of what shall con- 
stitute the school age; and I submit that without that this bill is very 
imperfectly drawn and this vast sum of money is very insecurely 
guarded. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I see the difficulty suggested by him. The bill as I 


understand it recognizes the school ages as prescribed in the different 
States and Territories. 


Mr. INGALLS. Where? 

Mr. PUGH. By that section—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 11? 

Mr. PUGH. The section which refers to school ages. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly it refers to it, but refers to it on an en- 
tirely different basis, for a different purpose from that mentioned in 
section 1. 

Mr. PUGH. The object of the bill was to recognize in each State 
the school age that the State law provided; and if you adopt, say 6 to 


| 20 or 5 to 20 as the age within whrich this fund shall be applied, what 


would be the result? The school age is different in different States 
and Territories; there may be one age in one State and a different age 
in another. If you putin your bill a uniform age, say from 5 to 20, 
it would come in conflict with the State or Territorial laws in reference 
to the school age. 

Mr. INGALLS. There wehaveitagain, Mr. President. This money 
is to be paid out of the national Treasury for a national purpose, but 
only as the States may see fit to have it expended. They are to pre- 
scribe how this money is to be appropriated; and the Sentor tells us 
that in a bill to deal with a great national evil like this, upon the only 
theory on which wecan deal with it, to expend a gigantic sum of money, 
the intention is to have it expended only as the States may see fit to 
permit, and that if we say, sitting here as the representatives of the na- 
tion, that it ought to be expended for the education of children between 
the ages of 5 and 20, it will create a conflict between the natienal au- 
thority and the authority of the States where this money is to be ex- 
pended! Mr. President, I shall not vote for the expenditure of a dollar 
upon that theory. If we are to be told that this money is to beexpended 
upon a national theory for the education of the children of this country, 
to secure us against a great danger and to rescue this nation from igno- 
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rance, and that it can only be expended as the authorities of the States 
see fit, I have done with the bill. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to put a question to him? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask him if the generous and princely 
gift of the United States to the State of Kansas of public lands for the 
education of her children contained any prescription as to who should 
be educated, and how it should be done? 

Mr. INGALLS. The United States Government never gave an acre 
or a rood of land to the State of Kansas for the purposes of education. 

Mr. VANCE. 
‘that had been supposed to belong to the Government of the United 
States? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. How did the State of Kansas acquire title to those 
lands which had been the property of the United States and which she 
now uses as the basis of her school fund ? 

Mr. INGALLS. They were given to the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. VANCE. That is a quibble that I think the Senator ought not 
to resort to. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is nota quibble. It has been one of the condi- 
tions upon which Territories have been admitted into the Union as 
sovereign and independent States, according to the phrase that is so 
frequently used, for a great many years past. 

Mr. VANCE. Well, then, Mr. President, if land could be 
a Territory, an inchoate State, to do as she pleased with it for the edu- 
cation of her children, could it not for a much better reason be given to 
the State to be disposed of according to the laws of a mature commu- 
nity ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I shall have no altercation with the Senator from 
North Carolina upon this proposition. I understand that this bill is 
supported by its advocates upon the theory that great dangers threaten 
this nation on account of the prevalence of illiteracy and ignorance in 
various parts of the country, and that in consequence of that we are 
asked to make an appropriation of $105,000,000, extending over the 
period of ten years, to be expended in the education of the young; and 
the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from North Carolina by very 
direct inference leave us to understand that unless this money is to be 
turned over to the authorities of the different States to be expended or 
not expended as they see fit they do not propose to take it. With my 
consent they will never get it. 

I call attention in this connection to one other proposition of this 
bill. I want the Senate to look at the provision in section 8, in the 
three lines at the bottom of the page, which declares: 

That no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any 
State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation ot 
this act, annually expend for the maintenance of common schools at least one- 
third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions hereof. 

We are asked to vote for a bill that authorizes them to keep two 
thirds of the amount allotted to them in their own treasury to do noth- 
ing with. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. It says: 

Shall not during the first five years of the operation of this act annually ex- 


pend for the maintenance of common schools at least one-third of the sum which 
shall be allotted to it under the provisions hereof. 


Mr. BLAIR. There is a misprint. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator would have passed this bill, misprint 
and all, if no attention had been called to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presume we should. I think it is an exceedingly 


narrow and small style of construction to say that anything further is 
necessary to make the bill explicit enough on that point. But since 
the Senator raises the criticism there is no objection, and there ought 
to be none since the criticism is raised, to inserting ‘‘ from its own tax- 
ation;’’ and I ask to have the bill amended in that respect 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator will state his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will see that it is put in at the proper time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Say ‘‘in addition to the moneys.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. - That is a matter for discussion. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 7, after the word ‘‘act,’’ I move tostrike 


out the clause relating to the Commissioner of Education and his rela- 
tion to the school authorities of the District of Columbia. 
provides: 


Sec. 7. That the District of Columbia shail be entitled to the privileges of a 


Territory under the provisions of this act, but its existing laws: coal school au- 
thorities shall not be affected by the operation of this ac t. 


Now follows: 


The section 


The Commissioner of Education shall be charged with the duty of superin- 
tending the distribution of its allotment, and shal) make full report of his doings 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 

I move to strike out the words after There is no reason why 
a discrimination should ke made between the Territories and States aoe 
the District of Columbia. There is here a broad, liberal, generous. well- 
supported system of education maintained at the expense of the ¢ Gov- 
ernment and of the tax-payers of the District, with which ther 
eomplaint. The school authorities here are recognized by the 


" O08. 


District 


Is ho 
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government and by the laws of the United States; there is no large per 
cent. of illiterates here; and I ask thatthat clause may be stricken out 
that no discrimination may be made against the authorities of the Dis- 


| trict or against the school system here. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
strike out of section 7 all of the words after the 
The question is on that amendment. 


Kansas moves to 


word ‘‘act,*’ in line 4 


Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator is charged specially, so far as the Sen 
ate is concerned, with the interests of the District of Columbia. I should 
| not personally feel much inclined to make opposition to his motion pet 
haps; but it will be observed that the Commissioner of Education is only 


How, then, did the State of Kansas acquire the lands | 


charged with the duty of superintending the distribution of the ailot 
ment, and that he is required to make a full report of 


he does to the 


what 


Secretary of the Interior. Idonotthink there could bea more innocuous 
method of superintending or looking after the amount that the District 
of Columbia would be entitled to under this act. There does not seem to 
| be any reason for making an invidious distinction between the District 
| of Columbia and the rest of the country by withholding any benefit trom 


| the District underthe provisions of this act; 
| see how we can properly do it. 


given to 


and in tact I do not 


We adopt as 


iV se 
a basis of distribution the 
illiteracy of the whole country. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator does not understand me as objecting 
to the payment of its proportion to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BLAIR. Inwhat way would the Senator understand, 
this money would be distributed ? 

Mr. INGALLS. This provides that the 
shall have the control of it 

Mr. BLAIR. The distribution? 

Mr. INGALLS. It reads ‘‘shall be charged with the duty of super- 
intending the distribution of its allotment;’’ that is, he shall designate 
the schools where interfering with the administration of the 
school system here board, for which certainly there can 
be no necessity. 

Mr. BLAIR 
of education of 
Education ?’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Sec. 4. That the amount so apportioned to each State and Territory 


District of Columbia shall be paid, upon the warrant of the ¢ 
Education, countersigneg by the Secretary of the Interior, 


then, that 


Commissioner of Education 


it is to go, 
by the school 
** theschool board ’’ or ‘* board 


Columbia ’”’ * the 


Why not substitute then 
the District of 


tol Commissioner of 


That is provided for in section 4 


and tothe 
omimissioner of 


out of the 


Preasury 


of the United States, tothe treasurer of the State, Territory, or District 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not iro the hands of the school board 

Mr. INGALLS. He pays it out of the Treasury into the hands of the 
school authorities precisely as in other cases. There is no reason why 
the Commissioner of Education should be allowed to come in here and 
superintend the distribution of this money after it reaches the authori 


the District 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator feels clear that there is any difficulty in 
the school authorities of the District reaching the morey after it is paid 
in accordance with the provisions of section 4 to the treasurer, [ have 


ties of 


no objection to the words being stricken out; but it would be more 
explicit to substitute— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas if there is an of- 
ficer now designated by the law—of course the District can not make 
any law: we have to make the necessary law—to receive this money ? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is. 

Mr. HOAR. Who is he? 

Mr. INGALLS. The treasurer of the school board, to whom it could 


pass from the Treasury of the United States exactly as provided for in 
section 4. The intention of the clause to which I cal! attention 
give the Commissioner of Education the control of this fund in this Dis- 
trict independent of the school board. I am opposed to that 
Mr. BLAII I have no objection to the substitution of the 
board or board of education of the District, if that is the proper title of 


is to 


sf hool 


the board. Is there a treasurer of the school fund of the District ? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is 

Mr. BLAIR Then the bill in section 4 does not pro. ide for i pay 
ment to the treasurer of the school fund, but does provide for payment 
to the treasurer of the District. The bill ought to provide, it seems to 
me, that this fund in the hands of the treasurer of the District may be 
reached in some way by the school board Would it not be ell to sub- 


stitute *‘the schoo] board’’ for ‘‘the Commissioner of Education ?’’ 


Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLAIR Let that substitute be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator move to amend the 
amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas has no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE] The Senator from New Hamps! 
will state his amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. No: the Senator from Kansas suggests an amendment, 
and he will state it 

Mr. INGALLS Sav ‘‘ the school board ’’ instead of the Com 
sioner of Education 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Che amendment will be read a 
ified 

The CHIEF CLERK In line 4 of section 7 it is proposed t t 


if < 
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Comunissioner of Education ’’ and insert ** school board of the District 
ot Columbia.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. And to strike out ‘‘ of his doings.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. With the permission of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, I should like to ask the chairman of the committee who reported 
the bill why the District of Columbia should be included in this bill? 
Congress has already provided liberally for educational purposes in this 
District. I believe that one-half of the moneys now appropriated to the 
schools in this District is paid out of the Treasury of the United States; 
and yet it is proposed in this bill to include the District of Columbia 
with the States for which no provision is made out of the Federal Treas- 
ury. It seemsto me Congress has already made ample provision for the 
education of the children in this District. I am not certain as to the 
amount, but my impression is that something like $400,000 is annually 
appropriated for educational purposes in the District. How much of 
that is paid out of the Treasury of the United States I am unable to 
say, but it occurs to me if we are going to make any appropriation of 
money the District ought not to come in for an additional share. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
like all the rest of the country, the States and Territories throughout, 
upon the basis of illiteracy; that is to say, its necessity based on the ig- 






















tions already made by the Government and by the people of the Dis- 
trict and expended in the way of schools. 


of the nation, as well as the inhabitants of States and Territories, hav- 
ing needs of the same kind, should not under this bill receive equally 
their proportion of assistance according to the ignorance or the illiteracy 
actually prevailing. I do not see any principle upon which they can 
be exempted from the operation of the bill and deprived of their pro- 
portionate share, however small it may be. It will not embarrass 
them, because it goes into the general fund, and they are treated like 
the rest of the country. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Congress annualiy appropriates all the money 
that is deemed necessary for educational purposes in this District. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the ignorance remains; the illiteracy is here; and 













the District receive money under this bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then the suggestion of the Senator furnishes 
the strongest argument against the proposed appropriation contained 
in this bill. If year after year appropriations have been made to the 
full extent of the requirements of education in this District, and there 
still remains afterseveral years appropriation of money the same amount 
of illiteracy that obtains in other sections of the country, then the 
statement of that fact by the Senator has furnished the strongest argu- 
ment against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator misapprehends. I did notsay that there 
was as much illiteracy in proportion to population. I said that there 
was a certain degree of illiteracy remaining here. The District of Co- 
lumbia is far more intelligent, of course, than those portions of the 
country where there has been a much less expenditure, and the bill 
only gives to the District, as it does to New Hampshire and Delaware 
and Massachusetts and Florida, in proportion to the illiteracy found 
here. There seems to be no reason for depriving the District of Co- 
lumbia of the same benefits we give to the Territory of New Mexico or 
the State of Oregon. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend from Delaware will allow me to suggest that 
theannual appropriation made for educational purposes in this District 
will be made hereafter of course with reference to the fact that an ap- 
propriation is made for this purpose under this bill; and certainly the 
annual appropriation heretofore made will not be repeated in the face 
of the appropriation made by this bill. The appropriation in this bill 
will be the one for educational purposes in the District of Columbia in- 
stead of the annual appropriations heretofore made. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I do not know how that may be. That mayor 
may not be true. That would disturb the proportion that the Con- 
gress of the United States has acknowledged as the proportion which 
Congress should appropriate for educational purposes in the District. 
If there is any diminution in the amount of the appropriation for school 
purposes, it will disturb the arrangement under which the District gov- 































ence to this bill was simply that there might not be any special favor- 


of the Southern States an undue proportion of this money. I oppose it 
not upon that ground, nor do I oppose it on the ground suggested by 


under the control of the State authorities. 


to be the recipients of this bounty. But I am opposed to it because I 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| that was distributed in 1836—some $28,000,000, I think—among the 


The District of Columbia gets money under this bill | 
| does it not all get there by precisely the same process? 


norance that remains in the District notwithstanding the appropria- | 


There does not seem to be | 
any reason why the people of the District of Columbia, being a portion | 


ouly in proportion as it shall be found, here as well as elsewhere, will | 


ernment has been carried on for some years; but my suggestion in refer- | 


itism to the people of this District, because I did not believe it was | 


the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. INGALLS] that it would place money 


My opinion is if any appropriation of money is made it ought to be 
placed under the control of the State authorities in the States that are 


believe that the object proposed is not one for which we can properly 
and legitimately exercise the taxing power; and this proposition is not | 





Marcu 19, 


simply, as was the proposition in 1836, to distribute a surplus in the 
Treasury, but it is a proposition that there shall be annually appro- 
priated out of the money hereafter collected into the Treasury the sums 
of money specified in the bill. 

I do not believe that the educational interest of the people of this 
country is one of the legitimate objects of Federal taxation. I do not 
believe it was contemplated at the time the Constitution of this coun- 
try was adopted that the taxing power should be exercised for any 
such purpose. In my opinion we have just as much right to exercise 
the taxing power for the purpose of feeding and clothing the children 
of this country as we have for their education. I am not opposed to 
education. But it is not a proper object for the appropriation of money 
out of the Federal Treasury. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator sets up a distinction between the money 


States and this money proposed to be given in futuro, because he says 
that money was already in the Treasury and this isnot there yet. But 


Then can the Senator establish any distinction between the right of 
the Government to give this money growing out of the fact that in one 
case it has it already in possession by a certain process and in the other 
it proposes to obtain it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not propose to enter into a discussion as to 
the right to have made the appropriation which was made in 1836. 
That was a question upon which there was doubt expressed at that time, 
but it has been too long past now to reopen the discussion of that ques- 
tion. I am discussing this bill, and I call on the Senator to point out 
that provision of the Constitution, that specific grant of power, which 
gives to Congress the right to impose taxes on the people of this country 
for the education of the children of the country. So faras I understand 
| the Constitution, no such power exists. I donot subscribe to that lati- 
| tudinarian doctrine which would, under the clause relating to the ‘* gen- 

eral welfare,’ exercise the taxing power for any purpose that might 
| suit the whim or caprice of Congress. 
I learned my notions of the Constitution in a different school, in that 
school which holds to a strict construction of the powersof the General 
Government. I believe that the intention of the framers of the Consti- 
tution was to grant only such powers to the General Government as 
were necessary to carry on the Government, and that those powers are 
such as are specifically granted or such as are necessary to carry out the 
granted powers, and that the powers granted must be strictly construed. 
I do not believe that there is any warrant in the Constitution upon the 
mere whim or pleasure or caprice of the Congress of the United States to 
take money out of the Treasury for every conceivable purpose, however 
humane or charitable such purpose may be, nor do I believe that edu- 
cation in the aggregate would be promoted by this appropriation. 

Education is necessary and is a proper thing, but education, like other 
benefits, is appreciated by the people to some extent according to what 
it costs them. If parents and communities are relieved of all respon- 
sibility and expense in the education of their children they will feel 
less interest in their education. 

I do not believe that we ought to take a dollar of this money. I 
shall vote against the bill. I know my State would get perhaps a just 
proportion of the money distributed under this bill, but I am here to 

sarry out what I believe to be the best interests of the country accord- 
ing to the powers that we have under the Constitution, and I do not 
| believe that it will promote the education of the children or that we 
shall decrease illiteracy by this appropriation of money. 

How is it in this District? Congress has year after year been appro- 
priating large sums of money for the edutation of children; and yet we 
see them on the streets; we know what class of children they are. 
There are white children and colored children on the streets, with all 
the advantages of education afforded to them, as illiterate to-day as in 
any portion of this country; and, sir, you may appropriate not only this 
$105,000,000, but you may appropriate $500,000,000, and until the 
people of the various localities themselves determine to edueate the 
children of their communities you will not have it done. 

I shall vote against the bill, however it may be amended. The sug- 
gestion which I made in reference to the District of Columbia I thought 
was a proper one to perfect the bill if it shall become a law. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 





necessary. Iam, however, opposed to the bill upon principle. I am | question. I do not wish to entér into the discussion. The bill goeson 

not opposed to it upon the suggestion that was made by the Senator who | the theory that the money will be distributed according to the ‘illiteracy 
: first opened the discussion on this bill this morning, the Senator from | of the children of school age? 

Ohio Mr. SHERMAN ], on the ground that it would give to the people Mr. BLAIR. No; the illiteracy of persons of 10 years of age and 


upward, whether adults or not. 

Mr. LOGAN. Call it school age. The point I want to get at isthat 
| there is nothing in this bill that requires the different States before they 
| hecome the recipients of this donation from the National Government 

to by law require all the children to have education to attend school; 
nor is there anything in this bill that would prevent the money from 
| being distributed to States where by their statute law a certain class of 
| people are prevented from entering certain classes of common schools. 
To illustrate what I mean, take the State of Kentucky. There the col- 











1884. 








ored children are not permitted, as I understand, to receive the benefit 
of taxation derived from the property of white people; they are only 
permitted to receive education from taxation that is applied to the prop- 


erty belonging to the colored people. In a bill that I proposed I had a 
provision that required that all children should receive education under 
the law, colored and white alike in the common schools. I wish to 
see a provision of that sort in this bill. I wish the Senator to under- 
stand that Iam not antagonizing the bill, but am only making these 
suggestions so that they may be reflected upon and that it may be seen 
whether the bill does not require amendment in that particular. 

Mr. BLAIR. In reply to the suggestions of the Senator from Illinois, 
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will allude while on the floor; and that is in regard to the amount which 
the bill requires that each State shall expend of its own money in order 


to secure the advantages of the appropriation proposed in this bill. The 
entire period of time covered is ten years. The bill provides that no 
State shall receive appropriations under it unless for the first tive years 
it shall expend from its own taxation—it can be so amended as to spec- 
ify the suggestion of the Senator trom Kansas—at least one-third of the 


amount that it receives under the provisions of this bill. There are 


| quite a number of the Southern States that at the present time are not 


which I understand to come from a friendly source, I will say that in | 


reference to the State of Kentucky I am informed, and I think I am 
correctly informed, that its present Legislature has changed the law in 
regard to the distribution of the school funds of the State. I shall be 
glad to be corrected by the Senators from the State if I am wrong, but 
I think Iamnot. The law now is that all children, irrespective of race 
or color, share equally in the proceeds of the school tax of the State of 
Kentucky. The only other State where a different system of distribu- 
tion of school money obtained was the State of Delaware. 
any change has been made there perhaps the honorable Senator who 
spoke last [Mr. SAULSBURY] will be able to say. I do not know. 

But with reference to a provision for compulsory education there are 
but very few of the Northern States even that have now a compulsory 
school law, so called. Even in the Northern States where those laws 
exist they are not enforced to any better extent, to say the least, than 


Whether | 


the laws which prohibit the indiscriminate sale and use of intoxicating | 


liquors. In other words, compulsion does not compel any better than 
prohibition prohibits. Where you have a compulsory law you do not 
secure the attendance of the children at school anything in accordance 
with the design of the law, and those compulsory provisions have not 
obtained in the school system in any but the most advanced, if I may 
use the expression, relatively the most intelligent States. 
sory school law comes along as one of the later outgrowths and benefits 
resulting from general education when a sufficient mass of the voters 
are so intelligent that they will insist that children shall all attend 
school and make a law to that effect. They will not leave it to the will 
of the parent, who oftentimes wants the work of his child more than 
he desires his education. Taking the States of this country in their 
present condition it would be practically impossible to enforce a com- 
pulsory school law. We might, I think, perhaps almost as well not 
make this appropriation so far as the States which would be most bene- 
fited by it are concerned as insist as a condition precedent on the enact- 
ment of a compulsory State school law. 
the lack of school-houses, the lack of teachers, the lack of everything 
that appertains to the school itself, is an insuperable difficulty. To 
make a law that the child shall attend when there is no school in ex- 
istence for him to attend would certainly be inconsiderate and prema- 
ture legislation. 

We ought, I think, to remember that this provision which we are 
making is for communities which so faras the education of the masses is 
concerned are in a very rudimentary condition, anxious to escape from 


RD 


Dive 


the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania aboht 1830, 1831, 1 
when they had no common-school system even there. 

tablished it. A few of the more intelligent men succeeded in enacting 
a system into law by action of the Legislature, but the mass of the peo- 
ple of the State opposed it with such violence that it was the political 
death of almost every one of the members of the Legislature who in the 
ensuing session stood by the system and opposed its repeal. It is well 
understood as a historical fact that the school system of Pennsylvania 
was saved only by the masterly eloquence and effort of the late Thaddeus 
Stevens. The men who under the spell of his eloquence and the vigou 


of his arguments voted to sustain the school system went home to their | 


political deaths, a very large number of them. That was only so long 
ago as about 1833 in our own adjacent Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
a Commonwealth where to-day probably a compulsory school system 
could be enforced. And yet if it were required of other communities, 


| 
j 


A compul- | 


I think that in the first place | 


| posed to strike out ‘‘ Commissioner of Education ’’ and insert *‘ 


| school age mentioned hereafter ’’ 


perhaps of two-thirds of the States of this Union that they should en- | 


act a compulsory school law, we should have no common schools what- 
ever; and if we had power to make such a law and enforce it, probably 
two-thirds, certainly one-half the States of the Union would be very 
likely to refuse, at least under compulsion, to enact such a law. . 


We may well expend a few millions a year for ten years, and then | of age, and the older the more industriously were they conning their 


| books and endeavoring to acquire knowledge to be useful to them in 
a i : 


we shall find that though we have made very great progress we have 
not reached the goal. I think there may be some failure to apprehend 
the serious conditions with which we are dealing. 1 have reflected 
much myself upon this proposition, which I supposed would be sug- 
gested, of requiring a compulsory system to be adopted in every State 
of the Union before the provisions of this bill could be made applicable; 
and my judgment is that it is better, far better, not to do it. I think 
the result would be that in those States most needing the appropriation 
the appropriation would utterly fail. 

Ido not know but that there was one other suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to which I have not replied. If so, if he will men- 
ton it I will speak to it. But there is one other matter to which I 





raising and expending a much if any larger sum than one-third of their 
proportion under this bill. The State of Alabama is now, I think 
ing a little over one-third and a little less than one-half of the 
of money it would receive under the provisions of this bill. Perhaps 
it may have attained to one-half. Ifso, | dor ot know that ther 
State which is not at present raising and expending from local taxation 
one-half the amount it would receive the first year when the $15,000,000 
are distributed under the provisions of this bill. 

There is a spirit of anxiety arising in all these communities to edu- 
cate their children. I think they are stimulating themselves in the 
direction of taxation as largely as they well can bear. I think the pro 
vision for the first five years is well enough in the bill, and for the re 
maining period of the term the bill provides that noState shall receive 
anything which does not raise and expend as much of its own money 
as it will receive under the provisions of the bill. I consider that a 
matter of secondary importance; but if it is thought best to ine 
the proportion slightly, I shall not object. I think it ought not to be 
increased so as to embarrass those States which, as [ endeavored yes- 
terday to show, are subjecting themselves to as great or greater taxa 
tion than we are in the North, and certainly as much taxation as we 
are in the North in proportion to their ability to bear it, for school pur 
poses. I think, I say, it is hardly well to require of them as an ex- 
action a larger expenditure of their own money than the bill provides 
for now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I do not wish to seem unnecessarily 
critical in the consideration of this bill. For, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire well knows, I sympathise with the general object and_pur- 
pose he has in view; but I should like to hear from him how under the 
terms of section 8 any portion of this money could be paid out until 
five years had expired ? 

No part— 

Mark the language— 

No part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any 


State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation of 
this act, annually expend, &c. 


rais- 
umount 


IS AD 


isc 


How can you ascertain whether or not the States do annually appro- 
priate so much for five years unless you wait until the five years have 
expired? I submit to the Senator from New Hampshire that techni- 
cally under the language of this section it is not possible that one cent 
of this money shall be drawn from the Treasury until the expiration 
of five years from the passage of the act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 
it, anxious to build up common schools, inno better condition than was | 
and 1833 | 
They then es- | 


Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insection7,line 4, after the word ‘‘ the,’ it is pro- 
school 
board of the District of Columbia,’’ and in line 7 of the same section 
to strike out ‘* of his doings;’’ so as to read: 

The school board of the District of Columbia shall be charged with the duty 
of superintending the distribution of its allotment, and shall make full report 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that was agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLS. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment requires the vote 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move, in line 13 of section 1, tostrike out 
and insert 


‘ of the 
‘“ between the ages of 5 and 
15 years.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator trom Kansas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, if the Senator has ever been in a col- 
ored school he probably has seen pupils all the way from 5 to 40 years 


The question is on the amendment 


the remainder of life. 

This bill by a provision later along expressly provides that no child 
of school age shall be deprived of its benefits, and no person shall be 
deprived of its benetits for the reason that he or she is not wit! 
school age of the State. The bill is made that way because it 
to see that without some provision of that kind it would be in the powe1 
I think not the disposition, but it would be within the power—of any 
one of those who might administer this law to exclude from its benefits 
a very large class of the ignorant colored population of this country who 
are exceedingly anxious to obtain the benefits of common-schoo! edu 
cation. 


iin the 
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ECORD—SENATE. Marcu 19, 


NAL R 


2008 CONGRESS 


Che Senator by his amendment proposes that this money shall be dis Mr. INGALLS. With the consent of the Senate, upon the sugges- 


tributed among those in the various States who are between 5 and 15. tions already made, I will modify my amendment, if the Chair will 


a 
years of age, and he would exclude from the benefits of this appropria permit me, by making it read: ** between the ages of 5 and 20 years.’’ 
tion all who are not included within those ages. Otherwise there is no Mr. BLAIR. Well, Mr. President, I should like to be heard upon 
occasion whatever for the amendment There is no available paper by | that. 
which the numbers of children within the United States included within The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas modifies 
those ages can be ascertained. There are no data in the census; there | his amendment. The amendment will be read as modified. 
are no data in the local school returns; there are no data in possession of The SECRETARY. In line 13, section 1, after the word ‘*‘ children,’’ 


the State authorities, and none anywhere from which the number is | strike out ‘‘of the school age mentioned hereafter’’ and insert ‘‘ be- 
ascertainable; and it would be necessary if the amendment should pre- | tween the ages of 5 and 20 years.”’ 


vail, as the first condition to the practical operation of the bill, that a Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas to put it 

census should be taken of the persons in the United States between 5 | ‘‘21’’ instead of ‘20.’’ 

and 15 years old. Then the schools throughout the country have got Mr. INGALLS. Very well; ‘'21.” 

to be broke n up and re modeled. and only those included lin a school The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The amendment will be so modified. 

where this money appropriated by the United States is to be expended Mr. BLAIR. I object to the amendment under any circumstances. 

who are between the ages of 5 and 15. It will only make confusion and *‘ confusion worse confounded,’’ and 
The school ages in this country vary From 4 to 21 years is the age in | will operate against the colored population of this country, numbers of 

Texas, if Irecollectaright. Inmy own State, by arecent enactment, the | whom attend the common schools after they are 21 yearsof age. I wish 


school age is from5to15. Inmany States itis from 6 to 17; insome from | every human being who desires to attend the common schools of this 
6to18; insome from 5to18. Theschoolage is found to be various in differ- | country, so far as they are aided by this act, to have the opportunity 


ent portions of the country under the State laws and the Territorial laws, | of doing so, even if he is over 21 years of age. There is a very large 
for | think there is no State or Territory where the common-school age is | number of people who will be benefited by leaving the bill as it is. 


not prescribed by law. The bill, as I think, with sufficient explicitness Mr. INGALLS. Now, Mr. President, as the Senator from New 
already provides, first, that the distribution shall be made to the States | Hampshire has based his opposition to my amendment upon the ground 
upon the basis of illiteracy. That is not the basis of school population at | that the colored people who are above the age of 21 will be excluded 


all; but it is taken as a test indicative of the need of education within the | thereby, I shall be pleased if he will tell me how they would be in- 
State; and the actual enumeration of illiterates is of all persons 10 years | cluded under the terms of the bill as he interprets them. He says that 
of age or older who can not write. Upon that basis, ascertained by the | this money is to be distributed for the purposes of the education of 
census, the money is first carried to the treasury of the State. Then, | school children in the United States between the school ages prescribed 
under the direction and control of the State authorities, subject to re- | by the States and Territories. It-is not claimed here by any Senator 
port to the General Government and to the right to investigate and all | that the school age is defined by any State to extend to a greater age 
that, and to a forfeiture of their appropriation if they are found to have | than 21 years. Therefore the intelligent but uneducated colored man 
misapplied it in any given year—under all these safeguards the ex- | of 40 would not be permitted to come in and pursue his studies even 
penditure is to be made within the State for the purposes of common- | under the interpretation suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
school education to all the children within the State, irrespective of | shire. 

race or color or previous condition, and in such a way, as far as possi- Mr. BLAIR. I ought undoubtedly to have gone further, and called 
ble, as to equalize the educational accommodations and give to allsub- | the attention of the Senate to the proviso at the conclusion of the thir- 
stantially the same opportunity foreducation. Insome localities itmay | teenth section, on the fourteenth page, which covers the point, so far as 
be necessary to expend a larger proportion of money, because schools | it can be covered, whith I desire to retain in the bill. 

may be more expensive in those localities than in others. It may be Provided, That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the 
possible to find suitable instructors for a school district back among the | ages herein specified, it shall not be deemed a failure to comply w ith the condi- 


mountains by paying $15, $20, $30, or $40 a month toa teacher, and | “°"S herein 


get just as good instruction as would be obtained where it would be Mr. INGALLS. The public schools can not admit pupils except 

necessary to pay twice that sum of money in the larger places. We | under the laws of the State. 

know that the laws of political economy operate in all parts of the Mr. BLAIR. They do. 

country alike. The purpose is to give to each child substantially the Mr. INGALLS. It can not be supposed that this bill confers on the 

same opportunities to be educated and qualified for the duties of citi- | public schools within the States the authority to admit anybody they 

zenship and of private life please, irrespective of the school age prescribed by the State. Itseems 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas | to me that the proviso, instead of relieving the difficulty, intensifies it. 

that his school age of 5 to 15 will operate to exclude from the benefits Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will consult the school returns from the 


of this appropriation all the colored people over 15 years of age, and the | State of Massachusetts he will find that a very considerable number of 
effect of it will be to operate entirely against that class of illiterates. | scholars attend who are outside of the school age of that State. The 
The school age in my State is from 5, I think, up to 20, and is made | law prescribes a certain school age, bit by common consent, there being 
as high as 20 for the purpose of embracing that class of illiterates | facilities and there being a negessity and there being the desire on the 
among the colored people. I am satisfied that he does not intend that | part of the pupils, they are admitted; they attend school; they get the 
effect to be produced. The class of colored people above 15 years of | benefit of theschools. In just the same way itis the fact now, I think, 
age very much need the benefit of school education. I object to that | in every State—I have no doubt in every State of the Union—there are 
change more or less of the schools’ pupils attending who are over the school age 

Let me make another suggestion in regard to section 8, as to the mean- | prescribed by law. Certainly it is true in my own State, where the age 
ing of that section in relation to the expenditure of the amount appro- | is from 5 to 15, that a very large number of scholars attend up to 18, 
priated during the first five years. I think it would be well toamend | 19, 20, 21, and 22 even. I remember attending common school myself 
it by inserting after the word ‘‘expend,’’ in the ninth line, the words | where there were young men 23, 24, and I do not know but 25 years 
*‘out of its own revenue;’’ so as to read: of age. 

That no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any The Senator would reach the point which he wishes to cover and 
State or Territory which sha}! not during the first live years of the operation of | leave the bill just as it is now really, but still he would have a pre- 
tus act annually expend out of its own revenue for the maintenaace of com. | scribed school age that would include all the school ages within the 
provisions hereof, and during the second five years of its operation asumatleast | United States, if he should say ‘‘from 4 years to 21; but I am not 
equal to the whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act. sure that that would not occasion considerable confusion in administra- 

Then under section 13 the Senator will see how the information is | tion. I think it very much better to leave the bill as it is, allowing 
derived by the Federal Government as to the State having complied pupils to attend the schools of the school age prescribed within the States, 
with the terms prescribed in the eighth section. with this provision at the end of section 13: 

Mr. INGALLS The Senator will see that even with his amendment That if the public schools in any State admit pupils not within the ages herein 
the section is still inaccurate. specified, it shall not be deemed a failure to comply with the conditions herein, 

Mr. PUGH. I thought the Senator would make it clear. Allowing the bill to stand in that shape will leave room for the con- 
tinuance of the generous practice which obtains now everywhere, and 
obtains so largely in the Southern States, where the colored schools are, 
of admitting pupils above the prescribed school age, even after they are 
adults. I think we ought not certainly by a provision of this national 
law to interfere with the liberal practice that already obtains in the 
several States. 


Mr. INGALLS. “Annually expend out of its own revenues,’’ as 
amended by the Senator from Alabama, ‘‘ for the maintenance of com- 
mon schools,’’ as it now reads, ‘‘at least one-third of the sum.” It 
should be amended by inserting after the word ‘‘ schools:”’ 


An amount equal at least to one-third | 


Mr. PUGH. That is satisfactory. |} Mr. LOGAN. I do not rise for the purpose of discussing this bill at 
Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to that. length, but I rise for the purpose of making one suggestion in refer- 
Mr. PUGH. There will be no objection to that amendment. ence to the section as to illiteracy and as to the age of the school chil- 
Mr. BLAIR. Let that be fixed now. dren. When I read this section and understand it if I do, it reminds 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present question is on the amend- | me of the proposition that in the Congress of the United States the 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas regulating age: | people are to be represented according to the population of the differ- 
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ent States, but if any portion of those people are deprived of certain | 
civil rights, then the representation of the State enforcing the depriva- | 


tion shall be reduced accordingly. So this bill goes upon this principle 
that the appropriation of money shall be based upon the illiteracy of 
the people, no matter of what age they may be, but shall only be ap- 
plied to those of certain ages in the schools. 

Now, according to the theory of this section of the bill where the 
bulk of the colored men reside, in the South, you appropriate money 
based upon the illiteracy of the whole. We all know that the colored 
people could not read and write prior to the war, and but few of them 
can since. Hence you base the provision on the illiteracy of those peo- 


ple. In the North nearly all our people read and write over the age of 
21. Hence the South receives a larger appropriation, based on the col- 


ored illiteracy, than the North, as applicable to children. The mean- 
ing of this provision is—and I object most seriously to that—to appro- 
priate money, for which the people of the North are to be taxed, based 
on the illiteracy of people who may be 90 or 100 years old, not for their 
benefit, but for the benefit of others. That is the proposition, and I 
object to it most seriously. 

I submitted a proposition for the appropriation of money from the 
Treasury for the education of the children of the whole country of 
school age. Why? Because the white and the colored alike of 5 years 
old are illiterate. So a proposition of that kind is just and equitable. 
It applies with equal force to the white and the colored. But when 
you base it on the illiteracy of the whole, and then you take money from 
the Treasury based on the illiteracy of those who can not attend school 
for the benefit of a few States who refuse to tax themselves for their 
own benefit, I object to it. The fair and just proposition is, if money 
from the national Treasury is appropriated, that it shall be appropriated 
to apply equally to all the children of the United States, white and 
black. That is fair. 

Let the appropriation be based on the illiteracy of the children, not 
the illiteracy of the grown people, who do not attend school. That is 
an unfair estimate, an unfair taxation of the people who pay the taxes 
in this country. If itis based on the illiteracy of children between the 
age of 5 and 20, then it applies equally to all everywhere; it is just 
then to the colored man and just to the white man. Any other propo- 
sition is the character of proposition that I mentioned. For instance, 
to-day under the Constitution and the laws of thiscountry the represen- 
tation in Congress is based on population, but there is a provision that if 
the people are deprived of the exercise of the elective franchise the rep- 
resentation shall be reduced in proportion. Yet in States where the 
elective franchise is not exercised by the colored people a Representa- 
tive in Congress chosen at an election where 5,900 votes were cast stands 
equal to one chosen by 25,000 votes. The same principle exists in this 
bill, that is, there shall be a donation from this Government based on 


the illiteracy of those who can not and will not attend school, instead | 


of upon the illiteracy of those who do attend school. That is in ex- 
actly the same ratio as the bad faith which permits the election of a 
Representative to Congress on a vote of 5,000 people when you require 
twenty or twenty-five thousand in other quarters. 

I say that all children, both colored and white, are illiterate (to use 
the common term) at 5 years old. Hence where you apply that test 
of age it applies equally to all classes, white and colored; but when you 
go beyond that to those who cannot be educated or attend school, it is 
unfair, because the illiteracy is down there, and then an unfair propor- 
tion goes to those people not for their benefit, not for the benefit of 
those upon whom the expenditure is made on account of their illiter- 
acy, but for the benefit of white people down there as well as colored 
people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point which the Senator from Ilinois makes 
is perfectly just and perfectly fair; still I want to call his attention to 
this one difficulty: if he puts a limit below 10 years we have no in- 
formation as to the number of people who are illiterate between 5 and 
10, because I suppose the census-takers would naturally assume that 
all below 10 would be illiterate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam speaking of the bill as it has been amended. 
has been amended to read from 5 to 21 years. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator without 
his consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is no interruption. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say if the apportionment is made upon 


It 


the number of illiterate people North and South between the ages of 10 | 


and 20 years it would largely remove the injustice of this proceeding, 
because the number of illiterate persons above the age of 2U years and 
who can not go to school manifestly ought not to be made the basis of the 
apportionment. The Senator from Iliinois is perfectly just on that 
point; but if the basis of illiteracy is taken upon all between the ages 
of 10 and 20 years, the apportionment would undoubtedly be in favor o! 
the South, where the colored people are and where they have not had 
the benefit of education; yet it would be much less marked than it is ac- 
cording to the present basis, because under the basis now made by the 
bill between eleven and twelve million dollars in round numbers is 
given to the Southern States the first year and only $3,000,000 to th 





' 


Northern States. It would not take long before such : 
the bill proposes would be seen to be so manifest iV iniavor ol the South, 
considering the preponderance of population in the North, that it would 
create profound discontent, whatever the Senate might think ot 
But if you take the number of illiterate children between the ages 
10 and 20 in all the States, and base your allotment upon that number, 
then the disparity would not be so great, and it would be 
cause it is those people who are to be educated and not those above th 
age of 20. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Why draw the basis on illiteracy ? 
Why not make it the children of school age; that is, between 5 and 20, 
who are the persons who need education in this country | the 
bill you base the apportionment upon the illiteracy of all over 10 years 
of age. That will give each child of school age in the South at least 
four times as much money per capita as a child in the North of school 
age. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It would probably be more than that, 
because the illiteracy there over 10 years of age is very much greater. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If you are going to give anything at 
all from the national Treasury, why not give to each child in this coun 
try of school age alike, whether white or black, without regard to illit- 
eracy ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from California asks why not give it 
alike to al children of school age. I was remarking before that the 
proposition I made to the Senate of the United States was exactly that 
proposition, and I will read it. The language that I used, and the lan- 
guage that I would use new if I had the amending of the bill, is « 
follows: 

For the education of ail th 

That was the proposition I made. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That is fair. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would take $150,000,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. It does not make any difference whether it would 
take $10,000,000 or $500,600,000, one child is as much entitled to edu- 
cation as another, if it needs it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. One needs it just as much as another. 

Mr. LOGAN. One needs it just as much asanother. So I proposed 
that all children of sehool age in the United States should receive edu- 
cation and that the appropriation should be made according to the pop- 
ulation; in other words, that it should be distributed according to the 
population, reckoning the children of school age in the States and the 
Territories, so that the basis of the distribution and the basis of the 
appropriation should be according to the number of children in the 
United States who required education; that not only the appropriation, 
but the distribution should be made according to the number of chil 
dren in the United States, and that taxation in the different States should 
be regulated in reference to the appropriation made by the Congress of 
the United States. 

I am not the enemy of this bill; I am only making suggestions as to 
what I think ought to be put in the bill; that the appropriation shall 
be made applicable to the children who are to be educated; that the 
basis of distribution and the basis upon which the appropriation should 
be made shall be that basis, and not upon the illiteracy of all persons ove1 
the age of 10. By this provision nearly every colored person over 40 
years of age would be considered illiterate in the South, and the ap- 
propriation would be made based upon their numbers in the caleula- 
tion, and not upon the number of children or those who 
educated. 

Sir, I insist that it is unfair and unjust to the colored people as well 
as the whites for this very reason: The appropriation is made 
Southern States, based upon the illiteracy of the black people, for t 
benefit of the whites. You make your appropriation based upon t 
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illiteracy of the old people of the black race, but when you come to dis- 
tribute it in the South you give it to the whites as well as to t} 
You use the black man to get the appropriation, and th 


to the white man. 


ie blacks 
en you g 


vive it 
Make your appropriation based upon tl 


he illiteracs 


of the black man; then if the enumeration of the black man obtains the 
appropriation, give that money to the black man’s children, if you want 
to deal fairly and justly with them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the bill endeavors caret lly to avoid i 
recognition of distinctions of race or color There is DO appi il to North 
ern or Southern prejudice in the bill. Illiteracy is taken as the bas 
of distribution, because illiteracy is the only mathematical, available 
pertinent measure of the necessity of the case, and it is 0 hecause 
there is a necessity that there is any appropriation whatever ju 

If we are to give at all we must give relatively te the need \ 

| said earlier, we put our money for rivers and harbors where the 1 


|} and harbors areé \ll over this country and all over the 
principle in taxation 1s recognized that the man who has mone 
pay the taxes It is not the man who has the children who 


hildren; but the assessable property of the entire comm 


very largely vested in the hands or in the ownership of individua 
have no childre made answerable for the educatio® of 
nass, because it is essential to social life. 
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The principles that are advanced here are as I think entirely errone- | I may speak, would get some $26,000 to $30,000. Twenty-five thou 
ous. They are not recognized and they ought not to be recognized in | sand dollars in New Hampshire expended as the bill provides it may be, 
uny system of the administration of lawsanywhere. TheSenator from | in the education of teachers, in the qualification of teachers, in the sup- 
[llinois says that we get the money because the black man is ignorant, | port of normal schools, would give us three normal schools where we 
and then expend it for the white man. Suppose that that is all true | now have but one, and we needthem. Ido not think the State of New 
and that we obtain a larger aggregate of money in the South for the | Hampshire would reject this money. I do not think there is an ab- 
reason that there has been more of ignorance there among the colored | sence of necessity for the expenditure of that amount of money, or even 
people than the white people, the aggregate amount of ignorance is all | more, forthat matter. The tact isthat theState does not raise the money, 
the time the same. Anignorant colored man is just as dangerous asan | and the normal schools and normal education, the training of teachers, 
ignorant white man, and an ignorant white man is just as dangerous | do not existasa matter of fact. The Senator will find that he is not bet- 
as an ignorant colored man. The matter of ignorance is not a matter | ter off in the State of Connecticut than in the State of New Hampshire, 
of race or color so far as the effect upon society is concerned. If there | and so all through the New England States. What I say now with 
isa difference the white man is more dangerous because he is more | reference to those which perhaps generally will be thought to be the 
likely to be criminal than the colored man. Therefore, if the colored | best off educationally of any of the Northern States is true of the re- 
man’s illiteracy is made the measure of getting more money, it is made | maining Northern States. The amount of money that will be received 
the measure of getting more so far as he is the inferior of the superior | under this bill will do a mighty deal of good for the Northern States 
race and suffers most when that superior race is ignorant and violent. | if it is expended there as it ought to be. 

Take this measure of illiteracy which Senators complain of, the major After this distribution is made, if it should ever be made, of $15,000,000 
portion of illiteracy being among the blacks rather than among the | upon the basis of illiteracy—after that is all done, what will be the pro- 
whites, if you follow it to any legitimate conclusion it tends to the | portion? I ask the attention of the Senator from California to what 1 
benefit of the colored man rather than the white man. Suppose you | now state, and I ask the attention of all Senators, for there were but 
distribute your money in the Southern States upon the basis of white | few of them here yesterday; and there has been no point that has been 
illiteracy, the colored man would be the sufferer because there would be | suggested to-day, I think, which was not met in what I said to the Sen- 


the less money there and the white man would be less civilized, and | ate yesterday. lask the attention of the Senator from California to 
being more violent than the colored man, the latter would suffer more | this statement, that even after $15,000,000 shall be divided upon the 
than he now does basis of illiteracy, the individual child, the colored child and the white 


illiteracy is taken as the basis to determine the relativ@necessity of | child of course alike, will receive for his education in California, com- 
the different States, and then, after the money is distributed among | bining the national and State assistance in onesum—the individual child 
the different States, it goes equaily to the white and to the black child. | of school age will receive in California $15.12 annually; in Colorado, 
When this money is applied to the scholar, to the removal of an exist- | $14.54; in Connecticut, $10.71; in Nevada, $14.40; in New Hampshire, 
ing status and to the amelioration of an existing condition and to the | $10.07; in Rhode Island, $11.36; in the District of Columbia, $13.61: 
elevation of the races, it is applied, just as it ought to be, dollar for | in Massachusetts, $19.21; while in Alabama he will receive $3.64; in 
dollar to the child, white or black, and without any reference whatever | Arkansas, $3.13; in Florida, $3.75; in Georgia, $4.03; in Kentucky, 
to this invidious race distinction to which the Senator appeals and which | $3.67; in Louisiana, $4.96; in Mississippi, $4.09; in Virginia, $3.94; in 
offensive principle I think he would ingraft in this bill. There is no | West Virginia, $4.31; in North Carolina, $3.26; in South Carolina, $5.05 
justice in it: not the slightest Even after the distribution is made the Northern child will receive $3 

Suppose we adopt the principle that this money shouid be distributed | where the Southern child will receive $1 for his education, taking the 
upon population. I admit if we are to make the matter of education | average; so that with all this provision the Southern colored child as 
a national subject, if the nation is to take possession of the schools and | well as the Southern white child is still left greatly to the disadvantage 
is to take the children wholly from their A B Cs all the way up and | as compared with the Northern child. 
furnish all the money, there is justice, there is propriety in the principle I wish to say further, for it covers the whole case, that at the South 
that is advanced, But LI have not drawn the bill nor do I support the | the colored man’s average of property is less than $5 to-day. The 
bill on the idea that the National Government is to interfere perma- | average of the Southern population, including the colored, is $155. The 
nently with the education of local communities. It isonly a measure of | average wealth by valuation of the population of the whole country is 
temporary aid. As I said before, if we were to adopt the idea of ex- | $537, and in New England it is $667 I believe. Inthe Territories it is 
pending fifty, one hundred, one hundred and fifty, or two hundred mill- | $225, I believe. I do not know that I can state the figures accurately 
ion dollars annually and if we were shelving upon the national shoul- | without reference to the tables contained in to-day’s REcoRD. 
ders the entire burden of the education of the national child and the Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator state to be the average of the 
to-be national citizen, I should advocate the principle advanced by the | colored population ? 
Senator from Illinois. But this is proposed to be merely a measure of | Mr. BLAIR. I say they do not average $5 apiece. The census does 
temporary aid addressed to an existing evil, an effort to elevate the de- | not show it in regard to population, but I will give you my data in re- 
pressed conditions of various portions of the country until we can place | gard to that. It has been stated on the floor of the Senate, I think in 
the whole upon something more nearly approximating a level, an aver- | the last Congress—at all events I have a speech of the honorable Senator 
age, a point from which for the future all the children of the country | from Georgia | Mr. BRowNn] in which he said, and the State superin- 
may start with a fair chance in the race of life; and then after that let | tendent, Mr. Orr, repeats the same statement, that the colored people 
the local community that will not educate its children sink; letit share | have accumulated since the war some $6,000,000 of taxable property 
the fate of Sodom; I care not what becomes of it. I would obliterate | in the State of Georgia and havedone well. They had nothing. They 
such a community from the face of the earth if I had my way. But | have earned their living upon low wages and they have saved some 
we know the conditions which now exist in the country, and I think | $6,000,000; and that is all the taxable property they have there. The 
we know something of the duty that devolvcs upon those who are able | amount of that per capita’ of the colored people in the State of Georgia 


to meet this exigency and to contribute toward it. is about $5. There is no other State in the South, as the colored peo- 
Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to | ple testiiied before the Committee on Education and Labor last fall, 

interrupt him where the colored people are as well off as they are in Georgia, at least 
Mr. B6.AIR. Certainly they think not. Some think they are better off in North Carolina. 
Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator think that there is any necessity of Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question about the fact he 

extending Government aid to the New England States, for instance? | has stated ? 

In other words, are not the New England States abundantly qualified Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

to educate their children? Is there not a sentiment in the New Eng Mr. HOAR. I want to understand it, not to interfere with his ar- 


land States which will result in the appropriation by the State author- | gument. Does the $6,000,000 owned by the colored people in Georgia 
ities of all the money that is needed to educate their children? I | mean all their property or does it mean their taxable property ? 


speak merely of the New England States because I assume that they Mr. BLAIR. It means all taxable property. It is their valuation 
are able to educate their children. Will the giving of this Government Mr. HOAR. So when the Senator says that the colored people of the 


money to the New England States upon the plea of aiding them in the | South are not worth more than $5 apiece on an average, he means the 
education of their ch?idren, in the opinion of the Senator, have any | return of valuation for taxes? 


effect in stimulating a higher degree of education in those States? Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course the necessity is less in the New England Mr. HOAR. Not their actual property, so that it would not in- 
States for the reason that the masses are much better educated already | clude personal property and household effects exempt from taxation? 
and there is a much larger amount of wealth or a much greater source | Mr. BLAIR. If you value the boots and shirts of Northern people 
of taxation for the maintenance of schools. Yet ifthe census is at all | you can add very essentially to the figures which I have given. 
reliable it is a fact that there is a great deal of illiteracy prevailing Mr. HOAR Che Senator made the statement that the colored peo 
even in New England, and those States do not give to their people that | ple of the South were not worth $5 apiece. That struck me as a very 
degree of education which it would be for their good to receive. serious statement, and I wanted to know wh: ther he meant that or 

it was thought to be necessary to adopt some general principle of dis- | whether he meant something else. 
tribution. That of illiteracy was deemed the best measure. The Mr. BLAIR. I mean that the colored people of the South are worth 


actual necesgty exists in a lesser degree in the New England States, to | not exceeding per capita of assessable property $5 each. I have an 
} 


be sure. By this bill the State of New Hampshire, in regard to which | idea that a man is worth more than 55, that a woman, that a child is 
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worth more than $5; but that is what the colored people are worth 
for taxable purposes. 

Mr. MiLLER, of California. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 
According to his calculation, he says that when this distribution is 
made, taking the amount of State aid in California to schools with this 
aid given by the General Government, each child will receive about $15. 

Mr. BLAIR. Fifteen dollars and twelve cents in California. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. How much of that comes from the 
State ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Nearly all of it. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. How much ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will tell the Senator in a moment. 
ture per capita in California, as the Senator will see by table No. 22 in 
to-day’s RECORD, in 1881 was $15.12. I have the return on which 
the table is based. There is nothing taken from the revenues of the 
United States for California. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, 
anything from us. 

Mr. BLAIR. You will get just as much as you would if it were not 
for this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill does not hurt California at all. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am much obliged to the Senator for 
that assurance. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Senators will please address the 
Chair. Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator 
from Connecticut ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish toindicate to the Senator from New Hampshire 
the difficulty which I have about this bill and without saying how | 
shall vote upon it; but to my mind we can only justify ourselves in 
the appropriation of the Government money to aid in the education of 
the children of this country upon the ground that the States are unable 
or unwilling to educate their children, and I do not know but that I 
would put it upon the ground of their being unable to do it. I could 
justify my action in voting away the money of the Government of the 
United States for the education of the children in those States that 
were fairly unable to educate their own children; but I can not justify 
myself in voting the money of the United States to be used in the edu- 
cation of the children in those States that are abundantly able and 
willing to educate their own children. I wish to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire whether he believes that in New Hampshire or Con- 
necticut or New York there is one single child of the school age who 
can not obtain at the expense of those States a competent school edu- 
cation ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do. 

Mr. PLATT. And are not those States willing to appropriate from 
their own treasury all the money that is necessary to educate those 
children? I do not see that this basis of distribution which the Sena- 
tor provides here is a just one at all; and I think I represent the senti- 
ment of the State of Connecticut when I say that the State of Connec- 
ticut does not want any of the money of the Government of the United 
States to aid in the education of the children of the State of Connecticut. 
I do not say that they will not take it; I do not say that they will re- 
fuse it; but I say that if there be a State in the nation that is for any 
reason unable to educate its children, the State of Connecticut would 
very much prefer that the amount of money appropriated by this bill 
which would come into the treasury of the State of Connecticut should 
be paid to that State and that the State of Connecticut should have none. 
This basis upon which the distribution is made, as it seems to me, is 
one which has no foundation in justice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
He is putting to me a speech. I ask the Senator if his State took its 
proportion of the $26,000,000 distributed in 18362 New York took its 
and made a $4,000,000 fund for school purposes, and there is where 
New York got ahead, and yet there is one assembly district in New 
York city where there are 2,500 children who can not get intoa school- 
house. 

Mr. PLATT. As the Senator from Delaware said, this is not exactly 
the time to discuss the propriety of the distribution of that money in 
1836. I always had my opinion about it. I always felt that the Gov- 
ernment had done a thing that it ought not todo. I do not understand 
that that money was paid by the Government to the States; I under- 
stand that it was loaned to the States; that they avoided the difficulty 
which confronts us in this bill by loaning that money to the States. | 
understand that the State of Connecticut took the money which was so 
loaned to them and that they divided it up between the towns, loaning 
it to the towns, and that the towns have kept it as a deposit fund for 
the benefit of schools, and that it can be returned to the treasury of the 
State of Connecticut; that the towns are under obligations to return it 
to the State treasury when called on, and the State to return it to the 
Government Treasury. 

_Mr. BLAIR. The Senator says that the State of Connecticut, that 
New England, does not want any help fromthe National Government. 
For five generations of school life at least has he or any citizen of Con- 
necticut ever proposed to return it since this necessity existed, if it ever 
did exist, of using this money for school purposes ? 


I hope not. I hope they will not get 
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Mr. PLATT. They have always been ready to return it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator in his national capacity, or has an) 
Representative of Connecticut in his national capacity, representing the 
interests of the Government, said, ‘‘ Here is a million dollars nearly in 
the State of Connecticut that she has no further need of ?’’ With the 
necessities of the war upon us and with $1,500,000,000 of public debt 
to-day, has any public man of Connecticut ever undertaken in behalf of 
the interests of the National Government which he represents here to 
callon his State to pay over the million dollars that she has had the 
use of for all these years ? 

Mr. PLATT. The State of Connecticut, as I said, has always held 
that money subject to the call of the General GHernment. I think it 
is quite time for a creditor to pay money when it is demanded of him 
or when he is asked to pay it; and the fact that the State of Connecti 
cut has not rushed forward and made itself conspicuous in offering to 
pay back the money when none of the States had been called upon for 
it has I think nothing whatever to do with this question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only put the question to the Senator because he raises 
the point, and no other Senator has, that New England needs no money, 
and that this money which comes from the National Government ought 
to be rejected because we do not need it. It is a pertinent citation to 
the question of principle involved, it seems to me. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator does not understand my point. It is 
that this money should be used where it is needed, and sadly needed 
as I agree. I know of no reason why the New England States, wh) 
New York or Pennsylvania, why the Western States, why the St of 
my friend from Indiana [| Mr. HARRISON ], who I see is listening to me, 
should not be excluded from this distribution, and that the 
should be put just where it is needed and where only the expenditure 
of it can be justified. 

Mr. BLAIR. Here comes the Senator from Illinois who says every 
dollar of this money must be distributed upon population 
Senator from Connecticut who says there should be no money paid out 
except only where it is needed; and this matter of necessity is 
tion upon which we may differ; it is a question upon which the judg 
ment of different Senators may arrive at different conclusion I think 
the necessity is in the Northern States as wellas in the Southern States 
relatively less to be sure, but we must have some principle of distribu 
tion; and how we to make those invidious distinctions which it is 
proposed to make by thesuggestions of the Senator? Will he exclude 
New Hampshire? #For one I would be very glad to have 325,000 up 
there to help along our normal schools. Our people are not 
skinned as to object to receiving it, in my beliet We took S600,000 in 
1836 anyway, and it is up there in the State now, and we do not pro 
pose to return it, and nobody proposes to return any proportion of the 
$26,000,000 then distributed. We know that very well. There is no 
Senator who acts upon any other theory than that that money is to re 
main where it is, outlawed, if that is a possible thing to be done, and 
you can never arrange that. We all know that it is and that it 
will stay gone. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from New 
he will yield to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will with this suggestion to the Senators who 
raising objections here which I answered yesterday, that between now 
and to-morrow they will read the speech of mine in to-day’s RECORD 
[‘‘No!’ ‘‘No!’] Very well; or that they will withdraw their oppo 
sition to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to know if the Senator from New Hampshire 
makes thata condition precedent tothe adjournment? [*‘No! A 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, of course, [ understand that the opposition to 
the bill will be withdrawn, because it is hardly fair to reject a bill which 
is already well established in an argument that is before the S 
print. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from Tennessee insists upon his 
motion I should like to make one. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
withdraw his motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. HARRIS 
Kansas 

Mr. PLUMB. The discussion of this measure has, I think, developed 
a sufficient contrariety of opinion to clearly indicate that there ought 
to be further action by the committee, so as not to use the time of the 
Senate in discussing matters so much in detail. Therefore, for the pur- 
getting the bill in a shape where it is more likely to meet the 
consideration of those who are in favor of the principle, 1 move that the 
hill be recommitted to the Committee on Education and Labor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[ Mr. BLAIR s entitled to the floor, and only yields for a motion to 
adjourn 

Mr. HARRIS. I ma 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire having yielded 
the floor to me for the purpose of moving an adjournment, the Senator 
from Kansas could not take the floor for the purpose of making the 
motion he has indicated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood that the Senator from Tennessee had 
withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did, in order that the Senator from Kansas might 
make his proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not yield the floor for anything but a motion to 
adjourn 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the position 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is entitled to the floor,,pending which he consents that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee may move an adjournment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not yield for any such motion as that suggested 
by the Senator from Kansas. The committee has had the bill under 
consideration several times—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will be entitled to the floor to-morrow morning. The question is on 
the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 19, 1884. 


The Clerk of the House, Hon. JoHn B. CLARK, jr., at 12 o’clock m., 
called the House to order, and directed the reading of the following 
communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., March 19, 1884. 


DEAR Sir: You are hereby appointed to preside in the House to-day in my 
absence. 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Hon. J. C. 8. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. BLACKBURN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House the following message from the President of the United States; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from 
the Secretaries of War and the Navy, concerning the expediency of offering re- 
wards for the rescue of Lieutenant Greely and party by the independent efforts 
of private vessels, in addition to sending the three ships constituting the national 
relief expedition. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 18, 1884. 


DELAWARE INDIANS, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a memorial from 
the Delaware Indians, in relation to certain .reaties with the Cherokee 
Nation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BAYNE 
for ten days. 

PRINTING FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary to have manuscript reports prepared by the members of said 
committee on the bill for the reliefof William McGarrahan printed for 
the use of the committee. 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unznimous consent that 
the privilege be granted to the Committee on Law respecting the Elec- 
tionof President and Vice-President to appoint a day for the considera- 
tion of bills reported by them. At the request of the committee, 
therefore, I ask unanimous consent that Tuesday, the 22d day of April, 
may be assigned for the consideration of bills upon the question of Presi- 
dential count and succession, and that their consideration be continued 
from day to day until disposed of, not to antagonize revenue bills, ap- 
propriation bills, or bills from the Committee on Publie Lands, or prior 
orders 

The SPEAKER 
from Connecticut? 

Chere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 

Mr. RYAN. Task unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate joint resolution No. 75, making appropriation for the erad- 
ication of the foot-and-mouth disease, for reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I object 
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Mr. RYAN. I hope the gentleman will not object to this reference. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I shall not object to its reference to the Committee 
on Agriculture. I do object to the reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. OURY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce for 
reference to the Committee on Rules a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 29th day of March, and that Saturday, the 3lst day of 


May, 1884, be. arid the same are hereby, set apart for the consideration of legisla- 
tion for the several Territories, not to include the consideration of bills ofa pri- 


| vate character, nor bills having for their object the organization into States of 


any of such Territories, nor to interfere in any manner with the consideration 
of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless it also excepts reports from the Committee 
on the Public Lands I shall object to it. 

Mr. DUNN. It should also include revenue bills and prior orders 
among the exceptions. 

Mr. CASSIDY. It is proper that the Territories should have a time 
for the consideration of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless it be modified as suggested by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas I shall object. 

Mr. OURY. I will accept the modification. 

Mr. DUNN. As I have said, it should exclude revenue and appro- 
priation bills, bills from the Committee on Public Lands, and all prior 
orders. 

Mr. OURY. I accept the modification. 

The resolution as modified was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


JAMES SWEET NATIONAL BANK, NEBRASKA CITY. 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 


| the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 1314 to change the name of the 


James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr.. and put the same 
upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name of the James Swect National Bank of Ne- 
braska City,a corporation transacting business in Nebraska City, Otoe County, 
and State of Nebraska, shall be changed to the Merchants’ National Bank of 
Nebraska City, whenever the board of directors of said James Sweet National 
Bank of Nebraska City shall accept the new name by resolution of the said 


The bill will be read, subject to objec- 


| board, and cause a copy of said resolution, duly authenticated, to be filed with 


the Comptroller of the Currency: Provided, That such acceptance be made within 
six months after the passage of this act, and that all the expenses incident to 
such change, including engraving, shall be borne and paid by said bank. 

Sec. 2. That the debts, dividends, liabilities, rights, privileges, and powers of 
the said James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City shall devolve upon and 
inure to the said Merchants’ National Bank of Nebraska City whenever such 


| change of name is effected. 


Sec. 3. That nothing in this act contained shall so be construed as in manner 
to release the said James Sweet National Bank from any liability or affect any 
action or proceeding in law in which said bank may be or become a party or 
interested. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was read by its title a first and 
second time, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Is there objection to the consideration: 


| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. TALBOTT. By instruction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I wish to submit the following resolution, and ask unanimous consent 
tor its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, April 1, and on Wednesday, April 2, the House 
take a recess at 5 p. m. until 7.30 p. m., and that the session of each evening until 
adjournment shall be devoted to the consideration of bills and resolutions re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs or upon the Speaker's table over 
which the Committee on Naval Affairs may have jurisd ‘ction, except Senate bil! 
698 or other bills authorizing the construction of additional steel cruisers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the resolution ? 

Mr. MorkIsOoN, Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WARNER of 
Ohio, and others objected. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I hope gentlemen will not insist upon their ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MORRISON. I withdraw the objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the objection made by several other gentlemen has been withdrawn. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
PRINTING OF JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, [hold in my hand several joint resolu- 
tions adopted by the Legislature of the State of Iowa, and ask unani- 
mous consent that they be printed in the REcorD for the information 


Is there objection to the consideration 


‘ 





(ee? egrets 





he 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 





of the House. They are addressed to the Forty-eighth Congress. They 
are very short. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to have 
them read? 

Mr. WELLER. No. Ionly ask thatthey be printed in the RECORD. 
They are brief. 

Mr. KEIFER. What is the subject? 

Mr. WELLER. One relates to the liens of judgments obtained in 
the Federal courts and the other one to interstate commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to their printing in 
the RECORD? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

HEYL’S DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 211) to supply Congress with Heyl’s United States 
Duties on Imports; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. I ask unanimous conse vA to take from the 
Speaker’s s table, for present consideration, the eg . 1473) to enlarge 
the United States custom-house at Richmond, \ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will oe al atter which ob- 
jections, if any, will be in order. 

The bill was read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | 


sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
not insist on his objection. 

THE LATE DR. EDUARD LASKER. 

Mr. CURTIN. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs to submit the privileged report which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is impossible for us to tell whether the report is 
a privileged one or not until we hear it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. The 
Chair does not know whether it is privileged or not. 

Mr. KEIFER. I presume the question whether it is a privileged 
report will be reserved until it is read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All points will be reserve 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the message of the 
President of the United States, together with the correspondence of the State 
Department and certain resolutions submitted in the House, all referrit g to the 
death of Dr. Eduard Lasker, late an eminent citizen or subject « f the German 
Empire, has considered the various matters referred toit, and reports 

The resolutions adopted by the House on the 9th of January were intended to 
express to the German Government and people sympathy for the death of 
eminent man who died in this country, who had served his native land as 
member of its highest legislative body, and asatribute of respect to his mem 

While your committee is of opinion that said resolutions should have beer 
ceived and transmitted in the same spirit of cordiality and good-will by whic 
they were prompted, it refrains from expressing an opinion as to whether thx 
course pursued by the authorities of the German Empire in regard to th 





or was not in accordance with the proprieties governing the internal regulations 
of said empire, as a matter not within its province of consideration 
The dignified position assumed by the Department of State merits and will 


command the confidence of the country, fully sustaining the high charact 
which that Department has maintained since the organization of the Federal 
Government. 

As to the resolutions offered on the 10th day of March, your committee 
the opinion that they contain language, under present circumst es, Sup 
fluous and irrelevant, and not necessary or proper to vindicate the character o1 
dignity of this House. 

Your committee therefore reports back said resolutions with the recommen 
dation that they lic upon the table, and reports the following resolutions with 
the recommendation that they be adopted as a substitute therefor 

Resolved, That the resolutions referring to the death of Dr. Eduard Lasle1 
adopted by this House January 9 last, were intended as a tribute of respect to 


the memory of an eminent foreign statesman who had died within the | ted 
States, and an expression of sympathy with the German people, of whom he had 
been an honored representative. 

Resolved, That the House, having no official concern with the relations bet w« 


the executive and legislative branches of the German Government 
it requisite to its dignity to criticise the manner of the reception of t] 
lutions, or the circumstances which prevented their reaching their vation 
after they had been communicated through the proper channel to the Gern 
Government. 


Mr.CURTIN. I move the adoption of the resolutions reported 1} 
the committee. 


Mr. KEIFER. Although I think it very doubtful whether this isa 
privileged report or not, I do not desire to make the point, except to 


say I think this ought not to be madea precedent for future reports. | 
have no objection to the report being considered, and do not make the 


point that it does not present a matter of privilege. 

Mr. RYAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
the previous question. 

Mr. CURTIN. I think it is quite unnecessary to discuss the report, 
and I call the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 

insist on the prev ious question on the resolutions. We have made apol- 
ogies enough for being insulted without making this additional one. 
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Mr. CURTIN. I insist on the call for the previous question. I will 
say, however, in answer to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN }, 
that there is not one word or sentiment in the report or resolutions 
which can be construed into an apology to anybody. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the resolutions mean anything they mean an 
apology. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. CURTIN. Lam sure if my friend from Texas will examine the 
resolutions carefully he will find that they contain no apology 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. CURTIN] moves the previous question on the resolutions reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would it be in order to move to lay the 
whole matter on the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would be in order 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think that would be the right way to 
treat the German chancellor. I move to lay the whole business on the 
table and so get rid of it. He has insulted this Republic. Let us dis 
pose of it in that way. 

Several MEMBERS. Wait till the previous question is ordered 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
make his motion now to lay on the table? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir; I ask that the vote be now tak« 
on laying the whole matter on the table, unless the gentleman fron 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] desires to speak. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the previous question be ordered first 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr 
CURTIN ] to yield to me. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he desires to debate the report? Of course if the motion to 
lay on the table were agreed to that would cut him off. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. We do not want any debate. 

Mr. CURTIN. If I had desired to debate I would not have called 
the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I presumed so, and therefore I made n 
motion. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cox, of New York, 
to lay on the table, there were—ayes 83, noes 125. 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the gentleman from iowa not to in 
sist on that. 

Mr. WELLER. °At the suggestion of the gentleman from New York 
who submitted the motion to lay on the table I withdraw the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves the previous question on the adoption of the resolutions 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that in the 
opinion of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for a division. 

The aves rose; but oe the count was compl ted, 

Mr. REAGAN said: I do not ask for further count. 

So the previous question was orde = 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption fth 
resolutions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask for a second. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The previous question has been ordered 
bv the vote of the ee 

Mr. O¢ HIL TREE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 

Phe SPEAKER pro te mpore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. OCHILTREE, I wish to inquire whether theaction of the Ho 
in ordering the previous question cuts off all debate ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not Under therul titer the 
ordering of the previous question lifteen minutes are allowed 1 r debate 
on each side 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I ask to be recognized to make a fey 


The SPEAKER pro fe mpore. The Chair recognizes th rent 
from Texas [ Mr. OCHILTREE] 
Mr. CURTIN I would ask the gentleman fror 


l \ } 
is for or against the resolutions? 

Mr. OCHILTREI I will show to the gentleman how I stand l 
his question in the ve \ few minutes allowed to m l 
know betore I get through whether I am for them or avains di 

Mr. CURTIS I want to know now whether the ent in 
or against the resolutions reported from the Committee on | 
fairs 7 

Mr. OCHILTREE I am against the adoption ot t] eT 

Mr. CURTIN rhen you are entitled to fifteen minutes ot 
can take it at one 

Mr. OCHILTREE Thank you Laughtet it] 1 entitled to 
it 1 will keep i Phis is an American House of Repre 
not a reichstag 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, after the prev 


tion has been ordered thirty minutes is allowed for debat 
and fifteen against the proposition. The Chair recognizes Mr. | 
rREE for fifteen minutes in opposition to the re port of t Cr 
on Foreign Affairs 
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Mr. OCHILTREE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no gentleman on this 
; 















Committee on Foreign Afiairs, and ordinarily I am disposed to rely im- 
plicitly upon their judgment in routine matters affecting our relations 
abroad; but, sir, this affair has gone beyond the domain of ‘‘red tape 
and circumlocution.’’ It has assumed a phase that calls upon each and 
every Representative upon this floor to look to it that his individual 
honor and dignity are preserved, and in preserving their own to defend 
that of the people we represent. 

[t is not becoming, sir, to the dignity of this body to enter into any 
explanations whatever as to the meaning of the original resolution; it 
tion reported from the committee is unworthy the Representatives of this 
reat hatien 

Mr. Speaker, my connection with the introduction of this resolution 
renders it proper that I should give expression to the views that 
prompted me thereto. 

{mong the many who have raised their voices for the advancement 







one has been more conspicuous than Eduard Lasker—a man of hum- 
ble birth, of a proscribed and persecuted race, who had elevated him- 
self to a high position in a country wherein heretofore only those 
claiming the most exalted aristocratic lineage had been enabled to 
achieve eminence. What had impressed me most forcibly about him 
was his advocacy of constitutional government at home and his rela- 
tions to well-regulated liberty everywhere else in the world; not radi- 


lism, not socialism, but constitutional freedom. Idonot believe there 


























































Anglican and American liberty as was Dr. Lasker. As a writer alone, 


the tribute paid him by that resolution. I mean that such a compli- 
ment would not have been amiss had he left nothing upon record except 
his wonderful literary labors 

Suppose Matthew Arnold had died suddenly under the most painful 


tion of condolence in honor of his memory have been regarded with 


during t 


President of the United States and the great Senator are well aware that 
the most extreme feeling of antagonism existed between the two; and 
vet is there one within the sound of my voice who would believe that 
the hero who had shown at Appomattox the grandeur of a great soul, 
he who knew so well how to temper his mighty victory with sweet 


} 


the ancients— ‘De mortuis nil nisi bonum?”’ 
The impress of Lasker’s intellect and character is in every just law 


consolidation of the German Empire. 
October 18, 1870, well apply to himself: 
pion of right, liberty, and the grandeur of his fatherland. 


tutions. 


mas of progress and of reaction. 
Says Hanel 


and love for mankind. This work is our heritage. 


Unskillful he to fawn, or seek for power, 
; By doctrines fashion'd to the varying hour; 
j Far other aims his heart had learn’d to prize 
f More bent to raise the wretched than to rise. 


floor in my confidence and esteem for the distinguished members of the | 


speaks foritself. The semi-apologetic tone of that portion of the resolu- | 


and amelioration of the great body of the people of the Old World no | 
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Lasker was personally and politically the antithesis of Bismarck. The 
present incident in itself shows of what base metal the chancellor was 
molded. A courtier, cold, haughty, and insulting to the representatives 
of the people, he has ever been a subtle flatterer and sycophant to roy- 
alty. Thereis notan instance in his whole life where he ever of his own 
accord espoused the rights of the people against the usurpations of the 
crown. He has never lost an opportunity to denounce popular sover- 
eignty and constitutional government. The proudest boast of this man 
of ‘‘blood and iron,’’ who could have said with Napoleon that he was 
the Rudolf Hapsburg of his own family, is that he and his have served 
the royal family of Prussia for over two hundred years. 

The poet Coleridge well described such a man as one possessed of 
‘* intense selfishness—the alcohol of egotism.’’ Of course such a man 
can see a high political principle at stake when the representative body 
of the Great Republic recognizes and pays tribute to Eduard Lasker, 
the advocate of liberal ideas and constitutional government. The two 
principles, liberty on the one hand and despotism on the other, are in- 
compatible and can not coexist in the same country. The spirit of 
liberty is an attribute of strength wherever it exists; it speaks in win- 
ning accents to the hearts of men, and nerves them toassert their free- 
| dom and the right of self-government. Well may this proud and par- 





vas another German so profoundly versed in the great principles of 


and a thinker, apart from his active political life, he was entitled to 


circumstances during his late visit to this country, would a resolu- 


disfavor? Say, instead of Arnold, Lord Coleridge or Herbert Spencer. 
None of these men ever wrote anything surpassing Lasker’s lectures to 
the working classes or his powerful essays on constitutional or budget 
questions. Suppose that Charles Sumner had visited the continent 


1e time of the San Domingo imbroglio and had died there under 
the same untoward circumstances as did Eduard Lasker, would resolu- 
tions of condolence from a foreign parliament have been unseemly? All 
who are cognizant of the differences existing at that time between the 


mercy, would have answered a resolution of condolence passed by any 
foreign legislative body on the death of the accomplished Massachusetts 
Senator other than in that generous and forgiving manner practiced by 


that has passed the German Parliament within the last fifteen years, 
and even the great chancellor was at times compelled to depend upon 
his powerful aid to carry through many of his most important measures 
that at the time were imperatively demanded for the unification and 


The words which Lasker spoke at the coffin of his friend Twisten, 


Fifty years of his life were devoted to the fatherland. Again after fifty years 
the nation will weigh the words of the man, and judge what part of them be 
worthy to be handed downto posterity. We expect history to confirm our judg- 
ment; we are convinced that coming generations willesteem him a true cham- 


His entire political course was sustained by an unshaken faith in the 
happy future for the fatherland and the liberal development of free insti- 


The last of his greater, unfortunately unfinished, work related to the 
elucidation of the idea of liberalism in contrast to the partisan aims of 
the conservatives, and was an illustration of the two fundamental dog- 


rhe substance of his fruitful life was a free, unselfish service to fatherland. 
His highest ambition that the institutions of the re-established powerful empire 
might be sustained by the spirit of justice, of tolerance, of liberty of conscience, 


Lasker was a poor man all his life, and derived his livelihood from 
hard work as a lawyer and a writer. He despised riches, and worked 
tor the people regardless of his own interests. He was known as the 
people's lawyer, because he always appeared for the poor without fee. 


{4 compliment to Lasker. is a rebuke to the prince chancellor, for 


tisan instrument of despotism seek to shut out the moral influence of 
America’s example from the hearts and minds of the German people, 
brought to view in this demonstration of honor to the humble citizen 
Herr Lasker, whose purity of character, devotion toliberty, and exalted 
talents she holds in higher admiration than all the orders of nobility, 
all the stars and garters, and all the vast wealth conferred upon her 
obedient and serviceable chancellor. High principle, indeed—a princi- 
ple of absolute imperialism, which can not withstand the power of the 
moral influence of the Americanism of government. 

Mr. Speaker, when upon the sad news of the sudden and painful death 
of this great and good man, as it were in our very midst—for only a 
few days before he had stood upon this very floor and received respect- 
ful homage from many of the most.distinguished members of this body 
and none more earnest than the kind and cordial welcome of the Speaker 


himself, whom youso worthily represent to-day [Mr. BLACKBURN, of 
Kentucky, in the chair]—was it to be wondered at that I should in the 
line of precedent, as I shall attempt to show, have thought fit to lay that 
humble tribute upon his bier? The exigency was such that I thought 
it better the resolution should be introduced and passed without reter- 
ence to a committee, never for a moment deeming that there could be 
the least objection urged thereto. Indeed, I took occasion to consult 
with a distinguished member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a 
gentleman who has honored the nation and himself as the representative 
of our Government at one of the leading capitals of Europe, and at a 
court as jealous of its dignity and as careful of its prerogatives as any 
other in Christendom. 

The only surviving member of Herr Lasker’s family, anoble and de- 
voted brother, happens to be one of my constituents, and it was there 
in the bosom of his family that I had the honor of knowing, closel; and 
intimately, the many admirable traits, the high aims, and exsited vir- 
tues and patriotism of the dead statesman. 

And only afew days since I received a letter from Mr. Moritz Lasker, 
in which he quoted a portion of one received from the deceased, wherein 
he spoke kindly of the services I had been enabled to render him dur- 
ing his short sojourn at the capital, and I read it without I hope any 
imputation of egotism, but simply to show that my heart as well as my 
judgment was enlisted in the presentation of that resolution: 

Mr. OCHILTREE offered me his kind services, and has, without any shadow of 
ceremony, introduced me to President Arthur, the ministers of State, and to a 
number of Senators and Representatives, especially to the Speaker, Mr. CarR- 
LISLE. Judge REAGAN also, after vainly looking for him for two days, I met with 
to-day in the House of Representatives, and his personality made a most strik- 
ing impression upon me. 

My suggestion to the distinguished member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, as to the advisability of the introduction of this resolution, 
met with his instant approval, and upon my expressing a wish that 
he should draw up one that would be proper in all respects, he replied 
that, as I was possessed of a knowledge of the circumstances, I had best 
do so myself, whereupon the paper was formulated. Good or bad, as 
it may be, whether calculated to wound the sensibilities or to disturb 
the technical ideas of etiquette of the great chancellor, was not the ques- 
tion or motive with me. Little one recks when throwing a garland into 
the open grave of one who had done only good to his fellow-man whether 
the act would be repelled with the thrustofa bayonet. And yet there 
have been parallels, and one has been brought to my mind by this 
incident. 

| When King Charles IX of France, after the massacre of the Hugue- 
| 
j 


nots on Saint Bartholomew’s Day, had viewed the mutilated body of 


Admiral Coligni, whose hand in hypocritical assurance of friendship 
he had warmly pressed only a few days before, one of his courtiers 
called attention to the fact that the corpse was decaying fast and had 
become offensive in its odors. ‘* Let that be,’’ said the crowned mon- 
ster, ‘‘a dead enemy always smells good to me.”’ 

My motive, I reiterate to-day, was one purely and entirely of con- 
dolence and a pledge of sympathy and amity to the great country which 
Herr Lasker represented. AlthoughIdo not feel called upon to adduce 
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precedent for the introduction of this resolution, I will take occasion | 
to briefly cite a still more unusual if not more flattering homage paid to | 
the memory of one of America’s greatest sons. On the morning after | 
the news of the death of Benjamin Franklin reached Paris, June 11, | 
1791, Mirabeau arose in the Assembly, and in one of those grand perora- | 
tions that stamped him as the greatest orator of his time, among other | 
expressions he said: 

Political cabinets have but too long notified the death of those who are never 
great but in their funeral orations. The etiquette of courts has but too long 
sanctioned hypocritical grief. Nations ought only to mourn for their benefac- 


tors. The representatives of freemen ought never to recommend any other 
than the heroes of humanity to their homage. 


La Rochefoucauld and La Fayette rose immediately and seconded the 
motion of the orator, which was adopted by acclamation. It was fur- | 
ther resolved that the discourse of Mirabeau should be printed, and that | 
the president of the Assembly, Abbé Sieyés, should address a letter of 
condolence to the Congress of the United States. To this letter, in 
compliance with the instructions of Congress, Washington sent a reply, 
in which he said that ‘‘so peculiar and so signal an expression of the 
esteem of so respectable a ody for acitizen of the United States whose 
eminent and patriotic services are indelibly engraved on the minds of 
his countrymen can not fail to be appreciated by them as it ought to 
be.’”? What acontrast this dignified and noble answer of the immortal 
Washington is to the ungraceful and petulant reply of the arrogant 
chancellor ! 

Again, I read from the proceedings of the Senate of the United States 
(then, I believe, in executive session after the adjournment of Con- 
gress), wherein resolutions of condolence were sent to the Government 
and family of the Czar of all the Russias: 

DEATH OF 


THE RUSSIA 

Mr. MorGan. Lask unanimous consent to offer a resolution 
read for information at this time, when I shall ask that it lie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

‘Whereas the Senate of the United States of America, now convened in special 
session, has been informed of the death, by unlawful and inhuiman violence, of 
His Majesty the Emperor Alexander II of Russia: 

** Resolved, That the Senate unites its voice with that of all civilize 


CZAR OF 


ind to have it 
on the table 


i people in 


denouncing assassination as 2 means of redress for any grievances, cither real 
or imaginary. 

“2. That, remembering and cherishing with satisfaction the relations of gen- 
uine friendship that have always existed between the people and the Govern- 


ments of Russiaand of the United States, to the strengthening and m 
of which the late emperor has earnestly contributed ‘his great 
Senate extends to the Government and people of 
in this sad national bereavement. 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate deliver a copy of these resolutions 
to the President of the United States, with the request that he communicate the 
same to the Russian Government.”’ 


Lintenance 
the 


Russia its sincere condolence 


influence 





And yet there seems to have been no objection urged in all that 
mighty realm when this message of sympathy was presented, because 
perchance they were indicative of svmpathy for the death of one who 
ruled by divine right, because they were written on parchment and 
bore great seals of state, and were delivered by befrilled and befurhbe- 
lowed courtiers at the very foot of the throne of the great Peter. Is it 


to be supposed that we intended by those resolutions of condolence to 


convey to the successor of the unfortunate Czar an indorsement of his 
policy of absolute government, any more than we intended to indorse 
German liberalism or to reflect on the chancellor’s policy in passing 
the resolutions expressive of respect and sympathy for Germany when 
death deprived her of the great patriot Lasker? See how the polite and 
accomplished minister of the Emperor Alexander responds. 


DEATH OF THE CZAR OF RUSSIA, 
The Vicr-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following communication; 
which was read: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 4, 1881. 
Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the information of the Senate, 
a copy of the response of the Russian Government to the communication made 
to it, by the United States minister at St. Petersburg, of the Senate resolution of 
the 15th ultimo on the death of the late Emperor Alexander II. 
I have the honor te be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JAMES G. BLAINE 
Hon. CHESTER A. ARTHUR, &c., &c., &c., 
President of the Senate 
[Inclosure. } 
Mr. De Giers to Mr. Foster. 
Sr. PETERSBURG, March5 (O. S.), 1881 March 17, 1381.] 


[Translation. } 
Sr. PETERSBURG, March 5, 1881 

Sir: I have submitted to His Majesty the Emperor the letter you addressed 
to me in order to transmit to me the vote of the Senate of the United States of 
America on the occasion of the horrible crime under which ha 
factor-sovereign whom all Russia weeps for to-day. 

My august master has been profoundly touched by this mark of respect for his 
beloved father and of sympathy with himself, coming from the high assembly 
of a country for which the deceased emperor always professed a sin esteem 
and warm friendship. It is a legacy which he leaves to the Emperor Alexander 
il, and which his majesty, in accord with the Russian nation, 
bottom of his heart. 

Will you, sir, give thisassurance to the Senate of the United States, while trans 
mitting to it the thanks of my august master ? 

Receive at the same time, &c., &e., 


; fallen the bene- 





accepts from the 


GIERS 
Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the communication lie on the table and be 


printed. 
The motion was agreed to 
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Now, it has been asserted that the passage of the returned resolution 
was not called for, because Dr. Lasker did not occupy that position of 
eminence that would justify such extraordinary action on the part of 
this House. In reply to this I shall quote to you a few words as to what 
was said at his obsequies in New York by two of our own countrymen, 
Andrew White, president of Cornell University, and ex-Nenator Car! 
Schurz, neither of whom needs any introduction from me, and both ot 
whom have in times past represented this Government with honor and 
distinction in the most responsible and important positions both at home 
and abroad. President White, for years the honored minister of the 
United States at Berlin, said 




















It is now four years since I saw for the first time him to whom Ame is to 
day pay the last sad tribute. He stood in the Parliament of his country, nomi 
nally the representative of iis metropolis, really as the representative 
stituency far greater and wider than that; for wherever on German soil ‘ 
struggled for reason against unreason, for justice inst injust for ht 
against wrong, there were the friends and constituents of Eduard Laske 

Soon afterwerd I came to honor him asa fricnd, saw him in h 
and in mine, discussed with him political problems both German aA 
and my respect for him became deeper still. He was indeed a German to his 
heart's core; but he was more than that He represented some 
than the German Enipire, something higher than ifsinterests. His ! 
were extended to liberty throughout the world, his faith rose t i 
high destiny of man. 

But let us look at his career more closely 

First, then, he represented the idea of liberty, rational anid it 
liberty which finds its joy in carnage, not liberty which springs th 
of a mob, not liberty which produces fine speeches and no ay me 
rejoicing in industrious pear based upon principles, secured | i 
insisting not only upon rizhts but upon duties 

Next, he re presente ad the idea of progress ; not wild progress, s 
noise and chicanery, but a steady progress, secured by order and t 
based upon the application of justice and law 

He re pres nted :ilso the idea of reform not of reform by v rue «i il 
or by the trick of shielding partisan friends and exposing partisa 
by thorough study of the defects of his own country and the ex ‘ 
other countries, by fearless exposure t whethe i 4 
whether of this party or of that, by an zle against t 
place or pelf which in this century is tl i it i ma 

And, finally, he represented the ele ! ! 1 
muntic ideals, not by making of existing society a heap of I x “ 
or dreamers “ orating irom its summ but “ ! 
truth and justice in laws, in institutions, and in the hearts « 

Such was the man: and for such an apostolate he was well e«rt ed 
writer and scholar, he took high rank in aland richly endowed wit 
scholars. Asan essayist, he took a wide range The tirst of his essay t 
volume most recently collected up the dealing with state problem 
world problems. Following this are discussions philologica Lhie d 
finally brief treatises upon the best methods of instruction. Broad as th 
was, he brought togvery part of it deep and conse itious t! t 

Asa statesman, few equaled him in the work of adjusting s ‘ to 

} time. As a debater, no one among those eminent statesmen of th irs 
the « mipire surpass i him in keenness and Vigor 
My friends, as we stand by his coffin there must come up f 
|} soulsare not hopelessly closed a vivid sense of the brotherho I I 
liesone, born far froin us, separated from many of us by abysses of race in L 
creed, custom—yet in the highest sense our brother his brotherho re 
ognized No barriers of creed could shut out from him the view of it Ne 
was he more vigorousthan when he stood up for the righ!s of Roman ho 
i iament; never more eloquent than when he stood by the grave of Y 
estant friend Twisten. He came of that race which has upheld for thousands 
of years, against all temptation, all sophistry, all obloquy, all cruelty, the idea 
the Divine Unity And he loved hisrace; but he rose superior toall the envir 
ments of race and creed. Like Baruch Spinoza and Hugo Grotiusint vel 
teenth century, like Moses Mendelssohn and Gotthold Lessing in the cig enth 














century, so did Eduard Lasker in the nineteenth century belong to 
and noble and true souls who have labored to make this earth better and 

|} beautiful, who, whether Jew or gentile, form the true elect of mail 1, tt 
Israel of God 

Well might we praise Lasker's eloquence with which he swayed the 

| his peers in the Prussian Diet and in the German Parliament, and fortified opin 
ions or remodeled them; his ever-armed readiness to meet the unexpected; his 
eutting criticism, and the adroitness in debate with which he knew how to con 
fuse andoverpoweranantagonist. A)l this has brought him well-merited praise 
but it was not this which has endeared him to the German people it wa ) 
only the master in parliamentary fencing which the people honored in hit it 
revered in him far more the earnest man, who devoted his whole ind ‘ 
with vast knowledge, to the service of the fatherland. It honored in him the 
jurist who found the means in his own deep, comprehensive knowledge not to 
become a law trickster for his own advantage, but a law reformer, laboring for 
the common welfare. It honored in him the statesinanlike lawgiver, w w 
within the compass of his conception and investigations a ions of | 
interest, devoting to it an inexhaustible produc » power and an alm pain 
ful conscientiousness and zeal which knew of no rest Thus the stamp of his 
mind became perceptibly imprinted on the wide range of laws rade in h 
whether constitutional or municipal, whether referring to the penal code or pro 


vincial enactments, educational or military questions, home or foreign 


politics 












It honored in him the patriot, whose every thoughtand action was inspired by 
| the warmest love of country, who watched over the welfare of his people with 
an almost motherly devotion, who boldly dismasked the growing corruption 
|} and who he eall of duty, disdained the favor of the ghty, defying their dis 
pleasure; but who also, if the public interest seemed to demand it of him, was 
eapable to hold out the hand of reconciliation, even after the most bitter con 
troversy, to assist in that which he had proved to be good, and ready to rend: 
to his opponent the tribute of his gratitude for his merits in the servi 
fatherland 
nd, lastly, it nonored in him the man whose strict integrity even the tongu 
of calumny did not dare to assail, who despised richesand pomp in his iselesa 
labors to be useful, whose noble soul revolted against every wrong, whose te 
heart felt the cares and wants of othersas were they hisown, and whose s] 
life was a pattern to all 
This was La r, whom the German people honored in his life and at wh« 
death they mourt 
A few months ago he came to us, tired and sick, to seek in this coun 
toration of vigor, rest, health, new hope, and desire for work Ofttim« tseemed 
as if his quest would be rewarded. His friends were pleased with 
pearance, his re awakening humor, and the kind and thoughtful ove 
in his narration of what he saw and experienced: and he had seenand rnued so 
nuch here which gave him new jy in life and fresh courage 
The accomplished statesman, the patriot nd militat Le tT two 


———— 
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continents, Carl Schurz, paid the following tribute to the memory of 


LAaSKe! 






The f the an at whose dead body we stand awakens the memory of 
great struggles. B it this bier the voice of party is silent Honor owes and 
h r gives the German to the mightiest of all the statesmen of ourtime, whose 
far sight, prodigious power, and bold courage res« ued the old fatherland of 

s desolate disruption and humiliating impotence. All honor to the wise war- 
riors and to the hercic people in arms who swept the field for the union of the 
great German nation and the resurrection of the empire in new power and 
vlory And no less honor is due to the men who, with patriotic spirit and zeal- 
ous conviction, endeavored to finish this mighty building not only as a strong 
bulwark against the outer enemy, but also as a safe and homelike dwelling for 
a free people. And when the German recalls this list of honor the name of 


Eduard Lasker will rank among the very first 

fhe independence of a nation, the existence of an empire, and its outward 
power, safety, and honor are maintained and guarded by diplomatic prudence 
and by the sword. But the welfare of a people and its inner moral greatness 


can only prosper through the rule of right embodied in the law. History per- 
1aps records more brilliantly the fame of the conqueror who, after sanguinary 
struggles, plants his victorious banners on the field of battle, who destroys hos- 


tile armies, and subjugates peoples; but his real merit is only measured by the 
aim for whose realization he fights More calmly and modestly labors the 
man who fathoms with conscientious research the moral and social condition of 
his people, apprehends their wants, exposes the imperfections of the common- 
wealth, devises means to better this condition, to heal these infirmities, to re- 
strain power within its proper limits, to helpthe weak to his right, and to secure 
lividual liberty in the common order 
rhus manifests itself the wise legislator, the more quiet and more modest but 
n reality the greater benefactor of mankind. Uponsucha field has the departed 
won his laureis, asthe problem had to be solved to shape Germany’s new era 
nto enduring institutions and lawful order 
Welldo I know that there are petty critics who say, whatisal’ this worth? Has 
he not been guilty of political errors? Did he not show himself in momentous 
situations weak and wavering? Beitso. He has committed errors and exhib- 
ted weakness. Butof what consequence are these errors when we consider the 


great things he has accomplished? Whatare these weaknesses when compared 
with his virtues, which make him the peer of the first of his time? 

Poor indeed would be the critic who would tear the sun from the firmament 
because its rays are too hot in the summer or not warm enough in the winter. 
rake the whole man as he was, and as he now stands in the history of histime, 
“ iall his thoughts and deeds, with his immense knowledge and noble aspira- 
tions, with his unselfish devotion and the extent of his work, how many are 


there who surpass him’? Where is the nation which would not be proud to 

name him among their own? 
It sounds like a libel] upon human nature when the report reaches us from the 
ther side that the fanatics of this new persecution of the Jews, thisempty mock- 
ery of the boasted enlightenment and civilization of the nineteenth century, 
even now, after having darkened the last years of his life, are seeking to vilify 
him in the coffin because he was a Jew. Let us pity them, for they realize not 
their own shame and disgrace; in truth it may be said, ‘‘ They know not what 
they do! gut all the more willing and proud are we to stand here, American 
ind German citizens of a free country, not of his faith, and with us stands every 
norable man who respects a man’s true worth, and remembering the noble 
art, the great mind and lofty ambition of the departed, we reach the hand of 


brotherhood t 


to him even beyond the grave. 





Let us see; and I beg the courtesy of the House while I attempt to 
explain in as brief a manner as possible the condition of partiesin Ger- 
many and the relation of the distinguished dead thereto. 

\bsolute power pertains to every nation, the supreme and sovereign 
power which rules the entire body-politic. The residence of that sov- 
ereignty is the great question of the nineteenthcentury. Im America, in 
England, and in Franceit unquestionably lies inthe massof the society, 
the community. InGermany it rests in the crown, not deiegated, not 
held in trust, but inherently and absolutely, although since 1866 there 
has been a claim or show of constitutional government. All Germany 
has long been restless under this despotic form of government. 

rhe liberal party of Germany is divided into three fractions: The 
progressist, the national liberal, and the secessionist. In 1866, after 
the Austro-Prussian war, which the government had carried on with- 
out any appropriation from Parliament, a conflict occurred between the 
representatives of the people and Bismarck. The old Parliament hav- 
ing been dissolved by the government, a new Parliament was elected 
more largely in opposition than was the previous one. Bismarck pro- 
posed a compromise, by acknowledging that the carrying on of the war 
withoutappropriation had been unconstitutional, and, provided that the 
present Parliament would give him indemnity for the money expended, 
he would then agree to a clause in the constitution which would make 
the expenditure of money permissible only after proper appropriation. 

Che progressist party refused indemnity. It was then that, mainly 
through the influence of Lasker, the national liberal party was formed 
upon the basis of the compromise offered by Bismarck. For eight years 
following this party, in healthy co-operation with Bismarck, established 
the now existing German constitution. In 1879, when Lasker found 


+} 


that the national liberal party were leaving the principles from which 
they took their name, and supporting Bismarck unconditionally, he 
seceded from it and was soon followed by its most prominent members, 
such as Baumberger, Richert, Forckenbeck, Stauffenbach, and others. 
rhis fraction of the liberal party is now called the secession party. 

Che conservative party consists of a great portion of the old nobility 
and Junkerdom, who accepted the German constitution very reluct- 
antly, and are only too glad to support the reactionary measures of the 
prince chancellor, being warmest in their support when his actions 
gnore mostly the constitution that he helped to frame. 

rhe ultramontane party is the catholic or church party, led by 
Windthorst. This party was formed at the time Bismarck inaugu- 
rated the noted Kulturkampf. There is no such thing as a government 
majority in the German Parliament, and the only way a majority can 
be obtained is by forming a combination of two or more of the parties 


; 
mentioned 
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Mr. Herbert Tuttle, in an interesting article on the representative 
composition of the Imperial Diet, said: 


It represents all sections, all interests, all classes, all shades of political opin- 
ion; North German and South German ; the Danes of Schleswig and the Poles 
of Posen are united in a single assembly. It contains Calvinists, Lutherans, 
Catholics, Jews, skeptics, and atheists. Printers and blacksmiths sit side by 
side with mediatized princes of the empire, priests by the side of judges, law- 
yers and professors with farmers and merchants. The division of parties is 
carried out with almost the minuteness of the scholastic logicians, so that the 
differences between some of them are hardly perceptible to the naked eye. 
Thus there may be found the German imperial party, or free conservatives, 
and then the conservatives proper, who are, however, no less free than their 
neighbors. The Catholics form a party called the center. But the Poles are 
also Catholics, yet they make a fraction by themselves; and so, too, are, for the 
most part, the deputies of Alsace-Lorraine, who have their own place in the 
parliamentary annual, 

As to talent, finally, the Diet contains the best there isin Germany. The in- 
eligible by law are few in number, and it must be said for the credit of the Ger- 
man constituencies that they have seldom been influenced by local claims, but 
have almostinvariably preferred men of reputation and ability, wherever found, 
to obscure nobodies of tbeir own neighborhood and district. 

As soon as the determination of the chancellor to introduce protection became 
clearly known. and many liberals were hesitating between servile personal de- 
votion to Bismarck and loyalty to their early economic convictions, Forcken- 
beck, though still president of the Diet, and burgomaster, not of Breslau, but 
of the capital, Berlin itself, came out openly and boldly in opposition, and made 
speeches which created an impassable gulf between him and the government. 
His fate was from that moment decided. Forckenbeck, and with him the lib- 
erals, must be punished at any cost. The cost was that of sacrifices to the ultra- 
montanes, without whose aid the conservatives could not carry their candidates, 
and in the winter of 1878-’79 this coalition elevated Herr Von Seydewitz to the 
speakership. 


This same writer goes on to say: 


There are men in the German Reichstag whose forensic talents would adorn 
any legislative body in the world,and who presumably, if in office, would de- 
velop administrative talents not inferior to those of the forum who in England 
or France could command, and, if party conditions were favorable, would re- 

| ceive, portfolios in the ministry, but who under the German system may spend 
their lives in unprofitable debate, without ever being invited to share the work 
of construction and execution. Such a man is, for instance, Professor Gneist. 
Known abroad, and well known as an accomplished jurist and constitutional 
scholar, he has in Germany the additional reputation of an experienced legis- 
lator, who has left his imprint on nearly every great organic measure of the past 
decade as an effective debater, who is always heard with the profoundest re- 
spect, and as a politician who only wants the opportunity to show the qualities 
of the statesman 


Speaking of Lasker, he says: 


He is a product of the *‘ Conflikts-Zeit,’’ but from 1866 to 1878 he ranked as a tol- 
erably regular, though candid and discriminating, supporter of Bismarck’s pol- 
icy. The constitutional legislation of 1867 and again of 1871 enjoyed the advan- 
tage of his intelligent and forcible advocacy. * * * The great process of ju- 
dicial reform and consolidation received from him a support which Bismarck 
hardly distinguished from open hostility, but which was indispensable to its tri 
umph. Eventhe repressive measures against socialism, though deplorcd, were 
practically accepted by Lasker 

But the chancellor is satisfied in the end with nothing short of absolute and 
unhesitating obedience. The breach between him and Lasker, threatened for 
| several years, finally came in 1878, and, as in the case of Forckenbeck, it was 

caused by the fiscal innovations. A brief explanation of this fatal controversy 

is essential to a correct understanding of the actual relations of parties in the 

Diet. 

The traditional policy of the empire, or rather of the Zollverein, which ante- 
dates the empire, was that of free trade. It had, indeed, always had its ene- 
mies. Some were such from conviction, others from interest; but they were few 
in number, and withoutinfluence. The government, with Bismarck at its head, 
paid no attention to the dreary harangues which men like Kardorff and Varn- 
biler annually delivered on their favorite grievance, and up to 1878 showcd no 
disposition to suffer, much less to propose, any change. But in 1878 the chan- 
celior began to waver, and after various preparatory hints and signs, actually 
issued a protectionist manifesto, which at once revolutionized the whole aspect 
of affairs. Commercial reasons, fiscal reasons, political reasons, were all used 
to justify the abandonment of free trade. German industry was languishing, 
and needed the stimulus of favorable legislation; the imperial tieasury was 
not sufficiently independent, and ought to have revenues of its own adequate 
to its wants; the old system was the chief prop of state-rights, and its modifica- 
tion would be a great step toward unity and strength. These arzuments were 
all specious, and some of them, from one point of view, not unsound; and where 
the argument failed, the prince threw his own personality into the scale, and 
eventually carried his point. Parties were vi isly distributed in regard to 
the subject, but the distribution was no obstacle to Bismarck's plans. The con- 
servatives were on the whole inclined to protection for itsown sake, and ready 
to accept it blindly for the sake of its new champion. The radicals were op- 
posed both to the person and the project of the chancellor. The ultramontanes, 
as above said, were open to what the French call a “ transaction.’ And as for 
the national liberals, they were keenly anxious to avoid a rupture with the 
great minister, whom they had supported for over a decade, but they were also 
committed, as a party and as individuals, to the cause of free trade. The result 
was easy to predict A schism in the party was produced, some of them throw- 
ing aside their convictions out of subservience to Bismarck, and the others obey- 
ing their consciences, and going into reluctant opposition. The conservatives, 
the ultramontanes, and afew of the national liberals formed a majority, and 
the work was don Protection was introduced, Forckenbeck was expelled 
from the speakership, and the national liberal party went to pieces 

Chis explains why Lasker is now found in the opposition, and with him some 
of the best talent of the party, among them the gifted Bamberger. 


With this explanation I shall quote from adherents of one or the 
other of these parties to show Lasker's political standing in Germany; 
and I think I shall succeed in proving that by none of the parties was 
he looked upon or treated as either a strict opponent to the existing 
government, or, much less, an ordinary agitator, but that all agree, no 
matter how much they might have occasion to differ with him politic- 
ally, as to his patriotism and true efforts to act only for the good of 
the fatherland. 

We find attending his funeral not, as seems to be the general im- 
pression here, simply adherents of his own immediate party friends, 
but, on the contrary, conservatives, ultramontanes, the liberal party 

. in all its shades, all the dignitaries of the city of Berlin, representatives 
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of the press, professors of the universities—in fact, all phases of German 
life and German politics except those directly under the control of the 
chancellor. We find there the president of the Reichstag, who is an 
ultra conservative; we find the vice-president of the same body, also 
a conservative; nearly all the chief officers of the Prussian Diet and the 
president of the imperial chamber. In fact, most of such as hold any 
public positions in either the German or Prussian Parliament 
bled with the political friends of the deceased statesman to render the 
last honors to his memory. 

No wonder, then, that the absence of al] such officials as depend upon 
the will of the government only appears the more glaring. I shall at- 
tempt to show from quotations, from writers and speakers of all polit- 
ical sides, as to the difference of feeling about Lasker in Germany bet 
and after the funeral. 

Heinrich Richert, member of the Reichstag, says: 


assem- 


ore 


Friends and opponents know what services he has rendered in the most im- 
portant departments of our legislation; they know that his wonderful, inex- 
haustible working power, his quick and keenly penetrating perception, and his 
earnest mind were, especially during the great reformatory epoch since the 
wars of 1866 and 1870,the most reliable support of alletforts in behalf of national 
success and liberal institutions. He frequently characterized as the happiest 
epoch in his life, notwithstanding the labor they cost him, those significant years 
when the government and the people's representatives labored harmoniously 
in retrieving the neglect of decenniums. 


Does this sound like the comment of one agitator about another? I 
shall continue to read from the same source and leave 
whether the remarks are of a partisan nature: 


you to judge 


Whenever the idea of the national state had to be upheldin contrast to narrow 
minded particularism, whenever it was necessary to assist the d h 
public weal against selfish acts and to cleanse public life of low ] 
was he ever found in the front of the fray. At this time his influence i: ! 
ment, inconvenient as it may have been to many, was undisputed. During 
those laborious years Lasker indulged in but very little leisure and reercation, not 
for the want of their proper appreciation, nor because he would not have under 
stood how to use time taken from political work ina more pleasant manner. Few 
understood how to enjoy the wonders of nature and art with so much thorough 
exaltation as he. His sense for the beautiful, his great respe 
search, caused him to seek especially the society of men of science 
Nor did he despise true sociability, and he knew how t: 
by good humor and ready wit, until he, usually before any of the others 
to return to his labors. To him the doctrines of love of mankind 
rights for cll were no mere theories; he substantiated them by h ls in his 
mode ofiiving and intercourse. He was not only a reliable friend to his polit- 
ical associates, but held also most pleasant personal relations with political op- 
ponents During the conflicts of 1878 and the following years Lasker 
stood in the front rank, notwithstanding his failing health, 

In the positive creations also he took, as far as his convictions would permit, 
2 most active part,in spite of unfavorable circumstances. Only last year he ac- 
cepted a place in the commission for the sick-fand law, despite the remonstrances 
of his friends, and labored in it for months, besides performing his duti 
sessions of the house. Lasker's eminent services in this commission during the 
deliberations of the Reichstag met with recognition from all sides of the house 
It was the last of his parliamentary labors. It had so completely exhausted him 
and he showed such evidences of an overstrain of his faculties that even he be- 
came convinced of the necessity of indulging for some time in quiet retirement. 
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You see the spirit of all that is said here is in praise of one who was 
assumed to be beyond dispute a patriot and a lover of his country 
under the institutions then existing. Albert Hanel, progressist, with 
whom Lasker had had many a political tilt, says of him: 

We most deeply mourn for the man—not because it is the custom to let party- 
ism be silent at the open grave, but because the importance of 
it. He grew out of narrow circumstances, he lacked the backing which rank 
and fortune afford; he was not favored by reason of physical advantages nor 
through insinuating mental endowments; he has never sought nor found the 
favors of the governing powers fhrough never-tiring energy, incessant indus- 
try, through a character trained to morality, and relying only upon his own 
powers and his own courage, he succeeded in securing for himself a foremost 
place in the Parliament of Germany, in directing party life ina decisive manner 
and in exerting an important influence on the government and the course and 
character of legislation. That is merit, independent of the estimate to be placed 
on the results of each of his actions. For it isa blessing to every people to find 
animating examples of what the will and effort of one man may ac« 
be possessed of conciliating evidences that the distinctions ondi- 
tions of life are not insurmountable. Among the self-made men of Germany 
Lasker will always be named first, and with reverence. 


his life demands 








omplish, to 


n the outer « 


Rudolph Gneist, a national liberal of Bismarck proclivities, and one 
of the acknowledged leaders of the Reichstag, says: 


Ever filled with warmest love for fatherland, ever spurred to strive for the 


highest moral ideal of the state, ever honestly working for tl lization of 
his ideal on the basis of existing conditions, Eduard Lasker wil! not only live 
in the memory of his friends—his name will ever be mentioned among the most 


honorable and most unselfish, who, during a happy epoch, labored most pro- 


ductively. I know that I may pronounce this grateful acknowledgment in be- 
half of all my political friends. 

Is such tribute usually paid to a partisan or an agitator by one op- 
posed to him politically during life ? 

Hear Ludwig Baumbach, one of Germany’s greatest m 

It was a horror to our friends to seethe German Reichstag desecrated by hag 
gling and chafing over import duties on grain and iron. Many a ons nud of 


his Christianity, could have learned much from this Jew, especially that human- 
ity which is the true foundation of Christianity ; 

I remember that Dr. Windthorst, who always cherished kindly feelii for 
Lasker, although his opponent, said to me once, ‘* Lasker has for year 
fully one-half of the parliamentary work.’ 


Lasker was a thorough national man He himself has told me that in his 





earliest youth, when among (ie poor, maltreated Jews in the province of Posen 
where he grew up, they were imbued with the liighest respect for the Prussian 
monarchy and Hohenzollerns, and how that respect had been ind 
pressed upon his mind 

Speaking of the influence which the enactment of the « 1 cod 
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which was mainly Lasker's work 
Baumbach says 
At thai time the life of the party seem n danger, and then it w 
Lasker said tome \ party isas 
is wrecked, the German nation has it 
Our deceased friend had, d 
having indorsed Prince B 
criticised the severity wit 


He 


ceased 


purpose; evenif the national liberal party 
minal law 

been frequentiv 
smarck’'s policy altogether too readily, while « t 
h which he not unfrequently opposed the chance or 
himself said once inthe Reik 


scr 





illera ltutercours twe 


| can say for myself, and the e uuntry knows it to be true, that IT } 5 
ported the chancellor through many years in a spirit that has ‘ 
by any one in this house, whether with as much ability « t is 
opinion. IT was not his opponent when he fo d the poliey which 
diates to-day. Iam natura!ly his opponent since he wa Lin the opposit 
rection. Of course,I have always rendered my assistan vith th 


pendence of my own opinion. If that alone sutlices to make me | oppon 
then certainly I have been his adversary of old 

As is well known, the chancellor answered thereto t 
stroy his illusions with rough hands 









‘* The representative,’ said Prince Bismarck 8 perhaps so org 
that he considers as a kindness what the recipient considers—I will not say 
grievance, but asanactof opposition. I have felt hiseiforts fr ve be 
to be, though not in principle, yet fact, opposed to me and my pla ) 
some amendments of Lasker were eed to I had little hope of su rt. at 
these amendments frequently crossed my tendencies severely 1 i at 
owe no thanks for any support rendered me by hin 

; ) . } ‘ ‘ 

In Lasker’s celebrated speech against the excesses in the matter o 
charging railroad companies, he said: 

During my whole life I have taken pains that every step of mine in pe i 
matters can bear public serutiny; that I refused everything which was 
in direct contradiction but even in competition with my pul wets 

Only a man so irreproachable as Lasker could ; le Mos 








ential and prominent men at the time when stock swindling flo 
most, as he did in his speech of February 7, 1873. Wherev I 
found wrongdoing, his character ceased to be mild. Said he in his mem 
orable speech 

I have received letters threatening to publish names w 


political friends 


hich would make the seandal as far-reaching 
one,all should fall 


Gentl 





‘men, L- have derided those th ts Wh 





clear conscience need not care for such th igs ind, God f bid 
not deserve io be here have sneaked into the i . ‘ 
them out! Goodsocietyv discards them they « te ch 
| of the people stands unimpaired. But as long en ren I 
society as secret poison, they will corrupt; therefore, out w them 
And yet the close of this life filled with conflicts and di i 








rounded off beaut®ully. Joyfully was he affected by the ho 
him on the other side of the ocean 

Baumbach continues: 

I find,’ wrote the dear friend to me but a few week 
soucht—grand, encouraging.and refreshing impressio j int ft 
to America among the happiest performances of sy lif It is ex 
teresting to observe how in the life of the far East,the whole West, as 4 
the South of that great coun the same vy ews preva and how ident 
affairs of state are being performed in the widely differ t po : 
continent. Public opinion anc onal pridea so unis sal. that we 
wish Germany may have an equally powerful national g and \ 
of union and an equal unity of interest 


And this from a member of his own party Does he boast of 
league as one who had attempted to destroy the institutions of 
ernment, orone who had succeeded in his opposition to the ¢ Xisti 
ernment ? of him as one who, whether e 
with or opposing the chancellor, was guided 
fure of the state? Does he not tell in Lasker’s own word 
party was considered by him but the means, the good of thi 
country the object, in all his political efforts ? 


was said by Baumberger 


Or does he spe ik 


only by one idea, the 


you, 


In quoting to you \ 


unquestionably the first German orator ot 




















day) after the funeral, I wish you to pay close attention to the ¢ 
that this jealous abstinence of all government officials from the fune 
of this man, whose memory was universally acknowledged to be 
to the whole country, naturally had upon the minds of the G 
people 

Says Baum rye! 

Sach a panorama has passed before us this mor gy | 
merit tha iwthing mv words can descri ; 

yreat p il ass tio! presentin ‘ 

h of Ge ny vho rt de 
around the catafalque, plain tentation. as was it t 
especially without that offi which hee maine % 
which we have not missed to- Ou i f sy . t 
no part of him who was a wl ZA s 
who needed no other support but th th ghts which 
I be capable of portraying a man wl iers I ds 1 
to himself! 

Vherever grand r m n goo mere i ed ty ? 
during nearly two decenniums, the t! name of Lasker sh ein the 
rank, there his co-operat 1 was al s in i rh ins} ition 
the people to grand achievem swas partly his w ind that harvest 
deeds which t ibs i 1 ty 1 nat bevar 
that of any oti th } <8 of ster-h i rag | 
who was our dea riend He it was who labored more incessant 
verse i ‘ 3 as tes t very f t ctiv 

Le 1is a great master; in destroying mortal life e also elevates 
oppressiveness of tempora rriers in which ioves. He portr 
whole before the v m of the survivor in one moment And this 
ad pert if ies ore Lt I t ve it é 
d im th i it r ( i that had = ed 
Las : . th And as ‘ inl t 
t 1 of acdmira i ss seas was heard, s r { 
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mm north to south, from east to west. And well may we say this mo- 


death alone has re-established that justice which for a time seemed to 
x” denied to him 


Men who honor Germany without distinction of party, who love Germany, 
who are filled with the kindest wishes for Germany, and know it well from 
personal observation—men like Carl Schurz and Andrew White, the latter, who 
isn ster of the United States lived in Berlin for years, and as ascholaras well 

sustatesinan learned to appreciate Germany such men have borne witness 
of Lasker's universal fame; and the Congress of American Representatives—to 

hom, as I believe, Germany's liberal-minded men may express their grateful 
thanksin my vy e—that Congress has shown us by the honorable vote for the 


memory of our friend how not only the world separated by space, but also that 
separated by time—posterity—will judge him 

And how could it be otherwise? How coudd we, when we contemplate the 
works of the man—I mean his influence on his fellow-citizens—how could we ex- 
plain them except by the fact that also he understood to speak and act from the 
nnermost and best part of the nation. Oh,he was not armed with the wiles of 
the misleader of the people Nobody could have been less a demagogue; no 
one was less affected by the wild element that carries away the passions of an 
easily moved populace by the delusions of oratory What he did have, what 
won him hearts, what made his word to be more important than that of thou- 
sands, was the fact that he spoke from out of the inwardness of a whole people 
Chis made him powerful, and there is no other real power of speech but this 
\{n orator may please, but he who for more than a decennium forms the thoughts 
resolutions, and views of his fellow-citizens does only succeed by being one of 
them, by having read the innermost recesses of their souls, and, knowing, to 
clothe in words the uninterpreted thoughts floating through their minds. That 
was his art, his secret. Not he, the German nation, has for more than ten years 
spoken through his mouth 

And now I ask what was the true work of this battler, this man who made 
himself so prominentin the state and among the people? I would not like to 
say that he was really what is called a man of liberty, nor that the phrase * the 
man of the people covers and exhausts the meaning. Certainly a good and 
liberal portion of both was in him, but were I asked to picture in a single word 
the man, the flame that burned most strongly within him, and was the spiritus 
ector of all his thoughts and deeds, then would I say ** He wasa mau of right 
right and justice!"’ Right and justice was the god that dwelt within his soul; 
that explains all his thoughts and works. I myself found during the last days, 
among the notes I searched to again familiarize myself with his fruitful course 
of life, the first traces of his appearance in public, and I found them in an ac} 
vindicating right and justice 

A liberal candidate for Parliament was to be nominated for a Berlin district 
in the beginning of the year 1865. A state’s attorney named Schwarck had 
been proposed Chere arose in the meeting an unknown, insignificant-looking 
man and opposed his nomination. He called attention to the singular rdéle 
played by the candidate in the Stieber trial. He chalienged him before the 
meeting. He cross-examined him with all the acuteness and agility of his legal 


ability, and the result was that not more than three or four votes were cast for | 


this candidate, who had come strongly before the meeting. It was a first act 
in expiation of public justice that ushered our friend into public life, and to this 
calling he remained true tothe end. * # Altogether he was perhaps of all 
others whom the newest time had estranged from the powerful statesman who 
shapes the destinies of Germany the man who most sympathized with certain 
leading features of hisnewest policy. It was he who had assisted him, enabling 
him to carry out his internal policy. Without Lasker the acquisition of the 
railways by the state would not have been accomplished. It was his influence 
which had prepared his party in the house of representatives for the acquisition 
of the railroads by the state; and as we know ingratitude to be the reward in 
public life, especially when one is associated with the great of the world, so he 
has never received thanks for his great assistance. 
* * x * » * 

When, perhaps by reason of a miraculous accident, we have not seen a single 
representative of the power of the state at the bier of Lasker, if it was not 
mere accident but perhaps a providential occurrence, then it must have been 
because this providence reasoned: The spirit of Lasker is so dangerous to me 
that even in his death I dare not honor him by apparently approaching him 
Really, my friends, | will not say no more beautiful, but certainly no more grate- 
ful or characteristic, homage to the power of Lasker's mind could have been ren- 
dered than by that absence which shone among us as we buried him; for it 
shows us what we possessed in him. It proves to us that it is found necessary 
to further combat the ideas, the aims, the mind, that lived within him, because 
the dead Lasker lives on still and leads us further as a living man. He was the 
man of the people, who asks nothing of the official state,no recognition, no 
homage. And if he was such, he was it by reason of deeds incomparable in 
greatness and in numbers. 

+ = * > 2 = * 

Nor was he a Utopian, except perhaps, in one respect—his works of charity. 
One frequently hears of some one living in great luxury; where does he take 
the means for such extravagance? That could of vourse not apply to Lasker, 
but I, who have bad an insight into his circumstances, have sometimes asked 
where does he take the means for all his charities? 

So has he risen by work, and finally just by renderingthe Government of the 
German Empire a valuable service (for which alone it should have been grate- 
ful to him He worked himself sick on that law which has emanated from the 
sick-fund bill. His alone is the merit, if it be one, of having made it. It was 
introduced mixed up with the accident-insurance law, which is destined to oc- 
cupy us in the future. On one of those days I prommenaded with Lasker, and I 
casually remarked, without attaching any importance to it, and perhaps I am 
yet sorry for it to this day, in the course of conversation: *‘ Some part of this 
law might possibly be saved if the sick-fund was pared off."’ He immediately 
took up this thought, went home and worked it out, and the passage of the law 
was only due to his gigantic efforts in the committee. The last speech which 
he made to us (his mind was still fresh and clear—crippled were only his wings) 
was made in behalf of this law. With it expired the remnant of his power. 

. Oo * * * * * 

Yes, honored audience, when I recall those times, when I remember how, 
when a law was in course of preparation, ministers and counselors of state list- 
ened eagerly to Lasker's words—how well then they knew that the fate of the 
law depended upon his decision, and that minister of state remarked to his sec- 
retary : ‘‘ Lasker has spoken approvingly, I am now wellsafe,”’ and I could re- 
cite more such remarks. I have witnessed that a high official of state, who to- 
day also has demonstrated the independence of his opinion by his absence, said 


upon his promotion into a higher office to Lasker, “1 hope that you will render | 


me the same assistance in my new officeas you have done in my former.”’ They 
went to him, mounting the three flights of stairs. He never went to one of them 
to ask anything. 

Much that has been said since this resolution was adopted has not 
found favor in the eyes of the one man who, not satisfied with auto- 
cratically dictating to his own people, not satistied to reduce the min- 
isters of his state to the position of mere clerks, not satisfied with 
attempting to degrade the Parliament of his own country, undertakes 
to seize what appears to him an acceptable opportunity to disgrace a 
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foreign minister before his own Government because, forsooth, he acts 
with a view only of executing with dignity and spirit the duties he 
owes that Government. He also undertakes to cast contempt upon 
the Congress of another most friendly nation because it did not foresee 
that its expressions of sympathy for one they knew was considered a 
patriot in his own country and a supporter of universal brotherhood 
throughout the world would arouse his displeasure. 

The theory which Prince Bismarck has attempted to ascribe to this 
mere act of courtesy, this simple display of good-will, that the passing 
of this resolution aimed at interference of one country with the politi 
cal affairsof another, has found favor with a few, but thank God only a 
few, people in this country. That Lasker was not, by his labors nor by 
any quality that we know of concerning him, entitled to such respect, 
has also (like every other theory that is advanced whena dispute arises 
about any important matter) some supporters. I think that without 
any comment of mine, even those who have had the least opportunity to 
know the man for all his worth will feel convinced after the quotations 
from the leaders of German opinion and from the German press that 
the one theory has as little foundation as the other. 

We find all of the expressions about Lasker after his death, whether 
they come from one party or another, agreeing alike in the fact that he 
was 2 man foremost among the patriots of his country; that he was a 
philanthropist; that justice was the main composition of his nature. 
And we find further that his people consider him as part of their his- 
tory, and, as Baumbergersays, of their best history. Is it presumption 
on the part of a friendly nation, then, to express their feelings of condo- 
lence toa representative man of another friendly nation upon the tragic 
end of such representative, when this end takes place upon the shores 
of the nation expressing this condolence? Or is sucha man as we find 
Lasker to be, from all sources of information which are accessible to us, 
to be considered of too little importance for such expressions of sym- 
pathy? If, for argument sake, we have made a mistake in the impor- 
tance of the man, where is the injury to the prince chancellor or his 
government or the German people in these expressions of sympathy ? 
Is it usual among either individuals or nations, when supposed to hold 
friendly relations with each other, to seek unfriendly motives in friendly 
expressions? I shouldthink not. Nay, gentlemen, this is, as I started 
out to show, an intentional effort on the part of the German chancellor 
to make good his own mistake by putting those into a ridiculous atti- 
tude who attempted to honor Lasker’s memory. In his efforts so to do 
he forgets every consideration due the American people and casts this 
insult at them, depending on his undisputed skill of diplomacy to pacity 
us if we should take any exception to his action. 

Mr. Speaker, we now learn for the first time that no opinion can beal- 
lowed to go to the Reichstag unless, in the reported language of thechan- 
cellor of the empire, it be his ‘‘own.’’ If Prince Bismarck iscorrectly 
reported, then, sir, so far as Germany is concerned, he and not this 
House is the judge of the extent of the bereavement occasioned by the 

In Prince Bismarck’s opinion he himself is the 
government and Herr Lasker was his enemy. If this is the correct 


| view of the case, if the people of Germany have no existence to the out- 
side world except as an appanage of the chancellor, then I admit that a 


mistake was made in tendering our sympathy to a personage who so 
little appreciated our good-will. We might now, without lowering our 
dignity, retract the resolution had not it been so brusquely returned to 
us. It is a custom as old as civilization for friendly nations as well as 
men to express toward each other sympathy on occasions of great be- 
reavements. Such expressions are customary on the death of great men. 
Following this gentle custom, we tendered to Germany, not to Prince 
Bismarck, our condolences on the death of Lasker. 

In face of that brusqueness we can not retract the tender of our 
| sympathy with Germany, and we can not condescend to explain to the 
rude chancellor that no offense was intended toward himself or the em- 
peror or reflection intended on his or their policy of government. 

In the lightof international precedent no fair construction of the reso- 
lution would show any such intention on our part. 

So long as friendly relations are maintained between nations it should 
require very clear and unmistakable language of the one to the other 
to justify a construction showing hostile reflection on the policy of 
either government in respect to its internal affairs. 

When in this House a few years ago the representativesof the American 
people in Congress assembled adjourned to receive and hear an address 
from Mr. Charles Stuart Parnell, who was then, as he still is, the brill- 
iant leader of a small but most able body of representatives in the Brit- 
ish Parliament, the Irish national party, do you suppose fora moment, 
sir, that in extending that courtesy a partisan attitude was taken by the 
House in respect to the land-league policy of Mr. Parnell or that any 
reflection on Mr. Gladstone’s policy was intended ? 

If at that time Mr. Parnell had died here—long may he live !—think 
you, sir, that a resolution similar to that passed on the death of Lasker 
would have been any more objectionable to Mr. Gladstone than the re- 
ception extended to his parliamentary opponent, or that the great prime 
minister of England would have considered himself degraded to the 
position of a ‘‘ postman ’”’ for his enemies, had our minister asked him 
to forward the resolution to the House of Parliament? The great Irish 
patriot and agitator O’Connell has often been eulogized in this House. 
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I do not remember whether any resolutions were passed by either House 
of Congress on the occasion of his death; but if there were, I am sure | 
they must have been laudatory of his patriotic life and work and inof- 
fensive toward the British Government. Death strikes down all partisan 
feeling. The noble aspirations of the departed soul, even when uncon- 
venial with our own, are remembered with admiration. 

When we passed the resolution of sympathy with the people of Ger- 
many we were under the reasonable impression that their Parliament 
was a free body. We knew that, like all representative legislatures ot 

councils, it contained delegates of opposite parties. But if such parties 
fi presented themselves to our minds we would have ignored their divis- 
ions, under the assumption that each was devoted to the advancement 
of the best interests of the German people according to its best judg- 
ment. 

It is not to be admitted, and no action ought now be taken that would 





afford grounds for the supposition, that this popular branch of the 
\merican Congress so far forgot what was due to international courtesy 
as to assume a partisan attitude in respect to any element of the Ger- 
man Parliament. 

In assuming that we took such an attitude Prince Bismarck jumped 
ata most erroneous conclusion. He made a serious mistake in refusing | 
passage to our resolution, and was guilty of a gross rudeness in return- 
ing it to our Government without being certain as to our intentions in | 
passing it. 

If the rudeness was with the intent to offer insult—let us have even 
but the smallest grounds for such a belief, and it would be our duty te 
demand an apology for the insult. The people of the United States | 
will hold us to a strict accountability in this matter. In my opinion, 
Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the House is either unnecessary or 
worse. I would have something more vigorous or else silence. Our 
first resolution was simply eulogistic and sympathetic; it requires 
neither retraction, explanation, nor apology. It was a customary act 
among nations, and no better occasion or more worthy ever arose in out 
national existence than that which inspired it. 

Mr. Speaker, this question goes deeper than appears on the surface. | 
Nothing impressed me more thoroughly during a late visit abroad than | 
the undoubted and unquestionable progress of liberal opinions and free 
institutions on the continent, and the persistent resistance thereto by 
certain surviving royal families, of whom the German chancellor is the 
chief representative and spokesman. These people believe in the ‘‘ di- | 
vine right of kings.’’ Even so kind and good a lady as Queen Victo- 
ria speaks with pride (in herrecent memoirs) of having ‘* Stuart blood’? | 
in her veins. When the Emperor William, himself one of the very 
hest of men, spoke at the unveiling of the national monument, dedi- 
cated last summer to the soldiers of Germany, he said: ‘‘ The Germans 

vere led by their princes.’’ At his coronation in Moscow last summer | 
the present Czar of Russia, elated by the incense offered to him as a 
representative of Heaven, renewed the idea of the superiority in per- 
sonal attributes ofroyalty, and in all orders and newspapers influenced 
by this despotic caste France is invariably spoken of as “‘isolated.”’ 
Why? Because she has dared to become a republic. Because under 
free institutions she has dared to improve, and is day after day attest- | 
ing the possibility of a great nation, under positive free gevernment, of 
achieving unexceptionable prosperity, and that without the aid of any 
other ‘‘ divine right or interposition’’ save that which comes from the 
great Ruler in the heavens above. 

Apropos of this statement, [ cite an instance where this audacious 
and autocratic prince deliberately brought about, by the use of one of 
7 his so-called expert diplomatic efforts, a bitter antagonism between two 

countries that were enjoying the warmest relations of friendship. Al- 
phonso of Spain, a young, gallant man, intending a visit of acquiescence 





in and admiration for the Republic of France, wherein he had received 
sanctuary during the expulsion of himself and family from his own 
country and where he was awaited by that kind-hearted and generous 
people with enthusiasm, was made the cat’s-paw for an unprovoked in- 
sult to that nation. The purpose of the wily chancellor was to alienate 
public sentiment from them by inciting them to incivility to a guest of 
their nation, and to show further that a republic was a spiritless gov- 
ernment, which could not resent an affront to its dignity. 

The very same purpose actuates Bismarck in the return of these res- 
olutions to this Government. 

Liberal ideas are growing too strong in Germany. The Republic of 
the United States is a constant argument in favor of those ideas. The 
chancello: proposes to show his people that he can treat our Republic 
with supreme contempt! 

We are strong enough, some say, not to care. Yes; but have wea 
right to set back the growing hope of mankind, who look to us as the 
examplar of successful free government ? 

Prince Bismarck has undertaken to say that he will not give these 
resolutions to the emperor or to the representative body of the em- 
pire to which they were addressed. Why? Because they commend 
freedom, and he believes in absolutism. By what right then does he, 
an inferior by his own argument, suppress and return them? We can 
receive a reply only from the head of the state, and in a republic we 
can not recognize the right of any one citizen to arrogate to himself the 
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authority of the people. He is not the chief executive of 
is not the Reichstag! 
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These resolutions were a national communication, and ought to have 
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absolute throne, we should demand that the resolution be forwarded 
by him to that throne. If there be indeed a people and a government 


an answer from a nation—not a single individual of tha 
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to the Government of Germany, shall be delivered to that government 
[ will read an eminent authority on the duties and prerogatives ot 
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aidressed 


ministe rs of state Vatt i, In his Law of Nations, says 

When a nation chooses a conductor it is not with a view that he should de- 
liver up his charge into other hands Ministers ought only to be instrument 
in the hands of the prince; h sucht constantly to direct them, and continually 
endeavor to know whether they act according to his intentions. Lf the im be« 
ity of age or any infirmity rend him incapable of governir a regent ougl 
to be nominated. according to the laws of the state; but when once the sov 
eign is capable of holding the reins let him insist on being served, but neve 
suffer himself.to be superseded 

Mr. Speaker, one little incident of a not uneventful life I trea 


above all others. Over one hundred years aiter the estab 


this Government I had the pleasure of accompanying the 


United States to the French Republic on a journey tothe inaugurat 
| of a statue erected to one whose youthful mind lad been inspired and 


wrought up to enthusiasm by that heroic struggle of ¢ 
against tyranny and oppression. That man was La Faye 
hundred years would have elapsed, in my humble bel 


' tribute had been rendered him from the nation in which 


and to whose greatness and honor he had contributed th 


his life, had France been under the control of a monarchi 


covernment. 


I hope, Mr. Speaker, ere I die that I will have the proud 
| and pleasure of going with another American minister 


mission; and near to that grand statue lately erected u 


of the noble Rhine, which represents the grandeur of tl 


with no insignia of crown or scepter, no gaudy semblan 


man Confederation, I hope to see one rearing its proud fr 


of bloody wars, but like the civic hero whose memory it will comme 


rate, plain, unostentatious, and grand in its chasteness : 
with the legend inscribed upon its base, ** Eduard Las 
of law and constituti@nal liberty.”’ 


ADDENDA 
From the CONGRESSIONAL Recorpb, January 9, 18 


Mr. OCHILTREE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for » 
tion the resolution which I send te the desk 
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The SPEAKER. The resolution wiil be read,after which there will be oppor- 
tunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 

* Resolved, That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of the em 
inent German statesman Eduard Lasker. 

“That his loss is not alone to be mourned by the people of his native land 
where his tirm and constant exposition of and devotion to free and liberal ideas 
have materially advanced the social, political, and economic condition of those 
peoples, but by the lovers of liberty throughout the world 

“ Thata copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the family of the deceased 
us well as to the minister of the United Siates resident at t! pital of the Ger 






presiding oflicer of the legislative body of which he was a me: 


There being no objection. the resolution was considered and 


From the Berliner Boersen Courier (Progressist), Janu 
uring two decenniums stood the man who has now closed hi 
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his whole soul, all hisaims, belonged to the political development of Prussiaand 


Germany. He devoted all his strength and power to it, and he did 


entirety, such devotion, and unselfishness as none other besid 
Whatever attacks may have been made upon him during par 


devoted to the publicinterestsonly. Laskerremained unmarr 


[From the Neue Preussische Zeitung (Conservative, Orthodox 
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less zeal, the personal disinterestedness of the man compelled recognitioneve 
from his enemies, and not the slightest stain has ever rested upon this pure 
character. His personal affairs prove his whole life and all his endeavors were 
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To judge, without injustice on the one and without sentimentality on the other 
hand, a political opponent is no easy task. It willsatisfy an impartial observer 
to say of Representative Lasker that he was a man of uncommon genius, who 


was also imbued with an idealism that ever aims at the best. 


owning our own aims and acts, 


Objective prais« 
would not sound well from us, because it could not be pronounced without dis 
. 


In most everything was the deceased one of our most honest, but also in prin 


ciple one of our most radical, opponents. The result of this fact can 


not 


changed even at the open grave; it must remain as it was in life; but whatever 


of bitterness might haveattached thereto must now disappear 


of this departed one we take leave with the simple words 
peace !”’ 


From the Berlin Post (Conservative) January 8 


In parliamentary meetings he excelled through very extraordinary oratoric 


Grudges would 
be out of place even toward an enemy of less honorable ways of thinking 
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talents and remarkably steady industry. Since the founding of the national 


liberal party, as one of its leaders and most important orators 
a growing flood of popularity that reached its highest mark 


when he made his celebrated speech against stock-swindling 
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tter part of 1872, and while the menacing specter of the ap- 
was towering in plain view of all sensible people. 
he Zeitung (royal privileged), January 7, 1884. } 


» ir. the entire history of our modern political develop- 
exhausted within the narrow frame ofa plain obituary. Like 
atures who, as products of strict self-training, so frequently attain 


rtance in that land where he breathed his last, so was he in the 
i 


vord « self-made man 


ing the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

The SPL&AKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. OC'uILTREE] has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. 1 ask unanimous consent that his time be extended. 

Mr. BELFORD and Mr. WELLER asked consent for an extension of 
time 

Objection was made 

Mr. OCHILTREE 


remarks 


Then I ask leave to print the remainder of my 


Objection was made, but afterward withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHBURN I would like to inquire what time was assigned 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Under what rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the twenty-eighth rule 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would like to hear that rule read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of Rule 
XXVIII 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in order, be- 
fore the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upon 
for thirty minutes, one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of, and 


one-half to debate in opposition to, such proposition, and the same right of d¢ 
bate shall be allowed whenever the previous question has been ordered on any 


proposition on Ww hich there has been no debate 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the answer of the Chair to the 
question of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN }. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BELFORD. It is whether it is in order for this House at this 
time, through one of its members, to present a resolution apologizing to 
the iron tyranny of the chancellor of the German Empire ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say that it was notin 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CURTIN] is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CURTIN. I donot design to speak to the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I will yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DEUSTER], my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I for one regret the hasty action of 


the German chancellor in refusing to transmit the resolution of con- 
dolence of this Heuse at the death of Dr. Lasker, merely, as it appears, 
on account of his antipathy against a departed political adversary. He 
knows, as does every person, that to place before the Reichstag the 
resolution of the American House of Representatives did not in any 
wise imply that he indorsed the sentiments therein expressed. His 
office, so far as the resolution is concerned, was that of the medium 
rather than that of the master, and his assumption of the latter rdle 
was in my opinion unfortunate only for himself. 


We can afford to cover this act with the charity of forgetfulness; to | 


err is human, to forgive divine. We may say with Pericles: 


We are liberal in our public administration ; and with regard to the mutual 
jealousy of our daily pursuits we are not angry with our neighbor if he does any- 


thing to please himself, nor wear on our countenance offensive looks, which, | 


though harmless, are unpleasant 


The Parliament and the people of Germany are in possession of the 
letter and spirit of the resolutions, even though the parchment upon 
which they were indited be doomed to molder in the chancellor’s waste- 
basket. The action of our State Department can not be too highly 
commended. It was not only dignified, but it did not overstep the 
boundsof international courtesy, while at the same time administering 
a rebuke to what it justly considered an unwarranted usurpation of the 
rights and privileges of the German Parliament and people. 

Mr. Speaker, I was, I may say it with some degree of pride, intimately 
acquainted with him whose death has given rise to this controversy. | 
was among the last persons with whom he conversed before his death, 
and in justice to his memory I deem it my duty to say that I have Dr. 
Lasker’s own words for it that he had the highest regard for the Ger- 
man chancellor, both asa man and a statesman. They both differed 
mainly only on one question, a question, sir, upon which not only the 
two political parties upon this floor differ, but upon which the members 
of each ; not united. Dr. Lasker was a free-trader. This much 
hath 1} ffending; no mort People uninitiated into German politics 
have stigmatized him with nihilism, socialism, and all other ‘‘ isms”’ 
in the vocabulary, simply because, as a liberal, he believed in open- 
ing the marts of Germany to the competition of the world. 

not my purpose, nor is this the place, to eulogize the deceased 
statesman, but in my heart I mourn his loss as a man of broad 
nd inspirations, and a noble heart. As an American, citizen 
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| he would have achieved distinction as an advocate and guardian of in- 
stitutions broad enough for his broad mind; as a German he claimed 
| the right to expand beyond the boundaries of arbitrary power. The 
result is seen to-day in the vindication of the one and rebuke of the 
| other. 

Mr. CURTIN. I yield six minutes tothe gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. PHELPs], a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, this may have been a small matter. 
Circumstances have made it an important matter. The committee, 
after much trouble, has made a unanimous report. It ought to have 
an explanation. That is my excuse for the few remarks that I shall 
make. 

I remember that it was at the close of a long day when the gentle- 
man from Texas sent his resolutions to the desk and asked unanimous 
consent for their adoption. We were closing our desks preparatory to 
adjournment, and paused only to hear the object of the motion. It 
was regret for the death of Lasker. Hehad just died in this country, 
suddenly, and only a few days after he had received an informal but 
cordial welcome on the floor of this House. We felt the regret, saw 
no need to supervise the manner in which such a sentiment was ex- 
pressed, gave our consent to the resolutions, and adjourned Chey took 
the usual course. They went to our State Department; the State De- 
partment sentthem toour minister; our minister delivered them at the 
office of foreign affairs in Berlin. In the mean time we had forgotten 
the incident 

Suddenly we learned by telegraph that the German chancellor had 
refused to acceptthem. This wassiartlingandseriousnews. We hur- 
ried to the Recorp of January 10 torefresh our memories. We found 
that we had expressed regret for the death of an eminent German states- 
man and sympathy with the German Parliament of which he was a 
member. We had also expressed a belief that his devotion to free and 
liberal principles had materially advanced the interests of his people. 
Both statements were true, but in the first case the truth could be ex- 
ported anywhere; in the other case the truth could not be exported and 
delivered to a friendly government who thought that his opinions had 
materially retarded the prosperity of his country. Evidently in out 
hasty action we had put ourselves in adilemma. We wished to resent 
the rejection of friendly sentiments, but resentment was out of place 
when these sentiments were on the same sheet with political sentiments 
which no international code could approve. 

What were we todo? There seemed no avenue of complete escape 
There was an avenue which offered a temporary relief to our feelings 
We could assume, not very logically but very naturaily, that Bismarck, 
who had thrust himself into personal prominence in the transaction, did 
not represent his government or his people. We could separate him 
from them for our purposes and censure him for failing in his duty 
We could call him an untrustworthy servant or postman, and cou!d 
commiserate the German Government and the German people that 
they could not find a better. This was the wish at first of this House 
and of the country, that we should relieve our feelings by some such 
expression of dignified resentment for Bismarck and his act. The gen- 
tleman from New York offered a resolution giving voice to this feeling. 
This House received it, but wisely referred it. For this House, I wish 
my newspaper friends to notice, while very fast when it means bun 
combe, is very slow when it means business. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (at the expiration of the six minutes 
yielded by Mr. CURTIN to Mr. PHELPS) said: The time of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I hope the gentleman’s time may 
be extended. 

Mr. COOK.  L[ask that the gentleman by unanimous consent pro- 
ceed with his remarks. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam not speaking on either side, but am simply 
explaining the resolutions—— 

Mr. GUENTHER. _ I object, unless the same courtesy be extended 
to other members of the House 

Mr. PHELPS. [ask permission to print the residue ef my remarks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I must object to every such request 
unless the objections that have been made on the other side to requests 
of other gentlemen for leave to print be withdrawn. 

Mr. CURTIN. The courtesy has been extended, I understand. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to detain the House 
more than a moment in speaking upon these resolutions. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is impossible on this side of the House to hear 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
suspend his remarks until gentlemen resume their seats and order is 
restored 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Foreign Affairs gave 
to the resolutions of the 9th of January careful consideration. It will 
be noticed that in the report we accept the spirit of the resolutions as 
offered here and adopted, without any reference to the manner of their 
passage. 

We desired to treat this subject with the dignity becoming the House 
ot Representatives; and we therefore refrained from naming any man 
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connected with the German Empire, as we were dealing with the gov- | 


relations which have existed with that country since the formation of 
this Government, and we express our desire that those relations shall 
continue. Wedo not attempt to criticise the internal regulations of 
the German Empire or the relations of that government to the people | 
orto its legislativebody. But we express our sympathy with the German 
people on the death of an eminent man, who belonged to the people 
and who served them faithfully for twenty years in the parliament of 
that country. We commend the conduct of our State Department in 
its treatment of this delicate question; and we reiterate in our reso- 
lutions all that was said in the resolutions of the 9th of January. 

The committee desired to maintain the dignity and consequence of 
this House by continuing to express regret at the death of an eminent 
man and sympathy for his loss to the people of his own country and to 
the liberal sentiment of the world. At the same time we have not let 
the subject down to a bandying of words or to attack any individual | 
connected with the German Empire. 

We assert our own dignity in these resolutions and the accompany- 
ing report. I therefore now propose we vote on the adoption of the 
resolutions. Before that vote is taken perhaps I ought to say to the 
House that immediately after action on the pending resolutions the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs will submit a further report to the House | 
in answer to the resolution passed by the Liberal Union of the German 
Parliament couched in words which can not be misunderstood. 

Several MEMBERS. Read them now. 

Mr. CURTIN. I shall ask those resolutions may be spread upon the 
Journal of the House. 
Mr. HAMMOND. 
these objections 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. CURTIN. I thought my time had expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes re- | 
maining. 

Mr. HAMMOND. lIask the gentleman to yield to me for halfa 
minute. 

Mr. CURTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the unusual objections | 
to printing remarks grew out of misunderstanding on both sides of the 
House. I hope they will be withdrawn and that gentlemen who have 
made the request to print the balance of their remarks may be allowed 
to do so. 

Mr. CURTIN. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HAMMOND. As objection came from this side of the House in 
the first place, I hope it will be withdrawn. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I objected first to the extension of time when 
requested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. OCHILTREE] because | 
when I did it some gentlemen on the other side in a contemptuous | 
manner seemed to question my right to do so, and then under the im- 
pulse of the moment I insisted on my objection. After the explana- | 
tion has been made I now withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BRUMM. And I take great pleasure in withdrawing my ob- | 
jection to the printing of remarks by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I also withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CURTIN. All then will have the right to print their remarks 
whieh have been objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIN. At the request of several members, and in order that 


Before the vote is taken I desire to suggest that | 
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Mr. COX, of New York. As I understand it now debate is entirely 
ernment of that great country. We refer especially to the agreeable | exhausted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to recommit the resolutions with in- 
structions to report them back with the resolution I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. Is it in order now to offer a substitute for the 
resolutions of the conimittee ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, as the House is acting under 
the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. But I understand this to be a new motion 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York moves 
to recommit the resolutions with the following instructions, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the pending resolutions be recommitted to the Committee on 


| Foreign Affairs with instructions to report back the following 


‘Resolved, That this House does hereby repeat the expression of its sincere re- 
gret at the death of the late Eduard Lasker, and offer itssympathy with the Par 
liament of the German Empire, of which for so many years he wasa distinguished 
member.” 


Mr. EATON. We have already done that. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thegentleman from Connecticut is out of 
order, as I can not debate in reply. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to the House voting on that ques- 


| tion, but I protest against a precedent being established thereby against 


the rules of the House. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to refer that to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion to re- 
commit. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand some one moved to refer to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. As the House paid no attention to it 
I will take no notice of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to recommit with instructions 

Mr. BELFORD demanded the yeas and nays 

The House divided; and there were ayes 26. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not a sufficient number 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask for a further coun 

The House divided; and there were noes 157 

So the yeas and ndys were refused. 

The motion of Mr. COX, of New York, to recommit with instructions 
was rejected. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I move to recommit with instructions 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules only one motion to re- 
commit is in order after the previous question is called 

The question recurred on the adoption of the resolutions 

Mr. BRUMM demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIN. I now present the report from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, which the Clerk has already read. 

The resolutions were again read. 

Mr. CURTIN. I move the adoption of those resolutions 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I would ask the gentleman to explain what is this 


The pending question ison the motion 


the House may understand the action of the Committee on Foreign | Liberal Union of the German Empire to.which reference is made? 


Affairs in all its extent, I ask the Clerk to read the resolutions which | 
1 have referred to as those that committee will report after the pend- 
ing matter has been disposed of. It can be done in my time and asa 
part of my speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
the Liberal Union of the members of the German Parliament, which was intro- 
duced by the member from Wisconsin, beg leave to report that the resolution 
contained in this memorial expresses so just an appreciation of the action of 
this House and so cordial a wish for the prosperity of our country and of the 
two nations that it is deemed proper to make a fitting acknowledgment. The 
committee therefore ask the adoption of the following resolutions 

Resolved, That the House cordially reciprocates the wishes of the Liberal Union 
of the members of the German Parliament for a closer union of the two nations, 
and recognizes their graceful appreciation of its sympathy with those who 
mourn the death of Eduard Lasker. 

Resolved, That the House accepts these resolutions, and asks that they be 
spread upon the Journal. 


Mr. CURTIN. I give notice I will present those resolutions from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs immediately after the pending reso- 
lutions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has now expired 

_Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent of the House that the 
time on each side be extended three minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. LAMB and Mr. GEORGE D. WISE obiected 


Ven) 


Mr. CURTIN. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. GUENTHER. May I ask if that resolution is not now open to 
debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not yet before the House for con 
sideration, and will not be open for debate unless the House determines 
to consider it. 

The Chair understands the gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCHINS] 
to take the floor and make objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. 


I do not object to its consideration 

Mr. BRUMM. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CURTIN. I will answer the gentleman from New York—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on 
the left is recognized. 

Mr. BRUMM. After the resolutions were read and were before the 
House and no objection had been made to their immediate considera 
tion, I understood the Chair had recognized the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. GUENTHER]. The gentleman from Wisconsin then asked 
whether debate was in order I understood the Chair to reply that it 
was not. I should be glad to know the reason 

The SPEAKER pro tempr 


| in order until the House had given unanimous consent to conside 


The Chair stated that it would not be 
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report of the committee. The gentleman from New York was then, as | 
the Chair supposed, objecting to its consideration. 

The Chair is now informed that no objection was made, and under the 
rule the Chair first recognizes the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, who submitted the report. Debate under the rule will be 
in order then, if 
i 


i¢ 








the pre 





each sit 

Mr. CURTIN. I have no desire to say anything on the subject. 

Mr, HUTCHINS. 
sylvania answer my question. 

Mr. CURTIN. Certainly. What is it? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish the gentleman to explain what this Lib- 
eral Union is, and why this House should be called upon to act upon 
the resolution adopted by that union if it is not an official organization ? 

Mr. CURTIN. I will explain that. 

The gentleman from New York interrogates me as to the party send- 
ing to this Government the resolutions offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. DeusteR]. They represent sixty members of the Ger- 
man Parliament known as the Liberal Union, and during a long period 
in the life of Dr. Lasker he stood at the head of that organization. 
They constitute what is known as the liberal branch of the German 
Parliament; and while the Committee on Foreign Affairs deals with 
the Imperial Government of Germany as a government, it is thought 
proper that this House should recognize the sympathy and manner in 
which that sympathy is expressed by the Liberal Union for the contin- 
ued prosperity and pleasant reltions of the two governments, and at 
the same time thanking us for she resolution passed by the House in 
sympathy with the death of Dr. Lasker. Thatisall. I do not think 
that there is any need for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to demand the previous question ? 

Mr. CURTIN. I dodemand it. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this res- 
olution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I wish I could 
have said as much for the other resolution. I subscribe to every word 
of praise uttered here to-day in behalf of Dr. Lasker, whom I learned 
to love and esteem while he visited this capital last December. 

I voted for the motion of the gentleman from New York to lay the 
former report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs* upon the table for 
the reason that I am not in favor of any post mortem resolutions. Had 
the resolution been reported in propertime I should probably have given 
it my support and voted in favor of it; but at this late day it has lost 
its force, and it fell as dead as Julius Cesar uponthe country. Ishould 
have been in favor of the adoption of proper resolutions at the proper 
time, that is to say, immediately after the receipt of the message of 
the President of the United States returning the Lasker resolution, 
which, while dignified and respectful in character, should be couched 
in firm and decisive language, and which would have conveyed to the 
chancellor of the German Empire, as well as to the whole world, the 
fact that after the dignity of the House of Representatives of the United 
States had been violated in an entirely uncalled-for manner, in a man- 
ner unwarranted by any of its acts or intents, it would not be deluded 
into submissive acquiescence by any mere Machiavelian phrases. 

Considered in the light of former and subsequent evidence, in view 
of the continued uncalled-for assaults upon our minister at Berlin by 
the semi-official press of the German Empire with at least the tacit 
approval if not the direct inspiration of the German Government, the 
words accompanying the return of the Lasker resolution and the state- 
ments in the Reichstag made by the German chancellor can not be 
given the weight and consideration to which they might have been en- 
titled were his acts, either of commission or omission, in conformity 
with them 

I do not wish to take up the time of this House much longer on this 
subject; and inconclusion I wish to state simply as my deepest convic- 
tion and belief that the citizens of the United States, whether native- 
born or naturalized, are not in favor of silently submitting to affronts 
upon our national dignity not even by the most powerful of nations with- 
out resenting them in the most positive manner. [Applause. ] 

The chancellor of the German Empire must be made to understand 


















































































and will then silently pocket the same. 
Inferentially he ought also be made to see that the American people 
will not much longer tolerate the uncalled-for treatment of our duly 


and to carry out the instructions received from our State Department. 
If Prince Bismarck wants to show to the Reichstag his lack of re- 


opponents, he must not do so at the expense of the dignity of the House 
of Representatives of the United States. 

We mean to treat and we do treat every nation with due respect, and 
all we ask in return is a like respectful consideration; nothing more, 
but certainly nothing less. [ Applause. ] 

I yield the remainder of my time, if I have any, to my distinguished 
friend from New York [ Mr. Cox]. 


kK 


| are perhaps on the same side. 


vious question be ordered, for fifteen minutes on | 
| much as if the original motion to lay this whole matter on the table 


I would like to have the gentleman from Penn- | 


that the people of the United States can not be treated with discourtesy | 


accredited minister at Berlin, a gentleman whose only offense has been | 
to jealously guard and faithfully tepresent the interests of his country | 


spect for that body, or for any of its members, or any of his political | 
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Mr. COX, of New York. 


The gentleman from Wisconsin and myself 
I thought he started out in favor ot 
these resolutions. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I started out in favor of the present resolutions 
in regard to the message of the Liberal Union. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, Mr. Speaker, it looks to me very 


should have passed; not because the distinguished chairman of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee has taken the guardianship of the House 
and its proprieties, for no one is better fitted for that purpose than him- 
self, but because we are now trying to show ourselves thankful to one 
portion of the Reichstag only—how large a portion I do not know. 
It may be a very small or large number. We are trying to express our 
| gratitude and thankfulness to a small number of the Reichstag after 
being grossly insulted by the ‘** blood-and-iron’’ minister who sways 
the great body of its members. This is one of our predicaments to-day. 

Then, sir, there is another aspect of our position. We are thanking 
the members of a particular local organization for thanking us! Are 
we not thus complicating the matter? Is there not such a way as to 
lose all the dignity, all the courage, all the Americanism that belongs 
to this Congress? Let us recur to the old democratic days. Rufus 
Choate, who was a Republican, became at the end of his life a Demo- 
crat. He gave the splendor of his fame and imagery to the party which 
he said he loved. Why? Because it was the party which in perilous 
days ‘‘had a gay and festive defiance of foreign dictation.’’ Lo! now 
and here we sit, sir, discussing how best we can put our mouths in the 
dust before this blood-and-iron chancellor of a blood-and-iron dynasty 

This is not merely a matter of dignity or comity between nations. 
| It is a matter of much higher concern. This manly man Herr Lasker 
was a type of a great class. He wasa friend of labor. He was its 
interpreter and prophet, its friend and adviser, in a realm where the 
word of the kaiser was law, and liberty was suppressed by penalty 
and force. He was the representative of democracy in the larger sense 
of that term. He was an orator and a splendid type of the great race 
that has come down to us from the ‘‘chosen people’’ in earlier times 
The tribute paid to his memory was also a tribute to the race from 
which he sprung—a race whose history runs back into the dawn of 
time. Tc that race we owe our entire system of ethics and the preser- 
vation of the foundations of religion. Amid centuries of glorious na- 
tionality and through long ages of intolerance and most cruel persecu- 
tion, Hebrew virtue, pride, and courage remain untarnished by the hand 
of time. In everything that broadens civilization, Hebrew genius, in- 
tellect, research, and learning stand forth pre-eminent. 

What a race has been stricken by the death of this distinguished Ger- 
man and Hebrew? I say itis only a part of the history of persecutions 
which in this day of the nineteenth century are a humiliation and not 
to be tolerated in this country. In the Middle Ages one nation alone 
sacrificed six hundred thousand Jews. They were the flower of science, 
the devotees of literature, skilled in art, and enthusiastic in poetry. 
They were men of industry, enterprise, and commerce—honest, social, 
and hospitable. I would not suffer for a moment that we should give 
even a possible shadow of excuse for bowing before this terrible specter 
of persecution. 

Twice have I called the attention of the House—on the 21st of May, 
1880, and again on the 31st of July, 1882—to the persecutions of the 
Jews in Russia. We have become used to the persecutions in that 
country. It is a partofits barbarism. But it is only within the past 
few years that the same ruthless system of persecution has obtained in 
Germany. The time of Hebraic liberty will come, and I trust soon, as 
it has come in thisand some countries in Europe, notably in Spain, which 
has invited the Hebrew exiles of Germany to her shores. ~To the He- 
brew race it is proclaimed by God Himself in Holy Writ: ‘‘I will shake 
all nations, and the desire of all nations shall come, and I will fill this 
house with glory, saith the Lord of Hosts.’ 

It becomes us especially, who have offered an asylum to these stricken 
people, and in view of their remarkable attainments in all that civil- 
izes and blesses, that the indirect insult to their race, through one of its 
distinguished sons, shall receive no mitigation by tenders of semi-sym- 
pathy to the organ of autocratic power, even where that power is con- 
cealed in the silken glove of an accomplished statesman. 

If gentlemen have only noticed the signs of the times in Russia, in Aus- 
tria, and especially in Germany. —where the anti-Semitic movement is 
fomented by those very nearly connected with Prince Bismarck—they 
will see the animus of this attempt to humiliate us, or rather of the 
insult cast upon the American Congress over the dead body of Herr 
Lasker. 

The Constitution of the United States, the people of the United 
States, all that is elevated in religion and glorious in civil and religious 
liberty, protest against the measures we have taken so humbly to-day. 
| For one I asked that the resolution offered the other day by my col- 

league from New York [Mr. Hiscock], which was dignified, honor- 
| able, and consistent, be sent back for reconsideration to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, that it might be acted upon in the proper and in 
| the new lights and revelations of debate. The result is that the House 
| of Representatives preferred to salaam before iron and bloed, and make 
republicanism and democracy, here combined, almost a farce. 
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I know what the good people of the Teutonic races in both hemispheres 


will think of this meek mockery of reiteration. John Milton, in his 
famous plea for unlicensed printing—the Areopagitica—said that the 
old Teutonic tongue never syllabled the words of slavery. The German 
people gave to the world Magna Charta before it was penned at Runny- 
mede. 
Germany, to which Tacitus has given immortalization. Those Goths, so 
much reviled by the ignorant, bore their fueras for personal and public 
rights and liberties into Spain in the Dark Ages—whose glory is yet sung 
in the hymn of Riego. The people of Germany are in accord with the 
peopleofthis country. I say the people, notthe royal personages. But 
for the great standing armies and the immense power of blood and iron, 
which means taxation and poverty, emigration and discontent, there 
would have been perhaps earlier, as there may be in a future day not 
remote, such an uprising of the old Teutonic element that liberty in 
her elemental grandeur shall become as resplendent in the Eastern as 
in our hemisphere. [Applause. ] 

I trust that the House of Representatives will take no backward step 
Let usadvance! Why, sir, what have we in America to beg pardon for? 
For being born? We were born asa people, protesting in our charters, 
first with our Declaration of Independence and then with our matchless 
Constitution, against just such titled creatures of feudalism, force, and 
kingcraft as now rule, vex, and tax Europe. Our protest has been 
maintained for more than a hundred years. 
under oceans. Did not its electricity make the French revolution ? 
The grandeur which now encircles the republics of France and Switzer- 
land is reflecting the refulgent glory of free government upon the na- 
tions around them; and the peoples of the Old World are preparing to 
dethrone despotism and enshrine liberty. 


For one I would not, for any policy of iron and blood, taxes and re- | 


pression, lower one stripe nor blot out one star upon that flag. 
lause. } 

Mr. BRUMM. Iask the gentleman from New York to yield me a 
portion of his time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
vania [Mr. BrRuMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. The great trouble with the American Congress has 
been in all matters in relation to foreign affairs that resolutions have 
been brought into this body and we have been too cowardly to permit 
debate and consider them deliberately. Had we in the first place de- 
bated this resolution, if there was anything wrong in it debate would 
have developed it. Now it is toolate to draw back. The original res- 
olution was passed by unanimous consent and without debate. One 
mistake breeds another. And thus we are placed in the humiliating 


[ Ap- 


I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


position of first passing a resolution indorsing the contemptible and mean | 


acts of the chancellor of Germany, and then we attempt to place our- 
selves right by patting those on the back whom we insulted by that 
very indorsement. 

It is carrying water on both shoulders. Talk about dignity! The 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. CURTIN] has no 
apology to make for his acts except dignity. 
fied to shrink from every responsibility, if it bedignified to pat the one 
party on the back and then answer that by patting the other, I for one 
have never yet learned that miserable kind of dignity. 
ment true dignity is to be honorable at all times, to be heroic and brave; 
to express your convictions, and not to play the coward simply because 
a chancellor might forsooth say that you have not followed the strict 
rule of parliamentary etiquette. 

Mr. CURTIN. I apprehend that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] is in favor of these resolutions; is he not ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No; I am not now for any of this business. 

Mr. CURTIN. You are not? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I voted to lay the whole subject on the table 

Mr. CURTIN. Then you are opposed to the sympathy expressed for 
this country by the Liberal League? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman can judge from my remarks 
what I am in favor of. 

Mr. CURTIN. Who are you in favor of in Germany, if not of that 
party which is in favor of freedom and enlarged liberty? And where 
did the electric spark of which the gentleman speaks so eloquently fall 
more powerfully than in Germany; and who represent those liberal 
sentiments but the sixty-five men who signed the paper which we de- 
sire to put on record and for which we desire to return our sympathy? 

The definition of national honor uttered by my colleague [Mr. BRUMM] 
would have been very well in place before the resolutions were passed. 
He, however, seems to be in favor of those resolutions. I assert that 
there is not one word in the report of the committee, in the preamble 
or in the resolutions, which does not in proper and significant language 
express to the German chancellor just what is right and proper on the 
part of this House. If gentlemen will read the resolutions in the text 
and between the lines they will not find that those who made that re 
port and brought it to this House fall at all below the lofty standard 
of morality and honor of which my colleague from Pennsylvania [ Mr 
BruMM] prates so loudly. 





They favored liberty in the ancient days and primeval forests of | 


It has gone over oceans and | 


| thority to deliver them to his Parliament. 
| State was tendered the resolutions he could find neither in tradit 
; ? 


I say that if it be digni- | 


In my judg- | 


I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. PHELPS]. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Will these resolutions be sent through the Gei 
man chancellor to the Reichstag * 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ing 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven minutes 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, the remarks that have been mad 
I was interrupted convince me more than « 
fully understand the resolutions which our 
and that further explanation is necessary 

While we were waiting, holding in our h i j i 
gentleman from New York, a solution of our troubles came to us from 
powerful and unexpected quarters. The two problems which seemed 
insoluble fell instantly before the skill of Bismarck and Frelinghuys 
We wished anapology from the German Government because we 
we had meant well, and we did not 
although a part of them was justly subject to thistreatment. Bismar 
solved one of these problems, Frelinghuysen solved th 

The German chancellor instructed the German min 
the resolutions to the Secretary of State to 
gratefully received and transmitted the 
they concerned only the personal qualities of the departed 


tire how much time I have 
since 
ver that the Heuse does not 


mimittee has reported 


wish to receive back our reso 


say 
loves ‘ 
TeEsolLUuTIONS oO] 


Stutes 


| but that he was reluctantly obliged to return them because the) 
Did it not create an insurgency of peoples long subject and oppressed ? | 


tained an estimate of his political opinions which the chancel): e- 
lieved to be incorrect, and, having that belief, fe 


And when the 


it himsel!l withou 


Secret 


nor in precedent any authority which weuld warran 
them, and the Secretary of State returned them to the German minist« 


with the same courtesy with which the German minister had offered 


him to accept 


| them. 


Pending those formal efforts of high officials in the two Governments 
to create a pathway by which,we should walk out of our slough, a 
pleasant incident outside served to warm the atmosphere which su 
rounded the transaction. The liberal members of the German Parlia- 
ment passed a resolution of hearty gratitude to us for our action upon 
the death of their deceased associate, and availed themselves of the 
same opportunity to express most cordial good wishes 

To wind up the wiole matteras far as the Executives of both nations 
were concerned, and to make the atmosphere still warmer and rosier, 
the proud chancellor entered the Reichstag for the first time for eighteen 
months and there formally renewed his disavowal of any intenti 
express discourtesy or disrespect to this body. 

After what had been done by the German chancellor and the Amer- 
ican Secretary there was nothing left for our committee to do except to 
crown their edifice with a becoming capital. We think that we ha 
done this so well as not to merit rebuke but to merit praise. Ea 
man on the committee has refrained from insisting upon much wl 
he would like to have expressed. We were encouraged in this s 
sacrifice by the reticence and restraint in the House. We knew that 
it was hard for the fiery knight from Colorado not to rush down the 
aisle and tell us that the white dove of peace which we had sent across 
the German Ocean had come back to us with the same olive branc! 
and for the gentleman from Texas to watch in silence his fame as it 
expanded beyond the limits of his own State to the circumference of 
the world. 

In our first resolutions we state that the object of the original resol) 


| tions was to express regret for the death of an eminent German states 


man, and sympathy with the German Parliament of which he was a 
member. This is a reiteration of the original. In our second resolu- 
tion we state that after we had put this communication into the prope: 
channel it was not our business to criticise the relations between the 
executive and legislative branches of the German Government which had 
prevented it from reaching its destination. And in the third resolution— 
for practically the resolutions appended to the two reports form a single 
series—we acknowledge the receipt of the memorial of the Liberal Union 
and reciprocate all the cordial wishes which it contains. It will be 
noticed that there is no word of apology from us and at the same time 
no word of insult to them. It is a fair solution of a most troublesome 
matter, and I submit that after accomplishing so much, after saving 
the dignity of this House, after spreading the fame of Lasker into new 
regions, after getting the great chancellor into the Reichstag in his new 
role as a complacent and apologetic gentleman, after getting an invita- 
tion for the American minister to dine at a state dinner where they may 
give him American pork, we can in a fair spirit of satisfaction group 
ourselves around the gentleman from Texas and ring down the curtain 
upon this international episode 

The question being taken upon the resolution reported by Mr. Cur- 
rin from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, it was agreed to 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid o1 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
of a contested-election case, I move to dispense with the morning hour. 
Mr. RANDALL. I hope we shall have the morning hour and go on 
with the election case afterward. But if the gentleman desires to press 


the consideration of the election case, he need not make his motion to | 


dispense with the morning hour, as the election case has precedence over 
the morning hour. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Inreply to the gentleman from Penn- 
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In order to proceed to the consideration | 


| 


sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] I desire simply to say that good faith clearly | 


requires I should make this motion—good faith to gentlemen who have 
been conferring with me on the subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Georgia in- 
sist on his motion ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is not a con- 
tested-election case of higher privilege than the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question of the highest privilege, but the gentleman from Georgia did 


The right of a member to a seat isa | 


Marcu 19, 





contested election of George T. Garrison vs. Robert M. Mayo, from the 
first Congressional district of Virginia, submitted a report, concluding 
with the following resolutions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Robert M. Mayo was not elected as a Representative to the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the first Congressional district of Virginia, and is 
not entitled to the seat 


Resolved, That George T. Garrison was duly elected from the first Congres- 
sional district of Virginia, and is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask for the present consideration of 
the resolutions, and will now demand the previous question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that hasty action ought 
not to be taken on the resolutions just read, but that the report of the 
committee should be laid before the House and printed, so members 
may understand the case. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
action of the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There isa member of the House who desires to be 


The resolutions represent the unanimous 


| heard, and it is only right he should be advised of the character of the 


not exercise his privilege or claim to call the case up as one of privi- | 


lege, but contented himself with a motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour 


Che question being taken on the motion of Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, | 


to dispense with the morning hour, it was not agreed to; there being— 
less than two-thirds voting in the affirmative). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour commences at 2 
o'clock and 45 minutes. The Chair recognizes the call as resting with 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
when the session opened this morning, and am not fully informed as 
to the status of business. As aparliamentary inquiry I ask what is the 
order of business now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I ask to submit a report from the 
Committee on Elections. Is not this a privileged motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the report which the Chair understood he wanted to 
submit was a question of privilege. The gentleman did not see fit, 
however, to avail himself of that, but contented himself with a motion 
to dispense with the morning hour, which required a vote of two-thirds 
for its adoption; and that motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
the Chair to submit the report of the Committee on Elections on the 
privileged matter to which reference has already been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is not, in 


aves 88, noes 72 


The call of committees. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask the recognition of 


Mr. Speaker, I was not in the House | 


printed report and have some time for preparation. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. To whom does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The sitting member. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will afford the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia ample time to discuss that report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It may be that he is not prepared to discuss the 
report at this time, and he ought to have an opportunity to examine 
it and know what it contains. 

Mr. MAYO. I ask only for a day. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman I understand only asks for a day to 
examine the report and prepare his reply. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. For nearly four months the gentleman 
we think rightfully entitled to a seat on this floor has been excluded, 


| and a good reason ought to be given for his further exclusion from his 


his opinion, a usual procedure to interrupt the call of committees for | 


reports in this way, but the Chair recognizes the character of privilege 
to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Elections is first under call in 
the morning hour during the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is proceeding with a call left 
unfinished, and the call now rests with the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the Chair decide that the gentleman from 
Georgia is precluded from submitting his privileged report from the 
Committee on Elections? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the contrary, the Chair recognizes, 
as he has already stated, the privileged character of the report from the 
Committee on Elections. 
usual to interrupt the call of committees after a vote has been had to 
dispense with the morning hour and that motion has been defeated. 
The present call of committees begins where the former call was left 
unfinished. The call now rests with the Committee on Claims. The 
Chair understood the report which the gentleman from Georgia wished to 
submit was one of the highest privilege, coming as it does from the Com- 
mittee on Elections and in reference to the right of a member to his 
seat upon this floor, and that report he can submit at any time at his 
pleasure. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Georgia insists upon pre- 
senting his question of the highest privilege, of course that will displace 
the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour will not be dispensed 
with, but it will for the time being be displaced. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
proposes to submit is undoubtedly one of the highest privilege under 
the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not doubt for a moment 
that the question is one of the highest privilege and may be called up 
at the gentleman’s pleasure. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Then I call it up now. 
For present consideration ? 
I desire to submit the report at this 
Then the Clerk will read it. 
VIRGINIA CONTESTED ELECTION—GARRISON VS. MAYO. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Elections, in the 


He has stated that in his opinion it is not | 


seat. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia will rise in his place and state 
that he desires an opportunity to prepare a speech on the question, so 
as to present the contrary view and to claim the seat upon the argu- 
ments he will present, I will not insist on immediate consideration, 
although I desire here to say that the resolutions which I have had 
the honor to submit to the House in this case are unanimously agreed 
to by the members of the committee present at the time. I wish to be 
understood. I will not consent toa single hour’s delay in this case 
unless the gentleman interested in it, who is to be excluded by the effect 
of the adoption of the resolution, shall rise in his place and state that 
in good faith he desires to oppose the adoption of the resolutions and 
show he is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no desire on the part of any one to un- 
necessarily delay the action of the House on this matter, but it is only 
fair that a report of this importance—and it is an important report, and 


| there are many things referred to in it necessary to be understood and 


The report which the gentleman from Georgia | 


upon which members of the House should be advised—it is only fair, 
] say, that some time should elapse after it has been prevented to the 


| House, so it may be printed and examined by members before they are 


called upon to vote upon it. 
It is only fair that it should be printed and laid upon our desks in 
the usual way. I have not certainly any desire to interpose unneces- 


| sary and improper objections to the consideration of this or any other 


case; but we have a right, I think, to insist upon the printing of the 
report and time enough to consider it. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia ought not to be compelled to make the statement which he 
has been called upon to make. It is unusual, and the action of the 


| committee is not warranted by the exigency of the case. 


Mr. MAYO. Mr. Speaker, I have no-possible objection to answer- 
ing fully what I have been called upon to answer by the gentleman in 
charge of this report. I believe that under the laws of this country I 
am justly and fairly entitled to my seat on this floor. Leaving out of 
consideration every technical question known under the election laws 
of the country, I believe that I am entitled to the p'ace; and I would 
like to have an opportunity to examine upon what ground these gen- 
tlemen have rejected the votes whereen I claim I have a majority and 
have been duly elected, giving up, as I have said, every technical ques- 
tion. I have not had an opportunity of doing so; and all I ask is that 
an opportunity be accorded to me. 

It is only right, I think, that I should be allowed to examine into 
the question, and I will say this, that if I am satisfied with the rea- 
soning of the gentlemen on the committee, and that I am not entitled 
to the place, I shall get up before this House and say so fairly and dis- 
tinctly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Virginia state 
to the House, if he will pardon an interruption, whether he can not 
proceed to-day to occupy the entire time for debate? 

Mr. MAYO. In answer to the gentleman from Georgia I wi!l say 
that I can not do so without an examination intothe question presented 
by this report, because of the fact that the report to-day, which has just 
been presented, has taken me considerably by suprise, and I am not ina 
condition to discuss the matter. [have never seen it except, I will say, 
by the courtesy of my friend from Georgia, the chairman of the Com- 
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mittee on Elections, who has been courteous in all of his actions in con- | 
nection with the matter, and who handed me a copy this morning. I 
should like, therefore, to have an opportunity of examining the report | 
before being called upon to discuss the question presented. | 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself I wish 
to state that I handed the gentleman from Virginia a copy of the re- 
port immediately upon the termination of the session in the Commit- 
tee on Elections at which the report was agreed to. That was early 
this morning. 

But, further, on the statement which the gentleman from Virginia 
has made I do not believe that it would be exactly proper to press him 
toa precipitate discussion of the case. Having in good faith stated, as I 
understand him, grounds on which he desires to contest the conclusion 
at which the committee have arrived, he should have an opportunity 
todoso. With that view, therefore, I acquiesce in his request that it 
shall go over until to-morrow morning, and I now give notice to the 
Honse that I will call it up immediately after the reading of the Jour- | 
nal to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the further call 
of committees for reports. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an ad- 
verse recommendation bills of the following titles; which wereseverally 
ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying reports printed, 
namely: 


A bill (H. R. 146) for the relief of the widow and heirs of the late | 
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Capt. Samuel Jeffrey; and 
A bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of J. H. Merrell. 
DAVID W. 
Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4549) for the re- 
lief of David W. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


JONES. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the Committee on Claims was dis- | 


charged from the further consideration of the letter of the Secretary of 


the Treasury submitting the claim of the State of South Carolina un- | 


der the act of June 7, 1862; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


CHARLES H. GETMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 2442) authorizing the 
payment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to Charles 
H. Getman, the firm of E. W. Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kinyon, 
Wright & Co., the firm of Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fair- 
child & Co., certain duties paid by them on imported lumber accident- 
ally burned while in custody of officers of customs, and before the same 
had entered into consumption, a bill (H. R. 6087) of the same title: 
which was read a first and second time, rerred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS F. PERRY AND ELIZABETH GILMER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6) for 
the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth Gilmer; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Z. M. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3002) for the relief of Z. 
M. Pettigrew; which was reterred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES H. WOODARD. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as 
substitute for H. R. 4008, a bill (H. R. r the relief of James H 
Woodard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


al 
HOSS) i . 


MOSES F. CARLETON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 4792, a bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses 
F. Carleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
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were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R, 4516) for the relief of Fred. Hess; 

A bill (H. R. 405) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 221) for the relief of Jacob B. King; 

A bill (H. R. 5526) for the relief of George F. Brott; and 

A bill (H. R. 866) for the relief of the heirs of Horatio N. Spencer, 


deceased. 
MRS. P. L. WARD. 
Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2850) for the rehef of 


Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executiix of William Ward, deceased; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
CORA A. SLOCUMB AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported bax 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4776) for the 
Cora A. Slocumb, Ida A. Richardson, and Caroline Augusta Urquhart 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the P: 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


7} 
nN 
rele! of 


JAMES M’GHEE. 
Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 3783) for the re 


lief of James McGhee. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that that bill go to the Private Calendar with 
the adverse report. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That is the gentleman’s right 

The bill H. R. 3783 was referred to the Committee of the Wh: 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying adv 
ordered to be printed. 


erse repor 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations the following bills and petition; 
which were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3689) for the relief of Lawson Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 3293) for the relief of John G. Eberle: and 

Petition of the trustees of the La Grange Synodical College 

SIDNEY HENDERSON. 

Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, re ported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. a bill (H. R. 6090) forthe relief of Sidney Hen- 
derson, executrix of John Henderson, deceased: which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. DIBRELL. By a resolution of the House adopted on Friday 
last this bill, then recommitted to the committee, 
place on the Calendar when reported back. 

ELIZA E. HEBERT. 


2-99 


JISS 


1 


was not to lose 


Mr. TULLY also presented the views of the minority of the Co 
mittee on War Claims on the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of Mrs 
Eliza E. Hebert; which were ordered to be printed, with the 
the majority o6f the committee, and referred to the Committee of the 


report of 
} I 


| Whole House on the Private Calendar. 


WILLIAM H. GORDON. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War ¢ 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R 
the relief of William H. Gordon; which was laid on the table, 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PR 


ha1NIS c 
1543 
at lit 
ITECTION OF 


NEW YORK 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, trom the Committee on War Cla 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the joint 
H. Res. 89) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain 


FRONTIER. 


resolution 


expenditures incurred by the State of New York for the defense and 
protection of the frontier from invasion from Canada in the year 1-64 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be print 
ADVERSE REPORTS 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War C1 
also reported back with adverse recommendations the following bill and 
petition; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

The bill (H. R. 81) for the relief of Eva Moore, H« 
Maud Carleton Courtis, children of General James H 

Petition of George -C. Harper. 

JOHN CONNOLLY. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on the District of Co! 
bia, reported back with a recommendation the hill (Hi 
tor the relief of John Connolly: which was referred to the C¢ 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


nry Carleton 


Carleton: and 


favorable 
PR5R 


with the 
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STEPHEN CASEY 
Mi 
of Columbia, reported back the bill (H. R. 3811) for the relief of Stephen 
Casey, and moved that the committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


The motion was agreed to. 
SARATOGA MONUMENT 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3327) to provide stat- 


uary and historic tablets for the Saratoga monument: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 
LAWRENCE 8S. BRUMIDI 
Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported 
1 bill (H. R. 6091) for the relief of Lawrence S. Brumidi, heir of Con 


stantine Brumidi, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 

dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
UNIVERSITY 


OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 503) to increase the en- 
dowment of the University of Alabama from the public lands in said 
State hich was referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 

SARAH O'NEILL. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, to which 


had been referred the petition of Miss Sarah O’ Neill, complaining of 


having been discharged on account of illness contracted in the base- 
ment of the Treasury building, by reason of its unfitness for human 
occupation, reported the following resolution; which was placed on the 
House Calender, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be, and it is hereby, authorized to in- 
quire into the sanitary condition of places where labor is employed by the Govy- 
ernment, the hours of labor, and such other matters pertaining to the welfare 
of persons employed by the Government as it may deem necessary 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Militia, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 5057) to amend section 1661 of the Revised 


Statutes making an annual appropriation to provide arms for the mili- 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


tia; 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 

INSTRUCTION 


OF STATE MILITIA. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the Militia, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2633) for the special 
and uniform instruction of State militia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES J. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Patents, reported | 


back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1210) for the relief of James 
J. Johnston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed 

ALGERNON M. COOK. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. for the relief of Algernon M. Cook, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


20" 
od 


BEN MORGAN. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with an amendment the bill 
Ben Morgan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


ALBERT BRANT. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to 


Albert Brant; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JAMES RODEN. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2543) 
granting a pension to James Roden; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


HUGH RYAN 
Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2537) 


WILSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on the District | 


(H. R. 1256) increasing the pension of 
S 
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Marcu 19, 


granting a pension to Hugh Ryan; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL MACK 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2536) 
granting a pension to Michael Mack; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


SALLY INGHAM. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4238 
| granting a pension to Sally Ingham; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
| panying report ordered to be printed 


GEORGE W. KISER 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2539 
granting a pension to George W. Kiser; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 

| panying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BOLWORK. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3749) 
granting a pension to William Bolwork; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 


panying rept rt ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM ARCHIBALD. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to William 
Archibald; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
JAMES A. QUINLAN 
Mr. LE FEVRE, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
| ported adversely the bill (H. R. 3747) granting an increase of pension 
to James A. Quinlan; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


HENRY HUNT. 
Mi 


LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely 


the bill (H. R. 5748) granting a pension to Henry 
Hunt; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. M’PHERSON. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2541) granting a pension to William J. 
McPherson; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA BERTHA WEAVER. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Aljalf&ima, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 

ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5723) 

granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver; which was referred to 

| the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 

accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). 

| eall of committees for to-day. 


This concludes the 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOT! 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent to make sev- 

| eral reports from the Committee on Railways and Canals, as I was not 
in my seat when the committee was called. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, from the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, reported back with a favorable recommendation joint resolution 
(H. Res. 176) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Rail- 
| road Company; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the ac- 

companying report ordered to be printed. 


AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


RAILROAD REGULATIONS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, also reported back 

adversely, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, the bill (H. R. 

| 313) to regulate the coupling of cars on the various railroads in the 

United States, and providing penalties for the violation of the provis- 
| ions of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection this bill will 
be laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 
Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the demand of the gentleman 
| from Indiana [Mr. CALKINs] the bill will be placed upon the House 
| Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, also reported 
| back adversely from the Committee on Railways and Canals the bill 
| (H. R. 312) to establish a uniform code of signals for use on railroads. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill, being reported back ad- 


versely, will, if there is no objection, be laid on the table, and the | 


accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the same action in this case as in the last. 

The bill was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF DOUBLE EAGLES. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, reported back with amend- 
ments, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, the bill 
(H. R. 5076) limiting the coinage of double-eagles and discontinuing 


the coinage of certain United States coins; which was referred to the | 


House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to reserve points of order on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All points of order will be reserved 

INDIAN MASSACRE IN OREGON IN 1847. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to make 
an examination and investigation into the massacre by Indians of Dr. Marcus 
Whitman and others, in the Columbia River Valley, in Oregon, in 1847; and to 
report to this House the names, ages, and sexes of those massacred; and also of 
all those who survived or escaped said massacre (at said times and places). and 
now living, with their present places of abode; and what property, kind and 
value, was destroyed by said Indians, naming them, and to report any and all 
facts and circumstances relating tosaid massacre, and to make such recommen- 
dations in the premises as the facts by him ascertained may seem to justify 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the present consideration of this resolution 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Under what 
rule of the House is this a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
GEORGE] rose and stated that he desired to submita privileged report 
He has submitted the resolution just read by the Clerk. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Under what rule of the House is it privileged ? 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, The Chair has not decided that it is a 
privileged report. The Chair will hear any point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I raise the point of order that this report 
is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
THOMPSON | having made a point of order that this is not a privileged 
report, the Chair is of opinion—— 

Mr. CALKINS. The resolution comes back from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinien that this reso- 
lution is not addressed to one of the heads of the Executive Departments, 
but to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE. I claim that it is also directed to the head of the In- 
terior Department. The resolution was introduced and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and is now reported back under the rule. 
It proposes to call upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the head of 
the Indian Bureau, and also upon the Secretary of the Interior, to fur- 
nish this information to the House. It seems to me it is privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
gentleman to clause 1 of Rule XXIV, the language of which is ‘* Res- 
olutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Depart- 
ments shall be in order,’’ &e. This not being a resolution direefed to 
the head of a Department, itis not a privileged matter. Thegentleman 
can only make it privileged by introducing it again in such a form as 
to call upon the Secretary of the Interior for this information. The re- 
port is not now in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw it. 

ORDER OF BUSINESs. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I ask unanimous consent to present a resolution for 
consideration at this time. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. THOMPSON. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Has it been announced ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I demand the regular order of business 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in the nature of an objection 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. DOWD. 


I raise the question of consideration and call for the 








special order. 
for to-day. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion of the gentleman trom Kentucky that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union is in 


order. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
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Let the Clerk read the resolution fixing the special order 
It will be found in the ReEcorpD of the 19th 
The Chair is of the opinion that the 


If that be voted down the other motion will be in order. 
I move that the House resolve itself into the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur 
pose of considering revenue bills, 


Mr. RANDALL. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in t 


130, nays 121, not voting 69; as follows 


Aiken, 
Arnot, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


| Breckinridge, 
| Breitung, 

| Broadhead, 

| Budd, 


Burnes, 


| Caldwell, 


Cassidy, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Cox,5.3S. 
( 
( 


‘ulbertson, W. W. 


‘urtin, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, L. H 
Davis, R.T. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dunham 


Adams, G. E 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
lagley, 
Ballentine, 
Beach, 
Bland, 
Blount 
Boutelle 
Bowen 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F.B 
Brown, W. W 
Browne, T, M 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Chace, 
Clements 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cox, W.R 

( 


‘ri8p, 


Adams, J. J 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Brewer, J. H 
Calkins 
Carleton, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Duncan, 
Elliott, 
Evins, J. H 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Gibson, 
Goff, 
Hanback, 


YE 


Eaton 
Eldredge, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood 
Follett, 
Foran 
Glascock 
Graves, 
Green, 
Greenleaf 
Halsell, 
Hancock, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell 
Holman 


AS—131 


Le Fevre 
Lewis 
Lore 
Lovering 
LOwry 
Lyman, 
McKinley 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F 
Mills, 

Ma tchell, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow 
Murphy 
Murray 


Holton, Mutchier 
Hooper, Neece, 
Hopkins, Nicholls, 
Houk, Ochiltree, 
Jeffords, O'Neill, J.J 
Jones, J.H Paige 
Jones, J. 1 Patton 
Jordan Phelps 
Kean, Rankin 
Keifer Ranney 
Kleiner Riggs 
Laird Robertson, 
Lamb Robinson, J.S 
’ NAYS—121 


Culberson, D. B 
Cullen, 
Cutcheon 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dock« ry 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Ermentrout 
Evans,I.N 
Everhart 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Forney 
Fyan, 

Ged les, 
George, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hordeman 
Hatch, H.H 
Haynes, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt,G.W 
Hiscock 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 
Howey 
James. 
Johnson 


NOT 


Hardy 
Harmer, 
Hart 

Hatch, W.H 
Henderson, D.B 
Houseman, 
Hunt 
Hurd, 
Hutchins 
Jones, J. K 
Kasson 
Kelley, 
Kellogg 
Ketcham 
King, 
Libbey 
Long 
McComas 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
North Carolina. 


vote “ay. ee 


If he were present, | would vote ‘‘no’’ 
I also wish to announce in behalf of my colleague, Mr. 


Jone s,B.W 
Lace ¥ 
Lanham 
Lawrence 
McAdoo 
McCoid, 
MeCormick 
MeMillin, 
Millard 
Miller, S. H 
Milliken, 
Morrill, 
Muller 
Nelson 
Nutting 


©’ Neill, Chark 


Parker, 
Payson 
Pierce, 
Peel, 3S. W 
Perkins 
Peters 
Pettibone, 
Poland, 
Post 

Price 
Pryor 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ray,G. W 
Reed, 


VOTING—69 


Maybury, 
Mayo, 

Oates 
O'Hara 
Payne 
Peelle,S. J 
Potter, 

Ray, Ossian 
Reagan 
Rice, 
Russell, 
meney, 
Skinner,C.R 
Skinner, T.G 
Snyder, 
Stephenson, 
Stockslager 


storm, 


On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 


* LOTMA ve yeas 


Robinson, W. E 
Rock we 
Rogers, J. H 
Rogers, W.! 
Rosecrans 
seymou 

Shaw 

Shelley 

Slocum 


Spoonel 





ott 
Phrockmorton 
lrownshend 
Pucker 


Williams, 
Winans, E.B 
Wise,G.D 


sir sit 
Thompson 
Valentine, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn 

We mple 

White, J. D 
White, Milo 
Whiting 
Wiikins, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S 
Woodward 
Youn . 


5 


If | were not paired I would vote ‘‘no 


fam paired with Mr. SKINNER, of 


and he would 


PAYNE, that if he were here he would vote in the negative 


Pe OT TL) TE eee wh i te 
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Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to state that the gentleman from Iowa | 
[Mr. Kasson], who is absent paired, would if present vote in the af- 


firmative on the motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. NICHOLLS. Iam paired with Mr. Kasson, and understood | 


he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and therefore I have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My colleague, Mr. StorkM, who is absent attend- 
ing to business, would if present vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. I was called from the Chamber previous to the 
calling of my name. If I had an opportunity I would vote ‘‘no.’’ I 
would like to have my vote recorded that way. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Maryland [{Mr. McComas], and therefore desire to withdraw my 
vote. ‘ 

The following pairs were announced: 
further notice. 


Mr. FINERTY with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 


day. 
Mr. KinG with Mr. WILson of Iowa, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 


Mr. PEELE, of Indiana, with Mr. STOCKSLAGER, on all political ques- 
tions, until further notice. 


Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, on all political questions, until | 


further notice. 

Mr. Gorr with Mr. SNYDER, on all political questions, until further 
notice. 

Mr. HovseEMAN with Mr. WHITING, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 


Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BAYNE, onall political questions, until further 
notice. 


Mr. FInpDLAY with Mr. Lona, on all political questions, until farther | 


notice. 


Mr. Hunt with Mr. KELLOGG, on all political questions, until further 
notice 


Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. HART, on all political questions, until | 


March 4 


Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. CARLETON, until March 23, on political | 


questions. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, . 
| once, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 118, not 


on all political questions, until March 30. 
Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. O’HARA, on all political 
questions, until March 24. 


Mr. ELLioTT with Mr. JoHN 8S. WISE, on all political questions, until 
March 22 


Mr. ApAMs, of New York, with Mr. BAYNE, on the bonded exten- | ,a. 4.6 GE 


sion bill. 
Mr. YOUNG with Mr. PAYNE, on the bonded extension bill. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHBURN, on the bonded 
extension bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. McCoMAs, on this vote. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HuRD, on this vote. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, on this vote. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. RUSSELL, on this vote. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. KAsson, on all political questions, for this 
day. 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain why I voted.’ | 


was paired with the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. Strait] for thirty | Caldwell, 


minutes, with the understanding that he would vote against this meas- 
ure and that I should vote for it when itcame up. The thirty minutes 
expired before his return, and on consultation with other members here 
Icast my vote. I want to make this statement in justice to Mr. STRAIT. 
He failed to get here within the thirty minutes, and I notified him that 
I would vote for this measure if it came before the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish tostate that my colleague, Mr. MAYBURY, 
of Michigan, asked me, before leaving the House, to pair with him on 
the bonded-whisky bill. I voted on this question not knowing that it 
included that measure. I am informed, however, that the vote is sup- 
posed to affect it. If that is embraced in my pair, I shall withdraw 
the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then I shall permit my vote to stand. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DoRSHEIMER in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering revenue bills on 
the Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


Marcu 19, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the revenue bills be reported now in 
the order in which they stand on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already directed that to be done. 

EXTENSION OF THE BONDED PERIOD. 

The first business on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend 
the time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in ware- 
house. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee rise and report the 
objection to the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the rule the objection is of itself sufficient 
to compel the committee to rise and report the objection to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee will now rise and 
report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 


| the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that the 
| Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had 
Mr. GisBson with Mr. BINGHAM, on all political questions, until | 


under consideration revenue bills, and havmg reached the bill (H. R. 


| 5265) to extend the time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits 


now in warehouse, objection was made to its consideration; where- 


| upon under the rule the committe rose, and he reported the objection 
Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. HANBACK, on all political questions, for to- | 


to the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is whether the House 


will direct the committee to consider that bill. 
| 


Mr. HISCOCK. Is that the way in which the motion should be put, 
or is it proper to put itin this form: ‘‘ Shall the objection be sustained ?”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let the motion be put in whatever way is required 
by the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be 
taken upin regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation 
bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have pre- 


The Clerk will read Rule XXIII. 


| cedence, and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or propo- 


sition, the committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the House, 
which shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition shal! be 
considered or laid aside for the present ; whereupon the committee shall resume 
jts sitting without further order of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House direct 
the committee to consider this bill ? 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that by the sound the 
** noes ’’ seemed to prevail. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [ask a division. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will save time to have the yeas and nays at 


voting 64; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Arnot, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Breckinridge, 


| Breitung, 


Broadhead, 


| Budd, 


Burnes, 


Cassidy, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 


| Cobb, 


Collins, 


| Connolly, 
| Cosgrove, 


Cox, 8. 8. 


| Cox, W. R. 
Culbertson, W. W. 


Curtin, 


| Dargan, 


Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 


| Davis, R. T. 


Deuster, 


| Dibble, 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. MAyBURY, is paired with Mr. HART. | 


Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Beach, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowe n, 


YEAS—138. 


Dorsheimer, 
Dunham, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Greenleaf, 
Halse il, 
Haneoc k, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, T. J. 


Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holton, 
Hoope r, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, Jd cs 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 


Le Fev re, 
Lewis, 
I ibbey, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McKinley, 
Matson, 
Mayo, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neece, 
Nichoils, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Phelps, 
Potter, 
Rankin, 
tanney, 
Reagan, 
Riggs, 


Robertson, 


NAYS—1I18. 


Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, _ M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 


Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 

Chace, 
Clements, 
Converse, 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Then I demand the yeas and nays. 


Robinson, J. 8S 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, Ww. F, 
Rosecrans, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Slocunt, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Throckmorton, 
Lownshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 

Turner, Oscar 
Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Wemple, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
York. 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 





e 
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! 
Everhart, Lacey, Post, Thomas, 
Ferrell, Lanham, Price, Tillman, 
Fiedler, Lawrence, Pryor, Turner, H. G. 
Forney, McAdoo, Pusey, Valentine, 
Fyan, McCoid, Randall, Van Alstyne, 
Geddes, McCormick, Ray, G. W. Vance, 





Guenther, MeMillin, Reed, Wadsworth, | 
Hammond, Millard, Reese, Wait, 
Hanback, Miller, 8. H. Rowell, Wakefield, 
Hardeman, Milliken, Ryan, Warner, A. J. 
Hatch, H. H. Morrill, Scales, Weaver, 
Haynes, Muller, Singleton, Wellborn, 
Hepburn, Nelson, Smith, Weller, 
Hewitt, G. W. Nutting, Steele, White, J. D. 
Hitt, Payson, Stevens, White, Milo 
Holmes, Pierce, Stewart, J. W. Williams, 
Horr, Peel, 5. W. Strait, Winans, E. B. 
Howey, Perkins, Struble, Wise, G. D. 
James, Peters, Taylor, E. B. Yapk 
Johnson, *ettibone, Taylor, J. D. 
Jones, B. W. Poland, Taylor, J. M. 

NOT VOTING—64. 
Adams, J. J. George, Kelley, Skinner, C. R. 
Barbour, Gibson, Kellogg, Skinner, T. G. 
Bayne, Goff, Ketcham, Snyder, 
Bingham, Hardy, Long, Stephenson, 
Brewer, J. H. Harmer, MeComas, Stockslager, 
Burleigh, Hart, Maybury, Stone, 
Calkins, Hatch, W. H. Morse, Storm, 
Carleton, Henderson, D. B. Oates, Thompson, 
Cook, Hewitt, A. S. O' Hara, Warner, Richard 
Covington, Hiscock, O’ Neill, Charles Washburn, 
Davis, L. H. Houseman, Parker, Whiting, 
Duncan, Hunt, Payne, Wilkins, 
Elliott, Hurd, Peelle, S. J. Wilson, James 
Evins, J. H. Hutchins, Ray, Ossian Winans, John | 
Findlay, Jones, J. K. Rice, Wise, J. s 
Finerty, Kasson, Russell, Young 


So the House decided the bill should be considered. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to dispense with the readmg of the names of 
members voting. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Since voting I have consented to pair with my col- 
league, Mr. HEWITT, of New York, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Hugrp, on this vote. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, with Mr. Hiscock, on this vote. Mr. 
HEWITT would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. Hiscock would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. OATEs, for to-day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session, Mr. DORSHEIMER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has overruled the objection, and di- 
rected the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time for the payment of the 
tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse to be considered. The Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read its title. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee rise in order that I may present to the House a question of 
privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] that that motion is not in orderat thistime. The 
bill will be reported. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is not the motion that the committee 
rise in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at thistime. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg 
ular order !’’} 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the time within which distilled spirits heretofore entered 
for deposit and now remaining in distillery warehouses, or special bonded ware- 
houses, upon which the tax has or shal] become due after December 1, 1883, are 
required to be withdrawn therefrom, pursuant to the conditions of any ware- 
housing bond taken upon the entry of such spirits into any such warehouse 
under the provisions of existing laws of the United States, shall, on written re- 
quest of the distiller or owner thereof, be extended for a period not exceeding 





two years from the date the tax has or would have fallen due upon any such 
distilled spirits under existing laws; but such extension shall not be made 
any case unlessa new warehousing bond, ina penal sum not less than the amount 


of the tax, in a form to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and with sureties satisfactory 
to the collector of the district in which the warehouse is located, shall be given, 
conditioned that the principal named in said bond shall pay the tax on the spirits 
specified therein, and also interest on such tax at the rate of 4} per cent. per an- 
num for the time of the extension, and within five years from the date of the 
original entry of such spirits for deposit in warehouse. When any distilled 
spirits upon which the time for payment of the tax shall become extended under 
the provisions of this act are regauged for withdrawal from warehouse, the : 
lowance for loss shall be no more than is now authorized for a warehousing 
period of three years; and the tax, and interest on the tax at the rate above 
named, shall be collected also upon any excess of loss found upon such re 
at the time of the withdrawal of such spirits. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now let the report be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kenincky. I now move that the committee rise. 
I make this motion for the purpose, as I have said, of stating to the 
House a question of privilege. 

Mr.RANDALL. Thegentleman from Kentucky can wait a moment 
until the report is read. , 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I can wait, but I do not know that I 
have to. 


gauge 


leave to report: 
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Mr. RANDALL. I merely suggest to the gentleman to wait. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. At the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania I will. 

The report was read. as follows 

Mr. Morrisow,from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the 
lowing report, to accompany bill H. R. 5265 

The Committee on Ways and Means, having considered the subject of extend- 
ing time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse, be 





The production of distilled spirits in the United States has become larger than 
demanded by the market. The taxes are the largest pa 
dustry. Itsuffersin common with other industries fron present depression 
of trade. The burden from which it chiefly suffers is that directiy imposed by 
the Government. Its relief would probably prevent serious disaster and bank 
ruptcy not only to the interest itself but to associate businessinterests. This! 


rv any domestik 






proposes not to relieve any liability for taxes now imposed by law, but sim 
to postpone their payment for a period not exceeding two years, on condition 
further security and of the payment of interest on the postponed taxes att 


highest rate (of interest) paid by the Government on any of its bonded de 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison 
is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE, ot Kentucky Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. MORRISON. Having reported this by the direction of the Con 
mittee on Ways and Means, [ desire, if it please the Committee of t 
Whole, to make a short statement as to its purpose and object. Ast 
law now is, the tax on distilled spirits must be paid within three years 
from the time they are made, and as much sooner—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentuc ky. l rise to a question ot order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Hlinois [ Mr. MORRISON } 
has the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I rise to a question of orde 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his 
question of order 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
read the report, that I desired to make the motion that the committee 


I stated. when the Clerk was about to 


rise in order to present to the House a question of privilege At the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] ! 
withdrew that motion till the Clerk should have read the report. Att 
the reading of the report I addressed the Chair i now desire to know 


whether the Chair proposes to rule me out of order in making the m 
tion that the commiftee rise in order that I may present to the House 
question of privilege affecting, Imay say, the proceedings of the Hous 
on the very measure we are now to consider ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair respectfully informs the gentlem 
from Kentucky that when his motion was made it was not in ord 
and on the completion of the reading of the re port the Chair recon a 
the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the committee Phat 
gentleman now has the floc! 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylania | Mr. Br 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understood the Chair to savy that when the ger 
man from Kentucky made his motion the Chair declared it out of ord: 


} 
pomnt of ordet 





When that motion was made it was made before the bill was read b 
the Clerk, and the Chair evidently decided properly. But after tl 
bill was reported and before the report was read the gentleman from 
Kentucky again got the attention of the Chair and made the motion 
The Chairdid not rule the motion then out of order, but the gentler 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE}, at the suggestion of the gentleman 1 


he would not insist upon 


Philadelphia [Mr. RANDALL], said that 
motion at that time, but would permit t 


he report to be fir 





Now, the point of order that 1 raise is this: Does the Chair contend 
that, having recognized the gentleman from Kentucky before t 
was read for the purpose of making that motion, and the gent 
from Kentucky having addressed the Chair r the report 
he having permitted the report to be read at the suggestion of 
tleman from Pennsylvania, the Chair will then recognize anot! 
tleman without allowing the gentleman from Kentucky t thi 


motion? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair respectfully sa to the gent 


from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BkRuMM] that the Chair « not enter into any . 
discussion as to whether his ruling is correct or incorrect | 
of the House point out the manner in which the decision of 1 
may be reviewed, if any member so desires 
Illinois [Mr. MorRISON ] has the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, ot Kentuck: [ regret very mu 
decision of the Chair mit I will do so, and do so upon m t 
ity as a man and as a Representative on this floor and upon the 
of the House 

Mr. CHAIRMAN rhe question before the committee is: Shall 
ruling of the Chair stand as the jud ent of the committ: 


Mr. KEIFER. Desiring simply to preserve the good conduct of thi 
House, I think, with all due respect to the Chair, that there is1 









thing as an appeal from a recognition by the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thanks the gentleman from Obic | M 
KEIFER] for referring him to a well-known parliamentary rule 
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h clines to entertain the appeal of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Che gentleman from Illinois has the floor, and will proceed 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I rise toa question of order 


Mr. MORRISON. With the permission of the gentleman from Penn- 
yivania{ Mr. BRUMM] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
ll proceed to say what I was about to say when interrupted, that 

s the law now is the tax on distilled spirits—— 


| 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I rise to a question of order 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not yield 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I know you do not; but the rules of the 
House will prevail in this committee or we will have disorder, one or 


t he other 
Mr. MORRISON 
The CHAIRMAN 
point of order 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 


There is always disorder where the gentleman is. 
rhe gentleman from Kentucky will state his 


On page 356 of the Digest questions of 


pr iewe are detined They are as follows 
Q is of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
| vely, its safety gnity, and the integrity of its proceedings ; second, th« 
xz putat and conduct of members individually in their Representa- 
mcity only ; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except mo 


to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess 


Now I rise in my place here and state to the Chair that I desire to go 
back into the House in order to present to the House a question of the 
highest privilege 
it 1s 


I will state it to the Chair if he desires to know what 
It is that a member of the whisky ring is now on this floor, to 
which he has been admitted under a rule of the House after having first 
ribed his name on the register to a statement that he has uo interest 
in any bill pending before this body. Yet within a few days after he 


took that card of admission to the floor of this House he was found be- 


subs 


fore the Committee on Ways and Means addressing that committee in 
favor of the bill which is now before the Committee of the Whole 


Mr. BLACKBURN Will my colleague allow me to make a sug- 
gestion ? 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Waita moment. That member of the | 


whisky ring has been on the floor repeatedly since and is on the floor | 
now, as is also the editor of the Courier-Journal, from a town where | 


there is more whisky in bond than in any other town in the United 
States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is no point of order, and the gentleman 
has no right to be heard on it and he knows it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [ Mr. WHITE] has not stated a point of order 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. DORSHEIMER] and the committee can take the responsibility; I 
have done my duty 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] has presented no point of order and he knows it, 
or ought to know it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I say it is a point of order, and that 
I am entitled to be heard on a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order. 
of ‘* Regular order!’’ | 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. You may bulidoze this whisky bill 
through the House, but the coming election will condemn you. [Re- 
newed cries of ‘‘Order!’’ ‘* Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order, and gentle- 
men will take their seats. [After a pause.] The gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MORRISON } will proceed. 

Mr. MORRISON. 
law now is the tax on distilled spirits must be paid within three years 
from the time they are made, and as much sooner as they are sold and 
removed from the warehouse. 


[ Cries 


the payment of interest on the amount of the tax extended. 

If this business of converting grain into alcohol existsonly to be taxed, 
then the beneficiaries of this bill ought to have no footing here and no 
consideration from Congress. But regarding it as a legitimate branch 
of manufacturing industry, it is entitled to be placed on an equal basis 
with all other industries—on the same basis with other industries or 
interests subject to internal taxes. 

In the last twenty years the men engaged in this business have paid 
into the Treasury of the United States more than one thousand miilions 
of dollars; and this distilling interest is to-day the source from which 
you derive more than one-fifth of all your revenue. When the law im- 
posing internal taxes was first enacted all these taxes were paid when 
the articles upon which they were levied were sold and went into con- 
sumption, and not before. Taxes are so paid yet on tobacco and malt 
liquors—on everything upon which we impose internal-revenue taxes 
except this one interest now asking for this extension. 

They are so paid in allother countries where internal taxesare levied. 
So levied, paid, and collected, they are taxes on consumption, not on 
production. When taxes are so levied and collected men pay on what 
they use or destroy, not on what they make or produce. 

Chis law was so amended in 1468 as to require immediate payment 
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When interrupted I was about to say that asthe | 


The object of this bill (and the effect of 
it if it shall become a law) is toextend the time for the payment of the | 
tax on spirits now in warehouse, on condition of new guarantees and | 
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of taxes on this one article of production. It was so changed because 
at that time there were in connection with the collection of these taxes 
great abuses and frauds, although abuses and frauds were not singular 
to this distilling business. They existed in the collection of customs 
revenue. They were everywhere quite too common. In the several 
years first after the war in all the public service of State, county, and 
city, as wellas the National Government, these frauds and abuses existed. 
When we had grown away from that condition, the time within which 
these taxes should be paid was extended one year and afterward to 
three years—a period ordinarily sufficient, but not always so. 

It is estimated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that in the 
last year, besides the distilled spirits that were regularly taken from 
warehouses and taxes paid upon them, there was, under this three-year 
law, forced out 3,000,000 gallons upon which the payment of taxes was 
enforced, these 3,000,000 gallons being wholly without a market—a 
surplus. In the next two years 70,000,000 gallons must pay taxes, and 
for much of this there is no market. 

The Commissioner estimates the surplus for which there will be no 
sale, surplus of the whiskies already made and now in warehouse, at 
15,000,000 gallons, and on all of this taxes must be paid in the next two 
years. To carry or to keep in store this surplus or oversupply large 
sums of money have been and will need to be invested, borrowed and 
loaned, involving in threatened bankruptcy not only the producers of 
and dealers in whisky, but bankers and merchants as well. This 
money wasadvanced and invested upon the reasonable expectation that 
it would be returned within three years upon the sale of these whiskies 
and before the expiration of the tax-paying period. 

In order that these people may not go into bankruptcy, or, in other 
words, to save what they have already invested, large sums will be 
needed in addition to those now invested in this surplus; because to 
keep this 45,000,000 gallons in the warehouse without paying taxes the 
owners have already invested only ten or twelve million dollars; but to 
keep it in store tax-paid will require $50,000,000. 

But it may be said, ‘‘Why shall we grant this relief? Did not these 
manufacturers of whisky or distilled spirits know what the law was? 
Did they not know when this tax would become due? Why did they 
manufacture more than they could sell or pay taxes upon?’’ The 
answer is simply this, that in the years when this whisky was made 
everything was overdone. Excessive production was not confined to 
this industry or business; it was common to all the large producing 
interests of the country. 

At one time the distillers attempted to establish, and thought they 
had established, an export trade, from which they expected a large and 
profitable market. During a very short period they exported, I be- 

| lieve, 65,000,000 gallons, a quantity nearly equal to the entire pro- 
duction of a single year. But our foreign commerce was so embar- 
rassed and hedged about with restrictions that our people were finally 
| unable to sell the alcoholic product of our grain in the European mar- 
kets at a profit. The French were our principal customers for this 
product; but even in France the Germans had an advantage of 12 cents 
a gallon over us, an advantage equal to 50 per cent. or one-half the 
cost of the export. 

Germany made war on France, battered down her walls, overturned 
her government, and compelled payment of the cost of grim-visaged 
war. We fight both with commercial restrictions—a protective war 
tariff maintained against ourselves. As a consequence we must sell our 
grain in alcohol, if we sell at all in the French market, in competition 
with the countrymen of the ill-natured Bismarck, at the disadvantage 
of one-half its cost. 2 

When we put our grain into hogs—make pork of it—neither France 
nor Germany will take it at all. [Laughter.] Commercially, we have 
| so behaved that in the countries where we must sell our surplus grain 
nobody wants anything to do with us. 

But suppose it be true, fellow-citizens—I mean Mr. Chairman. 
[Laughter.}] I do not oecupy as much of the time of the House as some 
gentlemen, and therefore may be pardoned if I sometimes mistake or 
miscall my audience. 

Mr. THOMPSON. We are only fellow-citizens at last. 

Mr. MORRISON. Suppose it to be true, Mr. Chairman, that thissur- 
plus or oversupply is purely the result of the speculative or money- 
getting spirit of our people. Is that a good and sufficient reason why 
an industry of this magnitude should not be relieved when it can be 
and is proposed to be done without cost to the Government? 

No guarantees for payment are lost or surrendered. New bonds are 
to be taken to secure final payment of all taxes with interest to be paid 
at 4} per cent., the highest rate which the Government pays on its own 
indebtedness. 

Suppose the payment of these taxes to be extended at 4} per cent 
interest shall be enforced under existing law at once when they are 
due, we at once pay out the money on a bond that bears but 3 per 
cent.; and I ask again, what has the Government to gain by enforcing 
payment of taxes on whiskies before they are sold or go into consump- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
question ? 

Mr. MORRISON 


Will the gentleman yield to me fora 


Yes, sir 








1884. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. When the extension was granted to 
them a few years ago, by the terms of the law these distillers promised 
5 per cent. interest. Now, did they pay it? 

Mr. MORRISON. I suppose they could be made to pay it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Did they not in a subsequent Congress 
get relief from that tax, and will they not do it again? Is not this an 
act to enable them not to pay anything at all, not only the payment of 
interest on the taxes but the payment of the taxes themselves? 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam not familiar with former legislation on that 
subject or with the action of the Government in that respect. I never 
saw the inside of a still-house. There is not one in my district, and, 
so far as I know, not one of my constituents has any interest in the sub- 
ject now before the House. 1 am actingin this as I do onevery public 
question. New securities and new bonds are required under this bill, 
and should be in all like cases, and I presume there is absolutely noth- 
ing of substance in the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point I make is, they did not pay 
before, and, in my judgment, neither will they pay this time. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I shouid like to answer my colleague, if the gen- 
tleman from Llinois will permit me. 

Mr MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMPSON. When they extended the bonded period before 
they required interest should be paid on whisky on which the tax was 
extended atthe rate of 5 per cent. There was at that time only 6,000,- 
000 of gallons of whisky on which it was extended. The effect of Con- 
gress coming in and extending the bonded period relieved the market, 
and ail that whisky went into consumption almost immediately under 
the demands of the trade. It was continued on such a small amount 
that the whole sum collected of interest was but $75,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And that they did not pay. 

Mr. THOMPSON. In 1880 when the Carlisle bill, so called, erys- 
tallized that joint resolution of 1878 into law they took off the charge 
of interest because they realized nothing from it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then my colleague admits they did not 
pay the interest. 

Mr. THOMPSON. They did pay the interest at that time 

Mr. WILLIS. The answer is that they did pay it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, they did pay it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ido not know whether they will pay it or not. 
They will, unless some Congress comes in and releases them. I can not 
tell about that. I only know that I shall never relieve whisky from 
the payment of taxes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


And this is one step in that direction. 

Mr. MORRISON. It may be if you have the execution of the law. 
[Laughter.] It is not my purpose to relieve them of anything. When 
this bill came to my hands it did not provide for payment of interest. 
That provision was inserted in it on my own motion. 

Now, I was about to say, Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question of order. I went over to the 
seat of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. MoRRISON ] and could not find 
for myself any seat there and I could not possibly hear him. I can- 
not hear him here, and I hope he will agree to take a position some- 
what more central in the House, and then we will all be able to take 
our seats and hear what is going on. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have but little more to say. I was saying the 
Government had nothing to gain by the enforcement of taxes at an 
earlier time than articles which paid them went into consumption; 
and for the reason that if you force out to-day more than is used, less 
will go out to-morrow. If you take out more this six months than 
goes into consumption, less will go out the next six months. At last 
you get the taxes on what the people consume, and no more. 

Production, Mr.Chairman, is coming down; in fact it is already down 
to the demand for annual use. In 1881, three years ago, 117,000,000 
of gallons were made, and in the last year but 74,000,000 of gallons, 
and this is about the quantity which our people annually use. It has 
been said that this is special legislation, or class legislation, that it is 
legislation in behalf of a specially interested few. 

Mr. Chairman, that can not be true. This bill gives but partial re- 
lief to an interest (the largest tax-paying interest in the country) spe- 
cially legislated against, and does not yet put it on an equality with 
other interests equally special on which internal taxes are levied, to- 
bacco and malt liquors. So far as this bill goes its effect is to undo 
special legislation. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue recommends the passage of 
this bill. I ask the Clerk to read 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that the late Commissioner of Internal 
enue? 

Mr. MORRISON. 





Rey- 


No; the new, Commissioner Evans. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have been in my seat, but I can not hear what 
is going on. It is impossible to hear the gentleman from Illinois from 
this locality, and I would request that he take a position more in the 
center of the Hall, so members can hear what he has to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power to give effect to the gen- 
tleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have but little more to say. I ask the Clerk to 
read what I have marked from the letter of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, whose duty it is to collect this tax or have it collected. 
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The Clerk read as follows 

If the subject were any other than whisky there would probably be but vers 
little difficulty. Viewing it in the abstract, as I have conceived it my duty to 
do, it seems thatthe name or quakty of the article should not make any differ 
ence in determining a plain business proposition such as I suppose this to be 
It was long since made a business matter by the Government in it 
ing with it. 

I have looked at the subject in its revenue aspects only, 
any theory of morality which may be supposed to be involved i 
which, indeed, in my present position, I could properly have 
to do, and I unhesitatingly say that I can see noobjection t 
lation so long as provision is made for the perfect 
forthe ultimate payment of the whole amount due 
the rate of at least 4} per cent. during the time of th 


s mode of dea 
ily, without reference to 
nit, and with 
thing whatever 
» the proposed legis 
security of the Govern 

with intere 


and so long as 





together 


extension 


it is provided that there shall be no allowance for loss by leakage or evaporat 
during the extended period 

Mr. MORRISON. That is what Mr. Commissioner Evans, t} ef 
of the Internal Revenue Department, says 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 1 


Chis is an import 
bill, and the House ought to be able to hear the chairman of the ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means uponit. I wish he would take a po 


nearer the center of the Hall. so that all may hear him 
Mr. MORRISON I shall not occupy the floor for many minutes 
longer. 
I have said, Mr. Chairman, that the Commissioner recommend 
| passage of this bill. In the last Congress 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Wiil the gentleman vield to 


right there? 

Mr. MORRISON Yes, sir. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentlemar 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
not aware of the fact that the ex-Commissioner of Internal Reven 


this in the last Congress, and t 


the Secretary of the Treasury recommended to the Senate that it shou 
not pass? Now, has the gentleman in charge of this bill any recon 
mendation from the Secretary of the Treasury? Has he any authorit 


| of the Secretary of the Treasury that this is a good bil 


Mr. MORRISON. I have not stated that I had 
Mr. WILLIS. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois will yield to me tor 


moment, I desire to answer the question of my colleague from 


| tucky. 


Mr. MORRISON. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say in reply to his q 
pending before this House was recommended by Charles J. Fo 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the identical letter which my col 
referred to. Here is the exact wording—— 


vestion th 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask, then, that it be put into t 
RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIS. This House passed a bill providing for unlimited 
tension of the bonded period. It went to the Senate Now, here , 
letter from the Secretary, and I quote an extract 

I may be permitted to add that I am satisfied 

This letter was written on the 21st day of April, 1322 
that an immediate attempt to collect the tax upon the spirits now in store w l 
be oppressive and ruinous to many lam therefore notin antagonism to | 
lation that shall give temporary aid to an important branch of business 
lieve it to be needed and that it may be so accoréled as to be healthful t 
This can be effected by a prolongation, but fora fixed period, of the tim 


which spirits may remain in store without payment of tax 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is the date 

Mr. WILLIS. That letter is dated on the 21st of April 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. ‘I ask that the entire letter be print 
in the RECORD 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Kentucky must excuse ni 
from yielding further to him. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It will show, if printed in full, th 
Secretary Folger, at the same time, said that this bill was 

Mr. MORRISON. After yielding so often I have said | 
further. Has this man no limit to his persistency ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy 

Mr. MORRISON. That is the first time you have thanked m 
it, though it has been several timesextended. J was about to say, Mr 
Chairman, that in the last Congress, when five of the present members 
of the Ways and Means Committee were members of that committee, 
when the Speaker of the present House [ Mr. CARLISLE], the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. TucKER], the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL], and myself also were among 
its members, that committee reported to this House, so far as I know 


A KI 


of that letter? 


pia xte 


did not vield 


without a single objection, when the necessity was not so urgent as 
now, a bill extending the time—not for two years, but indefinitely, not 
requiring the payment of 4) per cent. interest, but without interest 
That bill passed the House, as I remember, unchallenged. The 
lying upon our table when the last Congress adjourned a bill passed by 
the Senate extending the time for two years without interest 

Mr. WILLIS. With interest; the very bill Mr. Folger suggests 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Kentucky states that the 
Senate bill required interest; as to that I seem to be in error Ii 
Chairman, if these precedents and the recommendation of the Secre 
tary of the Treasury and the Commissioner are not sufficient to secure 
the passage of this bill, then I need to say nothing more in support of 


re was 


l 
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I believe, sir, with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that if 
this House was dealing with any other subject than whisky there would 
be no question about the passage of this bill. 

Whenever the Government has the financial ability, the unquestioned 
and the undoubted constitutional power to grant relief toa great 
r of its citizens engaged in a large and important tax-paying in- 
dustry, that relief should be granted, when, as in this case, it can be done 
without cost to the Government or people. 

Chis bill, if it is passed, will not cost the Government of the United 
States one cent. Nor will it increase the burdensof a single one of our 


right, 


numbe 


fifty-five millions of people to the extent of a hundredth part of asin- | 


gle farthing. Therefore I think one of the imperative duties imposed 
upon Congress is to pass the bill. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the people of Il- 
linois, the people of Kentucky, of Ohio, and of halfa dozen other States, 
my ownincluded, are deeply, vitally interested in the passage of this bill. 
[ wish to say that letter after letter and hundreds of telegrams have come 
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to every member on this floor from these States urging the passage of | 


the bill. But I wish further to say that we do not, even if we had a 
majority, wish to push the bill through by any railroad system. If 
there is anything wrong in it we want it to come out. If there is any- 
body that wishes to make inquiry about it we want to answer their 
questions. 

But as it is now late I shall yield the floor to my colleague for the 
purpose of making a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is evident that we can not finish the discus- 
sion of this bill this evening. I will therefore move that the commit- 
tee rise in order that we may begin it early to-morrow, and I hope will 
be able to get through with it before the setting of to-morrow’s sun. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had un- 
der consideration the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time for the pay- 
ment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse and had come to 
on resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before submitting the motion to ad- 
journ the Chair will lay before the House some personal requests of 
members 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hewitt, of New York, until Tuesday next, on account of ill- 
health 

fo Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, until the 4th of April, on account of 
important business. 





Marcy 20, 





3y Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Harriet L. Clifford, of Charlevoix 
County, Michigan, asking for increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., asking for the estab- 
lishment of a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of similar import from E. O. Peck and others, citizens 
of Ferry, Mich—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of similar import from members of Post 92, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan—to thesame committee. 

3y Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the Association of the city of 
Milwaukee, Wis., asking for the repeal of the law requiring the coinage 
of silver dollars to the amount of 2,000,000 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Rockport, Me., in favor 
of bill to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine service—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Clinton Spencer, Nelson Chamber- 
lain, and 35 others, asking that a branch soldiers’ home be established 
in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Theodore F. Drake and 22 others, citizensof Moncie, 
Mich., asking that a branch soldiers’ home be established in the State 


| of Michigan—to the same committee. 


By Mr. HANCOCK: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Henry 
Voélcker—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Petition of the Maryland State Temperance Al- 
liance, asking for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the 
District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of R. N. Spohn, relative to the liquor 
traftic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petitionin favor of bridge over Staten Island Sound— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Charles McClelland, late a private 


| Company K, One hundred and fiftieth New York Volunteers, asking for 


lo Mr. Hunt, for twodays, on account of important and urgent busi- | 


ness. 

To Mr. McComas, until Tuesday next. 

lo Mr. HOPKINS, for three days. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—GARRISON VS. MAYO. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
yields to me for a moment that I may ask unanimous consent to have 
the report of the Committee on Elections on the contested-election case 
of Garrison vs. Mayo printed in to-morrow’s RECORD. 


Mr. RANNEY. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of privilege. 


The SPEAKER pno tempore. 
state his question of privilege 

Mr. MILLS. I submit to the Chair that the motion to adjourn now 
pending is of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It had escaped the attention of the 


The gentleman from Kentucky will 


Chair that the gentleman from Texas had entered a motion to adjourn. 
The gentleman from Texas insists on that motion. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Texas insist 
on that motion in order to aid the whisky bill? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. MILLS. I do not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman insists on his motion 
for that purpose, I desire to give him notice I shall be heard yet. 

Che question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
jou lie 

ETITIONS, ETC. 

lhe following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of John W. Shaw and 25 others, citi- 


zens of Fairfield County, 
tariff of 1867—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Does the gentleman from Texas yield ? | 


Ohio, praying for the restoration of the wool | 


a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: Memorial of James 8. Ragan, for pay withheld 
from him while a soldier of the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Papers relating to claim of John Robinson, 
late private Company H, Second West Virginia Regiment—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of workingmen of Washingtonville, 
Ohio, against the further admission of Chinese to the ports of the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Thayer & Lincoln and others, praying 
for the dredging of a certain portion of the harbor of Boston, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Petition of John W. Duncan, for discharge and pay 
and bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, by 
Commander Brown, of Laymon Post, Warren, Ind., for equalization of 
bounties and issue of land-warrants and pensions for prisoners of war— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of J. D. Cox and others, relating 
to reorganization of the infantry of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of C. F. Peck, J. T. Robinson, and others, 
citizens of Bloomingdale, Mich., relative to a bill for the establishment 
of a Michigan branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of L. S. Duncan, F. M. Gray, and 150 others, citizens 
of Niles, Mich., for the passage of a bill to amend chapter 3 of title 59 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled ‘‘ National Home 
fer Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ by adding thereto section 4838—to 
the same committee. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of B. W. Hunter and others, 
citizens of Maryland and the District of Columbia, praying that a sur- 
vey for a ship-canal may be made from a point on the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac River to the Chesapeake Bay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented resolutions adopted by Tippecanoe Post, 
No. 51, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, of Monti- 
cello, Ind., in favor of the passage by Congress of the measures recom- 
mended by the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic 
in relation to pensions; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
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Mr. KENNA. I present the memorial of a number of citizens of 
the Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill (S. 1441) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Great Kanawha River, and to prescribe the dimensions of 
the same. 
that connection I desire the Chief Clerk to read the passage I have 
marked in the Recoxp of February 8, containing a statement made 
by me on introducing the bill against which this remonstrance is made. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
be no objection it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN AT 


I ask its reference to the Committee on Commerce, and ia | 


If there | 


Mr. KENNA. In introducing this bill I desire to say that there is a difference | 


of opinion as to the propriety of the height of the bridges authorized by it to be 
constructed so as not to interfere with navigation. Therefore I have left the 
height blank. There are also other provisions of the bill which I have not per- 


sonally investigated to which I wish to give some attention and perhaps make | 


some suggestionsabout. There is a general desire to have the bridges, but like- 
wise a universal feeling against interference with navigation. I shall place all 
available information on the subject before the committee, and hope that if the 
bill is not now it may be so formulated as to permit the bridges and save harm- 
less the navigation. 


Mr. KENNA. I desire to add to the observations which the Chief 
Clerk has just read trom the RECORD the statement that this remon- 
strance is largely the result of misapprehension or misrepresentation of 
both the bill introduced by me and the object of its introduction. I 
desire to add further for the information of those who have signed the 
remonstrances that the bill introduced by me was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and by them at my request it went to the Depart- 
ment, and through the Department to the engineers in charge of the 
improvement of the Great Kanawha River. It has already been sub- 
jected to close scrutiny by the engineers, who willshortly make their 
report, and I am informed recommend modification in the present 
bill. It will go through a like process by the committee, and I am 
quite confident that no gentleman on this floor or un the floor of the 
other House would give his vote to any bill which will in any way in- 
terfere with the navigation of that river. Upon full information every 
requirement of the navigation will be carefully guarded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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Coleman, Mary EF. Murdoch, Dr. Anna 3} Kim- 
berly, Mrs. E. S. Hammond, and 81 others, citizens of the State ot 
Minnesota, praying the passage of a sixteenth amendment to the Con 
stitution prohibiting the States from disfranchising citizens on account 
of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Sut 
frage. 


i. Brockway, George W 
} 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FARLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill 54) for the relief of Wilbur F. Cogswell, 
to report adversely thereon and recommend its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. FARLEY. I was about to make a statement, 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] here. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to submit the views of the mit 
the bill, and I ask that the bill may take its place on the Calen 
do not agree with the majority of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no object 
the order. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, 
ferred the bill (S. 1664) for the relief of the legal representatives of th 
estate of David Wood, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indetinitely 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the b 
1665) for the relief of John W. Cator, surviving partner of the firm 
Aymar & Co., of New York city, submitted an adverse report thereon 
which was agreed to; and the bill was indefinitely postponed 

Mr. ALLISON. I amdirected by the Committee on Appropriations 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of thi 
most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for th 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1384, and for ot 
to report it with amendments, and I give notice that to-morrow ! sha 
endeavor to have it considered. 


Ss. 


but I see the Sen 


1OTrity on 


dar. ] 


will 


On SUCH 


to whom was: T 


iy ~ 


service ol th 10 
} 
| 
i 


ler purp 


to whom w 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance is 
ferred the bill (S. 719) to provide for the refund of excess of duties as 
sessed and collected on imports of raw sugars, reported it with amend 


| ments, and submitted a report thereon 


Mr. PENDLETON presented a memorial and resolution of the Toledo | 


Produce Exchange, in opposition to all provisions of law similar to those 
contained in House bill 5918, regulating the lake marine: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME. I presentresolutions of the Legislature of Maryland, 
asking Congress to pass legislation in favor of refunding to that State 
certain moneys advanced to the Government in 1790 for the purpose 
of erecting public buildings. I ask that they may be read. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
as follows: 

[Chapter 69. ] 

Whereas the State of Maryland did in the year 17) advance the sum of $72,000 
to the use of the General Government to be applied in such manneras Congress 
shall direct toward erecting public buildings; and 

Whereas the General Assembly did on the Lith day of February, 1843, by reso- 
lution request our then Representatives in Congress to obtain the passage ofa 
law refunding said sum with the interest thereon to the State: and 

Whereas the said sum of money so as aforesaid advanced to the Government 
of the United States has not yet been refunded to the State, although frequent 
requests therefor have been made; and 

Whereas several reports have been made to Congress by the committees 
thereof at various times, all agreeing that said sum of money is justly due and 
owing to the State of Maryland, and the bills for the repayment thereof have 
several times been passed by the Senate and House of Representative’ of the 
United States. but never by both during the same Congress : Therefore, 

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That our Rgpresentatives in Con- 
gress be, and they are hereby, requested to use their best endeavors to obtain 
the passage of a law by Congress to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund to the State of Maryland the sum of $72,000, with interest, which was so 
as aforesaid advanced by the State to the General Government in the year 1790 
for the purpose of erecting public buildings. 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be respectfully requested to for- 
ward a copy of these resolutions, under the great seal of the State, to our Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. J. PEMBROKE THOM, 
Speaker of the House of Delegates. 

HENRY LLOYD, 
President of the Sen 
ROBERT M. McLANE, 


Governor. 


Approved March 7, 1834. 
[SEAL. ] 


le 


MARYLAND, set. : 

I, Spencer C. Jones, clerk of the court of appeals of Maryland, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a full and true copy of the act of the General Assembly 
of Maryland, of which it purports to be a copy,as taken from the original law, 
deposited in and belonging to the office of the clerk of the court of appeals afore- 
said 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as clerk, and affixed the 
seal of the said court of appeals, this 8th day of March, A. D. 1884 

[SEAL, } SPENCER C. JONES, 

Clerk of the Court of Appeals of Maryland 


STATE OF MARYLAND, Executive Depa 
I, Robert M. McLane, governor of the State of Maryland, do hereby certify that 
Spencer C. Jones is clerk of the court of appeals of Maryland, and 
keeper of the actsand resolutions of the General Assembly of the State, and that 
full faith and credit are due and ought to be given to his acts as such 
In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and affixed the gr« 
the State of Maryland on this 8th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1884 
[SEAL. ] ROBERT M. McLANE 
By the governor 


fment 


as such, 


R.C. HOLI 


sYDAY 
\ eta of State 


y 


Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Sarah B. Stearns, C. M 


at seal of 


| 


BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 


I am requested to introduce a bill, and I do 


without committing myself to any of its provisions. 

The bill (S. 1888)sto incorporate the Trust and Indemnity Compa: 
of the District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and reterred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 

Mr. RANSOM by request ) introduced a bill (S. 1889) to continue in 
force for one year, eight months, and five days the act of Congress ~* t 
confirm the term for the period of seventeen years from the date of its 


original grant of the patent of Thomas A. Weston,’’ 
1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
on Patents. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill 
erection of a post-office at Fortress Munroe, Va 


approved May 27 


Committee 


S. 1890) to provicde for the 


which was read twic 
] 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1891) for the erection of a public build- 


ing for the use of the custom-house and post-office at Newpert News, 
in the district of Yorktown, Va., and making an appropriation there 
for; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill 1892) relating to the pay of re 
tired officers of the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill 1893) granting 
pension to Mrs. Julia M. Reynolds; which was read twice by its tith 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1894) granting a pension to Octa 
via A. Newhall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill 


Ss. 


its 


5 


S. 1895) granting a pension to Christophe 


P. Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRE!I 

On motion of Mr. GROOME. it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the cla‘cn of the owners of the schooner Addie B 
Bacon be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims 

AMERICAN SILK FLAG 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following ni 

which was referred to the Committee on the Library 





Resolved, That the silk flag presented by Mr. Jos of ¢ 
to the Senate and accepted by the Senate on tl IR70, t : 
flag being it is believed the first American flag I ! 
posited in the Smithsonian Institution for exhil 

EXPENSES OF STAR-ROUTE CASES 

Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution: which 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That Secretary of the Treasury directed to f 
copies of the ac ints and \ ichers of the dis rsing ag 
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i 
| navigation laws which requires that when an American citizen purchases 


a vessel that is damaged or wrecked he shall pay three times as much 
for repairs as the original purchase-money in order to be entitled to an 
Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was con- | American register. I agreed to this measure because the general navi- 


Justice for niiscellaneous expenses relating to the star-route cases during the 


iast ft ee years 







REVOLUTIONARY SOLDIER ROLLS. 






sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | gation law is still upon the statute-book, but Iam opposed to the whole 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inform the | principle, and I do not want myself committed to any such thing as an 
enate whether the Commissioner of Pensions has in his possession the rolls of 






i is approval of that legislation as it now exists because I do not oppose this 
itionary soldiers belonging to any of the States; if so, how said rolls came bill 











nto his possession or the possession of the United States; whether there is any | oo he whole thing is w rong in my judgment. 

reason why the same should not be returned to the States from which they were rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
reccived, and, if the same are needed for use by the United States, whether writ- | he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ten or printed copies of the same can not be substituted for the originals without 7 








detriment to the public interest ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
SCHOONER DRUID. A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further ‘‘concurrent | announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled bill 
or other resolutions,’’ that order of business will be closed. S. 1314) to change the name of the James Sweet National Bank of Ne- 





braska City, Nebr.; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. 1847) to authorize the issuing of a register to John 8. MeQuin 
and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid, the last bill upon the ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Calendar, for present consideration, and | ask to make a brief statement Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill No. 48. 
of the reason why I ask consent to take it up. I will remark that I would not ask to take the bill up out of its order 

A short time ago a war vessel of the United States ran down at sea | if I were satisfied that the Senate would go to the Calendar and proceed 
i vessel belonging to Nova Scotia, near the Nova Scotia coast. It was | with it, as it might be reached this morning in a very short time. It 
















a clear case of the fault of the officer of the United States vessel. A | is an important bill, and I ask unanimous consent to take it up. 
court-martial was held by order of the Navy Department, and thecourt- | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What is the bill? 
martial found that the United States officer was guilty of gross negli-| Mr. COKE. It is the bill to provide for the allotment of lands in 
gence and sentenced him to be suspended for two years, which sentence | severalty to Indians on various reservations. 
is now in force, having been approved by the President. | Mr. HOAR. That is a long bill. 

The wreck of the vessel run down was towed by our vessel into Massa- | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I+ is a general bill, and I have no 
chusetts; and was there purchased by two Massachusetts citizens, who | doubt will excite a great deal of discussion, and if it is taken up it will 





have expended upon the wreck twice as much as the cost of the wreck 


occupy not only the morning hour this morning but in all probability 









itself They now ask to have an American register issued to that ves- | the morning hour for a week to come. I hope the Senator from Texas 
sel, the law requiring that they should have expended three times as | will not ask to take up that bill at this time. 
much in ordinary cases; but in this case, of course the United States| Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator, if he will permit me, that 


being liable to pay the entire injury to the vessel injured, all that the | this bill passed the Senate once in the morning hour Without any dis- 

purchasers pay is clear gain to the United States. Therefore, the Com- | cussion at all, and since that time universal expressions of approval 

mitte on Commerce supposed that it was a case where the special au- | have come up from all portions of the country. 

thority to issue an American register might properly be granted. | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). This 
It is important, as the vessel is lying at the wharf and can not go to | debate is proceeding of course by unanimous consent, as the rule is 

sea, that the bill should pass at once, and if it can pass. the Senate this | against debatinga motion totake up abill. Does theSenator from Texas 

























morning it can pass the House on private-bill day to-morrow. | move to proceed to the consideration of a bill? 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Mr. COKE. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to object 
proceeded to consider the bill. to taking up the bill ? 
Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say in relation to this matter that | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will not object. 
the House sent over a general bill which it was supposed would cover Mr. COKE. Then I make the motion. 
this case, but in my opinion and in the opinion of several other mem-| Mr. HOAR. Ishouldliketomakeaninquiry. Was there not unani- 


bers of the Committee on Commerce the general bill would not cover | mous consent given yesterday that the bill which was discussed, and 
this case; it would have to be retroactive in order to do it. Therefore | which stood at the head of the Calendar until it was recommitted, the 
the Committee on Commerce withhold any report on the general bill | district court salary bill, should be at the head of the Calendar this 
to further consider it. I can not see the slightest objection to issuing | morning? 
the register to this vessel by name. Mr. COKE. I think not. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. As I understand the bill, it appears| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
, that the repairs cost twice as much as the original cost of the vessel. | was not then in the chair. He is informed, however, that there was 












































Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. objection to that request. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. Then what is the use of any act, be- Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the objection. 
cause it will come under the general law? Mr. HARRIS. There was objection. 
Mr. HOAR. The repairs would have to cost three times as much. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such is the information of the Chair. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. The repairs would have to cost three- Mr. HARRIS. Hence I think the Senator from Massachusetts gave 
quarters of the original cost of the vessel, not three times as much. notice. that he would move to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; three times three-quarters of the cost of the | this morning. 
vessel when completed, as we understand it. Mr. HOAR. I gave notice that I would move it. If the Senator’s 
Mr. FRYE. We have examined it. The statute does not cover this | bill will only take a few minutes I certainly do not wish to make an 
( cast | objection, especially as I have just had the indulgence of the Senate 
Mr. MILLER, of California. Why should there be an exception | myself. If it is to be a long general debate, I think it will be my 
made in this case? duty to move to take up the other bill, which stood in its position at 
Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator had listened to my statement he would | the head of the Calendar as of right and then it was recommitted in my 
have heard me say that this vessel was run down by a United States | absence, and it was debated very thoroughly yesterday, so that there 
vessel. Every cent that these men paid for the wreck saves the United | will not be, of course, a great deal more of debate. Some other gentle- 
States just so much expense. In my judgment they should get an | men wish to speak on it. 
American register under the circumstances if it had only cost a quarter Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that I 
as much for repairs, because otherwise it has got to be broken up and | make this motion at the suggestion of, and in entire accord with, the 
sold for old truck. There has been a court-martial of the officer of the | chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who like myself very 
United States war vessel that ran her down. The officer was found | much desires that the bill shall be taken up and considered. 


guilty of gross negligence and suspended for two years, and the sentence Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if there would be objection to 
is in force at present. unanimous consent to taking up the district judges’ salary bill after the 
4 Mr. MILLER, of California. Does the United States have to pay | bill of the Senator from Texas. 
the damage? Mr. COKE. I shall not make any objection to that proposition. 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly; the United States is liable for the damage. Mr. HARRISON. As we have considered the judicial bill and there 


Where it occurs in American waters we always give aspecial authority | has been some debate upon it, I hope the Senator from Texas will con- 

to go to the Court of Claims or a district court, but this occurring in for- | sent that we may proceed to the consideration of that bill and finish it, 

eign waters, the foreign government can make demand on our Govern- | and then take up the bill which he has mentioned. The judicial has 

ment. been wnder discussion, and the longer it is put off the more likely we 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I see no objection to the bill. are to have the discussion repeated. I think we can finish it very soon, 
Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to it. and then I am sure there will be unanimous consent of the Senate to 
Mr. VEST. I merely want to say that I agreed in committee to re- | proceed to consider the bill which the Senator from Texas wishes to 

port this bill, and I shall make no opposition to it, but I wish it dis- | bring before the Senate. 

tinctly understood that I enter a protest against that clause of the Mr. COKE. I will consent to that arrangement with the under- 








1884. 





































































standing that Senate bill No. 48 shall be proceeded with after the judi- 
cial bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the judicial bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his motion to take up the bill indicated by him, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts moves to take up the judicial salary bill. 
jection ? The Chair hears none. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1852) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN], which will be read. 

The CHreF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the bill: 

Provided, That this act shall apply only to judges that shaM be hereafter ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
servations to the Senate in opposition tothis bill. I do not believe that 
salaries ought to be regulated by the ability of the Government to pay 
or even exclusively by the value of the services rendered. The stand- 
ard for the regulation of the salaries of officers of all kinds in my judg- 


which the duties of the office are to be discharged. I say a fair average 
of the gains in private life of men in that locality who are competent 
to fill and discharge the duties of the office is the proper standard. 
Anything more than that makes the office more desirable, more valua- 
ble than the public interests require. 
fail to secure the services of competent men to discharge the duties of 
the office. I do not believe that the salaries of officers should be fixed 
either for the purpose of enriching or impoverishing the incumbent. I 
think his gains, his salary, or his fees, whatever they may be 


and for his services, without making the position exceptionally profita- 
ble or exceptionally desirable in the community in which he discharges 
his duty. 

The desirability of an office to a good man is not composed alone of 
the fees or profits which he may gain by it. There is a generous am- 
bition in the hearts of good men which makes them seek to obtain 
possession of power and office for the purpose of using it for the public 
good and for the purpose of winning for themselves an honorable tame 
tor honorable and useful public service. I do not think the salaries of 
officers ought to be so regulated as to obscure or depress that motive. 
i do not think that in regulating official salaries we ought to appeal to 





the avarice of men rather than to their sense of justice and their hon- | 


orable ambition to serve the public. 
Public officers, on the theory of our Government, are public servants. 
This position should never be forgotten and should be kept steadily in 


view. To bea servant of the public includes the idea to some extent 
of personal sacrifice. It means serving a master, and not serving one’s 
self. It excludes the idea of stich advantages derived from the position 


as place the incumbent exceptionally in a better condition than those 
whom he serves. Taxation is restricted to the legitimate wants and 
needs of the Government; it can not be justly used to enrich officials 
of any class or unnecessarily to grant liberal largesses to any class of 
men. 

Our fathers in the beginning of this Government acted on this rule. 
They did not give these large and enormous salaries. They calculated 
largely upon the patriotism and public spirit of officials in order to have 
offices well and properly filled. I have during the last night looked 
over the legislation of Congress upon the subject of official salaries from 
the beginning down to the present, and I desire to bring the facts before 
the Senate. 

In 1789, in the very first bill that ever was passed on this subject, a 
bill approved by Washington, the salary of the supreme judges of the 


United States was fixed at $3,500; in 1819 the salary was made $4,500; | 


in 1855 the salary was fixed at $6,000. I am speaking now of the sal- 
aries not of the inferior judges, but of the supreme judges. At that fig- 
ure it remained as long as the Democratic party was in power in this 
country. In 1871 the salaries of the supreme judges were fixed at $8,000, 
and in 1873 at $10,000, the present amount. 

The district judges by the act of 1789 had salaries as follows 


sachusetts, $1,200 (in 1819 it was raised in Massachusetts to 600 
in Connecticut it was $1,000, and so far as my researches go the salary 
of the district judge of Connecticut, fixed by the act of 1789 at the sum 
of $1,000, was not changed until 1836.. In New York the salary, ! 


S1 


New Jersey the salary was put at $1,000; in Pennsylvania it was $1,600 
and when the western district of that State was formed, in 1 th 
judge of that district had $1,600. In Delaware the salary was put at 
5800. Two hundred dollars was added to that in 1795, and in 1819 it 


818, 


was raised to $1,600,and ina subsequent statute the unprecedented thing 


was done in the history of official salari: 


as to putitat $1,500. In Maryland the salary 
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The Senator from Texas withdraws | 


Is there ob- | 


Mr. President, I feel it my duty to submit some ob- | 


ment is a reference to the gains in private life of men in the locality in | 


Anything less than that would | 


, should | 
be so regulated as to give a moderate and faircompensation for his labor | 


- ‘The 
district judge of Maine had $1,000; of New Hampshire, $1,000; of Mas- 


under 
the act of 1789, was $1,000; in 1819 it was raised $100, to $1,600 In 


that it was reduced 4100, so 


was $1,500; in Virginia, 
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$1,800, and in 1818 a western district was formed for Virginia, and the 
salary of that district judge was tixed at $1,600 
at $1,000, and in 180% raised to $1,500 
was fixed at $1,800; in Georgia, $1,500 
These were the salaries under the act of 1789 

| North Carolina was not a member of the Union at that time. The 
salary fixed for the district judge in that State by the act of 1790 was 
$1,500. Rhode Island at the same time came into the Union and had 
a district judge, and hissalary was fixed at $3800. Vermont in the same 
year having become a member of the Union, a district court was estal 

lished there with a salary of $800 for the judge 





In Kentucky it was fixed 
In South Carolina the salary 


, D200 being added toi 


|in 1795. In Tennessee, in 1796, the salary of the district judge was 
| fixed at $800, raised in 1802 to $1,500. In Ohio, on her admission into 


| the Union, the salary of the district judge was fixed at 31,000. h 
| Louisiana, in 1803, the salary of the district judge was $3,000; 1 


than any salary up to that time that had been given to any dist: 
judgein the Union. In Indiana, admitted in 1817, the salary was fixed 
| at $1,000, and in Mississippi at $2,000. 
| Andinthat very singular piece of judicial legislation performed in th 


| closing hours of John Adams’s administration, when a bill was passed 
avowedly almost, for the purpose of giving patronage to the Fe« 


party, then in its last hours of life, when I believe sixteen circuit judges 


were created, the salaries of those officers were fixed at $2,000, excé p 
in the sixth circuit, and in that cireuit the salary was $1,500 
| In 1819 Illinois was admitted into the Union, and the salary of th 
| district judge was fixed at 51,000; in 1820 Alabama was admitted with 
a district judge’s salary of $1,500; in 1822 Missouri came in with 


salary for the district judge of $1,200. 

In 1830 there seems to have been a general revision of the salaries 
| of the district judges by Congress, and in that revision I find that the 
| district judges in the States of Massachusetts, South Carolina, Georgia 
} Alabama, and the eastern district of Pennsylvania were fixed at $2,500; 
in North Carolina at $2,000; in Maine at $1,800; in Rhode Island at 
| $1,500; in Delaware at $1,500, being as I before remarked a reduction 
| of $100 from the salary of the judge of that district; in Maryland $2,000 
| in New Jersey $2,500; in Vermont $1,200: 
| Pennsylvania $1,800. 
| In 1836 Arkansas was admitted into the Union, and the district judge 
of that State had his salary fixed at $2,000. In the same year Michigan 
was admitted,and the salary of the judge there was put at $1,500 
| 
| 
} 


dist 


trict 


in the western 


ol 


| Texas was admitted im 1845, and the salary there was $2,000, and Wis 
consin in 1846, and the salary was $1,500. 

Again, in 1855 there seems to have been a kind of general revision of 
| the subject of the salaries of the district judges, with this result: In 
| Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Del: 
ware, New Jersey, Iowa, and Wisconsin the'salary was fixed at 52,000 
each; in the northern district of Florida it was fixed at $2,250; in the 
| western district of Virginia, in North Carolina, in the eastern and west 
| ern districts of Tennessee, in the northern and southern districts of 
| Mississippi, in the western district of Pennsylvania, in the western 
district of Louisiana, in Texas, in Kentucky, in Ohio, in Indiana, in 
| Missouri, in the eastern and western districts of Arkansas, in [linoi 
| and in Michigan the salary was put at $2,500each. In Georgia by th 
| same act of 1855, in South Carolina, in the eastern district of Virginia 
| in the northern district of New York, and the northern and southern 

districts of Alabama, the salaries were put at $2,750; in Maryland, 

Massachusetts, the eastern district of Pennsylvania, the southern dis- 
| trict of Florida, and the southern district of California at $3,000 
| eastern district of Louisianaat $3,500; the southern district of New York 
at $3,750; and the northern district of California at $5,000. 

In 1857 the salary of the district judge of the northern district of [1li- 
nois was made $3,500; in the district of Wisconsin it was made $2,500 
and in Michigan $3,000. In 1864 the salary of the district judge of the 
northern district of New York was made $3,500. In 1865 the salary of 
the district judge of Nevada was fixed at $3,500. In 1867 the salary of 
the California judge was fixed again at $5,000, the eastern district of 
Louisiana at $4,500; Massachusetts, the northern and southern and 
eastern districts of New York, and the eastern and western 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, the northern district of Illinois, t 
district of Ohio, and New at $4.000 


at $3,500. 


ne southern 


Jersey and all the other district 


The present salaries of these judges is fixed by section 


vised Statutes: 


954 of the Re- 





s Y4. District judges are entitled to receive yearly salaries at the followin 
rates, payable quarterly from the Treasury he judge of the district of Calif 
mm 5.000; the judge of the district of Loutsiana, $500; the judges of the dis t 
of Massachusetts; the northern, southern, and eastern districts of New ¥ 
the eastern and western districts of Pennsylvania; the district of New Je: 
the district of Maryland; the southern district of Ohio. and the northern dist: 
of Til =, 34,000 Che judges of al! other districts. sO “No other allowa 
or payment shall be made to them for travel, expenses, or otherwise 

[t will be observed on looking at these salaries that Congress in ex 
one of the acts which have heretofore been passed has discriminate 

ie salaries of the several district judges. This the first bil! 
was ever introduced which ignored the difference between the sé 


} 


have a uniform salary throughout the United 
which I have called attenti 


districts and undertook to 
States. The former acts t n, especially 
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earlicr ones, seem to have been framed upon a careful consideration of 
all the elements which ought to be taken into consideration in fixing 
the salaries of judges ; 

(nd here let me remark, Mr. President, that it is not the sole or even 

niost important element in fixing the salary of a judge to determine 
as to what may be the abstract value of his services. Uniformly up 
to now the salaries have been regulated with reference to professional 
gains in the States in which the appointments were made, with refer- 
ence to the cost of living in the several States in which the judges re- 
sided, and by taking into consideration all these things and another 
one to which I will allude presently, the Congress has up to now fixed 

satisfactory adjustment of these salaries. 

rhe other consideration to which I allude is this: that up to now 
Congress in fixing the salaries of the district judges has had some ref- 
erence to the salaries paid by the States in which the judges discharge | 
their duties to their own judicial officers. It has not, up to this time, 
been the policy of Congress to give to its judicial officers performing 
local duties inside of the States an invidious advantage over the judicial 
officers of the States in whose jurisdiction they perform their duties. 

[ have a list of the salaries paid by the several States of this Union, | 
not to their inferior judges—I could not get that—but to their highest 
judicial officers, and by a comparison of that list, which I shall read 
to the Senate directly, it will be seen that to these inferior—because that 
is the term by which they are designated in the Constitution—judicial 
ofiicers of the Government of the United States this bill proposes to 
give a salary larger than is given in a large majority of the States of 
this Union to their highest judicial officers. I have made no compari- 
son between similar officers in the States to these—the circuit and dis- 
trict judges who perform nisi prius duties. I have had no means of 
ascertaining what is the salary paid to those officers in the States, but 


[ have taken the highest judicial officers of the States, the supreme 





ferior Federal officers. In New York the salary is $7,000, with $2,000 


for expenses; in Pennsylvania it is $8,000; in New Jersey it is $7,000; | 


in Nevada it is $6,000; in California it is $6,000; in Massachusetts it is 
56,000. These six States are the only States which pay their highest 
judges a salary greater than is ailowed by this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Allow me to say that the judges of 
the supreme court in the State of Wisconsin receive a salary, the chief- 
justice and the associate justices, of $5,000 a year. The act increasing 
their salary was only passed a few years ago, so that the Senator may 
have overlooked that fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. So far as the State judges are concerned I have ob- 
tained my figures from the American Almanac, prepared by Mr. Spof- 
ford, the Librarian. Iam willing to be corrected in reference to Wis- 
consin; but there are yet-only six States which pay their highest judges 
a larger salary than is proposed to be paid by this bill to the inferior 
judges of the United States. 

I tind that there are only six of the States which pay their supreme 
judges a salary equal to the salary proposed by this bill. They are 
Colorado, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Wisconsin, and Ohio; and 
Ohio’s law does not go into operation as to the present incumbents, only 
as to future incumbents; an idea which sustains the proposition con- 
tained in the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN]. There is also support for that amendment in the effort 
made by Mr. Madison in the convention which framed the Constitu- 
tion to have inserted in that clause which prohibits the diminution of 
the salaries of the judges during their continuance in office the further 
provision that they should not be increased. 

I goon. In Missouri the salary of the supreme judges is $4,500. 

Mr. FARLEY. Allow me a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FARLEY. In the State of California the judges of the courts 
of the State, their salaries being fixed when they enter on the duties 
of the office, can not be increased or diminished during their term. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is in accordance with Mr. Madison’s idea. 
That seems to be the idea embraced in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Now, Mr. President, I go on further, because I want all these statistics 
to be laid before the Senateand before the country, however dreary they 


may be. In Missouri the salary of the supreme judgesis $4,500; in Con- | 


necticut, Rhode Island, Michigan, Minnesota, Indiana, and Iowa the sal- 
ary is $4,000; less than the amount proposed to be paid by this bill to 
the judges of the inferior courts of the United States sitting in the same 
State and administering a part of the same jurisdiction as the State 
supreme judges do. Maryland, Mississippi, South Carolina, and Texas 
pay their supreme judges $3,500; $1,500 less than is proposed by this 
bill to be paid to the inferior judge of the United States district court 
who holds his court within the limits of the State. In Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Florida, Maine, Virginia, and Kansas the salary of the supreme 
judges is $3,000; in New Hampshire it is $2,700; in Georgia, Nebraska, 
Vermont, and North Carolina it is $2,500; in West Virginia, $2,250; 


in Oregon, $2,000; and in Delaware, $2,000. 
A recapitulation of this will show that there are three States that pay 
a salary of over $6,000, four which pay a salary of $6,000, seven which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





MARCH 20, 


pay asalary of $5,000, one of $4,500, seven of $4,000, four of $3,500, six 
of $3,000, one of $2,700, four of $2,500—just one-half of the amount to 
be paid under this bill to this inferior judge of the United States; one 
of $2,250, and two of $2,000. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all the difference; it lacks a great 
deal of being all the difference in favor of the Federal judge against the 
State judge. The difference of tenure is great. I find in looking over 


| the tenure of the judges of the supreme courts of the various States 


thas they range about six and twelve years. One State has twenty-one, 
Penz*ylvania; in New York it is fourteen years, and in New Jersey 
seven, ‘ut all of them have limited terms, very few going over nine 
years, some of them going as low as two years, asin Vermont; and one, 
a very remarkable tenure, in Rhode Island, where they hold their office 
until a joint resolution shall pass both houses of the Legislature remov- 
ing them from office or asking them to resign. 

These Federal officers have the advantage in tenure, and it is a very 
great advantage that they have security in their position. They are 
appointed during good behavior, which is tantamount to an appoint- 
ment for life. That seems to be the practice of the Government, though 
from the little reflection I have given to that subject Iam satisfied that 
there is a mode, if adopted, by which they can be got rid of without 
impeachment when they become inefficient. That is notall, Mr. Pres- 
ident; when one of these inferior judges has served ten years and ar- 
rived at the age of 70 he can resign his place and draw his salary for 
ihe rest of his life. That is the law; but in practice, owing to the dif- 
ficulty of getting them out of their places, if one of them becomes in- 
efficient before he reaches the age of 70 years and before he has served 
ten years he will be invited or authorized to resign his place by an act 
of Congress giving him his salary to the end of his term, as was done in 
the case of Judge Hunt. I believe that is the only case, but if is the 


| precedent set, and it will be followed whenever and wherever one of 
judges, and I find that in only six States is the salary paid to the high- | 
est judicial officer higher than is proposed by this bill to be paid to in- | 


these judges, before the expiration of his tenure of service and before 
his arrival at the age of 70, shall become disqualified in any way to dis 
charge the duties of his office. There is no reason why it should not 
be done in a case of that sort the same as it was done in the case of 
Judge Hunt; and so, sir, I may say that it is the accepted doctrine that 
a Federal judge may resign his place under the authority of a special 
act of Congress at any time that his health will not permit him to dis- 
charge the duties of his office and draw the salary to the end of his 
life. No such privilege is allowed to any State judge. 

Mr. President, the States are as important agencies of the people in 
the administration of their governmental affairs as the Federal Govern- 
ment. Within their keeping, within their jurisdiction, lies the great 
mass of powers which protect life, liberty, and property. In fact, the 
two sets of governments, the State government and the United States 
Government, are but agencies of the people to have their governmental 
business done. There is no preference to be given to one over the other. 
The dignity and importance of the State governments should not be 
lessened or diminished by any act of ours. 

What is the effect of this? You put an inferior Federal judge in a 


| State, you give him a salary twice as large in some instances and in 


many instances much larger than is given by the State to the judges 
of her highest tribunal; and what is the effect? You enter intoa com- 
petition on the part of the Federal Government with the State to pur- 


| chase from the State service, to seduce from the State service by these 


higher salaries, the services of her best sons. I do not believe we ought 
to do anything of that sort. I do not believe that we ought to send an 
inferior judge into a State with a salary larger than is allowed to the 
highest judge in that State. Such a practice as that augments unduly 
the powers and importance of the Federal Government, and it de- 
presses the powers and importance of the State governments. 

But, Mr. President, there is no necessity for passing this bill. Does 
any Senator say—will he rise in his place and say that the present 
salaries have been unable to secure competent and faithful ard able 
men in the service of the United States in the district courts? Is there 

| any public reason—not a private reason to accommodate a particular 
judge—but is there any public reason based upon considerations of 
public policy and of the efficiency of the public service which demands 
the passage of this bill? If there be an exception in any particular 
State, as I admit there may be, I am willing to meet that demand as to 
| that particular State. 
| It was said yesterday by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILL- 
1AMS] who addressed the Senate that for every vacancy that occurred 
| in one of these district judgeships there were at least forty applicants. 
I suppose he is correct. But I deny the proposition as founded in rea- 
son or the experience of this country that high salaries necessarily pro- 
duce or procure a more efficient service than moderate salaries. Judge 
| Story served upon the Supreme Bench of the United States for a long 
time at $3,500 and for another long time at $4,500, and we have pro- 
| duced no abler man than he. Marshall, the greatest judge that ever 
| sat, I suppose, in the Supreme Court of the United States, served most 
of his time with a bench whose salaries were $3,500. It does not fol- 
low that high prices get the best material. 
How are these judges selected? Will the gentleman say that the 
President of the United States in making a selection for a district judge 
goes among the bar of aState and asks the best-qualified man toaccept the 
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office? No,sir; we know that such astatement would be untrue. He 
- selects from his own party alone and never considers the qualifications or 
the claims for the position of any one outside of it. Has any Democrat 
been appointed to a judicial office since the close of the war—I was 
about to say since the advent of the Republican party? I know in my 
own State under the present rule of selecting judges that the President 
confining himself to his own party would not have a chance by a great 
deal of getting the best legal or judicial talent of the State. I make no 
complaint against the present district judge there; he is a good man 
and a fair lawyer; animpartial, upright, and non-partisan judge; but I 
am discussing the question now of the efficiency of high salaries to pro- 
cure the best talent and the best judge. I believe that its tendency 
would be directly the reverse. You make these offices the objects of 
greed, make them the aim of avarice, and you bring them almost neces- 
sarily within the reach of the most unscrupulous party man who seeks 
the place. 

We have had a little experience in some of the States in reference to 
high salaries upon. the advent of governments which were formed there 
in 1868 and 1869 under the reconstruction laws of Congress. The very 
first thing that was done was to raise enormously ali official salaries 
beyond what they had ever been before, and the result was that in the 
judiciary at least there never was a more incompetent set of men put 
upon any people whatever. I believe they went so fur as to appoint a 
doctor as a chancellor in Mississippi who had not even been licensed 
to practice law, because they could not find, I suppose, a man any bet- 
ter qualified within the circle out of which they had determined to make 
their appointments. 

So, Mr. President, I shall vote against this bill. I think it is full of 
evil. I think it is an unnecessary waste of the people’s money. I think 
it will dono good. It will overpay in many instances a class of men who 
are better off now than they ever were before in the places which they 
have. 

For these reasons I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to present a memorial at this time, signed by 
members of the Kanawha bar, asking for an increase to $5,000 of the 
salary of the judge of the United States district court for the district 
of West Virginia. As the bill has been reported by the committee and 
is now before the Senate, I ask to have this memorial inserted in the 
RECORD as if read. It does not embrace a dozen lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia asks 
that a memorial relating to the bill before the Senate be printed in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it will be so 
ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stetes of America 

We, the undersigned, members of the Kanawha bar, do respectfully request 
that the salary of the judge of the United States district court for the district of 
West Virginia be increased so that the same willamount to the sum of $5,000 pet 
annum. 

Charleston, W. Va., March 15, 1884 

i.S. SWANN JOHN B. FLOYD 

C, HEDRICK, T. B. SWANN 

S. A. MILLER. HENRY M. MATHEWS 
JAMES F. BROWN. PETER FONTAINI 
WM. A. QUANIN W.E. CHILTON 

THOS. L. BROWN GEO. W. PATTEN 
J.M. PAYNE A. BURLIN 

WM. H. HOGEMAN W.S. EDWARDS 
GEO. 8. COUCH. E. B. WRIGHT 

H. D. SHREWSBURY JOHN L. COLE 

J. W. ST. CLAIR. JOHN A. WAITH 

W. MOLLOHAN,. MALCOLM JACKSON 
E. W. WILSON. J.W. KENNEDY 
JAMES H. FERGUSON MURRAY BRIGGS 

J. H. BROWN. JAMES E. MIDDLETON 
JOSEPH RUFFNER. L. A. MARTIN 

S.S. GREEN. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques- 
tion. The Senator has presented some very interesting figures showing 
the amount of salary of the district judges at different times. I may 
have failed to understand the logic of those figures. I ask whether he 
condemns the acts of Congress which have raised the salaries of district 
judges from time to time as the country has grown, as the wages of labor 
have increased, or whether he is now in favor of reducing all the sal- 
aries of district judges to the original amount fixed by law, say $1,000 
or $1,500 or $2,000 each ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I amin favor of the salaries remaining exactly where 
they are, except in some particular case it can be shown that the salary 
is not sufficient. I presented these figures for the purpose of showing 
what had been the legislation of this country on that subject, and es- 
pecially to show that up tothis time there never had been a proposition 
to make the salaries of the district judges in all the States equal; that 
in every single act ever passed by Congress there had been discrimina- 
tions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, a reason has been advanced why the 
bill now under consideration should not be passed which I do not con- 
sider sound. It has been suggested that all the district judges sought 
and accepted their offices knowing what salary was provided by law, 
and therefore are not entitled to an increase of compensation. I will 
answer the suggestion by saying that they also took their offices know- 

ing that it was within the power of the Government to increase their 
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salaries whenever the difference in values, whenever the cost of livin 
or whenever the amount of business which the courts were required to 
transact made such an increase of salary just and reasonable 

I thank the Senator from Mississippi for the figures he has g 
this morning 


ven u 
I think they conclusively show that Congress has trot 
time to time, as the circumstances and conditions of the country 
peared to require it, made a just and proper increase in the salaries 
the Federal judges, and I, for one, think the time has now a 
there should be a further increase 


rrived wh 


Che truth is that when the salaries of Federal judges were fixed a 
$1,000 per annum and upward wages of common laborers were 25 ce 
a day and $6 a month, or less. Even as late as 1860 1 think $3,5¢ 
equivalent for the purposes of supporting and educating a ta 
57,000 now 

It has been suggested that if the present district judges sh 
sign their offices there would be- numerous applicants from eve ‘ 


trict for the positions thus made vacant That may be ti 
sume to assert that if the compensation of every oflicer of this Gy 
ment, from the Chief Executive of the nation to the cle 
Departments who receives 350 a month, was reduced by law at once « 
half, there would still be found a sufficient number pe 
would be willing to sacrifice themselves for their country and 
would assume the duties and take the compensation attached to tho 
places. But I doubt whether any Senator would claim that it 
be either economical or right to compel the present incumbents of t] 
various offices in the Departments to resign their positions by reducii 
their compensation and to put into their places incompetent and inex 
perienced men to transact the business of the Government 

I have a case in my mind which fairly illustrates the propriety at 
justice of this bill. Upon the admission of the State of Oregon into 

the Union a judge of the Territorial court was appointed district judge 
of the United States for the district of Oregon ata salary of $3,500 
year. During the warand afterward he received his salary in currency 
worth at different times, say, 40, 60, 70, and 90 cents on the dollar. I 
know that his salary has been and is inadequate compensation for the 
services performed by him. So far as the contrast which has been made 
between his salary and the salaries paid the judges of the supreme court 
of the State is concerned, I will say that the salaries paid the State 
judges are grossly inadequate; but I think there is no question but that 
the labor which is deyolved upon the judge of the district court in Ore 
gon is greater than the labor which is performed by the judges of the 
State courts. The district and circuit courts of Oregon—the latter b 
ing for the most part held by the district judge—are open I may say 
the year round; and the entire time of the judge is necessarily devoted 
to the business of his office 

Whilethere might be men in that State and elsewhere who would b 
willing to take the office and perform the duties for the compensation 
the judge now receives, it would be in my judgment a great loss to th 
country if he were compelled to resign that position on account of the 
inadequacy of his compensation. The Government would lose the « 
perience of a quarter of a century upon the bench—the services of ‘a 
judge who by reason of his long service is familiar with the laws and 
judicial decisions of the State of Oregon and of the United States 

If there ever was a time when this country needs a learned, fear! 
and independent Federal judiciary, that time is now; and nothing more 
is needed to enforce this assertion than the remarks which we ha 
listened to on this floor this morning and within the last few days 

Why, sir, we spend days and even weeks discussing the consti 
ality of matters very trivial in themselves \ resolution to expend 
$25,000 was discussed here day after day as to its constitutionality, and 
our Federal courts are constantly called upon to determine nice questions 
of jurisdiction, nice constitutional questions as to the powers of Con 
gress and the powers of the several States. 

The district courts have jurisdiction of the laws for the punishment 
of crimes and misdemeanors. They have civil jurisdiction and equit 
jurisdiction in various cases; they have jurisdiction of admiralty and 
prize cases, and the district judges are authorized to hold cireuit courts 
in the various districts. 

The duties of these courts are constantly increasing; the fieldof Con 
gressional legislation is constantly widening. We have scarcely entered 
upon one extended field of legislation, the regulation of commerce undet 
the power of Congress to legislate in regard to interstate commerc: 
Within the last few years railroads have been greatly extended, great 
corporations have been multiplied, and the United States courts hav: 
been called upon to decide important question’, important not alone on 
account of the amount involved, but importa’. on account of the ques 
tions involved. Ourcommerce has increased within the last ten years 
something like 60 per cent., and under the power of Congress to regu 
late commerce all the laws upon the subject are to be construed and 
enforced by our Federal judiciary 

For one I am in favor of securing the best obtainable material for 
Federal judges by paying adequate compensation for the services r 
quired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], which will be 
read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK It is proposed to add to the bill: 


Provided, That this act shall apply only to judges that shal] be hereafter ap- 
po nted 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there area few statements I desire to 
place before the Senate and the country on this subject by one of the 
wisest men who ever livedin this country; [ allude now to Dr. Franklin: 


Sir, there are two passions which have a powerful influence in the affairs of 
men rhese are ambition and avarice—the love of power and the love of money. 
Separately each of these has great force in prompting men to action; but when 
inited in view of the same object they have in many minds the most violent 
effects. Place before the eyes of such mena post of honor that shall at the 
same time be a place of profit, and they will move heaven and earth to obtain 
t The vast number of such places it is that renders the British Government 
so tempestuous rhe struggies for them are the true source of all those factions 
which are perpetually dividing the nation, distracting its councils, hurrying it 
sometimes into fruitless and mischievous wars, and often compelling a submis- 
sion to dishonorable terms of peace 


Now I will read another short extract from the same speech: 
Sir, though we may set out in the beginning with moderate salaries— 
As we did— 


we shall find that such will not be of long continuance. Reasons will never be 
wanting for proposed augmentations; and there will always be a party for giv- 
ing more to the rulers, that the rulers may be able in return to give more to 
them. Hence, as all history informs us, there has been in every state and king- 
dom a constant kind of warfare between the governing and the governed; the 
one striving to obtain more for its support and the other to pay less. 
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toit without discriminating against some judge who will be found upon 
the bench. The Constitution provides that— . 

The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their offices 
during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their services a com- 
pensation which shal] not be diminished during their continuance in office. 

So that when we fix $5,000, it makes no difference how serious the 
mistake may be or how great a burden it may necessarily impose upon 
the country, we have got to stand by it; any judge canclaim it against 
us as long as he lives. That makes the matter a little more serious 
than the first appearance of it, for this is not a repealable act; it is not 
one that may be got rid of when we may determine that it is based 
upona bad policy. Therefore we had better pursue the system we have 
heretofore observed, of giving additional salaries only in those cases 
where it has been demonstrated by experience that the salaries at present 
are insufficient. 

Gentlemen have edified the Senate upon the principles involved in 
giving large salaries to judicial officers. They say that a good, round, 


| fat salary is necessary in order to maintain the dignity of the office and 


I recognize that that warfare is on us, and I enlist on the other side | 


in this case. 

Mr. MCPHERSON I shall vote for the committee’s bill and vote 
against any amendment, and I shall do it for this reason: I think the 
salary reported by the committee’s bill is even insufficient to secure 
that kind and orderof talent which is necessary to make a good judge. 
it requires for that purpose a man of judicial mind; and a man who can 
not earn more than the sum here provided in any other kind of business, 
especially in the legal profession, is entirely unfit by reason of his train- 
ing and acquirements to act as judge of any court. 

It is very true that there are some other factors that are to be con- 
sidered, but a judge of a United States court can not subsist on honor 
alone. Some other substantial meed is necessary to enable him to live 
as other men live. In my own State we have the case of Judge Nixon, 


one of the most able and distinguished men upon the bench, who really | 


or mS > | at the present price, and who were glad to get them, the men who pay 
gives more hours during the year to the duties of his position than is | 


given by any judge in our State courts. He receives the small salary 
of $4,000 per year, while our State circuit court judges receive from 


seven to eight thousand dollars. 


I say it is entirely unjust to reqnire of Judge Nixon, or any man of 
his ability and his attainments and of his success as a judge, to work | getting 75 cents or $1 for the chance to work for it, is forgotten entirely, 


for the sum of $4,000. 


It is true, as some Senators have said, that if the judges dislike to serve | 


longer in that capacity for the salary given them they can resign from 
the bench; but that is not the way to get a good dispensation of law. 
It is not the way to give justice to the people who seek redress in the 
courts. I think it is wise to secure the highest order of talent and pay 
for it a price commensurate with its worth. I think we have illustra- 
tions enough of men of distinguished talent and success upon the bench 
who have been really required through stress of circumstances to sur- 
render their position and resort to other means of occupation for liveli- 
hood, especially to the profession of the law. A man who is fit to be a 


to obtain the proper grade of talent upon the bench; and then they 
argue, very illogically, ergo, having upon the bench a set of judges, it is 
necessary in order to improve their talents and respectability that we 
should give them more money. As to some of these judges, I grant 
you that if we could improve their talents or their respectability by 
voting them more money it would be a good thing to do; but I can not 
do that in justice to the people. We can not take money out of the 
Treasury for the purpose of plastering up abraded consciences, bad rec- 
ords, incompetent abilities, and a slouchy, miserable, mean service. 

I should like to know if any Senator here can deceive himself or 
thinks that the country can be deceived by the proposition that we shall 
improve the character of the incumbents of the district court judge- 
ships by increasing their salaries. Is that the way that we are going 
to spend the money of the people of the United States? We have got 
to that situation here now with this hundred millions of surplus money 
in the Treasury that we seem to be dazzled with it all the time. We 
have lost our composure, it seems to me, and our sense of justice to the 
people, because we happen to be not out of debt but we happen to have 
asum of money that we can control for the present moment of time, 
amounting to about $100,000,000, in the Treasury. 

While we are increasing the salaries of judges who took these offices 


the money into the Treasury are afflicted with distress throughout the 
land to an extent that brings an outcry continually before the Senate. 
We find thecountry filled with strikes; no demand for labor. The man 
who is willing to go to his anvil or his plow or any other instrument of 
industry and toil day by day and thanks God for the opportunity of 


it appears, by the Senate of the United States, and we are here lavish- 
ing money, raising salaries $1,500 a year, and for life at that, upon 
men who were willing and anxious and begging to get these offices 
when they were appointed to them. 

Then they are to have it, as the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULS- 
BURY ] reminds me, after they have left the service and after they are 
incompetent to serve the country any longer. I was speaking when I 
closed my remarks yesterday of the happy condition of a man who had 


himself provided for for life at a salary of $3,500 a year. Peace visits 


| that man in all of his sleeping and in all of his waking hours. He 


judge of one of the United States courts for which we are here making | 


provision can earn two or three times that amount in the practice of his 
protession. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had nearly finished yesterday the 
remarks which I desired to make when the hour of 2 o’clock was 
reached, and I was cut off from presenting some views that I entertain 


about this question which I think are important and which will con- | at $5,000 a year, or in the other House for two years at $5,000, or as gov- 


trol my vote. Section 554 of the Revised Statutes is: 

Sec. 554. District judges are entitled to receive yearly salaries at the following 
rates, payable quarterly from the Treasury: The judge of the district of Califor- 
nia, $5,000; the judge of the district of Louisiana, 4.500; the judges of the dis- 
trict of Massachusetts; the northern, southern, and eastern districts of New 
York; the eastern and western districts of Pennsylvania; the district of New 
Jersey ; the district of Maryland; the southern district of Ohio: and the north- 
ern district of Illinois, $4,000. The judges of all other districts, $3,500. No other 
allowance or payment shall be made to them for travel, expenses, or otherwise. 


We have observed the practice, and it has been found to be a good 
one, of applying to the different judges who might require larger sal- 


aries because of the labors of their office and because of their places of 


residence, and giving them more to live upon. It is now proposed to 
raise the salaries of all the judges of the district courts in this country 
to $5,000a year. I remarked yesterday that if that was done the judges 
of the Territorial courts ought also to have $5,000. They get $3,000 now. 
They have as much work to do, and of as important a character, or 
rather of a more important character, than the average of the district 
judges of the United States. 

When we have raised this salary, as I understand it we shall not 
hereafter be able to reduce it during the lives of any of the incumbents. 
That means forever. We fix it at $5,000 now, to remain that way under 
the Constitution always, beyond our power of ever being able to get back 


has no cares about the future. He has only to observe a frugal and 
commendable economy for the purpose of keeping the expenditures of 


his family within the limits of a sum of money which he is bound to 


receive quarterly from the Government of the United States. 

I maintain that a man who has asalary of $3,500 a year for life has 
a better estate in his hands, a better reliance for his family, than a man 
who holds a position for six years in the Senate of the United States 


ernor of a State, if you please, at $6,000, $7,000, or $8,000 a year. It 
is a very much more important matter to him to have it understood, 
in respect of all his future prospects in life, thar he is to receive an- 
nually the sum of $3,500 than it would be to be able by running for 
some important office, or being elected or appointed to it, to get $5,000 
or $10,000 for a few years during the era of the very maximum power of 
his manhood. We have got our United States bonds out. If we put 
them at thirty years or forty or fifty years’ maturity, we can sell them 
for par in gold at 3 per cent. interest without any difficulty. If you 
shorten the time to five or tosix years you may find difficulty in selling 
them at an interest of 44 or even 5 per cent. Why is the difference ? 
We understand it perfectly well. It is simply that the long tenure of 
the bond during which a man may keep his money invested in a per- 
manent way adds advantage, security, safety, toit. Istherenothing of 
advantage in the fact that a man has a life tenure in adistrict court judge- 
ship? I venture to say that the best paid men in the United States to- 
day, in comparison with the amount of labor they have to perform and 
the public responsibility they have to meet, are the district judges of 
the United States taking them one by one. It is proposed to give $5,000 
to every judge of a district court in the United States who happens now 
to be the incumbent of one of these offices. We find that there is noth- 
ing to be gained by it but merely to increase his revenues; we find that 
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he was satisfied with the present salary at the time he took the office 
and was delighted to get it; we find that he has been living, if he has 
been an honest and a frugal man, in accordance with his income and 
raising his family on it in a proper degree of fashionable luxury upon 
$3,500 a year. Hecan go and quietly settle himself down upon a little 





| lution asking for some information from the Nav 
the naval appropriation bill will come befor 
to obtain the information before 
Mr. BLAIR. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 


farm, if he chooses todo so. He can buy a little farm for the half of | 


one year’s salary; he can bring around him all the comforts of life that 
a moderate man ought to desire, and in peace and in quietude, retired 
from the strife and the battles of life, he can consider those questions of 


law which are brought to him by counsel learned in the law and argued | 


before him. After all, the great thing in making a good judge is to be 


an honest man. Any well-instructed and fair-minded man who has a | 


sound conscience and a clean heart can make a good judge. If he has 
able lawyers to present the questions of law on either side to him, his 
task is a comparatively light one. 

I am not arguing against giving proper salaries to the judicial officers 
of this country; but I am arguing against the principle which is invoked 
here, that men who have taken their offices for life upon a certain stip- 
ulated salary shall now have their salary raised when they do not bring 
to the satisfaction of the Senate or of the country evidence of having 
a higher range of abilities than they had when they took the offices 
or evidence of having earned from the Treasury of the United States 
thisincreased compensation, which after we have made it we can never 
revoke. 

This is no light and trifling matter. When we place this statute 
upon the books it will run along through the years, and there will 
never be found a Congress that can repeal it. It may have one good 
effect. It may have the effect hereafter of preventing us from creating 
some new districts that are sought to be created and are looked after 
with great eagerness in different parts of the United States. It may 
have that effect; but that is the only line of light or of justice that 
shines through this bill. It is a bill of extreme and permanent injus- 
tice to the people of the United States. We inflict upon them a burden 
of $1,500 additional pay in favor of every district judge in the United 
States for all time to come. Iam not willing to participate in shou!- 
dering that burden down upon my people. Gentlemen who feel more 
liberal than I do in this respect, especially the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, who lives in a rich manufacturing community, probably can see 
their way through. His judge gets already $4,000 a year. He is com- 
plaining that he does not get enough. Perhaps that Senator has some 


reason for desiring to see this Treasury emptied anyhow. There are 
Senators here who desire to see the Treasury, when filled up, emptied 
upon appropriations continually. My judgment is that their real 


foundation reason for it is that it gives them a better chance to tax the 
people 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, 
and it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 398) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I wish we might have unanimous consent— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey [M1 
McPHERSON | has addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. Letthebill goover. We have not thought 
about it enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask unanimous consent that the judicial sal- 








ary bill might be proceeded with, so that the Senator from Alabama | 


may finish his remarks. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts | 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Alabama be permitted | 


to continue his remarks upon the judicial salary bill. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not ask to go on to-day, sir. Gentlemen are 
very kind indeed, and I thank them very profoundly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not want to talk the bill to death, 
of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ama little hoarse, and do not care to speak to- 
day. I would rather speak to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR I believe the Senator is the only member who does not 
desire to have his remarks finished. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 


announced that the House had agreed to the report of the committee of 


conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses on the bill (H.R 
4971) making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S 
1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

MIANTONOMOH CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Before the Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of the unfinished business I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
agree to lay it aside informally for amoment. I wish tosubn 


it a Treso- 
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It will take 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
| unanimous consent to offer at thi 
for information. 
The Chief Clerk read as tollows 
Resolved, That the Secretary 
transmit to the Senate copies of the contract 
partment and Messrs. Camme!! & Co 
, of Sheffield, England, 
rial for the same, for the ironc! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reception and consideration of the resolution ? 
Why not include in it any 
gard to the same thing, so that we may have the 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 
I think the resolution is broad enough 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
| ception and consideration of the resolution ? 
I shall object if it is likely to lead to d: 
] think there is no objection t 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
It is there. 


Is there obiex 


Mr. BLAIR. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 
be no objection to such a resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. i 
none; and the question is on agreeing to the resoluti 
The resolution was agreed to. 


I do not object to it 
Is there ohbje t1o! 


ISLAND SOU? 


Mr. McCPHERSON. I ask the Senator from New 
to me one moment longer to make a transfer of 
wrong committee. 
Mr. BLAIR. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 


Committee on 


I do not understand the Senator di 
I wish to havea 
Railroads a day or 
the Committee on Commerce, who are consider 
I have no obje ction, of cour 
Mr. MCPHERSON. It is the petition of citiz 
New York, praying for the passage of a bill 
of bridges across Staten Island Sound, which by mistake w 
the Committee on Railroads 
tee on Commerce instead, as they are considering t] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. rt 
day the petition was reported back from the Committe: 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], and thatit 
the Committee on Commerce. 
McPHERSON., 


authorizing t] 
] ? > 
I ask that it 


The Chair 


EXPORTATIONS 
HAWLEY 
to yield to me for a moment. 
reported a resolution which was referred to the Comn 
They are anxious to have their: report and accompanying d 
concerning the export of meats published 
Committee on Printing reports it favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. it as 
unanimous consent to make a report at this time from the Committ 
The Chair hears none. 


The Senator from New Hampshir 
The Committee on F 


The Senator from Connecticut 


on Printing. 
tion reported will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted 
by Mr. MILLER, of California: 

Resolved by the 


Is there objection ? 


the House of Representatives concurr hg 

| printed 6,000 extra copies of the report and aceompanying docur 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate upon the resolution o 
requiring said committee ‘to inquire into and report such legislatio 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibit 

| strained the importation of meats from the United States 
use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Repres« 


The PRESIDENT protempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 





Is there objection tg the presen 
The Chair hears none. 


rO COMMON 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
port of commen sé 


proposed by Mr. INGALLS 


100ls, the pending question being on the amendm 


President, last evening at the adjournment 
very nearly concluded what I then proposed to say u 
morning I shall occupy only a few moments in placing som 
before the Senate which are suggested by the fact that there 
he upon this side of the Chamber some doubt arising as t 
principle involved in the appropriation was not a new 
principle to the Republican party 

VAN WYCK 


of the case, there are on 


pon this bill 


tor proceeds 


r two points in rega 
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y discussed to which I should like to call his attention and on 
sh to hearsome suggestion from him. I have read carefully 


ch made on the first day ot the consideration of this 
he 


+ 4 ni} 
ao lit HiT 


is as clear upon one or two points as he 


mself like to be I wish to call 


his attention to one of the 

to which he alluded ina 
’ be considered very 
1e strong points in his speech and in his position 
be derived from this appropriation was the edu- 
illiterate children, and that in some portions of the coun- 
ire e very illiterate, and therefore the 
would be to aid very much towards their education. 
Senator's speech and I fail to discover in the 
that this great bounty will reach a 


1e wishes this bounty to reach 


in his first speech and 


re yesterda It may not in a broad view 
ut one of tl 


the benetit to 


t here are colored n who ar 


chil 


the 


scover in 


sort Ol guarantee 


= ] see ho 


hat matter 


lit; and 


ni lask him the question because I 
I call his attention to the point whether 
cvuarantee to Congress or to the peopl who 
pay this taxation that that portion of the illiterates of the 
erican peop! the benefit which he thinks will go to them ? 
iS there any guaral that that will be done? 
Mr. BLAIR. 1 understand that there rhe bill distributes the 
irrespective or color entirely. It distributes the money 
veral States upon the basis of illiteracy, whether it is white or 
black or Indian or what not, existing within the State, as reported by 
ial returns of the census. The bill then expressly requires that 
tid granted shall be applied within the State without distinction 
It does not provide that the colored people shall have 
it in proportion to their illiteracy more than the others or less than the 
othe: It simply provides that the amount distributed shall be given 
to each State upon the basis of illiteracy. It will be taken mainly by 
the States where most of the colored people live, as the Senator well 
understands, but the bill provides that when taken within the States 
it shall be distributed and used without any reference to color whatever, 
and in such a way as to equalize as far as may be the educational ad- 
intages of all classes, of all races, within the jurisdiction of the State. 
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Phe bill is explicit in that regard. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; but that is a mere legislative decla- 


ration in the bill. Is there any guarantee of the execution of that pro- 
vision of the bill? The money is to be placed, as I understand, in the 
hands of the States and is to be controlled by them. It is to be dis- 
tributed among that class of population in a great many States to 
which we gave the elective franchise. We gave them the privilege to 
vot hat was a gift. Now you propose to give them millions of 
money to be distributed to educate children of this same race. 


Mr. BLAIR. And the other. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly, and the other; both 

Mr. BLAIR. We do not refuse it to our own race 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well. The elective franchise was given to 
both: it was given to the whites and also to the blacks. The State 


governments were to administer the law; 
isi 


and notwithstanding our leg- 
ation gave the blacks the right to vote, and it was guaranteed in the 
ts we passed and it was supported and sustained by a constitutional 
unendment, yet there are gentlemen who will say on this floor and off 

that that gift to that class of American people has never been enjoyed. 
| suppose my friend will agree with me in that statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will agree with the Senator that Senators will say 
so, and I believe so to a very considerable extent 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That gift was declared by legislation, it was sus- 
tained by a constitutional enactment of the American people, and yet 
it failed to reach the object sought. Now it is proposed, as I under- 
stand the Senator, to give immense millions, for the purpose of the edu- 
«ation of a portion of that same class, to the same channel that was to 
bestow the elective franchise on them, that is, the State governments. 
in order that nobody shall be deceived or misunderstand this matter I 
to know before the debate is closed that there shall be some sort 
of guarantee to that portion of the people whom this money is meant 
to reach and who are intended to be benefited by it. 

Mr. BLAIR. © I do not know that $1,000,000 is any more “‘ immense,”’ 
given for this purpose, than any other. Although a million may seem 
immense to the Senator from Nebraska when expended in this 
way than when expended in the way of improvements upon the Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri Rivers, undoubtedly the bill does call for a large 
amount of money. 

Before replying to the Senator I wish to advert to the impression 
which seems to exist that money expended for education is a vastly 
vreater amount of money than it is when expended for any other given 
purpose. We hear from time to time inthe discussion of this bill about 
our expending $120,000,000, and it is lumped together as though the 
country was to be impressed with the idea that we were toexpend itall in 
one year. We do not talk in that way when we are dealing with other 
bills and other forms of expenditure. If I were to reply to that in the 
same spirit in which the objection is advanced, I should talk about the 


«lesire 


more 
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expenditures for carrying on the Government as two or three billions | 


during the same period. If we pay out even $100,000,000 or $120,- 
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the distribution is to be extended over the next ten years. I suppose 
this country would be very thankful to get on with a river and harbor 
bill that would average $10,000,000a yearduringthesame time. Would 
there be anything atrocious in our expending as much to relieve our- 
selves from this great evil of illiteracy as in the improvement of the 
rivers and harbors of the country during the next ten years? Would it 
on the whole be a less judicious expenditure of that amount of money ? 
It is a question that well may be thought of by Senators who raise ob- 
jections of this ephemeral and deceptive form, not designed, but whic’s 
really do give a wrong impression in regard to the public burden which 
is to be imposed by the enactment of this bill into a law 

My friend the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], who proposed in 
the last Congress the expenditure of about $80,000,000 annually, might 
be told and his bill might be opposed on the ground that it would be 
appropriating $800,000,000 during the same period of time that this 
bill proposes an expenditure of $105,000,000. But woitld that be any 
thing like a fair putting of the case? Are we to lump the expenditures 
of all time to come and oppose a bill of this description on that ground ” 
If we are to do so, letus put alongside with it the parallel in regard to 
expenditures in other directions. After all, the expenditure for educa 
tion, the most important of all objects of legislation, either State o1 
national, the most pressing of any at the present time, will be found 
to be a very moderate and a very modest expenditure that is proposed 
by the bill. It is very modest as compared with the evil itselt 

A word now in regard to the safeguard which the Senator from Ne 
braska [Mr. VAN WyYCK ] suggests as perhaps wanting in this bill. He 
speaks of the political differences and the political difficulties which we 
have had in the past; that here is a race which for some reason, notwith- 
standing the constitutional guarantees and rights under the statute 
laws of the land, fails to be actually felt and counted at the ballot-box 
and to which the right of citizenship is practically denied. That Sen- 
ator knows very well that if those men were enlightened they would 
have their rights. It is only because they are ignorant that they are 
feeble; it is only because they are ignorant that they lack power, for 
knowledge is power. Give to an unintelligent race, whether black o1 
white, sufficient knowledge, and in due time it will acquire property, 
in due time it will acquire power, and it will be felt at the ballot-box 
It will defend itself; it will then have the power to do it. 

Let me say to my Republican friends, in view of the efforts by mili 
tary interference to vindicate the right to the ballot at the point of the 
bayonet, and in view of the failure of those efforts and the practical 
abandonment of the voters in the South to the regulation and control 
of the State authorities, Senators on this side of the Chamber may wel! 
hesitate to assert that there is any other remedy left for the condition of 
things that they complain of in the South except the establishment of 
common schools and the increase of the individual power of the man 
who is entitled to suffrage by making him more intelligent. 

If Senators on this side of the Chamber wish to discuss this as a polit- 
ical measure, I say that the only political sense for the Republican 
party to exercise in this matter is to give schools to the South. We 
believe in our principles; intelligence embraces those principles where- 
ever it exists, as we think. Why then and how then can we possibly 
oppose the introduction of the very elements and conditions which are 
essential for us to apply in order that we may appeal successfully to 
the popular judgment ? And having convinced the popular judgment 
among the masses who are to exercise that judgment, there will be suffi- 
cient force to vindicate their right to be heard at the ballot-box, and 
so to participate in the government of the country. There is no other 
way open. We have abandoned the South. What have we done to 
vinuicate the ballot-box in the South since 1876? Not one thing that 
is of tangible and practical value to the colored population to which we 
gave the franchise but failed to give the common schools when we had 
control practically in the Southern States. That colored population is 
turned over, as we know, utterly, and must be forever, unless reached 
by the introduction of schools which will reach both races alike. It is 
given over wholly and totally; and it is a settled, fixed condition and 


| status of that colored population at the South to-day that they are not 


voters, that they are not citizens asarule. I believe that as thoroughly 
as the Senator from Nebraska, and speaking simply as a Republican 
politician, I assert that this measure should be enacted into a law for 
the purpose of spreading the principles of the Republican party and as 
the only possible way of doing it now and hereafter. 

I was about to speak a little with reference to the suggestion made 
last night that there were doubts whether a bill of this kind could be 
advocated properly by this side of the Chamber, as though it was a 
new question, a doubtful thing yet to be considered. I desire to re- 
mind everybody that four successive Republican Presidents of the 
United States have most emphatically declared in their messages and in 
public addresses in favor of national aid of a substantial character to 
common schools. There is no measure whatever that can be brought 
before the American Congress to-day in which the great general of our 
armies, ex-President Grant, feels as I believe so deep, so strong an in- 
terest as he does in the success of this or kindred measures which shal! 
look to the elevation by national means of the people of the South. I 
do not limit his sympathies to either race, for they extend to all races 


000,000 ($105,000,000 is the exact amount that is covered by the bill), | there and everywhere. We know, too, that in the inaugural addresses 








1884. 


















and in the messages of President Hayes, and in his frequent public ad- 
dresses since he ceased to be the Chief Magistrate of the country, he 
has strongly advocated precisely this measure in principle. The same 
is true of the present Chief Magistrate. I think in two of his mes- 
sages, certainly in one, he very emphatically calls upon the American 
Congress to make liberal appropriations for the maintenance of the 
common schools throughout the country, especially in that region of 
the country where they are most required. Perhaps I ought not to go 
further and read from Republican platforms, and yet in the last Repub- 
lican platform we did take this position: 
The work of pepular education is one left to the care of the several States 





et The bill certainly is not in contradiction to the Republican platform in 
y that respect. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the 
- bill and to the platform so far as this point is concerned— 
a The work of popular education is one left to the care of the several States, but 


‘ae it is the duty of the National Government to aid that work to the extent of its 
constitutional power. The intelligence of the nation— 
I ask attention to this proposition— 


The intelligence of the nation is but the aggregate of the intelligence in the 
‘a several States, and the destiny of the nation must be guided not by the genius 
of any one State, but by the aggregate genius of all. 





a. As we live in modern times, and four years ago may belong to ancient 
a history, I will call the attention of my friends on this side of the Cham- 
% ber to the precise language in which they are now appealing to the peo- 
3 ple of the United States for their suffrages in the ensuing Presidential 
5 contest through their national committee. I read trom the call of the 

5 national committee as adopted in the call of the Republican State con- 

an vention of Maine to choose delegates to Chicago the ensuing national 

convention: 
Without regard to past political differences, who are in favor of elevating and 
: dignifying American labor 
5 I remind Senators that there is a bill here for the establishment of a 
j bureau of labor statistics also 
f 7 protecting and extending home industries, giving free popular education tothe 
se masses of the people, securing free suffrage and an honest counting of ballots 
a Divers and sundry other equally good propositions are embraced in 
4 the call, whereon we appeal to the masses of the American people for the 
=~ support of our nominees who shall be named at the convention soon to 
be held I might go further in this direction, for I do not consider that 
in advocating this bill I am exactly an outlaw from the Republican 





party. Thatremainsto be seen; and suggest that Republica 
a look over the record and consider the attitude of the party and of t 


1Senators 








: \merican people so far as that people is included within the ranks of 

the Republican party as to the previous record of that party upon this 
creat question. 

I read in conclusion from the report, I understand a unanimous re- 

port, of the House Committee on Education in favor of a bill pending 





apon the Calendar of the House at the present session. The report is 
submitted by Mr. WILLIs, of Kentucky 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is not 
q order to read the reports of a committee of the other House of this ses 
S1lOn. 
* Mr. BLAIR. I will read an extract from President Gartield’s in 
<a augural address, March 4, 1881 
a The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. That is in order. 


a Mr. BLAIR. f will withdraw what I said in regard to the report of 
b the House committee. President Gartield said 


3 But the danger which arises from ignorance in the voter can not be denied 
. It coversa field far wider than that of negro suffrage and the pres« col n 
= of the race. It is a danger that lurks and hides in the sources ar fountains 
3 of power in every State. We have no standard by which to measure the disas- 
ter that may be brought upon us by ignorance and vice in the izen whet 
oined to corruption and fraud in the suffrage. 
? The voters of the Union who make and unmake constitutions, and upon whose 
4 will hangs the destinies of our governments, can transmit their supreme au 
a thority to no successors save the coming generation of voters, who are the sol 
ig heirs of sovereign power. If that generation comes to its inheritance blinded 
by Ignorance and corrupted by vice, the fall of the Republic w be certa ind 
4 remediless, 
i Phe census has already sounded the alarm in theappalling figures which mark 
how dangerously high the tide of illiteracy has risen among our voters and their 
; children. 
aa lo the South this question is of supreme importance, but the responsibility for 
the existence of slavery did not rest upon the South alone. The nation itself is 
4 responsible for the extension of the suffrage, and is under specia gations to 
x aid in removing the illiteracy which it has added to the voting population. For 
- the North and South alike there is but one remedy All the constituti« i 
y power of the nation and of the States and all the volunteer forces of the peopl 
x should be summoned to meet this danger by the strong influe: iniversa 
education. 
“a This administration commenced with that declaration in the ina 
sural of the dead. It remains a question whether this administration 
e is to redeem that pledge. One Congress is over; it has not yet been 
ea done; and I ask my Republican associates to reflect well upon what 
a they are doing ere we decide finally and conclusively that the pledg 
“= shall not be redeemed. 

a I may add in conclusion that what may be termed the operating ma 
 - chinery of the bill is taken from one which has more than once passed 
a the Senate, known as the Morrill bill. In the last Congress when 

& the Senate, known as the Morrill bil In the last ( 
4 was acted upon the vote stood 41 yeas and only 6 in the negativ. Che 


Republican party is committed absolutely to the machinery and 
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principle; and that machinery has been adopted in the pending measure 


very largely, so far as I am concerned, in view of the consideration that 


more 


division might arise on this side of the Chamber if another and a 


vigorous method of national interference were provided in the terms ot! 


the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [M1 

Mr. VEST. What is that amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. It will be reported for information 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 13, after the word hil 
dren,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘of the school age mentioned het 
after’’ and insert ‘‘ between the ages of 5 and 21 years; 

Which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-s¢ 
education to all the children between the ages of 5and 21 years living int 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imove,in line 10 of section &, to strike out t 
‘*at least one-third of the sum’ and insert the words 
least equal to the sum.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. The words ** equal to”? have already been inserted 

Mr. PLUMB. The purpose of my amendment is that the Stat 
receive this money shall pay as much out of thei 
receive from the Federal Treasury 

Mr. INGALLS. Strike out the word 


INGALILS 


so as to read 


} 


The question is on agreeing to th 


he Wwe 


unt 


“an amo 
wi 
own treasur\ 


‘one-third ’’ and it wil 


plish it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not aware of the previous amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
modified. 

The SECRETARY In line 10 of section 8, after the word ‘‘s 
it is moved to strike out ‘‘at least one-third’’ and insert ‘‘an 
equal to.” 

The PRESIDENT pro le) pore Phe question Is On this am 


Mr. PLUMB | suppose there will be no objection to that 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us see how it is. My attention was 
rhe amendment as proposed by the Senator is very objection 
view 

Mr. PLUMB The amendment is simply tl st 
this money shall pyy at least as much for the education o 
in its own limits as it receives {rom the Federal ¢ 

Mr. BLAIR ‘his is proposed in that innocent and unl 
way which makes it seem as tho on ‘ rht te " 
ifter all, it is one of the most vital and t ‘ 
Senator could have suggested to the practical op 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam sorry to trouble the Sena 

Mr BLAIR I have no doubt is 0 ‘ 
friend to have s igvested anvtl Io I 
I assure him he has not as vet, because the suggest 
accomplished fact It it becomes s 
and not of the Senator, and, of course, | s 
like to be heard upon the ame ment if the S 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has the p g 

Mr. BLAIR. I know the Ss ve 
that is one reason that induces me to insis 
on the amendment If the Ss : 
amendment, I should be glad to 

epiy ll a i t os ,w ( 
might be | lite | I 

Under the operat ‘ s ‘ g 
than at any subse ) l ~ 
State whicl S ene ene = 

it any subse V Ss yy 
how arising s t = 

ear, £1V y sta t S 
twelve hundred t sand dollars itis : 2 
tive and six hun i thousand ~ this 
that State we 
dollars where they now rais 
this bill, it is a hardsh 
sult must be that 1 s ] : 
whatevet Lite 

s concerthit 

ation Is t . 

| a) ly 3 5 . 
firs ise ~ = < 
eration « 
Col t ed ft = ‘ \ < 
purpose of th sun 

Mr. PLUMI NI side I < 

h DD DOs n > _ t s 

ord States the obligation t i 
ought to | . pose W ( » 5 V 
preset L passage this bi ~ ? 
that ¢ + pass ‘ ipe It e 0 
Pass as te € SOI eas nte¢ I 


The question is upon agreeing to the 
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objects proposed to be accomplished by it 


mv object 


In its present shape 
ion is that it will result in destroying the entire school system 
Southern States so far as that school system depends upon volun- 
tary effort with reference to taxation or any kind of local support, and 
l res in the adoption by the General Government of the functions 
hoolmaster and tax-payer, completely to the exclusion of every effort 
e part of the States. That result will alsoextend in my judgment 
asurably to all the States alike if this system shall be carried on for 
m of years provided for in the bill 


know, Mr. President, that when anything is said to be in behalf of 
yn it is perhaps evidence of temerity that any one should oppose 

ive the honor to represent in part here a State which has done 
education in proportion to its means, as I believe, than any 
State in the Union, certainly as much as any, and with as happy 


both with reference to the degree of illiteracy among the people 
th reference to the pecuniary results to be derived from the 


tenance of a sound, comprehensive, and liberal system of common 

and I do not believe that that system has been benefited to any 

ble degree by the largess of the General Government, which 

was maintained here yesterday by the Senator trom North Carolina 

[Mr. VANCE] In fact, that largess is of very small account even 

in a pecuniary way. It rendered some service in the infant days ot 

Kansas, when the people were substantially without taxable property ; 
} 


| do not believe that now it adds in any perceptible degree to the 
of the school system of that State, and I believe it might be re- 
without in any way affecting the efficiency of that system or 
adding to its burden 
Mr. President, I believe that every State of the Union, certainly every 
one of the older States, is able to pay for all the schooling that persons 
thin its limits need. It does not cost any more to educate a person 


mie i 


10 vears old or 20 years old to the point of being able to read or write | 


in it does to teach one 5 years old. The number of persons within 
100l-year limit is not greater in the Southern States in proportion 

population than it is in the Northern States, and the taxable 
tion in the Southern States is as great as it is in the agricultural 
States of the North in proportion to population. 

| have here the tables which the Senator from New Hampshire very 

inserted in his speech of the day before yesterday, and I take 
e purpose of my comparison the States of Kansas and Louisiana. 
\s shown by the census of 1880 Kansas had at the date of that census 
wpulation of 996,096, with an assessed valuation of $160,891,689. 


1 


State of Louisiana had a population of 939,946 and an assessed 
on of $160,162,439, a difference between those two States in refer- 

ence to taxable valuation of only about $700,000 
siana, then, has just as much taxable property in proportion to its 


ation as Kansas has, and by reason of its being an older State and 
s therefore more permanent, society perhaps better organized, it 
better condition to respond to the demand made upon it by the 
s 1) children of the State than Kansas; certainly it is as able to do it, 
t events. But itis said there are more illiterate people down there 
The answer to that is I think distinctly and unqual- 

in the first place, that it coSts no more to educate to the point of 
¥ to read and write a person at the age of 20 years or 10 years 
t does one at the age of 5 years 
teachers 


Kansas 


There are required no more 
no more books, no more of any of the 
and consequently Louisiana is just as able to provide all 
tren within her limits with the advantages of common schools as 


State of Kansas is 


School room, no more 


i} Ices 


t he 
but the State of Louisiana, for purposes of its own—which I do not 
characterize at all or mention in any way to reflect upon that 

te—saw fit to appropriate in the year 1880 for school purposes, ex- 

clusive of buildings and incidentals, $450,000, while the State of Kan- 


sas that year appropriated $1,276,786; nearly three times as much. 


Ir. HOAR. How much does Louisiana get under this bill ? 
M ALLISON Nine hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. HOAR. If it is not interrupting the Senator from Kansas I 


7) 


should lke to ask whether there are any States that do not now expend 
as much as they wouid get under this bill ? 


Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes; there are quite a number 
Mr. ALLISON. Louisiana gets $900,000 under this bill. 
Mr. PLUMB. I do not remember the amount. That marks the dif- | 


ie 
tot 


ing perhaps in the degrees of that education; and that is one of those 
things that I do not wish to criticise, but only to state that unless Lou- 
isiana shall develop more disposition and determination with reference 
to the investment of the funds which shall be given her by the National 
Government than she has with reference to her own funds, there is no 
reason to suppose that the giving of the additional sum proposed by this 
bill would result in any substantial advantage whatever. 

Take the State of Alabama 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the Senator leaves that point I wish to 
know whether that includes money which the several parishes raise for 
educational purposes or whether it is confined to appropriations from 
the State treasury ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The sum is divided in this way: From State tax, 
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nce of opinion perhaps in the people of these two States with reference | 
e necessity for common-school education, the desirability of advanc- | 


MarcH 20, 


$360,000; from local taxes, $94,000. I therefore suppose it embraced 
all sources of revenue for school purposes raised in that State. 

Take the State of Alabama. The State of Alabama, according to the 
census of 1880, had 1,262,205 people. It had an assessed valuation of 
$122,867,228, nearly thirty-eight million less than the State of Kansas 
Alabama paid for school purposes in 1880 $250,000; less than one-fifth 
the amount paid by the State of Kansas. Alabama is a State that is 
exceptionally rich in all the elements of natural wealth. It has, perhaps, 
more mileage of navigable waters than any other State in the Union. It 
is not only rich in agricultural land and in timber, but what is a great 
deal more to the purpose, it is rich in coal and in iron, and there is being 
developed in that State what I believe will be some of these days the 
greatest mechanical industry of the United States. The wealth is there 
now in its natural state and is being rapidly put in a shape to be real 
ized upon. And yet the State of Alabama paid only $250,000 for school 
purposes in 1880, while the people of Kansas paid $1,°276,000 trom about 
the same taxable valuation 

If this is a matter which is to be commended to the General Govern 
ment on behalf of the States, why do not these States manifest their 
disposition in favor of education by appropriating money in proportion 
as other States appropriate money for that purpose? It does not do 
for them to come here and say they are not able to do this until they 
have done all they are able to do. If my theory ts incorrect and it 
does take more money to educate a person of 20 years than a child ot 
5 and therefore the burden is greater on them than on Kansas, let 
them do at least as much as they can by levying an equivalent amount 
of tax before they call on us to eke out for them what they are so un 
willing to do for themselves. 

I do not speak in reference to any demand from the Southern States 
| and as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] says in my hear 
| ing they have made none, I do not say they do make any, but I am 
putting it upon all possible ground. If the States demand it, the an- 
swer is complete. They have not done themselves what they ought to 
have done; they have not acted in reference to their own resources as 
other States have in reference to theirs, and therefore there is no claim on 
| their part that they should have this money from the National Treas 

ury. They are able to do all that is necessary to be done. There is no 
pretense that Connecticut or Massachusetts or Kansas wants any ot 
this money, and I say that you can not add money enough to the school 
fund of Massachusetts or Connecticut or Kansas to make any difference 
in the illiteracy prevailing in those States. There is no question about 
there being money enough in Massachusetts for educational purposes 
and no question about there being money enough in Connecticut fo1 
educational purposes, and so in New York and in Kansas and othe 
Northern States, and yet there is a percentage of illiterate people in al! 
those States. If the good people of Massachusetts or of Connecticut 
or of New York were able to see that by the expenditure of more mone) 
they could decrease the percentage of illiteracy that money would have 
been forthcoming long ago 

What isthe result? That inevitably under any system we have here- 
tofore been advised of, and in reference to any possible expenditure ot 
money which is within human conception, some degree of illiteracy is 
bound to prevail and can not be helped. 

Mr. HOAR The Senator has alluded to Massachusetts. I think it 
may be proper to say that the illiteracy in Massachusetts of natives of 
that State is only two-tenths of 1 per cent. of the entire population; and 
that includes not only natives of Massachusetts but all natives of the 
United States who are illiterate. So it is substantially and practically 
true that there is no person born in that State of sound mind over the 
age of 10 years who can not write. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to mak« 
a single remark in the same direction a8 the observation of the Sena 

| tor from Massachusetts? There is no excuse for any person of the most 
| moderate degree of intelligence born and brought up in Connecticut 
| who can not read and write. I have personally known but one such in 
stance; there are doubtless others to be found. But the State is upon 
the seashore, and a considerable number of immigrants stop there who 
have not been fortunate in the places of their nativity. There is, there- 
fore, reported against us a considerable amount of illiteracy, and we do 
the best we can with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not meet the proposition which I made 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was not controverting the Senator’s proposition 
I only made a statement of fact. 

Mr. HOAR. I took the liberty when the Senator from Kansas men- 
tioned Massachusetts to make that statement in reference to his remark 
that it was a necessity of the case that there should be some illiteracy, 
no matter how much the community endeavored to provide against it 
The statistics show that there is substantially no illiteracy in my State 
except illiterates who were born beyond its borders 

Mr. PLUMB. The percentage of illiteracy in New Hampshire is 5 
per cent.; in Massachusetts 6 per cent. and a fraction over. 

Mr. HOAR. Not if native. 

Mr. PLUMB. In Kansas if is 3 per cent. and a fraction over. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire tocorrect the Senator in reference tothe amount 
expended in Alabama for common schools. I thought I had the re- 
port of the superintendent of education of that State, but I find that 
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it is at my house. I am satisfied that the amount expended last year 
was in the neighborhood of $400,000, and I know that the appropria- 
tions for the present year is over half a million. 

Mr. BLAIR. If both Senators will excuse me, the superintendent 
of Alabama was before the committee, and as I recollect his statement 
it was that there would be very near the sum of $600,000 expended in 


\labama the present year. The amount is increasing every year. It 
was about $400,000 in 1880, and it is increasing every year, and the 
State is taxing itself more and more every year for the purpose. At 


the same time under the provisions of this bill that State would receive 


nearly 351,200,000; one of the most needy States So the effect of this 
sunendment is apparent. 
Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, I am glad to hear the state 


ment that Alabama is doing better, and I am glad to bear witness, as 
jar as I may with my impertect knowledge, to the fact that all over the 
South there is an increasing disposition to support liberally and effect 

vely the common schools in those States. It is because | would not 
check this that I oppose this bill. I believe that worse than to destroy 
one-half the property of the Southern States would be to put their 
schools under the benefaction of the General Government. I donot be- 
lieve that any amount of money which is paid out by people who them- 
selves do not originally pay it into the Treasury, disbursed by them, 
will ever do any good to any school system anywhere. I do not be- 
lieve, on the whole, in school funds, but that the people who pay the 
tax should every year determine what in their judgment, quickened by 
their self-interest and by their knowledge and belief in regard to their 
own responsibility, is the proper amount to be levied and the way in 
which it shall be applied. 

Reform, to use a hackneyed term, must come from within, in this 
case at all events, although I know our Democratic friends when they 
march up tothe polls next November will proceed ona different theory. 
It is either reform that is begotten in the parent of the child who 
believes that his child should be educated and is stimulated by that 
belief to make sacrifices in the way of the payment of taxes necessary to 
perform that office. Without that, without the careful, the conscien- 
tious feeling of the parent himself in favor of the education of his child, 
there is no machine work on the part of the State that can ever supply 
that child with the education which it needs. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
«juestion ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
dangerous would result ? 
but I ask for information on his line of argument, is he aware that the 
dreneral Government in times gone by set aside a very considerable 
portion of the public domain in the States in aid of education? Does 
ne think any great detriment resulted to the system from the aid given 
by this Government to the States in that way ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know whether I should decide that it wasa 
detriment or an advantage. Whichever way it is, it hugs the line very 


Does the Senator think that anything very 


closely. Whether it would have been better to have given over the 
lands to public settlement under a wise and judicious homestead law 
than to have given them to the States to be sold for what money they 
could realize, to be put into their school fund, I am not competent to 


i 
judge; but I put the advantage at all events at the minimum 


think in the early history of States like the State of Kansas the littl 
money that was derived trom the benevolent act of the Federal Govern- 
ment Was an advantage in enabling the communities to get on theit 
feet, and so anywhere; but as applied to an old State, to a State that 
has the population and the property necessary to carry on successfully 
the business of government, that there is an advantage in giving to 
them 60 or 70 or 80 cents a scholar is something I do not believe 
The school fund of Kansas to-day yields 80 cents a scholar, and the 
people of Kansas pay over $9 added to that out of their own pockets 
So the Senator can see that the amount given is very small indeed. It 
does not add perceptibly to the revenues of the State or sensibly dimin- 
ish the burdens of taxation. 

The people of that State entered upon that great domain known as 
the American Desert in 1855 and 1856. Practically there was no pop- 
ulation there on which government could rest until several years later. 
“ance that time they have erected out of the taxation which they have 
levied upon themselves over 5,000 school-houses, at a cost of ove1 
$5,000,000. They have maintained schools six and eight and nine months 
in the year in nearly every school district in that State. Men have gone 
out onto that frontier where there was no property of any kind, houses 
or cattle or any other thing hardly, and taxed themselves toa large pro- 
portion of their earnings, actually deprived themselves almost of the 
necessaries of life in order to maintain schools, and every tax-payer has 
felt an interest in schools because he has paid to keep them up 


Theschool meetings are town meetings, where every body attends, men 


und women alike over the age of 21 years, all of them qualified to vot 
on the question of the taxes to be levied and the officers of the school 


districts, on the question of debt as well as of taxation and the ques- 


tion of the employment of teachers, and the number of months that 
the schools shall be kept open. They have levied out of their poverty 
thousands and tens of thousands and miilions of dollars, 


\ . 
which lave 
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—- * 
come back to them seven, ten, ay and a hundred-told, in added wealth 
and population drawn thence by the educational and social advantages 
which grew out of this free expenditure for schools. It has been the 
sign by which they have conquered. The school-house on the hull 
and the church near by represented not the benevolence of somebody 
on the outside, but the virtue and the self-sacrifice of the people them 
and they paid for them out of their hard earnings; and that 
has attracted immigration, brought people to that country, laid broad 
and deep and strong the foundations of a commonwealth of 
whole nation is proud, 


sely es, 


whieh the 
as a crowning result of American civil 
There never was a school system, there never was a local administra 
tion of any kind, there nevet anything that 
in human affairs where all things material to it are not the result 
sacrifice on the part of those immediately concerned; and the beneticence 


ution 


will be is worth anvthu 


ol 


of the General Government introducing itselt into the school districts 
into the townships, into the counties, into the States, with the arm of 
its power accompanied by its gold, will shrivel up all these aspirations 


of the people themselves, willinduce them as faras anything can to pu 
out their children to nurse to the General Government iway tl 
interest of the people in regard to this great subje ct, and substitute to 


take 
it the idea of leaning upon the General Government for everything that 
is material with reference to this question of education 

I do not see in this any question of constitutional power, but | 
see in it the most dangerous endeavor I have ever witnessed to extend 
the power of the Federal Government at the expense not only of tl 
State governments but of every form of government within them It 
there is any way in which the General Government can take to itself 
every particle of power in this cOuntry, from the smallest political sub 
division to the greatest, it is by taking the children of this country 
the age of 5 years and drawing to itself their control with its own mone 
and its own teachers and its own instrumentalities until they come to 
the age of manhood and womanhood. That, Mr 
sult which this bill is the first step toward. and 
friends of State rights on the other side of the Chamber? 
silent ? Is it because their people are to be the chiet 
the pill? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida 
this bill does that? 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill is the opening door to it if the Genera 
Government pays $15,000,000 into the treasuries of the several States 
this year, every morning we shall be deluged with resolutions of 
quiry to know from tke Commissioner of Education how the mone 
spent in Louisiana and Alabama and other States, and my frend trom 
New Hampshire will be filled with holy horror when he learns sor 
day that in some portions of these States the black man wl 
solicitous for has not his proportion, and at once there will 
tee of investigation and a resumption of the mon not of the mo 


do 


Piesident, is the re 
vet what say tl 
Why 


} t 
penehelaries ol! 


are they 


Do I understand the Senator to sav tha 


but of the instrumentalities by which it shall be spent And the} 
ciple having been started that the Federal Government shall | 
countable tor results, it will apply it in its own way and throug] 
hands of its own Officials. That does not alarm me in any specia 


I am willing to submit to that if that is the best thing to be dons 
in education, and I think it 


I believe 


is the bane of the South tl 
does not pay more attention to the education of its children 
When an eminent Southerner about a vear ago was complai 
me about the taxes in his own State, that they were neat , mae 


I told him what (he South wanted to learn was the grace to pa 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ] 
cent. The people of Kansas pay an average of nearly 3 per cent 


savs the grace to p 


all purposes. They pay 5 percent. sometimes for school purposes 

in a single year, and always as muchas may be necessary toaccol 
the object of education for all. Phat State has grown vd tle 

and prospered because it has levied taxes freely for beneticial objects 
tor schools, for bridges, for public improvements—and it has thet 


care that the money should be well spent Che man who is called 
I want to know where this goes He goes t 
and town meeting and to the county elect 


is concerned about who shall represent him in spending it and wl 


to pay taxes says, 


school meeting 


on 


shall be spent for; and out of it grows a responsibility and ‘beneficent 
The South to-day can afford 


to spend There 


system of administration 


money It would be money in their pockets, and every year the asses 
ment would grow up, the demand for property would be greater } 
prices would be higher, new men would go in there with new capita! 
and there would be a double movement in the right direction throug} 
out all that country. But, Mr. President, these results can not b 
reached by giving money out of the National Treasury 

Mr. HAMPTON May I interrupt the Senator a moment to ask 
question 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly 

Mr. HAMPTON Is the Senator aware of the amount expen 
annually by the Southern States to-day for education ? 

Mr. PLI MB I have here before me a tabl which p worts ft uy 
that expenditure 

Mr. HAMPTON What does the table state about 

Mr PLI MB All the States t wether . 

Mr. HAMPTON Yes 



















































Mr. PLUMB. I have not got them all together, but I have a state- 
ment of what the expenditure purports to be in detail. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I can inform the Senator that the Southern States 
apply annually $7,000,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. All the Southern States together? 

Mr. BLAIR. That only includes a portion of the Southern States 
proper. The Southern States, those which were the slave States, in- 
cluding the District of Columbia, expend now some thirteen and a half 
millions; the present year it may be fourteen millions. In 1881 the 
returns of the Bureau of Education show that they spent thirteen mill- 
ion three hundred and odd thousand dollars. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was going to remark that if all the Southern States 
together pay but $7,000,000 for school purposes they pay just the amount 
that my State alone pays. 

Mr. PLUMB. The more the better. I hear with pleasure any state- 
ment that any Southern Senator will make in regard to increasing inter- 
estin the subject of education as manifested in the paymentof taxes. 1 
said a moment ago that I believed it to be for the interest of the South- 
ern people that they should pay more taxes for schools and take hold 
of the subject in earnest. I rejoice in every evidence that they are 
willing to submit to increased taxation for this purpose, for I know that 
not only means more teachers and more school-houses, but a closer super- 
vision and a more lively and wholesome interest in results, for as they 
pay more taxes they will give greater attention to the expenditure, and 



































































































advantages to be derived generally from the school system of those 
States than they have had heretofore. 

It is because | want that to go on as it has gone on elsewhere, it is 
because those people are able to pay, it is because for every dollar they 
pay themselves they will get more good than they will from five spent 

the General Government, that I do not want a bill of this kind to 
pass to check the rising aspirations of that section of the country, and 
of all sections of the country in fact, in regard to this pre-eminently 
mportant question \t once there comes a waiting to know how much 

e General Government is going to pay; and, mind you, the expendi- 

ire is based on illiteracy, not a premium for teaching the children to 


d and write: by no means; but the more ignorance vou have got and 
he more you keep that ignorance the more money you will get and 
continually get In my State when we apportion what we call the 
State school money for the purpose of enabling the western counties to 
vet along until their lands become t: xable, we give it to them in pro- 
portion to the number of children of school age that they put into school 


» educate and the number of months school is taught, and not in pro- 
ortion to the number they do not put into school and educat 

Mhis bill is a premium to every State desiring to receive this bounty 
to return as many illiterate children as it can, in order to magnify the 
nount it shall get. Its effect will be to keep up the very vice that it 
uimed at, and to invite a return of illiteracy in order to make the 
lonation from the General Government greater. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe that the bill provides that 


re taken by Federal officers. It can hardly be claimed that the States 
1 be able to increase their illiteracy. The basis is the Federal 


enumeration 
t Mr. PLUMB If this bill passes we shall have entered on a subject 
ot legislation which will be before us every session of Congress, de- 


official representations, upon private representations. You can not put 
$150,000,000 before any people as a bait without having every means 
n the world resorted to to get it. The bill provides for using the Fed- 
eral census only until some other enumeration is provided for 

| 


the present school system of the United States. The appetite once cre- 
ated, the demand for more will be presented here each year, until finally 


sole contro] With this will come a loss of interest on the part of the 
people, and the General Government will have charge of all the chil- 
dren of school age and be responsible for them. 

Mr. President, the National Government can not do this thing as 
the States can anyhow. Wherever education is carried on as it should 
be the control of the subject is remitted to small bodies of people and 
to small territorial districts. It is the one thing that is brought closest 
home to the people. In my State there are sometimes in a municipal 


less than one, and rarely less than two. It is brought, therefore, just 


} 


of the school, and it kee ps alive that interest without which the school 


mon-school standpoint tl 


the Federal Government It 


there will be better teachers, a better class of schools, and more and better | 


the distribution is to be made upon the returns of the census, which | 


nands here and demands there depending upon State censuses, upon | 


shall regard the passage ef a bill of this kind as the death-knell of 


the Government will appropriate for all the expenses and take full and | 


township six miles square two or three school districts. There is never 


as near home as you can bring any single scheme of government. It 
is a neighborhood affair rhe men and women become interested in 
the management of the schools close to them. The taxes are levied | 


there; the people are appealed to for the taxes and for all the machinery 


system would lose its powe1 Education carried on through the Fed- | 
eral Government as the center from which it should flow: all direction 
and control wouid simply scorch and destroy it. It would be absolutely 


vain to think of anything which could be called education from a com- 
iat should derive its source and power from 
is the one thing more than any other func- 
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tion of government, the one thing more than anything else that the 
people have an interest in, which they ought to keep close to them- 
selves, regulate themselves in their own way, on their own plan; assimi- 
lated as near as may be to the family and kept close to the family; 
based upon the judgment of parents and tax-payers as to benefits; en- 
larged or modified, as the case may be, by individual knowledge and 
responsibility. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| Mr. LOGAN. I desire to call up the conference report on the Mili- 
tary Academy bill which has been received from the House. I ask 
leave to make the report from the conference committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois presents a 
| report from the committee of conference on the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill. If there be no objection the report will be now read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
| That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,5, and 8. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen 
ate numbered 1,5, and 6, and agree to the same. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
| E. JNO. ELLIS, 


Managers on the part of the House 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the conference committee. 
; The report was agreed to. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will submit, to go into the RECORD, a statement 
| showing the reductions made in conference. 
The PRESIDENT pro lempore. It there be no objection the pay 


paper 
| will be printed in the RECORD 
| vue 1 
Che statement is as follows: 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL, LSS5 
Amount as passed the Senate S315 
Reduction made in conference, name 

Extra pay of enlisted man in department of drawing S190 

Additional bath-tubs 000 
| Se . 

otal reduction 

Leaving amount of bill as agreed to j 

| Less than act for 1884 


AID TO COMMON SCIIOOLS 
The Senaie, as in the Committee of the Whole, resumed the cons 


| eration of the bill (S. 3598) to aid in the establishment and temp 


support of common schools. 
| Mr. BLAIR. Senators will find in table 15, on page 2202 ot 
RECORD of March 19, the figures to which I wish to call attention 
| bearing on that aspect of this question which has been discussed } 
the Senator from Kansas, the delinquency and failure to do what ough 
to be done in the Southern section of the country toward the edu 
tion of the people. I may say that I concur in all that he says in rei- 
erence to the high position taken on the subject of education by thi 
citizens of Kansas, and that flourishing Commonwealth is a demonstra- 
tion of the beneficial results of common schools. I am glad he has held 
| up Kansas as an example forthe country and the world tolook at, and it 
| will do not only the Southern States but many of the Northern States 
good to gaze upon her. 

Now, in regard to the distribution of taxation, the burdens that fall 
upon us in this land in the various sections of the country, I ask at 
| tention to the third column of table 15, on the page of the Recor! 


| which I have mentioned. There the various States are grouped to- 
gether, with their total assessed valuation, total population, and valua- 
tion per capita. It will be seen that the New England group of States 
has a per capita valuation of $661, the Southern States have a per cap- 
ita valuation of $155, the Western States have a per capita valuation 
of $334. the Middle States of $473, and the Territories of $211, while 
the average valuation of the entire country, north and south, Terri- 
tories and all included, is $337. 

As I stated yesterday, from a calculation based upon the valuation 
of the property of the colored people in that State, to wit, Georgia, whe 
they are supposed to be best off, they are worth not exceeding S&: and 
it is a fair average, I think, taking all the South together, that they have 
| an average assessable property not exceeding $5 apiece. Taken in 
nection with the suggestion that there are certain primary physical ne 
| cessities that every individual must provide for, that every family must 
provide for, and that every State must provide for before it canex pend 
for the higher purposes of life, such as education, the maintenance even 
of religious institutions, and the like, it is evident that the Southern 
people are relatively unable to bear taxation as compared with the rest 
of the country. 

I restate in this connection a fact which I stated day before yeste1 
| day, and which is to be found and may be fully traced in table 16 














































1884. 


on the next page, page 2203, that in thirteen of the Southern States 
there was an actual loss between 1870 and 1880 in taxable property of 
$202,868,844, and in ten of these States (there being an increase in 
three) there was a net loss of $411,475,090, and those are the States as 
much as any and more than any other in which aid is needed, for Texas 
has a very large school fund, and has an enormous mass of public lands 
available by dedication of the State to that purpose as they are sold. 
Missouri is not included in this list. Missouri is one of the more north- 
ern of those States, and has a large school fund, derived very largely 
from the public lands, as is the case with most of our Western friends, 
and their public schools are not in that extremity that they are in some 
other States. 

Notwithstanding this disparity of capacity to bear taxation in the 
Southern States, we find by examination of table 18, on page 2204, the 
two last columns of the table, that the New England States had an 
average taxation of 1.58 per cent., a little over 1.5 per cent. for all pur- 
poses and a taxation for schools of 20.2 per cent. of the total taxation; 
1.58 per cent. taxation on the valuation of the States, and of that amount 
so raised 20.2 per cent. is expended for schools. In the next group ot 
States, the Middle States, the aggregate of taxation is 1.82 per cent., 
less than 2 per cent. upon taxable property4in these States, and 19.5 per 
cent. of that amount is expended for schools; less, as you will see, than 
the amount paid in New England bynearly 1 per cent. In the South- 
ern States the rate of taxation upon their entire valuation is the same 
as itis in New England, 1.58 per cent., of which taxation 20.1 pet 
cent., the same as in New England lacking only one-tenth of 1 per cent 
is paid out for schools in the Southern States to-day. 

So then the Southern States tax themselves, notwithstanding their 
poverty, for all purposes as much as does New England with her wealth, 
and for the purpose of education (which is not one of the primary ne- 
cessities of life, although in reference to advancement it is an indispen- 
sable necessity) they tax themselves the same as New England substan 
tially. The Western States tax themselves at the rate of 2.2 per cent 
almost 3 per cent. for all purposes; the highest rate of taxation consid 
erably to be found in the whole country. ‘That is inthe Western States 
asagroup. It might be well to bear in mind that the power to detray 
taxation depends on the producing capacity, and nowhere is wealt] 
cumulated with any such rapidity as it isin the Western States. Tl 
can, without feeling the burden, bear taxation at 3 per cent. easier tha 
the South can bear taxation at 1 per cent. The | 
money commands at interest and the rapidity of accumulatio 
that a taxation of 3 per cent., [ beg leave to remind my Wester 

< not greater in their States than is borne in New England at 1.5 pe 


ent. to-day, and not so great as is borne in the South, tor the South is 


rate per cent 


A man who has 3500 or $1,000 in a homestead has 1 
aintain his fasaily before he has anything in the way ot 
~pare for the State. In the Western States school taxation is 26.6 pet 
ent. of the whole taxation, a little over one-fourth part In the Ter 
itories the rate of taxation is 2.6 per cent. for all purposes, and 22.4 
per cent. of that amount is expended for schools 

Mr. President, there is one other point to which I should like to call 
the attention of the Senate in these tables bearing upon the remarks of 
the Senator trom Kansas. By referring to page 2207 of th I 
table 22, in the last column will be seen the per capita of school ex 
penditure in 1881, increased by the proportion which each State will 
have of the $15,000,000 which it is proposed to expend by this bill the 
first year and to distribute on the basis of illiteracy. By reterence to 
that table any Senator can see the amount that would still remain to he 
expended in the several States according to the needs so far as the 
children or the educable population are concerned. 


pac ity to pay. 


That table is based 
not on illiteracy, but it shows how much there will be after this distri- 
bution for each child whom it is necessary to educate 

I will make part of my remarks a telegram just received, which I ask 
the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that a telegram on this subject be read If there be no objection 
it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


it all. 


Boston, MAss.. M 20, 1884 
Hfon. HeNrY W. BLatr, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. ¢ 
The National Educational Association and the Interstate Feder Lid Ce 
mission, with all prominent educational men, urge the passage of the educa 


tion bill before the United States Senut« 
rHos. W. BICKNELI 


President of National Educational Associat and of Federal ¢ 


The PRESIDENT pro te m pore The question is on the 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], in line 10 of se 
tion 8, after the word ‘‘school,”’ to strike out ‘‘at least one-third ot 
and insert ‘‘an amount equal to.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Before the amendment is acted on, as I was out when 
the vote was taken on the amendment to section 2, I wish to say that 
[ had an amendment to propose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator’s amendment has not been offered 
Mr. LOGAN. No: and I desire to offer the 


amendment: but that 
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section having been passed, I desire to know whether we can go back 


to it at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all open 

The PRESI I ENT pro te m pore 
amendment after this amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lask the question because we had passed over that 
section and I did not know whether the Senator from Kansas would 
allow a vote to be taken on my proposition betore his amendment 
acted on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It makes no difference. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not material. I will state, however, that I pro 
pose, in section 2, line 4, to offer anamendment to include in this dis 
tribution all between the ages of 10 and 20. I shall propose that an 
appropriation be made within the ages of 10 and 20, because that comes 
within the census report, showing the illiteracy in reference to children 
between the ages of 10 and 20 years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read again and stated so that 
the Senate may understand it. It is a vital amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The amendment will be again read 
it there be no objection 

Mr. BLAIR. Read the bill as it will stand if amended in that con 
nection 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows 


The clause proposed tO be amendes 


Phat the design of this act not being to establish an independent syste: 
schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintenance 
of the school system established by local government, and wh.ch n t 
ally be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wher 


ist eve 


they exist 





hereby provided that no part of the money appropriated under this act ] 
paid out in any State or Territory which shall not, during the first f 
the operation of this act, annually expend for the enance « 
ools at least one-third of the sum which shall be al ted to cert 
visions hereof, and during the second five vears of its op t 
equal to the whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this a 
] ‘DE 1 r ry 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment is in line 10, s« 
~. after the word *‘ schools,’’ to strike out ‘‘at least one-third of 
sert ih amoun equal to; so as to read 
> pa t Vv Stat racrritory Ww | “ 
s t t s uct min ‘ re i t 
s gual to the which s r 
I T ; 
Mr. CALI l pe this amendment will ne | ed, } 
th d to stand as it was reported } ti co! 
| prin © ¢ ! s correct, 1f there isany proy ety o1 ao 
t (; ‘ in tL nit Stutes making i dor tla ol 
tine . oO education 1} hese Sta it ¢ } , le 
1M s tt ibilit ol i st cs the ess | 
States to g one-ha s much as the United + 
YD ‘ hy < to pre de t] nenns of educ i d to. 
’ om Vv iwtever Ca t may have come 
I do not propose »w to investigate wl tis that there is a 
ulation in some parts of this country which is without educat 
does not matter or concern the object of this bill hv it t} 
grievous evil is upon the country; but the bill proposes to g 
the States in conformity with the principles of this Government. for t] 
eradication of an admitted « in evil that unquestionably thre 
the prosperity of this country and its future welfare, not alone in o1 
but in ever, point of view tor the economic considerations w 


tach to education, industrial «as well as common s hool. ot 


common school is but the foundation, demand that whether t1 tate 
be inert or active: whether our Government is a correct form of 
ernment or an incorrect one, as some of the arguments in opposition t 
the bill assert: whether we have thiled in establishing institut 

are adequate to carry into etfect the great prin iple ol my pul 

ment or not, as has been indicated by the Senator from Ohio. { 

bility I have a great respect, and as is indieated in this amend 


om the honorable Senator trom 


Kansas: whether the prin 


Nation il Government and one of States is a correct torm otf i 





or not: whether the people who live within the States are i 
and capable citizens, or degraded and unmanly people not to be 
as has been stated by some Senators, or not. this (;overnment 
concerned in providing the means for the eradication of that « 
This bill has been carefully considered, and the aid to educ } 
vided in it is sought to be given in conformity wi'h our institution 
our system of the distribution of power ot that which is loeal to 
States and that which is general or national to the United States 
I e determined, atter fu | consideration bv the conimitte< mca 
v with the opinion of all the educators throughout the count 
this would be a fair proposit Or Now, that may not be so Thre 
be some other amount in proportion which would do as well o1 
but no reason has been given to show any better proportion ; one 
[The Senator from Kansas says that it wiil destroy the des 
part of the people of these States for education to furnish then 
extent the means of education and that it + ean induceme 
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(ll parts of the bill will be open to 
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them to make their people appear more illiterate than they are. But 
this money can be applied by them to no other purpose than that speci- 
tied in the bill; it can be used for no other purpose; and it is impossible 
that it should have the effect of inducing the States to represent their 
people as more illiterate than they are, because the amount of aid is 
not determined by any representation of the States, but by a census 
tlready taken 

| undertake tosay, Mr. President, and perhaps I may have something 
when the bill comes up again, that you can not appropriate 


ve to Say 


too much money in this country for education. We are proud of our 
tional institutions, and they are now and will be in the future 


| more essential to the welfare 


‘ 


of this country and to its future pros- 
as dependent on industrial economies essential to destroy the 


yicil 


y increasing poverty of large numbers of people in our own coun- 
und the vast inequalities of fortune which have been exhibited before 
mumittee, essential to provide remunerative employment for the 
600,000 laboring people who have had their representatives time and 
usain before the Committee on Education and Labor to protest against 


t 


neglect of them and their interests and their inadequate employ- 
ment and pay 

I undertake to say that you can not give too much for education; 
too much to prepare for industrial education to remedy that great evil 
which is growing up of the want of adequate and remunerative employ- 
ment for our people. The more we become wealthy the more con- 
solidated and concentrated in a few persons our wealth becomes, and the 
more necessary it is that the cause of education in its application to the 
economic interests of the country shall be regarded. Even in Kansas 
and even in Massachusetts, admirable as their institutions are, they 
are yet behind some other portions of the world, and behind the neces- 
sities of the time in those branches of education which are essential to 
the easy and comfortable support and welfare of their people and to 
such a distribution of wealth or production as will effect this end. But 
so far as this great evil exists in any portion of the country, in the 
Southern States especially, so far as this evil which appertains deeply 
and largely to the whites and to the colored people who have been 
placed in that condition by the power and the laws of the National Gov- 
ernment, for whatever purposes it was done in respect to them, there 
can certainly be no objection to fixing the amount provided in this bill 

s the condition for aid to the States from the National Government. 
That amount, namely, one-third, has been fixed with reference to the 
umount necessary for the education of the number of persons in each 
State who are without any education and with reference to the means 
which such States are able to apply to this object. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this bill is not consistent with itself. It 
is a heterogeneous mixture of national and State authority without any 
parallel in the legislation of this country. 
hers 


Reference has been made 
epeatedly to the grant of lands to the Western States; but no such 
bill was ever enacted by the Congress of the United States with similar 
conditions in the grant of lands tor educational purposes as is found in 
the bill before us 
Phis bill, as one of its provisions declares, is not intended to establish 
idependent system of education, but is only to assist the States, and 
the General Government becomes only an auxiliary, an instrumentality, 
to help the States, and not to dictate or control the mode of education 
of the State itself. And yet in another provision of the bill the National 
(rovernment comes down into the States and prescribes the school-books 
which are to be used in the States under this aid that is given to them 
by the National Government. It ought to be either one or the other. 
It the States are to control, then-—— 
Mr. BLAIR I do not know that I understood the Senator. I un- 
derstood him to say that the bill prescribed the text-books that should 
be used in the schools 
Mr. VEST [ mean to say this 


that it prescribes that certain 
branches of learning shall be taught. 


Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VEST. Reading, writing, arithmetic, and geography 

Mr. BLAIR It does do that. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, instead of leaving that to the States 





Mr. BLAIR. Itenumerates the common-school branches of education, 
because it proposes that the money shall go to common schools. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. Instead of leaving this question to the States, 
that have always hitherto governed and controlled in this matter, now 
the General Government is to go down and say what shall be taught 
in the public schools in the different States. Why, sir, the Republican 
platform, which the Senator himself read in his last address to the Sen- 
ate, declared that this question of education was one for the States to 
control, and no other doctrine has ever been held by any school in this 
country, either Mr. Hamilton, or Mr. Jefferson, or Mr. Madison, or any 
expounder of the Constitution. 

I do not propose to discuss the constitutional question here. I be- 
lieve I have rather lost my standing as a State-rights advocate by voting 
for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas appropriating $50,000 to 
remove the foot-and-mouth disease. But I can not refrain from ex- 
pressing some wonder at not having heard a single voice lifted on this 
side of the Chamber in this debate in favor of the Calhoun and Jeffer- 


sonian doctrine {ll is silent now, although a few days ago there was 


a clamor here for a strict construction of the Constitution and the last 
degree of State rights according to the old school. 

If this power comes from any section of the Constitution, it comes 
from the one invoked so elaborately the other day by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], the clause in regard to the general welfare, 
which, as Sancho Panza said about sleep, covers a man all over like a 
blanket—the general-welfare clause, under which we are expected todo 
anything and éverything for anybody and everybody throughout this 
country. Ido not propose to discuss that question at all further than 
to say that if this power comes from any clause of the Constitution, the 
power to interfere with education in the States, it comes from that 
clause, and if the General Government can touch this question at al! 
it can touch it because the evil is a national one and affects the welfare 
of the United States. The language of that clause in the Constitution 
is that 


The‘ ongress shall 


have power to lay and collect 
cises, to pay the del 


tsand provide for the 


taxes, duties 


ommon ck 


mposts and 
fense and general welfare 
Of whom ? 


Not of the States, not of the people, not of communities 
but- 


of the United States 
> 


And therefore this evil must be one that affects the whole country, 
it must be national, and it must be subject to national jurisdiction. | 
mean to say that when you derive this power from that clause of the 
Constitution, it is because the evil is a national one and the redress must 
be national 

If it is a national power, it must be carried outand can only be car- 
ried out by the instrumentality which the Constitution has provided 
in regard to national powers, and that instrumentality is the President 


| of the United States and his subordinates, and not the States or the 


State Legislatures. Where is the power found here on the part of the 
National Government to set aside a fund or to give it to the States and 
say then that the States shall part of the time control it and part of 
the time not control it? If you give this to the States outright and 
absolutely, then the States should have the power to control the public 
schools, the studies in those schools, and all the different departments 
of an educational system in the States. But instead of doing that this 
bill gives it to the States in one place and takes it away in another 

It says in one clause that this is not a bill to establish a general sys- 
tem, an independent system of Federal education, and in the next 
clause it says that the States shall do so and so, and if they do not 
then they shall pay the penalty: and this penalty is most remarkable 
They are permitted to take the first installment under this appropria 
tion and misappropriate it or do with it what they please, and then it 
is provided that when they come the next time if there be fault then 
discovered and made known to Congress, the General Government may 
then impose on them the forfeiture of all subsequent appropriations 

I agree absolutely, Mr. President, with the Senator from Kansas in 
saying that I do not believe this bill will do any good for the cause of 
education. The Senator from New Hampshire has presented the bill 
and I respect his motives, but I pay no attention to telegrams that come 
here from abstractionists and theorists who know nothing about th: 
negro population of the South and who talk about applying the same 
rules to them that are applicable to the Caucasian race. It isan absurd 
ity, and any man who has lived with the African population in the 
South knows it to be an absurdity. Whom does the telegram come 
from’? It comes from some estimable gentleman in Massachusetts who 
doesnot know any more about the negro than I know to-day about the 
internal arrangements of Kamtchatka, and not as much. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator 
that point ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly 

Mr. BLAIR. This telegram is from a gentleman who knows more, 
I venture to say, about the subject-matter under discussion in the Sen- 
ate than the entire Senate together. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better have him here then. 

Mr. BLAIR. He has come by his telegram and sent his opinion. In 
saying that I do not undertake to disparage the rnowledge of the Sen- 
ate. He isa man of high ability, who has devoted himself to educa- 
tional subjects for now what is getting to be a long life. He attended 
the national convention recently held in the Southern States on the 
same subject. He is as largely a representative man, and has indicated 
in what directions by his signature to the telegram, as any educator in 
the country; and I assure the Senator he hardly does him justice in 
the terms he applies. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know the gentleman and make no reflection 
on him. I speak of a class; I speak of the abstractionists who flood the 
country with treatises on education in the Southand call on Congress to 
appropriate millions of dollars and allow the States to distribute the 
money under a bill which is first Federal, and then derives its power 
from the States, and then goes back to the General Government again 

Now, Mr. President, this sort of thing is often heard in regard to the 
Indians. The country is flooded and inundated with theories in regard 
to educating Indians. Millionsof dollars have been spent by this Gov- 
ernment for day schools and public schools among the Indians, and 
what do they amount to? You may go from one end of the country 


allow me to make an observation at 
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to the other—and I speak from personal observation as to a large portion 
of it—you may go into all the Indian reservations, and their day schools 
are the veriest frauds and humbugs ever seen by mortal man. They 
have, as I saw last summer on one reservation, an attendance, as one 
of the teachers stated before our committee, of from seventy-five to five 
hundred scholars during the week, varying from seventy-five to five 
hundred, and when she was asked the question, ** How does it happen 
that this variation occurs; when do tive hundred come ?’’ she said 
they came on ration day, Saturday, and the balance of the week there 
would be trom seventy-five to two hundred and two hundred and fifty 
and three hundred, and out of the whole number but three or four of 
them could understand the English language. I asked her what the 
Government taught those Indians. She said *‘ enumeration; *’ and upon 
cross-examination it turned out that two of the scholars could count 
up to twenty-two, and for that the Government of the United States 
paid its money. 

The whole secret of it is that you can not sustain a system of educa- 
tion among an inferior race, like the negroes, or like the Indians, un- 
less you use some sort of compulsion. The only schools to-day that 
are leading the Indians one single step from barbarism are the board- 
ing-schools established by the Jesuits and other denominations, where 
the children are taken away from the father and motherand brought into 
the habitudes and customs and principles of civilized life. If you let 
them go back to theirpeople, instead of elevating their people they are 
degraded by the association, and their last state is worse than the first. 

I do not propose to argue this bill at any great length, but I simply 
wish to say that I want universal education as much asany Senator in 
this Chamber, because I believe that universal suffrage should be ac- 
companied by universal education; but you will never get it by any 
such system as this. I was glad to hear my friend from Kansas take 
the Democratic ground that when the United States went into the local 
and domestic affairs of a State it paralyzed the energies of any people. 
In every State people must be taught to depend upon themselves, and 
only in that way can we have the proper amount of general common- 
school education throughout the country. Without that there must 
be and inevitably will be a failure. 

If { am asked for the remedy, I am not compelled to give it, but | 
will frankly say that in my judgment the remedy above all others that 
has commended itself to me is so to amend our Constitution and so to 
arrange our laws that every State shall have representation in Congress 
not according to its whole population as now, but according to its popu- 
lation who over a certain age can read and write. When that is done, 
when you make it the interest of the States to educate theirown people, 
you will find that domestic instrumentalities will take hold of this 
question, and you need not then resort to the glittering generalities 
and to the incongruous collection of systems and principles and legis- 
lation that is found in this bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I wish to call attention directly 
and in very few words to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas as I understand it. I shall not discuss the general features of 
the bill now. I propose before we get through with it to simply stand 
again on the plane that I have from the first vote I ever cast in this 
body to the present day, and to cover this subject with the general-wel 
fare clause, the blanket clause of the Constitution; and when I come 
to discuss that I shall not read the liberal or the loose authorities, but 
I will read some of the constipated authorities on the subject of th 
Constitution. 

It I understand the Senator from Kansas, his amendment is that w: 
inust show that the same amount the Government contributes each 
vear is contributed by the States. I suppose that would serve the in- 
tention of the Senator who offered it, that is, to destroy the bill in many 
instances; and it is to that I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
According to the returns here, and some of them, as shown by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, are incomplete necessarily, but taking those 
which are true and correct, some of the States that would get the ben- 
elits uf this act are absolutely unable, do all that they may and do the 
very best they can, to make a contribution equal to this; so that if you 
withhold this contribution on that score you take it from them entirely 
When I come to speak upon the bill generally, I think I can show from 
the very best authority that the States which have been alluded to, the 
Southern States particularly, have done the very best upon the common- 
school system that they can. If you say they must do more than that 
you simply withhold from them this contributory relief, for it is but con- 
tributory at last. It is to assist them in their efforts at this some- 
what novel system to them, a system adopted since the war, the com- 
mon-school system in general. 

If the amendment should be adopted as offered by the Senator from 


Kansas, the bill would be virtually destroyed as to some States. If 


that is the purpose, of course it serves its purpose very well; but if the 
friends of the bill wish to pass it and to make it effectual they can not 
vote for the amendment. 

My distinguished friend from Missouri voted for the resolution finally 


upon its passage to which he alluded himself, and when the Senator 


trom Kansas was satisfied that we could go into Kansus, as I was and 
am still, by a contribution to cure the foot-and-mouth disease of cattle, 





1 had hoped and thought and believed that there would be no difii- 


culty on his part in concluding that we could go into the States to 
cure a much worse and a more calamitous disease among the people 
If that is the purport of his amendment and meets with his approba 
tion, I am somewhat astonished at his offering it after the experience 
he had last Friday and Monday in the vote upon the Kansas resolution 

I wish briefly to call the attention of the Senate to the status of the 
question upon that point, and that is all that I care to say for the pres 
ent. I wish the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire tor 
moment who has the bill in charge. In the eighth line of. this same 
section that is under discussion this language is used 


During the first five years of the operation of this act 
I have bothered over that a good deal. If that means Just what 
says, nothing can be paid until the end of the five vears, because you 


would not know the default until that time 
Mr. BLAIR 


tor from Kansas [ Mi 


} 
I 


Chat difficulty was suggested yesterday by the Sen 


INGALLS], and it struck me as one of the refine 
ments of an unusually acute mind that directed both the telescope a1 
the mi roscope to the dissection of this bill l am inclined to think 
mav have been the one in fault if the Senator from Arkansas finds adifi 
culty also; and if either Senator, or both, will suggest the language that 
will relieve the bill of any ambiguity there, I shall be very glad to ha 
it incorporated 

Mr. PUGH My understanding is that there was an amendment to 
meet that objection agreed upon. 

Mr. GARLAND. No, there was no amendment agreed upon as 
understand. I think there is a mistake as to that 

Mr. PUGH. I certainly so understood. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now let us see whether the point made is tel 
scopic, Microscopic, OF horoscopic. 

Mr. PUGH. My understanding was that an amendment was pro 
posed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and that it was a 
cepted 

The PRESIDENT prot mpor 


The Chair &tated that no amend 


| ment could be accepted, and the pending question then was upon an 


other amendment; that it could be afterwards proposed 

Mr. GARLAND. The language is, ** During the first tive 
the operation of this act 

Mr. BLAIR Annually ** During the first five vears of the oper 
ation of this act, annually There can be nothing clearei 

Mr. GARLAND. Haw is that to be shown? 


ears ol 


Mr. BLAIR ‘Annually’? here means once a yeur for five year 
Phe bill re quires reports to be made every year 

Mr. GARLAND 1 do not exactly compre hend it It may lye 

Mr. BLAIR. Other sections of the bill make it clear 

Mr. GARLAND. But I want to have the provision as clear 
sible 

Mr. BLAIR I wish the Senater to have it so that he will be pet 

tly satistied that it says what it means. Iam ready to acced 
he adoption of any amendment he suggests, 2nd if he wants a litt 

ne totashion the language to be substituted it can be done at anot] 
TY it 

Mr. PU¢ { H s na passed on vesterda\ is reported 
RECORD 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo Does the Senator trom Arik i 
vield to the Senator from Alabama ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir 

Mr. PUGH I said to the Senator from Kansas 

Let me make another suggestion in regard to section 8, as to tl vean 
that seetion in relation to the expenditure of the amount appropriated d Ft 
the first five years. I think it would be well to amend it by inserting, afte 
word “expend,” in the ninth line, the words “ out of itsown revenue SO as 
read 

Phat no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in a 
State or Territory which shall not during the first five years of the operation « 
this act annually expend out of its own revenue for the maintenance of com 
mon schools at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the 
provisions hereof, and during the second five vears of its operation a sun at least 


equal to the whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act 

Phen, under section 135, the Senator will see how the information is derived by 
the Federal Government as to the State having complied with the terms pre 
scribed in the e‘'ghth section 

Mr. INGALLS. [he Senator will see that even with his amendment the sectio 
is still inaccurate 

Mr. PuGu. I thought the Senator would make it clear 





Mr. INGALLS. “ Annually expend out of its own revenues led by th 
Senator from Alabama, “for the maintenance of common schoo! sit now 
reads, ‘at least one-third of the sum. ’ It should be amended by inserting, afte 


the word schools 
An amount equal at least to one-third 

Mr. PuGuH. That is satisfactory 

Mr. BLatr. There is no objection to that 

Mr. Pucu. There will be no objection 

Mr. Buatr. Let that be fixed now 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The present question is on the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Kansas regulating age 

Mr. INGALLS. With the consent of the Senate, upon the suggestions alread 
made, I will modify my amendment, if the Chair will permit me, by makir 
read between the ages of 5 and 20 years 


o that amendment 


I see there was no objection to that amendment, as I thought 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill could not be changed wit 
out the Chair putting the question to the Senate and another questior 
was pending at that time, so that the Chair could not in order ent 


tain it 
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Mr. PUGH. There is certainly no objection to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas and now suggested by the Senator 
from Arkansas 

Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. HOAR 
tion ? 

Mr. PUGH. If in order—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I believe I shall have to yield to the first one in 
order. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. If in order, I move to insert the words proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not now in order; another 
amendment is pending. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not believe that either the Senator from Ala- 
bama or the Senator from New Hampshire understands exactly what I 
am proposing here. Admitting that all has gone in that the Senator 
from Alabama has suggested, it does not meet the difficulty yet: 





The Senator will excuse me 
Will the Senator allow me totry my hand on asugges- 


Which shall not, during the first five years of the operation of this act, annu- 
ally expend for the maintenance of common schools, &c, 

You have got to construe the term ‘‘five years’’ and ‘‘ annually ”’ 
together to make a complete sentence. What does that mean? It 
means that you must bring your reports here for five years, showing 
that each year you make this expenditure, and therefore you can not 
vet any contribution until after the lapse of five years. That is per- 
fectly plain upon this language. Upon similar language, in a bill to pay 
Southern ante bellum mail-carriers, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], then the Secretary of the Treasury, construed us entirely out 

f court Chat is, he made them all bring their claims to be approved 
belore any money could be paid to any one, and his construction doubt- 
ess was right upon the face of the law, and such would be the con- 
truction here You must take the ‘‘five years ’’ and “* annually ”’ to- 


wether; that is, that each year’s expenditure for five years in the aggre- 
te must show this. You never will know that each year has been 
mplied with until your five years are out. That is the difficulty I 
! iboring unde 
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Arkansas or any other Senator 
l suggest language that relieve the difficulty I am willing that 
hall be adopt 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas Mr. PLUMI to be read for information at this 
mie 
The PRESIDENT p npn It there be no objection the amend 
ent suggested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be re- 
ported tor informatio1 
The CHIEF CLERK In section &, line 10, after the word ‘*schools,”’ 
roposed to strike out the words at least one-third of*’ and to 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘an amount equal to;’’ so as to read: 
No part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any 
State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation 


act, annually expend for the maintenance of common schools an amount 


equal to the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions hereof 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Arkansas will give me his atten- 


Mr. GARLAND. Iam giving it 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to amend the bill by inserting after the words 

which shall not,’’ in the eighth line of the eighth section, the words 
‘each preceding year have complied so far with the conditions hereof 
as is required for that year,’’ and then begin the following sentence, 

each State shall during the first five years annually expend,’’ Ke. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think that meets the difficulty. 

Mr. HOAR. I trust there will be unanimous consent to inserting 
that in the section at this time so that we may not have to go back to 
it again 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. It will be in 
order to move the amendment after the question is taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. HOAR. I will move the amendment at that time. 

Mr. INGALLS Ir. President, this section is past all surgery. It 
3 maimed and lame and halt and blind, and will not, no matter how 
it may be passed, effectuate in any way whatever what I suppose to be 
the desire of the committee Look at the first few lines of it. There 
San argument or a declaration inserted at the beginning of section 8 
as follows 


Phat the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but ratherto aid forthe time being in the development and maintenance 
fthe school system established by local government, and which must eventually 


wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they exist, it is 
ereby provided that 


What has that to do with legislation—a declaration about what the 
design or purpose or intention of the actis? It seems to me that some- 
body who was very inexpert in legislative literature must have prepared 
this section at least, and I can think of no better use to put it to and no 
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better course to pursue than to refer it to the eminent gentleman from 
Boston who sent us the telegram which has just been read, and who 
we have been assured is so entirely familiar with all the needs and 
wants of education in this country. 

But the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Alabama both 
apparently forgot that there were two difficulties in the succeeding por- 
tion of this section. In the first place, it is evident, under the language 
that is employed in the succeeding lines to what I have read, that no 
part of this money can be drawn out of the Treasury until five years 
after the passage of the bill. The Senator from New Hampshire may 
characterize that as telescopic or microscopic or polariscopic, or what- 
ever other scopic he may see fit toapply to it; but the fact remains, and 
the plainest interpretation will admit of nothing else but that. We 
are called upon to enact into a law a bill which says that no portion ot 
the money shall be appropriated until five years after the act is passed. 
It may be called verbal criticism, or narrowness of horizon, or impessi- 
bility of giving a broad, general, comprehensive treatment to this great 
subject, but that fact remains under this language: 

No part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any 
State or Territory which shal) not, during the first five years of the operation of 
this act, annually expend, &c. 

How can any portion of that money be expended until five years have 
elapsed, for how are you to know whether they have annually appro- 
priated for five years the amount of money that this bill calls for until 
the time has expired? That may be intellectual microscopy or tele- 
scopy or polariscopy, but when we are dealing with a measure of this 
importance, that involves the expenditure of 105,000,000, it is worth 
while, perhaps, to apply the microscope a trifle to the bill that is unde 
our consideration, as well as to apply the telescope to the far-off d* stance 
which we are called upon to deal with in the subject-matter of the bill 

That is the first difficulty in this section. Aside from the argumen 
tation that occupies the first five or six lines of it this is the first ditt 
culty, and then follows the one which was called up yesterday, which 
the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PUGH] has alluded to, where the orig 
inal language was: 


Shall not, during the first five years of the operation of this act, annually 


' 
pe nd forthe maintenance of common schools 
What ? 
at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the pro 


hereof 


That is to say. if the Government sends into Alabama under th: 
provisions of this bill 5300, all that they are required to expend 
Alabama is 5100 of that 5300, and the remaining 3200 can be kept to 
any purpose that they see fit to use it for. 
after the word ‘‘ expended” 
own revenue 


I suggested vesterday th 

should be added the words ** out 

and after the word ‘*schools”’’ the words ‘*an amou 

equal to.”’ which would have made some re mote possibility ot ascertain 
ing what was intended so tar as that clause is concerned. But with 

gard to the first part of this section which comes after the argument 


say that there is no amendment that can carry out what is evident 
the purpose or was the purpose of those who framed the bill. Ii y 
are to withhold all payments and expenditures under this act out ot 


the money that is provided for in the bill until you have ascertain 
at the expiration of five years, that an amount equal annualky to the 
amount of that money has been spent by the State, then the bill 1 

as well not pass at all in any shape. 

I will, however, venture upon one contribution to the phraseology 
and suggest that it would be rendered somewhat more intelligible than 
it is if the words *‘ during the first five years of the operation of this 
act’’ were to be stricken out entirely, so that it should provide 

That no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid o 
any State or Territory which shall not annually expend for the maintenance ot 
common schools, &&« 

For I suppose it can not be the intention of even the gentleman trom 
Boston, who has sent his telegram here instructing us what we shal 
do and that this bill ought to be passed just exactly as the committes 
reported it, that this is the only thing that will accomplish these great 
results. I suppose even the gentleman from Boston would hardly Ix 
willing to have a limitation put invo the bill that would prevent th 
expenditure of any portion of the money for five years. Of course Iam 
ready to sit at the feet of Gamaliel to take instructions, and if it is ab 
solutely essential that the bill must be passed in the very words of thi 
text as it appears from the committee and we must take it and swallow 
it and pass it, | would suggest that even with the admonition which 
we have received, with the instruction that has been sent down to us 
like a celestial benediction, it might be well perhaps to inquire a littl 
further into the phraseology of the bill even if it requires examinatio 
by the microscope and the telescope. 

Mr. HARRISON, I venture modestly to suggest a contribution to 
the phraseology of the section which we have been discussing. I am 
not sure whether it is admissible now, if a point of order is made, as 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas | Mi 
PLUMB]. It proposes to strike out some words in the section that ar 
not covered by his amendment, but it is practically to the same point 
that his amendment is addressed. I propose to amend the section and 
I ask the attention of the Senator from Kansas who has just addressed 
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the Senate [Mr. INGALLS]. Beginning after the word ** provided,” in 
line 6, section 8, I suggest to strike out what follows and to insert: 

That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
out in any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended out of its 
own revenues in the preceding year for the maintenance of common schools, 
not including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings 

Of course we can take the preceding year as the basis upon which 
this distribution is to be made, if we are to be in a condition to make 
any distribution until that year in which it is to be used is ended. | 
therefore suggest this amendment, taking the preceding year as the 
basis of the expenditure and limiting the expenditure to the amount 
which the State out of its own revenue in the preceding year has used 
tor the purposes of education—-an equal amount, not including of 
course moneys expended for school buildings. If this amendment is 
adopted, the measure of the gratuity or aid of the General Government 
is the activity and liberality of the State itself in support of public 
schools, each year’s appropriation being determined by what the State 
has done in the preceding year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, as the Chair understands the agreement when the general 
amendment of the committee was adopted, is open to amendment. If 
the Senator from Indiana will send to the Chair in writing the amend- 
ment he proposes the Chair will then rule whether it is in order or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ilask that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
be put in writing, unless it is proposed to substitute this for his amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Kansas has been received and reported two or three times; so unless 
the Senator from Kansas chooses to reduce it to writing the Chair thinks 
that he would have no right to order him todoso. The amendment 
proposed by the Senator trom Indiana to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will be reported, after which the Chair will decide, 
when the question is made, whether it will be in order 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 8, line 6, after the word ** provided,” 
it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the section and to insert: 

That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
outin any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended out of 
its own revenues in the preceding year forthe maintenance of common schools, 
not including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings 

Mr. HARRISON. All the remainder of the section will be stricken 
out. That appears on the other page. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was going to suggest that unless the latter part of 
the section was stricken out they would not be able to get any money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not a question of order. 

Mr. INGALLS. It isa question of disorder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] as an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] isinorder. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Indiana to the amendment of the Senator trom Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot see why the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the Senator from Arkansas have conceived so violent an objection 
to the amendment which I proposed, and which in itssense and partic 
ulars is substantially the same as that of the Senator from Indiana 
While it is true I do not think the bill should pass, I yet can not con- 
ceive that it could be in any worse shape than it is now in reference to 
the accomplishment of any good purpose, and it certainly is not beyond 
the proper purview of those who oppose the bill to endeavor to get it 
into such a shape as to make it less objectionable and to accomplish the 
least evil. 

If the bill is to pass at all it ought to pass in the shape of a stimulus 
to the States to do their part. As it is now it is not a stimulus to 
them to do their part, but it is a plain invitation to them to do as little 
as possible. For the first five years all they need to do is to appropri- 
ate from their own revenue one-third of what the General Governthent 
gives them. They ought to be willing to vote dollar for dollar at least. 
1 am willing, so far as Iam concerned, to put it in the other shape; 
and if they are not willing to appropriate so much as would fall to 
them by this allotment, to at least give them a dollar where they ap- 
propriate a dollar. 

But why do these States or the persons who represent them on this 
floor and who are asking for this benefaction avow their unwillingness 
to do what they ought to do and what the Northern States are doing 
themselves in order to realize the benetit of this act? The State of 
Kansas, after this shall have been adopted, wili not get certainly more 
than one-half of the amount which she will levy each year for the pur- 
pose of common schools within her borders and not one-half the amount 
she will pay out on account of it. In what way is it a burden upon 
any State for the General Government to come forward with its hand 
full of money and say, ‘‘ Put an equivalent amount with ours and put 


both sums into your treasury for the benefit of common schools?” If 


that is a burden, why stop at a third and not go the whole figure? 
What charm is there in this sum of one-third that so captivates thos 
persons who are seeking the benefit of this bill that they want that par- 
ticular sum? Is it not because there is a determination not to do more 
than is now being done to maintain the present relation between ex- 
penditure and necessity and to ask the General Government to’ give the 
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remainder, and to give it upon a basis which will require us to increas 


the amount every single year instead of diminishing it? It is for the 
purpose of making this bill at least to have some regard for the interest 
of the people of the United States at large, to have it act as a stimulus 
to the people who are to receive its benefits, to themselves contribut 
liberally and thereby feel and be actuated by the spirit of a support 
upon substantial and honorable grounds of the school system of the 
respective States, and not upon the basis simply of what they can 


ceive from the General Government 


I did not find, as the Senator from Arkansas seemed to think I found 
any constitutional objection to this bill l admit its entire constitu 
tionality, but | object to its policy not to its lawfulness: and I object 
to it because as I believe it will not only be inetflicient, but I believ: 
conscientiously that it will destroy the very system that it is designed 
to protect and to nourish That is the ground on which | put it 

But it seems certain that the Senate is getting into something ot 
tangle about the terms of this bill, and that it needs not the action o 
the Senate at large for the purpose of reducing it to shape and getti 
it into a condition where it will meet with approval, but the actionof a 
committee I thinkthat the mover of the bill himself will realize that 
it ought to go back to the committee, and the committee ought to con 
sider themselves instructed by the action of the Senate to bring in a 
measure which shall be freed from the objections which have been 
terposed to this one 


By this course a debate of weeks may be avoided 
I shall therefore presently, if some one else does not, except tor som: 
thing that I am not now advised of, move that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Education and Labor with a view that it may be 

perfected. 

Mr. BLAIR. So faras verbal imperfections or inaccuracies or indeti 
niteness of expression are concerned in the bill, [ am willing that any 
critic upon proposed legislation should compare it with any production 
of either Senator from Kansas and divide the result. Now that the 
one who first spoke has relieved himself from that mass of matte 
which certainly is much better within so far as looks are concerned 
than without, I hope we shall get along. So far as I am concerned, in 
regard to amendments offered from any source whatever, which are not 
manifestly hostile to aconsideration of the bill upon its merits and are 
not designed covertly to injure while speciously pretending to be favor 
able to the general purpose which the bill seeks to accomplish, I shall 
be very glad indeed to co-operate in securing the adoption of such 
amendments. ’ 

I would suggest to both Senators who make allusions to telegrams 
and to the efforts of the Senate to perfect measures which come betore 
them, that they recall the fact that only a few days ago one Senator 
from Kansas undertook to telegraph through a measure to establish hos 
pitals for sick calves all over this country and he had nothing else to 
depend upon but telegrams, and he undertook to prevent a fair consid- 
eration of the important principles involved in the resolution which he 
offered here by reason of his multitudinous telegrams, which one Sena 
tor says are truthful and another Senator says only indicate the neces 
sity of immediate action, lest the recovery of the sick cattle should de 
feat the resolution, and he could hardly wait his twenty-four hours for 
authentic intelligence from the happy land of Kansas, that he has so 
eulogized upon the floor of the Senate to-day—and I affirm that his eu 
logies are well deserved—he could hardly wait until we could get accu 
rate information by telegraph from thatcountry. I have myself heard 
nothing since the passage of the resolution of any particular necessity 
for the $50,000 that it proposes to use in curing the cattle and hogs ot 
this land, while he allows the children all over the country, in his own 
as well as in other States, who are growing up in ignorance and illiteracy 
to go uncared-fo1 

Il am very anxious indeed that this bill should be subjected to the 
most searching and friendly criticism. I am not here to listen tamely 
or acquiescingly to the sort of euphonious and sarcastic sound with 
which the Senator from Kansas who last spoke or the one on my im 
mediate left indulged in the criticism of this bill I am not inclined 
to think that he is a friend even of the general objects of the bill and 
that from the beginning his talk of friendly feeling toward the grand 
purpose of this bill had any foundations in fact. I know very well 
and it is apparent enough, that there is a disposition on the part of some 
members of the Senate to defeat this bill by indirection. I much prefer 
an open, manful, and outspoken method of conducting warfare. Iam 
accustomed to that 

Here an amendment comes in moved by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLumB], a friend to the bill. I do not know that that Senator 
trom Kansas will claim that he is a friend of the bill, but he isa re 
markably strong friend to education generally. He proposes that the 
Southern States, or the States where the aid is most needed, shall tx 
required the first year, when their emergency and need is the greatest 
to pay a sum equivalent to the amount that they receive frem the ap- 
propriation itself, when the appropriation is the largest that will be 
made. The first year it is to be $15,000,000. It decreases annually 
It is manifestly the purpose to apply the largest amount when th: 
greatest need exists. That must be perceived by everybody to be the 
real object of the bill, as it ought to be the object of the bill. 

Now let us see what would be the result of the adoption of the amend 
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ment that is proposed. The Senator says, and the Senator from Indiana 
embodies the same idea in his amendment to the amendment, that the 
States ought to g much as the Vv receive I wish merely to state 
now the actual effect of that. By the returns of 1280 the State of Ala- 
bama raised from State and local tax $250,000. By way of fines and 
forfeitures, &c., that amount was somewhat increased. It was not far, 
as I remember, from $350,000, possibly $400,000 in the year 1881; and 
as I said a little while ago, it is thought by the superintendent of edu- 
cation that the present year it will extend to not far from $600,000, and 
they are struggling, doing their utmost to achieve that amount. 

By the provisions of this bill, dividing the $15,000,000 on the basis of 
those who can not write 10 years of age and upwards, the State of Ala- 
bama would receive $1,127,869. In other words, she would be obliged 
substantially under the amendment proposed to double her taxation 
immediately for school purposes in order to receive anything whatever 
of this appropriation. Other Senators can arrive at 
by taking table 12, on page 2200 of the RECORD. Take the State of Ar- 
kansas. In the year 1880 she raised from State and local tax $189,000 
tor schools. By the provisions of this bill she would receive the first 
year $466,000. Of course the appropriation would diminish every year. 
Take the State of Delaware, for instance. 
$150,000 for schools. By the operation of this bill Delaware would re- 
ceive as her proportion $51,000. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator how he 
ascertains the amount of money which was raised for school purposes 
in the State of Delaware. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
money raised in the State of Delaware for school purposes, and that the 
same means are applied there as in other States. 
pared by the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will state to the Senator that we have aschool 
tund which is appropriated by the State, but that the State authorities 
have nothing else to do with the amount of money raised for educattonal 
purposes. The State distributes this fund, giving to each district a 
certain proportion of the State fund upon condition that the district 
raises a certain amount specified in the law by taxation itself. But 
moneys so raised by taxation never go into the State treasury, they 
are never handled by any State authority or by any county authority 
simply by the commissioners of the district. There are no data, there- 
fore, in the State from which that estimate can be made. The Senator 
has stated, perhaps, the money distributed over the State out of the 
school fund proper, but it does not include the amount raised by local 
taxation in each particular district. 

Mr. BLAIR. These particulars are returned by the school authori- 
ties of the various States directly to the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am satisfied that that must apply to the dis- 
tribution of the school fund, which goes into the hands of the school 
districts from the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; it covers the amount of State tax and local tax 
[ have another table here which shows other amounts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I know that in the small town in which I live 
we raise by local taxation for the support of common schools between 
two and three thousand dollars, which never goes into the State treasury 
ahd does not go into the county treasury. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isa local tax. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Itis collected by the State and county machinery, 
but is a local matter and entirely applicable to the district. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no quarrel certainly with the Senator on that 
matter 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I make the statement because I notice that the 
language of the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana is that 
the State shall pay ‘‘out of its own revenues.’’ 


live 


as 


these same data 


This table was pre- 


The money which is | reference to the tables after a careful examination by intelligent men 


collected by taxation for school purposes in my State is not paid out of 


the State revenues, for it never goes into the State treasury. 


Mr. BLAIR. That may be all true; very likely it isso. Notwith- 


standing the table is made up from definite returns, and it is true of 


every State in the Union. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to make 
a statement in regard to the school-tax of Oregon. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator please, I wish to put in a few state- 
ments from the tables and then I will yield to him. I would a little 
rather not have so much matter injected into my speeches. The State 
of Florida raised $104,530 for schools. Under the operation of this 
bill the first year she would receive $213,000. This is based upon the 
number of those who can read and write. The State of Georgia would 
receive $1,360,595, while the same State in the year 1880 raised $471,- 
000. I do not need to read at greater length to show the hurtful oper- 
ation of the adoption of the amendment. It would be manifestly im- 
possible for these States immediately and for a considerable time to 
bear the amount of increased taxation which would be necessary in 
order that they might derive any benefit under the act if the amend- 
ment should prevail. I now yield to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. The suggestion I desired to make was in reference to 
the effect of the provision of the proposed amendment that no greater 
amount shall be paid under the bill to the several States and Territo- 
ries than is expended by the several States and Territories. In the 
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She raised in the year 1880 


| improvement to it. 
I suppose there are ways of arriving at the amount of | 


of this act,’’ &e. 


MarcH 20, 


State of Oregon we have three different funds from which the schools 
are supported. One fund is paid through the State. It is derived from 
the management of the school fund, the sale of school lands. An an- 
nual tax is levied by the counties, and a considerable fund is raised in 
that manner. Then each school district lays an annual tax and raises 
a fund annually for the support of schools. I think by far the largest 
portion of the money used for the support of schools is raised in th 
manner suggested by the Senator from Delaware, by taxation in the 
school districts, which never goes into any State or county fund. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that all those sources of tax- 
ation are aggregated, and they are in the returns of the Bureau of Edu- 
cation, and make the sum total that by the provision of the bill must 
be at least one-third of the amount that is derived by the State from its 
appropriation the first year. 

Mr. DOLPH. They should all be aggregated in any provision that 
may be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. The States must, however, produce proof to the Gov 
ernment that they have actually expended this amount for the mainte- 
nance of common schools and satisfy the Government that it is so. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor, from which this bill was reported, I am not quite 
content to let this matter pass over without some reply to the criticisms 
that have been made upon the bill and its language. They are not 
true. They do notimport the fact. The bill isclear enough, although 
the suggestions of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] are an 
It is not deserving of the criticisms so far as its 
language is concerned which have been made upon it by the Senator 
from Kansas who first spoke. I have never before in the Senate heard 
it insisted with so much pertinacity that a law is to be construed by 
one single proviso in it, that its whole context is not to be taken into 
consideration. The bill is a very good bill. It expresses very clearly 
the purpose of the committee and the object in view, and a very slight 
verbal correction will make it as clear as even the criticism of the 
Senator from Kansas could make it. 

The first section of the bill provides *‘that for ten years after the 
passage of this act there shall be annually appropriated from the money 
in the Treasury the following sums,’’ and the second year so and so 
The second section provides ‘‘that such money shall annually be di- 
vided among and paid out to the several States and Territories.’ Ther: 
can be no clearer language than that. The annual division and thx 
annual payment is clearly expressed, and although the terms of thx 
proviso in the eighth section might perhaps be subjected to some little 
criticism, still in view of the expression in the section ** that the design 
of this act not being to establish a permanent system of schools, but 
rather to aid for the time being,’’ it is ‘‘ provided that no part of th« 
money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any State o1 
Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation 
The term ‘‘first five years of the operation of this 
act’’ is qualitied time and again everywhere throughout the bill, in 
half a dozen places, as referring specifically to an annual division and 
an annual appropriation. There is nothing of truth in the criticism 
that has been made upon it so far as the correct construction of the bill 
is concerned. It would be easy enough to ascertain it. 

In regard to the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
who last spoke as to what there was in this amount of one-third, I wish 
to state that the proportion of one-third was made with reference to the 
annual production of these States in comparison with other States. It 
was made in reference to the amount of school tax fixed in the consti- 


| tutions of some of these States, which was done when the States were 


reorganized and reconstructed, and became a constitutional provis- 
ion, as it did in my own State. It was fixed by the committee with 


interested in this question in the North and in the South and every- 
where, by the friends of education, as to the capacity of the States at 
this time to pay a larger sum, not because of any magic quality in a 
third, but because that more nearly named the proportion between the 
capacity of these States to educate and the needs of education in pro- 
portion to the amount of illiteracy in the States. 

I do not think it could be improved by any of the Senators who have 
considered the question and proposed a half. If they had examined 
very closely into the tables, which show the relative tax-paying power 
of these States, they would find that they have paid and are paying 
liberally and equal toany other part of the United States, whether it 
be Kansas or anywhere else, when you consider the’ annual productive 
capacity and the actual net returns from production in the several 
States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I understand the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana I intend to vote for it. I understand his proposition to mean 
that a State shall not receive aid from the General Government in any 
one year in a greater sum than it raises by taxation from its own people. 

Mr. HARRISON. That it shall not receive any greater sum than it 
raised in the preceding year for school purposes, not including school 
buildings. 
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Mr. ALLISON. If that is the meaning of the amendment of the 


Senator from Indiana I am in favor of it. Iam in favor of it for sevy- 
eral reasons, the first and chief of which is that d think if we double 
the school fund in the States where illiteracy abounds in any one year, 
we furnish as much as can reasonably and economically be expended 
in those States. Take, for illustration, the State of Louisiana. I be- 
lieve it has been stated on the floor that Louisiana raised for school pur- 
poses, all told, about $400,000 last year. 

Mr. BLAIR. In 1881. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, in 1881. Now, under the pro rata found in 
the tables presented by the Senator from New Hampshire the State of 
Louisiana receives at once under this bill nearly $1,000,000 for school 
purposes the first year. Now, I submit to the gentlemen who have 
carefully prepared this bill that the sum of $1,000,000 can not be sud- 
denly thrown intoa State as large as the State of Louisiana for the pur- 
pose of educating the children of that State and be economically and 
prudently expended. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator the precise sum upon the 
basis of those who can not write, as he will find it in table 23, on page 
2908 of the RECORD, which is the table which indicates the exact dis- 
tribution. The State of Louisiana would receive $767,295.80 upon that 
basis. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been misled then by table 22. By one table 
that issubmitted by theSenator from New Hampshire I find upon the ba- 
sis of the school population of 1881 Louisiana would receive $905,612.35. 
On the basis of the table to which he now calls my attention Louisiana 
would receive $767,295.80. Although the sums differ somewhat, the 
difference is not material to the argument which I make; and that is 
that if you suddenly throw into the rural districts of the State of Lou- 
isiana a sum more than twice the amount now raised in that State for 


educational purposes, it will not be economically expended. I haveas | 
my authority for this statement a letter placed in the REcoRD by the | 
Senator trom New Hampshire himself, written by the superintendent ot 


schools of that State, in which he says that the sum of $1,000,000 to be 
expended for educational purposes in the State of Louisiana would re- 
quire 5,000 teachers, and I find on looking at other tables that there 
are in that State to-day less than 2,000 teachers. 

Now in the nature of things is it probable that you can throw into the 
State of Louisiana in a single year twice the amount of money she now 
expends for educational purposes, and acquire the proper teachers, pro- 
cure the proper school-houses and erect them in the various localities, 
and expend this money as it should be expended? 

That brings me to another objection I have to this bill, if the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will pardon me, and that is that his scale is 
in the wrong direction. It ought to begin with a smaller sum and in- 
crease, and that is the inevitable tendency of this appropriation, what- 
ever we may do. I remember only a few years ago I was in the other 
House when we established a bureau of education in the Interior De- 
partment. The appropriation, I believe, for the first year for that bu- 
reau was $5,000 or $6,000, I do not remember the exact sum. 

Mr. BUTLER. About $3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has swelled annually until now it amounts to 
over $60,000, and there is a constant complaint from that bureau that 
we do not give them what they need for the purposes intended in the 
creation of the bureau, namely, the gathering of statistics of education 
in this country and in other countries. If I were to make the scale 
with reference to appropriations I should begin with the smaller sum, 
and if the appropriation is successful from year to year it should be in- 
creased as the States increase their appropriations. 

Take the State of Louisiana again for illustration. She expended 
$400,000 in 1880, and that would be the basis of the expenditure of the 
next year. We give her $400,000 next year. That gives her for her 
school fund $800,000, a sum double what she had last year. Is not that 
enough? Is not that as much as she can economically expend? Then 
she is stimulated and next year appropriates, instead of $400,000, 
$500,000 or $600,000. Then the General Government gives her an equa! 
sum so that she can gradually expand her schools. Is it expected by 
this bill that we are to educate all the people of this country in one 
year or five years or ten years? If we enter upon a systen for the 
education of the colored race (and I believe we ought to enter upon it 
it is a question of many years; and it will not end with the ten years 
involved in this bill. 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, that I concur in the principle of the 
amendment of the Senator trom Indiana [Mr. HARRISON}, because 
under that principle we shall be enabled to make a less appropriation 
now and enter on this experiment, and if it is successful we can from 
year to year increase and expand the appropriations. If his amend- 
ment is adopted the $15,000,000 should be stricken out and a sum 


it. Ido not know any reason why we should appropriate $15,000,000. 
I do not see why a smaller sum would not do if the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana should be adopted. There is nothing cabalistic 
in these figures, $15,000,000. 

Let us give this money to the States that need it if we are to give it 


atall. Why is it that Iowa is included in this bill? The State of lowa 





| expected to distribute it among the scholars; and the amount bein 


necessary under the proposed amendment should be inserted in lieu of 


appropriates and expends in that State for educational purposes near!) 
$6,000,000. She annually taxes her people nearly $5,000,000 tor the 
purposes of education, and the amount that she is to receive I see 
under this bill will be less than $100,000. Is that any object to tl 
State of lowa’? 


Ifthereisa reason why the General Government should enter upon this — 
question that has been supposed hitherto to belong to the States, let it 
do it upon the plain reason that is given here in these speeches and in 
this bill, namely. on the ground of the great illiteracy in certain States 


of the Union arising from the situation of the colored race in those 


States. I think we are bound in reason to appropriate money from the 
ceneral Treasury for the purpose ol educating the colored people | 
will not go into the history and situation of those people during the last . 
few years. It is sufficient for me to know that many of those States 


can not raise by taxation a su I 
erly, or at least I do not believe they can. Therefore I am willing to 





ient sum to educate these people prop 
enter upon some system that will give aid to those States that can not 
themselves educate the colored race: but I see no reason w hy we should 
appropriate money here for the State of Massachusetts or the State of 
Connecticut or the State of New Hampshire. 

I see a most singular thing in this bill, if the Senator from New Hamp 
shire will allow me to call his attention to it. It provides that in a 
State where the illiteracy is not over 5 per cent. the sum applicable to 
that State under this bill may be used for normal schools. Why put in 
that idea? It happens, of course as a matter of coincidence and acci- 
dent, that the State of New Hampshire is the only State that has just 
5 per cent. of illiterates. The State of Iowa, it is true, comes undet 
the same category, because her illiteracy is less than 5 percent. ‘There 
fore, in all these States, beginning with New Hampshire and running up 
to lowa and Nebraska, we can use this money for normal schools for 
the purpose of educating teachers. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is undera misapprehension. I donot like 
to interrupt him, for I want to reply to him on several other points 

Mr. ALLISON. If I misapprehend the bill I shall be glad to be 
corrected 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator misapprehends in this: The State is at 
liberty to use it precisely as she pleases. It is suggested that she may 
appropriate it all for that specific purpose. Otherwise she would be 


gy so 

small, this provision is made so that it may be as a body directed to 
the preparation of ted&chers. z 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubted]: I understand that it is not com 

pulsory; but the States where the illiteracy is not over 5 per cent 

are permitted to use the money, not for the purposes of common-school 


education except indirectly in the way of norma] schools. Now 
belief is that we ought to come square up to what we intend in thts 
matter. Itis the purpose and intention of this bill to aid the Southe 
States in educating the colored and the white illiterates in those States . 
If that be true and we have the constitutional power to do it, let us 
appropriate a reasonable sum for that purpose, and either assign it to 
the States or do it in some way under our authority and power. In 
my judgment there is no need to-day greater than the need of normal 
schools in the Southern States. We certainly have the power to estab 
lish normal schools there for the education of teachers out of the funds 
of the United States Treasury and to employ teachers and the machinery 
for these normal schools. That we can do. Why not do that ? 

This very bill provides that one-tenth of the sum appropriated in it 
may be used for normal schools in those States. If a million and a 
half of dollars of the $15,000,000 is found necessary for the purpose of 


educating school teachers in order to enable the people in the Southern ¢ 
States to teach their fellows, why not appropriate that money direct] 

and establish four or five normal schools in the different States of thi 

South and have some method of admission whereby teachers shall b , 


instructed to teach the children inthe South? I donot believe myseit ; 
that you can throw into those States these vast sums of meney and find 

competent teachers at once who can enter upon the business of teaching 

the children. Therefore it is that I think we ought to make some 
special provision for normal schools, begin in that way, and from year 
to year increase the appropriation. 

While I am up, Mr. President, I wish to say for one that I will not 
agree to bind succeeding Congresses by appropriations which shall run 
for ten years. We can trust the future Congresses to make the neces 
sary appropriations to carry out what we initiate here without binding 
the Government for ten years in the way of making this permanent ap 
propriation. We have, it is true, made permanent appropriations, but 
we never have madethem except where the obligation was absolute and 
binding, such as to pay the interest on the debt of the United States, 
such as to pay the interest which we bound ourselves to pay in our In 
dian treaties, and so on. ‘ We have never entered upon a policy of mak 
ing appropriations for more than one year for the general purposes of 
our Government. On that point a new policy is involved in this bill 
and I think it is a dangerous ‘one even for the success of the bill itselt 
If we want this money to be appropriated, let us doit from year to y 
in order that there may be an ever-present reason for the appropriations 
We need not be afraid that these appropriations will grow less If th 
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method of teaching tie 


people who are illiterate shall be successful, 
ippropriations, in the nature of things, will expand from year to 
und grow greater, instead of less, as provided for in this bill. 
GARLAND We are just getting now into the interior of this 
itis» lock; and I move that the Senate adjourn 
BAYARD. We had better have an executive 
GARLAND I move, 


1oOn Of executive 


these 
Mi 


' . 

Mi Session 
‘ 

Mi 


then, that the Senate proceed to the 


business 


con- 
derat 
Che motion was agreed to 


tion ot executive business 


and the 
After 


ina 


Senate proc eeded to the consid- 
era seven minutes spent in executive 
it 50’ clock and 4 minute sp. m 


SESS 10 


n the doors were re-opene a 


ad 


the Senate ourned 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 20, 1884. 

The House met at 12 0’ clo« ni Praver by the ( haplain Rev. JOHN 
Ss. Linpsay, D. D 

Phe Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


\ bill 


> ' 
Bank ot 


~ 


1314) to change 
Nebraska City, 
JUDICIARY PRINT 

The SPEAKER. The request is made on behalf of the Committee 
on the Judiciary to have printed certain arguments made before the 
committee on the proposed sixteenth amendment to the Constitution. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

VIRGINIA CONTESTED ELEC 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia 
Garrison vs 
Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Robert M. Mayo was not elected as a Representative to the 


Forty-eighth Congress from the first Congressional district of Virginia, and is 
not entitled to the seat 


Resolved, That George T. Garrison was duly elected from the first Congres- 
sional district of Virginia, and is entitled to the seat 


the 
Nebr 


COMMITTE! 


name of the James Sweet National 


LEAVE TO 


rlION—GARRISON VS. MAYO 


I call up the contested-election case of 
Mayo, from the first Congressional district of the State of 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. MAYo] be now heard. 
Mr. MAYO. Mr. Speaker, I promised on yesterday to examine the 


report of the Committee on Elections and ascertain if in my judgment | 
it was altogether correct, and if I so found it that I would state to the 
House that I believed it to be correct and ask for the adoption of these 
resolutions 
I have examined carefully this report, and I am free to say that if the 
of the General Assembly of Virginia requiring the prepayment of 
a capitation tax as a prerequisite for voting is constitutional, with re- 
spect to the Constitution and laws of the United States and with respect 
to the constitution of the State of Virginia itself, then this report is 
correct. I can not make out within about six or seven votes that I am 
entitled to my seat after giving the votes I did before the committee to | 
my competitor which he failed to get by reason of technicalities, 
amounting to about seventy, which were thrown out by the board of 
canvassers in Richmond. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I not only believe but I feel absolutely certain that 
the act of the General Assembly of Virginia requiring this prerequisite 
is unconstitutional and void, and if the votes which were rejected be- 
cause the persons giving them, who went to the precincts and offered to | 
vote for me and who swore here that they were rejected on that ac- | 
count, had not complied with that law—if those votes are counted for 


me, then I am entitled to a seat on this floor by a majority of about 
seventeen. 


act 


I do not propose to discuss at length that constitutional question, be- 
cause I believe thataftera committee has been so unanimous in reporting 
as this committee has been, it would be an almost useless expenditure 
of time. But as this question will, in all probability, be before this | 
Hlouse again in other cases from Virginia, | deem it my duty to say a 
few words here with respect to that matter. Before I go into that 
question, however, let me put myself right before this House, as I think 
I have been somewhat wronged by twoof my colleagues from Virginia. 
The House will remember that from the very moment that I took my 
seat upon this floor it was contended that I was not even entitled to a 
prima facie seat here. Now, sir, let me say this much, not in my own 
vindication, but in vindication and justification of the board of canvass- 
ers of the State of Virginia. 

That board is merely ministerial; the function it performs is simply 
to add up and subtract, and return who has the majority from the re- 
turns of votes received from the several counties. It can not send for 
witnesses; it can not take any testimony aliuvnde, but is bound by the | 
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returns that come to it from the different counties, 
turns are made in the form required by law. 

In the case of the vote of Gloucester County, according to the returns 
that came before that board, there was a majority of fifty-six for the 
contestant. That return, however, came before the board without th« 
seal on it which was required by the law of the State of Virginia. The 
law of the State of Virginia requires that these returns shall be sealed 
with the seal of the county court. The return from Gloucester County 
instead of being sealed with the seal of the county court, had had im- 
pressed upon the paper the seal or stamp of the circuit court, and the1 
the word ** circuit’’ was scratched out and the word 
ten above with a pen and ink. 

Now with respect to that question of a seal let me read the law ot 
the State of Virginia. The law provides that every court shall hav 
a seal, and if any court has none the governor shall provide a seal 
Then chapter 15, title 9, section 12, defines what shall constitute a seal 
and is as follows 


provided those re- 


‘county ’’ writ- 


In cases where the seal of any court or public office 
any paper issuing from such court or office, the word * seal”’ shall be const 
to include the impression of such official seal made upon the paper alone 
as an impression made by means of wafer or of wax affixed thereto 


is required to be affixed t 


rt 
ru 


us we 


Now, it is clear that nothing but the impression made. by the seal 
and that is the brass instrument furnished by the governor to th: 
county court of Gloucester, could make valid any paper requiring that 
seal. It seems that the seal of the county court of Gloucester has worn 
out, and that, instead of applying to the governor for a new one, some 
person borrowed the seal of the circuit court, made its impression on the 
paper, then scratched over ‘‘ circuit’? and wrote 


‘‘county ’’ above it 


| This was clearly no seal at all, because it was partly impressed and 


partly written, and to give the clerk authority to write a part of the 
seal would be equivalent to abolishing the law requiring seals alto 
gether. 

I say, therefore, that it was proper for the canvassing board, this min- 
isterial body, to have rejected that paper. It was not a lawful paper 
and the board of canvassers had no other means of ascertaining what 
the vote of Gloucester was. 

There was also another vote in a precinct belonging to the county of 


Northumberland, known as Hog Island, situated out in the Chesapeak 


Bay about fifteen miles from the mainland. That precinct gave fifteen 
votes to my competitor. The vote did not arrive at the county seat in 
time to be returned to Richmond. There was an attempt made after- 
ward to get it there, but the secretary of the Commonwealth says that 
there never was any legal return from the Hog Island precinct, and 
therefore that vote was not counted. The board failing to count these 
seventy votes returned me by one majority. I have said this much in 
vindication of the action of that board. 

It is contended that the governor of the Commonwealth of Virginia 
did not sign my certificate. He is one of the board of canvassers and 
only one; and he does not sign the certificates which he sends here. | 
send to the Clerk and ask him to read my certificate, and I call upon 
every member from Virginia to state whether it is not identically the 
same certificate that he and every other member from Virginia has hati 
for the last fifty years. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA: 

This is to certify that ata meeting of the board of State canvassers, held at 
the office of the secretary of the Commonwealth, the fourth Monday of Novem 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-two, on an examination of the offi- 


, it was ascertained and determined 
that, atan election of Representatives in the Congress of the United States, held 
pursuant to law, on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, on 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-two, Robert M. Mayo was duly elected a 


| Representative of this State in the Congress of the United States for the first 
| Congressional district 


Given under my hand and seal of office, at Richmond, this twenty-ninth days 
of November, eighteen hundred and eighty-two 
SEAL OF STATE OF VIRGINIA 


Ww. ©. ELAM, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth 

Mr. MAYO. It has been said on this floor that the governor did not 
sign my certificate. That is the certificate, and he did not sign it 
But here is the signature of the governor and the four other canvassers 
to the fact that I received 10,505 votes and that my competitor received 
10,504 votes; thereby returning me by 1 majority. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Wil! the gentleman permit me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. MAYO. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Just below that signature is another paper 
where the governor’s signature does not appear. 

Mr. MAYO. Underneath there his signature does not appear; why 
I do not know; I was not present. But it was too late for the governor 
to refuse his signature, because he had nothing to do with that. Here 
is the law of Virginia 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 

Mr. MAYO. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. The certificate which the governor refused 
to sign is the certificate that he ought to have signed if he believed that 
you were elected. 

Mr.MAYO. Thequestion of the governor’ssignature does not matter 
here. There is one paper there to which it does not appear, but it ap- 


Let me interrupt him again. 
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pears in the preceding paper certifying that I received a majority of | 
votes. I will read the law: 

In all elections for the choice of any officer, unless it be otherwise expressly | 
provided, the person having the highest number of votes for any office shall be 
deemed to have been elected to such office. 

There is the certificate of the governor and the others that I did re- 
ceive the highest number of votes, and there is the law which says that 
having received the highest number of votes I am elected. The ques- 
tion whether or not he signed any other certificate is aquestion I know 
nothing about nor do I care. Iwasnot present. But if he did so, it does 
not amount to anything. He was only one of the board of five com- | 
missioners, any three of whom had power to act; and foraught I know, 
or anybody else on this floor knows, there may have been but three 
commissioners sitting when the gentleman’s certificate was signed; and 
his certificate may have been signed by only two of those three. Still 
he would be just as much entitled to a certificate and just as much en- 
titled to a seat on this floor asany other member in this House, and he 
knows it. It is very frequently the case that only three members of the 
board sit. They determine by their majority who is entitled to the 
seat, and they certify thatfact. There is thecertificate that I did receive | 
10,505 and my competitor received only 10,504. 

So much in vindication of myself upon the score of being a‘‘ fraud;’’ 
so much in vindication of the board that sat in Richmond, who, I be- | 
lieve, acted entirely in accordance with law and did what any legal 
man would have advised. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me say I did not expect to hold my seat on this | 
floor upon any such title as that. I knew that this body had the right 
to go behind, and ought to go behind, these technicalities to ascertain 
exactly who was entitled to the seat; and long before this board had 
reported I had ascertained the fact that a sufficient number of votes | 
actually offered to be cast for me had been rejected to entitle me to be 
regarded as having received a majority of the votes actually cast at that 
election. Therefore I went to work as soon as the contest began and | 
took my evidence, which I have brought before this body. It is trne 
that some of this evidence, owing to the fact that there were few able | 
lawyers in our party, is badly taken, and the committee were perfectly | 
right in rejecting it. If it had been properly taken, I would not have 
been obliged to raise this constitutional question; but it would have | 


| 


been apparent to every one that I was entitled to my seat by about seven- | 
teen majority, as set forth in the brief which is on the desks of mem- | 
bers. 

But, sir, I come back to the position taken by these honorable gen- 
tlemen from Virginia, these so-called Democrats here on the floor of this | 
House, bearing the names of illustrious men, as they do, the fathers of | 
the Democracy of Virginia, such men as Henry A. Wise and John Ran- | 
dolph. Men bearing such names get up before this House and put 
their puny and insignificant words against the seal of their own State! 
Shades of the immortal Wise and Randolph, what think you of such 
Democracy as that? Yet these same gentlemen, who in this case ig- 
nore the seal of their own native State, disgrace and trample it under 
their feet, when their own man was to be sworn in, a man who did not 
even claim his seat, urged that the seal of Mississippi was good to seat | 
him, although the seal of the poor old mother State of Virginia was not | 
good toseat me. Thatis Democracy! That is fairness and justness, is | 
it not, to seat your man upon the very ground that you refuse to recog- | 

} 


nize as good when my seat is in question? Why is this? Because I 
happen to belong to that poor thing known in Virginia as the Radical 
Republican party. It is not because, as you say, of anything personal | 
to myself; but it is just such an attack made on my party through me 
as the representatives of that so-called Democracy in Virginia made in 
its Legislature when they deliberately turned out without cause, with- | 
out a hearing before any committee, fifteen senators and representa- 
tives, in order to obtain a two-thirds majority to pass bills over the veto 
of the governor—deliberately keeping out men who had been elected, 
sending back some to be elected twice; and one man, a senator, pre- 
sented three certificates before he was allowed to take his seat npon the 
floor of the senate. 

In the mean time they passed laws over the veto of the governor, most 
of which were passed to give them the absolute control of the ballot- 
box, in order that they might do as they pleased with it in the coming 
election. Why this violent attack upon me and my party and men 
who hold the position that I do? Why, Mr. Speaker, because I believe 
the war is over, and I am trying to teach my children and my neigh- | 
bor’s children that the war is over; because I say that the proudest 
thing I have to boast of is that I did my duty as a soldier in the con- 
federate army under the greatest chieftain that America has ever pro- 
duced—Stonewall Jackson—and I am not ashamed of it; but at the 
same time I believe and say that when the history of that great revolu- 
tion is written, two of the greatest names that will go sounding down 
the corridors of time will be those of Abraham Lincoln and Stonewall 
Jackson—much alike in their character and persons—tender of heart yet 
stern and unflinching when they believed that they were right; the one 
giving up his life a martyred President to the cause of a great Union 
which he had restored, the other giving up his in the canse that he be- 
lieved right—the cause of his native State when she called him to the 
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front. Each in the cause which he believed it his duty to follow did 
his duty as he saw it best. 


Each wrought with God’s supreme designs, 
And under love's eternal law 
Each life with equal beauty shines 

To teach such doctrines, to say that I rejoice that the Union is re- 
stored, that the curse of African slavery is abolished (that eternal thorn 
in the side of the Union), is treason down South, and I am called_a de- 
serter after the war! Any man who takes a position down there now 
that I have taken, although so many years after the war, has to fhee 
precisely the same consequence which I have had to contend against; 
and when I happened to vote as I did here for a Union soldier for 
Speaker of this House [ was told they were exceedingly surprised I 
should here in this Hall vote for a man who had gone down South to 
whip me. That is the spirit that animates the fightin Virginia. That 
is the spirit that has brought about the state of things whereby my 
native State has been disgraced in the eyes of the outer world 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Virginia are not murderers, the people of 
Virginia do not deliberately go to work to kill anybody, whether white 
or colored, but in order to work out their purpose a political party in 
Virginia did array one class against another upon a false issue until 
strife was stirred up in the hearts of the ignorant white people on th 
one side and ignorant colored people on the other, so that inmany places 
they believed there was going to be an actual outbreak of civil war. 
Those gentlemen, in order to carry out their political purposes, did this 
thing, but not intentionally to stir up murder. These gentlemen do 
not look like cut-throats, they do not look like people who would fo 
ment a disturbance such as that which occurred at Danville intention- 
ally, but when they preached the doctrine that the party to which | 
belonged meant to have mixed marriages and mixed schools in Virginia 
they excited the poorer class of people in my country to such an extent 


| that in most places, the places where there was a majority of colored 


people, such a disturbance as that at Danville might have broken out 
It was wrong for them to have done this because they ought to have 
known we had no such intention, they ought to have known that we 
preached the docrine that the negro question was settled, that the Re- 


| publican party could give him no more rights than he had, while the 
| Democratic party said they did not intend to take any away from him. 


Therefore, sir, it was settled, and settled forever. As long as they 


| could keep alive that feeling, just so long that party would remain as 


the white party of V?rginia and have a large majority of the people. 
That is the trouble and that has brought about this strife; and I feel 
it to be my duty on this floor to say to you that the people of Virginia 
are not cold-blooded murderers. 

I am happy also to say in reference to my own case that I do not be- 
lieve in the annals of the world there ever was a fairer election. I do 
not believe there was probably more than one or two votes that were 


| fraudulently cast on either side intentionally. That mistakes will b 


made is very natural; that mistakes will be made on the side of t] 
party that may have the majority of the people and they will lea 
little to their own side is also very natural. But outside of that there 
never was a fairer election than that held in the case of Mr. Garrison 
and myself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have wandered off rather too far from the ques- 
tion I have proposed to discuss. I come now to this question: Is the 
act of the General Assembly of Virginia imposing a capitation tax of 
$1.05 as a prerequisite for voting unconstitutional—first, with respect 


| to the fourteenth amcndment to the Constitution of the United States 


and the reconstruction acts passed in pursuance thereof; and, secondly 


| if not, is it unconstitutional in respect to the Constitution of the United 


States itself? 

Mr. COOK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. MAYO. Certainly. 

Mr. COOK. Do you claim in this report any votes were deducted 
from you or you were deprived of any votes in consequence of the capi- 
tation tax? 

Mr. MAYO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOK. Is it not true that the report expressly ignores that 
subject and confines the case against you on other grounds, and that 


you were deprived of no votes on account of payment of the capitation 


tax ? 

Mr. MAYO. I will say the report does so state, but when you come 
to look at the figures the figures do not show that. The figures show 
there were certain votes of persons not assessed outside with this capi- 
tation tax and who offered to vote but whose votes were rejected. Ii 
it had not been for a question of law there would have been no necessity 
for their assessment and therefore they would have been allowed to 


| vote. Give me those, and in addition if I get the votes you do reject 


because of the insufliciency of evidence in the ease on that question, | 
believe it will foot up toabout 17 majority for me. 

Mr. COOK. If all those votes were counted for you would you re- 
ceive a majority of the votes? 

Mr. MAYO. Yes;I would. Give me the votes placed in the balio 
boxes, which the counsel on the other side admitted I was entitled to 
give me those votes and give me the votes rejected which offered 
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vote and were refused, and I think it will be seen I am entitled to 
about 17 majority 
Now, sir, let us see what the law is. Here is the reconstruction act 
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passed in pursuance ol the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 


of the United States when Virginia was admitted into the Union: 
rhe constitution of Virginia shall never be so amended or changed as to de- 
prive any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to vote 
who gre entitled to vote by the constitution herein recognized, except, &c. 
Now, it has been contended that the requirement of the prepayment 
of $1 as a prerequisite for the privilege of voting is not a restriction 
upon the right of suffrage contempiated by this act. But, Mr. Speaker, 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I shall yield, then, to the gentleman for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not 
insist upon the previous question until the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts has been heard. While the committee are substantially 


unanimous in their resolution, still they do not entirely agree upon the 

wording of the report submitted by the majority of the committee. 
Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is true, as stated by the chairman 

of the Committee on Elections, that the committee was unanimous in 


| recommending the adoption of the resolution appended to the report of 


it is manifest if they had a right to say that this prerequisite should be | 


$1, had not they an equal right, on the same principle of reasoning, to 
say that it should be 55, or $10, or $500? Had not they a right to say 
that it should be five hundred acres of land, or make any other prop- 
erty qualification that they might see proper to devise? The intent of 


this law was to prevent exactly what was done in Virginia. It was in | 


its inception and origin a scheme to get around the provisions of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution. There is not an honest 
man in Virginia of any intelligence whatever who will deny the fact 
that this law was passed purely and solely for the purpose of getting 
around the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States. But that does not appear upon its face, say the supporters 
of this act; that that was not the intention as shown by the act it- 
self. That is true, for it makes no exception with reference to color; 
it applies to white and black and rich and poor alike; it is thesame to 
all. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it must be brought down to this provis- 
ion of the reconstruction constitution which says that no change shall 
be made in that constitution with reference to this right of suffrage; 
and that question is the very one to be decided here by this body, not 
by the courts, because it was upon the adoption of that provision that 
this body admitted the representatives from Virginia upon this floor, 
and only upon its adoption. They wereadmitted upon the solemn as- 
surance of the constitution of the State of Virginia that this right of 
suffrage should remain unchanged forever, and that no alteration of the 
constitution in that respect would be permitted. And yet she has done 
so by the passage of this law to which I have called attention, and for 
the express object of getting around the fourteenth amendment, under 
which her representatives were admitted upon this floor. 

Now that matter is discussed fully in this brief, which has been dis- 
tributed among the members of this House, and the authorities are 
fully cited. I shall not, therefore, take up the time of the House by 
going through them in this discussion. But it strikes me, I may be 
permitted to repeat, that if they had the right to make this prerequisite 
$1 they had the same right to make it anything whatever, and they 
might have carried it to the extent of depriving half the people of the 
State of the right to vote. 

Let us see how far it is unconstitutional with respect to the consti- 


tution of the State of Virginia. This act of the General Assembly of 


the State requires the prepayment of $1.05 before a man shall vote, the 
5 cents being added by way of penalty for non-payment of the tax. 
The constitution of Virginia expressly says that where a party has paid 
his capitation tax of $1 prior to the day of election he shall have the 
right to vote. 

Now, 5 cents may be a small matter; but if the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia have the right to add 5 cents as a penalty they had the right to 
add $5. The principle is just thesame. Admit the right of the State 
to change that law in any respect from the prerequisite of $1 and you 
give them the right to go behind the constitution and change it in any 
way they please by adding any amount they choose. That position I 
have never heard disputed as a constitutional question, and I do not 
believe it can be gainsaid. There is no power in the Legislature to fix 
the prerequisite of $1.05 in order that the voter may have the right to 
vote when the constitution itself limits the amount expressly to $1. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I wish in a few words to thank this 
House and especially the Committee on Privileges and Elections forthe 
courtesy and kindness with which they have considered this case and 
the fairness and justice with which I think they have acted throughout. 
In addition let me say that I am exceedingly sorry that it should have 
happened that the only gentlemen who seem peculiarly anxious to get 
rid of me were those from my own State. 

I thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous ques- 
tion upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. RANNEY. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not ask 
the previous question until I shall have had an opportunity of saying 
a few words. ° 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How much time does the gentleman 
desire ? 

Mr. RANNEY. About fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I shall endeavor to yield to the gentle- 
man such time as he requires after the previous question has been 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. After the previous question has been ordered the 
Chair will state there can be no debate upon the resolution. 
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the committee. Mr. Mayo, the sitting member in this contest, only 
claimed before the committee a majority of 17 votes; and by the most 
favorable and liberal construction possible upon the evidence and upon 
the case as presented by himself it is impossible to find that he was 
elected, but, on the contrary, there is a clear majority of at least 4 votes 
against him. 

I do not desire to go into the detail of that evidence. I wish, how- 
ever, to say that while there is no minority report in this case, the 
committee do not sanction the report as made by the chairman. We 
sanction only the resolutions which are appended to it; and he alone, 
so far as I know, is responsible for the statements contained in the re- 
port. But inasmuch as that report may hereafter be treated as a prece- 
dent and do injustice to the other members of the committee, I desire to 
place upon record our dissent from many of its positions. I have re- 
duced it to writing, but in justiceI think I ought to state the substance 
of it, that the learned chairman of the Committee on Elections and the 
House may understand what the grounds of our dissent are. 

In the first place, I think the report puts the sitting member and 
some officials in Virginia in a wrong attitude. The gentleman has 
stated, I think, in language which is designed, if not intended, to be a 
censure perhaps upon the sitting member and upon the returning board 
in this respect, that the return from Gloucester County giving the con- 
testant fifty-seven majority came to the canvassing board with a seal 
which had been altered and which was not the seal of the proper court, 
and the returning board rejected the return; and they have been charged 
with improper conduct in relation to it, and this report relieves from 
censure the governor, but leaves under censure, apparently, the 
others. 

Now, sir, that matter was referred to the Committee on Elections, 
and there is a report before the House which has not been acted upon 
relating to the prima facie case which deals with that question, and I do 
not care to discuss it. I will simply say, however, that the officers 
who judged of that return had to perform in the main merely minis- 
terial duties; but their duty was judicial so far as this: they were 
bound to determine the genuineness and authenticity of that return, 
and it was the wrong seal of a wrong court and not the regular seal of a 
regular court as required by law, and it came to them altered; the im- 
pression of wax altered in ink. And now, sir, without attempting to 
determine the question whether those judges determined rightfully or 
wrongfully, Isay they were in that respect acting in a judicial capacity, 
and were bound to determine the genuineness and authenticity of that 
return. The majority of the committee have reported upon it, and the 
committee have not found that there was anything like fraud or any- 
thing that savored of fraud on the part of any of those gentlemen who 
refused to count that return; and it ought to be understood and ought 
to be placed before the House in its proper aspect. 

But the majority report leaves open the implication of a concession 
on the part of the contestee that may work a reflection. It says he 
concedes the votes from Gloucester County should be counted. He does 
so concede, but not on the ground that the returning officers or the can- 
vassing board were in error or were guilty of any fraud or any improper 
conduct, because the evidence in the case showed conclusively, going 
behind those returns, independent of the returns—aliunde, asthe lawyers 
say—what the vote actually cast and counted was; and it is on the 
strength of the evidence that the concession is made. And the conces- 
sion made by the contestee before the committee was not that the re- 
turning board did wrong or were guilty of any fravd or any improper 
conduct, but on the strength of the evidence which went behind that 
return and stood independent of the return and showed what the vote 
actually was. I think in that respect the report of the chairman does 
injustice. I objected toitandobjecttoit now. Itisnot properly stated; 
it is unwittingly perhaps, not intentionally, misrepresented. But it is 
due in justice to the sitting member to say that he has not come in here 
and claimed and obtained and held the seat to this time on any conces- 
sion on his part that he held it on the strength of fraud. I think the 
returning board erred in rejecting that return. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Do I understand the gentleman from 
M:ssachusetts to say that I have taken any such position? Ihave not. 

Mr. RANNEY. I did not say the gentleman intended to take any 
such position; but his report, inadvertently perhaps, is so drawn that 
it leaves it open for that implication, because he says it is fair to the 


| governor to say that he had not sanctioned that action; which implies 


he was right and the others were wrong. Relieving the one from the 
censure implies the others are subject to it. I do not agree to that. 
The argument before the committee shows that the returning board 
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who rejected that return followed the bad precedent in Virginia set by 
the opponents. That is the only thing in relation to it. 

There is one other fact, sir. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
ease of Charles Yeatman. He isshown to have voted for the contestant 
twice, once fraudulently. The report so finds. The report, however, 
proceeds to state and leaves it open to the implication that the evidence 
offered was not competent or sufficient to show how he voted. I donot 
agree to the report in that respect. I do not propose to discussit. But 
it will be argued hereafter, as establishing a precedent or a ruling in a 
matter of law which may possibly become very important in a case 
which may hereafter be presented to the House. I can not therefore 
allow the report to go on record without dissent in that respect, while it 
would carry an implication possibly that the committee unanimously 
held that the evidence offered there was not competent evidence oreven 
sufficient; because that question is held open and never has been dis- 
cussed by the committee in this case and has never been acted upon, 
and no one so far as I know assented to that position in the report. 

One other matter: In Essex County there were thirty votes offered at 
the polls by voters who desired to vote for the contestee, and they were 
rejected on the ground that the election officers were not satisfied that 
the capitation tax had been paid in their cases. That raises an important 
question, which will come before the House in another case. I hold, 
and I desire to sostate now, that those votes should have been received, 
and that they were wrongfully rejected. I do not want any implica- 
tion to be made from this report which the House can hereatter use as a 
precedent to the contrary; and I think my associates on the committee 
do not want it. 

There is another question that there possibly may be some error about. 
At this election there were two ballot-boxes, one to receive ballots on 
a question of constitutional amendment and another to receive ballots 
for members of Congress. There were found in the box to receive the 
ballots on the constitutional amendment thirty-three ballots for mem- 
ber of Congress. The precinct officers refused to count those ballots for 
Mr. Mayo, they having been cast for him. They rejected them, and 
returned that fact to the county canvassing board. 

The report of the committee says that it does not appear that the 
county canvassing board did not include those ballots in the result. I 
do not agree with that statement in the report. The precinct officers 


counted the votes and made the returns, rejecting these votes found in | 


the wrong box, and accompanied their return to the county officers with 
a statement to that effect. 


This report says that it may be that the | 


county canvassing board counted those votes; that it is not shown that | 


they did not. I dissent as a matter of law entirely from that propo- 
sition. I say that the canvassing board were simply ministerial officers: 
they had no right to go behind the return made by the precinct officers 
and try the question of fact whether those votes in the wrong box were 
put there by the innocent mistake of the voter or by the fraud or error 
of the election officer. The presumption is not that they counted them 
or might have counted them, but that they did their duty and did not 
count them. 

Without any evidence on the subject I say the case stands before this 
House as one where those votes were rejected; and if the question is 


Mayo. 


| showing I can not find that he is elected. 
| because, acting in a judicial capacity, I can not afford to come to any 
other conclusion. 


I hold that it should not be followed, and therefore I refuse 
to count them, because there is no satisfactory explanation. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Was there a tally-sheet kept? 

Mr. RANNEY. One moment. I say there isnoevidence to explain ‘ 
those votes, to show that the number of ballots counted for members of 
Congress, including those votes in the wrong box, did not exceed the 
number of names on the poll-list. In the case of two of the ballots it 
appears that two ballots on the constitutional amendment were found 
in the box for Congressional ballots, showing that there was an exchange 
of two votes; that the men put the wrong ballots into the wrong boxes 
That is an explanation in regard to two of the ballots, and [ would 
count those two. But there is no explanation in regard to the others, 
and I refuse to count them. I wish to put myself on record as protest- 
ing against the statement made in the report of the majority, and to 
assert what I believe is the law of the case and what should be adhered 
to hereafter. 

But, sir, in this case if you count for Mr. Mayo the 31 votes rejected 
the votes found in the wrong box, the result is not changed. Allow 
ing to the full extent all these matters to which I have reterred, urged 
on behalf of Mr. Mayo, I can not without straining the law and violat 
ing my duty as a judicial officer find that Mr. Mayo was elected 
Allowing ali these things claimed on his behalf, adopting the extreme 
view on that side, he is still left in a minority by 4 votes. On his own 
I have found against him 


There have been raised on behalf of the contestant important ques- 
tions of constitutional law which require for their determination grezt 
consideration, questions in regard to the capitation tax, the law re- 
quiring that tax to be paid, andthe legality of thattax, If we had not 


| found as we have upon this claim of the contestee it would have been 


necessary to go into those questions, and they would have raised avery 
interesting and grave discussion. But we did not find it necessary im 
this case to pass upon them. They wili come up in subsequent cases, 
but there is no use of discussing them now. 

{ have said this much for the reason that otherwise it might have 
been inferred that the majority of the committee have yielded to what 
my esteemed friend from Georgia, who means to be a fair man, has put 
into the report, but which, with all respect to him, is in my judgment 
erroneous. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. RANNEY. I will. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood the gentleman to say that a number 
of votes which were offered in Essex County were rejected, and as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts thought, improperly rejected. 

Mr. RANNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If those votes had been permitted to be cast, 


Will the gentleman now permit a question ? 


| would the sitting member have been elected ? 


| that question. 


presented as a matter of law whether they should have been counted, | 


then the sitting member received thirty-one votes which were not 
counted for him. 
fore I put the number at thirty-one. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. RANNEY. Donot interrupt me now. 
when I am through I will answer any question. 

In the case of Cook vs. Cutts, decided by the last House, this ques- 
tion was discussed and decided by the House. If I should follow the 
precedent set in that case then I should count these votes for the sit- 
ting member. But I do not follow it; I do not yield to it as a matter 


of the other side of the House, and I am sorry to say twenty on this 
side, decided against me. 

The law is this: that in such a case you can not count such votes 
unless a satisfactory explanation is made to show that they were put 
into the wrong box by the mistake of the voter or by the error or fraud 
of the election officer. It would not do to hold otherwise, because a 
fraudulent voter might puta vote for member of Congress in the box to 
receive such ballots and then might step right along and put another 
vote for a member of Congress into the box to receive the ballots on the 
constitutional amendment; for it is a vote by secret ballot and no one 
can tell what the character of the vote is. In that way two votes for 
a member of Congress might be given by one voter. 

The law therefore will not presume a mistake or fraud, and those 
votes can not be safely counted unless there is proof explanatory of the 
fact, showing that they were put into the wrong box by the innocent 
mistake of the voter or by the error or fraud of the election officer for 
the purpose of depriving an honest voter of his vote. This House at 
the last session solemnly adjudicated to the contrary; but it is a bad 
precedent, and I decline for one to follow it. If, however, that prece- 
dent is to be followed, then 31 of these votes should be counted for Mr. 


Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have already undertaken to answei 
It is proved that 31 votes in Essex County, which were 
offered to be cast, would have been cast for Mr. Mayo; but the precinct 
officers refused to receive them, because the tax receipts of the persons 
offering to vote, which were competent evidence that the taxes had 


| been paid, vere signed by aman named Meaney; and the precinct offi- 


There is some doubt as to two of the votes, and there- | 


I am nearly done, and | 


cers said, ‘*‘ We donot know that this man is an officer; we do not recog- 
nize him as such, and we will not accept his certificates.’’ Therefore 
they rejected those votes, though according to the evidence the man 
who signed those tax receipts was a properly authorized tax-collector, 
had given bond as such, had discharged his duties, and these taxes had 


| actually been paid either by the voters themselves or in their behalf, 


| rightfully give the receipts. 
of law, but protest against it now here and shall always, although all | 


with their acceptance and sanction; so that the precinct officers were 
bound to take judicial notice of the fact of this collector’s appointment 
and of the fact that he did collect the money for those taxes and did 
But, sir, in coming to my conclusion 
upon this case Ido count those 31 rejected votes for Mr. Mayo, I count 
the votes which were put into the wrong box, and I say that even then 
the sitting member falls short of an election by at least 4 votes. In 
my judgment no fair-minded man, no man acting in a judicial capacity, 


| can possibly in the conscientious discharge of his duty find otherwise, 


however much he might be inclined to do so, if he had any inclination 
outside of his duty. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I had intended that this 
debate, so far as I was concerned, should terminate with the argument 
of the sitting member. I confess to the small vanity of an effort to 
have the report in this case printed in the REcoRD and to have gen 
tlemen supplied with such information as the report might impart be- 
fore the case should be decided. But my honorable and learned asso- 
ciate [Mr. RANNEY] interposed his objection, and that weak schem« 
failed. He now labors under the difficulty of arraigning a report which 
is not before the House. If there is a seeming absurdity in the gentle- 
man’s position, he is responsible for it—not I. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. RANNEY. 


I will. 
I would like to know whether these objections 
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which I have just indicated in my remarks were not called to his at- 
tention before the report was submitted and whether he was not re- 
quested to withhold his views so that we might agree on a report. 

Mr. TURNER, ofGeorgia. lanswer thetirst part of the gentleman’s 
question in the affirmative and the last inthe negative. I never agreed 
to change my conclusions to conform to the gentleman’s views 

Mr. RANNEY. I did not say you agreed to do so, but that you were 
asked to do it and did not. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman did ask me; I declined 
then and I decline now. On the issues between the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts and myself, either in this case or any other 
which is to come before the House, I am willing tostand by my convic- 
tions against him or any other comer, so far as I am able. 

Mr. RANNEY. I donot object to your standing on your convictions, 
but I wish to be allowed to stand on mine. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the difficulty with my honorable 
friend, if I may be allowed to state it, is that he wants to cross a cer- 
tain bridge before we get to it. If he desires to fight battles which are 
hereafter to take place over the Virginia cases or any other cases, I tell 
him frankly that on some of the issues involved in those cases I desire 
to reserve my judgment for fuller consideration. And when I do come 


































































careful and painstaking investigation. I do not intend by criticisms 
to be goaded into premature commitments upon questions of the gravest 
character. I wish the gentleman from Massachusetts himself had been 
equally prudent. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has indulged himself in criticism of the 
report in one respect to which I now intend to advert. He charges 


censure of the board of State canvassers of Virginia. 
report is vulnerable to criticism here, I know it very well, but it is 
vulnerable to criticism not for what it does say but for what it does 
not say. Since I have been provoked to it by the honorable gentleman 
I desire to put on record my everlasting contempt for the pettifogging 
scheme by which the return of Mr. Mayo was consummated by the 
board of State canvassers of Virginia. [Applause on the Democratic 
side of the House. } 

Mr. Speaker, from the bottom of my heart I desired the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mayo] to go forth in his hour of defeat without the 
sting of a single bitter recollection, so faras I am concerned. But I 
can not forbear now to say that since the month of March, 1883, this 
gentleman whom I will not otherwise reproach has drawn his pay and 
held his high distinction as a member of this House solely as the ap- 
pointee of the board of State canvassers. 

Mr. RANNEY. I should like to ask whether there is nota majority 
report of the committee sanctioning his holding office—whether there 
is not such a prima facie report on record ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks me a question which he knows would involve an inquiry 
into the divisions of that committee. 

Mr. RANNEY. No; | only ask about a report on record made by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] in favor of Mr. Mayo on a 
prima facie case. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I admit the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts agreed to a report which presented that question to the House. 
And I admit, Mr. Speaker, that some of my colleagues of the commit- 
tee, concluding that they were not authorized by the resolution of the 
House to go beyond the face of the certificate, reported in favor of what 
the gentleman terms the prima facie case of Mr. Mayo. And that isall 
there is of that matter. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] I know has held 
all the time that this action of the State board of Virginia was not a 
fraud. I regret again this question has been raised. I see honorable 
gentlemen from Virginia around me who are concerned in the fair fame 
of that ancient Commonwealth. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I do not know whether I shall have an oppor- 
tunity, unless I ask for it now, to reply to what the gentleman is saying 
about the board of State canvassers of the State of Virginia. 
do not desire to indulge in any general debate, I do want extended to 
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longer than five minutes, to what has been said. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Let the gentleman from Virginia take 
his five minutes now. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. Thankyou, sir. Now, Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairman of the Committee on Elections for permitting me to reply 
to his strictures on that State board of canvassers. I have a contest 
pending in this House, but from the day I took my seat here and until 
that contest is decided I will speak out in meeting regardless of con- 
If I am turned out, why, let it go. [Applause. ] 
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sequences. 


State board of canvassers of Virginia in this case excited his contempt 
as a pettifogging scheme. 
precedent for this action came from 


to a decision on them I intend to announce the decision as the result of | 


that the report which I had the honor to submit contains an implied | 
Mr. Speaker, the | 


While I | 


me the courtesy and privilege of replying very briefly, certainly not | 


The gentleman from Georgia has said here that the action of this 


I wish to tell that gentleman where the 
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In the year 1874 an election was held in the State of Virginia in 
which the candidates were John Goode, a Democrat, and James H. 
Platt, a Republican. A Democratic State board, composed of a Dem- 
ocratic governor and all of the other officers upon it being Democrats, 
met to canvass the returns of that election, and this was the state of 
affairs: By the returns there filed, in the first place James H. Platt 
was clearly elected by nearly 400 majority. But when the returns 
were sent up those from the county of Prince George were improperly 

| certified. This had been discovered before the day the board met for 
canvassing the returns and the informal returns were supplemented by 
| another which was in due form and the proper attestation appended. 
| That State board of canvassers, every one of them Democrats, refused 
to consider the formal return from Prince George County, confined 
themselves exclusively to the informal return, and threw out the in- 
| formal return, giving the seat to John. Goode, the Democrat. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

He came here and took his seat, unquestioned, upon the certificate. 
| The contest came on, and the Democratic committee of the House of 
Representatives took the case and made a report to this House that the 
State board of canvassers had erred when they rejected the return from 
| Prince George County. Mr. Thompson, a Democrat from Massachusetts 
and member of the committee, declared that to seat John Goode under 
such circumstances would be to sanction and perpetuate a fraud upon 
the contestant’s rights unparalleled in the partisan rulings of the House. 
The Democratic Elections Committee of the House reported that Goode 
was not entitled to the seat; and what wasthe result? The Democratic 
House refused to sustain the report of itsown committee. A minority 
resolution seating Goode was adopted, Mr. JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER, 
of Virginia, voting against the majority report, and Mr. SPRINGER, of 
| Illinois, the very two gentlemen who not only tried in this case to turn 
| Mr. Mayo out, but attacked his prima facie certificate the first day of 
the session at the organization of this House. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

When the gentleman from Georgia talks about pettifogging prece- 
dents, let me say to him that the root and origin of this action of the 
State canvassers was in a Democratic board in the State of Virginia; 
and this last board did nothing more and nothing less than what had 
been done before and what had been sanctioned by the Democratic 
House in the face of a report of their own committee. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I expect to vote to unseat Mr. Mayo, because no 
partisan considerations, no question of expediency, no bias of affection 
| for him, and no abuse which may be heaped upon me can make me 
forget the fact that I have sworn to do justice between these contestants, 
and I believe Mr. Garrison received the largest vote. But I say to the 
| distinguished gentleman from Georgia that there was no occasion for 
going so far in his aspersions upon this board, and I felt it necessary to 
defend them, knowing them to be honorable men, who believe their 
action to be right, and who are the peers of any gentleman upon this 
floor. They were acting upon a state of facts which they had to meet 
and pass upon judicially; aad while I always disagreed with their de- 
cision, they certainly followed a precedent, and no man has a right to 
question their motives in the absence of any proof whatever that they 
were corrupt, nor was such criticism necessary to sustain the report. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will resume the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I must confess my re- 
gre 

Mr. TUCKER. 
instant? 

Mr. TURNER, 
want? 

Mr. TUCKER. Only a moment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, it has pleased the contestee in this case 
and the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. WIsE, who has just addressed 

| the House to lug my name into this discussion and to do it in a man- 
ner that, as I suppose, is intended to emphasize my former convictions 
| upon a contest injuriously before the House 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Let me interrupt the gentleman. I do not 
desire to do anything injuriously to him. If the gentleman has been 
inconsistent it is legitimate, it seems to me, to point it out. Nothing 
that I have said is calculated to do the gentleman an injury, unless by 
his own inconsistency he has injured himself. That is all that I said. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will take care of myself. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. Very well. 

Mr. TUCKER. The transient member from Virginia had better look 
out for himself. [Laughter ] 

When the time comes, sir, Iam ready, as I have been ever ready, to 
vindicate, as I did vindicate in the Goode and Platt contest, the ground 
upon which I voted for Mr. Goode’s retaining his seat. And there were 
grounds which were satisfactory to my own sense of right. But I am 
| not to be twitted in the House, and in the manner that it is attempted 


| 





Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me a single 


of Georgia. How much time does the gentleman 
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here to be done, by the gentleman who is about to lose his own seat and 
who last spoke upon the subject, as if I had done a thing unworthy of 
the position I hold upon the floor of this House. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I repudiate the suggestion. I made no such | 


statement. 


Mr. TUCKER. I voted for the seating of John Goode not upon the | 


question of the returns of the election at all. My recollection now is 
that the returns in that case were not similar in any respect to the one 
now before this House; that a different question was presented, and the 
case came before us in a different aspect. My vote in that case was 
predicated upon a question involving the validity of the election itself ; 
that John Goode was elected, and the only ground of conflict was 
with reference to the facts in connection with the vote from the Norfolk 


navy-yard, that had been drilled and forced to vote by the power of | 
the executive government here. That was the ground upon which I | 


voted then. : 
But I did not intend to be forced into a discussion of this case. I 


thought, as the committee were unanimous in their conclusion, that | 


there would be no discussion upon it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia a 
question: If within the last five years the Democratic party 

Mr. TUCKER. I have not the right to let the gentleman ask me a 
question or to answer it in the time my friend from Georgia has given 
me. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is all good. 

Mr. TUCKER. All perfectly good. I would be glad, if I could, to 
satisfy the sunny gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I regret that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JoHN S. WISE] to whom I yielded a part of my time saw 
proper to conclude his remarks by charging me with throwing aspersions 
on the board of State canvassers. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. Yes; I regarded it as such. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I was arraigned here, Mr. Speaker, for 
having faintly alluded to the fact that on a certain ground the canvassers 
of Virginia had excluded the return of the county of Gloucester. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] claimed that from the 
context that was an indictment of these gentlemen which necessarily 
called forth a reply on my part. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has added to the arraignment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts the charge that I have aspersed his friends in Virginia, allow me 
to state the facts. 

Mr. Speaker, it was the duty of the clerk of the county court of 





Gloucester County to certify to the State board the election return | 


from that county. The person who held this office was also clerk of 
the circuit court, and having no seal for the county court he used the 
seal of the circuit court, impressing the seal upon the paper, and over 
the word ‘‘cireuit’’? in the seal thus impressed he wrote the word 
*“‘county.’’? On that ground the return was excluded. In this way a 
majority of 56 for the contestant was converted into a majority of 1 for 
Mr. Mayo. And after that was done the chief magistrate of that proud 
Commonwealth—proud, I regret to say, chiefly on account of her tra- 
ditions—refused to certify as the result of that scheme the election of 
Mr. Mayo. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, stated the facts without using adjectives 
or epithets on my part, and if the facts asperse the gentleman’s friends 
he must blame the facts and not me. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. I referred to your language. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. One word more and I dismiss this sub- 
ject. I have been drawn into this debate against my wish. My in- 
stincts were against it because the resolutions we reported here repre- 
sented the unanimous action of the committee. Nobody, so far as I 
can learn, is disposed to vote against the resolutions, and therefore I 
deprecated debate and desired none. But, sir, since the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JoHN S. WISE] has seen fit to characterize my re- 
marks as aspersive of the State canvassers, I feel it due to myself and 
due to the country to add that this scheme under which a whole county 


was disfranchised was conceived and executed by officers representing | 


a party whose chief slogan was ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count.’’ [Ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the adoption of the resolutions 
reported by the committee. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


resolutions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask that the gentleman from Virginia 
be now sworn in. 


Mr. GEORGE D. GARRISON appeared and qualified by taking the 
oath prescribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KEIFER. I desire to submit a privileged report. I present 
the unanimous report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


2117 
~ $ 
ing votes of the two Houses on the Malitary Academy appropriation 
bill. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to House bill 4971, making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes, having met, afler a full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5, and 8 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered |, 3, and 6, and agree to the same. 

J. WARREN KEIFER 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
E. JNO. ELLIS, 

Managers on the part of the House 
JOHN A. LOGAN 
M. W. RANSOM, 
WILKINSON CALL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement accompany- 
ing the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The members on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Military Academy appropriation bill for Uss) 


| submit the following statement in explanation of the effect of the action reeom 


mended in the accompanying conference report: 

On amendment 1: Inserts the following For pay of treasurer, quartermas 
ter, and commissary of cadets, in addition to pay as captain of infantry, $700 

On amendment 3: Strikes out provision for additional pay to officers on in- 
creased rank for length of service. 

On amendments 4 and 5: Strikes out the following: ‘* Forextra pay of enlisted 
man employed in the care and preservation of models, &c, (in lieu of extra 
dwy pay), $120 and corrects the total stated in a paragraph. 

On amendment 6: Appropriates 9,000 for completion of cadet bospital 

On amendment 8: Appropriates $2,000 for additional bath-tubs and repairs to 
bath-tubs 

The billas agreed upon appropriates $314,563.50, being $1,120 less than as it 
passed the Senate, $5,700 more than as it passed the House, and 4,04 less than 
the appropriations for I884 

J. WARREN KEIFER 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
k. JNO. ELLIS, 

Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. KEIFER. I thinkit is not necessary to enter upon any general 
discussion of these amendments. The first amendment of the Senate 
provides for the pay of the treasurer, quartermaster, and commissary 
of cadets, in addition to pay as captain of infantry, $700. [i appears 
that this officer was nOt paid in addition to the ordinary pay allowed 
him in the Army. 

By this amendment of the Senate he is simply put on the same foot 
ing with other officers serving at the Military Academy. It is tuir to 
him to say that he perhaps performs more responsible duties than any 
other one officer there. He is the custodian of the property, and has 
charge of the funds, disbursing them, and in every sense is responsible 
for all of the moneys paid out, and keeps the accounts himself 

Mr. REAGAN. Is not the service he is required to perform easier 
service than thatin the field, and is not a position at West Point much 
preferred by officers of that rank to service in the field ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think I can answer that question satisfactorily. 
While it may be true that officers prefer service at West Point, and are 
desirous of obtaining positions there, yet they are unable with their 
ordinary pay to accept service there and discharge all the duties that 

| are essential for the maintaining of their positions. I think this officer 
| ought not to be excepted from the rule that applies to other officers ait 
the academy; especially as he has a large financial responsibility. The 
committee of conference agree that this amendment of the Senate should 
| be incorporated in the bill 

Amendment No. 3 of the Senate is to strike out the words ‘‘ and to 

officers on increased rank.’’ It was believed that those words might 
| affect the pay of officers who were obtaining pay on account of their 
| length of service. It may turn out that they were superfluous words 
| in the bill; at all events the conference committee recommend that the 
| House recede from its disagreement to that amendment. 
The House is also asked to recede from its disagreement to amend- 
| ment No. 6 of the Senate, which provides the sunf of $5,000 for the com- 
pletion of the new hospital for cadets. The hospital was authorized to 
be buil, a number of years ago, and an appropriation was made for the 
purpose. It isnot yetso far completed as to be capable of being oceu- 
pied in case there shall be occasion for it. Iam glad to say that my 
inquiry shows that there is very little necessity for a hospital for cadets 
at the Military Academy. There is rarely ever any sick cadet there 
who has to be treated in the hospital. Accidents occasionally occur by 
which limbs are broken, in consequence of the drill, especially the drill 
on horseback; but there are not many of those accidents. As we have 
the hospital there nearly completed, it was thought well to finish it, 
| and this sum is recommended for that purpose. 
| Jtis also agreed that the Senate shall recede from its amendment No. 
4, to give the small sum of $120 additional pay to an enlisted man while 
employed in the care and preservation of materials there. The Senate 
amendment proposed to give for the next fiscal year $120 as extra-duty 
pay to a private soldier employed for this purpose. The reason why 
the members of the conference committee and of the Committee on 
| Appropriations of the House thought it was not wise to do so is that if 
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we enter upon the policy of paying an extra sum to this one person, | 
that fact may be used for the benetit of others who donot get extra pay 
for extra duty. Senate amendment No. 5 is a mere alteration of the 
amount in consequence of inserting the $120 put on by the Senate for 
the purpose ol paying this enlisted man. 

The Senate also recedes from its amendment to appropriate $3,000 for 
the purpose of providing additional bath-tubs; leaving the appropria- 
tion as it was in the original bill, of $2,000 for that purpose. 

Unless some gentleman desires to be heard, I will ask for a vote on 
adopting the report of the committee of conference. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDEXING CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. SCALES. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back with a favorable recommendation Senate bill No. 1692, 
to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and to ask 
for its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Joint Committee on Printing be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to make the necessary provisions and arrange- 
ments for issuing the index of the CONGRESSIONAL REecoRD semi-monthly dur- 
ing the sessions of Congress; that the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to print and distribute the same number of copies of said semi-monthly 
index as he prints and distributes of the daily issue of the Recorp, and to the 
same persons and in the same manner; that the Public Printer shall employ 
such person to prepare said index as shall be designated by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing, who shall also fix and regulate the compensation to be paid 
by the Publie Printer for the said work, and direct the form and manner of its 
publication: Provided, however, That the rate of compensation allowed for pre- 
paring the said semi-monthly indexes, including their compilation info a com- 
plete session index, shall not exceed, for each page of the printed CoNGREs- 
SIONAL RecorD, the average that it cost per page of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
for compiling the session index of the Forty-sixth Congress: And provided fur- 
ther, That there may be employed and paid on said work, at times not interfer- 
ing with their ordinary employment, persons who are also employed and paid 
in any other office or employment under the Government. 

Sec. 2. That the joint resolution approved February 8, 1881, entitled “ Joint 
resolution to provide for printing and distributing the index of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD sSemi-monthly,”’ is hereby repealed. 


Mr. SCALES. I ask that the report be read; it is very short. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 1692) *‘ to limit 
the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD,”’ respectfully report: 

That this bill was prepared by the Joint Committee on Printing of the two 
Houses to amend the act of February 8, 1881, in some details which they regard 
as essential to the economy and proper conduct of the work under their charge. 

Under that act a very radical change was made in the methods and form of in- 
dexing the Recorp. These changes have notonly proved of very great value, 
but also, it is estimated, effected a net saving of $30,000 ir the cost of the indexes 
of the Recorp for the last Congress. 

The committee find by experience that the work is very unequal. At times it 
requires a large force, at other times a small force. The amendment that the 
committee desire is simply to provide for the necessary elasticity in the force 
employed, by substituting a rated compensation for a fixed sum. 

The amendment expressly stipulates that the rate of compensation shall not 
exceed the rate heretofore paid, and that the total amount shall be measured 
solely by the amountof work done. This willenable labor to beemployed when 
needed and dispensed with when not needed. 

The amendment is important to the economy and success of the work, and we 
accordingly report the bill back and recommend its immediate passage. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the bill, 
which was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 


Mr. RYAN. LIask unanimousconsent to have taken from the Speaker’s 
table the joint resolution (S. R. 75) making an appropriation to eradi- 
cate the foot-and-mouth disease. I desire its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it take the regular course. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MILLS. But not to be reported back at anytime. I object to 
that privilege. 

Mr. RYAN. I want to say to the gentleman from Texas that thisis 
a matter of immediate importance 

Mr. MILLS. To the State of Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. No,sir; morethanthat; amatteraffecting several States 
of the Union in which this disease has broken out; and if this House 
wishes to avoid national calamity it ought to act promptly. There 
ought to be no objection to giving the Committee on Agriculture the 
right to report this resolution at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request to report at any 
time 

Mr. MILLS. It is a matter affecting Kansas only. 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; the disease has broien out also in Ilinois, 
Missouri, and some other States. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the joint resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read twice, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there will be no objection to that. The 
measure which the gentleman from Kentucky wants to reach has the 
right of way, and the sooner we get a vote on it the better. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, it was 
agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

PAYMENT OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committees of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
proceeding with the consideration of revenue bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Hous accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. DoRSHEIMER in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time 
for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, as I said yesterday evening, the people 
of Illinois, of Ohio, of Iowa, and of the whole West and Northwest, as 
well as the people of Kentucky, are vitally interested in the immediate 
passage of this bill. The failure of this bill means bankruptcy, immedi- 
ate and overwhelming, and ruin to many of the oldest, most important, 
and reliable firms in the State of Kentucky and throughout the West. 
It means financial embarrassment and ruin notonly to the manufacturers 
of distilled spirits, but to thousands of innocent purchasers and holders 
of whisky, and to tens of thousands more who are employed in cooper- 
age and other allied industries. It means serious embarrassment to 
many of the leading banking institutions of the country. It means a 
monetary crisis in the West whose results no prudent business man 
would wish to precipitate or dare to predict. But while that is true, 
while I recognize the grave peril which confronts my constituents, I 
would be unworthy of this place, I would not correctly represent them 
if I were to attempt to extort from your sympathies a vote which was 
condemned either by your judgment or your consciences. I would not, 
and I can say this in the presence of many of my colleagues who have 
known me on this floor for seven years past, I would not use an argu- 
ment here which I did not believe was founded in sound logic. I would 
not for my right hand knowingly make an incorrect statement of any 
point of fact or law involved in this bill. If I do I invite interruption 
and correction, only asking that the gentleman calling me to order shall 
do so briefly and pertinently. 

We come to you therefore as jurors, jurors sworn to hear the law and 
the facts of this case. Our only appeal to you, when this great interest 
stands at the bar of Congress asking remedial legislation, is that without 
passion, without prejudice you shall give it a fair and an impartial hear- 
ing; a request which in any criminal court would be granted to the 
meanest and guiltiest felon in the land. If upon such hearing you are 
satisfied that the rights and property of those who own this great prop- 
erty can be secured without loss or detriment to the Government, we 
ask you to say so by the passage of this bill. If, on the other hand, 
you conclude that the Government needs the money which is shortly 
to become due, and needs it so much that even the ruin of thousands 
of its citizens should not prevent its collection, we will bow submis- 
sively to your judgment, and our people will prepare as best they can 
to meet the crisis before them. 

COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE OF THIS INDUSTRY. 


Mr. Chairman, if no other reason existed, the magnitude and impor- 
tance of the distilling interest would, it seems, command a hearing from 
this House. 

As appears from the last report of Hon. Walter Evans, Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, there has ‘‘ been collected from that article alone, 
to support the Government and to aid in the payment of its war debt, 
the enormous sum of $1,017,233,042.45 since 1862.’’ The magnitude 
of this sum can hardly be realized without comparison. The net ordi- 
nary expenditures of our Government, for the support of the Army, 
Navy, Indians, pensions, and all its civil service, did not reach $26,- 
000,000 a year for more than three or four years from its organization 
till the beginning of the Mexican war, 1846. The average of expendi- 
tures during that period did not exceed $10,000,000. In other words, 
the amount paid by this interest into the Treasury would have paid 
the ordinary expenses of the Government, as above stated, from its or- 
ganization up to the present time. 

The single State of Kentucky, which I have the honor in part to 
represent, has paid since 1862 the sum of $152,208, 266.29 (see last re- 
port Commissioner Internal Revenue, page 95). The district which I 
| represent paid last year the sum of $7,550,781.73. The receipts from 
| distilled spirits for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, were $74,368, - 

775.20. In preceding years the amount was much greater. There are 
invested in the plants and business of this industry not less than $200,- 
000,000. 
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These figures give us some idea of the pecuniary importance of this 
interest. When we come to consider its importance with reference to 
agriculture and other allied interests, we tind it equally astonishing. 
Last year witnessed a large reduction in the amount of spirits produced, 
but even then we find from the Commissioner’s report (LXIII) that the 
quantity of grain used was 18,64 1,787 bushels. In 1882 the amount 
was 27,459,095 bushels, and in 1881 it was 30,318,000. The average 
quantity of grain used in the production of spirits for the last four 
years was 25,350,354 bushels. During the past six years 67,188,600 gal- 


| sparingly, as their necessity demanded. 


lons of alcohol were exported to foreign countries, thus largely bringing | 


about the inflow of specie to our country. 

too, that the grain used in the manufacture of alcohol is of inferior qual- 

ity—refuse grain, which to a large extent is unfit for any other use. 
“But not only in the consumption of grain is this interest an important 


one to the farming class and to the whole country, but it feeds and fat- | 
The live-stock fed | 


tens every year large numbers of hogs and cattle. 
in the year 1881 were as follows: 








I cocennnindne tidimeanaaebeisenarenebnnueerwueroeseste 83. 867 
Hogs eae ceeeeewreceesesceeceesseeecesosseceeereesesesessecessescees 95, 598 
179, 469 

Total increase in weight Of cattle. ...............0...ccccsesseeeeseesees pounds 18, 495, 404 
Total increase in weight of hogs.. pounds 10.720. 474 
Total increase in weight of cattle and hogs................ pounds 29, 215.878 


In the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, was as follows: 


Number of cattle fed at registered grain distilleries in the United 





aie Le as oa neneedeaiahanteminbbialodeine iecncbaniecaibaict 63, 272 
Total increase in weight of cattle.............0.......scecesseerecseeees .pounds 13, 779, 266 
Number of hogs fed at registered grain distilleries in the United 

NS ctcnih cnc Chien enianbaganngen ‘ candeuasnnsabecbedhnvnaihianeaten 53, 396 
Total increase in weight of hogs.......................ccceeeeecceeeceeees pounds 5, 818, 759 
Total number of cattle and hogs fed........... ence aita tia 116, 668 
Total increase in weight of cattle and hog ...pounds... 19,598, 025 


The coal consumed amounts annually to over 200,000 tons, giving em- 
ployment to many thousands of people. So, also, the cooperage is a 
valuable industry, which in the West largely depends upon the distill- 
ing interest. In the State of Kentucky alone there are over 10,000 
cooper-shops which are thus dependent. I have just received a letter 
from one of my constituents, Mr. Hugh Stafford, in which hesays: ‘‘I 
have now 5,000,000 staves for which I have no market short of Europe, 
and can ship only at a heavy loss. In 1881 and 1882 I used over 2,000,- 


000 pounds of hoop-iron and employed three hundred men. Now I 
am almost idle and almost ruined by loss on material. Every day | 
turn off coopers who want work and are suffering for work.’’ This 


letter is an index to thousands. 

Whether, therefore, you look at this industry from a tax-payipg, a 
commercial, or agricultural standpoint its great importance—and the 
importance of its associated industries—must be recognized, and when 
it asks for a hearing from the Government which has so long been its 
great beneficiary, its request, I submit, deserves consideration. 


What, then, is the legislation asked at your hands, what is its origin, | 


history, nature, and merits? 
I respectfully invite your attention to these points. 


CONGRESS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ORIGIN OF THIS BILL. 

What, then, in the first place, is the origin of this bill? 
introduced in the last Congress? 
lation it contemplates? 
and caused its introduction. Before the last Congress met, a distin- 
guished leader on the other side of the House, the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], in a speech which I have before 
me, delivered before the New York tariff convention, in the city of New 
York, on November 29, 1881, used the following unequivocal language: 
The time has come when we must determine whether our system of internal 
taxes shall be abolished or perpetuated. I aver that the abolition of these taxes 


would do more to harmonize the country than any single act of legislation that 
statesmanship can suggest. I trust it may be done, and done quickly 


Leading gentlemen also on our side of the House took the same po- 
sition. Thedistinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania on the Demo- 
cratic side [Mr. RANDALL], in the speech which he made to his con- 
stituents on the occasion of his renomination for member of Congress in 
the same year, declared that the whole internal-revenue taxation would 
be abolishsd and ought to be abolished immediately. 

The burden of internal taxation— 

Said he— 


will be first abated as our debt shall be reduced by the payments and expenses 
decreased by reduction in our rate of interest. 


Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman has used my name, I beg him to 
permit me to say. that I am to-day very anxious to relieve the distillers 
of this country of the tax on spirits. I favor it because it would relieve 
them of the monopoly and large emoluments they derive from being 
farmers-general of this national tax. I am for the abolition of internal 
taxation. 

Mr. WILLIS. I stated only what the gentleman will accept as true, 
that this declaration was made to the country that the whole tax on 


Why was it 





It must be borne in mind, | 





What necessity demanded the legis- | 
I will briefly state the facts which antedated | 
one. 
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whisky would be taken off. When the Forty-seventh Congress con- 
vened in December, 1881, the agitation for the immediate repeal of the 
tax was promptly begun. What was the effect? The honorable gen 
tleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was made chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and this enforced the idea among t 
trade that such a result would be promptly secured. 
markets. Values were disturbed. Trade was restricted. 


he 
It paralyzed the 

Dealers bought 
Men would not buy then, they 
will not buy now, when the threat of immediate abolition of this tax is 
hanging over this interest, because it implies a disadvantage of 90 cents 
on the gallon on the partof the man who has taken whisky out of bond, 
as compared with the man who has not done so. 

As a result of this agitation the whisky interests were compelled to 
come to the last Congress and ask for relief. There had been, as I shall 
state presently, overproduction, but this was aggravated by the addi- 
tional burden which this threatened abolition of the whole tax imposed 
The owners of distilled spirits felt that, as Congress had thus prevented 
all sales except for immediate consumption, they ought not to be com- 
pelled to advance the tax upon the unsold amount, but that an unlim 
ited extension of the bonded period should be granted, or at least suffi 
cient time should be given for the final settlement of the question of 
abolition and the readjustment of the market. They did, therefore, 
come to Congress. Through the present honorable Speaker of the House 
[Mr. CARLISLE] a bill was introduced asking for the unlimited, the in- 
definite extension of the bonded period. 


HISTORY OF THE PENDING BILL 


That bill was introduced into the last House on February 13, 
It went to the Committee on Ways and Means, and on March 16 follow- 
ing, just thirty-one days, it was adopted unanimously by that committee 
and was ordered to be reported favorably tothe House. The honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was chairman of that 
committee; the honorable gentleman on my left [Mr. RANDALL] was 
a member of that committee; Mr. KAsson of lowa, Mr. Dunnellof Min- 
nesota, Mr. RussELL of Massachusetts, and Mr. MCKINLEY of Ohio, 
as well as our lamented friend Mr. Haskell, were also members of that 
committeee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kentucky does not wish, I 
know, to misstate my position even by inference. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. {d have always held that every character of legisla- 
tion, when once referred toa committee, should be permitted tocome out 
before the House. My conduct and that of the committee in reference 
to the bill which the gentleman refers to was not one of investigation 


1883 


at all. During most of the time oceupied in hearing the matter | was 
absent, engaged in the consideration of other important matters. Most 


of the hearings were in the presence of the old Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. I confess I did have great respect for his judgment and for 
his opinions, but my feeling in that regard has since been somewhat 
lessened. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when that bill came before this House did the 
gentleman from Kentucky find me voting for it? 

Mr. WILLIS. Did the gentleman vote against it ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not here, and therefore could not have voted 
on either side. But my opposition to it was as well known as any legis- - 
lative fact which can be established. Of this the gentleman himself 
must be aware, and the allusion he has made is a most unfortunate 


When the bill went to the Senate it there became a question of in- 
vestigation. I have no intention now in this debate to allude to what 
there took place, but it came back to this House with an odium that 
condemned it. 

If the gentleman from Kentucky wants to make a point against me 
because I permitted this subject to come out of the Committee on Ways 
and Means and to be presented to the consideration of the House, is he 
aware whethera majority of the present Committee on Ways and Means 
which reports this bill have agreed to sustain it on the floor of this 
House? There is no minority report here accompanying this bill, and 


| yet on yesterday and all through these proceedings there have been 


many members of the Committee on Ways and Means who have been 
found resisting the passage of the pending proposition in every form 
and on every vote. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
if that is fair when I make a statement of a historic fact for 
consume the whole of the little time I have? 

Mr. RANDALL. For all your time I have taken [ will make it 
good out of my own time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well, then, go on. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to kill this matterinstantly. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I say again in the presence of this House that the 
last Ways and Means Committee unanimously, and I hold in my hand 
their report, within less than thirty-one days reported a bill for the un- 
limited extension of the bonded period. I say that thegentleman from 


him to 


Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was a member of that committee, and 
there is no minority report accompanying that bill. 
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Mr. RANDALL. 


Just as there is none to-day. 
Mr. WILLIS. 


I am merely giving the history of the bill. 
Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken if he 

supposes I am making any personal attack on him. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that, and I am merely anxious the whole 
history should be stated. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam only stating a fact for the benefit of the House. 
The Ways and Means Committee came into this House with this bill 
on the 3dof April, 1882. Mr. Dunnell, of Minnesota, made that report. 
I will print it in the Recorp. The rules were suspended, and there 
were only twenty-nine men on this floor who voted against the bill. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says hé was not present. There 
were twenty-nine men—— 

Mr. RANDALL. It is my recollection that I was not present. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it isso. I have no doubt the gentleman 
from Kentucky has examined the record. 

Mr. WILLIS. There were twenty-nine men only. 
for unlimited extension without any interest. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was better in having no interest. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
more elaborate report by the Ways and Means Committee on the same 
bill. This also was unanimous. 
United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
report this bill without any recommendation, and it is a notorious fact 





That bill was ! 


Over two months afterwards there was a second and | 
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| visedly. 





The Committee on Ways and Means of this House | 


that a majority of the members of that committee are in this House | 


voting against it. It comes here without a majority report. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman will not dispute the historical fact 
that the unanimous report of the Committee on Ways and Means made 
by Mr. Dunnell, of Minnesota, brought that bill into the House, and 


by a two-third majority of the House, there being only twenty-nine | 


votes against it, the bill was passed. He will not dispute the fact that 
on the 6th June, 1882, there was another unanimous and elaborate re- 
port of over twenty pages from the same committee, vindicating its 
previous action. The last report was made by the chairman, Hon. W. 
D. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inever read the report of the committee, but only 
consented that the report might be made. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
simply stating facts. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the gentlemen should so state it as not to per- 
mit improper inferences to be drawn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to blame any gen- 
tleman for his action in that case, as I have said. I merely state the 
fact. The record of the facts is open for the inspection of the House. 
Whether the vote was right or wrong I do not now propose to discuss. 
I believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania was right then but wrong 
now 


THIS BILL INDORSED BY THE SENATE AND SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

But sir, as I wasabout to say, that bill went to the Senate. Mr. Fol- 
ger had just been appointed Secretary of the Treasury, and he objected 
.to the unlimited-extension feature of the bill without interest. He 
presented a letter to the chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, in which he stated clearly that objection to the unlimited exten- 
sion without interest and in which he with equal clearness and empha- 
sis_indorsed the present bill. I have here his exact language, which 
was quoted yesterday, and I shall quote it now for the information of the 
House. He Says: 


Iam not in antagonism to legislation that shall give temporary aid to an im- 
portant branch of business. I believe it to be needed and that it may be so ac- 
corded as to be healthful to all. This can be effected by a prolongation, but fora 
fixed period, of the time for which spirits may remain in store without payment 


of tax 

Now, that is the identical bill that is before this Congress. Upon 
that letter of the Secretary of the Treasury the Finance Committee of 
the Senate unanimously reported a bill for a two-year extension with- 
out interest. That bill was reported to the Senate, the interest clause 
was added, and it passed. It came back to the House as a substitute 
for the unlimited-extension bill, but we were never able to reach it 
upon the Speaker's table. It came back in the last session of the last 
Congress and during the closing hours of Congress, and there were a 
thousand matters pressing for attention, which prevented us from ever 
securing a vote upon the bill. 

Now, I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that this bill in the last Congress was 
indorsed, first, by two unanimous reportsof the Committee of Waysand 
Means of this House It was indorsed, second, by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, whose letter I will print in connection with the sec- 
ond report of the Ways and Means Committee. It was indorsed, third, 
by the two-thirds vote of this House, being every man that was present 
except twenty-nine. It was indorsed, fourth, by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Folger, from whose letter I have just quoted. It was 
indorsed, fifth, by the Finance Committee of the Senate; and was in- 
dorsed, sixth, by the vote of the Senate. 


I am not arraigning anybody for his vote, but am | 








: | est rate of interest now received by the Government. 
It then went to the Senate of the | 
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Sir, what legislation ever came before Congress with a weightier and 
more unanimous indorsement? Nor was this indorsement given unad- 
Never was a public measure subjected to a more rigid and re- 

lentless criticism. Never were the sluiceways of falsehood, slander, 
bigotry, and fanaticism wider open. Never was there a better organ- 
ized, a more persistent, and I may say a more reckless opposition both 
in and out of Congress—an opposition due largely to selfish and personal 
rather than to public and patriotic considerations. But notwithstand- 
ing all these adverse circumstances the Senate, after many months of 
consideration, after calling before a special committee every man who 
was presumed to know anything to the detriment of the bill, after long 


| and repeated discussions—the Senate sent back to the House, as a sub- 


stitute for the unlimited bonded bill, a bill for two years’ extension and 

interest, the exact bill which we are now discussing except that the in- 

terest demanded was 5 instead of 45 per cent. 
TERMS OF THE PENDING BILL. 

What is that bill? It isasimple relief measure. It does not give 
an unlimited extension; it does not exempt from interest, as the Ways 
and Means Committee of the last Congress recommended; neither does 
it apply to distilled spirits hereafter made. It merely gives distilled 
spirits now in bond two more years in which to pay the tax, and re 
quires during that time interest at 44 per cent., that being now the high- 
No additional 
outage or leakage is allowed. A plainer, juster, and more equitable re- 
quest was never made of any government. 

IS THE SECURITY GOOD?—OPINION OF THE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE OF 
THE LAST HOUSE, OF THE FORMER AND PRESENT COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL 
REVENUE. 

One of the first questions to be answered is whether the security of- 
fered in this case is good. I will print in full the report of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the last House on this point. Their conclu- 
sions I give now. Referring to the supposed danger of loss in a case 
like this, the committee, after quoting the sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes prescribing what liens and remedies the Government shall have 
in such cases, says: : 


It thus appears that, whether there is a warehouse bond or not, the Govern- 
ment has the following security for the payment of the tax: 

First. The possession of and the right to sell the whole quantity of spirits 
upon which the tax is due. 

Second. The joint and several personal liability of every person interested in 
the production of the spirits. 

Third. The first lien from the time the spirits are in existence on the distillery 
used in distilling the spirits, together with its machinery and fixtures and the 


| tract or lot of land on which it is situated, including all buildings thereon 


Fourth. A lien from the time when the assessment list is received by the col- 
lector upon all the property and rights of property belonging to the person or 
persons liable for the payment of the tax, and this includes not only goods, chat- 
tels, and real estate, but also stocks, securities, and evidences of debt 


Here, then, is a quadruple security. Under the existing law distill- 
ers of high wines, rye, wheat, bourbon and other grain-flavored spirits, 
are required to convey the product of the still directly tothe receiving- 
cistern, from which it is drawn off by the gauger, in the presence of the 
storekeeper, into casks or packages, and immediately marked, branded, 
and gauged for taxation. This entry into warehouse must be made 
within the first five days of the succeeding month after the manufacture. 
Such entry shall describe the spirits, and give the serial numbers of the 
stamps upon them, and the amount of spirits in each package. At the 
time he makes such entry the distiller is required to give his bond in 
duplicate, with sureties satisfactory to the collector, that the tax shall 
be paid as specified in the entry, and at all events within three years 
from the date of entry. It is to be observed, therefore, that the bond 
isto be executed monthly, between the 1st and 5th of the month, for all 
thé spirits that are withdrawn from the receiving-cisterns of a distillery 
and placed in a bonded warehouse during the preceding month. This 
is the warehouse bond referred to in the report above cited, and if a dis- 
tillery continued in operation during a whole year there would be twelve 
such bonds in the hands of the collector of the district and duplicates 
thereof in the hands of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

I quote now from a letter forwarded on the 12th of last month by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the Hon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL, chairman 
of the Senate Finance Committee. Said letter was written by Hon. 
Walter Evans, Commissioner of Internal Revenue. He says: 

The proposed bills which you have requested me to examine have for their ob- 
ject the extension of the time within which the tax shall be paid, provided the 
owner of the spirits asks for this extension. This, of course, he will not do un- 
less he can not sell his spirits. By the terms of the bill it is provided that no al- 
lowance shal! be made for loss by leakage or evaporation exceptas the law now 
permits, and interest is to be paid on the sum due tothe United States from the 
time when the extension begins until payment is made. The security for the 
payment of the tax consists, first, in the distiller’s bond, with proper personal 
security; second, a lien upon the spirits themselves, and they will become more 
valuable by reason of the increased age they will acquire during the period of ex- 
tension; and, third, by a lien upon the distillery and distillery premises. Thus 
it will be seen that the Government is perfectly secure and will get interest at a 


rate as high as it pays on the national obligations, and will suffer no loss by 
reason of 'eakage or evaporation. 


The question then isa plain business one, namely, whether the creditor shall, 
in the terms just mentioned, whereby he is perfectly secure, extend time to a 
debtor who is in distress. It seems to me that unless the creditor needs the 
money, it would be harsh not to do so, and especially if by refusing a good cus- 
tomer may be ruined and the Government may in the end lose money by the 
failure to produce the article which pays the tax. 
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If trade should become prosperous the extension will not be asked for, al- 
though permitted by the provisions of the bill; and if it shall not become pros- 
perous the debtor will be in very great distress unless this measure or something 
like it be adopted. 

If the subject were any other than whisky there would probably be but very 
little difficulty. Viewing it in the abstract, as I have conceived it my duty to 
do, it seems to me that the name or quality of the article should not make 
any difference in determining a plain business proposition such as I suppose 
this to be. It was long since made a business matter by the Government in its 


last Congress, and which is taken from the books of the Commissionet 


ot Interna! Revenue: 
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Statement, by months, of spirits in bond, as shown by the records et the ofl 


of the Commission 


Months when produced 


Tax, when due. 


r of Internal Revenue 


Taxable 














Amount of 


mode of dealing with it. gallons tax 
The question of security, therefore, I rest upon the judgment of the 
Ways and Means Committeeof the last Congress, as above quoted, and | 1879—April 1882—May 250,585 | $225,526 50 
the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, both of which on July 72. 624 1a $7 @ 
are based upon sections 3186, 3187, 3188, 3189, 3251, 3259, and 3262 — ae ar! ‘sino 
of the Revised Statutes. Such, then, is the bill now under considera- | 1879—August .... September 68.011 61.209 90 
tion. A simple relief measure for two years upon the whisky now in | 7 ae gg eee oo 108, 684 GO 
bond, without further leakage, requiring 4} per cent. interest upon the | eee cues ; 411. 640 m0 476 @8 
tax, and with a quadruple lien as security. December 1883—January 612 307 1 706 30 
© LssO—January February. 936, M41 S43. 246 9 
CONGRESSIONAL AGITATION AND OVERPRODUCTION NECESSITATE THIS LEGISLA- February March... 1, 148, 928 30 
TION. ° March ... April 1,591,553 70 
What are the facts out of which this bill arose? Why is it neces- open May 1, 871, 431 20 
sary? One reason has already been given. Over two years ago prom- coe — oY coo ae ae 
inent members of this House began an agitation for the total abolition July August 1 005,575 20 
of this tax, which stopped all demand for distilled spirits except for Auge -.... a ue 3, 749 10 
immediate consumption. The second reason is equally well known. | jee Peas ‘aon dee |. i.ame tee a 
Prior to 1878 and 1879 there had been, asall will remember, a depression November. December. 2” 496, 459 Y 946 813 10 
of business of every kind. The resumption of specie payments in 1879 | , ener 1884—January 3, Se r, 904, 40; 10 
caused a revival of business, and this industry revived with the others. |’ 7238". tes aoe eee aon | Saal aan ae 
Distilleries, like other establishments, resumed operations. Money be March... April. £LOOL GIS | 4.492.721 70 
came plentiful. The demand for distilled spirits, both for consumption aa se 5,200, 7S | 4, 853,257 00 
and investment, increased to unusual proportions. Contracts were se ens coe ane | saa aen ah 
made for the future. Distillers, finding this demand, answered it just | July August 1°920.556 | 1.736.600 40 
as any other business would have done. Was there any crime in that? see September 932,665 | S80. S08 5 
Some gentlemen seem to think that it was, and would punish the guilty coheuan E Now a, 2 on 365 50 
culprits. There was no purpose, no conspiracy among these men to | Novembe1 December 1 3,953, 931 Bt 
overproduce. There was no knowledge on their part of the fact until | ,.., December oe : =, 107,048 1 
after it was an accomplished fact. They presently discovered—the | ~~ }ebraayy Saeki. S817 673 | 4°785.905 70 
dealers and the whole market discovered—that there was enough spirits , — 
on hand for two years in advance of the demand. 77, 087, 831 19, O47 O 
The following tabular statement will show the years and the amount 
of this overproduction: Of the above, the following spirits are required to be tax-paid, as follow 
> : From May 1, 1882, to December 31, 1882 o ios, 4s 
a* a From January 1, 1883, t® December 31, S83 tllons, 14 13.488 00 
= © Fronr January 1, I884, to December 31, 1ss4 lions, 38.814, 899 40 
27 From January 171885, to March 31, 1885 Hons, 14,085, 183 2 
Fiseal year. -- O87 83] 0 O47 90 
NOT! Over four-fifths of the above are held in bond by dealers residents of 








; the States of Illinois, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Missouri, New York, and Ohio 
3 The statistics show that less than one-seventh of the above is held by resi- 
dents of Kentucky 
1878 . r 56, 108, 063 49, 71, 128 5, 499, 252 14, 088, 773 The Secretary of the Treasury inhis last report, page X LIV, says 
1879 71, 892,621 | 51,892,714 | 14,837,581 19, 212, 470 , : 
1880 . 90, 355,270 61. 116.523 | 16.765. 66 31 363. 260 Phere were remaining in distillery warehouses on the 30th of June, 1883, and 
188) 117,728,150 | 67,377,623 | 15,921,482 | 64,€48,111 | the 30th of June, 1882, respectively, distilled spirits as follows 
1882. 105,853,161 70, 8. 838,193 80, 962, 645 , Gallons 
1883 ...... 74,087,135 | 7 5.326.427 | 80,000,000 | June 30, 1883 80,499,993 
June 30, 1882 89,962,645 
: : : i , Phere should, under the present law, come out of the bonded warehouses 
It will thus be seen that the production in 1878 was under the usual 


amount; that in 1879 was about normal. The overproduction began 
in 1880, but the bulk of it occurred in 1881 and 1882, the tas for which 
will fall due in the years 1884 and 1885. In the year 1883 the normal 
amount was again produced, while in the first six months of the fiscal 
year 1884 only 32,820,280 gallons have been manufactured, which will 
be 10,000,000 gallons below the normal annual production. 
connection I read trom the recent letter of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue heretofore referred to: 


It is evident that the Government can gain nothing froma revenue stand- | 
point by doing anything to further decrease the production of distilled spirits | 
or by refusing to do that which may preserve the industry from disaster. The | 
financial interests of the Government would seem to be rather in the giving of 
relief, and certainly, if it can do so, without the loss of any money. 

Whether the proposed legislation is enacted into a law or not, there will 
always be a certain proportion of the quantity of spirits produced taken out of 
bond by the payment of the tax due, namely, such quantity as may be needed for 
consumption; but, as I understand the subject, it is the large surplus or actual 
overproduction of the years 1880, 1881, and 1882 which is giving all the trouble, 
by requiring the outlay of so much capital, which will have to be idle until the 
whisky can be disposed of, which, in the present condition of the trade, seems 
impossible. 

All variety of spirits are, it is true, entered into bonded warehouses, but much 
the greater portion of them are taken out at once, because needed for use. 
There is a class of spirits, however, which, in order to become available for use 
at all, must remain in the warehouse for a period of at least three years. The 
annual consumption of thisclass of spirits is estimated to be now not over 15,- 
000,000, but there were produced of this class in 1879, 12,588,129 gallons; in 1880, 
21,756,139 gallons; ih 1881, 43,564,224 gallons; in 1882, 38,800,444 gallons; and in 
1883, 13,446,899 gallons, making a surplus in the product in 1880 of about 3,500,000 
gallons; in 1881, about 25,500,000 gallons; in 1882, about 20,800,000 gallons, mak- 
ing at this date a surplus of about 45,000,000 gallons altogether. This is the in- 
cubus upon the whole industry. ‘The tax upon it has to be paid to the Gov- 
ernment, and the distillers and thase behind them can not get relief except at 
the hands of the Government.” 


The exact month when the distilled spirits now in bond were pro- 
duced and the time when the tax fell due will be seen from the follow- 
ing table, which was presented to the Senate Finance Committee of the 





In this 


and pay tax distilled spirits as follows 


$v June 6, 1884 


By July 6, 1854 


‘On which the tax would 


of 90 cents a gallon 
| 


be $26.640.088.70 


the whole quantity 
warehouses to come out and pay tax by July 6, 1886, is 80,499,993 gallons, at a ts 


26.104 531 
> 495 512 
29 HOO O48 


in bonded 


Commenting upon the above instructive and startling statistics, well 








| has a distinguished Senator from my own State [Mr. Beck] declared 


These figures tell the wholestory. Icanadd nothingtotheirforce. The men 
who are required to pay these vast sums before they are able to sell the taxed 
goods confess their inability to do so; you are their representatives ; 
necessity requires you to drive them into bankruptcy; all other interests will 
suffer by their ruin. We have bécome so accustomed to speak of millions that 
we hardly realize the magnitude of the sum they must pay within six months 
The net ordinary expenditures of this Government for the support of the Army 
Navy, Indians, pénsions, and all its civil service did not reach 326,000,000 a year 
for more than three or four years from its organization till the Mexican war 
broke out in 1846-47, and did not average half thatsum, asthe report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, table 2, page 10, shows. It is folly to attempt to coerce 
it from a comparatively small number of citizens, when we do not need it and 
hardly know whatto do with it, when by giving them time we will save them 
from ruin, and secure, as fast as we can use it, every dollar they owe. 


no public 


WHY NOT RELIEVE ALL INDUSTRIES SUFFERING FROM OVERPRODUCTION, 

I have thus, Mr. Chairman, referred briefly to the overproduction in 
this industry and alluded to some of the embarrassments resulting 
therefrom. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
all other commodities? 

Mr. WILLIS. There was. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then why not relieve them also? 

Mr. WILLIS. I will answer the gentleman. He is not the only one 
who has put this question. We have heard it in every direction and 
in every form since this bill was introduced. ‘‘ Why does this interest 


Was there not overproduction in 
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ask more favor than any other?’’ ‘‘ Why is it so constantly appealing 
to Congress for Jegislation?’’ ‘* Why should not theiron industry, why 
should not silk, glass, cotton, or the farming industry be relieved in the 
same manner?’’ The answer to all of these questions is that none of these 
industries occupy the same relation to Congress and to the Government 
as this does 

Tobacco and distilled spirits are the only articles of domestic pro- 
duction in this country which are now taxed. They are, therefore, 
exceptional. We have reduced the tax on tobacco to 8 cents per 
pound. The tax on distilled spirits iseven more marked, for upon them 
we impose the enormous tax of from 400 to 600 per cent. The cost of 
manufacturing distilled spirits ranges from 15 to 30 cents per gallon. 
Every gallon must pay a tax of 90 cents. Under existing law, upon 


the expiration of three years from the day of manufacture every owner | 


of whisky must pay to the Government five times the cost of its pro- 


duction. And this he must do whether he can sell it, whether he can | 


find a consumer, or not. There is no other industry in the world that is 
taxed so high. There is no other industry in the United States ex- 
cept tobacco that is taxed even 1 mill. Your iron industry, your glass, 
and all other industries are hedged in and protected by a high tariff. 
They are taking their millions out of the pockets of the people. Why 
should they come to Congress? To them Congress has extended the 
hand of friendship and protection; this interest you would have it 
crush beneath its feet as unworthy of even a moment’s consideration. 
You would *‘‘ kill it instantly.”’ 

When other industries are embarrassed by overproduction they do 
not, it is true, come to Congress, nor on the other hand does Congress— 
does the Government—go to them. They are left to right themselves, 
which in due time they do. Overproduction in any industry soon cor- 
rects itself. 

Suppose when your iron industry was embarrassed, as it now is, we 
should passa law imposing a tax upon every ton which you manufactured, 
a tax five times greater than the cost of the article. Suppose, further, 
that Congress should say to your iron manufacturer as it does to the 
whisky manufacturer, at a fixed time, three or four or five years from 
the time you manufacture your iron, ‘‘ My tax-gatherer will call on you 
for this enormous tax, and you must pay it whether there is any market 
for your iron, whether you have found a consumer, or not.’’ Let the law 
be so changed and your constituents and mine will stand upon an equal 
plane, and you will be able to see clearer than you do now the harsh 
injustice of refusing the paltry boon which we are here asking for. 

It is because the heavy hand of the Government rests upon us that 
we come asking that hand to be temporarily removed. It is not the 
burden of the dead capital which is the only burden which other in- 
dustries during a period of overproduction are called upon to bear. 
That burden we, too, can carry, but when the Government insists at 


this time in imposing the additional burden, five times greater, we find | 


ourselves unable to bear it, and wecry out for relief. Take, if you will, 
your pound of flesh, claim the forfeit of your bond, but do not hope 
that the calm and unprejudiced judgment of the commercial world will 
recognize your act as either just, prudent, or defensible. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman another 
question, whether the friends of this very measure are not opposed to 
the repeal of the tax upon whisky ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The friends of this measure are as divided upon this 
question as they are upon any other. For myself, I answerthe gentle- 
man with great frankness that, as at present informed, I will not vote for 
the removal of the tax on whisky, thus making it cheap and free to all. 

I give him my individual answer, and in giving that I do not propose 
to say that all the friends of this bill agree with me. This is not a 
political question. Itis not a temperance question. It is simply an 
economic business question, and the men who manufacture are divided 
in their opinions upon it. " 

The majority of the manufacturers as far as I know are Republicans. 
The strongest supporters of this bill; the largest interests in this busi- 
ness with which I have been brought in contact are members of your 
party 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Iam not raising this question in 
any party sense; but the question I asked the gentleman was this, 
whether the beneficiaries of this bill are not opposed to the repeal of the 
whisky tax? 

I say again that the beneficiaries of this bill have never taken a posi- 
tion on this question, and as far as I know the majority of them are in 
favor of your proposition. Iamnot. But I do not claim to represent 
or to know what their sentiment is. 


INCONSISTENCY OF SOME OF THE OPPONENTS OF THIS BILL. 


I will say further to the gentleman that I do not see the significance 
of his question. What does he mean? Does he hope to coerce the rep- 
resentatives of the districts largely interested in this direction into a 
support of this free-whisky measure? Does he want to hold over me 
and my people the threat of bankruptcy if we dare to refuse our sup- 
port to that theory of reform? I hope not; and yet I can see no other 
meaning to his question. We are to be punished for daring to be inde- 
pendent in our legislative duty. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 20, 


Mr. Chairman, the inconsistency of some gentlemen who oppose this 
billisremarkable. There are twenty orthirty gentlemen betore me who 
voted in the last Congress for an unlimited, indefinite extension of the 
bonded period without interest who now refuse a short respite of two 
years with fullinterest. They were willing then to makea permanent 
change in the revenue law for all time; they are unwillingnow to givea 
temporary relief for a brief period. Why this inconsistency? What 
change has come over these spirits ? 

There are other gentlemen, like the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on our side [Mr. RANDALL], and the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania on the other side [Mr. KELLEY], who say, 
‘* We are ready to relieve your people by taking all the tax off of whisky 
at once.’’ They are thus willing to makea gracious gift to the owners 
of distilled spirits of $50,000,000. What munificent generosity! And 
yetin the next breath they declare that these whisky people have had 
enough favorable legislation. They are asking too much of Congress. 
Other interests are not clamoring for relief. And yet they are willing to- 
day to gjve us fifty millions of the people’s money. Why? Canany one 
give an answer consistent with the line of argument that has been fol- 
| lowed by the opponents of this bill? If the distilling interests have 
had enough favors, why burden them with this? The only favor we 
| ask we are ready to pay for. That they refuse to grant, but offer us a 
fifty-fold greater one. What would be thought of the consistency of a 
tavern-keeper who would refuse to let a traveler have his breakfast 
though ready and willing to pay for it, but who offered him breakfast, 
dinner, and supper all free if taken together ? 


IS THIS A TEMPERANCE QUESTION? 

Another class of honorable gentlemen oppose this bill because of the 
idea that it involves in some way the temperance question, and through- 
out the country a number of good people have given themselves trouble 
for thesame reason. I presume every gentleman here has received reso- 
lutions and newspapers to this effect. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, the greatest respect as an individual and asa 
legislator for these good people and for their representatives upon this 
floor. Thousands of my consituents are advocates of this cause, and I 
presume every man of heart would be glad to find some remedy for the 
terrible evils of intemperance. 

But will the defeat of this bill be a step in that direction? If you 
fail to pass this bill you throw upon a bankrupt market 50,000,000 gal- 
lons of whisky at such cheap prices that it will be within reach of the 
scantiest purse. You inaugurate for the next two years a saturnalia 
of drunkenness and crime. You enable new men to buy these distilleries 
at marshals’ and sheriffs’ sale at half their value. They will thus be 
enabled to continue the era of cheap whisky. 

I am opposed to such results. I want the man who uses whisky to 
pay the highest price for it. I would put it beyond his reach. I would 
| not for the purpose of wreaking a temporary vengeance upon those en- 
gaged in this business ruin them in order to enable a new and more 
powerful class of men to build upon that ruin a greater and more lucra- 
tive business of the same character. I see no temperance in that. I 
see only a headlong folly, that like a blind adder would strike regard- 
less of results. 





18 THIS CLASS LEGISLATION? 

Other gentlemen have said they would vote for this bill if it did not 
| look like special or class legislation. In answer I desire to say that 
distilled spirits is the only victim of special legislation now in this land. 
It is the only taxable article, whether internal or external, that under 
the law is compelled to pay a tax before it reaches the consumer. But 
as the Ways and Means Committee of the last Congress have presented 
an unanswerable argument upon that point, and as it is the unanimous 
report of that committee, I will ask the Clerk to read what I have 
marked 

I ask gentlemen, as they are to sit in judgment upon this question, 
to give their attention to the result of the examination of the subject 
by the Ways and Means Committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





1. An indefinite extension of the time during which disvilled spirits may remain 
in bond.—Under the existing internal-revenue laws distilled spirits is the only 
article upon which the Government requires the tax to be paid before it is ac- 
tually sold or removed for sale or consumption. In every other case the man- 
ufacturer keeps the article in his own possession and under his own exclusive 
control, without the payment of any tax until he chooses to sell it or remove it 
for consumption or sale. 

The manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, cigars, beer, matches, perfumery, cosmet- 
ies, &c., are permitted to hold their goods until there is a consumptive demand 
for them, and pay the tax only when they sell. As we shall see hereafter, none 
of them are required to execute any bonds except as manufacturers, and the 
Government does not have the custody or control of their products, as it does 
in the case of distilled spirits. In all these cases the tax is strictly upon con- 
sumption, and the manufacturer or owner is permitted to take advantage of fa- 
vorable markets and avoid unfavorable ones to the same extent precisely as if 
there were no tax upon hisgoods. This is undoubtedly the true principle of ex- 
cise taxation. While the Government is justifiable in exacting its revenue, it is 
not justifiable in attempting to control the trade in a legitimate article of com- 
merce by forcing the owner either to sell at a loss on the original cost of pro- 
duction or to permanently invest the amount of the tax in addition to that cost. 

In his annual report for the year 1879 the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
speaking of deficiency taxes upon spirits withdrawn for exportation, used the 
following language : 
| “The intention of the internal-revenue laws is to levy a tax of 90 cents a g. 
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1884. 





lon upon spirits which are manufactured for and actually go into consumption 
in this country, and the tax in question is evidently not intended for revenue, 
but as a restrictive measure to prevent fraud. 

“ There appears to be no sufficient reason why the single article of distilled 
spirits should be excepted from the general rule applied to all other taxable 


products. It can not be for the mere purpose of preventing fraud on the reve- 
nue, for certainly there is not as much danger of a fraudulent removal of the 
property without the payment of the tax in a case where the Governnftnt itself 
has actual ; ossession and control of it as in the cases where it is left in the cus- 
tody of the manufacturer or owner under a bond that he will pay the tax when 
he sells or removes it. And so far as the cost of governmental supervision is 
involved, it is exactly the same whether the spirits remain in the warehouse 
for one year or for an indefinite time. The compensation of the storekeeper is 
the same in amountin each case, and his constant attendance at the warehouse 
is required in both. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Kentucky was interrupted 
and I heard intimations that his time would be extended. I ask that 
it be extended for a few minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
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EFFORTS TO CORRECT THE OVERPRODUCTION 


Again it is said, why have not these men themselves corrected this 
evil? In answer to that I say that they have done so. In the first place 
the number of distilleries has been largely reduced. This is true both 
of the high-wine and fine-whisky distilleries. 

In the States of Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
York, Ohio, and Wisconsin, where high wines are chiefly produced, there 
were in operation in October, 1881, 82 distilleries, with a daily produc 
ing capacity of 261,200 gallons, while on the Ist of September, 1883, 
there were in these same States 40 distilleries in operation, with a daily 


| producing capacity of 197,331 gallons. 


I ask that half an hour be yielded to | 


my colleague, because he represents a district having the largest quan- | 


tity of spirits in bond ofany district in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky be extended half an hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 
teen minutes out of my own time. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
cussion on this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I invite the attention of the House to that report. 
It declares the principle and true rule of excise to be that the article 
shall not pay the tax till it reaches the consumer. Why should you 


want to discriminate against distilled spirits? If I overproduce a mill- | 


I will give the gentleman, however, fif- | 


I hope we will have an extension of time for dis- | 


In the States of Kentucky, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, in which 
fine whiskies which require aging are chiefly manutactured, the de- 
crease has been still more marked, as the tollowing statement 
show: 


will 


October 1, 1831 September 1, 1883 


States 
Distill- Daily Distill Daily 
eries capacity eries capacity 

Gallons Gallo 
| Maryland 8 ) S44 3 2, 139 
| Pennsylvania 50 21, 665 ) 2 1Wi3 
Kentucky 91 103, OS2 l2 
Total. 149 234, 41 51 1, 329 


ion kegs of beer the Government does not require the payment of the | 


tax on the beer at once, but lets it remain until I find a consumer. If 
I overproduce snuff, tobacco, and cigars, I can keep them forever in my 
warehouse. And the same rule applies to external commerce. If I 
import whisky, it can lie three years in bond and then be exported and 
brought back without any injury, and thus practically an indefinite 
extension is granted in the case of external commerce. 

Why should our home manufacturers, upon whom we have placed this 


onerous burden of 500 per cent. tax—why should they be compelled to | as 
: | which, under existing law, can be done. 


compete at such great disadvantage with the foreign manufacturer of 
whisky? Why should we want to punish our own citizens, who hire 
their labor here, who buy the corn and rye and coal and barrels for their 
industry from our own people, who employ cur home labor? Why 
should we want to refuse to him the same privilege we now under ex- 
isting law grant to the foreigner? Why should we let sherry and ma- 
deira wines come in, which are worth $5 a gallon and pay only a tax of 
40 cents a gallon? Here we impose a tax of 10 per cent., while upon 
whisky we impose 500 per cent. 


The rich man who uses his fine im- | 


ported wines pays a 10 per cent. duty; the poor man who drinks his | 


Is this a fair, 
Away with such discrimination. 


glass of whisky must pay 20 cents, taxed 400 per cent. 
equitable, and American system? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
a question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
between whisky and tobacco in bond. 
considers that a fair comparison ? 
stantly deteriorating in value ? 
better ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The answer to that is that the rule is not as to to- 
bacco only, but as to beer, cigars, snuff, and everything that is taxable 
in this country except distilled spirits. As a-matter of fact, snuff and 
tobacco grow better as they are kept in the warehouse; but let that go. 


I wish to ask him whether he 
Is not tobacco in warehouses con- 
And is not whisky growing continually 


Every article in this country except distilled spirits pays the tax only | 


when it reaches the consumer. 


But, further, what an absurdity to assume that the manufacturer of 


whisky is not as much interested in getting rid of his goods at the earli- 
est momentas the manufacturer of beeror tobacco. 
necessary to inform the distiller when the loss on his goods begins ? 
Must he be coerced into letting go his goods? If any gentleman here 
indulges such a belief let him offer to buy a million gallons even at the 
present bankrupt prices, and he will see how « 
of this unfortunate class. 

Moreover, my colleague well understands that when tobacco, snuff, 
beer, and cigars are taken from the warehouse for consumption they 
are In a completed condition of manufacture; they are ready for sale 
and use. Indeed the most of these articles are ready as soon as made, 
and yet they pay tax only when withdrawn for consumption, whether 
that be one or ten years. 

Now, fine table whiskies, unlike high wines, require age before they 
are ready for use. The fusil oil and other poisonous substances are 
eliminated by atmospheric action; a process which requires three, four, 
and five years or more, according to the taste of the purchaser. When 


first made they are absolutely unfit for drinking. Age is a necessary | 


element in their completed manufacture. Time ripens them as it ripens 
the fruit upon the tree. Until that time is elapsed whisky is not on 
an equality with any one of the articles of internal taxation. 





My colleague has made a comparison | 


It will thus be seen that in two years there has been a reduction in 
the distilleries in operation of 98 and of 220,212 gallons in the dail) 
producing capacity. 

They have not only reduced the production, but they have canceled 
large outstanding contracts. Many men have paid from ten to twenty 
thousand dollars each to cancel contracts under which these distillers 
were authorized to go ahead and manufacture additional thousands ot 
barrels. Besides that, they have been compelled to export this whisky, 
To-day Congress is-doing the 
unbusiness thing of compelling these men, those who are able to do it, 
to export this whisky to a foreign tharket, where they can leave it as 
long as they please gnd then bring it back without paying interest on 
the tax and with a reduction for leakage. They will pay duty only 
upon what comes back. Ifa man exports a million gallons and halfia 
million disappear by leakage, when it comes back to this country he 
will pay tax only on what is left, and he will pay no interest. Already 
during the past fiscal year 988,842 gallons of these tine whiskies have 
been thus forced to seek a refuge in a foreignland. Thusmay we deprive 
our own Government of large revenues and our own people of the money 


| which must be paid for insurance, transportation, and warehousing 


Will my colleague permit me to ask him | 


Another impertant step which the distillers have taken to correct 
overproduction, especially in my own State, has been the establishment 


| of a Kentucky pool association, with authority to regulate the amount 


of production. Exercising this authority, they ordered for the year 
1883 that the capacity of production. should be reduced 66% per cent 


of the average production for the years 1881 and 1882. It is because of 


| this action that the last report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 


shows such remarkable decrease of bourbon or old whiskies. 

They have been compelled most unwillingly to resort to these means 
of averting this danger. But there are thousands of men who are not 
capitalists, who have invested in ten and twenty and fifty barrels ot 
whisky, and have borrowed money from the banks for the purpose 
Those banks hold the warehouse receipts as collateral and will not al- 
low this whisky to be exported for fear of invalidating their loans, so 


| that the burdens fall on the poor, and not upon the rich 


Is apositive statute | 


juick he will become one | 


WHO OWN 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
or the banks ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The distillers hold comparatively little of it If this 
bill passes it will benefit the distillers only indirectly. The whisky 
has been bought by men as an investment, just as they would buy iron 
or cotton or any other article of merchandise. It is owned to-day by 
men, by women, by orphans in my district, whose money has been in- 
vested in it in the hope that it would increase in value 

But I can probably better answer the gentleman’# question by quot- 

| ing again from the report of the Committee on Ways and Means: 

A very small proportion of the spirits in bond is actually owned by the dis- 
tillers who own and keep the warehouses. Returns from the bonded ware 
houses of forty-three distillers in the State of Kentucky show that they now con- 
tain 34,421,574 gallons of spirits, of which only 5,684,135 gallons, or about 16 per 
cent., belong to citizens of that State. How much of these 5,654,133 gallens be- 
longs to the distillers and the warehousemen themselves, and how much to 
other citizens of the State, who are mere dealers, the committee has no certain 

| means of ascertaining; but reasoning from the well-known course of the track 
it may be safely concluded that the parties who manufacture the spirits actually 
own but a small part of them. Asa general rule they sell the article about as 
rapidly as it is produced, and the dealers leave it on storage in the warehouses 
| until there is a demand for it in the market. The remaining 28,737,441 gallons 


THE SPIRITS NOW IN BOND? 


Who hold the warehouse certificates, the distillers 


| now held in the forty-three warehouses alluded to are owned by citizens of 
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almost every other State and Territory in the Union, as is shown by the fol- 
lowing statement: 

















Table showing residence of the owners of whiskies now in the distillery bonded ware- 
houses of forty-three distilleries in Kentucky, embracing the second, fifth, sixth, sev- 
enth, and eighth collection districts. 




















Gallons, 
estimated. 





Residence of owners Packages. 




















































































































































































































Alabama 260 12, 220 

{ Arkansas.. 500 23, 500 
t California 6, 268 294, 596 
Colorado 6,150 289, 050 

Connecticut - : . 905 42,535 

} Georgia ........ " . cehiiasiaaaeeatieiaiiia 1,545 72,615 
3 Illinois 70, 033 3,291, 551 
4 Indiana 23, 250 1, 092, 750 
lowa 10, 930 513,710 | 
Kansas . ‘ 5, 311 249,617 | 
Kentucky 120, 939 5, 684, 133 | 
Louisiana 605 28, 435 | 
Maryland 65, 095 | 
Massachusetts 1,590, 057 

Michigan 328, 906 
: Mississippi 2, 309 
Missouri 4,3™4, 409 | 

I ce a a a 517,423 

Maine 4,153 
Nebraska 202,194 | 

New York 4, 683, 315 

Ohio 8, 965, 579 
Pennsylvania 236,175 | 

Rhode Island 91, 180 

rennessee 299 169 

, fexas 450. 025 
7 SEY Br a os cucunssahcoowin senteiesagninneeiyeiin auubeninentuiagimecaeie 143,585 | 
Wisconsin 564.517 

Virginia 9, 400 

Dakota 34,545 

Montana 68.761 

Utah 9, 870 

Wyoming 41,125 

Canada 2 350 

Scattered 239, 700 

SMEG aiteviencctineiiiniiernnminniengnasins 34, 421,574 











It will thus be seen that the statements made in the newspapers and 
elsewhere as to the amount of whisky owned by people of Kentucky is 
ludicrously wide of the mark. Kentucky owns only about one-tenth 
of the whisky now in bond, but that, in view of her limited capital, 
will be enough, if this bill fails and no other relief is found, to create 
the most serious disturbance in her financial condition. It must be 
borne in mind that in addition to the whisky carried in bond Kentucky 
has invested many millions of dollars in distillery plant. 
understood that the whole capital of Kentucky, as given in the last re- 
port of the Comptroller of the Currency, was only $12,567,900, the ne- 
cessity for relief to her people, as well as the utter absurdity of the 
statement that over 50,000,000 gallons of this whisky was owned in her 
borders, aregsimultaneously demonstrated. 

WHY 




























































BANKRUPTCY HAS NOT ALREADY BEEN THE RESULT. 

It has been said again you predicted financial embarrassment two 
years ago when the first effort at relief was made. 
come? A twofold answer might be made to this query. First, we 
might say with truth such has been the case. In Saint Louis, in Cin- 
cinnati, in Louisville, and all other places in this land, old and reliable 
houses, whose commercial standing was first-class, have been unable to 


meet this heavy tax and have gone to the wall. 


Congress—the bill having been clogged up on the Calendar—was com- 
pelled to suspend, though doing a business of several millions of dol- 
lars a year. I recall another bankrupted for the same reason, which 
was oneof the oldest and best-known establishments in the West. And 
what is true of Louisville is equally if not more the truth in New Yark, 
Saint Louis, in Cincinnati, and in all the leading commercial centers of 
the country. My first response, therefore, to the question as to our pre- 
vious prophecies is that they have been fully verified. It may be that 
enough of our merchants have not yet been bankrupted to answer the 


and will vote to-day against any measure of relief to this interest, how- 
ever justand proper; but I can say to these gentlemen, if such there be, 
that however much they may have been disappointed in the number 
and character of the predicted failures, there have been enough, full 
enough for our peeple. 
amount to more than the whole banking capital of two-thirds of the 
States of the Union. And this they could more fully realize if they 
could look abroad in the country and see the thousands of working- 
men who have been thrown out of employment, &c. 


their misfortunes hefore the country. They were honorable men, who 
a! made an honest mistake in their business calculations; and the last 
a | Congress failing, not refusing, to give relief, they went into bankruptcy. 
But while the past has been bad enough, but not worse than we antici- 


this is apparent to every man well informed upon our revenue system. 
It was the present trouble that we foresaw and sought in time to prevent. 


| millions, and for 1884 over 38,000,000 gallons. 
| were as well known then as now. 


| sought to escape. 


When it is | 


Why has it not | 


In my own city I, 
recall at this moment one firm which because of non-action by the last | 


- . . . | 
reasonable and merciful wishes and expectations of some who voted then 


The failures which have already occurred will | 


I might call attention by name to these houses, but I will not parade | 


pated, the present is still more gloomy and threatening. The reason for 
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Two years ago the people of the West knew that two years’ over- 
production had recurred. They knew to the day when the 90-cent tax 
would fall due. They knew the number of gallons in warehouse, and 
that after three years, whether a consumer could be found or not, the 
whiskyemust come out and the Government tax must then be paid. 

The table which I have already referred to, which was before the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee, gives the exact amount as shown upon the 
books of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that would fall due on 
the 6th of each month, and at the foot of the table is the total number 
of gallons coming out each fiscal year. 

It will be seen that for the year 1882 there were only one and a half 
millions of gallons, but for the following year, 1883, there were fifteen 
These facts and figu-es 
We knew that except by legislation 
or exportation there was no escape from them. Like the man confined 
in a room whose adjustable walls he saw daily closing in upon him we 
We knew we were in a stream which led to ruin. 
We knew that just ahead was the cataract, and with its roar in our 
ears was it to be expected that we would wait until we were directly 
on the edge? Would that have been the course of prudentmen? Many 
of our best firms having already gone over the edge, shall we wait until 
they all are dashed to destruction before we cry out for rescue? 


PRECEDENTS IN FAVOR OF THE BILL. 


Will it be said that this legislation is new and unusual in Congress? 
If necessary I could cite fifty different acts of a character similar to this. 
Your statute-books are loaded down with acts granting indulgence to 
the debtors for public lands. This as far back as 1809. When in 


| 1835 the merchants of New York came to Congress asking an extension 


of their bonds for five years—the bonds due for imported goods—it was 
the great Henry Clay of my native State who championed their cause 
| and secured the passage of the act which gave them the relief asked for, 
and that too without interest. When Chicago came here under simi- 
lar circumstances you promptly and properly extended her bonds. 
Will you say that this relief was based upon great calamities which had 
befallen their people? I accept the statement, and I point you toa 
flood which has just inflicted upon the people of the Ohio Valley losses 
five times greater than the fire of New York. And mark you, gentle- 
men, the goods for which these bonds were extended were not taxed 
one-tenth the amount imposed upon distilled spirits, while the land 
paid no Federal tax. 


SHRINKAGE OF VALUES. 


If, then, these precedents are all in favor of this legislation; if the 
last Congress, both in the House and Senate, indorsed it; if the facts 
fully justify it; if the last Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the 
present one and the Secretary of the Treasury approve it; if justice 
| demands it, why should it not be given? 

Is this a time to experiment with the commercial interests of the 
country ? Look at the shrinkage in this species of property: The prod- 
uct of Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland whisky for the year 
1881 was worth when produced from 55 to 65 cents per gallon, accord- 
ing to brand. The best brands of these whiskies can be bought to-day 
at from 36 to 45 cents per gallon after being warekhpused three years at 
a cost of about 20 cents per gallon, not including shrinkage. 

What do these figures mean? They mean a loss of from thirty to 
forty millions of dollars. But what further? There has been a shrink- 
age of at least 50 per cent. in distillery plant, which would make 
another $60,000,000. Within the last forty days there has been a 
shrinkage in the price of whisky in bond of 5 cents a gallon, a loss of 
| $4,000,000 to those holding it, Is this the condition of safety, even if 
this were the only interest that has suffered? But do we not know that 
there has been a shrinkage in stocks and bonds running up to hundreds 
of millions of dollars; an enormous shrinkage in pork, corn, and all 
the great staples of the country? Do we not remember that the great 
panic of 1857 began with the failure of a single firm in the city of Cin- 
cinnati, the Union Trust Company? Do we not know that our last 
panic of 1873 was caused by the failure of a single firm in this city, Jay 
Cooke & Co.? Do we want these episodes repeated? Confidence is the 
keystone of the commercial arch. Let us not strike it from its place. 
Let us be conservative toward all the great interests intrusted to our 
care. 

One fact more. In England, where you found a market for your corn, 
| during the last year they have supplied themselves from India, as the 
London Economist lately shows, with one-third of all the grain they 
| need, and it is predicted that in less than three years they will be in- 
dependent of the United States. What then will become of the hun- 
dreds of millions of bushels of grain now used in this great industry ? 
| 





If this bill fails and these distilleries should be closed and the demand 
from abroad shall cease, you will again see the time when corn will be 
burned for fuel in your great Western corn-producing States. 
| Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman state what proportion 
of the grain raised last year was used for the manufacture of alcohol ? 
Or will he allow me to state that it was about 14 per cent. ? 
Mr. WILLIS. Last year, as I have heretofore shown, there were 
| consumed in this business in round numbers 18,000,000 of bushels of 
grain, while the year before there was used for the same purpose over 
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| 
25,000,000 of bushels, showing a reduction of nearly 8,000,000 of 
bushels. What has been the result? The price of corn has gone 
down. And I willshow to this House, upon tables which I will pro- 
duce here, that the price of corn for the past ten years has been regu- 
lated largely by the demand of these distilleries. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman will permit me tosay that as large a 
percentage of our corn crop goes into glucose as into alcohol; and it is 
stated that it would not hurt the corn crop toshut up the distilleries. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
Kentucky has a tabulated statement of the amount of money produced 
from the tax on liquor and used by the Government during the war to | 
secure its salvation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I wouldsay to the gentleman that since 1862 over one | 
thousand millions of dollars have been paid into the Federal Treasury 
by this single interest. It has fed and clothed your Army; it has sup- 
ported the public credit; it has saved you from bankruptcy; it has en- 
abled you topay your hundreds of thousandsof pensioners. And now 
upon this plain, just, economic proposition, recommended, I repeat, by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, recommended by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, recommended by the leading committee of this 
House, I ask your prompt and favorable action. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As the gentleman has stated how many taxes | 
whisky has paid, will he be kind enough to inform this House how many 
taxes whisky has made in the same time? 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, the gentleman from Maine knows that that | 
question has no pertinency to this bill. He knows that to-day the main 
opposition to this bill comes from men who want to make whisky free; 
and if we would yield to their demand to-day we could have this bill 
passed through with railroad speed. I stand here for dear whisky. I 
stand here insisting that it is an article which ought to be taxed. But 
those who oppose us, at least many of them, are in favor of cheap | 
whisky. I do not know whether the gentleman from Maine [Mr. | 
MILLIKEN] unites with them or not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, sir, I do not; and when we come to a vote | 
the gentleman will find that I do not. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then let the gentleman join us to prevent the ac- 
complishment of that result. 

CONCLUSION. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the numer- | 
ous petitions from leading banking and business firms which are here 
urging thislegislation. Ihave just this moment received thisdispatch. 
It is one of thousands which have been voluntarily sent: 


NEw YorK, March 20, 1884. 
Hon. ALBERT 8S. WILLIs, Washington, D. C.: 


We believe the mercantile interests of this country demand the extension of | 
the bonded bill and trust you may be successful in your efforts. 
H. B. CLAFLIN & CO. 


I need not remind this House that the firm signing this dispatch is 
the largest in the great metropolis of New York. That message is an 
index to the sentiments of thousands of firms in the United States. These 
petitions are from all the leading commercial centers—from New York, 
Chicago, Philadelphia, Saint Louis, Baltimore, San Francisco, Denver, 
Detroit, PittsburghsCincinnati, Louisville, Omaha, &e. They declare 
that if these spirits are forced out upon a falling market ‘‘ serious finan- 
cial embarrassment ’’ will ensue. We know that bankers do not sound 
an unnecessary note of alarm. When many thousand bankers send 
this word to us we know it has the greatest significance and should 
command ourimmediate attention. The Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue tells us that there are already 5,000,000 gallons on the market with- 
out a purchaser. We propose to add fifty more millions. We can do 
it. We have the power; but let us see to it that in ourattempt to pull 
down this industry we do not, Samson-like, destroy the whole temple 
of commercial prosperity. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 


APPENDIX. 
No. 1. 
[House Report No. 1277, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 
EXTENSION OF BONDED PERIOD FOR DISTILLED SPIRITS. 
_ Mr. KELLeEy, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The Committee on Ways and. Means, to whom was referred the preamble and 
resolution relative to the passage by the House of a bill ‘‘ to amend the laws re- 
lating to the entry of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded warehouse, 
and the withdrawal of the same therefrom,’’ respectfully report : 

On the 10th day of April last the following preamble and resolution were intro- 

duced into the House, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, to | 
wit: 
_ ‘‘ Whereas on Monday, April 3, the rules were suspended and the bill (H. R 
5237) to amend the jaws relative to the entry of distilled spirits in distillery and 
special bonded warehouse, and the withdrawal of the same therefrom, was 
passed; and 

‘“ Whereas the following letter was subsequently printed, at the request of a 
member, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to wit: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, April 3, 1882. 
Sir: I acknowledge receipt of your valued favor of this instant in regard to 


House bill 5237, which provides for an extension of the bonded period upon dis- 
tilled spirits. : 


The 








| of Saint Louis. 


: ill was prepared with great care, and in respect to its machinery I am | 
satisfied it will work admirably. The principle of the bill, I think, is correct. ' 
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Tpon all manufactured articles upon which the internal-revenue tax is levied 
except in the case of distilled spirits, the manufacturer or owner is not con 
pelled to remove the same from the place of manufacture until he can find 


a 
sale for the product. This is so in respect to beer, tobacco, cigars, matches, A« 


The extension of the bonded period to three years gave quite a stimulus to the 
| manufacture of fine whiskies. On the Ist of March last there were 69,243,835 gal- 


lons in distillery warehouses in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and Maryland. It 
seems to me unreasonable to suppose that these spirits can all be removed for 
consumption within the time now required by law. If the manufacturers and 
owners are required to pay the taxes within three years, I would expect to see 


| such a decline in prices as would seriously embarrass many strong firms, prob- 
| ably cause many failures,and unfavorably affect other branches of business 


without any beneficial ®sults to the Government. I think upon this ground 
alone the extension of the bonded period is entirely justifiable 
Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commeissio 
Hon. BEN BUTTERWORTH, 
House of Representatives 


‘** And whereas it appears that the proposed law will divert millions of publi: 
money from its way intothe United States Treasury and donate the same to the 
large manufacturers and owners of distilled spirits in violation of the 
of the Republicans of the House: Therefore, 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to report io this House his views on the subject-matter of the letter and the con 
duct of the head of the Internal Revenue Bureau as to what improper intluences 
‘if any,’ were brought to bias his judgment in writing the same.’ 

Although the resolution designates bill No. 5237, the committee supposes that 
bill No. 5656is the measure really intended, as the latter isthe only one relating 
to distilled spirits passed by the House during the present session of Congress 
The measure referred to was, in various forms, pending before the committee 


agreement 


|} from the 13th day of February until the 3d day of April, and was subjected toa 


very careful examination, not only in the committee itself but by the officers in 
charge of the Internal Revenue Bureau. It was once reported tothe House and 
recommitted, in order that the proposed changes in its provisions might 

thoroughly examined and understood ; and finally it was reported a second 
time and passed,almost unanimously, under a suspension of the rules. Not 


| only was the bill placed in the hands of the internal-revenue authorities for in 


vestigation, but the head of that branch of the public service, in obedience to the 

request of the committee, came before it in person, and suggested various 
changes and modifications of its provisions, every one of which was adopted 
by the committee and incorporated into the measure before it was finally re 

ported to the House 

The history of the bill, as shown by the records of the committe 
House, is as follows: 

‘**February 2. A delegation representing distillers and dealers appeared before 
the committee. G.C. Wharton, as attorney, addressed committee and presented 
draught of bill to amend the laws in relation to internal revenue, and for other pur 
poses. C.S. Clarke, representing Western Distillers’ Export Association; W.S 
Shufeldt, president, and D. G. Rush, secretary, National Spirit Dealers’ Associa 
tion, also addressed committee in favor of bill. 

‘*February 13. Mr. Carlisle introduced bill toamend the internal-revenue laws 

4281). 
“February 23. H. R. 4981 was referred to subcommittee on changes in inter 


ind the 


nal-revenue laws. 


‘March 16. At morning session ofcommittee a delegation representing West- 


| ern distillers was heard. Addresses were made by C. W. Moulton, of Cinein 


nati; T. H. Sherley, of Louisville; E. G. Curley, of Lexington; and G. T. Stagg 

“Committee reassembled in the afternoon, when Mr. Dunnell, from the Com- 
mittee on Changes in Internal Revenue Laws, reported a substitute for H.R 
4281. The substitute was read and considered by sections, and after being 


| amended was adopted unanimously by the committee, and was ordered to be 


reported favorably to House. (See H. R. 5237.) 

‘March 23. Mr. Carlisle presented a written report, to accompany 5237; which 
was read and approved. The bill (5287) and accompanying report (811) were re- 
ported to House, and placed on Calendar of Committee of Whole. 

**Mareh 31. The Commisioner of Internal Revenue, by invitation of commit- 
tee, appeared for purpose of conference in relation to House bili 5237. This was 
a meeting specially set apart for conference with the Commissioner touching the 
provisions of the bill in question, the regular meeting of the committee having 
been held on Thursday, March 30. Several amendments were suggested by the 
Commissioner, and, after full discussion, were adopted. In order that the amend- 
ments might be incorporated in the bill, the chairman was instructed to move 
in the House to discharge the Committee of the Whole and recommit the bil! to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and the bill was accordingly recommitted 

“April 3. The amendments agreed to March 31, having been incorporated in 
the bill, it was again reported to the House inthe form of a substitue (see House 
bill 5656) and passed under suspension of the rules—ayes 123, nays 29; the vote 
being by division.”’ 

Under these circumstances the committee might well be surprised to see it de- 
liberately stated, without qualification or condition, in a formal resolution offered 
in the House, that “the proposed law will divert millions of the public money 
from its way into the United States Treasury, and donate the same to the large 
manufacturers and owners of distilled spirits, in violation of the agreement of 
the Republicans of the House.”’ 

If the bill can have the effect thus attributed to it this committee has either 
been deceived by the advocates of the measure or it has purposely deceived the 
House. Ineither case a great public wrong has been done, and it becomes the 
duty of the committee and the House to take all necessary steps to correct it at 
the earliest possible moment 

If, on the other hand, the charge made in the preamble to the resolution is 
without foundation in fact, it is certainly due to the committee and the House 


| that it should be exposed. In order to enable the House to understand fully the 


purpose and effect of the bill, it will be necessary to examine it somewhat in de- 


| tail. It contains four principal provisions, which we will state in their regular 


order, making proper explanations as we proceed 

l. An indefinite extension of the time during which distilled spirits may re- 
main in bond. Under the existing internal-revenue laws distilled spirits is the 
only article upon which the Government requires the tax to be paid before it is 
actually sold or removed for sale or consumption. In every other case the 


| manufacturer keeps the article in his own possession and under his own exclu- 


sive control, without the payment of any tax, until he chooses to sell it or remove 
it for consumption or sale. The manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, cigars, beer 
matches, perfumery, cosmetics, &c., are permittedto hold their goods until there 
is a consumptive demand for them, and pay the tax only when they sell As 
we shal! see hereafter, none of them are required to execute any bonds except 
as manufacturers, and the Government does not have the custody or control of 
their products as it does in the case of distilled spirits. In all these cases the tax 
is strictly upon consumption, and the manufacturer or owner is permitted to 
take advantage of favorable markets and avoid unfavorable ones to the same 
extent precisely as if there were no tax upon his goods. This is undoubtedly 
the true principie of excise taxation. While the Government is justifiable in 
exacting its revenue, it is not justifiable in attempting to control the trade in a 
legitimate article of commerce by forcing the owner either to sell at a loss on 


fer at WIS 


Sait 


waht 


Pe A A 


ase, 
ut a 


2126 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. MAaRcH 20, 





n ost of production or to permanently invest the amount of the tax 
on to that cost 
nnual report for the year 1879 the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
of deficiency taxes upon spirits withdrawn for exportation, used the 
iy langwuage 
intention of the internal-revenue laws is to levy a tax of 90 cents a gal- 
on Spirits which are manufactured for and actually go into consump- 
1 this country, and the tax in question is evidently not intended for reve- 
it as arestri measure to prevent fraud.’ 
no sufficient reason why the single article of distilled 
spirits should be excepted from the general rule applied to all other taxable 
products. It can not be for the mere purpose of prev@Mting fraud on the reve- 
for certainly there is not as much danger of a fraudulent removal of the 
operty without the payment of the tax in a case where the Government itself 
is actual possession and control of it as in the cases where it is left in the cus- 
ly of the manufacturer or owner under a bond that he will pay the tax when 
he sells or removes it And so fa s the cost of governmental supervision is 
er the spirits remain in the warehouse fer 
» compensation of the storekeeper is the 
same in amount in each case,and his constant attendance at the warehouse is 
required in both 


ere ippears to 


volved, it is exactly the same, whet 


e year or for an indefinite tin 


During the last fiscal year the consumption of distilled spirits in this country 
amounted to 67,372,575 gallons, the tax upon which was 9$62,214,127.56. About 
12,000,000 gallons of these spirits consisted of whatis known as bourbon and rye 
whiskies. On thelst day of March last there was remaining in bond about 54,- 
000,000 gallons of spirits, upon which the tax would amount to about $75,600,000, 
Much the greater part of this is bourbon and rye whisky. This vast accumula- 
tion of spirits in bond shows conclusively that the demand has not equaled the 
supply heretofore and does not equal it now; and yet, under the existing law, 
the article is being forced outof the warehouse, and the owners are being com- 
pelled to advance the tax upon before it can be sold. 

In considering the question as to the propriety of extending the bonded pe- 
riod, it must be borne in mind that the Government can gain nothing whatever 
by forcing the owners to pay the tax before there is a demand for the article, 
for the obvious reason that the spirits thus forced out will constitute a stock in 
the market which must be consumed before another supply will be manufact- 
ured If the Government were to compel the payment of the tax in every case 
immediately upon the production of the spirits, it would not in a series of years 
collect a dollar more than if it permitted the article to remain in the warehouse 
for an indefinite length of time. 

In the first case, no more would be manufactured within a year than could be 
sold and consumed; while in the second, every galloh that could be sold or con- 
sumed would certainly be withdrawn from the warehouse during every year. 
In the end the result would be precisely the same, no matter which course is 
pursued by the Government. In the absence of fraudulent evasions of the tax, 
an actual diminution of the consumptive demand is the only thing that can pos- 
sibly reducethe revenue. If all the spirits nowin bond were to be immediately 
destroyed by fire or other casualty, the total amount of revenue would not be 
affected in the least, because its place would be at once supplied by a new prod- 
uct, and consumption would go on at the usual rate. 

Suppose that the owners of the spirits now in bond shall be forced to pay 90 
cents on the gallon, and remove them from the warehouse before there is an 
actual demand for them in the market, they will of course be compelled to sell 
tiem at such prices as they can obtain. They can not afford to hold for any 
considerable time an article in which they have been compelled to invest so 
much beyond its intrinsic value, and the consequence will be that they will 
necessarily put prices down to the lowest possible point, and sell in competition 
with the inferior grades of goods known as rectified and compounded spirits. 
To the extent thatthey compete with these other grades of spirits they neces- 
sarily prevent their consumption, and thus deprive the Government of the tax 
which those spirits would otherwise have yielded. It is manifest that the Treas- 
ury can gain nothing by a policy which forces the consumption of one kind of 
spirits instead of another so long as both kinds pay the same rate of tax, and it 
is equally manifest that the manufacturers a= dealers in rectified and com- 
pounded spirits would be greatly injured by such a policy. 

Appended to this report will be found a communication from the Treasury 
Department, transmitting statements showing the quantity of spirits (84,532,246 
gallons) in warehouse according to the latest reports received by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, and the quantity which, under the present law, 
must be withdrawn during «sch month up to the Ist day of May, 1883. 

The Government has fron, .e very beginning the possession of all the property 
upon which the tax is imposed. But this is not by any means all the security 
afforded by the law. Before the distiller can execute bond as such, or com- 
mence business at all, under the law he is required to give notice to the col- 
lector in writing, stating his name and residence, and if a company or firm, the 
name and residence of each member, the name and residence of every person 
interested or to be interested in the business, the precise place where the busi- 
ness is to be carried on, and if to be carried on in a city, the residence and place 
of business shall be indicated by the name of the streetand number of the build- 
ing. The notice must also state the kind of stills and the cubic contents thereof, 
the number and kind of boilers, the number of mash-tubs and fermenting-tubs, 
and the cubie contents of each tub, the number of receiving-cisterns and the 
cubic contents of each cistern, the number of hours in which the distillery will 
ferment each tub of mash or beer, the estimated quantity of distilled spirits which 
the apparatus is capable of distilling every twenty-four hours, a particular de- 
scription of the lot or tract of land on which the distillery is situated, and of the 
buildings thereon, including their size, material,and construction, and that the 
distillery premises are not within six hundred feet in a direct line of any prem- 
ises authorized to be used for rectifying distilled spirits by any process. (Sec- 
tion 3259 Revised Statutes.) 

Having given this notice and furnished this description of the property pro- 
posed to be used, the parties must next comply with section 3262 of the Revised 
Statutes, which provides that no bond of a distiller shall be approved unless he 
is the owner in fee, unencumbered by any mortage, judgment, or other lien, of 
the lot or tract of land on which the distillery is situated, or unless he files with 
the collector in connection with his notice the written consent of the owner of 
the fee, and of any mortgage or judgment creditor, or other person having a lien 
thereon, duly acknowledged, that the premises may be used for the purpose of 
distilling spirits subject to the provisions of law, and expressly stipulating that 
the lien of the United States for taxes and penalties shall have priority of such 
mortgage, judgment, or other incumbrance, and that in case of the forfeiture of 
the distillery premises or any part thereof the title of the same shall vest in the 
United States discharged from such mortgage, judgment, or other incumbrance. 
It then provides that inany case where the owner of a distillery or distilling ap- 
paratus, erected prior to the 20th day of June, 1868, has only an estate for a term of 
years or otherestate less than fee-simple in the lot or tract of land on which the 
distillery is situated, the evidence of title to which shall have been duly recorded 
prior to that date; or in any case ofsuch prior erection where the title was then 
and has continued to be in litigation; or in any case of such prior erection where 
such owner is possessed of the fee, but encumbered with a mortgage executed and 
duly recorded prior to said 20th day of June, 1868, and not due; or inany case of 
such prior erection where the fee is held by a feme covert, minor, person of un- 
sound mind, or other person incapable of giving consent, the value of such lot or 
tract of land, together with the building and distilling apparatus, shall be ap- 
praised in a manner to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 


and the collector may, at the discretion of the Commissioner, be authorized to 
accept, in lieu of the written consent of the owner of the fee, the bond of such 
distiller in such form asthe Commissioner may prescribe, with not less than two 
sureties, conditioned that in case the distillery, distilling apparatus, or any part 
thereof, shall by final judgment be forfeited for the violation of any of the pro- 
visions of law, the obligorsshal! pay the amount stated in such bond. 

Then section 3251 provides that every proprietor or possessor of, and every 
person in any manner interested, in the use of any still, distillery, or distilling 
apparatus, shall be jointly and severally liable for the taxes imposed by law on 
the distilled spirits produced therefrom, and the tax shall be a first lien on the 
spirits distilled, the distillery used for distilling the same, the stills, vessels, fixt- 
ures, and tools therein, the lot or tract of land whereon the said distillery is sit- 
uated, and on any building thereon, from the time said spirits are in existence 
as such until the tax is paid. 

But in case a new bond shall not be executed at the end of the year as re- 
quired by the bill, the tax,as we have already stated, becomes at once due, and 
under existing laws the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue has the power to 
make assessments in all such cases. When an assessment is made and the tax 
is not paid it is the duty of the collector to add a penalty of 5 per cent. to the 
amount of the tax and proceed to make distraint therefor, together with interest 
at the rate of 1 per cent. per month. Sections 3186, 3157, 3188, and 3189 of the Re- 
vised Statutes prescribes what liens and remedies the Government shall have 
in all such cases. Those sections are as follows: 

“Sec. 3186. If any person liable to pay any tax neglects or refuses to pay the 
same after demand, the amountshall be a lien in favor of the United States from 


| the time when the assessment-list was received by the collector, except when 
| otherwise provided, until paid, with the interest, penalties,and costs that may 
| accrue in addition thereto, upon all property and rights to property belonging 
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to such person. 

“Spc, 3187. If any person liable to pay any taxes negiects or refuses to pay the 
same within ten days after notice and demand, it shall be lawful for the col- 
lector or his deputy to collect the said taxes, with 5 per cent. additional thereto 
and interest as aforesaid, by distraint and sale, in the manner hereafter provided, 
of the goods, chattels, or effects, including stocks, securities, and evidences of 
debt, of the person delinquent as aforesaid: Provided, That there shall be ex- 
empt from distraint and sale, if belonging to the head of a family, the school- 


| books and wearing apparel necessary for such family ; also arms for personal 


use, one cow, two hogs, five sheep, and the wool thereof, provided the aggre- 
gate market value of said sheep shall not exceed $50; the necessary food fo: 
such cow, hogs, and sheep for a period not exceeding thirty days; fuel to an 
amount not greater in value than $25; provisions to an amount not greater than 
$0; household furniture kept for use to an amount not greater than $300; and 
the books, tools, or implements of a trade or profession, to an amount not 
greater than $100, shall also be exempt; and the officer making the distreint 
shall summon three disinterested householders of the vicinity, who shall ap- 
praise and set apart to the owner the amount of property herein declared to be 
exempt. ; 

“Sec. 3188. In such case of neglect or refusal, the collector may levy, or by 
warrant may authorize a deputy collector to levy, upon all property and rights 
to property, except such as are exempt by the preceding section, belonging to 
such person, or on which the said lien exists, for the payment of the sum due as 
aforesaid, with interest and penalty for non-payment, and also of such further 
sum as shall be sufficient for the fees, costs, and expenses of such levy. 

“Sec. 3189. All persons and officers of companies or corporations are required, 
on demand ofa collector or deputy collector about to distrain or having distrained 
on any property or rights of property, to exhibit all books containing evidence 
or statements relating to the subject of distraint, or the property or rights of 
property liable to distraint for the tax due as aforesaid.”’ 

It thus appears that, whether there is a warehouse bond or not,the Govern- 
ment has the following security for the payment of the tax: 

First. The possession of and the right to sell the whole quantity of spirits 
upon which the tax is due. 

Second. The joint and several personal liability of every person interested in 
the production of the spirits. 

Third. The firstlien from the time the spirits are in existence on the distillery 
used in distilling the spirits, together with its machinery and fixtures, and the 
tract or lot of land on which it is situated, including all buildings thereon. 

Fourth. A lien from the time when the assessment list is received by the col- 
lector upon all the property and rights of property belonging to the person or 
persons liable for the payment of the tax, and this includes not only goods, chat- 
tels, and real estate, but also stocks, securities, and evidences of debt. 

But under the bill, as reported by this committee and passed by the House, 
there can never, under any circumstances, be a moment when the Government 
has notabond. If the warehouseman fails to execute a new bond, as required 
by the bill, such failure of itself constitutes a breach of the condition in the old 
bond and the sureties remain liable on that obligation. 

In order to show how much greater this security is than that exacted by the 
Government from the manufacturers and custodians of other taxable articles, it 
is only necessary to refer to the statutes now in force upon this subject. Man- 
ufacturers of tobacco who, as already stated, are permitted to keep their prod- 
ucts in their own possession and under their own control until sold or removed 
for consumption or sale, are required by law to execute a bond, to be approved 
by the collector of the district, in the sum of not less than $2,000 nor more than 
$20,000, to be fixed by the collector, according to the quantum of business pro- 
posed to be done by the manufacturer, and conditioned that he shall not engage 
in any attempt, by himself or by collusion with others, to defraud the Govern- 
ment of any tax on his manufactures; that he shall render truly and correctly 
all the returns, statements, and inventories prescribed ty law or regulations; 
that whenever he adds to the number of cutting-machines, presses, snuff-mills, 
hand-mills, or other mills or machines used by him, he shall immediately give 
notice thereof to the collector of the district; that he shall stamp, in accordance 
with law, all tobacco and snuff manufactured by him before he removes any 
part thereof from the place of manufacture; that he shall not knowingly sell, 
purchase, expose, or receive for sale any manufactured tobacco or snuff which 
has not been stamped as required by law, and that he shall comply with all the 
requirements of law relating to the manufacture of tobacco or snuff. 

It will thus be seen that the largest manufacturers of tobacco in the United 
States are not required to execute any bonds exceeding the sum of $20,000, al- 
though the annual taxes upon their products may,and in agreat number of in- 
stances actually do,amount to many times thatsum. Brewers of ale, beer, and 
other fermented liquors are required, on the Ist day of May in each year, to ex- 
ecute a bond, to be approved by the collector of the district, in a sum equal to 
twice the amount of the tax which, in the opinion of the collector, they will be 
liable to pay during any one month, and conditioned that the obligor shall pay, 
or cause to be paid, the tax required by law on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, 
and other fermented liquors made by or for him before the same is a or re- 
moved for consumption or sale,and that he shall keep the books required by 
law, and in all respects faithfully comply, without fraud or evasion, with all re- 
quirements of law relating to the manufacture and sale of any malt liquors. 
This class of manufacturers likewise retain the possession and control of their 
products until they actually sell them or remove them for sale. 

Manufacturers of cigars are required to give bond in such penal sum as the 
collector may require, not less than $500, with an additional $100 for each per- 
son proposed to be employed by him in making cigars, conditioned that he shall 
not engage in any attempt, by himself or by collusion with others, to defraud 
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the Government of any taxon his manufactures; that he shall render correctly 
all the returns, statements, and inventories prescribed ; that he will give notice 
of any additional numberof cigar-makers employed by him ; that he shall stamp, 
in accordance with law, all cigars manufactured by him before he offers the 
sane, or any part thereof, for sale, and before he removes any part thereof 
from the place of manufacture ; and that he shall comply with all requirements 
of law relating to the manufacture of cigars. es 

The manufacturers of matches, proprietary medicines, perfumeries, cosmet- 
ies, &c., are not required to execute any bond whatever. In fact the manufact- 
urers of frietion matches, cigar-lights, and wax-tapers are allowed to procure 
their stamps from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on a credit of sixty 
days, upon the execution of abond in his office for the payment of the amount 
at the end of that time, and if they purchase at any one time over five hundred 
dollars’ worth of stamps they are allowed a discount of 10 per cent. on the whole 
amount purchased. - 

These provisons have been found ample to secure the payment of the tax on 
all classes of articles to which they relate, and. so far as the committee is ad- 
vised, the revenue authorities are entirely satisfied with them. In the case of 
distilled spirits the law is much more stringent, and the security of the Govern- 
ment, as we have just seen, is much greater. The revenue system is now so 
perfect that it is absolutely impossible to remove spirits from the warehouse 
without the knowledge and connivance of the officials in charge, and even then 
the fraud would certainly be detected. 

But it has been urged that in case of a general failure to executé new bonds 
the Government would be compelled to offer for sale such large quantities of 
spirits as to break down the market and reduce the price below the amount of 
the tax. In response to this assertion, for it isa mere assertion, it is only nec- 
essary tosay that under the law no revenue officer is authorized in any case to 
sell distilled spirits for less than the whole amount of the tax due upon it. 

Section 3334 of the Revised Statutes provides that ‘all distilled spirits forfeited 
to the United States, sold by order of court, or under process of distraint, shall 
be sold subject to tax; and the purchaser shall immediately, and before he takes 
possession of said spirits, pay the tax thereon. And any distilled spirits hereto- 
fore condemned, and now in the possession of the United States, shall be sold as 
herein provided. If any tax-paid stamps are affixed to any cask or package so 
condemned, such stamps shall be obliterated and destroyed by the collector or 
marshal after forfeiture, and before suchsale: Provided, Thatinall cases wherein 
it shall appear that any distilled spirits offerec for sale on distraint for taxes, 
where the taxes on such spirits have not been paid, or offered for sale for the 
benefit of the United States as forfeited spirits under order of court or under pro- 
ceeding pursuant to section 3460 of the Revised Statutes, will not, by reason of 
such spirits being below proof, bring a price equal to the tax due and payable 
thereon, but will bring a price equal to, or greater than, the tax on said spirits, 
computed only upon the proof-gallons contained in the packages without regard 
to the greater number of wine-gallons contained therein, then, and in such case, 
upon sale being so made, tax-paid stamps to the amount required to stamp such 
spirits as if the tax thereon were only on the proof-gallons thereof, may, under 
such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall pre- 
scribe, be used by the collector making such sale, or furnished by a collector toa 
United States marshal, or to any other Government officer making such sale for 
the benefit of the United States without making payment for said stamps so used 
or delivered. Any collector using orfurnishing stamps in manner aforesaid, on 
presenting vouchers satisfactory to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall 
be allowed credit for the same in settling his stamp account with the Department. 
Insuch cases the officers selling the distilled spirits shall affix, or cause to be af- 
fixed, to the same the tax-paid stamps so provided, and shall write across the face 
of such stamps the true number of proof and wine gallons contained in the pack- 
age, the amount of tax actually paid thereon, and also the words ‘Affixed under 
provisions of act of ——, 1879’ (inserting the date of the approval of this act).”’ 

The spirits must, therefore, in every case be sold subject to the tax, and there 
is no legal means by which it can enter into the commerce of the country unless 
the package containing it bears a stamp showing the payment of 90 cents on 
every galion of its contents. It follows, therefore, clearly that the Government 
can not possibly lose the tax or any part of it. Solong as the internal-revenue 
laws remain in force a package of distilled spirits found anywhere in the United 
States without a stamp upon it showing the payment of the tax in full will be 
liable to instant seizure and forfeiture, and the owner will be personally liable 
to heavy penaities, 

* * « * * * * 


Fourth, The bill proposes to extend the maximum allowance for leakage and 
evaporation until the end of eight years instead of three years, as now provided 
by the act of May 28, 1880. The law prescribing a maximum allowance for loss 
of spirits by leakage and evaporation has been in force nearly two years, and 
its operation has been, so far as the committee has’ been able to ascertain, sat- 
isfactory alike to the tax-payers and the revenue authorities. From July 20, 
1868, to May 28, 1880, the owners of distilled spirits were required by law to pay 


a tax on the whole quantity entered in the warehouse, although a large part of | 


it may have been actually lost by leakage and evaporation while in the custody 
of the Government officials. 

The seventeenth section of the act last mentioned required the spirits to be 
regauged when withdrawn, and established a scale of maximum allowances. 
In its report upon that bill this committee used the following language : 

" A brief review of the former legislation upon this subject will show that the 
principle upon which the eighteenth section of the present bill is based is not a 
new one in this country, except in so far as it limits the measure of allowance 
for evaporation and leakage, and a reference to the existing internal-revenue 
laws imposing taxes upon manufactured articles other than distilled spirits will 
show that the same just and equitable rule is still applied to all of them. 

The forty-first section of the act of July 1, 1862, provided that there should 
be paid on all spirits that might be distilled and sold, or removed for con- 
sumption or sale, of first proof, on and after the Ist day of August, 1862, a tax of 
20 cents on each gallon, and that it should be paid by the owner, agent, or 
superintendent at the still or other vessel in which such spirits might be dis- 
tilled at the time of rendering the accounts of spirituous liquors as required by 
the act (12 Statutes, page 447). The forty-fifth section of the same act required 
these accounts of the distiller to be rendered on the first, tenth, and twentieth 
days of each month (12 Statutes, page 448). Underthissection, and others con- 
tained in that law, no duty was exacted on spirits in warehouse until there was 
a sale or removal for sale or congumption, and then only upon the number of 
gallons actually sold or renioved.”’ 

“The twelfth section of the amendatory act of March 3, 1863, expressly au- 
thorized the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make rules and regulations 
providing for deductions on account of leakage from the quantity of spirituous 
liquors subject to taxation under the act to which it was an amendment, not 
exceeding 5 per cent., of the amount removed for sale; and it was provided 
that the deduction should be so adjusted in different parts of the United States 
as to be proportioned as nearly as practicable to the distances over which the 
manufacturer usually transferred such liquors for the wholesale thereof (12 Stat- 
— ne 723). This, it will be observed, extended the principle a step further 
. . . . ormer law, and allowed for loss by leakage up to the time when the 
hid s had actually reached a market. Then followed the act of March 3, 1864, 
which returned to the principle of the act of 1862,and provided for a tax of 360 
cents per gallon on all spirits that might be disti!led and sold or distilled and 
removed for consumption or sale prior to the Ist day of the next July, and 
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| of July 13, 1866, make any alteration of the law in this respect 





under this law the tax was imposed only on the spirits 

bonded warehouse when removed for sale or consumption 
The act of June 30, 1564, increased the tax to $1.50 per gallon 
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‘** Under these laws the tax was collected only on 


quantity of spirits with 
drawn from the 


warehouse, as is shown by the official circulars and instruc 


tions issued from the office of the Commissioner. Ina circ irdated February 
1, 1866, relating to bonded warehouse accounts, the coll rs were directed to 
take credit ‘for leakage and loss of spirits in transport, and w h stand in the 


warehouse and in the same document it was provided that ‘all actual loss of 
spirits or coal-oil from leakage wh ! 


in bor d warelhs 
the proper certificate of the inspector 


use Will be allowed upon 


and again,in the regulations of August 
29, 1867, collectors were authorized to allow for leakage, when it did not * exceed 
1 per cent. per month for each month the merchandise has been in store Any 
loss in excess of that amount was to be allowed by the ¢ imself 
instead of the collector 

‘This was the state of the law and the practice under it until July 20 
when Congress passed an act the fourth section of which declared that dist 
spirits, spirits, alcohol, and alcoholic spirits, within the true intent and me 
of this act, is that substance known as ethy] alcohol, hydrated oxide of et 
spirit of wine, which iscommonly produced by the fermentation of grain 
molasses, or sugar, including all dilutions and mixtures of this substance, and 
that the tax should attach to this substance as soon as it is in existence as such, 
whether it be subsequently separated as pure or impure spirit, or be immedi- 
ately or atsome subsequent time transferred into any other substance, either in 
the process of original production or by any subsequent process (15 Statutes, 
page 126). 

‘The latter part of the section just mentioned, declaring that the tax 
attach to this substance as soon as it is in existence as such,’ established for the 
first time in our legislation upon this subject a rule which makes a great dis 
crimination against distilled spirits as to the manner of assessing internal-reve 
nue taxes,and subjects the manufacturers of that article tothe evil of which 
they now complain. According to the letter of this law, the tax attaches to the 
alcohol as it exists in the mash while in the fermenting-tubs,and before it has 
been separated from the other substances by the process of distillation; and in 
accordance with this interpretation the distiller is now in many instances actu 
ally required to pay tax upon the spirits which ought to have been produced 
from the mash,although the entire fermented matter may have been lost or 
destroyed by accident, and without fraud or negligence upon his part. This 
injustice is accomplished by assessing himas for a deficiency in not having pro- 
duced 80 per cent. of the surveyed capacity of his distillery as established by 
law. 

‘* As already intimated, this rule, which makes the tax attach to the article as 
soon as it has an existence, and without reference to its sale or consumption or 
removal for sale or consumption, is exceptional in our legislation, and applies 
only to distilled spirits. In the case of tobacco and snuff, articles upon which 
many millions of dollars are annually collected, the law provides for the collec- 
tion of a tax only upon the quantities ‘manufactured and sold or removed for 
consumption and sale,’ and the manufacturer is permitted to retain them in his 
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or fancy may dictate. The law is the same with regard to fermented liquors, 
cigars, medicines, or prepgrations, perfumery, cosmetics, matches, wax-tapers, 
playing cards, &c. ‘Manufactured and sold,’ or ‘madeand sold, or removed 
for consumption or sale,’ is the language of the law in all cases except distilled 
spirits; so that, with this single exception, the uniform and settled policy of the 
Government is to levy and collect internal-revenue taxes only upon manufact- 
ured articles which actually enter into consumption in this country, or are re- 


moved for consumption or sale in this country. 





‘* During the present session, Congress, by the almost unanimous vote of both 
Houses, has reaffirmed this just policy by the passage of a bill allowing for loss 
by leakage while spirits are being transported to the port of shipment for ex 
portation. The questionof taxation upon exports could notaffect the principl 
of that bill in the least, for the obvious reason that spirits actually lost by le 
age or otherwise, and for which the allowance isto be made, can not be exported 
It can only be vindicated upon the general ground that the citizen ought not to 
be compelled to pay an excise tax upon am article which can neither be sold nor 
consumed, This is undoubtedly the true policy, and is in strict accordance with 
the principles which underlie every just system of taxation; for upon no other 
theory or plan can the public burdens be properly distributed among those who 
ought rightfully to bearthem. To tax the citizen upon a particular manufact 
ured article simply because he has manufactured it, when, without fault or neg 
ligence of his, he can neither sell nor consume it, is to compe! him to contribute 
more than his just proportion toward the support of the Government. When, 
however, the tax is collected upon the article sold or consumed, every one who 
purchases, or in any way uses it, necessarily pays his share of the duty. 

‘* But the existing system, erroneous as it isin principle, has not even the merit 
of being uniform in its operation upon all classes of distillers. Notwithstanding 
the positive declaration of the act of July 20, 1868, that the tax shall attach to the 
spirits or alcohol as soon as it exists, there is another section of the law which, by 
construction, exempts a large class of distillers from the payment of a tax upon 
the whole product of the grain used in their establishments, and secures to them 
in every case an absolute allowance of from 3 to 5 percent. upon the entire quan 
tity of spirits manufactured. These distillers complete the manufacture of thei: 
spirits and prepare it for market by the process of continuous distillation ; that 
is, they not only distill but also rectify, purify, or refine the spirits 

‘The ordinary distillers of high wines, rye, wheat, bourbon, and other grain- 
flavored spirits are required by the law already stated, to convey the product of 
the still directly tothe receiving cistern, from which itis drawn off by the 
in the presence of the storek« eper, into casks or packages and immedis 
marked, branded, and gauged for taxation, \ 
waste or absorption; but the continuous di 
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ller is permitted to conduct the 








spirits produced by him from the still to the t or cistern, and thence to the ree- 
tifying, purifying, or refining apparatus; and after it has been subjected to that 


additional process it is for the first time marked, branded, aad 
tion. 
‘From the time 
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it leaves the still until it is ganged, after rectification and puri 

















fication, there is a waste of from 3 to 5per cent., or from one and a quarter to 
two gallons, in each package of forty gallons Dhis gives to the continuous dis- 
tiller a great advantage over others who manuiscture ouly high wines, rye, 
wheat, or bourbon spirits, because when the latter pay atax upon one hundred 
rallons as it comes from the still he pays only upon ninety-five, or at the most 
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removed for consump r sale, whether it be refined and prepared for th 
market by the mechan yrocess just mentioned or otherwise 

‘It is a fact worthy of serious consideration in this connection, as tending to 
show the gross injustice resulting to domestic distillers, rectifiers, and dealers 
from the operation of the present law, that foreign traders may now purchase 
untaxed spirits in this country, or receive a drawback if thet has been puid 
with allowances for leakage between the warehouse and port of ipment, er 


port it to a European or other port 
to give it age and value, and then 


keep it 
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house, and pay a tax of 90) cents per gallon upon the actual contents of each 
package. Inthis way the foreign dealer receives the benefit of the whole amount 
of evaporation and leakage, is exempt from the payment of interest upon the 
tax, and finally places the spirits, greatly increased in value by age, upon the 
American market in competition with the domestic distiller and dealer, who 
have been compelled to pay a tax upon the original quantity contained in the 
packages, and interest upon that tax besides. The whole cost of exporting the 
article to Liverpool and reimporting it into this country will not exceed the in- 
terest which the home producer or owner is compelled to pay on the tax, so that 
the foreign parties actually secure by the operation a clear advantage of from 
seven anda half to ten gallons on each package of forty gallons 

‘This proceeding is authorized by section 2500 of the Revised Statutes, which 
provides that upon the reimportation of articles once exported, of the growth, 
product, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal revenue 
has been assessed or paid, or upon which such tax has been paid and refunded 
by allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty 
equal to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such articles. Under 
this statute and the decisions of the Treasury Department upon the subject large 
quantities of domestic distilled spirits have already been sent from this country 
to Liverpool and to the Bermudas and other places, and, after remaining there 
in bond for a sufficient length of time to become purified and refined by age, 
have returned to our ports and paid the internal-revenue tax, with a full allow- 
ance for evaporation, leakage, and other loss.”’ 

rhe bill lately passed by the House does not increase the maximum allow- 
ances in any case, but merely extends the period for which they may be made 
from three years to eight years, and provides that after that time no allowance 
or deduction shall be made. The spirits are to be regauged as provided by the 
existing law, and if it shall be found that there has been a loss without the fault 
or negligence of the distiller or owner the tax is to be collected only on the 
quantity of distilled spirits contained in the cask or package at the time of the 
withdrawal; but in no case can the allowance exceed the quantity named in the 
bill, even though there may have been, in fact, a loss of double that quantity 

On the other hand, if it shall be ascertained by the regauge that less than the 
quantity mentioned in the bill has been lost, the allowance can be made only 
for the actual deficiency. Each package must be regauged and its contents ac- 
counted for separately, so that it is impossible under any circumstances for the 
owner or distiller to secure an allowance for more than is actually lost; while 
it may often happen, and in fact does often happen in the practical administra- 
tion of the law,that he is compelled to pay the tax on spirits wholly lost by 
leakage and evaporation. Forinstance, if anumber of packages have remained 
in the warehouses for two years and when regauged it is ascertained that one of 
them has lost two gallons, another three gallons, and another ten gallons, mak- 
ing an actual loss of fifteen in all, yet the distiller or owner will, under the bill, 
receive an allowance of only ten and one-half gallons. That is, he will be al- 
lowed only the actual loss on the first two packages. and the maximum quantity, 
five and a half gallons, allowed by the bill on the third one. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the question of average losses by leakage or 
evaporation does not enter into the consideration of this subject atall. There 
are no average allowances; the distiller or dealer who has five thousand pack- 
ages in the warehouse is in this respect in precisely the same situation as the 
distiller or dealer who has only one package. Each separate package will be 
allowed for its own loss of contents, unless it exceeds the quantity prescribed 
by the bill for the time it has been in the warehouse; and if it should exceed 
that quantity the owner must pay the tax on the excess without regard to the 
fact that some other package has lost less than the maximum allowance. 

In this connection it is proper to call attention to section 3293 of the Revised 
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The committee therefore reports the resolution back to the House with th 
recommendation that it be not adopted. 
No. 2 
WESTERN EXPORT ASSOCIATION. 
RIVERTON, ILL., October 1, 1883 


GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, president of the Western Export Associatio 
a body embracing every distiller in the Northern States, would respectfully rep- 
resent to you that common cause has been made with the Kentucky Distillers 
Association, and which has the active co-operation of all the distillers of th: 
Southern States, in asking of Congress the passage of a bill extending the bond 
| period on whisky now in bond for two years 

You will remember this bill passed the United States Senate at the last sessio: 
but never came to a vote in the House, and was consequently lost for want of ac- 
lion. 

The passage of this measure was strongly urged by the Commissioner of I: 
ternal Revenue, by the National Board of Trade, by the boards of trade in th: 
principal cities throughout the Union, and by bankers and business men ger 
erally in the States in which this interest is largely represented. 

The amount of whisky in bond is so great that it is impossible to get it int 
consumption in the time specified by law, and unless Congress grants reli: 
many firms will be ruined, and widespread disaster will be the consequence 

It is of no use to inquire into the causes which have occasioned this overpr: 
duction. We have booms and panics in this country, one as senseless as t! 
other, and it was during one of these booms that this overproduction took plac« 
The whisky States have not made a third of a crop the past season, and t! 
Western States have but little in bond. We are preventing an overproductio 
for the future, but what is done can not be remedied. 

Were it any other article of merchandise we would simply wait until ther: 
was a market for it, but in this case when the time is up the tax must be pa 
and the goods forced out whether there is a demand for them or not, 

It is nota question of temperance, for as long as the Government collects $80 
000,000 from this article, the manufacturers of it are entitled to consideratio: 
besides which the Government will be a large gainer by the transaction. Exp: 
rience has proven that the evaporation in three years in the process of aging 
| amounts to 7} gallons to the barrel, which is the limit allowed by law. Fron 
| this it is safe to estimate the evaporation in the two subsequent years, for which 
| there is no allowance made, at four gallons to the barrel, which at 90 cents tax 
| would make $3.60 on every barrel, and as there are one and one-half million bat 
rels in bond, the gain to the Government can easily be computed. 
| The demand last year was75,000,000 gallons of spirits, and whether these goods 
are forced out or not, a sufficient quantity of goods will always be on hand to 
supply the market. The Western States can produce twice as many goods as 
ean be sold, and the Government will receive its full amount of revenue 

Yours, respectfully, H, B. MILLER 








No. 3. 
[Taken from the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette of December 26, 1883.] 
THE BONDED SPIRITS. 

The spirit of the opposition in Eastern journals to the extension of the tim« 
bonded domestic spirits indicates that this country is so great that journalists 
in the East can not become informed on its great business interests, or that th: 
journalist of the seaboard stands with his back to the interior and West. Th: 
narrow view and the plentiful lack of information on this important man 


Statutes, as amended by the act of March 5, 1879, under which the Commissioner | facture and leading source of revenue are in strange contrast with the customary 
of Internal Revenue has the right at any time when he believes that there has | ascriptions to the modern means for the spread of intelligence, and to the in- 


been an excessive loss of distilled spirits from any cask or package to require 
the immediate withdrawal of such spirits from the warehouse and the payment 


crease of knowledge thereby. 
The tone of opposition is as if the distillers were trying to rob the Govern- 


of the tax upon the original quantity entered. Somuch ofthesection as relates | ment; as if they were brazenly asking the Government tolend them an amount 


to this subject is as follows: 





of money equal to the taxes; as if they were asking the Government to “ carry 


“If it shall appear at any time that there has been a loss of distilled spirits | them,” in the banking sense ; as if they had conspired to manufacture spirits 


from any cask or other package hereafter deposited in a distillery warehouse, 


greatly in excess ofthe consumption, in order to putit in bond; as if the banks 


other than the loss provided for in section 3221 of the Revised Statutes of the | were in collusion with them in this conspiracy of overproduction against th« 
United States, which, in the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, | public welfare, and were asking the Government to extend the bonded time in 
is excessive, he may instruct the collector of the district in which the loss has | order to relieve them from just penalty for their evil doings. 

occurred to require the withdrawal from warehouse of such spirits, and to To common intelligence and common sense the mere statement ofthese argu- 
collect the tax accrued upon the original quantity of distilled spirits entered | ments shows their absurdity; but the above is no overstatement of the argu 
into the warehouse in such cask or package, together with the interest accrued | ments used by Eastern journals which assume to be competent to guide public 
thereon, if any, notwithstanding that the time specified in any bond given for | opinion in all affairs of state. And some Western journals follow them as sheep 
the withdrawal of the spirits entered into warehouse in such cask or package | the bell-wether. To keep imported goods in bond without payment of duties 
has not expired. If the said tax and interest are not paid on demand, the col- | until such atime as the importer shall desire to withdraw them for consumption 


lector shall report the amount due upon his next monthly list, and it shall be | is thought all right, as in fact itis. Yet the importer has not the liability of 


assessed and collected as other taxes are assessed and collected.” 


I 


being compelled to import in excess by having a great manufactory on his hands 


The preamble and resolution referred to the committee recites a letter written | which can not stop without great loss. In general he has no reason for import 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to a member of the House of Repre- | ing in excess of consumption, save speculation. 
sentatives, in response to an inquiry made by the member touching the bill we Besides, our finance system intends to discourage rather than encourage im 
have been considering, and the resolution itself calls upon the Secretary of the | ports, as injurious to domestic industry. The manufacturers of spirits ask no 
Treasury to report to the House his views on the subject-matter ofthe letter, and | more than would be equitable in relation to imports. Imported goodsare ready 
the conduct of the head of the Internal Revenue Bureau, “‘as to what improper | for consumption. The better kinds of spirits, such asare uséd for drink, require 
influences, if any, were brought to bias his judgment in writing the same.”’ In | age to fit them for use. This is part of the process of manufacture. To give the 
the opinion of the committee the passage of such a resolution would be a most | owners equity with importers the limit of bonding time should be calculated 
unwarrantable imputation upon the conduct of an officer against whom no | from the time when the spirits are fit for consumption. 
charge is made, either in the resolution itself or elsewhere, so far as the committee What they ask is consonant with the maxim of scientific taxation; that taxes 


is advised. 


The Commissioner is an impeachable officer, and if there is reason to believe 





on consumption should be laid as near as possible to the stage of consumption 
because in the end the consumer has to pay for all the additional cost in putting 


that he has, in this or any other case, been improperly influenced to give his | on the taxes in the earlier stages. The Government, for its own convenience 
official indorsement toa measure pending before Congress, it isthe duty of every | lays on thistax at the manufactory. This is a variation from the maxim, and is 
one who possesses knowledge of the fact, or who has reasonable ground to be- | solely for the convenience of the Government in colleeting, and is not to mak« 
lieve that he has been so influenced, to prefer charges against him at once, in | the tax higher tothe consumer. But because it departs from the true rule it 
order that a proper investigation may be made. To call upon one officer of | need not add other demands to make the tax still more onerous. 

the Government to make an er parte statement to the House concerning the The Government keeps this maxim in the taxes on imports by letting them 
motives of another is not only without precedent, but without excuse, in the | be stored in bond without payment of duties until withdrawn for consumption 


opinion of the committee. 


The rate of the tax on spirits is enormous. It is as much as 300 or 400 per cent 


It appears from the letter of the Commissioner, incorporated in the preamble | on the cost. He who makes a barrel of forty gallons of sprits, costing eight o1 
of the resolution, that it was written in response to an inquiry made by a mem- | ten dollars, must pay to the Government $36 before he isallowed to put it into 
ber of the House, and the committee fails to discover, either in its contents or | the market to start it on dts way to the consumers, from whom in minute portions 


in the circumstances under which it was written, anything whatever conducing 


to show that improper influences or means had been used to procure it. In the 
absence of any res 
relation to this me 





thistax istocome back. This putson the manufacturera great financial burden 
> | in addition to all the capital required to carry on the manufacture. 


m to suspect the motives or conduct of the Commissioner in A little reckoning will give an idea ofthe vast amount of capital which is thus 
assure, it would be grossly unjust to give the sanction of the | tied up. To tie it up for years is surely no gain to the Government and no ben- 


House to sucha resolution as the one under consideration, even if it conformed | efit to general business. To reduce this locking up of capital to the lowest prac 


to the regular course of proceeding in cases of alleged official malfeasance. 


ticable amount and time is for the general welfare. 


The committee considers it a matter of simple justice to the Commissioner of To answer the accusation of overproduction seemsan indignity to the human 
Internal Revenue to say that he did not at any time while the bill was pending | mind, yet the accusation is ringing round the land, and is seriously made by 
make any communication or suggestion in relation to it, except when called | journals and statesmen who have contempt for the unintelligent. 


upon to do so by the committee or its members, and that in every instance the 


alterations and additions suggested by him and adopted by the committee were 
made in the interest of the Government. He was consulted in his official ca- 
pacity alone, the object of the committee being to secure his advice and co-op- 
eration in the preparation of a bill which would not in any manner impair the 





The common report is of overproduction in all lines of domestic manufact- 
ures—iron, woolen, cotton, wood, leather, and so on; but overproduction is 
not charged against these as an offense or a conspiracy. People see that great 
establishments can not be run closely on the hand-to-mouth rule, keeping on 
the ragged edge of consumption. The public regard the overproducersasa meri- 


security of the Government forthe collection of the tax,and at the same time | torious class. At times importations also are greatly overdone; but although 


afford what was believed to be a proper means of relief to the tax-payers. 


this is thought evil to home industry, no warfare is made on the importers. 
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These zealous assailants are not intelligent inthe nature of the distilling busi- 
ness, It requires a largeinvestment of capital in the plant; the use of large cap- 
ital in the purchase of grain and other stock; a large capital in the purchase of 
cattle and hogs for feeding; it enters into contracts ahead for the purchase or 
the feeding of cattle and hogs; it employs a large working force of men and 
animals; it has coopering and other industries connected with it, with all the ad- 
vance buying of stock for them; its works deteriorate rapidly by stopping the 
The business has to use banking credit, allof which has to be liquidated when 
production ceases. It can not suspend without great loss. Because of its va- 
rious connections With animals and contracts it may be forced to run for a long 
time when the manufacture of spirits is at a loss. Like all other well-founded 
manufactures, it keeps running in adverse times, looking for better in order to 
keep its men employed and save its property from decay. Thus in this, as in | 
other manufactures, overproduction is a claim to the public favor, instead of a 
cause for Government hostility. : . 

lo compel the distillers to take out of bond a quantity of spirits which would 
break down the market in order to pay the tax is not a temperance measure, 
yet the prohibition feeling enters blindly into this opposition to extending the 
bonded period. But the bitterest and blindest opposition comes from journals 
which think themselves liberal and intelligent. They would treat these man- 
ufacturers as public enemies, and would ruin them to force sixty or ninety miil- 
ions more into the enormous Treasury surplus which is now generating all | 
sorts of prodigal schemes to get rid of it. 

The charge has been made that while the manufacturers have been asking an 
extension of the bonded period they have increased the production. In this 
statement they are called a ring. People must be standing on their heads when 
manufacturers who continue overproduction to avoid turning workmen out of 
employ and to prevent the decay of their property are held guilty of an offense 
against the public and are called a ring. But,in fact, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury’s annual report states that the production of the fiscal year ending June 30 
was less than that of the previous year by 31,539,558 gallons, and than of Lssl by 
$3,714,842 gallons. To defend the manufacturers it is necessary to state this 
which in reality is a public misfortune, as it represents a large reduction in em- 
ployment of labor and in the market for farm products. 

The extension of the bonded period is in accord with the maxim of public 
finance and with public policy. It is for a manufacture which in all the re- 
lations to other industries and general busiygess, and in the conversion of crude 
products to higher values, has the same clements of public wealth as all other 
manufactures. Never was the opposition to a measure of public finance so de- 
void of intelligence and reason. 


— 


= . 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I did not, as a member of the Com- 
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gallons; in 1882, 87,000,000 gallons; and in 1883 there remained in 
bonded warehouses 80,000,000 gallons 

How well did the Commissioner of Internal Revenue foresee what 
would take place. There was an increase of production, an increas 


Chere was a depreciation in price; 
| 


beyond the wants of the trade 
there was an excess of production |! 
sume. 


wevyond what the public wou 
This is not a strange condition 

This is not peculiar to gentlemen who have invested their capital in 
the manufacture of whisky. Time and again, sir, but for the hom 
stead laws of my State, thousands of meu would have been deprived ot 
all they had. Often have we seen merchants, by excessive and impru 
dent sales, involve themselves in bankruptcy and ruin 


ad con 


t 
t 


Frequently 
have we found the people of this country engaged in the manutaeture 
and production of goods far beyond the public demand, and when they 
minufactured more than they could sell, when the supply was greate: 
than the demand, of course, in' obedience to well-known laws, ther 
was depreciation of price and consequent serious loss to the manufact 

urers. Millions of dollars invested heedlessly in new railroad ente: 

prises throughout this country have wrecked the fortunes of men who 
have been Icd indiscreetly to invest their capital in them 

Mr. EATON. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. Suppose an amendment were offered to this bill com 
pelling the payment in advance, say quarterly or semi-annually, of the 
tax, would not that tend to prevent the accumulation of whisky 
bond ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. 


Let me ask the gentleman a question 


n 


I have no doubt that is true 

Mr. EATON. Suchanamendment will be offered at the proper time 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave agreat deal tosay, and if, within the limited 
time I have under the rule, I can get to that amendment before I take 
my seat, I will take pleasure in discussing it. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that it is nothing strange or peculitu 





We are asked to extend the time for the payment of tax on 70,000,000 
gallons of whisky—to give an extension in addition to the three years 
allowed under the present law. The sum of money involved amounts 
to $66,000,000. In the beginning of this system of taxation the rule 
was adopted of collecting the tax on this article when it was put upon 
the market for consumption. The frauds connected with the *‘ whisky 
ring’’ brought the Government to a different policy, and a limit of one 
year was fixed. In 1878 the period of three years was adopted as the 
jaw of the land. The result of that legislation was predicted shortly 
afterward by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in his report of 
November 24, 1880. There had been an increase of 5,000,000 gallons 
in 1879 as compared with 1878. There would probably be an increase 
of 13,000,000 gallons in 1880 over 1879. Evenso early as that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue said: 

The steady increase inthe number and capacity of distilleries in operation 
suggests the probability of the continued enlargement of the stock on hand. It 











: 5 ae has occurred to me that this business was on the eve of being overdone, and 
ss that in the event of a recurrence of the agitation for a reduction of the tax the | 
f holders of these spirits will be in danger of loss 
a Such was the warning of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at 
; be that period. Let us see how timely that warning was and how well it 
) oa would have been if it had been heeded. What was the condition of 
4 the whisky in the country at that time? Let me read a statement of 
; eo the quantity of spirits in warehouses at the beginning of the fiscal year 
i P 1879, with the quantity produced, &c. 
; is Gallons Gallons 
y } " 
. Kx 
s a Quantity of spirits actually in warehouses beginning of 
p . Ri asset Nditliabierensoqubiiiinanetnes 
t ‘ ‘Quantity of spirits produced during fiscal year.. 
n Total... Recaubien il ieheed sitliataigsdaidndianenninenietnanuhaiedign 
¥ Quantity of spirits withdrawn, tax-paid, during fiseal 
. year. ieee hetieepcsnanisyinnenivvesveksiner sine . 51,885, 989 
r Quantity of spirits withdrawn for exportation during 
o fiscal year., cqukcateubiacsiacin pddaenelniatinasetentervecisascsnns| 2, One, eee 
is Quantity of spirits withdrawn for scientific purposes 
n for use of the United States, for transfer to manufact- 

uring warehouse, destroyed by fire, allowed for loss 
Is by leakage in warehouses, &e... 45, 404 
i- entiiidiniaaacmines 
c- EE ee 66, 768, 924 
n Quantity of spirits remaining in warehouses at end of 
Vv ‘ fiscal year. 19. 212. 470 
t- me 
. i It thus appears that at the end of that fiscal year there remained in 
e § the bonded warehouses, in round numbers, only 19,000,000 gallons. 
+i- Under the operation of the three years’ extension there remained in 
-h the bonded warehouses at the end of the next vear 31,000,000 gallons 


In 1881 the quantity remaining in bond had increased to 64,000,000 
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mittee on Ways and Means, see fit to make a minority report on this | 


bill. Knowing that reports are too often cast aside without examina- | 
tion by members, I preterred to state my objections on the floor of the 
House. 


that men who have invested their capital recklessly and beyond the 
demand of the market in anything should come to suffer loss and hé 
subjected to a great many embarrassments. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. 
tion ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should pref -r to continue my remarks, but will 
yield to my colleague if he desires it. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. My colleague is at this time considering the sub 
ject of overtrading an@ overproduction. Let me ask him whether it is 
not true that every man should be allowed to manufacture his corn 
and his fruit into anything he may wish without being compelled to 
pay a tax upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, that may be all true, Mr. Chairman; I am now 
merely addressing myself in answer to the appeals for sympathy which 
have been put forward in behalf of the passage of this bill, and showing 
that this is not at all an exception tothe general rule. It is the same 
old story we have had in almost every age and in almostevery country 
that money will take wings and fly away. Sir, I once heard a distin 
guished statesman say that most men failed in life; and when I witness 
the misfortunes of the gentlemen who have invested their capital in 
this enterprise I extend to them sympathy, as I do to every person it 
distress in every place and in every calling. But I propose to discuss 
this bill as a matter of principle and public policy. 

Gentlemen say that the Government does not need this tax. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, if the Government does not need this tax for public put 
poses it is not right to collect it. Your tariff is too high and should be 
reduced. You have no right to continue it and to lend the money to 
anybody. You collect twenty-odd million of dollars fromthe poor men 
who are toiling on their farms raising tobacco, and you propose to con 
tinue that tax from which you collect a sum only one-third of what it 
is proposed you shall now lend to men engaged in the manufacture o 
liquor. 


Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques 


t 
You continue to collect that tax when you do not need it and 
lend it to somebody else who is in distress 

Mr. CLAY. Will the gentleman permit, me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I preter not. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I hope my colleague will not insist on interrupt 
ing the gentleman from Georgia, whose statement I consider to be a \ 
unfair one. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as the criticism of the gentleman from Ken 
tucky is concerned, I will say that I am presenting my views on thi 
| question without reference to any person 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think the gentleman should be 
state to the House that t! 
into constunption. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the pe ntleman will not be in too much haste and 
allow me to proceed with my argument in my own way I will state a 
the proper time exactly how that tax is collected. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I suggest to my colleague to call attention 
to the fact that the cotton tax of $3 per bale was collected before it lett 
the gin-house, and before it was sold and entered into consumption 

Mr. BLOUNT It issaid, Mr. Chairman, that the distill 
have paid enormous sums which have vone toward thie prosecution of 
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tax has been paid, but it is a well-known fact, admitted by every one, 
that it is a tax paid by the people who consume the article and not by 
those who manufacture it Che gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MorRI- 
SON ], chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, himself admit- 
ted this fact in his argument yesterday I presume there is no gentle- 
man here who will controvert it 

Che advantage of this provision of allowing liquors to go into bonded 
warehouses for three years has had its most happy result to the large 
distillers. The great body of the smaller distilleries have disappeared, 
or rather there has been a great restraint upon the part of small man- 
ufacturers, men with small capital, and the business has necessarily 
drifted into the very hands of the people who are now here asking for 
this relief—the men of capital 

Che gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRowN] asked the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] if the distillers themselves desired 
the continuation of this tax. Mr. Chairman, I think it quite evident, 
after what I have stated as to the restraints upon the small distillers 
and the large additions to the distillation on the part of the large dis- 
tillers and in connection with the vast sums of money they have in- 
vested in the business, that if these things are to be regarded at all, if 
men are to be considered as standing by their own interests in business 
matters, I think there can be no difficulty in coming to the conclusion 


that they do not want the tax repealed. I was not surprised when the | 


gentleman from Kentucky stated that this bill was a question between 
the men who wanted to restrain the manufacture of liquor and those 
who wanted to give unlimited distillation. It is an easy thing for the 
gentleman from Kentucky to range himself on the side of virtue in this 
proposition, claiming it will result in restraining distillation. Seven- 
tenths of the whisky now owned by the men who are now knocking at 
the doors of this Congress for relief is bourbon whisky; 53,000,000 gal- 
lons of that whisky comes from the Kentucky districts 
* Mr. WILLIS. Does not the gentleman from Georgia know that not 
one-tenth of that whisky is owned in Kentucky ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know it. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman, as a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, ought to know that fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. Who does own it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say, sir, there is here presented a proposition to 
give an extension on 70,000,000 gallons, and 52,000,000 of that product 
is in Kentucky, while forty-five millions of the sixty-three millions to 
be loaned goes to the extension of time on whisky in Kentucky ware- 
houses. And this being true, it does not befit the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to take the position he has taken here. I say, Mr. Chairman, with 
this vast amount of whisky in the State of Kentucky, it does not befit 
the gentleman under such circumstances to declare that those who are 
disagreeing to this bonded extension are in favor of the unlimited distil- 
lation of liquor. Even by the gentleman’s own statement more whisky 
is now in the country than can be consumed in four years, even under 
his virtuous process. They are four years ahead in the matter of manu- 
facture. 

Mr. WILLIS. No, only two years. 





Mr. BLOUNT. Two years ahead in their manufacture, the gentle- | 


man corrects me. 

Now, if thisis true, the gentleman is mistaken in his temperance move- 
ment. There were only 19,000,000 gallons in the bonded warehouses 
when that act went into operation, when this legislation was adopted, 


and when they were not required to pay interest upon their capital, the | 


act which allowed liquor to remain in bond for three years. It stimu- 
lated production. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue so states, and 


the gentleman from Kentucky himself must admit. Therefore, on the | 


ground of the temperance interest, the gentleman had better change his 
position. 

I stated a few moments ago that I regarded this in the light of a prop- 
osition to lend to these gentlemen the sum of $66,000,000 for two 
years. Ido not believe that this measure, which they are pleased to 
call one of public policy, is going to remedy the evil of which they 
complain. In 1879 they made 71,000,000 gallons; in 1880, 90,000,000 
gallons; in 1881, 117,000,000 gallons; in 1882, 105,000,000 gallons; and 
in 1883, 74,000,000 gallons—more than the country required. And 
yet they were at the last Congress asking for relief, although they were 
making that same year more than the country could consume. Sir, 
the extension in my judgment will not accomplish any good results. 
The effect will be to aggravate the evil. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen complain that whisky has been 
treated badly, in legislation exceptionally so; that it stands on a worse 
footing than beer, on a worse footing than tobacco, on a worse footing 
than the importers of foreign goods. I think I can show to this House 
with their patient attention that whisky has, in the legislation of this 
country, been granted a privilege over every one of these products. 

Now, sir, let us look first at tobacco. They tell you the tax on tobacco 
is paid when it is put upon the market. Very well; that is undis- 
puted. But let us have some more facts about it. Let us see the sit- 
uation. Most of the tobacco is under contract and sold before it is man- 
ufactured. In less than three months the whole crop is manufactured 
und sold. I state this as a general proposition and gentlemen from the 
tobacco districts will doubtless verify my statement, and if they do not 
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the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows that ann 

ally there is paid into the Treasury the tax on the manufactured t: 

bacco. The gentleman from Virginia behind me [ Mr. GEORGE D. Wis) 

declares it to be afact. Then, Mr. Chairman, what indulgence is ther 
to the manufacturer? Every year his tax is paid just as soon as th 
Government has occasion to use it. Where then, practically, is th 

privilege extended to the manufacturer of tobacco? 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] declared that the be 
tax is paid when the article is put upon the market. Why, Mr. Chair 
man, what I have said as to the manufacturers of tobacco is true as t 
the manufacturers of beer. The tax is paid on the product within less 
than twelve months. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. ILIaskthe gentlemanif the tax on manufactured tobacc 
and the tax on beer is not paid when the article enters into consump 
tion and not until then? If that be a fact and whisky pays a tax betor 
it enters into consumption, is not whisky the only article that is r 
quired to pay the tax before going into consumption ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am dealing not with technicaliti: 
but with facts. Iam dealing with facts which people have to battl 
with. Iam dealing with facts which legislators should not concea 
from their own eyes. And I say, as a matter of fact, there goes int 
the coffers of the Government all the tax to which manufacturers 01 
tobacco are liable within six months after manufacture. I say, as 
matter of fact, there goes into the coffers of the Federal Government 
within six months, or at least within twelve months, all the tax withi: 
any one year to which beer is liable. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let u& see about customs. Gentlemen com 
plain that they are not put upon an equal footing with the importers o! 
foreign goods. Now bear in mind the fact that they have these $70 

| 000,000, and that they have had it or will have it for three years with 
| out interest. And then let us look at the facts in connection with your 
customs. The duties on customs amount to from $230,000,000 to $240, 
000,000. I do not undertake to be precisely accurate. How much is 
there in the Federal warehouses? On January 1, 1883, of that im 
mense sum, forty-three millions. And you find right away a with 
drawal during the month of $10,000,000. 

Going along down, you find the amount reduced to twenty-two mil] 
ions, and then again gradually rising until on September 1, 183, it has 
| reached thirty-five millions. You will find, sir,-that there is all the 
while going on a withdrawal while the goods are in the warehouse 
They do not remain there. They are constantly being withdrawn. But 
even if they did, there is no period in which gentlemen can show ther 
is one-sixth of the tax due on foreign goods withheld by reason of the 
permit to remain in the bonded warehouse. The great bulk of them 
immediately withdrawn or withdrawn in a very short period. 

I have before me from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics a compila 
ation in which we find the following: 


Imported merchandise remaining in warehouses July 31, August 31, and Sep 
tember 30, 1883. 

The value in dollars, July 31, wasforty millions: on August 31 it had 
changed to thirty-five millions; in September, to thirty millions. And 
if you will examine the articles included in it, you will find the largest 
sums to be in fruits, clothing, and iron. 

I submit to the good sense of this House that when gentlemen say 
that the importer of foreign goods at the expiration of three years has 
the privilege of re-exporting and getting an additional six years, | 
submit whether or not it would not be the wildest folly for any man to 
import goods and do business on the idea of allowing his iron, his fruits, 
or his cotton and woolen goods to lie six years while fruits were decay- 
ing and the styles in goods were changing. It isabsurd to suppose an) 
such thing. The business of this country is not done in that way. 

I desire to call attention to the following statement of the laws in re- 
lation to customs: 


Act August 30, 1842, section 12 (5 Statutes, 561): Dutiesto be paid in cash. On fail 
| ure to pay goods to be placed in public stores and sold after sixty days by Gov 
ernment. 

Act August 6, 1846, section 1 (9 Statutes, 53), amends former act of 1842 by allow- 
ing goods to be entered and placed in bonded warehouses. If remaining be- 
yond one year in warehouse without payment of duties to be sold by Govern 
ment. 

Act March 3, 1849, section 5 (9 Statutes, 399), modifies former law by allowing 
goods to remain in warehouse an additional year for withdrawal for exporta- 
tion (i. e., two years from date of importation). 

Act March 28, 1854, section 4 (10 Statutes, 270), allows goods to remain in wure 
house three years either for consumption or exportation, 

Act March 14, 1866, sections | and 2 (14 Statutes, 8), allows goods in bond to re 
main in warehouse three years for consumption or exportation, but if with 
drawn for consumption after one year from date of importation they shall pa) 
an additional duty of 10 per cent. on the duties originally assessed. 

This last is reproduced in sections 2970 and 2971, Revised Statutes, and is the 
present law. 

Act August 5, 1861, section 5 (12 Statutes, 293), provides that goods must be with 
drawn from warehouse within three months for consumption and within three 
years for exportation, with proviso that they may be withdrawn for consumption 
after three months and before expiration of two years on payment of duties and 

| 25 per cent. thereof additional 

Act July 14, 1862, section 21 (12 Statutes, 559), provides that goods must be with- 
drawn for consumption within one year and within three years for exportation 


When the provision in reference to exportation was inserted in that 
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evislation for what purpose was it done ? In 1846, when there was the 
beginning of a liberal policy toward the importers, it was urged upon 
( ongress that American merchants should have the privilege of bring- 
‘ne in foreign goods not for sale in American markets but with the view 
of making up mixed cargoes for exportation. It was alleged as a rea- 
son for and as an illustration of that policy that at that very time there 
was at Liverpool over two hundred millions in value of foreign xoods 
brought in not for consumption but for re-exportation, brought in with 
a view to making up cargoes for re-exportation. It was not in the in- 
terest of any one in distress, but in the interest of a great public policy. 
\s I understand it, the gentleman’s proposition is not in the interest of 
any public policy except that general one, that general welfare which 
covers everything and which will relieve them from present distress. 
The gentleman, therefore, on the matter of exportation can furnish 
no reason to this House. 

[ have stated the principle upon which it was done as to foreign goods. 
Now, it is not the purpose of these gentlemen to export this whisky; 
thev declare that they ask this relief because it is a case of pecuniary 
distress to themselves in the present emergency. 

But let us look further. Goods imported may remain in the bonded 
warehousé without paying any charge for one year. Then they may 
remain two years more by the payment of 10 per cent. on the value of 
the goods. ‘If the goods remain there twenty-four hours over the twelve 
months, this 10 per cent. must be paid. But in this case those inter- 
ested in this legislation have already had or will have their liquors in 
bonded warehouses for three years without the payment of a nickel in 
the way of interest. Does the importer have any advantage in that 
respect ? Let me read from the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who seems to think that these gentlemen have had a very 
especial advantage: 

The causes which, in addition to the improvement of the times, have led to 
this great increase in the production of distilled spirits are the amendments of 
the internal-revenue laws, which have secured— 

Have secured what ? 

First, the increase in the bonded period from one year to three years 

That is identical with the privilege accorded to the importer in bring- 
ing in foreign goods. ; 

Second, the allowance for loss by leakage while in the warehouse 

This is an advantage which the distiller has over the importer. 

Third, the relief from the payment of interest on tax while in bonded ware- 
house, 

For two years out of the three which the importer can leave his goods 
in the bonded warehouse he must pay 10 per cent. of the value.of the 
duty on the goods. The distiller of whisky is not required under the 
present law to pay one nickel of interest, as I have said, while his goods | 
remain in the bonded warehouse. 


Fourth. The allowance of leakage of spirits while in transportation for export 
or to manufacturers’ warehouse. 


Isay that these are peculiar advantages to the distiller, when compared | 
with the privileges allowed to the importer of foreign goods. Then asa | 
matter of fact where is the peculiar hardship on the distiller? If at | 
the end of three years the importer shall not pay his tax his goods are | 
confiscated by the Government and sold. 

it is said that the importer has the privilege of exportation. What 
does that amount to? For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, the 
value of imported goods amounted to $716,000,000 and the amount 
re-exported was only $17,000,000, and that proportion is pretty gen- 
erally preserved. When an importer brings his goods into this country 
and finds there is a bad market here for them, in all probability the 
same will be the case in other parts of the world, and he must accept 
his misfortune and bear his loss. 

Therefore itseems to me that the allegation here made that the legisla- 
tion of this country has been hostile toward this people will not bear ex- | 
amination. They have an advantage over the manufacturers of to- 
bacco in fact; perhaps, though, not in the mere terms of the law. In 
fact, the distiller of whisky has an advantage over the producer of beer, 
for the beer manufacturer wants no indulgence and the amount of his 
tax goes at onceintothe Treasury. Itis true the form of the statute may 
give it to him, but the fact remains that he is not asking for indulgence. 

These distillers have had an advantage up to this time in that they 
have had their whisky in bond for three years without paying interest 
on the tax. They have an advantage in that the great bulk of the 
whisky in the country has been held in bond and the Government has 
been kept out of the tax on it. They are not entitled to the privilege 
of exportation, because, as I have said, that privilege was intended as a 
great commercial policy. 

This bill is not asking for the indefinite extension of the bonded 
period. It is not placed upon the great, broad, economic principle that 
the tax shall be paid when the goods are withdrawn from bond and put 
upon the market. It is urged here that there is an overproduction, 
that these parties who have had three years’ time are now in distress, 
that they owe $66,000,000 or will do so in a short time, and if they are 
forced to pay it financial distress and embarrassment will be pre duced: 
they therefore want to be allowed two years more; that the Govern- 
ment shall loan them this $66,000,000 for two years more at 44 per cent. | 
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Who loans the poor toiling may in the tobaeco-field in his time o! 
distress money at 4) per cent.?- And why should he be compelled to 
pay taxes to the Government in order that the money may be used in 
this way? Why should there be taken from his hard earnings money 
to be used for any such purpose as this? 

But the great difficulty lies in another direction rhe owners of this 
whisky are threatening to export it (At one time we are told that 
they can not export it, because the banks will not allow them to do so 
At another time it is noised all about us that they will export it, and 
the Government willlose thetax. I know that generally they have the 
power to export it and that the Government can not get the tax if they 
see fit to avoid it by exportation. They are protected by the Constitu 
tion of the United States in that. 

But I know further that there is a growing disposition to repeal all 
the internal taxes. While I do not concur in that entirely, yet 1 un- 
derstand that the time is not far distant when we will be in a condition 
to repeal those taxes, and leading men all over the country are now ad 
vocating it. In 1887 the last of these taxes on distilled spirits will 
become due. We will then be liable to the same condition of things 
and will have the same cry here. 

We have no guarantee from the form of this bill that the demand will 
not be again repeated. Capital is ever ready to help itself by aid ot 
legislation if it can get it. In the mean time the amount of this tax 
may perhaps reach from one hundred to two hundred millions of dol 
lars. If it shall be the case that the internal taxes are abolished, von 
will then be asked to grant a rebate of this tax then due. 

It will be said, *‘ You have turned loose everybody else to engage in 
the business of distillation; you have allowed everybody else to manu- 
facture whisky, and this tax is absolutely confiscation to us.’’ The 
argument will come in a form that will address itself to the sense of 
justice of everybody, and you will be compelled to regard it. With 
what propriety can we allow this fund to be realized and accumulated, 
and then in the course of a few years cancel the obligation of these 
bonds? For one, sir, I can not consent to any such measure. Able 
newspaper writers, persuasive orators, may carry the mind of this House 
away from the simple truths that should govern our conduct on this 
occasion; but the people will calmly and soberly consider the facts, and 
will indignantly condemn our action if we should adopt this measur 

I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague [ Mr. REEs! 

Mr. REESE addressel the committee. [Nee Appendix. | 

Mr. COX, of New York, addressed the committee. 


[See Appendix. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by M1 
SYMPSON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed a 
resolution providing for the printing of 6,000 extra copies of the report 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate upon the neces 
sity for such legislation as shall protect our interests against those gov 
ernments which have prohibited or restricted the importation of meats 
from the United States. Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa 
tives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 1027) for the relief of James H. Woodard; and 

A bill (S. 1407) to authorize the issuing of a register to John 8S. Me- 
Quinn and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. Prt 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announcing that he had, March 20, 1884, 
approved and signed a bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, here is a large interest in my 
district which is deeply concerned in the passage of this bill. and I ayn 
glad to have the opportunity of saying a few words in its favor. I have 
listened to the arguments on the other side, particularly to the speech 
of the gentleman from Georgia, and I fail tosee that the passage of this 
bill will contravene any system of public policy or be in any manner 
injurious to any of the interests of this country. 

I have heard the objection of the gentleman that the persons now in- 
terested and anxious for the passage of this bill received timely warn 
ing from the Secretary of the Treasury and trom other public men that 
they were manufacturing too much of the article and that there would 
be a surplus of production. The argument to be derived from that 
statement is that these men acted unwisely, and because these gentle- 
men acted unwisely, because they tailed to obey the suggestion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or other wise statesmen whe made the sug 
gestions, that therefore they are not entitled to relief. That is all there 
is of it. For my own part, sir, 1 am compelled to say that I see no force 
whatever in that argument. 

The gentleman seems to admit that the Government has no need fo 
the money which will be derived from the payment of the tax upon t! 
surplus production of spirits. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 








lig na i SERRA Ma Dae i ANI Rl cA CAMS NAS 


ee Se 


1 neh ee NN a Pilg 


ee 


2132 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. BLAND. There is so much epnfusion in the Hall that it is im- 
possible to hear the speaker who is now addressing the committee, and 
I am surprised that he can hear himself. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN rhe committee will be in orde1 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I shall be very brief in my remarks. The gen- 
tleman seemed to admit, as I have stated, that the Government has no 
need for the money which will arise from the payment of the tax upon 
this surplus production, and he says emphatically that if the Govern- 
ment has no need for it it has no right to collect it. I would like to 
ask the gentleman if he will vote for a proposition, if it shall be intro- 
duced in this House to-day, to abolish the tax upon this surplus produc- 
tion of spirits and let it come free from the bonded warehouses? Is 
that what the gentleman means ? 

If he says we have no right to collect the tax, then he should be in 
favor of passing a law to prevent its collection. But we know that the 
tax is existing upon this commodity. We know that in three years 
trom the time it is deposited in the bonded warehouses it must be re- 
moved and the tax paid, and that it can not be removed until the tax 
is paid. 

Now, what is the condition of affairs? We have, it is stated, a sur- 
plus of $140,000,000 in the Treasury. That much money is withdrawn 
from the circulation of the country. That amount fails to enter into the 
business of the country. It is an amount which is bearing no interest 
and yielding no good to the Government or to anybody else. Inde- 
pendent of this amount of one hundred and forty millions of surplus 
revenue it is proposed to force upon the market, not 70,000,000 of gal- 
lons, as the gentleman says, but 45,000,000 of gallons, according to the 
report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon which the tax 
is to be paid. In other words, it is proposed to add to this surplus of 
one hundred and forty millions which is derived from other sources of 
revenue as well as distilled spirits, and which is in part the revenue 


derived trom distilled spirits already consumed or in process of con- | 


sumption, the revenue which would be derived from the 45,000,000 of 
gallons of spirits, which would amount to something over $40,000,000. 
It is proposed, I say, to add this amount to the already existing surplus. 
This amount, for it is evidently a business matter, is in the Treasury 
now and bears nointerest. It is, as I have said, yielding nothing to any 
one; and yet it is proposed to add to this already great surplus the rev- 
enue to be derived from 45,000,000 of gallons of spirits which are to 
be forced upon the market in excess of the demands of the country. 

I submit to the gentleman if this proposition in any aspect in which 
you may view it is a wise financial policy to pursue by any statesman 
who looks to the interest of the country. Let me ask, why should this 
vast amount of money be drawn from the business of the country sim- 
ply to be placed in the vaults of the Treasury and yielding nothing to 
anyone’ Why increase the surplus in the Government vaults by with- 
drawing from the business interests of the country the amount derived 
from the tax on distilled spirits? I say simply as a question of finan- 
cial policy there is no reason in it, there is no wisdom in it. 

But as a question of justice. “he gentleman says that this is class 
legislation. Prior to 1868, we have been told, the tax was not col- 
lectible on distilled spirits until they were actually removed from the 
bonded warehouse. In other words, it was purely upon the consump- 
tion that the tax was levied, and the distiller was not bound to pay the 
tax until he was ready to sell the commodity for purposes of consump- 
tion. But that law, as you are all aware, has been changed; and now 
he has only three years, which is the limit within which the spirits 
may remain in the bonded warehouse free of tax, instead of the advan- 
tage previously granted him under the old law. This is a peculiar 
restriction upon his business, for prior to the date I have mentioned he 
was not required to pay the tax until the spirits went into consumption; 
but now he is required to do so at the expiration of the period named. 

There 's another point into the discussion of which I need not enter 
because it was so fully elucidated by the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means—that this legislation is an exceptional legislation; 
that it applies to the liquor interest and that alone; that it does not 
apply to any other article on which internal-revenue taxes are collected; 
that it is class legislation. If this is class legislation, the whole legisla- 
tion in regard to the whisky interest is class legislation. And do we 
do more than was done in 1878 by extending the period two years in- 


stead of three from the time the whisky is required to be taken out of 


the bonded warehouse? Nothing more. Class legislation is just the 
other way, as the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] suggests 
tome. The persons engaged in this traffic we must look upon as en- 
titled to the same rights, as entitled to the same consideration, as having 
a right to be governed by the same laws as any other citizens in the 
community. Whatever we may think about the traflic, it is a legiti- 
mate traflic; and no statesman has the right to distinguish, nor is it 
wise he should distinguish, between those engaged in that traffic and 
those engaged in any other traffic. We are not here’ as moralists to 


determine whether abstractly it is right to sell spirits and be engaged | 


in the traffic. Notatall. Those engaged in the traffic are entitled to 


the same privileges as any other citizen. And I say here and now if 


there were any other interest subject to the payment of taxes in the 
United States which occupied the same position as the whisky interest 
does to-day 1 would be in favor of giving it that relief and protection 
from an impending calamity which this bill proposes. 
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That is all there is in it; and itis a protection which injures no on 
which does not take money out of one man’s pocket to put into th: 
pocket of another man. It is a protection which does not injure th: 
Government. It is strictly in accordance with law. And if we look 
upon these men and treat them as entitled to the same consideration 
as any other citizens in the community, then it is a protection which 
they are entitled to as well as any others. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue tells us there are forty-fiv: 
millions of gallons which will have to be taken out of the bonded war 
houses. And that is to be thrown upon the market in addition to th 
production by the distilleries already in existence. It is unnecessary 
tor me to say the effect of this will be to reduce the price of the artick 
and to create distress, falling on those who have it on hand and thos. 
who have advanced money upon it. Then so far as they are concerned 
it is simply a question of justice and fairnessand right. I can not con 
ceive how any man, unless he has something against these distillers 
which I have not heard, unless he has some other argument which ad- 
dresses itself to considerations of public policy which I have not heard 
can claim that this bill should not pass. 

The Government has it in its power to crush these men. They say 
so. The argument derived from the facts reported to us by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue proves that fact. And it issimplyaques- 
tion as to whether the Government, having it in its power to destroy 
this interest or to preserve it, will by simply withholding its hand, by 
doing that which injures no one, by doing that which contravenes no 
question of public policy—whether it will preserve or whether it will 
destroy. That is the question. It is a question of fairness and of jus- 
tice, and so far as it can be looked at in a financial point of view a ques- 
tion of wisdom. I am aware that there is a spirit abroad in this land 
not in this House, but there is a spirit abroad in this land which, be- 
cause it may dislike a particular individual or class of individuals or 
abhor a practice in which they are engaged, however legitimate that 
may be under the Constitution and the laws, would for that reason, 
and that reason alone, crush them out of existence. I trust that ther 
is no such spirit here. I trust that we will approach this question in 
a spirit of fairness and justice, and [I am contident if that is the case 
this bill will be passed and these men will be relieved, because it is 
simply a question of relief. 

I yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. What time does the gentleman from Missouri | M1 
BROADHEAD] have to yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-four minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. Ten minutes will be enough for me. 

I desire to say, and I think every gentleman will! avouch the correct- 
ness of my statement, that during the years I have been in this House 
I have never engaged in filibustering on any question, whether the Dem 
ocrats had the majority or the Republicans. I voted for the considera- 

| tion of this bill because I regard it as a bill of vital importance, and | 
| was justified in voting for it on account of the reasons which I desire 
the opportunity to state. 

My Democratic friends, and especially my sweet friend from New 
York who has made a partisan speech on the tariff, have proceeded on 
the principle of playing one way to-day and another way to-morrow 
They cut down the appropriations on the naval bill $8,000,000. They 
cut down the appropriations on the next bill $4,000,000. And all this 
economy has come from the State of Pennsylvania and the State o! 
New York. And I desire the country to know in the coming Presi 

| dential campaign that the Democratic party has been cheese-paring and 
peanutting on this question of finances. And now we are asked to put 
into the Treasury seventy million additional dollars in order that 
may be kept there and in order that it may be kept out of the hands 
ef the laboring people of this country. And if you can not summon 
a number of members sufficient to pass this bill I want the country to 
know that you lacked courage to do it. I for one, standing on this sid 
of the Chamber, announce my purpose to vote for the bill, and I an 
nounce it upon these grounds: 

First, the great banks of this country have invested millions of do 
| lars in this whisky business, and if we drive this whisky out of the 
bonded warehouses we are going to have a panic. Any man who has 
| sense enough to pound glass into a rat-hole ought to comprehend that 
proposition. That is reason number one. 

I know that this whisky business is unpopular. But temperance 
while I respect’it, was defined by the old Roman to be in medio via t 
tissimus ibis—the middle way is the safe way. Temperance does not 
mean prohibition; it does not mean crankism. If you are going te 
adopt a temperance law in this House let me suggest one to you. It 
is to provide that any man who sells you adulterated wine or adulte! 
ated liquor should be sent to the penitentiary for life. { Laughter 
People have drunk liquor from the time of Noah, and they will drink 
it until the coming of the millennium. Christ himself manufactured 
wine, and what He could do we ought not to be ashamed of. 

I say that in the great and vital conflict of this Republic, when w: 
were struggling for the salvation of this nation, the men owning liquors 
paid over $100,000,000 of taxation year after year to the Governme nt 
I asked my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] whether he had a ta) 
| ulated statement showing the amount that had been paid by this inte! 
\ est in the form of taxes to the Government. I say jo you that if yo 
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will go to the Treasury Department and ask there how much this in- 
terest contributed to the support of our arms and to the salvation of 
our Republic you will find that what I have said is absolutely true. 

But independent of that, let me tell you why we should pass this 
pill. I will reiterate it, as Cato did inthe Roman senate. [ Laughter. ] 
Do not laugh yet; you will think differently when I get through. | 
will reiterate it as Cato did in the Roman senate when he said that 
Carthage should be destroyed. I will vote for this bill in order to keep 
$70,000,000 out of the Treasury, idle and unemployed, and in my judg- 
ment to be used for the purpose of producing distress and poverty among 
the people of this country. I am for the people, and against capitalists 
and monopolists. Ido not care whether I float on one wave or another, 
so that I can aid them in securing bread and butter. 

I do not propose that this administration, with the support of thé 
Republican party or the support of the Democratic party, shall hoard 
up in vaults and keep idle and unused millions on millions of dollars, 
the amount constantly increasing, while that which belongs to the peo- 
ple is constantly diminishing and their means of earning an honest liv- 
ing is being impaired. 


I care nothing about the opprobrium that may be attached to this bill. | 


1 am in favor of reducing the tax on whisky and tobacco because I am 
a high-tariff protectionist. I know that if we do not do so we will 
have to repeal the tariff. Standing upon the tariff, I am in favor of 
this bill or any other that will protect and benefit the great industries 
of the people of this country. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BELFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is the gentleman in favor of relieving altogether the 
distillers of the tax on the whisky now in bond? 

Mr. BELFORD. No; I am in favor of keeping that amount of tax 
out of the Treasury for the present. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman is not in favor of that, then I ask 
him if this bill will not actually pay more money into the Treasury by 
requiring 4} per cent. interest for two years upon the amount of the tax ? 

Mr. BELFORD. No; notatall. If I have two years in which to 


pay a note [ do not see how the bank is going to get any money out of | 


me before I pay it. 

Mr. BRUMM. But you impose by this bill anadditional tax of 43 
per cent. for the two years. 

Mr. BELFORD. You must recognize one fact, and you can not es- 
cape it: We have now $150,000,000 of surplus revenue in the Treasury 
that is absolutely idle, and you propose if you do not pass this bill to 
add $70,000,000 more to it. 

4 MEMBER. Not that much. 

Mr. BELFORD. IL asked the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means [Mr. MorkISON] whether the amount of tax onthe whisky 
now in bond would not amount to $70,000,000, and he said it was cer- 
tainly $50,000,000, and probably more. You Greenbackers ought neve1 
to vote against a bill that will keep that amount of surplus revenue out 
of the Treasury when you know from absolutely ascertained facts that 
it will be kept there idle all the time. 

I am fighting for this bill on principle. I want to see that Treasury 
unload itself. I do not want to collect from the people taxes on whisky 
and tobacco if they are to be kept in the Treasury. Let them pay the 
debt that this nation owes. There are $260,000,000 of callable out- 
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Notwithstanding I feel thus, if I believed there was danger ofa panic 
such as the advocates of the measure represent would follow the failure 
to pass this bill, if [ believed that some great financial calamity would 
follow the defeat of the measure, | would vote for it. But, Mr. Chai 
man, whenever that interest has come before this Congress demanding 
relief, it has come just as it does now, telling us it was absolutely es 
sential that special relief to it should be granted unless we were will 
ing that some great calamity should overtake the country. 

There are gentlemen around me now, members of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, who heard, and I venture to say that no one who heard it has 
forgotten, the eloquent, impassioned appeal made on this floor in behalt 
of a similar measure about one year ago by the distinguished stat 
man who is now at the head of the great Commonwealth of Kentucky 
The present governor of that State, Hon. J. Proctor Knott, appealed 
to us at that time most feelingly to take up the bill, then pending, ex 
tending the time for the payment of taxes on whisky. He predicted. 
as did everybody else who was here urging the bill, that if relief was not 
granted a panic was just upon ts. 
it was heard on this floor 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman will allow me to say that immedi 
ately after the failure of that measure half a dozen of the most promi 
nent firms in my own city went into bankruptcy. Similar failures 
occurred in Cincinnatiand in New York, one of the establishments being 


It floated through these corridors 


| the great firm of Ives, Beecher & Co. 


Mr. HERBERT. 


The gentleman has only confirmed my position 


| The fulfillment of Mr. Knott’s prediction, as this eloquent gentleman 


[Mr. WILLIS] now states when he rises to interrupt me, was the fail 
ure among the 50,000,000 of people in this country of only halt 
dozen firms he can specify. 

Mr. WILLIS. I said that in my city there were half a dozen. 

Mr. HERBERT. The prediction of Mr. Knott was that we were to 
have a panic; that the interests of the whisky manufacturers and the 
whisky owners were so intimately connected with the interests of every 
body else, with all the business interests of the country, that a general 
financial panic would result at once trom a failure to relieve them. But 
twelve months have passed, the whisky tax falling due in that time bas 
been paid, and we have no panic yet. 

Let us go back a little and look into the history of lexislation on this 
subject, that we may gather some lessons trom the laws wiiich have been 
passed and the reasons,vhich induced them. 

Up to 1868 whisky paid taxes only when it was entered for consump- 
tion, and it is contended that this was the only proper plan. Under that 
plan there occurred at Chicago and Saint Louis and in other portions of 
the country those frauds which caused the cheek of every true patriot 
and lover of republican government to turn pale with apprehension tor 
the future of the Government. The result was a change in the law 
By the act of 1368 whisky was compel d to pay taxes within one year 
after it was produced. So the law remained until 1878, when, on the 
28th of March, an act was passed at the behest of persons in this inte: 
est extending the period for the payment of taxes on whisky in bond 


to three years. That law was not only prospective, applying to whisky 
| thereafter produced, but it was retroactive, applying to all whis!} 


which had been produced within the previous year, and upon the 


| whisky produced within the previous year a tax of 5 per cent. per an 


standingdebt. Why does not the Secretary of the Treasury call in those | 


bonds and pay them? Who can answer that question ? 

I care nothing about the fact that he isa Republican. I want his 
defenders on the floor of this House to tell me and to tell you why he 
keeps that money there and pays 3 per cent. on these bonds, when he 
has $150,000,000 with which to pay them and the effort is being made 
to put $70,000,000 more into the Treasury, so that it can be hoarded in 
the vaults of that great building. 
hands of it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, in discussing this bill I shall en- 


If that is republicanism I wash my 


deavor to be perfectly fair toward the interest which is seeking relief 


here at the hands of Congress. I shall treat those who are engaged in 
the production of whisky just exactly as I would treat the producers ot 
any other manufactured article. 

_ Ll oppose this bill not on temperance grounds, for I think that ques- 
tion has fairly nothing to do with the subject. I oppose it because in 
my opinion it has heretofore had all the special legislation it is entitled 
to. It has been before us time and again. It has had relief time and 
again, and I now feel morally certain that if we grant the relief this 
time we will be called upon hereafter to grant the same or some othe1 
and further relief. 

In other words, I believe that if we shall pass this bill we will dem- 
onstrate that the Congress of the United States is unable to resist any 
demands that the whisky interest may press pertinaciousl y and united] y 
upon us. I want this Congress to meet the question, and I want to be 
able to defeat this bill by a square vote, so that those who are interested 
in the manufacture of whisky and those who deal in and buy that ar- 
ticle shall at last understand that the time has come when they, just 
as all other people of this country, must abide by the law, and that they 
Can expect no further special legislation for their benefit. I think it is 
high time we should teach them that lesson. 


num was assessed. Afterward this interest tax was, in the interest otf 
the whisky men, repealed, if I understand the matter correctly 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] said to-day that most 
of or all of that interest tax had been paid betore the repeal of the law 
In this I think he must havebeen mistaken. If the tax had been paid, 
what was the reason for the repeal of the law ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think my friend from Alabama does not un 
derstand exactly the provision of that law. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will vield for a correction 

Mr. THOMPSON. The law of 1878, which increased the bonded pr 
riod from one to three years on whisky in bond at that time as well 
as on the future product, required 5 per cent. interest to be paid on 
the deferred tax. During the year 1878 the total amount collected a 
interest under this 5 per cent. provision was something over $74,006 
nearly $75,000. The estimate was that it would produce after that 
time about $150,000 a year. But in 1880, when Congress undertook 
in a large measure to remodel the revenue system by what is known 
as the ‘* Carlisle bill,’’ removing the 10-cent stamp tax, the exporters’ 
tax, and sundry other minor taxes which produced but little revenu 
and were annoying both to the Department and to the distillers, the 
5 per cent. interest clause was repealed, because the amount of ré 
enue produced by it was too insignificant to justify its continuance 


Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman has simply gone into details and 
cited the exact law which verifies my statement I said that law 
repealed while some taxes were still due under it. He says it was 1 
pealed in 1880. The law gave three years on all whisky made wit! 


one vear before the 28th of March, 1878. There must then, asa matt 
of course, have been some whisky on which the interest tax was d 
at the time of the repeal of this act in 1R80 

‘Mr. THOMPSON rose. 

Mr. HERBERT [am sure I am correct, and I hope the gentler 
will not interrupt me 

I wish to show what results followed the passage of the law of 1~7 
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I maintain that the consequence of granting the relief asked for in this 
bill will be to encourage overproduction of whisky in the future. 
That is exactly what the passage of such acts in the past have resulted 
in; this I can demonstrate beyond any doubt. Here I hold the testi- 
mony offered in behalf of this bill before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. On page 3 of that printed testimony it appears that in April, 
1879, shortly after the extension of the bonded period, the amount of 
whisky produced in the United States was 250,585 gallons. That 
amount continued to increase. It went gradually along until in three 
years after the passage of that act the production had run up from 
250,000 gallons in April, 1879, until it reached, in January, 1881, 3,724,- 
776 gallons, and in February 4,028,774 gallons, and in March to 4,991,- 
913. That is the gradual increase which followed the granting of the 
relief in 1878, and that relief was asked for, like this, because it was 
said to be necessary because it was believed to be absolutely essential 
to prevent great financial distress. 

Then, in the fall of 1882, when the Forty-seventh Congress began, 
this House was flooded with bills asking a similar but* further relief, | 
asking absolute, indefinite extension; in other words, that distillers | 
might keep whisky in bond till they got ready to put it on the market | 
and pay taxes. Those bills went to the Ways and Means Committee | 
of that Congress. A bill granting indefinite extension was reported | 
back to this House, and under suspension of the rules, on the 3d day of | 
April, 1882, it was passed. 

What were the reasons given at that time? In the report it is said: 

Besides, the information received by the committee conduces to show that 
there is at this time an urgent necessity for the extension of the time during 
which spirits may remain in bond, asa measure of relief to distillers and dealers 
who have large stocks on hand 

Further on the report says: 


Unless the time shall be extended, the tax of 90 cents per gallon must be paid 
to the Government on these spirits whether there isa sale of the article or not, | 
and there are reasonable grounds to believe that in many cases the immediate 
exaction of such large amounts of money from the owners of unsold goods | 
would result in their financial ruin, while in all cases it would be a very great 
hardship 


Below I have marked another paragraph in a letter sent to the com- | 
mittee and published with this report where Mr. Green b. Raum, Com- | 
missioner of Internal Revenue, predicted that great financial distress | 
would follow the failure to pass that bill just as we have the same thing 
predicted on this floor to-day. He said: 

It seems to me unreasonable to suppose that these spirits can all be removed 
for consumption within the time now required by law, If the manufacturers 
and owners are required to pay the taxes within three years, I would expectto | 


see such a decline in prices as would seriously embarrass many strong firms, | 
probably cause many failures, and unfavorably affect other branches of busi- 
ness without any beneficial results to the Government 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield to me ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I will for a question, but not for a speech. 

Mr. WILLIS. I only desire to ask the gentleman if he knows in | 
reference t6 this threat of bankruptcy—whether he. as amember of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, knows that for the year ending the | 
3lst of December, 1882, there was only a million and a half due, and | 
that for the year ending December 31, 1883, there were only fifteen 
millions due, and that for the present year there were thirty-eight mill- 
ions? We saw the storm coming, and endeavored to get Congress then | 
to provide against that storm. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me answer the gentleman. He says we saw, 
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of relief they asked, just so long did they continue to manufacture it 
They never stopped their production until they began to see that they 
could not command Congress at will. Then production began to fal} 
off. Now they come again with the same appeal. They ask you to 
extend this relief. Why do they want it? 

Why the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] himself, in argu 
ing this question, has indicated that the distillers wish to start again 
such distilleries as have clesed. His argument is that a great deal ot 
corn will thereby finda market. How? By beginning operations again 
in distilleries that are now idle. But why do this if there is already 
enough whisky on hand to answer the purposes of consumption, as they 
say, for two years? That is a plain business question. The whisk, 
producers themselves admit, by their own arguments here when they 
say that the passage of this bill will furnish a market for corn, that now 
when whisky is, as they themselves complain, a drug on the market 


| they will again begin operations if they get this act passed and add to 


that surplus already on the market. 

I think, sir, that I have demonstrated my first proposition, but | 
ought to read some figuresin orderto doso. Ihold in my hand a lette: 
from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on this subject. I asked 
him to give me the amount of whisky—bourbon and rye—produced in 
the last few years, and before I get through I will show you that this is 
the especial interest here claiming relief. lIasked him to give me th« 
figures showing the amounts produced of these two classes of whisky 
The amount gradually runs down, as this table shows, from about 
13,000,000 entered into bond during the year 1882 to 3,038,000 for th 
first half of the present fiscal year; and the whole amount of whiskies 
of that class in bond on the 1st day of January, 1884, is simply 64,000,000 
gallons. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that there is danger of any great 
financial disturbance to follow from the refusal to pass this bill. W: 
may possibly be on the eve of a period of great commercial distress 
But if it is to come it will not be the result of failing to give the whisk, 
interest all the legislation it wants. I know, sir, that gentlemen who 


| draw these dark pictures are very honestin theiropinions. I know near|) 


every one of them; they are my personal friends. But I am satistied 
that in their minds they aggravate the situation. How easy is it todo 
that. Telegrams came to them here day after day; newspapers, tilled 
with articles drawing dark pictures of distress, come to them day after 
day; letters making urgent appeals come to them by every mail, and as 
a matter of course they feel deeply upon.the subject. They are filled 


| with the zeal of the advocate who pleads the cause of a client. It is 


an easy matter for a great interest like the whisky people to get into a 
panic. I feel perfectly certain that they themselves in their own minds 
exaggerate the situation. 

If we would see the actual extent of the interest really involved here 
let us separate bourbon and rye whiskies and the other class known 
as high wines and cheap whiskies. The latter class, as everybod 
knows, does not require to be in bond to mature. Whiskies of that 
class are produced from time to time according to the demands of the 
market. There is no sort of necessity for keeping them in large stock 


|}on hand. There is but one reason why distillers of these whiskies ar 


asking the passage of this bill. That is, that if the bourbon and ry: 
whiskies are forced upon the market at a low price they will come into 
competition with their product and thus curtail the volume of their bus 

| ness in the future. 





that is thesdistillers whom he represents at that time saw, the storm 


But the producers of the bourbon and rye whiskies stand upon a 


coming, and demanded the bill thenpending. In January, February, | different footing. They say it is necessary their whiskies should lie in 
and March while the bill was before the committee, and in April, 1882, | bond for some two or three years before they are fit for use; that the 


when the bill passed, he says they saw the storm coming. 


| have to anticipate the market, and that, anticipating a-better demand 


Mr. WILLIS. Does not the gentleman know this whisky was then | and a more profitable market than they have to-day, they overproduced 


produced and in bond? They knew it was there and would come out 
month after month as the three years expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. [have given the production of whisky at that pre- 
cise time, and the point I make is that while the distillers were asking 


for relief, that at the very time they came before the Committee on | 


Ways and Means with their application, and exactly when they caused 
this report to be made, they were adding to the overproduction. The 
table presented to the present Committee of Ways and Means, showing 
the amounts of whisky produced for the months of January, February, 
March, and April, shows that the distillers were then gradually but 


rapidly increasing the amount of their production, Here it is: In | 


December, 1881, they produced 5,230,083 gallons; in January, 1882, 
5,046,892 gallons; and in February, 1882, 5,317,673 gallons. The gen- 
tleman says they saw the storm coming 

If the storm has come, they invited it. If they are in peril, if they 
are embarrassed, as some of them I know are, they are responsible, just 
as other business men in this country are responsible for their situation. 

Now, that bill passed through this House. It went to the Senate and 
there it was delayed a longtime. In the nextsession it was taken up, 
and when that bill was finally brought back to the House it was deteated, 
because the House, having learned more about it from the discussions in 
the Senate, refused to give it consideration. It was never taken from 
the Speaker’s table. Then it was, and not until then, that the produc- 
tion of whisky began to fall off. Just so long as it seemed to the pro- 


ducers of this article that Congress would grant them whatever measure | 


| That is their case, I think, as fairly as it can be stated by its advocates 
| themselves. 

Now, then, is there any reason why these distillersshould have any 
| preference over the ordinary tax-payer? Most of us here represent 
other interests. Why is it that the producer of whisky should have 
any relief, any special legislation for him, that can not reach the pro- 
ducer of wheat or the producer of pork or the grower of cotton? The 
gentleman from Missouri who has spoken on this bill [Mr. Broan- 
| HEAD] said, as I understood him, that the law singled out the producers 
of whisky and imposed a large tax upon their product, and therefore he 
| contends that the distiller, instead of standing before us in the attitud: 
| of one asking a favor, is really only here to be relieved of an invidious 

distinction the law makes against him. 

Now let us see. To the average tax-payer the day for the payment 
| of taxes comes like death. And, asa gentleman near me suggests, like 
| death it is unwelcome. It is inevitable; he can not avoid it. He did 
} not take it upon himself, but the law put it upon him. On the othe 

hand the producer of whisky welcomes this tax. He surveyed the 
ground before he commenced the business. He knew what the law was 
He made his calculation. And he said to himself, ‘*I can make this 
business profitable; I calculate that it will be a good investment 
And upon that idea be began the business. In other words, he volun- 
tarily assumed for the sake of gain, whether legitimate or not is not the 
question here, the payment of these taxes. And now he says he made 
a mistake, and we ought to relieve him from the consequences of that 
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mistake. Mr. Chairman, mistakes are made by those in every occupa- | 
tion. Farmers fail; merchants fail; manufacturers fail. But all must | 
take and have heretofore taken the consequences of their own miscal- 
culations. The whisky men are the exceptions. They heretofore have 
asked of Congress relief when they wanted it, and Congress heretofore, 
except in the last House, has granted them the relief. 

If we grant that relief again under these circumstances, why do we 
do it? How much rye and bourbon whisky is there on hand? On the 
Ist day of January of this year the amount in bond was 64,000,000 of 
vallons. That has three years within which to pay taxes. The Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, who favors the bill, in his letter on the 
subject says that the annual consumption of whisky, bourbon and 
rye whiskies, in this country is about 18,000,000 gallons. Now, three 
times 18,000,000 gallons, or 54,000,000, would pay taxes and be con- 
sumed during three years. The whiskies that are to pay taxes in the 
three coming years, the rye and bourbon whiskies, amount to 64,000,000 
gallons, and the consumption, according to the estimate of Mr. Evans, 
would be 54,000,000; so that the surplus that oppresses these men to be 
distributed in these three years is simply 10,000,000 gallons for the 
whole United States. 

And so all this ery of a panic that is to come upon the country if this 
relief is not granted grows out of the fact that there are 64,000,000 | 
gallons of this rye and Bourbon whisky in bond to-day that is to pay | 
taxes in three years, supplemented by the argument that the market 
is already overstocked with surplus whisky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Willthe gentleman from Alabama yield 
to me fora motion that the committee rise, he retaining the floor ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope that motion will not be agreed to. | 
trust the gentleman from Alabama will not be interrupted in his argu- 
ment. The hour will expire in twenty minutes, and then is the time 
for the committee to rise. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am out of voice, and would prefer to go on in the 
morning. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to me for a motion that the committee rise, he retaining the floor ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope that motion will not be agreed to. | 
trust the gentleman from Alabama will not be interrupted in his argu- 
ment. The hour will expire in twenty minutes, and then is the time 
for the committee to rise. 

Mr. HERBERT. Lam out of voice, and would prefer to go on in the 
morning. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the SPEAKER having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under censideration the bill 
(H. R. 5265) to extend the time for the payment of the tax on distilled 
spirits now in warehouse, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


I move that the committee rise. 


I move that the committee rise. 


REPRINT OF TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, to which I think there will be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 2,000 copies of House 
bill No, 5893, to reduce import duties and war tariff taxes, with the tables pre- 
pared, by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, by Charles H. Evans ; 
also 2,000 copies of report No. 792 on House bill No. 5893. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair, if there 
be no objection, will lay before the House two messages from the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

There was no objection. 


STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
» =e : rT . . . 
President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of War, of the 18th 
Instant, submitting a letter from Col. A. F. Rockwell. of the United States Armv ; 
in charge of the public buildings and grounds, embodying an estimate in the 
sum of 330,000 for a pedestal for the statue of General James A. Garfield, to be 
erected in the city of Washington by the Society of the Army of the Cumber- 
land, together with a letter upon the subject from General Anson G. McCook 
on behalf of the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, the object in view being 
the procurement of an appropriation by Congress of the amount of the accom- 
panying estimate. 

I commend the subject to the favorable consideration of Congress 


Saye CHESTER A. ARTHUR 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 20, 1884 





RECORD—HOUSE. 2135 


The SPEAKER. The message will be printed, and will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think, although I am not certain, that that prop 
erly belongs to the Committee on the Library. All matters relating 
to statues go to the Committee on the Library 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and will be printed 


CONSULAR SERVICE 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
To the House of Representatives 


In accordance with the provisions of the act making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the year ending June 30, 1883, I transmit 
herewith a communication from the Secretary of State in relation to the 
lar service 


econsu 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 20, 1884 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same 


A bill (S. 1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 


Mr. PERKINS, trom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


RETALIATORY LEGISLATION. 

The SPEAKER, in pursuance of the statute, laid before the House 
the following concurrent resolution of the Senate; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 extra copies of the report and accompanying documents of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate upon the resolution of the Sen- 
ate requiring said committee “to inquire into and report such legislation as 
shall protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited 
or restrained the importation of meats from the United States 2.000 copies for 
the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Kepresenta 
tives, 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ET¢ 

The following petiti®ns and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
under the rule, and referred as tollows 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Henry P. MeMillion, tor pay tor 
property taken for the use of the United States during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of Grange No. 211, of Cooper County, 
Missouri, praying that a law be passed creating the Commissioner of 
Agriculture a member of the Cabinet—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of D. E. McVean and others, citizens 
of Kalkaska, Mich., asking for the establishment of a home for disabled 
soldiers in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Papers relating to the claim of Orange M. Blair, 
administrator of Thomas P. Blair—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. EVERHART: Protest of 26 citizens of Media, Delaware 
County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Petition of citizens of the city of Camden, N. J 
asking for further legislation on the Chinese restriction act 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

by Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial from the fruit importers of New York, 
Boston, Philadelphia, and Baltimore—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of E. M. Atkinson and 38 others, asking for 
the restoration of the duties on wool, & to the samé committee 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of Capt. John Wagley, Amos 8. 
Burnett, and 248 other citizens, praying for an appropriation for the 
protection of the Harbor Cross Village, in Emmet County, Michigan 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the bill for the benefit of W 
H. Wheeler, of Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. HOWEY: Papers relating to the claim for relief of Salmon 
B. Colby—to the same committee 

By Mr. LIBBEY Petition of citizens ot Newport News, Va., in rela 
tion to a public building at that city—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Memorial of Capt. James B. Bazell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8S. H. MILLER: Petition of H. A. Ross Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 251, of New Lebanon, Mercer County, Pa., in favor 


to the Com 


of the passage ofadaditional Laws re lative top nsions— to the Select Com 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay 

By Mr. S.J. PEELLE: Petition of Henry McBee, A. F. M 
63 others, citizens of Wayne Township, Marion County, In 


nsing, and 


d askit g 
Congress to amend the homestead law so as to give soldiers and sai 
ors of the late war land-warrants in proportion to military service—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands 
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By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of 8S. B. Tovee and 49 others, asking passage 
of House bill 4006, to pension Capt. B. F. Slaten—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of 116 officers of steam-vessels of the 
Mississippi and Ohio Rivers, praying for the passage of House bill 4991 
providing for the purchase of snug-harbors for disabled officers and sea- 
men of the American domestic merchant marine—to the Committee on 
Commerce 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of M. R. Trace, J. A. Moorhead, and 
17 others, citizens of Ohio, relative to the restoration of the tariff on 
wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOD: Two resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic, Post 
102, Kentland, Ind., praying for bounties, pensions, and land-warrants— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay 

Also, petition of soldiers, asking Congress to act on the bills in their 
behalf without delay—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 21, 1884, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEy, D. D. 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair expects to be absent for 
two or three days of next week, and asks unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] perform the duties of the Chair 
during Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday next. Is there objection ? | 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 
On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PEDESTAL OF GARFIELD STATUE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 

the President of the United States; which was read, and, withthe ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of War, of the 18th 
instant, submitting a letter from Col. A. F. Rockwell, United States Army, in 
charge of public buildings and grounds, embodying an estimate in the sum of 
$30,000 for a pedestal for the statue of General James A. Gartield, to be erected 
in the city of Washington by the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, to- 
gether with a letter upon the subject from General Anson G. McCook, on behalf 
of the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, the object in view being the pro- 
curement of an appropriation by Congress of the amount of the accompanying | 
estimate 

I commend the subject to the favorable consideration of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 20, 1884. 


CONSULAR SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from | 
the President of the United States; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe printed, as follows: 

To the Senate 


In accordance with the provisions of the act making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the year ending June 30, 1883, I transmit 
herewith a communication from the Secretary of State in relation to the consu- 
lar service. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 20, 1884 

The documents referred to herein have been transmitted to the House of 
Representatives 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, submitting reports from Maj. W. H. H. Benyaurd of the results of 
an examination and survey of certain portions of the Illinois, La Salle, 
and Sangamon Rivers, in the State of Illinois, made to comply with 
the requirements of the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting a preliminary report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office concerning the roll of the Cherokee Indians 
east of the Mississippi River, in accordance with a resolution of the 
13th instant; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Minnesota, praying for such a change in the laws in regard to 
the public lands that all bona fide purchasers from the original locators 
may be protected in their titles in cases where the receipts have been 
issued to the original locators previous to sales by them. _ I present this | 
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petition in behalf of my colleague [Mr. SABLN ], who is necessarily ab- 
sent, and move that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Margaret Kimble, widow of Rich- 
ard Kimble, late private Company K, Twentieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to th 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a preamble and resolutions adopted } 
the Charles W. Heath Post, No. 109, Department of Indiana, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and resolutions adopted by the C. C. Mason Post, 
No. 235, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, favor 
ing the passage of various relief measures for the benefit of soldiers now 
pending before Congress; which were referred to the Committee on Pen 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Catharine Carney, of Rossville, Clin 
ton County, Indiana, praying for an increase of her widow’s pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of John Simmons and othe: 
letter-carriers of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the passage of a bill grant- 
ing them thirty days’ leave of absence yearly with pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Tibbits, a citizen of Ne- 
braska, late private Fifty-second Illinois Infantry, praying that his 


| title to a certain tract of public land be confirmed; which was referred 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 1002) for the 
relief of C. T. Jenkins; which was referred to the Committee on Claims 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 219) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Mis- 
souri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or James 


| River, and across the Mississippi River between the port of Saint Paul, 


in the State of Minnesota, and the port of Natchez, in the State of Mis 


| sissippi, and across the Illinois River between its mouth and Peoria, in 


the State of Illinois, and to prescribe the character, location, and dimen 
sions of the same, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1797) to authorize fhe construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of Wisconsin and Min 
nesota, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (- 
1567) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across the Saint 
Croix River, in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, reported it ad 
versely; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 954) for the relief of F. Prosh and T. F. McElroy, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. BECK. from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 956) for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell, reported it with 
out.amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1896) to empower 


the Secretary of War to permit the establishment, under certain con- 
ditions, of a horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island and 
the bridges erected by the United States connecting the cities of Dav- 
| enport and Rock Island therewith; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1897) granting a pension to James 
| Mullen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
| ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1898) to provide for the admission 

into the Union of the State of Tacoma, and for other purposes; which 


was read twice by its title. 


Mr. PLATT. The bill relates to the admission of Washington Ter- 
ritory as a State. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Ter- 


ritories. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations fur the naval service for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which 


with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PLATT. I think that amendments which are presented to ap- 


propriation bills ought to be placed upon our desks. Since the mew ru 


by which only reports and bills reported from committees and placed on 
the Calendar are put upon our desks, we do not find before us proposed 


amendments to appropriation bills or to any bills which are under con 


sideration. I think that papers of that character ought to be distrib- 
uted and placed upon our desks. I do not know that any rule 1s neces- 


sary on that subject. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection amendments 


offered to appropriation bills and printed will be distributed on the 


















































desks of Senators. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the bill (S. 1852) fixing the salaries 
of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per 
annum. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. resumed the consideration of the bill (8S. 1852) fixing the sala- 
ries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 
per annum, the pending question being on the amendment proposed 
bv Mr. MorGAN to add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall apply only to judges that shall be hereafter ap- 
pointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama { Mr. 
MoRGAN ] is entitled to the floor on the pending amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I had nearly concluded my remarks 
on this bill yesterday, and would not go on to-day, I believe, but for 
the earnest and polite invitation extended to me by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], who expressed for the first time in his life 
a very amiable desire that I should be heard further upon the bill. 1 
am always disposed to yield to any such request coming from that 
Senator, for he very rarely makes it, and I regard it as a great compli- 
ment. The Senate always loves to find the Senator from Massachusetts 
in a nice, good humor. It reminds one of washing-day with the scold- 
ing left out, and I always feel disposed to take a holiday when I tind 
the Senator from Massachusetts wants me to proceed to discuss any 
question in the spirit of amiability which he indicated yesterday. 

The question is a grave one for this body to consider. I mentioned 
yesterday the effect that our legislation would have upon the future of 
this country if we should raise this salary to $5,000 for all the judges 
of the district court and supplement it, as we should be compelled to 
do, I suppose very soon, by raising the salaries of the Territorial judges 
to the same amount of money. 

We give to the district judges of the United States under this bill 
what is equivalent to an annuity for life of $5,000 perannum. The sum 
of money at 6 per cent. which would be necessary to raise that annuity 
would be $83,333.33. At the present time it is between 363,000 and 
$66,000. We propose to raise it $20,000 in the case of each of these 
judges, which is equivalent to taking out of the Treasury of the United 
States $20,000 and putting it at interest at 6 per cent. for the purpose 
of raising this additional stipend in favor of men who accepted their 
offices upon a very much lower basis of pay. 

I referred yesterday to the advantages also of having a life estate in 
an office, an income upon which a person could rely during the whole 


period of his life. I expressed the opinion, which | still entertain and 
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is no stigma put upon him when we place before him the reward of an 
additional salary upon the condition that he sees proper to release his 
hold upon his office and let us examine his record and see whether in 


ms a ——- _ aE 


| the particular case he is a man who deserves it or who has earned the 


| public policy and with wisdom. All my 


| 


reputation upon which we propose to reward him. 

| have no disposition to strike at the Federal bench, to reduce sala 
ries, if I had the power (and we have no power of that kind), or to put 
them under any new conditions that are not consistent with a sound 
inclinations have 
other way. During my whole life as a lawyer I have been in favor ot 
giving to the judicial officers, both of the State and the Federal Gov 
ernment, ample compensation, so that they should live lives of entire 
independence and some degree of comfort, so that they should have an 
opportunity also of devoting themselves assiduously and without un 
necessary interruption from poverty or other causes to the public service 
I believe in the doctrine of placing the judges of the United States in a 
position of independence. But, sir, we have been growing in thiscoun 
try not alike in all parts of it. Some portions of our country have be 
come much more important and populous than others in consequence 
of the fact that they have enjoyed larger commerce, larger intlux ot 
population, greater accumulations of wealth. In those regions of coun 
try it is due to the public service that we should increase the judicial 
salaries. Yetina large portion of the country the work of the judiciary 
remains comparatively unimportant. The time of the judges is not 
very largely occupied in some of the districts. Some of themare small, 
unimportant districts in respect to the litigation that is pending in them 
Why should we abandon the system under which we have put the sala 


been the 


| ries of the different judges in the more heavily populated communities 


which I think is just, that an estate of that kind limited to a man for | 


life is of very much higher value than would be an annual office of 
$5,000, such as a Senator or a member of the House of Representatives 
gets, and for which he has to take the chances of election and re-elee- 
tion from time to time. Therefore we are conferring upon these gen- 
tlemen a very large bounty. 

I have sought to obtain from the Committee on the Judiciary some 
information, some state of facts, that would justify us in increasing this 
stipend so largely, predicated upon some additional reasons, some public 


service, some improvement of the public service to be gained by the | 


money that we are thus expending. Nothing of that sort has been 
argued, nothing has been stated or suggested of that kind, except that 
Senators have essayed to say that as a matter of policy, as a matter of 
principle, we ought to give large salaries to our judges. Suppose that 
is a correct principle, I contend that the application of it in the pres- 
ent case is wrong. There is no necessity for it. We get nothing by 
the outlay. We do not improve the service merely by increasing the 
pay from $3,500 to $5,000 a year of those men who are now in office. 
We get no return for it at all. It might bea gracious thing to do: 
it might be a benevolent thing to do; but the question that we are to 
consider here is, is the public service improved by this expenditure ? 
Does the Government of the United States gain anything by this addi- 
tional expenditure which it has not already acquired? If there is a 
necessity in any case for the increase of salary, is there any reason why 
a Senator should not get up here and propound that necessity in the 
form of a bill, as has been done heretofore frequently, and let us vote 
upon the particular case and upon the particular necessity ? 

here is no reason why some judges who are not worth more than 
53,900 a year should be boosted up into salaries of $5,000 a year because 
some other judges are entitled to $5,000 who are only getting $3,500 
There is no logic in that statement of the proposition, and there is no 
justice in it. 

It has been urged against the amendment which I have had the honor 
to propose that it would be a hard requirement upon a judge to say to 
him, ‘If you want to get the five-thousand-dollar salary you must re- 
sign your position and get a reappointment and a recontirmation by 
the Senate.’’ There is no injustice in that, for if the judge has earned 
a reputation upon the bench in the public service which entitles him 
to a reappointment he would undoubtedly get it, and he need have no 


false modesty or reluctance about resigning in order to get it. There 


at higher rates, and thereby have equalized the salary according to the 
labor that is to be performed, and strike out for a new one which places 
$5,000 as the uniform salary of the judges throughout the United States 
and fixes that upon us beyond the power of appeal ? 

I have had occasion in discussing this measure to make reference to 
the fact that some of the judges of the Southern States in my opinion 
are not men who are in every sense qualitied for the 
that they are intrusted with. That has been the misfortune of the 
country. It has been the inconvenience that the Government has been 
placed under of finding political partisans in the South who are men 
of competent ability to discharge the duties of these high offices. The 
result is that we have had to take men of inferior capacity 
times of very low chéracter. 

When a man through these misfortunes has been fixed upon a se 
tion of the country we find that there is no chance to get rid of him 
except by impeachment, and we find that that is a remedy which is 
entirely ineffectual, because no one would think now of putting a judge 
before the House of Representatives for impeachment or before the Sen- 
ate for trial with any expectation of having the case determined during 


a session of Congress. 


high positions 


So the remedy by impeachment upon which o 


tathers relied for freeing the bench of incompetent persons 1 remed 
which by stress of circumstances has become obsolete It has been 
number of years since any impeachment was attempted. The last ons 


| that was attempted in the House of Representatives I believe was « 


judge from my own State, and there was so much difficulty and em 
barrassment about getting the matter attended to for want of time 
that he would have gone scot-free; it would have been impossible to 
have impeached him; and had it not been for the pressure of pub 
opinion that enabled us to free ourselves of that judge we should not 
have been relieved. 


The honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan, in a very 
splendid speech that he made once in this body while conducting an 
impeachment against a public officer, referred to the fact that he hac 
witnessed the pressure of public opinion driving I believe as many as 
three judges from the bench They were not impeached but driver 


They could not probably have been impeached for want of time on tl 
part of these bodies to try them 


Now you propose to increase. these salaries. I say Will te , 
your bill to give $5,000 salary, though I think that is a very exor 
bitant rate, if you will puta proviso in it that the measure shal! 
in futuro only, and if there are any judges in the United States ( 
wish to retain their places at'33,500 let them put their own prices uy 
themselves. Let them say, ‘'] would prefer to hold this place at 35,00 
rather than take the risk of going before the President of the Unite 


States and the Senate of the United States for the vindication ot 
record and THY conduct and my character as a judge 
The Department of Justice has been pretty active during the 


twelve months in the investivation ot oflicers connet ted with the court 
in almost all the Southern States and in some of the Northern Stat 
About $24,000 of public money has heen expended in those investi 
tions. and the subject is still going on, not merely through the « 

of the Department of JuStice, but it is going on in the other H 
Congress. A committee has been organized there tor the pury 
investigating what? Fraudsand villainies in the administration 

in the United States The Department of Public Justice, of wh 
course the circuit and district courts comprise the most essent 
ment, is arraigned now before the people of the United States 


charges connected with its administration: and what do we tind? 
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find developments there that would have shocked any people in the 
worst days of fraud in the English Government or in fact in any gov- 
ernment in the world. We find the reports of the officers of the De 
partment of Justice showing that subordinate officers of the judicial 
establishments in this country have been systematically and regularly 
swindling the people out of thousands and thousands of dollars and 
persecuting the people also, in order to get a chance to swindle the 
Government. Says the shief special agent of the Department in his 
report to the Attorney-General: 

You are aware that the fee system of compensating court officers has been 
found unreliable and unjust to the Government as well as to the citizen forced 
to appear in the United States courts Asa result of the examiners’ investiga- 
tions of the accounts of marshals, commissioners, and others, you were pleased 
to recommend to Congress in your last annual report the propriety of compen- 
sating court officers by salaries instead of fees. In the interest of the Govern- 
ment and the citizens it is hoped that your recommendation will be favorably 
acted upon, for it will be seen by reference to reports made by different exam- 
iners concerning the business of the courts in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Texas that the abuses of the fee system are not con- 
fined to any @istrict or section of country, but are, witha few notable exceptions, 
so prevalent and so odious that it is not to be wondered at that deputy marshals 
and deputy collectors of internal revenue have been shot down as if they were 
the enemies of the people 

The fact of their having been shot down is a fact that had escaped my 
attention in the portion of the country to which my attention has been 
particularly directed, my ownState. But here is a revelation of which 
that is asubstantial statement, a revelation of fact showing maladmin- 
istration in the management of the courts in the South and in the 
North, in New York and Pennsylvania as well as in the Southern States, 
which is utterly shocking, and which, I must say, is sustained by the 


facts which are presented by this agent, and are also further sustained | 
by the facts which have come out in the testimony before the committee of 


the House of Representatives. Now, whateffect, it may be inquired, 
has this upon the judges? Why, sir, the very worst men in the whole 
South in the abuse of what is termed justice there have been the United 
States commissioners. In my own State the records show that there are 
men there who have been for years and years tolerated in office when the 


judges knew, for their attention was specifically called to it, not only in | 


person, but I have called theirattention and the attention of the country 
to it on the floor of the Senate myself—the judges knew that these com- 
missioners were sending outdrag-nets throughout the entire country to 
haul in innocent men, white and black, for alleged offenses against the 


public domain, such as cutting timber and the like, nine out of ten of | 
whom were discharged upon a hearing. They were brought from dis- 


tances varying from fifty miles to three hundred. They were incarce- 


rated in prison without any necessity for it atall, and enormousexpenses | 


were incurred against the Government. The bills have been sent here 
and they have been paid, and these commissioners would so manage, 


State, as that they would sit in Montgomery day after day during almost 
every working day in the vear, and they would demand in addition to 
their ordinary fees in each case $5 a day from the Government of the 
United States forsittingin those courts. A more gross and unjustifiable, 
a more cruel abuse of liberty in the name of justice was never inflicted 
upon a people inthis world. Itisstated that in the county of Covington 
in my State there is seareely any who have not been called to Mont 


of wood or something of that sort from the public land. 

lhese judges have sat there and they have known this thing to be 
going on. They have not removed these men; they have not indicted 
them; they have not rebuked them. They have encouraged them in 
their wrong, and that extends through various of the Southern States 
according to the report of the Department of Justice made to Congress. 

[ should like to know in the presence of these facts whether the Sen- 
ate expects me to reward those judges by raising their salary from 
$3,500 to $5,000. The reward that I would give them, if I had the 
power to do it, would be to bring them to judgment betore the Senate 
tor their misbehavior in the neglect of their duties upon the bench 
whereby the people have been made to suffer and the Government has 
been swindled. I wish when the vote is taken on this bill that it shall 


be in contrast with these facts, and I desire to hear some Senator who | 


proposes to support this bill to add this $1,500 a year reward to these 
men to rise in his place and deny what I have stated upon this subject. 
If he can do that successfully he can answer my argument, but he can 
not do it otherwise. 


Here, sir, we are passing over reports of this kind that are brought | 


to the Senate and laid upon our table, facts which ought to arouse the 
Senate to demand investigation and inquiry into these wrongs and out- 
rages by the judges; and the first thing we do, instead of inquiring 
and instead of exposing and holding up to public scorn and contumely 
the men who are engaged in these things, is to reward them by increas- 
ing their salary $1,500 a year, not merely for their lives, but as loag as 
this Government shall stand this is to be the law, for when you put it 
on the statute-book you can never afterward repeal it. 

Mr. President, I have gone as far in this matter as I intend to go, so 
far as lam personally concerned. I have stated my reasons for desiring 
that this measure shal] not apply to the bench as it exists unless they 
on their part shall consent to come back before this body and give us 
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some opportunity to inquire into their character and their doings. [| 
want investigation of this matter, and it is the only means I know o{ 
by which it can be obtained. 

The district judges, the circuit judges, and the Supreme judges of 
the United States are the only men in the whole Government, except 
the Army and Navy officers, who are entirely independent of public 
opinion; and enough has been disclosed in the facts laid by the Pres- 
ident before the Senate during the present session of Congress to satisfy 
us that we ought not to encourage and reward men who, while they 
are made by the law independent of public opinion, seem to have no 
respect for it. The safeguard of the liberties of this country depends 
upon the fact of the responsibility of all men in this land, as far as ow 
Constitution will admit it, to the people of this country. If I felt that 
I had a life estate in the Senate I should dread, I should shudder, to 
think of the impression it might make on my mind of independence 
toward the people I represent, which would after a while culminate into 
antagonism, perhaps into tyranny, on my part. Here we have the 
judges of the district court of the United States who have no responsi- 
bility whatever to the people of the States in which they hold thei 
courts. They do not confess to any moral responsibility, any legal re- 
sponsibility, or any social responsibility to those people. Perhaps it 
may be one of the qualities of judgment upon the bench that a man 
shall be removed from responsibilities of this kind; but when that is 
the case and we find that the functions of oftice are being discharged 
in a way to wrong whole communities and to assist fraud and wrong 


| against the Government instead of being a check upon it, then I am 


for seizing any opportunity that may come along that will enable me 
to lend a hand to its correction. I can not sit down idly and refuse to 
speak lest I might by speaking offend the delicate taste of some gentle- 
men and allow matters of this kind to go on without some examina- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the picture drawn by the Senato 
from Alabama of the oppression of the citizens of certain States is. very 
shocking, and I am disposed to believe that it is entirely true, for be 
has vouched for many of these facts by the authority of the agents of the 
Attorney-General as stated in his last annual report. 

I find by law that the power of appointment of United States com 
missioners is vested in the cireuit courts of the United States. So it 
reads in section 627 of the Revised Statutes: 

Each cireuit court may appoint, in different parts of the district for which it 
is held, so many discreet persons as it may deem necessary. 

Now in the first place if this power of appointment is vested in the 
circuit courts, perhaps it may disarm part of the Senator’s criticism 
upon the results of the misconduct of these commissioners that the 


| salaries proposed to be affected by this law are not those of the judges 
having the deputy marshals circulating about distant regions of the | 


of the circuit court. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Delaware will allow me to sug- 
gest to him that the judges of the district court frequently hold the 


| circuit court, and have the right to do it when no circuit judge is pres 
| ent. 


Mr. BAYARD. The district judge may hold a cireuit court in the 
absence of the circuit judge, but they do not constitute the circuit court 


| nor can they make the appointments now in question, nor do they 
gomery for the purpose of being tried by a United States commissioner 
upon some allegation connected with the taking of timber or the taking 


That I think my friend will agree to. I am not speaking of the circuit 
court powers of the district judges, but I am speaking of the powers of 
the circuit courts to appoint the commissioners. I believe that it is so 
Section 627 provides for their appointment 

Now if it be true that the district judges have not the power nor re- 
sponsibility for the appointment of the commissioners under whose 
authority this monstrous system of injustice and outrage npon the citi 


| zens has been conducted, then it seems to me that the objection to the 
| district judges’ salaries can scarcely be said to be applicable. If it were 


applied to the circuit judges, the effect of the argument might possibly 
be different. 

But I would ask this of my friend from Alabama, how many of the 
district judges have the control in any way over the cases of abuse of 
power to which he has referred brought before them under warrants 
issued by the commissioners? How many does he believe to have been 
connected with an approval or rather with a failure to disapprove of this 
system of terrorization and outrage? There are fifty district judges in 
the United States; how many come within the Senator’s view in the 


| condemnation to which I think he has very properly given vent in this 


Chamber? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say that none of them have come within my 
personal view except as an observer of the current of events in my own 
State. I, however, referred to the report made by the officers of the 
Department of Justice as showing that this has prevailed in several! 
of the States. They are named, and I have readthem. The States o1 
Texas, Pennsylvania, New York, Georgia, Arkansas, and Alabama have 
been named in this report 

Mr. BAYARD. I think therefore the number of inculpated district 
judges is six out of fifty. If it were a separate question or capable ot 
being made a separate question, whether 1 would increase the salary 0! 
any judge of the United States whe was proven to have aided, permitted 


| or winked at oppression, who it was proven having the power to repres- 


or rebuke these outrages had yet consented to them, I would be not only 
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reluctant but absolutely unwilling to assist in any such inferential ap- 


proval of his conduct. I go with the Senator from Alabama and say | 
that there may be acts of omission as fatal, as dangerous as any of com- | 
mission, that a judge who permits his court to be made the theater of | 
oppression and outrage is just as guilty as the witness who is suborned | 


or as the district attorney or prosecuting officer who suborns him or 
in any way prostitutes the powers of his office. 

And, Mr. President, I am sorry to say that I also believe that the en- 
tire machinery of legislation, certainly that connected with the elec- 
tions in this country, has been conceived in a partisan spirit and has 
been executed in a basely partisan manner. I think I am safe in stand- 
ing here in the Senate and proclaiming, as I now do, that none but 
men of one political party have ever been indicted or called to answer 
at the bar of justice for violation of the United States election laws. I 
answer for that part of the country with which I am personally ac- 
quainted, and there I allege it to be the case. I will not speak so confi- 
dently in regard to other parts of the country with which I am not so 
personally acquainted; but having been a careful, interested, a vigi- 
lant observer, I state these facts here in the face of the Senate without 
fear of contradiction. 

If this be so, certainly that judiciary that should hold the scales of 
justice evenly ought to be protectors of the parties defendant in those 
courts when they believe that the instigating cause of the prosecution 
has been the prejudice and heat of politics, and not the desire for pub- 
lic justice. All this is true. It is sadly true. It is one of the serious 
facts which the American people will soon be called upon to consider, 
together with the many others that affect their interests and welfare. 
But, Mr. President, I see these things, I recognize their danger, be- 
cause he must be short-sighted indeed who does not see that these prec- 
edents of injustice and abuse of power will always come, like chickens, 
back to roost; that in the ebb and flow of political power, in its shift- 
ing sands that change from one side to the other, it may well be, and at 
a day not far distant, when this dangerous power of using legislative 
and judicial influences to persecute and punish party opponents may 
recoil upon those who have invented and set them in motion. But the 
cure undoubtedly lies in the administration. Bad administration, 
whether of the powers of prosecution or the powers of judgment and 
the conduct of cases, will alike produce utter injustice and over- 
throw laws which in just hands might be capable of beneficent opera- 
tion. It is that broad question as to whether the great powers of the 
Government that were designed for the benefit and protection of all 
have been confined to the single use of one party’s hostilities, and that 
party vindictiveness and not public justice has been both the object and 
the result of the administration of great public powers. That, sir, is 
a question which the history of this country in the past ten years will 
go far to illustrate, and which will at no distant day be submitted to 
the people of this country for their judgment. 

But this bill does not, in my opinion, touch that important question. 
It is another question of broad and important public policy, as to the 
compensation of judicial officers who have not the control of the appoint- 
ment or removal of this delinquent class—I call them delinquents, but 
might better style them criminals—the commissioners who prostitute 
their powers by issuing warrants in the wholesale, shameful, cruel, and 
oppressive manner which has been depicted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama. Those judges have not their pay in question. It is fifty men, 
whose number may from time to time be enlarged, who are intrusted 
with duties calling for a high degree of legal learning, personal char- 
acter, and professional ability. Of these fifty but six are alleged to 
have condoned these offenses either by express or tacit approval, and 
surely it is not just to visit the supposed sins of the six upon the forty- 
four who are not implicated. Is it economy to the people, is the poor 
man and the friendless assisted by having an incompetent and unlearned 
judge? Is he benefited by having some weak tool of power, who is 
eithercorrupt or corruptible, to sit upon his case? No, sir. His only 
chance, and the great chance for the unfriended and for the weak, is the 
elevation of character and the ability of the court before whom he goes 
for trial. , 

I do not say that excessive salaries will procure a proportionate ability; 
but I do say that an insufficient salary excludes from the office the class 
of men whom it is the highest interest of the people should oceupy the 
bench. My friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] read a very inter- 
esting and elaborate historical sketch of the gradual increase of judicial 
salaries from the earlier and simpler days of the Republic to the present 
time. It was well that he should have read it. It was instructive. 
It told of the march of luxury, of the growth of the country, the in- 
crease of the duties, and of the popular opinion of appreciation of those 
duties that has dictated a corresponding advance in the pay. Why, 
sir, until the act of 1870 was passed it was an absolute reproach and 
scandal tothe people of this country that men were kept upon the bench 
and upon the Supreme Bench of the United States compelled after 
long and faithful service to the country, not to be measured by pecu- 
niary salaries, but to be measured by a people’s gratitude and an appre- 
ciation of those services that would endure for generations—men were 
kept upon the bench because no degree cf frugality, no manner of life, 
however simple and consistent with their position, would permit them 
to lay by one dollar for the supportot their families. When borne down 
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by age and infirmities they were obliged still to carry their enfeebled 
forms upon the bench in order to receive the salary necessary to keep 
them from starvation. Sir, it was the conspicuous case of that great 
learned, and excellent jurist and patriot Roger B. Taney that caused 
the Congress of the United States, with too tardy recognition after his 
death, to say that men who had served so long and well should be en 
abled to retire for a little breathing space between their labors and the 
grave, and not be condemned to pass their last hours in want and sut 
fering. Sir, it is known that the children, the widowed daughters of 
that great man were compelled to labor for their daily bread, and to be 
the recipients of voluntary aid trom members of the legal profession 
throughout this country because their father during the long vears ot 
his faithful public service never had received such a salary as would 
have permitted him te lay by a moderate sum that might stand be- 
tween his childrenand the absolute poverty they were compelled to thee 
There never was a more just or a wiser act passed by Congress than 
that law by which a man 70 years old who had served ten vears on tl 


bench should for the remnant of those days, if he chose, if ill-health on 
disease compelled him, be allowed to retire trom labor and be supported 
for the short remnant of his days with propriety and comfort 

Sir, this bill may in some instances reward men who do not deserve 
it, but shall we for that reason withhold it from the many who do dé 
serve it? While this bill was under discussion the other day I met a 
professional friend from the city of New York in whose law firm weré 
two gentlemen who had been district judges of the United States, one 
in Connecticut and the other in the State of New York, and who, as he 
said, had borne starvation as long as they could, and had finally been 
compelled to resign from the district bench and go back to the ranks 
of the profession, where their abilities enabled them to earn many times 
over the present judicial salary 

So, Mr. President, I will go heart and hand with mv friend trom 
Alabama in condemning and in voting for the retormation of the evils 
and the outrages which he has referred to; but I do not think this 
amendment is the way to meet them. I de not think it would be an 
efficient way to meet them. I can not, therefore, support his amend- 
ment. 

Sir, it is all-important for the people of this country that nothing 
should exist to keep the highest class of professional talent and personal 
character trom administering the laws of this country from judicial 
station. It is in that view that I have voted for this general advance 
in salary of the judges, and not from any failure on my part to appre 


| ciate fully the wrongs, the cruelties, the maladministration which has 


gone on in many parts of this country and which seems to have met 
unfortunately so little disapproval in quarters where it ought to have 
been disapproved. The country in certain portions is ransacked to find 
some element to condemn among the disorderly classes, who will stain 
the good name of any community. Such disorder undoubtedly is to 
be condemned, but I declare it is not one-tenth part so dangerous, not 
one-tenth part so reprehensible, as the use of public power given tor the 
sacred purposes of justice and perverted to individual oppression by par 

tisan and official malignity. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, there has been no bill befor ne 
Committee on the Judiciary since [have been connected with that c« 
mittee which has given me as much work and as much labor and in- 
vestigation as this bill. I support the bill as it came from the com- 
mittee, and I will give the reasons briefly to the Senate which induce me 
to do so. 

Very erly in the session general bills were introduced and various 
bills to increase the salaries of the district judges in particular cases 
They all went to the Committee on the Judiciary, and they were r 
ported back by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. HOAR] with a list 
increasing the salaries of some fourteen or fifteen probably to the sum ot 
55,000 and several others to the sum of $4,000 Chat bill was searcely 
reported at the Secretary’s desk before there was a buzz in the Senate 
to know why this judge was omitted and that one and the other; and 
upon the request of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON ], he 
stating that there was some cause of complaint of this discrimination 
in his State, the bill was recommitted to the committee Thereupon 
i number of communications were received in the way of data as to the 
labor of the different district judges and as to the number of days it re 
quired them to do their work; in other words, the exaction upon thei: 
time. The committee, not being able to come toany other conclusion 
finally agreed to report an increase of all to $5,000. If they had stopped 
short of that and met simply the personal demands of Senators and othe 
persons in reference to particular district judges the list probably would 
have been at least thirty-four or thirty-five. We were brought to this 
alternative: not to increase at all or to take the entire list 

The opponents of this measure, as I understand, are willing to vote 
for an increase in particular cases where the facts would warrant that 
increase Che committee found that at least thirty-four or thirty 
are entitled to an increase, and in view of the objection made to diser 
nations we became satistied that no bill would pass unless we in 
them all to 35,000 I am aware that the services of someot the d 
judges may not be worth that much, but there are others wort! 
more than this sum, and who perform duties tor which a much | 
sum would not compensate. So I was not willing for one to ref 









2140 


increase the pay of these meritorious judges if we were compelled even 
to increase the pay in doubtful cases or in cases that we knew were 
not meritorious 

















































Now, take the State that I represent in part on this floor. We have 
a district judge with circuit-court powers at Fort Smith. He is occu- 
pied two hundred and ninety-two days in the year holding his court, 
and it is not a holiday court; it is not a fashionable court; but it meets 
at 8 o'clock, takes arecess for dinner, and adjourns at about 6 in the 
evening, in the fashion of the old school. The district judge at Little 
Rock has to go to Heléna to hold his court at a great expense, and his 
court at Little Rock is held open for the same length of time as the 
court at Fort Smith. There are two cases where if the judges are worth 
$100 according to any standard by which I can compute such services 
they are worth $5,000 { number of cases which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has on his list are equally striking as the two-I have 
instanced. 

Mr. President, the theory on which salaries were fixed at the founda- 
tion of the Government, on which they were regulated many times in 
the past, it will not do to apply at this particular time and period for 
several reasons. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] yesterday 
ve one of them when he stated that the purchasing power of the 
,000 that Chief-Justice Marshall received on the Supreme Bench 
went further then than $10,000 goes now that the judges on the same 
bench receive at this day. So the salaries of $1,000 and $1,200 or of 
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Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] in his very able speech went further in that 
day than three times the same salary would go now. 
Che analogy fails for another reason. 
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ness comparatively speaking The business of.the country in those 
courts has grown enormously, and almost every conceivable question 
that can be imagined is before them for adjudication. The district 
judge that satat Little Rock when the war came on had, I believe, about 
thirty-five cases, all told, upon hisdocket. Now the judgeon that same 
bench has between three hundred and fifty and five hundred cases; and 
it is in the same ratio with the court at Fort Smith. 

Both as to the purchasing power of the salary and as to the amount of 
labor the comparison fails utterly. The theory of fixing these salaries 
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the salaries the States gave their highest judges; but for the two reasons 
stated it was found that that would not do, and so a change was made. 

In addition to that, it will not do to say because the poverty-stricken 
State of Arkansas, for instance, isonly enabled to give her supreme judges, 
[ am ashamed to say, $3,000 a year, therefore the United States, that is 
able to compensate its judges, should not give them more than $3,000 a 
year. If the argument is good, it will hold good in a respect which I 
wish to state now for the benefit of gentlemen. When the present gov- 
ernment of Arkansas was organized the public officials received their 
pay in Statescrip. I happened to be one of them then, the governor of 
the State of Arkansas. 
months afterward was worth 22 cents on the dollar. 
pay we got. 





the salaries according to what the ‘States pay, we should follow this 
barometer according to the State scrip or currency, or whatever itis paid 
in, a8 it rises or goesdown. The salary of the supreme judges of Ar- 
kansas cited by the Senator from Mississippi is lamentably and ridicu- 
lously low, but it is the best that the State cando. There are great ex- 
actions on the time of these judges. The State is not able to pay them 
better, but we are looking forward to the day when we hope we shall be 
able to pay them better. 

The instance of the pay of a member of Congress has been cited. 
That is ridiculously low, and but for the retroactive effect that was 
given to the law raising it to $7,500 it would be that sum now. 

So, Mr. President, on all the grounds of the comparison, I can not 
see that the theory of this bill is at all interfered with. We know that 
; it is difficult to fix any rate, difficult to fix any standard. If you take 
5 | the standard now contended for by my friend from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN], of course we see that that will not hold good. He admits we 
should pay more in individual cases that are meritorious. The bill first 
reported proposed to raise thirty-four or thirty-five of the judges in their 
salary, and at once objection was made to that that it did not include 
some who ought to be increased. tis not a contention for high or ex- 
travagant salaries, but it is simply a contention for good, substantial, 
reasonable, fair pay for the performance of these duties. The people 
will not, as I understand, quibble or quarrel about good, substantial 
salaries; they are willing to pay such salaries; but they want vigorous 
and diligent and conscientious work in return for it. This rendered, 
they will not and do not grudge liberal compensation. 

Something has been said as to the effect of a life tenure of office. It 
is true that that circumstance attaches to the office of United States dis- 
trict judge, but there are other circumstances that attach also. Here 
the judge is taken from the ordinary business of men; he can not en- 
gage in speculation, he can not attach himself to corporations, because 
% he does not know when they may come before him for adjudication. 
He lives to his good, ripe old age, if you please, with a family growing 
up around him to be fed and educated. 
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$2,000 for district judges alluded to yesterday by the Senator from | 
| it is now. 
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day by the Senator from Mississippi about pensioning special judges 
that was the case of Judge Hunt—I can not believe there was anything 
wrong in that. That was a particular case. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not say there was anything wrong in it. 

Mr. GARLAND. No; but it was specially mentioned. 

Mr. GEORGE. _I referred to it as one of the results of the life tenure: 
that was all. There was no other way of getting rid of him. 

Mr. GARLAND. Exactly. He was upon the bench, he was para- 
lyzed, unable to perform the duties of his office, he had nothing to go 


| back on; he was gone beyond the chance of practicing his profession; 


he had become paralyzed in the public service; the docket was accumu- 
lating, and it was necessary something should be done for him with a 
view to the public business. Now, the docket of the Sapreme Court 


| stands here every year with 1,200 to 1,300 cases to be determined and 
passed upon by that court in some way or other, whereas in the olden 


times, before the war, there were hardly ever more than two hundred 
cases on that docket. On the 14th of April, 1361, there were but two 
hundred and twenty cases on the docket of the Supreme Court undis- 
posed of. 

These are the reasons, which, after careful consideration of this sub- 
ject, prompted me to vote for the bill before the committee and will 
prompt me to vote for it here. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. He made a statement as to the purchasing power of a dol- 
lar in the early part of the century, that it was three times as great as 
I should like to know from the Senator what information 


| he has on that subject which authorizes him to make such a statement, 


When the district courts were | 
organized, in the early part of the Government, they had but little busi- | 


started on the idea that we would give the United States district judges | 


State scrip at that time and for four and a half | 
That was all the | 
Now, if the argument is good that we should regulate | 


contrary to my observation and to my reading. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think, as a fact, that the sum of $1,000 from 
1843 to 1860 and the coming on of the war would purchase more than 
the sum of $3,000 in the last ten years here. I can take the bills of fare 
of the country, the simplest things we consume every day, and show 
this to be the fact. In 1849, for example, when I traveled from Bards- 
town, Ky., on horseback to Arkansas, I with my horse staid overnight 
at as good a place as a man would want to stay this side of heaven and 
it never cost me over 50 cents a night for me and my horse. And as 


| the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BecK] is near me, I should like to 


know where there is now a house on that road where a man and a horse 
could be taken care of for a night, get breakfast, and leave next morning 
for less than a dollar and a quarter ora dollaranda half. At that day 
and time the Senator from Kentucky knows well enough that as good 
a pint of liquor as ever cheered the fallen or depressed spirit of men 
could be purchased for from 5 to 10 cents, and he knows and I know that 
it can not be purchased now for less than 25 or 30 cents. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. If we could repeal the tax on whisky we should 
relieve the bench to that extent to say the least, and I have no doubt 
that would be a relief, and a good many of them would be very much 
obliged to us for cheapening whisky. 

My amendment does not attack the amount of this salary: it is only 
intended to provide what I think the committee omitted to notice as to 
the persons to whom it shall apply and the conditions upon which it 
shall apply. I propose that it shall apply to those persons only who 
shall hereafter be appointed. I appreciate the difficulties of the Com- 


| mittee on the Judiciary in arriving at a just sum to be fixed as com- 


pensation for these judges, the embarrassments that they had when 
they reported back certain bills to increase the salaries of some fifteen 
or eighteen judges as I believe the Senator from Arkansas said, and | 
have not as yet undertaken to reduce the amount of $5,000 provided 
for in this bill. 

But I rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the Senate, and of the Senator from Delaware particularly who is not 


| now in his seat, to the fact that the accouhts of the different officers, 


In the case indicated yester- | that they should make these examinations. 


the marshals, clerks, attorneys, and commissioners of the circuit courts, 
before they are sent to the Treasury of the United States to be audited, 
are required by section 846 of the code to be examined and certified by 
the judge of the district for which they are appointed. It may be true, 
as the Senator from Delaware contends, that the commissioners of the 
United States are appointed by the circuit courts and are to be removed 
by the circuit courts, and that the cireuit courts in that sense can only 
be held by circuit judges. I do not concede the proposition, but I will 
do it for the sake of the argument. The point I made, however, on the 
report made by the chief examiner of the Department of Justice was 
that on the examination of the accounts of the commissioners, of the 
clerks and marshals in the Southern States and in the Northern States 
too, they found a vast amount of fraud and peculation, and this fraud 
and peculation had escaped the discernment of the judges whose duty 
it is to examine and certify to the accounts. It is the district judges 
who have that duty, and not the circuit judges. 

We have an able circuit judge in the fifth circuit, aman whose course 
on the bench I am very proud to applaud on the floor of the Senate: but 
he has five or six States, trom Georgia to Texas, an enormous area of ter- 
ritory, over which he has to travel, and it is a matter of impossibility 
that he should watch the conduct of the different commissioners and 
clerks and marshals throughout the districts. Congress recognized that 
it was impossible for him to do it, and required of the district judges 
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Now, let me ask any man who has ever practiced before the bar of any 
courtot this country, or any man who has ever witnessed the conduct of 
business within a court, if he finds the officers of that court slack and 
negligent in their dealings with public affairs, and the very affairs 
about which this criminal conduct exists have to pass under the exam- 
ination of the judge and receive his certificate, and where the matter is 
carried on from year to year and in the face of protests, would he not 
come to the conclusion that that judge was himself a delinquent, that 
he cared nothing for the responsibilities or duties of his office ? 

Here your oflicers go to the States of Alabama, Georgia, Texas, Mis- 
sissippi, Pennsylvania, New York, and elsewhere. They make these 
examinations; they find fraud abounding throughout the whole history 
for years past in these courts. Cases have lain there of criminal con- 
duct toward the Treasury of the United States without investigation, 
and the statute of limitations comes in as a bar, and men can not be in- 
dicted, and it is so stated in these reports, because of the bar of the 
statute of limitations. Now, are we to infer that these judges who have 
the control over these officers have been performing their duty when 
the law requires that they shall examine and certify the various ac- 
counts in which these frauds exist? Let me demonstrate to you the | 
impossibility of such a thing as that. 

Here is the commissioner that I mentioned in Alabama; he sits al- 
most every day in the year, and his accounts in the Treasury show it, 
and charges the Government of the United States $5 a day for a ses- 
sion in addition to the fees that belong to the respective cases that he 
hears. He returns case after case into the courts until the docket ac- 
cumulates by hundreds—many hundreds of cases. The judge opens 
his court, and the country is surprised, and the Senate has often been 
surprised, and Senators have remarked their surprise upon that prop- 
osition here, to see that the courts when they are opened employ them- 
selves for hours and hours each day in simply nolprossing cases. So 
flagrant has thisevil become in Alabama, that when Judge Pardee came 
around and examined into the condition of affairs there he caused or- 
ders to be issued and circulated to the different commissioners that they 
should not send out a warrant of arrest against any human being for 
any offense at all unless the man who asked for that warrant should 
swear to his personal knowledge of a violationof the laws. “What were 
those requirements meant for? To meet the case that men were em- 
ployed by the commissioners day after day to stand at their side and 
make affidavits and swear out warrants against persons whom they might 
suspect of being implicated, knowing nothingofthe factsatall. These 
cases accumulate on the docket, hundreds and hundreds ofthem. The | 
judge finds it necessary on the presentation of the facts by the district 
attorney to nolpross them, turn them out of court. The commissioner 
comes in who caused these arrests and the marshal and deputy mar- 
shals who are alleged to have made the arrests come in with their ac- 
counts predicated upon the very service which the court has been notified 
of upon the records of the court, and thereupon the judge makes ex- | 
amination, if he does his duty under the statute, and gives his certifi- 
cate that these accounts are just and true and lawful claims against the 
Government of the United States. And vet your Department of Jus- 
tice here is now engaged in a praiseworthy necessary vindication of the 
Treasury of the United States against the corrupt practices of these 
subordinates certified to by the judges on the bench. 

It makes no difference whether these officers are appointed by the 
circuit court or-whether they are removed by the circuit court; the ac- 
counts through which and in which they offend against public justice 
and the criminal laws of the land are accounts that are examined and 
certified to by these very district judges whose salaries we are trying 
to raise $1,500 a year. These judges know that these accounts can 
not be just. Here is a circuit judge issuing an order that all these 
commissioners, trying to hold them down, shall receive affidavits from 
men who know something about the facts; and here the judges are en- 
gaged in nolprossing these numerous cases from the docket sent in by 
these commissioners, and yet they turn around and pretend to make 
an examination of the accounts so that they can certify them either 
upon their oaths or upon their honor as judges and they come here, and 
the Department of Justice in the execution of its duties investigates 
them and exposes this serious fraud before the world; and before the 
Senate of the United States has even adopted resolutions for an exam- 
ination into these charges we go on to reward these men by an increase 
of their salaries $1,500 a year. No, sir; let us postpone the operation 
of this law to appointments hereafter to be made, and let these men 
come forward and account for these things. Give to a Senator from 

fexas or Georgia or Alabama or elsewhere where these allegations 
have been made against these judges and against their administration 
of public justice the right when a man has been reappointed to get his 
39,000 to get up here and show what this judge has been doing in his 
pretended administration of public justice in the State. 

I am willing that they shall have salaries of $5,000; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if they feel conscious of their rectitude, and if they have the 
moral support of the country in which they live and of the bar by which 
they are surrounded and the Government at large, they need have no 
apprehension that they will not be reappointed. It will only be too 
xracious a duty for us to perform, too pleasing a duty for us to perform, 
then to reward such a man with reappointment. We should never crush 
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aman who would say to the Senate of the United States, ‘' I feel that 
am entitled by my record and my course of public conduct to this in 
crease of salary; I therefore lay down my commission, and I ask the 
President to reappoint and the Senate to reconfirm me, so that I « 
get the $5,000.” That would be a fair measure of public justic 

There would then be the honorable men on the bench, and it would 
rid us of some of the bad material which is now disgracing the bench 
of the United States 

If I had not believed that there was real merit in this, that it would 
accomplish something for the purification and exaltation of the bench 
itself, I certainly would not have offered the amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair Phe ques 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama | M 
Mora AN] 

Mr. MORGAN. _ Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported again 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 

The SECRETARY. Atthe endofthe bill it is proposed to add: 

Provided, That this act shall apply only to judges that shall be hereafter ap 
pointed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
ator from Maine {Mr. HALE]. I do not know how he would vote on 
this question. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. Will his colleague state how he 
would vote on this question ? 

Mr.GARLAND. TheSenator trom Arkansas [Mr. WALKER] would 
vote ‘‘nay’”’ if here. 

Mr. HILL. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when Mr. SAULSBURY’S name was 
called). The Senator trom Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY | is absent this 


| morning and is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER }. 


The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] would vote ** yea’’ on 
this amendment and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER] would 
vote *‘ nay.” 
The roll-call was concluded; and the result announced—-yeas 14, nays 
15; as follows: 
YEAS—14, 


Brown, Farley, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, George, Pugh, Williams 
Coke, Groome, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Harris, - Vance, 
NAYS—45 

Aldrich, Edmunds Kenna Platt 
Allison, Frye, Lapham, Plumb, 
Bayard, Garland, Logan, Riddieberger, 
Blair, Gibson, MeMillan Sawyer, 
Bowen, Gorman Mahone, Sewell 
3utler, Harrison, Manderson, Sherman, 
Camden, Hawley, Maxey, Slater 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of Cal Vest, 
Conger, Hoar Miller of N.Y Wilson 
Cullom, Ingalls, Mitchell 

Dawes, Jackson, Morrill, 

Dolph, Jonas, Pike 

ABSENT—17 

Anthony, Hale McPherson Voorhees, 
seck, Hampton, Palmer, Walker 
Call, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 

Cameron of Pa., Jones of Nevada, Sabin 

Fair, Lamar, Saulsbury 


So the amendment was rejected 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 1 desire to offer an amendment, to substitute the 
word *‘four’’ for ‘*five;’’ so as to read ‘‘four thousand’’ instead of 
‘*five thousand ’’ dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [| Mr. VAN Wyck ] 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inthe somewhat lengthy discussion upon this 
bill I have been listening to hear something of a public reason why the 
Senate should stop at this time to pass a bill of this nature I have not 
discovered that there is any danger of the bench being deprived of the 
judges who are presiding over it. . True the Senator from Massachusett 
{[Mr. HoAR] mentioned the great qualifications which are needed in 
every person occupying a position upon the bench, but I failed to hear 
him follow it up with the statement that those upon the bench now did 
not possess those qualifications. I take it for granted that they do, and 
that all that is sought for by the Senator from Massachusetts we alread 
have in the judges whoare presiding. Sotherecan be no reasoa on that 
ground at this time. 

Then the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] in his lengthy state 
ment urged a reason purely of sympathy. One thing is noticeable, \ 
President. that there is one class of American citizens who alwa find 
a vast deal of sympathy on this floor and in the American Co 
and that is those who hold official positions. So it was wit! 
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om Delaware. His sympathy overflowed. He could see much of 
hardship in the family of Judge Taney, who he said were poor; but 
my friend from Delaware call up to his recollection other distin- 
guished lawyers who are not upon the bench whose families also are 
poor and destitute? Is there any reason why there should be any more 
particular consideration for a distinguished lawyer who goes upon the 
bench and unfortunately may be poor than for a distinguished lawyer 
who does not go upon the bench and whose family also may be poor 
and necessitous ? 

Chere is another feature which appears in discussions of this kind. 
First, I say we always find sympathy for the office-holder. Then some 
yentlemen believe that the highest privilege of the American citizen 
and his greatest enjoyment is to pay taxes. Gentlemen point to our 
overflowing Treasury as an evidence of the great enjoyment it furnishes 
the American people to fill it. 

My friend from Delaware probably does not go down to the thousands 
of families who are poor, who not only die poor but live poor, thousands 
of families from whose pockets are extracted the dollars that go into an 
overflowing Treasury. That is another proposition which always ap- 
pears in these liberal discussions and liberal appropriations—the pleas- 
ure it is to the American people to pay taxes. And then, of course, the 
necessary corollary is the necessity of the American Congress being lib- 
eral in paying out the money. The proposition is first to fill up, and 
then deplete. There are various ways of doing this. One is the ease 
with which public offices are filled, and next the apparent ease with 
which salaries are made and increased. 

The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GARLAND] speaks of the necessity 


of the salaries of the judges being equal. Will my friend from Ar- | 


kansas reflect on the Congress which passed the present law? It was 
supposed in 1867 when this law was passed that the salaries should be 


graduated, and they were graduated from $3,500 to $5,000. Was that | 
law just then? Has it been just from 1867 to this day? Gentlemen | 
say no; many judges do more labor than others; it would be liberal | 


and generous to put them all on the same basis. From 1867 to now 
there has been this discrimination, twelve judges receiving from $4,000 
to $5,000; the remainder receiving $3,500. That proposition was just, 
was equitable. It has remained upon our statute-book from 1867 to 
now, and there has been no murmur of complaint. Now it is proposed 
to equalize them. 1 would ask our generous brethren here, after you 
have equalized the salaries and placed them all upon the basis of $5,000 


. . . . . . . . . = | 
a year, how long will it be before judges in districts requiring all of 


their time will come and find Senators who will ask that that injus- 


tice shall be righted? Then we shall hear piteous appeals for them. 


Is it right that the overtaxed and overworked judges in New York and 
in Massachusetts and in Pennsylvania should receive no more salary 
than the judges in the rural districts, where such intricate and difficult 
questions do not come up for consideration ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator propounds, as I understand, a question to 
me, and if he would like to have the answer now I will tell him what 
is my answer to that difficulty. I think the law which has been re- 
cently passed would be made practical still more than it is now, requir- 


ing the judges to go out of their districts when directed by the circuit | 


judge. So I look forward, I will tell the Senator very frankly, toa 
period soon to come when every district judge of the United States will 


tricts besides his own. In Massachusetts the district judge in my own 
district is employed the whole year, and it is a very hard and laborious 
year’s work for him; and for one or two years he has scarcely had a va- 


cation of more than two days. I suppose there are nearly two men’s | 
work in that court now, but when a judge comes occasionally from 


Maine, from New Hampshire, from Rhode Island, the labor will be still 
more equalized. 


there are very many districts where the judges are not overworked, 
and where probably not half their time is required in discharging their 
official duties. 

Mr. HOAR. There are twelve or thirteen districts out of the fifty, 
as near we can make out, in which the judges now are not worked a 


hard year’s work. I expect that within a very few years every judge | 


within those thirteen districts will be obliged to be constantly employed 
in doing the work which the others can not perform. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then would it not be best for Congress to wait 
until that time does arrive? 

Mr. HOAR. It has come near enough now. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator thinks it has come near enough now. 
Possibly that may be in his idea of excessive generosity and liberality; 


but would it not be well to wait until that time does come if it is to | 


be used as an argument why the salaries are to be increased? TheSen- 
ator’s hope is that in the future it will be so arranged that the district 
judge of lowa may be ordered into the district of Nebraska or the judge 
of the district of Colorado—— 

Mr. HOAR. The district judges do not go out of the circuit in which 
their district is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then that will not meet the difficulty. I take 
it in the New York and Pennsylvania circuits every district in those 
circuits is now probably worked up to the maximum of what the Sena- 
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tor considers to be a hard year’s labor. Maritime questions, great com- 
mercial questions, where large amounts of property are involved, are 
seldom heard in the interior districts. Therefore it is that in the tar 
distant districts, in the rural districts, where the position isa compara 
tively easy one, the injustice would still continue, and there is not in 
those districts for half the year the labor that there is in a hard-worked 
district the whole year. Therefore, the objection is not removed, and 
the condition of things that my friend suggests can not possibly exist 
where the increase will apply most actively. I think that just at this 
juncture there is no necessity for the proposed increase of these salaries 

It would seem from all the hardships that are mentioned as if ther 
were some sort of draft or conscription into the civil service of this coun- 
try. When a gentleman overflows with sympathy for the hard-worked 
oflice-holder, you would naturally suppose that there was a draft or a 
conscription which forced the private citizen into a position of trust. 
But one thing is very remarkable in his suggestion in regard to the 
profession to which my iriend belongs and that of the Senator from 
Arkansas. It is very remarkable when any position is suggested which 
that profession can fill that we hear so much of the great sacrifices which 


gentlemen who come from the bar and from the profession of the law 


give up to serve their country. We find that from considerations ot 
patriotism the most distinguished lawyers in this country are willing 
to surrender their chances of fortune to takea position upon the bench; 
and they are willing from their great degree of patriotism to surrende: 
positions of profit even to take seats in the American Congress, where 
as Senators claim they are so hard worked that it is necessary to fu 
nish a clerk to each of them to aid them in the discharge of their duties 
{s I said there is no conscription, there is no draft that will take a 
man out of the legal profession and put him on the district bench on 
the circuit bench or the Supreme Court. There is no power on earth 
that can take a distinguished lawyer from his remunerative practice 
and place him in a seat in this Chamber or in the other House. And 
yet it is impossible, so these gentlemen say, to get a lawyer of distin- 


| guished ability to fill these positions at the salary now paid. When 


there is a district judgeship vacant the whole State is torn up, and every 


| lawyer of prominent position is anxious, if possible, to fill that chair. 


If there is a vacancy in a circuit judgeship, half a dozen States are torn 


| up, as my friend from Kansas knows—Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
| Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not Wisconsin. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Fortunately for Wisconsin that State is not in 
the circuit to which I allude where a vacancy now exists. The othe 
States I named are in that circuit and they are all torn up. Each has 


| distinguished lawyers, the ablest lawyers, and not too much can be 


said in their favor, to fill the circuit judgeship. To-day a struggle is 
going on in that circuit in which my friend from Wisconsin does not 


| reside and in which mv frieud from Kansas does, and the President is 


besieged by delegation after delegation from each branch of Congress 
and citizens from the States probably come in regiments to beg the 
President to recognize the great merit of a distinguished lawyer in 
their State. Kansas presents her best man; Minnesota hers, Colorado 
hers, and Iowa hers, and they come here struggling for this judicial 
position. Yet we are told of the hardship they have undertaken, and 


| that this great consideration must be extended to them. Certainly 
be employed all his time, and will be obliged to go about to other dis- | 


when gentlemen accepted the office of district judges at $3,500 it was 


rather in the nature of a contract; and why should we increase thei 


compensation while they hold their office ? 

The Senator from Delaware is anxious that the judges shall be well 
paid. He agrees, he says, with the Senator from Alabama that great 
outrages have been perpetrated through the judiciary. Did I under- 
stand the Senator from Delaware to agree with the Senator from Ala- 


| bama? The Senator from Alabama was stating his grievances, and I 
Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator concedes the fact, I suppose, that | 


understood the Senator from Delaware to assent to them and to say 
that there were grievances. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was accepting the statement of the Senator from 
Alabama as true; and if the facts he stated were true, they were gross 
outrages upon the rights of American citizens which ought to subject 
their perpetrators to punishment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ThenI understood either that Senator or the 
Senator from Alabama, I think it was the Senator from Delaware, to 
state that it was the circuit judge who made the appointments from 
which the people suffered in Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The circuit judges made the appointment of com- 
missioners, not of marshals, of course. The marshals are confirmed 
here, 

Mr. VANWYCK. Precisely; but I wanted in that connection to sug- 
gest that it was the high-priced judges that are the cause of the most 
outrage upon the State of Alabama. The district judges to-day receive 
$3,500, the circuit judges receive $6,000, and it was the high-priced 
judges who produced the troubles under which you labor in Alabama, 
as I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I went entirely on the report made to the Depart- 
ment of Justice by its chief agent, which I have before me and from 
which I read. I made nostatement of my own in regard to that point. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I was correct about that. 

I have made all the suggestions I desire to make upon this matter. 
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I was anxious principally to see what reason was to be given for this 
proposed increase, and, with all deference to the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts, I fail to see any force in his reasoning. As my friend 
from Delaware was anxious to have high-priced judges, and as I thought 
the Senator from Alabama had read that the high-priced judges pro- 
duced the greatest iniquity in his State if not in other States of the 
south, I wished merely to draw the parallel, and also to show that in 
my judgment for this proposed legislation to-day it might be well to 
level the salary up to $4,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to have a vote on the bill 
which has just been debated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate. It is the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts asks unanimous consent that the vote may be taken upon the 
amendment proposed to the bill which was just under consideration. 

Mr. COKE. Ishall object, because I have an amendment that I de- 
sire to present, and I wish to make some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas objects, and 
the unfinished business is before the Senate. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILiv 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire has kindly con- 
sented to give way at this moment that I may ask the Senate to take 
up 2 deficiency bill. I do not think it will occupy much time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator has the right of way for his 
bill, it being an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe I have under the rule. Nevertheless I 
wished the consent of the Senator in charge of the unfinished business 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish to be understood as giving any assent 
that will deprive the unfinished business of any right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Notatall. I understand that. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is to be resumed as soon as we get through with the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator to yield informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
pending order may be laid aside informally in order that the Senate 
may consider a deficiency appropriation bill. If there be no objection, 
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that in the consideration of the bill the first 
reading may be dispensed with and that the amendments may be con- 
sidered as the reading progresses. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection. 
will be taken to be the order of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury 
Department,’’ in line 30, to increase from $105,000 to $128,000 the ap- 
propriation ‘‘ for fuel, lights, and water, required by the janitors and 
firemen in the proper care of the buildings, furniture, and heating appa- 
ratus, exclusive of personal services, for all public buildings under the 
control of the Treasury Department, inclusive of new buildings.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 3 
words: 


If not, that 


1, to strike out the following | 


For furniture and repairs of furniture and carpets for al! public buildings 
under the control of the Treasury Department, $100,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For furniture and repairs of furniture and carpets for the following public 
buildings, namely : For post-office and subtreasury at Boston, $30,000; for custom- 
house at Cleveland, Ohio, $5,000; for court-house and post-office at Montgomery, 
Ala., $10,000; for post-office and court-house at Philadelphia, $15,000; and for cus- 
toin-house and post-office at Saint Louis, Mo., $10,000; in all $70,000; and each of 
said amountsshall be so expended as to complete the furnishing of said buildings; 
and all furniture now owned by the United States in other buildings in said 
cies, respectively, shall be used as far as practicable, whether it corresponds 
with the present regulation plans for furniture or not. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
( ouumittee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 66 and 67, in the 
following words: 

For heating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus for public buildings, $16,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. The items for buildings at different points named, 
comprising lines 49 to 67, inclusive, are not deficiencies; they are con- 
sidered, however, by the committee necessary, because by making the 
‘ppropriation now the buildings can be occupied sooner than they could 
be occupied if they were to await the annual appropriation bills. The 
item in lines 66 and 67, ‘‘for heating, hoisting, and ventilating appa- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2143 


ratus for public buildings, $16,000,"’ is entirely a new item, and relates 
to an expenditure which can just as well wait six months, or at least 
await the regular appropriation bill, as*to be provided for now; there- 
fore the committee, regarding this especially as not a defictency, reeom- 
mend that it be stricken out. So 1 willsay of the custom-house and post 
office at Cincinnati, where we have appropriated in this bill $100,000, it 
is not a deficiency, it is really an advance of the regular appropriation ot 
next year in order to facilitate the completion of the building. I men 
tion these facts in order that the Senate may not understand that these 
are pressing deticiencies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment of the committee 

The amendment was:agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee oneAppropriations was under the head of 


t} - 
tie 


The question is on agreeing to the 


‘Interior Depart 


ment,’’ after line 71, to insert 
STATIONERY 
For stationery for the use of the Department of the Interior in wrapping and 


mailing the reportsof the Tenth Census ordered by Congress to be distributed by 
this Department by the act of August 7, 1882, $5,595.18 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 80, to increase the 
‘‘ for incidental expenses of the several land offices ”’ 
$20,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee reconimend an increase of this item 
for incidental expenses of the several land offices because it is necessary 
that the Land Office should now know what amount they can rely upon 
for the entire period from April 1, toJuly 1, as they must arrange thei 
expenditures now for that period 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, to strike out the clause from line 
to line 107, inclusive, as follows 

That the Secretary of the Interior isauthorized to transfer from appropriations 
for the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asviuim for the fiscal year ISS4 any unexpended 


balences and apply the same to purposes for which the appropriations for said 
institution for the current fiscal vear are exhausted: but the 


ippropriation 
from S1iO.Q00 to 


Os 


vate amount 


aupgyre 


appropriated for the expenses of the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum for the 

fiscal year 1854 shall not be exceeded becuuse of the transfer herein authorized 
And in lieu thereof to insert 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to transfer the sam of $1,000 


from the appropriation fo®clothing, bedding, forage, and transportation for the 
Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum for the fiscal vear 1884, and apply said sum as 
follows: $600 to repairs and turniture and $400 to fuel and lights for said hos 
for said fiscal vear; but the aggregate amount appropriated for tl! 


50.03 
pital 





ie expenses of 


the Freedmen’'s Hospital and Asylum for the fiscal year [ss4 shall not be ex 
ceeded because of the transfer hercin authorized And the accounting officers 
of the Treasury are hereby authorized to settle and allow, if found correct, the 





accounts of the disbursing oflicers of the Interior Department for payments t 
clerks, watchmen, laborers, and teamsters of said hospital for the fiscal years 
1882, 1883, and ISS4, out of the appropriations for clothing, bedding, forage, trans 
portation, and miscellaneous expenses for said fiscal years, respective] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 131, after the word 
** Office,’’? to insert ‘‘ from January Ist:’’ and in 132, after the 
word ‘‘ first,’ to insert ‘' 1884;°" so asto make the clause read 


INDIAN OFFICE, 


The next amendment 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés temporarily em- 
ployed and rendering service in the Indian Office from January | 


p to and in 
cluding July 1, 1884, $2,100. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 131, after the word ‘‘to,’” | move to strike 
out the words ‘‘and including;’’ so as to read “from January 1 up to 
July 1." 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

rhe amendment as amended was agreed to 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, aftet 
the word ** dollars,’’ in line 133, to strike out the following claus 

And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shali a 
tary service for the Government or employ personal service it 
authorized by law 

Mr. BECK. I desire simply to call attention to the character of } 
lation which sometimes creeps into bills of this sort. In an urgent de 
ficiency bill that has been sent over to us here is a general provision 
that 

Hereafter no Departinent or officer of the United States shal) accept voluntary 


service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of that author 
ized by law. 


cept volur 


excess of tha 


ecis 


In other words, at the life-saving stations of the United States, for 
instance, the officers in charge, no matter what the urgency and what 
the emergency might be, would be prevented from using the absolutely 
necessary aid which isextended tothem in such cases because it had not 
been provided for by law in a statute. So in very many other cases 
and this provision is in an urgent deficiency bill in regard to which we 
are called upon to act promptly. So far as I was concerned, for the 
ment I believed it was an innocent matter, pertaining to:the 
service and limited to that, and but for the vigilance of the 


ino- 
Indian 


chairman 
of the committee it is likely it would have become a law without any 
body observing it. 

I only rose to show that we have been extremely careful in striking 
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satters of that general character that come to us in an apparently 
HARRIS It is a mattér of general legislation. 

BECK It is @ Inatter of broad, general legislation, and I call 
mn to it to show how careful we should be not to overlook such 


PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ** Navy Depart- 
ment,’’ in the appropriations for the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting, after line 141, to insert 

For contingent expenses of the bureau, $5,000 


The amendment was agreed to 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in 

Mr. BECK. Before the bill passes I desire the chairman of the com- 
mittee either to read or place upon record in some form that will reach 
the other House the communication made in regard to the Freedmen’s 
Hospital and Asylum, where the House made a sweeping change au- 
thorizing any appropriations to be used for any purpose and thereby 
depriving us of the right to know what they shall account for. To 
show why we limited it by the amendment we made, I should like to 
have that communication placed on the record in some way before the 
bill goes to the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be observed that we made a radical change 
in the phraseology of that provision as it came from the House. The 
House phraseology would authorize the substitution of any one of the 
items of appropriation for the Freedmen’s Hospital for any other item, 
so that it would have made the appropriation simply a lump appropri- 
ation for any and every purpose, and they could use the appropriations 
for the Freedmen’s Hospital for all the purposes comprised under six 
or seven items. As the bill came to us trom the House the appropria- 
tion for any one of those items could be used for any other item. The 
object, however, of the paragraph was to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to utilize a thousand dollars of the appropriation for bedding, 
&e., for the purpose of making some repairs, and also for the purpose 


of fuel and lights. I will put on record the letter of the Secretary of 


the Interior explaining this matter, and I will also put on record the 
letter of the Comptroller of the Treasury relating to a decision made by 
that officer respecting the appropriation for fuel, Kc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
letters read ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot. I simply ask that they may be printed 
in the RECORD 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 19, 1884. 


Sir: In reply to yourtelegram of this date I have to inform you that there will 
be a deficiency of $600 in the appropriation for repairs and furniture and $400 in 
the appropriation for fuel and lights forthe Freedmen’s Hospital for the present 
fiscal year, and an excess of $1,000 in-the appropriation for clothing, bedding, 
forage, Kc 

I also beg leave to call your attention to the inclosed copy of a decision by the 
First Comptroller concerning the payments of salaries to clerks, watchmen, la- 
borers, teamsters, and laundresses, heretofore paid from the appropriation for 

clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, and miscellaneous expenses.”’ In 
it he decides that they are not provided for by law and can not be paid from any 
appropnmation 

They were regularly estimated for in this and other fiscal years in the subdi- 
vision of the appropriation for * clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, and 
miscellaneous expenses,”’ and the sum so estimated was allowed by Congress 

Owing to the decision of the Comptroller, no further payments can be made to 
the above class of employés, and all that has been paid to them during the pres- 
ent and past two fiscal years will be disallowed in the accounts of the disburs- 
ing clerk of this Department 

I have, therefore, to request that the item in the deficiency bill for the Freed- 
men’s Hospital now before your committee may be so amended that suitable 
provision be made to pay the clerks, watchmen, laborers, teamsters, and laun- 
dresses out of the appropriation for clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, 
and miscellaneous expenses 

rhis amendment will not call for any additienal appropriation. 

Very respectfully, 
M. L. JOSLYN, Acting Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

United States Senate 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1884, 


Sir: Yours of the 4th instant, inclosing a letter from the Secretary of the In- 
terior with regard to payment of salaries and compensation of officers and em- 
ployés of the hospital for the remainder of the fiscal year, is at hand 

Init you refer toa verbal decision given by me several months ago with regard 
to the payment of watchmen, teamsters, laborers, clerks, and laundresses not 
provided for in the act of appropriation, but by your statement necessary for 
the support of the hospita 

Atthe time referred to, in conference with the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
and yourself, it was understood that in order not to embarrass the operations of 
the hospital the laborers above mentioned should continue to be paid as for- 

but that the disallowances would stand until the sanction of Congress 
e payments should be had 

In view of section 4 of the act of August 5, L882, the payment of laborers for 
the fiscal year 1883 was considered as a charge aguinst the item for salaries and 
compensation rather than clothing and miscellaneous expenses 

You state, however, that in accordance with the understanding above re- 
ferred to the payments were made from the latter item, as has been the practice 


MARCH 21. 


heretofore, and have also been so made during the present fiseal year. The dis. 
allowance will be changed from the item of salaries and compensation and 
made against the item for clothing, &c., both for the fiscal year just past ar 
present 
I hope the hospital will be able to continue its operations until the relief 
sired has been given by Congress 
Very respectfully, 


iu 


WM. I 
J. TAR 


AWRENCE. Comptroller 
BELL, Deputy Comptroller 


B. Purvis, M. D 
Surgeon-in-Chief Freedmen’s Hospital, Washington, D. ¢ 

Mr. BECK. I did not care so much about this particular item, al 
though it is very bad legislationin my view; but thetrouble we always 
have in the Appropriations Committee is to confine the persons who 
have the power to expend the appropriations that we make to the ob- 
jects for which they are given, andif this should beallowed, otherthing 
broader and more troublesome and -leading to worse contusion wov 
follow. The object I had in calling attention to it was simply to em- 
phasize the fact that we desire the House to know and the Senate to 
know that as far as we can we will limit the expenditure of the money 
we give to the purposes for which it is given; in other words, that we 
will prevent the Departments and the bureaus from taking control of 
our legislation, and keep it in our own hands by not allowing it to 
become a lump sum to be used tor any purpose, and this is just as good 
a place as any to start in making that class of legislation. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. BLAIR. Prior to proceeding to the discussion of the educational 
bill before the Senate, I ask unanimous consent to offer an observation 
in a matter that I designed to present during the morning hour. It is 
of public interest. I received a letter from a prominent citizen of my 
own State, which is the native State of Lieutenant Greely, I believe, 
where his family reside, in which he says that the family of Lieutenant 
Greely feel a strong personal interest and great anxiety for the pas 
sage of the bill introduced by the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. Haw 
LEY | with reference to the offering of a reward of $25,000 for the dis- 
covery of Lieutenant Greely and his party, or in case valuable infor 
mation is contributed leading to the discovery and the relief of that 
expedition. I will read what he says, because it is of an authentii 
character, and I think it ought to be considered in connection with 
other matters. He says: 

I notice that one House or the other have instituted proceedings looking to 


offering a bounty to whalers who may find the Greely expedition or what re- 
mains of it. ; 


After discussing other matters, he adds: 


I can not help, however, thinking that no harm can come to the Government 


from offering bounties. If such discoveries are made the Government will bx 
well paid in saving expenses of pursuing further investigation with its ow: 
fleet. If nothing is discovered then nothing is paid. I learn that the whalers 
start immediately, while the Government relief expedition can not start for many 
weeks. If indeed the Arctic voyagers are living, every month or week may di 
minish their chance of safety, and while I think everything should be don 
relieve them, I am quite,as decided that no more such expeditions should be en 
couraged by Congress, &c. 

There is no doubt of the fact that the whalers will spread themsel ves 
all over the Arctic regions six weeks or two months earlier than the 
Government expedition can find that locality. I deem the suggestion 
of importance, and I will pass the letter to the Senator who introduced 
the bill or to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs at a later 
time. 

F. PROSH AND T. F. M’ELROY. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am informed that thig morning the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] reported adversely from the Committee 
on Territories the bill (S. 954) for the relief of F. Prosh and T. F. Mc- 
Elroy, and it was postponed indefinitely. I desire to have the bill 
placed upon the Calendar under the rules. I was not in when the re- 
port was made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon requests 
that the vote by which the bill indicated by him was postponed indeti- 
nitely may be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar 
If there is no objection that order will be made. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. HAWLEY. I present the petition of Rev. Samuel G. Willard 
and 34 other citizens of Connecticut, praying national aid for the com 
mon schools of the States and Territories on the basis of illiteracy. As 
the petition relates to a pending question, I move that it lie on the 
table. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Sons of Temperance of 
Connecticut, officially signed, representing 2,200 members, praying tora 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BECK. I present a petition, which I have received since that 
order was called this morning, signed by the Rev. W. F. V. Bartlett 
and a number of leading lawyers and men interested in education in 
| the city of Lexington, Ky., praying for the passage of the bill now be 








a 
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fore the Senate, or some bill of that character, for reasons set forth in which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
the petition. The petition may be laid on the table, as the bill is now | to be printed. 
betore the Senate, or it may be referred to the Committee on Educa- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
tion and Labor, if the Senator from New Hampshire prefers. 
Mr. BLAIR. I suppose, as the bill is pending, the petition should | 
lie on the table. I think that is the usual disposition in such cases. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will lie on the table. 
Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of S. S. Shedd, president, and 
T. Fritz, secretary, and a committee representing the Master Plumb- 
ers’ Association of the District of Columbia, praying for such legisla- 
tion as will carry into effect the act of Congress giving the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia authority to make certain rules and reg- 
aoe Smee Paitatrdeee —— The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
oe ee arn on ae . ,etition of sities of Kansas. praving that of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
aaa Se the Chtehemen lands in the Indian Meee nae | of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
“ Sy) J? aa . = 7 . »« > > a - » T 
be thrown open to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on posed by Mr. HARRISON to the amendment of Mr. PLUMB. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Indian Affairs Mr. BLAIR. I send to the desk a proposed amendment to section 8, 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of John C. Welch, —— PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr Hazes inthe chair]. The Chief 
praying for the purchase by Congress of copies of his condensed state- Cle = “all od aes > in t ee ee ae 
ment of the Compendium of the Tenth Census; which was referred to The CHIEF CI a oO to amend section 8 by adding at 
the Committee on Printing. oF CLERK. ‘ secti y adding: 


the close of the section the following: 
RESORT OF A COMMITTER. And unless the annual report of the State and Territorial authorities tothe 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom Secretary of the Interior herein required to be made shall show the apenditure 
sae > i is 335 70 » ge » . P , ae. | during the year of such amount from the revenues of the State derived from 
— referred the bill oy 1335) to authorize the settle ment of the a State and local taxation and from income of permanent school funds, if any 
counts of the late John V. B. Bleeker, a paymasterin the Navy, reported | there be, or other source of revenue within the State, then no part of its allot- 
it with amendments. ment for the year ensuing shall be paid tosuch State or Territory, unless on ap 

BILLS INTRODUCED peal to Congress it shall be otherwise provided. 


Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of pen- bed ae ee : a he amendment not being in order 
sionto James M. Blades; which was read twice by its title, and referred | ** {1S time, It will he on the table. 
to the Committee on Pensions. : | Mr. BLAIR. I offer it at this time as an amendment to section 8, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1900) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary The PRESIDING OFFICER. gash ndi amendment ih ‘ady pend 
M. Ord; which was read twice by its title. ; a ee a ee —_ i 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say for the benefit of the committee which | ‘=: a ee pe al 

m ° ° . . : aaa r. BL . say rT ? ‘mati ‘ : » a he 
will have charge of the bill that the lady for whom I introduce the bill | . Mr. BLAIR. I say I offer it for information at this time that t 
is the widow of General Ord, and is in very indigent circumstances. He | ~°™@te MAY understand that if the pending amendment does not prevail 
was a very brave man and did great service for the country, and I hope | I shall move this amendment, which I think will remove all difficul- 
the committee will report the bill as soon as they can possibly do so. | @es 1m the mind of any one whatever as to the meaning of the section. 





I move that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. I ask that the pending amendment may be reported. 
The motion was agreed to The PRESIDING OF FI@ER. rhe ¢ hief ¢ lerk will rep rt the amend- 


Mr. McMILLAN. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. SABIN ], who is ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] now pending to the 
a) + ave 4hat oe 2 “ .. a5 a « Os s .S , 5 ? ' . . Sen: P Ps ans » , :] 
necessarily absent from the Senate this morning, I ask leave at this time | *™endment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. a 
to introduce a bill The CHIEF CLERK. In section 8, line 6, after the word ‘‘ provided, 
4 « . . . . . . . . 
The bill (S. 1901) for the relief of William H. Whiting was read twice | ‘5 proposed to strike out the remainder of the section and to insert: 


, its ti i > 200 anvi ane nfes en = That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
by its title, and, with the SCRE Popes, re ferred to the Com out in any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended out of its 
mittee on Claims. 


| 
: own revenues in the preceding year for the maintenance of common schools, 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1902) for the erection of a public | not including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings 
building at Staunton, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BLAIR. It has been suggested in the course of the debate that 
there are many States which already know enough, and that there is no 
| occasion for the expenditure of increased revenues within those States 
for the cause of education; at all events, that certain of the States will 
not feel inclined to receive from the General Government whatever 
share might fall to them in a division of $15,000,000 or any other sum, 

ome a : : : : eee upon the basis of illiteracy or upon any other basis. Should that be 
_Mr. BECK introduced a bill (5. 1904) for the benefit of Saint Augus- che case, there is nothing in the ae or the Constitution of the land o1 
tine church, of Saint Augustine, Fla.; which was read twice by its | of any State to compel them to receive it, and they can by an act of 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. j ; 


TAN 3 meninges “ : their Legislatures or other proper authorities decline so to do, and they 
aon V ANCE introduced a bill (S. 1905) to authorize the Secretary of | will have the right to designate the manner in which the sum which 
e Interior to reimburse certain funds and to sell certain lands belong- | woyld fall to them should be appropriated. They can turn it over to 


ing to the North Carolina Cherokees, and for other purposes; which was | the general fund; they can decline to receive it; or they can indicate 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | the way in which they would be glad to have it applied under the 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1906) to investigate the issue of fraud- | provisions of the bill. So this difficulty, which we could not well 
ree land-warrants and to protect soldiers and sailors of the United | ayoid raising, if there are such States, could be obviated by the action 
States from loss therefrom ; which was read twice by its title, and re- | of the States themselves. Any system of distribution which we might 
ferred to the Committee = Public Lands. : ; adopt would, it seems to me, in order to avoid just objection, if any- 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1907) for the relief | jody chose to raise the objection and should not waive that objection, 
of John N. Trook, administrator of William Hughes, deceased; which | pecessarily be uniform and carry some money to all portions of the 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. country. If. then. some localities in the country which would receive a 

Mr. V AN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1908) for the relief of Henry portion of it decline to receive it, waive their right to it, it can not be 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- , 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1903) to amend ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most ac- 
cessible point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, Mo.,’’ ap- 
proved April 14, 1882; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


- urged as an objection to the bill that the tender was made. Without 
.e > a . © +“ . | . 
tee on Public Lands. such tender in the general law it seems to me there might be just ob- 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. jection to the bill. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was The amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from In- 


_ Ordered, That Priscilla A. Burwell have leave to withdraw from the files of the | diana proposes that in each State there shall be an expenditure derived 
Senate the petition and papers in respect to her claim upon the condition im- | from the revenues of the State itself equal to the amount that is re- 
posed by the rules. ceived by it under the provisions of the bill each year, not including 
in the expenditure by the State the amount paid out by the State for 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him | school-houses. Now, 1 would ask the attention of the Senator from 
to the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Indiana—— 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for Mr. HARRISON. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him. 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 


tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes ; 


XV—135 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has not properly understood the 
effect of my amendment. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas {[Mr. PLUMB] would have prevented any State from receiving 
any portion of the sum appropriated by this bill unless the annual ex 
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penditure by the State out of its own revenues was equal to the amount 
to which the State would be entitled under this bill. My amendment 
allows the State to receive an equal amount under this bill—an amount 
equal to the amount that it shall spend from its own revenue. In other 
words, if the allotment to Louisiana under this bill for this year was 
three-quarters of a million, $750,000, the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas would prevent that State receiving anything unless the 
State should spend $750,000 from its own revenue; but under my 
amendment if the State should spend $200,000 from its own revenue 
it would get $200,000 under this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Two hundred thousand dollars, does the Senator mean, 
without reference to the expenditure for school-houses ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Without reference to the expenditure for school- 
houses. That is provided for. If the State should spend in education 
the current expenses of the year, in paying teachers, &c., $200,000, it 
would get $200,000 under this bill according to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. So far as that goes, then, the effect of the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana would be less hurtful and less objectionable 
than the original amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
But as bearing on this effort to modify seriously the nature of the bill 
itself, I call the attention of the Senate to the matter to be found in 
tables 20 and 21 in the RecorD of March 19, which relate to the num- 
ber of unenrolled pupils or students in the country. The unenrolled 
are necessarily those who attend school nowhere. Everywhere it is ad- 


mitted as a matter of discussion among educators that there are in this | 


country sittings or school-house accommodations of any kind hardly 
equal to the number of those who are actually enrolled; so that when 
the Senate come to consider the statistics of the unenrolled children of 
the country they are considering the numbers for whom there is no pro- 
vision whatever made now in the way of school-houses, teachers, books, 
or school accommodations. The figures to be found in these tables do 
not include those who receive instruction in private or parochial schools; 
in other words, they represent the numbers that attend no form of in- 
struction whatever. 

In the whole country there are children of the school ages not en- 


various States; in some from 5 to 15; in others from 4 to 21; in many 
States not including large numbers who actually attend school, and 
in other States where the ages are from 4 to 21, undoubtedly including 
many whe would not under any circumstances attend school—within 
the school ages there is in the whole country an aggregate of 6,030,936 
who are without any school accommodations, not enrolled, attending 
nowhere. 

Now, assume that a school-house will accomodate fifty scholars, that 
the common-school houses of the country should be so constructed as 
to accommodate fifty scholars, and there will be required for this number 
of unenrolled scholars 120,567 school-houses now not existing at all, 
and for which no provision is as yet made by taxation or otherwise. Of 


course the same number of teachers at least will be required. It is gen- | 


erally, I believe, conceded that one teacher can not properly instruct 


more than about thirty scholars. Common-school teachers as a rule | 


perhaps are obliged to take care of alargernumber. Assume that each 
teacher is sufficient for each school of the number that I mention, fifty; 
then there must be as many teachers as houses, that is 120,567. Doubt- 
less there should be a larger number. 

The average cost of a school-house, any sort of a school-house through- 
out the country for the accommodation of fifty scholars, would not be 
less than $300. It would really be a much larger sum; but assume it 
to be $300. Then it will require to supply the unenrolled children of 
the whole country $36,170,100 simply for school-houses alone, taking 


the entire country north and south. Suppose now that this new num- | 
ber of teachers necessary for the additional school-houses which are to | 


be provided and to be qualified in some way expend, or that the public 
expend for them upon their education one year’s time and $250 in 
money, which is certainly a very moderate expenditure, and you have 
then in fitting this number of teachers for their work an expense of 
$10,854,930. 

A very low estimate of the cost of text-books has been prepared also 
by request, and the cost of text-books to supply those scholars for those 


schools that do not now exist would be $180,782. Adding the cost of | 
school-houses, the expenses of preparation of teachers, the pay of teachers, | 
and the cost of school-books, so as to cover a three-months’ school for 
the first year, there would be for the entire country an expenditure for | 
its unenrolled and unprovided-for children of $77,347,662. These cal- | 
| the Senate. 


culations have reference to the entire country. They do not include 
the deficient means for the education of those actually enrolled. Other 


data have already been cited in reference to that on a previous occa- | 


sion. 
Take now table 21, which relates to the Southern States and em- 
braces the same particulars in the Southern States that I have stated 


in reference to the country at large. Senators will observe that table | 


21 enumerates the same States, but in the figures the Northern States | else, but which I thought necessary to be put there as indicating t! 


are all omitted, so that the aggregate at the close of the table embraces 
nothing but the data from the Southern States. The number of un- 
enrolled scholars in the Southern States, comprising about one-third 
of the actual population of the country, is 2,873,399, nearly 3,000,000 





MarcH 21. 


as the Senate will observe, while the total number for the whole country 
is 6,030,936. Practically in round numbers one-half the unenrolled 
children of the country are in the Southern States, where only one-third 
of the population is to be found. To provide for these children in th, 
Southern States there would be necessary 57,465 school-houses: and 
speaking of this item of school-houses, it is of course well known that 
in the Southern States the provision in this regard is far less substan 
tial than it is in the Northern States; there are comparatively very fey 


| school-houses and such as there are are of the cheaper and more tempo- 


rary sort. Toa great extent at least that is true. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the average value of the school-houses in North 
Carolina? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have seen it stated that it was not over $25; I have 


| seen it stated that it was not over $50 at the outside. I can not say in 


regard to that. They have some good school-houses. The climate js 
comparatively mild, as we know. They have some very good school- 
houses. In some cases they have appropriated public buildings, that 
were occupied for other purposes before the war; but the great mass of 
the people are necessarily unprovided with school-houses, because it is 


| only recently that the school system has been known there. Unde: 


what were called the carpet-bag State governments was established fo: 


| the first time in the constitutions of the Southern States a common- 
| school system. It has lived among great difficulties, as we all know, 


ever since, and the heavy investment necessary to begin with in the 
construction of school-houses has very seldom been made. Accom- 
modations in various kinds of buildings, in private dwellings, in ves- 
tries of churches, and in various ways of a temporary character such as 
would answer temporarily the purpose desired, have been adopted all 


| over North Carolina as well as in the South generally. But of cours: 


it is necessary, if the system is to stand, that there shall be school- 
houses in the South as well as in the North, and they can only be con- 


| structed bythe means derived from taxation—taxation for school pur- 


poses. And that taxation, this bill provides, must come from the Sti tes 
themselves. This bill explicitly requires that no portion of the funds 


| which are to come from the National Government shall be expended 
rolled; and the school ages vary, as has already been explained, in the | 


in school structures. It has been thought by the committee, and it is 
the request of the educators who have been heard by the committe 
from the South as well as throughout the country generally, that the: 

should be no national expenditure for places wherein to hold the schools 
Where they needed the schools themselves they would hold them out 
of doors under trees, in barns, sheds, vestries, &c.; they would hav 
the schools, and get the school-houses as rapidly as they possibly could 
We have thought it would be well that there should be some freedom 
of action on the part of the State authorities with regard to this matte! 
of school structures. 

As I was saying, it is necessary that there should be school accom- 
modations or sittings, school-buildings of some kind to the number o! 
57,465 to accommodate the unenrolled children of the Southern States 
The cost of these buildings, assuming it to be $300 apiece, would be 
$17,239,500. The cost of qualifying teachers would be $14,366,250, o1 
a larger sum than all the seventeen Southern States, including the Dis- 
trict ef Columbia, are now able to expend for educational purposes ot 
every kind—the construction of houses, providing the teachers, paying 
the teachers, and the qualification of teachers. The cost of teachers’ 
wages for athree-months’ school in each year would be $5,172,750. The 
cost of books for pupils in those States would be $86,148. These items 
give a total of $36,864,648, which it would be necessary to expend im- 
mediately in the Southern States in order to give this class the accom- 
modations for those children whose names are not found upon any 
school register at the present time, that is to say, for those never yet 
inside of a school-house, a private school or a public school. 

I state these matters in order to emphasize, or at all events to bring 
sharply before the Senate, an idea of the amountof actual expenditure 


| not ordinarily taken into account which must be made in the Southern 
| States particularly, and in fact in all the States of the country, in order 


that our unenrolled children may be properly provided for. In view 
of these figures showing that more than three times the amount which 
would go into the Southern States is to-day necessary to be expended 
in order to provide schools for the first three months for those children 
in the Southern States who now have no educational privileges what- 
ever, it seems to me that the ten or eleven million dollars which this 
bill appropriates to be expended in that portion of our country is very 
trifling indeed, and that any effort to modify the bill in such a way as 
to lessen the amount they shall receive ought certainly to be resisted )) 


Now I wish to say a few words bearing upon the amendment of th 
Senator from Kansas, and I should be glad to have his attention fo1 


| moment, because what I have to say now relates to the removal of th: 


difficulty which he finds with the bill. He has proposed an amendment 
to section 8; that is the section which, after the recitation of what ! 
suppose the Senator looks upon more as a stump speech than anything 


purpose of the bill not to be to fasten permanently the idea of Federa! 


| aid upon the school system of the country, goes on to say: 


That no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out inan} 
State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation o! 
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this act, annually expend for the maintenance of common schools at least one- 
third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions hereof, and | 
during the second five years of its operation a sum at least equal to the whole | 


amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act. 

I have added, or propose, if the Senate see fit to adopt it, to add, to 
that section the amendment which was read just now for information, | 
which provides that the annual report required by previous sections of 
the bill, which must be made before the close of each fiscal year, from 


each State and Territory of the manner in which the allotment of that | 1 
| and a single man was employed. 1! 


vear has been expended, must show that during the year of the expend- 
iture of that allotment the State from its own revenues has already 
expended one-third of the amount at least that it has received from the 
General Government; and unless the report shows that fact, then it 
becomes the duty of the General Government under other sections of 


the bill to withhold from such State any allotment whatever for the | 


year ensuing. 

” Senators will see that a bill which we pass to-day can have in no wise 
operated upon the States in their action previous to the passage of the 
pill. Whether they were to receive or were not to receive conditionally 
anything from the Government of the United States would not have 
influenced their action in the year preceding the passage of the bill, 
because there would have been no such action, and it is fair to assume 
that without power there is no effort. At the commencement of the 
year, unless this bill becomes operative during the present session, there 
is a year’s time lost to the country, to the children of the country, and 


certainly this nation can not afford to lose the benefits of this increase | 


in the school funds for her children for a whole year. Therefore the 
bill should be so framed that this allotment to the various States shall 
be available forthwith. 

The system of supervision, if you please to so call it, is one which 
depends upon the reports which the States may make of what they have 
done. We, on the theory of this billas of former educational bills passed 
in this body, give this money year by year to the State, and hold the 
State to a rigid accountability for good faith and for good sense in the 
distribution and use of the funds, and require within the same year a 
report to the General Government of what they have done withit. Of 
course they can do nothing with it unless they already have it; and it 
is absurd that the bill should require a report of that which has not 
previously passed into the possession of the State. All subsequent ac- 
tion after the second year or third or fourth or fifth and so on up to the 
tenth year, year by year depends on the action of the State as to what 
it has already received. 


tary of the Interior before the close of the fiscal year, requires also com- 
pliance with certain other conditions specified in the bill as to the 
manner of the actual use of the money and one of the principal condi- 


tions, the principal condition if you choose so to consider it, but at all 


events one of the principal conditions required by the bill is that the 
State shall have expended of its own revenues during that year asum not 
less than one-third of what the State has received from the General Gov- 
ernment, and so on for five years; and if that condition is not complied 
with and is not shown to have been complied with by this report, what 
remedy have we? That money in someStates may have been partially 
or wholly misapplied; we can not help that; we have got to run the 
risk of that. What is the guarantee? What is our remedy? We re- 
fuse any expenditure under the allotment to the State for the future 
until the deficiency is made up, as other sections of the bill show. 
_The meaning must be apparent to any one who examines all the pro- 
visions of this bill carefully and who will remember, as it is only fair 
to remember, with reference to this bill as we are obliged to do with 
reference to every other bill that ever came before Congress, that there 


is no bill entirely to be found in a single section or a single line. If 
that were so, the bill might be made correspondingly short. It is not 


possible in each section to enumerate substantially all else that there is 
in the bill. If that were so we must construct our bills on the princi- 
ple of the old poem of The House that Jack Built. This is a bill; this 


is a bill for the establishment of common schools; this is a bill for the | 


establishment and temporary support of common schools; this is a bill 


by which it is enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, go- | 


ing on and reciting the first section, and so make it up section after sec- 
tion by a sort of conglomeration of poems of the description of The House | 
that Jack Built. It is only good sense and fair treatment to construe | 


one provision of this bill by other provisions of the bill; and if Senators | 


Therefore the bill in other sections having | 
provided for the distribution to the States and the report to the Necre- | 
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will take the pains to do it, and will assume that it is possible that a | 


bill which has been examined by others aside from the members of the | 
Committee on Education and Labor, if they are supposed to be entirely 
incompetent todraft legislation, isso drawn that what is lacking in one 
Section is to be found in another, and that there is some thought at the 
basis of the entire system which is to be found in this bill, I think they 
will come to the conclusion that on the whole it is a tolerably well- 
digested and a tolerably well-expressed bill to attain the purpose that is 
designed. Whether that purpose is one to be desired is another thing, 
of course. I only ask Senators to construe the bill as they would bills 
from the Judiciary Committee or bills from the Committee on Finance 
or from the Committee on Territories, or from any other of those com- 


mittees that are confessedly competent to draft legislation and report 
it to the Senate. 





214% 


I come now to the objections raised by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
ALLISON]. The Senator from Iowa says that he objects to the whole 
theory of the bill in this, that you should begin with a small sum and 
gradually increase. That is the inevitable tendency, he says. It i 
undoubtedly so as far as the expenditures of the General Government 
are concerned in the bureaus that are to be permanently in charg 
the General Government. He cites the establishment of the Bureau of 
Edueation. Three thousand dollars was the first year’s appropriation 


1s 


e of 


ie made a preliminary examination 
and he made a most valuable report. Then the institution went into 
practical operation, and it commenced its great work, and now I believe 
the annual expenditure is about $60,000, and the Senator observed that 
the bureau is constantly asking for more. That is undoubtedly so, and 
it is constantly pinched in its legitimate and its properand most useful 
operations, more so I believe than any other bureau of corresponding 
importance under the charge of the Government. 

But, Mr. President, the theory of this bill has not been that common- 
school education was to become and to remain permanently the business 
of the General Government. Iam very strongly opposed to any such 
result. I would not like the bill to pass at all if I supposed that the 
result would be to ingraft upon the General Government the mainte- 
nance and permanent support of the common-school system of the coun- 
try at large. And therefore the bill provides that the largest sum be 
applied now when the greatest emergency exists, and it goes upon the 
theory that as time goes on and the States are stimulated to greater ac- 
tion and the expenditure of the money furnished by the General Gov- 
ernment has its due effect, the necessity of our aid will decrease, for in 
ten years, bear in mind, we shall practically educate two generations 
so far as common-school education is concerned, because most scholars 
get their common-school education in five years, that which is most es- 
sential tothem. The result will be, I assume, a gradually increasing 
degree of intelligence among the States themselves and a corresponding 
disposition to support theirown schools, and the assistance of the Federal 
Government will be gradually eliminated; little by little it will disap 
pear, and as it disappears gradually, so gradually on the other hand will 
the local communities rise to a full apprehension of the dignity and 
importance of the work committed tothem of educating their own chil- 
dren and maintaining their own corresponding elevated status and con- 
dition. ‘ 

That is the theory of the bill; and now the Senator will see that if 
this bill were constructed upon the opposite theory, almost as a matter 
of necessity the result would be the fastening of the common-school 
system upon the country at large. I do not think that he designs to do 
that. See how it would operate. Suppose you commence in this case 
with a small contribution to a State; instead of giving a million to a 
State which needs it, we give her $100,000. Suppose we do that and 
we require of her a contribution of $100,000; it runs year after year to 
half a million and she gets up to that point. The thing goes on pari 
passu between the State and the Federal Government. Asshe pays we 
increase as he suggests, and by and by we find a State that is like 
New York, requiring an expenditure of $10,000,000 a year. The Fed- 
eral Government gives $5,000,000; the State taxes herself to the extent 
of $5,000,000 more; and the common schools are just as much depend- 
ent upon one as the other. We will assame—we are assuming now— 
that there is no tendency to shelve the entire expense upon the Federal 
Government, which would be the case unquestionably; we assume that 
the State keeps up her end of the yoke, to use a common expression. 
It goes on in this way. is there ever any stopping place? Is not the 
necessity of national support increasing year by year? So by and by 
you find the nation contributing $100,000,000 to the support of the 
school system of the country and the States expending a corresponding 
sum. Evidently we must go on forever or we must stop, for this is one 
of the difficulties which grow worse as they goon. It is never cured 
by acting upon a theory of the kind which the Senator advances. 

Now, suppose that, having reached this point where the schools ar 
practically or very largely dependent on the National Government, w« 
withdraw our aid at once, where is the school system? Utterly pros- 
trated, of course, because one-half of what is necessary for its main 
tenance is withdrawn at once, and the system is utterly ruined. That 
I think the Senator will admit to be only the logical outcome of the 
position which he has suggested. I do not understand that he did 
more than suggest it. I did not understand that it was a position 
which he proposed to insist upon, but it was one that occurred to him 
and one that has occurred to myself before and been considered; and 
therefore this scale sliding down, it seems to me, is a very important 
feature in this bill. 

Suppose that it operates according to the provisions of the bill a 
now stands, at the end of ten years the last appropriation would be 
$6,000,000. That would bedistributed, of course, throughout the coun 
try. Meanwhile the country would have very largely increased in 
wealth, in population, and in general intelligence, and loca! contribu- 
tions to the support of the schools in local communities would have 
correspondingly increased, and the withdrawal of this $6,000,000 would 
not occasion any shock at all. But if it should, here is another bill 
which the Senate has sanctioned several times, which proposes 
apart a certain source of income from the Government, the 
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public lands and one-half the income derived annually from the land- 
grant railroads, so called, the interest on which accumulating year by 
year shall bedistributed throughout thecountry. That, of course, gives 
at the present time nothing whatever. The interest for the first year 


on so small an amount would not be perceptible. It might lengthen | 


the schools a day or two, not more than that; but it would be a con- 


or five million dollars derivable from that source which distributed in 
accordance with the provisions of that bill, which I hope will hereafter 
be adopted by the Senate, would come in to save any shock, if any 
shock there were, likely to be occasioned by the withdrawal of this 
contribution for temporary aid. The accumulations from that fund 
could never be looked upon as in any sense whatever dangerous in the 
great future to the common-school system of the States, because it 


any serious extent; and yet it would I say, at the end of the ten years, 
if there were any complaint of the withdrawal of the aid of the General 
Government under this bill, suffice to prevent any shock whatever. 

Mr. President, it has been repeatedly urged as an objection to this 
bill that the States can not expend this money profitably. Well, I ad- 
mit that at first sight there would be great force in that objection, but 
when we come to consider the real condition, the real facts in the case, 
I think Senators will concede that it is without force. I have already 
showx the extent of school accommodations and school privileges as they 
exist in the country at large. I confine what I now say to the Southern 
States, because the objection is made principally that the Southern 
States, not being well accustomed to the practical operation of school 
systems, are the most likely to waste these funds if they receive them 


teen and a half or fourteen million dollars, the great mass of it being 
expended for wages of teachers, and in so doing they are able to secure 


schools for only about the average of three months per year. In many | 


portions of the Southern States, I am sorry to say—yet it is a fact and 


. . . . . ' 
the truth will bear its own weight and is necessary in order that we 
may apply the proper remedy—these schools are open not more than | 


four or five weeks inthe year. Yet what havewe? Iam not now deal- 
ing with the unenrolled, the unprovided-for that I mentioned in the 
lirst part of my remarks this afternoon. Iam dealing with the schools 
as they exist, with the enrolled scholars, with the school houses and 
teachers, with the school plant that now actually exists in the Southern 
States where they spend this thirteen or fourteen million dollars, and 
yet have schools not averaging over three months in the year. What 
is necessary to give them six or eight or nine months’ schooling in the 
year the same as we have in the cities and in the rural districts gener- 
ally at the North? Nothing except an addition to the wages of the 
teachers; and every cent of this ten million dollars which goes to the 
Southern States could be expended simply in prolonging the existence 
of the existing agencies and giving to the agencies now alive in the 
Southern States anything like a corresponding season of activity with 
like agencies that we have the benefit of in the North at the present 
time. So there is no chance to waste this money unless there is a dis- 
position to do so, unless there is a determination to do so, to take it by 
fraud orwréng. Nothing need be done but simply prolong these schools, 
paying the same teachers they now have, and giving them the same 
rate of wages they now receive, and instructing the same scholars they 
now have. 

But, Mr. President, I do not suppose that this fund going to the 
Southern States would be made use of wholly to prolong existing schools. 
I do not anticipate that this sum of money going to the Southern States 
would prolong existing schools more than four and a half or possibly five 


months in the year, and it ought not to, because here are children un- | 


provided for. 


We require the States to provides the school-houses. We allow not | 
exceeding one-tenth of the fund to be applied to the qualification of | 


teachers, who are the indispensable, primal necessity to the existence 


school, because if the teacher understands his business he can give in- 
struction without a text-book, and they will find somewhere that they 
can hold their convocations. Therefore, not exeeeding one-tenth of this 
amount, or not exceeding $1,000,000, may be made available for the es- 
tablishment of normal schools, for the holding of teachers’ institutes, 
for the training and qualifiation of teachers either by temporary or by 
permanent means. That will take one million out for the qualification 
of teachers. Then for the establishment and instruction of schools for 
the unenrolled, it will be readily seen that a very large proportion, in 
fact two or three times the whole amount of this appropriation, would 
be absorbed in the proper supply of the want. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I need to say anything else on 


the pending amendment. I look upon the vote that may be taken on | 
these amendments as vital to the bill. I think that the adoption of | 


these amendments—while any amount of money will do good—would 
interfere very seriously with the true theory upon which we ought to 
give if we give at all, that practically the bill would be extremely in- 


jured, and I should regret exceedingly that the Senate should adopt 
either the amendment to the amendment or the amendment itself. If 
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it be rejected, I shall ask the Senate then to adopt the amendment 
which I have sent to the desk and which has been read for information, 
and which I think will remove the trouble. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator from 
New Hampshire has furnished in the amendment which he has had read 


| for information any substitute for the uncertainty of the eighth section 
stantly increasing fund and the interest would be constantly increas- | as it stands. In my judgment the amendment which the Senator now 
ing the fund, and at the end of ten years there would be probably four | 


proposes only adds confusion to a section that was confused before. It 
seems to be an attempt to remove the objections which were pointed 
out to section 8 yesterday by several Senators, and which I understand 
were confessed by the Senator from New Hampshire by putting in an- 
other provision that expressly declares another basis of distribution. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator entirely misapprehends. The section is 
clear and explicit, conveys precisely the meaning that the committee 


| designed it should, and taken in connection with other sections of the 
would be of so trifling an amount that it could never be relied upon to | 


bill is easily understood. I propose to add the amendment simply for 
the purpose of making entirely clear in that same section precisely what 


| is meant. 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam not content where we see a difficulty in the 
phraseology of a particular section to accept this general reference which 


| the Senator is constantly making to other provisions of the bill. That 


is too general. If there is any specific provision elsewhere in the bil] 
that makes certain that which is clearly uncertain in section 8 we ought 
to have our attention called to it; for while I will yield to no one in my 
general deference to the Committee on Education, and especially to the 
chairman of the Committee, yet when we come here as Senators to pass 
upon a bill so important as this, appropriating so much money as is 
given by this bill, we must act upon our own judgment as to the mean 


| ing of the language used. 
in large amounts. In the Southern States they now expend some thir- | 


Mr. BLAIR. Well, will the Senator allow me to refer him—I do 
not wish to interrupt his speech—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I scarcely claim to be making a speech at all, 
and it will not be an interruption for the Senator to call my attention 
to any other part of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will then call the Senator’s attention to the thir- 
teenth section of the bill, which provides: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of each State 
and Territory a report, to be made by or through such governor, on or before 
the 30th day of June of each year, giving a detailed account of the payments or 
disbursements made of the school fund apportioned to his State or Territory 
&e. 

And one of these conditions in section 8 is that they shall have ex 
pended at least one-third of the amount they receive from the General 
Government. If that report fails to show that fact, then the bill ex- 
pressly provides, and in this same section, that no more money shall be 
paid over to the State. I tried to explain to the Senate how impossible 
it was to provide any test as to the payingover of the money based upon 
the action of the preceding year. I willask him while I am on my feet 
where the language of-section 8 is which provides that this money shal] 
not be paid out in the State unless the conditions have been complied 


| with? 


Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, what has the Senator from 
New Hampshire done? He has only called my attention to a provision 
in this bill that has been mentioned a score of times by him and that 
has been noticed by every Senator on this floor. What is it? Simply 
that a report is called for by the bill from the State authorities as to 
what they have done with this money and how much of their own 
money they have expended. I would like the Senator to tell me what 
light that throws upon the phraseology used in section 8, what connection 
it has with it? Now, as the section stands—and I understood the Sen- 


| ator from New Hampshire yesterday to agree that the criticism first 


made by the Senator from Kansas wha sits next him [Mr. INGALLS] 
and afterward by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] was well 
taken, and I am clear that it is myself—the provision is: 

That no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out in any 
State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the operation of 


| this act, annually expend 
ofaschool. If you have the teacher and the scholar you will have the | 


Mr. HOAR. Read the rest of it. 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam going to read all of it if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will give me time— 


annually expend for the maintenance of common schools at least one-third of 


| the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions hereof—— 


Mr. BLAIR. Now read the formal amendment in connection with it 
Mr. HARRISON. I will come to that presently. I will not have 
it read now. Iam going to discuss it presently— 


and during the second five years of its operation a sum at least equal to the 
| whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act. 


Of course the Senator understands the terms ‘‘annually’’ and ‘‘an- 
nually during the second five years of its operation.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know whether we should be authorized 
to put in the word ‘‘annually’’ there or not; but if that be so, how can 
you tell what the State has expended for five years until the end of th: 
five years? 

Mr. BLAIR. Can not you tell what it expends annually when it 
makes an annual report? 








Mr. HARRISON. I can tell what it has spent annually, but until 
the end of five years it can not be told what it has spent annually for 
tive years. 5 lt se : 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, well; that is the merest carping criticism in th 
world, it seems tome. Here is a provision requiring that during acer- 
tain series of years an annual report shall be made showing what is 
expended each year for live years, and during that period of time one- 
third of the amount received from the Government must be expended 
by the State; during the second five of the ten years an annual report 
is required also, and it is required then that during that time the State 
shall have used as much each year as it shall have received from the 
General Government. It is impossible to mystify that matter. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right in saying that an annual re- 
port is required, but until you have had five annual reports how can 
the Government know that you have spent annually for five years a 
given sum? 
~ Mr. BLAIR. Oh, well; I do not understand the Senator. 
like to have him take two or three days to explain that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator yesterday, if I am not 
mistaken, when the Senator from Arkansas gave his authority for this 
criticism, which I was just repeating this morning, and that is all, cer- 
tainly said that he himselfsaw the difficulty, and consented to an amend- 
ment, and now he proposes to leave it in the bill. I donot care to dis- 
cuss with him the question as to which of us it is that is obtuse in this 
discussion; but this section requires that unless these States shall have 
expended one-third annually of the sum appropriated for a period of 
five years they shall not get anything. Language can not be plainer 
thanthat. You must have thefive reports before they have laid the basis 
of a claim for this appropriation. Well, now, what does the Senator 
propose? Instead of making that clear, instead of changing that 
phraseology so as to make it clear that he means that they shall have 
their allotment each year if they have spent in that year one-third of 
the amount which they are entitled to under this bill, he proposes an 
amendment to which I ask the attention of the Senate, to see whether 
I am not right in saying that it simply adds to the confusion. The 
proposition is, if I am right, that there are to be five annual reports, be- 
cause prior to that nobody can know that for five years they have paid 
out this sum that is required. Now he proposes to add: 

And unless the report of the State and Territorial authorities to the Secretary 
of the Treasury herein required to be made shall show the expenditure during 
the year of such amount from the revenues of the State derived from State and 
local taxation and from the income of permanent school funds, if any there be, 
or other sources of revenue within the State, then no part of its allotment shall 
for the ensuing year be paid to such State or Territory, unless on appeal to Con- 
gress it shall be otherwise provided. 

Here is another proposition totally in conflict with the one I have 
already been discussing; that is, that they shall receive their allotment 
provided that for the current year they appropriate an amount equal 
to one-third of it out of their own revenue, and if they fail to do that 
they shall forfeit the allotment for the next year. It does not need any 
argument to show that that scheme is entirely at variance with the 
scheme which is disclosed in the previous part of this section. If this 
is the basis on which the Senator wants to put it, instead of adding it 
here it ought to be incorporated in place of the phrase upon which I 
have been commenting. It simply confuses the section by putting in 
as a proviso that which is inconsistent with the body of the section and 
substitutes a new scheme for it altogether. 

I am not disposed to be hypercritical, but it does seem to me that this 
section should be put in such a shape that we shall not need to place 
2 proviso at the end of it in order to understand what it means. It 
this is the scheme which the Senator proposes let it go into the body 
of the section, and let us strike out all this about the five years. What 
are you to do? What place does all this provision about five years 
discharge here ? 
_ Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will excuse me. Hecan not be in earnest 
in asking a question like that. What does the section say? It pre- 
scribes the amount which each State is conditioned to pay in order to 
receive anything whatever from the nation at large during the first five 
years—that is the object of the section—and the amount it is to receiv 
during the second five years requiring it to raise as much as it receives 
from the National Government. That is the purpose of the section, 
and this that I propose to add was utterly unnecessary. It is all in th 
provision that the first division shall be upon the basis of illiteracy to 
the States; and, second, in the requirement of a report at the end of 
each year of what they have done with it, and a provision that th 
shall forfeit what they would receive in case the conditions are 
complied with, of which conditions this condition in section 8 is 0 
and one of the most important. Yielding to the ideas of some & 
tors that it might be made more explicit, I prepared this amendm« 
proposing practically to putother sections of the bill right in here, 
that this fault might be removed, if it isa fault. 


J 
I ~ lowed it to! 


friend the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. GARLAND], and he read it i 
he found no difficulty in arriving at the conclusion that it met 
difficulty completely. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I can allow the Senator from Ni 
Hampshire to differ with me as to the weight of the suggestions w 


may make, but I can not allow him to question my sincerity and 
oesthess in making them. 
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1 would | 
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to do that. I 


iInteorty 


Mr. BLAIR. If I dropped an expression that seemed 
withdraw it. I meant nothing of the kind. I believe in 
the honor, and the Senatorial capacity an 
Indiana as strongly as I do in any one’s. 

Mr. HARRISON. 


LLll© itive 


1 genius of the Sen; 


[ feel fully indorsed and re-established in the 
| confidence of the Senator, and I will proceed with the word or two more 
I have to say. 

Let me call attention now to an expression in this proposed amend- 
ment. Iam sorry that the Senator yielded so far as to propose some- 
thing which he says himself in his last speech is utterly unnecessary, 
because I am sure that every unnecessary word that he introduces her 


will only add confusion. When you have enough words to e) 
thought every additional word is in the way. 

Now, the Senator says, ‘‘shall show the expenditure ng ye 
of such amount’’—that is the way it reaads—‘‘such amount.’? What 
does he mean ? 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator puts a question like that to me, I invite 
him to answer his own question by reading the section that that 
portion of. The amount is prescribed in an earlier set 

Mr. HARRISON. There are two modes prescribed. For five years 
there is one-third and for the other years there is a,sum equal to the 
amount appropriated. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will not find any difficulty in t 
matical construction, even if that is precisely as he says. 

Mr. HARRISON. I only rose to say that it seems to me this pro- 
posed amendment furnishes no reason for voting down mine, and, ac- 
cording to the confession of the Senator who proposes it, it introduces 
nothing new; it is unnecessary. 

The object of my amendment was to take, as we must do, the pre- 
ceding year as the basis for distribution. Wecan not take this year in 
which we are to make the appropriation, because we can not know what 
the States have done until the yearisended. Therefore I take the pre- 
ceding year as the basis, and I give them such an amount, not exceed- 
ing of course their entire quota, as they have themselves spent, and then 
taking each preceding year during the whole period, not dividing it into 
periods of five years as this does, but taking for the whole period the 
basis of their expenditure the preceding year, we give them so much 


3 9 


itence. 


he 


gram- 


| as they have spent, provided it does not exceed the entire allotment to 


| to me to have clearly provided by the eighth section of his bil 


the State. That is the idea of my amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that as the bill is now 
drawn the Senator from New Hampshire has very clearly previded in 
the eighth section that no money shall be paid out under the bill until 
the expiration of ten years. 

Mr. HARRISON. Five years. 

Mr. HOAR. No; ten years. 

Mr. HARRISON. I guess the Senator is right about that 

Mr. HOAR. Letme repeat. Iam stating my views and those of no 
other person as faras [know. TheSenator from New Hampshire seems 


if 
Lt 


I—it may 
iflict with 
it that the court or the Department might ‘construe the two together 
and make sense of the two—that no money shall be paid out under thi 
bill until the end of ten years. See how itis. No part of the money 
appropriated shall be paid in any State which during the first 

years shall not annually expend a certain sum. 


whether that annual expenditure has 


be that there is something in some other section of it in cor 


tell 


How ean ye 1 
taken place until the end of the 


five years, and not a dollar is to go out of the Treasury until that has 
been ascertained ? 

And during the second five years of its operation a sum at least equal to t 
whole amount it shall be entitled to receive under this act 

And no man is to know whether the State has annually paid out 


during those second five years this sum equal to what it gets from the 


Treasury until those five years are all over It does not say that no 
money is to be paid out until for the next preceding year such propo! 
tion of annual payment shall have been shown. My friend from In- 


diana will see that I am right It does not come until the end of ten 


years under the bill. 


rhere is nothing which I think my friend from New Hampshire need 
be concerned about in this criticism. I profess to have some little « ri- 
ence as a lawyer, and twenty times in my life and more I have drawn 
bills which on putting different parts of them together I found contained 
ich inconsistencies It happens e\ day in the Jud Commit 
tee when it meets to consider bills before that cor te vith so 
nv learned and experienced lawvers and ito! here is hardl 
eet n et of this kind does notcome up. | id be 
‘ ili I sed il { ‘ )t ed 4 ip nd i i 
! wdy were to report a bill of twe C4 tot 5 te contain 
eal 1 complicated syst ‘ ’ not cet ate te 
ir »pu } rt I bill together i} aa 
vr nd olded u ] lL se f 
3 ] N Hamopsh } t t 
‘ ‘ to Ll by t 
It es} ss ) m tHata 
‘ ( ionoral | 
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The Senator from New Hampshire wants only to compel the 
a sum equal to a certain proportion of what it is to receive 
neral Government, while the amendment compels it to pay 

hat is received from the General Government in the 

w, it seems te me that it is just to the committee 

illto permit an amendment to be made which 
which everybody, I trust, will agree to, and 


senate separately on the other proposition 


} 


President, | make this suggestion, which I hope will meet 


’ ’s assent, so as to make the pill mean just what the Senator 
trom New Hampshire thinks it means, and prevent its containing an 
error which will prevent me, one of its most ardent friends, from voting 
tor it if it stands as it I suggest that the Senator from Indiana 
const ‘ ! te make this amendment before taking the vote 

which shall not,’’ following the word 
these words shall be inserted 
have com plic | so far with the conditions hereof as is 
and then begin a sentence 


} 


during the first five years, & 
the Senator from Indiana can propose to affix his condition if 
That will make the section read in this way 
reby provided that no part of the money appropriated under this act 
aid out in any State or Territory which shall not each preceding year 
complied so far with the conditions hereof as is required for that year 

h State shall during the first five years annually expend, &c. 

I ask that the sense of the Senate be taken on that amendment if the 
Senator from Indiana will permit. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will allow the Chair to state the proposition 
now made. The Senator from Massachusetts, as the Chair understands, 
asks unanimous consent to propose an amendment at this time. 

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator from Massachusetts appealed to 
me, I do not think I shall consent to taking that question first. The 
smendment which I have proposed was not addressed to the phrase- 


ology of the bill, which I was criticising in a friendly spirit, simply be- | 


cause if it was tostand I want it to bein a proper shape; but it proposes 
, new system of distribution. The amendment is adapted to the lan- 


guage of the section as it stands now. If it should be modified, as sug- 


gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, I should have to attempt to 
reconstruct the amendment as applied to the amended section, whereas 
if a majority of the Senate voting now on the amendment which I have 
proposed favor this change in the basis of distribution we shall have 
reached an end which passes clear by this proposition of amending the 
phraseology of the bill. I therefore think it is the shorter way that 
we shall vote upon my proposition to change the basis of distribution; 
and if that is voted down, then the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to correct the phraseology can be considered. 


Mr. HOAR. I give notice, then, that I will move mine on the dispo- | 


sition by the Senate of the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. BLAIR. Then I desire it to be distinctly understood that if the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana is voted down, I shall be very 


glad, as I believe the committee will be, that the verbal amendment | 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts be adopted, so that the | 
question may be taken with reference to the substantial modification | 
of the bill which the Senator from Indiana proposes; and if it is re- | 
jected, then that the bill may be modified as desired by the Senator | 


from Massachusetts. 

But, Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that while I have the very highest respect for him, as he knows, and 
asa matter of legal criticism there is no higher authority anywhere upon 
such a matter than that Senator, I still insist that his amendment is 
unnecessary, that it is the section as it now stands, and I ask his atten- 
tion to this point I make. This bill provides in its earlier sections that 
a certain proportion of money shall be paid by the nation to the several 
States. That is the first steptaken. I say to the Senator that this sec- 
tion has no reference whatever to that act on the part of the General 
Government at all. It has nothing to do with the paying over of the 
money from the General Government to the State. The process of the 
use of this money begins and applies after the proportion of each State 
has reached the treasurer of the State and is in his hands. If the Sen- 
ate will follow me closely I think they will see that I am right in this 
whole matter. 

\ssume that the money is now in the hands of the State, what is to 
be done with it? The bill imposes certain conditions as to its expend- 

What are those conditions? They are not all in one section, 
various sections. In one section it is provided that it shall be 
| to the support and maintenance of common schools. That is 
ndition, when they have the money in their possession. Another 

tion is that it shall be paid out as to any educational privileges 

» all classes, irrespective of color or race or previous condition. That 
is another condition that they must comply with. Another condition is 


+} ‘ + ol} 11} 


that it shall be so used, in so faras they can, as to equalize the privileges 
1 


of educat ll the children—not to give the amount per capita, but 
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to equalize the school privileges of all the children in the State so far 
as they can. That is the third condition. There are other conditions 
provided. 

Then there is in this eighth section another condition, which is that 
annually during the first five years the State shall pay, not that the 
country shall not pay over to the State, but that the State shall pay out 
no portion of this money unless it shall from its own revenues expend 
during the same year while it has the funds of the United States for the 
year in its hands one-third as much of itsown money. ‘Thatis anothe: 
condition. 

Mr. HOAR. The trouble is that it is paid to the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will excuse me. If he will hear with an 
unprejudiced mind, without any sense of committal to what he has 
already said, he will find that I am right, and I expect him to admit it 
yet. It may take some time to convince the court, but I propose to do 
it, because I am right in regard to this matter. 

The State having possession of this annual installment already in its 
treasury, it shall pay out no portion of it for the actual support o 
schools unless during that same year it makes provision for and has 
actually expended one-third as much itself. At the end of the year it 
must report to the General Government what it has done with that 
money. That is a condition as to what the State shall do during the 
same year in order to obtain the right to pay out any portion of the 
money it already has in its treasury, the money being there as a trust 
fund. Itis obliged to expend it upon certain conditions, and one ot 
the conditions every year is that it shall pay out one-third as much ot! 
its own money, and if it does not comply with that condition thus pre 
scribed in section 8 it violates the conditions upon which it has received 
the money, and as a result of its failure to pay out one-third as much 
at the end of the year, the General Government, being informed of that 
fact under the provisions of this bill, has a right and it becomes the duty 
| of the General Government not to pay over to that State any sum what- 
ever the next year, unless Congress shall relieve it of its disability 

The error of the Senator comes from this circumstance: that he im- 
agines that this section applies to the power and duty of the National 
| Government to pay to the State. It has no such reference whatever 
| and all this misunderstanding from beginning to end results from the 
fact that Senators have not studied the bill. 

These are conditions imposed upon the action of the State. This has 
nothing whatever to do with the action of the General Government 
If this condition is found not to be complied with, in exactly the same 
way as if the State were obliged to report that she had used this money 


| for white children and not for black children or had used it for high- 


| school or academic or collegiate education instead of common-school 
education; in just the same way as if the State had failed to comply 
| with those conditions, as if the State has failed to comply with this con 
| dition and failed to pay one-third as much as the General Government 
furnished it during that year, that fact or any of those facts occurring 
in the report at the end of the year to the General Government, what 
| is the General Government to do? To withhold the appropriation o1 
apportionment or allotment for the next year. The Senator thinks 
this paying out has reference to the paying from the General Govern- 
ment to the States. It has no such reference whatever. It is a con- 
dition imposed upon the State in the expenditure of the money atter it 
has received it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask where the General Government is 
to be protected ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill, as I said before, isspecific about that. It is 
to pay it over to that officer designated, if the State chooses to designate 
an officer to receive it; otherwise to the treasurer. 

Mr. HOAR. He is an officer in the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. A State officer who is to receive this money. 

Mr. HOAR. Section 8 provides that no part of the money shall be 
paid out to any State until it has done something which you can not 
ascertain for ten years. Whether the payment by the National Gov- 
ernment to the State be a payment in the State or not, if it is a pay 
ment in the State, as the Senator does say 

Mr. BLAIR. I say not that at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Then it covers the payment of the National Govern- 
ment to the State; but at any rate it covers the payment of the State 

| the instant the money is paid by the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notatall. I takeitthe payment of the money is from 
the Treasury of the United States, and that isa provision as to the local 
expenditure within the limits of the State itself. 

As I said before, I desire the adoption of the verbal amendment 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and that the question may be tak 
upon the substantial thing. 

Mr. DAWES. lIask that the amendment we are first to vote 
shall be read 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to have that done, because of 1 

| suggestion just made by the Senator from New Hampshire that it 

no relation to the subject of disbursement from the Treasury ot ' 
United States of this money, but only to the distribution of it int 
State. Ifthe amendment I proposed is capable of that construction 
want to modify it so that it shall relate to the distribution by the G 
ernment 








1884. 


————— 


Mr. DAWES. Ifthe money is to be locked up in the State for five 
years in order to ascertain whetherthe State has during that five years 





complied with the provisions of the law, we had better know it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will endeavor to state the 
question. 


Mr. DAWES. I think it will be better to provide that it shall be 
deposited at some United States depository, so that it may be safe, if it 
is to be locked up that lengthof time. I should like to have theamend- 
ment read. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will sus- 
pend. The Chair will state the question. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wasgoing to ask to modify the amendment. | 
think the amendment reads as does the text in line 7, ‘‘shall be paid 
out in any State.’’ If it still reads so, I should like to change ‘‘in’”’ to 
‘Sto? a6 as to read ‘‘ shall be paid out to any State.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana modifies 
his amendment by substituting the word *‘to’’ for ‘‘in.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Now I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] moved to amend section 8 by 
striking out, in line 10, the words ‘‘ at least one-third of ’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘‘an amount equal thereto,’’ whereupon the Senator from 
Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON ] proposed as an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to strike out all of section 8, after the word 
‘*provided,’’ in line 6, and to insert: 





Provided, That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall 
be paid out to any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended 
out of its own revenues in the preceding year for the maintenance of common 
schools, not including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings. 


The question is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
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Mr. President, I desire to say a few words | 


in regard to the question that was debated here yesterday touching the | 


power of Congress to grant this relief, if it may be so called. I am not 
of the opinion of my distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 


who thinks we must find authority for a measure of this kind in the | 


general-welfare clause of the Constitution. We have had, I think, 
enough of discussion about that; but I think there is ample authority 
in the Constitution for the passage of this bill. I am not speaking now 
of its details, nor do I intend to speak of its details; but I speak of the 
power of the Government under the Constitution as now existing to aid 
in the work of public education. 

It must be recognized that a great fundamental change was effected, 
whether for good or evil, by the amendments tothe Constitution; that 
there has been somewhat of a revolution, constitutionally speaking, by 
the ingrafting of those amendments on the Constitution must be ad- 
mitted by every body who has reflected upon the subject at all. When 
I say this I say nothing but what the Supreme Court hassaid; and while 
[am not one of those who are overanxious to cite its opinions here to 
guide us in our deliberations, still I think they afford sufficient evi- 
dence to persuade us at times to reach right conclusions. 

I have often said that the Supreme Court has no more right to bind 
us than we have to bind the Supreme Court in the administration of 
the Constitution. Still they have told us what was meant by the re- 
cent amendments to the Constitution. They have told this country 
that by those amendments the persons formerly known as slaves in the 
country became by its operation citizens of the United States. Before 
those amendments it is well known that a citizen of the United States 
was so because he was a citizen of a State, but the fourteenth amend- 
ment reversed all that. It declared to the country that every person 
born in the United States, every naturalized person from that time 
onward should bea citizen of the United States and of the State wherein 
he resided. The Supreme Courtin the Slaughter-house cases, (16 Wal- 
lace) decided that a person could be a citizen of the United States with- 
out being a citizen of a State. This is new law to me, but I am not 
responsible for it; it is the result of the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion. 

This change in the organic law reversed the old order of things, and 
we have accepted it. 1 do not intend to argue from that any great ex- 
pansion of power, but I say a great government like this, which has 
changed its organic law to meet a condition of things ex< eptional in 
its character and which has produced such important results, must have 
power to pass this bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
his argument? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. VANWYCK. Does he concede the power of Congress to impose 
the discharge of certain duties upon State officers? Has the revolution 
of which he speaks gone to that extent ? 

_ Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think it is a very familiar principle in our 
jurisprudence under existing laws for duties of a Federal character to 
be imposed upon State officers, and they have been from the foundation 
of the Government. If the Senator will examine the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, although I have not had time to look into them 
and am not prepared for such interrogatories as that, he will find that 


May I ask the Senator a question in the line of 


| unreasonable in the Government of th 


in many instances State officers are requ rm Federal duties 


A State magistrate may examine a p 


ired to pert 


rson who violates a ledéral law 


and commit him in some instances. There is nothing in that rhe 
State officer may decline. The courts have held that the Government 
of the United States can not absolutely impose upon him a public duty, 
but he is at liberty to discharge it if he desires to do so 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator if he apprehends as a practical 
question any difficulty in inducing the State officers in that part of the 


country from which he comes to exercise the duty imposed by the bill. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. None in the world 
Mr. VAN WYCK. That is rather beg: 
I asked the question whether the Senator 
gress to direct the execution of aduty by a 


fing the question, I suggest. 
the | r of Con 


oncedes 


rOW 


State officer, 


LO compe i him 
in the discharge of his duty? I want that. constitutional question 
settled. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think that quistion is involved at 
all in this matter. I was saying when I was interrupted by the Sena 
tor from Nebraska that I did not tind it necessary to go to the gi al 
welfare clause for authority to pass this bill. Five million persons who 
before this great change in the Constitution were nothing but chattels 


were transferred from property into free people, lifted up to the full 


} 
al 


standard of citizenship, without apy preparation, without any training, 
and, in many instances, without any qualification. The foreigner who 
lands upon our shores is required to remain five years before he can ex 


ercise that privilege. Why? At one time it was twenty-one years, but 
under the inspiration of a wise and liberal democratic policy, thanks 
to the early fathers of the party for it, the liberal spirit in the early 
part of the century brought it down to five years. 

Why was that tive years required? As a state of probation, of cult- 


ure, of training, of education before the foreign-born man could exercise 
the privilege of citizenship in this great country. Still this great change 
in the Constitution and the laws passed in pursuance of it took this 
5,000,000 of people out of a state of slavery where they and their ances- 
tors had been for two centuries, and lifted them up to a level with 
other citizens in the Union so far as political rights are concerried. 
Without the least disposition at the time to do these people injustice 
I felt that it was an unwisething. I felt that in the course of time the 
right of suffrage would follow the right of freedom, but I was not pre- 
pared for sosudden and so radicala change. But now that it is accom- 
plished I mean to do all in my power to maintain that right and to 
make the people who have it qualified to exercise it. 

Gentlemen on the other side speak about the South asking th’s and 
asking that. I know of*nobody on this side of the Chamber who is 
asking for this bill. I know of some opposition to ithere. -But the very 
Government that did this thing now comes forward and proposes to help 
to educate those people, and I say it is just as little as they could do 
There is no question of State rights involved in this, there is no ques- 
tion of local authority here. These people owe their present status to 
this change in the organic law which made them citizens of the United 
States, and if there is anything in the reason of the law or in our sys- 
tem of jurisprudence it is that the legislative arm of the Government is 
always competent to carry out its organic provisions. The Constitartion 
of the United States having made citizens and voters out of 5,000,000 
of slaves and cast upon the seagield the States the duty of educating 
them for the exercise of political power, surely there can be nothing very 
United States aiding the States 
in educating these people 

Where do the States get authority to legislate for their citizens? 
Would it not be an anomaly to contend that a State could create a cit 


izen, invest him with all the vigor and force and power of suffrage, bring 
him into life, raise him to the full standard of a full-fledged political 


character, and after it placed him there could not move another step? 





The States did not create these people citizens, but this change in the 
organic law of the Union did, ratified by the States 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly 

Mr. COKE I ask him if the States did not change the organ Ww? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida Ye the States did it, and gave this power 
to the General Government and every power that the Gene Govern 
ment possesses to-day was derived from the sam ire H s what 
the Supreme Court of the United States said in the Slau -house 
cases, speaking of the great change in tl idament iw, to which I 
call the attention of the Senate 

All persons born or naturalized Stat : 
diction thereof ar y of the I is 5 < n ey 
reside 

rhe first yt 

Say the cour 
we have to m 3 clause is that it puts at th the questi which 
we stated to hav« ween the ibiect i erence > r } it « ul that 
persons may be citizens of the | ed 5S ‘ ird to Zz ip 
of a particular State vd verturns the Dred S I r 
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The next observation is more important in view of the arguments of counsel 
in the present case. It is that the distinction between citizenship of the United 
States and citizenship of a State is clearly recognized andestablished. (16 Wal- 
lace, 73 

That is the doctrine of the Supreme Court interpreting the fourteenth 
amendment. Isay, having invested these people with this right, admit 
as has been charged that this measure is a measure of relief for these 
people, here you have the authority of the Supreme Court, which says 
that these great organic changes were brought about to give this class 
of people the rights they now have. Under this provision of the Con- 
stitution many very harsh Jaws have been enacted and enforced, laws 
that I have never assented to and would not assent to; but when I find 
a beneficent provision like this one, brought forth to aid in the culture 
and the educational advancement of the people thus enfranchised by this 
great organic change, I shall not oppose it. I do not go to the general- 
welfare clause, but I go to those clauses in the Constitution which 


worked this remarkable revolution in our constitutional system as stated | 


by the Supreme Court and which transformed 3,000,000 of men from 
chattels into free men and invested them with all the rights of Amer- 
ican citizens. 


Chis is not the first time that Congress has been called upon to do | 
something in the interest of education. The lawyer who can draw a | ,. : yee : 
something in tx eee ; | liarly from the Virginia standpoint. 


distinction between the grauting of one sixteenth section or a thirty- 


sixth section of land to aid in the cause of common-school education | 


and the granting of the money equivalent to that land can refine more 
than I am able to do and more than I ever want to do in the Senate 


. . . | 
of the United States. It is always interesting to go back to the early 


stages of our own history for example, when there were great lights 
worthy of being followed. 

It is well known that by the treaty of 1763 between Great Britain 
and France it was agreed that the Mississippi River should be regarded 
as the western boundary of the British American colonies, and at the 
close of the Revolutionary war all the territory lying between the Atlan- 
tic on the east and the Mississippi on the west and the lakes on the north 
and the thirty-first parallel of latitude on the South was included in the 
lines of the thirteen original colonies. Those limits embraced a vast 


area of the most valuable land on this continent. Out of that terri- | 


tory numbers of prosperous States were formed, including the one rep- 
resented by the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], not 
now in his seat, who said that he was not willing to trust Virginia or 
any of the States of the South in the disbursement of this fund. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would rather the Senator would not in- 
terrupt me. ; 


The PRES ‘G OFFICER. The Senator fr “lorida declines to | ,, ; ; 
The PRESIDING FFICER The Senator from Florida dex oe | this way can not be sustained when we come to remember the millzons 


yield. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that 
the better portion of the most valuable territory at that time lay within 


the acknowledged limits of Virginia under her colonial charter. We | 


know the trouble that arose at that early day for fear that Virginia 
would have more than her proporgion of the public domain in conse- 
quence of her rights as a colony. With a generosity unparalleled in 


public history or among the States she ceded that vast domain for the | 


benefit of all the other colonies and dedicated it to the use of the States 
that might be created outof it. In her deed of cession she incorporated 
this provision: 


That the lands within the territory so ceded to the United States, and not re- 
served for or appropriated to any of the beforementioned purposes or disposed 
of in bounties to the officers and soldiers of the American Army, shall be con- 
sidered as a common fund for the use and benefit of such of the United States as 
have become or shall become members of the confederation or Federal alli- 
ance of the said States (Virginia inclusive), according to their usual respective 


proportions of the general charge and expenditure, and shall be faithfully and 


bona fide disposed of for that purpose and for no other use or purpose whatso- 
ever Act December 20, 1783 


The grant was carried out in that way. It went to enrich the States | 


that were carved out of it, and was used for school purposes and other 


purposes of a general character to build up the population of the various | 


States that settled that territory and are now located upon that very 
soil. 

Why was the first act passed by the Continental Congress, on 20th of 
May, 1785, for the disposition of the lands ceded by Virginia and the 
other States, and which has constituted the basis of the policy in regard 
to all the public lands, enacted? Mark you, this was under the author- 
ity of the Confederation, before we had any Constitution, when we were 
living under a league. In 1785, before our present Constitution was 
framed or ratified, an act was passed through the Continental Congress 
at Philadelphia to carry out the great trust of Virginia in respect to 
these lands. Whatdidthey do? They passedalaw that provided that 


: : > “" j 
the land should be laid off into tewnships, that section No. 16 in each 


township should be reserved for the maintenance of public schools, and 
that two townships in every State should be set apart for the support 
of a university. 

That was the spirit in which the early fathers met the educational 
question in the States, before we had any Constitution, before we had 


any quibbling as to what was meant by the general-welfare clause or 
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| and no amendment offered could in any wise affect that which would 





| commendable. 
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any other clause, and at a time when every power not expressly dele- 
gated in the Articles of Confederation to Congress was reserved to the 
States, and when there was not a word in those articles in reference to 
this subject. 

Under that same policy what was done? In 1848 and 1849 a stil] 
more liberal policy in regard to the provision for educational purposes 
in new States was adopted. In the acts passed in those years, respect 
ively, creating the Territories of Oregon and Minnesota, section No 
36, in addition to section No. 16, in each township was set apart for 
school purposes; and to each new Territory organized and State admit- 
ted since 1848 (except West Virginia) the sixteenth and thirty-sixt) 
sections of every township, one-eighteenth of the entire area, have been 
granted for common schools. Other States have received grants. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Florida permit nx 
to state to him, if he is making his argument from a Virginia stand 
point, that there is no amendment yet offered to the bill that could in 
any wise affect Virginia? That State gives $1,400,000 for public schools, 

1 
be apportioned under the original bill to that State. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. 1 was only speaking of the historical fact 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I thought the Senator was arguing pecu 


Virginia except to show what was done with the land which she gav« 
up to the United States. 

Other States have received grants for common schools than those | 
have named. Ohio received 69,120 acres, (and I have no doubt she dis- 
posed of it wellat good prices), Florida and Wisconsin 92,160 acres, and 
Minnesota 82,640 acres. 

From a report of the Commissioner of Education it appears further 
that under the acts of Congress passed in 1785 and 1786 there had been 
distributed among twenty-six new States and Territories 67,983,914 
acres for the support of schools, besides what was given fer universities 
and deaf-mute asylums. Of the pecuniary value of these grants some 
estimate may be formed by reference to the report of Dr. Barnard :n re- 
gard to the lands granted to Minnesota. I[t appears from that report, 
that from 1862to 1866, embracing a period of five years, Minnesota had 
sold 210,769 acres, which yielded $1,324,779, that she had got from the 
General Government. It is to be remembered that the distribution ot 
lands to aid institutions of this kind isa very unequal method, because 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Notatall; Iam not arguing anything about 


| the lands of the great West went up in value far beyond what they did 


in other sections of the country, and they were wealthier and richer {o1 
agricultural purposes. Where a grant of the sixteenth section of land 
in Minnesota would be worth it may be $5,000, in Florida it would 
not be worth $500. 


+ 


The idea that the General Government has never done anything in 


and millions of dollars that have gone into the public treasury of th 


| States of the West under this land-aiding system to build up and sustain 


their common schools; and now after 5,000,000 unfortunate people who, 
as a race, had been in bondage for two hundred years, were elevated 


i 


to citizenship by a single act of this Government and the whole charge 


of their training and culture put upon that impoverished section and 


this Government comes forth with a generous hand under the lead of 
my friend from New Hampshire and proposes to take a little off the 
burden of taxation there by helping to educate these people, I say it is 
After all, ina great country like this the people are 
the state, and there was as much philosophy as poetry in the utterance 
of that great namesake of mine on the other side of the water when lh 
said: 
What constitutes a state? 
Not high-rais’d battlement or labor’d mound, 
Thick wall or moated gate ; 
Not cities proud, with spires and turrets crown'd; 
Not bays and broad-arm'd ports, 
Where, laughing at the storm, rich navies ride; 
Not starr’d and spangled courts, 
Where low-brow’'d baseness wafts perfume to pride. 
No !—men, high-minded men, 
With pow’rs as far above dull brutes enc ued 
i forest, brake, or den, 
As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rude; 
Men, who their duties know, 
But know their rights, and, knowing 
Prevent the long-aim’d blow, 
And crush the tyrant while they rend the chain: 
These constitute a State. 


Ir 


, dare maintain, 


Mr. GARLAND. I wish to move that the Senate proceed to tl 
consideration of executive business, but before doing that I desire 
ask that the bill asamended and the proposed amendments be printed 

Mr. INGALLS. IL offer an amendment as an additional section, that 
I ask may be printed under the proposed order of the Senator 
Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks t 
the bill with the amendments which have already been made and 
amendments proposed to the bill shall be printed for the use of 1) 
Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer two amendments to the bill 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer an amendment, to be printed, to the pendi 
bill. 


irom 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon offers an 
amendment to the pending bill; which will be received and printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the motion is put I wish to give notice that I 
shall offer at the proper time an amendment to the pending bill, in the 
eighth section, seventh line, by striking out tie word ‘‘in’’ and insert- 
ing the word ‘‘by;’’ so that it shall read— 
that no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out by any 
State or Territory, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment to be printed? 

Mr. BLAIR. No. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


printed. . - : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Does the Senator desire that amend- 


I send up an amendment to the school bill to be 


The Senator from Ohio offers an 


amendment to the pending bill, which will be received and printed | 


with the other amendments. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Secretary can read my handwriting I should 
like to have my amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that the 
amendment proposed by him as an amendment to be offered to the 
pending bill be read. It will be read if there be no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 4 it is proposed to add: 

And the sums so paid shall be expended for the education of children of the 
school age as prescribed by this act of such State or Territory, without distine- 
tion of race or color, and shall be apportioned among the several counties, cities, 
towns, parishes, townships, and when practicable among school districts, as de- 
fined by this act, in the proportion that the number of illiterate children in such 
corporation bears to the number of illiterate children in such State or Territory 
according to the census of the United States last taken before such distribution. 
And the assent of such State or Territory shall be first given to this condition 
before any distribution is made. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
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The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ay 
noes 32. 

So (no further count being called for 
(two-thirds not voting in favor thereof). 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports of a private nature, and the morning hour begins at ten minutes 
past 12 o'clock. 


the motion was not agreed to 


JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 8. 5758) to 


confirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as a commander in the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whok 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN HEBERER. 
Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 


with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 249) for the relief of 


| John Heberer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | 


eration of executive business. 


tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 16 minutes | 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 21, 1884. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday wasread and approved. 
NAVIGATION OF SOUTH PASS, ETC. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 
S 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 


War, in reply to the resolution of the House adopted March 8, 1884, re- 
questing him to inform the House what, if any, regulations he has made 
in relation to the navigation of South Pass or other public waters in 
Louisiana and affecting the authority of said State, and transmiiting 
areport thereon from the Chief of Engineers ; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Coss, for ten days, on acount of important business. 
To Mr. DoRSHEIMER, until Monday next, on account of important 
business. 
ORDER 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw fora few minutes 
his call for the regular order until I can submit a report from the Com- 


OF BUSINESS. 


mittee on Accounts in reference to the extra month’s pay for House em- | 


ployés. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask my friend from Ohio to withdraw the de- 
mand for the regular order so that we may consider some Senate bills 
on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would willingly withdraw the call for 
the regular order, so far as the report from the Committee on Accounts 
is concerned if I can then insist upon it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the demand 
regular order and renew it whenever he sees proper. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Then I will withdraw the demand for th 
regular order. 

Mr. DUNN. [renew it. I do not object to the entertaining of propo 
sitions for unanimous consent in the usual way, but I do object toa gen- 
tleman calling the regular order and then waiving it temporarily fo1 
ohe purpose, giving notice that he will insist upon the call against all 
others. I therefore renew the demand for the regular order 

The SPEAKER. 


the 


1o1 


2 The regular order being insisted upon, this being 
F riday, the first business in order is the call of committees for repoi 
of a private nature. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to dispense with the morning hour for reports 


. y | re} 
ATOM Committees 





After forty-one minutes spent in execu- | 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
MARY STILGEBOWER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3050) for the re- 
lief of Mary Stilgebower and others; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. JOHN C. GEYER. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2636) for the relief of 
Lieut. John C. Geyer; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SIXTH STREET AND BLADENSBURG RAILROAD 

Mr. ROCKWELL, fromthe Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2183) to incorporate the Sixth- 
Street and Bladensburg Railroad Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was laid on the table, aud the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. ® 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been completed; but 
if there be no objection the Chair will now receive reports of a private 
nature from gentlemen who were not in their seats during the regular 
call. 

There was no objection. 

JAMES 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire,. from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3701) granting 
a pension to James Bradford; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


BRADFORD. 


JOSEPH H. ADAMS. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 965) granting a pension to Joseph H. Adams; which was reterred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

mM. ¥. 

Mr. BRENTS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1301) for the relief of 
M. P. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hause 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


JONES. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I desire to present three reports from 
the Committee on Printing for reference to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the call of committees is for re 
ports of a private nature only; butif there be no objection these reports 
of a public nature sent up by the gentleman from New York w be 
received. 

There was ho obje ction. 

REPORTS OF GEOLOGK L SURVEY 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, inimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Printing, with a favorable recommend i 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 133) for printing the annual repo O 
United Stat Ss Geolog] al Survey which was referred to the Commi 
ot the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accomp 
report ¢ dere 1 to be pr nted 
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yf the Bureau of Ethnology; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


rION 


DISTRIBI OF OFFICIAL REGISTER. 
ROGERS, of New York, by unanimous consent, also reported 
from the Committee on Printing, with a favorable recommenda- 


tion, the following concurrent resolution: which was referred to the 


Mr 


back 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 


companying report ordered to be printed: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to distribute the surplus 
copies of the Official Register of the United States in his charge among such pub- 
lic, college, and law libraries as have not already been supplied with the same. 


HENRY GEE. 

Mi 
with 
whi 


LEWIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
mendments the bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of Henry Gee; 
1 was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


| 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WAIT. I desire to present from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs a report in reference to the Chinese indemnity matter. 

The SPEAKER. That jis not a report of a private nature. 

Mr. WAIT. Iask unanimous consent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. 


CHARGES 
MONEY. 


AGAINST HON. E. JOHN ELLIS. 


Mr. I rise to present a privileged report. I am instructed 


by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report the reso- | 


lution which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the charges reflecting upon Mr. Exits, a Representative from 
Louisiana, in connection with star-route frauds, recently published, are untrue. 


Mr. MONEY. 
be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In support of the resolution herewith submitted the committee submit the fol- 
lowing report. The action of the committee was under the resolution of Feb- 
ruary 25, which reads : 

** Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be instructed 
to investigate the charges reflecting upon Mr. E.Luis, a Representative from Lou- 
isiana, in connection with star-route frauds, recently published, and for this pur- 
pose are authorized to send for persons and papers.”’ 

The committee had before it, for witnesses, Mr. P. H. Woodward, post-office 
inspector; Mr. George F. Brott, a mail-contractor, both persons named in the 
publication; and Mr. E. J. Edwards, the correspondent of the New York Sun, 
and author of the communication, and William A. Cook, esq., late special coun- 
sel in the star-route prosecution. The committee could hear of no other person 
who was supposed to know anything of the matter except Dr. B. H. Peterson, 
whose whereabouts was unknown. Mr. Evuis, under oath, made substantially 
the same statement which he made to the House on the 25th of February. 

The publication in the New York Sun of a copy of a memorandum deposited 
in the Post-Office Department contains the whole charge. This memorandum 
was without signature, although witness P. H. Woodward testified that he wrote 
it in May or June 1881; that it was in nosense an official paper; that it was writ- 
ten as his recollection of several conversations with George F. Brott in regard to 
the Sixth Auditor and deputy sixth auditor; that it was written some time after 
those conversations were held; that about the same time of these conversations 
there was much gossip and rumor involving apparently a great many people, 


I ask that the report accompanying this resolution 


and that there was nothing, so far as he knew, affecting Mr. ELLIs worthy of a | 


moment's consideration. Mr. Woodward professed his esteem for Mr. Brott, 


whom he says was regarded as a good man in Connecticut, where he married, | 
and also stated that Mr. Brott in his presence and in his office wrote a state- 


ment on March 29, 1882, contradicting the memorandum as far as it relates to Mr. 
ELuis. Mr. Brott testified that the portion of Woodward's memorandum “ which 
refers to Mr. Ets is absolutely false; that he had never made any such state- 
ment to Mr. Woodward at that or any othertime; that nosuch transaction ever 
occurred between him and Mr. E.uis; 
which “is absolutely true.’” Mr. Brott said he could not remember that Mr. 
ELLIs ever rendered any service in the New Orleans and Pearl River business ; 
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that he wrote the contradictory statement, | 
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was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


| the table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the 
chair. 

SIDNEY HENDERSON. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6090 


| for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix of John Henderson, de- 


ceased. 

Mr. GEDDES. I understand the first bill on the Calendar to be that 
bill, 6090, reported from the Committee on War Claims. It was once 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that to be the case. The 
bill is out of print and the Clerk has sent for the original bill. If the 
gentleman from Ohio has a copy he will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. DIBRELL. That bill, according to the resolution of the House, 


| was to hold its place under the previous question, and it is not necessary 


to be considered again in the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GEDDES. One word of explanation will obviate all objection 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the bill has not been 
printed, and that the original was sent to the Printer yesterday. 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire to submit to the Chair the matter can be 
disposed of at this moment and without objection, and that a word ot 


| explanation will bring about that result. 


Mr. STEELE. I rise to a question of order. I find in the Calendar 
of the 17th instant the bill for the relief of Henry Z. Blinn was at the 
top of the Calendar and the first business in order when the Calendar 
was reached, but on the Calendar to-day I find the first bill in order to 
be this bill for the relief of Sidney Henderson, reported by Mr. TuLLy 
from the Committee on War Claims, although that bill was only re 
ported March 19, while the other bill was reported January 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill for the relief of Sidney Henderson, re- 
ported by the gentleman from California [Mr. TULLY] from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, was placed at the head of the Calendar by order 
of the House. It therefore takes the first place, and the bill for the 
relief of Henry Z. Blinn comes next in order. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It will not take a minute to pass it. 

Mr. GEDDES. I was about to say this case came up for considera- 
tion the last day the House was in Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. The claim met withsome resistance in the form 
in which it was then presented, and on motion it was recommitted to 
the committee. It now comes up on the report of the bill as it was 
then considered in committee. I believe there is no objection to it as 
it now stands. I resisted the passage of the bill in the form in which 
the amendment was presented last week. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be passed 
over informally and will retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

HENRY Z. BLINN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 


 @ 


| authorizing the muster-in and discharge of Henry Z. Blinn. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to so amend the rolls of Company A, Fifth Indiana Cavalry Vol 
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unteers, as to show Henry Z. Blinn a private in said company from the 5th day 
of August, 1862, until the 5th day of October, 1862, and to grant said Henry Z. 
Binn an honorable discharge, to date from October 5, 1862. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 


that he never paid or promised to pay Mr. ELLIs, either directly or indirectly, for 

that or any other service; that Mr. ELLIs never got nor assisted in getting a con- | 

tract for him, and that Mr. ELuis never asked him for pay. 
Mr. E. J. Edwards testified that heis the correspondent of the New York Sun 


_ 


+ 


Same 


who wrote the communication; that it was written several days before publica- 
tion 


Mr. Brott; that he published it assoon as he could get it after he heard there was 
such contradiction made and filed by Mr. Brott; also that he doubted the truth 
of the memorandum reflecting on Mr. ELvis before it was published, but knew 
nothing about its truth or falsity when he sentit to New York; that hisinstruc- 
tions received here from Mr. Dana was to “publish records without editorial 
comment.’ 

Mr. William A. Cook, late special counsel in the star-route prosecution, testi- 
fied that neither he nor any of his subordinates to his knowledge ever had any 
memorandum or evidence affecting Mr. ELuts 

This is a brief summary of the evidence: The whole trouble arose from the 
publication in the New York Sun of a charge against Mr. ELxis, to which there 
was no signature, for which no one was responsible, and which was not oflicial, 
was no part of any record, and which the correspondent who sent it did not be- 
lieve to be true before or after it was published. The person who furnished the 
copy to the correspondent circulated the poison but withheld the antidote. The 
public appetite is eager forsensation, and in too many instances newspapers cater 
toit without regard to the old adage that “ he who tells for the truth what he does 
not know to be true is guilty of falsehood” and reckless of the reputation and 
character of those who are misrepresented. 


Mr. MONEY. I now ask a vote on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


that he procured a copy of the memorandum, but declined to say how or | 
from whom; that he never saw or heard of the contradiction made and filed by | 


Mr. STEELE. The report is quite lengthy, and if the gentleman 
from Indiana will allow me, in a few minutes I can explain the nature 
of the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of the report can be heard in all parts 
of the Hall much more distinctly than my colleague. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred bill H. R. 3! 
after considering the same, adopt the report of the Committee on Military Afiairs 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, and recommend favorable action by the Hous 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill H 
having considered the same, respectfully report : 

Henry Z. Blinn, it appears from reliable information (affidavits, certiticates 
and oral testimony), was duly enlisted into the service on the 5th day of August 
1862, as a soldier in the Indiana Volunteers, for three years or during the wa! 
but before he was mustered into the service, on the next day, August 6, 1562 
while acting in obedience to orders from the captain of his company, he was so 
injured by the premature discharge of a cannon as to render him unable to 
pear for muster with his comrades, It also is in evidence that the injuries wv 
so severe as to prevent Blinn from reporting to his company again until Octo!» 
1, 1862, when he reported to his captain, with his arm (which had been brok« 
inasling. The captain of his company, recognizing Blinn as a soldier ot 
company, issued to him a proper allowance of clothing and rations, and cont 
ued to do so until the 5th day of October, 1862, when he (Captain James A. Siret 
took the responsibility of ordering him home, whither he went, and rema 
until he sufficiently recovered to enlist in another company and regiment 
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isickan, and in which capacity he served until the close of the war. In view 
of the fact that it was held during the war that where a man voluntarily signed 
in agreement to enter the service (an enlistment paper he was thereby 1eld 
for the service, your committee are of the opinion that the bill under considera- 
tion is only giving to Blinn the record and pay to which he is justly entitled 
i therefore, after calling attention to the following affidavits, as specimens 
recommend the passage of the bill 


m 








at which these conclusions are derived, 
STATE OF INDIANA, 
Grant County, ss: 

On the 12th day of November, 1881, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for said county and State, Henry Z. Blinn, who, being duly sworn 
wccording to law, deposes and says: 23 ; 

in relation to his matter to aniend war record, as more fully set forth in his 

petition accompanying this affidavit : , 
* That when he enlisted, as alleged, he was only about 18 years of age. When 
he signed his name to the enlistment paper said Captain Stretch, as such recruit- 
ing officer, administered an oath to him suc has was prescribed by law for mus- 
tering men into the service, and he, toall intents and purposes believed that he 
was a soldier regularly in the military service of the United States 

And it was by said Captain Stretch's orders that he and others were engaged 
in loading said cannon when he received his said injuries, and at that time be- 
lieved it was his duty to obey the orders so given him, as he recognized said 
Captain Stretch as his superior officer, and knew no different. 

After affiant had so recovered from his said injuries so as to be abou 
to Indianapolis, about October 1, 1862, where said company and regiment were 
rendezvoused, and insisted upon being received in said company. Said captain 
gave him a uniform; he remained in camp with the company some four or five 
days. when said Stretch informed him that he could not receive him by reason 
of his injuries, as affiant at that time was carrying one arm in a swing that had 
been broken by said premature explosion, and afliant returned to his home 

Subsequently affiant enlisted and served as a musician in Company I, One 
hundred and eighteenth Indiana Volunteers, from September 3, 1863, to March 
4, 1864, and again enlisted and served asa musician in Company A, One hundred 
and thirty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, from June 5, 1864, to September 29, 1864 
and subsequently enlisted and served as a musician in Company D, One hundred 
vad fifty-third Indiana Volunteers, from February 1, 1865, to September 4, 1565 
He most respectfully submits his claim. 


t he 





MENRY Z. BLINN 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of November, 1881, and I cer- 
tity that the foregoing affidavit was read over and explained to aifiant before 
swearing, and the affiant is personally known to me to be the person he repre- 
sents himself to be. 


SEAL. | JOHN A. KERSEY, Notary Public 


STATE OF INDIANA, 
County of Grant, ss: 


In the matter of Henry Z. Blinn, late enlisted man of Company A, Ninetieth In- 
diana, toamend war records, ce. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid county and 
State, John W. Hurley, aged 40 years, citizen of the town of Marion, county of 
Grant, State of Indiana, well known tome to be reputableand entitled to credit, 
and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid case as follows 

Chat he is personally acquainted with said Blinn. Afliantand said Blinn were 
raised boys together near said town of Marion, where both have resided until 
the present. Affiant was present on the 5th day of August, 1862, in said town of 
Marion, and saw the said Blinn sign his name to a proper enlistment paper in 
the hands of James A. Stretch, toserve for the period of three years in the Fifth 
Indiana Cavalry. Said Stretch was recruiting a squad of men with a view of 
becoming captain of a company in said regiment, and subsequently, upon the 
organization of said regiment, was commissioned as such in Company A of said 
regiment. 

On the 6th day of August, 1862, affiant and said Blinn, and a number of others 
who had so enlisted in command of said Stretch, started for Wabash, Ind., a 
distance of twenty miles, for the purpose of going into camp. Uponnearingsaid 
town of Wabash, by the premature discharge of a cannon, said Blinn was in- 
jured as to disquality him for the service at thattime, and was not mustered into 
said regiment, Affiant went to Wabash with a view to enlist in said company, 
and did on the next day following said injury, being the 7th day of August, 
1862. Said Blinn was loading said cannon by direction of said Stretch to affi- 
ant’s personal knowledge, and was an eye-witness to the injury. He further 
declares that he no interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecu- 
tion, and is not related to said applicant. 





JOHN W. HURLEY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said attiant and acquainted him with its 
contents before he executed the same. I further certify that I am in no wise in- 
terested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, and that said affi- 
ant personally known to me; that he is a creditable person, and so reputed 
in the community in which he resides 

Witness my hand and official seal this 23 day of November, 1881 

[SEAL. ] JOHN A. KERSEY 

Notary Public 





Certificate of official character on file in Department 
STATE OF MISSOURI, 


County of Buchanan, ss : 


Inthe matter of Henry Z. Blinn, late enlisted man of Company A, Fifth Indiana 
Cavalry, to amend war record. 

Personally came before me, a clerk county court in and for aforesaid county 
and State, Joseph Culbertson, aged 37 years, citizen of the town of Willow Brook 
county of Buchanan, State of Missouri, well known to me to be reputable and 
entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares, in relation to aforesaid 
case, as follows : 5 
_ That he personally knows Henry Z. Blinn. Affiant and said Blinn were raised 
boys together near Marion, Grant County, Indiana; that on or about the 5th day 
of August, 1862, affiant and said Blinn, in the presence of each other and at the 
Same time, in said town of Marion, subscribed their names to an enlistment 
paper to serve for the period of three years ina cavalry company that was being 


- ruited for the Fifth Indiana Cavalry, 


. : 7 which was subsequently lette 
ompany A in said regiment; that said enlistments were made at the solicita- 
tion of one James A. Stretch, a recruiting officer, and in his presence ; that h 

was subsequently commissioned as captain of said company ; that on the day 
following said enlistments, as this affiant and said Blinn anda number of 





, r of other 
ae approaching the town of Wabash, Indiana, under command and in 

large of said Captain Stretch, said Blinn and this affiant were seriously injured 
by the premature discharge of a cannon that they wer: assisting in loading by 


order and direction of said Captain Stretch. Affiant and said Blinn each lost an 
eye, and received other bodily injuries, such as to prevent them from being 
mustered into said service in said company and regiment. He further declares 
that he has no interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecution, and 
is not related to said applicant 

JOSEPH CULBERTSON 


“worn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, an 


dl 


| Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, as if re 
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certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant and acquainted him t 

tents before he executed the same. 1 further certify that | n nO Wise it 
ested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, and that said afli 3 
personally knowa to me,that he is a creditable person, and so reputed the 
community in which he resides 

Witness my hand and official seal this 26th day of November, 188 

SEAL, E. V. RILEY 

Mr. STEELE. I move the bil be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There is no objection to the bill, but in order to 
make it more secure I will move a proviso which I think the gentleman 
from Indiana will agree to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Provided, That said Henry Z. Blinn shall be considered as h d in 
obedience to orders and inthe line of duty when wounded on the 6th of A ist 
L862 

Mr. STEELE. I have no objection to that amendment 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
pass. 


JAMES M. THOMAS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3932 
directing the Adjutant-General of the United States Army to place the 
name of James M. Thomas on the muster-rolls of Company C, Second 
Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and for other purposes 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That.the Adjutant-General of the Army be, and he ishereby 
directed to place the name of James M. Thomas, late a private in Company ( 
ruited on the Ist day of 
February, 1864, and who died from a gunshot wound about the 15th of March 
1864, withou! being mustered, upon the muster-rolls of said company and regi- 
ment, of the dates aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. That the heirs of said James M. Thomas, deceased, are hereby declared 
to be entitled to all the benefits arising from the enlistment of said soldi 
fully as if he had been regularly mustered at the date of enlistment 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


ras 


James M. Thomas was enlisted as a private in said company and regiment, in 
Decatur County, Tennessee, about the Ist day of February, 1364, but there be 
ing no mustering officer present he was not mustered. And while his regiment 
and company was encamped at Clifton, Tenn., on or about the 15th day of 
March, 1864, said Thomas wasaccidentally shot, from the effects of which he died 
soon thereafter, and before being mustered; consequently he was never mus 
tered and his name did not appear upon the company muster-rolis. These 
are proven by his captain of said company, Andrew J. Roberts, and by 
Diem, Osborn Walker, and Martwell Baker, all certified as creditable witnesses 

This case was favorably reported from this committee in the Forty-sixth Con 
gress and passed the House, but failed on the Senate Calendar. Your commit 
tee are of opinion, as this soldier was regularly enlisted, and was accidentally 
killed while in the service, and before muster, that his family should have the 
benefit of his service, and therefore recommend the passage of the ace: ny 
ing bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Leask that this bill be again reported 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I move that this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I would like to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
who reports this bill. Why isit that the relief is granted 
said James M. Thomas and not the widow? Was he a married man 

Mr. DIBRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I think if the widow is living that the bill should 
be amended soas to provide that the widow and heirs should he enti 
tled to the benefits 

Mr. DIBRELL. I have no objection to that; and I move, 
to amend the second section of the bill by inserting the words 
and’’ before the word ‘‘ heirs.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil 
by the gentleman from Tennessee 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tucts 


jam 


snp 


to the heirs ot 


therefore, 
‘widow 
] 


report the amendment proposed 


In section 2, line 1, after the word “the sert the words \ va . 
that it will read 
‘Sec. 2. That the widow and heirs of said James M. Thon dees r 





hereby declared to be entitled to ali the benefits arising from t ‘ tm 
said soldier as fully as if he had been regularly mustered at the d 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to t iH h 
i favorable recommendation. 

BVT. MAJ. GEN WILI MW. AVEREI 

The next business on the Private ¢ idar was iJ 137 
authorizing the retirement of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, United 
States Army, with the rank and pay of brigadier-genera 

The bill is as follows 

Re it enacted. & That in view of the ! tif ] Ta 
Gen. William W. Avere { ted St -s Arm efor ia \ 
ind of severe wounds re ed by him 1 vattles. the Pres 
thorized to place Brevet Major-General Averell on t) ' 
with the pay and emoluments of a tired officer of the grad 
eral 

The committee recommend the following amendment 

Strike out all after the word Preside i i 
hereby, authorized to nominate and. by and w » the lwice ) S 
Senate, to appoint Byt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averel the retire 





Army with the pay and emoluments of a retired officer of 
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Amend the title so as to read \ bill authorizing the retirement of Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, with the rank and pay of a 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Inorder to avoid the necessity of this amendment 
and with a view to amending the text, I offer the following as a substi- 


tute to the bill, and unless there be objection I ask that it be considered 


as the pending bill 


The CHAIRMAN. The substitute will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj 
Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, 
and of severe wounds received by him in battles, the President be, and is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
to appoint William W. Averell, brevet major-general, United States Army, and 
late brigadier-general of United States volunteers, to the position of colonel in the 
Army ofthe United States, and to place him on the retired-list as of that grade, 
the retired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent And all laws 
and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose on!y 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 





That this bill has been considered by the committee, and it recommends the 
passage of the bill with the following amendment 

Strike out all in the sixth line after the word ** President,’ and the seventh, 
eighth, and ninth lines, and insert: “‘ be, and is hereby, authorized to nominate 
and, by and withthe advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint, Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. William W. Averell on the retired-list of the Army with the pay and emol- 
uments of a retired officer of the rank of colonel;”’ and that the title of the bill 
be amended in correspondence with this 

rhe Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-seventh Congress made a re- 
port in behalf of General Averell, and, excepting the part thereof recommend- 
ing the retirement of General Averell as a brigadier-general, which differs from 

the recommendation of your committee that he be retired with the rank of colo- 
nel, the report then made is adopted. The report is as follows 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred bill H. R. 6794, sub- 
mit the following report 

In recommending, as we do, to the House the passage of the present bill 
“authorizing the retirement of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell with the rank 

and pay of a brigadier-general’’ we do not deem it necessary to enter into any 
full account of the military services of that officer during the time he was con- | 
nected with the regular Army. These services and their results were so great 
and conspicuous as to have passed into the history of the country and to have 
become familiar knowledge with all the members of the House. We shall do 
no more in this regard, therefore, than t6 attach to this paper an abstract of his 
military history, as derived from the official records of the Government, which 
we make Exhibit A, together with a list of the battles in which General Averell 
was engaged, which has been furnished to the committee by the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the United States Army, and which we make Exhibit B. For the pur- 
pose of indicating the relations sustained to these engagements by General 
Averell, we have added to the report of the Adjutant-General those parts of | 
Exhibit B which are embraced in brackets. 

Since, however, the principal grounds upon which this application to be 
placed upon the retired-list is based are disability and incapacity, which are 
‘the result and incident’ of the said service, and because this fact is in its 
nature one which can not be fully disclosed by the public records, we have 
thought it best to obtain and attach tothis paper sugha statement of the nature 
of General Averell’s services, the circumstances under which they were ren- 
dered, the injuries and wounds he received, and of the effect of the service upon 
his health as would be the most reliable, as based on actual personal knowl- 
edge, and would show the nature of such disability, and that it is ‘he result of 
an incident of the service.”’ 

Such astatement we hereto attach, marked Exhibit C, dated 25th January, 1879, 
addressed to Hon. Horace B. Strait, of the Military Committee of the House 
of Representatives, by W. D. Stewart, brevet lieutenant-colonel and late sur- 
geon of United States volunteers. It will be seen that this officer was a mem- 
ber of General Averell’s staff, was his constant companion throughout the late 
war, and is of all others perhaps the most competent person living to give true 
and full information as to the ardu»ousness of the general's services, the nature 
and effect of his woundsand disabilities, and the causes thereof, and of the dan- 
ger to his life to be apprehended from his continuing in the service after the 
period at which his growing disabilities compelled him to resign, as explained 
by Dr. Stewart in his said letter. 

This resignation occurred on the 18th of May, 1865, and not until he had passed 
through all the perils, exposures, and hardships of the entire war, had seen the 
complete restoration of peace, had written in his country’s history one of its 
most brilliant chapters,and had learned by his failing health that he could no 
longer endure the exposures of the camp even in time of peace. We can not 
be mistaken in saying that in the innumerable examples of patriotic service 
furnished by the late war no one combines in it more of constant and protracted 
exposure, danger,and exhausting toil, greater demand for vigilance, sagacity, 
energy, and self-reliant command, more masterly ability, both in plan and execu- 
tion, or more uniform success in campaign or battle, than is shown in the serv- 
ices of General Averell. 

When at last he was prompted to resignation by the effect of his honorable 
wounds there was no lawin existence which suffered him to be retired with the 
rank and pay which he had long held in the volunteer army,and in which he 
had led as commander portions of our armies to some of their most important 
victories 

ro this fact we call special attention in connection with the other fact, that in 
precisely one year,two months, and thirteen days after his said resignation, the 
Congress did, for every citizen of the United States who sustained to the country 
the identical relation which General Averell sustained as a disabled officer of 
the regular Army on the day of his resignation, precisely what the present bill 
proposes to do for him now. The Congress, on the 28th of July, 1866, passed 
a general act authorizing every “officer of the regular Army, entitled to be re- 
tired on account of disability occasioned by wounds received in battle, to be 
retired upon the full rank of the command held by them, whether in the regu- 
lar Army or volunteer service, at the time such wounds were received.’ These 
are the words of the act as found in 14 Statutes at Large, page 337, section 32. 

All that the present bill, if enacted into law, will do for this distinguished 
officer is to put him on the retired-list, with the same honors and pay which 
the general laws of the land would have bestowed upon him, and did, in fact, 
bestow upon every citizen in his condition only a little more than a year after 
his resignation. 


No extension of this statement car 








1 add anything to the force of the facts 


which we embody in the exhibits which we annex to the paper, and we there- 
fore here conclude it. 
EXHIBIT A. 
Regula irm ecord, 
Graduated from United States M tary Acade my and appointed brevet second 


lieutenant Mounted Riflemen July 1, 1855; second lieutenant Mounted Riflemen 
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May 1, 1856; first lieutenant Mounted Riflemen May 14, 1861; captain Third Ca, 
alry July 17, 1862; brevetted major March 17, 1863, for gallant and meritorious 
services at the battle of Kelly's Ford, Virginia; lieutenant-colonel, November 
6, 1863, for gallant and meritorious services in the action at Droop Mountain. \ 

ginia; colonel, December 15, 1862, for gallant and meritorious services durin, 
the Salem expedition ; brigadier-general, March 13, 1865, for gallant and meritor.. 
ous services in the field during the rebellion; and major-general, March 13. [ses 
for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Moorefield, Va. Servic e—c, 
duty at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., from December 15, 1855, to August 27 when 
he left with recruits to join his regiment; joined regiment November 27, 1857 





. . * . . . - . ana 
served with it in New Mexico to (wounded in action with Navajo Indians o; 


night of October 8, 9, 1858, and absent, sick, on account of wounds, to Februa 
22, 1859) March 30,1859; on sick leave and 8. C. PD. to June 7, 1861; on mu-steri; 
duty at Elmira, N. Y., to July 2, 1861; acting assistant adjutant-general to By - 
Gen. A. Porter from July 5to October 7, 1861. (Sec volunteer record below Re 
signed as captain Third Cavalry May 18, 1865. 

Volunteer record, 


Mustered in as colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry October 7, 1861, to ran 
from August 23, 1861, and served with his regiment in the Army of the Potoma 
to October —, 1862. Appointed brigadier-general of volunteers September 6, 1862 

Service—Commanding cavalry brigade Army of the Potomac from October 
1862, except when on sick leave from September 5 to 24, 1862, to February 22 
1863; second cavalry division, Army of the Potomac, to May 4, 1863, when o1 
dered to report to the Adjutant-General of the Army, and, on May 13, 1863, was 
ordered to Philadelphia, Pa., to await further orders. 

Assumed command of the fourth separate brigade of the Middle Department 
May 23, 1863, which became the first separate brigade, Department of West Vir- 
ginia, in June, 1863, and commanded it to January 20, 1864; on leave of absence 
to February 9, 1864; commanding fourth division, Department of West Virginia, 
to April 26, 1864, and second cavalry division, Department of West Virginia, to 
Septem ber 23, 1864, when relieved by General Sheridan, and orderedto Wheeling, 
W. Va., to await further orders; awaiting orders until he resigned, May 18, 1865 
The list of battles in which General Avere!! participated has not been fully made 
up; this report is not held for that, as it would involve a considerable delay ; 
the list will be sent in as soon as completed if required. F 

E, D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


k 


EXHIBIT B. 


List of battles and other actions in which W. W. Averell, late colonel Third Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry and brigadier-general of volunteers, participated during the war of 
the rebellion, as shown by the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office. 


Bull Run, July 21, 1861 [acting assistant adjutant-general, regular brigadk 

Siege of Yorktown, April 5, May 4, 1862 [colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry]. 

Williamsburg, May 4 and 5, 1862 [colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry 

Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862 [commanding rear guard]. 

Sycamore church, August 2, 1862 [in command, commanding brigade cavalry], 

White Oak Swamp, August 5, 1862 [commanding brigade cavalry J. 

Upperville, 

Markham, 

Corbin’s Cross Roads, 

Gaines’s Cross Roads, 

Amissville, j 

Hartwood, February 25, 1863 [commanding second cavalry division]. 

Kelly’s Ford, March 17, 1863 [in command, commanding second cavalry divis- 
ion}. 

Stoneman’s raid, including skirmishes of Rapidan Station and Ely’s Ford, & 
April 29-May 8, 1863 [in command, commanding second cavalry division } 

Beverly, July 3, 1863 [in command, commanding fourth separate brigade) 

Hedgesville, July 19, 1863 [in command, commanding fourth separate brigade], 

Rocky Gap, August 26, 1863 [in command]. 

Droop Mountain, November 6, 1863 [in command; drove enemy for first time 
out of West Virginia; captured three guns and trains after severe engagement). 

Cove Gap, May 10, 1864 [in command; severe and successful engagement with 
General John Morgan’s forces, preventing his junction with Jenkins against 
General Crook, at Dublin; was severely wounded 

Lynchburg, June 17 and 18, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry 

Liberty, June 19, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry]. 

Buford’s Gap, June 20, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry]. 

Carter's Farm, July 20, 1864 [in command; defeated Ramseur’s division of 
Early’sarmy and Vaughn's division of cavalry; captured four guns]. 

Winchester, July 24, 1864 [commanding division of cavalry]. 

Moorefield, August 7, 1864 |in command; defeated McCausland’s division; cap- 
tured four guns and one-quarter of the enemy’s forces and horses}. 

Martinsburg, August 31, 1864 [in command]. 

Bunker Hill, September 2, 1864 [in command]. 

Opequan, September 19, 1864 [commanding division cavalry; captured one gun 


November 2-10, 1862 [commanding brigade cavalry 


’ 


| and three field works]. 


Fisher's Hill, September 22, 1864 [commanding division cavalry ; captured sev- 
eral guns and over four hundred prisoners}. 
Mount Jackson, September 23, 1864 [commanding division cavalry]. 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 


| Adjutant-General., 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1879. 


Exursir C. 





WASHINGTON, D. C., January 25, 1879. 


My Dear Sir: Asone of the numerous friends of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. W. Aver- 
| ell, I have the honor to submit for your consideration the following statement 

of facts, embracing my personal, official, and professional knowledge of his ex- 
| tensive and arduous military service during the late war of the rebellion, and 
the results upon his health, as manifested at the time and subsequently devel- 
oped and which still continue: 

Early in 1861 I was commissioned a “surgeon of the United States volun 
teers,’”’ and immediately assigned to duty as medical director on the staif of 
General Andrew Porter, U. 8S. A,, at that time in command of the provost guar 
of the military district of Washington, including the District of Columbia and « 
Alexandria County, Virginia. General Averell at the time indicated was acting 
| assistant adjutant-general (with rank of captain) to General Porter, and was at 
that time suffering from manifest physical disability caused by a wound received 
in battle with the Indians two years previous, in New Mexico, resulting in an 
oblique fracture of the upper third of the left femur or thigh-bone, and caus 
permanent shortening of the left leg by one anda half inches. This resulting 
disability had been much intensified by the great fatigue and exposure incurred 
by him asa bearer of dispatches to Colonel Emory, at Fort Arbuckle, Indian Ter- 
ritory, in February, 1861. From this time to May 18, 1865, the date of Genera 
Averell’s resignation from the United States Army, my professional and offic 
relations to General Averell were intimate and almost continuous. 

I was his medical director during the important and exhaustive marches, ca 
paigns, and battles in which he commanded in the Military Department of WV 
Virginia, particularly the unparalleled and continuous march of twenty-thi 


I 
days and nigh rom New Creek, W. Va., to Salem, on the Tennessee Railroa 
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vi i ilroad for many miles and the extensive depots of supplies 
—_— — General Longstreet’s army in December, 1863, and during 
the most terrible cold weather known for years. In thismarch of indescribable 
hardships, difficulties, and dangers, cutting entirely loose from the Federal lines 
and depending upon subsistence obtained in the enemy’s country, and almost 
surrounded by an enemy greatly superior in numbers, in midwinter, General 
Averell’s health sustained serious permanent injury from which he has never 
and never will recover, and under circumstances the most favorable to be hoped 
for will always remain disabled for life. On the return march from Salem, W. 
Va.. after accomp!tishing the destruction of the railroad and extensive depots of 
rebel supplies at that important point, General Averell was, in consequence of 


the failure of promised and expected co-operation, compelled to literally cut his | 


way through an enemy many times outnumbering his command, overa mount- 
ainousand almost roadless country, by unfrequented and indirect roads lead- 
ing through narrow mountain gorges, the streams largely swollen by continuous 
rains and hail into apparently impassable rivers, forbidding in their rushing tor- 
rents the idea of attempting to cross, and yet crossing by swimming his com- 
mand, artillery, and ambulance train at frequent intervals, in all of which, with- 
out cessation or intermission, day or night, General Averell, at the head of his 
command, led every movement—the weather so cold, the air so piercing, that 
after swimming the streams our clothes would be frozen stiff on our persons as 
ice itself. z ; 

Thus, through swimming torrents of freezing water, and over mountainous 
by-roads or paths glazed with ice, almost entirely without food or fire for three 
days and nights, General Averell led his command, not once seeking or favor- 
ing his own personal comfort, until he had successfully eluded theenemy, and 
reaching Martinsburg, W. Va., himself and his command almost exhausted from 
fatigue, hunger, and exposure. The effect of this long and terrible exposure 
was immediately perceptible on the health of General Averell, soon resulting in 
an attack of malarial remittent fever, complicated with the most serious hem- 
orrhage from the bowels I ever witnessed or have ever known to recover. This 
was still further complicated by a fall General Averell received while visiting 
pickets at night, some two days previous to his being confined to his bed, by 
which accident he sustained the fracture of a rib. 

The cessation of hostilities and close of the war left General Averell such 
serious physical disability—the result of such long-continued and exhaustive 
service—as to make it very doubtful if it were prudent for him to remain in the 
Army, with the liability, almost a certainty, of being ordered to the frontier, 
where he would not have either the rest or comforts essential to the repair and 
recovery of his health to that extent which he even might hope for by remain- 
ing here in immediate reach of all those appliances which his shattered and 
exhausted health, required his resignation, which I deemed at the time called for 
and justified by reason of the facts which I have indicated. ; C 
atrophy of the fractured limb (left thigh), with permanent shortening of one 
and a half inches; frequent painful neuralgic attacks, resulting from the lacer- 
ated gunshot wound of the scalp, received at the battle of Wytheville, W. Va. ; 
the fractured rib,and the permanent impress upon his organization; his long, 
arduous, and exhaustive services, make his claim to the favorable consideration 


of Congress and the gratitude of the country one of peculiar and quite excep- | 


tional merit. 


In what I have said in the foregoing brief history, of the facts of which I was 


personally cognizant and familiar, I have but attempted to discharge a pleasant 
duty I feel incumbent upon me toa meritoriousand faithful officer, who has Jost 
his health and spent his best manhood in his country’s service, and of whom it 
will ever be the pleasantest memory of my life to recur to the subordinate 
official relation I had the honor to sustain to him, or to serve him in the future 
in any way possible. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
W. D. STEWART, M. D., 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel and late Surgeon United States Volunteers. 
Hon. Horace B. Srrait, M.C., 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 


chair, a message was received from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoON, one | 


of its clerks, announcing that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4971) making ap- 
propriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


SWEARING 
Mr. ANDERSON. 


privilege. I desire to present the credentials of Hon. E. H. Funstan, 
elected as successor to my late colleague Mr. Haskell, and ask that he 
be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The certificate of the gentleman will be read. 

The certificate was read, as follows: 

STATE OF KANSAS, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Topeka, March 13, 1884 

I, James Smith, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the State of canvassers, from legal returns received, on file, and recorded in 
this office, of a special election held pursuant to law and the proclamation of the 
governor, calling the same on the Ist day of March, A. D., 1884, in the various 
counties of the second Congresional district of said State, to fill vacancy, did 
determine and declare that E. H. Funstan was duly elected to the office of Rep- 
resentative in Congress from the second Congressional district of said State to 


fill vacancy caused by the death of Hon. D. C. Haskell, for the term commenc- 
ing March 4, A. D. 1884. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka, this 13th day of March, A. D. 1884. 7 
(SEAL. } JAMES SMITH, Secretary of State 

Mr. FUNSTAN then appeared at the bar of the House and qualified, 
taking the oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

BVT. MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM W. AVERELL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, General William W. Averell was 
graduated from the Military Academy in 1855 and appointed a brevet 
second lieutenant in the regiment of Mounted Riflemen. His first serv- 
ice was at the cavalry school at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., and Carlisle, 
Pa., as adjutant to Col. Charles A. May until August, 1857, when he 
Joined his regiment in New Mexico. At that time the frontiers of Texas 
were constantly ravaged by bands of hostile Indians. He entered into 


IN OF A MEMBER. 





The muscular | 


Mr. Speaker, I sise to a question of the highest | 
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| the defense of that frontier with an enthusiasm and gallantry that could 
| not be surpassed. His captain, Andrew Porter, being on leave of ab- 
| sence and his first lieutenant, Gordon Granger, on recruiting service, the 
command of hiscompany (F) wasassumed by him, and with it he was en- 
| gaged in twenty-five combats with Indians; first with a band of: Kiowas, 
which he destroyed, capturing the chief in a personal hand-to-hand 
fight; and afterward with the powerful tribe of Navajoes until severely 
wounded in December, 1858. For his gallant conduct in these engage- 
ments he was honorably mentioned in general orders by the commander- 
in-chief of the Army, General Winfield Scott, at various times. 
| The spring of 1861 found him at his home in Western New York, 
| still suffering from the wounds, which had shortened his left thigh one 
and a half inches and created a permanent false bearing of his hip 
joint. 

Apprehending the frightful danger which threatened the nation, and 
fearing that he might lose some opportunity to participate in the im- 
pending conflict of arms, although partially disabled, he proceeded to 
Washington and reported for duty on the 16th of April, 1861. The 
next day he was selected by General Scott as bearer of dispatches to 
Colonel Emory, then commanding two regiments in the Indian Terri- 
tory, the only portion of our Army in the Southwest which had not 
then been lost by surrender or capture. All communications had been 
severed for weeks and armed secession forces occupied intervening posi- 
tions, and even the whereabouts of Emory’s command was but vaguely 
known. In fourteen days Lieutenant Averell traversed nineteen hun- 
dred miles, three hundred miles being by stage and wagon and two 
hundred and sixty on horseback, swimming two rivers. Pursued and 
captured, he escaped by crossing the San Bois Mountains without a 
| path or guide, then two days and nights through a wilderness without 
| food, until, exhausted, lacerated, and bleeding, he found Emory’s com 
mand, endangered by rapidly concentrating forces of the enemy, and 
accompanied it to the borders of Kansas. 

Returning to Washington he was ordered to mustering duty at Elmira, 
N. Y., until July 2, when he was appointed assistant adjutant-general 
to Brig. Gen. A. Porter, commanding the brigade of regulars, and par 
ticipated in the battle of Bull Run. 
| Hecontinued on duty as assistant adjutant-general to the provost-mar- 
| shal-general of the Army of the Potomac and governor of Washington 
| city, andin that capacity conducted an administration of military law and 
| orders which brought comparative tranquillity to the capital for the first 

time after the war began. €n October 7, 1361, he became colonel of the 

Third Pennsylvania Cavalry, to which command was immediately added 
| the Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry, constituting the first brigade of cav- 
alry organized during the war, and with which he was the first to enter 
Manassas on the 9th of March, 1862. He led the advance on Yorktown, 
in April, 1862, and held the left of our line at Williamsburg, May 4 
and 5, and saved Hooker’s left from destruction by guiding Kearny to 
the threatened point where the determined onset of Wilcox’s confed- 
| erate column was checked. 

The survey of the country between the Chickahominy and the James 
Rivers was intrusted to him, and upon the maps furnished by him the 
movements of the seven days’ battles were made. He led the move- 
| ment to the James and was engaged in several sharp combats on the 
flanks of the army. His command was the first to seize Malvern Hiil, 
and our army was guided to its positions for that great battle by a 
sketch of the field prepared by Colonel Averell for the general com- 
manding. He supervised and directed the action of our left during the 
battle by order of the general commanding the field, and on the follow- 
ing morning, by order of General McClellan, he alone held the front line 
and the field with five regiments of infantry and one of cavalry and one 
battery until noon, and checked the advance of the enemy step by step 
toward Harrison’s Landing until dark, thereby enabling the army to. 
secure itself in its new position. 

The cavalry under his command was engaged successfully and ardu- 
ously on both banks of the James River, and when the chief of cavalry, 
General Stoneman, received sick-leave at Harrison’s Landing all the cav- 
alry of the army was ordered to report to Acting Brigadier-General 
Averell, and by him the first orders were issued organizing it into a 
corps. During the Peninsular campaign Averell contracted a chronic 
diarrhea, which developed into adysentery, but he remained on duty and 
covered the withdrawal of the army from the Peninsula, and when his 
| command had been embarked on thirty-four vessels he was carried on 

board the last in an unconscious condition. Surviving an attack of ty- 

phoid fever which ensued, he regained his health sufficiently toenable 

him to resume his command and to participate in the movement of the 

army across the Potomac in November, when he led the advance and 

seized the gaps of the Blue Ridge which separated the Union and se- 
| cession armies. In these operations Averell was engaged in daily com- 
| bats with the enemy. 

During the winter of 1362-’63 he commanded the second division of 
cavalry of the army, Stoneman having resumed command of the corps 
and on March 27, 1863, crossed the Rappahannock at Kelly’s Ford with 
his division and defeated the enemy's cavalry under the command of 
Stuart and Fitzhugh Lee, this being the first cavalry battle of the war 
where more than one brigade was engaged, and its successful issue ex 

| ercised an important 





and beneficial influence on the cavalry service. 
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The cavalry of the army previous to the battle of Chancellorsville 
was concentrated into two divisions, one of which was commanded 
by Averell. During that battle the cavalry carried out its orders 
to the letter and was in position to intercept the expected flight of the 
enemy, but the failure of General Hooker to defeat and break up 
the confederate army under Lee rendered the cavalry dispositions use- 
less and brought upon it unjust criticism. 

After the battle of Chancellorsville General Averell was sent to West 
Virginia, where many minor disasters had occurred, and where the 
Secretary of War expressed a desire to have *‘a live man.’’ 

Averell assembled and organized the widely scattered fragments of 
various commands, purchased horses, and within eighty days after his 
arrival in thedepartment had mounted, armed, and equipped three thou- 
sand men, marched six hundred and sixty miles, engaged in several 
combats and one battle (Rocky Gap) near White Sulphur Springs. In 
the latter, owing to the iailure of aco-operating force to arrive, he could 
not drive the enemy from a strong position but fought him until his 
ammunition was exhausted, when he retired to Beverly, W. Va., where 
he increased his command to seven thousand men, rearmed his mounted 
troops, and drilled them daily for sixty days, at the same time covering 
a long line across the country. 


In November, alone and unsupported, he marched his command over | 


a hundred miles into the country held by the enemy, and defeated their 
concentrated forces at Droep Mountain, driving them from a strong po- 


sition, with the loss of their guns and stores and sweeping them out of 


the State for the first time. Returning to New Creek, twenty miles 
west of Cumberland, after a march of over three hundred miles, he set 
out again on the 8th of December with twenty-five hundred men and 


four guns upon the expedition of Salem, on the Tennessee Railway, and | 


during seventeen days and nights, in severe winter weather, traversed 
four hundred miles of a difficult mountainous region. The expedition 
was completely successful in destroying the supplies of Longstreet’s 


army and twelve miles of railway. Early’s corps and Fitzhugh Lee’s | 
division of cavalry were sent from Richmond to aid the confederate | 


forces in West Virginia in intercepting Averell’s command, but he 


‘*marched, climbed, slid, and swam’”’ through and around the forty | 


thousand men opposed to him amid unparalleled difficulties and pri- 
vations, crossed snow-clad mountains and rivers with floating ice, and 


successfully eluded them, with a total loss in killed, wounded, drowned, | 


and missing of one hundred and eleven officers and men. 


able expedition returned in tatters, and some lost their feet or were dis- 
abled by having them frozen. The War Department granted to each 
of the enlisted men a new suit of uniform clothing gratis. The effect 


General Averell soon manifested itself in a malarial remittent fever, 
together with a hemorrhage, which left little hope for his life. This 
was still further complicated by a severe fall which he had experienced 
while visiting his picket at night, by which he sustained the fracture 
of a rib. 

In the spring of 1864 he crossed the mountains between Charlestown, 


and fought the command of the confederate General John Morgan, five 
thousand strong, in which engagement he was wounded. He prevented 


the junction of Morgan with Jenkins at Dublin, thereby enabling Gen- | 


eral Crook to defeat the latter and to destroy the New River bridge. 


Joining the expedition of General Hunter against Lynchburg, he led | 


his advance and covered his retreat to the Kanawha Valley, undergo- 
ing many combats, hardships, and sufferings. When Hunter returned 
to Maryland with all his command excepting Averell, he found Early 
before Washington. 

Averell, receiving Hunter’s orders, came east with his command with 
all possible speed, and on reaching the Shenandoah Valley and learn- 
ing that Early was retreating toward Winchester proceeded without 
orders with four regiments of infantry, three of cavalry, and three bat- 
teries, being the first that arrived, and attacked Early’s flank at Car- 
ter’s farm, July 20, defeating Ramseur’s division of four brigades and 
Vaughn’s division of cavalry, capturing a battery, and over two hun- 
dred officers and men prisoners, and killing and wounding about the 
same number. 

When, on the 24th of July, Early attacked and defeated Crook at Win- 
chester, Averell covered Crook’s retreat and brought off several guns; 


and when Early recrossed the Potomac into Maryland, sending McCaus- | 
land to burn Chambersburg, Averell, who had heen picketing the Po- | 


tomac, gathered seventeen hundred men, and without orders pursued 
McCausland day and night, overtook and surprised him at Moorefield, 
W. Va., August 7, 1864, and destroyed and dispersed his command, 
taking his guns, colors, and plunder, killing one hundred and fifty offi- 
cers and men, and capturing four hundred and thirty-six officers and 
men and nearly half his horses. 


Returning from this expedition he joined General Sheridan in the | 
Shenandoah Valley. For twenty-six days and nights he, by order, ‘‘ kept | 


the enemy constantly in view and harassed him at every opportunity,”’ 
until the battle of the Opequon, September 19, 1864, when on the ex- 
treme right he carried the field works in front of Early’s left and de- 


cided the action of the day. He turned the enemy’s left at Fisher’s | 
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Hill, September 22, 1464, supported by Crook, and captured over four 
hundred prisoners and five guns. 

He made every effort during the dark night which followed to get 
upon the enemy’s line of retreat, but was prevented by darkness and 
fallen timber in a forest throngh which it was necessary to pass. The 
ensuing day he attacked Genera] Early in strong position at Mount 
Jackson by order of Genera] Sheridan, who had directed him to attack 
the enemy wherever overtaken and with the promise of support by th. 
infantry. The enemy, at least twelve thousand strong, could not be 
dislodged by a cavalry force not exceeding four thousand. The prom- 
ised support did not arrive, but at 11 o’clock of the night of the 234 of 
September an order arrived which relieved General Averell from the 
command of his division by order of General Sheridan, directing him to 


| proceed to Wheeling, W. Va., to await orders. 


This ended his military career. He and his friends made fruitless 


| efforts to obtain an official inquiry into the causes for his removal unti! 


the close of the war. In order to secure such an inquiry or to obtain 
some statement which would relieve his record from stain or reproach 
he offered on May 18 a resignation conditioned upon the inquiry and 
statement desired. The resignation was at once accepted, without any 
reference whatever to the condition contained therein. : 

Believing that the resignation had been wrongiully accepted by the 
President, the only one who could accept it at all, General Averell 
turned toward Congress for relief. In 1880, becoming aware for the 
first time that his resignation had heen illegally and improperly ac- 
cepted by other than the President, General Averell addressed a letter 
to the Secretary of War withdrawing his resignation, to which he has 
never received a reply. 

In view of the foregoing, and as touching the Jaw and equities of this 
case, the letter to the Secretary of War is pertinent. 

It is clearly shown by two reports by a board of surgeons setting forth 
the disabilities of General Averell upon which a pension was granted 
him that had his conditional resignation not been accepted he would 
have been entitled under the provisions of the act passed July 28, 1866, 
to be retired as a major-general, that having been his rank and command 
in the field. He received the appointment of major-general United 
States volunteers in 1864, but Congress adjourned before its confirma- 
tion was reached, and in 1865, upon the recommendation of General 
Grant, he was appointed a brevet major-general in the United States 


|} Army. 
The resolute and devoted men who followed Averell in this remark- | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill differs from a bill we had under debate 
before. General Averell sent to the War Department a conditional 
resignation. With all the feeling of a young and gallant officer who 


| had served so many yearsand never received anything but commenda- 
of the long strain of responsibilities and exposures upon the health of 


tion from every commander-in-chief of the Army from General Win- 
field Scott to General Grant, he considered his relief from command 
was a reproach upon him, and he endeavored to ebtain some explana- 


| tion of the cause of it, and in a fit of wounded pride he sent the War 


Department a conditional resignation making this request: 
If there was any just cause for my removal from command, I beg leave to 


| withhold this resignation until such cause be established and stated by proper 
W. Va., and Wytheville, Va., with twenty-two hundred and fifty men, | 


inquiry. If no cause existed— 

That is, if I have been unjustly relieved— 

If no cause existed, I have the honor to request, if unjustly relieved, this res- 
ignation be at once accepted. 

Through, as he supposed, a mere clerical error his request was never 
granted. His resignation was in form accepted, although General Ave- 


| rell has persistently denied that his resignation was legally accepted or 


that he was ever out of the Army. And on several occasions he has 
submitted that legal proposition to Secretaries of War, and they have 
never taken it up and decided it. I mention this because that resig- 
nation is the only thing that could be pleaded as a possible legal bar 
to his rightful place on the retired-list. For when he offered that resig- 


| nation he was by the law of 1861 entitled to go on the retired-list; be- 


cause the certificate of disability which you have heard read from the 
Clerk’s desk shows he had the right at that time to go upon the retired- 
list. And then in a year after Congress passed that law which al- 
lowed officers to retire upon any rank they held wnen wounded, either 
in the volunteer or regular service, he would have taken his place on 


| the retired-list with Hooker, Carroll, Frank Fessenden, and with al! 


the other officers who were by the gratitude of the country placed on 
the retired-list with that rank, and would have become legally entitled 
to draw from that time down to this the pay of a major-general on the 
retired-list of the regular Army of the United States. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is all I have to say. This bill also differs from 
another one which was under discussion in the House in this: that at 


| the time General Averell was undoubtedly entitled to go on the retired- 


list; that subsequently he would have attained a far higher rank under 
the law than is given him in this bill; and that he was suffering from 
wounds and disability. 

How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-five minutes of his tim: 
remaining. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I will reserve my time to hear if any objections 
are to be made to the bill. If there are none, I will ask that it be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the Honse. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish some gentleman would explain | 
to me the precise difference between the bill pending for the relief of | 
General Averell and the bill proposing to give relief to General Pleason- 
ton, which was recommitted the other day by a majority vote of the 
House, largely coming from the other side. east | 
ing to acknowledge that the gentlemen who generally differ from me in 
politics were right. 


Now, what are the facts here? If General Averell had been simply 


a volunteer officer and had been wounded in the military service of the | 


United States he would have been entitled to a pension. That is all. 
Noone would have thought of extending relief beyond that. He would 
have been invited to file his claim in the Pension Bureau and take such 
measure of relief as was afforded to him by the general laws. Had he 
lost both eyes and the sunlight had been forever shut out from him, if 
he had lost both legs and had to be carried through the streets, if he 
was in such a disabled condition as to require the constant presence 
of another person, the pension laws would have accorded to him, as it 
has accorded others, a pension of $72a month. Distinguished as his 
record is, he was no more distinguished than hundreds of men who were 
disabled on the field of battle and who are receiving compensation at 
the hands of the Government in a much smaller sum than this bill pro- 
poses to give him. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
interrupt him. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
tleman. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It is on this point. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not through yet with this point. 
Now, the first objection I have to the bill is on account of the discrim- 
ination that is constantly made in our legislation against the volunteer 
service. I know that in a few instances officers have been put on the 
retired-list as of the rank they held in the volunteer service. Butit is 


I will ask my friend a question, if it will not 
. 


In a moment I will yield to the gen- 


only proposed, so far as I know, to restore men who have been officers in | 


the regular Army that they may go on the retired-list; and this relief is 
confined exclusively to those who have been in the regular Army. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And have had special military training. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; special military training. Then 
I say, if 1 may be permitted to repeat, 1 find my first objection in that. 
I insist upon it that unless the officer now occupies such a position as 
that he may rightfully go, under the law as it is, upon the retired-list 
of the Army, he should accept either such relief as is now afforded by 
the pension laws or we should pass a special bill giving him such a sum 
as a pension as the character of his disability and his services may de- 
mand, 

This officer, as was the case with General Pleasonton, was at one time 
in the regular Army. He voluntarily resigned nineteen years ago and 
became simply a citizen of the United States. He no longer held any 
official relations to the Government, and after he resigned was no more 
a part of the Army than myself. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Remember that he always protested that he never 
was rightfully out of the Army. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not know that any controversy on 
that point existed nor do I now know its merits, and I do not intend 
to discuss that branch of the case. I know that the Government has for 
nearly twenty years treated him simply as a citizen; and [ know of no 
reason why, if he tendered his resignation and it was accepted, he did 
not cease to be an officer in the military service. He is certainly now 
out of it and has for twenty years rendered no kind of military service. 

I take it that an officer when he resigns ceases to hold an official po- 
sition in the Army, and is no more than the peer of other citizens who 
have performed military service. He has no more right to go back into 
the regular Army, except it is intended because of his military expe- 
nence to make him in fact an officer of the service, I mean an officer 
in active service, than any other citizen. As a matter of course, if it 
is intended to put him on active service, then his military training is 
to be considered because it concerns his fitness. 

But Congress has no more right to put him into the Army for the 


purpose of placing him on the retired-list than it has to take any other | 


citizen who has performed military service and put him into the Army 
simply that he may go upon that list. Suppose I could find in the 
volunteer service some officer or some private soldier, if you please, 
who had performed as distinguished and as dangerous services as Gen- 
eral Averell, who had participated in as many engagements and had 
suffered as many wounds. If I could find such a case as that, I ask 
gentlemen if it would not appeal just as strongly to Congress to put him 


into the Army that we might also retire him? You would not do this | 


thing for a volunteer. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. You could not find such a case, because this man 
was in twenty-five battles before the late war began. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
know of many persons who were in quite as many engagements and who 
never even bore a commission from the United States. 


I think it is about time that we cease attributing all our successes to | 


the officers. It is not true that our victories were all won by gentle- 
men with commissions. It is not true that they are entitled to all the 





Once at least Iam will- | 
| bility on the rolls at $30 a month. 


| Army and remained in it, he was entitled, under the circumstances 
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honors, nor is it true that they are entitled-to all the emoluments in 
the way of pensions. 

I do not know why it is that we put a private soldier who-is suffer 
ing from total disability, as it is called in the law, on the pension-rol 
at $8 a month, when we put an officer suffering from the same disa 
I do not understand why it is that 
we discriminate so largely against the widow of a private soldier, allow- 
ing her but $8 a month, and give to widows of officers $30 a month. 1 
use that illustration only to enforce the point I am trying to make, and 
that is, that instead of restoring this man to the Army for the purpose 
of placing him on the retired-list, we should send him to the pension 
roll, where he belongs. I am willing to pension him liberally; 
in this House would pension him more liberally than myself. But 1 
want him to go to the pension-roll where he belongs. We pay as hig! 
tribute to his gallantry and his patriotism by putting him on the pen- 
sion-roll as we would by placing him on the retired-list of the Army 
He would be in good company, with distinguished men who suffered on 
the field of battle; maimed men, disfigured men, men who have been 
deprived of their health by reason of their sacrifices for their Govern- 
ment, which he and they have both served. The injustice is in this 
for his character of disability a volunteer officer gets a pension of. $30 
a private soldier $8; but this bill puts General Averell where he will 
receive over $200 per month. Is this fair, is itright? Let us put hin 
on the pension-roll. 

There is no disgrace in that, and why should it not be done? The 
reason, and I repeat it, for putting him on the retired-list is that he 
may receive more than six times as much as other oflicers who have 
suffered equal disability and who have performed equally meritorious 
service. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. 
BROWNE] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I always yield to my distinguished friend 
from California. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that he thinks Congress has no power or right to put anybody dis- 
tinguished for military service above any other person or to give him 
any particular or distinguished reward? Do I understand him to say 
that Congress has no right to do that? That is the question which | 
desire to ask. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have said no such thing. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I understood the gentleman to say so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Congress has the power, and I suppos 
the right also, to reward distinguished military services in any way it 
may please, but the retired-list of the Army was created by law for a 
purpose. It was intended as an inducement to men to devote their 
lives to the service of their country so long as they were able to serve. 
And after they had served almost a lifetime it was thought to be the 
duty ofthe Government to see that in their old age they should not suffer. 
That retired-list was made expressly for men in the Army and net for 
men out of it. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
ice or by disability. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, either by years or disability. It 
was made for those who had devoted their lives to or sacrificed their 
health in the service of their country. If a man entered the regular 


bo man 


W 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana [ M1 


For men who were eligible either by years of sery- 


stated, to go on the retired-list. But here are men who have been in 
the regular Army and have seen fit to resign for the purpose of going 
into business. Ifthey succeed, they neverask to get back into the Army. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This is not a case of that kind. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If they fail, then by reason of having 
| failed they ask to get back into the Army that they may be retired— 
that they may retake what they voluntarily abandoned by their resig- 
nation. 

Now, I am in favor of keeping the retired-list for the men for whom 
it was created; and I am for putting on the pension-list the men who 
are entitled to go there. If the general law giving pensions is not suf. 
ficient, then I am in favor of making special cases; and in determining 
the amount of pension to be paid, I would consider not only the char- 
acter of the wound or other disability but the character of the service. 

How stands this case? If I have understood correctly the reading of 
the report, General Averell was ten years in the Army. At the time 
he resigned, nineteen years ago, he was but a captain. Had he then 
gone on the retired-list by reason of wounds received, he would have 
gone on with the rank of captain. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will my friend allow me to explain? 





If the gentleman will permit me, I | 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. His resignation was accepted before the reorgani- 
zation of the Army. ‘The reorganization was in 1867 or 1868, and Gen 
eral Averell’s resignation was in 1865 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
that time but a captain? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes, sir; 

| captain by actual rank. 




















Am I correct in saying that he was at 











he was a general by brevet, but only 
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BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I am correct in saying that when 
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he left the service he left it with the rank of captain; and if you re- 


store him now by this bill, he goes back with the rank of colonel—not 
with the view of performing service in that rank, but simply that he 
may receive the increased pay of that rank 

Mr. CRISP. The bill proposes to retire him as a brigadier-general. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Asa colonel, I believe. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. The bill has been amended in that re- 
spect. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am correct, I believe, in my under- 
standing that this bill proposes to retire him with the rank of colonel, 
notwithstanding he never reached a higher rank than captain in the 
regular service. Now, my last question is this: I want to know why 
in all these cases the Congress of the United States can not do ample, 
complete, generous justice by providing for officers of this kind a pen- 
sion? If the object of this bill is not to get General Averell on the 
retired-list that he may draw a larger measure of compensation than 
Congress will ever give him in the nature of a pension, if that is not the 
purpose, what is the purpose? He will not perform any duty on the 
retired-list. It is confessed that he is not able to perform duty upon 
the active-list of the Army. You put him on the retired-list simply 
that’ he may draw his pay. Why should we in this way depart from the 
spirit and object of the legislation of Congress in regard to the retired- 
list? I appeal to gentlemen—why is it that we can not provide pensions 
in all these cases commensurate to the deserts of these men? 

The other day I had something to say—not very much to say, but 
some voting to do—in regard to the bill for the relief of General Pleas- 
onton. It was then charged that I voted against that bill because 
General Pleasonton wasa Democrat. I did not know what his politics 
were, nor did I care. I knew that he had held an official position un- 
der a Republican administration. I supposed he was a Republican. 
1 do not know what the politics of General Averell are, and again I do 
not care. I simply make mention of this because of the attack—not 
because I think that anybody either on the other side of the House or 
on this supposes I could be influenced by considerations of that kind. 

Sut in response to that statement I may refer to a very remarkable 
fact, that if I voted against General Pleasonton for the consideration men- 
tioned, there were seventy-two Democrats, gentlemen on the other side, 
who voted against him I suppose for the same reason. But I am proud to 
believe that no gentleman on either side of the House is capable of being 
influenced in his action on these measures by partisan considerations. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman has asked me what is the precise 
difference between this bill and the bill which we debated the other 
day. It was urged against, the other bill with great force by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], as the reason he and others spoke 
and voted against it, that General Pleasonton was not at the time enti- 
tled by law to go on the retired-list. That was one strong point made 
in the discussion. Now, the evidence in this case shows that at the 
time Averell was entitled to go on the retired-list with his lineal rank 
under the actof 1861, and within ashort time afterward Congress raised 
the rank of men on the retired-list so that they should hold the rank 
they had at the time they were wounded. This covered the case of 
Sickles, who lost his leg as the gentleman has stated; it covered the 
case of General Paul, both of whose eyes were shot out as the gentle- 
man has stated. And General Averell would have been legally and 
rightfully entitled as much as any one else to go on the retired-list with 
the rank in which he was serving when wounded and to draw the pay 
of that rank. 

He did offer a conditional resignation, the conditions of which were 
not complied with. He has all the time claimed that he was not fairly 
out of the service. He did not go out of the Army to go into business, 
though he has not been a drone since he did go out. He is a man of 
philosophic temperament and inventive mind; since his retirement he 
has done his country some service. These beautiful streets in the city 
of Washington, of which we have the use, have been laid down under 
General Averell’s patent, for which he has never received one cent from 
the Government or the city or any one else. 

But that does not come into this case. It only shows, however, that 
he was not a drone since he went out of the Army, but on the contrary 
was a most useful man. As an officer of the retired-list I do not know 
of a single man who could be better detailed as a professor of a college 
for the purpose of teaching the military art or who could fill such a 
position more ably than General Averell. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we hear a good deal about the difference be- 
tween volunteers and regulars. 
pointed out the distinction, as you will remember. Wesaw the House 
the other day in the Mexican war pension bill provide for pensioning 
men because they were in the service, whether they were good soldiers 
or bad soldiers, whether they staid in the rear or pushed to the front; 
no matter where they were or what they did, provided they were in 
the service, they were pensioned all the same. 

Mr. BRowNkE, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. My friend from Indiana 1 know voted against 
that bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


Yes, and for that reason. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. 


He voted against that bill, as I understood his 


We have talked about that also, and | 
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speech, on the ground that the bill did not include all the soldiers of 
the late war of the rebellion. Was that opposition based on any ground 
of economy? Was any ground of economy raised against it? Oh, no: 
but objection was made because it did not take every one who was 
mustered into the service during the late war, whether they were good 
and true soldiers or merely hospital shirks and coffee coolers: the 
principal objection urged by the gentleman to voting for that bill being 
that it did not take them, good, bad, and indifferent. All who were in 
the Union Army were to be put on a common level. As I understand 
it that was the reason my friend himself gave. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. By my silence, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
wish to be understood as agreeing that the gentleman from Montana 
gives the reason why I voted against that bill. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I think the record will show that that was the 
principal ground of objection stated by several members as why they 
voted against the passage of that Mexican war pension bill—that it did 
not include every one who was mustered into the service in the late 
war. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will stand by the record. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Now | will forever protest against the idea that 
all who entered the service were equally worthy. The most, indeed, 
were worthy of theiruniforms and their colors, and it would be adisgrace 
to these todrag them down to the levelof the unworthy. Iwasa volun 
teer. I knew noservice but the volunteer service, but I protest against 
the view of the case that there is no difference and Congress should 
make no distinction between men who served the country. Iam tired 
of hearing this demagogical sneer about shoulder-straps and general 
laudationofprivates. I know whatthe privatesdid inthiswar. It was 
a people’s war. It turned out to be a people’s fight, and our great bat- 
tles were won, not so much by great genius, not so much by wondertul 
and dazzling generalship, but by the valor of the soldiers of the Army. 
We often lost, as I have already said on another occasion, by the laches 
of our commanders, and what our armies won we purchased with thie 
blood of our men. [Applause. ] 

But for all that, Mr. Chairman, every country pursues a policy which 
makes distinction between the ordinary soldier and the educated mili 
taryman. We would not goso far as England and other countries, which 
offer great prizes to those who lead their armies and win great battles 
while they leave the common soldiers and others without such mark 
of recognition. 

But, sir, if you are to have great military leaders, if you are to have 
great soldiers, if you are to have men who become heroes in time ot 
trial, if you are to have men who in the time of danger and disaster when 
the lines are breaking and the columns are flying, who will put them 
selves into the vortex of the battle, will head the forlorn hope and direct 
it with intelligent skill, you will have to give rewards to men who thus 
distinguish themselves by their heroism and their bravery. [ Applause. } 
That country which will not make such distinction will find itself with 
out proper commanders in the time of need. 

And, sir, if any man deserves recognition in honor for his services asa 
volunteer in the war and for that professional skill and ability which en- 
abled him to marshal and mold and guide and direct armies, it is the 
beneficiary of this bill. 

His distinguished services are known to you and we need not go ove! 
them. 

His wounds and sufferings are known to you and we need not recount 
them again. 

That he had the right to go upon the retired-list at the time is known 
to you all. 

Now a few words about the rationale of the retired-list.- It was made 
for this very class of cases. The argument of my friend is not against 
the principle of the retired-list, but itis against the system by which 
officers get on that retired-list. There is a technical flaw in this case 
and the only question is whether you will stand by that technical flaw 
as against the services and wounds of this soldier and prevent him from 
going on the retired-list with his comrades in the war. 

I will yield now to the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAy] for 
three minutes and to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] to. 
three minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Montana a question before he yields the floor. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I have yielded to the gentlemon from New York 
and to the gentleman from Michigan, and the gentleman therefore must 
excuse me. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understand th 
ease I think I must give my vote for this bill. I desire in a single mo- 
ment to present my reasons for that action. If my position can be suc- 
cessfully controverted by the gentleman from Indiana or any othe! 
gentleman, then I shall vote against this bill. 

The position occupied by General Pleasonton was, as I understand it. 
this: that after the close of the war, at a time when he was not disa- 
bled by disease or by wounds received in battle, he voluntarily resigned 
from the military service of the United States and entered into private 
business, going out into the world and engaging in private speculation as 
a matter of choice. Inthe case of General Averell we find no such claim 
whatever. Onthe other hand, thiscommittee have expressly found that 
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he resigned from the military service of the United States because of | 
disease contracted and disability incurred in that service to which he | 
had devoted the greater and better part of his life. ; 
That being the case, the committee further found that at that time 
the retired-list was in such shape under the law that he could not be 
placed thereon not withstanding his conceded merit and long and gallant 
. If that be true, and he could not have been retired under the la W as 
it then stood, we must say that he is to be commerded for the action 
that he took, because we have here a man who has ievoted, as I have 
said, the whole better part of his life to the service of his country; a 
man who was broken down by diSease, broken down by these wounds; 
and if he resigned voluntarily to avoid being a burden to his country, 
it is a commendable thing on his part. 
this reason or not, or whether that was the law at that time, if he vol- 


untarily resigned at a time when he could be of no further use to his | 
country, it should not place him in a position where no relief can be 


extended. 
commended for his action. 
the door of this Government asking us to take care of him in his old 
age by placing him on the retired-list of the Army, where I think he 
justly belongs, and where he certainly would be if he had the justice 


On the contrary, his position is such that he ought to be 


done to him which has been meted out to other soldiers of this country, | 


I can see no reason why we should object to the relief. For my part | 
believe it to be eminently proper to extend it. He is certainly worthy 
and deserving not only of the honors it would confer, but of the pay it 
would give him. From his boyhood till the close of the civil war his 
whole life was devoted to the service of his country. 
battlefields in the civil war he proved his bravery and devotion; at three 


different times riddled with bullets, he shed his blood to keep the old | 


flag in heaven; and if we deny him this honor and this protection, this 
immunity from want in his old age, under the cry of ** precedent,’’ we 


shall have done an ignoble thing, incurred the deserved displeasure of | 


the soldiers, and disgraced our Government in the eyes of the civilized 
world. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
Michigan {Mr. Horr], and the remainder of my time, if he desires so 
much, to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I have but a few words tosay upon this 
question. I havegiven the report in this case careful consideration, and 
inquired into it until I have become perfectly satisfied that we only do 
justice to this officer when we place him on the retired-list, where he 
would have had a right to go himself had his resignation not been 
accepted. That resignation, I am satisfied, he intended to make con- 
ditional, and I do not think he believed or imagined at the time that 
it would take him out of the Army. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
there? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This, Mr. Chairman, is the pivotal 
point of this whole question. There has been an attempt made toshow 
a distinction between this case and that of General Pleasonton, but 


every person who has endeavored to explain the matter has so far failed | 
Now I want to know the exact distinc- | 


to make the distinction clear. 
tion between the merits of this case and the other. 
Mr. HORR. I donot know about the Pleasonton case; but from an 


examination of the papers in this case I can not come to any other con- | 


clusion than one which is perfectly satisfactory to myself, that the gen- 
eral himself at that time did not expect or intend to leave the Army, 


but was simply seeking an examination, which he supposed would be | 


brought about by this effort; and his only object was to bring about 
this examination, which he supposed, on the application he made, 
would be given him. 

I differ a little with my friend from Indiana on this point. 
believe that this great Government of ours has a right to step aside from 
the ordinary rule and do for a man something commensurate with his 
merits without seeking for a precedent. The gentleman from Indiana 
and myself both agreed in that view in the case of Mrs. Garfield. We 
pensioned her, and, if my friend’s argument is correct, in doing that we 
almost insulted every other widow in the United States by granting it. 
I do not so look at it. 


proper under the circumstances and warranted by the facts. I believed 


it to be right to do it, and we certainly did it without regard to any | 


precedent. I think my friend so saw it. 


Now, in the present case I think there are circumstances which war- | 


rant the action recommended by this report. In this case if there is a 
man on the whole roll of our Army who is entitled to our consideration 
it is General Averell. He earned the position by hard service for his 
country. His record is beyond all question one of great merit. He 
received not only numerous wounds but severe ones, and is to-day 
carrying an amount of lead which he received in defense of his Govern- 
ment which makes it appeal to me inthe strongest manner. It arouses 
my sympathy because I was not where I could carry any of the burden 
for him. My friend from Indiana was; but I have a very strong and 


warm feeling when I meet a man who stood at the front and received 
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But whether he resigned for | 


Now, when he comes back and knocks at | 


On twenty-six | 


I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 


May I interrupt the gentleman just 


I do |} 


I regarded it simply as a matter which was | 
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the shot of the enemy, especially when he comes back helpless and 
wounded and asks us to place him in acondition where he may be able 
to receive the maintenance and support of the Government. Especial] V 
is that applicable in this case, where this gentleman, if his resignation 
had not been accepted, would have been entitled to go upon the re 


| tired-list in a very short time. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 1 would like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan if he had not tendered his resignation if he could not h 
continued in the Army at full pay ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. No. 

Mr. HORR. He would have gone on the retired-list in a short time 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Why did not he go on it? 

Mr. HORR. Simply because they accepted his resignation 
you examined the whole case ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; and understand he re i 
his commission. Further, as I understand the gentleman trom New 
York, he said that he would not be a burden upon the country 

Mr. MAGINNIS. He did not resign at all. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. What I said was that he was commend 

| able, if there was no reason for his remaining in the service, for resig 

| ing and not be a burden upon the Government; that he was commend 

| able if he had resigned. 

Mr. HORR. There seems to be some misapprehension about th« 

| wording of his resignation. I would like to have it read again. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 

| expired. 

Mr. HORR. 

| grant me time. 

tend to resign. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. 


4 


I would like to have this read, if the gentleman will 
The resignation shows on its face that he did not in 


I yield sufficient time to have the letter read 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

Batu, N. Y., May 15, 1865 

| GENERAL: I have the honor herewith to tender the resignation of my com 
| mission as brigadier-general United States volunteers, and also my commission 
| as captain Third United States Cavalry. 

On the 24th of September, 1864, I was relieved from duty with the second cay 
alry division Department of West Virginia, without any cause or pretext being 
assigned. 

Previous to that I had been ordered by Major-General Sheridan to report to 
a junior officer for orders, and had endeavored to procure of the Lieutenant 
General commanding the armies of the United States an inquiry into the causes 
for such degradation, without success, as will be shown by the 
marked A and B. ® 

If theré was any just cause for my removal from command! beg leave to 
withhold this resignation until such cause be established and ed by proper 
inquiry; if no cause existed, I have the honor to request that this resignatior 
be at once accepted. 

I am, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. W 
U.S. Vol. and Capt 


inclosed papers 


AVERELI 


Brig. Gen. Third U.S. Car 


To Brig. Gen. L. THomas, 
Adj. Gen. I 


| Mr. MAGINNIS. 
| (Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. HORR. Before the gentleman from West Virginia proceeds al 
| low me simply to add that any one who will read all the papers in con- 
nection with the letter of resignation will understand it was drawn by 
this general smarting under an order which put him out of his com 
| mand without giving any cause or reason, and he was simply seeking to 
| induce the proper officers to give him a fair and impartial trial. That 
was all he asked for, and he supposed this would bring it about. Now 
| I do say that a man who had as good a career as any man in the Amer 
| ican service is entitled to some consideration under these circumstances 
I shall cheerfully vote to place him on the retired-list. 
| Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me if the members of this 
| House would carefully consider the report which has been filed by the 
Military Committee relative to this case there would hardly be a dis- 
senting voice 2s to the passage of this bill. The facts in the military 
record of this general have been gathered, his entire military record 
| has been carefully scanned, and without in the least detracting from the 
| reputation of any other officer either in the regular or the volunteet 
| service it seems to me I am justified in saying that there is no one who. 
| stands higher than General Averell to-day as regards the record made 
| during the war. 

Looking at the report, taking its data as correct, and I think no one 
| will controvert them, then it strikes me that an officer standing in 
the light that General Averell does should receive from the American 
Congress at least the pittance that is here asked for. I can not look at 
the case exactly in the light of those who acquire their knowledge of it 
merely from this report, because—and I allude to it simply for the pur- 
| pose of speaking of that which the report has brought prominently be- 
fore this House—because I was with General Averell during one year 
of the time that is spoken of here. I know what the man did, I know 
what his services were worth, and I know the condition in which the 
close of the war found this wounded and wrecked officer. 

When I first knew General Averell, when I first met him in the fall 
of 1562 he was as strong and as fine in physique as any officer in the 
American Army. He was a young man, flushed with the ambitions ot 

| early youth, so to speak, and a man devoted to his profession and de- 


Ss 


A. 


I yield now to the gentleman from West Virginia 


| 

















































































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL 


2162 


siring to do all he could to promote the cause of that flag he was then | 


so gallantly bearing. He was then, I think, about 27 years of age—at 
least not much over that. When I left him, or rather when he left me, 
in the fall of 1864, he wasawreck. He had lost that health I have just 
alluded to, and I know that he lost itin the military service of his country. 
I know that the arduous duties that are said in this report to have been 
performed were rendered by that man. I was with him during the 
twenty-three days of that forced march to which your Military Com- 
mittee call the attention of the House, and I know that when he re- 
turned from that memorable raid he was even then what the gentleman 
from Montana called him a moment ago, a very wreck in life. 

Right here let me allude to the objection that has been made to re- 
storing this officer to the service. It is objected that he voluntarily re- 
tired from it. Did he? In one sense he did; in another he did not. 
My friend from New York [Mr. Ray] has alluded indirectly to the 
fact that when General Averell tendered his resignation it was not as has 
been stated here for the purpose of entering into competition with other 
men that were engaged in civil pursuits and along the by-paths of life, 
but he tendered his resignation because—and I speak now not from my 
personal observation but from what the committee report to the House— 
because of the results of disability and incapacity incurred in the pub- 
lie service. At the close of the war, when he was disabled, when he 
could no longer render active service in the field even if he had re- 
mained and gone to the frontier as most of the officers did at that time, 
General Averell tendered his resignation on account of his physical 
disability to endure the hardships of the frontier service. If gentlemen 
desire to controvert the statement of the report upon that point then 
they must be prepared to show the contrary. 

Mr. LONG. And there was a still stronger reason. 

Mr. GOFF. If my friendalludesto the reason that is set forth in the 
letter of resignation of General Averell, I do not regard that as a reason 
interfering at all with the cause I now assign. Nor do I, as my friend 
may think, consider it a stronger one than was this physical disability. 

As the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has said, an officer 
smarting under an assumed or real wrong to his military record may 
tender, as General Averell did, hisresignation. Intendering hisresigna- 
tion he said this in substance: ‘‘I want you, Mr. Secretary, not to ac- 
cept my resignation if there is a cloud on my record; yet if there be 
no cloud, consider my resignation tendered.’’ That is the way I read 
it. That is the way I look atit. ‘‘Consider it tendered; I have lost 
my health in the service of my country; I have been wounded; yet I 
am here to-day to demand of you if there is astain upon my record that 
you shall witold the acceptance of my resignation until that is inves- 
tigated. And I donot believe there is. I am conscious of my standing 
in theeyes of my comrades and before the people; and therefore, wrecked 
as I am, I tender my resignation; and suffering as I do, I demand you 
shall not accept it until you have investigated my record, if you still 
claim there is a blot upon it.’’ 

That is all there is init. Now, as to whether there was a blot upon 
the record of this officer go and ask the soldiers of Ohio or Illinois, the 
cavalrymen of Pennsylvania or West Virginia, and they will tell you, 
Mr. Chairman, whether the statement of the military record of this offi- 
cer as given here by your committee is not a fair and a just one. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Nobody has controverted that. 

Mr. GOFF. Congress, on the 28th day of July, 1866, passed an act 
to which I will now allude for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House to the point made by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWNE], that this officer resigning with the rank of captain should 
not now be placed on the retired-list with the rank of brigadier-gen- 
eral. The rank on which it is proposed to retire him is even less than 
the rank which he held at the time he resigned from the Army. Sec- 
tion 32 of the act of July 28, 1866, reads as follows: 


Ve 


Officers of the regular Army entitled to be retired on account of disability 
occasioned by wounds received in battle may be retired upon the full rank of 
the command held by them, whether in the regular or volunteer service, at the 
time such wounds were received. 

At the time that General Averell was wounded he held the commis- 
sion of brigadier-general in the volunteer service of the United States 
and he also held the command of major-general in that service. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. He was brevet major-general in the regularservice. 

Mr. GOFF. Yes, but holding the rank of brigadier-general in the 
volunteer service he had the command of a major-general in that service? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOFF. It is not necessary to go into the question of General 
Averell’s physical disability and mental suffering and to state to the 
House the cause of that disability and that suffering. I say that had 
General Averell remained in the service for simply one year longer, 
then under the provisions of the act of Congress from which I have read 
he would have been retired with the full pay of a brigadier-general of 
the Army of the United States. He does not come here, as my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] would have this House believe, having 


resigned with the rank of brigadier-general, and ask Congress to give | 


him a place on the retired-list with a rank greatly superior. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs recommend that he be placed on the retired- 
list with a rank even below that which he held at the time he re- 
signed 
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I do not desire to occupy more of the time which my friend from 
| Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] has so kindly yielded tome. I desire to 
| call the attention of the House to this case and to speak for many of 
the soldiers of the States to which I have alluded and of their appre- 
ciation of this gallant officer. The soldiers of those States believe ip 
him and the service which he rendered in 1863 and 1864. I hope it 
may be the pleasure of this House to pass this bill. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
KING] five minutes of that time. 

Mr. KING. It is always sad, Mr. Chairman, to look back into a 
past so dark as was the late war. As it was the fortune of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. GorF] to serve with the gallant soldier 
whose case is now presented for our consideration, I will say that it was 
my fortune to be thrown in opposition to him. I rise here to-day to 
speak of him as one whom I fought as hard as I could, and to testify to 
the vigor and courage manifested by that gallant officer. 

My first acquaintance with General Averell, not personally but as an 
adversary, was on the field. I will say this for him, that in that long 
struggle there was no one with whom those I was associated with came 
in contact who fought us with more vigor and more skill than did Gen- 
eral Averell. 

And there are some other features connected with the service of that 
officer which I take still greater pride in mentioning. Wherever he 
went, though he carried the flaming sword of war, he always dispensed 
justice tothe citizen. Inthatareaof country through which he marched 
the women and children told me in theirsimple language that they had 
always been treated by him asa gentleman would treat them. Ina 
large degree he conquered those people not by the sword, but by clem- 
ency and by kindness. 

One distinctive feature of that scene whiehalways recurs tomy mem- 
ory is this: In the large area now embraced in the State known as West 
Virginia, except possibly the northern portion of the valley of theShen- 
andoah, the name of General Averell was better known than that of any 
other Federal officer against whom we were opposed. And if I were 
asked who was most deserving of credit for bringing that portion of the 
country ‘under the influence of the Federal arms I should say it was 
General Averell. 

I know not what may be the spirit which will influence some of our 
friends on the other side of the House in their votes upon this bill, but 
I trust that generosity will always actuate those on this side with whom 
I am associated. I know that had I been on the victorious side in that 
contest any officer who served with the fidelity and the efficiency of 
this gallant officer should receive my vote to place him where he will 
be beyond want, and to do him that justice which a great and powerfu! 
Government should always do to those who defended it in the hour ot 
its peril. 

Those days are past, but there is no brave man who does not honor 
and respect an officer who did his part so well and so courageously as 
did General Averell. And when this Government is asked to do justice 
to such an officer, if my vote can aid him it shall always be given for 
that purpose. I shall cheerfully vote for this bill. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I propounded an in- 
quiry to the gentleman who preceded me, not because I was opposed to 
this bil], but because I wanted to show to the House so far as I could 
not only that General Averell is entitled to the passage of this bill, but 
that the House did a very ungracious and very unjust thing in refusing 
to dothesame for Geueral Pleasonton. Itis true that the case of General 
Pleasonton is not before us now, but in my opinion if we did not do 
our duty in that case the greater is the obligation upon us to do our 
duty now. Every argument offered in behalf of General Averell has 
convinced me that the House ought now to retreat from the position it 
took in the former case. The injustice which I believe we did to Gen- 
eral Pleasonton is no reason why we should do injustice to General 
Averell. 

Some gentlemen, perhaps, might cite our action in regard to General 
Pleasonton as a precedent in this case. But, sir, I care nothing for 
precedents in cases of this kind. Let us put behind us every precedent 
that would do injustice to an officer or a private. Let us do what the 
specific case before us demands we should do. I was for putting Gen- 
eral Pleasonton on the retired-list, and I am also in favor of putting Gen- 
eral Averell upon the retired-list. 

The fact that a man has resigned his position on the Army Register is 
no argument with me why he should not be placed upon the retired-list 
when his time of need comes. In the case of General Pleasonton more 
than $45,000 was saved to the Government by his retirement from the 
Army ina time of peace. As we all know, his services would have been 
of no great moment to the Government in time of peace. I commend, 
therefore, the course of any general who goes out of the Army in time 
of peace when his services are not required by the Government, and | 
| do not think that fact militates against his honor, or his valor, or his 
| manhood, when in his hour of adversity he appeals to the Government 
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for which he gave his blood in the time of his country’s peril. Itisthe 
business of this great Government to care for those who in the hour of 
its peril have been the pillars of its support. These men gave their all 
for their country when that country was in peril, and when any one of 
them is in distress, whether it be General Pleasonton or General Averell 
or any one else, I am willing to do what I can in my weak way to ex- 
tend the relief needed. I make no distinctions among them. = 

I am not in the least driven from my position in support of this bill 
because I am told that a man resigned his commission when his services 
were not particularly needed. I say that a resignation under such cir- 
cumstances is to an officer’s credit; it is a reason in favor of his being 

‘ut on the list rather than a reason against it. 

(Here the hammer fell}. : 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] says that General Averell should have been retired on his rank 
of captain. I want the gentleman to understand that General Averell 
was not at fault in this matter. A young, enterprising officer of the 
regular Army, he was offered by a State the position of colonel of cav- 
alry, which he accepted. _ If he had remained in the regular Army, he 
would certainly have reached the rank of colonel in less time than he 
could in the volunteer army the rank of brigadier-general. By accept- 
ing the position as colonel of a volunteer regiment of cavalry he was 
taken out of the line of promotion in the regular Army. He organized 
the first brigade of cavalry ever organized under our Government. In 
view of the career of General Averell; in view of his military services, 
which in Europe, as the committee state, would have made him a field 
marshal; in view of his record without stain; in view of the wounds 
he received, for he carries lead in his body to this day; in view of all 
this faithful service to this country, it seems to me it would be a narrow 
policy on the part of the Government if it should fail to reward such 
eminent and distinguished military service. 

Mr. Chairman, an army in the field without capable leadership is a 
mere mob. As to military efficiency, it amounts to nothing. In the 


course of my life I had occasion to try an improvised army against reg- | 


ular organized forces, commanded by experienced and skillful generals. 
My army had numbers, and that wasall. An improvised corps can not 
contend in war against an adversary with fully equipped troops and 
with skillful and experienced generals. Capable officers in an army 
are as necessary as statesmen to a government. The generals, the colo- 
nels, the captains in command of troops are quite as necessary as the 
troops themselves 

God forbid that I should ever detract from the merits of the volun- 
teers of this country who served in the war for the Union or that I 
should undertake to award to the plumed officers all the gratitude of 
this great country. 
owe the presence in this Hall of Representatives from a part of the 
Union that was for a time cut off, we owe the glory of our flag and the 
power of the nation to the men who carried the musket and the saber, 
and also to the distinguished officers, skilled in war, who commanded 
them. 

I know this officer well. I had the honor to give him a commission 
as colonel of cavalry before I ever saw him. I watched his career with 
interest. FE have seen him in his broken health. I know his character. 
I know from himself that he claims to-day he is rightfully in the Army 
and should have had his promotion. 
prompted his resignation, which was qualified in such a way as to show 
that he had the honor of a soldier as well as the pride of an American 
citizen. His demand for an examination was treated with contempt. 
Retiring from the Army, he has lived in private life, till now, in broken 
health, he asks that he be retired on the rank he would have had but 
for the place he accepted in the volunteer service of the country. 

No nation engaged in war in ancient or modern times ever had suc- 


of reward for their services. 
General Averell. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This case has been argued by gentle- 
men in favor of this bill as if somebody had attacked the record, the 
honor, or the services of General Averell. Nobody, I am certain, has 
thought of such a thing. I yield to him all that is claimed for him 


We owe the preservation of this Government, we | not upon the ground solely of the needs and wants and sufferings of the 


| . . . . ° . 
| distinguished soldier in whose favor we have reported a bill, but we 


A sensitive and delicate honor | 
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to the Army, to put him on the retired-list simply because in that way 
they can give him a larger sum out of the Treasury of the United States 
than Congress has ever given in a general pension law oris likely to 
give in a special one ? 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. -Ifthat is the only purpose, as I assume, 
then it is not the pride of being associated with his brother officers on 
the retired-list that he desires to be put there, but this is simply a 
method by which he seeks, or his friends seek for him, to receive larger 
pay than is given to other men of equal merit. 

Mr. CURTIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
stand me to say that. I say he has a right to it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have not said that my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania did say so, but I think I see a gentleman on 
the other side of the House who did say it, but without his consent I 
will not name him. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I will answer your question if you will yield to 
me for that purpose, as the time alloted to this side of the House has 
expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yieldall the time I have ina very 
few moments; and I would not be talking now but it seems to me the 
gentlemen who agree with me, and there are many of them, are talking 
on the other side. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. If the gentleman from Indiana will give me a 
moment or two of his time I will answer him. Do I understand the 
gentleman will yield to me? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I said if the gentleman from Indiana was kind 
enough to allow me a few moments, our time on this side having ex- 
pired, I would be glad to answer his question. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty minutes remain of the hour. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I will yield to the 
some time before I close. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It is in answer to the very question the 
man has himself put. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. I will yield to the 
man from California if he desires at this time. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. You ask us why we are not willing to put Gen- 
eral Averell on the pension-roll; why we want to have a special act for 
him. ' 

Mr. Chairman, I beg to state to this committee and to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the Military Committee of this House, represent- 
ing the House, has adopted a policy on that subject which I think, it 
fairly stated, the gentleman himself will concede to be a consistent one 
We do not propose to discuss here solely on the ground of sympathy, 


He 


is not to under- 


gentieman 
gentle- 


gcentle- 


assume that any great nation, beside the natural duty it owes to take 


| care of those who have been wounded or who have incurred disability 


in its military service—in addition to the duty it takes upon itself when 


| it enlists men and in words sweeter than honey saying in case of wounds 
| and death their families shall be taken care of and their widows o1 


| 


| 





| chooses. 
cess unless it held before its military men the hope of promotion and | 
I ask that we now extend such reward to | 


mothers or children, asthe case may be, shall be pensioned—that beside 
those duties which it takes by contract there is a third kind of duty a 


|} Government owes, and that is to mark with distinguished honor distin- 


guished services. It is not solely, therefore, because General Averell 


| would have been entitled to a pension and is now entitled to have a 


pension, but also because of the circumstances in this case, his distin 
guished services rendering it a peculiar one, that we have reported the 
bill pending before the House. We assume that it is not only the right 
but the duty of the Federal Government, or indeed the government of 
any country, to mark its sense of distinguished services whenever it 
We did not suppose when the Government undertakes to do 
that in any case it involves the necessity of doing it for every other 
case. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think I have the gentleman's answer 
I do not differ from the gentleman from California in the tact that the 


| Government undertook to provide for those disabled in its defense, nor 


either in the record or by any gentleman who has pronounced his pane- | 


xyric. I have opposed this restoration solely for the reason that it is 
illogical, and because ample provision can be made for the maintenance 
of this distinguished officer and for his reward in a proper and regular 
way. 

I have appealed to the gentlemen of the other side to answer why it 
is if General Averell is wounded, and I know he is, if he is disabled 
as the gentlemen claim him to be, and his disabilities have been in- 
curred in the military services of the country, that he can not receive 
ample recognition and reward by being placed, as other soldiers, on the 
pension-rolls, either under the general law or by special act of Con- 
_ I continue to ask why this can not be done, but they do not 
answer, 


I ask them in addition to this if they do not propose to restore him 


| I have heard his views. 


do I controvert his statement that it is the duty of the Government to 
provide generously and amply for such service. But, Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman wholly fails to answer the question I put whether equal 
services should not be equally rewarded. 

The question that I put is unanswerable in my opinion. I put the 
question to the gentleman, and I do not care to yield further, as i think 
Why does—— 

Mr. ROSECRANS. If the gentleman from Indiana will pardon me 
for interrupting him «a moment, he puts me in a false position and | 
desire to correct him. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I did not say that equal service ought not to 
have equal reward, nor do I dispute the right of the Federal Govern- 
ment to give equal rewards for equal services. LIonly say that it is the 
sovereign right of a great government to mark distinguished services 


by distinguished honor, and I would consider a case of that kind 
without any distinction between Mr. A or Mr. B. But w M 
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vefore this House on a claim for such recognition, I do not think 
the argument should be made that you must give him distinguished 
onor because you have given it to Mr. B. The mere fact that for suf- 
ficient reasons the Government has given distinguished honor to him 
does not obligate it to do the same for Mr. A or anybody else. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 1 have said, Mr. Chairman, that I do 
not recognize the distinction that my distinguished friend from Cali- 
fornia attempts to make. Now, if I understand the logic of the Mili- 
tary Committee it is this: they do not propose to put anybody in the 
regular Army except it be somebody who has been there before. Is that 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I am right so far. They do not 
proj to put anybody in the regular Army except those who have 
been there, and they do not intend to put anybody back into the reg- 

lar Army for the purpose of retiring him except they take him from 


via} 


propose 


the walks of civil life, from the broad ranks of American citizenship. 
Now, I am right in reference to that point. And they take them back 
as one of the elements in the case because they have been heretofore 
in the Army and have voluntarily gone out of it to become citizens. 


Let me stop to discuss that position fora moment. Then I ask my 
distinguished friend from California if he does not stop right at that 
to discriminate? How can—if that be the rule of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs—how can the most distinguished of all the vol- 


point 


unteer officers of the Army get on the retired-list of theArmy as reward | 
Let the Military Committee be kind enough to in- | 


for his gallantry? 
form me the road by which he is to travel. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Theact of 1866. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam talking about what you have stated 
is the course you intend to pursue by special legislation, and I stop right 
there and say that it is unjust, that it is an unwise and an unjust dis- 
crimination. I say it is unjust, because if we are to take men in the 
({rmy and put them on the retired-list becauseof gallant and distin- 
guished services, let us take the volunteers and those who have been 
regulars and all. Why make a distinction? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Permit me to say to the gentleman from In- 
diana that we have not established any such rule as he has just an- 
nounced. Nothing but thelawcandothat. All that I have said, and 
from which the gentleman seems to draw his inference, is that the 
great Government for which we are at present acting has the right to 
distinguish by distinguished honors—mark, by distinguished honors— 
distinguished services. Now, whenever the law does that or directs 
that it be done to any class, I take it for granted that an honorable 
committee of the House of Representatives is at all times obliged to fol- 
low the law. 

[ have not undertaken to establish the proposition that we would not 
consider the case of a man who was in the volunteer service and put 
him on the retired-list. 
adopted such a rule as the gentleman seems to imply. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
understand the statement made by the gentleman from California and 
that of my friend [Mr. MAGINNIS] from Montana. 
stand both of them. 


else I have misunderstood them. A few moments ago the gentleman 


from Montana said the policy of the committee was to confine relief 


of this kind to those who had belonged to the regular Army. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. 
done. 
night do. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


of servitude, upon the retired-list if they choose to exercise that power. 


But so far as the report of the committee develops a policy it proposes to 
confine this character of relief wholly to officers who have been at some | 
sasons that I protest | 


time in the regular Army. That is one of the 
against this legislation. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


rule. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Ah! 
the retired-list and my honored friend from Indiana voted for it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
that; I do not. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I refer to General Shields. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No; I do not think I did. 


ing something handsome for General Shields. 


they had placed themselves by that vote. 
Mr. REED. 
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The case has not transpired, and we have not 
I confess, Mr. Chairman, that I can not | 


I can not under- 
One or the other must certainly be mistaken or 


Iam only speaking of what the committee has 
The gentleman from California speaks of what the committee 


Oh, Mr. Chairman, nobody doubts for 
a moment that the Committee on Military Affairs might report a bill 
that will put every American citizen, man, woman, and child, white or 
black, everybody, without regard to race or color or previous condition | 


That is the opinion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

I assume that to be the case, because so | 
far as I know neither the Military Committee of this House nor any 
other Military Committee within my knowledge has departed from that 


. . os *¥. j 
I will remind my friend that the Military 
Committee at one session reported a bill to place a volunteer general on 


The gentleman from Montana may know | 


When the | 
Democratic party defeated General Shields for Doorkeeper with a con- | 
federate brigadier when he was a candidate for that office I think I was 
willing to assist the Democracy in repairing their wounded honor by do- | 
I may have assisted them 
in doing something to get them out of the ridiculous dilemma in which 


Was not that a question of pensioning General Shields ? 





MARCH 21. 





Mr. MAGINNIS. No; it was to put him on the retired-list. 
Mr. REED. With what rank? 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. With the rank of defeated Doorkeeper 
[ Laughter. } 
If the Committee on Military Affairs intend to establish a precedent 
by this bill, let it be a precedent to be applied to all persons who hay: 
performed distinguished services in the Army of the United States 
But they will not do that. The House will not doit. The Congress é 
of the United States do not think of such athing. That retired-list : 
was never intended to exceed in number four hundred. It was mad 
for a particular purpose; and gentlemen on the other side do not inten 
to increase the aggregate of that retired-list very largely. 
Let me say further, although I had not intended to talk at this 
length, it has been suggested that the resignation that has been r 
at the Clerk’s desk was only a conditional resignation, and that Gener 
Averell in fact did not expect to get out of the service by reason ot 
Why, sir, I think I can not be mistaken as to what that tender of resig 
nation is and what it means. It says briefly this: ‘‘I desire to resi 
| if there are no charges against me; if there are charges, this is not 
resignation; if there be no charges, this is a resignation.’’ And its 
ceptance was equivalent to saying on the part of the Executive tix 
were no charges pending against him. Gentlemen of the committ 
may read it and they will see whether I have misinterpreted that resi 
nation. If they say I have, I will wait right here until they correct 
me. The paper is atthe desk. If they do not contradict what I say 
then I may stand upon it that he did know that this was to be a resig- 
nation. 
Mr. ROSECRANS. 
| charges. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I speak of what the resignation says 
I do not know what there was behind it. It may have been, for all | 
know, that General Averell was disgusted with the treatment he had 
received at the hands of some of his superior officers, and resigned to 
express his contempt for them. I do not know whether that is the 
case or not. Ihave as much right to suspect that was so as to suppose 
there was something behind this resignation which it did not contain 
| One word more and Iam done. I have not said. anything in this 
case certainly that can be construed to mean that it is not the duty ot 
the Congress to make ample provision for this distinguished man. 
indorse everything that has been said in regard to hischaracter and his 
record. I have simply protested against this measure because I believe 
that it is establishing a precedent from which we will be compelled to 
retreat. We had better stop now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has twenty min 
utes of his time remaining. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. lask the gentleman from Indiana to yield me 
| two or three minutes. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have promised to yield to my friend 
| from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL]. I yield that gentleman five minutes 
Mr. DIBRELL. Asa member of the Committee on Military Affairs 
it is due I should define my position in regard to this matter. I agre¢ 
with everything the gentleman from Indiana has said in regard to the 
precedent this would establish. I think it isa bad one. I admitthat 
I voted for the proposition to place General Shields on the retired-list 
I did that through sympathy for that gentleman. But I have never 
given a similar vote since, and [ do not expectagain to vote thatone who 
has resigned or gone into private life to enter upon the business of a : 
civilian should be placed on the retired-list. 
I admit that everything that has been said about the military record 
of General Averell is true—that he was a gallant soldier and all that 
But if you place him on the retired-list you establish a precedent fora 
large number of others. Several cases are already on the Calendar now 
ready to be acted on. Others are before the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. And a number are waiting ready to come in should this pre« 
edent be established. When this is done you can not stop there 
These other gentlemen have influence enough outside to get the same 
action from the Military Committee and from Congress if this bill should 
be passed. 
I do not violate any of the privileges or reveal any of the secrets o! 
the committee when I say that this report was not unanimous by an) 
| means. It passed the committee by a majority, but is not a unanimous 
report. I voted against it in the committee and expect to vote against 
| itin the House. I think the proposition ought to be rejected. I think 
all such applications ought to be rejected which come from men who 
have retired from the Army and have been engaged in the avocations 0! 
private life for the last twenty years, and who now come asking to be 
restored to the privileges they would have enjoyed had they remained 
in the Army. The privileges of the retired-list were intended only fo: 
the officers of the Army who were worn out in the service. They were 
never intended for civilians who have gone into private life, and who, 
perhaps having failed in private business, come back and ask the Gov- 
| ernment to take charge of them and support them. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, addressed the Chair. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I believe I still control the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 
floor. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 





It was intended to force an examination ot 









































I do not propose to take the same view 
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as the gentleman from Indiana, and should like to have the floor in my 
own right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
ing the time I have left. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has fifteen minutes 
remaining of his time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There seems to be one trouble in the 
mind of my friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], and that is that this 
pill is illogical, that it will establish a dangerous precedent. He was 
frank enough to state that that is the only reason he has for opposing 
the bill. 
seems to trouble him. 

There are some questions which come up here to be acted upon which 
do trouble me somewhat. But when a question is presented that in- 
volves the recognition of the merits and services of a fellow-soldier I 
am not very particular in what shape it may come before me. I voted 
to pension the Mexican soldiers; I voted to retire General Pleasonton, 
another gallant soldier; and I shall vote for the pending bill. I hope 
that the majority of this House before this session shall close will go 
further than they have yet done, that through their able Committees 
on Pensions they will give me an opportunity to vote for some pension 
bill in behalf of the tens of thousands of poor soldiers who so far have 


I yield the floor for the present, reserv- 


had no place on this floor except in the mere cold, simple matter of the | 


introduction of bills for their benefit. 


I desire to say to my good friend from Indiana that he should not | 
exert his giant intellect and expend his great eloquence in opposing this | 


bill. When we find the other side of the House recognizing distin- 
guished services in behalf of the perpetuation of the Republic, let us 
join hands and hearts with them; I am prepared to do it. 


soldiers of the Union, they will hear from me wherever I can strike 
at them, and they will hear from the soldiers of the Republic when- 
ever they have a chance to be heard. 

I want to quote a little from the Scriptures; I may not give it in ha 
a rha. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


I should not think you would. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


And if I do not, then I trust my friend 


from Indiana, whose memory no doubt teems with the early teachings 


of his youth—— 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Oh, yes; I will forgive you for any mis- 
take of that kind. [Laughter. } 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not ask you to forgive me. 
inclined to think that you will want some forgiveness yourself. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


but little acquaintance. [Renewed laughter. } 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


do it in Thy name and we forbade him.”’ 

‘Forbid him not; he that is with us can not be against us.”’ 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

the Lord was not afraid of illogical methods. 


noble action He said, ‘‘ Let him alone; let him work.” 


forbid you not, but I will vote with you.”’ 


But I shall ask them to go further and remember the thousands of 
poor fellows in this country who because of ineffective pension laws 
I demand that you 
shall whip up your committees on pensions and make them bring in 
bills here that will do more than recognize old Mexican soldiers, God 
bless them; do more than recognize those who graduated at West Point, 
Y Make your committees give us bills which 
Will provide wholesome pension laws, which will provide for the brave 
but humble fellows who have not money to prosecute their pension 
claims, and who find the laws now on your statute-books an actual pro- 


can not obtain proper recognition of their services. 


and Ged bless them also. 


hibition of their securing their rights. 


I take this oceasion to appeal to the House and to say that I hope 
no member will be troubled about precedents, but that each one here will 
‘ Let us join teams with our brethren 
across theaisle here, and then if they do not ‘‘ come up to the seratch’’— 
I hope as a Western man I may be allowed to use that phrase—we will 
remind them that as they joined us in one good cause they should not 


cast his vote for General Averell. 


hesitate to go on with other good works. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I resume the floor and yield —— 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr, Chairman , 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] if he desires. 








In a ease of this kind that does not trouble me at all which 


And if they | 
do not go still further than they have yet done and remember other | 


lam 


I do not expect you to quote the Script- 
ures correctly, because it is a work with which I am afraid you have 


The lack of Christian feeling which 
you have shown in antagonizing this bill makes me fear that you were | 
not brought up with theChristian instructions which I myself enjoyed. 
(Continued latghter.] But I want to say this: I remember something | 
of this kind in the Holy Scriptures, something to this effect: The apos- 
ules of the Lord came to Him one day and said, ‘‘ Master, as we came 
along we found one by the wayside casting out devils; but he did not | 
The Lord answered and said, 


Well, Ido not see the application of that. 

The Lord was not afraid of precedents: 
When He found that the 
efforts of that person by the wayside pointed toward generous and 
And I say to 
my friend from Indiana, when our Democratic brethren are in favor of 
recognizing those who stood as General Averell did, facing the foe in 
twenty-six battles, then I say, ‘‘Gentlemen, God bless you; go on; I | 


I will yield to the gentleman from 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. I want merely to move that the committee rise 
for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield for that purpose. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar had had under consideration the bill 
| (H. R. 2487) authorizing the retirement of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. 
Averell, United States Army, with the rank and pay of brigadier-gen- 
eral, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I now move that the House again resolve itself 
| into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the Private 
Calendar. Pending that motion, I also move that all debate upon the 
pending bill shall close in thirty minutes, with the understanding that 
ten minutes of that time shall be controlled by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], ten minutes by the gentleman from Ohio [Mi 
WARNER], and ten minutes by the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. 
WOLFORD]. 

The SPEAKER. The division of time for debate is a matter for 
| arrangement in Committee of the Whole. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 


VACATING ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION. 

The SPEAKER. Before putting the question on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole, the Chair desires to state that the ge: 
| tleman from Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
[Mr. MATSON ], requests unanimous consent to vacate the order tor th 
evening session for this evening only, as he is not able to be present 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and t! 
order for this evening’s session is vacated. 





| WILLIAM W. AVERELL. 


The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whok 
Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
and resumes the consideration of the bill for the benefit of General 
Averell. By order of the House all debate upon the bill is limited to 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brow? : 
first entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indéana. I hope the Chair will notify me at th: 
end of five minutes, as I desire to yield the remainder of my time to 

| the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. I do not know wha 
have said that could justify the attack made upon me by the gentiem 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

| do you? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman intimated that 
was a want of generosity on my part toward the soldiers of this coun 
try. Why, sir, I have been here seven years endeavoring on this floor 
in a very humble way to fight the battles, so far as there was necessity 
for it, of those who were in the Army of the United States. I hav 
voted at all times for the most liberal propositions that have been mad 
| for pensioning persons who have been disabled in the service and fo: 

providing for the dependent families of those who sacrificed their lives 
| for their country. On this question I have made a record and | am 
| proud of it. 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I.do not want my friend from [ndi- 
ana to subject me to the painful necessity of hearing him defend him 
| self, as it were, from an attack on my part. 
| knows the splendid patriotic record of General BROWNE knows that 
| any man would discredit himself before the country by attacking my 
friend from Indiana on that head. I did not intend any such thing 
| I only hoped that my good friend would not, for fear ofa precedent, |x 
led into the mistake, as I view it, of opposing this bill, which [ hope is 
in the right direction, and I have no doubt that it is, so long as it 
| to reach that common result for which he says he has so long labored 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, that is just what I do fear—pr 

cedent. i] 


You do not consider that an attack 


there 


Precedent has been drummed into the service, | will not say 







































I think that any one who 


in this class of cases, but it has been drummed into the service tor the 


purpose of defending every species of iniquity. Bad precedents hav« 
confronted us every day of our legislative life; and I do not intend, if 
I can help it, at any time in the future, to so vote in any case as to estah 
lish a bad precedent. Congress legislates all the time under the shadow 
of precedents. They lead us and mislead us. Let us from this time 
forward, whatever may have been our course in the past, establish go 
precedents and insure good legislation. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, no man shall go farther than myse! 
meritorious officers or privrte soldiers. I will vote for as liberal pr: 
I oppose this bill, as gentlemen who agree with me have opposed 
because we think it establishes a bad precedent; and for that and th 
other reasons given I will vote against it. Gentlemen on the oth 
side are, so far as I know, as generous in voting pensions and in reward 


ing the merit of the Union soldiery as we are. I 


i 


for the purpose of making any krnd of recognition of the services of 


vision in the proper way for General Averell as any man on this floor. 


\ generous apirit has 
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characterized their action in this connection so far as I have been able 
to observe it. Even my friend from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL], who 


was on the wrong side in the fight of 1861, has gone as far as I have | 


gone in voting liberal pensions to Union soldiers. 
done so. I think he ought to do so. 
were associated with him madea pension-roll necessary. I think they 
ought to help in voting to put men on that roll, and that they ought 
to pay liberally out of their own pockets to its support. We did not 
want the war; Iam sorry it came. We did not want the pension- 
roll; I am sorry the necessity for it exists. Those who brought on the 
war ought to vote liberal pensions and help to pay them. I say this 
to these gentlemen in kindness. They ought todo these things grace- 
fully, as they seem inclined to do. With these remarks, I do not pro- 
pose to talk any further on this subject. 

I yield the residue of my time to my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I admit that the Commit- 


I am glad he has 


probably as strong a case as could be presented. The magnificent 
record of General Averell is all in his favor when he appears before the 


House asking to be restored to the regular Army in so far as to be | 
permitted to go upon the retired-list with the rank and pay of a colo- | 


nel. Nobody questions his record or his distinguished services. 
what is the question before us? 
who are disabled in the service, or who have served a given number 
of years, are permitted to go upon the retired-list and for the remainder 
of their lives to draw certain monthly pay. 


But 


Under the operations of this law there have occurred within my | 


own knowledge cases of this kind. In a certain battle a volunteer 
officer has lost an arm and in the same battle an officer of the regular 
Army also lost an arm. One was educated at West Point at the Gov- 
ernment expense; the other educated himself. They wereof about the 


same age and entered active military service about the same time. | 
One of those men receives quarterly from the Government compensation 


at the rate of $30 a month; the other draws pay at the rate of $150 a 
month. I believe this distinction in such cases most unjust. Disabled 


volunteer officers all over the country are complaining of this injustice | 


and asking us to change the law and permit them to go upon the re- 
tired-list at the same rate of pay for like disabilities as regular Army 
officers receive. That is, for the same disability they ask the same com- 
pensation as the regular Army officers receive. 

But we know very well we can not restore to three-quarter’s pay, 
nor half-pay, all the disabled volunteer officers. To do that and leave 
the private soldier with only his pittance would be great injustice to 
him; nor can we at this late day change the law so as to strike off of 
the retired-list those who have gone there for disabilities under the law 
as it exists, but we can prevent further inequalities such as those com- 
plained of. 

But here comes, Mr. Chairman, another class of cases, a class to which 


General Averell belongs and to which General Pleasonton belongs, | 
whose case we had up the other day, officers who, having been educated | 


° ° . . . | . > . . * 
at West Point, having served in the regular Army for a longer or shorter | cated themselves, and such distinction is made every time we vote to 


period, have chosen to leave the military service and retire to private 
life 

How many there are of this class I do not know, but that there are 
a considerable number I do know. 
officers—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Iwill yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire ten minutes more. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is proposed to permit this class who volun- | 


tarily retired to be reinstated in the Army and go upon the retired-list— 
which I do not think we ought to do, but if we do—then this right 
ought to be extended to all of that class who desire restoration and re- 
tirement on that list, and not to one or two favored ones. Why should 


we single out a few and leave out others, perhaps just as meritorious? | 


That was the ground on which I opposed the bill to restore General 
Pleasonton the other day. That is, that we should not single out a 
few and give them the right while denying it to the rest. I say the 
very essence of injustice is to grant one what is denied to another. 
How many there are asking to be placed on that list I do not know. 
Noinformation has been given to us in this discussion, but if we estab- 
lish the principle, doubtless a majority of those who at one time or an- 
other have resigned will desire to return and be placed upon the retired- 
list. That is the precedent this bill establishes. If we do that, and 
establish the precedent that when an officer resigns and elects to retire 
to private life and gives up the right to be placed upon the retired-list 
he may nevertheless come to Congress and be restored, with all his 


original rights, instead of being classed as a volunteer officer entitled | 


to a pension only—I say if we are going to establish that principle we 
ought to open the doors wide enough to admitall of that class and vol- 
unteer officers too. For heretofore officers who have resigned their com- 
missions in the regular Army have been classed under disability acts 
with volunteer officers. And did not the volunteer officers perform as 
meritorious service as the regular officers? I have some figures here, 
Mr. Chairman, which I will give, that may throw some light on the 


I think that he and those who | 


| this bill; but, Mr. Chairman, that will not do. 


| to the regular Army officer the right to a place upon the retired-list 
tee on Military Affairs has, in the case of General Averell, presented | 


Under the law regular Army officers | 


| prive him of that right. 
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| relative service of volunteer and regular soldiers. The total deaths in 
the late war, as given in the record I hold in my hand, were 304,369. 
Of these 5,724 were from the regular Army and the rest from the vol- 
| unteer forces. I find that there were killed or died of woundsor disease 
during the war 8,838 volunteer officers and 267 regular officers. These 
| figures show pretty well the relative strength of the regular and volun- 
| teer forces and the part each, with its officers, played, and without de- 
preciating the services of the regular Army oflicers, it is but the truth 
| of history to say that the battles of the war were fought mainly by vol- 
unteer soldiers commanded by volunteer officers. Are not those wh: 
fought side by side and sustained like disabilities entitled to likecom- 
pensation? Do you lay down the doctrine that the arm of aman edu- 
| cated at West Pointis worth $150 a month, while the arm of a man who 
educated himself is only worth $30a month? That is the principle o: 
The law, I know, gives 


with a rate of pay much above the pension rate of volunteer officers 
but it presupposes life service, which is not this case, and officers who 
voluntarily retired from the regular Army at the close of the war stand 
upon precisely the same ground as the volunteer officer and entitled to 
no more and no less. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understood the gentleman from Montana 


| to yield to me ten minutes. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I have yielded to the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the gentleman from Indiana yielded 
me five minutes, making fifteen in all. I only desire a few minutes 
more in order to touch another point. 

I admit that the gentleman from Montana, if he is right as to facts, 
lays the foundation of a claim stronger than the case before us the other 
day, and if I were entirely satisfied on that point I do not know but | 
should be willing to let this case go as an exceptional one. And that 
is this, that General Averell in fact was entitled to go upon the retired- 
list when he resigned his commission. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I can say to the gentleman from Ohio that there 
is not the least doubt of that fact. I thought it was a strong point 
and the only strong point made in the other case. General Averel! 


| was entitled at the time his resignation was accepted to go upon the 


retired-list. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And it is claimed, too, as I understand 
that General Averell did not consider himself to be out of the service 
These are considerations I can not discuss, for I know nothing about 
them. Certainly, if there remains to General Averell any legal right 
or equitable right to go onto the retired-list, I would not wish to de- 
But I supposed this claim was pressed main|) 
on the ground of his services and his wounds, and I can not consent to 
place any officer on the retired-list on such grounds who has voluntari!; 
| resigned and thereby placed himself in the category of volunteers. | 
can not vote to make a distinction in the matter of disability between 
those educated at West Point by the Government and those who edu- 


place a man on the retired-list in order that he may draw more pay 





than another suffering a like disability. We can not do that in my) 


| judgment unless a legal right on his part can be established. 
If we propose to restore this class of | 


Mr. MAGINNIS. General Averell has always claimed he never lef! 
the service, and has repeatedly called upon the Secretary of War to de- 
cide that question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If that right exists, I would not cast a 
vote to deprive General Averell of it. I must say I am not entirely 
satisfied on that point. I will ask a question the answer to which may 
throw some light upon the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. General Averell has asked the Secretary of Wat 
to decide whether he was not yetin the Army. How much time have 
I left. . 





The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has twelve minutes remaining 0! 
the time limited by the House. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLFrorp]. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect, although I ama 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs and have given some lit- 
tle attention to this question, to say a word in this connection. But 
things have changed, so that I want to be heard for a very few moments 

I disagree materially with my distinguished friend from Indiana 
[General BROWNE] upon the doctrine of putting every man upon an 
equality, as I understood him, in several respects, and putting all upon 
the pension-rolls—those who served in the volunteer forces as well as 
those who served in the regular Army—without regard to service. 

Nor do I agree, I may be permitted to say, with the views entertained 
by the framers of our pension laws as they now stand. I hold that 
every pension ought to be given and every pension case considered upon 
its individual merits. I hold to the belief that pensions should be 
granted according to the merits of the man who claims the pension. 

In that way our pension laws, in my judgment, would be far more 
effective and just in their operation. I do not mean to be understood 
‘ as saying that the precise amount of disabjjity that may attach to any 
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particular case should govern. That is only one of the incidents which 
ought to be considered—the disability and the amount of the disability. 
But I mean that in the consideration of pension cases not only should 
that item be considered, but the amount of service and the kind of serv- 
ice performed should have due weight in fixing the rate. I care not, 
Mr. Chairman, whether the applicant be an officer or a private, if under 
the dispensation of an all-wise Providence he has been permitted to 
perform superior service for the good, for the honor, and for the glory 


and the happiness of his country, he ought to receive as a pension su- | 
I care not—and this I put upon the eternal | 


perior pay and recognition. 
principles of right and justice—I care not whether he was a volunteer, 
‘ 1 whether he was drafted, or whether in the regular Army, the same 
principle should control. 


Where he served and how he served is not a question that should 


enter into the corisideration of the case, if only he served well and | 
I say nothing, Mr. Chairman, in disparagement of the vol- | 


aithfally. 
ae officers or soldiers of our Army. Asthe gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. WARNER] has so well said, they did the majority of the fighting; 
and why? Because they were greatly superior in numbers. No man 
should pretend to draw a distinction between the merits of our soldiers. 
All 


the reguiar Army. There was no better fighting upon one side than 
the other; and where all men did their duty to the best of their ability 
all deserve equal praise. 

But, Mr. Chairman, here is a man, the beneficiary of the present bill, 
who, all will agree, distinguished himself in the military annals of this 
country, and stands I may say without a parallel in the history of the 


late war; @ man whose services were great, notoriously great, wonder- | 


fully great. Then his reward should also be great. 

Those that fought with him and under him stand upon this floor and 
say that much for him. No man who knows the history of the late 
war could say otherwise. The gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 
GorF] fought with him, and says that he did much; and I know that 
to be true. Isaw him. We made a careful investigation in the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and made our report to this committee. 
His record was before that committee, the record of his services, in which 
it is shown that his services were wonderfully great for his country; 
that he was wounded, and still served his country even when it seemed 
that death was nearathand. When he was wounded almost to death, 


to quit his country in the time of his country’s danger. 


to tight for the honor and safety of his country. 
Mr. Chairman, shall we refuse him relief when those men who fought 


against him stand upon this floor, one of them a general in the conted- | 
They pay | 


erate army, and render their testimony to his achievements ? 
their part of the pensions and their proportion of the retired-list, and 
yet they say he is deserving of this reward. 


And here just let me notice one remark of my distinguished friend | 


from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE]. It is true they made the wounds, fight- 


ing in the honest conviction of what they believed to be right for their | 
government, and their government I would always have fought to de- | 
But, sir, I did not want to destroy the proud material of which 


stroy. 
that government was made. 


They stand upon this floor to-day honest, 
honorable men. 


guished men who fought its battles against them. 


I think, sir, it is time that these distinctions as to North and South | 


should cease in this Hall, as it has been stopped by the wise voice of the 
people of this country. Is it to be a legacy of war which shall remain 
alone in Congress? These men come, as I have said, with wonderful 


unanimity and pay their taxes for the support of the maimed and crip- | 
pled by the war; and when they see gallant, honorable officers and sol- | 


diers who fought the battles of the Union in want and distress, forget- 
ting all prejudice in aspirit of admiration for their gallantry, forgetting 
the past, numbering their government with the lost things of the earth 
and standing here in the light of the present with the living things of 
to-day to build up the whole country, they are the first to extend the 


helping hand of the nation to its defenders, and when a man is right- | 


fully entitled to a pension they are unanimously in favor of it. 


| agree, sir, with the sentiment so well expressed by the gentleman | 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN] that the failure of the House to pass 


the bill for the relief of General Pleasonton is no ground for a refusal 
to do justice in this case. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
sas [Mr. HANBACK]. 
Mr. HANBACK. 
100,000 soldie 
hour of its trouble 
and settled there. 


Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 





The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has | 


TheState of Kansas has within her confines nearly | 
rs, men who responded to the call of their country in the | 

, men who have come from every State in this Union | 
: I say to you, sir, and to the members of this com- | 
mittee to-day, that the vote which I shall give in favor of this splendid | ; 


man for his splendid service to his country will receive commendation 
from every one of those soldiers from one end of my State to the other 
Iam glad that this precedent is being established. God grant that it 
may be far more established, and that these men, who left everything 
behind them, who left home and hope and threw life itself into the bal- 
ance, shall receive from this Republic that meed of praise and protec- 
tion their services so well entitle them to. 
with pleasure. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Justone word. Incommenting upon those officers 
like Sickles and Paul and Fessenden and others who were put on the 


I shall vote for this measure 


| retired-list under the act of 1866 I did not want to be understood as re- 


flecting in any way against them. On the contrary, I regard that as the 
bright particular part of the list. And I only said General Averell be- 
longed to the same catagory in order to show his right to go on the 
retired-list. 

I understand it has been agreed without objection that the substitute 
which I have offered take the place of the bill; and I move that the 


| substitute be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


The bill as amended by the adoption of the substitute was laid aside 


| to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
1f them did their duty; and the volunteer forces did no better fight- | 


ing, nor would I make any invidious distinction in their favoras against | 


SIDNEY HENDERSON. 

Mr. DIBRELL. The bill (H. R. 6090) reached this morning and 
informally passed over has now been printed and distributed with the 
report. I ask that its consideration be now taken up. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6090) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix of John Hender- 
son, deceased. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Sidney Henderson, executrix of John Henderson, 
deceased, of Bradley County, Tennessee, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, for timber taken and used by the Army 
of the United States during the late war. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (IH. R. 3522) for 
the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix of John Henderson, deceased, submit 
the following report: 

That a favorable report was made in this case, authorizing the Quartermaster- 
General to investigate the claim and report the facts to Congress for its action in 
the premises. 

On March 14 the claim was recommitted to the committee with instructions to 
report the same back to the House within ten days with the amount that they 


| think should be paid on said claim, and that when said report is made this claim 
S Ps ee , — | shall not lose its place upon the Private Calendar, but shall be placed where it 
yet he remained proudly at the front of his forces fighting, not willing | 

No matter | 
though weak and exhausted, he was still ready to do his duty, ready | 


now stands for action by the Mouse. 

The comntittee have given the case careful consideration, and have come to 
the conclusion that $1,000 would be a fair price for the wood taken and used, and 
report herewith a bill, as a substitute, appropriating that amotnt, and recom 
mend its passage. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, this bill is not as much as I ex 
pected to get from the committee; but inasmuch as I had it referred 
back to the committee and they have unanimously reported in favor of 
this, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr 
McMILLIN] when he proposes to move that the committee rise so that 


action may be taken by the House on the bills which have been laid 
They are being taxed as much as any other portion of | 
the country, and though they are met with slanders, yet here they come | 
with singular magnanimity to offer and extend the helping hand of this | 
great Government of which they bear their proportion to the distin- | 


aside to be favorably reported ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not for a little while yet. I think we may go 
on in committee a little longer, especially as the evening session has 
been vacated. 

JOHN P. GREGSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of John P. Gregson. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount involved in this bill is very small; 
still I would desire to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman -from Illinois [Mr. THoMAs] who 
reported this bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs is at present en- 
gaged in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It would perhaps be 
best to let the bill be passed over informally without losing its plac 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. That order is made. 


HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
directed to pay to the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley, a naval constructor 
in the Navy of the United States, the sum of $2,300, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in payment for all service 
heirs of said Culley from the United States. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. TALBortrt, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the following 
report (to accompany bill H. R. 1615) 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
heirs of Langley B. Culley. a naval constructor in the Navy of the United States 
having had the same under consideration, respectfully submit the following re- 
ort : 

It appears by the records of the Navy Department that Langley B. Cullicy was 


H. R. 1615) 


now due the 
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appointed naval constructor by the late John Y. Mason, Secretary of the Navy, 
February 26, 1545, at a salary, as stated in his letter of appointment, of $2,300 per 
annum; and that said appointment was revoked by George Bancroft, who suc- 
ceeded Mr. Mason as Secretary of the Navy, April 17, 
accepted the appointment in a letter dated February 26, 1845. It also appears 
that at the time of his appointment and acceptance of the office he owned and 
occupied a ship-yard in Baltimore, Md., where he was doing a successful busi- 


ness in the line of his profession; and in order to enter on the discharge of the | 


duties of the office to which he had been appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
he sold out his ship-yard and sacrificed a flourishing business; and after holding 
himself in readiness for fifty days to obey the ordersof the Navy Department, he 


1845, Mr. Culley having | 


yes, before he has served for a month, either because of some change jn 
the administration or for some other cause, his appointment is revoked 
and another person is appointed in his place. Now, would it not be 
rather a dangerous precedent to hold that the Government in that case 


| must be required to pay him a year’s compensation ? 


was informed by the Secretary of the Navy that, in consequence of the failure | 


of Congress to make an appropriation for the pay of the office to which he had 
been appointed, said appointment was revoked. 

In the mean time his business arrangements had been broken up and his ship- 
yard had passed into other hands. 


which bear testimony to the high moral, intellectual, and professional abilities 
of Mr. Culley and of his eminent fitness for the position to which he had been 


appointed, and taking into consideration the sacrifices which he made in ac- | 
cepting said appointment, and for which neither he nor his heirs have received 


any compensation, the committee are unanimously of the opinion that his heirs 
are justly and equitably entitled to at least one year’s pay at the rate named 
in his letter of appointment, and herewith report the accompanying bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I want to inquire of my friend from Maryland [ Mr. 


TALBOTT] if the due measure of compensation here is not compensation | 
at the rate of $2,300 per annum for the time this gentleman actually | 


held the position to which he was appointed? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that the 
facts in this case are clearly established by the records of the Navy De- 
partment. 
constructor in the United States naval service. When he was appointed 
naval constructor he was at the time engaged in ship-building in Bal- 
timore city. When he received his appointment he sold out his ship- 
yard and all the necessary tools and appliances for carrying on the busi- 
ness. He sold them out and they passed into other hands. 


the Government. 


voked. 


The appointment was very shortly afterward re- 
In order to enter the service of the United States he had sac- 


rificed a great deal more than the one year’s pay would amount to. | 
And this, in my judgmentand the judgment of the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, is a very moderate compensation for him for sacrificing his en- 
tire business at his time of life to enter the service of the Government, 
and then being subjected to a violation, on the part of the Government, 
of the contract with him. 

If, Mr. Chairman, this were a case between private individuals the 
person so treated would have his recourse in a court of law or equity, 
where he could show what damages he had sustained and recover them. 
Iam not prepared to say how much consequential damages he could 
recover; but I am satisfied that in the case supposed any fair-minded 
juror in the Jand would have given him at least what this bill does — 
one year’s pay. 

This bill has been favorably reported by every committee that ever 
considered it. It passed this House in the last Congress and in the 
Forty-sixth Congress, and on both occasions failed in the Senate merely 
for want of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Still I would be very glad if my friend would an- 
swer the question how long this gentleman was engaged in the service 
of the Government. 

Mr. TALBOTT. To deal frankly with the gentleman I will say he 
was not engaged at all in the service of the Government, and he never 
received a cent from the date of his appointment until it was revoked. 
He did no service and received no pay. But, as I have said, he did sell 
out his business and accept the appointment tendered him by the Gov- 
ernment. His letter is on file in the Navy Department. He received 
no pay, although he had sacrificed what was a living to himself and his 
family for the inducement held out by this appointment tendered to 
to him by the Government. 

Mr. McADOO. 
Affairs a question ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. Can the gentleman state what was the cause of the 
revocation of that appointment ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I think the failure of an appropriation to pay the 
salary was the real reason of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That scarcely could have been the cause. 
not a change of administration ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


May I ask my colleague on the Committee on Naval 


Was it 


That and a change of administration besides. 


Is not this the case which is presented to us: a 


person is appointed to an office, and before he enters upon the duties of 


that office at all somebody else is appointed in his place? 
the case? 

Mr. TALBOTT. He was appointed to this office and accepted the 
appointment. So faras the Government and Mr. Culley were con- 
cerned it was a completed transaction. He was appointed a naval con- 
structor, accepted the appointment, and as long as there was no com- 


Is not that 


plaint he had a right to presume that he was in the employ of the | 


Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would not the action proposed here be rather a 
perilous one in the way ofa precedent ? 
office with an indefinite term. 


Mr. MORSE. It would depend very much upon what the man sa 
rificed in accepting the office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a matter for him to consider in accepting 
the office, but it is not a matter of public concern. The acceptance o! 


| the office is a voluntary act on his part, and he must run the risk. 


Mr. Culley was a man eminently qualified to be a naval | 


| between private individuals. 
| individual had violated a contract of this kind he could be made by 1:\ 
He gave | 

up his business entirely, expecting to be permanently in the service of | 





I sympathize with my friend from Maryland (Mr. TALBorr] in so 


| far that this citizen seems to have sustained loss by his failure to vet 
From the numerous statements which the committee have examined, all of | 


the office. But I am not able to perceive exactly the ground upon 
which the claim rests for the Government to pay him a year’s compen- 
sation. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], that this man did not suffer loss in consequenc: 


of not obtaining the office, but in consequence of the Government not 


keeping its engagement with him. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would inquire of the gentleman from 
Maryland what time elapsed between the date of the appointment and 
the date of the revocation of the appointment ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. He was appointed on the 26th day of February, and 
the notice to him thatthe appointment had been revoked was not given 
until the 17th day of April, almost sixty days after the appointment 
And in that time he had disposed of his business in order to enter upon 
the service of the Government. 

This House has a right to treat this case exactly as it would a case 
As I have already said, if any privat: 


to give compensation to the individual for the loss sustained. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ifthe committee had proposed as a meas 
ure of allowance to be given to this claimant compensation for sixty 
days, that would be one thing, and perhaps I might conceive that to 
be just. But it sets up another measure, and that is the loss which t! 
claimant sustains in consequence of selling out his business. I think 
the committee should show that his business wasa profitable one. P 
sibly it was a losing one and he made money by selling it. 

To say the least of it, that is a very indefinite way of measuring t! 
loss which any one has sustained. I might vote to pay this clain 
for the sixty days’ time during which he accounted himself in the se1 
ice of the Government, but it is another thing entirely to set up so 
other measure, which I conceive to be a very indefinite one. 

Mr. MORSE. Permit me to say that in a previous Congress I ha 
this matter in charge. I made inquiry at the Department whethe: 
their judgment it was proper that such a bill as this should pass, and 
I was informed that it was a proper bill to be passed. On that grow 
I made a favorable report upon the bill and it passed the House. Thiat 
was two years ago. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. TALBOTT. In answer to just one point made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] let me say that fhe report in this ca 
states, and the committee are warranted in making that report, that at 
the time Mr. Culley was appointed naval constructor he was doing « 
successful business in the city of Baltimore as a ship constructor « 
builder, and he disposed of that business in order that he might ent: 
upon the service of the Government. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is another point. When an appoint 
ment is given to an officer or employé does the Government obligat: 
itself thereby to continue that person in employment for any given 
length of time? Is it not at all times the option of the Government to 
discontinue that service? And did the Government in this case do any- 
thing more than it had the right to do»and what this person knew it 
had the right to do when he accepted the appointment? If the Go 
ernment pays for the time which elapsed between the date of the ap 
pointment and the date of the revocation of the appointment, it seem- 
to me it will pay all that this claimant has any right to expect. 

Mr. MORSE. * We do not deny your position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative—ayes 75, noes 23. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1567 
for the relief of the legal representatives of the late Capt. John G. To: 
of the Texas navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, « 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwi- 
appropriated, to the legal representatives of the late John G. Tod, of Texas. t 
sum of $12,500, the amount provided for a captain waiting orders in the Unit 
States Navy for the term of five years, in conformity with the provisions of » 
tion 12 of the act approved March 3, 1857, known as the act entitled “An 
making appropriations for the naval service forthe year ending the 30th of Jun 
1858,"’ which section reads as follows: ‘‘ That the surviving officers of the Repu! 


| lic of Texas, who were duly commissioned as such at the time of annexativ 


te A person 1s appointed to an | and a sum sufficient to make the payment is hereby appropriated out of an) 
Before he has served for a single year, | 


shall be entitled to the pay of officers of the like grade, when waiting orders 
the Navy of the United States for five years from the time of said annexatio 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the accep 
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ance of the provisions of this act by any of said officers shall be a full relinquish- 
ment and renunciation of all claim on his part to any further compensation on 
this behalf from the United States Government to any position in the Navy of 
the United States ;"’ and a sum sufficient to make said payment is hereby appro- 


priated. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I 1 u 
ported to the House from the Committee of the Whole have not been 
acted upon, and as quite a number will be reported to-day, I movethat 
the committee rise and report its action to the House, so that we may 


dispose of the bills which have been considered by the Committee of the | 


Whole. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not urge that motion. 
There are hundreds of claims on the Private Calendar. We have but 
one day in the week for their consideration, and then only five hours. 
If this House expects to give the least consideration to private claims, 
now is a good time to do it. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. MILLER. We ought not to give a day to claims of this kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then take your course like men; do not pretend 
to give relief without giving it. What would become of your pension 
claims if no consideration were given to private bills? . 

Mr. MILLER. They do not come up on this Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; but you would consider one class of claims 
and ignore all others. 

Mr. MILLER. I would not consider such claims as have been be- 
fore the House to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You have not opened your mouth against them. 

Mr. MILLER. Itisnouse. If no person would fight them perhaps 
they would not pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to the fact that the pending bill will probably 
give rise to discussion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it does, let the discussion come. If the bill is 
discussed this evening it will not have to be discussed at another time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
heretofore reported from the Committee of the Whole are now on the 
Speaker’s table awaiting the action of the House. They ought to be 
disposed of. I have suggested that those bills, with those already acted 
on in the Committee of the Whole to-day, will be enough to occupy 
the remainder of this day’ssession. That was my reason for making the 
motion that the committee rise. I insist upon that motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


day’s session I resisted the gentleman’s motion. The gentleman will 
remember that the order for a session this evening has been vacated, so 
that we need not close this afternoon’s session so early 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN that the | 


committee rise, it was not agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

read, ; 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1567 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Capt. John G. Tod, of Texas, report 

That after the failure of the treaty by which Texas was to have been annexed 
to the United States and the consummation of the annexation by resolution, 
much dissatisfaction existed among the citizens of Texas because of the failure 
to transfer the officers of the navy of Texas to the Navy of the United States, 
with rank and emoluments corresponding with rank and emoluments held and 
enjoyed by said officers in the navy of Texas,as was provided for in the inop- 
erative treaty; and that as it was ascertained that such transfer was impossible 


of accomplishment by reason of that provision in the Constitution of the United | 


States which imposes on the President the duty of appointing the officers of the 
Navy of the United States, Congress did,as compensation for the non-perform- 
ance of the stipulations contained in said inoperative treaty, passa law, approved 
March 3, 1857, entitled ‘“‘An act making appropriations for the naval service for 
= year ending the 30th of June, 1858," the twelfth section of which act is as 
ouows: 

“That the surviving officers of the Republic of Texas, who were duly commis- 
sioned as such at the time of annexation, shall be entitled to the pay of officers 


of the like grade when waiting orders in the Navy of the United States, for five | 


years from the date of said annexation; and a sum sufficient to make the pay- 
ment is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated: Provided, That the acceptance of the provisions of thisact by any 
of the said officers shall be a full relinquishment and renunciation of all claims 
on his part to any further compensation on his behalf from the United States 
Government to any position in the Navy of the United States.” 

And that it has been settled by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
the annexation of Texas to the Union was consummated on December 29, 1845; 
and that it was settled by the Court of Claims of the United States, in the case 
of E. M. Moore rs. United States. (4 Nott & Huntington, p. 139), that ‘ John G. 
Tod was a captain in the Texas navy at the time of annexation; and that this 


decision of the Court of Claims is fully sustained by the commission of the said | 


Capt. John G. Tod now on file in the Navy Department, signed by the president 
of the republic of Texas, dated July 12,1845, more than five months prior to the 
date of annexation, according to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, a certified copy of which commission is on file with the committee. And 
that Capt. John G. Tod did, by his attorney, .J. B. D. De Bow, afew weeks prior 
to the 10th day of June, 1857, file his claim with the Navy Department for five 
au pay, as provided under the law of March 3, 1857, hereinbefore referred to 
vhich proffer to accept the terms thereof did vest in the said Tod an immediate 
fixed right of present and future enjoyment of the benefit of said law. 
‘ And your committee further find that Capt. John G. Tod, some time in the lat- 
ter part of the year of 1877, departed this life, leaving in Harris County, State of 
Harte c wife and one son and one daughter, and that the county court of said 
that eo ount . in said State of Texas, on the 8th day of October, 1877, ordered 
G Tod ers of administration on the estate of John G. Tod be issued to Maggie 
’ , 28 appears by a copy of said order and the letter of the attorney of the 
heirs on file with the committee. 


As a number of bills which have already been re- | 


I have already suggested that a number of bills | 


And because I did not think there was enough | 
business to consume in the House the whole remaining time of this | 


I ask that the report upon the bill now pending be | 
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And your committee find further that relief as prayed for under the bill re- 


| ferred has been afforded by act of Congress in like cases under the law herein 


before referred to, as will appear by reference to the United States Statutes at 
Large, as follows : 

Forty-third Congress, first session, page 608, chapter 408, “‘An act forthe relief 
of the heirs at law of William C. Brashears, of the Texan navy;"’ Forty-fourth 
Congress, first session, page 454, chapter 209, *‘ An act for the relief of Susan 1 
Rhea, widow of Dr. L. Burrows Gardiner.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. 
+ Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. Chairman—— 

I trust that my friend from Georgia in the course 
of his remarks will inform us whether the papers upon which this claim 
| is based were referred to the Secretary of the Navy; and, if so, what ac 
tion was taken upon them? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My understanding is that the general appropria- 
tion made by Congress failed; and afterward payment of these claims 
was obtained by bilis of a private nature. Commodore Moore was paid 
in this way. The Secretary of the Navy refused to pay his claim, and 
he came here afterward and invoked the action of Congress. Even in 
the last Congress interest was demanded on the amount of his claim, 
| payment having been withheld for years. Commodore Moore, who has 
| been paid, was an officer of the Texas navy, as Captain Tod was 

There are in this case only three questions to be considered. The first 
is as to this act of 1857. There can be no dispute about that. The Gov 
ernment of the United States passed this act to compensate all the 
officers of the Texas navy who were in commission at the time of an 
nexation. Mr. Tod was a captain in the Texas navy at thattime. A 
certified copy of his commission is on file here—certified by the Secre 
tary of the Navy of the United States as being the commission of Capt 
J.G. Tod. That commission was signed by the last president of the 
State of Texas, Anson Jones, on the 12thof July, 1845. TheSupreme 
| Court determined that annexation took place on the 26th of December, 
1845. Consequently Captain Tod was an officer of the Texas navy in 
commission nearly six months prior to the annexation, and bore the 
rank of captain at the date of annexation. Now what 
is there to be determined ? ‘ 
Mr. HOLMAN. The question which I wished to put to the gentle 

man was whether these papers had been referred to the Secretary of the 
| Navy for the purpose of ascertaining the facts and why the claim has 
not been paid before if the circumstances justified payment ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The whole facts are fully set out in the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy. There is a large amount of papers, which 
I did not deem it necessgry to have printed. Every fact required to be 
proved under the act of 1857 is there set out in full. The letters of 
administration on the estate of Captian Tod are there, and every other 

| paper requisite to prove his right under the act of 1857. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If L understood the report correctly there are one o1 
|} two matters which I should like to call to the gentleman's attention. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York. reported that the Commitee of the Whole 
House had had the Private Calendar under consideration, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (if. 
4971) making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 

| for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; when 
| the Speaker signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


wolines 





other question 


| 

| A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, au- 
| nounced the passage of the bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of the 
most urgent deficiences in the appropriations for the service of the Gov- 
| ernment for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, 
| with amendments, in which concurrence was requested. 

CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 

| The committee resumed its session, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the 
| chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal representatives of Capt. John G. 
Tod. 

Mr. BUCHANAN resumed the floor. 

Mr. McADOO. Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
the other officers of the Texas navy having the like status of Capt. John 
G. Tod have ever been relieved ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thiscase has been before Congress for years, and 
every time a favorable report has been made on it both in the House and 
in the Senate. They had to go before the Supreme Court to establish 
their right under the act of March 3, 1857, and from that day to this 
no officer has obtained his rights except through private bills passed 
for their relief in each case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Georgia explain whether o1 
not this officer after the annexation of Texas rendered any service. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Where? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Anywhere 

Mr. BUCHANAN. To the United States Government ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir 

| Mr. BUCHANAN. None of them were received into the United 
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States Navy, and that is what they complained of. 
tained that such transfer was impossible of accomplishment by reason 
of that provision in the Constitution of the United States which im- 
poses upon the President the dnty of appointing officers of the Navy of 
the United States, Congress did, as compensation for the non-perform- 
ance of the stipulations contained in said inoperative treaty, pass a law, 
approved March 3, 1857, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858.’’ That act of 
March 3, 1857, was passed as part compensation for their not having 
been transferred to the United States Navy; 
by the act of 1858 was not paid out. 
before the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court decided in the case 
of ¢ Moore that the annexation of Texas to the Union was 
mated December 29, 1845, and under the law the surviving 
officers of the Republic of Texas who were duly commissioned as such 
at the time of annexation were entitled to the pay of an officer when 
awaiting orders in the Navy of the United States. 

Chere is nothing else to be determined here but whether John G. Tod 
was a captain of the Texas navy on or before December 29,1845. That 
is the whole question there is to be determined here. We have herea 
certified copy of his commission, purporting to be signed by Anson Jones, 


‘ommodore 


consul 


the 
ities. It is certified by the Secretary of the 
sion is on file in the Navy Department. 

Mr. McADOO. I should like to know whether the other officers of 
the Texas navy of the like status have been relieved. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido not know whether they have all been re- 
lieved or not, but I presume they have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will allow me a moment in order to get 
a proper understanding of this matter. The act under which this claim 
is made is that of the 30th of June, 1858. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; the act was passed March 3, 1857. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the act making the appropriation? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The act making the appropriation for the naval 
service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858, was passed March 
3, 1857. 

Mr. HOLMAN 
act 


Navy that that commis- 


Yes. Now let me read the twelfth section of that 


That the surviving officers of the republic of Texas, who were duly commis- 
sioned as such at the time of annexation, shall be entitled to the pay of officers 
of the like grade when waiting orders in the Navy of the United States, for five 
years from the date of said annexation ; 
ment is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated: Provided, That the acceptance of the provisions of this act by any 


on his part to any further compensation on his behalf from the United States 
Government to any position in the Navy of the United States. 


My friend sees this was an unlimited appropriation covering the whole 
ground. Why, then, under this ample power was not this officer paid ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. lunderstand the Secretary of the Navy refused to 
pay any ofthem. Now, in the case of E. M. Moore the money was paid, 
and paid under the provisions of a bill like this which passed in his 
behalf. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state the ground of refusal on 
the part of the Secretary? Do the papers show the ground of his re- 


? 


fusal * 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think so 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do they show why the Secretary of the N 
clined to make the payment ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. An examination of this report shows that relief 
has been granted in some of these cases by Congressional action. All 
of these have been paid in this way: In the Forty-third Congress, the 
first session, page 608, chapter 403, will be found an act for the relief 
of the heirs at law of William C. Brashears, of the Texas navy. That 
is one of the cases. Commodore Moore, as he is called, or Captain Moore, 
was relieved in the same way. In the Forty-fourth Congress, at the 
first session, page 454, a 209, appears the act for the relief of Susan 
E. Rhea, widow of Dr. L. Burrows Gardiner. He was a surgeon in the 
Texas navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
grounds on which the Secretary of the Navy refused to pay? 
was an ample appropriation of money and directions to pay it. 
therefore, was it not paid? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. | 
STEWART], who is more familiar with that point than myself, and he 
will give the gentleman the information. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 
I wish to make an explanation so that my friend from Indiana and 


‘avy de- 


There 
Why, 


and a sum sufficient to make the pay- | 
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As it was ascer- | 


» 


MarRcH 


a 


officers were to be included—that by the term ‘‘navy”’ her officers o; 
that service were also embraced, and were to be provided for by th 


| Government of the United States. But a different construction was 


placed upon that language by the United States Government. Thi< 


| Government held that it only meant its ships and munitions of war, and 
| did not include its officers. Thereupon ensued a controversy betwee; 


but the appropriation made | 
There were questions which went | 


| of the said officers shall be a full reli 


or was not a captain in the Texas navy. 
' 


the State of Texas and the United States which lasted a number 
years. Finally the matter was determined by an act of Congress 
which the gentle man from Georgia has already referred. 

One section of that act provides: 


That the surviving officers of the Republic of Texas, who were di com! 
sioned as such at the time of anne xation, shall be entitled tothe pa; y of office 
of the like grade when waiting orders in the Navy of the United States, for 
years from the date of said annexation; and a sum sufficient to make the ; 
ment is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
appropriated : Provided, That the acceptance of the provisions of this act bh) 
nquishment and renunciation of all cla 
on his part to any further compensation on his behalf from the United Sta 
Government to any position in the Navy of the United States. 


Now, the question arose in regard to Captain Tod as to whether he w 


I donot now remember w 


| was the Secretary of the Navy at that time, but because Commodor 


last president of Texas, and countersigned by the proper author- | 


Moore, as we term him in Texas, or Captain Moore, applied under 
provisions of that act, it was thought that Captain Tod was not an offic: 
of the Texas navy at that time for reasons which I shall presently sho 
Captain Tod then, although he made his application under this act and 
complied with its provisions so far as he could do it, was refused pay- 
ment because of the controversy that then arose as to whether he was 
or was not a captain. 

That question has, however, since been judicially determined. I say 
that he was a captain. We have his commission, as you have been i 
formed by the gentleman from Georgia, on file in the Navy Departmen nt 
a commission issued months before the annexation of Texas took place 
I do not remember the exact time, but some considerable time before an- 


| nexation. 








But will the gentleman from Georgia state the | 


Mr. Chairman, in regard to this matter | 


others may understand the merits of thiscase. Texas, as is well known, | 


was annexed to the United States by a joint resolution passed by Con- 
gress in 1845, the terms of which were accepted by the republic of 
Texas. 

In that joint resolution passed by Congress it was provided that the 
republic of Texas should cede to the United States all public property, 
such as fortifications, barracks, ports, harbors, navy and navy-yards, 
docks, magazines, armaments, &c. Under the terms of that resolution 
it was the understanding of the government of Texas that her naval 


| not give rise to any discussion. 


| Tod, who held a position in the same navy with the 


| in the person of Capt. 


| of the Senate—all favorable reports; 


In the case of Moore vs. The United States the Court of Claims 
delivering the opinion, say: 

We think that there wasa clear mistake made in the construction given to this 
actof Congress. We think from the evidence laid before us that there was a mi- 
take of facts. The evidence shows that there was another person, John ( 


rank of captain 
Thisclaim has been—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is there anything further in regard to Captain 
Tod in that decision of the Court of Claims to which the gentlema: 


. : ; } sfere ? 
of the said officer shall be a full relinquishment and renunciation of all claims | reters : 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. The question, I will state, in order that 
the matter may be clearly understood, that was raised in that case was 
whether Commodore Moore was a post captain, I believe it is called 
senior captain, in the navy; and in determining that question the court 
adverted to the fact that there was another captain in the Texas nav} 
John G. Tod. 

This claim, I will say, has been often before Congress 

Mr. HISCOCK. If there had been two captains, under the terms 
the joint resolution both would have been entitled to pay if both wer 
commissioned ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Yes, sir; Moore being a post-captain 
believe you term it. But both were commissioned. 

This claim has been before Congress on favorable reports from thre: 
or, I believe, four committees, and also on reports from committees 
and the reason that it has never 
been determined before is that it has never yet been reached on th: 
Calendar untii this time. I believe that it is as fair and just a claim 
as ever came before Congress. Captain Tod was known in Texas not 
only as an efficient officer, but really he was the father of the Texas 
navy. The Texas navy, it is true, was a very small affair. It wa- 
composed of, I believe, but three or four vessels. The army of Texas 
was but a small affair too. But the Texas navy was of sufficient forc« 
to sweep Mexican commeree from the Gulf and to render efficient aid 
in establishing the independence of the republic of Texas. And no 
man in that strife made greater sacrifices or contributed more than 
John G. Tod, whose heirs now come before this Congress and ask that 
you in good faith shall do what you promised to do in the act of 1857 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BUCHANAN] that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Isu t that it is time for the committee to rise 

The next bill on the Calendar I think would 
But as gentlemen around me seem to 
insist on it, I will move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had the Private Calendar under consideration 
had directed him to report to the House with favorable recommenda- 
tions sundry bills, some with and some without amendments 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 











1884. 


ee rr reece ra 


BILLS PASSED. | 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar with amendments, were severally con- 
sidered, the amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered | 
to be engrossed and read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 

A bill (H. R. 351) authorizing the muster-in and discharge of Henry 
Z. Blinn; and 5 ; et 

A bill (H. R. 3932) directing the Adjutant-General of the United 
States Army to place the name of James M. Thomas on the muster- 
rolls of Company C, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and 
for other purposes. ; 

The following bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar without amendment, was ordered to be en- 
vrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 6090) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix 
of John Henderson, deceased. 


GENERAL W. W. AVERELL. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2487) authorizing the retire- 
ment of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, with 
the rank and pay of a brigadier-general. The bill was reported with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I move to recommit that bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. There is a substitute reported by the Committee 
of the Whole. The first question is upon the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute reported by the committee. Pending that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] moves to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. DIBRELL. [call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I do not ask for further count. 

The SPEAKER. No further count is demanded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, Mr. Speaker; it is. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were—noes 62. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I wish to make the point of no 
quorum unless a yea-and-nay vote is agreed to. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I consent to a yea-and-nay vote on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That is all right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw the demand for further count 
on the understanding that there will be a yea-and-nay vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill. I want itunderstood that the House gives unanimous 
consent to that agreement. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
that on this side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the yea-and-nay vote should be taken on 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CALKINS. The agreement has been made now that it shall be 
taken on the e of the bill. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

_ Mr.COSGROVE. Has the result of the vote been announced by the 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been; but the point was made that a quorum 
had not voted. The point as toa quorum, as the Chair understood, was 
subsequently withdrawn on the condition that there will bea yea-and- 
nay vote on the of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed the understanding was the yea-and-nay- 
vote should be on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Very well; then let us have the 
yeas and nays now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be agreed that the yeas and nays shall 
be ordered on the motion to recommit. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] calls 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to recommit the bill. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, the affirmative vote 
being counted, there were ayes 29—more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were noes 64. 

The SPEAKER. The affirmative being more than one-fifth of the 
whole vote, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr.MAGINNIS. Will the Chair state on what question the yeas 
and nays are ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to recommit the bill and amend- 


ment to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Mr. MORGAN. + ope Rarer 
to recommit the bill ? 
The SPEAKER. That would not be 
to answer. 
Mr. MORGAN. 





I am sure there will be no objection to 





a proper question for the Chair 


I suppose the motion is made for the purpose of de- 


Would it be proper to inquire the purpose in moving | 





feating the bill. 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
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voting 146; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Ballentine, 
Bisbee, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Clements, 
Cook, 

Cox, W. R. 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams, J. J. 
Arnot, 
Bagley, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brown, W. W. 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Clay, 

Collins, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, 8.8. 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Eaton, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Follett, 


| Aiken, 


Anderson, 


| Atkinson, 


Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 

Bayne, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, 
Connoll;, 
Converse, 
Covington, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 
Deuster, 


YEAS—49. 


Crisp, 
Dibrell, 
Eldredge, 
Evans, I. N. 
Geddes, 
Hammond, 
Hemphiil, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Holman, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. K. 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 


MeMillin, 
Miller, S. H. 
Morrison, 
Muldrow, 
Neece, 
Oates 
Pierce, 
Price 
Pryor, 
Reed 
Rees« 
Riggs, 


Rogers, J. H 


NAYS—126. 


Foran, 
Forney, 
Funstan, 
Fyan, 
Glasscock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J. T. 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 

Le Fevre 
Long 
Lyman 


NOT VOTING 


Dibble, 
Dorsheim®r, 
Dowd 

Dunn 
Elliott 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Green, 
Guenther, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hewitt, A. S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 


McAdoo, 
McCormick, 
Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Parker, 
Peel, S. W. 
Perkins, 
Pettibone 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ray, G. W. 
Robinson, J. 8 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans 
Rowell, 
Seney, 
Seymour 
Shaw, 
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Kean 
Keifer 
Kelley 
Kellogg 
Ketcham 
Lamb 
Lawrence 
Libbey, 
Lore 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
MecCoid, 
McComas, 
McKinley, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Murphy, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Patton 
Payne. 
Payson, 
Peelle, S. J. 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Post, 
Ranney, 
Ray, Ossian 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 
The following members were announced as paired until further no- 


tice: 


Mr. Hunt with Mr. KELLOGG. 


Mr. YouNG with Mr. BAYNE. 
Mr. HouSEMAN with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. GorF. 
Mr. MorRGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 


Mr. FINERTY with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. GIBSON with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. 


Mr. HEwiIrt, of Alabama, with Mr. McComas. 


Mr. GeorGE D. WISE with Mr. Hooper. 
The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. McCorp. 


Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. RICE. 


Mr. WILLIS with Mr. CHACE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. MoREy. 


49, 
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nays 126, not 


Scales, 
Singleton, 
Steele, 
Taylor, J. M 
Tillman 
Turner, H.G 
Warner, A. J 
Wellborn, 
Winans, E. B 
Wise, G. D. 


Skinner, C. R 
Smith, 
Spooner 
Spriggs 
Stephenson 
Stevens 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C, A 
Sumner, D. H 
Taylor, J. D 
Thomas, 
Tucker 
Tully, 

Van Alstyne 
Vance, 

Van Eaton 
Wait, 
Wemple 
White, J. D 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple 

York 


Reagan, 

Ric e 
Robertson 
tussel! 

tyan 
Shelley, 
Skinner, T. G 
Slocum 
Snyder 
Springer 
Stewart, J. W 
Stockslager 
Storm, 
Struble 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B 
Thompson 
Throckmorton 
Townshend 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Whiting, 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wise. J.S 

W ood ward 
Worthington, 
Young. 
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Mr. 
Mr 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ROBERTSON with Mr. VALENTINE. 
WARD with Mr. HOLMEs. 
ELLIS with Mr. BINGHAM. 
TOWNSHEND with Mr. CANNON. 
STRUBLE with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania. 
HART with Mr. RUSSELL. 
HoopER with Mr. WELLER. 
The following were announced as paired on the Averell bill: 
Mr. Jones, of Texas, with Mr. BREITUNG. Mr. JONES would vote 
for the bill and Mr. BREITUNG against it. 
Mr. BrowngE, of Indiana, with Mr. KELLoaa. 
Mr. OCHILTREE with Mr. HAYNES. 
The following were also announced as paired: 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. Hurp, for this day. 
Mr. EATON with Mr. BARR, till March 24. 
Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. HART, till March 24. 
Mr. CARLETON with Mr. LAWRENCE, till March 24. 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, 
till March 30. 
Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. O’HARA, till March 24. 
Mr. ELLiotr with Mr. JoHN 8S. WISE, till March 22. 
Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. Kasson, till March 25. 
Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois, till March 23. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Davipson, till March 25. 
Mr. EATON. lam paired with Mr. BARR, of Pennsylvania, on all 
political questions, I to be the judge. Not regarding this as a political 
question, I have voted. 
Mr. CALKINS. I desire to inquire if my colleague, Mr. MATSON, 
has voted ? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CALKINS. 


The Chair is informed that he has not voted. 
Unless my vote is necessary to make a quoruam—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw my vote, and:announce myself as paired 
with my colleague Mr. MATSON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the amepdment in the nature 
of a substitute reported from the Committee of the Whole, as follows: 


Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, and the severe 
wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 


to nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint | 
Averell, brevet major-general United States Army,and late a briga- | 
dier-general United States volunteers, to the position of a colonel in the Army | 


William W 


of the United States, and to place him on the retired-list of the Army as of that 
grade—the retired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent; andall 


The substitute was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the mhotion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief 


of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell, United States Army.”’ 
HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Langley B. Culley. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Whole House with a recommendation that it be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Captain John G. Tod, of the Texas navy. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with a recommendation that it be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was by unanimous 
consent granted as follows: 

To Mr. Gorr, for four days. 

To Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Tuesday next. 


To Mr. MATSON, until Monday next, on account of important busi- 
ness 
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right, and to what extent the said reservation has been 





This bill has been reported from the Committee of 





MARCH 21, 


To Mr. CABELL, for three day from to-morrow, on account of imnpor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. THOMAS, for three weeks from Monday next, on account 
important business. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. Steves 
desires to report a resdlution calling for executive information I wit})- 
draw the motion to adjourn. 


MILLE LAC CHIPPEWAS. 


Mr. STEVENS. By direction of the Committee on Indian A fixirs 
I report back the resolution which I send to the desk, and which I ask 
may be immediately considered. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed | 
inform the House whether by any treaty or other act of the Government | 
limits of the reservation of the branch of Chippewas of the Mississippi know) 
as Mille Lac Indians, now and heretofore occupied by them, have been detined 
and whethersaid Mille Lac Indians have, since the 20th of March, 1865, done a:\y 
act violating the provisions in their behalf contained in the treaty ratified at s,jd 
date between the United States and the Chippewas of the Mississippi and othe; 
bands of Chippewas, which provision is as follows: 

“Provided, That owing to the heretofore good conduct of the Mille Lac Indi 
they shall not be compelled to remove so long as they shall not in any way 
terfere with or in any manner molest the persons or property of the whites 

And that he also inform the House whether any of the lands heretofore rec. 
nized as within the limits of the reservation of the said Mille Lac band of | 
dians have been sold or permitted to be entered, and if any part of the same hi. 
been sold or entered, that he inform the Housé in what manner, under what 
ermitted to be enter: 
and whether such entries are legal and valid; and whether bona fide settlements 
have been made on the lands entered, or had been prior to or at the time of | 
treaty thereof. 


The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, accompanying t 
resolution, was as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred House resolution N 
245, have had the same under consideration, and find that very important « 
tions and rights are involved, that can not be intelligently investigated ani 
termined withoutthe information asked for in said resolution. The comm 
therefore report the same favorably and recommend its passage. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolut 


| was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
MATTHEW W. ABNEY. 
Mr. TILLMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (I! 
6093) granting a pension to Matthew W. Abney; which was read a 


. | and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and orde: 
laws and parts of lawsin conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only. | 


| to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I now renew the motion that the House adjou 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move that when the House adjourns to-cla 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr.RANDALL. I hope this motion will not be adopted. If 1 
regular order is not to come up there can be debate on the Indian 
propriation bill. 

The motion of Mr. VAN EATON was not agreed to, there being—a\« 
28, noes 57. 

The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN that the House adjourn was agreé(! 
to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Hou~ 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of John C. Welch, asking for the purcha- 
by Congress of copies of his condensed statement of the Compendium o! 
the Tenth Census—to the Select Committee to Ascertain the Results 0! 
the Tenth Census. 

3y Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Roger A. Fra 
cis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of J. B. Fay, for compensation 
services performed under the Architect of the Capitol in the Librar) 
Congress—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petition of citizens of Talbot County, Mi 
land, for an appropriation to widen and deepen the channel at the mou' 
of Oak Creek, a branch of Miles River—to the Committee on Rivers «1 
Harbors. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Petition of George Fricks and others, against ' 
repeal of the vinegar act—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Papers relating to the claim of Foster & Sm: 
of Chicago, and of W. H. Reynolds—severally to the Committe: 
Claims. 

3y Mr. DIBRELL: Petition of Elizabeth Johnson, formerly Eliza!«' 
McGee, for compensation for supplies furnished United States Arm 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Maine, that a survey » 
be ordered in the southern entrance of Owl’s Head Harbor, with a v\: 
of deepening the channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, petition of Thomas W. Hyde and others, citizensof Bath, Ma): 
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for passage of bill to promote the efficiency of revenue marine—to the 
or abs S | 
Committee on Commerce. : , >: | 
Ry Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of John Strong, Jacob M. Van Riper, 
nd 48 others, of Monroe and Wayne Counties, Michigan, praying for 
ai 


mittee on Military Affairs. : : J Ey 

~ By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of the Indian Rights Association of Bal- 
timore and others, in relation to the education of the Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. : : soe 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Memorial and resolutions of the Cincinnati 
Chamber of Commerce, protesting against the construction of a bridge 

-ross Kanawha River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the petition for an appropria- 
tion for Black River Harbor, Lake Erie, Lorain County, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of William W. Bates, ship-builder, of 
Portland, Oreg., praying for enactment of laws counteracting unjust dis- 
crimination against American vessels in freighting and insurance by 
British and other foreign interests—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. os 

\lso, petition of citizens of Oregon, asking the forfeiture of the As- 
toria land grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to bill for benefit of W. H. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailorsof the Union 
in the late war, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Lebanon Post, No. 240, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Kansas, relative to legislation in behalf of sol- 
diers of the Union—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of officers of the line of the United States 


Army, in favor of the passage of House bill 2613—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEAN: Two petitions from citizens of New York, in favor 
of improvement in harbor of Port Monmouth, N. J.—severally to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Thomas Burch Post, Grand Army 


of the Republic, Arthur, Ind., praying for pension, bounty, and back | 


pay—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 


By Mr. LIBBEY: The memorial of the common council and citizens | 


of Norfolk, Va., asking that a light-ship be located off Smith’s Island 
or the Cape Charles Shoal—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition and papers relating to the claim 


of Robert Woodbridge, of -Youngstown, Ohio—to the Committee on | 


Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Peter T. Matthews and 30 others, ex- 
soldiers, asking that a pension be granted to Jacob Van Dyke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. F. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Goliad County, Texas, 
for improvement of the bar at Pass Cavallo, Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 





By Mr. CHARLES O’ NEILL: Resolutions of the Maritime Exchange | 


of Philadelphia, favoring the passage of House bill 4483, to increase 
the effectiveness of the revenue-marine service and to provide for the 
retirement of its officers and for their promotion—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Exchange, Philadelphia, urging 
such appropriations by Congress as will establish upon a firm basis the 


United States Hydrographic Department, now so crippled for want of | 


means to carry on its important work—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


By Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. C. L. Robin- | 


son—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of C. E. Francisco and 155 others, citi- 


zens of Iowa, calling the attention of Congress, in the name of laboring | 


men of the United States, to the Chinese restriction act, and the neces- 


sity of farther and more stringent legislation to prevent evasion and | 


violations thereof—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 22, 1884. 
_ The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonn 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 
he Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. LONG. On the motion to recommit the bill for the relief of Gen- 
_ — I am recorded yesterday as having voted in the affirmative. 
voted ** no,’’ 


aia SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the Journal. [After a 


the Journal, and it will be corrected accordingly. 
The Journal as corrected was approved. 








] The gentleman’s name is recorded in the affirmative upon | 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order of business 
Mr. BELFORD. _Irise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of moving that 


me * : 1C0! ; | the House proceed to the consideration of the business on the Speaker's 
-he establishment of a branch soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Com- | 


table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the re 
lar order of business, which cuts off all unanimous consent 

Mr. BELFORD. I understood a demand for the regular order of 
business was made some time last week, and yet the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Coss] was permitted to passa bill by unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what transpired on that 
occasion ? 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish tosay one word more. I know, Mr. Speaker 
you are absolutely just and absolutely impartial, but I do appeal to 
gentlemen to let us have a few minutes when we can proceed to the 
consideration of the bills upon the Speaker’s table, which are local in 
their character but nevertheless of absolute importance I appeal t 
my friend from Missouri to allow me to take from the Speaker's table 
a Senate bill, purely applicable to educational purposes in my State 
and put it on its passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the regular order of business 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. BLAND. I made the demand for the regular order of business 
in good faith, and hope it will be proceeded with. 

| Mr. BELFORD. I give notice, Mr. Speaker, that no more bills sball 
pass by unanimous consent during this session of Congress. 


“FTI ~ 
wu 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER. The regular order having been demanded, the Chait 
| will proceed to call committees for reports. 


NATIONAL BANK, MIDDLETOWN, PA 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, trom the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize 
| the National Bank of Middletown, Pa., to change its location; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ASSAY OFFICE, DEADWOOD, DAK. 

| Mr. NICHOLLS, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1689) to 
establish an assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


LIGHT-SHIP, SMITH’S ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 
On motion of Mr. REAGAN, the Committee on Commerce was dis- 
| charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5198) for the 
| establishment and maintenance of a light-ship off Smith's Island, on the 
Cape Charles shoals, State of Virginia; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. WAIT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1004) relative to the Chinese in 
demnity fund; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE MAXWELL. 


Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3943) for the relief of 
George Maxwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
| ordered to be printed 
GEORGE H. PETTIGREW. 
| On motion of Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, the Committee on Indian Af 

fairs was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H.R 
3978) for the relief of George H. Pettigrew: and it was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

REDUCTION OF LIFETIME OF A PATENT. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back adversely 
| the bill (H. R. 3617) to reduce the lifetime of a patent to five years; 
| which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
| printed. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, submitted the following report 
This bill (H. R. 3617) proposes to amend section 4884 of the Revised Statutes 
by striking out the word “‘seventeen"’ and inserting the word “ five,’ and 
thereby make a most radical and unjust change in the patent laws of this coun 
try, its effect being to limit the life of a patent to five years. Such a change is 
not consistent with the spirit of our Constitution and laws made for the benefit 
and encouragement of inventors, and would be an act of gross injustice to the 
great mass of inventors of this country, who have done so much to develop the 

| growth, wealth, and prosperity of the country. As to the right of property 
which the inventor has in his inventions, a recent and learned writer on patent 
law says: “The right of property which an inventor has in his invention is ex 
| celled ‘in point of dignity by no other property right whatever.’ Contrasted 
with him who acquires property by inheritance or devise, contrasted with him 
who acquires property by marriage or donation, contrasted with him who ac- 
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quires property by revenue from the barter of merchandise or from the yield of | 
money loaning, he who acquires property by invention, by bringing into being 
things which be ‘fore were not, stands pre-eminently and confessedly on a higher 
foundation 

The same learned writer again remarks: ‘ The inventor is not the pampered 
favorite or beneficiary of the Government or of the nation. 
he confers are greater than those which he receives. He does not cringe at the 
feet of power nor secure from authority an unbought privilege. 
every where erect, and scatters abroad the knowledge which he created. 
confers upon mankind a new means of lessening toil or of increasing comfort, 
and what he gives can not be destroyed by use or be lost by misfortune. 
henceforth an indestructible heritage to posterity. 


On the other hand, he re- 


ceives from the Government nothing which costs the Government or the people | 
He receives nothing but a contract, which provides that | 


a dollar or a sacrifice. 
for a limited time he may exclusively enjoy his own.” 


The committee are unanimously of the opinion that the present limit of seven- | 


teen years is a reasonable limit, and therefore recommend that the accompany- 
ing bill donot pass. 


Mr. ANDERSON. 
that bill be referred to the House Calendar. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following cases; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Joseph Hammons; and 

A bill (H. R. 3101) granting a pension to Rody McClellan. 

JOHN K. LE BARON. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
John K. Le Baron; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLEXEY W. VON SCHMIDT. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 
Schmidt to bring suit in the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LUKE’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4652) for 
the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Episcopal church in the District 
of Columbia; 
on the Private Calendar, And, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. / 

V POTOMAC FISHERIES. 

Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
tect fish in the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, and to pro- 
vide a spawning-ground for shad and herring in the said Potomac River; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying reports printed, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 4786) to provide relief for policemen and firemen who | 


may be disabled in service in the District of Columbia; and 
A bill (H. R. 4815) to declare the true intent and meaning of the act 
of June 17, 1870, chapter 30. 


EXPENSE OF ASSESSMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 


reported back the bill (H. R. 3812) to defray the expenses of the late | 


assessment of rE 


1 property in the District of Columbia; which was or- 
dered to be p 


mhted, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
VATER SUPPLY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4651) to 
amend an act approved July 16, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
water supply in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; ’’ 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PAY OF CERTAIN HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. DOCKERY, 


tives; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union, and, withthe accompanying report, ordered to be | 
printed. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
mous action of the Committee on Accounts to submit this report. 
FOURTH IOWA VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. GREENLEAF (on behalf of Mr. Wurtina), from the Select Com- 
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The benefits which | 


He walks | 
He | 


It is | 


Instead of being laid upon the table, I ask that | 


5288) for the relief of | 


| such awards or of any or either of them; 
| ther distributions have not been made 


118) to authorize Allexey W. Von | 


| troduced by Hon. THomas M. Browne, requesting the President of the Unit 
| States to furnish certain information in regard to Venezuelan claims, whic! 
| plained by the said resolution, has had the same under consideration, and 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 


| the resolution was adopted; 


3108) to pro- | 


| back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 





| tion. 


which | 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
| proceeding with the consideration of revenue bills. 

from the Committee on Accounts, reported back | 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 66) giv- | 
ing one month’s pay to certain employés of the House of Representa- | 


I wish to state that I am instructed by the unani- | 


MARCH 29. 


mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back 


| with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of 


volunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of standing and select con- 
mittees. Without objection, the Chair will recognize gentlemen who 
were not in their seats at the time their committees were called. 

VENEZUELAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at 
this time a privileged report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

The SPEAKER. The resolution reported by the committee wil] he 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VENEZUELAN CLAIMS. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to communicat 


to this House, if not incompatible with the public service, the following infor = a 
tion, namely: 


What action has been taken by the Government of the United States and of 


and, 


| Venezuela, and by each and either of said governments, under the joint A solu 


tion of the two Houses of Congress approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘ 

resolution providing for a new mixed commission, in ac ‘cordance with the Fa aty 
of April 25, 1866, with the United States of Venezuela; and especially that the 
President communicate to the House what claim is made by the said Govern- 


| ment of Venezuela, or by its representatives, in regard to the effect of the said 


joint resolution upon the said treaty and upon the force and validity of the 
awards heretofore made under said treaty of April 25, 1866, and whether suid 
Government of Venezuela is in any way delaying or declining to make pay- 
ments upon the said awards or to further proceed in respect of the validity of 


and also that he communicate to this 
House a statement of the ammount of mone ys paid in under the said awards and 
the date of the last payment, what amount has been distributed, and why fur- 


; and that he transmit to the House copies 
of all correspondence between the two governments in relation to said treaty 
and awards since the said 3d of March, A. D. 1883. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the committ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the resolution 


siIser 
instructed me to report that the information requested is of sufficient importa 

to warrant a compliance with the request. The committee therefore pres« 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the resolution. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by whi: 
and also moved that the motion to reco 


I ask the adoption of the report 


sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
722) to relieve 
Abraham Brafman from a forfeiture under the internal- -revenue laws 


| which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also | 
reported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following | 


port printed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 19) to pro- 
vide for ascertaining and settling private land claims in certain States 


| and Territories; which was referred to the Committee of the W1)x 


House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac 


accom pany ing re port L, 
ordered to be printed. 
INSPECTIONS BY LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the following resolution; which was laid on 
the table, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requeste1 to furnish this Hous 


| with copies of all reports of inspection made by the secretaries of the Light- 


House Board since the Ist day of January, 1875; and also copies of all reports o! 
inspections made by the chie f of the bureau of revenue marine since the Ist day 
of January, 1875, together with an itemized statement of the cost of such inspe: 


PAYMEN 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 


‘T OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


I now move that the House resolve inself int: 


purpose « I 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol: 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. REAGAN in the chair) and ™ 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time 
the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBER! 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, before 1 take up my argument 
where I left off on Thursday evening when the House adjourned, | pr 


| pose to reply briefly to the proposition asserted by the gentleman tron 


Missouri that the Government had no use for this money. He says 4 
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large surplus lies idle in the Treasury of the United States. This House 
recently sent a resolution of inquiryy and in answer to that the Secretary 
claimed there was some statutory provision under which he held every 
portion of what_may be called the permanent surplus. The reply of 
the Secretary is Executive Document No. 110, I believe, and to be found 
in the folding-room. It appears that he holds what may be called the 
permanent fund in accordance with what he conceives to be the require- 
ments of the law; a portion of it for the redemption of greenbacks, 
another portion for the redemption of silver and gold certificates, and 
other parts for other purposes he specifies; and so he goes on to show at 
length why it is that he holds this large balance. Whatever we may 
think of it, this has been and is the policy of the present Secretary. 

It was the policy of his predecessor, Secretary Windom, and the policy 
of his predecessor, Secretary SHERMAN, to hold this large fund in reserve. 
But the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury show us that leaving 
this permanent fund untouched, whenever money comes in over and 
above the demands of the sinking-fund, interest on the public debt, and 
expenses of the Government, that money is applied to the reduction ot 
the debt of the United States. The debt was reduced by many millions 
during the last year—I have not the figures before me—and if we get 
a surplus the present year from whisky or elsewhere, that will likewise 
be applied to the reduction of the debt. I should like to see that debt 
reduced as fast as possible, and I want to get all the money that is in 
sight into the Treasury and paid out on the debt. So much in answer 
to that argument. 

Now, toresume where I left off. I think I succeeded in showing on 
Thursday evening that the distiller in asking for special legislation be- 
fore this Congress does not occupy as favorable a position as the ordi- 
nary tax-payer would if he were here asking for relief; because the 
distiller voluntarily assumed, knowing what the law was, the payment 
of these taxes when he undertook the business of a distiller. I also 
showed that every demand heretofore made for relief by this interest at 
the hands of Congress was based on the idea that there had been over- 
production, and that every relief measure that was granted was fol- 
lowed by increased overproduction. 

I further showed that the refusal of the Forty-seventh Congress to 
pass the relief act then asked for resulted in the curtailment of pro- 
duction. I now propose to show that it is only by holding distillers to 
the law that we can expect to equalize production and consumption 
and give these distillers themselves permanent relief by compelling them 
to do business on a sound basis. Let me advert briefly to the figures 
presented by these gentlemen themselves who advocate this bill. It 
was in 1878 that the three-year extension bill was passed, changing the 
law from one to three years for the payment of taxes on distilled spirits. 
As I have said, those who were applying for relief stated then they 
wanted it because of overproduction. Now, what followed? 
that year, 1878—that fiscal year was then nearly closed, ending in June, 
while the act was passed in April, 1878—there were but 56,000,000 
gallons made. 

During the next year, 1879, there was an increase of 26 per cent. 
and over, the quantity made being 71,000,000 gallons. During the 
year 1880 there was a still further increase of 26 per cent., running 
the amount of production to 90,000,000 gallons. And at that time this 
other and further relief was granted—the release of interest on unpaid 
taxes. Gentlemen say that was but a trifling matter. It may have 
been, but it showed the disposition of Congress to grant what this in- 
terest demanded; and we see that trifling relief act followed by a still 
further increase of 30 per cent., the production running from 90,000,000 
in 1880 up to 117,000,000 in 1881. 

In 1882 application was made here for relief again. 
plaint all over the country was overproduction. The bill passed this 
House. It went to the Senate, and there was discussed as it had not 
been here; and while it was there suspended, undergoing that discus- 
sion, in the latter part of the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress there was a decrease in production, which fell off from 117,000,000 
the proceding year to 105,000,000in 1882. But the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress finally refused to grant any relief whatever, and the consequence 


Again the com- 
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the relief asked in 1882. It seems, however, looking at the past, that 
the only thing which opened their eyes was the refusal of Congress at 
last to listen to their demands. 

Did I say “‘open theireyes?’’ I beg pardon, Mr. Chairman; their eyes 
were open all the time. They knew all the time and they so constantly 
represented here that they had overproduced. Still they kept on over- 
producing, and it was only the strong arm of the law, or rather, I should 
say, the refusal of Congress to change the law in their behalf, which 
brought down the production. If that relief act had been passed in 
1882, two years ago, the distillers to-day would have had still more 
whisky in stock; and, now that the two years is about expiring, they 
would have been here clamoring for relief, backed up by more argu- 
ments, backed up by more people, backed up by more whisky than to- 
day. 

How is it, then? If two years ago there was no demand at home and 
no demand abroad sufficient to take up all the whisky in store, then I 
ask, and I wish gentlemen to answer me, how the distillers ever expected 
to get down to a sound basis except by curtailing production? They 
certainly could not do it by again opening their distilleries, for every 
single gallon that was made would simply aggravate the situation, and 
would only tend toward where the passage of this bill would tend—an 
eventually overwhelming demand for the repeal of the whole tax on 
whisky. Sir, if we have not the power to-day, under present circum- 
stances, to compel these people to comply with the law, will we have 
the power when we shall have granted relief act after relief act? And 
when this overproduction shall have gone on constantly increasing, will 
we have the power then to deny the distillers when they ask for a total 
repeal of the tax ? 

For one I should like to get rid of this whisky tax and the tobacco 
tax, because they are both inquisitorial. But I do not believe we can 
do it now, unless we put duties on tea and on coffee, and higher duties 
on sugar, on tin plate, and on other necessaries of life. Ido not believe 
we can pay the expenses of the Government, pay off the war debt or 
pay the interest on it, and carry on the Government without adding to 
the present tariff duties. I am certain that if we should repeal the 
whisky tax we should have no opportunity to lessen war-tariff taxation 
for many years tocome. And whenever it comes to a question of fur 


| nishing cheap whisky to able-bodied men or cheap clothing and cheap 
| necessaries of life to women and children, I shall not hesitate a moment 


in my choice. I will pile up the price on whisky and put down the 
price on the necessaries of Bife. 

One of the arguments made here is that it is not the distillers alone 
who are asking this relief. Thatis so. I have before mea table which 


| was alluded to the other day by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 


| WILLIs]. 
During | 


It was used in the last Congress, in the arguments on this 
question in the Senate, by Senator BECK. It shows that the bourbon 
and rye whisky produced by twenty different distilleries in the State 
of Kentucky was owned at.that time in thirty-four different States and 
Territories. What does that prove? It proves, in the first place, that 
the owners of this whisky instead of being few are many. It proves, 
also, that they have more political power than whisky would have if it 
were concentrated in the hands of a few individuals 

When I speak of the political power which whisky has I hope gen- 
tlemen will not misunderstand me. I do not mean to impugn the mo- 
tives of a single member on this floor. Neither do I mean that the 
whisky interest is corrupting or attempting to corruptthis body. Ido 
not believe it is; I am sure it would not do it: and I thank God for the 
assurance in my own mind that it could not do it even if it would. 

But here is the way this political power is wielded. Every morning 
when we come here we find fresh pamphlets on our desks. The latest 
issue is one I hold here: ‘* Dispatches to WILLIAM R. MORRISON, urging 
the passage of the bonded whisky extension bill,’’ coming from Ken- 
tucky, Illinois, Nebraska, and elsewhere, from bankers and other busi- 
ness men who are interested in this whisky question. Why are they 
interested in it? Because they have advanced money upon it; they 


| bought it while it was in bond. 


was that in 1883, the fiscal vear ending June 30 last, the production 
had fallen down to 74,000,000; and we are informed that there is a 


still further falling off during the first half of the present year. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, does any gentleman here believe that if the bill 


in 1882 which passed this House, or even a bill such as was finally ma- | 


tured in the Senate, giving two years’ extension, had passed both Houses 
of Congress and become a law, we should to-day have only the amount 
on hand that we have? i 
time have been followed by increased production ? 
rt have followed a relief act then that followed each relief act 
rvcroTre ¢ 

Why, sir, the very argument, as I said before, upon which was based 
the demand for relief was that distillers onght not to be compelled to 
close their distilleries; that they ought to be allowed to go on and fur- 
nish a market for corn, to go on fattening hogs and producing and in- 


creasing the amount of whisky on hand, which is the very burden of 


which they complain. 
saw this storm 
have curtailed t 


It has been said that the distillers themselves 
coming and for prudential considerations they should 
he production of whisky, even if Congress had granted 


Would not the granting of relief the third | 
Would not the | 


If gentlemen will consider for a moment they will see that it is to the 
interest of the dealer when he sells whisky to have it still in bond under 
the Government lock and key, for then the Government stands sponsor 
for its purity. This whisky thenis held by persons all over the country, 
and thus the interest is diffused far and wide. 

Therefore, when men in Cincinnati and Louisville and Chicago and 
Omaha and in New York telegraph here that they are in distress, when 
they represent their hardships to their members, as a matter of course 
their members listen. 

That is the mode in which whisky manifests its political power.  [t 
is owned all over the country by influential men, men of money and 
brains and men who control] other men. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that instead of there being on hand the 
present amount of whisky some 64,000,000 gallons of bourbon and ry¢ 


| on the 1st day of January this year there were in Government ware- 


house 264,000,000 gallons; that is to say, suppose that the amount now 
held was trebled and quadrupled and held by people all over the Union 
how much power would that interest have here to-day? 

Why, sir, the demand would be overwhelming ; and, without any re- 
gard whatever to other questions of taxation, it could not be resisted. 
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Gentlemen may say that even if the surplus of whisky were treble 
what it is distillers and owners would not ask the tax to be repealed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be extended 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HERBERT. 


tesy, and | 


Iam much obliged to the committee for its cour- 
will hasten on 


| believe it would be to the interest of the owners of this article | 


if they found themselves encumbered with a large amount of it to de- 
mand the repeal of the tax. Why? 
tax were taken off they would be able to furnish cheap whisky to the 
people; that if whisky were cheap more people would buy it, and thus 
the dealers would have a market. This will be the result unless we 
take our stand firmly now and compel these people to comply with 
the law. 

But gentlemen have argued here thatan invidious distinction is made 
against persons engaged in this business; that the owners of tobacco 
are entitled to keep it in bond until they see proper to sell it or enter 
it for consumption. In reply to this argument it has been shown here 
by the gentleman from Georgia that tobacco does not stay long in bond; 
that self-interest prompts the owners of it to put it upon the market. 
The case is the same with beer. 

I come now to the last proposition. The whisky menassert, in order 
to show that the law does not deal with them fairly, the argument in 
reference to imports. As has been stated, the distiller of whisky to- 


day is in a better condition than the importer of merchandise, because | 


under our law if imported goods are not entered for consumption within 
twelve months the importer must after that, if he puts them on the 
market within two years, pay an additional 10 per cent.; whereas the 
whisky dealer or owner has three whole years within which to seek a 
market, and not one dimeof penalty is charged against him during that 
time. 

But I desire to show that practically this privilege of importing goods, 
then exporting them, and then reimporting them again, to avoid duties, 
is never resorted to. I refer gentlemen to the reports of exports and 
imports of foreign merchandise. 

The figures, as I have them in my mind, show that our imports of 
dutiable goods for 1883 amounted to $532,000,000, and the amount 
of dutiable goods exported was $9,000,000. In other words, only 1.8 


per cent. of the dutiable goods imported were exported; and it will | 


be found that a corresponding amount of non-dutiable goods, $9,000,000, 
was also exported from the ports of the United States during the same 
period. The same reason must apply in one case as in the other. In 
the first place, a great many of these goods were imported not to be 
sold in the American market but to make up a cargo. This remark 
applies to dutiable and non-dutiable goods alike. Secondly, a portion 
of these goods, dutiable and non-dutiable, may have been imported to 
try this market, and after trying it unsuccessfully they were exported 
in order to try the foreign market. 

t can not be shown that any appreciable proportion of these imported 


goods which were subsequently exported ever enjoyed the inestimable | 
privilege which it is contended is denied to the distillers, the privilege | 


of laying in bond for three years, trying this market for three years, 
and then paying port charges and transportation to a foreign port and 


market. The contention of the whisky men in this, as in every case, 
to show that others have advantage of them in the law, is absolutely 
without foundation. I think, sir, | have shown that every argument 


by which gentlemen have undertaken to sustain this claim on the | 


ground of an invidious distinction against those engaged in making dis- 
tilled spirits is without a shadow of foundation. 

It is said that in England distilled spirits are allowed to remain in 
bond for an unlimited time. My understanding is that the English law 
is the same with respect to imported goods. If I am correct in this 
understanding, the system of an unlimited bonded period applies there 
to imported goods as well as to articles manufactured in the kingdom. 
The English system is one and the same for both classes of articles, and 
our system ought to be and is the same for both. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the whisky men, having passed 
through as they have some suffering, having had some failures, ought 
not to want to go back and retrace that ground. All interests have 
failures. Whatever the law might have been some distillers would 


have failed just as some men in every other branch of business have | 


done. I have here a table from Bradstreet giving the number of fail- 


ures during the recent week as two hundred and eleven, and in the 


corresponding weeks of 1883, 1882, and 1881 the failures were respect- | markets of the country. 


| is for the purpose of making the law general in its character and © 
| pealing as far as possible the special provisions by which whisky is :\\"' 


ively two hundred and thirty-three, one hundred and forty, and one 
hundred and thirty-three. Thus we see that even during the flush 
times of 1881 there were in one week one hundred and eighty-three 
failures, and few if any of them were in the whisky business. This 
table shows that, as everybody knows, failure is incident to every mer- 
cantile occupation in the country. 

Beeause gentlemen can point to failures in Louisville and Cincinnati 
among whisky dealers, and can urge there are likely to be failures in 
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I would like very much to have ten minutes more. | 
If there be no objection the gentleman’s time will 


Because they would say if the | in wheat often costs the producers of that article a loss of more tha: 


| $40,000,000, a fall of 1 cent a pound on cotton frequently causes t} 
| cotton growers to lose 





| trade. 
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os 


the future if we do not grant relief, shall we open these distilleries 


| again? Shall we encourage distillera,to go on to overproduction which 


will but aggravate the situation? It seems to me that would be unwise 
legislation. I do not think that sound policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to go home to my constituents 
the farmers, to the merchants, to the professional men, to the | 
chanics, and say to them, ‘‘ We have granted special legislation for | 


| benefit of the whisky men and have done nothing for you.” 


Why, sir, there is no interest in this country that is not subject 
great losses by the rise and fall of prices; and that, after all, is w) 
the whisky people are here complaining of. A fallof 10 cents a bus), 


$30,000,000, and so I might go on throug 
the whole list of the great industries of this country. The hones 
toilers who are engaged in these industries ask no special relie: 
your hands. They suffer, and must suffer, from any fall in prices, a 
they can not see, and I can not see, why distillers should not do 1 
same. Whisky dealers, like other people, must take the chances 
But, sir, whisky dealers and owners are now on the road tu 
sound business basis; they must not turn back. They are beginning t 
curtail production because the law compels them, like other men 
pay taxes when they are due. Let us hold them to the law, and w. 
will have them before us no more threatening panics to secure leyis 
tion. 

But, sir, as I said, the refusal to pass this bill would be bette: 
the owners of whisky than to pass it—better for them as well as for t! 
country. If we pass the bill and start the distilleries again no one cx 
tell how much whisky will be produced or where the end will ly 
overproduction. Sono one will buy except for immediate consum) 
tion. But if we defeat this bill dealers will see, capital will unde: 
stand, that we will not by loose and vicious legislation start the dis 
tilleries again, that overproduction is at an end, and that the supply 
on hand will soon be taken up, that there is never to be a better op 
portunity to buy cheap old and ripe whiskies than now, and so the) 


| will buy up the stock on hand. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLAY. I take it, sir, the questions proposed by this bill should 
be treated by this Congress on the basis of fairness and justice to » 
parties concerned. I take it there is no moral or religious question 
connected with the bill, and there should be none in the discussion 
the questions connected with it; and there will be none unless my cv 


| league, on the other side of the House, from the State of Kentucky [ M 


WHITE], should deem it necessary to lug into this discussion some 0! 


| his temperance proclivities and great moral ideas. 


It is claimed by the friends of this bill, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
the interest of a great class of manufacturers who have grown up, who 
have paid over a thousand millions of dollars into the public Treasury 


| to defray the expenses of this Government, who have in every particu 
| lar conformed to the law under which they were created, and who ar 


as great lovers of the country as any class of citizens under its contro 
Why legislation should not be had in their interest, why they sho 

not be protected when protection is demanded, is answered by some wit 

the narrowness which usually follows a narrow mind—that it is th« 


| ticle of whisky, and because the sale of it and the consumption of it 


| evils, therefore it deserves no consideration at the hands of this Congre- 
transportation back again, in order to try again that same unsuccessful | 


Iclaim, no matter what the individual members may believe on that 
subject, that it is an article of commerce, that it is made legitimate | 
the Government, and that it demands alike the protection which tl: 
Government would give to any other article of commerce or any othe! 
business or avocation in the country. 

It is claimed by those opposed to *he bill that it is class legislatio 
that it is special legislation, and 6n that ground, therefore, no activ! 
should be taken by this Congress in regard to the matter. 

Is it class legislation, Mr. Chairman? Several years ago whil 
nation was in great distress it was deemed necessary to inaugurate 1!) 
system of internal revenue for the purpose of aiding the Governmen' 
in the great crisis which was then about to oecur or in the great w: 
which was then in existence. Taxes were levied under that system 00 
numerous articles produced and in existence among the people o! 
United States. The subjects of taxation that now remain are whisk 


| beer, and tobacco, the other subjects of taxation under that system |i. 


ing been long since abolished. 
Now, the tax on beer is not paid until the article enters into ©! 
sumption; the tax on tobacco is not paid until that article enters into 


| consumption; but the tax on whisky under the law is required to |» 


paid before the article enters into consumption or is placed upon 
Instead, then, of being special legislation 


to pay a tax of from 400 to 500 per cent. more than its intrinsic va 
before entering on consumption, when under the internal-revenue s\* 
tem no other article pays such tax until it enters into consumption 
In order that the law may be made general the necessity exists that t's 
special legislation should be had; that whisky should be placed on t'¢ 
same footing as tobacco and beer. 





in 
to 


1884. 


It is claimed that it is in the interest of a monopoly. How in the 
interest of a monopoly? It is claimed that small distillers would be 
shut out of the market and large distillers would have control of it. 

How, Mr. Chairman, could this possibly be the case? On the con- 
trary, if the amount of whisky which is now in bond is thrown upon 


the market it must come in competition with the smaller distillers 
equally as much as with the large ones, and the small distiller would be 
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operation to the number of gallons of whisky now in bond. It makes 
no provision nor will it take into consideration in the relief granted 
by it the whisky to be manufactured hereafter. 

Mr. CLAY. Ofcourse. I supposed the gentleman was familiar with 


| the terms of the bill and had informed himself upon the subject. I 


compelled to sell the product of his still in competition with the large | 
one. Therefore there is nothing which can properly in this regard | 


bring this within the term ‘‘monopoly.’’ And it isnota monopoly in 
Kentucky, although Kentucky is the largest manufacturer of the ar- 
tice. The right to manufacture is not alone given to Kentucky. Itis 
given to every State in the Union and to every individual citizen of the 
United States as well as it is given to the State of Kentucky and to her 
citizens. All have the right to engage in the manufacture of it. Wher- 
ever corn or rye are grown, wherever water percolates in the United 
States, whisky can be manufactured. But because, forsooth, certain 
citizens of the State of Kentucky have found in that manufacture more 
profit than they could find in any other branch of business and have 
hence engaged in it, is no reason why itshould be considered a monopoly. 
But then the bill is not in the interest of the distillers of Kentucky 
alone. It is in the interest of the whole commercial world. It is in 
the interest of every business in the whole country, because if you strike 
at any one of the great interests of the country you indirectly attack 
all. Ourinterestsand prosperity are so blended that when injury is done 
one it affects each and every other. Kentucky owns but a small quan- 
tity of the whisky that is now in bond in that State. The State of Ohio 
owns more than Kentucky; the State of Massachusetts owns more than 
Kentucky; the State of New York owns more than Kentucky. The 
whisky that is now in bond in the State of Kentucky is held and owned 
by individual citizens throughout the United States, and they are calling 
upon you, not to relieve them on account of the original plant in the 
manufacture, not to prevent a failure on account of their investment, 
but to relieve them against an excise tax which is 500 per cent. more 
than the value of the original plant. 

If it were a business proposition addressed to business men, could they 
for a moment fail or refuse to grant relief, is the question. Iask, Mr. 
Chairman, this question: If there was a debtor who owed a large sum 
of money, and that debtor should go to his creditor and ask him to re- 
lieve him temporarily by granting an extension upon his indebtedness, 
guaranteeing to him the amplest security, providing him with the most 
abundant security—I say, if he were to ask an extension of time under 
such circumstances as are here presented, would the creditor, if he had 
the ability to grant the extension for a solitary moment, refuse the re- 
quest? Most assuredly not, I answer, and I am confident that there is 
no one so bold as would gainsay it. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him just 
there? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Suppose that request that the gentleman now suggests 
to be coupled with the further proposition on the part of the debtor that 


his creditor should go on lending him money to any extent he might 


ask. What would you think of that? 

Mr. CLAY. I would think, I will answer in reply to the gentle- 
man from Maine, that if the creditor should grant an extension that 
would entirely cut him out of his debt, that would be injudicious and 
unwise on the part of the creditor, and it is a request to which he would 
not be likely to yield. But I say further to the gentleman from Maine 
that there is no possible chance of such a thing happening in this case. 

Mr.REED. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, there is no limit, 
- 1 understand it, to the amount of whisky a man can put into a ware- 
1ouse, 

Mr.CLAY. There is no limit, it is true, to the amount of whisky a 
man can put into a warehouse; but do these gentlemen pretend to say 
that the granting of such an extension would prevent the creditor from 
collecting his claim when it became due ? 

Mr. REED. But let me say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
at the end of the time, instead of a claim of seventy millions, as now, 
there would probably be a claim of one hundred millions. 

Mr. CLAY. Anything, of course, might be assumed as being possi- 
ble or probable—— 

Mr. REED. I agree with the gentleman in that. 

Mr. CLAY. But I am dealing now with the question of fact. The 
gentleman from Maine is in the habit of going beyond in his opposition 
to questions on this point on this floor and indulging in speculation 
and probabilities. He endeavors to raise ghosts by which to scare away 
members of this House. There is no ghost in this, however. 

Mr. REED. No; this a question of spiritsonly. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLAY. They are spirits, it is true, but they are bourbon, and 
do not hurt like the ghosts that the gentleman is in the habit of deal- 
ing with. 

Mr. ‘REED. 


: I do not agree with the gentleman there, either. | 
think thev hurt considerably more than the other kind. 


ian WILLIS. If my colleague will indulge me now for a moment I 
Mt say In response to the gentleman from Maine that if the gentle- 
man will read this bill carefully he will find that it is limited in its 
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deemed it scarcely necessary to make a reply to the suggestion that he 
made. 

Mr. REED. But if the gentleman from Kentucky will pardon me, 
and I do not wish to interrupt him if it interferes with the course of 
his argument 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly, I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Kentucky was indulging in the 
supposition that if the man asked of his creditor an extension and gave 
him perfect security for the debt, would not the creditor on business 
principles be likely to grant it. Now, that is the case presented here, 
with this difference, that the debtor can go on incurring his debt for 
three years, piling up additional debts. 

Mr. WILLIS. No, that is a mistake. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill especially provides that this shall only refer to 
whisky now in bond, which was in bond on the 6th of December 

Mr. REED. But every gallon of whisky that is manufactured this 
year will have three years to stay in these warehouses. 

Mr. CLAY. That is very true. 

Mr. REED. Andifthe production should beincreased from 70,000,000 
gallons to 100,000,000 gallons, that would be 30,000,000 gallons more 
than the consumption of the country requires, and the distillers would 
run into debt to the Government in the amount of the tax on 30,000,000 
gallons more. 

Mr. CLAY. And what would the Government have then? The 
Government would have ample security for the payment of the tax on 
the increased production. For the Government has a lien upon the 
whisky itself in the first place. It has the bond with good security for 
the payment of the tax. In addition to those two things it has a lien 
upon the property of the distiller, including his machinery, his build- 
ing, and any other property he may own; also his bonds or other seeu 
rities, together with all the property of the sureties on the bond. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman’s position is that to exact the pay- 
ment of the tax on the 70,000,000 gallons liable to become due within 
the next two years will produce a financial difficulty. What will be 
the effect of demanding the tax that will in two years from now be due 
on 100,000,000 gallons? Why, of course, bigger financial difficulties 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir; that can not possibly be if distillers contro! 
themselves. And I will say to the gentleman in that regard that the 
high-wine and sour-mash distillers in the United States have met in 
convention and have agreed to reduce the production of the article. 
3y that agreement the large distillers make only 20 per cent. of their 
capacity and the smaller distillers 334 per cent. on the amount of their 
‘apacity. And year after year, instead of the production increasing 
under this proposed law it will diminish, and the Government will bx 
finally in a better fix and the people who manufacture this article will 
be in a better fix. But I was going on to illustrate—— 

Mr. REED. If it does not interrupt the gentleman I should like 
simply to say that is not in the bill. On the contrary, I think I can 
show the reverse is in the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I admit that a few years ago when there was large pros- 
perity in the country, under the idea the consumption would increase, 
notwithstanding the pendency of the extension bill at that time, dis 
tillers did go on and produce more than they had ever done before 
That is true. The gentleman from Maine states it as a fact, and I con 
cede it. But I say to him there is no disposition on the part of the 
distillers to do that again. The country was prosperous. They saw 
everything looking fair and they wanted to manufacture enongh to sup 
ply the demand. From their great confidence in the future growth of 
the country, laboring under the belief that the prosperity of the country 
would demand a larger production, with large contracts outstanding 
for grain and large contracts for feeding cattle and hogs it is not su 
prising that overproduction ensued. They did not know that there 
was being manufactured more than would supply the demand. They 
thought they were doing that. But in their unwisdom they did more; 
they overproduced. That is an admitted fact. And now on account of 
that overproduction they come to you and ask this relief at your hands 

I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that no creditor would refuse to 
grant the extension. In this case can the Government refuse to grant 
the extension? As I remarked, it does not do away with a single part 
of the security it now possesses. The Government has a lien upon the 
manufactured article. It has a lien upon the property, personal, real, 
and mixed, if there be any, of the distiller; and in addition to that it 
has his bond with security approved by the officers of the Government, 
and in no event can the tax be lost. I say, if the creditor under such 
a state of things had the ability to grant this relief to his individual 
debtor there would be no question about it. The one question that 
remains is: Has this Government the ability to do it? 

Why, sir, there are about one hundred and fifty millions of surplus in 
the Treasury which is of no use to any one, which is not drawing any 
interest. You propose to place in that Treasury in its present plethori« 
condition sixty-six millions more, drawing it from the channels of trade, 
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retiring it where it bears no interest and is of no good to the people. 


The Government has the ability, because it has no use for the money. | 
It receives when granting this extension 45 per cent. interest upon the | 


amount of the taxes when they fall due, which is equivalent to the 
highest rate of interest that the Government imposes on any part of its 
ind 


It is urged again, as an objection to the bill, that the internal-revenue 


btedness. 


system ought to be abolished, and that this is the best mode of abol- | 


ishing it. Mr. Chairman, I believe that that consideration is control- 
ling members of this House more than any other. I admit that the 
internal-revenue system is bad. I admit that office-holders connected 


with it have produced more corruption and that the system itself is a | 
greater source of corruption than almost anything else now known in | 
But I believe, while the system is wrong and while the | 


the country. 


office-holders should be dispensed with, some method not objectionable 
1 


can be proposed and will be proposed by statesmanship to collect the | 


tax irom whisky and tobacco. I believe that those articles should bear 
the chief burdens of this Government. They are purely luxuries, and 
I believe the easic 
country is by means of a tax paid by the consumers upon an article of 
luxury. The burden of such tax falls lightly upon the whole people. 
When the question is proposed to me to abolish the tax on whisky and 


tobacco, which goes wholly into the Federal Treasury, and levy indi- | 


rectly the tax required for the support of the Government by way of 
tariff upon the necessaries of life, the greater part of which tax goes into 
the pockets of favored monopolists—the blanket, the coat, and hat of 
the poor man—then I say, as between the two, I am in favor of retain- 
ing the tax on whisky and tobacco and taking off from the necessaries 
of life the tax levied indirectly under a tariff law. 

It was said by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that customs duties are col- 
lected within a year after the articles enter the custom-house. That is 
true, except that the parties owning the goods have the privilege of ex- 
portation, and thereby they may acquire almost endless time for the 
payment of the duties. But the gentlemen forget that goods entering 
the custom-house go into a building owned by the United States and 
paid for by the money of the people in the Treasury. The bonded 
warehouse of the distiller is erected by him, paid for by his money, 
and is then placed under the control of the Government officer, and the 
individual distiller has no right to enter it except in company of the 
agent of the Government; no authority to carry the keys of the ware- 
house, and no power to doa single solitary thing in connection with 
that bonded warehouse without the consent and the authority of the 
agent of the Government. There is, then, a great difference in that 
respect. 

But the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has been guilty in 
his speech of considerable inconsistency upon this question of customs 
duties and the right of the manufacturer of whisky toexport his product. 
In one portion of his speech he says: 

They [the distillers] are not entitled to the privilege of exportation, because, 
as I have said, that privilege was intended as a great commercial policy. 

He there denies to the distiller the right to‘export his whisky. 
ther along in the same speech he says: 

I know that generally they [the distillers] have the power to export it, and 


the Government can not get the tax if they see fit to avoid it by exportation. 
They are protected by the Constitution of the United States in that. 


Fur- 


In one part of his speech he says they can export, and in another 
part he says they can not. I coincide with him in the first view, that 
the distillers can export their product. But I ask if this Congress is 
going to compel an interest of this kind to export to Cuba or to Canada 
at a cost of 8 or 10 per cent. on their product, when by granting this 
relief you can permit that product to remain within the borders of the 
United States and in the bonded warehouses of the country under the 
control of the Government? It is not right to compel them to export. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenne says that if the questions aris- 
ing underthis bill grew out of or were connected with any other article 
than that of whisky, it never would for a moment be thought of. 

This measure of relief has been indorsed heretofore by Congress; it 
has been indorsed by a former Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and is 
indorsed by the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue and by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Last winter, at the other end of the Capitol, 
it was indorsed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] and by the 
Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ]. 
(and there should be no partisan feeling in this matter), indorsed this 
simple measure of relief. 

If Congress shall pass this bill it will prevent a financial crisis in the 
West, and particularly in my State. 
withont detriment to the public interest, without in any way interfer- 
ing with the necessities of the Government or with the payment of its 
debt, then I say to you gentlemen that in all fairness you should 
grant it. 

I will yield the balance « 


my time to my colleague [Mr. THOMPSON ]. 
Mr. THOMPSON. 


I vy. ould inquire how much time I will have? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty minutes. 
Mr. THOMPSON. The only interest which I havein this bill is that 
of my constituents, and which being very great, I think is a sufficient 


| dresses itself entirely to the intelligence of the House, and one thai 





All these men, regardless of party | 


When you can grant the relief 
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apology for what I have to say to the House to-day in advocacy of its 
passage. If I can receive the attention of members I hope to demon- 
strate that this is merely a plain business proposition, one which ad 


i 


hope and believe will receive that intelligent consideration at the hands 


| of a majority of this body to which, on account of its great importance, 


it is fairly entitled. 

I do not believe that we will arrive at any proper conclusion on this 
question if we allow prejudice to influence us. Nor do I expect, a! 
though it came from a distinguished member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, that thespeech of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLoun1 
will have much weight in determining this business matter, for it was 
inspired by prejudice alone. 

The proposition is simply this: whether or not the Governmont » 
by an enforced collection of this tax bankrupt one class of its citizens 
when it does not require this money for any public purpose. I do not 
claim for the manufacturers of or dealers in this article that they are 


| entitled to any more consideration at the hands of Congress than is any 
-t mode to collect the revenue from the people of the | 


other class of our citizens. I wassurprised to find the gentleman trom 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] was unwilling to accord to them less than othe: 
people in this country asked and received. They are entitled to the 
same, no more. 


These parties ask only a patient hearing of their case. They do not 


| come, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] alleged, de- 


manding the passage of this bill at the hands of this House. As] list- 
ened to the opening of his speech, I almost thought I could see the 
distillers and liquor dealers arrayed at the doors of this Hall, with ar- 
tillery, cavalry, Gatling guns, and all the implements of modern war- 
fare in their hands, sounding upon their bugles their demand of this 
House its unconditional surrender to do their bidding and obey their 
behest. 

Have we any such picture as that presented to us? I hold in my 
hand the humble request of these people in the shape of a petition to 
Congress, a petition under the Constitution of your free country (which 
accords even to these.men the right of petition), to grant them that re- 
lief to which they may show themselves entitled. They do not come 
here and demand anything. They petition Congress to grant them an 
intelligent consideration and a patient hearing in behalf of the bill 
which they have presented to this House. If upon that consideration 
you do not believe they are entitled to relief, if the facts which they 
present to you do not satisfy your judgment, looking at the matter 
from a business standpoint and the high plane of statesmanship to which 
you have been elevated, then you have the right to refuse it to them 


just as you would refuse it to any others, and they will retire from 


your halls, go into bankruptcy, and settle with their creditors as best 
they can. 

I am sorry that my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] whom | 
now see before me was not satisfied with the number of bankrupts who 
have marched out in our State within the last year in consequence ot 
the harsh policy which Congress has forced uponthem. When my col- 
league [Mr. WILLIs] called his attention to that fact, and showed that 
in one city alone half a dozen firms have been forced into bankruptcy, 
the gentleman from Alabama replied, ‘‘Oh, nothing but a universal 
panic will induce me to consider for one moment the proposition to 
grant relief to these parties.’’ 

The bankruptcy of asingle State is not sufficient for him; there must 
be universal ruin before any relief should be granted. Mr. Chairman, 
I hope and believe that there are few men in this House whose preju- 
dices are so strong that it requires universal bankruptcy before relie! 
can be granted. If relief is to come only on that condition it will com: 
too late, because then the men interested in this branch of business will 


| be already ruined, and there will be no one left to relieve. 


The men interested in this measure come to you for an intelligent 
consideration of this bill. I know they have been here before. But 
they are not criminals at the bar. The gentleman from Georgia treats 
them as if they were criminals. He prosecutes them here as if in the 
manufacture of whisky and its storage in bonded warehouses they wer 
guilty of some high crime deserving the condemnation of the House, 
instead of being engaged in a useful and productive industry which is 
adding millions of wealth to the country. These men went on in thei! 
days of prosperity, and under the fostering influences of the Govern 
ment, under the ameliorative legisiation Congress has heretofore granted, 
built up aforeign and domestic trade—a foreign trade that carried mil!- 
ions of gallons abroad. In consequence of the ungenerous, harsh, and 
cruel policy now advocated by the gentleman from Georgia, a mem! 
of the Ways and Means Committee, a policy which, supported by fanat- 
ical influences, induced the last Congress to refuse any aid to this indu= 
try, that foreign trade has been stricken down, and the millions of ga! 
lons of spirits which were yearly exported have been thrown upon tii 
home market, making demoralization where under prospective good 
treatment there would have been prosperity. Instead of exporting 
16,000,000 gallons of their product these men are now compelled to lock 
it up in the warehouses; and bankruptcy and ruin are upon them be 
cause their foreign market has been taken away from them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like, for the sake of information, to ask the 
gentleman whether there has ever been any considerable foreign trade 
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in the class of whiskies now in bond and which will be aided by the 
legislation now asked ? a 

Mr. THOMPSON. ‘There has been some foreign trade 

Mr. HISCOCK. Any considerable foreign trade? 

Mr. THOMPSON. There has been sufficient foreign trade, not only 
in these but other whiskies with which they are allied, to relieve the 
home market of 16,000,000 gallons per year. But now not one gallon 
can be exported by these men because of the cruel policy of their own 
Government, which has compelled them to forego the advantages they 
might have enjoyed by building up a foreign trade. — 

In this respect the policy of our Government is similar to that which 
the English Government has pursued toward the Irish people. When 
Ireland complains of the harsh laws enacted against her people, and says, 
‘We are unable at present to support our population; we want the 
lands thrown open, so that we can labor and can support ourselves in 
yroductive industry,’’? England refuses any aid, and tells the Irish peo- 
ple that the ports are open, that they may, if they choose, emigrate to 
other countries to seek that which is denied them at home. So when 
you have adopted harsh and oppressive legislation toward this interest, 
you say, ‘‘the portsare open; you may, if you choose, go to foreign gov- 
ernments and seek there what you are denied in free America.’’ 

No other government on earth adopts such legislation with reference 
to distilled spirits. No other government imposes excise taxes as we 
do upon the producer of spirits. The English Government long years 
ago outgrew this policy. Are we to go back and follow the system 
which other governments have castaside? England has collected taxes 
upon spirits for over two hundred years, and for a long time fixed by 
law a period within which the tax must be paid upon spirits in bond; 
but she found that it only brought about the same condition of things 
that we have found here, it tended to bring bankruptcy and ruin upon 
the producers. 

A harsh system of legislation brought about illicit distilling and vio- 
lations of the law. Hence, in 1848, England so arranged her taxation 
as to lay it only on the consumer, the spirits remaining in bond until 
withdrawn for consumption, since which time she has been able to col- 
lect a tax of $2.50 upon every gallon of spirits consumed in that coun- 
try, amounting to $260,000,000 every year, which goes into the coffers 
of the British Government, collected from among only 33,000,000 of pop- 
lation; while under our harsh system of legislation (which I think some 
gentlemen influenced by the fanatical sentiment of the prohibitionist 
would make harsher) our Government can only wring from this product 


between $60,000,000 and $80,000,000 a year, and in doing that bankrupt 


those who deal in it and produce it. I trust we will not listen to fanat- 
icism or prejudice. Let us bring to this question the intelligent con- 
sideration of the House. 

In 1864, when under your laws there was an unlimited bonded period 
and only 20,000,000 population to consume, the Southern States being 
in rebellion, there was manufactured and put into the bonded ware- 
houses of the country 84,000,000 gallons of whisky. That whisky could 
remain there, as tobacco and beer do now, an unlimited length of time, 
until the necessities of trade called it forth for the legitimate purposes 
of consumption. Did bankruptcy follow that enormous manufacture 
of 84,000,000 gallons? Not at all. That whisky remained in bond 
trom year to year until the demands of consumption called it forth, and 
no financial crisis ever arose. But in 1868, when the policy was adopted 
of requiring the tax to be paid within the year, whisky could net seek 
its legitimate avenues of trade, and then for the first time trouble com- 
menced. 

Having lived in a district where this productive industry is much 
followed, I tell you now that under that law distillers were made bank- 
rupts every third year. In 1878, when this bankruptcy threatened to 
become universal, Congress interfered, and allowed three years upon all 
whisky then in bond and thereafter to be made. Why was the one- 
year law enacted in 1868? The gentleman from Georgia, a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, tells us it was the frauds perpetrated 
upon the revenue under the former system that brought about the 
change in our legislation, and leaves you to believe the frauds resulted 
from the fact that no time was fixed in the law theretofore for the pay- 
ment of the tax. I will tell you what was the cause. The frauds of 
which he speaks were not brought about by the failure of the law prior 
to 1868 to fix a period in which the whisky must be removed and tax 
paid. The tax was laid, and intelligently laid, upon the consumer; 
no distiller paid a tax until his product went into market. The 
‘aw was the same then upon the distiller as upon the brewer and man- 
ulacturer of tobacco now. The change resulted from other causes 
than time. 

_ These frauds were brought about by undertaking in those troublous 
times, the war just being over and the whole country demoralized, to 
extract from this article a tax of $2 a gallon, which was over ten times 
the cost price of its production. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The frauds preceded it ten years. 
—n THOMPSON. I am speaking of the act of 1868. What far- 

er? How were those frauds perpetrated and ont of what did they 
grow? Itwasnotthe result of the unlimited time, byno means. They 
grew out of the enormous tax of $2 per gallon and the fact that the 
bonded-warehouse system at that time enabled men to transport whisky 


, Committee out-Heroding Herod in favor of that cold and 
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from one part of the country to another, from district to district, from 
State to State, until lost sight of by the officers, and the tax was es- 
caped. The inducements to defraud at $2 per gallon were irresistible. 
They removed whisky from one bonded warehouse to another in an un- 
limited and unrestricted manner under the control and almost at the 
option of the men who owned it. 
until it was lost in traveling. 

The $2 a gallon induced the Government officers to join in with the 
dealers and manufacturers and take it from these warehouses 
tax paid, and put it on the market in defiance of the law 
the distillers in Kentucky. No prosecution was ever madein the State 
I represent growing out of the whisky frauds of 1866 and and 
1868. None ever occurred there and no stain was ever put upon the 
utation of these menin Kentucky. They have never been charged with 
illicit distillation. They have never attempted to defraud the Govern 
ment of one dollar of its revenue. On the contrary, the Commissione1 
of Internal Revenue tells us how in the last ten years since thi 
sion of the bonded period that of all the millions which have been col 
lected from this article and gone into the Treasury of the United States 
not one dollar has been lost by fraud or in any other way That is a 
fair record, and it is with that honest record that these men present 
themselves before this House to-day in asking for this act of simple 
justice at the hands of the Government. 

But the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT] tells you 
surprised to hear him say it; I wish he was in his seat now—he tells 
you, and I ask attention to the argument he makes in this case, he 
tells you, Mr. Chairman, that we have the bond of these men tor the 
payment of thistax. He says to them, ‘* You are intelligent,men; you 
went into the manufacture of this article of whisky with the full know] 
edge that at the end of three years you must pay this tax: you have 
given us a bond for this payment, and we demand it in the name of 
that bond.’’ Ah, Mr. Chairman, it is the same language that Shylock 
used when he demanded his pound of flesh—it was so nominated in the 
bond. Said Shylock, | demand my pound of flesh because you have so 
named itinyour bond. Sothe gentleman from Georgia, a distinguished 
statesman, demands the payment of his bond although it bankrupts 
and turns out houseless and homeless the wives and children « 
person who is engaged in the manufacture of these goods 

Is this great and generous Government, magnanimous as it is, to fail 
under the domfnation ang control of men who exact and demand their 
pound of flesh although it is extracted at the expense of the tears ot 
homeless weeping children; at the expense of bankruptcy and ruin 
to a large and industrious class of honest and faithful prodacers? Is 
that the boasted magnanimity and generosity of the men | have asso- 
ciated with so long? Are these our Southern friends by whom we have 
stood during the perilous and troublous time through which we have 
passed? I have been taught, and it has been a lesson | believed to be 
true, that in the South, this land of flowers, this land of beauty, with 
genial climate and fertile soil, radiant with eternal sunshine, where 
fruits and flowers spring perennial, generosity and magnanimity were 
the universal qualities in the hearts of every one of its people. Its 
hospitality, charity to the needy, and chivalric defense of the oppressed 
were lessons instilled into my infantile mind on the knees of my mother, 
who ever boasted of her native South. 

But, sir, how has that splendid fabric of my childish belief been skaken 
to-day when I find two Southern gentlemen of the Ways and Means 


They could travel it over the country 


brand it 
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rue! poi y 
which would demand in the name of the bond bankruptey and ruin of 
these poor oppressed men, guilty of nocrime. I have also been taught 
Mr. Chairman, that upon the other side, coming from the i 
of a kind and generous policy, to look tora cold enforcement of the pri 
ciple that the last cent should be paid; that they were cold, money 
ing men, who devoted their lives to the accumulation of wealth 
what do I find? I find that the cold business men of the Nort! 
with more concern on the bankruptcy of our people, regard thei 
dition with more magnanimity and generosity than do 
have so long loved and by whom I have stood in so man) 
times. These Southern men have turned the 
us, and we find at the hands of the business men of the 
and fair treatment which a great question like this deserves 

I come to the consideration oi | yusiness 
way. I think I can demonstrate not only if this extension is given tl 
the Government wil! not lose one cent of this revenue, but think I 
can demonstrate furthermore that it will result in no reduction of the 
revenue during the time it is continued. There will be, in my judg 
ment, no reduction of the revenue and no endangerment of its collection 

I can not understand why, with threatened bankruptcy on the one 
hand of a large number of its citizens, this extension can not 
by the Government from a business point of view. the we 
fare of any of its citizens is of interest tothe Government. A mom 
ago I gave the history of this tax. I undertook to show that these mer 
are making no unjust demand. But the gentleman from Georg 
says it is an outrage for them to come here again and ask for an exte! 
sion of time. It is not their fault, but it is the fault of the law. The 
defect is in the law and not in the men. The disease with which the 
are stricken is in the law itself; it is a fatal defect in the system th 
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brings periodical bankruptcy upon them. There never can and never 
will be quiet until the cause for agitation is removed. When the tax 
is again laid upon this article when called into consumption, as it is upon 


and Congress will not be periodically called upon for extensions of time. 
This is the only article which pays the tax before that period. The tax 


has been removed from all other manufactures except beer, tobacco, and | 


spirits; and the producers of spirits only seek to be put equal before the 
law with the others. 


As I said a moment ago, Mr. Chairman, the shorter this period is the | 
As I 1 t ago, Mr. Chairman, the shorter tl riod is tl 


more frequently recurring will be these disasters, while the longer the put into the product every dollar that they could borrow from the banks 


period the less trouble they will be. 


And now let me address myself for a moment to another question. | 


Why is there no danger of loss to the Government by this extension? 
The answer is easy and simple. TheGovernment has bonds with good 


sureties for the payment of the tax in full, which bonds are taken each | cost of production (and it being only worth now from 25 to 30 cents 


It has alien upon the | 


month for the product of the month preceding. 
distillery premises, warehouses, and machinery, in addition to the bonds. 
Sesides this, they give a bond every year for an enormous amount to pro- 
tect against all frauds. The Government is not yet satisfied. It takes 
charge of the distillery and the warehouses, weighs out each bushel of 
grain, watches its progress of manufacture, attaches its tax as soon as 
mashed, receives the whisky when made, marks and brands it, puts it 


in the warehouse, locks it up, keeps the key from the owner, and finally | 


delivers it out after the tax is paid and not 


After it is ware- 
housed it can not escape the tax. 


before. 


But, say gentlemen, if this whisky is continued in bond the Govern- | 


ment will lie out of its revenues in consequence of the extension. Not 
atall. The revenue of the Government must at last come from con- 
sumption, consumption by evaporation, or other loss or legitimate use. 
This will amount to something near 80,000,000 of gallons per year. If 
you make the producer or manufacturer advance the tax for any consid- 


erable time and amount ahead of consumption you may bankrupt him, | 


but you will not increase the revenue. Production will cease until con- 
sumption catches up, and there will be a decrease in the tax until this 
takes place and the basis of legitimate business is restored. 

Every one knows this, and consequently to force this whisky out of 
bond ahead of consumptive demand and compel these men to sell it 


but the next year would show acorresponding decrease, for none would 
be taken out until all forced thus upon the market had been consxmed. 
What will result if the bill be passed? Of the 80,000,000 per annum 
consumed about 65,000,000 are of the low grade and about 15,000,000 
fine whisky. Last year it reached nearly 20,000,000; so we can safely say 
of the 43,000,000 of bourbon whisky on which the tax will mature in the 
next two years 35,000,000 will be consumed during that time, and the 
extension will only apply to 8,000,000 of gallons of whisky of this age, 
and this 8,000,000 will be consumed in six months after the extension; 
so we will realize in interest about 2} per cent. on $7,200,000, the tax 
on 8,000,000 of gallons. Nor will the Government experience any 
even temporary reduction of her yearly revenue. The 80,000,000 will 
be consumed per annum. The 8,000,0000f these two years of our pro- 
duction, which if forced on the market would have been consumed and 
been a part of the 80,000,000 of annual consumption, still remaining in 
bond as permitted by this act, its place will be taken by 8,000,000 of the 
lower-grade whiskies, on which the Government will get its 90 cents 
per gallon tax. We will illustrate it thus: Annual consumption, 80,- 
000,000; revenue, seventy-two millions. Of this 65,000,000 low grade, 
revenue on which is fifty-eight and one-half millions; 15,000,000 bour- 
bon, revenue on which is thirteen and one-half millions; total, seventy- 
two millions. This is what would occur if left to come out under the 
extension; but if no bill is passed, what then? It will stand thus: 
Annual consumption, 80,000,000; revenue, seventy-two millions. Of 
this 50,000,000 low grade, revenue on which is forty-five millions; 30,- 
000,000 bourbon, revenue on which is twenty-seven millions; total, 
seventy-two millions. So we see the only question is the forced dis- 
placement of the lower grade of whisky by forcing the fine bourbon 
into its place, by driving the distillers and dealers into bankruptcy, 
selling their goods at 30 cents a gallon which have cost them 70, for no 
reason on earth unless it is to show the power of the Government. 

We are asked, Mr. Chairman, whether, if this extension is given, 
these parties will not go on piling up in bond whisky on top of whisky 
until hundreds of millions are in the warebouse. Manifestly not. They 
do not make whisky to keep in the warehouse; they make it to sell. 
They will not make agallon or keep it in the warehouse one day longer 
than the market requires it. They are governed by the same business 
interests and principles as other men. They will, if they are not mis- 
taken, manufacture only what they can sell, and sell at a profit. 

Do you know how much whisky was manufactured year before last ? 
In 1881 31,000,000 gallons were manufactured; in .1882, 25,000,000 
in Kentucky; and last year there were less than 10,000,000 gallons of 
this product made. What was the reason for this decline? Why was 
there this reduction? Because the manufacturers saw that there had 
been overproduction, and by shatting down their distilleries they have 
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| for it. 
| reason so far as I have heard up to this time. 
upon a broken-down market will bankrupt them, put the tax in the | 
Treasury a few months earlier than it would go under the extension, | 
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| undertaken to relieve themselves as far as they couldin a business way. 


Many of our largest distilleries, eosting thousands of dollars, have not 


| had a fire in them for nearly two years. 
every other article of domestic manufacture, then agitation will cease, 


They shut off last yearover 15,000,000 gallons out of the 25,000,000 


| that had been manufactured the previous year in Kentucky and 20,- 


000,000 of this class all over the country. 

Does not that look like an effort on their part tosave themselves from 
a financial crisis and bankruptcy? The would be safe now were it 
not that the Government comes and demands of them in three months 
nearly $20,000,000 in taxes. They have been compelled to borrow and 


Nearly every producer of this commodity has been compelled to go to 
the banks, and each one owes at least 30 cents a gallon for money bor- 
rowed on every gallon which is in their warehouses, and which is thy 
full cost of manufacture. Having borrowed from their creditors th; 


in the market, forced out by the Government in order to collect the 
tax upon it), de not you see that after having carried itfor three years 
paying the insurance and interest upon the loans, having to stand the 
shrinkage, it stands them at a cost price of 70 cents a gallon? Now 
force this whisky upon the market and it will sell for about 30 cents a 
gallon, the amount they owe on it, and the result of it is that every 
man who is engaged in the business is utterly ruined and his business 
destroyed. 

Why force it now on the market for consumption in advance of the 
legitimate demands of trade? It is not because the Government wants 
the revenue to be derived from it, because we know that it will deriv: 
the same amount whether this particular whisky should enter into con- 
sumption and be forced upon the market or not. Because if you do 
not consume this whisky, if you do not force it into consumption at a 
reduced price, lower grades of whisky will enter into consumption, 
which can be made at a lower price and placed upon the market in lieu 
of this, and upon which lower gradesthe Government will get the same 
amount of tax at a fairprofit. Besides that, we are told that the Gov- 
ernment has a large surplus of revenue. Why, then, bankrupt these 
men by forcing this whisky upon the market before there is demand 
There is noreason, Mr. Chairman, given for it; no intelligent 
Now, Mr. Chairman, a few more suggestions in the time I have. | 
see now the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in his seat. | 
thought day before yesterday, during his speech, he would go into 
spasms when he found, as he alleged, the great tobacco-raisers, the fi: 
mers in the country, were groaning under atobaccotax. The law gives 
to the manufacturer of tobacco an unlimited length of time in which to 
sarry their product into market. Butthe gentleman from Georgia says 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue reports to him that in less than 
three months after the tobacco crop is raised it goes into the manufact- 
urers’ hands and the tax is collected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know my friend from Kentucky does not intend 
to misstate me. 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; I certainly do not. 
want my friend to correct me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not make that statement. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Butyou made one soclose akin to it that it would 
be difficult to tell the difference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to explain, although | 
do not wish to occupy his time? The argument had been made that 
the whisky manufacturers had an advantage over the manufacturers of 
tobacco. It was in that connection I made the statement, not in rela 
tion to the farmers but in relation to the manufacturers of tobacco, as 
to the time the article went into market and when the tax was paid 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam sorry that I have occupied my friend’s tim: 
and ask that it be extended five or ten minutes. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I hope my colleague’s time will be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the time of the gentleman 
from Kentucky being extended for ten minutes? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am certainly thankful to the House for the in- 
dulgence they have shown me on this occasion. As I said in the out 
set, I feel a very deep interest in this question because of my constitu- 
ents, a great many of whom at least are interested in this matter, an 
if this relief is withheld it means bankruptcy to them. Therefore | 
have felt it may be an undue interest in it, and I speak from the stand- 
point of an interested man. I am trying to state as fairly as I can to 
the committee what I consider the business propositions involved, and 
I had just come to the point where my friend from Georgia [M! 
BLouNT], as I said a moment ago, almost went into spasms over the 
laboring man in the tobacco field, ‘‘ who,’’ he said, “‘ pays an enormous 
tax on his tobacco.”’ 


Who loans the poor toiling man in the tobacco field in his time of distress 
money at 4} per cent.? 


Who loans it to him? Not my friend from Georgia, I am certain, be- 
cause he is not ready to lend money toanybody at all it seems. 


If I am in error | 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Because I have not got it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The gentleman in his remarks the other day 
continued— 

And why should he be compelled to pay taxes to the Government in order 
that the money may be used in this way? 

Now, 1 dothink my friend from Georgia, being on the Waysand Means 
Committee of this House, ought to know there is no tax paid by the 
farmer who toils in the field and raises tobacco. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not say so. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am reading from the gentleman’s remarks in 
the RECORD. 

Who loans the poor toiling man in the tobacco field at 4} per cent.? 
should he— 

Who is ‘“‘he?’? Why, that poor toiling man that seemed to trouble 
my friend from Georgia so much— 


And why should he be compelled to pay taxes to the Government in order 
that the money may be used in this way? Why should there be taken from his 
hard earnings— 

Whose hard earnings? Those of the poor toiling man— 


Why should there be taken from his hard earnings money to be used for any 
such purpose as this? 


And why 


Now, then, if my friend from Georgia upon the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee has not stated to this House in that speech that money has been 
wrung from the poor toiling man in the tobacco fields to loan to these 
bloated bondholding whisky men, I can not read the English language 
and fail to comprehend what the gentleman means. 

Is that a fair statement of this case coming from the gentleman who, 
on the Ways and Means Committee, is to guide you to a fair and de- 
liberate consideration of the business interest? Does not my friend 
know that no poor toiler in the tobacco field pays one cent of tax upon 
the tobacco he raises? If he did I would remove it instantly if I could. 
Does he not know that the poor man who toils in the field pays no more 
of a tax on his tobacco than the man who raises the corn manufactured 
into whisky pays the tax on the whisky? 

The farmer raises his tobacco, and the manufacturer pays the tax 
when it goes into consumption. And that is all that these men ask 
‘‘Oh,’’ but my friend from Georgia says, ** vouare extracting money from 
the pockets of the laboring men to lend to these people.”’ 
lar. They do not ask you to lend them anything. They are not bor- 
rowing money from the Government. The Government has got no 
money to lend to them, and they have nothing toask from the Govern- 
ment in that way. This money has not been collected yet. The Gov- 
ernment is merely asked to take its hand off their throats in order that 
they may get breath enough to pay the Government the tax it demands 
ofthem. Nothing is taken from the coffers of the Government. It has 
not gone in yet. Untilithasgot there the Government can not lend it. 

Mr. WILLIS. If burned up to-morrow it never would go in, and 
the Government would lose nothing. 

Mr. THOMPSON. As wy friend suggests, if the whisky were burned 
up to-morrow the Government would get nothing; and not only that, 
but if the owners were to export it to-morrow the Government would 
not get a dollar of its tax. 

Not only that, but if the policy which gentlemen advocate here should 
be pursued and these men shall be forced to pay the tax on this article, 
then the next day after the tax was paid they could export this whisky 
and have the tax returned to them under the rebate system of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Gentlemen have argued here, and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 

ReeD] has told us the same thing, that by the extension here asked 
you would merely pile up in these bonded warehouses more and more 
of this whisky, and would thereby induce an effort on the part of these 
men in the future to have the entire tax taken off. I say to those gen- 
tlemen that they are mistaken. I understood the gentleman from 
Maine by his question to my colleague [Mr. CLAY] to intimate that in 
extending the time for the payment of this tax the result would be that 
at the end of two years there would be a hundred millions of gallons 
of whisky in the bonded warehouses. 
_Mr. REED. If the gentleman will permit me, what I said was this: 
if the foreed payment ofthe tax on 70,000,000 gallons of whisky would 
producea panic, what will the forced payment of the tax ona hundred 
millions of gallons do? 7 

Mr. THOMPSON. My friend is mistaken as to what will occur. 
the ume 1s extended none will be forced out; it will come out as con- 
sumption calls it. Let me tell you what has been the history of this 
matter. Under the one-year period there was left in the bonded ware- 
houses an average of 16,000,000 gallons per year. When the time 
was extended to three years you would naturally expect that the 
ae would somewhat exceed that left in under the one-year period, 
ee the distillers would then be carrying in stock not merely what 
vould be consumed from day to day but what would be consumed 
during three years. It would naturally be something over three times 
that amount. Therefore you would expect to find in these ware- 
houses from fifty tosixty millionsof gallons of whisky, about 15,000,000 
less than the amount that you do find. ; 

It is this surplus of 15,000,000 which is being forced upon the mar- 


ket which is making all thetrouble. If youextend the bonded period 


If 
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still further then these parties would carry a little more, because they 
can carry it in the warehouses as long as the Government tax is not 
forced upon them. The whole 50,000,000 would not be carried over for 
two years, and have thirty or fifty more added to it, as the gentleman 
from Maine suggests. It would be taken out from day to day during 
that time and full 35,000,000 of it consumed in the next two years: only 
the surplus of 15,000,000 would be carried over, and only 8,000,000 of 


The warehouses shov 
a decrease of nearly 10,060,000 last year, and will show a much larger 
this. There is no dangerof pilingupagain. It was not induced before 
by extension of time, but by the sudden freeing of capital and great 
prosperity and activity in all manufactures growing out of the resump- 


| tion of specie payments. 


Not one dol- | 


Is it a crime in these men to manufacture whisky and to store it in 
these warehouses? And is it wrong in the Government to allow them 
to do so? Why should the Government demand the tax before the 
whisky is taken out forconsumption? That isall there is in the matter. 

You will get the same amount of revenue whether this tax is col- 
lected now or later. If you do not want this tax repealed, if you do 
not want a strong and powertul party for the repeal of this tax to be 
organized in this country, when you come in a year or two to consider 
this question of repealing the internal-revenue system, you will let this 
whisky remain in bond; for as long as it is in bond you will havea 
guarantee that the tax upon it will not be repealed. 

But if you force this whisky now in bond out into consumption, then 
they will demand the repeal of the tax. They will point to the ruin 
it has wrought, to the grievance which they have borne, and want the 
tax repealed. There being little or no whisky in bond, there will be 
little opposition to a repeal of the tax. 5 

But [ was on the subject to which the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr 
BLOUNT] called my attention, that was the subject of the laws relating 
to the bonded warehouse system as connected with import duties. My 
friend from Georgia said that the tobacco men paid all their taxes 
within six months of the time the article was produced. I come from 
a tobaceo-raising country, and I tell you that tobacco is not ready for 


4) 


the market within six months of the time that it is produced. From 
the tobacco field it goes into the tobacco barn, where it is cured. Then 
during the long weary and dreary winter months it is stripped and 


handled and prepared for market. ‘The next spring, when the roads 


| will permit, it goes into the manufacturer’s hands, and quite a year ex- 


pires before it is even manufactured. When manufactured, it goes into 
the manufacturer’s warehouses unstamped and untaxed, and remains 
there until it is sold to the wholesale dealers and jobbers. When it is 
taken from the warehouse the tax is paid upon it by means of the stamp 
which is required by the Government. 

The farmer has nothing to do with paying the tax; nothing is taken 
from any laboring man. If one straw was laid in additional weight 
upon the back of either, I would not support the bill. No one sympa- 
thizes deeper than I do with the unfortunate condition of the farmers 
and laboring classes in this country. I believe this bill to be in their 
interest. It opens up again a great market for their surplus grain and 
gives employment at remnnerative wages to thousands of men 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will take the floor and yield a portion 
of my time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, this bill does not propose a perma- 
nent change of existing laws in regard to the time or manner of collect- 
ing the tax ondistilled spirits; butit proposesa special change, or rather 
a temporary suspension, of a general law affecting an important source of 
the revenues of the Government. Should it become a law it would post 
pone for two years the time of paying taxes now due or hereafter to be- 
come due since the Ist day of December, 1883, on spirits in the bonded 
warehouses. We are boldly asked, when sent here to legislate under 
the limitations of the Constitution for the general welfare of the whol 
people, to turn from this great purpose and to grant special relief to a 
special but powerful interest, to relieve it from just burdens under the 


law. Sir. I regard the bill under consideration as the worst form of 
class legislation, because it is in the interest of a great and strong mo- 
nopoly and is retroactive in its operations, and because the rel ef 
sought, if granted, will be at the expense of the great body of the ta 


payers of the country. The gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. THomp- 
SON] who has just spoken in favor of the bill, like othe: 
him in this debate, announced in the 


preceding 
| g 
beginning of his remarks that he 


would discuss the measure as a business question solely But before 
he finished his speech we heard his sy mpathetic appeal on account of 
the widows and orphans that would be distressed in the event of the 


failure of this bill to pass 

We saw him turn, whom:he had 
regard as cold and unsympathetic, coming from another section of the 
country, the North, while those whom he had been accustomed to 


en taught to 


is he said, to those 


trust, and with whom he had stood in the struggles of the past, turned 
the back of their hands upon this measure and arrayed themselves in 
opposition to it He appealed to the former to come to the upport ot 
this bill. 

I submit in all candor to the gentleman from Kentucky whether this 





is dealing with a business question solely in a business way. I do not 
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propose to deal with it except as a business question and as a matter of 
public policy 

I shall not discuss the temperance question. I do not believe that 
this bill affects that question one way or the other. Gentlemen tell 
us, and the statistics bear them out, that in the bonded warehouses there 


is now enough whisky to supply the demands of the country for two | 


years to come, and that it can not be sold to profit in foreign countries. 
Then, if the whole country is supplied, and the foreign market is over- 
run, so that there is nodemand even in foreign countries, how can this 
juestion affect the cause of temperance? It seems that the whole 
suntry has all the whisky it wants, and that there is a two years’ 
ipply laid up. 

Che gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] seems to be disturbed 


bout two matters 


a 
plus of money in the Treasury. He is not annoyed on account of the 
surplus of whisky in the bonded warehouses, but he does complain of 
the quality of the whisky. iow he gets his information as to that I 
am notable to say, but he advocates this measure upon the ground that 
the Government does not need the tax now due and shortly to become 
due on this whisky. 

But le 
siderat The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows 
the amount of whisky in bond affected by this bill to be 73,000,000 gal- 
lons. The tax is 90 cents per gallon, and under the general law must 
be paid within or at the end of three years from the time it is placed 
in bond Therefore the aggregate of the tax falling due under that 

imitation since the Ist of December last, and shortly to become due, is 
about $66,000,000. The paymentof this we are asked to defer four two 
years upon the ground that there has been an overproduction of this 
article; that it is the only article taxed upon which the tax must be 
paid before it can be sold for consumption, and that it will withdraw 
trom the business of the country $66,000,000 and lock it up in the 
Treasury where there is already a surplus. 

Originally the tax upon this product was collectible only upon sale 
of the same for consumption, but under that system there sprang up 
the great and scandalous whisky frauds that attracted the attention 
of the whole country afew years ago. Then the time for the payment 
of taxes was limited by statute to one year. After that, in 1878, in 
the interest of large whisky manufacturers, that time was extended to 
three years. This increase of the time, as shown by the statistics, 
eaused a greater overproduction than had ever occurred under prior 
laws, having reached more than 80,000,000 gallons last year. 
the refusal of the last Congress to pass a bill similar tothis the amount 
has been somewhat diminished. 

But suppose thatafter having had three years this interest is allowed 
two more within which to pay the tax; have we any reason to doubt, 


MOL, 


would be greater than it is now? 
100,000,000 gallons or more. 
now due and soon 
be paid according 


Gentlemen argue that if the $66,000,000 
to become due on that now in bond is required to 
to laws in existence before and at the time it was 
made it will bring about distress and even a financial crisis. If this isa 
true prophecy, then at the end of the two years’ extension asked for, if 


granted, the crisis will be still greater or the collection of these taxes | 


must be abandoned altogether, for it is evident that the longer the time 
is extended the greater is the overproduction above the demand for con- 
sumption. 

[t is argued that this product is discriminated against in this: that 
the tax is required to be paid within three years whether sold or with- 
drawn for consumption or not, whereas no tax is imposed on any 
other product and required to be paid except upon consumption. But 


they stand will show this complaint tobe unjust. It is said that there 
is no limit of time within which the tax on manufactured tobacco must 
be paid; that it is only paid when it is sold for consumption, without 
regard toany limited time. This is true; but every law has its reason. 

fobacco in the course of trade, regulated by supply and demand, is 
sold for consumption within a short time after manufacture. It does 
not improve by keeping, but soon begins to deteriorate in value. There- 
fore there is no reason for requiring the tax to be paid within a given time 
prior to sale for consumption, because it must be sold for that purpose 
within a short time. Not se with whisky, because under the internal- 
revenue system and the monopoly fostered by it large accumulations 
of capital are invested in its production, overstocking the markets of 
the world with about the only manufactured product that improves 
and rapidly appreciates in value by keeping. Under this system it is 
guarded and protected in the warehouses at the expense of the Govern- 
ment by officials paid by the tax-payers of the country, without ex- 
pense to the manufacturer or owner. 

if while in this custody it is destroyed by fire or otherwise, no tax is 
required. There is therefore no necessity of a specitied time for the pay- 
ment of tax on tobacco, but strong practical reasons why there should 
be as to the tax on the manuiacture of whisky. Gentlemen have re- 
ferred to the liberality of the laws with reference to importers of foreign 
goods to further show discrimination against the whisky interest, but 
a careful study and understanding of these laws will disprove the charge 
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He is annoyed continually on account of the sur- | 


t us come to a business view of the merits of the bill under con- | 


| ment collect promptly all that is due from the great body of tax-payers, 


| tion, and a good one for the Government. 
dispute this great interest would be independent of such favors as are 


| judgment something beyond all this. 
But upon | 


| longer. 
| agement of continued overproduction is begun, it is highly probable that 


| a penal law of the United States. 
a careful investigation of the revenue laws and the reasons upon which 


| try. 
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they make; for the latter may stay in the bonded warehouse free of 
tax and guarded by the Government, and then be withdrawn upon pay 
ment of the tax if to be sold or used in this country, or without 
altogether if it be exported to other countries. 

Imported goods can remain in our custom-houses without payment 
of the duty only one year, or if longer than one year by payment of 
10 per cent. upon their value for the second and third year. At the 


tax 


| end of three years they are considered as abandoned to the Government 


unless the tax is paid. I fail to see any discrimination against manu 
facturers of distilled spirits by a comparison of these laws. Strip this 
question of all confusion thrown aboutit by the specious arguments ad 
duced by the advocates of the measure, and it is nothing less than a 
proposition for the Government to loan money to those liable for this 
tax. Iwill notsay that this is true to the full extent of the $66,000,000 
which would be the tax on the whisky now in bond if it should al! be 
sold or consumed in the United States, for it is fair to presume that 

will not, and that some of it will be exported to other countries, and wi)! 
not therefore under the Constitution, which forbids a tax on exports 


be liable to any tax. 


But it is also fair to presume that the greater part of it will be sold 
and consumed in the United States and will be liable under the law to 
the tax. This being true, the passage of the bill would be substanti: 

a loan of the greater part of the sum of $66,000,000 to the owners of the 
product. But we are told that the Government has already a surp 
in the Treasury and has no immediate need of this. 


Again, we are told 


| that the bill requires the payment of 4} per cent. interest per annum 


during the period of the extension or loan. Why should the Goven 


the weak and the poor, many of whom pay 7 or 8 per cent. upon mort 
gage debts that rest upon their little homes, upon the very shelter that 
protects their families from the storm, and the soil that yields them sup- 


port, in order to hoard money to loan by the million toa great monopoly ? 


We are told that the Government will be perfectly safe, and will get 
the tax with 44 per cent. interest; that it is purely a business transa 
If this were all true beyond 


asked by this bill. If the owners of this whisky can make the Govern- 
ment so safe as to make this such an advantageous transaction to the 
Government, why can they not also secure individuals, banks, and busi- 
ness institutions equally as well? No, Mr. Chairman, there is in my 
It seems now quite probable that 
the internal-revenue system will not be continued in force many years 
If the policy of postponing the collection of taxes to the encour 


when the time comes to abolish this system of taxation Congress will hb 


| asked to remit altogether the unpaid tax at that time, upon the ground 
in view of the past, that the oversupply at the end of that two years | that those paying 90 cents tax on the gallon can not compete in th: 
It would then probably amount to | 


market with those dealing in that made and sold free of tax. 

The gentleman frem Kentucky, replying to the question as to who 
will lend money at 4) per cent. to the poor tobacco producers of th: 
South, scouts the idea that the farmer who raises tobacco pays any tax 
tothe Government. He says it is paid by the manufacturer. 

It is true that the money is passed into the hands of the Government 
through the medium of the manufacturer, but in fact the tax is ulti 
mately paid by the consumer in both cases. But when the gentleman 
from Kentucky says that the farmer who raises tobacco is not taxed he 
is mistaken. It istrue that he may sell his tobacco to an authorized 
manutacturer who has complied with the laws of the United States in 
the manufacture of tobacco. But ifthe man who raises asmall amount 
of tobacco on his farm undertakes to sell it to anybody else he violates 
Although he may not have five hun 
dred dollars’ worth of property for the support of his family, for the 
maintenance and education of his children, yet if he sells a pound of 
tobacco to anybody except an authorized manufacturer under the lav 
you do not merely deal with his finances an:| threaten him with bank 
ruptcy as to the small amount he owns, but you seize his person and 
incarcerate him in prison as a criminal for selling tobacco which he has 
made by the sweat of his face with his own hands upon his own land 

By act of the last Congress the producer is allowed the generous pri 
lege of selling as much as a hundred dollars’ worth of tobacco a yea! 
provided he sells it on the premises on which he makes it and to the con- 
sumeronly. Gracious privilege that the toiling farmer has in this tres 
country! This was accorded to him only a few months ago. Prior to 
that time he could not sell a pound, except to an authorized manutact 
urer, without violating a penal statute and being indicted in a Federa 
court, perhaps one hundred miles from his home, where he could not 
defend himself without great expense. 

But before discussing this system further now, as I wish to recur to 
it again, let us notice another argument that has been offered in sup 
portof the proposition before the House. The distinguished gentleman 
chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means, in his report says that 
during the period that this oversupply of whisky was made it was ! 
peculiar to that business, but that there was an overproduction in 
most allother departments of productive industry throughout the coun 
What other business which has been overdone during that per 
is coming here and asking relief at the hands of the Government on 
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count of overproduction or because of disasters in business? Itisnatural 
to sympathize with those who are in distress and who are unfortunate 
in business. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can you name any other business interest in these 
United States, except the tobacco and whisky business, upon which 
there is an internal-revenue tax? I ask the gentleman to name a sin- 
gle one upon which this kind of a tax is imposed. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Tobacco an whisky are the chief products from 
which the internal-revenue tax is derived. 

Mr. WILLIS. There are no others. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ~ These are, I admit, the chief items. 

Mr. WILLIS. Therefore they are not placed on a par with other 
industries, and they should not be compared with them by the gentle- 
man in his argument. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It would be just as legitimate for the other indus- 
tries to come and ask relief from the consequences of overproduction in 
another way as for this interest to ask relief from taxation. Now sup- 
pose, for instance, that there was overproduction of any given class or 
kind of goods until the supply had gone beyond the demand of the 
market and the manufacturers were consequently in financial distress. 
The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. TUCKER] suggests that we would have | 
ahowl for larger protection. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky and 
those who advocate this bill if they would respond to their appeal and 
advocate larger protection, if they would give reliefon account of over- 
production in that case? Is the paternal hand of the Government to be 
extended in relief to every private business? Is the Government to 
become an insurer against losses by speculation and overproduction 

It is admitted that a large proportion of this whisky is now owned | 
or controlled by others than the distillers; that the banks are largely 
interested in it. I invite attention to the copies of telegrams which 
have been recently sent from different parts of the country, mostly from 
those sections where the whisky is in bond, urging the passage of this 
bill. 

Copies of these telegrams are upon our desks this morning. If I 
have made no mistake in hastily counting and classifying the persons 
and business firms from whom they come, I find one hundred and one 
in all, seventy-one of whom are bankers or bank officials; only three or 
four are distillers. Allow me to read just one of these telegrams. It | 
is as follows: 

I believe it will be a benefit to all Northwestern banks to pass the bond ex- 
tension bill. 

T. R. WALSH, President. 


Are these the orphans alluded to by the gentleman from Kentucky ? 
Banking isa legitimate business, entitled to justice under the laws, but 
I know of nothing entitling those engaged in it in the section of the | 
whisky monopoly to special relief from the consequences of mistakes in | 
business at the expense of the tax-paying public. Government should | 
guarantee equal justice and protection to all, whether weak or strong, 
but not special favors to the few at the expense of the many. 

Let these great interests as well as the poor individual tax-payer 
“render unto Cesar the things that are Cxesar’s.’’ 

Fifty-three million gallons of this whisky is in the Kentucky ware- 
houses—ov er two-thirds of the entire amount. The strongest appeals | 
for the passage of this bill come from Representatives from that State. 
Yet we look in vain to them for aid to repeal the internal-revenue sys- 
tem. They are unwilling to give up a system that has established and | 
fosters this great monopoly, which is protective in its operations to 
this interest in the localities where it is established. On this account 
this interest seems to want the tax continued theoretically but not to 
be paid in fact. 

I will join hands with those who desire to strike down this internal- 
revenue system in its entirety. I believe, sir, that the time has come 
when we can afford to do it. But it is said that we must tax whisky 
and tobacco because they are luxuries. The tax is borne by the con- | 
sumer. The consumers of these articles are the poor as well as the rich. 
lhe tax on tobacco virtually excludes the small farmer from its pro- 
duction. If the vexations and penalties of this system were removed 
this would soon become an important and profitable product in many 
sections where under these vexatious laws it has been almost aban 
doned, and yet where the soil and climate are eminently suited by 





| 
| 


nature to its growth. The removal of the Federal tax from whisky 
will not make it free of tax. All of the States tax it and will continue 
to do so. 

I boldly venture the assertion that the internal-revenue laws have 
hot heen promotive of temperance. Under them no less whisky has 
been made or consumed than would otherwise have been. There has 
been no less drunkenness under these laws than prior to their existence. 
Upon this point I appeal to the experience and observation of all. 
Under these laws the whole country now has an oversupply sufficient 
for two years. More is made and consumed than ever before in the 
history of the country; but under the monopolizing tendencies of these 
laws the profits of making it are concentrated in the hands of the few. 
This System means plenty of whisky for all, and large profits thereon | 


| business of the country and locked up in the vaults of the Tre 
| phatically admonishes us that taxation must be reduced. Thi 
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to the protected few. Temperance, prohibition, local-option laws, &c., 
are not materially advanced by the indirect aid of tax on whisky. The 
success of such laws depends mainly, as is demonstrated all through 
Georgiaand other States to-day, upon the support and strengthof public 
sentiment. The abolition of this system would leave the States and 
local authorities to increase the tax for State and local purposes, thereby 
diminishing the direct tax for State and municipal purposes: and when 
public sentiment demands it, the State authorities could suppress the 
traffic as they now do in many instances. 

The present large surplus of about $150,000,000 withdrawn from the 

\ sury em 

is IS hece 
essary in order to avert financial embarrassment of the business of the 
country consequent upon the withdrawal of so great asum trom the 
aggregate circulation of the country, already none too large \y 
we have no such constant and unnecessary surplus, inviting gross ¢ 
travagance in the application of the same, for by whatever dey 
channel it reaches the vaults of the Government it is at last th 
of burdens upon labor, the foundation of the wealth of nati 
as of individuals. 

The excise or direct-tax system by the Federal Governme 
been repugnant to the people. It has only been resorted to 
in the history of the Government. First, in consequen he 
olutionary war; second, in consequence of the war of 1812;-and t] 
in consequence of the late war. Thus it will be seen 
never been resorted to except as a war necessit) These law 
each case been unwelcome to the people and resisted by then 
caused a great and expensive insurrection in Pennsylvania 
caused strife and bloodshed whenever they have been in force. 
are in their operations, with their spies and informers and petty prose- 
cutions of the citizen, contrary to the genius and spirit of this Gov- 
ernment of a proud and free people. it is said that these taxes are 
collected more cheaply to the Government than any other, but such a 
conclusion is the result of a false method of calculation. This would 
appear to be true if we only count the salaries and expenses of those 
engaged in the collection of these taxes. But when we add to thes 


i 


it is necessary, in the interest of honest, economical government, 


the expenses attending the prosecution of the many thousand cases 
arising in the courts, and the expenses borne by the defendants in such 
cases, and the value of property seized and destroyed under these laws, 
the system is found to bé an expensive one to the people 

The following figures show the heavy expense attending the collec- 
tion of these taxes in the State of Georgia. Official statements show 
that in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, there was collected in the 
second Georgia internal-revenue district the sum of $307,770.27. The 
expenses for the same time in this district were $71,460.91. The col 
lections in the third Georgia district for the same time aggregated $°7 
890.76, and the expenses $22,256.02. I mention these figures simply 
to show a part of the operations of a system which is not a cheap one, 
but expensive to the people. I would be glad to continue the state- 


| ments as to other districts and States, but have not the time to do so 


Mr. Jefferson denounced the similar system of his timeas an “i 


| nal system.’’ The late Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, during his last tern 


Al \ 


| of service in this Hall, inveighed against these laws and advocated 
t 


\ 
entire abolition, denouncing them as ‘“‘anti-republican, anti-democrat 


| and anti-American.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks I shal! 
upon this question I shall confine myself to discussing th« 
taxation that enters into the bill. When this bill first so 
tion in the House I voted against its introduction, be 


| be justly antagonized with public matters in the shap 


tion bill. My disposition and expectation was to vote against i 
passage. Yet I was perfectly willing to give it its day in court 
ever it applied for it without causing any serious disturbance to \ 
considered more commanding claims. That expectation upon nh 
was predicated upon what may be called the first blush appeal 


the matter and upon my antipathies to the whole whisky 
} 


| traffic, which I can not dignify by a higher term when en 


by one acting in his official capacity as a national legisia 
dice, as we oucht to know no businesses in this Congr 
general catalogue of equal industries 
Sir, I do not know of a cause that upon 

against it than this ireful analvsis o 
led me to the conclusion that 
pass the Hiouss 
~ At first blush it looks 
lation. It looks simpl) n thoroughly cognizant 
law had gone into tI » business of whisky making of their own 

, ss 


profits which they 


and instead of the markets givu 


for, it has been unfavorable fron 


1 one cause or another, and now 
fear heavy and ruinous losses, and want the Government to ( 


and help them control prices. It looks as if it were sim] 


to the Government to hold up in the collection of tl 
virtually to lend them money : 


over. This would be class legislation of the we 
And it would appear also as if this matte! 


it a low rate 
] 
i 





























































































a time singularly inopportune ; as if it were an appeal to the Demo- 


cratic majority now to grant exceptional relief. Though this is nota 
party question, or should not be, yet the Democratic party is respon- 


sible for the legislation which gets through the House, and will so be 


held by the country. This looks as if it were a piece of class legisla- 
tion coming to us when the majority of our party in the House and a 
still greater majority of the party throughout the country are engaged 
in a specialecontest for the steady repeal of all such legislation which 


has been foisted upon the country. 

[t comes to us at the time when the Supreme Court itself has thrown 
open the flood-gates to the wildest heresies upon the currency question; 
at a time when, under the sanction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the people can come here and demand that Congress emit bills 
of credit without limit except its own discretion. It would seem as if 
any other class of people could come before Congress with exactly the 


same claims upon it for consideration if they should happen to get into 


your tax when you export years hence, yet you have lost the interest 


business troubles. This doctrine would certainly be intolerable to | 


Democrats, and would be singularly out of place now. 

But if we give this matter careful and dispassionate consideration, 
what is the true status? Is this business in its relations to Congress 
in the same attitude as all other businesses in the country? No, sir. 
Is it in the same attitude with reference to Congress as any other busi- 
ness in the country? No, sir. It has marked, conspicuous, and very 


| then. But the exporter of whisky loses all the interest on the 400 per 
| cent. tax that had been paid. That is my main point. I want it to 


great and potent points of difference in its relations with Congress from | 


that which is sustained by any other business that we have. 

But those points of difference are not points of natural difference. 
This is not as ifa plea were made for an “‘ infant’’ industry to be fos- 
tered by subsidies until it gains prematurely, by feeding upon the blood 
of its brethren, the strength of manhood. I do not believe in legislat- 
ing to crash out or by a partial treatment to force away any natural 
differences that exist between industries; for, in the first place, Congress 
has no just power, much as it has been and is now exercised, to legis- 
late upon these distinctions; and, in the secqnd place, Congress ought 
not to have any such power, for those differences are better equalized 
by natural growth. 

But the differences in this case are artificial and have been caused 
by acts of a legislative character. The differences have been made by 
the acts of the Congress of the United States, and therefore they can 
properly be taken cognizance of by Congress. They are differences 


| hold it before it is ready for sale, and then you want to export it and 
| put it upon the foreign market or you sell it toa foreign buyer, you 


| commodity, as well as on the principal itself, which latter is right 
| and you simply get back the naked tax with the loss of three years’ in 
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which you have created, and as the thing created never rises higher | 


than its maker, these differences are always thoroughly under your 
dominion. 
What are these differences? In the first place, this commodity is 


taxed higher by far than any other commodity in our country; it is | 


taxed not less than 400 per cent. upon the cost value of the product. 
Those who have taken occasion to look into the question know that to 
produce a gallon of whisky in this country costs upon the average from 
20 to 23cents. The rate of tax is 90 cents on the gallon. Whatother 
commodity do we tax to the extent of 400 per cent. ? 

Compare it with the one other article of a somewhat similar character 
which we tax, an article which if it has any unjust difference arising 
from our action can come here and ask us to take cognizance of it. I 


refer to the article of tobacco. The tax on tobacco is now 8 cents per | 


pound, which is about 100 per cent. of the average price of the article. 
If | amin error in that I trast my distinguished friend from Virginia 
{[Mr. TucKER] will correct me. I remember reading in a speech of 


| you send the article to the port for the foreign market, you lose the in 


his a year or two ago that the average value of tobacco in the leaf was | 


about 8 cents per pound. Am I correct in that? 
Mr. TUCKER. Hardly as much as that. 


| have admitted that the mere tax itself is, in my humble judgment, no 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very well. The tax of course is laid upon 


tobacco after it has acquired an additional value by being manufactured, 
in which case the perentage is less; so it can not be over 100 per cent. 
of the value of the article at the time itis taxed. Therefore, take our 
treatment of these two articles, the one we tax 100 per cent. and the 
other we tax 400 per cent. I need not multiply by quoting wines and 
other articles from the tariff list. 

I am perfectly willing to admit the claim that the consumer pays 
the tax; that the tax is a small burden on the manufacturer of whisky. 
I am willing for the sake of argument to admit more. I am willing to 
admit that the mere matter of tax upon whisky, although it amounts 
to fully 400 per cent., is no burden whatever upon the manufacturer, 
and furnishes no ground for complaint. 

hen wherein does come this cause of complaint? It comes from the 
manner in which that tax is laid. Weall know the difference between 


carrying a burden rightly fitted and one that is badly fitted. The na- | 


ture of the burden is that upon sSme classes of whisky the tax is com- 
pelled to be paid before the commodity enters into consumption; such 
whiskies have to go through an aging process, which is a part of the 
manufacturing, before they can be made ready for market. The tax is 


paid upon this article the sameas upon cheap whiskies which do not re- | 


quire fifteen minutes toage them. Whenever you place a 400 per cent. 
tax upon an article before it is ready for the market you place a burden 
upon it which is of a most exhaustively onerous character. 

Suppose they want to export that whisky, of which they have to ex- 
port a large part; and compare the burden in this case with such a tax 
upon cotton or corn or wheat. If you havea bale of cotton worth $50, 





= 


and there exists a condition of things under which you can not put i: 
upon the market properly until after the lapse of two or three years, 
and you must pay a tax of $200 upon that bale of cotton before th, 
time to market it comes, what chance have you to compete with othe: 
parts of the world when you have been losing the interest not only on 
your $50 but on $200 besides? If you wanted to hold it you could not: 
and if you were compelled to hold it, although you get a drawback of 


or had it to pay upon $250 instead of upon only $50, and it would ruin 
you. That would take $25,000 as a steady outlay to hold one hundred 
bales of cotton. The interest would kill you. That would cut y, 
off from the foreign market. Is that right? 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
ported whisky does not pay the tax? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Of course not. Iam glad the gentleman 
has made that suggestion. It paysit, butthe tax is paid back without 
interest when years after the whisky is exported. There isa drawback 


i 


be clear. 

Mr. WILLIS. And loses all the leakage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is true and also proper. It prevents 
stealing. And he stands evaporation, which is right. If you pay tli 
tax and want to hold that whisky three years, as indeed you have to 


lose the interest on 400 per cent. of the principal invested in th 


terest on it. Here the whisky maker has been compelled to lend 
enormous sum to the Government for years for nothing. Is that right 

Mr. HERBERT. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to | 
fact that the manufacturer can hold his whisky here three years betor 
the payment of any tax. At the end of that time it is said to be ri 
for use; he can then export it, and there is no export tax on it at al 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam astonished that my friend from A 
bama, who has had occasion to study this hill, should know so litt! 
about whisky as that. [Laughter ] 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not claim to be a judge. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I trast, sir, that we both now will know the 
facts of the trade without being judges of the merits of the articl 
[ Renewed laughter.] When whisky comes out of the still the cheaper 
article, by the use of berries and chemicals, is made immediately read) 
for commerce. The fusil oil, a destructive and poisonous element, is 
thus extracted. It is ready for any market, and enters, with alcoho! 
which also requires no time, immediately into the arts, as well as into 
more objectionable consumption. But if it be intended to make the 
finer quality of whisky, for which there is at times a large foreign di 
raand, the objectionable ingredients must be extracted by the chemica! 
process of age, and it takes all of six years todo this. If it remains ten 
years, it is of course more perfect still. I have never heard any on 
complain that whisky grew meaner asit grew older. Thisis one thing 
that always honors its age. 

Therefore, when you pay the tax at the period demanded by law, and 


terest on 400 per cent. of the principal as well as the interest on the 
principal. This is all I ever claimed as being the real burden; for | 


burden worthy of complaint here at this time, and this industry is mak 
ing no such complaint. I have tried to show the consequences that 
accrue from the method of collecting the tax; and in due time I wil! 
try to show that while we can rightly encumber this business in its 


| home market, so far as the burden of simply taxing it for revenue goes 


yet we have no right tu go beyond that and persecute it, for the States 
have not given us that power; and we certainly can not deprive any com 

munity of the right of free export, for the Constitution expressly «i 

nies us that power. Hence to do what we now Cois to usurp a powe! 
upon the one hand, and to violate a plain injunction, with all the dange: 
and meanness of a clandestine method, upon the other hand. The Con 
stitution says: “‘ No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from 
any State.’’ And right here, when we have arrived at the full meas 
ure of the true status of this business, will all the rights and wrongs 0! 
the case appear. 

Now, we know that this method of imposing taxes does not app!) 
to any other commodity in this country. As has been frequently and 
clearly demonstrated, you do not pay tax upon tobacco until it goes 
immediately into consumption. If the manufacturer of tobacco want 

| to keep itany length of time he puts it into the warehouse, and it neve! 
costs him interest except upon the capital invested in the tobacco. [i 
does not have to buy his supply of stamps more than seven days ahea‘! 
and only one day ahead if a revenue officer be convenient. He pays liis 
tax justas he ships his invoices.. Tobacco pays tax as it goes into con- 
sumption, and that is the principle upon which taxes should be paid 
Any other method of laying this taxation is burdensome and. unjust 
Hence this whisky interest has the right to complain of the discrim- 
nation that is made against it, and to ask as a legal business, so far as 
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we are concerned, to be relieved of this class legislation. If any State 
lets it live we have to recognize it as the equal of any other business 
in its claims upon foreign and trans-state commerce. ; 
Mr. Chairman, one other consideration is worthy of mention. 
postponement of the tax upon whisky bears the appearance of a loan; 
but as I have said, it is not a loan. It is unfortunate that it has the 
appears J >: ae . - 
lishing the object really sought. The charge of interest is simply a 
delusive though effectual method of covering any undue expenses that 
may be incurred by the Government in connection with caring for the 
whisky which may remain in bond for an unusual length of time. For 
‘nstance, 2 man is allowed to keep his imports in the custom-house for 
twelve months; but if he keeps them there for three years he is com- 


pelled to reimburse the Government for the extra care, the extra watch- 


This | just claim, why ought it not to have come here before? 
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ince of a loan; yet I do not know of any better way of accom- | 


YISS 


but it would be the end of this matter and in every way better for the 
Government and the whole country. 
Gentlemen may say this claim has come here before, but if it be a 


They may say 
it will come here again. If it is a just claim why should it not come 
here again ? 

I say, for my part, it ought to have come, and it ought still to come 
until it gets from Congress a recognition of the proper method of laying 
and collecting the tax. But toprevent these people from coming here for 
what would be class legislation, namely, a repeal of the interest charged 


| under this bill, I would have the interest paid quarterly in advance. 


ing, &e.; and he is charged 10 per cent. upon the taxes, the storage, | 


and other expenses that have accrued for the whole three years. 
is the method by which the Government reimburses itself for charges 
which are difficult to compute and which are made up of different items. 
It amounts to say something more than 3 per gent. per annum for the 
whole three years, for some of the goods are taken out at a shorter 
time and pay the whole 10 per cent. Of course the amount of money 
that has to bear this interest is less than the principal invested in the 
commodity, say about three-fourths of the principal. If interest at this 
low rate on a part of the principal be sufficient for imports, then surely 
interest at a higher rate, 4}, as proposed in this bill, on all of the prin- 
cipal and on four times as much again, is sufficient for domestic whisky. 
It amounts to over 20 per cent. a year on the principal. 

Now, if under the law you keep this whisky a given length of time 
free of charge, what additional expense accrues to the Government if 
that time be extended to an unusuallength? What additional expense 
would there be? Certainly nothing for renting warehouses. The dis- 
tiller has to furnish the warehouse. And nothing for enlarging ware- 
houses, for if an increase of goods takes place the distiller himself has 
to enlarge the warehouse. If he blocks up the warehouse with a given 
amount of goods, and keeps them on hand for three, six, ten, or fifteen 
years, he knows in the ordinary course of trade that so long as he keeps 
it it improves with age and he gets back his money with interest. 
could keep a Government warehouse-keeper there during all that period 
watching that stock of whisky. The Government would be at the con- 
stant expense of the salary of the keeper. Therefore, in the applica- 
tion of the just principle of collecting the tax when the commodity goes 
into consumption, and of protecting itself against any expense which 
accrues to the Government because of the commodity being for a long 
period withheld from consumption, it adopts the usual form of charg- 
ing interest in a safe way on something to cover that unusual expense. 
It is then simply not to lend the man money, but to protect the Gov- 
ernment against the accumulation of warehouseman’s charges. 

That is the correct view to take of it, and when so viewed it is not 
offensive, but the form we have to put it in of interest is at first glance 
delusive and deceptive. But the custom is our universal practice, and 


This | 


But that will come up when amendments are in order, and I am in- 
formed that the friends of the bill are willing to accept that amend- 
ment. 

We know there is good sense and right spirit in the frequency of just 
appeals. We know the widow who was disregarded by the unjust 


| judge by solicitation achieved her rightful demand, and although these 
| people have none of the generous sympathies of the country that does 


| 


He | 


| 


| this bill. 


it should not militate against one commodity more than it does against | 


another. If it is a “‘loan’’ to one it is a ‘‘loan’’ to all. Every article 
that enters our custom-houses is treated that way. The truth is it is 
a loan to nobody, and the proposition here is to stop the Government 
from raising enormous forced loans from one class of her citizens, and a 
loan, too, for which she pays no interest. Certainly justice would re- 
quire either that we should not collect taxes prematurely or that we 
should pay interest upon the drawback of which we have had the use. 
The simpler way is not to collect prematurely. I need not enter upon 
the proposition of protection from having to watch small stocks, which 
is easily remedied, if not already provided for. 

_ Therefore, what is the demand of this industry? It is not protec- 
tion; it is not relief from any natural infirmity; it is not relief from 
any custom or regulation that applies to any other commodity that the 
law has put upon it; it is not to free it from tax, but it is simply that it 
be placed upon the just and customary principle of taxation; that the 
collecting of the tax be so modified as not to violate the acknowledged 
laws and practices for deriving revenue by internal taxation, and thus 
not only give this class of our people their just dues, but also the Gov- 
ernment a better system, and the business machinery of the country, 
especially the monetary system, less friction. 

Now, sir, there is some embarrassment to those who would advocate 
this matter that may arise from misconceptions on the part of people 
throughout the country. They would like to know why, if this claim 
IS SO Just as to induce these people to come here and demand extension 
for a given number of years, it does not require extension for an unlim- 
ited number of years. One of the embarrassments of this bill is that 
it does not demand enough in the way of extension. We know in the 


last Congress with only twenty-nine dissenting voices in the House of 


Representatives the bill for unlimited extension was passed. That 
would be a logical bill going to the logical end of this matter, and the 
people could readily understand it. I would be much better satisfied 


a while it protected the Government by some interest or other clause 
Which accomplished the same end from undue expense in the way of 


we > ae. L are? . ian) s “ee . . : - . 
: irehouse keepers’s salaries, it w ould givean unlimited period of exten- 
5100. 


This would not only be more readily understood by the people, 





| commend them for it. 


not deprive them of the prerogative of asking for what is justly thei 
due. 

We have heard a good deal also about this being a ring. Perhaps 
the greater part of the legislation of this country and of most countries 
is born of prejudice. Many of those who are mast able in directing 
public sentiment never fail to play upon those magic cherds nsible 
men always attempt to achieve a common nght by association and 01 
ganization. Aring! What kind of a ring? Are they coming here 
seeking to avoid taxation? No, sir. Are they coming here seeking 
anything that was not unanimously recommended by the Ways and 
Means Committee of the last Congress? No, sir. Do they come here 
and ask for anything that was not indorsed by the last Congress with 
only twenty-nine dissenting votes in this House? No, sir. They 
must proceed in some organized way. We have heard much of lobbies 
around Congress for unjust causes. Would it be wrong for men to ase 
semble here to urge what is right? I think not. Yet I am free to 
say that if there is a man in Washington lobbying for this cause I have 
never seen or heard of him. If these people have and are now exert- 
ing themselves systematically and constantly it would argue nothing 
against their cause or against this bill, but it would simply show that 
they are alive to the only known way of achieving results. I would 
Snything less would make them ridiculous to 


me 


sensible men. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman explain why it is 
that these people raised $700,000 to be used in elections in the States 
to put their bill through Congress ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That has nothing to do with the merits of 
I suppose they were endeavoring to get what they believed 
were their honest and just rights. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The testimony before the Windom com- 
mittee of the Senate, in 1882, is the evidence on which that statement 
is made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. WILLIS. 


That has no relevancy. 
I have the report of the Windom committee in my 


| hand, and I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that the whole 


spirit of the report is directly to the contrary. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What does that matter? Suppose it 
true. Suppose they raised $1,400,000 in place of $700,000, as the 
tleman says. Can he point to any improper use of money’ | 
say they raised some money. 


were 
yen 
dare 
How much or how little I neither know 
nor care. That is no business of mine. Suppose they had even bribed 
men. I would have contempt for them. That act would prejudice 
their case; but our duty still would be to consider this bill upon its 
merits. But bad men should not be permitted to withhold justice from 
good men. Evenacriminal must have his dues. But no wrongdoing 
isattachedtothesemen. The Republican party has often raised money, 
directly and indirectly, and properly and otherwise, to carry elections 
The Democratic party has attempted to raise it at It 
money toorganizeand bring out a party’s vote. It-is only by elections 
that people can send men to Congress to contend for their rights. It 
may be a proper and legitimate question that they want to bring before 
Congress. Their rights and interests may be at stake. 

This, then, is not a ring in its offensive sense. Contrast it with other 
organizations and efforts that we are familiar with. There has been 
a whisky ring, one that the gentleman will recall at Saint Louis and 
Chicago. That wasa ring in its most offensivesense, organized for plun- 
der, organized for the robbery of the Government. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, the gentleman alludes, if he will 
permit me again to interrupt him, to the whisky ring of Saint Lou 
and Chicago, which he admits was organized for purposes of plunder 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Admitit! I charge it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, [ask him whether under the oper- 
ation of the present law, what. is known as the Carlisle bill, it does 
not give to the distillers just as big a steal as they could have mad 
themselves? And they do not have to steal it now 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If itis a bill which within 


times. takes 


its proy IsiOns 
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gives these men the benefit which the gentleman from Kentucky refers | 


to, they get it honestly; but if they obtained it, as in the instances to 


which I have referred, when it was withheld by the law, then it comes | 


within the terms of what you may properly call a steal. 
there is of the question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Here is the report of the Windom committee on that 
point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
upon the merits of this bill. 
claim in the nature of a ring in an odious sense; and I drew that com- 
parison not to make a partisan point but to protect this bill from preju- 
dice by comparing these business men with what gentlemen regard as 


That is all 


I care nothing for that. It has no bearing 


a ring in the sense that I assume those who refer to this as a ring desire | 


us to understand by it. In that instance the motto should have been, 
** Let no guilty man escape.’’ In this instance the most eminent bank- 
ers and business men in the Union are urging the passage of the bill. 
It is strange that some gentlemen can not distinguish betweena ring of 
men to violate the law and steal from the Government and a body of 


people who openly and boldly come before Congress for a redress of | 


grievances. Do you expect them to sit still under proscriptive legisla- 
tion and be ruined? Is it wrong to urge and petition Congress for re- 
dress? Our fathers did not think so, for they sacredly established this 
high right in the Constitution, which says: ‘‘Congress shall make no 
law abridging * the right of the people * * * 
to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.’’ Are the open 
petitions upon our desks a wrong? The cry of a ring is misplaced here. 

[ have given what I consider the first blush appearance of this case, 
and I have tried to state the seeming appearance in its worst andstrong- 
est light; then I have tried to state the true status of the question. 
In going over this ground I have treated of some collateral points, and 
have indicated the practice as well as to some extent the principle of 
taxation that ought to obtain. I will, however, ask the attention of 
the House a little more particularly to what I consider the determinat- 
ing principle that should guide us in this legislation. It should be 
treated, Mr. Chairman, simply and solely as a question of taxation and 
revenue. It should not be argued here upon the line of the humani- 
ties. The business receives no gratitude for the taxes it has paid. 
Gentlemen can not invoke our support upon that ground. While we 
can not and ought not to foster this business, yet it is equally unconsti- 
tutional and mischievous for us to seek by national legislation either 
to extinguish or to persecute it. The national functionisrevenue. The 
people do not want us to exceed our functions or powers. The States 
reserve to themselves the social question. They can legislate upon the 
social and humane features of the question; but we should confine 
ourselves to the jurisdiction they have given us to tax for revenue, leav- 
ing to them what it is our duty not to encroach upon—what in their 
superior wisdom they have reserved for their own management. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As the gentleman was kind enough to 
permit interruption I hope his time will be extended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to have fifteen minutes longer. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended for fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
this courtesy. As I was saying, that is the function of the National 
Government, revenue. For the lack of some better expression I will lay 
this down as an axiom, in the light of the Constitution and of common 
sense, that national taxes should be laid solely with reference to rev- 


enue, and they should be so laid and collected as to yield the required | 


revenue at the minimum cost of colle_tion and at the minimum degree 
of interference with the social and industrial well-being of the people. 

Some may think that we fail to interfere with the well-being of so- 
ciety if we refuse to pass this bill. They should remember that the re- 
sult of that vourse is to force down the price of whisky by retaining 
a persecuting clause in the law, which defeats their own ends. As soon 
as the cheapened whisky has killed all the men and ruined all the 
happy homes it can and the excessive supply has been exhausted, then 
the price advances. Then they begin to hope for some cessation of their 
saturnalia of drunkenness andcrime. Why? Because whisky has ad- 
vanced. 
from starting? Ifcheap whisky increases drunkenness, why defeat this 
billand make whisky cheap? 
be bankrupt and no more will be made. The distilleries will not be 
burnt down. Creditors will have bought them up at a sacrifice and 
they will not keep them as idle property. As soon as the market ad- 
vances so as to guarantee the prices that will prevail if this bill passes, 
then they will start to making whisky again. 
recovered your lost ground; but you will not have repaired the ruin to 
society that you will have wrought. If you continue sucha law as we 
now have and these new distillers in the course of years should for- 
get the old lesson and you refuse to pass some such bill as this, then 
you simply do the same injury to society over again. 
want whisky and are able to pay for it and a State permits it to be 
made and sold, just that long will men be found ready and able and 
willing to make it. 


There is nothing that attaches to this | 
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I only make this argument for those who need it. Most of the ten- 
perance men know that society and temperance do best when left at 
home. They know that Congress never touches those things but to 
blight them. They know that the Constitution forbids our touching 
them. They know that if we had the power to regulate whisky drink- 
ing we could allow it as well as prohibit it. Every community that is 
now secure in temperance would run the risk of losingit. They would 
be very apt toloseit. If the Constitution forbade the making of whisky 
we would have to leave it to the States to enforce the provision. They 
would do then as they do now, which is just as they like. If the Goy- 
| ernment attempted to enforce it it would take a police force of half a 
millionof men. They would be subject to no local influences or author- 
ity. They could force open and search every home in the nation. If 
honest, the policing of Russia would not be equal to the tyranny. If 
dishonest, as nine-tenths of them would be, then the day of whisky 
rings would just have begun. The whole thing is impossible, and any 
action by us upor this line is different in mischief only in degree, and 
the further we go the worse it is. 

Now, upon the other hand, some gentlemen may agree with me in 
my premises as to the determinating principles in laying this tax and 
yet hold that the least disturbance to our monetary and general busi- 
ness matters will be realized by defeating this bill. In my statement 
of the true and exceptional status of the relations in which this busi 
ness stands to Congress I revealed that we have restricted their equal 
right and chances to export, which is unconstitutional, and that ought 
to condemn the law as it now stands. I revealed that to hold, say 
$20,000,000 of this commodity for either the domestic or the foreign mar- 
ket it takes in all an outlay of, say, $120,000,000. The intereston all ot 
this amount must be lost by the producer for three years before he can af- 
ford to market the higher grades of goods. Itisnoadvantagetoany mer- 
chant who wants money, or to any farmer who wants credit of the mer- 
chant, to find that the banks have got so much money locked up in 
whisky, advanced before market day to the Government, and the banks 


| 





I thank the House and the gentleman for | 


must either stand out of that money for years, waiting for the time that 
the Government ought to wait for, or else see good customers go to the 
wall. The more they have to advance prematurely to the Government 
for these customers the less they can do for other customers. Thus 
times are made hard all around. Clearly the Government by its ra- 
pacity in forcing taxes before the article is sold to the jobber or shipped 
abroad is not only acting in violation of the Constitution but also is 
ranging the whole order of business. 

We are to consider the facts as they exist and treat them dispassion- 
ately; and because there happens to be a coincidence of interest between 
us as a nation and between them as individuals and a class, we should 
not swerve away from a sensible and proper line of legislation. I never 
had any admiration for the spirit of the dog in the manger, and still 
less for the man who cuts off his nose to spite his face. 

What is the attitude of the House now upon this question? It di 
vides up into some singular and strangeelements. When this question 
came up on its merits in the last Congress it received an almost unani- 
mous support for an unlimited instead of a partial extension of time as 
is now asked. But, sir, we find now that there are powerful political 
forces moving beneath the surface of affairs. Wefind gentlemen here who 
maintain that this industry is subjected to such an iniquitous and un- 
constitutional burden in the matter of the tax, that the tax upon whisk) 
is so wrong, that it ought to be abolished altogether. And yet, sir, the) 


| are not willing to come here and adjust that tax in a consistent and 


customary manner. They are willing to give it complete relief, but 
they are not willing to give it partial relief. They argue that because 
the tax is unconstitutional therefore it must also be made unbeara}|« 
That is a strange condition of mind for gentlemen to bein. The cou 


| try will not understand or approve of*this. 


And it is not only most of our friends upon the other side of tli 
House who occupy that position, but there are also some of our brethi- 
ren upon this side of the House who oceupy it. And there are so1 





If high whisky stopsit, why will not high whisky prevent it | 


But you think the whisky makers will | 


You will only then have | 


As long as people | 


gentlemen on this side who talk of this being class legislation, when it 

is the reverse of class legislation. It is to reliev> a class of a piece ol 
| class legislation. It is in full and entire accord with revenue reform 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Excuseme. I havenottime. Some upo! 
| our side denounce this tax as a wrong and yet refuse to mitigate w! 
they calla wrong. If they can not get complete relief for their friend 
| ought they not to try and get partial relief? They ask for no mo! 

What is it that can so warp gentlemen’s minds? They are honora) 

men. I have not a syllable to say against their integrity. But I co! 
| sider their position strangely mixed and inconsistent. They know pe! 
fectly well that the representatives of this bill upon the floor ar 
accord with the claimants. They know the repeal of the tax is n 
asked for by them. Why exceed a man’s wishes or else try to sta 
him? You want them to ask for repeal of the tax. But they ca 
stand the tax; it is upon aluxury; they are willing to stand it. Th 
know that to repeal this tax is to keep up high prices by means 0! 
high tariff upon the necessaries of life. Their convictions are oppose: 
to this. Do you wish to enslave their opinions as acondition of givinz 
| them only a part of what you say they ought to have? My distin 
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guished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] I believe is willing 

to kill this tax all at once, as he expressed himself the other day. 

He looks upon it as a wrong upon this country and perhaps upon the 
ople engaged in it as victims. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand the gentleman, I never said that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Did not the gentleman say it is wrong? 
I heard him say it is unconstitutional, which I would call wrong. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said all internal-revenue tax should be wiped 
out: but I never said the people engaged in the manufacture of whisky 
were engaged in a business derogatory to their character. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
said that. The gentleman does not allude to my point. 

Mr. RANDALL. t 
saying it over and over again, that I will struggle to wipe out the in- 
ternal-revenue system altogether. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is exactly the 
point, and the gentleman opposes this bill. 
of that striking down of the internal-revenue system ? 
not ask you to strike down the internal-revenue tax. 
you to modify one of the improper features in the collecting of the 
internal-revenue tax. It will not yield a nickel less of revenue. It 
will not cost us a cent on earth. It simply makes the day of payment 
come when it ought to come. These people believe there should be 
high whisky as long as there are high-priced coats and high-priced 
boots and shoes. They know if the internal-revenue tax were repealed 
to-morrow the advance on whisky would be very great in this country 
and they would make millions of dollars on the stocks they have on 
hand now. The consumption that would be stimulated by this over- 
flow of whisky through the country would entirely exceed the present 
supply, and the 90 cents a gallon would now and for a long time to 
come be about equally divided between the consumer and the pro- 
ducer. This would be the end of their appeals here. They could 
afford to retire. There are 80,000,000 of gallons of alcohol and of 
whiskies in bond now. Upon this these men would get an extra profit 
of not less than $40,000,000; more than half of this would go to these 
immediate petitioners. All that they could produce for a long time 
to come would yield them fabulous profits. A regular sluice-way 
would be opened from the Treasury to refund the tax upon unbroken 
packages, as we have just passed a jaw to refund upon tobacco. Under 
a graduated system of ultimate repeal these profits and rebates would 
not be voted to these men. 

But these men have their convictions; they refuse to accept the con- 
dition. What temptation on earth can be laid before men to exceed 
this? It is as if they were taken up into a high mountain and all the 
riches of the world exposed to them and offered to them if they would 
only bow down and worship this idol of protection. What is their re- 
ply to my distinguished friend when he offers them this vast gift? 
Their reply is: ‘‘ Get thee behind me, for it is written thou shalt wor- 
ship only justice, and the people and not corporations shalt thou serve.’’ 
That is the reply, with all honor to them who make it. They do not 
ask for a repeal of the tax, only for a change in its manner of collec- 
lection; but they will stand all before they will surrender their con- 
victions. 

As the country contemplates the burdens which rest upon the people 
it will be deeply moved at this offer and plan of adjustment. It will 
not indorse such methods in public business. While gentlemen do not 
and can not so intend it, yet in morals and in truth it isa bribe. In 
politics it is an immense inducement for these people to change their 
political convictions. Itstands colossal in its awful baldness, unequaled 
by anything known in the history of the world. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. For a question, yes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether it is not the fact that in 1880 there were only 2,800,000 gal- 
lons rye and bourbon whiskies in bond, and now there are 64,000,000 
gallons in bond? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And the tariff duties were 
than now, for they were reduced at the last session. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
about that now. 
tax. 


These men do 


do not know anything about that. 


then higher 


I do not want to know or consider anything 
I am not arguing for a change in the amount of the 
; I do not know what you mean. It may be a digression. I have 
chosen my line of argument and can not answer the question, and | 
must beg the gentleman not to interrupt me. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With all respect to the gentleman, it 
bears directly on this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Pardon me: I want you to believe that 1 
do not know anything about it. I shall vote for this bill be: 
just, because it is in the line of revenue reform, because it tends to raise 
the maximum of revenue at the minimum of cost to the Government 
and at the minimum of disturbance of the social and industrial well- 
being of our people, remembering that this is not a whisky bill but it 
8 a revenue bill, and that what might be eminently proper and wise 


iM a State Legislature is mischievous and unauthorized in the Federal 
Congress. 


use 1t 18 


| that I voted to take it up for consideration. 
| ure presented here should be considered. 


| of my people with a jealous eye. 
g relief to the large distillers in the West, I propose that the poor men 
I did not dream or intimate that you had 


What is the logical effect | 


They simply ask 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. York]. 

Mr. YORK. I desire to say in the outset to the friends of this bill 

I believe that every meas- 
I believe these men should 
be heard, and therefore I have cheerfully voted to consider this bill 

But I say that if my people do not obtain some relief in the end I 
shall be compelled to vote against this bill. I shall watch the interests 
While I am willing to vote to grant 


who operate distilleries in North Carolina shall also have some measure 


| of relief. 
I said, and I repeat, and I hope to have a chance of | 


In my part of the State, in Western North Carolina, there are thou- 


sands of poor men, farmers who own little orchards, and they have 
| been crying for twenty years for relief, have been appealing to the 


American Congress for relief, but none has been extended to them 
Now I say to gentlemen on the other side of the House, why should 
we not join hands in this matter? If the distillers of the West are cry 
ing for relief, why shall we not grant relief to every man on the Ame! 
ican continent from the odious exactions of the internal-revenue law 
I want to see that whole law wiped out. I want to see the people fre 
from all the war taxes. I would be glad to vote to wipe out ever 
one of those taxes, and relieve the people from the burdens which ar 
now imposed upon them. 

I propose in my vote upon this bill to act in accordance with th 
vote that shall be given upon the amendment which I propose to off 
to relieve the producers of fruit brandy in my part of the country 
that amendment shall be adopted, then I shall work cheerfully for the 
passage of this bill. Butif it is voted down, my duty to my peopl 
will compel me to vote against this bill, and I must doso. I want 
understood here that the people of North Carolina are as anxious for 
and worthy of relief as are the people of Kentucky or of any other 
section of this Union. I want to see reliefgranted tothem. My hea 
goes out to the people of the country who are sufiering under the bur 
dens of this law. 1 feel for them and desire to vote for this measure 
But I repeat that unless my people shall have the relief which they de- 
sire I shall be compelled to vote against this bill. 

As I have remarked, we have in North Carolina thousands of little 
orchards, the owners of which are not able to pay the tax levied upon 
the brandy distilled froga their fruit. They have appealed over and 
over again to Congress to grant them relief. Our Legislature has time 
and again petitioned Congress for relief, but none has been given 


A 


| say here that if these poor people in my district and in my State are to 


be crushed down by this law and to have no relief granted them, I can 


| not consistently vote to relieve the people of other States 


| Here the hammer fell. ] 

I thank the gentleman from New York [| Mr. Hiscock] for the time 
he has given me. I desire to give notice to the House that at the prope 
time I shall offer an amendment to this bill of the character I have in 
dicated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the law of March 28, 


1878: 
The tax on distilled spirits hereafter entered for deposit in distillery ware- 
houses shall be due and payable before and at the time the same are w 


therefrom and within three years from the date 
therein. 


Itndraw 
the depos 


of the entry of 

This movement for the extension of the whisky tax commenced wit 
the passage of the law I have read, and the legislation which 
asked is the proper supplement to it. I desire attention brietly 
to the manner in which the enactment of that lawaffected the produ 
tion of the peculiar class of whisky for which relief is now asked. 

Mark you, in 1878 that law was passed 
ing January 1, 1879, the production of the peculiar whisky, 
and rye, which is benefited aging 
In the fiscal year commencing January 1, there was an ine1 
on the preceding year of 24,000,000 gallons. The next y 
a still further increase, the production being 5 
than in the preceding year. Will the adv 
tell us that the manufacturers of this a 
understand fully that they were mor 
the consumption of their product? 


s now 


to call 
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with 
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the characte 
the 80,000,000 gallons in round nu 


741 gallons 


Let us look a moment at ! 
ubers which remained 
the 30th of June, 1885, 54 1 re bourbon Ww 
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bond over 70,000,000 
1881, and 
act solely tor the purpose ing held to 
the law of March 
nd, Mr. Chairman, that other classes ot distilled S] 
! They are pi 
But the act to which [ hay 
fa plan, acted upon by the 
and rye whisky to place in charge of the Govern 
without the payment of tax that product which would improve 
It is a well-known fact that these whiskies will further ad vance 
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by aging largely in excess of the interest on the cost of production and 
wastage 

And we are asked now to enter into partnership with the producers, 
and in practical effect to loan them the money with which to carry the 
whiskies for two years longer. If the great distilling interest of the 
country were about to be struck down, perhaps it might come here 
with some show of reason and ask that clemency be extended to it by 
Congress. But, sir, it is this peculiar whisky which is consumed as a 
beverage, and that alone, that makes the appeal. The producers of dis- 
tilled spirits which enter into use in other manufacturing industries or 
theartsare not here; but the manufacturers engaged in distilling whisky 
to be used as a beverage solely, they, and they alone, are here. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state that he 
is mistaken. The Western Export Association, whose average daily 
capacity is 200,000 bushels of wheat, is to-day a petitioner at the bar of 
this House for the passage of this bill, and every high-wine establish- 
ment in the country joins in the appeal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
Government of $60,000,000; and I do not wonder that the parties who 
are to receive this loan have induced the branch of industry mentioned 
by the gentleman to unite in their petition. 
branch of industry sympathizes enough with those engaged in the pro- 


duction of the bourbon and rye whiskies to stand as their friends to | 


aid them in the passage of the bill. 
tucky 
interest will be benefited by the passage of this bill or requires this 
legislation for protection and to save it from ruin? 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido say so, emphatically. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ,Then, I say to the gentleman, if he is correet the 


reports on 


But will the gentleman from Ken- 


certainly false. They do not warrant any such deduction as that; for 
t is an obvious fact that, apart from these two peculiar whiskies, dis- 
tilled spirits are removed from bond in quantities equaling their man- 
ufacture; the consumption isas large as the production from year to year. 

{ suppose, Mr. Chairman, that in the normal condition of things there 
would be a profit of 25 per cent. at least above the interest on the cost 
of production in holding the whisky for aging alone; and Congress is 
invited by these people to engage in that particular business, holding 
whisky for improvement in value. 

We have been told that banksand bankers, business men everywhere, 
are petitioning for this bill. Considering the loan of sixty-five or sixty- 
six millions of dollars is involved at 45 per cent. interest per annum, I 
am not surprised; I am only surprised that the petitions are not more 
numerous, 

[ repeat, Mr. Chairman, that it is not a measure of relief which is 
being sought. Weare asked to engage in a speculation. We were 
asked to engage in this speculation when the act of 1878 was passed. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill involves the loan by the | 


It is not surprising if that | 


tell me that any interest except the bourbon and rye whisky | 


our tables from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue are | 


These gentlemen engaged in the manufacture of whisky knew at that | 


time that they were manufacturing far. beyond the annual demands of 
the market, far beyond what was required for consumption. Take the 
production in the State of Kentucky. In 1879 it was 8,000,000 of g1- 


lons. In 1880 itjumped up to 15,000,000 gallons. In 1881 to 32,000,000 
gallons. In 1882 it was 25,000,000 gallons. Does the gentleman from | 


Kentucky tell me that the people there did not understand that they 
were then maufacturing annually far beyond the use by consumption; 
nearly double the consumption ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Eighteen millions is the annual consumption. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The production of Kentucky ? 


Mr. WILLIS. Eight millions. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Eight million gallons was the highest production 


for years in that State; but in 1880 it jumped up, as I have already 
said, to 15,000,000; in 1881 it advanced to 32,000,000 of gallons, and 
in 1882 it was 25,000,000 of gallons. I supposed the normal demand 
for this whisky was some fifteen or sixteen millions of gallons at the 
outside. The gentleman says 18,000,000 gallons. 

I will accept his figures that 18,000,000 gallons is the demand for it in 
a normal condition of things. Yet it is conceded Kentucky was pro- 
ducing it far in advance of that figure. And there was not a single one 
of these manufacturers but was advised monthly of the product of the 


distilleries of the country and of the amount going into bond. Each 
one of them appreciated the fact of the increasing production. Operat- 


ing under this law of March, 1878, they expected to induce the Govern- 
ment to enter into business with them, and to hold their whisky for 
aging purposes, holding it for appreciation in value, and they trusted 
to be successful in the effort they are making here to-day, that they 
vould be able to procure the Government again to extend the bonded 
period, fully appreciating, as I have said, the increased value which 
would come to this product by the lapse of time. 

Now, sir, it is not a question of crushing out an industry, confront- 
ing the fact as we do that this year these same distillers have produced 
about 14,000,000 gallons. Having produced that large amount, nearly 
up to theannual consumption, I do not believe the ruin which has been 
threatened here fof two years is so near to them as is claimed by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I do not believe it issoimpending. They 
doubtless believed they would have force enough in this House, force 
enough in Congress, to extend the time in which whisky could be held 





| tion of the tax in the interest of protection. 


in bond from three to five years. They have doubtless expected when 
the five years came round they would have strength enough to repeal the 
limits entirely, if necessary, in order that they might hold this whisky on 
speculation, but their industry is not more oppressed than others in the 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to discuss this question, as it 
seems to have been feared on the other side it would be, as a moral ques- 
tion. But the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means when 
he brought in this bill told us that whisky was different from anything 
I have scarcely heard a gentleman on the other side announce 
himself as in favor of striking off from it the internal-revenue tax. Th: 
fact that they are unwilling to assume that position demonstrates that 
whisky manufactured for use as a beverage is different from our othe1 
products. There is no other internal-revenue tax which I am unwill- 
ing to vote to repeal, but I would not vote for a repeal of the tax on 
whisky. There is no sentiment on the other side of the House in that 
direction. 

Sir, it is the fact that itis a differentcommodity from anything else 
Yet in this commodity, as a matter of profit to the owners of it, you ask 
the Government to become his partner and receive for its share of the 
profits 45 per cent. per annum. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you know of a single party petitioning relief 
from this tax who favors the repeal of the tax ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir, because it is a source of profit to them 

Mr. WILLIS. I know hundreds of them, thousands of them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. At least in the hearing before the Committee on 
Ways and Means I was not aware any gentleman took the position that 
he was in favor of striking off this tax. I believe the gentleman from 
Kentucky announced that he was not. 

Mr. MORRISON. Those who were before the committee owned no 
whisky and paid no tax except on the whisky they drank. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. There were a number of gentlemen before that com- 
mittee who pretended to represent, and I believe did represent, the 
whisky interest of the United States. I think the gentleman will bear 
me out in saying that at least the gentleman from Pennsylvania at- 
tempted to discover whether they were in favor of the repeal of this 
tax or not. 

And I believe, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY} 
has intimated that he does, that they are not in favor of the repeal ot 
the tax. They are in favor of its being laid—these producers of bour 
bon and rye whisky—as a matter of speculation, being willing to pay 
the Government 4} per cent. per annum for its share of the profits. 

It has been said by one gentleman upon the floor that he was in favor 
of this bill because it would be in the interest of protection. I refer to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELrorD]. Perhaps that statement 
deserves a passing remark. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I am something of a protectionist, and I have 
yet to discover any other manufacturing industry of the United States 
that favors the striking off of this tax or the postponing of the collec- 
But they are opposed and 
I am opposed to this peculiar industry being singled out from all the 
other industries of the country, from the iron industry, from the cotton 
industry, to receive this peculiar protection. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, the great iron-workers should come here and 
ask of this Government a loan of money to them at 4} percent. per an- 
num, asking the Government to become partners with them in their 
enterprise. Would it receive any countenance from any member of 
this House ? ; 

Mr. TUCKER. Let me ask my friend from New York if he does not 
see a marked distinction or difference between the attitude which this 
whisky interest occupies and that which the iron interest occupies. 
The iron interest comes here and asks the Government to lay a duty 
upon iron for their benefit. The whisky interest only asks that the 
Government will not press them by a tax upon it, which can be col 
lected as well hereafter as now, and for which the Government has no 
immediate need. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Virginia misunderstands the po- 
sition of the iron industry. A yearago we passed a law under which the 
iron industries of the country entered upon their business for the pres 
ent year. They have not come here and asked anything at the hands 
of this Congress except to be let alone. They have simply asked to be 
allowed to act under the law that in March last we passed—a little more 
than a year ago. But the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia 
is to refuse them protection, not even to allow them to retain what they 
already have, but to strike it down, and then to enter into a partner- 
ship with the distillers of }ourbon and rye whisky, by which the Gov- 
ernment should receive 4} per cent. per annum for its share of the 
profits. 

Now I yield ten minutes to my colleague from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has thirty-two 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. 


else. 


Mr. Chairman, a distinguished lawyer, in 
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giving advice to his son, whowas just to enter the profession of the law, 
once said: ‘‘ When the facts are against you, argue the law; when the 


law is against you, talk about the facts; but when both the law and | 


the facts are against you, talk around.’ 

The advocates of this bill are proceeding in accordance with this ad- 
vice. Finding the law, the facts, the justice, and the morals of the case 
all against them, they have very innocently and in a manner at once 
childlike and bland commenced to descant upon the imaginary beauties 


of free trade, the alleged enormities of protection, and the assumed | 


evils of the internal-revenue system. We are blandly informed that 
the taxation of whisky and tobacco are relics of the war, and in childish 
innocence they tell us that if we would have an era of happiness, pros- 


perity, peace, and plenty, we must blot out every law that savors of | 


the ‘* late unpleasantness,’’ and smoke the pipe of peace and drink each 
other’s health with untaxed tobacco and whisky. 

When gentlemen who pretend to oppose this bill, yet who are in fact 
laboring for its passage, improve their opportunity to denounce our in- 


terpal-revenue system and advocate the abrogation of the tax on dis- | 
tilled spirits, I think I discern that beneath the sophistry of this bill | 


there is hidden a deep design to ultimately remit this tax altogether. 
Therefore it is that I find a new reason for opposing this measure. 
We can attach no blame to those men who as interested parties are 


seeking an extension of credit from this Goverement and urging the | 


passage of this bill. They have the right to come here and urge their 
claims. Weare bound to give them a fair hearing and to duly con- 
sider and pass upon the merits of their case, if there be any merit in it. 
I have diligently sought for merits in this case, but have sought in 
vain. I fail to find a single reason for the passage of this bill. On the 
other hand, I find many reasons that impel me to oppose it. 

Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understand the position of the gentle- 
men who so earnestly advocate the passage of this bill, they desire to 
enable those persons having distilled spirits entered for deposit in dis- 
tillery warehouses or special bonded warehouses, and upon which the 
tax has or shall become due after December 1, 1883, to retain the same 
in such warehouses for a period not exceeding two years longer than is 
now allowed by law without payment of the tax. 

The reasons urged for the passage of this act are that there has been 
a large overproduction of distilled spirits, whisky principally, and that 
it would ruin or at least seriously embarrass distillers to pay the taxes 
in advance of consumption or in advance of a demand in the market at 
present prices, 

In an address presented to the Committee of Ways and Means the 
distillers interested in this question say: 

lt is well known to your honorable committee that there are now in distillery 
warehouses many millions of gallons of distilled spirits in excess of the imme- 
<liate wants of trade, upon which the taxesare falling due from month to month. 


It needs no argument on our part to convince your minds thatthis state of affairs 
must, in accordance with the fixed laws of supply and demand, result ina great 


depreciation of values,and heavy losses to the owners of those spirits, if their | 


withdrawal from bond is still made compulsory; and that the decline in prices 


will be accelerated from month to month in just such ratio as the market is more 
heavily overloaded. 


These same interested gentlemen present figures which show that 
73,847,103 gallons have been overproduced and now remain in bond. 


It is claimed that it is our duty to allow these millions of gallons of | 
spirits now in bond there to remain without payment of the taxes due, 


or that soon will become due, on their paying 4} per cent. interest 
thereon. In other words, they seek to make this Government a great 
national whisky storehouse, and ask the Government at the same time 
to loan them hundreds of thousands of dollars at 4} per cent. interest. 


They, in substance, say that having largely overproduced, having | 
overstocked the market by their own want of foresight, the Govern- | 
ment should now step in and relieve them from the consequences of 
their own indiscretion, loan them the money that is its due, and aid | 


them in their struggle to keep up the price of distilled spirits. They 
seek to make us at once a bank, a storehouse, and the protector of the 
whisky ring. . 


To excite our sympathy they urge that since the establishment of the | 


present internal-revenue system in 1862 the Government has collected 
in taxes upon distilled spirits the enormous sum of $1,017,754,129; 
and one gentleman in his love and adoration for the whisky of this na- 
tion held it up as the national preserver. 


Sir, I will only pause to say to him that as against armed rebellion | 


we can protect ourselves, but that as against the slow, insidious ap- 
proach of the whisky destroyer that is debauching this people we have 
little protection if we single out the whisky producers as the loved and 
cherished sons of the Republic. 

It will never do for this people to cement and solidify and arm and 
equip this great and grasping liquor monopoly that is sapping the life 
of the people in one direction while it feeds the Government in another. 

Sir, Iam willing to admit that this Government has derived an im- 
mense revenue from the tax on distilled spirits, but I deny that we owe 
any debt of gratitude to distillers. I deny that we are under any obli- 
gations to take them under the protection of this Government and enable 
them to prosper and profit and enrich themselves while we leave every 
other industry upon its own merits and to regulate its own values by 
production in accordance with the laws of supply and demand. I do 
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not believe it just or proper or moral for this Congress to so legislate as 
to encourage the production of distilled spirits. The laws as they now 
stand have been upon the statute-books for years, and the producers of 
distilled spirits have manufactured and placed in bond with full knowl- 
edge of the law, with full knowledge of the consumption of the coun- 
try, and with full knowledge of the burdens they were imposing upon 
themselves if they overproduced. They well knew that the price of 
any commodity is regulated by the supply and demand, and they well 
knew that the tax was fixed by law at a certain sum on each gallon man- 
| ufactured, and that the tax was to become due and payable at a day 
| certain. They also well knew that any overproduction was at their 
own risk unless Congress should relieve them. 

When they manufactured this whisky, they of course estimated the 
cost. Labor, material, and the Government tax all entered into con 
| sideration, and into their estimate of the cost of their product. it was 
for them to watch the market; it was for them to regulate and run 
| their business. The Government has but one duty, and that is to en 
force the law and collect the tax. 

In my judgment there is no more reason for our extending the time 
| for the payment of this tax than for extending the time for the pay- 

ment of other debts and obligations due the Government. If we enter 
| upon the policy demanded by this bill, that of extending the time ot 
the payment of taxes and dues owing to the Government, I can not see 
where nor when we are to stop. The importer, the dealers in tobacco, 
| and all who pay internal taxes are expected to pay the duties and taxes 
| promptly when due, and whether they are bankrupt or rich, in debt 
or independent, are questions the Government can not stop to inquire 
into. Upon no other system can we safely and prosperously conduct 
the affairs of this country. 

From the reports of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue these dis- 
tillers knew that there was a large overproduction from year to year, 
and yet they went on overproducing. In 1878 theoverproduction was 

| 14,088,773 gallons; in 1879, 19,212,470 gallons; in 1880, 31,363,864 gal- 
lons; in 1881, 64,648,111 gallons; in 1882, 80,963,645 gallons; in 1883, 
80,000,000—resulting in the enormous aggregate overproduction of 
290,276,068 gallons; and the figures show that this annual overpro- 
duction has been steadily increasing. Yet these men went on overpro- 
ducing and now come to the Government for relief. No fault can be 
attributed to this Government. The responsibility rests with the pro- 
ducers. 
The figures show that i the last six years there have been produced in 


the United States of distilled spirits 515,969,400 gallons. Used here, 
377,469,928; exported, 67,188,601; leaving in bond, 73,847,103. There 


are in the hands of wholesale dealers 13,921,482 gallons; in the hands 
of retail dealers, 28,180,650 gallons; showing to-day a surplus of 115,- 
949,235 gallons of distilled spirits manufactured in our country, now 
in our midst, to carry woe, misery, want, degradation, crime, destruc- 
tion, and death to the homes and firesides of our fifty millions of peopl 
This is more than two gallons for every man, woman, and child in 
the country, saying nothing of the thousands of gallons of imported dis 
tilled spirits or of the millions of gallons of fermented liquors manu- 
factured in our country and imported from abroad, and which would 
| swell the aggregate of intoxicating liquors in our country to an amount 
sufficient to float the Navy of the United States. And yet this liquor 
interest, representing hundreds of millions of dollars capital, comes here 
| pleading poverty; this big, fat, sleek, trouncing, overgrown, strong, ag- 
gressive whisky baby comes crying at the doors of this Congress askin 
us to make this Government its wet-nurse. [Laughter and applause. 
Sir, the child that begs to-day for succor will soon be larger and stronger 
than the father, mother, nurse, and ail. 
Now, sir, I have looked a little into the questions of the annual con- 
| sumption of food-producing material in the manufacture of this immense 
amount of distilled spirits, and I find that during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, there had been used in this business as follows: Of wheat 

| 291,368 bushels; of barley, 73,380 bushels; of rye, 2,987,473 bushels; 
of corn, 13,428,469 bushels; of oats, 122,583 bushels; mill-feed, 240,340 
bushels; other materials, 22,203 bushels; making a grand total of 18, 
644,787 bushels of food annually manufactured into distilled spirits in 
the United States alone. There was also used 
2,373,106 gallons of molasses. 

When we think of the thousands of poor and starving people this would 
have saved from suffering we find the figures appalling. True we can 
not perhaps enact and enforce sumptuary laws, but while we can not 
prescribe what people shall or shall not eat and drink, we can refuse 
to foster and encourage this liquor traffic by refusing to lend to it the 
credit of the Government. Upon the men and upon the political party 
that assist to make this bill a law will justly rest the condemnation of 
the people of this country. 

Sir, I have no desire at this time to read this House a iecture on tem- 
perance. I have no desire to speak a harsh word of any person engaged 
in the manufacture or sale of distilled or fermented liquors. But I do 
desire to say that if the traffic could be wholly destroyed it would be 
the greatest blessing that could come to this people. It would add to our 
material, intellectual, and religious wealth, and add immensely to our 
self-respect and national strength. The people of this country could 

‘ well afford to buy the grain that is manufactured into spirits and give 
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it to the poor and hungry if we could wipe out this widespread and 
devastating curse of intemperance. For these reasons I urge that we 
can not afford to specially protect and foster the manufacture and sale 
of liquors, the indirect effect of which is to curse and degrade and im- 
pove rish our people 

If the iron and lumber industries overproduce we do not legislate 
to protect them and keep up prices; if the stockman overproduces 
we pass no law for his relief; if the importer brings in too many goods 
from foreign ports we enact no measures to exonerate him from the pay- 
ment of import duties that he may keep up prices and sell at a profit. 
Then why do gentlemen expect us to single out this one industry, the 
whisky traffic, of all others, and protect it from the natural and in- 
exorable laws of supply and demand? 

Sir, th? request is presumptuous and ought not to command the at- 
tention of this House for a single hour. But they tell us that a large 
quantity of these distilled spirits have been pledged as a security for 
loans. In other words, bankers are loaning money upon the security of 
whisky in bond, using it as a basis for a large banking business. Are 
we to encourage this at the expense of our national pride and dignity 
and morals and honor? Is whisky to be the real basis of a large na- 
tional-bank circulation ? 
tion. 


Sir, if our bankers have loaned large sums of money upon the security | hear gentlemen asserting that the whisky interest should be relieved 


of bonded spirits, if manufacturers have overproduced and borrowed 
money to carry on the business or to pay the tax on the spirits already 
in the market, upon themselves must rest the burden, if burden it be, 
and also the responsibility. Itis not the fault of this Government, and 
if we are to protect the zeal and indiscretion of bankers and distillers, 
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ommended about $8,000,000, and they have refused to appropriate any 
thing to add to our small and insignificant Navy. At the same time 
they concede that we are at the mercy of any maritime nation that sees 
fit to attack us. here is not a great city at any port on our thousands 
of miles of seacoast but can be laid under contribution or burned to 
ashes. The postal appropriations have been cut down $4,000,000 under 
the plea of economy, and this service must languish and our people be 
delayed in the receipt of the mails. 

The next blow is to be aimed at the Department of Agriculture and 
the Bureau of Education; and I am informed that there is not an appro 


| priation for the maintenance of this great and wealthy Government 


| sion them would bankrupt the Treasury. 


Chis proposition is a long step in that direc- | eral education of the illiterate are denied on the same ground. 


then should we open wide the door to protect the zealous and improvi- | 


dent importer, merchant, and farmer. 
of legislation it will be with the farmers, merchants, and mechanics. 


The owners of these spirits say that so long as the spirits are in bond | postal telegraph, thereby the more firmly uniting ourselves as a peo 


the United States has a lien thereon for the tax. True, in addition 
thereto they propose to givea bond. Thusassecurity for thisdebt which 
they owe the Government (about $65,000,000, now or soon to become 
due), they pledge us the whisky and their bond. 
security, but I denounce the principle. As substantially stated by my 
able colleague [Mr. Hiscock ] who has just taken his seat, it amounts 
to nothing more nor less than for this great Government of high ideas 
and morals to enter into a copartnership with the whisky combination, 
putting in $65,000,000 in cash and receiving 4} per cent. as its share of 
the profits—profits that are to be wrung from the consumer at the ex- 
pense of the dignity of this Government, and amid the cries of the 
besotted and the wail of suffering humanity. Sir, before we do this 
let us collect in the money, and, if we are to become money-lenders, let 
us loan to the farmers at 44, or any less per cent., taking their bond 
secured by a mortgage pledge of their real estate. 
be honorable, clean-handed business, if not wise and judicious. 


we shall injure the revenue of the Government; that we shall ruin the 
distillers and destroy the business; that we shall force this immense 
amount of spirits into the market and largely reduce prices; that the 
owners will be compelled to sell at ruinous rates. 
specious, but not forcible; attractive, but not convincing. 

The demand will be in accordance with the wants of the consumers, 
and men will always be ready to manufacture what the people demand. 
We shall at all times receive the legitimate tax on this product that 
the laws of supply and demand render necessary. 
branches of the argument I have already spoken. Having produced 
property, selling or holding as the supply and demand warrant. This 
is the rule we apply to all other kinds of business, and to vary it for 
the benefit of these men would be not only immoral but criminal. 


Sir, Iam prepared to believe that behind this proposed legislation lies | 


an immense job, and that it is expected, even at this session, to reduce 
the tax on distilled spirits to at least 56 cents per gallon. If this pro- 
posed and expected reduction should take place and should be applied 
to the whisky now in bond—and it is expected that it will—these dis- 
tillers, or the owners of the spirits, will be the richer by $29,538,841, 
and the Government will be that much the poorer. 

Strength is given to this argument when we find the advocates of this 

asure not only attacking the internal-revenuesystem, but at thesame 
time asserting with great heat and vehemence that the Government does 
hot require the money, that there is no purpose to which it can be applied, 
and that if paid it will only keep $70,000,000 out of the hands of the 
laboring classes and locked in the Treasury vaults. This is the doc- 
trine of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], who I take to be 
the exponent of the ‘‘true inwardness”’ of this bill: He announces, 
first, that he is a ‘‘ high-tariff protectionist,’’ and second, that the true 
temperance law is ‘‘to provide thatany man whosells you adulterated 
liquor or adulterated wine should be sent to the penitentiary for life.’’ 

Sir, I suppose that he advocates this doctrine as ‘‘a self-protection”’ 
measure, and in that quiteagreewithhim. Butwhenitisasserted that 
we have no use for the millions of dollars, our due from the tax on these 
spirits, I take For the alleged protection of the Treas- 


issue at the 
ury our Democratic friends have cut down the naval appropriation rec- 


once. 


Sir, wher I commence this kind | 


but is to feel the stingy grip of this penny-wise, pound-foolish policy 
In this very Capitol thousands of useful and instructive booksare packed 
away or scattered about by the cord, of no use to any one, for the want 
of a library building in which to place them. Yet, on the plea of poy 
erty, totheshame and disgrace of Congress, even that isdeniedus. Thou 
sands of men, who fought for four long years in sun and rain and blood 
and tears to preserve this nation and who are now inabsolute want, plead 
in vain for help from this Government because it is said that to pen 
Appropriations for the gen 
Still 


with all these fields wherein surplus money can usefully be applied, w: 


from its obligations because the Treasury is replete with money. 

Sir, let us increase the post-office and mail-service appropriations t: 
a figure that the actual wants of the people demand; let us build and 
arm a respectable navy, that shall enable us to enforce as well as declain 
tie Monroe doctrine and resent the insults of European despots; let us 
enlarge and strengthen our coast defenses, build up navy-yards, improve 
our rivers and harbors, encourage American shipping, lend a helping 
hand to every agricultural and educational enterprise, establish th 


ple and aidingin the rapid diffusion of intelligence and the interchange 


| of thought at small expense, pension the needy and deserving soldier, 


I do not doubt the | 


his widow and orphans; let us do all this even if it does draw upon 
the public Treasury; ay, let us erect in this capital city of the best and 
freest country of the world a magnificent national library building, for 
the use not only of Congress but of the whole people. And when this 
is done, and the national debt is provided for, and ample provision mad 
for the support of the Government, and when all other internal taxes 
are removed from the necessaries of life, and when import duties are re 


| duced toa purely protective and revenue-only basis, then we will reduce 
| the tax on whisky and tobacco—on tobacco first, on whisky last. 


The argument is | 


But gentlemen tell us that it would be better for this country to take 


| off all internal-revenue tax; that the people would be more prosperous 
| and more happy. 
This, at least, would | import duties, and a large surplus revenue. 


| cate this doctrine seem to forget that under the present system this 
But we are told that if we force the present payment of these taxes | 


We are told that we have high internal taxes, high 
The gentlemen who advo 


people have prospered as they never before prospered and as no other 
people have ever prospered. They seem to forget that the wise and the 
provident lay up a surplus for the rainy day. 

Some of the advocates of this measure favor the entire abolition of 
the tax on whisky and tobacco, and some would go so far as to strike 
off all import and export duties. They would have absolute free 
trade. 

When we strike off or even largely reduce the tax on distilled spirits 


| we must increase the import duties or else resort to a direct tax upon 
Upon the other | 


the people for thesupport of theGovernment. Certain gentlemen seem 


| to entertain the idea that when whisky is free and the tax-gatherer is 
the spirits, let the distillers pay the tax and take charge of their own | 


abroad among the people gathering in a direct money tax that the mil 
lennium will have indeed tome. This may be good doctrine for the dis 
tillers, for the liquor dealers, but it is very poor and very destructive do« 
trine for the people and for the moral and educational interests of the 
country. It would aid that class of men who purchase with the price of 


| a day’s labor 90 cents’ worth of whisky and 10 cents’ worth of bread 


| 


for family use, and then wonder what they are to do with so much 
bread; but to the great mass of Jaboring, sober, industrious people it 
would work great harm and prove burdensome. If the tax on whisk) 
and tobacco is required for no other purpose, let us apply it to the sup 
port of education, the relief of want and misery, to the purchase ot 
clothing for the naked and of food for the starving. 

If the continuation of this tax shall result in the destruction of th« 
rum traffic, so much the better for the people, for civilization, for edu 
cation, for religion, for progress among the nations. The men engaged 
in its manufacture will seek and find other fields of labor; the capita! 
invested in the manufacture of distilled spirits will find other paying 
business, and the corn and grain of all kinds used in the business wil! 
be perhaps cheapened for the laboring people. The farming interests 
would not suffer, for the grain would go to the increase of animal produ 
tion, and the decrease in price if any would be more than made up in the 
saving of taxes now paid for the support of the almshouse, the lunati 
asylum, the jails, and State prisons. Remove the curse of intemper 
ance, and the court expenses of this country would be reduced one-half, 
and peace, plenty, happiness, and contentment would reign supreme 10 
the homes now made desolate by this great evil. 

But we shall be told that this is idle, sentimental talk; that it isnot 
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practicable, and that we are to deal with the question of distilled spirits 
as a purely business question. That we must look at it in the light of 
profit and loss, and ignore the moral aspects of the case. 

With the sober-minded, thinking people of this country the question 
of temperance has already become a practical question, and to some ex- 
tent a political one. It reaches to their homes and firesides, to their 
pockets, to the peace of communities, and to the stability of the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

Lam looking atthe question in the light of profit and loss to the 
whole people, and not toa single State or community, nor the manufact- 
urers and dealers in alcoholic spirits. 

[ shall never give my vote to aid or encourage the manufacture or 
saleof distilled spirits or alcoholic liquors of any kind for other than 
medicinal or mechanical purposes. With my last breath will I protest 


against any action by this Congress that shall lend the aid of this Gov- | 


ernment to the protection of the liquor trade. 

There is no business in this country so rich and powerful, so grasping 
and aggressive, as the liquor interest. Its combinations are alarming 
and its influence beyond comprehension. What we gain in taxes for 
the support of the General Government we lose in the wealth of individ- 


have upon this question and my reasons for opposing the bill 


uals, in the moral degradation of the people, in the increase of pauper- | 


ism and crime, and in the direct tax upon the people in the several 
States for the support of the almshouses, inebriate and lunatic asylums, 
jails, and State prisons. Gentlemen may figure out the profit and loss 
‘at their leisure, but they will find that the simple rules of arithmetic 
substantiate every statement that I have made. 

When we enter upon the discussion of the question of high or low 
tariff, or of no tariff at all, we take up a subject not now before the 
House. Ata proper time I may desire to be heard on that question. 
Under high protection this people are prospering and growing rich and 
intelligent. In every free-trade country capital owns labor; here labor 
owns capital. In every free-trade country labor is starving, kept in 
ignorance, and degraded; here labor is well fed, educated at the public 
expense, andennobled. We have no aristocracy of money or of blood, 
but an aristocracy of brains, of intelligence, of labor, of mechanical 
genius. 
strong and rich and intelligent. High tariffs do not depreciate wages; 
wages are not cut down by tariff laws; high tariffs do not foster monopo- 
lies; they are not inimical to enterprise and labor. 

We have a high tariff and wages are high. Labor is better paid, 
more highly educated, better fed and clothed, and more contented and 
happy in this country than in any other place on the face of the earth. 
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free-trade Europe no longer seeks the shores of protective America for 
homes and food and an equal chance in the battle of life; when the 
labor of America seeks the free-trade fields of Europe; then and not till 
then will we adopt the free-trade doctrine of Democracy. 

I am glad that the distinguished gentlemarmfrom New York [Mr. 
Cox] has rung up the curtain in the drama of Free Trade vs. Home In- 
dustry and American Labor. Let the play, in which he trots to the 
front the American hog as a living evidence that our home productions 
require no protection, goon. When the curtain is rung down in No- 
vember next it will be to Republican music, and the Republican party 
and a fresh Republican administration will be called to the front of the 
great American stage to receive the plaudits of the people. [ Applause. } 

Mr.HISCOCK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman trom Mich 
gan [Mr. CUTCHEON. | 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask the attention of the 
committee for a few moments only, while I present such views as | 
it is 
manifest to us that the question is not only a complex one, but it is also 
a complicated one. 


It isa triangular question, a question with t 
aspects. 


In the first place we have the business aspect of the case. 
ond place we have its revenue aspect. 
great many of us, it has a moral aspect. 

First, in regard to the business aspect of the case, there are foar classes 
thatare very greatly concerned in the result of the action of this bod) 
in regard tothis bill. First are the producers—the distillers; secondly, 
the middlemen—the holders and bankers who have loaned upon this 
security; in the third place there are the retail dealerS and consamers; 
and in the fourth place the general public. 

Now, first, as to the distillers—the producers. When they went into 
this business to produce this overstock of whisky which it is nowasked 
that the<Government shall assist them in carrying, they did so with 
their eyes wide open, witha full and complete understanding of all th: 
risks they were assuming, of the danger of overproduction, and witha 


In the sec- 
And in the third place, to a 


| fullunderstanding of the tax which the Government had against it, and 
Every section that has availed itself of protection has grown | 


the probabilities of the extension or non-extension of the bonded period 


| Now having gone, as a speculation, into this business, into the manufiet 


| ure of this product which they well knew, and we all well know, re 


We have less monopolies than any country of like wealth and position on | 


the face of the globe. Our people are more enterprising than those of 
any other country. Facts assert it, figures prove it, and histury has 
written it. 

At first blush our farmers may think that protection to men who 
manufacture iron and steel and @tton and woolen commodities is not 
protection to them and their interests. They are liableto say, ‘‘If bya 
high tariff you keep up the price of these things and other merchan- 
dise which we purchase, you do us and our industry positive harm.’’ 


| that either. 


quires time for its aging and perfection, and where the holding of 
would be for their pecunigry advantage, they come to us now with a 
very poor grace to ask us to help them out of the embarrassments ot 
their business speculation. 

For my part I do not believe to the fullextent in this ery of distress 
They have overproduced. There is no doubt about that. 


They knew 
they were overproducing when they did it. 


There is no doubt about 
They knew all the risks they were taking in their over- 


| production, and it comes, as I before said, with poor grace from the pro- 


ducers now to come to this Congress and ask that we shall become part- 


| ners with them in their speculation, help them out of their difficulty, 


If a home market for the products of agriculture was not desirable and | 


absolutely necessary for the prosperity of the farmer there would be 
some reason in the proposition. 

To create a home market there must be consumers, and these con- 
sumers must be able to pay good prices, and that they may do this 
they must have employment at good wages. This employment must 
not be tilling the soil, for that would simply add to the supply of farm 
products and make them cheaper. 
urers and factories and employés, who, receiving good wages, are able 
to purchase at good prices the corn and wheat and other articles of farm 
production. 

This is what a high tariffdoes for the farmers. It more than doubles 
the value of what he produces and sells, while it adds but little to the 
cost of the useful and necessary things he buys, so that the balance is 
on the side of the farmer every time. 

We are thus able in and of ourselves to employ and feed all our people 
and keep running every kind of business, and to keep at home the 
money, the wealth we should otherwise pay out abroad for the very 
things we now manufacture at home. As we keep the money at home 
and it is paid to our laborers and merchants and mechanics, it adds 
daily to the wealth of the country and is evidenced by the white, 
vine-clad cottages on the hillsides, by the school-houses at the cross- 
roads, by the churches at every town, and by the bank accounts of la- 
boring men. It shows itself in the rosy-cheeked children, the happy 
housewives, the well-filled larders, and the neat wardrobes of our labor- 
ing classes, as contrasted with the pale, puny, ever-hungry children, the 
careworn mothers, the empty cupboards, and the ragged clothing that 
are the companions of the half-paid and half-starved laborers of free- 
trade Europe. 

lhe people know and appreciate these things, and when in Novem- 
ber next the great political parties of this country go before the coun- 
try on this issue they will write their verdict by no eight-to-seven vote, 
but by a majority that shall be as eighty to seven in favor of protection 
to home industry and American labor. [Applause.] When westward 
the star of empire no longer takes her way; when the pauper labor ot 


Therefore there must be manufact- | 


and take 4} per cent. interest on our money as our share of the profit. 
So much for the producers. 

In the second place, we have the holders, the middlemen, and the 
bankers. Those who hold this product have taken it, I assume, in th: 
main, and almost entirely, since the passage of the internal-revenue 
tax Jaw and the previous bonded extension laws. 

The bankers who have loaned money upon thisstock of whisky also did 
it with theireyes wide open, knowing fully all the circumstances, knowl 
the fact of overproduction, knowing the period of extension, and kno 
ing the measure of tax and every other element that entered into the 
question of the financial speculation which they undertook wh: 
either purchased this whisky or took it as security for loans. They 
discounted all this when they invested. I say, therefore, that the 
middlemen and bankers come here with an exceptionally ] ple: 
when they ask us to step in and take a share of the speculation, to ; 
sume a part of the risk, and to take 4 the an 


n they 


WOOT 


per cent. of iount of the 


| tax as our share of the profits. 


I come next to the third classinterested in this matter, the 
and theretail dealers. 


consume 


I undertake to say that the consumersand ret 


dealers have no interest at all in favor of the passage of this bill, | 
are interested ratherin the retention of the present tax and the present 
bonded period. Their interest certainly is to have cheap whisky a 
they are therefore not interested in the passage of this bill [It may m 
make whisky more scarce or more dear, but I trust that it may break 


the compact power of that dangerous ring which mor in once ha 
corrupted the administrationof theGovernment, at times too near to the 
center of power and influence. 

Before coming to the next and last class, the general public, I wish 
just at this point to say that the fact of this great overproduction and 
accumulation of stock in the whisky trade has been brought about «k 


signedly for the purpose of controlling the market. In other words 


is used for the purpose of establishing a monopoly, in order that this 
great reserve of whisky may be held in hand to be thrown upon tl 
market when needed to control it, or to be withheld from the market 


when that is necessary to keep up the price. In other words, it ° 
monopoly as complete and much less reputable than the great W« 
Union Telegraph Company in its line or the Standard Oil Compan; 
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its line. If these men are exposed to risks and losses, they have ex- 
posed themselves to those risks and losses by their own act. 

I come now to speak for a moment of the general public. It is said 
that the failure to pass this bill will affeet business generally, that 
there wil! be a falling eff, as was said by the gentleman from Kentucky 
{[Mr. WILLIS] the other day, in the consumption of corn for instance. 
And he warned my brethren from Kansas and Iowa that they would 
be burning their corn for fuel again before long because the consump- 
tion of corn for this purpose would be so greatly reduced. He 
10,000,000 bushels per year as the amount of this falling off. 

Now the gentleman from Kentucky knows that that is a phantom 
without body, a shadow without any substance. In 1880 the pro- 
duction of corn in the United States was over 1,754,000,000 bushels. 
The gentleman tells us that last year the consumption of corn in the 
manufacture of whisky was reduced by 10,000,000 bushels, about one- 
eighth of 1 per cent. of the entire pr duction of corn in the country 
and less than 3 per cent. of the production of Illinois alone. And 


. . . . . . . | 
the reduction in the consumption of corn for the manufacture of whisky | 


to the amount of one-eighth of 1 per cent. is to bring a business panic 


To state the proposition is all that is needed to answer it. 

As to the banks, when we compare the small amount invested in this 
bonded whisky, as compared with the vast volume of our banking capi- 
tal, the prospect of a business panic from this source is equally absurd. 

There is no demand from the general publie for the extension of this 
bonded period. 


In my boyhood days I was accustomed to see what we called scare- | 


crows set up in the corn-lields. But the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS] has set up an exceedingly shabby and very thin scare- 


crow in the corn-fields of the gentlemen from the great Northwest, but | 


it will not scare them to any serious extent. For if this corn is not 
used for making whisky, it will be used for bread. But it would seem 
that the gentlemen think it a pity to waste so much corn on bread 


Gsovernment will only hold it while it gets its age! 


W hat is the proposition now before us—this business proposition, as it 
is called? Itis that the tax now overdue and about to become due, 


their speculations and in their attempt to control the market. 


I had expected when this proposition was considered that some gen- | 


tleman would rise in his place upon this floor and denounce it as un- 
constitutional; would denounce as unconstitutional the proposition 
that the Government should engage in a speculation in whisky. When 


great ‘‘ Father of Waters’’ that from its fountains to the sea it should 
roll peacefully, beneticently, and not as a terror to those who dwell upon 


its banks, we were told that there was no warrant in the Constitution | 


for that. 
And a little later, when it was proposed to pass a law to stay the rav- 
ages of pleuro-pneumonia among the herds of our agriculturists in the 


East and in the West, we were again told that such a measure was un- | 
And when we proposed, a short time later, to make an 


constitutional. 
appropriation to save the sufferers from the overflow in the Ohio Valley, 
we were gravely informed that there were serious doubts about the con- 
stitutionality of such a measure of relief. 

But when it is proposed to loan anywhere from forty-five to seventy 
million of dollars for two years, at 4} per cent. interest, to the whisky 
ring, I have heard no one raise a voice here to say that it was unconstitu- 
tional. 
with water, but it is strictly constitutional to save them from being 
drowned in whisky ! 

For my own part I am not anxious about the Constitution. As Ma- 
caulay once said about the English constitution, ‘*it has been ruined so 
many times that it has become used to it; it thrives upon it.’’ With 
the great American eagle above it and the Supreme Court standing be- 
hind it to support it, and with 54,000,000 of loyal hearts ready to fight 
for it, I am not anxious about the Constitution. Adapting itself to 
our growing power, our increasing wants, and our advancing civiliza- 
tion, it is destined to survive in transcendent vigor our fears and anxie- 
ties, and to exceed our most sanguine hopes. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope I may be allowed three or four minutes 
more, 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
time be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I thank the gentleman and the committee for 
the courtesy. 

Again, | am one of those who believe that the whisky trade is not 
one to be fostered or favored by our legislation. It isthegreat national 
waste and the origin of our greatest national want. This traffic and its 
resultant evils constitute the great poisonous cesspool of American civil- 
ization. 

The eminent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] who sits be- 
fore me in advocating this bill described this business as ‘‘a great indus- 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
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| safe to delay or tamper with it. 
upon the country, if we may believe the gentleman from Kentucky. | 


It is unconstitutional to try to save men from being drowned | 


9») 


at aed 5 


MARCH 


try,’’ ‘‘a valuable industry.’’ Mr. Chairman, it is a great indust: 
but it is the devil’s own industry! The men who grow the corn, t}, 
men who distill the grain, the men who handle and carry it, as wel] as 
the men who vend and consume the product, are all simply contributing 
to this great national cesspool. It is *‘an industry’’ worse than wasted 
Into this cesspool are cast the life, health, fortune, reputation, and homes 
of hundreds of thousands of our people. There are mingled murder. 
debauchery, drunkenness, beastliness, andevery crime. And the whisky 
ring fosters and preserves this cesspool for the sake of a market. . 
But we are told that it brings us revenue. That is true, and this 
revenue belongs to this Government now. If it is collected now, it js 
secured for the benefit of the whole people. If it is not collected now. 
it will never reach your Treasury; it will never clink in your coffers 
Mr. WILLIS. Why does my friend want to take revenue from suc] 
a disreputable source? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I have not time to answer that question. 
a hall and give me half a day and I will tell you. [Laughter. } 
There are ‘‘ millions in it.’’ There is too much involved to mak« 
A corruption fund of $50,000,000 is 
something that no honest government can afford to have lying aroun 
loose. ‘‘ Repeal’’ isalready thecry coming up from different directions 


His 


first, from those who want cheap whisky; and second, from those w] 


want reduced internal revenue. This cry will increase until the co: 
ruption fund will triumph and whisky is free. But we are told « 
Treasury is already overflowing. It is true, and we need it to be ful! 
If this Congress has the courage and manliness to do it, we will soon 
put this revenue in circulation to good purpose. 

1. Let us attack the vast amount of illiteracy and ignorance and con 
sequent vice in the land by the encouragement of national education 

2. Commence an American navy worthy of this Republic. 

3. Improve, restrain, and control the Mississippi River until it shal! 


| cease to be a terror to those who dwell along its banks, and until 
| Shall become by art, as it is by nature, the great vital artery of the hi 


when it could be made into good old bourbon whisky, especially if the | public and the great curb on overgrown monopolies. 


4. As this nation is, we hope, to be perpetual, let us begin now asys 
tem of adequate public buildings, until this Government can conduct 


| its own business under its own roof in every town of 10,000 popu! 
in other words, a part of the revenue of the Government, shall be re- | 


loaned by the Government to the whisky ring in order to assist them in | 


tion in the land. 

5. If there be still a surplus, then the coast defense and some foste: 
ing care of our merchant marine may claim a share. 

And last, but not least, provide more liberal pensions for the widows 
of those who fell in defending the nation’s life, and the maimed and 


| crippled heroes who still linger, incapable of competing in the strenu- 
| ous race of life. 
we proposed to improve the Mississippi River, to so control and curb the | 


In the language of the gentleman from Colorado, ‘‘ unlock the Treas- 
ury,’’ putitssurplus wealth in circulation, to bless our country, through 
needed and legitimate expenditures, and fill the channels of business 

Mr. DUNN. Would it not be better to reduce taxation? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But no man and no party can gain either hono! 
or success on the cry of *‘ free whisky.’’ Letus have the courage which 
belongs to this hour and place, and stand up against this gigantic mo- 
nopoly, this monstrous temptation to corruption. In the language of 
the distinguished Senator-elect from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
‘*He who dallies is a dastard, and he who doubts’’ (or dodges) ‘‘is 
damned.’’ [Laughter and aplause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I nowyield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEp- 
BURN |. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that gentlemen 
who have in this discussion favored the passage of this bill have from 
the very first indulged in aseries of remarkable exaggerations. In de- 
scribing the interest involved they give it an attitude that it is not 
entitled to. They tell us that it has pafd more than a billion of dollars 
into the Treasury of the United States, a radical mistake of nearly 
$200,000,000, the exact receipts in the Treasury from the tax on spirits 
from 1863 to the end of the last fiscal year being $841,073,975. The) 
speak of it as one of the most extensive of the “* industries.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, there are only a little more than 6,000 people in th: 
United States engaged in this ‘‘industry.’’ The wages paid are $2,663, - 
967 a year, and the capital employed is but $24,247,595. At the ordi- 
nary lowa price for the 18,000,000 bushels of corn last year consumed, 
the whole sum expended for corn would be but slightly in excess oi 
four and a half millions of dollars. 

Gentlemen have told us that this great ‘‘ industry ”’ 
markets for corn and fixed the price of that staple. This sounds very 
strange to my ears. They tell us, too, that unless this bill passes ther: 
will be a falling off in the consumption of corn rext year of ten millions 
of bushels, and the consequence will be ruin to the agricultural inte! 
ests. Why, Mr. Chairman, did you ever recall the utter insignificance 
of the relation this industry bears tothe corn production of the country 
The corn crop of 1879 wasan unusually lightone. Butin that year there 
were produced, as is shown by the census report of 1880, no less than 
1,754,591,676 bushels. The state of lowaalone has produced in one yea! 
more than 300,000,000, and two counties in the district I have the honor 
to represent have in a given year produced more than 18,000,000, the 
equivalent of the whole quantity consumed by all of the distilleries in 
the United States in the manufacture of spirits in the year 1883. The 
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stoppage of every one of the 544 distilleries would have no more effect 
upon the price of corn than the passing summer shower would have on 
the back of a duck. 

There are almost as many laborers engaged in the two “‘ industries ”’ 
of making pickles and preparing patent medicines as are employed in 
the great “ industry ’’ of making distilled spirits, and the sum paid 
them as wages is very nearly the same. Surely, in the labor aspect of 
the case, noone would contend thatirretrievable ruin would come upon 
us if the compounding of patent medicines and the preparation of pickles 
should be numbered speedily among the lost arts. 

We have been told, Mr. Chairman, that the entire country is clam- 
oring for the passage of this bill. Oneenthusiastic gentleman informed 
the committee that ‘‘every member of the House fad received hun- 
dreds of telegrams urging the passage of the bill.’”’ Hundreds of tele- 
crams! Thatseemed startling to me, and I made inquiry of the twenty 
ventlemen who sat nearest to me and found that seven only had been re- 
ceived. A pamphlet has been laid upon our desks in which are printed 
those sent the chairman of the committee, and I find that through them 
but eight cities are represented. 
it serves to show the spirit of bluster and exaggeration with which 
the passage of this measure has been urged, and the measure of false 
pretense there is in the constant insisting that there is a great aud spon- 
taneous demand for it coming up to us from all parts of the country. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, we are told that unless we pass this bill and 
vive the holders of whisky now in bond and on which they have been 
granted a period of three years in which to pay the tax of 90 cents a 
gallon two additional years, the entire ‘‘industry’’ will be ruined; 
that the distillers will be bankrupted, and that in their fall they will 
pull down banks, capitalists, and all manufacturers, involving the 
country in a period of panic and financial chaos such as we have seldom, 
if ever, witnessed. Most dolorous songs have been sung and most 
gloomy pictures have been painted of the wreck and ruin to be wrought 
upon all of our business interests in case we obdurately refuse to give 
these gentlemen who are engaged in whisky-making two years’ longer 
time ov their rapidly maturing indebtedness to the Treasury. We have 
already given them three years. That stands for naught. Hitherto 
they have had all granted that they have demanded. Past leniency 
does not placate them; they must have two years of extension, or finan- 
cial hell is to be painted on the skies of the future by them. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, that is what they told ustwo yearsago. Their 
prophecies and threats were then as terrifying in their character. All 
were to be involved in ruin if they did not secure the passage of a bill 
quite similar to the one under consideration. Yet the bill was not 
passed, and the panic didnotcome. Even they went quietly about their 
business, manufacturing largely in excess of the possible consumption 
and piling up the vast quantities of spirits that are in the bonded 
warehouses. They had the remedy in their own hands, had they seen 
fit to use it. If, two years ago, when they began to raise their clamor 
for this additional two years of extension, they had checked or stopped 
the production there would not have been in the hands of the Govern- 
ment 80,000,000 gallons for which there is no satisfactory market. 

But the truth is, Mr. Chairman, they did not want to cease produe- 
tion. Their great want is to postpone the payment of the tax. The 
product of thestill is unlike the most of manufactures. Its market value 
is largely enhanced year by year, until it becomes “‘ ripe ’’ at the end 
of six years. Malt liquors and tobacco of all forms deteriorate in value. 
Whisky increases in value. If the manufacturer can avoid the payment 
of his tax for five years his relative gains are wonderfully increased. 
Nearly four gallons of spiritsare produced from a bushel of corn. The 
*‘ slops’’ fed to cattle and hogs pay for the cost of manufacture. So 
that the Western distiller produces his spirits at a cost of from 10 to 15 
cents per gallon. 
the ripe whisky and its cost. This difference pays a most desirable in- 
terest on the 10 cents or 15 cents of cost, but of course will not pay such 


(desired interest if to the 10 or 15 cents of cost there is, at the date of 


manutacture, added the 90 cents of tax. 
the extension provided for by this bill. 
sut there is still another possible advantage to the distiller from the 
three years of postponement that he is now allowed. Under the regu- 
lations as they exist there may be allowed for shrinkage in each barrel 
seven and a half gallons, on which he is not required to pay any tax. 


Hence his anxiety to secure 


Experience has shown that the actual shrinkage is three and one-half 


gallons. If he secures the larger amount of seven and a half, he makes 
a clear profit of the tax of 90 cents on each of four gallons, a sum suf- 
ficient to pay the difference between the interest proposed by the bill 
under consideration and the bank rate which he may have to pay in 
case the bill does not become law. 

It is claimed that there are 45,000,000 gallons of spirits that may 
be affected by this bill in excess of the probable demand for consump- 
tion on which the tax must be paid within the next two years. Letus 
assume that an equal amount must be paid in each of the years, or a 
little more than $20,000,000 each year. Under the terms of this bill 


he will have to pay as interest to the Treasury $900,000, at the rate of 


4} _ . . . 

1} percent. But suppose he is not permitted to borrow this money 
— the Government, and is compelled to go to the banks, as other 
yusiness men are, and is compelled to pay a bank rate of 6 per cent. 
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This, perhaps, isa trivial matter, but | 


There is a very great difference between the value of 


He then would have to pay for his accommodation but $300,000 more 
It is claimed, however, that there is a difficulty in procuring exten 
sions from the banks—the sum is so large. It is admitted that the 
bankers are now carrying the distillers for the sums to-day invested in 
the bonded spirits, but it is said that they can not or will not carry 
them for the cost and the tax. The statement that they can not is 
simply ridiculous. 

The 5,140 private banks of the United States have a capital of $232 
435,330; the 2,501 national banks have a capital of $509,699, 787, giv 
ing us a total banking capital of $742,135,117. Whata mere bagatelle 
this $20,000,000 is in comparison with the capital of the banks, that at 
this time is so earnestly seeking investment. The banks will 
to make the loans if the security is good. It is admitted to be good s¢ 
curity now. Will it not continue to be after 90 cents of actual cash 
value is added to each gallon of spirits by the payment of the tax ? 
The friends of the bill say that it will be abundant security in the 
hands of the Government, in case it becomes the creditor. Will it not 
be in case the banks are the creditor? If not, then that is an addi 
tional reason why the Government should not go into the business of 
discounting in this irregular manner. There never has been a time in 
our history when there was such plethora of money in the banks not 
a time when they were more anxious to loan it at fair rates on suftlicient 
security. If they decline to allow the distillers to continue to be thei 
customers, this fact should stimulate the caution of those whose duty 
it is to guard the public Treasury and induce them to look with ever- 
increasing distrust upon the specious propositions of this bili 

Mr. Chairman, the distillers have now the remedy for the evils thes 
foresee in their own hands as they had two years ago. Let them stop 
the production of spirits, and long before the two years have expired 
there will be a demand and a market for every one of the 80,000,000 
gallons now in bond and on hand. If there is to be distress and bank- 
ruptey, they will produce it by their own recklessness in tying up their 
capital in a production largely in excess of a demand. 

Mr. Chairman, ever since this debate began, and by every speaker sup 
porting this bill, we have heard over and over and again repeated that the 
manufacture of whisky was a ‘‘legitimate industry,’’ a “legitimate 
business.’’ Noone has attacked its legitimacy up to this time. No 
one has arraigned it. Gentlemen have seemed to fear that such attack 
might be made, and have hastened to parry before a blow was aimed 
The honorable chairman of the committee in presenting the bill reterred 
to the *‘ legitimate’’ character of the great industry, as though antici 
pating dissent. Inthe sense that by the Federal law it is not proscribed 
I am willing to concede its legitimacy, and to the extent of the 18,000,- 
000 gallons of aleohol and spirits that are used in the arts 
cines I am willing to concede legitimacy ; 
go further. 


be glad 


and medi 
but, sir, lam not willing to 


Legitimate industries are those that bring blessing to mankind; that 
lift the burdens from toiling men and women; that bring comforts; that 


feed, clothe, warm, and enlighten them; that brighten their lives and re 

move the shadows of care. They clear the forests and subdue the pra 

ries; they build our cities; they bridge our rivers, carry railways across 
continents, work our mines, fill the air with the hum of spindles and the 
music of anvils; they mark out paths for commerce across oceans, and 
light the skies with the eager fire of countless forges. They make man 
better, happier, and give him gradual approach to the perfect standard 
of his Maker. I have yet to learn, Mr. Chairman, that measured by 


these standards the manufacture of whisky could be classed with ** legiti- 
mate industries.’’ 
It has been said that this class of manufactures during the days of 


the war kept our armies in the field, preserved the national credit, and 
enabled the Government to put down rebellion. Another has said that 
they erected the splendid public buildings that adorn this city, and h 
kept the business of the country from stagnation by giving to our farm 
ers a market for their corn. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not willing that such vaporings should go un 
challenged. No distiller nor any other man pays any portion of the 
tax on spirits except on that quantity he consumes It 
sumer who ultimately pays the tax. The distiller but ad 
Up to the close of the war the total revenue raised trom dist 
was but little in excess of $46,000,000; not enough to me¢ 
of the Government for fifteen days of war. This ** industry 
armies in the field!’’ Oh! no, sir; not the armies of pati 
was powerless to do that. But it did recruit some of our armies, it 
has ever been most efficient in recruiting the armies of « 
of pauperism, the army of drunkards, unfortunate children of its thritt 
that every year, many thousands strong, fall into dishonored graves 

‘This industry erected our splendid public edifices ! Yes, Mr 
Chairman, unfortunately it has. But not our capitols, not our sem 


is the con 

vances 

illed spirits 

t the expenses 
I 

kept oul 


iotism it 


rime, the armies 


naries of learning, nor yet our schoois of art. It has erected our ja 
and poorhouses, our insane hospitals, and our penitentiaries; and h 
and there a gibbet is seen in the land that it too has erected. What 
ever there are of the sad sights that may be seen in this otherwise bi 
land of ours, these are the fruits of this ** industry [sita broken 
dismantled home: a wicked life of wife or husband: a group of hungry 
eyed, ragged children; a crowd of youths, neglected, drifting in idlene 
and ignorance crimeward; the ignorant criminal classes. withhold 
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their quota of labor from the aggregate that produces the wealth of the 
State, who increase the expenses of him who bears his full share of the 
burdens of government; the classes who retard progress and make doubt- 
ful our civilization—if these sights are seen, or any of them, we may 
point with almost unerring certainty to this ‘* legitimate industry ’’ as 
the agency that has made possible scenes like these in every hamlet and 
town and city of this otherwise blessed country of ours. Except for 
the 18,000,000 of gallons used in the arts the ‘‘industry ’’ might cease 
to be and no man would be the worse for its disappearance. 
men in every strata of society would have added prosperity, added 
blessing, additional hope. 
made to feel the woe it is laden with. 
home to each of us, and always with a curse. No day ever dawned 
upon nation or people brighter or more fraught with blessing than that 
good day coming when the evil flowing from this ‘‘industry’’ shall 
by wise prohibitory laws, backed by a more perfect civilization, be 
driven from the land 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
FINDLAY. | 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, the subject of this bill has furnished 
the motive power of so many speeches, maiden and otherwise, that I 
feel like beginning mine with a protest that whisky is not its inspira- 
tion, but only its theme. As Burns says: 


Inspiring bold John Barleycorn, 

What dangers thou canst make us scorn! 
Wi’ tippeny we fear nae evil; 

Wi’ usquabae we'll face the devil! 

[ Laughter. ] 

It so happens I have been brought into frequent official and profes- 
sional contact with this much proscribed commodity, and in that way 
have learned a good deal of its economic as well as of its legal bearings. 

The first tax imposed was 20 cents on the gallon, and took effect on 
the Ist day of August, 1862, under the provisions of the act of July 
1, 1862. Under the provisions of that act, however, all distilled spirits 
were allowed to be deposited in bonded warehouses, and only paid the 
tax when they were withdrawn for consumption or for sale. This tax 
of 20 cents a gallon by successive acts was increased to the enormous 
rate of $2 a gallon, just ten times more than the original rate and about 
ten times the cost of the production. But in each of these successive 


acts the right was still preserved to put a tax on what has been prop- | 


erly called the consumptive demand. 
This unnatural ratio, Mr. Chairman, between the rate of the thing 
taxed and the cost of production prodxced this unnatural result; a re- 


sult which had been prodv<ed in every other country in the world, and 
that was an attempt to evade the tax on this production, which in turn 
induced a corresponding effort on the part of Congress of a stringent kind 
to enforce the collection of the tax. 

Now the general result of this conflict of force was the act of July 
20, 1868, and the distinguishing feature of that act is that it attempted 


to tax a thing, as it were, before it wasborn. Because it levied a tax 
upon at least 80 per cent. of the producing capacity of the distillery 
as estimated by the survey, and then it levied a tax upon the thing 
itself the very moment it was born. Now, sir, in the second section 
of that act this unborn subject of taxation was christened and it was 
not christened whisky there. By no means. It had a much more 
euphemistic designation. It was christened somewhat after the fashion 
of thelove writer of the Chicago Tribune. They called it ethyl-alcohol 
or hydrated oxide of ethyl, orspirits of wine, and then it was provided 
that the tax, the very moment this thing came into existence, whether 
it existed in a pure or a simple state, as a separate, detached substance, 
or whether it had passed over into or was commingled with some other 


a part of it, and followed it in every subsequent change and transfor- 
mation until it was finally discharged by payment. I affirm without 
fear of contradiction that of all the articles that have been scheduled 


as taxable under our internal-revenue system, from the time it took | 


effect on the Ist of July, 1862, to the present time, whisky is the only 
one of them all that was compelled to pay a duty the very moment it 
had a statutory existence. 

Stringent, however, as this act of July 20, 1868, was, desperate as 
it was in Its efforts to put down the conspirators who then threatened 
the integrity of the Government, it still recognized the true principle 
in respect to taxation; because it did not attempt to collect the tax the 
very moment it trickled from the worm, but it gave the producer and 
manufacturers of this article a year within which to pay thetax. Why? 
Why was a year necessary? In order to find a market; in order to ob- 
tain a customer; in order that the article might adjust itself to the law 
of supply and demand. So that while this very act of July 20, 1868, 
made a wide departure from previous legislation upon the subject, and 
did it in the effort to make adesperate lunge at the men who were then 


defrauding the Government, yet still, although it got off its center of | 


gravity and lost its balance a little, it righted itself finally, turned 
up like a sober man, and planted itself upon the true and sound prin- 
ciples of taxation, providing that a year at least should be given within 
which to withdraw the spirits from bond for use and consumption. 
Now, succeeding Congresses have extended that period, and the simple 
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But all | 


| that condition of things was upon us again. 


| tion, you see, then, is to be measured by the restriction. 





| lums. 


| as I find it. 


| of its revenue from taxing this article. 
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object of this present bill is to grant a further extension for anothe, 
period. Before we denounce this as class legislation, by which a par- 


| ticular class is exempted, before we determine upon the nature and 
| character of the exemption, we must clearly understand the nature and 


character of the restriction. First, let it be remembered that it is 1} 
law which imposes the restriction; that the burden is an artificial on 
not a natural one; and that it is one which is clearly and entirely syb- 
ject to our modification and control. 


I hear it said that other manufacturers are suffering the ills of ove; 


| production, and that it would not be fair to extend the relief proposed 
We are so knit together that every man is | 
In some way or other it comes | 


by this bill because they are compelled to bear what fortune sends 
them without assistance from any quarter. 

But they are nottaxed. There wasatime when iron, cotton, woole 
lumber, everything that was made, was taxed. Suppose that period and 
Suppose your bonded 
warehouses were crammed with cotton and woolen goods and thes 


| were required to be brought out on an overstocked market under a Jay 
| with this one-year clause. 


Suppose the banks united with these pet 
tioners and asked you for relief. Suppose they said that a payment ot 
the tax would not only bring ruin upon them, but by the panic caused 
every associated interest would feel its effects. Suppose they could 
point you to the fact that there was no occasion for the demand; th 


| the Treasury was full to overflowing; that one of the problems of exist 


ing statesmanship was not how to increase the revenues, but how to 
reduce them. Is there any man here who will say that he would deny 
relief to the manufacturers of these commodities under such circu 
stances ? 

These manufacturers are suffering not trom a law of Congress, bu 
from the law of supply and demand, as the distillers and dealers of the 
country are suffering from both. We can not change the law of supply 
and demand, but we can the law of Congress; and just there is the ci! 
ference between the two cases. Takeoff the tax or postpone its collect 
and then you will have these classes on the same level. 


The exemp- 
The restr 
tion had its origin in penal and not in economic considerations; the ex 
emption is only a temporary restoration of the statu quo which exist: 
for long series of years before the restriction was imposed. The exemp 
tion is not of a class from any burdens which any other class has to bh 
in common with it, but from that burden which is peculiar to itselt 
and which belongs to no other class. 

Class legislation involves discrimination in favor of one class as against 
another; but will any man poift out how any other class of our citizens 
will be prejudiced, or in what way the petitioners for this relief wil! 
be benefited, by a comparison of burdens left on the one and removed 
from the other? 

If this exemption is allowed, the brewers of distilled spirits are for o 
fixed period only allowed the same privileges accorded to others, with 
this difference, that they pay a bonus of 4} per cent. interest for the en- 
joyment of the privilege for which the others pay nothing. There is no 
discrimination in their favor. There is only a partial destruction ot 
existing discrimination against them. 

I have listened in vain for an argument against this bill. It is surely 
no argument, conceding the fact, which is denied, that Kentucky is to lx 
largely the beneficiary? Why should not relief be extended to Ken 
tucky if she needs it and the measure is a proper one, as well as an) 
other State, and if she were the only State in the Union that was inter- 
ested in it? Why, sir, I can remember the time when, just about reach 
ing my manhood, I first stood upon the soil of Kentucky, when every 
fiber of my being thrilled with the thought that this was the home 
of him whose name I had learned to lisp in my infancy, the one hous 


| hold word on every Whig hearthstone in this broad land. 
and foreign substance, the very momentof its existence the tax became | 


If [had no other feeling for Kentucky the name of Henry Clay would 


| always inspire me with the most generous emotions for that heroic o!d 
| Commonwealth. 


No, sir; it isnot because Kentucky asks it that it is to 
be denied. Itis because whisky asks it; thatisthe reason. Every ay 
has its scapegoat, and whisky is ours. I admit that it has done much 
harm. I admit that it has brutalized men, broker up families, swelled 
the numbers in our jails, penitentiaries, hospitals, and lunatic as) 
I admit that if I had been making a world filled with men and 
women with passions such as we have I would have kept whisky out 
of it. So I would have removed a great many other temptations which 
are quite as fruitful of disease, unhappiness, and domestic misery as 
whisky. I would not have let evil into my world at all. No devi! 
should have set foot in paradise of mine. But I have to take the world 
Man has been fond of some,stimulant or other in all ages 
and I believe will continue so until the end of time, and if he can not 
ret it in a glass, he has been known at times to take it in a tea-cup 
Laughter.] He will have it. Every nation obtains a principal sum 
Great Britain has been making 
it pay ten shillings or $2.50 a gallon ever since 1860. It has paid sinc: 
it was levied here by the act of July 1, 1862, over a thousand million: 
of dollars into the public Treasury. It is a mistake, I think, to sup- 
pose that the consumer under existing conditions pays this tax, Tak: 
the case of the owner of one hundred barrels in bond; say 5,000 proot 
gallons are bearing a tax at 90 cents to the gallon, say $4,500. Ther 
is no market for this whisky, but it must come out of bond; the time is 
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up and the tax must be paid. The owner must raise the money if he can 
not find a buyer for the whisky. As long as he holds it he certainly is 
out of pocket the amount of the tax, and not the consumer; then at 
length he sells on a falling market at a loss; the dealer sells to a retailer, 
and then the retailer to the consumer. How does the consumer pay 
the tax? Under ordinary conditions he may, but under the extraordi- 
pary requirements of existing law regulating the bonded period, if they 
are vigorously carried out, it will not be the consumer but the distiller 
who will be forced to pay the taxes. — 

Now, what is the consequence of this ? I say to the lovers of temper- 
ance that if they force this whisky out of bond onto an unwilling mar- 


ket the inevitable result will be to cheapen the article and increase its | 


consumption. Why, the crusaders were wiser in their day and genera- 
tion. They went round and knocked in the heads of the barrels. But 
our Congressional crusaders propose to set them up. Here are 70,000,000 
gallons of concentrated damnation and misery, double extract of woe 
and perdition, a hell-broth such as witches never brewed, all safely 
guarded in its reservoir behind walls of impenetrable masonry, and if 


there are chinks here and there the leakage is comparatively slight, | 


and ean only work ordinary and, you may say, normal injury. And 


you propose to break these walls down and let out this whole fiery, | 


seething mass of corruption and poison in one fell, disastrous overflow ! 
And all in the name and for the sake of temperance ! 

Why, if the dog is bad, why not chain him up and keep him chained? 
If you have your pestilence quarantined, why let it loose? Oh, it is 
whisky! We want to punish the dealers in the nefarious article? The 
dealers will get it cheaper than they ever had it before. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have understood from the friends of this bill that 
if this tax is exacted the whisky is to be shipped abroad and the tax 
thus evaded. That does not seem to agree with what the gentleman 
trom Maryland is now arguing. 
abroad and do not care if it never comes back. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Why is it you donot care? Suppose it was lumber, 
would you care? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
ticle of commerce. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
whisky. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
would like to poison the Frenchmen and the Dutchmen because they 
will not take our American pork. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwould rather poison them with the whisky than 
our own people. But I should prefer to have it shipped to some lone 
island where there was nobody to use it and let it stay there. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Why not adopt the brilliant figure of a former Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, then a Representative in Congress, who 
made his speech at the impeachment trial, and say you would get rid 
of it by pitching it into a vast hole in the sky? [Laughter ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If the gentleman will find such a hole, and we 
are strong enough to do it, we will throw it there. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. And then sing with Evarts, Sic itur ad astra. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I might be satisfied with that, only I think it 
would be apt to go the other way. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It is said when a man takes too much of it he sees 
stars, 
in giving it that course. 

But to return from this disgression. It is said,‘‘Well, then, we will 
punish the distillers, the men who make the whisky;’’ but how? By 
breaking them up. But consider that for every distillery you will ruin 
financially you will bankrupt a thousand souls. You do not want to 
make whisky cheap; you want to make it dear. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have it on the best authority—one of the 
most learned and philosophic writers on this subject, Leone Levi—the 
time was about the middle of the seventeenth century in England, 
when gin was so cheap during the high carnival of the dissolute Charles 
II that the whole population of London seemed given up to the most 
brutal and besotting debauchery. And then he says it was no infre- 
quent sight to see in the streets of London on the front of some gin 
shops this advertisement, ‘A man can get drunk here for a penny; 
dead drunk for twopence; and his straw thrown into the bargain.”’’ 
[ Laughter. } Is that the idea? To make whisky as cheap as gin was 
made cheap at that time? , 

I say in all seriousness, regarding the subject from the standpoint of 
Sentiment, and I fear, indeed I know it is viewed from that standpoint 
by a large portion of the opposition to this bill, the promoters of the 
temperance cause will do it infinitely more harm by voting against than 
Voting for this bill. They will vote to flood the market with cheap 
whisky; we desire to regulate the flood with some regard to the law of 
supply and demand. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. FINDLAY. You have 
the market a large quantity of t 


I would not care because we do not want it here. 
You would care if it was lumber or any other ar- 


We make a distinction between lumber and 


May I interrupt the gentleman? 
now an opportunity of withholding from 
his pernicious stuff, and a refusal on your 





For my part I am willing it should go | 


| 


I suppose, upon the principle of retalliation, you | 


part to avail yourselves of that opportunity can not be justified from 
any sentimental standpoint. 

I make no appeal for sympathy. If any poor fellow has made a mis- 
take, even if we could help him, still let him go to the dogs. That is 
the natural course of things. I do not pity him and will not help him 
Thousands of others have made similar mistakes and it is all right 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. ld 


Now will the gentleman yic 
question? 
But I do have some sympathy with the gentlemen 


for a 


Mr. FINDLAY g 
who take theirs in a tea-cup, and who are ever listening for the roll oi 
applause or the thunder of indignation from the dear people, because 
there is an awful reckoning in store for them when the Salvation Army 
catches them on their way home and inquires about their lost opportuni- 
ties. Untortunately the mode of helping a man along in this world is 


| too often helping him down hill instead of helping him up, and when 


the inquiry about lost opportunities is made I am afraid that one ot 
those-of whom that inquiry will be made will be my honorable friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now will the gentleman allow me— 

Mr. FINDLAY. So that I can not help him if I would. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let me ask a question that bears on the 
bill. So far as my habits are concerned they will take care of them 
selves. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I was not referring to your habits. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to refer to 
them. , 

Mr. FINDLAY. Not atall. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Tam glad ofthat. Does the gentleman 


| mean to say that in his opinion the extension of the bonded period now 


would lessen the consumption of whisky ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it not the fact that when the bonded 
period was extended in 1880 there were only 2,800,000 gallons of whisky 
in bond? 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. How will the gentleman account for the 
fact that under the Carlisle bill there are now 80,000,000 of gallons in 
bond ? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Therejs a very simple anda very direct answer to 
that question. - 

M. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to have it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will give it, not in figures, but in another way. 
Everybody who knows anything about business, any man who is fa- 
miliar with sales, knows that the inevitable, resistless effect of a forced 
sale of any article is to cheapen its price. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That was precisely the argument that 


I thought the gentleman was going to ask a cues- 


| was used in 1879-’80. 


Mr. FINDLAY. And it was as good then as now. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If no better, then weshould defeat this 
bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It isa perfectly legitimate argument. You have 
an article that nobody wants; nobody wishes to buy it. You force 
that article on the market and make the people take it against their 
will, and they will take it for just what they choose to give and not 
for what you ask, and the inevitable effect of such a forced sale is to 
cheapen thearticle. I say the inevitable effect of agitation on t! 


the sub- 


| ject at the present time, which has given rise to the impression in a 
[Laughter.] There might, therefore, be some poetic propriety | 


great many quarters that after all this bill will be defeated, has been 
to cheapen whisky. And I say youcan gointo the bonded wareliouses 
in Baltimore to-day and buy whisky in bond, of course the amount ot 
tax taken off, at a less price than it cost to make it three years ago 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have looked at the papers, and I find 
that whisky in Baltimore is now selling for $1.19 per gallon; while 
two years ago, when they told us that the country would be bankrupt 
and ruined if the bonded period was not extended, the price of whisky 
was only $1.17. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
sulted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I got it from the Post of this morning. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I get my informution directly from reliable persons 
in Baltimore, and I believe them, and I do not care what the newspapers 
say. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Post is good Democratic authority. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I must confess that this cry of the people stimulates 
in me philosophic reflection, but makes no appeal whatever to my fears 
Whoare the people? Whoisthis unknown god whose terrific judgments 
are denounced here against us with equal glibness and fervor? I believ 
that the sensible people of this country, looking at this asa pure business 
proposition, will approve of this House if it passes this bill. I believe 
that if there are men here who take their fears into consideration, who 
are all the time summoning up some ghost or phantom which they call 
the people, they will find that the good sense and the good judgment otf 
the American people will always approve what is right. 

As for myself, in a matter of this kind I know of no other divinity 


| than my own conscience. Whatever others may do, I shall consult this 


I do not know what papers the gentleman has con 
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divinity, 


16 


ind consulting it I have come to the conclusion to vote for this 
bill, because I see nothing in law, in morals, or in sound statesmanship 
which would induce me to do otherwise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


T 


} 


} 


chair, Mr. REAGAN reported that the Committee of the Whole House on | 


the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5265) 
to extend the time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now 
in warehouse, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 


| public, of Montezuma, lowa, relative to equalization of bounties 


| citizens of Michigan—to the same committee. 
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Also, petition, of similar import, of Henry F. Maltby and 21 oth, 
citizens of Michigan—to the same committee. 
Also, petition, of similar import, of E. Brackett, jr., and 41 oth: 


r 
rs 


By Mr. COOK: Petition of Andrew Engle and others, against passa 
of H. R. 3617, in relation to limitations of patents—to the Committe, 
on Patents. 

Also, resolution of Yarnell Post, No. 127, Grand Army of the k 


L1e- 


the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pa, 


other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 


1885, and for other purposes; 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 

Mr. STEVENS. By direction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and in order to correct a bill which has been erroneously printed, I ask 
unanimous consent for the adoption of the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill 842, with the report accompanying the same, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs for correction of the bill in con- 
formity with the report ofsaid committee amending the same 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


Y’ YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. BEACH. 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, requested to 
furnish for the information of the House a copy of all leases made by him for 


the use or occupation of any ground in the Yellowstone National Park, together | 


with all rulesor regulations prescribed for the guidance of the lessees; also, the 


names of the superintendent and assistant superintendents of the said park, the | . : ; _ 
; : | an act granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to all honoral 
| discharged soldiers of the United States—to the Committee on 1! 


date of their appointment and their place of residence when appointed, the 
time when they entered upon the performance of their duties, and their com- 
pensation, and when and how paid, and whether they have resided continu- 
ously within the said park from the time of their appointment down to the pres- 
ent time 


Resolved further, That the said Secretary inform this House what buildings, if 


completion, and their estimated value; and in general whether the lessees have 
complied with the terms and conditions upon which the premises were leased. 
And also furnish the House with a copy of all rules and regulations made and 
published for the care and management ofthe park, and inform the House what 
provision, ifany, has been made to prevent the wanton destruction of fish and 
game therein, and to what extent such provision has been effective. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were considered, and 
adopted. 

EXPENSES OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Attorney-General, asking an appropriation of $10,000 for 
the expense of defending the United States in the Court of Claims for 
the ensuing fiscal year; which was referred to the Committeeon Appro- 
priations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By 

To 

To 

To 
next. 
And then, on motion of Mr. BLAND (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 

, the House adjourned. 


unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
Mr. BUCHANAN, for one week, on account of important business. 
Mr. PARKER, for two days. 

Mr. HUNT, an extension of his leave of absence until Monday 


m. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
asking for the passage of H. R. 4483—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLAY: Petition of L. W. Schimmel and others, citizens of 
Hopkins County, Kentucky, for protection to inventors—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of James M. Thorington and 59 others, 


citizens and wool-growers of Michigan, praying for the restoration of 


the wool tariff of 1867 and remonstrating against the passage of the 
Morrison tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of Robert Bolton and 14 others, 
citizens of Michigan. 

Also, petition, of similar import, of A. J. Leonardson and 40 others, 
citizens and \ool-growers of Michigan—to the same committee. 


[ ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the | 


which was read a first and second time, | 





Also, petition, of similar import, of W. C. Comstock and 55 others, | 


citizens of Michigan—to the same committee. 


By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of John R. Akers and others 


; ; 5 ook | praying that arrears of pension be granted him—to the same committe: 
Mr. HANCOCK, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a | 


By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel M 
pell—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of Leopold Ries and others, citizens of 
Milwaukee, Wis., asking the passage of amendments to the Chines: 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philade|- 
phia, for passage of H. R. 4483—to the Committee on Commerce 

Also, petition, of similar import, of the Philadelphia Maritime [x- 
change—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah R) Darley 
widow of Thomas A. Darley, late private Company K, Secontl United 
States Dragoons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of John M. Elder and others, citizens 
of the State of Kentucky, praying the passage of an act for the benetit 
of said Elder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Mackinac, Mich., ask- 
ing for an, appropriation for the construction of a breakwater at Mack- 
inac, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Vassar, for the establishment of a Michi- 
gan branch of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of similar import from citizens of Caro, Tuscola Co inty 
Michigan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Resolutions of J. G. Miller Post, No. 67, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking Congress to pass 


Ap 


Public Lands. 
Also, petition for employment of additional assistance for the Go 


’ | ernment in order to settle claims growing out of rebate on the tax o1 
any, have been erected by sach lessees, their location and condition as respects | 


tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Lowa, in relation to the liens 
of judgments in Federal courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of the wage-workers of Columbiana 
County, Ohio, against the further importation of Chinese labor into the 
United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Curtis Post, No. 84, Grand Army 


| of the Republic, Sarcoxie, Mo., in relation to pensions, bounty, and 


back pay—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, bounty 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of George Graham Post, Grand Arm) 
of the Republic, asking that a pension be granted every soldier o/ 
war of the rebellion, and that a law be passed that no evidence 0! 
prior soundness be required when the Government has accepted the 
services of a soldier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the wool-growers of Colorado, Nebraska, Min 
nesota, Kansas, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and New Mexico, asking to! 
the restoration of the tariff of 1867 and protesting against the reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent. proposed by the Morrison bill—to the Committe: 
on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: The petition of Joseph Moore, late lieutenaut- 
colonel Fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, asking « 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim for relief of \\ 


y ie : | iam H. Turley—to the Committee on War Claims. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | 


By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritim: 
change, relative to a bill to promote the efliciency of the revenue-ma! 
service—to the Committee on Commerce. } 

By Mr. REAGAN: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Galveston, 
Tex., against the further coinage of silver dollars upon the basis of t! 
present valuation—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas 
ures, 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Fort Smith, Ark., ass 
ing Congress to approve of the charter granted by Choctaw counc! 


| improve the Poteau River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


Also, the memorial of certain citizens of the Choctaw Nation, con 
cerning the Poteau River, in the Indian country—to the same committe 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of the Veteran Home Association 0! 
California, for clothing for persons admitted to said home—to the Co! 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of California, pri) 
ing for the increase of our naval armament, &c.—to the Committe: 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: Petition of Association of Master Plumbers 0! 








the District of Columbia, for legislative relief—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial and resolutions passed 
at a public meeting of the citizens of Beaumont, Tex., asking for an 
appropriation for continuing the work of harbor improvements at Sabine 
Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of A. G. Myers and 20 others, of Post No. 
o2, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, praying 
Congress to remove the restrictions and grant arrearsand back pensions 
from date of discharge to all who were discharged from the United 
States service by reason of disability in the line of duty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of similar import, of E. Houck and 15 others, of Post 
No. 59, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota—to the 
same committee. 
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| ator in this body, and a large number of other citizens of Greenfield, 


Also, petition of similar import, of John Kohr and 31 others, of Post | 


No. 9, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota—to the 
same committee. 


Also, petition of similar import, of E. A. Hearn and 17 others, of Post 
No. 63, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota—to the | 


same committee. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petitions of Hon. G. B. Loring, Commis- 
sionerof Agriculture, and 162 others; of Hon. N. C. McFarland, Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and 146 others; of Hon. B. K. Bruee, 
Register of the Treasury, and 100 others; of Hon. Benjamin Butterworth, 
Commissioner of Patents, and 80 others; of Hon. Hiram Price, Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and 54 others; of Hon. J. H. Ela, Sixth Auditor 
of the Treasury, and 59 others; of Hon. A. D. Hazen, Third Assistant 


Postmaster-General, and 54 others; and of Rev. G. B. Patch, pastor of | 
Unity Presbyterian church, and 57 others, asking for reform schools for | 
boys and girls, a national home for children, asylums for the blind and | 


inebriates, and reform in the law imprisoning boys and girls under 14— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of T. J. Allison and 47 others, 
citizens of Eastern Ohio, asking for the restoration of the wool tariff ot 
1867—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Resolutions of Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 


| 


| 


ciples of the present patent laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 


West Virginia, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1441) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River 

| and to prescribe the dimensions of the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


called Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches, in the Indian Territory, and 







































He also presented a memorial of citizens of the Kanawha Valley, 


Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of W. B. Washburn, late a Sen- 
Mass., praying forappropriations for the education of the tribes of Indians 


the Bannocks, Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Shoshones, Sioux, and Utes, other 
wise situated. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Manufict- 
urers’ Association of California, urging the importance of the building 
of new ships of war for the Navy and the construction of fortifications 
for the protection of our seacoast; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition from the board of directors of the Vet- 
erans’ Home of California, praying that Congress authorize the War 
Department to issue clothing to the inmates of that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the District of Columbia, praying for certain !egisla- 
tion upon the subject of the restriction of the sale of alcoholic liquors 
in the District; which was referred to the Committee onthe District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a paper signed by certain New York In- 
dians, addressed to the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill introduced by Senator VOORHEES to 
provide for a settlement with the Indians who were parties to the treaty 
concluded at Buffalo Creek, New York, in 1838; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON presented @ petition of Henry McBee and 64 other 
ex-soldiers of Wayne Township, Marion County, Indiana, and resolu- 


Minn., requesting Senators and Representatives from Minnesota to favor 
the amending of the silver-coinage law, to prohibit issuing of silver 
certificates, and also for redemption of those in circulation, &c.—to the | 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. WOOD: Resolutions of Goodland Post, No. 57, and Renssel-| Mr. DOLPH. I have received an official communication from the 
aer Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the Republic, of Indiana, demanding | governor of Oregon, accompanied by a letter of Hon. John Minto,.ot 
the equalization of bounties, and that every soldier and sailor who | Salem, Oreg., relating to certain appropriations which have been made 
served three months or more in the late war shall promptly and with- | by Congress for the purpose of sinking artesian wells in some of the 
out delay be granted a land-warrant for a full one-quarter section of | Western States, and asking that similar experiments be mad 
land, and be granted a full pension, whether disabled or not—to the | Oregon. 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of A. D. Van Buren, J. L. Schram, and 
others, citizens of Galesburg, Mich., for the passage of an act to amend | tee on Public Lands. 
chapter 3 of title 59 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, en- The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
titled ‘* National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ by adding | will be received and so referred. 
thereto section 4838—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Mr. PENDLETON. I present the memorial of Frank M. Bookwalter 
Also, petition, of similar import, of Frank Muhlenberg, Bert War- | and James Laffel & Co., of Springfield, Ohio, remonstrating against leg 
ren, and others, citizens of Galesburg, Mich.—to the same committee. | islation materially changing the present patent laws to the injury ot 
inventors; also the memorial of H. M. Keller, of Newark, Licking 
County, Ohio, to the same general effect; also the memorial of Bucher, 
Gibbs & Co., of Canton, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill No. 3925 and Senate bill No. 1115, in relation to patents, now pend- 
ing before the Senate; and the memorial of Leonard Moore, of Dayton, 
MonpDaAy, March 24, 1884. | Ohio, to the same effect, protesting against the passage of bills changing 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEY, D. D. pee ote = _— Para ee ohana am a aa 
Mr. SHERMAN took the chair as presiding officer, under the desig- | Poor cr tenn ) nck’ that Ghote ta cone ee eed te the ae 
. " I ng ‘ » Und 5 I make of them. I ask that they be received and referred to the Com- 
nation made by the President pro tempore on Friday last, with the unan- mittee on Patents ; 
— yoy gcc i om The PRESIDI NG‘ /PPICER. If there be no objection, the memorials 
. ; gs of Friday was read and approved. | wi}} pe received and so referred. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of George Geddes and other 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair) laid be- | Citizens of Eastern Ohio, praying for the restoration of the tariff act of 
fore the Senate a communication from the Attorney-General of the | 1867 so far as it applies to wool and woolen goods; which was referred 
United States, inviting the attention of the Senate to the great increase to the Committee on Finance. he. ; ; 
of labor and expense imposed on that Department by the act of March | _. Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime 
3, 1883, to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive | Exchange, in favor of Congress taking immediate steps for the contin- 
Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the | Y2ce of the work done by the United States Hydrographic Office; 
United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to which was referred to the ¢ ommittee on Commerce. 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exch inge, 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary | 1 favor of the passage by Congress of the bill (H. R. 4483) for increas 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 14th | ™% the efliciency of the revenue-marine service; which was referred to 
ultimo, a supplemental report of the Commissioner of the General | te Committee on Commerce, o ., 
Land Office relative to the unlawful fencing of public lands; which, | _ 4 alse presented a petition of John Gehr and 23 other citizens of 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- | Ftnklin County, Pennsylvania, praying that a ship-canal be constructed 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. from Chesapeake Bay to Delaware Bay; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The P 5 | He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange 
he e PRESIDING OFFICER presented the petition of J. C. Cham- | in favor of the passage of a national bankrupt law; which was ordered 
ers, of Dallas, Tex., praying for an adherence by Congress to the prin- | to lie on the table. 


| tions of De Long Post, No. 67, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart 
ment of Indiana, praying for the passage of various relief measures 101 
Union soldiers pending +before Congress; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


in Eastern 
As it appears that an appropriation has been made for that 
purpose heretofore in the agricultural appropriation bill, 1 ask unani- 
mous consent that the papers be received and referred to the Commit- 


papers 
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| 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
the passage of the bill (S. 855) to repeal ‘‘an act relating to vinegar 
factories established and operated prior to March 1, 1879,’’ approved 
June 14, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. * 


Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 337) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown | 
and others, known as the Mitchell raiders’ bill, to report it back with- 
out amendment, and ask that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. On behalf of the minority of the committee I pre- 
sent their views in opposition to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee presents 
the views of the minority; which, with the report of the committee, 
will be printed, to accompany the bill, which will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 772) granting a pension to Erastus W. Babson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to | 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1433) granting a pension to Mary E. | 
Murray, to report it without amendment. There is also a minority | 
report in this case 

Mr. JACKSON 
that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report and the views of the mi- | 
nority will be printed, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1080) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Murray, to report it back; and recommend its indefinite postponement 
the House bill covering the same case. 

rhe bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VANCE submitted the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations on the bill (S. 1876) providing for an inspection 
of meats for exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated 
articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President to make proc- 
lamation in certain cases, and for other purposes; which were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ferred the bill 
with the Sioux Indians, and to grant a right of way to the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company through the Sioux reser- 


I ask leave to present the views of the minority in 
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The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
5. 1004) to accept and ratify certain agreements made | 


vation, in Dakota, have instructed me to report it back with an amend- | 


ment. I wish to say in reference to that bill and another which I have 


in my hand of a similar character that I am instructed by the commit- | 


tee to ask the Senate to pass them at this time. 
no objection. If there be any debate, I shall withdraw the request. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
allow the regular morning business at least to be disposed of before 
asking the Senate to consider or to pass any bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought this measure might go through without ob- 
jection. I have another just like it which I should like to have passed 
at this time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to consider the bill reported by him at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object now. 

Mr. DAWES. I of course must yield to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, if he insists upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is better we should get through with the 


I think there will be | 


I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that he | 


| tion 1, of the amendments. 


MARCH 24 


to the Oregon Central Railroad Company, in the State of Oregon an 
the Territory of Washington, reported from the Committee on Pub): 
Lands March 14, 1884. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1011) granting the right of way over the publi: 
lands in Alabama and Florida to the Alabama Diagonal Railroad Com- 


| pany and to grant to said company the right to purchase public lands 


in said States, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S 
1012) granting the right of way over the public lands in Alabama to 
the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses, reported a bill (S. 1909) granting the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands in Alabama and to grant lands to said State in aid of the Gulf 


| and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other purposes, which 
| was read twice by its title; and Senate bill 1012 was postponed in- 


definitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them adversely; and they wer 
indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 442) to restore to market and sale certain lands of th 
United States in the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin and to authoriz: 
their sale subject to the right of flowage; 

A bill (8S. 515) to establish the price of lands in the Bitter Root Va)- 
ley, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 263) to pay for the survey of certain public lands in Wash- 
ington Territory. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1273) for the relief of the State University of Cali- 


| fornia, reported it adversely. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that the bill be placed upon the 


| Calendar. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal 


| endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 1057) for the relief of the Soldiers’ Nebraska Colony 
Town-Site Association, reported it adversely, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were r 
ferred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 628) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act toamend an act en- 
titled ‘An act for the removal of causes in certain cases from Stat 
courts,’ approved July 27, 1866,’’ approved March 2, 1867, and also to 
repeal the third paragraph of section 639 of the Revised Statutes; and 

A bill (S. 451) to define the jurisdiction of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 17) proposing an amendment to th: 
Constitution of the United States, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. LAPHAM. What proposed amendment is that? 

Mr. HOAR. It is a proposition to insert the word ‘‘nativity’’ be 
fore ‘‘ race, color, or previous condition of servitude,’’ in article 15, sec- 
I move that the joint resolution be post 
poned indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 651) to authorize the President to restor 


| Charles Brewster to his former rank in the Army, submitted an advers 


regular morning business before any request of that kind is entertained. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
dar subject to call. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 1496) to accept and ratify 


The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


report thereon. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calenda: 
until I can examine the report. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thé bill will be placed upon th« 


| Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


| Air. LAPHAM. 


certain agreements made with the Sionx Indians, and to grant a right | 


of way to the Dakota Central Railway Company throughout the Sioux 
reservation, in Dakota, to report it with amendments. I should like 


to have this bill passed at the same time with the one first reported. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


3lst of January. Parsons & Co., of New York, a reputable firm of 
paper dealers, sent a proposal which arrived an hour or two afterward, 
an hour or two too late. They addressed a communication to the Pres- 
ident pro tempore of the Senate, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Printing, and I am instructed by the committee to submit 
a report, which I ask may be printed and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
on the table. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were | 


agreed to; and the bills were indefinitely postponed: 

\ bill (S. 996) granting a pension to David C. Canfield, late a private 
in Company D, Fifth Pennsylvania Reserves; and 

‘\ bill (S. 976) to increase the pension of Peter Lennon 

Mr. SLATER presented a report from the Committee on Public Lands 
to accompany the bill (S. 428) to forfeit certain public lands granted | 


The Joint Committee on Public Printing opened the | 


proposals for annual contracts for paper for the Printing Office on the | entertain that there is no interference with our treaty obligations in 


The bill (S. 155) for the protection of fisheries on 
the Atlantic coast was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with a view of looking into the question whether the proposed legisla- 
tion is an interference with our treaty obligations with Great Britain 


| The committee have examined that question, and I am instructed by 


them to report the bill back with the expression of the opinion the} 


the legislation proposed. We ask, therefore, that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations be discharged from the further consideration of the ques- 
tion, and that the bill and all papers connected with it be referred to 


| the Committee on Fish and Fisheries, lately appointed, including th: 


| testimony which was taken by the subcommittee of the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations. 
The report will be printed and laid | 


| no objection, and the report will be printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, if there 


Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bi!] (S. 316) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharina T. Wuns! 


| reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
394) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Major D. Williams, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (S. 998) granting a pension to Hermann Reifenrath, sub 


~ 














1884. 





mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Matilda Henderson, praying for an act of Congress for her re- 
lief, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 

on. 

. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S 


1299) to increase the pension of Alonzo B. Chatfield, reported it with | 


an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
<a also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3) to increase the pension of John Algoe, reported it without amend- 
aaal and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of William McClure, praying to be placed on the pension-roll, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 1910) granting a 
pension to William McClure; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1668) for the relief of George T. Dudley, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 682) to rerate the pension of Zelora Crumpacker; and 

A bill (S. 281) granting a pension to James S. Wright. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of J. M. Dalzell, of Caldwell, Ohio, praying for ar- 
rears of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to: and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

He also, f from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1399) for the relief of William C. Dodge, reported it with amend- 
me nts, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1578) to amend the charter of the National Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Orphans’ Home, and in relation to the assets thereof, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 173) to provide a building for the use 
of the United States courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-reve- 
nue office at Vicksburg, Miss., reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1911) 
Clinch, of the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire also to present with the bill the petition of 
Mr. Duncan L. Clinch, admitting that he labors under disabilities un- 
der the fourteenth constitutional amendment and asking that they be 
relieved. The bill relates to disabilities. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred, with the accompanying petition, to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1912) to provide for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the post-office and Government offices 
at the city of Atchison, Kans.; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hold in my hand the petition of the Board of Trade, 
and the Iron, Coal, and Manufacturers’ Association of the c ity of Chat- 

tanooga, State of Tennessee, asking that the efficiency of the Signal 
Service be increased in respect to flood observations upon the Tennessee 
and other rivers of the United States. Accompanying the petition is 
a bill prepared by the board-of trade. I ask leave to introduce the bill 
and to accompany it with the petition. 

The bill (S. 1913) to increase the efficiency of the river observation of 
the Signal Service was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing petition, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1914) confirming titles to certain 
lands in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public L: aie. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a kill (S. 1915) to remove the disabili- 
ties of James D. Johnston, of aaa, incurred under the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution; which was read twic e by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, 

Mr. MILLE ER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1916) to ae 
the Secretary of War to issue clothing to the inmates of the Veterans’ 
Home of California; which was read twice } by its title, and re mae to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1917) onary and require the pay- 
ment to the State of California of the sum of $241,625.82 for moneys 
expended and liabilities assumed by said State for the common defense 
prior to September 1, 1856: which was read twice by its title, and, with 


— accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Milit: ary Af- 
‘airs. 


for the relief of Duncan L. 


, and 
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the circuit courts of the fifth and eighth circuits of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1919) to grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Railroads 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1920) to authorize 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
A. P. Frick an assistant surgeon in the Army of the 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1921) anthorizing the Secre 
tary of War to adjust and settle the account for arms, ammunition, 
and accouterments between the Territory of Montana and the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 1922) te authorize an exchange 
of North Carolina bonds now held by the United States Government; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1923) granting a pension to Clarissa 
T. Maies; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1924) providing for the org 
of the Patent Office into an ace ndent department, 


and 


the Presi- 
, to appoint Dr. 
United States; 


Committee on 


on 


ranization 
and tor riving it 


| the exclusive control of the building known as the Patent Office and of 
the fund pertaining to that office; which was read twice by its tith 
Mr. PLATT. I ask that the bill lie on the table, and I shall ask the 


indulgence of the Senate at some convenient time during the week, in 
the morning hour, to give some reasons why I think thata bill like this 
bill should be passed. I do not regard this as a perfect bill, but I think 
that it contains the germ, the principle of legislation which has become 
necessary and can not be delayed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ! 


The bill will le 


on the table, subject 
to the eall of the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1925) to amend an act entitled 


**An act toamend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes;’’ which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. ’ 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a joint resolution 


R. 76) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan the State of North ¢ 


‘arolina certain tents 


| and camp equipage for the use of the militia of the State: which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Susan A. Shelby be taken from the 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1918) to extend the jurisdiction of ' 





files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims 


On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the 
taken from the files of the Senate 


it was 


pension claim of Kady Brownell be 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 
Ordered, That Senate bill No. 247, ‘A bill to extend the duration of the Court 


of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes 


’ be re printe d for 
the use of the Senate 


GAS FOR COAST LIGHTS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER submitted the following resolution: which 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas recent discoveries in the use of gas as an illuminant for beacons and 
buoys are claimed greatly to improve coast navigation and at a largely reduced 
cost from that of methods now in general use 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire into and 
report to the Senate the merits of all systems of coast lights, beacons, and buoys 
using gas as an illuminant, and to this end said committee is hereby authorized 
to make such tests and examinations as may be deemed necessary, inviting the 
owners of such inventions or discoveries to appear and exhibit the same; and 
for the purpose of ascertaining the necessity for such improved aids to naviga- 
tion the committee is empowered to send for persons and papers and to take 


the testimony of such vessel-owners, merchants, and others as may appear or 
be summoned before them. 
SPECIAL ATTORNEYS OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for the immediate consideration of the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


Whereas on the 23d day of January, 1834, the Senate adopted the following 

** Resolved, That the Attorney-Genera! be directed to inform the Senate when 
and by whom the compensation for special attorneys in the star-route cases in 
the District of Columbia was fixed, and to furnish copies of any agreements or 
memoranda relating thereto; and if, in his judgment, the compensation is un 
reasonable, why he ratified and continued the same. Also whether said attor- 
neys, or any of them,are now in the employ of the Department of Justice, and 
at what compensation.” 

Whereas no reply has been made thereto: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to furnish the 
demanded or to give his reasons for neglecting or refusing so to do 


Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over under the 
rule and be printed 


information 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


{ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 351) authorizing the muster-in and discharge of Henry 
Blinn; 
A bill 

late Capt 

\ bill 
Culley; 

\ bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 

A bill (H. R. 6090) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix of 
John Henderson, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Aver- 
ell, United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 3932) directing the Adjutant-General of the United 
States Army to place the name of James M. Thomas on the muster-rolls 
of Company C, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and for 
other purposes. 


Z 
H. R 1567 
John G 
H. R 


for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
Tod, of the Texas navy; 
1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA, 


Mr. HARRISON.  Lask that the bill (S. 1682) to enable the people 
of that part of the Territory of Dakota south of the forty-sixth parallel 
of north latitude to form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of the State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, and for other purposes, be made a special order for Thurs- 
day next, at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is objected to, and the motion may 
have to lie over one day under the new rules. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose the motion may be made at once. I 
do not know of any rule to the contrary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires a vote of two-thirds to 
make a bill a special order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state to the Senate that I make this motion 
by direction of the Committee on Territories, not with the expectation 
that the bill will probably be reached for consideration on that day; 
but as it is the request of the committee, and a reasonable one I think, 
[ was in hopes that the Senate would at least give us an early oppor- 
tunity for the consideration of the bill. If the motion is in order, if I 


Is there objection to the request of 


can not persuade my friend to withdraw his objection, as I hope he 


will, there is nothing for me but to submit 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is nothing else before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think the bill will occupy much time. 
It was not our intention to spend much time with it; I do not think 
we need to do so; but it was our desire to bring it to an early vote in 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lhope my distinguished friend from Indiana will 
not insist on the bill being made a special order. We have already 
consumed the last two weeks——- 

Mr. HOAR. Is the motion debatable under the new rules ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the new rules it is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be allowed 
to respond to what I said. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; I will waive my objection. I beg the Sen- 
ator’s pardon. I ought not to have objected after the Senator from 
Indiana had spoken. I merely wanted to save time. I withdraw the 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana to make the bill a special order for 
Thursday next. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that that motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itds not debatable under the new 
rules, the Chair thinks. fi 

Mr. VEST. I should like to make a statement as coming from the 
minority of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri aks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to make a statement in regard to the bill. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. I was not in the Senate at the time that the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories made the report, or else I should have 
stated, as | propose to state now, that the minority of the committee, 
of which I am one, is opposed to the passage of the bill, and opposed 
to making it any special order; at least in that regard I speak for my- 
self. As to the time it will take to dispose of the bill, I can not agree 
with the Senator from Indiana. It is a measure that will give rise to 
considerable debate, and the Senate may prepare itself for a discussion 
on the merits of the bill if it is made a special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] that the Chair was in error 


the motion to the Senate. 
The motion is now inorder. There 


I have nothing further tosay. Iam against the 


It is the duty of the Chair to inform | 
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in supposing that this motion is notdebatable. Itisdebatable. A mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of a bill would not be debatable. 
but a motion to make a bill a special order is debatable. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not desire to spend time now with any « 
bate on the motion. It is, I think, a question of very high privilex 
I believe we shall be able to show that we have in that part of the Te: 
ritory which is by the bill to be constituted into a State every element 
of a great and prosperous American State. I believe we shall be ab); 
to show that all of those conditions exist which have in any case been 
applied to any of the Territories when they came to seek admission into 
the Union. I do not want, however, to anticipate the debate; but | 
ask the Senate to give us an early opportunity to discuss this question 
and bring it to an issue here, in order that it may go to the House 
time for some action there. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to say, as a member of the Com 
mittee on Territories, that I concur fully with what has been said by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. For one, I dissent from this 
measure, and I should like to have a full opportunity to debate it. | 
do not object to its coming up at an early day or anything of that kind, 
however. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. GARLAND. As one of the committee, I did not agree with th 
report which was made by the Senator from Indiana, but still I hay. 
never been averse to considering any subject that any Senator thought 
it was worth while to have considered and asked to have considered 
I do not think, however, that Thursday is a proper time to fix for thy 
consideration of the bill. We have now already ahead of it the educa 
tional bill, the pleuro-pneumonia bill, and probably some other bills 
that Senators are asking to be advanced. I think if the Senator would 
say a week or ten days or say two weeks, rather 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam entirely willing to yield to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Arkansas, and to make it Wednesday of next week 

Mr. GARLAND. I should not object to that for one, or rather 
Thursday of next week, although I am not in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will accept that suggestion, and say Thursday 
of next week. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Indiana ought to rea! 
ize the fact that the bill will not pass readily or become a law at t! 
session of Congress, and it is an absolute waste of time, a useless cor 
sumption of the time of the Senate, to be making it a special order an: 
discussing it for a week or ten days. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not believed that we should divide upon 
this bill for the admission of Dakota upon any party line. I do beli 
that when we come to discuss the question I shall be able to show that 
no man can take a reasonable standing in opposition to the bill, eith 
upon the question of population or upon the size or character of th 
proposed State as compared with any of the States that we represent 
here. I deem it my duty, as the chairman of the committee at least, 


| to bring the attention of the Senate and its consideration to this )i! 


at an early day. When the time comes for debate I hape we shall |» 
able to show to every one who believes that reasonably and where tl 
conditions exist out of which an American State should be constituted 
the Territories ought to be organized into States; that there are her 
stronger argument and better reasons and safer conditions for the ere 


| tion of an American State than have often existed in the case of Stat 


| 


| 
' 


that have been admitted to the Union. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Indiana does not propose, as he says 
to debate the question at this time, he ought not to make the stat 
ment that no one can make a reasonable opposition to the measure which 
he seeks now to make a special order in the Senate. I undertake to 
say with just as much confidence that there is no earthly reason fo1 
pressing the measure upon the American Congress at this time. Meas 
ures of the greatest national importance are now lagging behind and 
claiming the consideration of the Senate. It is well known that Con 
gress is far behind in its work at this session, until there is a clamor 
through the country now for us to proceed to matters of urgent legis 
lation. If one-tenth of what the people who appby for this new State 
now say and swore to before the committee is true it is a perfect Ely- 
sium, it is the happiest land, next to that of Canaan, which has existed 
since the creation of the world; and yet according to the Senator ther 
is urgent and absolute and imperative necessity that all other measures 
should be put aside and that we shduld go into a lengthy debate in 
regard to this bill. I say they have not the population, and I ean pro 
it, unless you go into the realms of imagination outside of figures, to 
entitle them to a Representative in the other branch of Congress. I! 
the Senator proposes to debate it, lam ready at any time to take up 
that issue with him. 

Mr. CONGER. It is the object of asking an early day for the ton 
sideration of the bill that the friends of the bill, or its opponents, if ther 
are any, may present to the Senate their reasons for and against tli 
adoption of the measure. My friend from Missouri says that all th 
statements show that the people of that Territory are in the most de 
lightful condition in the world. Still my friend from Missouri is not 
happy. 

Mr. VEST. I am not unhappy. 
am willing to let it stay as it is. 


It is your side that is unhappy. ! 





1884. 


Mr. CONGER. It is the opinion of a majority of the committee, 
and, as I understood, of all, that the bill should be presented for con- 
sideration at an early day and its merits discussed. I have no doubt 
of the result whenever the subject can be brought before the Senate 
and the facts in the case presented. ere 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana. [Having put thequestion.] The 
ayes appear to have it. 

“Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the exact proposition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
diana as modified is that this bill, the Dakota bill, be made a special 
order for Thursday, the 3d day of April next. 

Mr. HARRISON. Thursday week. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps I ought to state, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, that I happened to be absent at the time the re- 
port was made, and, with the Senators from Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Florida, I dissent from the provisions of the bill reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired on this question 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he 
were here, I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 
paired with my colleague [Mr. McPHERSON ]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. Iannounced a pair, but Iam authorized to vote. 
‘* vea.”? 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Jonas]. 

Mr. GROOME (after having voted in the negative). 
withdraw my vote. 
McMILLAN]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not know this was a political ques- 
tion, making a bill a special order. If it is I should like to know. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). As this seems 
to be a party question I feel constrained to withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 


If he were present, I 


; 


I desire also to 
I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 


Mr. HAMPTON (after having voted in the negative). I was requested 


the other day to pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [{ Mr. 
ANTHONY]. 
see him in his seat, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have transferred my pair to the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. MCMILLAN], and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ The Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. MCMILLAN] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
JONAS]. 

Mr. GROOME. Under the statement just made by the Senator from 
lowa, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 
Logan, 
Mahone, 
Manderson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Pike, 
NAYS—23. 
Harris, 
Jackson, 
Kenna, 
Lamar, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 
ABSENT—20. 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 


Allison, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 

Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Cullom, 

Dawes, 

Dolph, 

Frye, 


Garland, 

Hale, 

Harrison, 
Hawley, 

Hill, 

Hoar, 

Ingalls, 

Jones of Florida, 
Lapham, 


Platt, 

Plumb, 
Riddleberger, 
Sherman, 
Van Wyck, 
Wilson. 


Bayard, 
Beck, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Colquitt, 
Farley, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 


Pendleton, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Vance, 
Vest. 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Pa., 


Edmunds, 

Fair, 

Hampton, 
Jonas, 

Jones of Nevada, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
voted for the motion, it fails. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 373, being the bill (S. 1852) fixing the salaries of the several judges 
of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish my colleague would consent to permit me to 
call up the bills which I reported this morning. If they cause any de- 
bate I shall not urge them now. 

Mr. HOAR. This matter has been discussed for several days and 
there has been a test vote, on which the Senate was about four or five to 


Sewell, 
Slater, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


Two-thirds of the Senate not having 
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The motion of the Senator from In- | 
| do so. 


On this question the yeas and nays | 


I vote | 


» 2 | ment in or pertaining to any court presided over by such judge 
I do not know whether the pair continues, but I do not | 


| pointed for Texas, and with the single exception of Judge 
| the present judge of the northern judicial district of Texa 
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one in favor of this bill. I hope we shall be able to dispose of it. | 
should like to oblige my colleague in any possible way, but I think this 
bill ought to be dispdsed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think the vote taken on my amendment 
the other day is a test of the opinion of the Senate in regard to increas 
ing the salaries of the judges from $3,500 to $5,000. 

Mr. HOAR. It is so far as I am informed by such inquiry as I hav 
been able to make. 

Mr. DAWES. I am afraid my colleague is too sanguine about the 
time it will take to consider this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will necessarily lead to further discussion. I do 
not know that I shall participate in it, but other gentlemen desire to 
It is a question of very great gravity, because when we get this 


statute on the statute-book we can not afterward repeal it, and we are 


| jumping $1,500 at a single bound on these salaries, when we had bette: 


not go more than $500 at a session, to say the least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not discussing the merits of the bill. Iam 
discussing the reason why it ought not to be gone into now, and why it 


will take a good deal of time to dispose of it. The questions involved 


| are important and the bill is not by any means satisfactory to the Sen- 


ate, I think, and it certainly is not to the committee; at least to some 
members of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must remind the Senato 
that under the new rule adopted a motion to proceed to the considera 


| tion of a bill is not debatable. 
. . | 
On this question I am 


Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon of the Senate for having violated the 
rule, but the Senator from Massachusetts had set me the example 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAk] to proceed to the considera 
tion of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1852) fixing the sala 
ries of the several judges of the United States district courts at 35,000 
per annum, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. VAN WYCK, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ of,’* to strike out 
and insert *‘ four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


* TiVe 


Be it enacted, &c., That the salaries of the several judges of the district « 
of the United States shall hereafter be at the rate of $4,000 per annum 
e 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COKE. I propose to amend the bill by adding the 


followi 


| a new section 


Sec. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person related by consanguinity or fin 
to any circuit or district judge of the United States to hold any office or employ 
and any judge 
who shali knowingly cause or permit a violation of this section shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Mr. President, this is an amendment suggested by a very great abuse 


| which has existed in the State that I have the honor in part to repre 


sent on this floor. I have known all the Federal judges ever ap 
IeCormic] 
, every one 
of them has followed the practice of filling the offices of his court with 
his own or his wife’s relatives. The practice of nepotism has been 
gross, flagrant, and with the exception named has been uniform with 
them. 

The consequence has been, as will always be the case where this is 


done, that parties litigant in the courts have enormous cost-bills taxed 


| against them, and are placed at the disadvantage if they would right 
| themselves of having to make anappeal to the judge of the court against 


the action of one of his near relatives. This is not right, just, wit 
The people are entitled to impartial judges, unbiased by relationship 
or any other consideration in all their judicial business. 

Mr. HARRIS. If theSenator from Texas will allow m« 
gest to him a modification of hisamendment. As the amendment reads 
it provides that no person related as described shall hold any office, &« 
which would apply to a marshal. If he would narrow his amendment 
to the statement that no judge shall appoint any relative to an offic 
which he had the appointment, I think that would be proper 

Mr. COKE. Then there would be this trouble: The 
the clerks; the clerks appoint their deputies. The clerk appointec 
might be a figure-head, and he would appoint the judge’s son or son-in- 
law or other relative as a deputy. The office of the marshal is not an 
office pertaining to the court. It is a district office, filled by appoint 
ment of the President. Let the amendment be reported 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert asa new section t 
following: 


I woul | Ssug- 


jude appomts 


It shall be unlawful for any person related by consanguinity 
circuit or district judge of the United States to hold any office 
in or pertaining to any court presided over by such judge ; 
shall knowingly cause or permit a 
guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator from Texas, without 
disrespect, if he accepts the scriptural doctrine of the origin of the | 
man race through Adam ? 


wraffinity toanys 
or employ 
ind any judge 
violation of this section shall he dee 
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Mr. COKE. I will discuss that question on some other occasion. 
At this time I am giving attention to the pending bill. 

Mr. HOAR. 
related by consanguinity or affinity to every other? There is no limit 
of degree in the amendment; it does not limit it to the tenth cousins 
or one-hundredth cousins. 

Mr. COKE. The terms consanguinity and affinity are very well un- 
derstood by everybody except the Senator from Massachusetts. 
are terms the signification of which is defined in all the law-books. 
rhey are used in the statute laws,and everybody understands them. 

Mr. HOAR. 
pardon me, because this is a serious point. 

Mr. COKE. I do not yield, thinking there is nothing in the Sena- 
tor’s objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield and has the floor. 

Mr. COKE. I have introduced the amendment not through any hos- 
tile intent to this bill, because I intend to vote for it, but I desire to 
correct an abuse which is known in the State where I live to be a very 


The Senator from Texas declines to 


great one, so great that on the second day of the meeting of this Con- | 


gress I presented a memorial, which I have before me noW, printed in 
the RECORD, signed by the United States district attorney for the 
western district of Texas, asking Cougressional action on this very 
subject. 

We have three districts in Texas, the northern, the eastern, and the 
western districts. In the northern district, presided over by Judge 
McCormick, there is no complaint 
and under every other judge who ever sat on the Federal bench in 
Texas there has been great and loud complaint, and with justice. 


Why, Mr. President, what chance has a suitor in the courts when | 


his cost-bill is taxed by the clerk who is the son-in-law of the judge 
or the son or the nephew of the judge on the bench—what chance has 
that litigant to appeal successfully against wrong to the judge? What 
prospect of success to appeal to the head of the family for relief against 
a wrong being done by one of the minor members? There is none. 


People should not be placed in that predicament; and in my State I | 


assert it to be a fact that ever since the annexation of Texas in every 
court except Judge McCormick’s, in the northern district of Texas, the 


people have with good cause complained loudly of this great wrong. I | been guilty of the most outrageous nepotism in the appointment o! 


say it is not just. Good officers can be obtained outside of the judge’s 
family. We are making now an addition tothe judge’s salary; we are 
making an additional provision for him. He ought to be able to get 
along with this additional provision, without filling the offices of the 
court with his family and relatives. 

Mr. President, I have had thismatter before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. On the second day of the meeting of this Congress when I pre- 
sented the memorial of the attorney of the western district of Texas I 
called the attention of the committee to it in some remarks I submitted 
at the time and had the memorial referred to that committee where it 
now sleeps. Nothing has been done with it. I find an opportunity 
here in the way of amendment to this bill to do what I think ought 
to be done, and therefore I present the amendment and believe that it 
ought to be adopted 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas, which I am sure he will accept, 
which will cover his point. The criticism which I endeavored to call 
to the attention of my friend from Texas was that he has not limited 
the degree of consanguinity or affinity. It is true that the words ‘“‘re- 
lated by consanguinity or affinity ’’ have a well-known legal meaning, 
but those relationships are within different degrees, and the difference 
varies in the common law, the civil law, and the canon law. As every- 
body knows in regard to the matter of marriages, by some laws you can 
not marry your first cousin. I propose this as a substitute forthe Sen- 
ator’s amendment: 

No judge or officer by him appointed shall appoint to any office or employ- 


ment in or pertaining to any court presided over by such judge any person re- 
lated to him by affinity or consanguinity within the degree of first cousin. 


Mr. COKE. That does not go far enough. 

Mr. MAXEY. How about brothers-in-law? 

Mr. HOAR. Consanguinity and affinity include the relatives of the 
wife in the same degree. I trust my friend from Texas will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. COKE. 
have in view. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts of- 
fers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment to the amendment, as 
follows: 


I doubt very much if that will accomplish the object I 


No judge or officer by him appointed shall appoint to any office or employ- 
ment in or pertaining to any court presided over by such judge any person re- 
lated to him by affinity or consanguinity within the degree of first cousin. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that as asubstitute for the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on the amendment to 


In every other judicial district | 
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| 
| 


If he does, I ask whether every human being is not | 


ManrcH 24. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment as amended. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


The question now is on the amend 


I should be obliged to the Chair if both the origina} 


/ amendment and the amendment as amended should be read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment originally proposed by M; 


| COKE and the amendment to it moved by Mr. HOAR and adopted. 


They | 


But this does not state the degree, if the Senator will | 


Mr. MAXEY. I have knowledge of the complaint made through- 
out the State of Texas, alluded to by my colleague, for a great man) 
years. I think it is true almost without exception that appointments 
have been made to these positions of persons reloted to the presiding 
judge, the effect of which has been that suitors have an idea that wher 
a bill of costs amounts to a great deal they can not appeal from th: 
taxation of the bill without going into the trial of it with the feeling 


| that the judge is on the side of the clerk who makes out that bill o: 


| the degree of first cousin. 





costs. This is the way in which justice has been administered in thx 
Federal courts. But it is not the case in the district in which I live 
the northern district. There never has been the slightest complaint ot 
partiality; there has never been the slightest complaint that the judg 
appointed his kith or kin to any position whatever, and there is a bet- 
ter feeling on the part of the people of the northern district toward th: 
administration of justice in the Federal courts in that district, I venture 
to say, than in any other district in the entire Southern States, becaus: 
the people have entire confidence in the ability and impartiality of th 
judge, and feel sure that justice is legally administered in accordance 
with the forms of law. 

The amendment speaks of the affinity or consanguinity being within 
I do not know whether that would reach 
the object. The great trouble with us is the appointment of sons-in 
law and brothers-in-law. 

That the principle of the amendment of my colleague is right, I have 
no doubt. I believe the judge on the bench should be not only free 
from all evil influence, but should be free from the appearance of al! 


| evil influence. 


| in great force. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the arguments in favor of rewarding 
the judges of the United States district courts commence to come in 
The two Senators from Texas have now discovered that 


| the judges in their State and elsewhere in the Southern States hav: 





their relatives to all the offices, clerkships, and deputy clerkships and 
receiverships, and the various very important and very lucrative offices 
connected with the courts; and yet these Senators are assisting the bal 
ance of the Senate in the very profound desire to reward them for such 
services as these to their families. 

I think, sir, if this debate goes on a little while longer we shall get 
probably to the bottom of this subject, and not only what I have been 
compelled reluctantly to state on this floor in oppositien to the increas: 
of these salaries in favor of the judges who now hold the office, calling 
up as I have done the reports of the officers of the Department of Jus 
tice, but we shall have re-enforcements from every quarter to show that 
the Senate of the United States is now engaged in rewarding by an in 


| crease of salary a set of men who have done very little else than abuse 





the powers of their offices for the perversion of right and public justic« 
On the chancery side of a district or circuit court of the United States 
where the district judges may preside in the circuit courts, the occasion 
is often, very much too often, presented for the appointment of receiv- 
ers for the administration of very large estates, particularly of enormous 
railway corporations. I myself have seen a district judge of the United 
States as anxious for the opportunity to wreck a railroad and appoint 


a receiver as ever a Comanche Indian was for a buffalo, with his war 


paint on and his bow and arrow or gun or whatever else of weapons of 
destruction he had. I recall one instance of such a flagrant characte 
as that I was compelled, as counsel for some of the bondholders of a 
railroad company, while being a private citizen of the United States 
and entirely unknown in Washington, to come here and present befor: 
a committee of this body the effort that was then being made, and this 
body and the other House immediately acting upon the representations 
which were made snatched the circuit-court powers away from that 
judge and required that he should no longer be able to exercise them 
in his district court. That was one of the first instances in my experi- 
ence as a lawyer which led me to the conclusion that the powers of the 
United States circuit and district courts, particularly in chancery causes, 
were capable of being abused to a degree that scarcely ever was pet 

mitted to the exercise of power in the world. 

Now I appeal to the Senator from Texas who sits nearest me [Mr 
COKE] to answer me if he does not believe that there are kin people 
of judges in his own State who have made $100,000 fee-money out of 
offices like these. 

Mr. COKE. I can not say how much they have made, but I know 
they have made a great deal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. Does that Senator want to reward that 
judge for holding his place? I do not know who the judge is. I dare 
say, however, that he is a man who is upward of seventy years of age 
and entitled to retire upon his full pay, and yet he holds the office. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
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Mr. COKE. I have to say to the Senator from Alabama that I am 
actuated by something higher than the view of rewarding anybody in 
the vote I give on this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. COKE. Permitmetogoona little further. I donot propose to 
reward anybody. lIintroduced a memorial here a few days ago, signed 
by a large number of members of the bar of my State, asking for this 
increase of compensation for judges. I know the fact to be that the 
judge of the northern judicial district of Texas has had to move away 
from the city of Dallas, the principal point in his district, and off the 
railroad, to where with his large family he can live on his salary. I 
know these facts. I have no desire to reward anybody, but I do de- 
sire to pay the judges a competent salary. At the same time I desire 
to purify the judicial service by the passage of this amendment forbid- 
ding nepotism. 

Mr. MORGAN. The way to forbid nepotism is to forbid the men who 
are guilty of it. The way to forbid the oppression of the people in the 
taxing costs and fees and charges against men and hauling them from 
one place to another for trial, is to forbid the men who are guilty of the 
toleration of it upon the bench. These things would not occur if the 
judicial departments of the United States to-day were occupied by men 
who were deserving of them. 

The Senator from Texas says he has a higher standard than the mere 
question of personal reward to any man for his service or the with- 
holding of personal reward because of his lack of service. It makes 


no difference to me what the standard of the Senator from Texas may | 


be. My standard is not to reward out of the Treasury of the United 
States a set of men who are incompetent or unjust; andif these judges 
in Texas have been doing these things which the Senator from Texas 
informs us, if they have abused the powers of their offices, they are not 
entitled to this reward. 

It is not agreeable to me to have these things to say; but when I pre- 
sent to the Senate of the United States through authentic reports of the 
Department of Justice matters which relate to the administration of 
that Department in my own State, and I show from these reports that 
the judges there have not only abused their powers but have tolerated 
the abuse of the powers of all their subordinates, and that these have 
resulted in outrages upon the people of my State, I think that I have 
a right rather to the sympathy of my brother Senators, and especially 
from the South, than to have them vote a reward to a man who has done 
these things which have been thus published to the Senate and to the 
world by an addition of $1,500 to his salary. 

Sir, if a Senator‘on this floor were to tell me that the effect of this 
law would be to keep in office a man whom the Government officers 
themselves have been compelled to denounce as having abused the 
powers of the great trust confided to him, I would stay here during the 
rest of my life before I would vote to reward the judge over their pro- 
test. They can have their own way and put their standard as high as 
they please. I shali be content when I have advertised to the world 
that I am trying to protect the honesty and fidelity of the judges. Then 
Senators can take to themselves such credit as they may find in the fact 
that they are willing to reward them notwithstanding the reports laid 
before the country and before the Senate to-day showing that they are 
unworthy of those offices. 

Now, sir, there is a judge in the State of Texas, I am informed, who 
is over 70 years of age. He has been holding on to his office for some 
years if I am cerrectly informed. I may be mistaken as to his age—— 

Mr. COKE. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. MAXEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are judges, I am informed, in the United 
States who are over age but who still hold on to their offices and exercise 
their powers when by resigning they might draw the salaries during 
the balance of their lives, and there are many who are approaching 70 
years of age. 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, that 
there was a judge of whom that thing was said, that he could have been 
retired and yet he held on to the office. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the Senator from Texas has gone further than 
I expected I should be able to go in this case. There was a judge in 
Texas who could have retired under the law—— 

Mr. COKE. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who was over 70 years of age, and of whom it was 
said, I suppose by the bar, that he held on to the office and did not resign 
because his relatives were in office under his appointment, and if he had 
resigned it would have put the power of appointment in the hand of 
somebody else and his relatives would have gone without their reward. 
If that thing ever occurs or if ever there is a possibility of its occurring, 
then there is an evil in the case that needs the remedy of law before we 
undertake to increase the salaries of these judges. 

_ This honorable Committee on the Judiciary, a very able and dis- 
tinguished committee, have informed us through their chief spokesman 
here, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], that they had great 
difficulty in coming to a conclusion about this bill, that they at first 
had agreed to report quite a number of the district judges of the United 
States for an advance of salary. I believe they did make the report, 
but when they came with it into the Senate the Senator from Arkansas 
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informs us that there was some discontent on the part of certain Sena 
tors that their judges had not been relieved by an increase of salary, 
and thereupon the Committee on the Judiciary thought it was bette: 
to go back and to make a law which should include all, so that every 
judge, good and bad, it made no difference what his record might 
have been, should stand upon a parity and that they should all re 
ceive $5,000 a year for their services 

Mr. President, I submit to the Senate whether the other course would 
not have been the proper one. That committee came to its own just 
conclusion that there were certain judges who ought to be rewarded in 
the United States because the salaries of their oflices were too smal! for 
the amount of labor they were compelled to perform and the amount 
of expense they were compelled to undergo. Why was it that this 
brave and bold committee of the greatest jurists in this body, and 


world 
found it necessary to abandon their first conclusion fo reward those meh 
who really needed the reward, and to take in all the balance, whether 
they needed it or deserved it or not? There was an abandonment ot 
principle in that, there was a concession to a mere rumor of opposition 
in the Senate without the committee ever having taken the pains to 
bring this measure before the Senate to test its real sense on this propo 
sition. 

Now, without asserting that this last measure is not satisfactory at 
least to some Senators, if they meant to poll the Senate and to find out 
what the vote of the Senate was before they introduced it, why did 
they not come to me as wellas to other Senatorsand ask if I had reasons 
to suggest against their second proposition? It never occurred to me 
that the Senate of the United States would place upon the statute-book 
an amendment that can not be gotten rid of hereafter or reduced at all, 
leaping up from $3,500 to $5,000 a year in consideration of these sery 
i We find that this committee is not a unit in favor of this bil! 
at least one of the gentlemen upon the committee has declared his op 
position to it, and has voted against the increase of the salary in favot 
of all judges who are now upon the bench. 

Now, sir, if | was contending for anything else than right and jus 
tice and duty upon this occasion I would long since have abandoned 
any opposition to this measure; but I will stand here and I will pr 
vent it in every legal way I can, and I do hope that I may be 
put upon the records of the Senate enough of tacts to cause the com- 
mittee of the House tg inquire more profoundly into the effects of this 
measure than the Senate Judiciary Committee seem to have done. We 
have a lot of judges on the district bench who are approaching 70 years 
of age, perhaps many, certainly half a dozen or more. What do we 
do? We immediately raise their salaries $1,500 a year in order to en 
able them to retire when they get to be 70 years of age 
stead of $3,500. 

Is that a fair way to deal with the money of the people of the United 
States? No, sir; neither is it just in itself, because while this bill pro 
fesses to reward men more in accordance with their merits and deserts 
in consequence of the higher labors that are imposed upon them than 
used to be, we put in no qualification as to what the salary shall be 
after the man declares himself to be incompetent to sit as a judge by 
tendering his resignation and putting himself upon the retired-list 
Here we are giving to men now approaching 70 years of age $5,000 a 
year upon the pretext that the labors men perform require that they 
should have a larger compensation, when we know they have nothing 
to do but to resign their offices and continue to draw the $5,000 a year 
as long as they may live. i 

It is my opinion that honorable Senators on this floor will hear from 
this after a while; and this gross unnecessary extravagance on the part 
of this body can not be polished off or glossed off by the mere fact that 
we want to have a high standard of judicial compensation when we see 
that it is rewarding incompetency in some cases, nepotism in others 
and providing large pensions for officers who may retire and will retire 
very soon at 70 years of age. When the time shall come I 
another amendment to try to graduate this pay $100 a year during the 
time the officer may be-in the service, so that when a judge reaches the 
age of 70 years he will retire not with $5,000 annual salary, but he 
will retire on a smaller sum. 

Senators need not flatter themselves that the people of the United 
States are not noticing what they are doing with the Treasury The 
increase of salary proposed by this bill is worthy of the denunciation 
which I give to it upon this floor, that it is for the mere glory of the 
legal profession and not for the good of the country I regret very 
much that I am brought into antagonism with the committee on this 
question, but the committee do not stand on firm ground. ‘14 
up here and apologize for their bill, rather than defend it. They must 
know. must feel after a full survey of the facts that the first ground 
that they said they intended to take of increasing the salary of those 
judges who needed it and who had won it and earned it, was the tru 
ground, rather than to increase the salaries of all in order that we might 
quiet perhaps opposition to the increase of the salaries of some that 
needed it. That is not the way to legislate inthis country Legisiate 
upon the merits of your bill, and not try to silence opposition by 
cluding in your bill those men who might perchance be disposed to moat! 
against your bill or to make complaint of it Phere 
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in this country. Here are legitimate works of internal improvement 
that need the assistance of this Government; and yet we find commit- 
tees reporting bills and Senators sustaining them which contain appro 
priations which we all know are not for the public service, but merely 
for private advantage, merely to assist somebody in getting an office 
from the people; and we are expected and we are required too to sup- 
port bills containing bad measures because they contain some good 
measures. It is expected of me here to-day and of every Senator on this 
floor that we shall give to every judge in the United States on the dis- 
trict court bench, fifty of them, $5,000 a year, whether they deserve it 
or not, because there are some of the judges in the country who accord- 
ing to the opinion of the Judiciary Committee deserve as much as $5,000 
a year. Ihbelieve there are some who do deserve it. 
districts in which this would be a meritorious reward; but because I 
believe that, it is no reason why I should be compelled to vote fora 
measure which contains a reward to men who have not earned it and 
who do not deserve it, and who deserve a fate very different from that 
of the complimentary action of this body. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we shall have a vote. 
bated four or five mornings. 

Mr. COKE. I offer an amendment to the substitute of the Senator 
from Massachusetts which I ask may be read. 

Che SECRETARY. 
**judge,’’ itis proposed_to insert * 
United States,’ 
person guilty of a violation of this section shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor. ”’ 

Mr. HOAR. 
mous consent 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
if amended. 

rhe 


read 


[ accept that. I hope it will be accepted by unani- 
Let the amendment be reported as it will stand 


SECRETARY. The amendment, if amended as proposed, will 


No judge of any district or circuit court of the United States or officer by him 


There are some | 


The bill has been de- 
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ment. I understand the Senator’s proposition as to masters and audi- 
tors for each case; but here, for instance, the judge has his son 

Mr. HOAR. There are not five such cases in the United States. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then strike the five cases out. 

Mr. HOAR. They will go out in time. . 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Suppose there are only five judges who have sons 
fastened in these offices on the Treasury of the nation; strike them out. 
There is no difficulty about this matter. Make it plain, so that ther 
shall be no chance to quibble hereafter. Strike down that perquisite 
of the judge when you are raising his salary to $5,000 a year. Now 
if he ekes it out by appointing his son or stepson his clerk, fix it so 
that there shall be no question about the matter. Let the amend- 
ment mean something after it is adopted. Surely a judge ought to be 
satisfied after he gets $5,000 to keep his family out of office; but let it 
be made so plain not only that he shall not appoint them in the future 
but shall drop them now. Why should there be any objection to that ’ 
Frame the amendment so that it shall meet the case it is aimed at—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thehour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


| ness, being the bill known as the school bill. 


In the first line of the amendment, after the word | 
‘of any district or circuit court of the | 
and at the end of the amendment to add ‘‘and any | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the joint resolution (8S. R. 64) provid- 
ing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 9, 10, and 11 to the bill (H. R 


6073) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the ap 


propriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, and for other purposes, and had disagreed to the amend- 


ippointed shall appoint to any office or employment in or pertaining to any | 


court presided over by such judge any person related to him by affinity or con- | 


sanguinity within the degree of first cousin; and any person guilty ofa violation 
of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. 


ment, and that is whether it applies to future appointments solely or 
whether it includes those heretofore made. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose it applies to the future; but the evil which 


this amendment is aimed at is masterships in chancery, auditorships, | 
and things of that kind, where there is a new appointment for every | 


case. 


Of course you would not interpose in the middle of a case with 


such officers or with any of those officers with the single exception of 


assistant clerks. The clerks have to be reappointed every three years, 
so that all the assistant clerks who are in office now in violation of this 
provision would come up for reappointment. It is not worth while, 
therefore, to go into the past, because it would make great mischief. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. My objection is that it ought not to be 
applied to the clerks at all. 
Mr. HOAR. That has been adopted by the Senate. 
it a misdemeanor to violate the act. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. 
the amendment has been adopted and is retained. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. 


ators. 


This is to make 


I did not hear the colloquy between the two Sen- 
The Senator from California propounded an inquiry which I de- 
sired to know the answer to, as to what was the effect of this amend- 
ment. Now, as it appears from the public discussion, and from conver- 


sation between Senators who have taken interest in this matter, the | 


appointment of the officers referred to has been deemed a perquisite of | the discussion of it two questions naturally arise—first, the power to 


the judge, which probably eked out his salary of $3,500 a year. If the 


salary is to be raised to $5,000, is there any reason why the family of the | can Congress enact such a measure as this; and if it can, is it politic and 


judge, after he is paid $5,000 a year, shall still continue in office under 
him ? 
California, but I did not understand the criticism of the Senator from 
Massachusetts upon that proposition. My notion is to have thisamend- 
ment reach where it should, and directly strike at the appointments 
previously made. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifa man has been appointed a master in chancery and 
has half got through the trial of a case, you do not want to turn him 
out and make the parties pay another man ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No. 

Mr. HOAR. So of an auditor. 


That is the class. Those are ap- 
pointments for each case. 


Nine hundred and ninety-nine out of every 

thousand instances of the evil you want to reach are instances where the 

appointment is made in each case. You do not want to strike at cases 

already begun. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. How about the clerks and deputy clerks? 
Mr. HOAR. The deputy clerks are appointed every three years. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. 


Then I shall vote against the bill if 





ments of the Senate to the said bill numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 
and 13. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 


| port of common schools. 
I should be glad to have the interpre- | 


tation of the Senator from Massachusetts of one point in the amend- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON ], on which 


| the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the ameridment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana involves to a considerable extent the merits of the bill 
which is now before the Senate, and in speaking upon that amendment 
I shall speak upon the bill in its different aspects and bearings, so that 
in the remarks I now make I may say all that I desire to say on the 
subject. 

The bill might very aptly be styled a bill to extirpate illiteracy in 
the United States, and briefly and substantially it proposes to appro- 
priate $15,000,000 at once for this purpose, and todiminish the appro- 
priation by $1,000,000 every year for ten years, when it shall cease. 


| The money is to be distributed among the States in proportion to the 


| number of persons within the school age in each who are unable to 


| read and write. 
| revenue one-third as much as it receives from the United States, and 
| then limits the money to be expended for the support of normal schools 
| to one-tenth part of the amount received. 


| under these restrictions to expend the money according to their own 


I presume that was the point of the inquiry of the Senator from | 


It requires that each State shall expend of its own 


It leaves the States free 


judgment. It does not attempt to create a new class of teachers and 
superintendents who shall be in exclusive relations with the National 
Government. ; 

That is, I believe, a fair analysis of the substance of the bill; and in 
pass such a bill as this; and second, the policy of it. In other words, 
proper that it should be done ? 

The Senator from Florida [ Mr. JoNES] the other day, in the few and 
forcible remarks which he submitted to the Senate on this question, went 


| back to the early history of this country in reference to the subject of 


education and showed to some extent the policy of the Government in 
regard to it. In finding his warrant for sustaining the bill he produced 
the decision of what are known as the Slaughter-house cases, in 16 
Wallace’s Reports, that decision being based upon the recent amend- 
ments to the Constitution. For one I did not require any amendment 
to the old Constitution; I did not require the thirteenth, the fourteenth, 


| or the fifteenth amendment, or all of them together, to enable me to 
, find the power of Congress to do this. 


The clerks are the most important in my judg- | 


That decision of the Supreme Court comes in very well to show an 
additional reason why Congress should do this thing; that on account 
of this very large citizenship being added to the country it is compelled 
in justice and in good conscience to help mitigate the evils imposed by 
that sudden addition to the mass of citizenship. To that extent it is a 
very strong and very powerful argument. But that we had the power 
before the recent amendments I am perfectly satisfied. Indeed, the 
Senator from Florida himself in the citation of precedents from the ordi- 
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nances of 1785 and 1787 showed that we had the power and that it had 
been carefully and tenderly guarded by the Government at all times. 
Probably in the nature of things no more would be needed than the 
citations that he made of the practice of the Government under those 
ordinances. But this matter came once so clearly before the Supreme 
Court long before the recent amendments were ever adopted or before 
they were ever dreamed of, when the complexion of the court was essen- 
tially different from what it is now and from what it has been for the 


past twenty years, that I deem it not inappropriate to cite the language | 
of the unanimous court, speaking through Judge Campbell, in 18 How- 
ard’s Reports, the case of Cooper vs. Roberts, page 177. This case came"| 


trom Michigan: 


The appropriation of public lands for that object became a fundamental prin- 
« iple by the ordinance of 1787, which settled terms of compact between the peo- 


ple and States of the Northwestern territory and the original States, unalterable | 


except by consent. One of the articles affirmed that “religion, morality, and 
knowledge, being necessary for good government and the happiness of man- 
kind,” and ordained that ‘schools and the means of education should be for- 
ever encouraged.”’ This principle was extended first by Congressional enact- 
ment (1 Statutes at Large, 550, section 6), and afterward, in 1802, by compact 
between the United States and Georgia to the Southwestern territory 


After citing the history of that, he proceeds: 


But the constancy with which the United States have adhered to the policy in 
the various compacts with the people of the newly found States and the care 
which Congress has manifested to prevent the accumulation of prior obligations 
which might interrupt it fully display their estimate of its value and impor- 
tance. Thereis obviously a definite purpose declared to consecrate the same 
central section of every township of every State which might be added to the 
Federal system to the promotion ‘‘of good government and the happiness of 
mankind” by the spread of * religion, morality, and knowledge,” and thus, by 
a uniformity of local association, to plant in the heart of every community the 
same sentiments of grateful reverence for the wisdom, forecast, and magnani- 
mous statesmanship of those who framed the institutions for these new States 
before the Constitution for the old had yet been modeled. 


That is the preface of Judge Campbell, speaking for a unanimous 
court, to the law in the case which he afterward announces. 
same volume a very important case came up from Saint Louis in refer- 
ence to schools, the somewhat noted case of Kissell vs. Saint Louis Pub- 
lic Schools Board, decided by the same court unanimously; and in pass- 
ing I will say that that Saint Louis grant made in 1812 came three times 
betore the Supreme Court for construction, for interpretation, and a de- 
fining of the extent of that grant as interfering possibly with other 
grants; and yet with all this litigation, and with a case from Michigan 
before it and acase from Wisconsin in ninety-fifth United States Reports, 


the point never occurred of bringingin doubt or in dispute the power of | 


Congress to make these grants in any case it saw proper; and as the 
Senator from Florida well said, if you could grant lands you could of 
course grant the money; if you could grant land worth a dollar and a 
quarter an acre yeu could grant the dollar and a quarter in money. 
The purpose of such a grant of lands has always been to make a per- 
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of Kentucky, from whose academic shades have come some of the bes 
scholars in the country. Now, going back to 1812— 


The grant to Jefferson College, Mississippi, is concisely stated in the ord 


rade; 
the Secretary of the Treasury dated October 5, 1812 


That was an important grant, and one that was specially guarded and 
taken care of. So we go on—it would take too long to cite these dit 
ferent grants—untii we come to the latter-day grants, one of which I 
wish to allude to more particularly: 


July 2, 1862, Congress enlarged the national educationai endown 


ent syste 
by the donation to each State of 30,000 acres of public land not otherwise reserved 
(no mine ral lands could be selects d and s¢ lections must be of qu irter-sections 
for each Senator and Representative (to which such State wasentitled under the 
apportionment of 1860), for the support of colleges for the cultivation of agi 


cultural and mechanical science and art 
dion. Justin S. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


Senate 


It was championed in the 

Subsequent to that, within the past two or three years, we passed a 
bill under the management and direction of the same eminent Senator 
not going as far as this bill, but a bill going in the same direction, by 
a vote that amounted to two-thirds of the Senate, I believe 


rs, 


I cheer 


| fully advocated and voted for that bill, as I do for this. 


| ask attention of the Senate for a while to this memorial 


| ing, from those in which it is now. 
| riod and considers the period subsequent to that. 


Then look, Mr. President, not to detain the Senate by reading, at the 
2 per cent. funds, the 5 per cent. funds of the net proceeds of sales ot 
publie lands for school purposes, heretofore so freely and bountifully 
given to certain States. 

In view of these precedents we need not spend any more time on the 
point that the power always existed and was never questioned, as is said 
in the address of three eminent gentlemen that I hold in my hand. | 
We have gone 
through the era when the control of the Government in all its branches 
was in the hands of an entirely different complexion, politically speak 
This memorial considers that pe 
it is from the trustees 


| of the Peabody fund. 


In this | 


manent fund to increase in value as the necessities of the schools should | 


increase. So that no fine-spun theory can bring an argument to show 
a distinction in the power to make the grant as between money and 
land. Then, taking these cases as a sample and taking the custom of 
the Government to exempt, as it has frequently done, school property 
or property devoted to school purposes from taxation, there can not be 
any dispute as to the power of Congress to do this under the Constitu- 
tion as it was before the recent amendments were ever dreamed of. 

In a tolerably recent case in the ninety-ninth volume of United States 
Reports which came from Illinois in reference to the exemption of prop- 
erty there, the Supreme Court held that when that exemption was passed 
and when it was accepted it became in the nature of a contract, and 
could not be impaired and could not be repealed by a subsequent act of 
the Legislature. That was an exemption under the statute of Llinois 
for school purposes. So then we see, outside now of the modern phase 
presented by the recent amendments or any construction of them, there 
can be no doubt as to the power. 

Now, what has been the custom of the Government? I hold in 
my hand a report from the General Land Office made in 1880. It isa 
very instructive document on this point, showing the different grants 


made from time to time for school purposes and how sacredly they have | 


been guarded by legislation, how sacredly they have been guarded by 
the courts whenever they came to be enforced and construed. I will 
not detain the Senate by reading the report, but running from page 221 
to 230 of this volume there is a full list of all these donations, from 


which some of the best schools in the country have sprung and out of 


which have grown some of the finest institutions in the country. 

I have alluded to an act of 1812 in reference to a grant for school 
purposes at Saint Louis. By the act of 5th of April, 1826 (6 Statutes 
at Large, page : 
land, excepting the sixteenth section, to be located in one of the Ter- 


ritories on lands to which the Indian title had been extinguished. By 


the act of March 3, 1543, the trustees of the Centre College of Ken- 
tacky were invested with all the rights of the deaf and dumb asylum 
of Kentucky in the grant, provided that the proceeds of the sale of the 


lands were not diverted from the purposes and intention of the original 
grant. 


So this was combined with the capital of the Centre College 





The trustees of the Peabody fund at their meeting in 1880 designated 
a committee to address Congress on the very subject we now have in 
hand. That committee consisted of the present Chief-Justice of the 
United States, who presides over the first court that sits in the civilized 
world; of an ex-Attorney-General and an ex-Secretary of State, Mr 
Evarts, and of the accomplished Secretary of the Interior under M1 
Fillmore, Mr. Alexander H. H. Stuart, of Virginia. That was the com 
mittee appointed by.these trustees to draft a memorial to Congress 
They drafted this mefnorial, and I wish now‘to read some parts of it 
After showing the necessity of Congressional aid, they say, on page 11 

The next point which yourcommittee have felt it to be their duty to consider 


is, does Congress possess the constitutional power, not to control 
tribute to, the education of citizens of the States? 


but to con 


This bill does not control, ior, as I stated in the analysis I have made 
of it, it does not attempt to interfere with the management at all except 
in section 5, where it speaks of a certain limited course to be pursued. 

Does Congress possess the constiiutional power, not to control, but to c« 
tribute to the education of citizens of the States” 

If doubts were entertained as tothe existence of such a power in an ung 
fied form, it might well be contended that the case of the colored populatior 
surrounded by such peculiar circumstances as to take it out of the influence of 
any general rule. But fortunately this question, even in its general aspect 
not a new one, presented now for the first time to be decided. It may 
garded as res adjudicata. The laws of the United States present innumerable 


be 


| precedents in which Congress has exercised the power to contribute toward the 


| 






general education of citizens of the new States, and in no instance has its con 
stitutional right to do so been questioned 
They proceed; they go over the same precedents the Senator fro 


Florida alluded to the other day and some of which I have alluded to. 
Then there is a discussion which I will not detain the Senate with upon 
the new feature of the large class of population enfranchised to which 
the Senator from Florida called our attention on Friday 


Say: 


Then the y 


The experience of this board has demonstrated the propriety of using the 
cers connected with the school systems of the respective St: 


ites as agents it 


| application of the funds of the Peabody board to the purposes of the trust 
That is what this bill proposes to do. 
All the Southern States seem now to have awakened to a sense of the impor 
| tance of a general system of free schools Most of them have organized efficient 
systems of instruction so far as their limited means will allow them to go 
I desire the Senator from Kansas who sits nearest the door {[M 
PLUMB| to hear this part of this memorial, because it answers some ot 
the propositions that he stated the other day to the Senate 
Most of them have organized efficient systems of instruction so far as 
| limited means will allow them to go. Faithful and competent officers have 
most instances been put in charge of them hese agencies are too import 


339), there was granted for the education of the deaf and | 
dumb and for the erection of an asylum in Kentucky one township of 


to be overlooked 
Then proceeding with the position that, in thesomewhat dismantle¢ 
condition of those States, if education is left to the St it will m 
be carried on fully, or at least not for years to come, 
tive demonstration is made in the memorial that there is no means ace 
quate, except the national means, to the performance of this g 
They review in memorial the condition of the 
and I want Senators to bear in mind that I believe every 
has come with proper guards both in its constitution and in its statu 
tory laws on this subject; |} the 


put on account ol 


utes 


an actual and a posi 


reat 
this Southern Stat 


southern state 
misfortunes 


t¢ } 
t til 
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they have been subjected, and on account of the troubles and diffi- | 
culties that they have encountered, because of their poverty and the | 
great debts most of them bear, they can not meet the exigency of the 
case; but that they have shown a willingness to do so as far as they | 
can in most cases there can not be any doubt. 

What is the problem presented to us? Illiteracy is the disease to 
be cured; this is the poison to be extracted; and it is right and proper | 
to base the contribution upon that. You can fix no other standard so 
reasonable and fair. 


[ feel assured in saying that without some safeguard on this subject | 
not one of the Southern States would have been received back, as Mr. | 


Lincoln termed it, into practical relations with the other States of this 
Union. The necessities of the public were so great, the sensibility was 
so acute on this subject, thatif one of these States had lingered or hes- 
itated in the matter of education it would not lave been received back 
into the community of States. 
the State of Arkansas was being fought, when the balance stood waver- 


ing here, persons unable to decide what should be its fate, gentlemen | 


in the highest position as officers of this land wrote to me and tele- 
graphed to me to let them see our school law, and when I transmitted 
that school law there was no longer any doubt as to the fate of that 
struggle which was then going on for the political entity of the State 
of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to that, and 
from that, connected with the statistics furnished by the Senator from 
New Hampshire who has charge of this bill, I will make the remarks 
that I desire to submit. 

Article 14 of the constitution framed in 1874 by the State of Arkan- 
sas, under the title of ‘‘ Education,’’ 


Secrion 1. Intelligence and virtue being the safeguards of liberty and the bul- 
wark of a free and good government, the State shall ever maintain a general, 
suitable, and efficient system of free schools, whereby all persons in the State 
between the ages of 6 and 21 years may receive gratuitous instruction. 

Sec. 2. No money or property belonging to the public school fund or to this 
State for the benefit of schools or universities shall ever be used for any other 
than for the respective purposes to which it belongs. 


Sec. 3. The General Assembly shall provide by general laws for the support 


of common schools by taxes, which shall never exceed in any one year 2 mills 
on the dollar on the taxable property of the State; and by an annual per capita 
tax of $1, to be assessed on every male inhabitant of this State over the age of 
21 years: Provided, The General Assembly may by general law authorize school 
districts to levy, by a vote of the qualified electors of such district, a tax, not to 
exceed 5 mills on the dollar in any one year, for school purposes. 

Such a law has been passed in pursuance of that provision, and now 
it stands as a statute of the State of Arkansas: 

Provided further, That no such tax shall be appropriated to any other purpose, 
nor to any other district than that for which it was levied. 

Sec. 4. The supervision of public schools, and the execution of the laws reg 
ulating the same, shall be vested in and confided to such officers as may be pro- 
vided for by the General Assembly. 

That is the organic law of the State of Arkansas on the subject of 
free schools. Under the statistics furnished by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, gathered from the reports of the superintendents of common 
schools in that State, we find that she has assessed and paid out, in 
round numbers, at the rate of about $400,000 a year for the common- 
school system. And I will state now in reference to those statistics 
that they are incomplete. On account of the overfiow at the time the 
first of those reports was made and the destruction of property there 
and the lateness of the crops there were no collections in some of the 
best counties or in comparatively few, but we have an expenditure for 
two years of $800,000 for about, in round numbers, 150,000 children, 
ranging between 6 and 21 years of age. When you look at the com- 
plexion of the population of that State you will find that in eight or ten 
or a dozen counties possibly it would stand in the ratio of a thousand 
blacks to about two hundred whites. When you go then to other por- 
tions of the State the exact reverse of the picture is presented, so far as 
the complexion of the people is concerned. 

It was intimated the other day by the Senator from Iinois [Mr. 
LOGAN ] that thisappeared to him to be acontribution really in the name 
of the colored persons when, in point of fact, the whites would get the 
benefit of it. That isa mistake, I think, and the recitation of the facts 
in connection with my own State sufficiently refutes that. There is 


is: 


no distinction in that State; the colored and the white children share | 


the contribution alike. They go into separate schools as a matter of 


course, which the courts in the different States have decided to be con- | 


stitutional, because that is not a distinction based either upon race or 
upon color. 

Now, I find in the State of Kentucky, for example, they had a law 
that levied contributions from the whites to educate the white children, 
and from blacks to educate the black children. I am not sure, but I 
am of the impression that law has been repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
the taxes of the State of Arkansas are paid by the white people? 

Mr. GARLAND. That was a point I had inmy mind, but probably 
I was not explicit on it. I said in reference to as many as probably 
ten or a dozen counties the population would stand in about the ratio | 
of a thousand blacks to two hundred whites, and in the rest of the 
State the complexion ofthe population was just the reverse. The ra- | 
tio of the payment of taxes is much greater than the white population 
to the colored. I am not able to give the figures now, but I cansafely 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


When the battle for the political life of | 





make that statement. 


MARCH 24, 


Mr. FRYE. I should like right there, if it will notdisturb the Sen- 
ator, to ask him a question. 

Mr. GARLAND. No disturbance at all. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator states that under the laws distinct and 
separate schools are had for colored and white. Does that extend ali 
over the State? 

Mr. GARLAND. 
to all States. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam speaking of the Senator’s State. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. How, then, do you manage there in sparsely settled dis- 
tricts, where the division must make the schools exceedingly small ? 

Mr. GARLAND. In some of them they are exceedingly small; not 
exceeding ten, or probably sometimes fifteen; but we havea law under 
which we can transfer from one district to another if the school is too 
small, and a number of transfers have been made. 

Mr. FRYE. So that under the law no one is excluded. 

Mr. GARLAND. No person is excluded at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I should like to ask the Senator another question, 
for I have the profoundest confidence in his judgment and his humanity 
both and his entire fairness of statement. I wish to know from the Sen- 


It does in my State. I am not prepared to say as 


| ator whether or not in Arkansas, on the part of educators, there is an) 


prejudice against the education of the colored children at all? 
Mr. GARLAND. If I was now about to utter the last words [ ever 
expected to say on this earth I would say frankly that there is not, so 


| far as I know; and a little further on I will attempt to show that we 


want to educate the colored people, and that it is very important to us 
that they should be educated. 

I was referring to what I believe to be the only matter that I could as- 
certain after examination which looked to a distinction, and that wasa 
law adopted in Kentucky. I believe, though I am not sure, that that has 
been repealed; but whether it has or not, the courts have held that it was 
unconstitutional in the case of Claybrook and others vs. City of Owens- 
borough, in 16 Federal Reporter. It was held that that distinction could 
not be made; that all must be taxed alike, and all pay alike, and they 
must all share the benefits alike. 

I can not find any distinction anywhere, answering more explicitly 
now the question propounded by the Senator from Maine. We have in 
Arkansas the law in reference to transfers, not only to suit colored peo- 
ple if they are not properly situated in some cases, but to suit the white 
people likewise. When I was governor of the State of Arkansas there 
was established a normal school at the town of Pine Bluff. I appointed 
a colored man the superintendent and the professor and president of 
that school, and Iam happy to say I receive from him now regular 


| reports that his school is prospering, and those reports that he makes 


are corroborated by citizens around and about it. 

We may debate as much as we please about the theoretical question, 
that oft-repeated one, whether the colored man can be educated; but 
in my judgment it is something that never will be settled. I know in 
many instances colored people have been educated, and I do know that 
as citizens they have the franchise in their hands and have a right to 
the honors of this Government, which has been accorded to them now 
by all the States; and this being so, an effort should be made in the 
direction of improvingand elevating them. If they are to be citizens, 
they should be made the very best of citizens. They should be made, 
if possible, the most accomplished of citizens. They should know the 


| value of the ballot that is put in their hands; they should know the 


value of civil rights; and for one, as I took the stump in favor of the 
present constitution of Arkansas and was the first g-vernor under it, I 
did not mean to humbug anybody then, nor do I mean to humbug any 
one now. Iwantall races in this country to be brought up to the very 
highest phase of education, brought to the very front rank of knowledge 
and information. It is as important to the people with whom they are 
thrown daily that they be educated as it is to themselves. 

I do not believe, so help me Heaven, that there is any prejudice on 
the part of the educated classes in the State of Arkansas, to which my 
knowledge is confined principally, to the education of the colored peo- 
ple as far as and as much as the means given to them will enable them 
to doso. If we have done our best and are continuing to do our best, 
as this precedent has been established all along the line from the earli- 
est history of the Government, with this accumulated mass of popula- 
tion upon us, it seems to me there is but one duty, and that is to vote 
this aid. If not in the particular shape in which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has proposed it, let us in good faith address ourselves to 
putting it in proper shape and rendering this aid. Theable gentlemen 


| who present the memorial to which I have referred say on this point: 
I should like to ask the Senator what proportion of | 


By the operation of causes which have already been adverted to, it so hap- 


— that this class of our population, which at the date of our independence and 
° 


r some years afterward was diffused over all the colonies, is now confined 
mainly to the Southern States. These States have not been insensible of the 
mischief to be apprehended from the presence of so large a class of ignorant 
voters, and they have manifested the most praiseworthy disposition to aid, as 
far as their means would allow, in their education. 


That is the language of these gentlemen, spoken in truth and fairness 


| to the Southern States. 


Mr. President, looking at this subject for myself with all the lights 
that surround me and surround this country, and it is one that I have 














1884. 





given some considerable attention to, I do not know how my friends on 
the other side can say sincerely to the colored man, ‘‘ We want to edu- 
cate you, and yet will not vote for this bill or something similar to it.”’ 
| do not understand how they can make it clear to him that they are 
sincere when they withhold this effort to help him for ten years until 
these States get upon a sound footing and wipe away the rubbish and 
jcbris now resting on them, and become self-sustaining. On the other 
hand, I do not see how our friends on this side, if they be in earnest in 
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their constitutions and statutory laws in reference to common schools | 


in this new era (not doubting, of course, the power of Congress to do it), 
can withhold their support from a measure of this kind. 

| look upon this measure as being the most important one that has 
heen bc fore Congress for many, many days; and formy State I look upon 
it as the most important bill to us that has been proposed here. We 


are struggling there with conscientious energy and with a high purpose | 


to accomplish these ends, but by reason of circumstances not within our 
control we are not able to meet the requirements of the time. Many 
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The bill(H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6090) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executrix 
of John Henderson, deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1567) for the reliefof the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of the 


lexas navy, Was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committe 


on Naval Affairs 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1926) to define the boundaries 
of the collection districts of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
referred to the Committee on Commerce 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1927) granting a pension to O. | 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred t 


accompanving paper 


» the Com 


| mittee on Pensions. 


of our schools hold sessions only two and some three months in the year. | 


If this aid is given to us—an aid, if you please, equal to what we con- 


tribute ourselves, though that would not be in a generousspirit; it would 
be to a certain extent taking out the life and spirit of this bill—much 
vood will be accomplished. 

I say with that aid we can meet in a reasonable, an honorable, and 
« competent way this great exigency, and I for one look upon this as 
the presentation now o: the question, Are we together upon the great 
question of the day ? 
years nearly of peace, we ought to be a unit upon some one question, 


Certainly, in the name of Heaven, after twenty | 


and not be standing in the shadows of the past and fighting our battles | 


over again, but doing something for the advancing and fast approach- 
ing future. Already by reason of circumstances—the blame of which 
I lay at no man’s door—many parts of the country have been utterly 
destitute of the facilities of education, and in the region from which | 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIL! 

PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal ye 
ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendment to the said bill disagreed t 


by the House of Representatives, and ask a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 


The 


ctl 


By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by thy 
siding officer. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


pre 


Mr. SHERMAN) appointed Mr. Al 


| LIsON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. Beck the conferees on the part of the Sen 


come we have not been able to educate our children to grow up as they | 


ought to do. It is time we were meeting together on some proposition, 


because now when June and July come on and the different schools | 


hold their commencements the country will be flooded with essays 
praising an laduding education: it. will bein the mouth of every school- 


boy in the country who comes out from the academic halls of the | 


schools of this country. That high-sounding sentiment is well re- 
sponded to in the provision I read trom the constitution of Arkansas. 
Now, if we are really sincere, let us manifest our sincerity; and of all 
things to me it would be the best and proudest day since I have been 
here to see this measure, substantially as it is, meet with the entire 
approval of the Senate. 

In conclusion, I implore both sides and all sides to come together and 
vote for this bill and be a unit upon it, as we have been talking about 
it and promising it for years and years past. 

SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to present 
a conference report? It will take but a moment. Under the rules it 
is privileged, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MILLER, of California, in the chair). 
The report will be received. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
Senate resolution No. 64, providing for the addition of $10,000 to the contingent 
fund of the Senate, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment, and agree to an amendment as 


follows: In line 4, after the word ‘‘ for,’’ insert the words “‘ the payment of the 
current; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 





JOHN SHERMAN, 
JAMES 8S. WILSON, 
M. C. BUTLER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM’L J. RANDALL, 
WM. 8. HOLMAN, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the report of the conference com- 
mittee be concurred in. It is a mere formal matter. 
The report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
—_ twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

_ A bill (H. R. 351) authorizing the muster-in and discharge of Henry 
Z. Blinn; , 

A bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Aver- 
ell, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 
Culley; and 

_A bill (H. R. 3932) directing the Adjutant-General of the United 
“tates Army to place the name of James M. Thomas on the muster-rolls 
of Company C, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and for 
other purposes, 


ate. 
AID 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 398) toaid in the establishment and temporary sup 
pert of common schools, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. HARRISON to the amendment offered by Mr. PLUMB 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I propose to state briefly the reasons for 
the vote I shall cast against this bill. 1 am opposed to it both on prin- 
ciple and as a measure,of policy. If it can be justified at all, it ean 
only be under the ‘‘ general-welfare’’ clause of the Constitution, and 
such a construction of that instrument as would justify any measure not 
embraced within its inhibitions. I can not yield my assent to a con- 
struction which would, in my judgment, overthrow the piain meaning 
and intent of the Constitution, and substitute the discretion of Congress 
as the sole limitation upon Congressional power, as this would. ‘This 


rO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


| would be centralization in its most matured, enlarged, and perfected 


form. 

The admission that Congress has the power to do all things not pro 
hibited by the Constitution which in the judgment of Congress the 
‘general welfare’’ requires, which must be made by all who support 
this bill, is one I can not make, however much I might desire for my 
State the benefits of the bill. The grants of land by Congress to the 
several States for educational purposes have been adverted to in this 
debate as precedents sustaining the proposed exercise of power in this 
bill. The two cases are utterly unlike in every respect. Congress 
possesses plenary power under article 4, section 3, of the Constitution 


| over the public lands, and may make any disposition whatever of them 


The public lands are the property of the Government, which the Con 
stitution expressly authorizes Congress to dispose of as Congress may 
see fit. The grants to the States of portions of these lands were a 
legitimate exercise of constitutional power. 

The $105,000,000 sought to be appropriated by this bill will be taken 
by taxation from the pockets of the people, which Congress has not the 
power at will and pleasure to dispose of as it has of the public lands 
Congress has been granted the power to levy and collect taxes for cer 
tain defined and specilic purposes, and I find nowhere in the Constitu 
tion that this power may be exercised for the purposes expressed in this 
bill. I agree fully with Senators who hold that universal suflrage and 
universal education should go together, but it must be remembered 
that the exclusive right to regulate suffrage exists in the States. The 
States are lett by the Constitution to regulate and control beth suffrage 
and education. I am opposed to Congressional interference with these 
prerogatives of the States. 

If the constitutional power exists in Congress to levy and collect taxes 

| from the people for the purpose of partially defraying the expense of pub 
lic schools in the States, it exists for the purpose of paying the entire 
cost of the public schools of all the States whenever Congress shall choose 
to exercise it. I hold it to be an undeniable proposition that if Con 

| gress has the constitutional power to appropriate money for the public 
schools it also has the power te regulate its disbursement, to say who 
shall receive its benefits, and to appoint its own agents to distribute and 
administer it, and to prescribe in general and in detail how and where, 
and when, and to whom, and threugh whom, and upon what require 
ments and conditions it shall go. In other words, if it be admitted that 
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Congress has the power to levy and collect taxes in order to raise revenue 
to be expended in the several States in maintaining public schools, I 


hold that the power of Congress to take charge of the subject of educa- | 


tion in the States and control the children and the schools through 
Federal agencies and instrumentalities can not be controverted, because 
the powers of Congress are supreme wherever its jurisdiction extends. 
The passage of this bill will be a complete surrender of the whole ques- 
tion; not that the bill goes the length I have indicated, for it does not, 
subject. This bill would be only a commencement; the balance would 
follow as surely as the ear of corn follows the planting of the seed. It 
is the history of every tribunal, of every department, of every govern- 
ment in the world, a history which tells of no exception, that juris- 


diction once exercised is never relinquished, is never restrained to the | 


point of commencement, but that it always grows, is always expanded, 
and forever reaches out for more. No government in the world has 


ever exemplified this principle more fully or perfectly than our own | 


National Government. 

If Congress under the *' 
the school system of the States, what part of the domestic affairs of the 
States will be beyond the reach of Congress ? 
of our boasted right of local self-government ? 
left of it, at the will of Congress. The States can manage their school 
system better, more economically, and satisfactorily than it can possibly 
be done by the National Government. The Senator from 


aged with greatly more economy than the General Government, and 
individuals more economically than the States. 
be used by this bill is to be drawn from the people by taxation; it is 
not a gift. Let the people tax themselves at home, and then oversee its 
disbursement, as they will do, instead of having the remote, far-off, and 
to them almost irresponsible agencies of the National Government to 
do it, with its attendant extravagance. , 

A strong appeal is made in behalf of this bill based.on the poverty 


and consequent alleged incapacity of some of the States of the South to | 


deal with the mass of illiteracy precipitated into their citizenship by 
the results of the war. 
more keenly than Ido; not on account of my own State, which is araply 


able to take care of her own educational interests, but on account of 


other States in the South. I can not, however, indorse the opinion 
that any State in the South is financially incapable of doing justice to 
this subject. It is harder on some to do this than on others, but not 
one of them isso poor as to be unable to establish and maintain a reason- 
ably efficient system of public free schools, and that they will do their 
best in that direction I have no doubt. 

There is a vast improvement in all the States of the South in the 


matter of public schools, and this improvement is growing and increas- | 


ing annually, and will, if let alone, if abandoned to the efforts and self- 


the times. In my judgment no greater mistake can be made than for 
any of the States to avail themselves of the so-called bounty of the 
General Government in behalf of the public schools. In proportion to 
the efforts of the General Government in this behalf a corresponding 
relaxation of State effort will surely follow, resulting inevitably in the 
future in a total abandonment of duty in this regard by the States and 
assumption by the General Government of entire control over the sub- 
ject. 


Believing this bill unconstitutional in principle and vicious asa meas- | tion to those people. 


ure of policy, I shall vote against it. I would willingly vote fora bill 
granting public lands in aid of education in the States, and believe it 
would be both wise and just for the General Government to give this aid. 
Congress can give away the lands. There is no limitation on the power 
of Congress over the public lands as there is upon the taxing power. 
No implication of power and jurisdiction over the school systems of the 


States could arise from the gift to the States of lands such as would in- | of affording the means of education; but they were, and are still, lam 


| entably insufficient. 


evitably follow the exercise of the taxing power for the same purpose, 
for I hold it to be unquestionable that the taxing power can only be ex- 


ercised in behalf of subjects over which Congress has constitutional juris- | 
diction, and I deny that such jurisdiction exists in Congress over the | 


educational systems of the States. 

Senators on this side of the Chamber who favor this bill would be 
horrified at a proposition that the National Government should take 
charge of the public schools in all the States, and that the scholastic 


population, white and black, should be promiscuously mixed and taught | amount of taxation for school purposes that is levied for the genera 


The power to do this I have not the least doubt would bea | 


together. 
perfectly legitimate and logical sequence of the passage of this bill, and 
while I believe that the enlightenment of this country has reached that 
point, and the passionsand prejudices of the past have subsided to that 


level, when it is generally considered and appreciated that such a course | 


would be ruinous to the interests of both races in the South, I can not 
forget that many strange and unlooked-for events have transpired in 
the last twenty years, and for one I prefer to take no risk. 

So far as we can now see, for a long time in the future the negro 
question will be an active and potent factor in the politics of this country. 
The colored vote will be sought and the prejudices of the colored man 


pandered to in the future as in the past and at present. If it be con- 
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general-welfare’’ clause may take charge of | 
What will have become | 
It will be held, what is | 
Delaware | 


[ Mr. BAYARD] said the other day, and most truly, that the States man- | 


The money sought to | 


| the circumstances. 





| exceed that, they are doing better than we are. 
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ceded that the power over this subject resides in the National Gov: 
ment, I regard it certain that this would add another element to | 
various others growing out of the race question to be agitated in t 
political arena and foment discord and trouble. 

The presentation of this bill is one of the many evils growing out ; 
a large surplus revenue. It would never have been thought of, no: 
would many other extravagant measures now being urged ever ha 


| been seriously considered, had our revenues been simply sufficient {i 
but it does to the fullest extent admit the power of Congress over the | 


the economical support of the Government. A strong admonitior 
given us in this as in various other measures pending in the two Hou 
of Congress that the wisest and safest course to pursue is to proceed 
once to a reduction of our revenues down tothe actual requirements o! 
the Government. I have great respect for the philanthropic motives 
well as admiration for the ability and zeal and energy of the Senato: 
charge of this bill [Mr. BLArR], but am compelled by convictions o 
duty to oppose it. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it was my intention originally to ha: 
said not a word on this bill. There was no particular call for it fro: 
the State which I represent, and it was looked upon as a voluntary ot 
fering upon the part of the people of the North to do something toward 
the education of those people upon whom they had conferred sudden! 
the rights of citizenship. But the strange course of the debate has 
duced me, having made up my mind to support the bill, to say a fi 
words by way of giving my reasons for that action. 

There are some things that can not be denied in connection with this 
matter. Itis true that the people of the North set free the colored 
people in the South. It is true that they not only freed them without 
any preparation for their new state, but that they conferred upon th: 
the highest rights of an American citizen. It is true that they enforced 
those rights by constitutional amendments, by various penal acts passe: 
as was supposed, in pursuance thereof, and even when constitution 
amendments and penal acts were not of sufficient avail they forced th 
colored people into positions of equality if not superiority with tl. 
white people of the South by the use of the bayonet. 

When those rights were conferred upon the colored people in t! 


| South our friends who did it knew very well what it meant. Th 
No Senator can feel the force of this appeal | 


knew that it meant a dilution of or an infusion into the right of su 
frage of a vast element of ignorance and vice, of a vast community 

people of a different race from those among whom they lived, utter! 
and absolutely unfitted for the duties which were imposed upon then 
they knew that that meant also a surrender of several of the States « 
the South to the absolute control of this colored majority, and th: 


| knew that it meant also not only that surrender but it meant the act 
| ual endangering of all the institutions which the white people of tir 


South had built up, and even, in their opinion, of their civilization 
itself. 
Suffering thus for twenty years, or nearly so, all the inconveniein 


| that have attended this state of things in the South, we were told to | 
reliance of the States, eventuaily come fully up to the requirements of | 


patient, that the great panacea for all the evils of misgovernment in 
free country was education, that upon the virtue and intelligence: 


| the people depended the preservation and the perpetuity of our free inst 


tutions. But when we were told that, and exhorted to patience, it 


| known to our friends on the other side likewise that we were unab|: 
| to impart that education to those people; that in the struggle whic! 


set them free and in the subsequent eras of carpet-bagism and rapi! 
we were so impoverished and so destroyed financially that we were ab 
solutely unable to so tax ourselves as to impart the blessings of educa 
That was also well known. 

Now, what were we todo? We did the best that we could und 
I speak particularly for North Carolina, and I hx 
lieve that her case is a fair representation of all the Southern States 
We reorganized our systems of public schools and we replaced as far as 
we could the invested funds upon which they had been supported, and 
we levied as much taxation as we could possibly bear for the purpos: 


It may redound somewhat to the credit of my Svate, as little as w 
have done in the way of education, to say that the annual taxatior 
there for the support of public schools, in which the colored peop! 


| equally participate, is $25,000 per annum more than the whole taxation 


levied for the support of the State government. If any other States 
In fact, as 1 am told 


some States in the South are doing more, and are levying double thi 


expenses of the State governments. 

At the same time that we were thus suffering under the evils of po. 
erty and this infliction of the infusion of ignorance and vice into th 
suffrage and into the management of our affairs, we were held by th: 
people of the North to the same rigid accountability for our public con 
duct as was exacted from the most highly educated communities of th 


| American continent; from the best established communities, and whos 


institutions fora hundred years had not been disturbed, much less ov: 
thrown, by any social or political revolution; and upon the slightest pr 
tense you investigated us, and continue to investigate us, notwithstand- 
ing you say that the evils under which we suffered and all evils in go‘ 
ernment originate from the want of sufficient education of the masses 








1884. 


After this state of things has endured for nearly twenty years, at last 
a portion of ; : ) } 
Congress awoke to their duty. One honorable Senator in this body at 
least bethought him of the panacea, and he brings in this bill to dis- 
tribute $15,000,000 the first year, $14,000,000 the second year, and so 
on decreasing $1,000,000 annually for ten years, among the States of 
the Union in proportion to illiteracy for the purpose of removing the 
great evil under which the people of the South have suffered. 
~ What does that bill propose to do? It proposes, so faras I have been 
able to examine, nothing in the world conflicting with the rights and 
sovereignties of the States, as I understand it. It gives aid to their 


| 


| 
| 
| 


schools for ten years. The fund is to be expended altogether under | 
State control, in aid of systems of education already established by 


the States; and, so far as I have been able to investigate the taxation 


systems of the several Southern States, it will not cause one dollar’s | 


increase in taxation in order to bring those States within the reach of 
the benefits of this act. I know that it will not in my State cause a 
dollar of increase. 

What are the objections to the bill and where do they come from? 
It was natural to suppose that from the strict construction side of the 
Chamber there would be some objection to the bill in regard to its con- 
stitutionality, but I was not prepared to see that question raised by gen- 
tlemen from the other side of the Chamber; and I especially was not pre- 
pared to see it raised by those who ask for money for every conceivable 
subject on this floor. I was not prepared to see it raised by those who 
ask for money to enable the Government of the United States to go into 
a Territory and doctor a sick cow. I did not expect that. 
much sympathy for the suffering cattle of Kansas as any man on this 
floor. I have heard of the disease that infects that indispensable ani- 
mal so necessary to our rotundity and our strength. I had heard of 
the agonies they suffer, from the tender fledgeling of a calf to the great 
bovine mammoth that bellows upon the grassy plains, until I had wished 
to exclaim, Oh, that my head were as waters, and mine eyes were a 
fountain of tears, that I might weep for the afflictions of a Kansas calf. 
{ Laughter. ] 

It may be owing to my imperfect legal education or to the obtuse- 
ness of my faculties, but I can not see the difference between educating 
a child and doctoring a steer. It seems that while the proper solution 
of the problem of the relation of virtue and intelligence to the mainte- 
nance and perpetuity of free institutions is a simple one and may be 
safely and properly left to the States, yet that the diagnosis of an ailing 
calf rises at once into national dignity and towers over the educational 
question like Jumbo over a narrow-gauge mule, or a cedar of Lebanon 
over a chinecapin bush. [Laughter.] I confess to my inability to see 
this want of distinction. 


Our friends in the valley of the Mississippi object to it, many of 


them. It is lawful, they say, to give money to the Mississippi Valley 
on any and every occasion and pretext. The Mississippi must have 
money when its waters are too low; it must have money when its 
waters are too high. They must have money not only to scour out the 
channel, but to build levees along the banks to keep the plantations 
from overflow. It is a lawful stream; it must always have money. 
but while you must protect the farmer's cotton plantation along the 
hank of the Mississippi, it would make the bones of Thomas Jefferson 
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those who most need it and who are to be educated. It seems to me 


the people of the North through their representatives in | that is the proper way of dividingit, and no other. You can not divide 


it according to taxation, and if you distribute according to population 
you defeat the whole object of the bill. 

Others say again that the bill gives too much money. Several Sen 
ators have said that. It comes with a bad grace, it seems to me, when 
those who have already received largely of the benefits of public edu 
cation or of education paid for by the Government of the United States, 
come in and make the objection that it gives too much money. By 
looking at the reports of the gifts of public lands to the various States 
for purposes of education, as collated in the American Almanac of Mi 
Spofford for 1879, I find that the States of the Northwest have received 
70,213,534 acres, which at a dollar and a quarter an acre, the 
ment price, makes $87,765,667, while the States of the South have ony 
received for similar purposes 6,434,446 acres, worth $8,043,000 


Crovern 


so The 


| people of the North have received $80,000,000 in property, which is th: 


same as money, for the purpose of educating their children more than 
the people of the South. 

I am informed by those who have made the calculation that the shar 
which will go to the Southern States under the bill in the t 


1 Vears to 


come will be about $55,000,000, and that will still fall short $27,000,000 


| [Mr. SHERMAN] says the South can not be trusted with it 


I have as | 


| depend upon themselves. 


and Chief-Justice Marshall turn over in their graves if there is any | 


proposition to educate the child who lives in the swamp that is to be 
reclaimed, in order to fit him for citizenship. It is lawful, seme say, 


of bringing those Southern States up to an equality with the North 
western States in the matter of education at public expense Yet we 


; and the Senator from Ohio 
You might 
as well refuse to pay a man what you owe him because you could 
trust him withthe money. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me one question? While 
the Senator is speaking of the bounty of the General Government in 
the bestowment of public lands for the support of common sch 
would it not be well for him in the same category to estimate and 
a balance as to the millions of acres given to the Southern States 
as swamp lands, which were probably more ‘valuable than the lands 
given for common-school purposes? Will he take the sev: 
ion of acres given as swamp lands, and state how ma 
swamp lands were given to the Southern States? 

Mr. VANCE. I went through that whol 
not prepared with the statistics now; I will however, that 
same proportion of inequality which exists in the givin 
school purposes between the North and South exists in t 
it for all other purposes 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator will allow me, 
inequality, only upon the other side. The sams 
to swamp lands which existed in favor of the South | 
isted in the gift of land for publie scl 1 
is the reason why I desire my friend to simply balance up the 
gifts. 

Mr. VANCE. Ido not exactly understand the Senator, I believe, 
but I mean to make this assertion, which will hie 
statistics, that at least five acres for all purposes, railroads, schools, edu 
cation, and what not, have been given to the Northern States where 
one has been given to the South. 

Another Senator objects because he says the people ought t 
That is a doctrine I| like to hear advanced 
but I do not think it ought to come from that side of the Chamber 


are told that the bill gives too much money 


not 


4OIS 
draw 
known 
nty-odd mill 


subject one 


say, 


there 
hequ ty 
luvor ol the Nor 
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| Having received all the public lands that were sufficient to enable them 


to build a railroad across the Isthmus of Panama, in a foreign country, | 


but it is not lawful, it is absolutely and utterly unconstitutional, to 
appropriate money to fit men for citizenship. 

| admit that the present circumstances are abnormal and exceptional. 
I admit that there is nospecial provision in the Constitution or one per- 
haps looking directly toward it for public education; but the men who 
framed that Constitution had no idea that there would be the great 
civil war that occurred. They had no idea that 5,000,000 slaves would 
be liberated by that war, and still less had they any idea that the 
», 000,000 slaves would be forced by penal laws, constitutional amend- 


| of us. 


ments, or by armies and navies or what not, into an absolute equality | 


of citizenship with the white race who discovered this country, cut 


down its forests, drove back its aboriginal inhabitants, and made the | 


Wilderness to blossom like the rose. They had no idea that their in- 
stitutions and the work of their hands would ever be committed to ig- 
norant and unlettered Africans for protection and preservation. 
they had, I can not doubt from the wisdom which they exhibited in all 
they did they would have inserted extra provisions in the Constitution 
providing against such a calamity. I can not doubt it. 

_ Others say that this money ought to be divided according to popula- 
tion and not according to illiteracy. That would be one way of divid- 
ing it. Ifyou call it a gift, a charity, certainly it should be bestowed 
upon those who most need it. If you call it an educational fund, it 
should certainly be distributed in proportion to the number of those 
to be educated. It is not the literate Dut the illiterate who are to be 
ecucated, so it seems to me there is no other just way to divide it 
Would you have it distributed to the professors of the colleges of the 
country? Would you have it distributed to members of Congress? 
Surely you would distribute it if it is for the purposes of education to 


OUT 
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If 


to lay the basis of their school system and make a fund for perpetual 
education in their States, they then state to the rest of us that we 
should learn to help ourselves, that it will not do to depend on the 
Government. 

Mr. President, we will help ourselves if you will take your hands oft 
If you will let us alone we will agree to help ourselves. If you 
will quit taxing us to support your factories in the North we will agree 
to help ourselves. If you will quit taking public lands to build rail 
roads in the country we will help ourselves. If you will d 
own sick cows and calves we will help ourselves. It comes with a very 
bad grace indeed from a portion of the country, where all the fortum 
that have been accumulated have been accumulated by making every 


octor vou! 


S 


body help them by universal taxation for private benefit, to come here 
when there is a proposition to help the colored people that they then 
selves thrust into this position, far above their capacity to occupy, and 


say to us, ‘‘ Well, you must help yourselves.’’ If that is to be the d 


trine all along the line I am perfectly willing; I am more that lin 
to it. God knows, all that I ask for the people of my secti { 
that I everexpect to ask for the people of my section in thi . 
to be let alone. Do not tax us to build up your shoe factories: do nv 
tax us to build up your woolen factories; do not tax us to build up 
iron founderies; do not tax us to build up every industry almos 
have got in the North by which you have been enabled t 
vour wealth, and then turn around and say to us, when ° 
little help—not for ourselves so much as for those whom y« 
us with the right of suffrage—** We will not give it to 
learn to depend upon yourselves.” 

Mr. President, I do not expect this bill t pa | 
it will pass. I have always doubted, and I say 
‘ CoOuTTeSs\ t ep! _ ist tii) entleme if t 
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they were so interested about the improvement, moral and intellectual, 
of the colored race in the South. While they would send emissaries 
among them and band them together for political partisan purposes, and 
pat them on the back and urge them forward in the name of freedom 
and advancement, &c., to the polls, I have always believed that when 
it came to doing something really for the benefit of that people there 
would be flinching, and I am not disappointed at finding it. When the 
Senator from Ohio got up and put his refusal to vote for the bill on the 
ground that he could not trust the people of the South to administer 
this money, I was prepared for his opposition to be put upon some ground ; 
because I have no doubt that he prefers the ignorant negro as a pro- 
ducer of bloody-shirt and a fruitful source of investigation to the intel- 
ligent negro as an intelligent voter at the ballot-box. He answers his 
purpose, no doubt, better now then he would then. ie 

In reply to the charge—to the assumption rather, for it scarcely 
amounts to a charge—that the people of the South can not be intrusted 
to dispose of the money properly, I appeal to the lawsof all the Southern 
States in relation to education in common schools. In the State of North 
Carolina, as I have explained, there are more than half a million dollars 
raised annually by taxation, to which is added other funds amounting 
annually to about $700,000 for distribution, and 95 per cent. of that 
taxation comes from the pockets of the white people and the men who 
vote in the party opposed to the party in which the black people are. 
The report of the superintendent of public schools which I hold in my 
hand shows that in full proportion to numbers the blacks have reaped 
the benefits of that taxation of their political opponents; and as our 
laws, in conformity with the Constitution of the United States, forbid 
any discrimination, there is no more likelihood that any of this money 
will be improperly appropriated and that the whites will get the bene- 
fit of it instead of the blacks than there is that any such political dis- 
honesty will be committed in any otherState or community in the Union. 

So far from there being a prejudice in North Carolina against the edu- 
cation of the black people, as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GAR- 
LAND] disclaimed as to his State, there is a positive desire for it. The 
intelligent tax-payers of North Carolina desire that if these men are to 
have the rights of suffrage and of citizenship they shall be sufficiently 
intelligent to exercise those rights properly and safely to the commu- 
nity. They desire that their workmen shall have sufficient tools. There 
is a prejudice there, I confess, against the education of the two races to- 
gether in the same school-houses and upon the same benches. The law 
provides that thatshall not be done. There is nota prejudice buta dis- 
like there to being taxed so heavily in the midst of their poverty, when 
scarcely able to educate their own children, for the education of the 
children of those who have been thrust in among them in the manner 
which I have described. Itis grievous to the people of North Carolina 
to pay so heavy a tax for that purpose; but still they do it, and they 
impose it upon themselves. Itis not the machinery of party that forces 
it uponthem. The Legislature of that State has been Democratic and 
under the control of white men for years and years, and every year the 
taxes imposed for public education have become higher and higher. 

So, as the bill violates none of the laws of North Carolina, as it pro- 
poses to interfere with no part of the system of education of North Caro- 
lina, but simply to aid it, and as it is to endure for an experimental 
time and not for all time, I feel that it is my duty to vote for the bill; 
and I shall do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I congratulate the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] upon the very politic and sagacious speech 
that he has made, upon the very adroit and dexterous appeal that he 
has addressed to Northern sentiment in behalf of this measure. He as- 
sures us at the outset that North Carobina is not in the attitude of a 
suppliant; that North Carolina does not desire the benefactions of the 
National Government; that she is competent to administer her own af- 
fairs, and that she takes care of the interests of education within her 
own domains; but he advises us that as a gratuity, as a benefaction 
from the North in reparation of the wrongs that were done by the North 
in suppressing the rebellion, in freeing the slaves, and enforcing the 
rights of theslavesafter they were freed upon the people of North Carolina 
who were in rebellion, he is willing to accept for that State the amount 
to which it would be entitled under the bill, and that therefore he ac- 
quiesces in the measure that is now before the Senate. 

It is a gratifying commentary upon the Senator’s speech that it is 
shown by the census tables that the percentage of illiteracy, not among 
the blacks of North Carolina but among the whites of North Carolina, 
reaches the aggregate of nearly 32 per cent. of the entire white popu- 
lation. Nearly one in three of the white people of that State, that is 
willing to accept from an aggressive and tyrannical North its proportion 
of $105,000,000 for purposes of education in the eleven States of the 
South where the rebellion occurred, can neither read nor write the bal- 
lot that is deposited in the ballot-box on election day. The whites of 
North Carolina need this money more than the blacks do. I can say 
to that Senator that the enfranchised slaves of North Carolina make a 
much more commendable showing, so far as education is concerned, 
than do the whites of that one of the old thirteen original colonies. 

When the Senator draws attention tothe fact that inthe discussion of 
this bill some objection was made from some quarter, from those who 
had supported an appropriation as he so gracefully says for the sick 
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calves on the plains of the West, he is unable to perceive that ther 
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no similarity whatever between that measure and the one that is yoy 
proposed before the Senate. In the bill that proposed an appropriation 
in regard to the diseases of cattle there was not a proposition to tury 
over a cent to the treasuries of the States where the money was to }y 
expended. On the contrary, it was provided that the entire amount 
was to be used by the Commissioner of Agriculture, an officer of the 
National Government, to be distributed in the different States wherever 
the disease might exist; and because any Senator who supported thas 
bill thinks there are some objections to supporting a measure like this 
which provides simply for the turning over of this money to the hands 
of the authorities of the States that for twenty years have made so few 
appropriations, have cared so little about the education, not alone of th 
blacks who were enfranchised and who have been released into t}y 
great body of citizenship as he tells us, but also of the whites, so that 
twenty years after the close of the war one in three of the white peop|: 
is not able to read and write, he deems that there is inconsistency which 
deserves attention! P 

The people of North Carolina are not ignorant because they are poo 
they are poor because they are ignorant. Two centuries ago, the found 
ers of that aHeged civilization saw fit to adopt as the basis of thei: 
social and political structure a system of ignorant and servile labor, 
and to the success of that experiment they devoted a great area of te: 
ritory that had a soil of great fertility, that possessed a salubrious 
climate, that had seacoasts and harbors that invited commerce, naviga 
ble rivers and water-powers and forests which suggested manufactur 
great possibilities of wealth in agriculture, all the elements of prosperity 
and power. They belonged politically to that organization which {01 
generations controlled the resources and directed the policy of the Gen- 
eral Government, and after nearly a century of national life that Com 
monwealth finds itself with its industries prostrate, with its resources 
undeveloped, with its slaves free, with 32 per cent. of its white popu 
lation unable to read and write, and is not, as he says, extending its 
hands for alms, but is willing to accept as a gratuity,Ja benefaction o1 
bounty from the Treasury of that Government which with its associate: 
it endeavored to destroy; and we who favor a system that shall be just, 
that shall be generous, that shall deal with this question upon broad 
national grounds, are taunted here and told that the people of North 
Carolina are capable of attending to their own affairs, and thatif the peo 
ple of the North will take their hands off from that prostrate Common 
wealth they will be amply able to take care of themselves. The peopl 
of the North have long since taken their hands and their feet from that 
prostrate Commonwealth, and when the Senator from North Carolina 
endeavors to convey the impression that the North, or any portion oi 
the North, or any State of the North, is interfering with the affairs ot 
North Carolina, tyrannizing over North Carolina, has its foot or its hand 
upon the neck of North Carolina, he makes a statement that the facts 
do not warrant and that history will not justify. 

It has been too often said in this Chamber that this is a kind ot 
reparation that the North is called upon to make for the great sin ot 
enfranchising the slaves; that because the blacks were made citizens, 
therefore we of the North are bound to educate them and {it them for 
citizenship. There are some interesting statistics in connection with 
this business to which I propose for a few moments to call the attention 
of the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. VANCE. I will ask him as a candid man if the circumstances 
under which the slaves were liberated in the South, and under which 
citizenship was conferred upon them, do not make it his duty to do some- 
thing to educate them and fit them for that citizenship. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do; but no more than it does the people of the 
States where they exist, who have had their services for two centuries, 
who made them ignorant, who made it a crime to teach them to read 
the Bible. I think that there are some obligations resting on the com- 
munities where those slaves existed, where they were held in violation 
of every instinct of humanity. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to say te him that if he 
would go a little further back there might be some obtigation resting 
upon those who brought them to this country and introduced them as 
slaves? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. And sold them to us and guaranteed the title and 
then set them free, and thanked God that they were not as other men. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have heard all this before. I believe history 
records that the earliest importation of Africans was in 1607, upon thi 
peninsula of Virginia; and while it may be true that centuries ago those 
who lived in the North were to a certain extent responsible for this evil, 
yet to bring that in at this age of the world’s history, to declare after 
the great revolution that has occurred that because those people, 4,000,- 
000 of them, who were held in the States of the South and who were 
enfranchised as the result of th® war, in which the people of the South 
declared that they acquiesced—that in consequence of that the whole 
burden of removing the great evil of illiteracy rests upon the North is 
an absurdity which I did not suppose even the Senator from North Car- 
olina would advocate 
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In regard to this question of poverty, I should like to inquire whether | 


a black man is not worth as much to a community when he is free as 
when heisaslave? Whatisall this profusion of protestation about the 
great wrong done to the South by the freeing of the slaves and the destruc- 
tion of slave property? Were the slaves deported? Is a man worth 
any less when he is free than when he is owned by somebody else? 
Because the ownership of a man is transferred from another human 
being to himself, is the community robbed by the amount of his value 
in the market as a chattel? I say all this talk about the losses of the 
South, about the great poverty inflicted upon the South by the enfran- 
chisement of the slave, is without foundation. The South is better off 
with the slaves free than she was when they were enchained. Her pro- 
ductions are greater; her possibilities of future development are infi- 
nitely greater; and there is not an intelligent and thoughtful and can- 
did man upon that side of the Chamber who will not admit, when he is 
privately interrogated, that slavery was a great burden economically 
upon the people; and I have never heard one man say he desired that 
the institution of slavery should be restored. 

What, then, is the meaning of the assertion that because the slaves 
were enfranchised the South was impoverished? The South was en- 
riched by the enfranchisement of the slaves. The slaves were a great 
burden upon the resources of the South. Yet whenever this question 
comes up the argument by which we are assailed is that in consequence 
of this act of national beneficence, an act of kindness and of advantage 
to the South, we are to be called upon to educate the men who were 
kept for centuries in ignorance and at last made free as the result of the 
punishment of a great national crime. 

I said when the Senator from North Carolina rose to interrupt me 
that there are some interesting statistics bearing upon this subject to 
which I would ask the attention of the Senate fora moment. I will 
premise my observations by saying that in my judgment the necessity 
for this bill rests in the illiteracy of the whites of the South. I do not 
support this measure or any kindred measure upon the assertion that 
we are under obligation to educate the blacks of the South, for they 
are getting along very well. They have had but about twenty years 
in which to try this experiment, and for that lapse of time the percent- 
age of illiteracy among the blacks isa great deal less, compared with 
the time they have had to become intelligent than that which exists 
among the whites. 

Let us look at Alabama, for instance, which comes first on the list. 
There is a population in Alabama of 851,780 ten years of age and over. 
The number of white illiterates ten years of age and over, not belonging 
to this despised and degraded class of enfranchised slaves but belong- 
ing to the ruling class, to the predominant race, is 111,767, or 24.7 per 
cent., as contrasted with the general average of 2and 3 among the com- 
munities of the North, black, white, and foreign together. Next comes 
Arkansas. The Senator from that State has assured us that they have 
also been subjected to great dangers, perils, and difficulties as one of 
the consequences of the war by the enfranchisement of the blacks. 

Mr. GARLAND. I did not put it upon that ground solely; I put it 
upon various grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that. 

Mr.GARLAND. Theblame for which I said I laid at nobody’s door. 

Mr. INGALLS. So I understood the Senator; I did not misappre- 
hend him; but he did make, as one of the grounds of his argument, if I 
understood him correctly, the presence of this illiterate black popula- 
tion. There were in the census period in 1880 in Arkansas 531,876 
ten years of age and over. There were of white illiterates ten years of 
age and over 98,542, or exactly 25 per cent. of the white inhabitants 


of Arkansas who can neither read nor write; one out of every four. In | 


Florida the percentage is 19.9, or nearly one-fifth of the entire white 
population. In Georgia, which is understood to beone of the most ad- 


vanced and progressive of the Southern States, the percentage is within a | 


fraction of 23. In Kentucky, which I believe wason both sides of the 
controversy, and therefore was not specially exposed to the evils which 
have been complained of, the percentage is 22; in Louisiana, 18.4; in 
Mississippi, 16.3; in North Carolina, 31.5; in South Carolina, 21.9; in 
Tennessee, 27.3; in Texas, 15.3; in Virginia, 18.2. 

In the face of the repetition of these figures, in the face of the fact 
that on an average from one in three to one in five of the white peo- 
ple in the communities where this money is to be most largely ex- 
pended, who do the voting and transact the business and assume to 
themselves the exercise of the entire political power, can neither read 
nor write, we are told that this is a question devolving duties upon the 
people of the North in consequence of the enfranchisement of the slaves, 
of the presence of the colored population, which should be instructed. 
The fact of it is, as I have before intimated, this is a radical difficulty 
existing from the foundation of Southern society. It arises from the 
facts of their original constitution, and we are called upon to address 
ourselves to the solution of this problem as one that exist8 among the 
Caucasians and not among the Ethiopians. 

The pending question, I believe, is upon the amendment that is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MILLER, of California, in the chair). 
The pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. HARRISON]. 
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Mr. INGALLS. AsI believe there was an order to print the bill with 
the amendments as they were proposed, I will ask the Secretary to read 
the amendment that is now before the Senate for its action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 8, line 6, after the word *‘ provided, ’’ 
it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the section and to insert: 


That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
out to any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended cut of 
own revenuesin the preceding year forthe ma } 


intenance of common schools, not 
including the sums expended in the erection of s« hiel Soibiieam. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand that the Senator from New Hamp 
shire accepts that as the action of the committee upon the bill ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No. Icanstate the exact condition of the cas The 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] moved to amend the eighth section 
by striking out the words which compelled the raising of at least one 
third as much by the State as it shall receive from the General Govern 
ment during the first five years and substituting for those words the 
words ‘‘ an amount equal to;’’ so that the State would be obliged to 
raise as muchas she received under the apportionment of the $15,000,000 
upon the basis of illiteracy throughout the country. To that amend 
ment the Senator from Indiana moved another, striking out the words 
preceding those that I have mentioned, commencing at the word ** pro- 
vided,’’ in line 6, striking out the rest of the section and substituting 
for all that is in the section in reference to what shall be paid, to wit, 
one-third the first five years and then an equal amount the second five 
years, a provision that the State shall receive from the General Govern 
ment as much as it raises and expends for the running expenses: of 
schools, not including what it pays out for school-houses; and this 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana to the amendment of the 
ator from Kansas is the pending question. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is designed, I suppose, by the mover to relievs 
the section from the obvious complications that were apparent, I be- 
lieve, to the Senator from New Hampshire to a certain degree when 
the bill was last under consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a matter that we have been over. Th« 
ator from New Hampshire does not concede that there is any compley 
ity or difficulty whatever about the grammatical phraseology or stru 
ure of the section. It was misunderstood by other Senators, and the se« 
tion was supposed to relate to the payment from the General Government 
to the States, whereas it relates to the payment out by the St 
the money after they havegeceived the apportionment into th: 
treasuries. ‘That, coming not from perhaps too great familiarity with 
the other sections of the bill, is the reason of the difficulty and misun 
derstanding. But this amendment of the Senator from Indiana is a 
radical amendment touching the distribution, and providing, irrespective 
of what is to be found in any other part of the bill, that the State shall 
pay out only so much money as she actually raises for the running ex 
penses of the schools. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I understand the Senator from New Hamp 
shire to adhere to the phraseology and language of the entire section as 
it came fromthe committee and that he is opposed to any amendment 
to the section. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggested 
a verbal amendment dividing a sentence, inserting a period and starting 
off with a new sentence, which relieved the section from any conceivable 
ambiguity, leaving the meaning as before. 

Mr. INGALLS. What was that? 

Mr. BLAIR. That I propose to accept so far as I can do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator point out the amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will give the Senator the amendment itself. 

Mr. INGALLS. I had hoped, Mr. President, that, in view of the 
difficulties which to my mind are involved in this section, the Senato1 
from New Hampshire would be willing to adopt the modifications that 
have been suggested, because of course, unless that is done, many who 
believe that the section as it stands would be inoperative would be 
unable to give any support to the measure at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendments are all pending and when they come 
to be read I think there will be no difficulty in understanding the 
section, and it will become a decision of the Senate upon different ideas, 
and, of course, every Senator will vote as he thinks he ought to vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kansas will allow me. As I 
understand the Senator from New Hampshire, who is in charge of the 
bill, he proposes so to amend section 8 as to make it clear that the dis- 
tribution of money referred to in this section is not a distribution by 
the General Government to the States, but the disbursement of the 
money by the States after it has gone into the State treasury. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thatis, he intends to provide for that disbursement 
by State officers. 

Mr. HARRISON. Exactly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under what power of the Government, unless State 
rights are entirely swept away, does he propose to exercise 
thority ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know; and that is exactly the trouble 
If it is intended that certain action in the way of local taxation and 

| the appropriation and expenditure of money for public schools by the 
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States shall be a condition of their enjoying this appropriation out of | the South could provide sufficiently for its own education, and | < 
the national Treasury, then we ought to guarantee that by retaining | that I did not ask this bill to be passed into a law for the benefit 
the money in the national Treasury. I do not know what the effect of | those white people; I asked it for the benefit of the colored people whor 
this bill will be if the money was once turned over to the States and | the white tax-payers were not able to properly educate, and notwit}. 
went into the State treasuries; and therefore I suggest to the Senator | standing that the bill is irrespective of race, we all know that th 
from New Hampshire who has the bill in charge that he do not in- | ored man is the meritorious cause of action in this bill and that 
sist upon this provision, but allow the section to be so amended that if | intended chiefly for his benefit. 
the States do not comply with these conditions which he endeavors to Now, sir, the people of my country are twitted with gross ignoran: 
put upon them the money shall remain in the national Treasury, and | and poverty, and the Senator was good enough to say that the 
not attempt to follow it after we have dispossessed ourselves of any | net ignorant because they were poor but they were poor becaus: 
control over it, and put limitations upon the use of it, because we go | were ignorant. I want to say to that Senator that this bill is not 
on putting into the State treasury, or it is there, and we have lost con- | bounty from him, that this bill is not a bounty and a gift on th 
trol of it. And if the State does not make its own appropriation for | of the North; that, as I understand it, it is to come out of the reve; 
school purposes, what good does it do us that we keep the money in the | of the whole country, into which revenues the poor State of North 
State treasury and prevent its use for any purpose ? olina pays twelve times as much money as the rich State of Kansas th» 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I will state the provisions of the bill | has already been provided for in the way of education by a gift of pu 

again in this regard. In an earlier section we begin with the money | lic lands. I hold in my hand the report of the Commissioner ot 
in the national Treasury, $15,000,000, and with a law which requires | ternal Revenue, in which I find that the total amount of revenu 

ts apportionment among the several States in proportion to the illit- | to the Government under the internal-revenue laws by the State of k 
eracy existing in those States. That apportionment or allotment being | sas is $239,762, while the total amount paid by the State of North ( 
made, the money being still in the national Treasury, it can never be | olina into the fund of the Government is $2,372,226. 

used by the State until the money is in the possession of the State. Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him how muc! 
There up n it is provided that on or before the Ist day of September | that is paid on distilled spirits? 

the money forthe first year shall be paid over to the State practically at Mr. VANCE. About one-half of it was paid on distilled sp 


part 
pr 


the commencement of the school year. Itis then provided that at the | which I understand were drunk mostly in prohibition Kansas Laug 
expiration of that year, on or before the last day of June, the close of our | ter. ] 
fiscal year following, the State shall render an account or a report of Mr. PLUMB. I am pretty sure that the prohibition people of kK 


what she has done with this money, this first year’s installment; and | sas, then, are greatly obliged to the people of North Carolina for pa 
here is a condition imposed in this section, that during that year when 
his first installment she shall also expend of her own 


| taxes on the distilled spirits they drink. [Laughter. ] 
she has spent t Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 
money one-third as much as she receives from the General Government. | Mr. PLUMB. That I understand is the statement of the Senat 
These two expenditures become one expenditure, a portion of that ex-| Mr. VANCE. But now it is not possible, we have no statisti: 
penditure derived from the National Government and the remainder | would enable us to get at the amount of tariff taxation paid by « 
trom the State government, all disbursed for one common purpose, the | State, but as the population of North Carolina is greater than t] 
maintenance of the common schools of the State during that particular | 
first year \ report to the National Government must be made, orthere| Mr. PLUMB. Yes, greater. 
never will be any further allotment or payment to theStateatall. Un-| Mr. VANCE. The presumption is that the amount of goods 
less that report at the end of the first year shows that the State has paid | sumed in North Carolina is quite as great as it is in Kansas, and 1 
one-third as much as she has received from the national fund during | therefore, we pay quite as much tariff taxation into the Treasury 
the first year, she gets no more. That is what this section provides, | United States as does the State of Kansas, and we pay twelve 
and that is all that it provides. much internal revenue. I think that is a sufficient answer to the s 
During the second five years the condition is that she must have paid | gestion that this is a matter of charity to the poor white pe yp! 
as much as she has received during any one of the five years in order to | South. We only ask you, Mr. President, of the North to pass 
set the apportionment paid to her for her own purposes for handling | aiding us in taking care of that element in our midst which you p! 
the next year. There is no other theory on which the bill can be | there with the right of citizenship in its hands and which is not tit 
worked at all so faras I can understand or judge. The honorable Sen- | it. That is all we ask. I would never think of coming here to 
ator from Massachusetts wants to amend this verbally in such a way as | for aid to the State of North Carolina if the condition of things t] 
to provide that in any given year there shall be no more paid to the | was what it used to be before the war, or if even now the black « 
State unless she shows that in the year preceding she shall have paid | ment in government was obliterated partially. We can easily educat: 
out one-third as much as she has received from the General Govern- | our people ourselves or we can let them go without education. W: 
ment. That is what the bill already is. He thinks it will be clearer | responsible for the education of the people if it is necessary to the pres 
to split the sentence in two, put in a period, and insert some additional | ervation of our liberties and our free institutions. That isthe positio 
words. I am perfectly willing that shall be done if he sees it more | I take about this bill, sir. 
clearly; but the committee went over the matter very carefully, and | I believe that is all I have to say. 
we thought it was as explicit as it need be as we reported it to the| Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina 
Senate. I care nothing about phraseology if I can get the substance, | states that if it were not for the negro population having been mac: 


Kansas, I believe, somewhat, is it not 








and as Senators seemed to be in a fog, I assented to the verbal amend- | free and thrust into their society as a disturbing and pauperizing el 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. ment they could educate their own people in North Carolina or lea 

When we explained the matter the other day the Senator from In- | them without education as they preferred. I have only one observa 
diana said then he would modify his amendment, and he accordingly | tion to make, and that is this: I have before me the census tables ot 
did so by substituting one or two other words, so that his amendment | 1850. They are very inaccurate, and I am not able to ascertain full) 
is one that provides, if it is adopted, that there shall be no payment in | the details of the civilization of North Carplina thirty years ago when 
any case from the National Government to the State beyond the zmount | there was no black citizenship, when the colored man was a slave, when 
the State herself expends, and he compares the year preceding with the | those colored men who were there were owned by the whites, and whe: 
year existing, which will make it very difficult to start the first year. | an average adult Ethiopian was worth at least a thousand dollars. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I desired to get the floor while the | appears that at that time, in those halcyon days, before the North had 
matter was warm in order to reply to a few remarks that fell from the | imposed its aggressive policies upon the unfortunate South, there wer 
Senator from Kansas, whom I do not now seein his seat. However, I | a total of whitesin North Carolina, male and female, ofall ages, 553,02 
will proceed anyhow. [Mr. INGALLs entered the Hall and took his | The number of adults in that population isnot given. This aggregat 
seat. | | includes all those of school age, which I suppose would have been 

The Senator went back to argue the whole question of slavery and | least one-third of the entire population. It appears by table nine o! 
delivered a tirade upon the efforts of the Southern States to keep the | this census that at that time there were of adults in the State beyond 
black man in bondage, and so on and so on. That was familiar ground | the school age who could neither read nor write 80,423 whites, wh 
to him, and I have no doubt that it came to him with many associa- | wasa larger percentage of illiterate population among the whites in 1° 
tions and recollections that enabled him to bristle up and to speak with | when the negroes were slaves than exists to-day when the negroes 


fluency and with zeal. I do notgo into that. I hadsaid nothing that | free. 

could lead him to suppose that I was after repeating that matter. That Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I wish we could get bac! 
was a matter of history, and it has gone by, and I have nothing to say | to the real purpose of this bill. I understood when it was introdu 
thout it. LT argued simply that it was the duty of those who thrust | here that its object was to make an appropriation which should b 

the colored people into these positions of responsibility that they were | portioned among the States for the education of the children witl 


untitted for to do something out of the public Treasury by their votes | respect tocolor. It is of very little consequence to those children w! 
to fit them for those duties. That was all largued. His reply to that | the illiteracy of the several States amounts to in percentage. It is ot 


is that the white people of the South need it more than the colored. very little consequence whether North Carolina asks for this or whether 
I deny that, si \s poor as the white people of the South are, if | Kansas asks for it. We have come here, I understand, to pass this bill 
they were not burdened with the care and education of this vast num- | if at all, in order to appropriate money to educate the children of the 


ber of men who are not only ignorant but without property to be taxed, | States. I do not come as a beggar, as the Senator from North Carolina 
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ays: neither do I come here to say that I am unwilling to receive it on 
wny terms. I care not what terms you may impose; there can not be 
ony dishonorable terms accompanying a proposition of this sort. 

" Why, sir, I have grown up in a community where the women meet 
together and quilt and knit and sew, and the children go around and 
hee garments (if you choose to call it begging, in the language of the 
Senator from North Carolina), gather together their pennies and half- 
dimes and dimes to send off for the purpose of educating the little ne- 
Mie es in Africa. That is not called begging, even though my child or 
yours may go around asking for contributions. That which the Sena- 
sor trom North Carolina calls begging for alms is deemed praiseworthy 
. here the purpose of the collection is to educate the heathen so that 
thev may understand the great doctrine of Christ’s divinity and the 
ea ation of souls. Everybody says that isall right. Ifit beall right 
to do these things, why should we stand here and discuss politics on an 
educational bill? Is it not time for us to vote? 
era 
whether the politics of its father are Democratic or Republican ? 

Sir, the question is, whether this Government is able to make this 
opriation; whether it is constitutional to make it; and whether it 
. promotive of the general welfare todo it. Sir, if we had had no edu- 
cation we should have had no Constitution, we should have had no 
republic, and no republican institutions. 

[ savy therefore (and it is the only speech I have to make), that we 
should eliminate politics from this matter and determine the question 
here and now whether this Government is able to assist in this matter 
of general education. If it is able, then say whether it has the consti- 
tutional power, and I believe that is generally conceded. Then I ask 


npr 


against this appropriation as according to their judgment is right and 
proper. . 
' Mr. VEST. Mr. President, crimination and recrimination in regard 
to the institution of slavery can not settle satisfactorily the merits of 
the measure now before the Senate and ought not to determine its fate. 
[ shall vote against this bill, but not for the reasons given by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

One of the darkest pages—one to which I do not care to allude except 


| lands, and made an agreement with the States i 
| grant of land that they would not tax the remainder of the public do- 
Do you ask the illit- | 
te child that comes around for a half-dime for a missionary society | 


in each township was granted of the public lands to the different States 
of the West, including my own State, it was left absoluteiy, illimita- 


| bly to the people of the State of Missouri and of the other States to 


determine what educational system should be adopted and how the 
grant or liberality of the General Government should be applied. Never 
before was any bill seriously attempted to be passed in the Congress of 
the United States in which the Federal Government undertook to pre- 
scribe what should be done in the different schools and made the States 
responsible to the General Government for the distribution of the fund. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him to call his 


| attention to the fact that the acts of admission of the several States in 


which were contained grants of iand for school purposes made those 
grants upon the distinct recognition of the right of the States to t 


ax 


n consideration of the 
main ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. The Senator from Arkansas said that he 
would not notice the quibble that there was adifference between money 
and land when distributed and given by the General Government, and 
yet the Supreme Court of the United States has just delivered a decisiot 
in the 5 per cent. cases int which they hold that when tl 


i 


1€ 


General Go 


ernment sold the land for money the 5 per cent. was due the States, 
but when the General Government sold it for land-warrants then the 
5 per cent. was not due the States 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. . I should like to ask the Senator whether 


rms 


ago conditions were not annexed, and whether any State refused to re 


in the distribution of what was called the land-scrip fund a few year 


| ceive that land-scrip fund because of the conditions annexed ? 
Senators to eliminate politics from this discussion, and to vote for or | 


| this bill. 


Mr. VEST. No conditions ever were annexed such as found in 
No conditions (and I state it emphatically and distinctly ) we 
ever annexed before to any grant by the General Government that ce: - 
tain branches of education should be taught in the schools of the State, 
that no school-houses should be built out of the money, that the Gen 
eral Government required an exact account every year or every five 


years of how the money was expended, and if it was not expended ac- 


are 


| carding to the will of the General Government then a forteiture of the 
grant should be made as to the State in default. Will the Senator find 


when the duty is imposed upon me as a former slaveholder, unfortu- | 


nately for myself—one of the darkest pages in the history of the Ameri- 
can people is that upon which was written that infamous bargain be 

tween the people of New England and the people of North and South 
Carolina and Georgia by which the slave trade was continued until 1800 


to the New England States. 
fate 


Virginia—and it is the very irony of 

Virginia protested, with tears and entreaties almost, against tha 
infamous compromise, as it was termed at the time. Mr. Mason de- 
nounced slavery, and said that Virginia begged New England and the 
Southern States not to force it upon her. Mr. Madison used the same 
language, and denounced the slave trade as an infernal and infamous 
traftic; and yet through avarice and greed the people of New En 

: determined to keep open the African slave trade in order to trade 
lasses and rum and tocarry on a traffic which produced the largest profit 
tothem. It was the people of New England and of North and South 
Carolina and of Georgia who forced slavery upon Maryland and upon Vir- 
ginia, and afterward the fields of Virginia were devastated and the best 
blood upon her soil was poured out in remonstrance against the outrage 
and injustice of having her people destroyed and their homes desolated 
for an institution against which she originally protested. in- 
stitution which has madeignorance among the whites, according to the 
Senator from Kansas, and has given the suffrage to the ignorant | 
came from both sections, and if there is responsibility for it, it is upon 
both peoples alike. How does it profit us now to go back to the memo- 
ries of an institution that has passed away, is gone forever? 

But I rose simply to protest against that sort of political philosophy 
or that sort of declamation which holds either section in this country 
responsible for this institution that went out in the best blood of th 
who fought on the respective sides for or against it. While I 
this sort of discussion, that can possibly do no good, I must protest 

against the assertion here made, particularly by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas in defense of this bill, that he tinds a parallel for this legislation in 
the grant of lands to the Western States, particularly in aid of edu 
tion. I do not purpose, as [said the other dav. to discuss the 
tutional question as to where the constitutional 
aid education in the States. If it from any clause in 
tution, it comes from the clause in regard to the general welfar It 
can never come, as the Senator from Florida on my right said, from the 
general justice of educating slaves because they were emancipated by 
the Federal Government. It must come, as I hold and th 

politics to which I belong, from some « xpress grant in the Constitution 
or one necessarily to be implied from an express grant; and if it comes 
at all it comes from that clause in regard to the general welfare; but 
whether it comes from one clause or another I do not propose now to 


discuss. 


cland 


‘ll 
rm 
tor mo- 


Sir, this 


lacks, 


} 
cle pre cate 


consti 


power comes from to 


+] 


COTES ile 


Const! 


school of 


But I do deny ahsolutely and I defy any Senator here to bring m 
precedent for any action of the Federal Government similar to that cor 
tained in the bill now before the While t 


e 


he sixteenth sectir 


Senate. 





and up to 1808 in consideration of the navigation laws being continued | 
f 
t 


it? Itis not upon the statute-book of the United States, and there is 
no parallel for any such legislation 


or 


Mr. President, the subject of education was given by the framers of 
the Constitution to the States I take it that no Senator will rise on 
either side of the Chamber and state otherwise. it was giver ’ 
States and the question of “vhat should be taught in th he : 
given to the States. 

In this debate we have heard over and over again, and it is tl ea 
argument of the advocates of the bill. that illiterate suffrage must b 
removed, because it endangers the Government. rhe Constitution oi 
the United States in the very beginning prescribed that in voting fo 
members of the House of Representative sin Congress the voters sha 
have the same qualifications as the voters for the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature. Who, then, is ) prest ribe the qua ications 
of suffrage? Is it the General Government’? It is the State, b se 
the qualifications for voters for the most numerous nch of the St 
Legislature regulate the qualit tions of voters ft e Ce PRs « 
United States, showing absolutely and beyond question that 1 ‘ 
matter was remitted to the people ot the States and to the people « 
States alone 

I am not discussing, 1 k yo the question as to whet ( 
eral Government can not give to the States assistanc | e> 
Chief Justice Marshall decided in regard to the quarantit 
Federal officers might go and assist the officers of t state 1 < 
out the quarantine iws of the State i am not sa iat the ¢ 
Government can not aid the people o States in the matte) 
tion: but I do say that the General Government sno ( 
and prescribe the details of the system of education th 
they may give to the respective States the means wit 
their people, the mode of education, the instrumenta 
must be left under the Constitution to the State lone J 
inderstand it, is the doctrine of the Constitution a o 
made it 

Now, let us look at this bill and s et} s 
Arkansas says, it allows t States to ol t ! 

cecording to tl ro 1 pleasure a Il assert h 

Senator who advoe ites this 1 to answ he propos on I 
it, I asse that f th se n ne ¢ eptiol 

ind seventh sections, « tot CLOS ec Grove 

controls the edu ym in the respec States to wl i i 
money 1S 1 ce Ww € Is LOOK t nout let 

declamatior Take the fifth sectior i ie it I { l 
provides that 

ihe instructio aw thes s 
pended sh elu : o OW ls 

. thm« reog , story of United Sta ‘ 

‘ s us yw s iv be taug ‘ il laws 

Chere the Gen (Ove 1ent prescril hats ’ 
pose State does 1 choose to teach | f th > 
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Mr. BLAIR. Will it trouble the Senator if I interrupt him ? 
Mr. VEST. Oh, no ; | 
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator would read with the same emphasis the | 


last clause as he did the others, I think he would see that the whole 


matter is remitted to local law. 


Mr. VEST. I will read it again. 
Mr. BLAIR. Iask another question. If it may be made absolute 


can it not be made conditional and then accepted or rejected as the State 


sees fit? Is not this a gift annually, and if the State chooses not to 
take it the second year she is not obliged to take it. 

Mr. VEST. Ah, that is begging the question. Here this money is 
to be distributed to the respective States and certain things are to be 
done with the money. What does this mean except that the schools 
in the respective States shall teach such and such branches: 

Phat t instruction in the common schools wherein these moneys shall be 
expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English 
lar ig irithmetic, geography, history of the United States— 

Chere are certain requisites which must be complied with— 

i such other branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws 

But these branches must be taught, and if the State sees proper to 
add anything else ex gratia the State can do so, but here is the pre- 
r In other words, the Federal Government says, ‘‘We take hold 
of the schools of the respective States; you shall teach these branches 
which we prescribe, if you take the money at all.’’ If that is not the 
meaning of it, then I am absolutely at fault in regard to the construc- 
tion of this sentence and the words themselves. 


And shall include 

Not content with saying these branches shall be taught— 
ind shall include, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry, and 
t ns tion offemales in such branches of technical or industrial education 
is suited to their sex, which instruction shall be free to all, without distine- 
tion of race, color, nativity, or condition inlife: Provided, That nothing herein 


shall deprive children of diff 

Now suppose a State does not see proper to teach an industrial school, 
as a great many of the States do not see proper to doit: suppose a State 
does not see proper to educate women in these technical arts, as great 
many States do not see proper todo it; what right has the Federal Gov- 
ernment to say by this bill, notone of the provisions of which would 


be under the control of the States, ‘*‘ You shall teach certain things, and 


rent races, &c 


if you do not, not one dollar of this national bounty shall go to your 
people pr? 

But again, the eighth section of the bill (I said the sixth and seventh 
were not amenable to this objection) declares: 

Phat the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but rather to aid for the time beingin the development and maintenance 
of the school system established by local government, and which musteventually 
be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they exist, it is hereby 


provided that no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out 
by any State or Territory which shall not, during the first five years of the opera- 
tion of this act, annually expend for the maintenance of common schools an 


amount equal to the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions 
hereof 

Mr. BLAIR. The words erased are in the bill, ‘‘at least one-third;”’ 
the words in italics, ‘‘an amount equal to,’’ are not yet part of the bill. 
They are moved asan amendment; one-third instead of the wholeamount. 

Mr. VEST. Putting another condition on this grant, the ninth sec- 
tion provides 

That a part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not exceed- 
ing one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers for 


the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining insti- 
tutés or temporary training schools, or inextending opportunities for normal or 
other instruction to competent and suitable persons, of any color, who are with- 
out mecessary means to qualify themselves for teaching, and who shall agree in 
writing todevote themselves exclusively, for at least one year after leaving such 
training schools, to teachin the common schools for such compensation as may 
be paid other teachers therein 


In other words, the system of normal-school education is forced upon 
States, or at least the permission is given (which is equally objec- 
ible) to the States to apply a part of this money to normal schools 
f they proper. I say that the genius and spirit of our institutions 
is that the States shall control the modus operandi of education in order 
to give educated suffrage to the country under the provisions of the 
Constitution itself. Again: 


the 
tion 


sec 


Sec. 11. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used in the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as 
to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the 
children of the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory wherein 
the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child an opportunity for 
common-school and, so far as may be, of industrial education; and to this end 


existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be aided, and new ones 
may be established, as may be deemed best in the several localities. 
Sec. 12. That any State in which the number of persons 10 years of age and 


upward who can not read and write is not over 5 per cent. of the whole popu- 


lation thereof shall have the right to receive its allotment and to apply the same 
for the promotion of common-school and industrial education, or the education 
of teachers therein, in such way as the Legislature of such State shall provide. 


There again is the assumption on the part of the General Govern- 
ment of the rightto permit the States to do what they please with their 
educational fund; a manifest vielation, as I conceive, 


the Constitution. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of each State 
and Territory a report, &« 


In other words, the General Government is the fountain of this bounty; 
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it may receive an account from the States of this fund; it does not 
into the control of the States alsolutely as the Constitution in its origi- 
nal conception meant; but the States must makea report and account for 

this fund. 

Go on now to the last clause, to which I call theattention of the S 
ate. Not satisfied with superintending and controllimgand preseribing 
to the States how they shall educate their people, the last clause of th 
bill goes into the Territories. Ithink that local self-government unde: 
our form of government obtains in the Territories as well as in the 
States. The Territories of the United States have their common-schoo! 
system, and under the bounty of the General Government apply the 
money in their possession, their taxes and the proceeds of public lands 
to the education of their children, and under what sort of emergen 
is it that this bill, not satisfied with raiding the States on this questi: 
then goes into the Territoriesand provides : 


oy 


Sec. 15. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the 
administration of this act in the Territories and the District of Colum! 
the Commissioner of Education, who shal! report annually to Congress 


tical operation. 


pract 
la, thr 


In what Territory of the United States is there a negro populat 
which demands this extraordinary remedy on the part of the C Jong! 
of the United States? Why is it that the people of a Terri 
found all at once incompetent to manage this subject, and the 
of the Interior can go into the Territories, take the subject out of 
hands, and practically, as the bill tells him, control the whole oi 
I can not vote for any such measure unless I concede the 
once in toto that local self-government is to be, as was said by: 
here in another debate, absolutely sponged out from the Consti 
and the political practice of the people ot the United States. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, very early in this session 
was admonished by the Senator from Missouri that he did not want 
any counsel or advice from me, and | am not going to offer 
That statesmanship by which you fix the price of 
$13 a month and legislate so as to put a barrel of flour at 530 by 
of keeping up the currency will never be advised by me. Just 
feel about that I feel about this whole question of State rights as it 


ry 


+ 


t mer 


proposition 


1 Sen 


tut 


him an 
a soldier's wages 


involved in this matter of public education. I-can not fix the dat 
but if you will just eliminate what the Senator said he read from this 
bill I could call back occasions when we had just the same kind of 


speeches delivered in my State relating to almost the same question 

Virginia refused to accept her share of the proceeds of the sales of th 
public lands distributed to the States many years ago for educationa 
purposes upon such mere abstractions of State rights as I have heard 
fall from the lips of that Senator to-day. She lived to go through a 
years’ war, to come out of it and find that another State had been t 
out of a portion of her territory, and the public buildings of the new 
State constructed out of the proceeds which her State-rights statesmx 
refused to accept for the education of her children. That isa histori 
fact. 

Now, it does seem to me that we have nothing to consider here 
except whether this Government has the constitutional right to m 
this appropriation. That is conceded by the Senator from Missouri; it 
is conceded by every Senator on this floor, and if I were within what 
might be called the decorum of this body in repeating what the Senator 


sir, 


K 


i 


| from New Hampshire said the other day, it does look to’me as if some 
folks want to beat this bill by indirection. If it is constitutional, why 
not make the appropriation? If itis constitutional to make the appro 


priation, there can be no constitutional inhibition wpon the conditions 
that shall attach to the appropriation. 

What I want is this money to educate our people if this Governm: 
can constitutionally give it to us. We care not how it shall bx 
bursed, so that the children of Virginia shall be the beneficiaries thereot 
white and black. If Senators are ready to meet that issue, then it seems 
to me we are ready to vote. 

State rights! Do not impose some conditions, do not impose 
books! Why, sir, books are imposed now. Books are imposed in th 
State of Virginia; books are included in the school curriculum in Mis- 
souri, I suppose. The book agent comes alongand he gevs what is called 
the educational board to adopt his books, and when they adopt it the 


nt 


al 


some 


sir 


town trustees or the township trustees must all accept those books. | 
have actually known in the county where I live, and where there are 
about 130 or 140 colored voters out of 3,500, that a school book was in 


use there that it was said advocated social equality, and yet I have not 
heard of it hurting anybody in that community especially. I hav 
thought the children were better for the education they received, and 
the more education they would get the further they.would be from that 
kind of notion. 
I say, sir, that I want the gentlemen who represent nat they call 
the South in this discussion to say whether they are for or against an 
| appropriation by and from the Federal Government for the purposes ot 
universal education. That is the only question. I want them to an- 
swer that question. The question of State rights does not enter into 
it. If we can get down to a vote on that proposition there would not 
be a dissentient anywhere on that side of the Chamber in my judg 


ment, and if you can lug into it this question of State rights, this ab- 
| straction, this will-o’-the-wisp, this thing that is buried, and that when 
| it existed was hardly within the 


scope of any man’s vision—lug that 
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in here, and you then just simply make a political question of a great 
practical measure for univ ersal education. oe ss 

I ask the Senator from Missouri whether he is willing to accept this ? 
If he is not willing to accept it for his State, I ask whether he is willing 
to allow me and my colleague to accept it for ours, and we will take 
the resulting consequences. We are not afraid that a school commis- 
sioner appointed by the Federal Government will tear away the social 
fabric there or destroy the law of contracts or anything of that sort. 
We want our people educated. We tax our people $1,400,000 a year 
for the purpose of education. We have promised the people to double 
the school-houses in that State in four years. Four hundred thousand 
slaves were turned loose there as free men and we are trying to educate 
them. We are laying the foundations there of normal schools in which 
to educate teachers who in turn may educate their own race. If the 
Federal Government will come to our support with any amount of 
money, no matter what conditions may be coupled with it, Iam ready 
to accept it, because I know that they can not, and it is idle to argue 
that they can, couple with it any conditions that would compromise 
the honor of that State or its status in this Union. 

My own purpose in speaking on this question at all is to eliminate 
from it all these little side-door arrangements. I do not suppose that 
| can change the convictions of any Senator on the main question, but 
| do want it to go forth und to be distinctly understood who are for and 
who are against this appropriation, and then let the reasons be given. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES], who is scarcely second to any 
constitutional lawyer in this country, has said that this bill is consti- 
tutional—constitutional in this, that it makes the appropriation. That 
it is constitutional in that I invite challenge, knowing how thoroughly 
he is versed in all that appertains to the constitutional aspect of this 
case, Whether there can possibly be anything unconstitutional in saying 
how the money shall be paid out. Then it comes down to this: that 
the Senator from Missouri does not want this money given for public 


education in his State unless it shall go through a certain channel. We 
want it, and we care not whom you may designate to give itto us. You 


way do like Peabody, for instance, that great benetactor of education, 
and designate a Massachusetts trustee to take charge of the graded 
schools of Virginia, and we will accept it. We will realize the benetit 
of it as we have realized the benefits of the Peabody fund through our 
graded schools of Virginia up to thistime. It is for the benetit of edu- 
cation; and it is simply a question as to whether we want this money, 
and whether it is constitutional to have it, and whether the Senate is 
willing to give it to us. Let those who do not want it say so in terms; 
but do not try to belittle the subject; do not say that it is in violation 
of some abstract constitutional principle that was long ago played out, 
particularly in Virginia, that State which, I repeat, refused to accept 
her proportion of the proceeds of the public lands and left the children 
without the benefit of them, and they were subsequently utilized to 
build the public buildings of a State that was erected out of her terri- 
tory to send State-rights Senators to this body! 

I ask, sir, that we may have a vote on the direct proposition, and that 
every Senator will vote upon it whether he is fer or against this propo- 
sition and whether he believes it is constitutional to make the appro- 
priation, no matter through what medium it may come to us. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest that it is rather late, and I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN inthechair). The Sen 
ator from South Carolina moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ationof executive business. After one hour and thirteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


6 o'clock and 8 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAyY, March 24, 1884. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and approved 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


UNLAWFUL FENCING OF PUBLIC LANDS IN NEBRASKA, ET 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communication 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office in relation to the un- 
lawful fencing of public lands in the State of Nebraska and elsewhere; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

to-day on account of important business. 


THREATENED OVERFLOW ORLEANS. 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to present and have immedi- 
ately considered a joint resolution 


OF ABSENCE. 


AT NEW 
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The SPEAKER. Is it a report from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations ? 

Mr. ELLIS. It has the approval of the Committee on Appropriations 
and of the Secretary of War. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which there will 
be opportunity to object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution appropriating $300,000 to prevent the overflow of the city of 

New Orleans, La., and the country adjacent thereto 


Whereas the waters of the Mississippi River have risen tothe high-water mark 


of 1874 at New Orleans, which is the highest known in the flood annals of the 
great river, and are rising at all points between Saint Louis and New Orleans 
from two to three inches per day; and 

Whereas the appalling calamity of the overflow of a city of 300,000 souls is im 
minent, entailing as it inevitably must immense suffering, great loss of life and 


of public and private property, and vast destruction and damage to the 


com 
merce of the United States: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, d&-c., That the im of 
$300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available 
be and is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, and placed under the control of the Secretary of War, to be used 


in his discretion to prevent the overflow,of the city of New Orleans and th« 
try adjacent thereto 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to its present consideration 
Mr. DUNN. I should like to have some explanation, reserving the 
right to object afterward. I want to know by what sort of legerde- 


main the Committee on Appropriations have leaped from the Ohio 
River to the city of New Orleans, leaving out and disregarding the ap- 


peals which have been made by 200,000 people in Arkansas and Missis 
Sippl? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas desires to reserve 
the right to object until explanation is made. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Excepting to the word ‘‘legerdemain,’’ so glibly used 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, I say to him and to this Hous 

Mr. DUNN. I will substitute the word ‘‘athleti 

Mr. ELLIS. That is equally objectionable and exceptionabk 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have this to state: That reliet 
floods was especially committed to the discretion and direction the 
Secretary of War. I conferred with the gentleman from Arkansas him- 
self upon a resolution introduced for the relief of certain people, and he 
and I agreed, right where he is sitting now, to the scope and tenor of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Appropriations, which be- 
came the law in this case. 


ot suiferers by these 


t 
ol 


Mr. DUNN. Let me correct the gentleman I introduced a resolu- 
tion which expressed my vaews. It was to go to the Secretary. 1 ad 
vised that when I talked with the gentleman—that is, to give the See- 


retary an appropriation in hand to be used in his discretion for the re 
lief of the sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries. That was the advice I gave. 

Mr. ELLIS. My impression remains the same, that the gentk 
and I agreed to the scope and tenor of the resolution I pre 
which became the law in this case. But I accept his correction 

Mr. Speaker, this is not for the relief of sufferers, but is 
what must be the appalling calamity of this age. The wate 
river, by the reports to-day, is up to the top of the levees. 


man 
sented and 
prevent 
r of the 


Mr. DUNN rose 

Mr. ELLIS. I beg the gentleman to sit down and listen to my state 
ment, and then I will yield to him. 

Mr. DUNN. 1 wish to make an explanation. I wish to say to the 
gentleman from Louisiana right here that he does not go before me in 
sympathy with, or in readiness to give relief to, this people 

Mr. ELLIS. I thank the gentleman. Nor does he go before me in 
sympathy with the people of his own State and district who are or may 
be sufferers. It is the history and it is the experience wherever the 
tlood-waters go overa levee that levee is doomed and destroyed As 


long as the waters remain at the top of the levee or on the river side of 
the levee there is no danger. As soon as it goes ove 
wash a trench or channel in the river and away goes the levee 


To-day the city of New Orleans for a distance of elevén miles is liv 


it commences to 


ing under a wall of water sixteen feet above the level of its streets; noth 
ing in the world between them and that river sixteen feet above them 


but a dirt wall—nothing else: and this is the condition for eleven miles 
above the homes and business of 300,000 people 

Mr. Speaker, that city, as every one knows who is acquainted with 
its topography, is built on a dead level in front of 
your desk, sir. yple can flee. 
North of them is Lake Pontchartrain and impenetrable swamp for more. 
than thirty-five $s on impenetrable sea marsh; east 
them and west of them is the same condition; and there is no hill, no 
back country, no friendly hand which can assist them or to which they 


as level as the area 


There is no back country to which the pec 


miles; south i of 


can flee in case those levees break. They are there face to face with 
their fate. 

The calamity, sir, which may ensue can not be depicted by human 
tongue. It would be the calamity of this ageif it should occur Now 


sir, the Legislature is not in session The city is doing everything it 


possibly can, and yet fate seems to be upon them 

Therefore, upon the approval of the Secretary of War, upon the best 
information we have, I presented this matter to the Committee 
propriations this nd they concluded it 


morning was Wise this appro 
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ay | 
priation should be placed under the direction of the Secretary of War, | 
or so much thereof as may be necessary to be used. It is to be entirely 
within his discretion and for the prevention of this calamity. 

As I say, Mr. Speaker, human tongue can not depict what the con- 
dition would be if these levees should go under. Once the river washes 
over them they are gone and the riveris precipitated upon them, and 
will be precipitated with an impetus which will overturn houses, wash 
out homes and streets, and involve the city in absolute ruin. 

There is in that city public property of the United States as well as 
private property of citizens. There is the landing-place for all the 
great commerce of the West. This is in the nature of prevention, and 
if this calamity should occur there is no calculating the unutterable 
damage that must follow. 

Mr. DUNN. Willthegentleman permit me to makeastatement there? 


Mr. ELLIS. With pleasure 

Mr. DUNN All that the gentleman has so well stated with refer- 
ence to the appalling magnitude of the inpending calamity I fully in- 
dors: The danger that now threatens can be measured by no man 


But let me call the gentleman’s attention and that of 
the House to the fact that the full extent of that impending calamity 
has not been stated. The Mississippi River to-day in my district is 
ninety miles wide and has been for more than thirty days. There is 
an unprecedentedly large rise coming down from the Missouri River, 
supplemented by another great rise out of the Ohio River, which will 
come down upon the top of the preceding overflow. Instead of con- 
tinuing for thirty or forty days this flood will continue for seventy or 
ninety days. Seventy thousand people to-day in my district have their 
homes flooded and are driven out of them, and can only reach them by 
dug-outs, or rafts. Two-thirds of that population are laboring 
negroes, who have no subsistence, no credit or hope of sustenance after 
their present supply is gone, except the prospect of making a crop, 
which will be swept away by the continuation of this great flood which 
is inevitable from the added rise now coming. 

Mr. Speaker, [have lived for thirty years within the influence of those 
waters. I know what is their magnitude and what the duration of the 
floods will be when they reach the height which they have already at- 
tained, and what is to come, from the reports and dispatches of the last 
few days. Why, then, does not the Committee on Appropriations direct 
what | asked them two weeks ago to do, to give the Secretary of War 
means to be used, in his discretion, when the conditions found by his 
officers of inspection and examination make it a necessity? These 
people are not apt to come here and ask for help. They never did. I 
have lived in the thirty years of my acquaintance with them through 
twenty overflows of that great river, and in the history of all this great 
nation but one single time have they come to ask aid from Congress, 
and that was aiter the great drought of 1881, which placed them at the 
mercy of their more fortunate countrymen who could grant assistance; 
for their food supply was absolutely gone. The flood of 1882 found them 
without subsistence. That condition of things does not exist to-day. 
But if this superadded flood-water from the Ohio and Missouri Rivers 
precipitates the condition that I foresee, it will precipitate a condition 
of disaster and distress that has been absolutely unparalleled in the his- 
tory of this country. 

Iam not objecting, and I am the last man on the floor of this House 
to stand in the way of putting every possible safeguard around the great 
city of New Orleans. The gentleman has not pictured the impending 
danger in too high colors. With all his eloquence he is unable to do 
that. No mancan foresee the magnitude of the calamity which is im- 
pending in case the levees to which he has referred should break. Con- 
gress can not too soon hasten to the relief of that city. The emergency 
is pressing, the danger is threatening, the results will be appalling. 
But in your anxiety to relieve the impending danger there do not for- 
get that there are 250,000 or 300,000 people who are in equal danger 
scattered throughout other sections of that part of the country—not in 
an aggregated mass, it is true, not in one city, but scattered in a most 
helpless, hopeless condition throughout the swamps and forests of that 
great valley. Arm the Secretary with the means for their relief, and 
leave to his discretion and sound judgment the manner of using it. 


} a 
upon this hoor. 


1 
poats 


Mr. MONEY. Task that the resolution may be again read. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will ask ifthe gentleman from Arkansas 
objects to its consideration. 

Mr. DUNN I do not. 

Mr. RICE. I think thisshould come from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I object. 

Mr. MONEY. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts to object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope that will not be done. 
mended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he Chair understands the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to base his objection to the present consideration of the res- 
olution on the ground that it should go to the Committee on Appro- 
prrations 
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Mr. KEIFER. I want to state to the gentleman that this matte; 
has been already considered by the Committee on Appropriations this 
morning. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
the committee. 

Mr. REED. How did it get there? 

Mr. ELLIS. And I appeal to him to remember the magnanimity of 
Boston in 1868, when she gave $300,000 in a similar emergency 
appeal to his humanity, and also on the score of economy; becauss 
there is delay in this matter the House will not be found considering 
the ounce of prevention but many pounds of cure. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that unless the objection 
withdrawn this debate is out of order. 

Mr. RICE. I see no reason why this matter should not go through 
the Committee on Appropriations. If the committee see that assist- 
ance is needed they can report a bill to the House under their privilege 
of reporting at any time; and I would be the last one to object to such 
a measure coming through the regular and legitimate channels. And 
unless I am assured by some member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that this resolution has been considered by that committee and a 
majority of them are in favor of its passage, I shall insist upon my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
it is proper for me to say that the subject has been informally consid 
ered by the Committee on Appropriations; but they felt they had n 
the right under the rules to originate the matter in the House. They 
therefore suggested to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLs] that 
he should originate it. It can be safely said, however, there is no dis 
sent in the committee as to the propriety of this action. 

Mr. ELLIS. The committee were unanimous. 

Mr. HUNT. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts, in view of 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. RICE. I withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the joint resolution (H. Res 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolution 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand the resolution limits the ap 
propriation to New Orleans and to preventing the overflow of the river 

Mr. ELLIS. That is correct. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It appears to me that that is narrowing 
down more than it ought to be. 

Mr. BEACH. I simply desire to say that I am opposed to the p 
In view of the recent action of this House upon 
a similar resolution, I do not think it worth while to take up time in 
stating the reasons of my opposition. I wish to give notice that upon 
the passage of this resolution I shall call forthe yeasand nays. I think 


It has been already considered and recommended })y 


T 
i 
il 


| it only proper that upon the passage of all bills and resolutions approy 


ating money out of the Treasury in so large an emount as this the veas 
and nays should be taken. 

Mr. YORK. I regret very much to oppose this resolution. But 
seems to me if we follow on in this line of precedent that the end wil! 
be very disastrous to the tax-payers of the country. I do not see t 
we are here to grant relief to every man that is an unfortunate in 
United States. It really seems to me that the people along the Miss 


hat 
hit 
+ 

t 


| sippi River will require all the money the Government owns or possesses 


This has been recom- | 


Every day we are asked here for an appropriation, for appropriation 
after appropriation. I think the precedent.is wrong. I think it wrong 
to take the people’s money and appropriate it for certain parties in any 
section of the country. I must therefore oppose this resolution. | 
gret very much to see it introduced, and I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays on its passage. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HUNT. I desire to make a brief statement. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Louisiana [ M 
ELLIS] a question. 

Mr. ELLIS. I withdraw the demand for the previous question, and 
yield to my colleague [Mr. HunT] two minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me to be important that the evidence on 
which this action is asked should be stated to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. HuNT] is re: 
ognized for two minutes. 

Mr. HUNT. Returning to this city after an enforced leave of absence, 
I found on my table awaiting me a letter from one of the engineers upon 
the Mississippi River Commission, predicting the greatest disaster that 
can be possibly conceived of. I regret very much that I did not put 
the letter in my pocket and bring it here so that I could read it to th 
House. He takes occasion in that letter to say that for promptness and 
wisdom in action the Secretary of War deserves every commendation, 
and he goes on to dwell upon the great danger to which the country 
is exposed through the interests involved. 

I hope that nobody will object to this resolution, or insist upon its 
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voing over until to-morrow morning, lest it cost the country many times 
over the paltry amount that is sought to be appropriated now. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield half a minute to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. I do not desire to consume any of the time of the 
House in making a speech. I am opposed to this appropriation. I am 
opposed to appropriating money, the common property of the United 
States, out of the Treasury for the relief of people either from flood, fire, 
orstorm. I donotthink we havetheconstitutional power todo it; and 
I content myself by requesting permission to print remarks upon this | 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks leave to have 
printed in the RECORD some remarks on this subject. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ELLIS. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. MONEY. [ask the gentleman from Louisiana to permit me to 
offer an amendment, which I think will strengthen his proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana 
a question. What is the reason the $1,000,000 appropriated as an | 
emergency appropriation can not be used, or some part of it, for this | 
purpose? I understand the Secretary of War stated to General King | 
and others that could be done. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
remains. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood the Secretary of War to say it all re- 
mained, or nearly so. I mean the sum which we appropriated this ses- 
sion as an emergency appropriation. 

Mr. ELLIS. My information is that that sum is expended. And 
the Secretary of War this morning told me, through the telephone, 
that he approved this action. 

Mr. CHACE. Does the gentleman from Louisiana say the last appro- 
priation of a million dollars is all expended ? 

Mr. ELLIS. That is my information. 

Mr. MONEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana | 
one question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana has demanded the 
previous question. Pending that no debate isin order. Does the gen- 
tleman withdraw the demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is, Shall the previous question | 
be ordered on the engrossment and third reading of the joint resolution ? | 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 64, 
noes 33. 

Mr. YORK. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that point of order, 
and let the test be made on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. YORK. Well, I withdraw it. 
So (no further count being called for) the previous question was 
ordered. 
The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is whether, after the previous question is ordered, 
we are not entitled under the rules to an hour’s debate. 

The SPEAKER. If there had been no debate previously, then under 
the rule there would be thirty minutes allowed for debate; but there 
was debate on this joint resolution before the previous question was 
ordered by the House. 

Mr. MONEY. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MONEY. Is it in order to move to commit this whole matter 
to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. Notnow; that motion will be in order at the proper 
time. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to give notice that at the proper time I will 
sttbmit that motion. 

The SPEAKER. When the previous question has been ordered or 
called on the passage of the joint resolution a motion to commit will 
then be in order. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ing, and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. YORK. And on that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Is an amendment now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution has passed the stage of amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee. 

Mr. MONEY. 


My impression is that very little of that appropriation | 


read- 


Then I move to recommit the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was not reported from a com- 


I move to commit the joint resolution to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, with instructions to report an appropriation 
of $500,000, to be expended at the discretion of the Secretary of War 
for the benefit of the whole river between Memphis and New Orleans. 

The SPEAKER. 
to writing. 


The gentleman had better reduce his proposition 
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I demand the previous question on the passage of th 


— a2 


Mr. ELLIS. 


| joint resolution. 


The SPEAKER. On the motion to commit with instructions 


and 


upon the passage ? 


Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir; on the motion to commit and on the passage 


of the joint resolution. 


The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 52 


noes 37. 


So (no further count being called for) the previous question was or- 


dered. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the motion submitted 


by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. MoNEy ]}. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to report a joint 
resolution appropriating the sum of $500,000, to be expended by the Secretary of 
War, in his discretion, in preventing the overflow of the 'city of New Orleans 
and for relieving persons rendered destitute by the overflow of the Mississippi 
River. 


Mr. RICE. I object to the form of the resolution. It is not a mo 


tion to commit; it is simply instructions to the Committee on Appro- 
| priations. 


} 


Mr. MONEY. Mymotion wastocommit with instructions, and what 


| has been read is simply the form of the instructions. 


Mr. BELFORD. 
The SPEAKER. 


Will this operate as a motion to commit ? 


The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Money } 


| makes a motion to commit to the Committee on Appropriations with 


instructions, and has reduced his instructions to writing, which have 


been read. 


Mr. YORK. I want to understand one thing before the question is 


taken on this motion. 


The SPEAKER. is not debatable: the House has ordered the 


It 


| previous question. 


Mr. YORK. Then I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. YORK. Do these instructions require the Committee 


| propriations to report an appropriation of $500,000 ? 


TheSPEAKER. That is nota parliamentary question; the instrue- 
tions speak for themselves. 

Mr. YORK. Is that the understanding ? 

Mr. MONEY. It is. 

The question was taken on the motion to commit with instructi 
and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upen the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BEACH. And on that I call for the yeas and nays 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 47 in the affirmative. 


ns, 








So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) th 
and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken, and there were—yeas 98, nays 115, not t- 

ing 108; as follows: 

YEAS—¢9s 
Alexander, I ett K g Sprige 
Ballentine, Forar Kl ! Springs 
Barbour, Fyan MeCoid Stephens 
Belford, Garrison, Mavybury Stone 
Blackburn, Geddes Mi i str 
Blanchard, Glasecock Morey Ss D. iW 
Bland, ( Mu Ta 
Breckinridge Green, Neect Tavi 1M 
Breitung, Greet i Nelson I nN 
Broadhead, Hanback Nix “ rl ) 
Caldwell, Hancock Pays Towns 
Cannon, Hatch, H. Van Eat 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H Peters Waketi 
Cosgrove, Henderso: ee Poland Ward 
Culberson, D. B Hill Prvyo1 Wash I 
Culbertson, W. W. Hoblitz Randall Whit M 
Cutcheon, Hopkins \ 
Davidson, Horr Robinson, J.S., Wi 
Dibble, Hunt Rogers, J. H Mi 
Dibrell, fe i Rogers, W. F. Wils W. I 
Dockery, Jon H Rosec! i 
Dorsheimer, Joré Re V 
Ellis Ke Sh ey \ 
Ellwood, Ke gg S 
Findlay, Ketcham, Ss! « 

NAYS ) 
Aiken, Cox, S.S Ile 
Arnot, Cox, W. R li 
Atkinson, Crisp H [ 
Bagley, Darg He M 
Barr, Deuste iH M 
Beach, Dowd J - M 
Bisbee, D | W Mi 
Bowen, Dun es, J. K Morse 
Brewer, F. B Eator jones, J.T \ 
Brewer, J. H Eldredg k n M 
Browne, T. M. I —S @. # Le liey M 
Brown, W. W., Ever! t eV \I 
Buckner, I a N 
Burleigh, i Law re ‘ Oate 
Campbell, Felix I Long Ol 
Campbell, J. M. Funs La ! Pat 
Candler, G e! Lowry Peel, S. VW 
Cassidy, Hardy Ly ul Perk 
Chace, Haynes, VecAdoo | ps 
Clements, Henley MeCorm ; 
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Potter Scales Taylor, E, B. Weaver, 
Price Seymour Taylor, J. D. Weller, 
Pusey Shaw Tillman, Whiting, 
Ray, G. W Skinner, C. R Tully, Wilkins, 
Reagat Smith Turner, Oscar Winans, E. B. 
Reed Spooner Van Alstyne, Winans, John 
I Steele Vance, Worthington, 
Riges Stevens Wadsworth York 
Rock we Stewart, J. W Wait 

NOT VOTING—108 
Adams, G.I Curtin Houseman Ranney, 
Adams, J. J Davis, G. R Howey Ray, Ossian 
Anderson Davis, L.H Hurd Robertson, 
Barksda Davis, R. T Johnson, Robinson, W. E. 
Dayne Dingiey, Kasson Russell, 
Belmont Duncan Laird Ryan, 
Bennett Elliott Lamb, Seney 
Bingham Ermentrout Le Fevre Singleton, 
Blount Evins, J. H Lewis Skinner, T.G 
Doutell Finerty Libbey Stewart, Charies 
Boy! George Lore Stockslager 
Brainerd McComas Storm, 
Brun MehKinley Struble 
Buchanan Halse] Matson Sumner, C. A 
Budd Hammond Miller, 8. H Thomas, 
Burnes Hardematr Mills Tucker, 
Cabel Harmer Morrison Turner, H. G. 
Calkins Hart Murphy, Valentine, 
Clardy Hemphill Ochiltree Warner, A. J. 
Clay Henderson, D. B. O'Neill, Charles Warner, Richard 
‘ ! Hepburn O'Neill, J Wellborn, 
Collins Hewitt, A.S Paige, Wemple, 
Connolly Hewitt, G. W Parker, White, J. D. 
Cx erst Ilolman Payne, Wise, G. D. 
< Holmes Peelle, 8. J Wise, J. 8. 
a y Hooper Pettibone Woodward, 
< Houk Rankin Young 


So the joint resolution was not passed 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. KING said 


the House 
he bill. I have been so informed by a colleague of mine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see any question of privilege 
in the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. KING. 
understand the question which is being voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not control that matter. He has 
stated the question several times; but unfortunately there has been so 
much confusion on the floor this morning that it is almost impossible to 
transact business. This question ison the passage of the joint resolution. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. CALKINS said: I desire to inquire whether my colleague [ Mr. 
MATSON] has voted upon this question ? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with him. 
were not paired I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. EATON with Mr. BARR, until the 25th inst. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 
until the 30th inst 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. DAVIDSON, until the 25th 
inst. 


I desire to state that if I 


Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. BUCHANAN, until the 29th | 


inst 

The following named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. YouNG with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 

Mr. FINERTY with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. GrBson with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. Hatcu, of Michigan, with Mr. PAIGE. 

Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama, with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. Coss with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. DAyis, of Illinois. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. StoRM with Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Evins, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. GEORGE, on all political questions. 

‘he following were announced for this day: 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. Hurp. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. LIBBEY, on all political questions. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have my vote recorded in 
the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I was not in the Hall when the vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not entertain the 
gentleman’s request. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire unanimous consent to record my vote. 
I was in the cloak-room when my name was called. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. Ido | 
not think the question as announced by the Speaker was understood by | 
Some members understand that this vote‘is on recommitting | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


| Illinois asks leave to have his vote recorded. 


My point is that many members of the House do not | 
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The SPEAKER. 
the request. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If permitted to vote, I would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understood, I was paired with the 
gentleman from Georgia | Mr. HAMMOND]. I did not hear that pair an- 
nounced; but I did hear reada pair between the gentleman from Geo; 
gia [Mr. HAMMOND] and the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. Lipsey] 
Understanding that I was paired, I refrained from voting. Under thes 
circumstances I think my vote ought to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. There are at the desk two pairs embracing th 


The rule does not permit the Chair to entertaj; 


| name of the gentleman from Georgia 


Mr. PAYSON. The pair of the gentleman from Georgia with mys 
was not announced. That pair having been arranged in good faith 
think I ought to be allowed to vote. 

The SPEAKER. There are twopairs of the gentleman from Georg 
on the Clerk’s table—one with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay 
SON]. 

Mr. PAYSON. It was not announced, however. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] states 
that he refrained from voting because he supposed he was paired wit! 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]; but he discovers by th: 
announcement of the pairs that the gentleman from Georgia is paired 
with another member. Under thesecircumstances the gentleman fron 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and Mr. PAyson voted in the affirmatiy 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. Speaker, I perceive I am announced as pair 
I was not aware that I was paired. I had a pair with the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs], which expired on the last legislatiy 
day. 

TheSPEAKER. According toastatement in the hands of the Clerk, 
the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is paired with th 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. StoRM]. The Chair of course | 
no other information on the subject. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask that this joint resolution be referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution having been voted upon and rejected 
it is now disposed of. But the gentleman can reintroduce it and hay: 
it referred. 

Mr. CALKINS. By unanimous consent it may be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLis] can 
introduce a joint resolution in the same form for reference. 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H 
Res. 212) appropriating $300,000 to prevent the overflow of the city of 
New Orleans, La., and the country adjacent thereto; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COLORADO SCHOOL LANDs. 


Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to tak« 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 74, to enable the State of Colorado 
to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to 
be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of 
the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the bene 
fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ and put it upon its passage 
at this time. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I object. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 
Mr. RANDALL. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
Senate resolution No. 64, providing for the addition of $16,000 to the contingent 
fund of the Senate, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendment as 


| follows: In line 4, after the word “ for,’’ insert the words “ the payment of the 


current ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
SAM. J. RANLALL, 
WILLIAM 8. HOLMAN, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
JAMES F. WILSON, ' 
M. C. BUTLER, 


Managers on the part of the Senat 


Mr. RANDALL. Let the statement required by the rules be read 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
| votes of the two Houses on the Senate joint resolution No. 64, appropriating 
| $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accompany- 
| ing conference report : 

| The effect of the action recommended will, if accepted by the two Houses 
| confine the expenditure of the money appropriated by the joint resolution to 
| the payment of the current expenses of special and select committees of the 
| Senate and to be used for no other purpose. 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
THOS. RYAN, 





Manage rs on the part of the House 
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Mr. RANDALL. I think tke report explains the result, and in my 
judgment ought to be satisfactory to the House. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for 
certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes, recommending concurrence in some and non-concurrence 
in others. 

First amendment: Strike out “ five’ and insert “twenty-eight ;” so it will read 
as follows: ; : 7 E . 

“ For fuel, lights, and water, required by the janitors and firemen in the proper | 
care of the buildings, furniture, and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal 
services, for all public buildings under control of the Treasury Department, in- 
clusive of new buildings, $128,000.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Second amendment: Strike out ghe following: 

“For furniture and repairs of furniture and carpets for all public buildings un- 

ler the control of the Treasury Department, $100,000." 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Third amendment: Insert the following 

‘For furniture and repairs of furniture, and carpets, for the following public 
buildings, namely: For post-office and subtreasury at Boston, $30,000; for custom 
house at Cleveland, Ohio, $5,000; for court-house and post-office at Montgom 
ery, Ala., $10,000 ; for post-office and court-house at Philadelphia, $15,000, and for 
custom-house and post-office at Saint Louis, Mo., $10,000; in all, $70,000; and each 
of said amounts shall be so expended as to complete the furnishing of said build 
ings; and all furniture now owned by the United States in other buildings i: 
said cities, respectively, shall be used as faras practicable, whether it corresponds 
with the present regulation plans for furniture or not.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Fourth amendment: Strike out the following: 

“For heating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus for public buildings, $16,- 
000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: Insert the following : 


a“ 


STATIONERY. 

‘For stationery for the use of the Department of the Interior in wrapping and 
mailing the reports of the tenth census ordered by Congress to be distributed 
by this Department by the act of August 7, 1882, $5,393.18." 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Sixth amendment: Strike out “ten’’ and insert “‘ twenty ;"” 
“ EXPENSES OF LAND OFFICES 

‘For incidental expenses of the several land offices, $20,000." 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: Strike out the following: 

‘That the Secretary ofthe Interior is authorized to transfer from appropriations 
for the Freedmen’s Hospitaland Asylum for the fiscal year 1884 any unexpended 
balances and apply the same to purposes for which the appropriations for said 
institution for the current fiscal year are exhausted; but theaggregate amount 
appropriated for the expenses of the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum for the 
fiseal year 1884 shall not be exceeded because of the transfer herein authorized.” 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: Insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to transfer the sum of $1,000 
from the appropriation for clothing, bedding, forage, and transportation for the 
Freedmen's Hospital and Asylum for the fiscal year 1884,and apply said sum as 
follows: $600 to repairs and furniture, and $400 to fuel and lights for said hospi- 
tal for said fiscal year; but the aggregate amount appropriated for the expenses 
of the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum for the fiscal year 1884 shall not be ex- 
ceeded because of the transfer herein authorized. And the accounting officers 
of the Treasury are hereby authorized to settle and allow, if found correct, the 
accounts of the disbursing officers of the Interior Department for payments to 
clerks, watchmen, laborers, and teamsters of said hospital for the fiscal years 
1882, 1883, and 1884, out of the appropriations for clothing, bedding, forage, trans- 
portation, and miscellaneous expenses for said fiscal years, respectively.” 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Ninth and tenth amendments: Insert “from January 1” and “ 
will read as follows: 


soit will read 


1884:"’ so it 


“INDIAN OFFICE. 

“ To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the employés temporarily em- 
ployed and rendering service in the Indian Office from January 1 up to and in- 
cluding July 1, 1884, $2,100." 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend concurrence. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Eleventh amendment: Strike out the following: 

! And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall accept 
voluntary service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of 
that authorized by law.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
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Twelfth amendment: Insert the following 
‘For contingent expenses of the Bureau, $5,000 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-c 
The amendment was non-concurred in 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the votes just taken: and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to 
ORDER 


oncurrence. 


+ 
la 


OF BUSINESS 

TheSPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the eall of 
States and Territories for the introduction of billsand joint resolutions 
for reference to appropriate committees. 


Mr. SHELLEY. IL ask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of States. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, Mr. BELFORD, and others objected 

The SPEAKER. Under this call also joint resolutions and memo- 


rials of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order for references 
GERVIN AND i 
Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H for the 


vin and Bietry, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ord 1 


sSIETRY. 


rR. 6095 relief 


vr, 


ered to be printed 
FEES OF REGISTERS 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 6096) providing that regis- 
ters of land offices shall not be allowed fees for correcting their own 
errors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 
RUSSELL HARVEY 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6097) granting a 
pension to Russell Harvey, late a private of Battery B, First Kentucky 


Light Artillery, United States Volunteers, in the late war 
read a first and second time, referred t 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


1 } 
Which Wa 


» the Committee on Invalid Pen 


JAMES DOUGHERTY 
Mr. DUNN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6098) to refer the 
claim of James Dougherty to the Court of Claims; which was read a 


first and second time 
to be printed. 


, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 


CLAIM OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6099) to authorize payment 
| by the United States to the State of California of $219,075, &e.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Wat 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE RIVERS 
Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 6100) granting the consent 
of Congress to the erection of bridges over navigable rivers upon tl 


conditions therein stated; which was read a first 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 
SAMUEL WATKINS 
Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R..6101 ranting a 
| sion to Samuel G. Watkins, of Company D, First Regiment Missour 
Engineers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


Y 


and second time 
and ordered to be printed 


vy Ie 


AMBROSE THERIAC. 


Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 6102) for the relief of Ambrose 
Theriac, Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment [linois 
| Volunteers: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
EDWARD B. KENEIPP 
Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 6103) granting a 
to Edward B. Keneipp; which was read a first and second time, refer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bx nted 
MARY BROWN AND OTHERS. 
Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Mary Brown 


on 


red 


pens 


pri 


| and others, heirs of John Brown, Company L, Tenth Illinois Caval 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 


to be printed. 
SUSAN B. L 
Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R the pen 
sion of Mrs. Susan B. La Monte: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and ordered to be pi inted 

HENRY HEISTAND. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H granting a 
pension to Henry Heistand: which was read a first and second time 


\ MONTI 


6105) to increase 


R. 6106 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and ordered to be 
printed. 
JOSEPH MOORE 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6107) grant 


| ing increase of pension to Joseph Moore; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
| dered to be printed. “ 


ane 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. WELLER submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa, at its present session, requesting Congress to assume the 
power granted in the Federal Constitution of regulating commerce be- 
tween the States and for the prompt enactment of laws for regulating 
and controlling transportation of freights and passengers on all lines of 
railroads within the United States engaged in interstate commerce, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LIENS OF FEDERAL 


Ir. WELLER also submitted joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
State of Iowa, requesting the Congress of the United States to pass 
a law relating to the liens of judgments obtained in the Federal courts, 
and for other purposes; also, a joint resolution requesting the Congress 
to pass a law by and under which judgments obtained in the Federal 
courts shall not be a lien upon property in any other county than the one 
in which obtained, except the transcript thereof be filed in the proper 
office in such county where the judgment is sought to be a lien; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask unanimous consent that these resolutions, 
which are short, be published in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. It is 


call 


JUDGMENTS, COURTS. 


the 
ine 


not in order to submit that request on this 


COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, KEOKUK, IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. 6108) for the relief of the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons at Keokuk, Iowa, and to compen- 
sate it for loss of college and hospital buildings by fire while used by 
the United States during the rebellion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM HALBERT. 

McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 6109) for the relief of Will- 
Halbert: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN 


Mr 
lam 


KANSAS RAILWAY. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R: 6110) to grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL introdueed a bill (H. R. 6111) to establish a uniform 
grade of rating for invalid pensions and to abolish all distinctions on 
account of rank in pensions hereafter granted; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSEPH E. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 


BRENNAN. 


6112) to empower the 


legal representatives of Joseph E. Brennan to bring suit in the Court of 


Claims: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HERMAN PD. STRATTAN.,. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6113) granting a 
pension to Herman D. Strattan; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. ELDER. 


Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6114) for the relief of John 
M. Elder; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS H. BRUCE. 
Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
f 


the reliet « 


H. R. 6115) for 
f Thomas H. Bruce, of Lewis County, Kentucky; which was 

and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe Hhslops, and ordered to be printed. 


) 
} 4} 
read a first 


KENTUCKY SOLDIERS, 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6116) 
for the relief of certain soldiers from the State of Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF HARVEY PRICHARD. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6117) 
for the relief of Harvey Prichard’s widow and minors, of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invaiid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH RUSSELL. 
troduced a bill 


J senh Russe ll: 


Ir. WOLFORD it H. R. 6118) te-restore to the pen- 
sion-roll which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
p! nted. 


the 


uame Ol 


CAPT. Re 
Mr. BOUTELLE (by Mr 


for the relief of Capt 


DNEY C. BARKER. 
DINGLEY 


Rodney ¢ 


introduced a bill (H. R. 6119) 
Barker; which was read a first and 
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was read a first and second time 
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second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6120) to promote the 
efficiency of the revenue-marine service; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to }¢ 
printed. 

GEORGE JOHNSON, 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6121) granting a 
pension to George Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6122) to extend an 
act approved June 27, 1882, to authorize the Southern Maryland Rail- 
road Company to extend a railroad into and within the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 6123) explanatory of and rec- 
onciling sections 1588 and 1593 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the pay of retired offfters of the Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval At 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. B. WALBACH. 

Mr. FINDLAY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6124) to remov: 
the civil and political disabilities of J. J. B. Walbach, of the State ot 
Maryland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSES CC. MORDECAT, 


Mr. FINDLAY also submitted the following resolution; which w 
read, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
if not incompatible with the public service, to furnish for the information of t 


House what, if any, sums appear to be due on the books of the Sixth Auditor's 
Office up to January, 1561, to Moses C. Mordecai. 


BRIDGE ACROSS EASTERN BRANCH. 

Mr. HOLTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6125) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at 
the foot of Pennsylvania avenue, east; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or 
dered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF LIEUT. FRANCIS WARE. 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6126) for the relief of th 
legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the Revolu- 
tionary war; which was read a first and second time, referred to th« 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6127) to authorize th 
Court of Claims of the United States to ascertain the amount of special 
damages sustained by the legal representatives of the late Jacob Millet 
by a change in gradeon Maryland avenue and Twelfth street, northeast, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JACOB MILLER. 


NATHAN BURNHAM. 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6128) to authorize the 
Court of Claims of the United States to ascertain the amount of the 
special damages sustained by Nathan Burnham by a change in grade on 
First and PD streets, southeast, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which 
, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

VINEGAR 


FROM ALCOHOL. 


Mr. RICE presented resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts 
relative to the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue law of the 
United States as authorizes the manufacture of vinegar from alcohol 
which has paid no revenue tax; which was referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 6129) to authorize Henry Wil- 
son, captain, United States Navy: Frederick Pierson, commander, United 
States Navy; Charles A. Foster and J. M. Roper, lieutenants, United 
States Navy, to accept a decoration from His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
j 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6130) to provide for the 
transmission of correspondence by telegraph; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
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COMMERCE. 


Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 6131) to amend paragraphs | 


6 and 8 and to repeal paragraphs 7 and 9 of section 4382 of the Revised 


Statutes of the United States, relative to fees levied and collected from | 


the owners and masters of vessels navigating the waters on the northern 

frontiers of the United States; which was read a first and second time 

referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
AURILLA A. BURNS. 


Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6132) for the relief of | 


Aurilla A. Burns, widow and devisee of James Burns, late of Detroit; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DURKIN. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6133) granting a pen- 
sion to William Durkin, late a private in Company K, Second Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles E. Reynolds, late a private of Company D, First Bat- 
talion Twelfth United States Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN WINCHELL. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. 6135) to allow John Winchell 
arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW LAFFERTY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 6136) for the relief of 
Andrew Lafferty, of Muskegon County, Michigan; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CURRENCY, ETC. 


Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6137) to prohibit the issue of 


Treasury notes of less than $5, to provide for the issue of one and two 
dollar silver certificates, and for the suspension of the coinage of the 
standard silver dollar under certain circumstances; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE CARPENTER. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill 
Catharine Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6139) to authorize the corpo- 
rate authorities of Duluth, Minn., to construct and maintain arailroad 
and common drawbridge across the canal leading to the harbor of Du- 


luth, Minn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
WATER-POWER AT LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6140) to authorize the 
improvement of the water-power in the Mississippi River at Little Falls, 


Minn.: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 6141) for the relief of 
Benjamin Franklin; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL COOK. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6142) granting a 


: ; . : Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 
pension to Samuel Cook; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. PUBLIC BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH. Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill H. R. 6159 making in ippro 
Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6143) to secure cheaper corre- . et opoens ae — oe pune building at . pardons 
spondence by telegraph; which was read a first and second time, re- | 7°) ae ee ee ee 
ferred tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered | *€ &2 Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered a 
to be printed. JAMES PRI 
CAROLINE DAVISON. Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H 6160) for the re 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6144) forthe | lief of James Price; which was read a first and » fey ere we 
reliet of Caroline Davison, widow of Chatham Davison, deceased; | the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be print 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on STREETS IN SAI OUIS 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. Mr. CLARD’ a H.R. 6161) don ln 
LOUISA THOMAS. Saint Louis, Mo., a¢ ! ip of land for street pr SES 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6145) | read a first and sec ue ferred to the Committec 
for the relief of Louisa Thomas, widow and administratrix of John C. | ings and Grounds ordered be p ed 
Thomas, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to L BARNA 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. Me WEAVER ieee alae 
Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 616 gy 
W. L. WALLACE Samuel Barna " h was read af ! econd 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6146 the Committee on | 8 d to! 


Committee on | 


H. R. 6138) granting a pension to 
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the relief of W. L. Wallace, administrator «. che estate M 
Gill, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ° 
E. A. 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6147) for 
the relief of E. A. Anderson, administratrix of the estate of James Ander 
son; which was read a first and second tim 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 
RUTH 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill( H.R 18) for 
the relief of Ruth Summers, administratrix of the estate of Jonathan 
Summers, deceased; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 


of John 


ANDERSON 


, referred to the Committee 


SUMMERS 


6148 






| JAMES SUMMERS 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 614 
for the relief of James Summers; which was read a tirst and second 
| time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to | 
printed. . 
CHATMAN DAVISON 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6150) for 


the relief of Chatman Davison; which was read a first \ 


and secon 





a 1 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printe: 
FRANKLIN SESSIONS 

| Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6151) tor 
the relief of Franklin Sessions; which was read a first and second time 

| referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

LHOMAS J. GIBSON 

| Mr. SINGLETON ‘(by request) also introduced a bill (i 6152 
the relief of Thomas J. Gibson; which was read a first and second time 

| referred to the Commitee on War Claims, and ordered to be pr d 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF FRANCES | IBSON 

| Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill | H 615 
| the relief of the legal representatives of Frances E. Gibson, deceased 
| which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
| War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF RACHE! [BSON 

| Mr. SINGLETON (byrequest) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6154 
the relief of the legal representatives of Rachel E. Gibson, deceas 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Comn oO 
| War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

S. M. WARREN 

| Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6155) fo 
| the relief of S. M. Warren, administrator of the estate of Jonathar 
Summers, deceased; which was read a first and second time, ré red to 


the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
H. 


printed 


JAMES OWEN 


Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6156 
the relief of James H. Owen; which was read a first and 
| referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
r. J. DEUSON. 
Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill ( H 6157 
| the relief of T. J. Deuson, administrator of the estate of George W 
| McCabe, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
T. P. BURNHAM. 


second tim: 


and ordered to be printed 


1 « 


As 


lor 


| Mr. SINGLETON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6158) f 
| the relief of T. P. Burnham, administrator of the estate of Dr. J. Burn 
| ham, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
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DANIEL M’LENNAN. 
Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6163) for the relief of 
Daniel! McLennan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. TIBBITS. 
Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 6164) for the relief of W. H. 
Tibbits: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF HOSPITAL 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6165) to equalize the pay 
of hospital stewards of the Army with that of other officers of like rank; 


STEW ARDS. 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
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dered to be printed. 
CONDENSED STATEMENT, TENTH CENSUS. 
Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6178) authorizing the purchas: 


| of condensed statements of the Compendium of the Tenth Census; which 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 
i 


Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DAVID STONECYPHER. 

Mr. LAIRDalsointroduced a bill (H. R. 6166) for the relief of David 
Stonecypher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. HOLT 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6167 
H. Holt 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. H. D. I 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 6168 
ing a pension to Capt. H. D. F. Young: which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


YOUNG 


GEORGE H. GLIDDEN. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6169) 
Ingg a yx 
time, re 


print d 


grant- 
nsion to George H. Glidden: which was read a first and second 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

MRS. CARRIE 


G. ROSS. 


Mr. R 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print« a 
NOAH E. SMITH. 
Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 6171 
Noah E. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM MUNION, JR. 
Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6172 
iam Munion, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
BROOKLYN PUBLIC BUILDING. 
Mr 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
Resolved, 
this Ho 


other | 


site ior 


use copies of all orders, reports, recommendations, correspondence, and 
mapers on file inthe Treasury Department relating to the purchase of the 
a public building in the city of Brooklyn, State of New York. 
OLLISION BETWEEN STEAMERS POWHATAN AND DAVID. 


Mr. COX, of New York, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a copy of the proceedings of the court-martial in the cases 
growing out of the collision between the United States steamer Powhatan and 
the merchant steamer David. 


ROSE DOUGHERTY. 


ROBINSON, of New York, submitted the following resolution; | a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in 


tor the relief of Charles 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


Edwin Thomas, sergeant Company I, One hundred and forty-sixth 
grant- | 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing 
and ordered to be printed. 
CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY SEA. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 6179) to regulate the carriag 
of passengers by sea; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M. ORD. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6180) granting a pensio. 
to Mrs. Mary M. Ord; which was read a first and second time, rete 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

RACHAEL ANN JOHNSON. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6181) granting a pension 
to Rachael Ann Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 1 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be print 


ALLLe 


EDWIN THOMAS. 
Mr. SPRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 6182) granting a pensi 


n 


Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to | 
| printed. 


REVISION OF PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 6183) to provide for th 
revision, improvement, and amendment of the laws relating to patents; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


| Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


\Y, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6170) grant- | 


me > ; < ‘arrie G > Hac: x igs ‘ "es fi ‘ 2c | . . . ‘ . : : 
ing a pension to Mrs. Carrie G. Ross; which was read a first and second | read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


granting a pension to | 


JULIA M. REYNOLDS. 
Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension t 
Julia M. Reynolds, widow of James 8. Reynolds, deceased; which was 


sions, and ordered to be printed. 
FRAUDULENT USE CIGAR STAMPS, BOXES, ETC. 
Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 6185) to prevent the fraudu 
lent reuse of empty cigar-boxes and the stamps and labels thereon; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


OF 


| Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


for the relief of Will- | 


CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6186) making persons 


| honorably discharged after service in the Army or Navy of the United 
| States during the late war eligible to certain appointments in the civil 


Phat the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish to | 


service without the examination now required by law; which was read 


the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 
ELISHA M. WELBORN. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 6187) for the relief of Elisha M. 
Welborn, of Wilkes County, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES MINT PROPERTY, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 
Mr. DOWD (by his colleague, Mr. SCALES) introduced a bill (H. R. 


| 6188) to grant the right of way over mint lots in the city of Charlott 
| N. C., to widen a street; which was read a first and second time, re 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6173) for the | 


relief of Rose Dougherty; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | 


CHILD, PRATT 
Mr. DORSHEIMER (by request 


& FOX. 
introduced a bill (H. R. 6174) for 


the relief of the legal representatives and survivors of the late firm of | 


Child, Pratt & Fox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB NEWBERGER. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6175) for the relief of Jacob Newberger; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CHRISTINA GAVIN. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6176) for the relief of Christina Gavin, widow of Dominick Gavin, 
Company H, Twenty-seventh Michigan Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES W. 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York 


6177 


GREEN. 
by request 


, also introduced a bill (H. 
for the relief of Charles W 


Green; which was read a first and 


R. 


, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BUILDING, FORT JOHNSTON, NORTH CABOLINA. 
Mr. DOWD (by his colleague, Mr. SCALEs) also introduced a bill (H 


| R. 6189) granting the use of the unoccupied building at Fort Johnston, 


North Carolina, for school-house and drill-room; which vas read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT LOT, ROBESON COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. DOWD (by his colleague, Mr. SCALEs) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6190) to cede a Government lot in Robeson County, North Caro 
lina, to be used as a public school-house; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIFURS ROBERSON. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 6191) to restore Lifurs Rober- 
son to the pension-ro]l; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTION OF PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. VANCE also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Patents: 


Whereas information has been obtained, from sources entirely trustworthy, 
which indicates that the full, thorough, expeditious, and accurate administrat i 
of the laws and regulations which pertain to our great American patent systen 
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tc being obatructed and impeded on account of a deficiency in the room and an 
;»suffiaency of force at the disposal of the Department of the Interior : There- 
. D asieal &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requesied 
to report to this House such information as he may have touching the deficiency 
of room and the insufficiency of force in the Patent Office, and to what extent, 
in his opinion, the rights of inventors and the public intereste are affected by 
the present want of room and additional force in that Department; and that 
he be requested to make such suggestions as he may deem proper as to what 
legislation is necessary to remedy the grievances indicated. 


J. G. BOSTATER. 
Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to J. G. 


Bostater; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT C. KIRK. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6193) for the re- 
lief of Robert C. Kirk; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT AND RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN DISABLED OFFICERS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6194) author- 
izing the appointment and retirement of maimed and disabled officers 
of the Army who were honorably discharged under the act of July 15, 
1870: which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SERAPHIM SCHUCHTER. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to 
Seraphim Schuchter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. D. LAWRENCE. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension | 


to R. D. Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PETER FALKNER. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R: 6197) granting a pension 
to Peter Falkner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LAWRENCE, 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6198) granting a pension 
to Thomas Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWRENCE CLIFFORD. 


Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6199) granting a pension to 
Lawrence Clifford; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN SIMMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6200) for the relief 
of John Simms; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN MASSACRE IN OREGON. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and requested to make an examination and investigation into the massacre by 
Indians of Dr. Marcus Whitman and others, in the Columbia River Valley, 
Oregon, in 1847, and to report to this House the names and ages and sexes of 
those massacred, and also of all those who survived or escaped said massacre 
at said timesand places), and now living, with their present places of abode; and 
what property, kind and value, was destroyed, and to report any and all facts 
referring to said massacre, and to make such recommendations in the premises 
as the facts ascertained by him seem to justify. 


ELIZA J. RAY. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6201) for 
the relief of Eliza J. Ray, widow of John T. Ray, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. MORRISON. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6202 
rerating the pension of James A. Morrison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAND-OFFICE MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 
_ Mr. BRAINERD introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 213) author- 
izing the printing of 25,000 copies of the map of the United States pre- 
pared in the General Land Office; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed 
WILLIAM S. MITCHELL. 

Mr. BARR (by Mr. BINGHAM) introduced a bill (H. R. 6203) for th« 
relief of William S. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 6204) to restore Charles H 

Campbell to the rank of captain in the Army; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
CATHARINE 8S. EDMONDSON. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine 8S. Edmondson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

| FREDERICK W 
Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to 

Frederick Wardecker, private, First Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARDECKER. 


| EVIDENCE IN PENSION CASES. 
| Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 6207) to amend the pension 
| laws, and to prescribe certain rules of evidence in pension cases; whic! 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on [Invalid 
| Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


C. B. PHILLIPS 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H granting a pension to 
| C. B. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

ELISABETH FRENCH. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6209) restoring Elisabeth 
French to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bi 


R. 6208 


printed 
MICAJAH JOINER. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 6210) to pay 
the legal representatives of Micajah Joiner, a pensioner, for services in 
the war of 1812, due him at the time of his death: which was read a first 

| and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
| be printed. 
CHILDREN OF HERBERT H. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6211) to 
pay the surviving children of Herbert H. Dodd, late a private in Com- 
| pany D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, the amount due their 
mother, the widow, at the time of her death: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DODD. 


SALLIE JARRATT. 
Mr. PIERCE (by Mr. ELDREDGE) introduced a bill (H. R. 6212) for 
| the relief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory Jarratt, deceased, late of 
Hardeman County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ESTHER M’MULLEN, ETC. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas. introduced a bill (H. R. 6213) fi relief 
of the heirs of Esther McMullen and James MeGloin; which was read 
| a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
dered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6214) to re peal 
the restriction upon the coinage of the silver dollar; which was read a 
| first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


or the 


and 07 


| 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 
| Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 6215) to amend an act enti 
tled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transpor- 


tation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10 
1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
W. SAMPSON AND BENJAMIN HENRICKS 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6216) for the relief of 
George W. Sampson and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claim 
and ordered to be printed. 


«&. 


OF 


PORT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6217) to extend to the 
port of San Antonio, Tex., the privileges of the act of June 10, 1880, 
&c.: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committes 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

L. M. KELLEY. 


Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill fH. R. 6212) for the relief ot 


L. M. Kelley: which was read a first and second time, referred to th. 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL BANK OF BARRE, VT. 
Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6219) to authorize the ¢ 
troller of the Currency to issue to the National Bank of Bar 


the amount of 1 ( 
referred to the Co1 


and ordered to be printed. 


$1,300 of circulating notes, to replace same 
notes: first and second 


mittee on Banking and Currency, 


which was read a time 



































































































































































































































































































































































































































APPEALS Fit 


courts of the several Territories; 


printed 


PUBLIC 
Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 6221) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Superior, in the State of Wisconsin; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


_ 


Mr. 
Peco 


to be printed. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill 
John L. Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 6224) for the relief 
of Jacob B. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill 


rERRITORIAL 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill 
from the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the supreme 
which was read a first and second 
tin referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


H. R. 6220) regulating appeals 


SUPERIOR, 


RICE also introduced a bill 


H. R. 6225) for the 
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ELIZA J. NORRIS. 
Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 6235) granting a pensio 


to Eliza J. Norris, widow of Dudley F. Norris, late private in Company 


I, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pens 


a 


ons 


| and ordered to be printed. 


I H. R. 6222) granting a pension to | 
Mary 8S. Douglas, mother of Thomas Douglas, late of Company C, 

i Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered | 





relief of W. H. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
FERNALD. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill 
sion to George E. Fernald; which was reac 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE-MARINE 

Mr. OURY by request) 
the efliciency of the revenue-marine service; which was read a first and | 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 


be printed. 


Mr. MANZANARES by request 


H. R. 6226) granting a pen- 
a first'and second time, re- 


introduced a bill (H. R. 6227 


HUBBARD. 
introduced a bill (H. R. 6228 


to promote | 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6236) to appropriate money | 
the survey of private land claims in the State of Louisiana; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Approp: 
tions, and ordered to be printed. ' 
A. J. HERRON AND J. T. UPDEGRAFF. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6237) appropriati 
$10,000 to be paid to the heirs of the late Andrew J. Herron, deceased 
late Representative-elect to the Forty-eighth Congress from the st 
of Louisiana, and the same sum to the widow and heirs of the lat 


| T. Updegraff, deceased, late Representative-elect to the Forty-eight 
| Congress from the State of Ohio; which was read a firstand second ti: 
granting a pension to | 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printe: 
WALTER WADSWORTH. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6238) for t 
relief of the estate of Walter Wadsworth; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 214) au 
thorizing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Rome Military ( 
pany, of Rome, Ga., for the use of the military encampment at Ro: 


| Ga.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committ 


on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN J. HART. 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 6239) for the relief ot 
J. Hart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Co 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. CHEATHAM. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 6240) for the relief of S 
A. Cheatham, widow of James Stacks, deceased; which was read a f 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


| ordered to be printed. 


the relief of Edward B. Hubbard; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | 


printed 


pr nted 


ASSAY 

Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6230) to establish 
an assay Office at Socorro,-in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE OF TACOMA. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 6231) to provide for the for- 
mation and admission into the Union of the State of Tacoma, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, introduced a bill (H. R. 6232) for the re- 
lief of J. C. & C. T. Hulett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF 
This concludes the call of States and Territories. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will now recognize gentlemen for 
the introduction of bills, &c., 


The SPEAKER. 


States were called. 


There was no objection. 
MRS. JULIA 
Mr. ROSECRANS (by Mr. SPRINGER) introduced a bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. Julia H. Totten; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill 
Deer, late sergeant Fou 
1d second time, referred 


»b 


UNIVERSITY 

Mr. MANZANARES also introduced a bill (H. R. 
lands in the Territory of New Mexico for the benefit of a university in 
said Territory and providing for the selection and withdrawal of the 
same from sale or other disposal; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 


to reserve 


in their seats when their 


H. R. 6233) 
Pensions, and or- 
for the relief of Robert 


which was read a first 
to the Committee on War Claims, and or- | 


teenth Kansas Cavalry; 


e pi inted 


ALASKA. 

Mr. VAN EATON submitted the following resolution; which ' 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested to furnish the Hi 
all the information in his possession with regard to any contract entered int 
by the Government, in which the Territory of Alaska or the lands situate ther 
or the waters adjacent thereto, or the industries connected therewith are 
cerned, with any report in reference thereto, accompanied with any suggestions 
he may see fit to make, and that he furnish the House with exact copies of 
papers having reference to the subject-matter, whether said papers are origins 
contracts or reports of customs officers or special agents connected with 
Treasury or with any other Department of the Government, which have be: 
transmitted to or are in the possession of the Secretary of the Treasury 

ROBERT LYON. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 6241) for the relief of Robert 
Lyon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. H. ALDERSON, 
Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6242) for the relief of J 











| H. Alderson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN T. LITTLE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6243) for the relief ot! 
John T. Little, John Q. A. Moore, Isaac P. Lebo, H. P. Phillips, and 
J. H. Cole; which.was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRAIRIE COUNTY, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 6244) for the relief of Prairic 


County, Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred t 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Cc. W. I. PUGH. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6245) for th 


) 


relief of C. W. I. Pugh; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
' LEWIS C. DILS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6246) for 
the reliefof Lewis C. Dils; which was read a first and second time, 1 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 6247) to amend section 2 « 
‘*an act making appropriations for the payment of arrears of pensi 
granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other p 


i 





1884. 


’* approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM LAIRD. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6248) for the relief of 
William Laird, of Canton, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


poses, 
referred to the 


DANIEL P. WHITING. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 6249) granting a pension to 
Daniel P. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. IAEGER. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 6250) for the relief of 
George A. Iaeger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 6251) to provide for the holding 
of a term of the district and circuit courts of the United States at 
Hastings, Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HASTINGS, NEBR. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6252) for the erection of a 
public building at Hastings, Nebr.; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. DOWD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
to-day, on account of sickness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in relation to the pension case of John 
W. Cummins. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSoN, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the 
addition of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being the fourth Monday in the month, the 
regular order is the consideration of business reported by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. The Chair is advised that there is no 
business from that committee on the House Calendar. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to consider District of Columbia business on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar for the purpose of considering bills relat- 
ing tothe District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. 
ation of the bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all national, municipal, and county taxes, general and 
special, and all interests, costs, and penalties thereon, levied or assessed to and 
including June 30, 1883, upon the property (in the District of Columbia) now held 
(or claimed) by Walter S. Cox and others, in trust for Eliza W. Patterson, widow 
of Carlile P. Patterson, late Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, be, and the same are hereby, remitted and canceled: Provided, That 
any outstanding certificates of sale for taxes in the name of Carlile P. Patterson, 
late one of the trustees of said Eliza W. Patterson, shall be surrendered and can- 
celed: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to require the District of Columbia or the United States to repay any sums here- 
tofore paid for the purchase of said property at tax sale: And provided further, 
That the acceptance of the provisions of this act by said trustee and beneficia- 
ries shall be afull release and satisfaction of all claims of every kind on their part 


for damages of any kind against the United States, the District of Columbia, or 
the city of Washington claimed to have been done to said property. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill is reported back from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia with an amendment, which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


In line6, after the word “ eighty,” insert the word “ three ;” 
“* 1883." 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask either that the report be read or that 
we may have some explanation of this matter before we are called upon 
to give our votes upon it. 

The report was read, as follows: 

That they have considered said petition, and from the evidence submitted find 
that the petitioner and her children are the owners of a considerable tract of 
land lying in the northeastern section of the city, the major portion being situ- 


ated north of M street and east of North Capitol street, and that prior to 1872 
this land was used for agricultural or grazing purposes, 
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so that it will read 
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| above, and about 750,000 square feet from 6 to 20 feet below grade ; 
| square feet will require grading. 


| 1873, 1875, 1876, and 1879. 
I ask that the Fouse first proceed to the consider- 
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thorized the formation of what was known asthe board of public works, and 
in 1872 and 1873 that board, in the prosecution of its scheme for the improvement 
of the city and its suburbs, opened several of the streets and avenues running 
by or through the property in question, and at about the same time constructed a 
number of extensive sewers and paved the footwaysand guttersalong the opened 
streets. In order to avoid heavy grades the streets and avenues, so far as the 
property in question is concerned, were not run over the natural surface of the 
ground, but on grades very much above or below that surface, and consequently 
upon completion of the work nearly the whole of the property of the petitioner 
was left either ten ortwenty feet above or below the grades of the several streets 
on which it fronted. 

Upon inspection of the property your committee find that a large brick sewer 
has been built above the ground and diagonally across several of the largest and 
most valuable squares; and that the branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
which occupies First street east, and which is constructed on an embankment 
about fifteen feet high, runs between those squares, separating them into two 
portions. Each portion is occupied toa considerable extent by pools of stagnant 
water, which, owing to the construction Of the streets on abnormal grades, have 
a deficient outlet. The remainder of the property has been cut up by the streets 
into smal! parcels of land ten totwenty feet above grade. No houses, buildings 
or improvements of any kind exist anywhere on any part of this property,and 
with the exception of a dilapidated house built early in the century, and a few 
frame dwellings of little value, none exist anywhere in the neighborhood, and 
testimony has been submitted proving that this was the case in the past as well 
as in the present. 

Considering that this property was either arable land, common, or meadow, 
and not only uninhabited, but remote from the settled portions of the city, your 
committee is of the opinion that the opening of streets, construction of sewers 
and paving of footways and gutters was unnecessary in its vicinity. Inspection 
proves conclifsively that any benefit derived from the execution of such works 
has resulted to the United States and general public in obtaining a more easy 
access to the Institution for the Deaf and Dumb, located at the eastern end of M 
street, and not at all tothe petitioner; on the contrary, she has clearly expe- 
rienced great injury, her land being rendered useless for agricultural purposes 
and unsalable for building sites, even had any demand existed, prior to the com- 
pletion of the so-called improvements, for its appropriation to the latter service 
and your committee is therefore of the opinion that the petitioner is, and has 
been for many years, justly entitled to compensation for the injury done her 
property. 

In fixing the amount of this compensation your committee has considered : 

First. The probable cost of bringing the squares and lots to the established 
grades. The total area of the property that will require treatment some time 
is 1,069,276 square feet. Of this about 300,000 square feet are from 6 to 20 feet 
or 1,050,000 
Taking the minimum figures, 6 feet, for the 
amount of the cutting and filling, the grading necessary reaches 6,300,000 cubic 
feet and 230,000 cubie yards. 

The price of grading in this vicinity is 22 cents per cubic yard, with al) hauling 
beyond 200 feet at half a cent per cubic yard forevery 100feet. To grade the prop- 
erty in question will cost, therefore, $50,600 plus $1,150 for every 100 feet of hauling 
over the 200 feet allowed. As there is no available material nearer than 1,000 
feet, the cost of grading the property would probably exceed $60,000. 

Second. The testimony of several real-estate dealers, persons of experience, who 
have inspected the property and have assessed the damages done it by the so- 
called improvements. This tegtimony, which is under oath, places the amount 
at about $47,000. 

Third. The evident depreciation of the property since the date of the improve- 
ments, which, as shown by the official assessments, certainly equals $60,000. The 
claim of the petitioner that the difference between the assessments of 1872 and 
1883, amounting to $121,544, represents this depreciation, your committee do not 
consider to have been substantiated. In their opinion the property never ap- 
proximated in value to the assessment of 1873, and accordingly, in deciding upon 
the amount of depreciation, that assessment has been ignored. Considering the 
foregoing, and after personal examination of the land, your committee feel justi- 
fied in assigning as damages. 

Furthermore, your committee find that in 1872, and thenceforward, the prop- 
erty of the petitioner was assessed at an extraordinarily high rate and much in 
excess of the real value ofthe land. The evidence produced shows that that 
particular section of the city is, and always has been, practically, uninhabited 
that little or no improvement has taken place since the original cession of the 
land to the United States, and that it never had any value except for farming or 
gardening purposes; yet the property of the petitioner, after having been ren- 
dered useless for such purposes, has been assessed at from $160,000 to $223,000. 
For so excessive an assessment your committee can find no justification, and 
believe that the petitioner is rightly entitled to a revision of the assessments of 
In accordance with that belief they have made sucha 
of the oo'nion that a mean between the present assessment 


» 





revision, afd are 


| and that immediately prior tw the assessment of 1572 is as near an approxima- 
) 1 


tion to a just valuation as can be obtained. 

The assessment immediately prior to that of 1872 was the one made in 1869 
and a mean between that and the present assessment would give $132,389 as the 
value for the last ten years of the property of the petitioner. The annual taxes 
on such an assessment would have been $1,635 per annum, and, in the opinion of 
your committee, that amount is all that should be charged against the petitioner 
as general taxes from 1873 to 1883. Owing to the falling off of the revenue from 
the land, due to the destruction of its agricultural character, and to the absorp- 
tion of the husband of the petitioner in public duties and scientific pursuits, the 
taxes on the property have for eight years been unpaid. The petitioner was 
entirely ignorant of this fact until after the death of her husband, and since his 
death has, with the assistance of friends, paid the current taxes. Interest, there- 
fore, should only be charged for the eight years from 1874 to 1882, when the tax 
wasinarrears. This charge amounts, at l0 per cent., to $4,564, and, added to the 
$16,350, and making in all $20,914, represents the total just indebtedness of the 
petitioner. Your committee find, however, that between 1872 and 1882 there has 
been paid by or is charged against the petitioner $27,423 of general taxes, and 
$17,459 of interest and penalties thereon, making an aggregate charge of $44,882 
These taxes,and necessarily the interest thereon, are excessive, and the peti- 
tioner is justly entitled to relief to the amount they exceed what should have 
been charged, or to the difference, equaling $23,968, between her proper in- 


| debtedness of $20,914 and the $44,882 for which her estate is liable 


The petitioner is also charged with “‘special taxes”’ and interest thereo: 
amounting in all to $13,038. As these special taxes are a special charge for the 
purpose of defraying the cost of the very operations that destroyed the value 
of her property, it is manifestly unjust to call upon the petitioner to pay them 
and there is no doubt that she is also properly entitled to relief to that extent 

Reviewing the foregoing, your committee considers the following asa correct 
estimate of the amount of indemnity-which should be afforded 
Special taxes, and interest and penalties thereon......... naive xnmhie $13, 038 
Excess of general taxes, interest, and penalties over and above a just 

charge........ oipndatbetien iaanatanamianintel ‘ anual : 23, 068 

Damages to the property by the operations of the board of public works 

Your committee find that the estate of the petitioner is now liable for tax: 
arrears amounting to $52,875, of which $22,496 is for general taxes, $7,417 for 
taxes, and 322,960 is interest and penalties, and that this interest is 
the rate of 33.50 perannum,. Satisfactory evidence has been subm 
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that the property has been in the market 


for sale 


LSA. 


publicly and privately 


dispose of a 


and that an attempt was made in April, 
arge quantity of ground at public auction, but that no suc- 
d any of the foregoing efforts, and in the opinion of competent 
he property is not salable, and this principally on account of the condi- 
in which it has been left by the operations of the board of public works. 
omparison of the value of the lots as assessed for taxes, and the accumu- 
lation of taxes, penalties, and interest shows that the latter very closely approx- 
imates to the formerand in many cases exceed it, and in several instances this 
excess of the taxes over the value of the lot equals several hundred dollars. 
Evidently the accumulation of interest on the tax in arrears will soon absorb 
whateve balance may now exist in favor of the owner. 

rhe petitioner, Mrs. Patterson, isthe widow of the late Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey, whose services to science and the public were of so eminenta 
nature. The debt which has accumulated against her estate was incurred en- 
tirely without her knowledge and through no fault of her own, and as she is 
now in embarrassed circumstances and without means of support, your com- 
mittee, believing that she is justly entitled to damages far exceeding any indebt- 
edness to the United States or to the District, have drawn up the accompanying 
bill and recommend its passage 

Your committee, at the same time, request to be discharged from the claim 
for $4,112.27, for destruction of barns, agricultural implements, and produce, 


contained in the petition, and suggest their reference tothe Committee on War 
Claims 


Your committee 


cess has attend 


experts the 


tho 


r smail 


ask that the report of the select committee of the Forty- 


seventh Congress upon this subject be published, and adopted as a part of this 
report 


House Report No. 1432, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 


Mr. Kasson, from the Select Committee in relation to the late Carlile P. Pat- 
terson, submitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. 6428: 
The Select Committee in relation to the late Carlile P. Patterson, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R. 6428) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson, submitted | Patterson, selected as its president. 


the following report thereon 
The beneficiary, Eliza W 
terson, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey of the United States, 
who died suddenly, in August last, while in the performance of his duties as 
such oflicer. Captain Patterson had been connected with this branch of the 


public service for more than twenty years, during which period his service was | 


distinguished by its great usefulness and the absolute fidelity with which he 
discharged all his functions 

The character of the service rendered by him deserves more than a passing 
mention. During and since the civil war he rendered important extraofficial 
services to the Government for which no compensation was provided by law. 
During his connection with the Coast Survey, in addition to his constant labors 
in that department, he was made chairman of the commission to reorganize the 
revenue-marine service; a member of the commission to examine and test life- 
saving apparatus and appliances; of the board to prepare a plan for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Washington; ofthe Interoceanic Canal Commission ; and 
of the Light-House Board; and was called upon for various minor services too 
numerous to recite. Captain Patterson, equally with Professor Henry, is en- 
titled to recognition for the great improvement in the public service above re- 
ferred to, and forthe very great economy in public expenditure which resulted 
from his long attention and great labor bestowed upon the question, not only 
increasing the efficiency of the service, but resulting in a reduction of expenses 
exceeding a million and a half dollars 
ferred to no compensation was ever made to him by the Government. The press- 
ure of all these duties and the constancy of his labor led to the absolute neglect 
of all private interests. 

During this period the then government of this District embarked upon that 
great scheme for the improvement of the city of Washington which was extended 
beyond the wants of the city,and reached the farm land occupied by the family 
of Captain Patterson and belonging to his widow. 
to the property, for which, instead of being compensated, heavy taxes were as- 
sessed, Disputing their validity, and without means to pay the charges, inter- 
est and penalties were added thereto, and the taxes, interest, and penalties 
remain unpaid to this day. A bill was prepared on behalf of Captain Patterson 
for relief in chancery for the wrongs done and assessments made. 

At the request of the District commissioners the proceeding was stopped, on 
their assurance that justice should bedone. No action, however, was taken, and 


the condition remained unchanged at the time of the death of Captain Patter- | 


son. 
tate. 


Captain Patterson left his family almost totally unprovided for and in great 
distress for the means of support, leaving also debts for even the necessaries of 
life. His death disclosed the fact that his entire assets left for the benefit of his 
family amounted to about $500, while the debts last above referred to far exceed 
thatsum 


Under these circumstances your committee deem it their unquestioned duty 


If these charges are legal, they would nearly absorb the value of the es- 


to recommend the recognition to which the uncompensated services of the de- | 
ceased are entitled in the form proposed by this bill, which will furnish some | 


means of support to his family, and without which they will be reduced to pov- 
erty. They therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill as the 


most fitting me i justice whic > Gove 2 we ; 
nost fitting method of doing that justice which the Government owes to a de- | ceelenn allie <i @. Wntliemeine 


ceased officer unsurpassed in his fidelity and distinguished by the extraordi- 
nary and unpaid services which, during twenty years, he has rendered to his 
country 

Reporting back the memorial referred to them and making it a part of their 


report, the committee unanimously recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing bill 


Memorial asking suitable recognition by Congress of the special services ren- 
dered the Government by the late Carlile P. Patterson. 

To the honorable Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America : 


The undersigned, recalling the great attainments, high character, and excep- | 


tional devotion to duty of the late C, P. Patterson, and believing that the serv- 
ices he rendered to the country demand something more than their mere silent 
acceptance by the Government, have deemed it just and proper to call the atten- 
tion of Congress to the case, with a view to such action in the premises as may 
be deemed advisable. 

Mr. Patterson served for twenty years in the survey of the coast, firstas hydro- 
graphic inspector, from May 4, 1861, to February 17, 1874, and from the latter date 
to the day of his death, August 15, 1881, as its superintendent. 

Hiow well and with what success he performed the duties pertaining to each 
position is known to and appreciated by Congress and the Government. His 
services during the eventful period from 1861 to 1865 call forth an emphatic ac- 
knowledgment from Professor A. D. Bache, Superintendent, who, in 1862, re- 
ports: “At certain junctures during the year the requisites for service in con- 
nection with the blockading squadrons have called for more than usual address 
and promptitude in action. As the instances occurred the difficulties have been 


met and overcome with the sound judgment that has always directed the ordi- 
nary details of the hydrographic division.” 


for fully two years, has been offered | 


| that since 1874, when he became superintendent, his private affairs 
| his health, were utterly neglected, as being hardly worthy of considerat 


Patterson, is the widow of the late Carlile P. Pat- | 


| pecially entitled him to take a leading part in thisimportant reform, and expe- 
| rience has proved that it was thorough and successful. 


| Old system for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872...............-.cceeeeesees . SL, 44 


For all extraofficial services above re- | 


| $930, 249. 81. 





Enormous injury was done | 


| gress, second session. 
| esq., chief of division.) 


| the nature of the life-saving appliances to be furnished to the stations 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 24. 


And again, in 1865: ‘“‘ The peculiar difficulties which were to be expect 
ing the war were fortunately met by the abilities of Mr. Patterson. 1). 
quaintance with naval routine and intimate knowledge of the local pecu “ 
of the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts of the United States have beey, s). 
advantageous to the work. To his readiness of mind in consultation an« 
judgment of details the office is indebted for much of the success wh jx 
tended its labors for the last few years.”’ * 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. William Windom, refers to th. 
perintendent as follows: 

“Combining wide experience with great judgment, he was eminently < 
ful in the conduct of the great national work under his charge; and in })is 
its scope was greatly enlarged and its character as a general geodet 
became fully recognized. 

* His efforts have been so earnest in the performance of the various duties \ 
have devolved upon him that to his untiring prosecution of them th« 
ate loss of his life isto beattributed. With unbounded zeal and ceaseless, 
he pressed on without taking the relaxation which nature demanded 

We do not take this occasion for eulogizing the character, the profes 
ability, or the services of C. P. Patterson. Itis dueto him, however, to 


as W 


comparison with the importance of his public duties. 

For his eminent services above referred to no special claim for consicd: 
is made, but to those of an extraofficial and unpaid character we beg 
call attention. 

REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 


In 1869, December 16, the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a spe 
mission to consider and report upon the character of vessels best adapted { 


| revenue-marine service, together with such views and conclusions upx 
| matters as might appear to them calculated to advance the interests of tly 


ice. 

The commission consisted of two officers of the revenue marine and of ( 
The report of the commission was made 
May 1, 1870, and its recommendations were in the main approved by the Secreta 
and ordered to be carried intoeffect. The condition of the service and of its ; 
sonnel at the above date may be inferred from the radical changes mac: 


| their prompt acceptance, and from the great reduction of expenses and thy 


creased efficiency which followed. : 
The long experience of Mr. Patterson in the construction of vessels s 


per 
} a 


| fitted for particular purposes and localities, his knowledge of all the coasts of the 


United States, and of the cruising grounds adjacent to the principal ports. as 
well as of the duties and qualifications required of the officers of the servic: 


es. 


The vessels were divided into first, second, and third class steamers and sa 
ing vessels, varying in size from seventy-five to three hundred and fifty ton 
to be built for and assigned tothe different localities in view of the requiren: 


| in each case ; the number of vessels was reduced from thirty-five to thirty 


and of officers and men from 1,266 to 1,061, making an annual saving in the 
ter case alone of over $203,000. 

The following comparison was made between the amounts needed by th« 
system and the one recommended : 


190 
New system for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872 
Leaving a balance in favor of reform of 
The actual expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1872, amounted 


In the annual report of S.I. Kimball, chief of the bureau for the above year, 


| he states “‘that the increased efficiency and decreased cost above shown 


principally due to carrying into effect,as far as practicable, the recommen la 
tions of the special commission above referred to, and to the strict enforceme 


| of the revised regulations promulgated August 1, 1871.” 


And now, in 1881, as the result of the experience, science, and labor broug! 


bear by Mr. Patterson on this much-needed reform of the revenue-marin 


service, Mr. Kimball states that while the expenditures still fall within the 
original estimate of the commission, the efficiency of the service has been 
creased fivefold. 

It would be safe to estimate from the official published reports in connection 
with this subject, from 1870 to 1880, that a total saving has been effected of mor 
than a million and a half of dollars. (Senate Ex. Doc., No. 93, Forty-first ( 
Also letter, dated December 28,1881,from E. W. Clark 


UNITED STATES LIFESAVING SERVICE. 


In 1871 the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a commission to detern 
Mr 
Patterson was selected as one of its members. The commission met at 5 


bright, coast of New Jersey, and there examined and practically tested the \ 


rious devices then known, among which were many of a novel characte: 
bringing ashore persons from stranded vessels. 

8. I. Kimball, esq., General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
letter addressed to the committee, December 28, 1881, refers as follows to | 


“ There was no member of the commission to whose opinions greater defer: 
was accorded or whose voice was more potential in determining the select 
than Mr. Patterson’s, and his services on this occasion were of signal valu 


| This was the only connection he ever had with the Life-Saving Service i: 

| official capacity, but his interest in the operations of the service was active 

| unceasing. His counsel was frequently and freely sought by the officers of | 
service up to the time of his death, and there was no person upon whose frieiid- 


ship and wisdom they more absolutely relied.”’ 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARBOR OF WASHINGTON. 


The act of Congress approved by the President March 5, 1872, “to provid: 
the survey of the harbor and river at Washington, and to report to Congress 
full and comprehensive plan for opening, improving, and developing the 
channel, and also the feasibility al pockaidan, in any improvement sugges! 
the swamp and marsh lands slong said water front,” appointed by name 
lile P. Patterson as a member of the board. The board, of which the Chie! 
Engineers, Brig. Gen. A. A. Humphreys, was president, consisted of five : 
bers. 

There were four meetings of the board, at the last of which, Decembe! 
1872, the minutes ofthe proceedings state that “Captain Patterson presented 
elaborate report and plan for the improvement of the river and harbor, w! 
was considered at length, and, on motion, the reportand plans were approve’ 

The study of the subject was thorough and exhaustive. Itincluded every « 
tail affecting the commerce of the District, the reclamation of the marsh la! 
the bridges, wharves, sewerage, &c., and entailed upon its author unusual lx 
and discrimination both in the field and office. The examination of the rep 
can alone show the extent and value of the services performed by Mr. Patters«: 
in connection with this important subject. (Senate Mis. Doc, No. 15, Forty-» 
ond Congress, third session.) 








1884. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


On the 15th of March, 1872, the President appointed a commission to report in 
regard to the different interoceanic canal surveys and the practicability of the 
construction of a ship-canal across this continent. q ; 

The commission consisted of Brig. Gen. A. A. Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, 
Mr. Carlile P. Patterson, and Commodore Daniel Ammen, United States Navy. 

At the above date some of the surveys were still in progress, and from this 
cause it was not until about two years afterward that a formal meeting of the 
commission was held. A careful study of the ten different routes proposed for 
the canal was indispensable before any conclusion could be reached, and the 
final report was not made until February, 1876. The labor of examining into 
the reliability of the different surveys, into the accuracy of the estimates and of 
the cost and relative practicability of each route, a due portion of which was 
performed by Mr. Patterson, can only be fully understood and appreciated by 
the engineer and hydrographer. In reference to the unanimous conclusion of 
the commission, Rear-Admiral D. Ammen remarks in a letter dated December 
24, 1881: “‘ Its importance will not lessen until the recommendations of the com- 
mission are carried out.” 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. Patterson was a member of the Light-House Board for nearly seven years, 
from February, 1874, to August, 1881. 

Commander Geo Dewey, United States Navy, naval secretary to the board, 
states in regard to the services of Mr. Patterson, ‘‘ That during the whole of the 
above period he was chairman of the committee on lighting, and in that capacity 
he made seventy-one reports, containing an aggregate of six hundred and sixty- 
five folios, on important matters, which required grave consideration. He was 
also, from time to time, chairman of a special committee, as business made it 


necessary, and was for several years a member of the committee on floating 


aids.” During the seven years there were one hundred and ninety-thee meet- 
ings, most of which Mr. Patterson attended ; and he was always ready to give 
the board advice on any required subject in the intervals between formal 
meetings. 

Mr. Patterson was a member of the board, selected and appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in 1865, to ascertain and report upon the best locality for 
laying up the ironclads and iron vessels of the Navy. 

He was also a member of other boards at different periods,to which he was 
called either as an expert in hydrographic science, or from his high personal 
character, or from the known enthusiasm with which he would perform any 
service tending to the advancement of the interests or credit of the country. 

The family of Mr. Patterson is left without provision and greatly embarrassed. 

The undersigned, therefore, respectfully pray Congress to take into consider- 
ation the facts above stated, and to grant such relief as justice and the circum- 
stances appear to require. 

WM. T. SHERMAN. 
RICH’D D. CUTTS. 
G. V. FOX. 

S. G. KIMBALL. 
JOHN RODGERS. 
WM. D. KELLEY. 
WM. G. TEMPLE. 
SAM. J. RANDALL. 
DAVID D. PORTER. 
A. A. HUMPHREYS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

rs in the report. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, as the House expects some expla- 
nation of this matter, I will yield so much of my time as may be nec- 
essary to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. ELDREDGE] who submitted 
the report in this case, in order that he may answer any questions which 
gentlemen may have to propound and also to make what further expla- 
nation he may deem proper. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Assoon as this matter is presented to the House, 
Mr. Chairman, instinctively the members on both sides put themselves 
upon the defensive, and for myself I acknowledge that when the petition 
was referred to the subcommittee on claims of the District of Columbia, 
in common with my associates, in beginning the examination into the 
merits of the claim, I entertained about the same feelings as are enter- 
tained by gentlemen on this floor. 

The bill now pending is predicated upon the petition filed by the 
claimant in this case, Mrs. Patterson. From the h. sh social standing 
of that lady, and from the honorable and meritoriv is services rendered 
to the country by her husband, as well as a disposi on to do exact jus- 
tice, the subcommittee on the District of Columbia wok extraordinary 


GEO. H. PENDLETON. 
EUGENE HALE. 

JOHN A. WATSON. 
EDWARD P. LULL. 
JOHN SHERMAN. 
FRANCIS M. COCKRELL. 
JNO. D. C. ATKINS. 
GEO. M. ROBESON. 
ROB’T M. McLANE, 


Ido not ask for the reading of the other 


pains to make a full and complete investigation of all the matters be- | 


longing to it. And the more they have invest:gated the subject the 
more fully they have become satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that the claim 
is an entirely meritorious and just one, and that it is the duty of this 
House to pass the pending bill with the amendment reported by the 
committee. 


Mr. WAIT. The position of the gentleman from Michigan in the 
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| That water is now being used here. 
| affected by the destruction of that little stream which passed through 
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Hall is such that we can not hear his remarks, and I hope he will come | 


more into the center of the Hall. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam only going to detain the committee for a 
short while ina brief explanation of the matter. I was about to remark. 
Mr. Chairman, that this bill is based upon the petition presented to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, which was referred to the sub- 
committee of which I wasa member. We took extraordinary pains, I 
will repeat, in the examination of this claim. It is composed of three 
claims, in fact. The first one set up in the petition is for the destruc- 
tion of water-rights of the owner of this property, who is the father 
of the present claimant. 

Many years ago Mr. Pierson was the owner of the property in refer- 
ence to which this lady claims she has suffered great damage in conse- 
quence of the cutting through of certain streets. Mr. Pierson owned 
& grist-mill on a little stream near here called Tiber Creek. 

Many years ago Congress passed an act appropriating about $40,000 
for the purpose of ascertaining where they could obtain pure water for 





| have examined it with me. 





the use of the public buildings. In pursuance of that act a search was 
instituted, and a spring was found near the head of this Tiber Creek, 
which the Government appropriated for the use of these buildings 
The other claimants who were 


their homes were settled with by the Government but the own 
particular property never was settled with. Some arrangement was 
entered into between him and the Government by which his damages 
were to be left to arbitration, but they were never settled or audited. 
Neither he nor his heirs have received a farthing of damage for taking 
the water of Tiber Creek to be used for the purposes of the Government 
in its public buildings in this city. As I have said, he had on this little 
stream a grist-mill which was a source of a great deal of revenue to hin 
Of course its usefulness was destroyed when the water was taken away. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [rise toa point of order. It is utterly impossible 
to hear anything the gentleman will say, and we will be compelled after 
a while to cast our votes on this bill without knowing anything about it. 
I will ask the gentleman from Michigan to take a position in the rear 
of the Hall in order that we may hear him. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My voice is rather bad this morning, as I wassick 
nearly all night, but as the bill is now before the committee I must do 
the best I can. 

This individual suffered much damage in consequence of the destruc 
tion of the value of his property by the destruction of his water rights. 

There was another claim presented in this petition, and it is of this 
character. In the year 1861 a regiment of raw and undisciplined troops 
was encamped upon the property of this lady, Mrs. Patterson. They 
burned her barns and various out-buildings, destroyed agricultural im- 
plements, and were guilty of other damages. A commission appointed 
by the commander of a brigade then in town and who had charge of 
the matter examined into the destruction of the property, reported it 
was the result of the acts of this undisciplined regiment, and the dam- 
ages were assessed at $4,112.27. Of that amount she has never re- 
ceived a single farthing. 

But the main question of damages arises out of the destruction of 
property in consequence of the running of streets by the board of pub- 
lie works through this property. 

Many years ago, when the board of public works were improving this 
city, they found it necessary to run three streets through her property. 
In the grade which they fixed for those streets they left her property 
piled up ten to twenty feet high on each side of the streets, or else de- 
pressed from ten to twenty feet below the level of the grade which they 
had adopted. The result is, as shown by the evidence taken by the 
committee, that it will cost the owner of this property at least $60,000 
to put it in such condition that anybody on earth would be willing to 
buy it. 

The taxes on this property accumulated for eight years afterward, 
the lady having no idea but that they were being regularly paid. It 
was only after the death of her husband that she ascertained the fact 
of their non-payment. Since that period she has herself paid the taxes. 
Now the taxes that are unpaid and the fines and the interest upon the 
taxes unpaid amount to about $50,000; but the real tax, without in 
terest or fines, amounts to between $21,000 and $22,000. She claims 
that she ought to be relieved from this tax, and the committee believe, 
with one single exception, they being, with that exception, unanimous 
in their opinion, that the lady ought to be relieved of the tax upon the 
property. Entertaining that belief the committee brought in this bill 
relieving her from the tax, with the understanding that she is to release 
all other claims that she may have against the Government, that is to 
say, all of the other claims that are embodied in this petition. 

Mr. TUCKER. That appears on the face of the bill. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask how much of the taxes do you recom- 
mend in the report to be released ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The tax, as I have said, with interest and penal- 
ties, amounts in all to about $50,000. The tax proper amounts to about 
$21,000 or $22,000. The remainder is made up of interest, penalties, &e 

Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a bill of a private character intro- 
duced into this House for the relief of any person that should commend 
itself to the consideration of this House I believe this bill to come 
within that rule, and to come within it upon its unquestionable merits. 
It isa bill that oughtto be passed, and I hope will pass. It is right that 
it should pass. I have examined this property and the subcommittee 
We have given it careful and thorough ex- 
amination; and I say here solemnly that, for myself, if this property 
was given to me as a present—that is, all of the lots which border upon 
the streets running through the property—on condition that I should 
pay the taxes, I would not accept the gift, for I do not believe the pro] 
erty at this moment can be sold, or, if sold at all, for enough to pay the 
tax. 


r of this 
+ 
tt 


Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DUNN. I see from the latter part of this bill that you require 


the claimant here to surrender and cancel and waive certain claims 
against the District in consideration of the relief granted 


Yes, sir. 


here 


Mr. ELDREDGE. 
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Mr. DUNN. lL understand you to state distinctly that one of the | 
items of damages and one of the claims surrendered by this release is | 
the $4,000 for the destruction of certain property, which claim hasbeen | 
already assessed and ascertained by the commission appointed toexam- 
ine it 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. Now, I ask the gentleman why she should be required 
to surrender that? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The proposition came from the claimant herself. 
I do not know of any other reason. 

Mr. DUNN. I understand the question of the relinquishment of the | 
tax by the Government stands upon its own merits, resulting from the 
wrongful if not the criminal exercise of the power of certain officials at 
the time these improvements were being made. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Well, I can not say criminal exercise of power. | 
The property was certainly injured by them, but not criminally. 

Mr. DUNN. Very well, then; we will call it the wrongful exercise 
of power. But the property was injured in the process of carrying out 
certain improvements in this District. Why, then, shouldshe surrender 
this property and her other claims against the Government in considera- 
tion of receiving what she is entitled to receive under this bill ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. She is perfectly willing to waive them all in con- 
sideration of the passage of this bill, the release of the tax. 

Mr. DUNN. That may be all very true, because sometimes a person 
who is condemned to be hanged is willing to enter upon a lease of life 
for only one hour when he may be rightfully entitled to his full share 
of it according to the course of nature. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that is just 
about the condition of this lady. She has been compelled to waive her 
rights in order to get a part of what she is entitled to. 

Mr. DUNN. And the question that I desire to ask in this connection 
is whether it is right or not to place her in that position and require 
this relinquishment ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Perhaps not. I do not pretend to say that it is; 
but the committee, as the gentleman will see, would hardly be justi- 


j 





fiable in giving the claimant more than she asks. 

Mr. DUNN. She ought to have what she is entitled to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Of course. But this is her own proposi- 
tion, as I understand it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MULDROW. I rise to a question of order. 
possible to hear what is going on. 
charge of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to preserve order. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman yields the floor I want toask 
for a copy of the report in this case. It seems impossible to get it. I 
have sent to the document-room without success. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. They can not be obtained. I yield now five 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, thisis not the first time that this bill has 
been before the American Congress. It was before the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and came, as I now remember, within three or four votes of 
being passed by a two-thirds majority. 

I agree with the report of tiis committee, and I do so after having 
examined, with considerable care, all the facts connected with the case. 
I wish to say here that as a rule I should oppose all bills of this kind. 

When this city was improved under the administration of Mr. Shep- 
herd there were some hardships which transpired that nothing but an 
act of Congress can remedy. In saying this I must also say that I con- 
sider that his improvements and plans did more for the city of Wash- 
ington than perhaps anything that ever happened to it since its organi- 
zation as a city. 

But in this case here was a property valued at over $200,000 at that 
time. They cut sewers through it, cut streets through it, and finally 
assessed a tax against it of over $21,000. The fact is that instead of the 
last assessment upon that property showing that it has increased in value 
by these improvements, they have cut down the assessment to less than 
one-half of what it was at that time, showing that instead of increasing 
its value they actually injured the value of the property to a very large 
extent. Something like $53,000 of taxes have accumulated upon it, 
due previous to the two years past. This lady has struggled and paid 
the tax for the past two years. And what she asks of Congress is to re- 
lieve her of those previous taxes which were in effect nothing less than 
a confiscation of her estate. It has been utterly impossible for years 
for her to have sold the entire property so as to have paid what they 
claim the improvement has added to its value. This is a matter of fact. 
There is no doubt about it. And to-day it is doubtful whether if she 
should sell the entire property under the hammer it would bring enough 
to pay the taxes that have been levied against it as taxes for improvements 
which were supposed to benefit the property, and were levied upon the 
ground that they had benefited it that much. Now, that is all there 
is of this case. 

Mr. CANNON. 
tion? 

Mr. HORR. 


I know how. 


It is utterly im- 
We can not hear the gentleman in 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


Certainly. I will not agree to answer it, but I will if 


Mr. CANNON. Was there any machinery by which damages could 
be assessed when these improvements were made? 

Mr. HORR. Iam not familiar with the manner in which the city 
authorities arranged the assessment of these taxes. I do know if you 


| will go over the property the very sight of it will show you those streets 


damaged it immensely instead of benefiting it. 

Mr. CANNON. lIask the gentleman further whether the owner of 
the property has had a day in court; whether she has had a chance to 
be heard touching the question of damages ? 

Mr. HORR. I do not know that anybody here had that opportu- 
nity. I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. 


Why, certainly. I think there can be no doubt of 


| the proposition that when these improvements were made there was 


an assessment both of the benefits derived by private property and the 
damages sustained by it through those improvements. 

Mr. HORR. I presume that took place. But my reply to the gen- 
tleman is that when that was done they found this property should pay 
for the benefits to this large amount. Now, suppose, as was the case. 
the improvements did actually damage the property instead of benetit- 
ing it, why, then, does not the gentleman see that it ruins the property 
to make it pay these taxes? 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman answer me another question? 

Mr. HORR. I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman tell me whether after these im- 
provements were made the property was less valuable in the market 
than before they were made? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, sir; there is no doubt about it. 

Mr DUNHAM. I will ask the gentleman to state further whethe: 
it is not a fact that this lady advertised the property a year ago and 
could not get a bid for it? 

Mr. HORR. She has several times tried to sell it, but could get no 
bidders to an amount that would leave her with anything. She could 
not sell it for enough to pay the taxes. 

Mr. CANNON. Did the committee make the necessary investiga- 
tion to ascertain if this was the only case, or are there tens and hundred: 
of other similar cases? 

Mr. HORR. I asked that question of members of the committee 
and they told me that with the exception of the Carroll property, to 
which we gave this relief a week or two ago, this is the only remaining 
case. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask one further question. Is it not true 
that every dollar of these delinquent taxes as well as all other delin- 
quent taxes is pledged to the redemption of what are called the im- 
provement bonds, and if you vote this $50,000, in other words relin 
quish this tax, does it not mean that we pledge ourselves to appropri- 
ate from the Treasury $50,000 to replace it? 

Mr. HORR. As I understand it that is precisely the fact. If we 
release this tax of $52,000, one-half of that amount will have to come 
out of the whole property of the city, and the other half of it will have 
to come out of the pockets of the people of this nation to make those 
bonds good. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman further whether his commit 
tee considered —— 

Mr. HORR. It is not my committee. I am not a member of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask him whether he is aware that the committee 
considered the propriety of allowing the owners of these properties to 
go to the Court of Claims and have the question of benefit or damage 
adjudicated. 

Mr. HORR. 
that or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 
the floor. 

Mr. HORR. Iam informed by the members of the committee that 
the proof before the committee is clear that it would sacrifice this entire 
property to require it to pay these taxes. Now, I say that species of 
confiscation ought not to be permitted by the American Congress against 
any widow in the United States, however it might be in the case of a 
full-grown man. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not hear the gentleman’s remarks. 
be kind enough to repeat it? 

Mr. HORR. I say it is a kind of confiscation that in my judgment 
this Government ought not to allow toward any widow woman in the 
land, even if it would do it toward a full-grown man. 

The CHAIRMAN here rapped to order. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman trom Michigan allow me to 
make one further suggestion there ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not true these taxes were levied ten to twelve 


I do not know whether the committee have considered 


The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
The gentleman from Virginia |Mr. BARBOUR] is entitled to 


Will he 


years ago? 
The CHAIRMAN (rapping). The gentleman from Illinois is out of 
order. The Chair has requested gentlemen to be in order. 


Mr. HORR. Iam holding the floor by the courtesy of my colleague 
from Michigan [Mr. ELDREDGE], whom I do not now see. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has informed the gentleman from 
Michigan that the five minutes yielded to him has expired. 
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Mr. BARBOUR. 
want more time ? 

Mr. HORR. Just a few moments. 

Mr. BARBOUR. i will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HORR (to Mr. CANNON). Now, then, what is your question? 

Mr. CANNON. Partly in the form of a question, partly by way of 
reply to the last remark which the gentleman made. If he will allow | 
me a half a minute, possibly two minutes, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. HORR. Gov ahead. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the facts in this case to be these: | 
Some ten or twelve years ago, when these improvements were made, 
taxes were levied on this property in common with all the property of 
the District. The owner of this property had, so to speak, his day in 
court. Mr. Carlile Patterson, a man eminent in the scientific world, 
in the employ of the Government (and be it said to the credit of his 
memory that he did good service for the Government, receiving not an 
inadequate salary but a liberal one), lived for years after these taxes 
were levied, lived until after they were pledged to the payment of the 
so-called improvement bonds of the District, and subsequently died. 
Those taxes never have been paid, and there is now due on that property 
as taxes the sum of $50,000 and upward. 

As to the exact hardship that may be involved in this matter I can 
not say; as towhat the exact equities may be I can not say; as to what 
the circumstances of the widow of Carlile Patterson or of his heirs may 
be I can not say, for I do not know. All I want is for the House to 
understand, first, that these taxes were levied from ten to twelve years 
ago, were levied during the lifetime of Mr. Patterson, that years have 
elapsed and they are still unpaid; that they have been pledged with 
other taxes to the payment of these improvement bonds of the District, 
and now the widow or the heirs of Carlile Patterson ask relief. 

It may be that there is an equity under which this relief should be 
granted. If that be true, then we ought to grant the relief by a direct 
appropriation; or rather we should understand when we grant this relief 
that we pledge the Government of the United States and the property 
of the District to the payment of this $50,000. If it be done at all, it 
ought to be put on the platform of exact equity and right. 

I will say that from what little investigation I have been able to give 
to the subject I do not believe there is any greater equity for relief in 
this case than in many hundreds of other cases where the parties are 
more obscure and probably less able to pay. I did not rise to ask the 
gentleman about this matter for the purpose of injuring the bill, but in 
order, if I could by my questions, to enable the House to understand 
what the exact facts are. 

Mr. HORR. Now just one moment in reply to my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], for he is naturally a fair man. Is it not possible 
that an assessment can be erroneously made upon property which will 
amount to actual confiscation? Such a thing is possible. I say that 
in this case the proof that it was done is beyond all question, from the 
fact that to-day this property if sold under the hammer would not bring 
enought to pay these old taxes. The benefit which it was claimed these 
improvements would make on this property did not occur, because if 
they had occurred the property would to-day feel it; it would be worth 
more, would it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me another question? 


Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr} 





Mr. HORR. Not now; your questions are so long. [Laughter ] 

Mr. CANNON. Only a short question. 

Mr. HORR. Very well; a short one. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know how short I can make it; possibly 
a minute. 


Mr. HORR. Well, try your best. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I will not try to compete with the gentleman when 
it comes to measuring arms in his peculiar arena. My only object in 
asking him about this matter is to get at the facts. 

As a foundation for my question I want to say that if this bill passes, 
as I understand, the relief should be for the widow of Carlile Patterson. 
The suggestion has been made to me and I want to ask the gentleman 
whether or not it is true that this property is heavily mortgaged to 
third parties; if this appropriation is made the property will still be 
swept away from Mrs. Patterson, and this will practically be an appro- 
priation for the benefit of the mortgagee? If that be so, while we are 
generous would it not make our generosity more effective by a direct 
appropriation to Mrs. Patterson? 

Mr. HORR. I can not answer that question, for this is the first inti- 
mation I have had of anything of the kind in connection with this case. 
It does not seem to me that in investigating this matter we need to 
bother our heads about that. 

If these taxes were levied through mistake, by inadvertence, or through 
misjudgment, contrary to good business principles, in such a manner 
as to act like a confiscation of the property of this widow woman, then 
I say we ought to give her this relief. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it not a fact that the property is valued 
to-day at$100,000 less than it was when these improvements were made 
by the District authorities ? 


Mr. HORR. It is appraised to-day at more than $100,000 less than 


it was when the work was done. 
Mr. GUENTHER. 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 








Mr. HORR. Ido not care how long this colloquy may go on pro- 
vided the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], by whose consent 
I occupy the floor, will yield me the time. 

Mr. BARBOUR. It seemsto me desirable for a proper understand- 


| ing of the merits of this case that the explanation of the facts should 


be presented regularly by a member of the committee who has made 
them a special study and knows all about the case. I propose to yield 
a part of my time to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Spriaas]. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, inthe few minutes which I shal! give 
to the discussion of the question before us I shall endeavor to explain 
to the committee the equities of this case as they have struck me and 
the committee by whom the claim has been examined. 

In 1873 the property in question, belonging to Mrs. Patterson, was 
assessed at $223,605. Now, it may be said by gentlemen who oppose 
the passage of this bill that this assessment included other property than 
that to which it is claimed damages accrued by reason of these improve- 
ments; and that is true to the extent which I will state before I get 
through. This same property of Mrs. Patterson was in 1883 assessed 
by the assessors of the District of Columbia at $102,061, showing a de- 
preciation of the property in ten years of $121,544. Now, I ask gentle- 
men of this committee whether they require any more evidence of the 
equity of the present claim than has been given? The property which 
the authorities of the District of Columbia attempted to improve, the 
property which they claimed to have benefited, assessing a heavy tax 
upon it on account of the supposed benefits, has in ten years decreased 
in value $121,544. 

This bill proposes to refund to Mrs. Patterson the $53,000 which has 
been assessed—I should not say ‘‘refund;’’ butit is proposed to release 
this assessment which has not been paid for the best reason which any- 
body in the world can give—because the owner of the property has not 
been able to pay it. For the last two years, since the death of her 
husband, she has paid her assessment. The new valuation, as | have 
stated, is $102,061, and it was assessed the year before at $160,454. 
Upon this and upon the new assessment she has paid the taxes. 

Mrs. Patterson comes here not asking a gift but asking simple jus- 
tice—nothing more. The improvements which the District authorities 
undertook to make upon this property were just such improvements as 
amounted in fact to a confiscation of the property. I believe my friend 
who will perhaps follow me on this question will state that these lands 
to which this damage is claimed to have been done were farming lands; 
and it is claimed that for farming purposes they have been ruined. My 
friend said a few moments ago facetiously that he saw a.cow grazing 
there. Ifso, she came there at the risk of her neck, for otherwise, ac- 
cording to my examination, she could not have got upon the property. 

What is the simple question here? Have we the power, have we the 
right, to do what we propose to do by this bill? Andis it justice todo 
it? Does Mrs. Patterson claim anything more than equity demands? 
If she does not, and if we have the power to grant this relief, is there a 
man in this House who has not the courage to do what is right ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman tell us about the mortgage 
which is stated to be on the property ? 

Mr.SPRIGGS. There is a mortgage, I understand-—— 

A MEMBER. How much? 

Mr.SPRIGGS. Something like $20,000 upon the whole property— 
a mortgage which has been upon the property for a considerable length 
of time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
the taxes ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Possibly that may have been the fact; but I do not 
know it, and I will not state it. But the fact that there is a mortgage 
of $20,000 or $30,000 upon the property should not prevent us from 
doing justice. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I see it is stated in the petition that in 1874 the 
most valuable portion of this property was heavily mortgaged in order 
to ebtain funds for the payment of taxes. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. If that is so, Iam sure the gentleman who asked 
me the question will not vote to refuse this relief because of that mort- 

age. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I only referred to that as indicating possibly the 
necessitous circumstances of this lady. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That being so, it is an additional reason why the 
bill should pass. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Can the gentleman inform us whether Mrs. Pat- 
terson or anybody on her behalf ever presented her claim for damages 
before the board of audit? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It was never so presented. There was a board of 
audit, before which this claim might have been made. The excuse for 
not presenting it to the board is given in the report previously made in 
this case. This excuse will be best appreciated by gentlemen who 
knew Mr. Patterson. He neglected to present this claim before the 


Was not the property mortgaged in order to pay 


board of audit, though claims to the number‘of several thousand were 
presented before that board, and over $800,000 was allowed by the board 
upon claims of this kind. 

But though the party interested in this claim failed to push it before 
the board of audit. does that detract from its equity ? 


If it would have 
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been right for the board of audit at that time to allow the claim, is it 
not right for us to do so now? 

Mr. Chairman, I never believe in talking for the sake of talk, and I 
do not know that I could say any more in favor of this claim if I should 
talk an hour 

I have given you salient points. I have shown you that in 1873 this 
property was assessed at $223,000 and in 1883 it was assessed at $102,000. 
I do not care if this occurred whether the damage was caused by these 
improvements. It has not been done because the property has depre- 
ciated in the last ten years to that extent. If you were sitting asa 
jury and the question was as to the lady’s right to claim damages, in 
order to fix and show what the damages were I would put the assessors 
upon the stand to prove what the assessment was in 1873 and what it 
was in 1883, and then ask you as fair men to strike a balance between 
the two, and for compensation for the loss she has sustained by reason 
of these damages I would not ask you to remit to her $53,000, but I 
would ask you to give her the difference between $102,000 and $223,000 ; 
I would ask you to give her that difference of $121,544, and I do not 
believe there is a fair-minded man, a man who has the courage of his 
conviction, if that question were before him, who would hesitate a 
single moment to give herthat amount. I trust there is no gentleman 
in this House who will hesitate to give her the relief we ask by the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Certainly. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If I remember the statement the gentleman made 
a moment ago, it was to the effect that there was a board of audit be- 
fore which this class of claims could be taken for adjustment, and that 
a large amount of money was awarded by this board of audit to others 
who had similarily suffered, but that this claim was neglected. Now 
I should like to know the reason why? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I will tell you why. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why was this not adjusted like all the others ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It was because the husband of this lady thought so 
much more of his country than of his private business that out of de- 
votion to his country’s service he neglected to present his wife’s claim 
for damages. Those who knew Carlile Patterson will say more on that 
subject than I have done. The only reason why the claim was not pre- 
sented was because he was so much absorbed in the discharge of his 
public duties that he altogether neglected his private affairs. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Certainly. 

Mr.GUENTHER. At the time these injuries were inflicted Carlile 
Patterson, I understand, notified the commissioners he would institute 
legal proceedings. He did sue out an injunction, and thereupon the 
commissioners assured him compensation would be made if he would 
withdraw that suit. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. SolI understand. The gentleman from Michigan 
said in opening the debate that the board of audit were willing to agree 
the matter should be submitted to arbitration. 

Mr. GUENTHER. But that never was done. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It was agreed between Carlile Patterson and the 
commissioners that they would arbitrate the question of damages. It 
was never done in his lifetime. When he died his family was left with 
this incumbrance. , 

Mr. STRUBLE. Do I understand there was an agreement upon the 
part of this lady or those interested for her in the property that there 
was to be no prejudice by reason of her claim not being prosecuted 
before this board of audit? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I will not say anything I do not know, and that is 
further than I am prepared to go. 

Mr.STRUBLE. [ask for information. I desire to support this bill 
if I can do so intelligently and properly on the facts presented. 

Mr.SPRIGGS. Itwas agreed and understood between the commis- 
sioners and Mr. Patterson that the matter should be arbitrated and 
settled. It never was done. ~ 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand this property has been assessed about 
$100,000 less in 1883 than it was in 1873. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. One hundred and twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMES. What I wish to ask is whether other property in the 
vicinity depreciated in the same proportion. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Ido not understand there is any other property in 
the vicinity, except it may be in small patches. 

Mr. HORR. Property at the present time is about the same price it 
was in 1873. Thus the pendulum has swung back from 1873 to 1883 
so that now the assessment rolls are a fair statement of the value of 
that property as compared with the value of property in 1883, and so 
shows the effect of these improvements upon it. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I desire to state for the benefit of the committee 
what is the fact. A mortgage was contracted to pay the taxes prior to 
1874. It was contracted for the payment of those taxes, and the party 
interested in it will be released if this bill passes; that is, it is held 
for the payment of this money. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is it not true that at the time these improvements were made 
this lady had a very valuable and very fine estate ? 


Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
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Mr.SPRIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not true also that, by the damages done to 
this property by these improvements, to-day if this tax is exacted the 
estate will be entirely confiscated and no property left? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That istrue. From an examination which I have 
made myself, I am entirely satisfied that there is no gentleman on this 
floor who would go and look at that property and agree to give the 
amount of the tax that is now due upon it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not then aquestion whether or not we shall 
confiscate the estate ? 

Mr.SPRIGGS. That is practically the question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is the result of the question that is before 
the House ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. 

Mr. CANNON. 
ing statement: 

In 1874 the most valuable portion of the property was heavily mortgaged in 
order to obtain funds for the payment of taxes. All the resources of the owner 
were then exhausted. Consequently the taxes have accumulated to an extent 
far exceeding any present or prospective power of your petitioner to pay. 

And further on the same page, 5, of the petition I find this lan- 
guage: 

In addition to the tax, the estate is encumbered with mortgages amounting 
to $35,000, $22,000 of which was paid as tax prior to 1874. 


Yes, sir. 
That is all I wanted to bring out. 
Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Yes, sir. 
I find in the petition of Mrs. Patterson the follow- 


Now, what I wish to ascertain is whether that is the principal of the 
mortgage or the principal and interest. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That is the whole amount of the mortgage, as I 
understand it, although I am not able to answer the question fully. 
Twenty-two thousand dollars was paid as taxes prior to 1874. 

Mr. CANNON. Was that the original amount of the mortgage? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. You have no means of answering the question as 
to whether this is the principal or the principal and accrued interest ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. No. But I will say to the gentleman that it can not 
be important. 

Mr. CANNON. But it is important. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. The only fact with which we have to deal is as to 
the amount of this indebtedness, and not whether the lady is in debt 
aside from the debt she is laboring under by reason of the tax. Now, 
if she is relieved from this $53,000, no matter whether she owes other 
debts or not, she is relieved to the extent thatshe asks us to relieve her 
under the equities of the present case. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to state to the gentleman that if I vote at all 
for the bill it will be as a matter of relief for the widow of a man who 
did eminent service to his country and was eminent in the scientific 
world. The gentleman has just stated that in his opinion no member 
of this committee would be willing to give for this property the amount 
of the tax, namely, $50,000. Now, in this statement the petitioner sets 
forth that the mortgages on the property amount to $35,000. Whether 
this is the principal of the mortgage or the principal and interest com- 
bined I do not ‘know, and the gentleman does not have the information 
at hand to answer the inquiry. But the query that is presented to us 
is, would not this lady be better served if the Government should grant 
her an annual pension of $2,000, which is 4 percent. interest on $50,000, 
rather than by passing this bill? Is it not probably true that in the 
attempt to grant relief to this widow of an eminent man you are really 
passing a bill which would relieve the holders of this mortgage? We 
ought, therefore, to have that information in order to enable us to vote 
intelligently upon this bill. . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; with the permission of the gentleman who 
holds the floor. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to take the floor for a moment to reply to 
the question of the gentleman from Illinois with reference to this mort- 
gage. I think I can answer him satisfactorily and with some author- 
ity, too. I understand that this lady, the widow of Mr. Carlile Pat- 
terson, desires this bill to be passed exactly in the shape in which it is 
presented here. This will not militate against her interest. These 
mortgages upon the property are in friendly hands and will not be used 
to her disadvantage. So that if there is any gentleman who wants to 
promote the interest of this lady let him vote for this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. How much does this mortgage amount to? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not know the exact amount, nor is it impor- 
tant. 

Mr. CANNON. 
“*Vote!’’} 

Mr. MULDROW. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to run counter to what 
seems to be a prevalent idea. I dislike to oppose a measure which the 
House seems inclined to favor; but I do not think, if all of the facts are 
properly considered and understood by this committee, that they would 
give their assent to this bill, nor do I believe that they are prepared 
to intelligently pass upon the case from what has occurred up to this 
time. In the last Congress this bill, or a similar one, was before this 


I think it is very important. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ 











House. 
widow ought to 
prope : a . 
distinguished service to his country. ; Mae 

They at that time proposed to take from the District treasury a sum 
of money equaling nearly $50,000 to bestow upon the family of Mr. 


Carlile Patterson for services which he had rendered to the Government 
of the United States. That proposition was so unreasonable that the 


committee in this Congress places the claim upon a different idea, and 
that is, that while it may be true that you ought not to take this sum 
of money from the District treasury and bestow it upon the family of 
Carlile Patterson for services which he rendered the United States Gov- 
ernment, yet his widow ought to be allowed the claim for damages 
which have accrued to her and her property by reason of certain city 
improvements. F F ; gle: y 7 

| understand, Mr. Chairman, that in the history of this city, from its 
inception to the present, there was but a short period of time when any 
sort of damages were allowed to anybody in this city in consequence of 
improvements in the streets of the city. Up to 1874 no such claim was 
ever recognized by the courts of this District. Under the law of 1874 
a board of audit was established, and under the provisions of the law 
establishing that board of audit they did consider certain claims for 
damages to property by reason of city improvements, and I believe that 
perhaps over 2,000 of those claims were presented and perhaps nearly 
as many persons obtained damages by reason of city improvements be- 
fore that board. But the country was so impressed with the reckless 
manner in which that board of audit was receiving and acting favorably 
upon claims against the District that in 1876 Congress abolished it and 
destroyed that power to recognize or pass upon any such claims. 

Now, sir, what are the merits of this very case? Here we find prop- 
erty that has reaped all the benefits of all the improvements of this city 
for the past ten or twelve years and yet has not paid one single farthing 
in the way of taxes for the support of the city government. The im- 
pression would prevail here, I presume, if the statements which were 
made were uncontradicted, that the whole of the property of this widow 
in thi§ city and this District has been injured. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
there are only about twenty acres out of two hundred and twenty owned 
by this widow and her family in this District—only about twenty acres 


out of the two hundred and twenty that are interseeted by streets of 


this city. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. MULDROW. Certainly. 

Mr.SPRIGGS. The property the gentleman is now speaking of was 
assessed in 1873 at $94,000; in 1883, at $33,000; a difference between 
the assessments of the property of which the gentleman is now talking 
of $61,000; $9,000 more than the amount of taxes of which we propose 
to relieve this lady. 

Mr. MULDROW. I hold in my hand a statement of the assessment 
upon the entire property, relief from the assessment upon which is now 
sought to be had. The statement extends from 1872 to 1884. In 1872 
the value of the whole property was estimated at $216,146; in 1876, at 
$193,747; in 1879, at $158,510; and in 1884, at $100,947. And I am 
satisfied that there has never been a time when this particular property 
which they say has been damaged by reason of these city improvements 
has been much more than one-fourth of the value of the entire property 
owned by Mrs. Carlile Patterson. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. If that be so, why did they assess that property at 
$94,000 in 1873? If it was only one-fourth the value of the whole, that 
would make the value of the whole property amount to $376,000. 

_ Mr. MULDROW. I have here a mapshowing precisely the property 
in this case which has been penetrated by these street improvements, 
and it is shown that the whole property that is now claimed to have 
been damaged $60,000 never was worth $60,000 in its whole history. 


From 1879 to 1883 the entire valuation of that property within the city | 


limits claiméd to have been damaged was $53,832. The present valu 
ation of that property is $29,036. And yet the extraordinary claim is 
here presented to this House that it had been damaged $60,000, when 
to-day it is only worth $29,000, and it never was assessed, so far as my 
information goes, at more than $53,000. 

Mr. AIKEN. 
what has reduced the monetary value of that property ? 

Mr. MULDROW. The reason is that of late years the house of the 
British minister has been erected in the western part of thiscity. The 
wealthy men who have come from a distance and located in Washing- 
ton have built their mansions there. The tide has been from the east 
to the west. And the result is that at the end of ten years property 


is much less valuable in this and much more valuable in the western | 


part of the city. 


in the same proportion ? 
Mr. MULDROW. That is my understanding. 


At that time the bill was predicated upon the idea that this | 
be relieved from this tax which had accrued upon her | 
rty by reason and for the reason that her husband had rendered | 
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I desire to know from thegentleman from Mississippi | 
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There are others, perhaps, who have not paid their taxes and who 
would come forward and demand the same relief. And you simply 
open the door to the presentation of claims aggregating, perhaps, mill- 
ions against this city by the passage of a bill like this. 

Mr. HUNT. Can we refuse such claims if they are just? 

Mr. MULDROW. In reply to the gentleman from Louisiana, I will 
say the Supreme Court of the United States says that in nearly all of 
the States of this Union the right is exercised upon the part of a city 
government to make these street improvements, and no damage can be 
claimed by an owner who alleges he is injured. It is one of those cases, 
says the Supreme Court, where the principle of damnum absque injuria 
applies, where no private right has been invaded, but the city is exer- 
cising its right under its public functions to improve the property for 
the benefit of the people of the city. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. This case is taken out of that rule by the appropri- 
ation of the property for the completing of that sewer. 

Mr. MULDROW. Only one or two small squares are penetrated by 
the sewer. The great bulk of it is not touched by the sewer at all. 

Now a word in regard to what is claimed to be the justice and equity 
of this case. Some years ago the stream that then ran at the foot of 
Capitol Hill, called Tiber Creek, ran through this precise and particular 
Thecity authorities diverted the Tiber Creek from that prop- 
erty and virtually reclaimed it. Yet the parties have paid the city 
nothing for that reclamation by the diversion of that stream. In these 
very grounds where they say ponds have been created by reason of the 
elevation of the streets constructed around the squares, right in some 
of these squares, the Tiber Creek once ran. 

I am utterly unable to understand how we can recognize this claim 
without also recognizing the claims of hundreds and thousands of others, 
and thereby incurring an enormous debt upon the people of this District 
The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. HUNT] says, *‘ Well, if these claims 
are just, and this debt should be incurred, then it is right for Congress 
to incur it.’’ Where is the man among us who does not live in a 
community where at times perhaps extortionate taxation has been im- 
posed upon some property, at least in the judgment of the owner of that 
property and in the judgment of others generally? Yet are we to go 
back a series of years and ascertain where property has been overassessed 
all over this land and compensate injured persons? 

I remember a time when in my own State territory equalling whole 
counties was forfeited for non-payment of taxes that had been assessed 
and the property became te property of the State. Yet no citizen 
now proposes to go back and hold the State responsible by reason of this 
overassessment of property in times past and gone. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Was there no relief in those cases? 

Mr. MULDROW. There never has been any relief in those cases. | 
have detained the committee somewhat longer than lexpected. I have 
some letters here from the District commissioners which I will publish 
with my remarks. The purport of those letters is that the commission- 
ers are opposed to the passage of this bill; they say that in justice to 
the people of this Districta principle like thisshould not be established 
to vote money out of the District treasury in consequence of certain im- 
provements made in the city in cases where property has been to some 
extent damaged. 

In no event ought this bill to pass, because this Congress does not 
know, neither do the members of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia understand, the precise extent of the damage to this property. 
There is a plantation just beyond this which has not been damaged at 
all. There is property on the Brightwood road; there is also property 
in Geergetown, and lots in other partsof the city, which have not been 
damaged, all of which is owned by Mrs. Patterson. Yet you propose 
to release the whole property from taxation because some parts of it 
have been damaged by these improvements. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MULDROW. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. If this case is a just one, and there are hundreds of 
cases in this District like it, why not introduce a general bill to meet 


| all the cases? 


Mr. MULDROW. That is precisely what ought to be done 
body is relieved it should be under a general law. 
remainder of my time. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I propose to make sucha statement 
of the facts inthis case and of the law of the case as was presented to the 


If any 
I will reserve the 


| committee charged with its investigation and as will put the Committee 


of the Whole fully in possession of the merits of the bill on which they 
are now expected to vote. In doing that I will endeavor to answer fully 
the successive points made by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 


| MuLDROW], my colleague on the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. AIKEN. Has the value of the contiguous property decreased | 


In the beginning of his remarks he alluded to the fact that this bill 


| now comes before the House ina different shape from the proposed leg- 


I have here a state- | 


ment from the commissioners of the District, in which they assert that | 


if this case be acted upon favorably by this Congress it simply opens 
the door to hundreds who ought to be reimbursed upon a similar prin- 
ciple. There are thousands who have already paid their taxes and who 
have been damaged by reason of street and other city improvements. 





islation in the Forty-seventh Congress. I call the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the fact that the legislation proposed in the 
Forty-seventh Congress was a voluntary tribute of some of the most 
distinguished men in this country to the memory and services of Capt. 
Carlile P. Patterson. They filed their memorial in Congress asking 


| that there should be some public recognition of the value of his immense 
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services to the country; just as a few months previous thereto, or per- 
haps about the same time, there had been a public memorial and public 
recognition of the services of that distinguished man Professor Henry, 
of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The special committee to whom that memorial was referred, after 
considering all the circumstances of the case, and finding that great 
burdens were resting upon the estate of the widoy of Carlile Patter- 
son, burdens which practically destroyed the value of that estate and 
left her in poverty, presented a report, which was accompanied by a 
bill substantially of the same character as that now proposed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
with scarcely an objection and without a dissenting vote. 
passage in this House because it wa& impossible to get within three or 
four votes the number necessary to suspend the rules by a two-third 
vote and take up the bill. That was the action of the last Congress 
upon the very bill which the Committee on the District of Columbia 
has now formally presented. In their report they have given the 
grounds upon which they ask the House for its favorable consideration. 

Just here I desire to answer some questions which from time to time 
have been propounded to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MuL- 
DROW] and to other gentlemen who have spoken in the course of this 
discussion. 
claim should be made a special one for the favorable consideration of 
the House 

And first I recall the fact that in 1871 Congress passed an act reorganiz- 
ing the government of the District of Columbia, and establishing a board 
of public works, to be appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate. That board of public works, consisting ostensibly of five mem- 
bers, but in fact, I believe, consisting ofa single one, Mr. Shepherd, un- 
dertook this comprehensive scheme of public improvement here, and 
although originally bound down to the expenditure of no more than 
four or six million dollars, actually incurred adebt which, when itcame 
to be audited, was found to be $20,000,000, or perhaps more than $20,- 
000.000. 
ments that board inflicted serious and in some cases almost irreparable 
damage upon a great deal of private property in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Now, I admit that the rule at common law is as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] stated it two weeks ago in the discussion of 
the Carroll claim—that damages are not generally given for the act of a 
municipality in changing, altering, or improving the grades of streets. 
But that rule of the common law has been changed by statute in many 
of the States of this Union, because it is not coextensive with the de- 


mands of justice and equity; and it has been changed by many of the | 


ei 


State constitutions, which have in terms declared that ‘‘ private prop- 
erty shall not be taken or damaged for public use without just compen- 
sation.’’ In all of the States where such a provision exists, either in 
the statute or in the organic law, the courts have held that whenever 
damage is inflicted upon private property in the progress of just such 


improvements as were made here in the city of Washington, the public, | 


who receive the benefit, must pay for those damages, and the burden 
can not be made to fall upon the individual whose property suffers. 

In accordance with that principle of justice and equity the Legisla- 
ture of the District of Columbia, on the 20th of June, 1872, passed an 
act entitled ‘‘An act providing for the payment of damages sustained 
by reason of public improvements or repairs.’’ This act provided 
that— 

On the application in writing of the owner or owners of any real estate in the 
District of Columbia, or any person having other than a rental interest therein, 
to the board of public works, setting forth that special damages have been sus- 
tained by him or them in consequence of any improvements or repairs made 
by the said board, and particularly describing the nature of said damages, said 
board shal! consider the statement of said application, and if deemed by them 
sufficient for that purpose, the said board or a majority thereof shall personally 
inspect the property alleged to be specially damaged, and make or cause to be 
made any examination connected with said improvements or repairs which 
they may deem necessary or proper. 

This actof the Territorial Legislature of the District of Columbia was, 
as I have said, passed on the 20th of June, 1872. On the 20th of June, 
1874, Congress abolished the then existing form of government in the 
District of Columbia, and in doing so provided a board of audit, consist- 
ing of the First and Second Comptroliers of the Treasury, who were 
directed to audit the debts of the former government. Among the 
claims which that act authorized to be presented to the board of audit 
were: 

Seventh. All unadjusted claims for damages that may have been presented to 
the board of public works pursuant to an act of the Legislative Assembly of the 
District of Columbia entitled “An act providing for the payment of damages 
sustained by reason of public improvements or repairs,” approved June 20, 1872, 
which last-named claims shall severally be examined and audited without re- 
gard to any examination heretofore made. 

The seventh section of this act provided for an issue of fifty-year 3.65 
per cent. bonds, which were to be exchanged for the certificates allowed 
by the board of audit on this examination. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MULDROW] says that this 
board of audit proceeded in such a way as to provoke the indignation 
of the country at large, and that it was cut short in its work by the 
action of Congress abolishing the board. Sir, the record is exactly con- 
trary to what the gentleman has stated. The act of June, 1874, to 


That bill passed the Senate | 
It failed of | 


> . i 
One is as to the character of other claims, and why this | 


In carrying out this extensive scheme of public improve- | 


which I have just alluded, limited the time within which these claims 
might be presented to ninety days from the date of notification given 
to parties to present the claims. On the 21st of December, in the same 
year, Congress, instead of abolishing this board of audit, as the gentle- 
man has said, because. of dissatisfaction with its proceedings, passed a 
joint resolution extending for thirty days the time for the action of the 
| board of audit. 

Mr. MULDROW. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. MULDROW. Ifthegentleman will examine volume 19 of United 
States Statutes at Large for 1875-77, page 211, he will find that this board 
was abolished by the action of Congress. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Of course it was abolished by the 
action of Congress after it was supposed it had performed its functions. 
But subsequently to the original act creating the board the time within 
which it could audit these claims was extended for thirty days; and it was 
moreover provided in the joint resolution that parties who had not pre- 
sented their claims to the board of public works might present them to 
the board of audit. The language was that persons who had ‘‘ sustained 
damages to real estate, but failed to present the same to the board of 
| public works, may present the same for audit and allowance within the 
time above limited.”’ 

Thus not only was the board continued in existence for thirty days 
beyond the time originally fixed, but opportunity was given for the pres- 
entation of other claims than those which had been presented to the 
| board of public works. 

Here is the report of the board of audit made at the first session of the 
| Forty-fourth Congress, showing that there were 2,208 cases presented 
to the board and examined by them, which claims, after charging the 
property-owners with the benefits derived from these improvements and 
assessing upon them the special-improvement taxes, were actually al- 
lowed to the amount of $827,625.68. This was over and above the assess- 
ment of special benefits and the assessment of special-improvement taxes 
upon the property. And upon examination of this list of 2,208 claims 
gentlemen will find that some of the property contiguous to this of Mrs 
Patterson, property on the same square, was allowed special damages 
for the injury inflicted by these improvements, the damages, too, being 
large, as my friend from Virginia ne BARBOUR] suggests. 

| Now, sir, it has been said, and itis said by the commissioners in their 
letter to Colonel MULDROW, thatif we relieve this case others will come. 
There is the proof that other cases have had their opportunity to be pre- 
sented. They have had the ninety days before the board of audit and 
an extension of thirty days after that ninety had expired. There is proof 
in the report of the board of audit that 2,208 wereexamined. There may 
be some individual cases like that of Mrs. Patterson and like the Car- 
roll case considered two weeks ago, which have some equities entitling 
them to the consideration of Congress and to be relieved from the 
statute of limitations imposed upon the board of audit in auditing these 
claims. 

Thisis not simply a suit for damages, as suggested by my colleague, 
but largely for the correction of an erroneous and excessive assessment. 
Why was not this case considered before the board of audit? That is 
the question. This washermaiden property, which she inherited from 
| her father. It was held for this lady by her husband as trustee She 
was under disability of coverture. She could not go before this board of 
audit and present her claim as other property-holders. The proof is 
before the committee her husband was so absorbed in pressing public 
duties that he neglected to attend to his private business and allowed 
the accumulation of these taxes against the estate of his wife. 

I think I have stated everything necessary to be stated in reply to 
my colleague on the committee from Mississippi [Mr. MULDROow]. I 
want to add so far as the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are concerned they represent the defendant in this case. The com- 
mittee attempted to have a judicial investigation of the merits of this 
case. They did not deem it necessary to consult the wishes of the de- 
fendant in rendering their judgment on the facts of the controversy. 
I am free to express my confidence in the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia and my personal respect for them from the official inter- 
course as a member of the committee I have had with them. It is but 
natural they should object as far as possible to the demands of past 
schemes, in order that they may carry out their own plans for the im- 
provement and betterment of the city of Washington. It is perfectly 
natural they should desire to have as much of the funds of the city in 
order that they may show to those who come after themselves, in order 
that they may point out to the people as great results as possible from 
their administration. But I believe this case is one covered by justice 
| and covered by equity, that it is a case entirely within the language of 
the act of the Territorial Legislature, and entirely within the language 
of the two successive acts of Congress which approved and confirmed that 
| act of the Territorial Legislature. It was just such aclaim as the board 
| of audit would have acted on had it been presented to them when 2,208 
| of them were presented. I think I have explained to the committee 

the reason or excuse given by this lady, why she, helpless to act for her- 
| Self, a feme covert, under this disability, was not able to present her 
| own claims and have them acted on. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] I 
wish to yield five minutes to my friend from Pemnsylvania. 





} 

















1884. 


Mr. RANDALL. I will detain the committee but a few moments. 
I was here during all the period to which the gentleman from West 
Virginia has referred—at the time of the organization of the board 
of public works audit anc n th 
were abolished. The latter had jurisdiction of claims like the one 
now under consideration. As I remember, that board audited more 
than a million of dollars of such claims. The Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, after a careful examination, have reported to this 
House this case as founded in equity and justice. I believe that not 
only was there great damage done in this case by the cutting of streets, 
but that the owners suffered because of excessive assessments. 

The manner as to how these excessive assessments were brought about 
bv the act of 1878 can be thus illustrated. In this District the private 


and the board of audit and when these organizations | 
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by reason of District improvements. If the supposed injury had been of an im- 
portant character a claim therefor would doubtless have been presented. If it 
was presented and allowed or rejected, that should end the case. If not pre- 
sented it was because it was not deemed of sufticient importance 

_ Third, The commissioners learn that it is urged that the late husband of pe- 
titioner was an eminent public officer, who performed most excellent service for 
the United States. All this is true, and it is quite possible that he was not paid in 
proportion to the good service he rendered. This, for the honor of the public 


| service, may be said of many men who have won high distinction from the days 
| of Washington to the present; but the commissioners fail to see what bearing 


that has upon this case. The service was rendered to the United States, and not 
to the District. If Congress deenis it proper to make further recognition of those 
services at this time (concerning which the commissioners express no opinion), 


| it is submitted that it should be by direct appropriation from the United States, 


and not taken out of the revenue of the District. To abate the taxes as proposed 


| in this bill would be like canceling a mortgage on the property in payment for 


property assessments were, say, $60,000,000, and they were added to | 
by an increased assessment of 50 per cent., making $30,000,000 more, | 


or $90,000,000 in all. Then the United States was rated $30,000,000 for 
public buildings, and $30,000,000 more for reservations, and $30,000,000 
more for streets; the latter are vested in the United States; making in 
all $90,000,000; thus50 per cent. to be paid by Government was fixed in 
law as being an equitable adjustment between the District and United 
States Government. 

In this way this property was subjected to largely increased assess- 
ments in addition to damage done. 

If there ever was a case showing damage and excessive assessment 
this is one of them. I have been on the ground and looked at the in- 
jury done, and therefore know of my own knowledge of the damage. 
This property, so far as the value of ownership is concerned, has be- 
come an injury to own, and can not with the incumbrances be sold at 
any price; and great trouble and expense would have been saved if the 
owners had parted with it long ago at mere nominal price. 

A year ago a similar bill was introduced for the benefit of this lady. 
I supported it previously, giving it a eareful and thorough investiga- 
tion. I have not examined it since further than to carefully read the 
report and the provisions of this bill, and I have seen no reason which 
caused me to change the opinion I then formed that the claimant should 
be relieved, as was done by the Government during the existence of the 
board of audit in the 2,280 cases which came before that board. And 
here let me say that the Congress of the United States, when it abol- 
ished the board of audit, never thought to debar itself of the right at 
any time to investigate just such cases as this; and in more than one 
instance they have allowed sums of money under similar circumstances. 
I think from my own knowledge of this case that it is one possessing a 
high degree of merit; otherwise I would not support it. 


This bill only relieves, as I understand, taxes levied by reason of ex- | 
cessive assessments, and grants nothing for damages in consequence of 
cutting of streets, and has the merit of securing to the Government an | 


absolute release by claimant of all other claims heretofore in contro- 
versy between the Government of the United Statesand the early owner 
and the heirs, aggregating a sum much greater than the amount in- 
volved in this appropriation. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to have a letter read from 
commissioners, which is very short, in reference to this point. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I rise toa point of order. I do not think the com- 
missioners have any right to be heard here. 

Mr. MULDROW. [ask that it be read as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asa part of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississippi the letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 10, 1884. 


Sir: As requested, the commissioners have carefully considered House bill 
No. 4689, for relief of Eliza W. Patterson, and recommend that it do not pass. 

This is simply a case where the owner of a large amount of property has neg- 
lected to pay taxes until, with interest and penalties, they amount to a large 
sum. Thereare many similarcases. Justice and equity require all, having much 
or little property, to be treated alike, and many a poor man and woman have 
been compelled to pay the same rate of tax, with interest and penalty, or lose 
their property. 

‘The petitioner in this case owns by inheritance from her father two farms in 
different parts of the county ( ting two hundred and twenty acres), and 
many lots in different parts of Washington and Georgetown, all of which were, 
as the commissioners are informed, assessed according to their value the same 
as adjoining and other property, and not at all beyond their fair assessable value. 
The rate of taxation in Washington and Georgetown for 1874 was 2 per cent., in 
the county 1.58, while for 1875 it was 3, 2}, and 2 per cent., respectively ; and for 
1876 and 1877 it was all 1} per cent. Now it is lj in the city and 1 percent. in the 
county. Those were the rates for all people alike, and upon similar valuations. 
If, therefore, the taxes in question or any portion are released, equity requires 
that the same thing be done for all others, and those who have paid are entitled 
to a refund. 

Second. The commissioners are informed that the petitioner urges claims for 
damage to the property caused by making street improvements. It istrue that 


in grading the streets some of the lots were left below grade and possibly some | 


above, but the courts have so often decided in similar cases that damages are 
not recoverable upon that ground that the commissioners assume they need not 
discuss the point. Ifa new rule is applied in this case why should it not be ex- 
tended to all? Todo that would uire millions of money. The sewer that 
was constructed through a portion of the property is a circular one, six feet in 
diameter, laid in the bed of a small stream, and doing no damage to the prop- 
erty nor to the stream. It simply confines the stream to the sewer. As to the 
sup) injury to a spring, the commissioners think it rather imaginary than 
real. At least they are not aware of any injury of the kind having been caused 


by a District improvement. In any event, there was from June, 1874, to March, | 


1876, in session a board of audit to hear and adjust all claims for damages caused 


the District | 








services rendered to the United States. 

The commissioners submit herewith plats of the several pare: 
showing what improvements have been made; 
following is a summary : 


ls of property 
alsoa list of taxes, of which the 


General tax.. 


Kaaninthews . $23,412 49 
Interest and penalties 


dienchaneaebibiininn 17, 986 67 
— - M1, 39 16 
| Special assessments 6,280 14 
| Interest, approximate............... 4,000 60 
—— 10,280 14 
| Water-main tax avadiansaceavaiante en 797 73 
Interest and penalties 750 80 
on 1,548 62 
i iccacaterscsauuee secteiahi ee a uaiinakanstenie . 53,177 92 
No copies of the accompanying plats having been kept at this office. the com- 


missioners would like them preserved and returned when no long¢ 
by the committee. 
Very respectfully, 


r required 


J. B. EDMONDS, Pr 


esidcr 
Hon. Henry L. MULpDROw, ‘ 
Of Committee for District of Columbia, 
House oj Representatives United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further general debate the bill 
will now be open for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BARBOUR. In order to perfect the text of the bill I move the 
adoption of the amendment reported by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 6, after the word “eighty,” the word “‘three;”’ so that it will 
read: “ That all national, municipal, and county taxes, general and special, and 
all interests, costs, and penalties thereon, levied or assessed to and including 
June 30, 1883, upon the property,’’ &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, and for the pur- 
pose of saying a word in reference to the letter which has just been read 
from the commissioners. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that during the read- 
ing of that letter from the District commissioners, which contains the 
only positive statement of facts that we have been able to receive on 
this subject during this debate or from the committee, the attention 
of the committee was not more carefully directed to it. 

As to the merits of Carlile Patterson I will not speak. There is no 
man here who has a greater appreciation of his merits or his services 
than I have, and if this wes a proposition, pure and simple, to pay to 
his widow, on the ground of those distinguished services, an adequate 
sum, it would receive less objection at my hands than does the pend- 
ing bill. 

It is proposed here, in fact, on account of his distinguished service, 
but under the pretense of inequitable assessment, to release taxes 
upon property to the amount of $50,000, and establish a precedent that 
morally and equitably binds the Government to refund to people who 
have paid similar taxes the amount of same and release other taxes 
that may be unpaid. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No; not that. 

Mr.CANNON. Whynot? The property of hundreds of others, in the 
aggregate amounting to over $1,000,000, has been as inequitably taxed, 
and I will say to my friend if this $50,000 is released it must be made up 
by taxing the property of the District to that amount, or rather half that 
amount, and appropriating the balance from the Treasury.. A refusal 
to grant similar relief to others would be unfair, and would be outra- 
geous when in addition you turn about and tax others, many of whom 
are compelled to labor from day to day to live, to give this gratuity to 
the representatives of Mr. Patterson. I feel compelled to vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will yield to me 
for a few moments. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I withdraw the motion temporarily, and yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to say a word only on this bill 


| in reply to what has been said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


CANNON ]. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing pending. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am opposing the amendment of the 
gentleman to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no pending amendment, as the Chair 
understands it. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I move to add a word to the last 
word i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be heard upon his amend- | 
ment 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand this is a proposition to | 
relieve the widow of one of the most distinguished scientists that has 
ever lived in this country. She has before Congress claims amounting 
to about $200.000 on account of her father’sestate. The water that we 
drink here at the Capitol, as I am informed, comes from a stream on 
which her father owned a mill-site, which has been destroyed. She | 
proposes to relinquish all claim to this $200,000, which claim is now 
before the several committees of Congress. 

Mr. MULDROW. Will you permit me a word just there? 
the gentleman is laboring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Wait until I complete the sentence. 
She proposes to relinquish all right to the $200,000 claimed, and now 
pending before various committees, on account of her father’s estate, if 
this Congress will relieve her from the payment of about $50,000 tax 
now resting upon the property in this city, which has been rendered 
almost valueless by the city improvements described by the gentleman 


I think 
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from Michigan and others. 

Now that property, which ten years ago was valued at over $200,000, 
has decreased in value until to-day it is valued at only $100,000; and 
a gentleman who has visited the spot testifies that if a cow were to at- 
tempt to go on the land she would go at the risk of breaking her neck. 

It does seem to me that when a man was so devoted to public duty 
as the deceased husband of this lady was confessedly on all sides, neg- 
lecting his own private estate and his own family forthe sake of science 
and his public duties, we ought to relieve the distresses of the widow 
and the orphans in a case like this. 

I have thought it my duty to say this much, because last session I was 
not convinced under the half-hour’s debate we then had that it was a 
meritorious case, and under a misapprehension I voted against it. But 
I think it my duty now to vote for it. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MuLDRow]. 

Mr. MULDROW. I wish to say that no such claim was presented 
to Congress as the gentleman from Kentucky has indicated. There 
was some claim of that character, but not for the amount. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended with a favorable recommendation to the House. 

Mr. MULDROW. [I eall for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 142, noes 28. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee according!y rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4689) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson, and had instructed 
him to report the same back to the House with an amendment. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Idemand the previous question on the amendment 
and the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the amendment as reported 
by the committée. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. 
yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 26— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. CANNON. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were—noes 129. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 118, noes 35. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I call for a division. But we may as well have the 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
thecommittee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk. 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the construction of the Chesapeake and Delaware Ship-Canal—to the 
Committee on Railroads and Canals. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, 
in favor of the passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BRENTS: Proceedings of the mass meeting of residents of 
Snake River, Washington Territory, relative to the Northern Pacific 
land grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, preamble and resolutions of citizens’ meeting at Dayton, Wash. 
on the same subject—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition from the convention of the wool-growers of 
Colorado, Nebraska, Minnesota, Kansas, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and 
New Mexico, asking for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wools 
and woolens—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of Loudon Post, No. 290, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, for equalization of bounties, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

Also, petition of citizens of Warsaw, Ind., for donation of condemned 
cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Hon. Charles E. Rice and 637 
others, citizens of the city of Wilkes Barre, Pa., praying for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building in said city—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Bill for the better protection of life and prop- 
erty on Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of O. P. Morton Post, No. 54, Department of Michi- 
gan, asking for the establishment of a home for disabled soldiers in 
Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Petition of the Board of Trade and Iron and Stee} 
Association of Chattanooga, Tenn., for an appropriation for flood sig- 
nals—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

sy Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Philadelphia Produce Ex- 
change, for the passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Virginia, to erect a substantial break- 
water at Cockpit Point—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition and protest of the Eddystone Manu- 
facturing Company, limited, and of Samuel Riddle & Sons, against the 
reduction of customs duties upon imports, or any discussion or agita- 
tion of any change of existing tariff rates—severally to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Robert F. Geer and the Knights of 
Labor of Gadsden, Ala., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of John 
M. Elder—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hector W. Summers and of 
James Rather—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Cincinnati, Ohio; of J. W. C. 
Sandidge and others, citizens of Cumberland County, Kentucky; of 
A. C. Wells and others, citizens of Russell County, Kentucky, and of 
J.S. McFarlin and others, citizens of Clinton County, Kentucky, ask- 
ing for the improvement of the Cumberland River—severally to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of R. W. Martin and 40 others, mem- 
bers of John H. Rodgers Post, Grand Army of the Republic, asking for 
pensions for all soldiers of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., and 
Maryland, for a bridge across the Potomac River connecting Pennsy!- 
vania avenue and Upper Marlborough road—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUNT: Memorial of the members of the bar of Monroe, La.., 
relative to the salary of Federal judges—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of 75 soldiers of the late war, residents 
of Johnson County, Indiana, asking for bounty, equalization of pay, 
&c., 80 as to share in the benefits of money equal to the bondholder— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. 

By Mr. LACEY: Protest of William H. Brown and 18 others, mem- 
bers of the bar of Calhoun County, Michigan, against the counties of 
Calhoun and Branch being transferred to the western judicial district 
of Michigan—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of P. F. McTague, Thomas Hewett, 
Yohn Bateman, and Timothy Sidley, naval police at the navy-yard, 
Boston, to be placed on the retired-list of the Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr, LOWRY: Resolutions of De Long Post, No. 67, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Auburn, Ind.; of Nelson Post, No. 69, Grand Army 
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of the Republic, of Kendallville, Ind.; of J. P. Porter Post, No. 83, By Mr. YAPLE: Petitions of F. W.-Curtemius Post, No. 193, Grand 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Geneva, Ind.; and of Lookout Post, Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, and of Samuel Wells, 
No. 184, Grand Army of the Republic, of Thorntown, Ind., demanding 0. F. Richmond, and others, asking for the establishment of a branch 
the equalization of bounties, and that every soldier and sailor who | of the National Soldiers Home in Michigan—severally to the Commit- 
served three months or more in the late war shall be granted a land- | tee on Military Affairs. iat 
warrant for a full one-quarter section of land and be granted a full By Mr. YORK: Petition of citizens of Mooresville, N. C., asking aid 
pension, whether disabled or not—severally to the Select Committee on | for public schools—to the Committee on Education. 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. McCOID: Papers, &c., relating to the bill for the relief of the 
College of Physicians and Surgeons at Keokuk, lowa—to the Commit- SENATE 
tee on War Claims. SEN: Ue 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of Maj. 


ae ; * or si 
— oo UESDAY, March 25, 1884. 
Theodore J. Eckerson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 7 


Also, petition of General Reynolds.and others, relating to retirements Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
in the Army—to the same committee. Mr. SHERMAN took the chair as presiding officer, under the desig- 
\lso, petition of officers of the Army, asking for a reorganization of | nation made by the President pro tempore on Friday last, with the unani 
the infantry arm of the service—to the same committee. mous consent of the Senate. 
By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Daniel D. Tompkins, John T. Gib- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


son, and many others, residents of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, | 

4 . oe . : ’ c .2 | 

asking for the location of the Michigan Soldiers’ Home for disabled The PRES aes eenateieaiawiananas a ee e 

: : 1e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair) laid before 
Ini ers on the Dearborn arsenal grounds—to the same com- : 

Union scldtens ¢ 7 B the Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 

-“ tition of Mrs. A. C. Amon and 15 others, residents of Michigan. | ™itting, in answer to a resolution of the 13th instant, a report of the 

i Ss. Ai. oi “ ‘ Ss, - s a < . . ; . > . . . . 

- iy the passage of a law granting equal rights to womnen~ to | Commissioner of the General Land Office regarding the application of 

praying Sag < . > . - aaa — 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


he Committee on the Judiciary. the Union Pacifie Railroad Company for a portion of the Fort Wallace 
es Mr. S. H. MILLER: Petition for the relief of Eliza J. Rav—to | T®Se?¥ation, in the State of Kansas; which, on motion of Mr. VAN 
os Come on Ways and Means. ree ee ae WYCK, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Resolution of the Legislature of Connecticut, | °° Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. = 
lative to pensions for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on In-| . He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Commis- 
valid Seneiiinn sioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 


By Mr. MORSE: Petition of merchants of Boston, Mass., and of 26th ultimo, a statement showing the amount of wheat, rye, corn, and 
rT cusand merchants of Boston, Mass : rotesting against the oetions cotton produced in the United States during certain periods, its dispo- 
ee the bill (H. R 3317) relative to the Seniaieielk soneien of makine | Sition, &e.; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

\ . . 4“ , S : “ >= 


vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ~ | Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, petition of the Associated Charities of Boston, Mass., in favor of PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
a postal-savings depository—to the Committee on the Post-Office and The PRESIDING OFFICER presented the memorial of St. Farno- 
Post-Roads. | ski, of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the passage of certain bills re- 


By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of citizens of Madison and Saint Clair lating to patents; which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
Counties, Illinois, and of Saint Louis, Mo., for the improvement of the | He also presented a memorial of C. R. Offield, C. R. Vandercook, 
Mississippi River between Saint Louis, Mo., and Alton, Ill.—to the | H. Harrison, as representatives ofinventors and manufacturers in Chi- 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. | cago, Ill., protesting againsfthe passage of House bill 3925, to regu- 
By Mr. MURRAY: Petition for pension of Seraphim Schuchter—to the | late practice in patent suits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Patents. 
By Mr. PETERS: Papers relating to the pension claim of John R.| Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of the States of Ili 
Gillam (H. R. 5316), and of William H. Simmons (H. R. 4453)—sever- | nois and Misouri, praying Congress to make an appropriation for the 
ally to the same committee. | improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River, and especially 


By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Superior, | for making the banks of the river permanent from the mouth of Wood 
Wis., in relation to the harbor of Superior—to the Committee on Rivers | River to the foot of Chouteau Island; which was referred to the Com- 
and Harbors. | mittee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to theclaim of Elizabeth Leebrick— | Mr. PALMER presented the petition of the president and professors 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of Michigan University, praying for the establishment of a national 
By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of residents of the District of Co- | observatory; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
lumbia that the National Museum be opened on Sundays the same hours Mr. BOWEN presented a memorial of the Denver (Colo.) Chamber 
as on week days—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | of Commerce, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of the 
By Mr. J. 8. ROBINSON : Papers relating to the claim of Robert C. | harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. Commerce. 
By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Edward B. Keneipp for a pension—to Mr. JACKSON. I present the petition of Martha Turner, of Union 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. County, Tennessee, in connection with Senate bill No. 1825, previously 
By Mr. STEELE: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. Alexander | introduced for her relief. I move that the petition be referred to the 
McCreary—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, | The motion was agreed to. 
Minn., favoring the repeal of the act requiring the coinage of 2,000,000 | Mr. CALL. I present resolutions of the Jacksonville (Fla.) Board 
of silver dollars each month, &c. —to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, | of Trade, favoring the continuance of the fast-mail system to the South 
and Measures. | Atlantic States. The resolutions state that the discontinuance of the 
By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 223 citizens of Lake County, | fast service will involve the loss of a business day te that whole sec- 
Ohio, praying for equal rights for women—to the Committee on the Ju- | tion, which is visited annually by thousands of visitors from all sec- 
diciary. | tions of the country; that it will deprive them of postal facilities which 
By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the preservation of the | have been enjoyed for nearly three years and to which their business 
Natchez Harbor and the town of Vidalia—to the Committee on Rivers | has become adjusted ; and that it will retard the development of a see- 
and Harbors. tion of country which is paying rapidly increasing revenues to the 
Also, petition and papers for the erection of a public bailding at | Post-Office Department of the General Government. I move that the 
Natchez, Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | resolution be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
sy Mr. WELLER: Petition of J. R. Jarrett and others, of McGregor, The motion was agreed to. 
Iowa, asking for an appropriation to aid in the speedy payment of the Mr. KENNA. I present a memorial of citizens of Baltimore, Md., 


tobacco rebates—to the Committee on Appropriations. remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1441) to authorize the 
By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of R. B. F. Taylor—to | construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River and to préscribe 
the Committee on War Claims. the dimensions of the same. I desire to state that the remarks I made 


Also, petition for the relief of Elihu Robinson—to the Committee on | on presenting a previous memorial remonstrating against the same bill 
Invalid Pensions. | apply equally to thisone. I move that the memorial be referred to the 
By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of E. Tressel, John C. McFarland, and | Committee on Commerce. 


100 others, citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, relating to the resto- The motion was agreed to. 
ration of the duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of Evans & Foos Mann- 


By Mr. WOOD: Resolutions of*Rose Lawn Post, No. 253, Grand Army | facturing Company, of Springfield, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas- 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, relative to the equalization of | sage of the pending bills in relation to patents and any other bill which 
bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, | may interfere with rights now secured by law to patents; which was 
Bounty, and Back Pay. referred to the Committee on Patents. 
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Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the mayor and 1,651 other citi- 
zeus of Lynn, Mass., manufacturers and others, praying for the erec- 
tion of a public building at that place; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
(ffairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1449) to provide for the sale 
of the military reservation on the island of Bois Blanc, in the Straits of 
Mackinaw, in the State of Michigan, and for other purposes, to submit | 
an adverse report thereon. This report goes upon the idea that a gen- 
eral bill in relation to the disposition of military reservations has already 
been reported and is on the Calendar. I move that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1123) to restore Louis J. Sacriste to the rank 
of second lieutenant in the Army and place him on the retired-list, 
reported it adversely; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1629) giving a military record to John C. Bullock, 
deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1488) authorizing the Secretary of War to sup- 
ply the South Carolina Military Academy with camp equipage, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
post poned indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE. By an order of the Senate the Committee on Rules was 
directed to construe clause 3, Rule XX XIII, which provides for the 
admission of heads of Departments to the floor of the Senate. The com- 
mittee have unanimously instructed me to report that their construc- 
tion of the rule limits the admission to members of the Cabinet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report wil be printed and laid 
on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. A resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] on the 12th of February, conferring upon the President of 
the Senate authority to admit to the floor of the Senate on the request 
of Senators eminent citizens from the several States and Territories 
was referred to the Committee on Rules. I am instructed by the com- 
mittee to report adversely on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make any motion 
in reference to it? 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. A communication from 8. A. Groff in the nature of a 
petition was referred to the Committee on Rules asking the adoption by 
the Senate of his invention known as ‘‘ the Groff voting-indicator and 
page or messenger call.’’ The committee have made no examination 
whatever of the merits of this invention, but have unanimously con- 
cluded that no such indicator is necessary for the use of the Senate, 
and therefore report adversely to the prayer of the petitioner. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition, and it will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1108) to provide for the sale of the Iowa Indian 
reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, for the issuance of 
a patent for a reservation for the Iowa tribe of Indians in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1720) to provide for the settlement of the estates of deceased Kick- 
apoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1450) for the readjustment of com- 
pensation for the transportation of the mails oa railroad routes, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1564) providing for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to certain Chippewa Indians of Lake 
Superior residing in the State of Wisconsin and granting patents there- 
for, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1787) for the relief of John Smith, to 
ask to be discharged from its further consideration, as it relates to mat- 
ters of Qounty. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1694) granting a pension to Charles 
Caddy, to report it adversely and recommend its indefinite postpone- 
ment. The case is still pending in the Pension Office. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1680) granting a pension to George Prince, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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| for the completion of the sewerage system of the District of Colum} 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1928) making an appropriation 


1a; 


District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (8. 1929) to amend an act to author. 
ize the issue of a patent of certain lands in the Brothertown reservation 
in the State of Wisconsin, to the persons selected by the Brothertown 
Indians, approved April 20, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1930) to extend an act approved 
June 27, 1882, ‘‘to authorize the Southern Maryland Railroad Com- 
pany to extend a railroad into and within the District of Columbia:” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1931) to amend chapter 18 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1932) providing for the increase of 
facilities for the just adjudication of pension claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (8S. 1933) to amend section 2139 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of William Tabb be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims 

SPECIAL ATTORNEYS OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas on the 23d of January, 1884, the Senate adopted the following 

“Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate when 
and by whom the compensation for special attorneys in the star-route cases in 
the District of Columbia was fixed, and to furnish copies of any agreements or 
memoranda relating thereto, and if in his judgment the compensation is un- 
reasonable, why he ratified and continued the same. Also, whether said attor- 
neys, or any of them, are now in the employ of the Department of Justice, and 
at what compensation ;”’ 

Whereas no reply has been made thereto: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to furnish the information 
demanded or give his reasons for neglecting or refusing so to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

NEZ PERCE INDIAN WAR. 

Mr. SLATER. Onthe 8th day of March the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. CAMDEN] reported adversely the bill (S. 512) for the relief 
of citizens of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana who served in 
connection with the United States troops in the war with the Nez Percé 
Indians and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such 
service, and for other purposes, and on his motion it was indefinitely 
postponed. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be reconsidered and 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be considered as the order 
of the Senate if no objection is made. It is so ordered. 


The question is on the adoption of 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4689) for the 
relief of Eliza W. Patterson; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and to secure to the 
State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts.’’ 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addi- 
tion of $10,000 to the contingent fund of the Senate. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the bill (S. 1852) fixing the salaries 
of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 per 
annum. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the pend- 
ing question on the bill. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill a new section: 


Sec, 2. No judge of any district or circuit court of the United States or officer by 
him appointed shall appoint to any office or employment in or pertaining toany 
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court presided over by such judge any person related to him by affinity or con- | any court presided over by such judge any person related to him by affinity or 


ae emer » sin ; d any person guilty of a viol 
sanguine wie ilteaomed guilty ofeukioae 

Mr. INGALLS. It isnot clear from the language what the intention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Hoar] Is with regard to the 
penalty that is affixed to a violation of this provision requiring judges 


not to appoint as officers of their court or to places of trust or emolu- | 


ment persons who are related to them. 

Mr. HOAR. Laccepted the language of the Senator from Texas [ Mr 
CoKE]). : 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Massachusetts says the language 
is that of the Senator from Texas, and it is obscure. 

Mr. COKE. I wish the Senator would speak louder. 
to hear him. : 

Mr. INGALLS. I was calling attention to the fact that the penalty 
for the violation of this provision with regard to the appointment by 
judges of persons related to them to positions of profit and trust is not 
clearly detined. : é 
fense or that if a judge does this he shall be arrested and fined before. 
a justice of the peace? : 

Mr. COKE. It is the design to make it an impeachable offense. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I submit that the language of the Constitu- 
tion ought to be used. Section 4 of article 2 prescribes that— 


I am not able 


The President, Vice-President and all civil officers of the United States, shall | 


be removed from office on impeachment for, and conviction of, treason, bribery, 
or other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

In the latter part of the clause ‘‘high crimes and misdemeanors’’ of 
course must be taken together, and I assume that a judge of a United 


a misdemeanor. 


Mr. HOAR. IfI may be permitted by the Senator I will state that 


I accepted that, hoping that it would facilitate the passage of the bill 
I think it would be better left out, but | T t 
| Thatis very proper; but when you come to the clerk of a court, it seems 


and seeing no objection to it. 
I think that the deliberate and willful violation of a statute of the 
United States in the use of his official power of appointment would be, 
even if it were not so expressed in the statute, such a misdemeanor as 
would make it clearly an impeachable offense. I think it would be a 
high misdemeanor. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it would if it were not otherwise declared 
in the statute. It appears to me that the statute simply declares it 
shall be a misdemeanor, not a high crime and misdemeanor that would 
justify removal by impeachment. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator’s point is a good one. 


Mr. INGALLS. Of course the word ‘‘misdemeanor’’ has a well 


defined and ascertained significance in law, and I should say that if this | 


amendment were adopted in its terms a judge violating the provisions 
of the amendment would not be removable by impeachment; he would 
be merely punishable by either fine, or imprisonment in the county jail, 
or something of that kind, as might be provided elsewhere by law. 

Mr. HOAR. I think myself that the language making it a misde- 
meanor weakens and not strengthens the penalty; but I took the will 
of the Senator from Texas, who is the author of the amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I willsay that I simply 
desire to make that section effective; and if either the Senator from 


Kansas or the Senator from Massachusetts will suggest an amendment | 


that will probably improve it I shall be very glad. 

Mr HOAR. I would leave out that part of the sentence and make 
the prohibition. Itseems to me very clear that if a judgeis prohibited 
from appointing a relative to office and nothing more, the willful diso- 
bedience to that statute would be a matter of impeachment as clear as 
anything could be. 

Mr. INGALLS. 


reads as follows: 


And any person guilty of a violation of this section shall be deemed guilty of 
4 misdemeanor. 

The effect of that to my mind will be that he will not be impeach- 
able for a violation of the provisions of the section, but will simply be 
punishable for the commission of misdemeanor, unless you use the 
language employed in the Constitution ‘‘ guilty of a high crime and 
misdemeanor.’’ In that event it would be an impeachable offense. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Kansas moves to strike off the latter 
clause so far as I am authorized to do so I accept it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that had better be omitted. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the proposi- 
tion to be to leave off the last clause. ‘‘ and any person guilty of a vio- 
lation of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PLATT. 
modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEc. 2. Nojudge of any district or circuit court of the United States or officer 
by him appointed shall appoint to any office or employment in or pertaining to 


The amendment will be so modified. 
I should like to hear the amendment as it has been 


The amendment as modified will be 
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| this amendment the office of clerk of the court. 


| to add this clause to the bill. 
| would belong better on a bill which will come in undoubtedly within 
| a few days. 
Is it the design that this shall be an impeachable of- | seen, I still think the amendment is right in principle, and therefore 
| it being offered, and especially having been modified by the Senate, the 
| necessary time having been given to it, I shall vote for it. 


I agree fully with the Senator from Massachusetts | 
that that would be the case if the latter clause were omitted, which | 
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consanguinity within the degree of first cousin 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether it would not be well to except out of the operation of 
While there may bea 
manifest propriety in providing against the appointment of relatives of 
the judge to offices like that of receiver, commissioner, master in chan- 
cery, and soon, I can not see any reason why a judge may not appoint a 
relative to the office of clerk. I do not see any reason why there 
should be an exception made against judicial officers in this parti ular, 
when it is not made in regard to ministerial officers,such as heads of 
Departments. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas very sorry that the Senator from Texas desired 
I thought it did not belong here, and 


But the Senator thought otherwise. While I was sorry 
that it came onto this bill, because it delayed its passage, as it has been 


There are certain cases where I think it is very proper for public 
officers to appoint their near relatives to offices within their gift. Take 
the case of clerk to a Senator under the recent resolution. Though | 
should be very sorry to have a near relative of mine come to Washing 
ton on any such errand, yet it is a confidential relation, where the main 


duty of the officer is to do something which requires the entire conti 
| dence, the knowledge of the correspondence, the knowledge of the re- 
States court would not be removable by impeachment unless it was ex- 
pressly so declared for committing what is commonly known in law as | 


lations to other men, social, personal, and private, as well as public, as 
the private secretary of the President of the United States. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Or of a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. HOAR. John Adams appointed his son his private secretary 
It was a very proper thing to do. I believe it has been done in more 
recent times by both the two last Presidents, certainly one of them 


to me, in the first place, that the whole bar ought to have a right to a 
fair and impartial consideration by the judge as to who is the best man 


| The office of clerk is a very important office, requiring very important 


and rare gifts. Lord Bacon says that ‘‘the clerk is the finger of the 


| court, and on his quality dependeth the dispatch of business therein;”’ 


and itis true. The judge has to deal with the clerk’s accounts. Or- 


dinarily, in most cases, the judge taxes bills of costs and fees in which 
| the clerk has an interest. 


” 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, the judge frequently 
must grant allowances for the clerk’s services. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. The judge must frequently decide on motions to retax 
costs and judgments. 


Mr. HOAR. That is exactly what I was saying. The Senator says 


| it in better language, but that is the precise idea I was this moment 
| offering: that the judge has to tax bills of costs and impose burdens 


upon the parties in which the clerk has an interest. I think. therefore, 
there is a great reason for putting a stop to the practice, although it might 
bear hardly in one or two individual cases. I do not know of any in 
dividual case where it operates. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. [f the Senator will allow me to inter 
rupt him, let me inquire, has there been within the knowledge of the 
Senator any abuse of this power of appointment? 

Mr. HOAR. Never in the slightest degree; on the contrary, one of 
the best and most venerable judges we ever had in Massachusetts had 
as the clerk of his court his son, who was one of the best clerks weever 
had in the United States court; I speak of Judge Sprague. I never in 
my own experience have had any knowledge of any complaint; but 
the Senator was not here, probably, during the debate yesterday, when 
Senators got up and stated one after another their knowledge of com 
plaint. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, I was here; that was in relation 
to commissioners and receivers and soon. My attention is called to 
this matter by the fact that the district judge at San Francisco ap- 
pointed his brother (who had been a gallant officer in the Union Army 
and served with great distinction) clerk of his court. We have not 
found that there has been any abuse of his privileges or his rights as a 
clerk, but in fact he has been the best clerk in that court we have ever 
had. Sounless there issome reason for general legislation upon this sub- 
ject I should be against it. I can not see that the relation of the judge 
to the clerk is of any more intimate character than that of private secre- 
tary to the Secretary of the Treasury, or private secretary to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or the chief deputy or private secretary of a 
collector of customs; but if we are going to start out upon the theory 
that neither judicial nor ministerial officers shall appoint any relatives 
to office, let us make a general law on the subject and apply it to all, 


| and not make a distinction as against the judiciary. 


Mr: INGALLS. Mr. President, itappears to me that thisamendment 
is straining at a gnat andswallowingacamel. I agree with the Senator 
from California that we ought to deal with this matter by a general law 
It has been said that he who does not take care of his own household is 
worse than an infidel; but it is my opinion that men who use public 




































































2238 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


position for the purpose of placing their relatives in places connected | 


with the public Treasury which they would not receive except for the 
fact that they are so in position is, to say the least, indelicate and im- 
proper. 

So far as the clerk of the court is concerned the argument that the 
Senator from Massachusetts makes does not apply. The relation is not 
of a confidential character with the judge. It should be an adversary 
po ition. 

Mr. HOAR. 


The Senator will pardon me; I do not wish to take up 
his time. 


What I said was that there were certain clerkships, like the 
private secretary of a Senator, where it would be very proper to appoint 
a relative, because the clerk must necessarily have intimate dealing and 
be in a confidential relation with the officer appointing him in a very 
large degree; but that did not exist in the case of clerks of courts, where 
the relation was wholly public. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
agree with the expression he has just made that there is no reason why 
the clerk of a district or circuit court should be in confidential relations 
with the judge; on the contrary, the relations should not be confiden- 
tial. 


in which the relations of the clerk are opposed to those of litigants, 
and it appears to me obvious that this amendment ought not to except 
clerks; it should be a sweeping condemnation of the whole practice. 
Therefore, although I believe that the amendment proposed would be 
better if left from this bill and offered upon some general bill that 
should deal with the whole subject, I can still see reasons why it ought 
to be adopted, because there have been within my own observation 
cases occurring where serious difficulties and embarrassments have re- 
sulted to the administration of justice by the appointment of near rela- 
tives of judges to the positions of clerks, masters in chancery, and 
auditing and accounting officers; a practice that ought to be abolished. 

Mr. COKE. I presume that there is no lawyer who has ever prac- 


ticed before a Federal court whose experience does not agree with that | 


of the Senator from Kansas. I have known myself personally, and I 
know from information from others, of a great many instances of abuse 
arising solely out of the fact that an officer of the court was a near rela- 
tive of the judge. It is a well-known fact that the Federal judges, 
holding their offices for life, irresponsible to the people, who can not be 
removed, make a practice—there are exceptions, of course, but in my 
State the exceptions have been extremely rare—of appointing their near 
relatives, who get rich in these offices given them by their judicial rela- 
tive, and they grow rich at the expense of the people. They grow rich 
frequently because men will submit to wrongful bills of costs before they 
will take issue and possibly endanger their causes before the judge by 
taking issue with his relative who is the clerk. 

I have seen much of that, Mr. President. The people of my State 
have suffered from it, as I remarked yesterday. Of all the Federal 
jedges who have sat upon the bench since 1845, when Texas was an- 
nexed, but a single one has been free from this charge of nepotism, and 
that honorable exception is Judge A. P. McCormick, the present judge 
of the northern district of Texas. I have never heard of his appointing 
a relative to any office. I do not know any other who has sat upon the 
Federal bench whose relatives have not been ertriched by official ap- 
pointments from the judges. It has been a ground of loud and deep 
and continuous complaint. That complaint was voiced in a memorial 
which I presented on the second day of the meeting of this Congress, 


sent here by the United States attorney for the western district of | 


Texas, in which he asked for legislation prohibiting this condition of 
affairs. 


Now, Mr. President, I should have been perfectly willing for this | 


matter to have been embraced in a separate bill, and I referred it to the 
Judiciary Committee and asked that this be done. It is there, and 
nothing has been done with it. Itseemed to me that this bill presented 
an opportunity for remedying this abuse. It is now before the Senate. 
The amendment has been modified until it meets general acceptance. 
I see no reason why it should be laid aside now to be rediscussed and 
redebated hereafter when we can pass on it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas as modified. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a vote now. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
reading? 

Mr. GEORGE. 
ries of the judicial officers mentioned in it. On a former occasion I 
pointed out some objections to this increase of salaries. I called the at- 
tention of the Senate and of the country to the salaries paid to these of- 
ficers during the earlier and I fear the better days of this Republic. I 
stated that this bill in some instances made the salaries six or seven 
times larger than they were at that time, in other instances double, and 
in others a very large increase. I was answered by two Senators on that 
subject by this statement, that the cost of living in the latter part of the 
last century and in the early part of this was very much lower than it 


I did not hear the Senator say that, and I fully | 


| the South. 


| that I have but to call the attention of the Senate to a speech made by 








Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 


Mr. President, this bill raises very greatly the sala- | 


MARCH 25, 


isnow. The statement was made that it cost three times as myc), 
live now as it didthen. lasked theSenator from Arkansas [ Mr. ¢ a 
LAND], who was one of those who made this statement, upon wha; 
thority he made it. The answer he gave had reference alone to hjs; 
sonal experience. The answer was contrary to what my convic+ 
were as to the truth of the matter. 

Since that time I have taken occasion as far as the resources of ; 
statistics in the Congressional Library offered facilities to Joo}; 
this charge of low prices for the necessaries of life in the latte; 
the last century and in the early part of this, as compared \ 
present prices; and the result is, as I will show briefly to the Sena, 
that in all the substantials of life, all the necessaries and comforts 
life, the prices were higher during Washington’s and the elder Adan)’. 
administration than they are now. I allude especially to provisions 
things consumed by men. Of course we all know as to clothing ¢} 
the improvements in labor-saving machinery, the invention ot ; 
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| sewing-machine, have greatly reduced the prices of those necessary 
| ticles. 
| less than it was during the administration of Washington. 
The judge should occupy an adversary position, he should be a | 
restraining power upon the clerk, because there are many cases arising | 


As to fuel, I have looked into that, and the price of coal is } 


As to rents 
I admit that in the large cities like Boston and New York and Phils. 


delphia, and the like, rents have gone up very enormously; but I have 


| not objected to the increase of the salaries of the judges who resided in 


these large cities and were compelled to pay these rents. The rents iy 
therural districts, in the non-manufacturing and non-commercial States. 
are as low now as they ever were, and are lower than ever before ip 

Now, sir, I propose to show to the Senate some statistics on this sub- 
ject. Beef per barrel was worth in 1795 $13; in 1796 it was worth $14: 
in 1834 it was worth $8.50; and the average price of beef for the forty 
years commencing in 1795 and ending in 1834 was $10.25 per barre! 
In the last ten years the price of beef has been less than $10.25 per har- 
rel. 

Take the article of corn, a very necessary article. In 1795, 1796, and 
1797 it was worth $1 per bushel and over. That was the lowest pric 
The average price for the forty years from 1795 to 1834 was 86} cents 
per bushel. In the last ten years it has never been as high as this aver- 
age, except in 1882, when there was a drought and corn was exception- 
ally high. 

Take the article of coffee. In 1795, 1796, and 1797 it was worth re- 
spectively 21, 25, and 26 cents per pound, and the average price for the 
forty years up to 1834 was 22 cents. For the last ten years it has not 
been up to that average. 

Take the article of sugar. In 1795 it was worth 14 cents per pound. 
It went as high as 17 cents in 1816 and never got as low as 10 cents til] 
1820. Now the price is from 6 to 8 cents. So there has been a fal! in 
the price of sugar; and so important is this article in domestic economy 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] during the last winter, in which 
he showed that the expense in a boarding-house for factory operatives 
for sugar was the principal item of expense. 

Take pork 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will permit I should like to interrupt 
him for a moment on the subject of sugar. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to say in relation to sugar that the sugar tax to 
the people of the United States is 88} cents per capita per year, and no 
more. 

Mr.GEORGE. IwanttheSenator from Louisiana to understand that 
Iam merely comparing the price of sugar now and in the latter part of 
the last century and the first part of this. 

Take pork, sir. In 1795it was $18 per barrel; in 1801 it was $26; in 
1808 it fell to $15, and was never as low as $15 again until 1820, and 
then it was $14.50. The average price for the forty years from 1795 to 
1834 was $16.99 per barrel. It is legs than that now. 

Take flour, a very essential article of support. The average price of a 
barrel of flour from 1795 to 1834 was$8.51. In 1795 it was $12; in 1796 
it was $16; in 1801 it was $13; in 1817 it was $14.75, the average being, 
as I have stated, $8.51. It is now and has been fora long time much 
lower than that. 

Take wheat. My statistics of wheat do not go beyond the year 1806; 
I can not find them beyond that time. In that year the average price of 
wheat was $1.35; in 1807, 1808, and 1809 it was $1.25 per bushel; in 
1810 it was $1.50 per bushel; in 1811 it was $1.75 per bushel; whereas 
the price to-day in Chicago is about 98 cents. 

Take rice, another article of consumption. In 1795 it was worth 7 
cents pet pound; in 1796 it was worth 8 cents per pound, and the ave! 
age for the forty years from 1795 to 1834 was $4.61 per hundred or 4.61 
cents per pound, and this average was caused by the low price from 1°20 
down. Before that time it was higher. The average for the last ten 


| years would be but very little more. 


Take the article of fuel. In 1825anthracite coal was from $8 to $11 
per ton. It never got lower than $6 until 1833. Then it rose again. 
and it is now regularly under $5 per ton. 

So it will be seen that the excuse that it costs more to live now than 
it did formerly is no valid reason for the passage of this bill. On the 


| contrary, Mr. President, the statistics show that the prime articles of 
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necessity are lower now than they were the latter part of the last cen- 
tury and the early part of this. 

So, Mr. President, I insist that this bill shall not be passed upon that 
ground. If we are to pass it upon any other ground, let that ground 
be stated. Itmust not go through upon the false pretense that it costs 
more to live now than it did formerly; it costs less. I merely desired 


to present these facts to the Senate in answer to the position taken by | 


the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Oregon. Having 
stated that, I have done all I intended to do. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call | 


the roll. 
Mr. FARLEY (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). The Sena- 


tor from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] is absent, and I am paired with | 


that Senatoron this question. If he were present, I understand that he 
would vote for the bill and I should vote against it. 


Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The Senator from 


Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] spoke to me in regard to a pair with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
McMILLAN] were present he would vote in favor of this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And he wants to pair with me? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He does. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota is necessarily absent, 
not able to get here, and desires to pair with me. If he were present, 
he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ as I am informed, and I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | 


senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. Were he present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). As to this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER], who I understand 
would vote for the bill. I should vote against it. 


Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | 


ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is for the bill. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
42, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—42. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jonas, Palmer, 


Allison, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Bayard, Garland, Kenna, Platt, 
Blair, Gibson, Lapham, Plumb, 
Bowen, Gorman, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Harrison, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Manderson, Sewell, 
Coke, Hill, Maxey, Sherman, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N, Y., Wilson. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Mitchell, 
Dawes, Jackson, Morrill, 
NAYS—13. 

Beck, Morgan, Saulsbury, Vest. 
Brown, Pendleton, Slater, 
Colquitt, Pugh, Vance, 
George, Ransom, Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—21, 
Anthony, Fair, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Call, Farley, Lamar, Walker, 
Camden, Groome, McMillan, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., 
Cockrell, Hampton, McPherson, 
E¢ munds, Harris, Sabin, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HOAR. As there has been an addition to the bill, it would be | 


well to add to the title ‘‘ and for other purposes.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iftherebeno objection the bill will be | 
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill fixing salaries of the several judges of 
the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other 


purposes. ”’ 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COKE. I gave notice that when this bill just disposed of was 
taken up I should ask the Senate to return to the Calendar and pro- 
ceed with Order of Business 158. I believe it is about the first case | 
that was reached on the Calendar. It isa bill of some importance, and 


I ask unanimous consent to have it considered now. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill to which the Senator from | 
Texas refers will, I think, be reached within a few minutes in the reg- 
ular call of the Calendar. I hope hereafter during the morning hour 
that no Senator will feel called upon to move to take up a bill out of 
itsorder. I hope the Senator will not make the motion, but will allow 


the Senate to proceed with the Calendar under Rule VIII. 


Mr. COKE. Iam entirely willing to proceed with the Calendar if | 


no other bill is taken up out of its order. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well; no other Senator has | 


moved to take up one. 
Mr. COKE. I withdraw the motion. 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole; resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor. the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. GARLAND 
to substitute for the bill the following section, to be added after section 
342 of the Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 343. The chief of the Bureau of Statistics shall, under such regulations as 


the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, annually collect and report to 


Congress the statistics relating to marriage and divorce in the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia, and pertinent information relating 
| to all departments of labor and production in the United States, especially touch- 
ing the pecuniary, industrial, social, educational, and sanitary condition of the 
laboring classes, and to the permanent prosperity of the productive industry of 
the whole country; and the salary of the chief of such bureau shall be 83. 


Mr. BAYARD. We are under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are. 

Mr. BAYARD. This bill, it is evident, can not be discussed in that 
time. I therefore suggest that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator objects. Under the rule 
| the bill will go over. 

Mr. CALL. Does the bill retain its place on the Calendar? I desire 
that it shall not be displaced on the Calendar. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will take its place under Rule IX. 
| The next bill will be reported. 


yO. 


CREDENTIALS OF SENATORS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2) to amend chapter 
1 of the Revised Statutes in reference to the election of Senators in 
Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. That seems to be an adverse report. Let it go over. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let me make a statement. 
| Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. This bill was reached once before, and I did not 
| insist on its being acted upon then on account of the absence of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], who was away from the Sen- 
ate on duty at that time. I think it possibly a matter that we can dlis- 
pose of now in a very short time. It is a very important matter to the 
Senate. It is a question of regulating the certificates of the election of 
| Senators. If it suits the convenience of any Senator to have it passed 
over now I shall not object, but I should like to have it retain its place 
on the Calendar, so that at some time we may have a vote on the bill. 
This is the third time I have drawn the attention of the Senate to it. 
If the Senator who reported the bill thinks we can not get through with 
it this morning, let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I interpose no objection. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam tisfied from the character of the questions that 
will arise upon this report that it can not be disposed of under the five- 
| minute rule. It is a very important measure, and if action on it isde- 
sired by the Senator from Arkansas I have no doubt there will be some 
debate onit, and it had better pass over to some other day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama objects 
| The next bill on the Calendar will be reported. 


| INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 176) to protect em- 
ployés and servants engaged in foreign and interstate commerce and 
employés and servants in the District of Columbia and the Territories of 
the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill is abill which can not be properly discussed 
under the five-minute rule, and I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon objects to 
the consideration of the bill, andit goes over. The next in order will 
be stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. In reference to the bill just passed over on the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Oregon, I think he said it could not be con- 
| sidered under the five-minute rule. It isa very important measur 
| and very much desired by the people of this country. Ishould like to 
have it made the special order for some early day, not to conflict, how 

ever, with any special orders already made; and I would ask that it 
be made a special order for two weeks from next Monday. That wil 
give time for all the others to be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
to make Senate bill 176 the special order for Monday, April 14. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear what the bill is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read by the 
| title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill(S. 176) to protect employésand servants 
engaged in foreign and interstate commerce and employés and servants 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
to make this bill a special order for the time named by him. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope that we shall not make any 
more special orders. This bill I suppose is an important bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to inform 
| Senators that the present occupant of the Chair thinks that under the 

new rules it is not in order to debate a motion of this kind, although 
upon that question there is some doubt, and the Chair would prefer to 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the eighth rule the first bill in | submit it to the Senate. He will take the opportunity of calling the 


order is Order of Business No. 142, being Senate bill 140. 


attention of Senators to it. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Rather than spend time in submit- 
ting it to “ne Senate, I will not claim the right to debate it at this 
time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it a question of 
doubt, and therefore he hopes his view will not be considered as a pre- 
cedent until the matter is settled by the Senate. The Chair thinks 
it is a somewhat doubtful question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On the question of making the bill 
a special order I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 17, 
nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—17 
Blair, Hill Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Call, Jackson, Pendleton, Vest. 
Garland, Kenna Pike, 
George Lamar, Pugh, 
Harrison, Morgan, tiddleberger, 

NAYS—35 
Allison, Dawes Hoar Ransom, 
Bayard, Dolph, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Farley, Jonas Sawyer, 
Brown Frye, Lapham, Sewell, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Manderson, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hampton Maxey Vance, 
Coke Harris Morrill, Wilson. 
Conger Hawley, Plumb, 

ABSENT—24 
Aldrich, Cullom Jones of Nev.., Mitchell, 
Anthony, Edmunds Logan, Platt, 
Bowen Fair, McMillan, Sabin, 
Camden Gibson Mahone, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Colquitt, Jones of Fla., Miller of N. Y., Williams. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


HOLIDAYS FOR GOVERNMENT LABORERS. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 32) providing for the payment of labor- 
ers in Government employ for certain holidays was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Education 
and Labor with an amendment, which was, after the word ‘‘thanks- 
giving,’’ in line 10, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That said employés shall be paid for these holidays only when 
clerks and other salaried employés of the Government Departments shall be so 


paid: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall authorize any 
additional payment to such employés as receive annual salaries. 


And to insert: 

And shall receive the same pay as on other days. 

So as to make the resolution read: 

That the employés of the navy-yard, Government Printing Office, Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving, and all other per diem employés of the Government on 
duty at Washington, or elsewhere in the United States, shall be allowed the fol- 
lowing holidays, to wit: The Ist day of January, the 22d day of February, the 4th 
day of July, the 25th day of December, and such days as may be designated by 
the President as days for national thanksgiving, and shall receive the same pay 
as on other days. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is there a report accompanying the resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no written report. The 
question is on the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amencment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 385) for the relief of D. C. Allen was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that and the next bill being considered, 
the reports being adverse. 
Mr. FRYE. Is there any reason why they can not be disposed of and 
got off the Calendar ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 385 and the bill (S. 352) 
for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves will go over on the objection of the 
Senator from Missouri. 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 48) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisa billof great importance, and various amend- 
ments are reported by the committee. I do not think it can be satis- 
factorily discussed under the five-minute rule, and I object to its con- 
sideration at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
under the rule. 

Mr. DAWES. 


that this bill has been considered at two successive sessions of the Sen- 
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The parties are waiting to present additional facts | 


The bill, being objected to, goes over | 


Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to state to him | 
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ate, and passed the Senate during the last Congress without debate afte; 
having been changed as it is now proposed to be changed? It is of very 
great importance tothe Indians. It has received the unanimous report 
of the committee and also the support of the Indian Bureau and th, 
Interior Department. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator asks me to do soI withdraw my objec. 
tion. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] has had charg, 
of this bill for three consecutive sessions of the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that this bill was 
discussed some fifteen or twenty days in the Forty-sixth Congress. |p 
| the lightof that discussion, in the Forty-seventh Congress it was amended 
| in the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back to the Senate favor- 
ably, and passed the Senate without debate. It went to the House of 
Representatives and lay on the House Calendar without ever b ng 
reached. It was introduced into the Senate as soon as this Congress 
met, went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and has had added to jt 
two or three amendments that do vary the original bill, but very litt), 

It meets the unanimous concurrence of the Committee on Indian A fairs 

As I understand, its passage is very much desired by the Secretary of 
the Interior. It will supersede the necessity of a great many special 
bills applicable to different tribes before the committees of the two 
Houses if it can be passed at once. 

I do not believe that the bill wi!) give rise to any discussion. If it 
does, there must be somebody heie who will take a different view of it 
from that which was unanimously taken in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
when it passed without debate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to state my 
reasons for objecting to the bill, I will state that I had intended to pro- 
pose some amendments to the bill, but I have been so much occupied 
that I have been unable to prepare them. In the main I agree with 
the provisions of the bill; but I do not think the amendments reported 
by the committee add anything to the efficiency of the bill. 

I am notin favor of the General Government issuing a patent to th 
tribes as such for all the lands in these reservations. I am in favor ot 
a distribution of the lands and patenting the lands in limited quanti 
ties to the Indians in severalty. Not being prepared to-day to either 
present my amendment or to give my views upon the bill, I took that 
course of throwing the bill over until we could have time to examine 
it; but I will withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn, and the 
bill will be read. 

The bil! was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave an amendment which I should like to offe1 
Perhaps I had better offer it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by the 
committee are first in order under the rule. They will be readin their 
order. 

The first amendment was to insert, after the enacting clause and be- 
fore the first section, the following section: 

That in all cases where any tribes or bands of Indians have been or shal! here- 
after be located upon any reservation created for their use either by virtue of 
treaty stipulations or an act of Congress, the President of the United States be 
and he is hereby, authorized to cause a patent to issue for each of such reserva- 
tions in favor of the tribe or tribes, band or bands of Indians, occupying tl 
same under treaty stipulations or act of Congress, which patents shall be of the 
legal effect and declare that the United States does and will hold the land thus 
patented, for the period of twenty-five years, in trust for the sole use and benefit 
of the tribesor bands to which it is issued, and that at the expiration of said 
period the United States will convey the same, by patent, in fee, discharged of 
said trust, and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever: Provided, That 
the President may withhold the issuance of the patent in fee in any case for 
such further time as he may deem to be for the interests of the Indians. And 
the trust created in the original patent shall. be and remain in full force until! 
the patent in fee be issued. Each of said patents shall be recorded in the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the Indian Bureau, and shall be then placed in charge of 


some person designated therefor on the reservation affected thereby, for the in- 
spection and use at all times of any one interested therein. 








The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the numbering of the sections will be 
arranged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
enrolling clerk will attend to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in sec- 
tion [1] 2, line 18, after the word ‘‘ of,’’ to insert ‘*a;’’ so as to make the 
| clause read: 


To each single person over 18 yeers of age, one-eighth of a section. 


That is a clerical matter which the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [1] 2, line 20, after the word 


**of,’’ to insert ‘‘a;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


| To each orphan child under 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [5] 6, line 17, after the word 
**void,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That these patents, when issued, shall override the patent author- 


| ized to be issued to the tribes or bands occupying reservations created by virtue 
| of treaty stipulations or acts of Congress, and shall separate the individual 
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allotment from the lands held in common, which proviso shall be incorporated The PRESIDING OFFICER The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
in each of the tribal patents. it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished bh 
The amendment was agreed to. ness. 
The next amendment was, in section [5] 6, after line 42, to insert: Mr. DAWES. Iam so anxious to have this bill go through that | 


Each of the patents aforesaid shall be recorded in the General Land Office, | shall withdraw my amendment if it is objected to or leads to debat 


‘terw 3 delivere e sharge, to the allottee entitled theret ’ > \ } 
and afterwards delivered, free of charge, to the ailotte a Mr. PLUMB. I think the amendment is mischievous. I think it 


The amendment was agreed to. Ne , ‘ would lead to trouble. It is providing for a class of cases for whicl 
The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the fol- | there is no necessity to provide. 
lowing: Mr. DAWES. i withdraw the amendment, for the bill is of more 


src. 8. That in cases where the use of water for irrigation is necessary to ren- 


: , 3 consequence than the amendment, but I regret exceedingly 
the lands within any Indian reservation available for agricultural purposes, 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dox the se Ato irom M whusett 
ules and regulations as he may deem necessary to secure a justand equal distri- ask unanimous consent to proceed with the bill? It is the duty of the 


Qegeeneees cree ee ereenan tne span ny elehveservelions; and no | Chair to lav before the Senate the unfinished business at this hour 
other appropriation or grant of water by any riparian proprietor shal © AuU- Tre V oe ,g ‘ 7h ow ,} : tn finichi —- 
thorized or permitted to the damage of any other riparian proprietor. Mr. DAW ES. I presume the Senate will not object to tinishing th 
The amendment was agreed to bill. It is all through now. 
re ame 2 as ag . TI Dra y TTA YD nr a. oe ‘ . 
. . . . 1¢@ PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
The next amendment was, in section [8] 10, line 2, afterthe word ; oe ; eee ‘4 ntis : Ie wt , : ¢ Saas ent . . 
: ” . rT; ” . eens InanimMot onsen » contin 1e consideration of this bi hat 
‘secetion.’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: ; ee renee ; _— = oe : 


Paine de 1 ti : will be considered as agreed to unless objection be made 
[hat for the purpose of making the surveys and resurveys mentioned in sec- . PD , . ; 5 Ma SG abs! 
tion 2 of this act there be, and hereby is, appropriated, Kc. Mr. BLAIR. I must object unless I know precisely how much tine 


it is likely to occupy. 
Mr. DAWES. Nobody objects to anything in the bill now. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection, losing no rights for the educational 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [9] 11, line 1, after the word 


ho, ?? insert *‘ except those relating to the issue of tribal patents;’’ 
8 ee , eras oc? bill, that the question shall be taken. 
so as to read: 


a . as ; ; The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendments, 
That the provisions of this act, except those relating to the issue of tribal pat- 


ents. shali not extend to any tribe of Indians as such until the consent of two- the bill will be reported to the Senate 


thirds of the male members 21 years of age shail be first had and obtained, &ec. | Mr. DOLPH. I hastily prepared an amendment while the bill was 
The amendment was agreed to. being read, which I will read. 
Mr. DAWES. I have an amendment which I think is agreed to by Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator proceeds, | suppose this in no way 
every one, te be added on after the forty-fourth line of section 6 as the | displaces or injures the position of the unfinished business 
hill new is The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is subject to call. A single ob 
And if any religious society or other organization is now oceupyingany of the | Jecuon to the pending bill will bring up the untinished business. 
public lands to which this act is applicable for religious or educational work Mr. DOLPH. I shall not consume more than two minutes in stating 


among the Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized tocontirma | gyy object in offering the 
such occupation to such society or organization by patent in quantity not ex- - > oon 4} ua 66 i. } ( ae 

‘ ; “¢ tel le 9 3 » 40. the yrds ‘ 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres in any one tract, so long as the same shall Out, in section 6, atter the word ** Congress,”’ in line 40, the w ra an 
be so occupied, on such terms not exceeding $1.25 each acre as he shall deem the moneys agreed to be paid shall be appropriated and paid to said 


mendment. I move to amend by striking 


just tribe or invested tor its benefit, as the case may be. rhis language 
Mr. GORMAN. I wish the chairman of the committee would ex- | refers to the money to be paid to the Indian tribes for such portions of 

plain that. their reservations as may be purchased by the General Government 
Mr. DAWES. There are quite a number of these societies that are | And in lieu of those words I propose to insert: 

doing missionary work and have schools on these reservations upon Provided, That the compensation to be paid by the United States for any 

lands that they have been permitted by the Interior Department to | portion eae such re nonce ~— ys id in the cs the Unite d States 

occupy. They want the privilege ot buying them of the United States age teen eis “ea a alii shanniaiie ply tag cece at Magda lg af nter vcalag am 

at a dollar and a quarter an acre, or if there are circumstances con- | the use of fhe Indian tribe from which the lands were purchased, to be used for 

nected with the case that would lead the Secretary of the Interior to | the education and support of the Indian tribes and individual Indians entitled 

let them have them cheaper than a dollar and a quarter an acre, he may | “rete 

be authorized to do it so long as they occupy it tor that purpose. When If I may be permitted, i wish to state my reasons in a few words for 


they cease to occupy it for missionary or educational purposes, then it | offering the amendment. We are now by this bill providing for the 
goes back to the United States. That is all there is to it. The quan- | allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians of various tribes upo1 


! 
tity can not exceed one hundred and sixty acres in any one tract, and | theirreservations, and authorizing the purchase of the lands not used tor 


it must be that which is now occupied for religious or educational pur- | that purpose from the Indians by the Secretary of the Interior to 
poses, and must be with the approva! of the Secretary of the Interior, | money consideration. What I fear is that if the bill becomes a law, and 
and at such price not exceeding a dollar and a quarter an acre as he | theresidue of the reservationsatter making the allotments to individua 


shall think just. Indians is paid for in money, that the money will be used, and that the 
Mr. PLUMB. IL ask that the amendment be reported again lands allotted to the Indians, being alienable after twenty-tive years 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be read. will besold, and eventually we will tind that we shall have all the Indian 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment. of the country upon our hands, and we will be compelled to support them 
Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that if we are to recognize the right- | by annual appropriations from the Treasury of the United States 
fulness of the occupancy and the necessity of these religious organiza- I should like to provide that in the purchase of the residue of 
tions remaining where they are, we ought not to charge them anything, | reservations we shall not pay over the money; that we shall pay 
and if we issue them a patent after having received the:r money, we | Indians a fair consideration for their right to the occupancy of 
should never recover the title to that land. It seems to me it would | lands, and place that in bonds of the United States payable to the S« 
be much better to simply permit by act of Congress persons already | retary of the Treasury for the time being for the benefit of the India 
there to remain so long as their remaining will not in the judgment of | and thus provide a continuing fund to be derived from the interest 
the Secretary of the Interior be inimical to the interests of the Indians, | the bonds for the support and education of those people, and | 
and let the question of the disposition of the title to the land they occupy | optional with the United States when the principal of the bonds sha 
come up when we dispose of the other titles. Now we are providing | be paid. Thenthe Government can put the lands purchased from thi 
for titles to no one except for the land occupied by religious societies. | Indians upon sale and may derive a profit from the lands, and at thi 
The Indians themselves do not get titles by this bill. xime time, as I say, provide acontinuing fund for the suport of the In 
Mr. DAWES. Certainly they do. lians. Otherwise, if that is not done, if some security is not ta 
Mr. PLUMB. Not individual patents. for the preservation of the fund which is to be derived from the sak 
Mr. DAWES. Certainly they do. the residue of the reservations, | think the time may come when the 
Mr. PLUMB. Not by this act. They are to get them by some act | Indians will become paupers on our hands, to be supported by am 
to come hereafter. appropriations from the Treasury of money derived from taxation 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator is mistaken about the scope of the bill I think there can be no objection to the amendment 
Mr. PLUMB. Then I have misread it entirely. I do not under Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator be kind enough to state where 1 
stand that there is title in any body by this bill. amendment comes in 7 
Mr. DAWES. This permission or patent will be simply a lease during The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Ser 
the time that these societies occupy the land for this purpose. It did | ator from Oregon will be reported 
not seem to anybody proper that they should take this land and then Che Chief Clerk read the amendment 
abandon it or sell it, convert it into money, and go somewhere else; but Mr. DAWES. ‘The purpose for which the Senator proposes hisamend 
if they want to use this land tor educational or religious purpose s. the ment is a cCommena ible one 1 will state the obit ction, | why, t 
land they now occupy with the approval of the Secretary of the Inte- | lies to it, abating the form. If it is to be placed in the Treasut b 
rior, it did not seem to be a very long stride to say by the act of Con- | fund, the ordinary form of such funds is somewhat different tro. 
gress that the Secretary of the Interior should be authorized to give | which the Senator suggests; but that is mere form 
them a lease confirming them in that occupaney so long as they use it Che Senator will observe that the language of the bill leaves 
for that purpose. discretion of the Department when the occasion arises either to in 
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the 1 as the Senator suggests, or to pay in part the principal for 
any h then existing exigency in reference to any particular tribe as 

| be upon him It seems to me that the provision of the Sena- 
ndment to bind the Secretary at the end of twenty-five years 


irom to-day 


mney 
then 
tor 8s ame 
to that particular course which seems to us to-day to be 
all the vicissitudes and changes and relations of the 
ent to the Indian, the Indian to the Government, and the con- 
the Indian then, and is putting it beyond the discretion of the 

y of the Interior As at present 
advised, in the present state of the country and of the Indian, I am 
with the Senator’s amendment 


wise 1s to ignore 
Govern! 
cliti 


secretal 


mol 
I see no other objection to it. 
heartily 
Il am not one of those who believe that it is of any mortal use to an 
Indian to pay over to him per capita money. Itis worse than throwing 
it into the sea. It not only is throwing away the money, but is de- 
bauching and ruining the Indian But what may be the condition of 
the Indian twenty-five years from now, whether a portion of the principal 
may not be more wisely between now and then expended in agricult- 
ural implements, in teaching him agriculture or in teaching him any of 
the self-sustaining modes of life, is a question which I do not think we 
ought to so tie up this money that we can not ourselves consider. 
That is all the objection I see to the Senator’s amendment. 

It was thought by the committee that if we left in the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out there would be the power on the part of the 
Department to invest the money, and also, if in any particular case a 
part of the principal should be disposed of for the immediate benefit 
of the Indians, he would still have that power. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent to reply. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consent of the Senate to reply. Under the rule it is the duty of the 
Chair to confine him to one speech, but with the unanimous consent of 
the Senate the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I asked unanimous consent. 
titled to the floor under the rule. 

[am not willing to leave it to the Secretary of the Interior te Bay 
whether twenty-five years from now we shall have 250,000 paupers in 
this nation to be fed, clothed, and educated out of the public Treasury, 
when there is now an ample fund which by a little foresight can be 
placed in such a situation that the Government can have that fund 
for all time on hand for that purpose. I think it would be far better 
for Congress to retain the right to say whether the principal of this 
money should be paid over, and thus preserve this fund for the sup- 
port and education of the Indians, than it would be to leave it to the 
Secretary of the Interior to determine whether or not an investment 


I know I am not @n- 


should be made for the benefit of the Indian sor the money paid over | 


to them. 

That is the reason why I have offered the amendment. 
yo over until to-morrow morning if Senators prefer. 

Mr. DAWES. If the bill would occupy the same place to-morrow 


morning that it does now I think it would be better for the Senator to | 


mature his amendment and let it go over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It will occupy the same place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will stand at the head of the 
‘alendar to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. 
of the committee to one point to be considered before to-morrow morn- 
ing. There is nothing said in the bill in regard to the taxation of this 
property. This alienable property of the Indians is distributed in all 
States and Territories where the lands lie, and there is an uncertainty 


in regard to the right of the State or Territory to tax the property. I | 
think some provision of that kind is worthy of the consideration of the 


committee. 

Mr. DAWES. 
twenty-five years. That isthe limit. That is the intent of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not say so in terms. 

Mr. DAWES. It says so in absolute legal effect, because the United 
States is to hold the title. Thetitle in fee remains inthe United States 
for twenty-five years. 

Mr. CONGER. But it is not to be inalienable for twenty-five years. 
[ merely call attention to it. It seems to me there should be some pro- 


vision by which this property could all be saved to the Indians and | 


saved to them from any attempt at taxation. 

Mr. COKE. Let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over until to-morrow. 
It will stand at the head of the Calendar to-morrow morning 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


\ message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 22d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Car- 
roll; and 

An act (S. 1314) to change the name of the James Sweet National 
Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr. 
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The Senator from Oregon asks the | 


The bill ean | 


Before the bill goes over I wish to call the attention | 


The bill protects the property of the Indians for | 


MARCH 25. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLarkK 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its disagreement t 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, and 12 
bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for certain of the most urgent defi 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for th 
year ending June 30, 1884, and for other purposes; agreed to th 
terence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two i 
thereon; and has appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Penns 

| nia, Mr. J. N. BURNES of Missouri, and Mr. WILLIAM H. (,; 
of Ingiana, managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed th: 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senat 

A bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to tals 

| fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting und 
authority of the United States or any Department thereof, and 
scribing a penalty therefor; and 

A bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middlet 
Pa., to change its location and name. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proc eeded with. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the conside: 
| tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary + 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the amend: 
| proposed by Mr. HARRISON to the amendment offered by Mr. P1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the questio 
on the pending amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is put I wish to make a few 
| ments showing the effect of the amendment upon the bill. I suppos 

perhaps the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] may have son 
| thing to say upon his amendment, and if no other Senator cares to sp 
| at this time I will make a few statements. The effect of the amend 
| ment will be to diminish the amount of money which otherwise wou 
be distributed in the Southern States alone for the first year in the s 
of $3,654,848. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator repeat that statement? 

Mr. BLAIR. The effect will be to diminish the amount distributed 
in the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, | 
isiana, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Caroli: 
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia in the aggregat 
| $3,654,848, unless in a hasty addition I have made a miscalculation 

I will state to the Senate the effect of this amendment upon the s 
eral Statesenumerated seriatim. Alabama, as the bill now stands, would 
receive $1,044,607. In the year 1881, the last year for which we hav: 
authentic and tabulated returns of an official character, to wit, the 
| turns of the Bureau of Education, in that State there was expended thi 
sum of $410,690. The State of Alabama, then, would lose by the adop 


| tion of this amendment $633,917 the first year. The State of Arkansis 
In the year 


The unfinished business will no 





under the provisions of the bill would receive $486,856. 
1881 she expended $388,412, and by this amendment she would los 
$98,444. Florida by the bill would receive $193,241. In 1881 she « 
pended $114,895, and she would lose by the amendment of the Senato1 
| from Indiana $83,046. The State of Georgia would receive under th 
| provisions of the bill $1,254,202. She raised in the-year 1881 $498,533 
practically $500,000, and she would lose by the adoption of this amend- 
ment $755,669. The State of Kentucky under the operation of the bill 
would receive $839,624. In that State the expenditure is already larg: 
than the apportionment, and therefore the State would not be affected 
| by the adoption of the amendment. 
ceive by the bill $767,295. 


The State of Louisiana would r 
In 1881 she raised $441,484. She wou! 
therefore lose $325,811. Maryland would receive under the bill $324 
116. Shehas already raised a larger amount, and would not be affect« 
by the adoption of theamendment. Mississippi would receive $899), 114 
by the bill. She expended in 1881 $757,758, and she would lose by t! 
| operation of this amendment $141,656. Missouri would receive unde 
| the bill $503,097. She already expends over $3,000,000, and therefor 
would lose nothing by the adoption of the amendment. North | 
lina would receive under the bill $1,118,179. In 1881 she raised 5409, 
659. She would lose by the amendment $708,520. South Carolina un 
der the bill would receive $892,333. She raised $345,634, and she would 
lose $546,699. Tennessee would receive under the bill $989,840. She 
expended in 1881 $638,009, and she would lose by the amendment 
$351,831. Texas, with 2,000,000 inhabitants, a population just about 
the same as Indiana (Indiana spending some four or five million d 
lars annually), would receive under the bill $762,601. She expende 
in 1881 $753,346, and would consequently lose by the amendment 
$9,255. Virginia would receive under the hill $1,037,148. Asshe now 
expends that amount she would not be affected by the adoption of th: 
amendment; neither would West Virginia be affected by the adoption 
of the amendment. West Virginia would receive under the bill $205 
756, and she already expends $761,250. It will be observed that tli 
bill affects ten of the Southern States, nearly all of them, very seriously. 
If there is reason for passing the bill at all. there is reason in thes 
States where there is most illiteracy and least money already expended 
| that we should give most largely. 



























































Mr. MILLER, of California. 
him: 7 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator has stated what certain 
States would ‘‘lose’’? by the amendment. I suppose he means that 
there would be that much less money appropriated from the Treasury, 
does he not? 

Mr. BLAIR. I mean that under the apportionment provided in the 
pill the States would receive a certain amount. The Senator from In- 
diana proposes that they shall receive from the Treasury the amount 
which they themselves expend. Taking, then, the amount that they 
expended at the time when we had the last authentic returns, the dif- 
ference between what would be given to those States under the amend- 
ment and the amount that they take under the bill is what I state as 
the amount that they would lose by the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The amounts stated as losses do not go 
to other States? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; they do not go to other States. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Then instead of appropriating $15,000,- 
000, the amendment proposes to appropriate several million dollars 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
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less? 

Mr. BLAIR. That would be a matter to be adjusted in some way 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That would be the effect of the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that was to be done, it would seem to me it would 
be only just to those States that provision should be made by which, if 
at any time during the operation of the act they should by additional 
expenditure make up for the deficiencies of the earlier years, they should 
be allowed to draw from the Treasury the amount to which they would 
be entitled, so as to be placed in the end upon the same ground as other 
States. If the amendment should be adopted I hope that something 
of that kind may yet be done; but it seems to me that it is better to do 
nothing of the sort, as regards the adoption of the amendment itself. 

As I was about to say, there is notone of those States where there is 
nota public-school system in operation, and, likea mill, it runs as long as 
there is motive power, which is the money to pay the teachers and the 
ordinary school-district expenses. The difficulty now is that there is 
only money enough to keep the schools in operation about three months, 
some of them shorter and some of them longer, but in all the Southern 
States in fact there is only an average of three months per annum. If 
we simply provide for additional pay for the teachers and the ordinary 
running expenses of the schools we shall easily use up, without any 
chance for irrelevant or unprofitable expenditure, more than the entire 
amount which we undertake to give by the bill in its broadest, largest 
terns. 

It should be considered further with reference to the amount that ac- 
tually would be taken from the States, that the amount which is given 
here as that expended in the several States includes the expenditure for 
school-houses also, and the expenditure for school-houses in the South- 
ern States is very large, and must necessarily continue so in the future. 
The amendment only gives them whatever they may expend upon run- 
ning expenses, not including that for school-houses. If the school sys- 
tem is to increase, if there is to be provision or accommodation for some- 
thing like three million unenrolled and therefore entirely unaccom- 
modated scholars in the South, there must be a great many more school- 
houses constructed, and that is a burden which, by the provisions of th 
bill, devolves entirely upon the States themselves. Therefore, the data 
which I give, the only reliable data that I know of coming down to the 
present time or anywhere near it, are by no means a strong but rather 
a weak, statement of the injurious effect of the adoption of the amend- 
ment upon the measure itself and upon the cause which we are under- 
taking to assist by this sort of legislation if we should adopt it. Of 
course, I have not any means of showing how much of thisexpenditure 
in the year 1881 was for school-houses, but it is a pretty large propor- 
tion in many of the States. 

I trust that the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I did not intend to be led into any 
discussion of the general features ofthis bill, but it is proper that I should 
evince my Own sincerity in proposing this amendment by some brief de- 
fense of it. 

The Senator from New Hampshire who has the bill in charge seems 
to be very jealous of any attempt to modify any of its features as re- 
ported by the committee of which he is chairman. He regards the 
amendment which I have proposed as injurious, and he has been at pains 
to show the representatives of the Southern States just how much each 
one of their States will lose if the amendment is adopted. 
is to the self-interest of the representatives of those States. 

It is an open question whether we shall do an injury to this scheme 
of education by curtailing its proportions. In my judgment we shall 
be doing a real benefit. I very well understood when I proposed the 
amendment that it would curtail the amounts to be given to the several 
States. And my intention is, if the amendment shall be adopted, to 
propose an amendment to the first section of the bill, which fixes the 
amounts to be paid out each year for ten years. The Senator from New 
Hampshire has shown us that nearly $4,000,000 less would be necessary 
the first year if my amendment is adopted. 


His appeal 
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Mr. President, there is a giving that 
that enfeebles. It is against that sort of 
wisest managers of benevolence in these latter years 
conclusion that giving should always be so regulated as te 


respect and awaken in the mind of the recipient a lost 


there is a gi 
it i 
hav 


ve come to the 


paupe T1Zes; 


} 
ivine ¢ 
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protest L ie 
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to take care of himself. We should carefully avoid that giving wl 
creates a disposition to lean and to exp which takes the s Lin 
and strength and self-dependence and industry out of men 

That principle will, | think, apply to the giving which is proposed 


by this bill. Is it not sufliciently 
education has been lagging, 
give one dollar trom the 


tutes where 
‘We will 
that you 


liberal to say to those 8 
where 


national 


illiteracy is prevalent 
freasury for every dolla 


raise by State taxation to be expended im the maintenance of your 
schools ?”’ Must we give two for on : Is the giving of two for one, as 
this bill proposes, as well calculated to stimulate the energies of thos 


States as the proposition I make? I insist that it is not 

The only permanent reliance for the education of the masses must b 
upon local taxation in the States; every one concedes that. The dis 
tinguished Senator who has charge of this bill has found it necessary to 
write in one of his sections a disclaimer of any different intention. If 
it be true, then, that we are not to maintain education in the State 
if it be true that we are to discharge our obligations toward the freed 
men of the South in this indirect way, which does not reach them as a 
separate class, but includes them with the general citizenship of the 
country; and if we are to do this through the the States 
and must depend upon the State interest in the common schools for any 
permanent success, I submit that we ought to make these appropria- 
tions so that they will stimulate, energize, and encou rage—not pauper 
ize—the efforts of those States in the direction of a thorough popular 
education. 

One dollar voted by the people of any school district tor the support 
of common schools is worth $10 given out of the Treasury of the 
United States. It evinces an interest in education, and guarantees a 
careful and intelligent supervision. Only a local supervision and inter- 
est will bring these constituencies that are now so backward in the race 


i at 


agencies of 


of education abreast with the other States. In my judgment there 
could be no worse policy than to throw in a single year into thos 
States $15,000,000 out of the national Treasury. In many of the 
Southern States there is no suitable provision for the use of it. 


Mr. BLAIR. Only $10,000,000 are given to the Southern States 

Mr. HARRISON. I know, but Iam speaking of the whole appro 
priation. As was stated @he other day by the Senator from Lowa | Mr 
ALLISON ], three-quarters of a million or more would be thrown thi 
first year into the State of Louisiana, when the total collection for school 
purposes in that State is only some $400,000. What isto be done with 
this money? It is like taking a manufacturing enterprise that has had 
$5,000 invested in its plant and suddenly increasing its capital to 
$100,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida 
question ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is he aware that the facilities for education 
are not all they might be in that region of the country, and that a 
cording to a very well-authenticated report there are 2,000,000 children 
without opportunities for educational advantages there who might b 
supplied possibly by this aid ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know to what section of the country the 
Senator refers. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. You are speaking of the South 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam, but there must first be school-houses eithe: 
temporary or permanent. Inthe next place there must be competent 
teachers secured, and back of all that there must be 
law for these schools. Much of this is still lacking, or sad] 
in many of the States. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that he in saying that 
there is a deficiency in the system of laws. Every one of 
has a good common-school system organized and applied, geographically 
applied,so far as the means enable them to do it; but as the Senator 
from Florida says, there are not only 2,000,000 but 3,000,000 children 
in the Southern States as yet without any school accommodations what 
ever. 


Will the Senator permit me to ask 


Hint at 


some system ol 


deficient 


¢ 


Is correct 


those States 


Mr. HARRISON. I have not examined the school laws of all the 
States of the South, but if the machinery is perfect, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire seems to think—though I do not coincide—it is but one 


element of those I suggested as essential to the proper use of this mone 
There are others yet to be supplied; so that the Senator from Iowa wa 
clearly right when he said that the logical 
appropriation from year to yea! 
appropriation. 

I am thoroughly in sympathy with the proposition that the Gene 
Government shall, outof the general revenue, extend 


method was to increase 


rather than to begin with the large- 


its hand to ai 
States that are not able to inaugurate and perfect a school system that 
will give an opportunity toall the children, black and whit 
the elements of education. But I believe that we 


i Lo acquire 
are entering he 
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it, and that our legislation should be tentative; framed 
nent [am in favor of saying tothe States, ‘‘ We will 
give you by what you do for yourselves; we will 
increase the help as you increasingly help yourselves.’’ 
must rest, as I ha 
erest, the self 
BUTLER 
Mr. HARRISON. 
Mr. BUTLER 
to reduce 
Mr 


help we 
These schools 
said, if they are to have permanent success, upon 
sacrificing interest, of the local communities. 
May I ask the Senator from Indiana a question ? 
Certainly 
If his amendment prevails will it not be necessary 
the amount of $15,000,000 provided for in the bill? 
HARRISON. I had already indicated in the beginning of my 
remarks a purpose to move an amendment reducing the amount; and 
I may say that I would reduce the number of years through which the 
appropriation is to run. It is an experiment, and I should continue it 
or abandon it as I found that its effect in the States for which it is 
intended was to stimulate them to increase their own local 
(nd I should abandon the experiment at 
once and forever if I found that there was not an equal free-handed 
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distribution of the State and national revenues, without distinction of 


race or color, among all its illiterate population. 

[I believe the success of the bill in the Senate will be imperiled and 
is imperiled to-day by the fact that the framers of the bill have enlarged 
its proportions too much. Instead of dealing with this subject experi- 
mentally they have undertaken to deal with it permanently, to exhaust 
the whole subject Therefore I think that my amendment is calculated 
to save the bill 

Mr. GEORGE 

Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
rule he 


I desire to interrupt the Senator for a minute. 

Certainly. 

I wish to state to the Senator from Indiana that the 
insists on as just and proper—that the States should raise as 
much money as is donated by the Federal Government—<an not be com- 
plied with in some of the States. I want to call his attention to the 
fact that in Mississippi there are about 175,000 more colored people 
than there are white people. I want to state to him also the fact that 
those colored people, not by any fault of their own, but from their con- 
dition and the tax laws of Mississippi, pay very little of this tax. They 
own but little property, and by the laws of Mississippi nearly all they 
doown is exempt trom taxation. I made out a list this morning, and 
I wish to read it to the Senate. It is very short. Will the Senator 
allow me to do so? 

Mr. HARRISON. Would not the Senator just as soon wait until I 
get through and then make his speech and have this table embodied in 
his remarks instead of mine? 

Mr.GEORGE. Ido not want to trespass upon the good nature of the 
Senator, but I wanted to get this statement in the Recorp. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am scarcely willing, I will say to the Senator, to 
have his speech made while I have the floor, but I shall be through in a 
few moments and he will then have an opportunity to make his state- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not want to abuse the courtesy of the Senator. 

Mr. HARRISON. The pointthe Senator makes I can readily respond 
to without his giving any further details. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then let me make the statement emphatically that 
there is a burden thrown upon the white people of Mississippi, who are 
not rich, not only of educating their own children but all the children 
of the colored people, who number 175,000 more than the whites, and 
that owing to the condition of the blacks and owing to the liberal tax 
laws of Mississippi exempting their property from taxation they pay 
very little of this burden, and therefore it would be impossible for the 
State to raise as much money as would be necessary efficiently to edu- 
cate all those people 

Mr. HARRISON. I havenodoubt that the general statement which 
the Senator from Mississippi has made, namely, that the colored popu- 
lation of his State exceeds the white population by about 175,000, is 
true, though the election returns would seem to throw some doubt upon 
the statement. Nodoubt the census returns are more accurate than the 
election returns. But, Mr. President, the ultimate obligation of edu- 
cating those black people as well as the illiterate whites is upon the 
State of Mississippi. While her black people may not have accumulated 
in the few years that have intervened since they were manumitted any 


great amount of property upon which the tax-gatherer can place his | 


hands, yet they are to-day by their labor contributing to the wealth 
ind prosperity of Mississippi I suppose fully in the proportion that their 
numbers bear to the white population. The exemption from taxation 
to which the Senator has referred I suppose is not a legislative discrim- 
ination in favor of the black man, but that the same exemption applies 
to the poor white people of his State. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is true. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then we have nothing in the statistics furnished 
by the Senator from Mississippi that should change the basis of this 
appropriation. If that State is weak and incapable now to deal with 
this question of education, we shall only make it more incapable, per- 
manently incapable, if we take from its shoulders the burden and ob- 
ligation to educate its own people. We can help them; I would help 
them, and just as this help stimulates the people whom the Senator 
represents here to increase their own burdens in the eager, earnest de- 
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sire that illiteracy and ignorance may be put away from the State an, 
that virtue and intelligence may come in in their places, just in pro- 
portion as the State feels an interest in these things and girds itself to 
the work, the Government should come in with its helping han, 
Nothing worse could happen to the Senator’s State than that we shoy 
now pass a bill that would put upon the General Government the entire 
burden of educating the people of his State. 

Mr. GEORGE. We do not ask it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I know the Senator does not ask it. I say noth- 
ing worse could happen. It would make it absolutely certain that thy 
time when his people would take upon their own shoulders the taxes 
necessary to maintain an efficient and thorough system of education 
would be indefinitely postponed. The result of our giving two dollars 
for every one the State gives would be less disastrous, but the tenden 
is the same. 

Mr. President, when we give an amount equal to that collected by 
the State we are dealing very liberally, and we are so administering th, 
beneficence of the General Government that we shall have a benefit 
altogether above that direct benefit which will come in the instruction 
of a few more children in these years while this appropriation is being 
used, for we shall stimulate an interest in education which shal] con- 
tinue when our benetactions cease, and which shall go on until ther 
shall not be found an American child willing to receive an education 
who has not the opportunity of acquiring it. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest} remarked the other day that 
those educators who had been interested in the framing of this bil! 
were not aware of the needs of the South on the subject of education 
He intimated that the negro race had to be differently dealt with: t} 
some different kind of education or some different appliances and meth- 
ods of education were required in the case of the negro race. I am not 
familiar with the present condition of the colored people in any of the 
States except my own, but I have more than once in the course of my 
life had opportunity to notice the hunger of the black man for educa- 
tion. Some of the most pathetic sights I have ever witnessed in my 
life I saw when the advancing armies of the Union were brought 
contact with the slave population of the South. Aged colored me 
slaves from their mother’s womb, came into our camps as into cities of 
refuge. I have seen old men past the meridian of life, yes, well on 
toward its end, after a hard day’s work in the company’s kitchen. ly- 
ing prone upon the ground before the camp fire with spelling-books in 
their hands painfully trying to fasten in their memories the names and 
outlines of the letters of the alphabet. Every philanthropist must 
sympathize with the blind thus groping toward the light. 

My only concern is that we shall give here wisely, give by wisé 
methods, give upon a basis that instead of enervating and pauperizing 
will stimulate the efforts of the Southern States. Wemay then enter 
North and South, upon a generous rivalry as to which State shall show 
the smallest percentage of illiteracy, as to which Stateshall have a citi- 
zenship best instructed in those things that constitute the only safe basis 


| of republican government. 


I would help; I would encourage. I have not a single word of bit 
terness to speak to-day toward any Southern State; but I do believ: 
that we shall best help, as a Senator from one of those States remarked 
to me privately the other day, if instead of stepping in with such larg 
benefactions as to repress the efforts of the States themselves we so 
give as that we shall encourage the noble impulse which has manifested 
itself in some of those States to wipe out this reproach under which 
they have lived so long. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have no reply to make to the allu 
sions of the Senator from Indiana to what he was pleased to call the dil 
ference between the election statistics and the census statistics of Mis 
sissippi. What I have to say upon this subject I shall endeavor to say 
in a non-sectional spirit. I had thought that the education of the col- 
ored people of the South was too high, too noble, too pressing to bh 
made the subject-matter of party or sectional dispute. 

I want to say a word or two only in support of the bill, and I want 
the gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber to understand that I do 
not come here on behalf of the people of Mississippi asa beggar or sup- 
plicant for favors from the national Treasury, 

I know the colored people of Mississippi, who are anxious, as the Sen- 
ator from Indiana says, to be educated, desire to have the means 0! 
advancing themselves in life, desire to elevate themselves and their 
children. I know they do feel a deep interest inthis measure. I fee! 
it my duty to present their case to the Senate of the United States, and 
I desire to do it without hurting anybody’s feelings, without exciting 
any sectional passion or bitter animosity or any unpleasant recollec- 
tions. 


The colored people are there in Mississippi; they are there ignorant 
they are there without the means on the part of the people of Missis- 


sippi to educate them as they ought to be educated. We are doin 
everything in our power to educate them; we are paying the most 
onerous taxes; and yet, as I said to the Senator from Indiana a few 
moments ago, owing to the fact that these people were poor without 
their fault, and owing to the liberality of our Legislature in exempting 
property of poor people, white and black, from taxation, that the neces 
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ment, and for educational purposes had reached a figure in Mississippi 
that madethe tax-payer look with horror to the day when the tax-col- 
lector came around. 

Mr. President, the question is not how much we ought todo. We 
are doing all we can. If we raise the taxes in Mississippi much higher 
than they are now it means confiscation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what the 
average percentage of tax is upon the hundred dollars in Mississippi ? 

Mr. GEORGE. From $1.50 to $2.50 on the hundred. 

Mr. HARRISON. I speak of the average through the State. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is from a dollar and a half to two dollars and a 
half. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator think the average is as much 
as $1.50 on the hundred dollars throughout the State ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I think that is the lowest. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then the Senator can not state what the average 
Mr. GEORGE. There is on the statute-book of Mississippi—— 
Mr. BLAIR. I can state it from table 18. The average in Missis- 
sippi is 2.15 cents on the dollar, or $2.15 0n every hundred dollars in 
the State of Mississippi now for all purposes, and it is the highest ot 
any Southern State save Louisiana, in whichit is $2.74. In the entire 
South the average is $1.58. In New England it is $1.58; in the Mid- 
dle States, $1.82; in the Western States, $2.08. So that Mississippi is 
higher than the average of the Western States, because Mississippi is 
$2.15, and the Western States are $2.08. In the Territories the aver 
age is $2.06. The average throughout the United States is $1.850n the 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. FRYE. But what information does that convey unless the val 
uation is given? You will find that the valuation of real estate in Mis 
sissippi and those Southern States is not anywhere near the valuation 
in the Northern ‘states. 

Mr. BLAIR. You will find, alluding to the State of Kansas, which 
was spoken of here the other day, that the State of Kansas is a much 
poorer State per capita than Nebraska. It is one of the very poores 
States in the whole country per capita except the Southern States, which 
average $155, while Kansas is about $160. I inquired of an ex-Nenato1 
from Kansas how he could account for this, and he informed me tha 
the valuation of real estate was greatly underestimated; that there could 
be no other way of accounting for it, for Kansas is really, as weall know, 
and as her Senators have explained to us, one of the wealthiest and most 
progressive and most rapidly producing States of the Union 

The trouble with the Southern States in this matter of taxation is 
that they have just barely enough to live upon at the best, and taxa- 
tion must come from the surplus beyond the necessities of lite and trom 
the activity of the producing forces. In the South, setting aside three 
States, Texas, North Carolina, and Georgia, between 1870 and 1880 
and the abolition of slavery does not touch that valuation—they lost 
by the valuation of the census $411,000,000. The average per capita 
throughout the United States is over 8350, if I recollect. That of the 
Southern States, including the negroes and all, is only $155. The 
producing activity or force of the section is very small indeed com- 
pared with the Western States, where money is made faster than any- 
where else, and there is more of a surplus, something to pay taxes out 
of; and then the colored population, as has been stated before, does not 
average over $5 per capita of taxable property in value. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state to the Senate what his judg- 
ment is as to the reason of that condition of things in favor of the West- 
ern States? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can state those reasons if I am not trespassing on 
the time of the Senator from Mississippi. I have gone throughout upon 
the theory that it is of vastly less consequence what reasons led to the 
existing condition of things than it is to ascertain what that. 
and to remedy it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sume the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
from Maine 

Mr. BLAIR. Idonot want to interrupt theSenatoragain; but I wish 
him to be in possession of this fact, that after this distribution on the 
hasis of $15,000,000 is made his State will have only about $4 to edu- 
cate each child of schooi age of its school population, but Massachusetts 
will have almost $20. So the Southern child, as compared with the 
Massachusetts child, gets only one-fifth of the help to education which 
the Northern child has. 

Mr. GEORGE. In reply to the question asked by the Senator from 
Maine of the Senator from New Hampshire about the valuation, I de- 
sire to say that I do not believe the assessed valuation of the lands in 
Mississippi could be procured for them if they were offered for cash in 
the market. I am very sure, so far as my knowledge goes of assess- 
ments of real estate in Mississippi, that the lands could not be sold fo1 
eash for the amount of the assessment. I desire also to state that in 
Mississippi taxation is universal: it applies to all kinds of property. 
It applies to choses in action, to credits, to money, everything, in fact 
that can be made an article of property, with the exception to which 
I shall cali the attention of the Senate now. 
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ndition is 
The Senator from Mississippi will re 


Mr. President, the question asked by the Senator 
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| sons why I can not concur with a number of my friends from the Sout! 


| for common-school purposes was at a very e 


Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator for information what is 
the poll-tax in Mississippi, if there is one? 
Mr. GEORGE. 


of a poll-tax not exceeding $2, to be applied to common schools. It w 


The constitution of Mississippi autho ized tl 


is 
levied at that sum tor several years; but it was rarely ever paid, or at 
least very little of it was paid. 1 think now it is about a dollar; all of 
it, by the constitution, going to school purposes. It can not be applied 
to anything else. 

Now I want to show the exceptions in Mississippi to taxation, excep 
tions based mainly upon the idea of relieving the colored people re 
white people with little property from the burdens of taxation Vy 
wearing apparel of every person is exempt from taxation; the provisions 
on hand necessary for the family; all farming products while in the 
hands of the producer; one gun for private use; all poultry; houschold 
furniture not exceeding $250, which covers all the household furnitur 


that is owned by the freedmen or very nearly every one; tw 
calves; ten head of sheep; farming utensils for agricultural 


0 COWS and 
purposes 
and the tools of a mechanic necessary tor his trade. 

| want to say, Mr. President, that I should like to have the colored 
people of Mississippi educated far beyond what they are likel 
even if this bill passes. They desire to beeducated. I want 
people ol Mississippi educated. 


I believe that sentiment pervades the 
bosoms of nine-tenths of the 


white people ol Mississippi. W have 
made great efforts in that direction; we have done all that 
powe r. 

I desire now to say that while I shall be disappointed if this bill fuils 
to pass, yet I can blame no one, and will blame Che 
controls the Government: it controls the Treasury; it is rich l Is 
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powerful. If it does not desire to give this aid to the Southern peopl 
| to help them educate a class who can do but little toward helping to 


educate themselves, if it is unwilling to do this, I submit and make no 


complaint. But, Mr. President, | would say this one word more, that 
the condition of the colored people of the South with respect to educa 
tion ought to appeal with some force to Senators on both sides of this 
Chamber. It is a very serious question what is to be the future rela 
tion between those people and the whites. We can not foresee what i 


is going to be entirely | hope that much good in that respect w 

come from educating both, and it is 1 that 

bill. 
Mr. 


1erTelore I shall vote for th 


MAXEY. Mi 
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President, | wish in a few y 
in supporting this bill. *® 

The theory of appropriating a certain portion of the public domain 
; rly period in the history ot 
our Government adopted. The ordinance for the government 
Northwest ‘Ts rritory Was adopted ont ie | thot July, 1787. by the Co 
gress of the Confederation At that time the 


the Constitution was in session 


convention which framed 


During the first session, I believe, ot 


Congress after the Constitution went into operation provision Was i} vce 
for assigning the sixteenth section in every township tor school purposes. 
CThatsame policy was kept up when the Territory of Orleans wasacq uired 
by the treaty between Mr. Jetferson and Napoleon Bonapart in LS03 
not only tor common-school purposes but provision was made there also 
for the establishment of universities. The same policy was applied, | 
believe, when Florida was acquired, and « rtainly alter the reat Mey 
ican acquisition under the treaty of 1848 came in. Subsequently 
sections were assigned for school purposes, the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
Up to that point the theory of appropriating public domain for school 
purposes was controlled by the clause of thi 


wo 


Constitution that ** Con- 


gress shall have power to dispose of and make all needtul rules and 


regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States.’’ After that a certain percentage out of the sales of 
public lands lying within the jurisdiction of several of the States was 
donated to the States, respec tively, within which such lands were situ 
ate. ‘That was a departure from the original theory, which was the 
appropriation of the land itself. 

I believe that the object which the United States had in view in ap 
propriating land for school purposes was, first, to aid 1 hools, and 
second, that the donation of this land for school purposes Would appre 
ciate in value all the lands belonging to the United States within the 
neighborhood of the schools thus established, the 


and tha practically 
’ +} 


United States Government would get back in the apprecia 


tion of tS 


lands whatever might be the value of the land assigned to school pur 
poses. I suppose that was the theory There was, however, a de partu 
when a part of the money itself was given to the State of Illinois, to the 
State of Missouri, and various other States, ranging from 2 to 5 pet 
cent. of the net proceeds of the lands ying in the States respectively 

It would be difficult todraw a distinction, at ali events it i ith me 
between the appropriation of money arising from the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands and any other, money that goes inte the Treasury 
but all this has been settled for so many years, about ninet years, ane 
has been passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United States ove: 


and over again Che land which was donated for school purposes h 
long ago passed into private hands and has become private property, a 
the law has become a rule of property, and it is too late now in my ju 


ment to be raising any question on that ground. 





































































































































































-) ») ; 


—_ 


4f 


It is therefore simply a question of expediency with me so far as the 
passage of this bill is concerned, and I have various reasons why I think 


would be inexpedient 
First. I believe that the schools, as well as all other local and domes- 
tic institutions within the boundaries of a State, are better managed, 


conducted, and controlled by the State governments than they can be 
by the United States Government. That is my judgment, and every 
in so far as the taxation for school purposes is con- 
cerned, to the ability of the State to sustain the school system 

Now, if you make this very large appropriation, amounting in the 
aggregate to 3105,000,000 in ten years, beginning with $15,000,000 the 
first year, then $14,000,000 the second year, and so on going down, you 
vive to the State acertain artificial stimulus by this appropriation made 
by the United States, and on that stimulus of this amount of money 
added to the money which is raised by the State you cause the State 
toadopt asystem more extensive, requiring more money than the ability | 
of the State without such aid is able to keep up, and when this money 
thus raised by this bill ceases to flow into the school fund of the State, 
have an expensive system, requiring a large amount of money, 
without means to uphold that system. It is the figure of De Solme, 
the ship helpless because the supply of water, the floating power, has | 
receded. It isa school system of great proportions helpless because 
the supply has been withdrawn 


State adapts itself, 


vou 


Mr. ALLISON Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment there 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] a few 


moments ago endeavored to illustrate to the Senate that it was abso- 
lutely out of the taxing power of the State of Mississippi to furnish 
Now I ask the Senator from Texas, if in such a 
it is not proper for the United States Government, rich and strong, 
to help them, what must be the result? Only thé ignorance of that 
What remedy does the Senator from Texas propose in 


( hools To 1ts peopl 


population 


ch a Case 

Mr. MAXEY If the Senator from Iowa will wait a moment I think 
I « tell him I think we occupy here two relations. The Consti- 
tutionof the United States evidently contemplates that each State shall 
he represented by its own Senators from the fact that it apportions to 


each of the States twoSenators. Wethen specially represent ourStates. 
Asa as a body, we legislate, so far as our action goes in legis- 
lation, for the whole United States. Now, I do not propose to go inside 
the State of Mississippi and any other State to tell what they can or can 
not do there [ can only tell what we can do in the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent; and in casting my vote on this prop- 
osition, I beg to say that I vote what I believe to be for the best in- 
terest of the State of Texas. 

Undoubtedly the Senator from Mississippi believes his State can not 
maintain as efficient schoolsas he would like. 
that that Senator will find that he has underrated the ability of his 
State in this respect, and I think in time he will conclude that Mis- 
sissippi had better rely on her own resources. 

Now I will take up the line of argument I was on when the question 
was asked. 

As I have said, if you inflate the school system in a State by this ar- 
tificial aid which lasts but a short time—for ten years is but a short time 


Senate, 


in the life of a State—vou establish in that State an expensive system | 


beyond the means of the State, and when the artificial stimulant is drawn 
away, your State capacity is not sufficient to keep upthe system. That 
is one objection I have to the bill, and a serious one as I think. 

(gain, as I stated before, I believe that all local and domestic insti- 
tutions should be under the control and direction of the State. When- 
ever the States come to the conclusion that they must not depend on 
themselves, but that they must go to the Federal Government as a great 
parent and rely upon that and lean upon that, it takes from the State 
that independence, that manhood, that self-reliance which ought to 
enable the State to uphold and maintain its own institutions. That is 
another ground which I have, and a very important one in my judg- 
ment. 

Now, let me speak of what we are doing in Texas. Much has been 
said in respect to the education of the colored people of the South. We 
have a great many in Texas, and yet the constitution under which we 
live commands that the school fund of that State shall be ratably dis- 
tributed share and share alike to the colored and the white. We have 
three normal schools in the State. One of those normal schools—and 
they are all supported by the State—is for the education of colored 
teachers. We have an agricultural and mechanical college, and a branch 
of that is devoted exclusively to the education of colored people. We 
have a common-school system extending throughout the whole State of 
‘Texas, and the colored people have their share of school-money for the 
education of their people the same as we have. The schools are sep- 
arate, and they ought to be separate, but as to the amount which they 
it is their share according to their number within the scholastic 
the same as for the white children. 

Now, as to the ability of Texas tosupport a school system. We have 
about 30,000,000 acres of land belonging to the common-school fund. 
We have about three and a half million dollars in the permanent school 
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fund already, and it is every year increasing. We expended last yea; 
about $1,100,000 for school purposes without expending a dollar of thy 
permanent fund. Next year we shall expend much more than that 
and why? Because we have recently most wisely adopted an amend 
ment to our constitution which enables us to doit. And what was 
that? Under the constitution of 1875 not exceeding one-fourth of th; 
general revenues must be expended for school purposes. The effect 0; 
that was that in order to reach as high up in the way of taxation fo, 
school purposes as we thought necessary we had for the other thre: 
fourths of revenue devoted to general purposes raised too much, and th 
result was that we had about $3,000,000 in the treasury over and aboy: 
what was needed for the general expenditures of the State. I say that 
resulted from the fact that we could not go beyond one-fourth for com 
mon schools; and 50 cents on the $100 being the limit of our State taxa 
tion, in order to get 125 cents on the $100 for school purposes we had 
to levy 50 cents for general revenues, and that left 375 cents on every 
$100 taxed for general purposes, which was more than we needed. 
Now, by the amendment to the constitution the Legislature assesses 
what may be considered right for school purposes and then what may 
be considered right for general purposes, and in this way the school tax 
is not limited to one-fourth the general revenues. The two taxes are 
thus dissociated, each laid for its own object, without reference to the 


| other. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Permit me to ask a question. 
Mr. MAXEY I should like to finish this point and then I will 
vield. 


So now, by the constitution asit now is, the people by their Legisla- 
ture can levy just as much as they please for school purposes, and thy 
first thing the Legislature did was to increase the school tax to 15 
cents on the 3100—two anda half cents beyond what we had the power 
to lay under the constitutionas it was. Inaddition tothat great source 
we have recently adopted the policy of leasing our school grass lands 
at so much per acre. I believe the land board fixed it at not less than 
8 cents per acre. From that will result a large amount of revenu 
from the leaseS for grazing purposes of these grass lands. All that goes 
into the school fund; and with these various resources I could not with 
justice and sincerity say to the Senate that Texas is not able to edu- 
cate her own children, white and black. I will now be glad to heat 
the Senator’s question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What I desired to ask the Senator is this 
If his State was not in some sort of an exceptional condition from that 
of other Southern States inasmuch as on her admission to the Union 
she had entire control and entire property rights over the public do 
main of that State which no other State of the Union enjoyed? 

Mr. MAXEY. Undoubtedly. lam dealing with the State of Texas 

| and oneof the wisest and most judicious things the State of Texas evei 
| did was to retain that which she had won by her own strong arm 
That was statesmanship, sagacity. Not one acre of land in the State 
of Texas was ever acquired by the blood and treasure of the United 
States; it was won by the strong arm of Texas herself; and when she 
| came into this Union she retained that which she of right had acquired 
owned, and possessed in her own right. It was a wise thing; and out 
of that we have built up this splendid common-school system; and let 
me say more, not only have we built up this common-school system 
but over and above that we have laid the foundation of the grandest 
university within the limits of the American Union. 

We appropriated in the old congress of the republic 000 acres ot 
land, which is now in the very center-and heart of the best part ot 
Texas, worth from $5 to $15 an acre; in addition to that the Legisla- 
ture not long since appropriated 1,000,000 more acres of land for th: 
university. We have established that university with a corps of profes 
sors which will compare favorably with those of any university in this 
Union, and it is going onward and upward, and the end will be that we 
shall have the most munificent endowment of any university, and a 
university equal in all regards to Oxford or Cambridge or to any uni- 
versity on this continent or Europe. And let me further say that the 
annual expenses are drawn from the net annual gains of the perma- 
nent fund, without at all drawing on the principsl of the permanent 
fund, and that tuition is free as God’s free air to rich and poor alike 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I want the Senator to understand that I do 
not complain of the fortunate position of Texas. I rejoice that she has 
been able to accomplish all this. I only wanted to know if it was not 
the fact that she was in a more favorable position to build up herschool 
system than the rest of her Southern sisters. 

Mr. MAXEY. In reply to that I do not pretend to say that all the 
States of the South are so well off as Texas; but I said to the Senator 
from Iowa, and I repeat to the Senator from Florida, that in this par- 
ticular regard I spoke only for my own people. 

Mr. President, I have stated something of the resources of the State 
of Texas. Ihave other reasons which influence me outside of the abil- 
ity of Texas. They may not be very good. They have controlled me 
all my life in my own private affairs; they doas apublic man. I heard 

the Senator from Connecticut sitting in front of me [Mr. PLATT] say 
the other day during this discussion that the State of Connecticut was 
abundantly able to educate her own children, and he spoke it proudly, 
and he had a right to be proud of it. I say that the State of Texas is 
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able toeducate her own children, white and black; and if that be true, 
how could I with any degree of propriety come in and ask this Govern- 
ment to help us when we are perfectly able to help ourselves? I can 
not do it. . “ . “8 . . 

The tendency of the times, and to my mind it is alarming, is that 


upon every occasion when there is trouble in one of the States, instead 
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| and hence we have done what I have stated. 


| be kept up. 


of relying upon themselves, upon their own individuality, upon their | 


own independence, upon their own resources, and upon the strength of 
their own laws, they apply at once to Washington and ask help here. 


rhe tendency is to convert this into a parental government, a central- | 
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We so regard it in Texas, 

We divide our money 
squarely and fairly, share and share alike, between the white children 
and the colored children for their education as well as ours, claiming 
only that the great division line which God Almighty has drawn shall 
They educate their children on one side, and we ours on 


interest requires us to educate those people. 


the other. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Permit me to ask whether there was 


| portion of the Peabody fund expended in Texas ? 


| 


ized power, and to strengthen this Government by weakening the | 


States, to strengthen this Government by lessening in the people that 
independence which is the very bulwark and vital force of every State, 
the manhood and individuality of its people. That to my mind isa 
strong point. 

Then, again, I have always felt that I would rather eat the crust of 
independence than the dainties of charity. I mean soas aman; I mean 
so as a representative. I heard the Senator from Ohio, whose State 
has received such manifest aid in land donations from this Government 
in the development of her school system, in this discussion say that he 
was not willing to trust the South. Well, Mr. President, there might 
be some mutuality about that. I say to that Senator that whenever I 
ask him to trust me or my people with this money it will be time to 
throw that up to us. I do not ask the help of this Government to the 
support and education of our people in this matter. 

Six years ago when there was a bill pending for the distribution of 
the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands among the several 


now. That was in, I believe, 1876, when the dark pall of financial dis- 


tress covered the entire South, when land was not salable, when money | 


was hard to get, and when we were struggling to educate the blacks as 
well as the whites in our country, and a bill was introduced by my dis- 
tinguished friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to distribute the net 
proceeds of the sales of public lands for schools. I voted for it, and 
thought it was right to vote for a proposition of that kind. 

I would do it now, because it would be simply partially placing the 
States on the same footing which some States already occupy by munif- 
icent land donations. But when it comes to this bill, as to the people 
of Texas, I say we can get along without it; we do not needit. Asto 
Mississippi, I can not tell; I do not know. 
the States of the South except the one in which I live, so far as their 
internal condition is concerned. They speak for themselves, and thei 
votes will indicate their views in regard tothis. Lonly speak for myself, 
for the State which Lin part represent. Doubtlessthereare some people 
in Texas who would act differently on this bill; but I know that I am 
striving to represent the best interests of the State. I know that it is 
the wisest policy for Texas to control absolutely her school system. 1] 


know that it is her policy to educate her children to the very utmost of 


her ability, and I know thatshe is willing to doit. From the day we 
won our independence to this good hour we have had exclusive control 
of our school affairs, and there is not one State in this Union more 
deeply impressed with the importance of education; and for myself I 
say that noman in Texas is a stronger friend than I to common schools, 
and no man pays his school-tax more cheerfully. 

In regard to the education of the colored people, about which a good 
deal has been said, I beg to say that I do not put it on the ground of 
sentimentality, and I do not go back into that compromise which was 
made in the Constitution between certain Northern and Middle States 
and certain Southern States in respect to the time when the importation 
of or the admission of such persons as any of the States saw proper to 
admit should not be prohibited prior to 1808. I do not put it on that 
ground. Indeed, if you will examine history right closely, it will be 
difficult to tell what were the various conflicting and important ele- 
ments that were reconciled in order to secure a Union, and you will find 
that that great State of Virginia, represented in the convention by Mason, 
by Madison, and by Randolph, was in favor of stopping absolutely the 
importationofslaves. Their motives wereimpugned. It was said that 
they opposed it not because they opposed servitude, but because they 
made money in Virginia in that character of traffic. So it is to-day. 
Whatever opinions a man entertains some people will find fault with 
him. Those illustrious men of Virginia were honest, sagacious, broad- 
minded, and expressed their sincere views, and were to my mind clearly 
right. I do not put it upon that ground. I do not put it upon the 
ground of constitutionality. I put it upon the ground that the people 
of Texas, and I believe of every Southern State and of every State in 
the Union, will act wisely and do better to take care of their own schools 
and depend upon their own resources. 

In regard to the colored people and their education, as I stated, I do 
not put that on sentimentality, but upon practical common sense 
They are made citizens, and live among us. Both races are there to 
stay whether we would or no; they areentitled to vote, entitled to hold 
office, to sit upon juries, to be administrators, and so on, and it is a prae- 
tical common-sense question that as they have these rights it is the 
interest of the States that these men shall be educated as far as their 
capacity will admit; and outside of all sentimentality on the subject, 
as a broad question of the best interests of the country, I say that our 


I do not_ know about any of 
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| the distributers of that 


Mr. MAXEY. Ithink so. I think that Dr. Sears, and after him 
Dr: Carry, distributed some of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. They accepted a portion of that fund 

Mr. MAXEY. Dr. Sears, the first manager of the Peabody fund 
came down and distributed a portion of it, and they accepted it, and 
since then Dr. Curry has distributed some. I do not know that any 


portion of that Peabody fund came out of the pockets of the people ot 
Florida or of any other State of this Union by taxation. Mr. Peabody 
made the greater portion of his fortune in England in honorable com- 
merce, and Mr. Peabody had a right to do with his money as he plea 
without asking Congress or anybody else that I know of anything about 
When that wise-minded philanthropist made his will giving to the 
Southern States a certain portion of his estate for school purposes, and 
fund came to Texas, there are sever 


sed 


il pl wes 


| there that received their due share, and I only regret that there was not 


| money of his own making, without taxation of the peopl 
States we were then poor, impoverished, not able to help ourselves as | 





more of it; and if any other great philanthropist were to come along 


and be willing to endow the University of Texas or to appropriate 
, to the 
mon-school system of the State of Texas, I would say to the people, ac 
cept it, as no doubt they would, and I say that they would be right 
in doing so, because a man has a right to do with hisown as h 
so he does not injure anybody 


com 


pleases, 
; and when Mr. Peabody saw proper to dis 
pose of his money as he pleased -it is not for me or the Senator from 


hi 


Florida to say whether he was right or wrong or the people right o1 
wrong in accepting it. So much for that. 
I have said, Mr. President, about all that I desired to sav, and only 


gentlemen who 


add in conclusion that I pertectly appreciate the views ot 


differ with me. Itisa question ofexpediency. I put itonthat ground 
[ do not regard it as expedient myself; other gentlemen do, and every 
man should be controlled by what he regards to be his hiehest duty to 


the people he represents. I yield to no man in earnest desire for the 


spread of intelligence. I believe that the State is the true trustee of hes 
| own school fund, and thaf the people of each State are magnaninious 
enough and have the ability to raise the money for this great purpose 


I 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to put in two or three facts 
from the census that are pertinent to the remarks of the 
Texas before he goes on ? 

Mr. BROWN. I yield tor that argument. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would say, then, that Texas has bv the census a total 
population of 1,591,749. Missouri has a population of 2,168,380. In- 
diana has a population of 1,978,501. © Texas, it is claimed, has increased 
more rapidly thin any other State, and has now substantially 2,000,000 
or more, and doubtless as large a school population as Indiana or Mis 
souri. I, however, give the figures of the census. The State of Texas 
expends for school purposes $753,346, or did in the year 1881 

Mr. MAXEY. In the year 1883, as I stated, our expenditure in Texas 
was over 51.100,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been largely increased, then. I take the latest 
general return, which gives a sum of $3.26 to each child of the school 
population; and atter the $15,000,000 is distributed, if it should be so 
fexas would have $6.66 for each one of her school population, which is 
only between 8 and 14 as I recollect, while in other States the ages 
in some 4 to 21. 


schools, $753,346. 


Senator from 


ire 
That is the appropriation of Texas for her common 

The State of Missouri, which has no larger popula 
tion probably to-day, expends $3,152,000 for the same purpose, or four 
times as much as the State of Texas per capita of actual school popula 
tion based on the censu 

Mr. MAXEY rose. 

Mr. BLAIR Permit me to get my figures in. 

Mr. MAXEY rhe Senator will bear in mind that the populat 
of Texas is made up of an incoming immigration of not less than from 
one hundred and fifty to two hundred thousand people every year 

Mr. BLAIR I know Texas is booming and the popula 
rapidly increasing. Probably it is already larger than that of the State 
of Missouri; but I am giving cold-iron figures here, 
to Senators as the 


Missouri expended 33 


Ss 


1On 


tion very 


which | commend 
that 


Lile the State of 


I was the 


152,178 thesame vear, 


basis of deduction. saying 


wl 


State ot 


Indiana 


more than six times the amount expended by 


expended $4,528,754, o1 
the State of Texas per capita of school population 


Mr. MAXEY. The Senator had better turn now to the relative 
wealth of Indiana and Texas 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon Ido not understand him 

Mr. MAXEY. The amount of school tax is based on the wealth 

Mr. BLAIR The Senator touches on a vita] point of this whole de 
bate Texas is poor and undoubted] y she taxes herself as rgely as 


she isable to pay; but nevertheless the necessity of education toa Tex 


is 
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it. as it is to a New Hampshire or a Massachusetts child. 
The Massachusetts child has the benefit of almost 520 per capita an- 
fexas child only alittle over $3 at the present time; 
can not be claimed that it is not as expensive, even more ex- 
pensive, to educate a Texas child because of the lack of the plant, the 
machinery to do it, all of which have to be supplied; and 
I do not think 


child is as gre: 
nually, and the 
vet 


facilities, the 
that the Senator quite considers all aspects of this prob- 

which he takes. 
\TOR Chey rich in 
BLAIR | do not know. They seem to feel rich and increase 
hut do not seem to know that they are poor and blind and 


have need of all this, if we can be guided in these things by 
the 


lem in the view 
\ SEN 
Mi 


ire lexas. 
in 
naked and 
the tigures of 

wit in the Southern States, as I said before, 
and the capacity to pay is very much less. There is no question what 
that the masses of the peoplé in Texas, whether the Senator per- 
ceives it or not, white and colored, want this appropriation, and I assnre 
the Senator that he may well reconsider his position if he thinks in 
what he has said here to-day that he represents the people of Texas so 
far as this demand is concerned. In assure him that there are sources 
given to all members of the Senate, and we are not lett 
to admit that the most authentic are those which we hear 
iy of statements on this floor. 

Mr. FRY] W hat is the illiteracy of Texas? 

Mr. BLAIR. lam talking in the time of the Senator from Georgia. 
I have not thos k in the RecorpD of the 19th and you 
will find it all thing more I wish to say. 

Mr. COKI Will the Senator permit me to say a word ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKI I desire to say that the State of Texas has provided a 
hool fund of thirty-odd million acres of land in addition to three and 

half million of stocks bearing interest, beside the proportion of the 
ad valorem annual tax levied and collected for school purposes. The 
able school fund for the last year was a little under $1,200,000; it 
was 31,100,000 and something which was expended. This fund 
growing constantly; the lands are being converted into notes bearing 
int running a long time, and each succeeding year finds the school 
fund greatly Those lands that are not being sold are being 
leased for grazing purposes at from & te 20 cents per acre per annum. 
Che people of the State have heretofore been rich in unavailable prop- 
ertyinland. They have been taxed heavily, considering their available 
assets, for school purposes. 

Mr. BROWN. I yielded to the Senator from New Hampshire. 
was willing to give him time to put in his figures. 

Mr. COKE. I shall be through in a moment 

Mr. BROWN. Llwould rather not vield longer than a minute more. 

Mr. COKE. I only wanted to state what the school fund of Texas is 
and what it is rapidly growing to be and will be in a very short time 
under the enhancement of values that is going on there. The taxable 
values of the last year in Texas increased $113,000,000, or 25 per cent. 
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i mention these facts to show what in a few years will be the capacity | 


of the State for educating her children. As the Senator from Georgia 
will yield no longer I can not go further, as I would like to do instat- 
ing facts bearing on this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will then permit me to simply say this: 
that the population and necessities of Texas are growing much more 
rapidly than the school fund. The school fund is now in land very 
largely. She has made magnificent provision for the future, but her 
immediate necessities are not inferior to those of almost any other South- 
ern State: and the Senator will find that 
returns 

Mr. COKE, 1 think I know all about it. : 

Mr. BLAIR. One other point I wish to state, and that is in regard 
to the constitutional question that comes up continually. Here is 
the Burnside bill, the Morrill bill, the Hoar bill, including the public 
lands and the public money as well 

Mr. BROWN. I did not yield for a speech 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
floor, as is his right. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, probably at no time has there been a 
more important question before the Senate of the United States than 
the now under consideration. It rises above all political parties; 

hat I have to say on the subject I shall certainly not intend to 
illusion to party politics which can be distasteful to any one, 

think it entirely inappropriate. 
President, the ways of Providence are beyond our comprehension. 
When the late unfortunate civil war was commeneed neither side con- 


templated the abolition of slavery; and certainly nobody thought that 
the ab) 


to be so if he examines the 


The Senator from Georgia resumes the 


one 


is. I know we did not expect it in the South, and I may say I 
ki it was not th <pectation of the Union side, because only the 
day aiter the first battle of Bull Run, or Manassas as we called it South, 
the Congress of the United States passed a resolution solemnly declaring 
in substance that it was no part of the purpose of the United States to 
abolis! y in the States, but only to preserve the Union and enforce 
subjection te the laws 
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s would be set free and made citizens, with all the rights of 
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But Providence had a deeper design, and as the war progressed it be- 
gan to be developed that the abolition of slavery wus a necessity to the 
Union. We finally reached a point where the President of the United 
States felt it his duty toissue his proclamation proclaiming the freedom 
of the slaves. He contemplated no such thing at the commencement 
of the struggle. At the end of it we of the South were not only re- 
quired to abandon our claim to our slaves and to adopt a constitutiona] 
amendment declaring their freedom forever, but we were also required 
before our status in the Union could again be adjusted to vote to in 
corporate two other provisions into the Constitution, and clothe thi 
emancipated slaves with all the rights of full-fledged citizens. 

I say then, Mr. President, slavery was abolished and the slaves wer 
made freemen and citizens with all the rights of citizens as a necessity 
of the Union. What then was the duty of the Union? If the Union 
took a slave from his master as a matter of necessity, and made a free- 
man and a citizen of himand imposed on him the obligations and duties 
of citzenship, I hold that it was the duty of the Union to aid in his qual- 
ification for the discharge of those duties. If that is true, then it was 
the duty of all the States of the Union, or in other words of the Fed 
eral Government, to take such action as is necessary to quality thes 
new-made citizens toexercise the functions and duties of citizens. ‘I 
were ignorant; no matter whether our policy as slave-owners was righ 
or wrong, they were grossly ignorant. When it became necessary 0) 
the purposes of the Unionand the Government to make citizens of them 
it was a fearful experiment in theirthen condition of ignorance. How 
natural was it, then, that the representatives of all the States when the) 
came to contemplate this danger should desire to avert it. 

The danger is to the whole Union trom the exercise of the ballot in 
the hands of those new-made citizens, who were utterly unqualilied on 
account of their ignorance. Was it the duty in this case of the whol 
Union or of the States of their residence to educate the tormer slaves 
now citizens and their children, so as to qualify them for the exercis: 
of the rights of citizenship? Clearly it was the duty of all the States 
combined or of the Union, and not the duty of the States where they 
resided and where they had formerly been slaves. Nor was it the duty 
of their late owners, who by emancipation had lost their value, amount 
ing to about $2,000,000,000. Then, if it is theduty of the whole Unio 
to educate them up to the point of average citizens, it is right to pas 
this bill or some bill like this whereby the whole Union out of its: 
Treasury will aid in this work, and not put it upon the shoulders « 
the people of any one State or any dozen States where the t bu 
of them may be located as residents of the different States. 

There is another strong reason why this course should be taken b 
the Union, and it is found in the fact that the Southern States w: 
impoverished by the war that however willing they may be 
great work, they are not able to do it alone. 
aided to do it, and if it were they are not able. 

I do not care to make any issue at present with the honorable S 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] on his position yesterday, that whe 
the slave was set freeand became a citizen the State lost nothing, as h 
was still a member of the community, whose labor went to support th 
State and to enhance values in the community. But there is this dis 
tinction that I presume will not be questioned: If the State did not 
lose its population the owners lost their property in the slaves 
when it became necessary to impose a tax for the education of their ow 
children and the children of ineir former slaves, those who were then the 
only tax-payers and are now to a great extent (ie tax-payers, are 
able, as they then were, to respond to the necessary tax. During 
slavery period, when the owners of the slaves controlled their labor and 
made it more efficient than it can now be made, they had the means, 
if it had been necessary, or if the line of policy had then been adopted 
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| that we are now seeking to adopt, to have borne the tax and educated 


the mass; but when the negroes were set free and they no longer owned 
them they lost that property they had in them, and they were no longe! 
able to pay the taxes that they could have paid before the slaves wer 
set free; and the slaves who were set free in their poverty have not yet 
been able to accumulate a sufficient amount of property to enable them 
to pay the taxes which the owners would then have been able to pay 

Take my own State as an illustration. The year before the war th 
citizens of the State of Georgia gave in and paid tax on about S6x0,- 
000,000 worth of property; I do not remember the exact amount. The 
year after the war, slavery being abolished, and all the other losses that 
they had sustained by the destruction of property by the armies and 
by other causes having been realized, their sworn returns only aggr 
gated one hundred and eighty-odd millions, showing an actual loss on 
the taxable values of the property of 
as compared with the 
5500, 000, 000, 

There is this additional consideration to be taken into the account in 
discussing the question of our financial ability. 

We in the South maintained out of our property the armies of the 
confederacy for the whole period of the war. We on otr side, as you 
on your side, issued bonds and treasury notes to meet the current cx 
penses. Ours depreciated much more than yours, because our credit 
was not so good. At the end of the war all the bonds and notes and 

| obligations of every character which we had taken from the confederate 
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eovernment for our property that was used during the war were ashes 
in our hands—they were all repudiated. 

On your side it was not so. Outside of the great misfortune of the 
loss of life, you had sustained but little other real injury. armi 
of the confeder racy had not invaded to any considerable extent the ter- 
ritory then occupied by the Union forces. They had only on one or two 
oceasions ventured across what we then termed the line. They had 
committed depredations of course, but very small in comparison with 
those that had been committed by the armies of the Union on what 
was then termed our side of the line. Whatwas theresult? You put 
your produce or anything that the Army needed in to the notes: — bonds 
and obligations of the Government of the United States. the end 
of the war your citizens who had taken those ob ligations | from what 
was then your Government had a perfectly solvent security for every 
dollar, and your people lost nothing of all the investments that they 
made at high prices for their property for the support of the 
Our people lost all theirs by the repudiation of all their notes and bonds. 
Therefore our property was destroyed to the full extent of all that was | 
necessary to support our armies for the four years of the war, and to | 
the extent of all that was taken by the Union armies on what we then 
termed our territory and all that was destroyed by both armies by tire 
and otherwise. There again we were greatly impoverished while you 
were not; you have very little of that sort of loss. 

Then, in addition to that, when we returned to the Union and re- 
sumed our status as States in the Union with representation we had 
to assume our proportion of your war debt. Of course a citizen ot 
Georgia is just as liable to pay his part of the taxes necessary 
port the Federal Government and pay the war debt as acitizen of New 
York is. There was, therefore, that additional burden upon 
that even was not all. 

Just before the end of the war and at the end of the war, 
after the cessation of hostilities, though before the President proclaimed 
the termination of the struggle, large quantities of our property, 
der the captured-and-abandoned-property act, as it was termed, were 
captured or seized by the authorities of the United States 
North, sold in New York and other markets, and the money paid 
the Treasury of the United States. That impoverished us to that ex 
tentagain. Andeven to-day there are over 310,000,000 of the proceeds of 
the sale of the property, much of which, especially cotton, 
after the termination of hostilities and after the 
Johnston. It was taken and sold and the money paid into the 
ury, and it now lies in the Treasury of the United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has solemnly adjudicated the 
question, and determined that the Government of the United States has 
no title whatever to that money and holds itas a trustee. Butwe can 
not get it out of the Treasury, because there is a bar of the statute of lim- 


“he 


arhiles, 


to sup- 


and even 


and sent 


into 


Was selzed 


Lee 
ire 


surrender ot and 





itations, which only ran for two years, and very few of the people ot 
the South knew it was running till the bar was fixed. The bar of the 
statute of limitations prevents the owners of this money from suing in 





the Court of Claims to recover that which the murt admits 
belongs to them. 

Atthissession, doubtless from the purest motives—I question nobody’s 
motives, nor was there any politics in it—the Judiciary Commit 
the Senate has reported back adversely a bill introduced by 
object of which was to remove the bar of the statute and permit sui 
te be brought for that money, with no minority report in favor ot 
bill. 

Again, at the end of the war Congress imposed upon us what is known 
as the cotton tax, by which about 560,000,000 was c 
Southern planters by a tax law since declared unconstitutional and 
void by the Supreme Court of the United States. That sixty mil 
of our money still lies in the Treasury, and the Government 
pay it back. 

I simply recite these things to show that we were greatly impover- 
ished. We not only lost our property in all the slaves, but we lost 
the property that it took to support our armies for four years, and 
the amount of property that was taken by your armies on what was 
then termed our soil for that length of time. We lost the w 
that and the other large sums I have mentioned. And we were lett in 
a very impoverished condition. 

In addition to that, the slaves were set free in our midst: 
citizens of our States; we were willing to educate them: 
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situation. The popular sentiment at once was that, being citizens, we 
ought to make of them the best citizens in our power: that they could 
never be good citizens unless they were educated; and we went to work 


doing all in our power to educate them. But what could Georg 
her impoverished condition for the education of a large mass of her own 
poor class of white people and the entire mass of colored people 
she paid taxes on one hundred and eighty-odd millions of doll: 
It was simply an impossibility. We could not doit. At this time it 
is not a great deal better 


So far as the wealth the States had in the slaves, as they formerly 


ia do 


when 


irs oniv ? 


were, 


now citizens, is concerned, it has not been eminently productive thus 
far. The figures have been quoted here again and again. There is no 


question about the truth of them, I suppose, and they show that from 
1870 to 1880 there was a loss in the bulk of the property of the South- 
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ern States « _— in three. I believe Georgia, Texas, and 
lina increased the taxable value of their property of 1870 in the return 


fissv. All the other Southern States had fallen below the return ot 
1870. They are doing better since 1880. But except Texas there are 
none of the Southern States to-day that are in anything like a reason 
ably good condition to meet this vast responsibility 

1 do not consider that we are asking charity, as some of the Senators 
on my side of the Chamber have said rather tauntingly of this bill 
when we appeal to the Union and say the slaves were emancipat nad 
made citizens for the benefit of the Union and as a necessity to thi 
Union and we ask the Union now to come forward and help to yualif 
them for the discharge of their duties as citizens. It is not a charity, 
no more a charity taken from Massachusetts than from Georgia. It is 
the duty of each ot the States to contribute her part through the 
rreasury of the Union to the education and enlightenment of this popu 
lation. 

Then Ido not feel, as some of the Senators on my side of the Chambet 
seem to feel from the remarks they have made, that we are accepting 
charity from the Northern section of the Union when the purse of the 
Union is opened and out of her Treasury money is paid to aid edu ) 
We ask no charity. Wedemand it as aright. I do not believe that 
you feel you are dispensing charity, nor that you expect us to feel that 
we are receiving charity; but we are all mutually discharging an obliga 
tion of a very high and sacred character that rests upon us. If it was 
right to make these people citizens—and I do not question it now 
then it is right to qualify them as citizens, and to do that you have to 
educate them, and I say the people of the whole Union are alike inter 
ested in this question The people of New England, or of the gre 
West, can no more atford to have an immense mass of ignorant voters 
another section than you could in your own, and you can not afford it 


all. 
he perpetuity of the Union and the stability of the Government «e 


at 


pend on the virtue and intelligence of the people. The people of every 
section of the Union are interested in the virtue and intelligence of the 
whole Chere is a mutual interest and a common danger 

Whenever you incorporate States and peopl into the lt ion you ould 
do all you can to prepare them as citizens of the Union; and if they a 
too poor to educat themselves, and the States where they at ire 1hip 
erished so that they are not able to educate them, then the press 
of the Union and its perpetuity depend upon the Federal Governm 
making the appropriation necessary to aid in their education until they 
can educate themselvesy 

| do not say this ought to be permanent. I do not think so Le 
is now agreat emergency. We are in the midst of it, and we only as 
for help until the emergency past. Make the appropriation { 
we have reached the point where by loading ourselves with taxa ma 
heavily as other States of the Union to educate the mass we m 
able to do it Then we will take the burden, and take it very cheer 
fully; but you must bear in mind, Senators, as has been stated to you 
over and over again by the statistics presented by the chai 1 ol 
the committee | Mr. BLAIR whose course in this whole struggle ha 
been able, liberal, and just, that the Southern States to-day upon the 
taxable property owned by them are taxing themselves as heavily t 
the education of their whole population as any of the Northern or W 
ern States are. The Senator trom New Hampshire has read to 
statistics over and again the statements that verify what I 
said. 

\nd let me tell you, furthermore, that the popular sentiment t 
Southern States requires the education of the children of both race 
ihere are some exce ptions to the rule, but I speak of the mas { ihe 
people when I say that they are for general education and enl 
ment. Asthe colored people are now citizens, having equal | 

th us, let us give them, say our people, all the advantages of cit 
ship and prepare them to-make the best citizens possi bik i 1 
judgment, is the proper view That is the view, L be ve. 4 
jority of the whit people ot every State in the South 

Then we only appeal to you to take upon your own sl 
just pe irt of the burden during this emergency Is it unreas 
think not. I have said that we are willing to de ‘ , ‘ 
education. 

Now. lLwantto refertoa fact that [think ought to be su ente¢ dence 
of the truth of this statement. During the last scholast ear there 
were raised in the Southern States, in round numbers, 315,000,000 fo 
educational purposes Of that 313,000,000 the white people paid 
little over 311,000,000 and the colored people not ite 82,000,000, In 
the expenditure of it there were a little over 35,000,000 paid by the 
white peopl which went to the educat on ot the eclored « al Minot 
quite $6,000,000 to the white children Therefore nearly half of thet 
paid Dy the whites, over a third of it considerably, went to the edu 
tion of the colored children; and for eve dollar that the colored poy 

wwion paid in tuxes they rot back nearly $3 in schoo! Ina 
I think this is evidence that we are doinz the best we can tor th 
cation, that we are not trying to oppress them, that we are not tryin 
to trample them down 

I know there has been an agitation in some of the States, and 1 ) 
ably the law has been in force in one or two of the State hat 
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colored people should be required to educate themselves: in other 
words, that their children should be educated only out of the taxes 
paid by them Chat would be, on the part of the States there, the same 
{ the obligations of the State to aid in their education 
ns to me it would be on the part of the Union to refuse aid 
<tent | have already mentioned But we have not done so. 
HARRISON Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
to name those Southern States where the law isas he has just stated ? 
BROWN I say I have been informed—lI am not sure that I am 
I have understood that the State of Kentucky formerly had that 
ule and has repealed it, and that now— 
Mr. HARRISON. I understand it has not been repealed; though the 
Court has decided it to be unconstitutional it still stands on the 
statute-book of Kentucky 
Mr. BLAIR 
eon informed 
Mr. BROWN 
cn passed 
Mr. BLAIR I can not state the exact status of it. 
as voted to re peal it 


repud on ¢ 


~ 


Iprenmi 


Chat was my information 


I thought the bill had 
I think one house 
My informant is an intelligent gentleman. The 
fact may be that they keepan unconstitutional law on theirstatute-book. 
Mr. HARRISON 
as representative of the sentiment and opinion of their Legislature 
Mr. BLAIR. There is only Delaware besides Kentucky where the 
distribution is not equal 
Mr. BROWN. 
only Delaware 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The law of Kentucky devoted the whole of the 
xation of the colored people to the education of theirchildren. There 
then go to that fund certain fines and penalties. Atter the court de 
cided the law unconstitutional the commissioner of education distrib- 
uted the fund to the colored schools as well as tothe white, and there 
is a bill now pending in the Kentucky Legislature to repeal the law. 
Phat is the condition of it 
Mr. BROWN [ was simply going to make this remark: Admitting 
that the State of Kentucky and the State of Delaware have both had 
that law, I do not believe Delaware was on our side in the great con- 
test I have no recollection of the Delaware regiments in the Southern 
And if my memory serves me right Kentucky hada very divided 
sdiction at that time 
Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator will allow meamoment. I believe 
the law of my State does appropriate every dollar raised trom the tax- 
ation of colored people to the education of colored children. In addi- 
tion to that, the very last Legislature appropriated out of the State 
treasury an additional sum of $5,000 to the colored schools of the State, 
and besides the taxes raised there are certain receipts from licenses and 
things of that kind that go into the fund. 
Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator is sure thatall the tax collected trom 


colored 


I wasjust going to state that I understood there was 


ATTNALeS 


yur 


the 
children ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is the law. 

Mr. BROWN. With the permission of the Senators I will now proceed. 


| believe I may justly say, then, as the result of the explanations, 


that no one of the Southern States that was recognized by the Govern- | 


ment to be in rebellion during the war has passed any law discrimi- 
nating against the colored children. They have put all uponan equality, 
colored and white. They have not put them in the same school-houses, 
nor do we think it will ever be their interest to do that. The colored 
race themselves did not ask it in Georgia. But a colored member of 
the Legislature of Georgia introduced an amendment to the educa- 
tional bill that the schools should be forever kept separate, and it was 
adopted. And at the same time a white member followed with another 
amendment that the colored race should always have their fair and 
just proportion of the common fund raised for that purpose, and we 
have never had any difficulty on this question in my State. We have 
none to-day; there is no misunderstanding on the school question be- 
tween the two races in Georgia. Inmy owncity of Atlanta, where we tax 
the people of Atlanta to support the public schools and the teachers are 
paid out of the treasury of the city, we have very handsome buildings 
tor the colored children as we have for the white, and we pay the teach- 
ers of all of them out of the treasury, and open the door to every child, 
white and colored. That is the feeling inmyState; I believe that is the 
feeling generally in the Southern States. But when we have done all 
that we can do in that line, we are not able to educate the children as 
they ought to be educated. We are not able to do for them what is 
necessary to be done to make them such citizens of the United States 
as they ought to be when they grow up. Now,I think I may justly 
appeal to Senators who were on the otherside of the line when we were 
at war with each other and say, ‘‘Come and help us until we have 
passed this emergency and until we have enlightened these people, and 
then they can help us by taking their own place as part of the intelli- 
gent population, and we shall then have no trouble about taking care of 


ourselves in the future.’’ We are interested in this great result. You 
are equally interested 
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a particular power fell under the general-welfare clause. 
It is in process of repeal by the Legislature, so I have | 


Until they adopt some other basis it still stands | 


people of Delaware is applied to the education of colored | 


prospect of permanent union 


Marcu 25. 


Now a few remarks on the constitutional question in this case, and 
I shall close my argument. It has been gravely questioned on this 
floor whether the Congress of the United States has the power unde 
the Constitution to make an appropriation of this character. If we: 
have not that power, however oppressive it may be on the Southern 
States to make provision for the education of the colored children as 
well as their own children and however great the misfortune to th 
Union may be if we should fail to make it, still we have no right to do 
it unless we can find the grant in the Constitution. 

I know that those of us who are strict constructionists have seldom 
been willing toadmit that we find the authority for anything unde: 
the general clause for the promotion of the general welfare. I believ: 
I never heard any one who belongs to my school of politics admit that 
If no other 
power falls there, then as there is nothing that Iam aware of which 
can do so much to promote the general welfare as the general diffusion 
of knowledge I am willing to put this under the general-welfare claus: 
and say that if the framers of the Constitution meant nothing else by 
that clause, they did mean that Congress might make appropriations for 
the education of the people to prepare them for the exercise of the 
rights of citizenship. Under that clause I think I am justified in this 
statement by the action of the fathers of the Republic who framed th 
Constitution. They surely knew what they meant, and they wer 
men of that character for integrity and honesty of purpose that they 
would in no case have willfully violated that instrument 

In his first annual address, as it was then called, President Wash 
ington said: 

Noram I less persuaded that you will agree with me in opinion that there 
is nothing which can better deserve your patronage than the promotion of sci 
ence and literature. Knowledge is in every country the surest basis of public 
happiness. In one in which the measures of government receive their impres- 
sions so immediately from the sense of the community as in ours, it is pr 


tionably essential. 
ous ways 


por- 


To the security of a free constitution it contributes in vari 
by convincing those who are intrusted with the public administration 


| that every valuable end of government is best answered by the enlightened con 


fidence of the people, and by teaching the people themselves to know and valu 
their own rights; to discern and provide against invasions of them; to distin 
guish between oppression and the necessary exercise of lawful authority; be- 
tween burdens proceeding from a disregard to their convenience and those re 
sulting from the inevitable exigencies of society; to discriminate the spirit of 
liberty from that of licentiousness, cherishing the first, avoiding the last, and unit 
ing a speedy but temperate vig lance against encroachments with an inviolabk 
respect to the laws 

Whether this desirable object will be best promoted by affording aid to semi 
naries of learning already established, by the institution of a national university 
or by any other expedients, will be well worthy of a place in the deliberations 
of the legislature. 


Again, he says in his eighth annual message: 


I have therefore proposed to the consideration of Congress the éxpediency of 
establishing a national university and also a military academy 


Che desirabk 
ness of both these institutions 


ised with every new view 


opportunity of once for al 


has so constantly inere 
I have taken on the subject, that I cannot omit the 
recalling your attention to it 

Phe assembly to which I address myself is too enlightened not to be fully 
sensible how much a flourishing state of the arts and sciences contributes to 
national prosperity and education 

fruc it is that our country, mu 
learning highly respectable and useful; 


too narrow to command the ablest 


h to its honor 


contains many seminaries of 
Dut the 


tunds upon which they rest are 
in the different partments of 
liberal knowledge for the institution contemplated, though they would be exce 
lent auxiliaries 


professors 


Among the motives to such an institution, the assimilation of the principles 
opinions, and manners of our countrymen, by the common education of a por 
tion of our youth from every quarter, well deserves attention. The more homo- 
geneous our citizens can b« in these particulars,the greater will be our 


; anda primary object of such a national institu 
tion should be the education of our youth in the science of government. Ina 


made 


| republic, what species of knowledge can be equally important, and what duty 


more pressing on its Legislature than to patronize a plan for communicating it 
to those who are to be the future guardians of the liberties of the country? 


Mr. Jefferson also has something to say upon this question. 


In his 
sixth annual message he says: . 


The present consideration of a national establishment for education particu 
larly is rendered proper by this circumstance also, that if Congress. approving 
the proposition, shall yet think it more eligible to found it on a donation of 
lands, they have it now in their power to endow it with those which will be 
among the earliest to produce the necessary income. This foundation would 
have the advantage of being independent of war, which nay suspend other 
improvements by requiring for its own purposes the resources destined for them 


Mr. Madison, in his eighth annual message, says: 


The importance which I have attached to the establishment of a university 
within this District, oma scale and for objects worthy of the American nation 


induces me to renew my recommendation of it to the favorable consideration 
of Congress 


President John Quincy Adams, speaking on the same subject, says: 


Among the first, perhaps the very first, instrument tor the improvement of the 
condition of men is knowledge; and to the acquisition of much of the know! 
edge adapted to the wants, the comforts, and enjoyments of human life public 
institutions and seminaries of learning are essential. So convinced of this was 
the first of my predecessors in this office, now first in the memory as living he 
was first in the hearts of our countrymen, that once and again in his addresses 
to the Congress with whom he co-operated in the public service he earnestly 
recommended the establishment of seminaries of learning, to prepare for : 
emergencies of peace and war—a national university and a military academy 
With respect to the latter, had he lived tothe present day, in turning his eyes t 
the institution at West Point he would have enjoyed the gratification of his most 
earnest wishes. Butin surveying the city which has been honored with his 
name he would have seen the spot of earth which he had destined and be 
queathed to the use and benefit of his country as the site for a university still 
bare and barren 
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These high authorities had none of the scruples that we now enter- 
tain on the subject of State rights when they thought of the education 
and enlightenment of the people. They considered knowledge the 
most essential thing, and they seemed to consider it appropriate for Con- 
eress to interfere and found a great university for the whole country 
and other seminaries of learning. If they took that view of it at so 
early a day after the formation of the Constitution, why should we now 
scruple so much about it? It seems to me there is no room for consti- 
tutional trouble on this question. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me to inter- 
rupt him there ? 

Mr. BROWN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Georgia will find by referring to 
the debates on the Constitution that the subject of a university in this 
District was specially named, and it was passed over with the single re- 
mark I believe of Roger Sherman that the exclusive jurisdiction ove 
the ten miles square carried with it the right to establish a university. 
That applied alone to the fact that Congress had the exclusive legisla- 
tion and power here. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; but in establishing the university there was a 
little morethan that necessary. Ithad to be supported; and Mr. Jeffer- 
son suggests that instead of doing it by money they do it by donations 
of the lands of the Union. It seems his scruples were not in the way 
when it came to appropriating lands for the endowment of the univer- 
sity; and I think there is no Senator here who can draw an intelligent 
distinction between the appropriation of the public domain which is 
the property of the Union and the appropriation of money which is the 
property of the Union for the endowment of a university or for the 
vainel of the cause of education. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will permit me, the distinction which 
I think was drawn was that in all the States, asa matter of course, each 
Legislature legislated for the State; but in the District of Columbia (it 
is now called the District of Columbia, but was not then), in the ten 
miles square, Congress was the Legislature exclusively for that ten miles 
square, and within that it had a right to establish a university 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Texas is right as to the exclusive 
jurisdiction of Congress over the District of Columbia, where it was pro- 
posed to locate the university. But he seems to forget that it was to be 
supported out of the lands or the money of the United States. The 
only trouble about the position of the Senator from Texas is, that his 
is not the view presented by General Washington, Mr. Madison, Mi 
Jefferson, and Mr. Adams. They took a broader view of it. 

Mr. MAXEY. It was the view in the debates of the convention 

Mr. BROWN. If it was the view of the convention at the time they 
were making a constitution, it seems that they had carefully considered 
the instrument after it was adopted as a whole, and they were not afraid 
to make the appropriation lest they would violate the Constitution 
They certainly believed Congress had the constitutional power to do 
what they recommended and urged it to do. 

I do not care to go over any of the authorities read and so ably com- 
mented on by the honorable Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GARLAND] 
yesterday. I think he presented the case so conclusively that there 
will hardly be doubt about it. I only wanted to read in connection 
with what was so well said by him these utterances of thi 
Presidents of the United States, who had the highest contidence of ou1 
people, to show what their opinions were on this question. 

There is one other single view, however, that I will refer to. Under 
the Constitution of the United States provision is made that ‘* the House 
of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every second 
year by the people of the several States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature.’’ That is the original Constitution 
Then the fourteenth amendment makes this additional provision 


earliest 


All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the juris- 
diction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they 
reside. 

Under those provisions of the Constitution the Congress of the United 


States has taken upon itself to enact laws to protect the voter in elec- 
tions for members of the House of Representatives. They have assumed 
that they have the authority to protect these citizens of the United States 
in the right of voting and in the free exercise of that right according 
to their own will and wish. Those statutes passed by Congress have 
come before the Supreme Court, as in the late Kuklux cases from my 
own State, and the power has been fully sustained by the cou: 
resort. If, then, the Congress of the United States has the power to 
pass laws to protect the voter in his right to vote and even to send men 
to the penitentiary who punish the voter for his vote after the election 
is over, as the Supreme Court held when it decided that the law was 
constitutional, surely Congress has power to pass laws to aid in the ed- 
ucation of the voter, so as to enable him to cast his vote intelligently. 


t otf last 


If Congress has power to protect the voter in the free exercise of the 
use of the ballot, it mfst have power to aid in preparing him for its 
intelligent use. And without educating the voter, without giving him 


that knowledge which General Washington speaks of as indispensable 
without preparing him to understand the use of the ballot which he 
is casting—without, in other words, preparing him for the duty of 
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citizenship, he can not be a citizen, at least not a useful citizen. He 
can not bea voter—asafe, intelligent voter. If, then, his condition with 
out education is not that of a safe, intelligent voter, and we protect 
him so amply in the exercise of his right to cast the ballot, have we 
not a right to prepare him to read ard to write his ballot and to cast it 
intelligently? It seems to me there can be no doubt on the question 
I am, therefore, very clearly of the opinion that there is no constitutional 
difficulty in the way of the passage of this bill 

Now a word in reference to Texas. My friend from Texas [Mz 
MAXEY] has interrupted me a time or two, and Iam always willing 
to hear him 

Mr. MAXEY I beg the Senator's pardon 

Mr. BROWN. It is no interruption that I complain of 
his situation. All the Southern States may well envy the 
Texas, and the Southern Senators may well envy the Senators from 
Texas. You have a magnificent domain, larger than the Republic ot 
France, larger than the Empire of Germany, one over which » man may 
travel nine hundred miles in a direct line and still be within the jurisdic 
tionof the Stateof Texas. That magnificent territory isall yourown, and 
you have had the wisdom to appropriate it to the purposes of a university 
and free schools and the education of your people I you are 
independent. With from thirty to forty million acres of land te be ap 
plied to this great purpose of education in addition to what has already 
been done, I know of no power on earth so independent f congratu 
late you, and I am only sorry that Georgia has not the same independ 
ence and the same important advantages. If you do not need this aid 
you know your Southern sisters do need it. If you are enriched bs 
this immense territory, we were impoverished by the causes that | 
have already mentioned, and while 
to you in dollars and cents, yet as 


I envy 


state of 


vuimit 


know it is a matter of no concern 
a State in the Union, and as I said 
in the outset the slaves having been set free as a necessity of the Union 
you should, it seems to me, be willing to come up and do your part in 
meeting the obligation that rests upon the Union to prepare those peo 
ple who were made citizens for the preservation of the Union tor the 
exercise of intelligent citizenship in the Union 


Mr. SHERMAN Mr. President, a remark made by me inthe com 
mencement of this discussion has excited some comment from Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber, and I think it proper for me now 
inswer them briefly and to state a little more explicitly my view in 
reference to this very important subject of the education of the illiter 


te children of the United States 

At the close of the war there was a un rsal feeling throughout the 
Northern States that it was the duty of the National to 
aid the Southern States in the education especially of the freedmen ot 
the South 


al 
Ve 


Crovernment 


I believe that every man who participated in the pol ev of 
emancipation as declared in the thirteenth amendment felt that it car 
ried with it the duty of fitting that population for the exercise of civil 
and political rights: and I believe (I say it as broadly as any 
that it is the bounden duty of the United States to aid 
the Southern States in the education of this class of population What 
ever might have been said or could be said in regard to the origin of 
slavery and as to who was responsible for it, all admitted that as 
the result of the war there was thrown upon the people of those States 
i burden which they could not fairly be called upon to bear alone, at 
that large population of four or five million people, ignorant, uneducat 
from the nature of their condition attercenturies of slavery totally untit 
for self-government, in the should bx 
placed in a position where they could exercise, with propriety an 
civil and political rights 
That was the universal feelit 


senator 


in express it 


we 


outset. should be educated and 
salety, 


g throughout the Northern States It 


was not the eX THe tation or design it the close of the war to interfer 
in the slightest degree with the power of the Southern States over tl 
question of suffrage within their borders Nothing is clearer from the 
debates of Congress at that time than that the power of the States g 


the Constitution ot 
+ } 


was to be 


bv 


in each State 


the United States to prescr be who should vote 
left to th i heretore 
iendment, which 


States unimpaired 


the fourteenth an was the landmark, the ground, 





of reconstruction, which I believe was more wisely and carefully cor 
sidered than any proposition in regard to reconstructior, the right of 
the Southern st ites ind of all the States to preseri be ho should be 
voters within thei mits was plainly not granted because it existed 
but recognized, and the power of those States to determine who among 
their people should vote was clearly acknowledged 

There were two or three thing which occurred about that time wl 
east their shadow upon all ou uture story The first and most im 
portant of all was the death of Abraham Lincoln by the hand of an 
ssassin. Everybody is intelligent enough now to appreciate how grave 
a misfortune that was to the people both North and South, becaus 
Mr. Lincoln } 1 lived, with the strong affection that existed for hin 
the North and I believe with the kindly regard that had sprung up 
this man ot ondertul character in the South, there was a feeling that 
he would be kind of arbiter or midd] man between tl priss 
out the wavy and be the nardiar nd the guid he t s 
wasted by civil war, and bring about some good and wise measur ot 
reconstruction But he was carried off by the har s 
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Then I hope I am not trenching upon politics when I say that the 
unfortunate temper and quarrel of his successor, the sudden change 
made in the policy of Mr. Johnson from what he had said in speeches to 
what he did afterward, undoubtedly exercised a very bad influence both 
in the North and in the South. In theSouth it excited a hope that the 
reasonable safeguards demanded by the North could be safely rejected 
by that section. In the North it excited 
ment and antagonism. 

I have no doubt that those two events added greatly 
ties that fell upon Congress after the close of the wat 

Chen I ought to add what was, I think, rather the consequence of 
the course pursued by President Johnson, the unfortunate laws, as they 
were called, passed in many of the Southern States, which practically 
reduced the colored race in the South to a condition of servitude. Many 
of the laws under which they had been accustomed in the South to deal 
with those people as slaves were perpetuated. While they recognized 
that slavery was abolished, yet many of the incidents of slavery were 
kept up and passed into law and were enforced in nearly all the South- | 
ern States, especially in the cotton States. This created in the North a 
feeling of bitter antagonism, for those laws were read in every part of 
the United States, and excited a strong feeling against the South, check- 
that kindly flow’ which followed the close of the civil war. 

Chose laws were regarded as an outrage on the part of the South, and 
therefore the Northern sentiment came gradually to the conclusion that 
there was no other safeguard to the freedman of the South except to arm 
him with the ballot. I know with what reluctance the Republicans 
of the Northern States came to the conclusion that there was no other 
way to deal with the question of the negroes in the South except to 
arm them with the suffrage. I know how I felt myself, and I know 
how the common expression here was that in consequence of those un- 
toward events we felt that there was no half-way house, that there was 
no way short of conierring upon the colored man of the South the right 
to vote, believing, as we then thought, that that would be the great 
safeguard by which he could protect himself in the enjoyment of civil 
and political rights. 

Lhis was the controversy and these were the troubles that came upon us. 
hen came the adoption of the fifteenth amendment. Whetherthat was 
& Wise Measure or not time alone can tell. I shall not pass judgment 
upon it; the future must pass judgment upon it; but the immediate effect 
ot the passage of the fifteenth amendment upon the Southern States 
was to excite a strong feeling of hostility against the vote by the negro 
and to create greatexcitement. That was manifest. They feared what 


the feeling of strong resent- 


to the difficul- 


in 


, 


they called in common parlance ‘‘ nigger rule,’’ and that the effect of | 


that amendment would be to place over them the power of an unedu- 
cated class of people who had no opportunities of education, who were 
contessedly not able, from the want of education and intelligence, to 
rule or govern themselves, much less the people among whom they 
lived. And it was this excited feeling in the South that led them in 
the first place to organize to prevent the natural result of the fifteenth 
amendment. Although the constitutional provision was adopted giving 
to the negro the right to vote, yet they were determined by one means 
or another to prevent the negro from exercising this political power. 
Sir, it is the strong feeling in the Northern States that the South had 
so organized itself in the course of three or four or five years by such 
agencies as the Kuklux klan as to prevent the exercise of this right 
by the colored people that has kept up the excitement from that day 
to this. 

I merely mention these as historical facts, 
any section or any party of men. 

Now, Mr. President, after this has passed over, we come still to the 
question as to what it is the duty of the National Government to do in 
respect to the education of these colored people. I said a moment ago— 
and I repeat it now with full reflection—that I do not think the United 
States when they come to deal with this matter ought to trust the set- 


without at all arraigning 


tlement of the important questions that grow out of this new policy to | 


the action of the people of the Southern States, because the force of 
prejudice, the force of education, is so strong and potent, even on the 
minds of the most intelligent men, that I do not think the United 
States would acewisely in conferring upon the Southern States absolute 
power over education and the expenditure of the money involved in it. 
| say this not in any feeling of unkindness to the people of the South, but 
from a deep conviction that owing to the prejudices of race, owing to 
the influences of slavery still darkening their minds, and which prob- 
ably will darken their minds for two or three generations, they can not 
be left alone to decide how and in what manner the money to be appro- 
priated by Congress for the education of the illiterate shall be applied. 

[t was in that view, and only in that view, that I said the South could 
not be trusted with the disposition of this question. 
{ think it is a question that we ought all to participate in. The policy 
und mode should be pointed out clearly by Congressional law, so that 


the object to be accomplished by the United States may be fixed, not | 
by the law of any State, but by the judgment of the representatives of 


the peopie and of the States. 


Now, Mr. President, let me go a little further and see what is neces- | 
This bill is reported to us, it seems to me, without sufficient in- | 


sary. 


formation communicated to us. This bill turns over to the Southern 
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States, where the illiteracy mainly prevails and for the relief of which 
this measure is mainly devoted, this whole subject to be dealt with by 
the laws of the States. What are the laws of those States? Take the 
first year’s $15,000,000 appropriated as it is appropriated by this bill 
giving, say, to Alabama $1,000,000, and so to the States in proportion 
to illiteracy. It is to be seen by the distribution that nearly all this 
goes to what are called the Southern States. Between eleven and twelve 
million dollars out of the $15,000,000 are given to those States. That 
is right. Why? Because the evil we are to deal with, which threatens 
the very safety and existence of the National Government, is the pres- 
ence of an illiterate population prevailing largely in those Southern 
States. In the North no aid of the National Government is really 
needed anywhere. No bill would be introduced in Congress with the 
expectation of aiding the Northern States in educating their people, 
because it is not necessary. This is an immediate evil that affects not 
only the people of the South, but the people of the whole country—the 
evil of the remarkable illiteracy in all the Southern States. 

Now, what is it that this bill seeks to aim at? It is to remove by 
gradual degrees the illiteracy of the people of the Southern States. As 
a matter of course the law must be made general in its terms; but the 
object aimed at is to enlighten this great mass of ignorance that is ad- 
mitted to prevail in the Southern States. Ought not Congress when it 
votes this huge amount of money, amountipg by this bill to one hun 
dred and ten or one hundred and twenty million dollars —— 

Mr. BLAIR. One hundred and five million dollars in ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One hundred and five million dollars in ten years 
Before it commences to appropriate this large sum of money Congress 
ought to see that the money is to be properly applied to remove the evil 
complained of; that is, illiteracy in the Southern States; but instead of 
that the bill proposes to turn over the money to the Southern States 
themselves. Well, sir, it is right that this money should be expended 
in the South. The General Government has no agency to carry on a 
school system in the Southern States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it interrupt the Senator for me to state—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather that I should be allowed to go on. 
Look at the laws of the States, and see what would be the disposition 
of the money if the bill passes. I am told the laws of most of the South- 
ern States are similar. I have here the general laws of South Carolina 
to show how they would distribute this money. I do not complain of 
the laws; I simply refer to this one that is now the existing law in the 
State of South Carolina. I believe similar laws are in many of the States 
in somewhat different language. In this law of 1882, the latest law, it 
is provided: 

Sec. 1008. Each county board of examiners shall divide their county into con- 
venient school districts for all purposes connected with the general interests of 
education, and redistrict the same whenever, in their judgment, the general 
good requires it. Every school district organized in pursuance of this chapter 
shall be a body-politic and corporate, &c. 

I want to come to the provision in regard to the distribution. 
tion 1002 of the general statutes of South Carolina provides: 

He shall 


Speaking of the county school commissioner— 


Sec- 


annually, on the Ist day of February, or as soon as practicable thereafter, ap- 
portion the income of the county school fund among the several school districts 
of his county in proportion to the average number of pupils attending the free 
public schools in each district, and he shall certify such apportionment to the 
county treasurer. 

Suppose $700,000 is apportioned to the State of South Carolina, will 
that be applied to educate the illiterate? Notatall. It will be appor- 
tioned according to the number of literates, if I may coin a word. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
now ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides explicitly in its terms, as a condition 
to their receiving any money the second year or any subsequent year, 
that the money received from the General Government shall be dis- 
| tributed without reference to race or color and in such a way as to equal- 
ize the school privileges of all the children throughout the several States 
where the expenditure is made; and if, under the operation of local 
laws, there is any discrimination, a natural consequence of the actual 
result, this money must be used in such a way as to equalize the actual 
school privileges of all the children throughout the State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That does not answer the point. This law makes 
no discrimination on account of race, color, or condition. Therefore 
the State of South Carolina does not affect in the slightest degree the 
general principles of the bill that is proposed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to say that if under the 
law he quotes there is no discrimination then there is no evil in the 
laws of South Carolina. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not so either. There is no diserimina- 
tion on account of race or color, but there is a discrimination which 
would give to those who are now being educated all the money. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why, sir—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do not interrupt me. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no right to interrupt the Senator, of course, 
but we usually submit to interruption when we think there may be a 
| misunderstanding. 





Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not decline the privilege of repeating what the 
Senator seems to have misunderstood the first time I made the expla- 
nation. He is making this point against this bill that the distribution 
to the several States will not be an equal distribution, and he is citing 
or purporting to cite from the laws of the State of South Carolina to 
show that there is discrimination or unfairness in the practical opera- 
tion of those laws, and he goes on with the proposition that this bill 
adds to the evil, whereas the express terms of the bill provide that if 
there is an evil in the State of South Carolina or in any other State in 
the distribution of the school money, this money shall be so used as to 
equalize the privileges of all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, I will go on and say again 
that this law of South Carolina, although it may not be in harmony 
with the object we desire to have, to provide for the education of the 
illiterate, yet makes no discrimination on account of race or color. It 
does not violate the terms of your bill. I complain that this bill does 
not carry out the idea we all have in view. What we want is to edu- 
cate the illiterate, not to add to the fund for the education of those who 
go to school now. 

I am told another thing (and there if I am wrong I appeal to the 
Senator from South Carolina to correct me), that under their system of 
common schools they have been mainly established in towns where the 
population is larger. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take the correction; but I am told by those who 
are familiar with the matter that the fact is so; and I have the re port 
of the superintendent of schools, in which he says expressly that on ac- | 
count of the deficiency of the fund the schools have been mainly estab- | 
lished in the centers of population, and that they are gradually and 
rapidly extending them as much as they can to other parts. At present 
the only rule of apportionment of the money that is voted by the State | 
of South Carolina is according to the number of children that go to | 
school in the year preceding. That is the rule, and the apportionment, 
therefore, is made on that basis, and not on the basis of illiteracy. It 
seems to me that that is an unjust provision. 

I might take up the laws of other States and show that if this bill 
passes the money will not under the terms of those laws reach the evil; 
it will not provide for the illiterate people of the South; it will only 
go to swell the fund now distributed and used for a different purpose. 

Mr. President, I am in favor in the broadest terms of voting money 
from the national Treasury to educate the illiterate children of the South 
and of the North as well, because no discrimination should be made; 
but whenever that is done it ought to be upon certain principles, each of 
which, when I state it, I believe every Senator will concur in. 

First, the United States should co-operate with the several States in 
educating the illiterate children of the United States. That is par- 
tially recognized in the bill pending in the House of Representatives and 
which has now been reported froma committee there, which contains the 
very amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana almost in the 
same words. Let me look at that bill. The bill reported to us only re- 
quires one-third of the amount that is appropriated by the National Gov- 
ernment in any State to be expended by the State. That is, if $750,000 
is given to a State only $250,000 need be expended by the State for gen- 
eral school purposes. In other words, the State is only bound to appor- 
tion one-third of the fund we appropriate or one-fourth of the whole ag- 
gregate. The bill reported in the House of Representatives goes upon 
a different principle. It provides— 


But no State, after the first appropriation under this act, shall receive under 


its provisions a greater sum than such State shall have expended during the | 


previous year for like purposes of public instruction from moneys raised or ap- 
propriated in said year by State and local authority 

So that the House bill reported from the committee of the House con- 
tains the very provision offered by the Senator from Indiana which is 
now pending here as an amendment tothis bill. This bill contains no 
such provision. It only requires one-third of the amount to be appro- 
priated without any control whatever over the appropriation. 

But that is not all. When this measure is adopted it ought to be 
founded upon some fundamental principles, the first, as I said, being 
that the United States should co-operate with the several States in edu- 
cating the illiterate in the several States. That is admitted. Then I 
say that the disbursement of this fund should be made by the State. 
I have no doubt of that. As I said a moment ago, the National Gov- 
ernment has no machinery to carry on a system of schools in the South- 
ern States. We must therefore depend upon the States themselves to 
disburse the money. But here I differ with the Senator from Missouri 
entirely. The United States when it appropriates money selects an 
agent to disburse this money of its and may make conditions. If the 
United States have the right to apprepriate the money, they have the 
right to say upon what conditions the money shall be expended. 
they say we will aid the South or the Southern States to educate their 
illiterate children, then the United States have the power and the right 
to set out the principles and conditions or limitations of that grant. 
The greater includes the less; and if the power is given to make these 
appropriations at all, the power is also given to say for whose benefit 
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the money shall be expended, how it shall be expended, where and 
when and how apportioned, and for what purposes. That is as clear a 


proposition as can be shown in Euclid or any other mathematical \ 

I say, therefore, that if any money is appropriated by the | 
States it should be upon conditions that will insure the application 
that fund tothe impartial education of all classes of illiterate childret 
In my judgment this bill Aoes not do it This bill does not set out the 
conditions upon which this money shall be received and paid to th 
States. I believe Senators will agree with me that among these cor 
ditions there should be a contribution by the several States of a certain 
proportion of money to be expended by each State for the same pm 
pose. That is attempted in this bill, but it is not so well guarded 
in the House bill. 

Second, I say that the allotment by the State among the several geo- 
graphical portions of the State shall be according to the number of 
illiterate children in such portions of the State As amatter of course, 
to add tothe generai fund of the State without making provision tor the 
people that we desire to educate would bea very unwise provision; and 
therefore this bill whenever it passes should provide for the allotment 
or distribution of this fund among the several geographical divisions of 
each State in proportion to the illiterate children in those geographica! 
divisions. Take the State of Alabama, which would get the benetit of 
an appropriation of $1,000,000 the first year under this bill. That 
money should be divided among the counties and townships of that State 
so far as the census takes notice of geographical divisions, according to 
the illiterate people in the several divisions. In the southern belt of that 
State where the great mass of the colored people live more should hé 
granted out of this general fund, because there are more illiterate chil 
dren in proportion to the number of people in those counties, while in 
the northern counties, especially the manufacturing counties where 
manufacturing is springing up rapidly, the allotment should be less 
just as in Qhio where we have only about 2 or 3 per cent. of illiterate 
people we do not expect to get any of this fund, but wherever illiter- 


| ate people live the money ought to go into that region tor the purpose 
| of educating them, and the State should be so far controlled in the 


| dispensation of the money as to see that that distribution is fairly 
made. 
Third. Such control over the appropriation by the United States 


| money so appropriated. 


should be secured as will insure the fair and just application of the 
Sir, when you authorize any oflicer of your 
Government to disburse public money, you state for what purpose it 
shall be disbursed; y4u control his discretion; he is simply the execu 
tive of your will; and if money isappropriated to these States, the States 
are the simple agents of the National Government to distribute, 


+ 
not 


| their money, but the money of the General Government; and so far 


If 


as this appropriation is made that money should be controlled in the 
principles of distribution and in the purposes of its expenditure by the 
bill itself, by the action of the General Government, and not be left to 
the States 

Fourth. The appropriation should be annually made like other ap 
propriations, but upon a general policy clearly defined in the bill 
There is no object for, in a bill of this kind, making permanent appro 
priations, as they are classed. You can not appropriate for the Army 
for over two years; and here you appropriateffor an object for ten years 
without knowing what the ten years will bring forth. If there is any 
principle of our Government well established in practice and that has 
been adhered to with great tenacity by the old Democratic party in 
former times, it was that the only safety for the Government was to 
have annual appropriations, so that each year the disbursement of the 
money should be brought under the eve of the legislative authority 


Mr. FARLEY. Is not that sound doctrine? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is, and that is what I say now 
Mr. BLAIR. The bill is amended in just that particular. It pro 


vides by a section that it may be repealed at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN In other words, it requires the President and thi 
Senate and the House to agreeon a changeof the policy. Why should 
not this appropriation stand like the appropriation for the salary of the 
President or the judges of the courts? We will notappropriate for two 
years in advance the salaries of the judges 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow n 
which he has put. The Senator must see and the country must unde) 
stand that if this large appropriation for the immediate expansion and 
support of the common schools of a great section of the country | 
made at all, there must be a declaration of a permanent policy or a po 
icy that is to be continued for some definite period of time. Otherw 
what encouragement has a State to expend the first year’s allotment in 
such a way as to lay the foundation of an establishment that may b« 
starved to death by the failure of the appropriation the very next year ? 
If the National Government is to pour into the Southern or any other 
States practically the same amount which they are now expending, o! 
approaching the same proportion, to establish a system of schools, and 
there is no declaration of policy that it is likely to continue for an 
length of time, they may find that the second year there is a fail) 
that which they have relied upon, and the consequent prostration, 
moralization, and destruction of the schoois 


} 


1@ to answer! the que stion 
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Mr. SHERMAN. On the same reasoning we should not refuse to 
uke an appropriation for twenty years for the Supreme Court of the 
United States, because, forsooth, we may some year withhold appropria- 


ns to carry on that great department of the Government! Why is} 
that annual appropriations provided for? Is it from a doubt 


| provide the necessary means to carry out an estab- 


are 
cress wil 
Not at all; but it is becau@e each appropriation should 
so that its expenditure may be constantly brought 
surveillance Lherefore we reluse 
propriate for any purpose for more than one It 
Chis biil may declare that it is the intention of the 
i'nited States to aid and assist the several States in educating the illit- 
people of the United States, and that is a sufficient declaration to 
but the appropriation should not be 
We can not tell what may come 
the future. 


cy 7? 
annually 


noder ti 
aet Lit 


of the legislative power. 


ap year. IS easy to 


declare a policy 
erat 
justify a faith that it will be done; 
made in advance tor a series of years. 
this year or next year. We have no right 
We « for ourselves, and during the brief period for 
which we are selected as Senators and Representatives. Future legis- 
lation must depend on those who come after us. Ifa policy isdeclared | 
in this bill to aid in the education of the children of the South, we 
must expect that those who follow us will be as patriotic and as wise as 
ire, and will, so far as the means of the Government will allow, | 
make these annual appropriations from time to time. 

Chis I do not regard as a fatal objection to the bill, but it is an ob- 
jection that ought to make us pause, because it is in the face and in 
violation of established principles of the Government recognized by all 
political parties 

Now, Mr. President, I do not wish at all tocomment upon this bill, 
but I will say that the House of Representatives have—— 

Mr. BLAIR I must call the Senator to order. I myself have 
too often been reminded, and so have other Senators, I think, by the 
honorable Senator himself, that this sort of language is contrary to the 
rules of the Senate. He has already alluded to the contents of a bill 
pending before the House, and he escaped being called to order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, there is nothing to prevent 
me from reading from any document that I choose to present here. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be possible, but I doubt that even. Cer- 
tainly the Senator has no right to designate what it is for the purpose 
of influencing legislation at this end of the Capitol. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I find here in a paper before me 
some wise provisions to which I respectfully call the attention of my 
friend from New Hampshire, and he can find out where they come 
from. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have read the instrument. The Senator does not 
need to read it for the information of his friend from New Hampshire. 


to legislate fo 


an only legislat 


we 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will read it for the information of others. | 
Mr. BLAIR. That may be. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I was not so happy as to-know that this existed 


until recently. 


Sr That before any State shall be entitled to receive itsshare of said fund 


it shall have complied with the following conditions: 


Here are conditions imposed upon the grant. I call the attention of 


my friend from Missouri to these conditions 


First. That it shall have provided by law, either general or local, for the free 
common-school education of all its children of school age, without distinction of 
color, for at least three months in each year, from the funds provided for schools 
under the laws of said State 


Chat is, it requires before they shall use our money that they shall 
show what they have done with their own money. That is stretching 
theState-rights doctrine a good deal, that they shall have done so and 
so by the laws of their own State, and shall show how they have ex- 
pended the money. 


Provided, That separate schools for white and colored children shall not be 
considered a distinction of color 

Second. That no part of said fund shall be expended, directly or indirectly, 
under any pretense whatever, for the purchase, erection, preservation, repair, 
or rent of any building or buildings, or for sites or lots for the location thereof, 
or in paying the salary of any 
teaching 


Third, That itshall have caused tobe made such reports to the Commissioner 


of Education concerning the condition of its schools, on or before the Ist day of | 


August in each year, as said Commissioner of Education, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall deem desirable; and shall especially report 
for each county as follows 

Here is the information given by geographical divisions— 

The number of public schools of every grade; the whole number of days 
actually taught in each during the year preceding 

And soon; a bill of minute directions as to what information the 
State shall furnish and as to what conditions it has complied with. 

Fourth. That it shall have applied all moneys by it previously received under 
the provisions of this act in accordance therewith 

That seems to me a wise thing. What I am willing to do is to vote 
this year a general declaration of policy, that it is the purpose of the 
United States to aid and assist to the extent of its ability from time to 
time in the education of the illiterate classes of the whole United States 
upon the basis of illiteracy, if you please, and to appropriate a sum of 
money upon certain conditions well defined, even more carefully de- 


| with great pleasure. 


public officer or other person not engaged in | 
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fined than in the paper that I have read to you. If those conditions 
seem to be just and right, I am willing to go as far as the farthest to 
remove this blight of illiteracy from our country wherever it exists 
I recognize broadly the duty of the National Government; I think thy 
safety of the National Government demands that we should rem 
this dark cloud of ignorance that rests upon a portion of the peopl 
the States. Without reproaches to any section, without going into t 
past, [am willing as one of the Senators trom Ohio—and we do yor 
need any aid in support of our common schools; we appropriate ov 
$7,000,000 annually in aid of education, besides aiding in maintainin 
a number of colleges and higher institutions—lIam willing to vote fr 
the National Treasury a large sum of money this year, and from tim 
to time as longas the necessity existsa liberal sum of money, to aid in 
education of the illiterate children of the Southern and Northern stat 
That will apply the law universally; but before doing so L wish a meas 
ure brought before us that contains wise and well-guarded rest: 
tions—restrictions, if you please, upon the prejudice of the peopl 
among whom this money is to bedistributed; restrictions, if you please, 
that will break down all barriers between the education of the whit: 
and blacks, except only that I believe the principle of establishing se} 
arate schools is a wise one. So far as I know the colored people them 
selves are in favor of that provision wherever there are enough peopk 
in the community or within the school district to make the basis ot 
separate schools. That is a matter of detail properly to be determined 
by each State. 

In Ohio it was supposed, when this policy was adopted of breaking 
down the barriers against the blacks in our State— for we had black laws 
as well as you—that there would be difficulty in seeing the few blacks 
mingled with the whites at the common schools, but all that difficulty 
has passed away. It is true we have but 80,000 black people ina pop 
ulation of over 3,000,000, and therefore the condition of affairs in Ohio 
is not to be compared with the condition of affairs in the Southern 
States. I have no objection to any wise regulations in regard to this 
that may be deemed consistent with the state of feeling, the preju- 
dices, if you please, of the States where these schools are to be estab 
lished; but I wish no discrimination made as to the amount of money 
that is appropriated for blackand white. I wish only to see this money 
fairly applied to the education of the illiterate, and not to add to th: 
education of those who are already partly learned and have the facili 
ties of education. That is all I desire; and with such amendments in 
grafted on this bill, or, as I think, better, with a wise and careful revis 
ion of this bill by the committee having it in charge, I shall vote for it 
As it stands now I can not consistently, with 
my ideas of what is prudent and wise legislation, vote for it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a speech on this 
bill at this hour in the evening; but I wish merely to point out what 


| seems to me to be the error in two suggestions made by the Senato1 


from Ohio while they are fresh in the mind of the Senate. 

Mr. LAMAR. Will the Senator fromMassachusetts give way for a 
motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think I shall take three minutes. certainly 
not five; and I had alittle rather say the particular thing I have to say 
now. The Senator from Ohio criticises this bill, approving, as I under- 
stand him, itsgeneral policy of apportioning this reliefamong the States 
in proportion to their illiteracy, because, he says, when the States get 
it they are not, by the bill, compelled to make the distribution in their 

| counties or schoo] districts or minor subdivisions upon thesame theory ; 
and he instances the law of the State of South Carolina, which distrib- 
utes the expenditure from her school fund and her school-taxes among 
the different school districts in proportion to the children who attend 
school. So the honorable Senator from Ohio says that South Carolina 
distributes this money not in proportion to the illiteracy or the need 
| of the particular school district, but rather in proportion to its educa 
| tion or want of such necessity. That is his criticism. 

Well, now, Mr. President, the simple answer to that is that it would 
be utterly impossible for South Carolina or any other State to make a 
distribution upon any other principle than that of the number of chil- 
dren who are actually found attending the particular school. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The number of children in the neighborhood 

Mr. HOAR. Why, Mr. President, suppose there are two school dis- 
tricts side by side, each containing a thousand children; the presump- 
tion is that all children who go to school are, to the extent to which 
they are instructed, illiteratewhen they begin. The child in the school 
district wherever the parent wants to send his child to school and the 
child in the school district where no parent wishes to send the child to 
school is at the beginning of his school age equally illiterate. There is 
no difference in the illiteracy of infancy or of early childhood; but the 
expense is to pay for educating those who go, and it can not be based on 
any other ground; and if you have got in one school district a thousand 
children, nine hundred of them going to school, and in the adjoining 
school district a thousand children, only one hundred of them going to 
school, you must, of course, expend nine times as much to teach the 
nine hundred as you do the one hundred, and there is no other possi- 
ble or practical arrangement which could be made by South Carolina. 
Now, this bill does provide, among the conditions of the contribution 
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by the National Government, that the States shall afford as faras is pos- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
sible equal privileges from this fund and from the fund for its own ex- a A = ; 
penditure to all its children alike, so that in the illiterate school dis- TUESDAY, March 25. 1884. 


trict every child is to have the chance which the State gives to such 
child in the school district where there are illiterates. It may be that 
it would be well where there are separate schools in various States to 
have ap express provision, and I, as at present advised, would vote for 
it, as I hope every Senator on both sides of the Chamber would, that 
where the children separated by reason of race, each race shall have in 
proportion to its numbers of children attending school an equal share 
of the fund; and if that is not foundalready in sections to which I have 
adverted, I hope it will be put there. 


D. D., dean of the seminary, Cambridge, Mass. 
The Cle rk proce eded t read the Journal of yest rday 'S proceec 


so much of the Journal as relates 
resolutions be dispensed with 
There was no objection 


The remainder of the Journal was read and approved 


Che other point to which I wish to reply, without making such gen- HISTORY OF STATE DEPARTMEN' 
eral argument as I have to make on the bill at this late hour in the The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
evening, is the honorable Senator’s objection growing out of the fact | from the Secretary of State, with a compaunying papers, 1 


that this is a permanent appropriation running through aseries of years. | the purchase by the Government of the ‘‘ Chronological Histor 


now, this year and at this moment, on certain conditions, of $105,000,- | 1774 down to the present time,’’ by John H. Haswell, Chiet 
000, repealable at the willof Congress before it gets out of the Treasury | Bureau of Indexes and Archives of the Department of State 
and at any time; but from the necessity of the case, as it is upon con- | of the heads of Department 

T 
paid out for ten years. 


a ; PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 
Whatever phraseology may be used, it is just what you did with the 


) 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lask unanimous consent that the reading 
+ 


o the introduction of bills and 


of th 


i 


bing 





‘ t 
ry ol 


I do not understand it so; I understand it is an appropriation made | Department of State and the Foreign Relations of the Government trom 





The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. GrorGrE Z. GRAY, 


recommending 


' for the us 
L ts, ollicers in the foreign service, and commit 
ditions to be performed year by year in future in the States, not to be | tees of Congress: which was referred to the Committee on the Lili 


; a ; ; : : i YAV I rise questio ‘ivilew 
Union Pacific Railroad. You provided that as fast as the builders of “ eee _ Pos ; eo Neste ” of — se 
that road built twenty-five miles, or whatever was the unit of thei Th . I * a : Gemand the regular order, : 
na . ° . » SS}? : > “Wer ’ tron } ' Ty oy. 
building, they should have Government bonds to a certain amount from Phe SPEAKER The gentleman trom Florida (Mr. Davin 


9 . ~ ~ h = “18 s m i TE 
the Treasury. Whether it took that road three years or ten years to tates that he rises to a question of privilege 


‘ yeas . ) ) . sterd: . resol | ‘ } 
be built, the payment came as soon as the condition was performed, Mr. DAVIDSON. Yesterday, on the joint resolution making an 


that bill like this being subject to the repealing power which Congress propriation to prevent the overtlow of the city of New Orleans, La 


ip 


held in its hand; and for that bill, though I have not looked, | am | the country adjacent thereto, I voted inadvertently, as I was paired wit 


quite sure my honorable friend from Ohio must have voted. Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 1 was necessarily called away inami 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will allow me. diately after voting and was not present when the pairs were announced 
Mr HOAR. Certainly otherwise I would then have withdrawn my vote. I ask to have 1 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that the difference is that that was a | YOt withdrawn. se 

contract between a private corporation and the United States. The SPEAKER Che gentleman from Florida asks unanimous con 


} 


Mr. HOAR. Suppose it was; whatis the difference in principle ex- sent to have his vote withdrawn. If there be no objection, his reque 


oan ° . . . sas ¢ an : : —, and tha | . ted according) 
cept a difference in favor ot this bill? The Senator says that was a W i granted, = L the Journal will be corrected accordingly 
contract. Now, this is a contract to this extent, that it provides when There was no objection. 


the State has done something one year, the next year, that being in the Mr. BENN ETT. I rise to a question of privilege When the ye: 
past and secure, the State shall have a certain grant of money from the and nays were called on yesterday on the resolution making an appro 
Treasury . priation to prevent the overflow of the city of New Orleans I was 1 


g ee : 3 ; . se a aheent atte -o acon f+) 
It has been said that it is not safe to trust these great Commonwealths | 1” the House. Iwas gbsent attending a nOn OF 


who are to be the principal objects of this bounty; and if we were to | Elections by permission of the House. 


take counsel from our resentments, from our recollections of past his- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
tory, or of recent history, we might be a good deal impressed by that Mr. RANDALL. I have a communication from the Postm 


argument. Butas I understand the scheme of this bill it does not trust 


the Committe 


ast 


ot 


Cl 


General, addressed to me as chairman of the Committee on Appropria 


anybody with anything, except possibly for the first year of its opera- | tions, which I think should be laid before the House throuvh the re 


tion, if it does then. It simply declares as an encouragement to the | ular channel and be printed by order of the House 


State of South Carolina in the year 1885 to make an effort to improve The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the proper indorsement to bh 
her school system and increase her school grant that if she will make | made on the communication and lay it before the House 

a grant of a certain amount, will satisfy the United States Government Mr. BELFORD. 1 withdraw the demand for the regular ordet 
that she has made it and distributed it on certain principles, and will z 

give us the statistical information which we want, which enables us to NATIONAL BANK OF MIDDLETOWN, PA 

test the accuracy of her report, then she shall have a sum of money, Mr. ERMENTROUT. Ll ask unanimous consent to take from 


just as we said to the Union Pacific Railroad Company, ‘‘ build twenty- | House Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 6021) to author 


five miles of road and you shall have so much, and build twenty-five , ize the National Bank of Middletown, Pa., to change its location 


miles more and you shall have so much, and so on until you get to the Che bill was read, as follows 


P: “ifi * coast ” » j 
acihe coast. Be it enacted, &c., That the National Bank of Middletown, now locate 


These two conditions, the condition of the proper expenditure of the borough of Middletown and State of Pennsylvania, is hereby authoriz 


money last year and the condition of reporting the statistical tables, | ¢b&)8¢ 1s location to the borough of Steelton, in said State. Whenever the 

* Y. “ ss holders representing two-thirds of the capital of said bank. at a meet ize 
seem to be slight, but they, especially the last of them, are to my mind | for that purpose, determine to make such change. the president and cashier sl 
of the most important and grave character. It was that little thing by | execute a certificate, under the corporate seal of the bank, specifying sue de 


which Horace Mann revolutionized the educational system of New Eng- | “ rmination, and shall cause the same to be recorded in the office of the 


land, so that to-day the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, if lam not | and the operations of discount and deposit of said bank shall be 
misled by my memory, spends more than fifteen times per capita what | the borough of Steelton 





> . . ( 4 l iothing i lis act cor si “a ahs 40 Construecs “ yon 
she spent fifty years ago for her school children, then as now leading | 5®&- 2. Phat nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any 


ner to release the said bank from any liability or affect any action or | 


the column of Commonwealths in the matter of school education. The 
towns of the State of Massachusetts were: by law compelled to make | change shall have been determined upon as aforesaid, notice thereof 


. . . el re shi » 1) slished ji o eek] t ‘rs he count of > YT 
returns showing the average school attendance and the condition of | ©D2@"S' hall be published in two weekly papers in the unt Dauy 
‘ eS said State, not icss than four weeks 


I of 


their schools, and there was not a town so sluggish or unambitious that Sec. 3. That whenever the location of said bank shall have been changed f 
when it appeared at or near the foot of the column there was not some | the borough of Middletown to the borough of Steelton, in accordance with 


I 
et 


troller of the Currency, and thereupon such change of location shall be etfecte« 


proces 
ing in law in which the said bank may be a party or interested; and whe 


citizen in that town public spirited enough to devote his life and his {'** % ere ee os —— : aoa eee “ ak “ 
. . : : : ° . yn, ne boar tirectors OF Siaic mnk shall accep ne new name by re 
hest energies to stirring up his neighbors. I do not think, with these | tion of the board, and cause a copy of such resolution, duly authenticated. t 
statistics coming by State authority to the United States Government | filed with the Comptroller of the Curreney 
7 . fs . r ‘ . . : Ths | ebts, demands ilities. rights. privileges. and nov o 
vear by year, that there will be Senators from North Carolina making | ,,5°C. 4: That all debts, demands, liabilities, rights, privileges, and powe: 


the National Bank of Middletown shall devolve upon the National Bank of Stee! 


such speeches as we heard yesterday. That State will have something ton whenever such change of name is effected 


else to say, if she is the tail State among the thirty-eight of the Amer- Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 1 


sage 


ican Commonwealths in the matter of her school children, than what 
her Senator told us on this floor yesterday. 
Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of aud Currency was read: 


The following amendment reported by the Committee on Bank 


executive business. Amend the title so as to read A bill to authorize the National Bank 5 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- “tow, P., to change its location and name 

eration of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

session the doors were opened, and (at 50’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) | the bill? 


the Senate adjourned. Mr. BEACH. Iam not disposed to object to the « { 


onside 
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ae) 


l, but I 


er this ch 


would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
iunge can not be effected under a general law ? 
ERMENTROUT. There is no general law in existence author- 
ich change 


bill was ordered two be engrossed and 
und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


being no objec tion, the 
i third time 
n and passed 

Che title was amended as recommended by the Committee on Bank- 
ng and Currency 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

Che latter motion was agreed to 
COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD. lIask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 74 be 
taken from the Speaker’ ind considered at thistime. It isa bill 
purely of local importance to my State, and immediate action upon it 
is desirable 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection to its present consideration 

The bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu 
of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands, 
and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2 


stable 


1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States and | 


Territories which may provide colleges for the benetit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,’’ was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, d« 
to form a constitution and State government, and for the admission of the said 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States,”’ 
March 3, 1875, shall be construed as giving to the State of Colorado the right to 
select for school purposes other lands in lieu of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
section as may have been or shall be found to be mineral lands: 


which at the date of selection no valuable mineral discoveries have been made; 


shall, if he is satisfied such lands so selected are not mineral, so certify, and 
thereupon the right of said State to suchselected lands shall finally attach; and 
the Secretary of the Interior shall also ascertain whether any of such sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections are mineral lands, and shall certify their character, 
which certificate shall determine the matter 

Spec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the deputy surveyor, at the time of exe- 
cuting the survey of any township, to makea critical examination of the char- 
acter of sections 16 and 36, and to embrace in his field-notes a full report of any 
and all mineral discoveries found to the surveyor-general, who shall report to 


the Secretary of the Interior whether the whole or any part of either of said | 


sections is mineral in character. 

SEt That the State of Colorado, in selecting lands for agricultural-college 
purposes under the acts of July 2, 1864, and July 23, 1866, may select an amount 
of land equal to 30,000 acres for each Senator and Representative which said 
State is entitled to in Congress, from any public land in said State not double- 
minimum-priced land, or selections may be made from said double-minimum 
lands, but in the latter case the lands are to be computed at the maximum price 
and the numberof acres proportionally diminished; but no mineral lands shall 
be selected 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has just been read ? 

Mr. OATES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado a 
question 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BELFORD] will be permitted to make a statement, the right 
to object to the consideration of the bill being reserved. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to make a statement in reference to 
this bill. 

Mr. OATES. 
question. 

Mr. BELFORD. Very well. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to inquire if this bill is the same as a bill of 
similar title which has been considered by the Committee on Public 
Lands of this House? 

Mr. BELFORD. It is exactly the same bill, considered by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and unanimously recommended for passage. 
This Senate bill passed that body unanimously. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. 
BELFORD], reserving the right to object to the bill at the proper time, 
that when this bill was called up once before it was objected to by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Bupp], I think. 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That gentleman is not now in his seat. I suppose 
the ground of his objection was the fact that a bill of a similar char- 
acter for the benefit of California had been severely criticised by the 
papers of that State 

Mr. BELFORD 
mistaken 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon the con- 
sideration of this bill in the absence of the gentleman from California 
| Mr. Bupp], who objec ted to it before. 

Mr. BELFORD. I want tosay to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN] that I understand the gentleman from California [Mr. BupD] 
has withdrawn his objection to this bill. If the House will permit me 
I would like to make a statement. Under the act of Congress so many 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is 


sections of land were granted to my State for school purposes. 
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That an act entitled ‘‘Anact to enable the people of Colorado | 


approved | 


| therefor. 
| now prowling over the country and levying black-mail on pension clain 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Colorado a | 


MARCH 25, 


Mr. DIBRELL. There is no objection to the bill; let it be passed 
without taking up time for discussion. 

Mr. BELFORD. Very well; if there is no objection I will ask that 
the vote be taken on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I want to know the nature of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before the 
House. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. BROADHEAD said: I withdraw my objection to the present 
consideration of Senate bill No. 74. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I understand correctly this bill has informally 


| been considered by the Committee on Public Lands of this House. 


Mr. BELFORD. Yes, and unanimously recommended. 
Mr. BRENTS. A House bill exactly like this, word for word, has 
been considered and reported by the Committee on Public Lands with 


| a favorable recommendation. 


There being no further objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. BELFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
FRAUDULENTLY ASSUMING 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


TO BE 


[ ask unanimous consent to report for 


UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


= | consideration at this time from the Committee on the Judiciary the bill 
Provided, That | 7 

such selections shall be made from lands returned as agricultural, and upon | 7 . ; s 
| assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under authority of 
and all such selections shall be reported to the Secretary of the Interior, who | 


H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently 


the United States or any Department thereof, and prescribing a penalty 
The bill provides a penalty against certain banditti that are 


ants. It does not take a penny out of the Treasury, and there is an 
emergency for immediate action 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection to its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That every person who, with intent to defraud either the 
United States or any person, falsely assumes or pretends to be an officer or em 


| ployé acting under the authority of the United States, or any Department of th« 


Government thereof, and who shall take upon himself to act as such, or who 
shall in such pretended character demand or obtain from any person or from 
the United States, or any Department of the Governmentthereof, any money 
paper, document, or other valuabie thing, shall be deemed guilty of felony, and 
shal,on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000, « 


imprisonment not longer than three years, or both said punishments, in the dis 


cretion of the court 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill; which was or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 

Mr. DUNN. [ask unanimous consent to have taken from the House 
Calender and put upon its passage House bill 5692, to adopt the *‘ Re- 
vised International Regulations for preventing Collisions at Sea.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be redd, after which there will be 
opportunity to object. 

Mr. DUNN. As the bill is somewhat lengthy, I desire to make a 
short statement before it is read. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, this bill contains noth:ng except the re- 
vised international regulations which have been accepted and agreed to 
by all the maritime nations of the world for the purpose of preventing 
collisions at sea. These regulations are now in fact the law of the sea. 
Our merchant marine and our Navy are both bound by them; and they 
have been made the statutory law of every maritime power on earth 
except the United States. So that we are in the attitude of having out 
entire merchant marine subject to that law without requiring them to 


| know and understand it. 


The bill contains nothing else than these revised regulations, which 
have been published by the English board of trade, and will go into 
effect on the Ist of next September. It isa matter of vital importance 
to our shipping interests that they should be made statutory in the 
United States for the protection of our merchant marine. They do not 
interfere with the regulations for ‘preventing collisions on the inland 
waters of the United States. They are simply the result of diplomati: 
correspondence between our Government and other maritime powers 
of the world. Their details have all been settled, and are incorporated 
in this bill exactly as agreed upon by all the nations. 








1884. 





Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the bill come from a committee? 


Mr. DUNN. It comes from the Committee on Commerce, and is a 
unanimous report from that committee. I 
regulations, as furnished by the British minister. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was interrupted by 
Mr. BLACKBURN, who said: As this is a lengthy bill and contains 


nothing except a schedule of regulations, I ask that the further read- | 


ing be dispensed with. 

Mr. DUNN. Can that be done? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam more than willing. The bill contains nothing 
except the international regulations. There is not another syllable of 
legislation in it. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Commerce. 
there can be any mistake if the House should adopt the measure without 
further reading. 

Mr. DUNN. There can be no mistake. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It has, I understand, the approval of all 
the maritime nations. 

Mr. DUNN. It is the result of an international agreement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing be dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume there is not much more of the bill; and 
it seems to me best that it should be read. 

[he Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, but before it was con- 
cluded 

Mr. ELLIS said: I object to the further reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the consideration of 
the bill ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I will object to the consideration. 
too important a measure to be passed in this way. 
to its being printed in the Recorp for information. 

Mr. DUNN. Idonotcare to have it printedin the REcorD; butits 
passage is a matter of public interest, and the gentleman’s own city is 
largely interested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my request for the further reading of 
the bill. I understand it does not apply at all to the interior waters of 
the United States. 

Mr. DUNN. It applies only to the high seas and the coasting trade. 
All the great commercial cities are concerned in it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House, unless the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana withdraws his objection. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object, and demand the regular order. 

Mr. DUNN. Of course the gentleman has a right to persist in his 
objection if he thinks that his city does not need this measure. But I 
want to assure him that his city is more interested in it than I am 
personally. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana objects to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, and demands the regular order. The bill 
is not before the House. 


MORNING 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 


It is too long and 
I have no objection 


HOUR DISPENSED WITH. 
I move to dispense with the morning hour 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-third vote. 

Mr. DOWD. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 21. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour was 
dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
it insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6073) to provide for 
certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House, and asked for a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. AL- 
LIsoN, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BECK as conferees on its part. 

URGENCY DEFICIENCY BILL. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, the message 
of the Senate was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ments to the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked on 
the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of such conference on the part 
of the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. CALKINS. 

POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Postmaster-General to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, asking for an appropriation to supply deficiency in the 
appropriation for the service of the office of the Postmaster-General for 
the current fiseal year; which was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


’ XV——142 


It is an exact copy of the | 


It comes to us from the Department, and has the | 
I do not think | 


~~ 
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PAYMENT OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
proceeding with the consideration of revenue bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. DoRSHEIMER in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time 


| for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to state the reasons 
why I shall support this bill. My first impressions in regard to it were 
thesameas those stated by the honorable gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE]; my first impressions were against the bill. It wasa 
whisky bill, a whisky-extension bill, and my first impulse was, as I 
think it was with the majority of the House, that it was unwise to grant 
such an extension. But, sir, I have examined with all the care and 
wisdom of which I am able to examine any measure, and I have come 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrrr] is 


to the conclusion that my duty on this floor requires me to vote for it. 


Now, sir, what is the bill before the House? It is a bill to extend 
the time for paying the tax to this Government_upon an American man 
ufacture, a manufacture as legitimate and as authorized as any other in 
this country. 

It is to extend the time for paying the tax, which in my judgment, 
after the best examination I have been able to bestow upon it, is now 
collected partially and not in a manner in which taxes upon American 
manufactures ought to be collected. 

The power of taxation under our Government is coextensive with the 
subjects in reference to which we have aright to legislate ‘To carry 
out the duties of thisGovernment we were clothed with the most ample 
power to lay taxes. Beyond that we have no right to go under ow 
General Government. A tax upon production, a tax laid on the manu 
facture and not upon consumption, is a local and partial tax. It is a 
tax discriminating against the article taxed, and in my judgment is not 
in accordance with the system of government under which we live. 
Our taxes should be equal; they should be impartial. Impartiality is 
an organic, an innate law of our national administration. This is a Gov- 
ernmentnot for one State, but for the people of all the States. Taxes 
should be laid equally, and theyshould be so laid and so collected that 
they will operate equally, or as near so as may be, upon all the popula 
tion of the country. ° 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a tax laid upon the consumption of this article 
is a tax which operates with substantial equality on the whole popula- 
tion, while a tax upon the production of the article is a tax laid upon 
a small portion of the people of the country and upon a small part of 
the States of this Union. I am constrained to the conviction this tax 
ought never to have been laid except in a great emergency otherwise 
than upon the consumption of the country. 

If Il am right in this, why should we deal with this article otherwise 
than we would deal with grain from which it is made? Why should 
we deal with this article otherwise than we would deal with coffee, if 
that were the subject of consideration? It seems to me, sir, it should 
be dealt with precisely as we would deal with the grain from which the 
article is made; that is, if it is to have a tax levied on it, and I believe it 
should have a tax as much as it will bear and as long as it will bear it 
and will yield the best results to the country. I would tax it so as to 
produce for the Government a continuous and certain income so long as 
it shall need such an income. 

But, sir, I would levy that tax in a way so it should fall on the whole 
population of the country, and not on particular States or special sec- 
tions of the country or upon particular individuals. I would levy it 
on the whole population of the country for the benetit of the whole 

\s I understand the law which this proposes temporarily to modify, 
it is provided that after the term of three years this article is to pay 
the tax or excise. I believe that this term was selected for the reason 
that it was the substantial opinion of Congress that the t 
exacted upon the consumption. 

It seems to me that the term itself indicates clearly that it was and 
is the judgment of Congress that this tax should be so laid as to bea 
tax upon consumption solely. It has so happened that there has been 
an overproduction in this line of business. The production has grown 
in excess of the demands of the market; and in order to make this a 
tax upon consumption, in order to bring it within the principles of the 
Constitution, which I recognize as governing the whole system of tax- 
ation, the time needs to be so far extended that it shall become a tax 
upon consumption, and that, being such a tax, it shall be distributed 
equally and substantially in proportion to the population of the country 

In granting this extension it has been said by way of argument in 
opposition to this bill that it will be special legislation. If this tax as 
now provided be enforced otherwise than as a tax upon consumption, 
it does not need to be repeated in your hearing that it is so levied and 
so collected as a special discrimination, a special legislation against 
this single article of manufacture and against the capital engaged in 
this So far as this bill proposes to go it will restore the 
true principle of taxation, and it will do no more than to bring th 


ix should be 
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article within the rule which we have adopted for all of the other 
items which enter into our great American manufacturing business. 
It seems to me that from the facts already stated in this discussion it 
can not be denied that there exist the strongest reasons possible why 
the manufacturers of this particular article shall have the right to 
claim this extension at our hands 

I do not claim, Mr. Chairman, that these manufacturers have done 
more than their legitimate share. 
worthy for having contributed to the support of the Government and 
the support of the country in its time of need than others; but, sir, 
they are entitled with all of the others to equal consideration, and | 
trust that we shall give it to them by this bill. 

Now, sir, is there anything in the condition of the country which pre- 
vents our granting this extension? If there is anything so that we 


can not give the relief which is requested in this particular instance | 


and give it in justice to the whole country, or if the giving of it will 


barrassor hamper any of the operationsof the Government, then if those 
facts are ascertained or established there may be reason why we should 
hesitate. But, sir, the reasonsare all the other way. 


solutely with the amount of money now on our hands which is needed 
in the avocations, the activities, and the industries of life. 


to the greatest convenience and advantage of the country in a financial 
point of view. And here I wish to say, sir, a word in this connection. 
I want to call the attention of this committee to the fact that if this 
money is demanded from these people, if we insist upon the payment 
of this tax, and require that this money shall go into the Treasury at 
this time, 
except to apply it to the payment of the national debt and to that por- 
tion of it that isnowdue. We have noother use forit. The Treasury 


can do nothing else with it under the law except to apply it to the liqui- | 


dation of that portion of the national debt which is naw due and pay- 
able. And what is that debt and what is the condition of it? 

On the 19th day of this month the amount of bonds of this Gov- 
ernment now due and payable was $266,024,750. Of.this amount 
of bonds, considerably more than two-thirds, to wit, $184,302,350, 
are the basis of the national banking system of the country and the 
security for their circulation. They represent the very foundation 
and the stability of the business of this country. If this money is re- 
ceived from the tax on distilled spirits it must inevitably be paid out 
and undermine and destroy to a certain extent the national banking 
system upon which rests, more than upon any other present instrumen- 
tality, the stability and prosperity of the business of the country. The 


insisting upon the payment of this tax will bring during the next year 


a very large amount of money into the National Treasury. Between 
this and August next $30,000,000 must be paid in. During the next 
year, that is tosay from November until the succeeding December of 1885, 
seventy millions more must be paid. That money, sir, every dollar 
of it, must be used under the law to pay the 3 per cent. bonds of this 
country. It must, every dollarof it, be used to undermine and unsettle 
and destroy for the time being the basis upon which the banking sys- 
tem of the country rests. There is no other resource for these banks 
if this policy is pursued except to go into the market and pay the brok- 
ers’ price and pay the demands of those who own the long-time bonds; 
and these run for the seven-year bonds now to 114, and those that run 
for twenty-three years to 125 and upwards. 


ance and disaster upon the country which will unavoidably ensue? 
Now, sir, I do not think the telegrams which have been laid before us 
from more thanseventy of the national banks throughout the country are 
sent here without a broad understanding ofthis problem. They know, 


sir, that the exacting of this tax at this time means to that extent com- | 
pulsion upon them to surrender their bonds and gointothe market and | 


buy at the enormous premium of $1.25 or upwards other bonds to take 
their place. 
Why shall we do it, then? 


ter of this bond as to time when that time itself was granted for the 
purpose of making this tax operate equally, and it has been shown that 
to enforce it would defeat the very object of the term originally given 
to it? 

But it has been said here that the extension of this tax will be an 
especial favor to these manufacturers. I have already said in my judg- 
ment the controlling advantages are overwhelmingly on the side of the 
Government and not of these manufacturers. It is not asked that this 
money shall remain in the Treasury idle. It is not asked that the 
Government shall make any loss or incur any possibility of a loss by 
this extension. This bill proposes that every dollar of the money in- 
volved shall pay into the Treasury of the United States not the pit- 
tance which we can make by disturbing and destroying the banking 
system of the country at present, but shall pay more than twice that 
interest. The bonds to which I have alluded bear but 3 per cent. in- 


I do not claim that they are more | 


| called upon as statesmen looking to the welfare of the country, to th 
embarrass the country, if it will embarrass the Treasury, if it willem- | stability of its business, toits future and immediate prosperity—are w: 


| not called upon to forbear to insist upon this breaking up the currency of 


We can | 
grant this extension not only without inconvenience to the country, but 


we have no possible way left in which we can dispose of it | 


| that are conclusive to my mind. 
Are we prepared, for the purpose of insisting uponthe payment of | 
this tax at this time when we do not want it, to undermine and destroy | 
the banking system of the country to that extent and bring distuw- | 


Why shall we thus inflict upon the coun- | 
try disturbance and disaster for the sake of insisting upon the very let- | 
| last addressed the House in current debate. 
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terest. They return in taxation upon their circulation, more than tw, 
thirds of them, nine-tenths of 1 per cent. interest upon all those }y 
by the national banks, and deposit with the Government. The (o\ 
ernment can realize but 2.10 per cent. interest by the payment of thos 
bonds. Upon the balance they will realize 3 per cent. of stop inter 
at 3 per cent. The average interest they will stop is much less, is aly: 
2.41; and that is all the Government can possibly realize by thus 
turbing its currency and its business and breaking up these may 
facturers and a large number of banks that are very likely to be brol 
up in consequence. 

Shall we for the sake of realizing 2.16 percent. interest refuse to acce) 
the absolute security and certainty of 4} per cent. interest upon the sam, 
amount? And have we not in that saving for the Government, have w; 
not in that security to our continuous prosperity which this extension 
will grant, not only the most abundant justification, but are we not 


LG 


i- 


x 


the country for the sake of saving 2.10 per cent. interest when wi 


| leave the same amount at interest at 4} per cent. ? 
The condition of the Treasury is such that we are embarrassed ab- 


Mr. PUSEY. 
him a question ? 

Mr. POTTER. 
I get through. 


Will the gentleman from New York permit me to a: 


I would rather that the gentleman should wait t 
I will be through very soon, and the gentleman car 


| then have all the time he wants. 


Atter we have paid the $255,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds which t 
Government now owes there is not another dollar of the public debt 
which can be reached for payment for seven and a half years. During 
that time the Government will be compelled to go into the market 
and among the brokers of the country and buy up, by taxation upon 
the people, the public debt of the country, at whatever price shall | 
demanded. 

We can not retain the surplus in our Treasury. It must leave t] 
Treasury and go out among the people. There is no possible way 
which that can be done, if the legislation of the country remains a 
is at present, except by going into the market for four or five year 
least and buying up the debt of the country at whatever premiun 
shall demand. 

Now, sir, if this money remains for two years where it is, pay 
1} per cent. to the Government, weshall be able to leave so much long 
our 3 per cent. bonds, so that they will bridge over the time betwee: 
that and the maturity of the 4} per cent. bonds, seven and on 
years hence. If we get no other relief than that it will be consideral 
relief, and we shall owe it, sir, to this bill. And I care not wheth« 
were whisky or coffee or anything else, if there is any interest in tli 
country that can afford this relief and this security against danger dur 
ing the next seven and one-half years and afford this great saving 
the payment of our public debt, we ought toembrace it. In this vie 
of it there is no whisky in this bill. It is a bill for the honest reliet 
a portion of the manufacturers of the country, and in granting this r 
lief we shall benefit and secure every substantial interest of the cow 
try. 

To my mind, sir, it is a question whether we will affirmatively by 


| legislation here when there is a plain and open opportunity to do othe: 


wise—whether we will precipitate this disturbance of our currency and 
of business upon the country. 

Now, sir, there are other views that might be taken of this question 
But this one is so controlling, so con 
strains my judgment, that I can not possibly refuse to vote for this bil! 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Eaton]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As the gentleman from New York has left only 
six minutes of the hour, it is scarcely sufficient for another speech on 
this side. I ask, therefore, that I may be permitted to reserve thos 
six minutes, and let the gentleman who comes next on the other sid: 


How much of the hour is left? 


| take his hour now. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
LEY | is recognized. 
Mr. KELLEY. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KE! 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to me a long time since | 
How well I may, in my 
enfeebled condition, be able to sustain my train of thought and make 
myself heard I can not say. I have, however, a few deliberate and 
earnest convicions on the subject under consideration to which I hop 
to be able to give expression. Should my strength fail before I hav: 
said what I wish to say, I now ask for the privilege of filling up the r 

porter’s skeleton at my leisure. 

I think the demand of the table whisky syndicate for temporary re 
lief from taxation, so that the public shall believe they are paying ‘ 
cents a gallon tax to the Government, with interest, while they will b 
doing nothing else than paying 4} per cent. interest on accruing taxes, 
is rather an impudent one. 

The internal taxes on spirits, malt liquors, and tobacco in its several 
forms are maintained at great cost to the laboring people, the smal! 
farmers, the men of small capital, who working their own little farms 
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or their own smaller orchards or who with their skill as cigar-makers 
should receive, as they did before these taxes were imposed, the wages 
which are now divided between them and the privileged capitalists who 
are licensed to employ them. And, sir, I affirm that these oppressive 
taxes are maintained for the benefit alone of three small syndicates, 
who under the influence of the laws enacted to secure their collection 
have acquired the monopoly of the American market for their respect- 
ive productions. 

Of those three branches of industry the manufacture and maturing of 
table whiskies is the chief; and those engaged in this pursuit constitute 
the chief of the syndicates who find in these taxes a sure guarantee of 
their monopoly of our home markets. The large manufacturers of to- 
bacco, comparatively few in number, but who have crowded out the 
cigar-makers to whom I alluded and other small manufacturers, appear as 
the second syndicate with a protected monopoly. During the last Con- 
gress it Was my privilege to promote the passage of a bill which, though 
it did not overthrow this monopoly, reduced the syndicate’s guaranteed 
perquisites by one-half. By the operation of that bill they were, after a 
twenty years’ struggle, compelled to allow the American farmer who 
raises tobacco to sell one hundred pounds of the yield of his fields and 
his labor to a purchaser other than one licensed by the Government to 
deal in leaf-tobaceco. The other of these privileged syndicates is that 
of the manufacturers of malt liquors. For the benefit of these three 
syndicates we maintain these taxes, and in defense of their privileges 
we harry wide sections of our country. The service requires an army 
of over 4,000 men, whose principal employment is, as I shall abundantly 
prove, the persecution of small farmers and {ruit-growers of the South. 
The direct annual expenditure required to maintain this army is over 
$5,000,000, and the indirect expenditure is said, and I believe truly, to 
amount to largely more than two and a half millions in addition. 
These are but some items of the cost of maintaining a system of taxa- 
tion in support of private monopolies which Thomas Jefferson de- 
nounced as an infernal system that should never have been admitted 
into the Constitution. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it may be asserted that we maintain these taxes 
for the benefit of the Government. I deny the proposition against all 
comers. The Government does not need any of the money derived 
trom these oppressive exactions. The eloquent gentleman from New 
York, who has just taken his seat [Mr. Porrer], has told us that if 
we do not arrest their collection they will derange our whole commer- 
cial system and overthrow the national banking system, which I pro- 
nounce to be the best system of corporate banking the world has everscen 

[ had intended to dwell at some length on this point, but the gentle- 
man made it so clear that I prefer to quote his words, as follows 

Now, sir, is there anything in the condition of the country which prevents our 
granting this extension? If there is anything so that we can not give the relief 
which is requested in this particular instance, and give it in justice to the whole 
country, or if the giving of it will embarrassthe country, if it will embarrass the 
Treasury, if it will embarrass or hamper any of the operations of the Govern- 
ment, then if those facts are ascertained orestablished there may be reason why 
we should hesitate. But, sir, the reasons are all the other way. 

The condition of the Treasury is such that we are embarrassed absolutely with 
the amount of money now on our hands, which is needed in the avocations, 
the activities, and the industries of life. We can grant this extension not only 
without inconvenience to the country, but to the greatest convenience and ad- 
vantage of the country in a financial point of view. And here I wish to say 
sir,a word in this connection. I want to call the attention of this committee to 
the fact that if this money is demanded from these people, if we insist upon the 
payment of this tax, and require that this money shall go into the Treasury at 
this time, we have no possible way left in which we can dispose of it except to 
apply it to the payment of the national debt and to that portion of it that is now 
due. We have no other use forit. The Treasury can do nothing else with it 
under the law except toapply it tothe liquidation ofthat portion of the national 


debt which is now due &nd payable. And what is that debt and what is the 
condition of it? 

On the 19th day of this month the amount of bonds of this Government now 
due and payable reached the sum of $266,024,750. Of this amount of bonds con- 
siderably more than two-thirds, to wit, $184,392,350, are the basis of the national 
banking system of the country and the security for their circulation. They rep- 
resent the very foundation and the stability of the business of this country. If 
this money is received from the tax on distilled spirits it must inevitably be paid 
out and undermine and destroy toacertain extent the national banking system 
upon which rests, more than upon any other present instrumentality, the sta- 
bility and prosperity ofthe business of the country. The insisting upon the pay- 
ment of this tax will bring during the next year a very large amount of money 
into the national Treasury. Between this and August next $30,000,000 must be 
paidin. During the next year, that is to say, from November until the succeed- 
ing December of 1885, seventy millions more must be paid. That money, sir, 
every dollar of it, must be used under the law to pay the 3 per cent. bonds of this 
country. It must,every dollar of it, be used to undermine and unsettle and de- 
stroy for the time being the basis upon which the banking system of the country 


rests. 

Every word here quoted is true as Holy Writ; vet the gentleman, with 
that severe logic and charming consistency which sometimes character- 
ize the conclusions of those who properly appreciate the sacredness of 


party edicts, does not demand the repeal of these dangerous sources of 


revenue. No; he will be content with the postponement of the collec- 
tion of the whisky tax for two years. I can not halt with so lame and 


impotent a conclusion. I oppose this bill, and demand the repeal of 


all internal taxes. Let us wipe them all from the statute-book and get 
rid of the infernal system. 

I do not denounce the excise system as an infernal one on the author- 
ity of Mr. Jefferson alone. English history abounds in such denuncia- 
tion, and here are statements made before the Committee on Ways and 
Means on the 28th of February by Messrs. DipreLL, CALDWELL, and 


| 90 cents imposed on a peck of corn, when the farmer who raised it, } 
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McMILLIN, of Tennessee; BENNETT, SCALES, and Cox, of North Caro- 
lina; Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, and Mr. CABELL, of Virginia, to 
gether with those of Senators VANCE of North Carelina, and Brown 
of Georgia, each one of which justities the use of the harsh epithet. It 
these ten Members and Senators, all of whom speak from personal ob 
servation, have in their statements come within shooting distance of 
moderation, they have abundantly proven that our internal-tax system 
as administered in their respective States, is in truth and in fact an in 
fernal system, which, in its practical operations, is a disgrace to the ag 
and the country. I shall recur to these statements and make extracts 
from each of them. 

In November, 1881, I portrayed to a popular convention in New York 
as well as my limited knowledge of the special facts would permit, the 
hardships with which these laws are administered and the depressing 
effect the taxes produce upon many branches of trade. It is not easy to 
make even intelligent men understand the effect on general industry 
of this spirit tax, which is at the rate, fixed by statute, of 90 cents a 
peck on corn and of $1.78 per gallon on alcohol. Think of it 


a tax ot 


I alls 


neighbor or his customer, attempts to advance it one degree in manuifiact- 
ure. 

Let it be understood that I am not now speaking of table whisky, 
to which subject I shall come directly, but of alcohol, which is nature’s 
solvent and therefore a vital agent in many of our productive indus 
tries, which enters largely into the arts: which makes the chief in 
dient in bulk of the contents of nine out of every ten liquid compounds 
exposed for sale in the store of the druggist and pharmacopolist; whicl 


Y 
ré 


y 


ih 
in fact enters into almost every branch of art and industry 


, and which 
by reason of this needless taxation adds largely te the 


cost of many 
articles that are of daily consumption by our laboring classes 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLis] who presses this bill 


i 


with so much earnestness told us the other day that the high-wine d 
tillers had an equal interest in this bill with the distillers of table 
whiskies Ido not know that I was ever in a distillerv, but I den 


his proposition, and vouch all nature as my witness High wines and 
alcohol do not improve with age; no man skilled in the business 
tiller, rectifier, or dealer will averthat the lapse of time 
quality. That their spirit is evanescent and freely « 


is dis 

uproves tha I 
vuaporates 1s no 
torious; and every pint, quart, or gallonof evaporation that occurs i 


much irretrievable loss to the owner, without the golden compensation 


sO 


given for evaporation to owners of table whiskies, to which age adds 
tenfold compensation f@r the loss in quantity by evaporation 

The gentleman from Kentucky also assured us that failure to relieve 
these table whiskies would shock the commerce and finances of the coun 
try by the depreciation in the price of corn that would inevitably ensue 
Now, Mr. Chairman, you are not probably familiar with such thin 
as bourbon and rye whiskies or other beverages that heat the blood and 


excite the brain Pherefore, let me tell you that there are two kin 
of whisky; one of them is bourbon, which is distilied from corn. TI 
other is adistillation from rye, and is consequently known as ry< 
The gentleman’s prediction of so dire a calamity chalienges 
to statistics and arithmetic. 

Rye is the prevalent table whisky. The quantity of corn, or bourbon 
whisky distilled each year is relatively very small; and a tornado th 
should in September sweep a hundred-acre Bourbon County corn-field 
would have as great an effect on the price of corn as the entire suspen 
sion of the distillation of bourbon whisky for a year. The effect of 
neither would be perceptible on the market. 

Mr. Chairman, there is an infant industry, the existence of w 
is scarcely known to the people of this country and which the cham 
pions of the internal-tax systent have been very anxious to suppress 
which will consume more corn this year than distillers of bourbon 
whisky ever consumed in a year. When | and others have 
these gentlemen, ‘* We are collecting too much money,’’ some of the 
most outspoken of them have replied, ‘* Well, repeal the duti: 
and molasses, and there will be a vacuum into which the 
the internal taxes can flow.’’ Now, let us, while under the influence 
of the grave prediction of the gentleman from Kentucky, cx 
relatively terrible would be the effect on the corn market it 


an appeal 


v} 
nich 


said to 


Son snear 


proceed ot 


: 
msider how 


ve should 
abolish the duties on sugar and strangle in its infancy the most 


ing of our modern manufactures, that of corn sugar. Why 
from Kentucky will hardly believe that in 1882 twenty-one corn-sugat 
factories consumed nearly 20,000,000 bushels of corn, considerably more 
than bourbon whisky consumed in the same year rhis product is said 
to have more than doubled since that year Che capital then invested 
in the twenty-one establishments was $6,500,000. The 
borers employed was *,000; the number of bushels of 


oTOW 


my frend 


number of la- 


that year was 19,500,000; the value of other material 


corn consumed 
wed, $1,000.00 


total wages paid, $1,300,000; the total production of sugar, 67,2 


{> 200 OOO) 


poun ls: the total production of molasses, 32.900.000 vallons \ 
observe; these statistics of an infant industry refer to a period tw 
back 

Sir, as between the table-whisky syndicate, or any of the monopol is 
our internal taxes loster, and the corn, sorghum, or cane-growing turme 
I am for the farmer all thetime; and I want to get rid of these int: 
taxes, that we may maintain existing duties on sugar, and t! t 


pyeil rey i 
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late the diversification of our agricultural products and supply our mar- | |The number of suits that were begun in the vear 1883 for violation of interna! 
k ritl gar from our own fields and mills revenue laws was 4,558. He wanted the committee to think about the impolicy 
et with suga : Se oe Bs é : of having on the statute-book a law which karassed and annoyed citizens as t};/s 
But gentlemen inquire, would you make whisky free? No, sir. I | lawdid. The number of judgments wherein the costs were not paid by the 
would rigidly regulate the sale and use of all intoxicants. The United | U — States was 2,137. The number of judgments against the United States 
3 , war > ~ ak aR ae die : : , | was 655. 
States Government can not do this; it can only tax, and tax blindly. If these suits did not cost the Government large sums, they did cost indiviq- 
States, on the other hand, can regulate, can supervise, can restrict, can | uals very heavily. Every one of them must have cost, on the average, $50; and 
prohibit. States, through municipal governments, can, as is done in es ony ey these rT ae = — : men. He thought 
Se ee ee ea By a ; : ;_ | it wrong that Congress would keep on the statute-book a law so harassing to 
the young State of Nebraska and elsewhere im the West, by their ordi poor citizens. It might be said that men ought not to violate the internal-rey- 
nary police regulations, supervise the traffic and check or punish the | enue laws. That was true. He admitted it. But men did violate them. 
vices excessive use engenders. And if crime and poverty are, as I On the second Monday in July last there were in attendance on the Federa| 


: ‘ : alain wattle eerie te +. as. | court held in Knoxville three hundred and twenty-five witnesses on the part o | 
believe the m to be, the conseq uences of intemperance, then in God's | the Government and one hundred and fifty defendants in internal-revenue suits 
name give not to the syndicate of table-whisky distillers but to the | A large majority of the cases were against men for selling patent medicines, such 


municipalities who try and punish criminals, who shelter and care for | #8 sone Rye Le eg ye Bitters, without having a license to sel! 
inebriates in their age and decrepitude, or worse, in their poor infantile | duo", but Judge Key directed the grand jury not to find indictments in those 
orphanage, the victims of inebriety in the persons of their parents. | He had received a letter from Judge Key asking that the law be repealed, In 
Let us put with the penalties we inflict by legalizing the use of intoxicat- | ag Say sod Sones + See eee as Lene = ae 
ing beverages the small measure of financial relief to overtaxed munici- | those laws have become the means by which a very large number of a 
palities, that they may be able to draw from this source. | table people live, by making themselves spies, witnesses, guards, &c., at the pub. 
But for the able speech of the gentleman from New York, from which lic expense. Men too lazy to work manage to live at the expense of the Govern 
I have made a liberal quotation, I would have argued more fully the | mile had another letter from Judge Baxter on the same subject, favoring the 
question whether the Government needs any of the proceeds of these | repeal of the internal-revenue law. In that letter Judge Baxter said: 
taxes. I pause now simply to say that without one dollar derived from | _ “ The public service for the United States is, I regret to say, in very bad hands 
internal taxes this year it will have sufficient revenue to meetevery legiti- | ;7.3 monly ete teaser stibediogan = OO GERESTIES SNE 1 fo act. 
matedemand. Wecan not, however, pledge Congress to appropriate $40, - | ; . : 
000,000 for the improvement of one stream and begin with five or seven 
millions for one canal and two or three millions for another; nor can we 
appropriate a sum of $15,000,000, to continue at the diminishing rate of 
$1,000,000 per year, to be expended some time, somewhere, by some- 
body, in mitigation of national illiteracy; we can not do all this; bunt, 
sir, it will be a healthy day for our country when the Representatives of | 
the people shall determine that the time has come for reducing the ex- 
penditures within their just constitutional limits. Let us, therefore, de- 
termine to relieve and inspire with faith in the Government and hope 
for the future the small farmers of the South by repealing what never 
was a popular system of taxation in any country, what was resisted by 
rebellion and attempted revolution when first resorted to in this coun- 
try, what was repealed at the end of four years when re-established as war 
taxes in 1813, and what has now outlived its usefulness, and through 
the harshness of its administration has, as I have already said, become 
a disgrace to our country and age. 





Gentlemen will observe that Mr. DIBRELL estimates the cost, direct 
| and indirect, to the Government and people of collecting the taxes on 
spirits, malt liquors, and tobacco at $10,000,000 per annum. In view 
| of the facts he presents I do not regard his estimate as exaggerated 
And, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that Congress has no right 
to insist upon the annual expenditure of so large a sum in support of 
those trade monopolies. It would be wiser and more patriotic to re- 
peal the taxes and emancipate the working people by thus abolishing 
the monopolies that oppress and plunder them. 

Let me, in passing, and while it occurs to me, say, in support of on 
of Mr. DIBRELL’s propositions, that when you repeal internal taxes you 
can calculate exactly the effect of your action; you can say that the bill 
will reduce the excessive revenues so much inthe year. But when you 
reduce the rate of custom duties no man can say whether you will in- 
crease the current revenues or reduce them. Itis our experience that in 
crease of revenue has always followed, as an immediate effect, a reduc- 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me to tion of duties; but after the lapse of - few years, when our markets had 
ask him a question ? ; been flooded with cheap and inferior foreign goods, and our working peo 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. sir. ple have lost ¢ mployment and wages, and consequently the power to con 

Mr. WILLIS. Do I understand you to say you are ready to-day to | Sume, the revenues rapidly decrease. W hat ee ee to reduc 
abolish this system and give up this $50,000,000 of tax to the distillers | OUT Tevenues on the mnsvant if 1% were possible. To ewer this desira 
whe mew eure 14? ble result there is but one certain method. It can not be done by tari 

Mr. KELLEY. I say to the gentleman that if he has heard my lan- tinkering and horizontal or other fanciful but impracticable reducti 0 
guage, as | know he did, any time in the last eighteen months on this | ® existing rates of custom duties; the only method by which the result 
subject, and understood it, as I believe he did, he must know that Iam | ©” possibly be attained is by the repeal of internal taxes. But I hasten 
to lay before you the promised extracts from the statements of the 
Members and Senators who appeared before the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Senator VANCE, of North Carolina, followed Mr. DIBRELL. Among 
other things the Senator said: 


in favor of abolishing all these taxes and granting a rebate on unbroken 
packages. That is the point on which I stand and have stood for years. 
Get rid of the infernal system. 

Sir, [said that I should appeal to the statements of the Members and 
Senators I named. I shall content myself with quoting enough from 
each of them to show that each of them has given me warrant for the | . The people of my ee —~ not aarp these te peer de ob 

‘ . anans . as ‘a we lowe « ‘ ‘ —" . ject most strenuously to the manner in which they are levied and collected 
harsh st language I have appli¢ l to these laws and the manner of their That isa burden which creates more dissatisfaction and discontent and more 
administration in those portions of our country which these gentlemen | actual distress among the people of my State than any other tax whatever 
represent. ha ne ne I _ soaps. if the ew be afforded me, to vote ~ an - 

’ if P . } ame bpofame a . a ra | solute repeal of the whole internal-revenue tax system as it now stands; and if 

Che sirst of them who oe d before the committee was Mr. Drn- | some ether and better and more convenient way can not be adopted for collect- 
RELL, of Tennessee. He said: ‘ | ing it lam opposed to ever reinstituting that tax. But if a method less obnox 

He had introduced a bill, which had been referred to the Committee on Ways | !0US Can be adopted I for one am willing to see the tax on whisky and tobacco 
and Means, in favor of abolishing the internal-revenue system. He had alsoin- | retained. . 
troduced another bill to take off the tax from brandy manufactured from fruit. | 1 know the difficulty of convincing members of the committee of the evils and 
The removal ofthat tax would be a great advantage to farmers and fruit-growers. | aggravations under which we suffer in North Carolina, because in most of the 
Those men who had small farms and orchards would then be able toget the ben- | States from which the gentlemen of this committee come the business of distilla 
efit oftheir fruit products. If the whole internal-revenue taxation were removed | tion is in the hands of large capitalists and is conducted in large establishments 
then Congress and the people would know exactly what they were doing and | There the tax is collected without any annoyance or trouble to the community 
how much the revenue would be reduced. Congress would then know how to | at large. It is collected from men who live by that business, who make thei! 
deal with the bill introduced by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and | money by it. There one officer (storekeeper or gauger, is competent to atten 
Means taking 20 per cent. off the tariff duties. As it was, the question was left | to a distillery that will produce 1,000 gallons a day, just as well as that same offi 
allin doubt. He was in favor of taking the faxes off tobacco and fruit brandy | cer is required to attend to a small distillery in the mountains of North Carolina 
if the internal-revenue laws were not entirely repealed; and he thought that | which would produce only 8 gallons a day. There are in the State of North 
the removal of the taxation from tobacco and fruit brandy would reduce the | Carolina 1,617 small distilleries, and of that number there are only 6 that can 
revenue about $26,000,000 a year P produce more than 20 gallonsaday. Of the whole number there are between 

The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for last year showed 400 and 500 grain distilleries and some 1,200 fruit distilleries of a very limited 
that the amount of revenue derived from tax on fruit brandy was $1,127,950, | Capacity, none of them, I suppose, over 10 gallons a day, a 
For the first seven months of the present fiscal year the revenue derived from | “hese distilleries are all owned and operated by small farmers. Their fruit 
that source was only $716,461, and that period embraced the months of July, is the product of their orchards, so there is no speculation whatever in the bus! 

August, and September, the best fruit-growing months in the year. At that | ness, nor can there be, in the nature of things, because an orchard can not be 
rate the revenue from the taxation on fruit brandy would be less than three- | planted one day and the iy gathered from it the next day. It isa matter of 
fourths of what it had been in the previous fiscal year. It was a great burden | years to secure an orchard, and the profit is dependent upon the season. For 
to the farmers to be harassed and annoyed by revenue officers running through | two out of three years perhaps we have no peach crop at all, at least none suffi- 
the country and watching every man who made a little brandy from his fruit. | cient for distillation purposes, and not more than every other year do we have 
The trouble about the internal-revenue system was the manner of its collection, | an apple crop, so that it is a small matter and circumscribed, in the nature of 
In that respect it was the most odious law that had ever been executed in his | things. If the tax on the distillation of brandy were repealed, that business 
section of the country. The cost of collection was also very large. Last year | could not interfere in any way with the distillation of grain by the great distill- 
the salaries paid to internal-revenue officers amounted to $5,113,000. The cost | eries that supply the traffic in this country. The fruit distillation can not be 
of miscellaneous expenses was $49,875, and the expense of revenue agents was made to compete with it. 

$127,306. That made the expense of collecting the internal revenue amount to . * * * * * * 

about $5,300,000. Besides that, there were the expenses of deputy marshals, In addition to all this I beg leave to say (I do not know how it affeets some 
United States commissioners, witnesses, spies, and district attorneys, allof which | members of this committee) that the presence of from 1,500 to 2,000 revenue olli- 
added together, he thought, would make the expenses of collecting the internal | cers, excisemen, going about through the country as spies upon every man who 
revenue at least $10,000,000 may be supposed to be a distiller, nosing into his private premises, and ¢xam- 





CONGRESSIONAL 


ining his doniicile, is a nuisance and an annoyance to whicha free people ought 
not to be subjected. 
s * * * « * ‘ 

These officers, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, are privileged to goarmed, and, 
ike all men clothed with a little brief authority, their reign in my country and 
their conductis turbulent, insolent, and overbearing. Ifa citizen is outraged by 
one of them beyond the point of endurance, and makes the least resistance, he is 
instantly shot down, and instead of his murderer being tried in the State courts 
for murder, as any other person would be tried, the case ist ransferred to the Fed 
eral court, and, as a general rule, the jury is packed and the officer is ac quitted 
We have hadany number ofinstances of that kind. I could enumerate several! 
horrible murders that have been committed in my State in this way, the perpe- 
trators of which have not been tried in one of the State courts, and I can not 
enumerate a single case wherein the perpetrators have been punished 
| know one well-authenticated case in which aman was indicted in Ashe County, 
North Carolina, for an indecent assault and attempt to commitan outrage upon 












































































not one 


.vounglady. He filed his affidavit with the clerk ofthe court, in which he swore 
that he was in the discharge of his official duty when the offense was committed 
His case was, therefore, transferred prima facie to the Federal court; but the 


‘udee of the Federal court indignantly and immediately remanded it to the State 
court. Lsuppose he was not able to extract any construct ‘ 
of the United States under which the officer would be 
crime of that kind. 

* 


ion from the statu 
authorized to attempt 





t 
of the Government toward its citizens, especially toward its poor citizens, its 
farmers; looking at it in the light of the duty of the Government to make its 
people contented in regard to their taxes; looking at it in the light of the duty 
of the Government to avoid violating what we consider the muniments of lib 
erty (entering a man’s house and subjecting him to indignities under the sus- 
pic jon that he is violating the law)—all these things I think require a modification 
of the system, and I hope that this committee will take that view of the matter 
and do something for the relief of the people. 


Senator VANCE was follewed by Mr. BENNEr?, of North Carolina, 
who opened his remarks with the following allusions to the excise 01 
internal-tax system: 


Before proceeding to discuss the existing state of the law for the collection of 
internal revenue I desire to give the system a kick. Dr. Johnson defines ex 
as a hateful tax levied on commodities, adjusted not by common justice but by 
wretches hired by those to whom excise is paid 

Excise laws when first introduced into England in 1733 were denounced in the 
strongest language by the friends of popular government. Pulteney spoke of 
excise asa monster, a plan ofarbitrary government. Another authority declared 
it to be such a scheme as could not, even by malice itself, be represented to be 
worse than itreally is. Blackstone, in the first volume of his valuable Commen- 
taries, page 378, says that ‘‘it has some advantages; but at the same time the 
rigor and arbitrary proceeding of excise laws seem hardly compatible with the 
temper ofa free people. It is necessary to give the officer power of entering and 
searching the houses of such as deal in excisable commodities at any hour of the 
day, and (in many cases) of the nightalso; and the proceedings are so summary 
and sudden, that aman may be convicted twenty times by a commissioner to 
the total exclusion of trial by jury and in disregard of the common law.’ 


Mr. BENNETT proceeded to make an animated statement of facts, 
from which I present the following extracts: 


The profits of farming are always a little less than the profits of any other in- 
dustry. Tobacco is grown out of the soil, and is crystallized in the sweat of the 
abor of the country. Its cultivation, therefore, ought to be cherished and fos- 
tered by legislation, and the tax which is at present collected on it ought to be 
repealed. 

When an internal-revenue officer in the State of North Carolina (my horizon 
is limited by a pent-up Utica) starts out to enforce the law which has been vii 
lated (as he alleges) his posse and its mission are denominated, respectively 
raiders and raids. It is not an attempt, under the civil administration of jus 
tice, to enforce a law which has been broken, but it is an attempt made |! 


In every view of the case, looking at it as a simple matter of justice on the part 
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ofiicer armed with the commission of the General Government, surrot 
acordon of muskets. The shimmer of the bayonets in the sunlight sharply 
tells how * young oppression learnsits armsto wield.’ It is such a« lor 
such an outfit that starts out to make an invasion upon the crystallized rig 


of the citizen. 
. * * 

The assessment for deficiencies is the source of more dissatisfaction than 
other feature of the law, except ‘‘ the midnight raid, the morni i 
lend me your ears, gentlemen, and let the breath be still a 
know what I am talking about. Take the case a nan who owns a distillery 
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in the town of Washington, in the State of North Carolina. It is one hundred 
and twenty-five miles as the bee flies from the seat of gavernment in North Caro- 
lina. Ittakes a longep time to get a ten-gallon keg of whisky out of a dist ry 
warehouse in the town of Washington, N.C., to Raleigh, one hundred and twe 

ty-five miles distant, even when the United Statesstorekeeper is on the spot 1 L 
the door open, than any ordinary business fan would require to get a car-load 
of flour from New York city and have it delivered in Raleigh, N. ( If the dis 
tillery should be under temporary suspension with less than 2,000 gallons of 
spirits in the warehouse all the keys must be sent to the collector's office at 
Raleigh; and should the man at Washington desire to take out a package of 





ten or more gallons here is what he has todo. The man at Wa ittle 
Washington), on Tar River, forwards his application to Raleigh for stamy 
through the mail at his own risk, or he pays for regi 

a money-order, 








ister! x his letter, or h 














All that takes money, and we are as poor there as church 
mice. Weare standing up to our chins in the ashes of our ruins. Do you hear 
me? The distiller is actually paying the Government a premium for the priv 
lege of handling its own money already covered into the Treasury through the 
post-office. Thatis not all. He is really paying the Government a n 
for the privilege of handling its own money already covered into the ry 
by the so-called collector. When all this is done the collector at Raleigh gives 
a stamp and issues instructions to the general storekeeper, to proceed to the 
distillery in little Washington, one hundred and twenty-five miles off, with the 


keys and stamp and release the ten-gallon keg. 
Mhen there is another branch of the system. Here in North Carolina (and, 
indeed, it occurs practically everywhere, I suppose) the amount of | 
age has to be ascertained by regauging, and the tax must be remitted bef 
the general storekeeper has starféd off with the keys. How they ascertain by 
regauging the amount of leakage from each package under these circumstances 
isaproblem. The genera! storekeeper (taking him at Raleigh 
quickest way to Washington to be from Raleigh by way of Weldon and N 
folk, Va., by rail; thence to Edenton, N. C.; thence by steamer to Jamesvill 
and thence by the Jamesville Railroad to Washington; and this trip, owii 





ss by leak 





has found his 
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the failure of connections at certain points, occupies a space of five days going 

and five days returning. And all this expense of traveling and the officer's 

. salary at $4 a day become necessary to release a ten-gallon keg of whisky, the 
tax on which amounts to $9. 

ow, is not that making one’s poverty completely splendid? The trut f the 












RECORD—HOUSE. 


business is, that we are in such a hurry in this 





vuntry that w never hav 
to stop to correct abuses unless they are of the most giaring characte! he« 
lector, besides, gets a percentage on the stamps sold. This computation of tim 


is based upon the supposition that the general 
ning express, or what we call there the ‘'« 
points. It often happens, however, as I 


storekeeper travels, on the hy 
} ty ‘ 
between the two 


i, that the act 
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time consumed in the transmission of stamps between Washington and Raleigh 
is no less than two or three weeks, This engenders much profanity and disloy 
alty. 

Mr. BENNETT was followed by Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, from whose 
statement I submit the following extracts 

I desire to emphasize, as far as Iam able, the state nis m i id 
from Tennessee {Mr. DipRELL) and by the tw ent ren fr N 1 Car : 
Messrs. VANCE and BENNETT rhe same stat f mrs which ¥ represent 
as existing in Tennessee and North ¢ na lam | ared tos vy per 
sonal observation, exists in Georgia The twenty count which I repres« in 
the House of Representatives from that State have, p | \ their I 
ders more distilleries than all the other counties in the State of ¢ ! ‘ Dh 
evils attending the system of the collection of taxes o s ‘ s 
there as they exist in Tennessee and North Carolina, and ey that is 
been said by the gentlemen who have already spoken as ay rtot eS ~ 
applies also to the State of Georgia 

In addition to the evils enume ited by the distinguished > ‘ rire \ { 
Carolina has been the shooting down in iIny own S ‘ { i ft 
citizens who have not violated the law; citizens who 
parties at distilleries, who happen to b« there by mere chan are s t dow v 
these raiders, and when grand juries of the counties in which ¢ mes are 
committed return true bills ainst the for murder, the cases are transi ed 
to the Federal courts. Not only that, but after the cases are so t v¢ 
district attorneys, the very men whose duty it is to pros te vic rs of the 
law, are assigned to the defense of these murderers of our « zens; the Federal 
courts holding that in case of crime committed by Fed officer ndcla ed 
by him to be in the discharge of his duty as such, he not amenable to State 
courts, and district attorneys are loud in their oratory insuppo f this position 
I have known that of my own knowledge to occur in the northern dis tof 
Georgia I have known in one of the counties which I have t] honor to rep- 
resent a case of this sort: Men intrusted with the collection of this tax went to 
the house of a poor farmer and ordered his wife to prepare breakfast for them, 
which she declined to do. They ordered her again to prepar ikfast, and 
she still declined to do it Her husband came up and, asa matter cou stood 
by his wife. He said tothem Gentlemen, my wife is sick, and we are t pre 


pared to get breakfast for you Whereupon they assaulted him, and then went 


to Atlanta and swore out a warrant against him for obstructing an officer in the 
discharge of duty. He went before the grand jury of his county and procured 
indictments against them for assault with intent to murder, and the Fede yurt 
refused to deliver him, and the officer was defended by the district attorney 
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th ¢ s nen 
community that claims to be civilized and enlightened. But they do exist, and 
the reason why they do exist is that the internal-revenue system ts so odions that 
good men can not be found to take the positions and to discharg | f 
the offices rhe result is that the gaugers and storekeepers and t 
shals are generally bad and irresponsible men and pol ule ey 
are generally men who acce these positions for the m« t is in 1eIm 
Chey are men who have no very well-defined ideas of their official dutic r of 
the rights of citizens 
Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, followed Mr. CANDLEI | WwW 
ing statements ot facts are lmpres 
I feel it to be rather presumptuous in n »attempt to say anyth 
tion to what has bee! ilready so well said, but I w a - ri } 
some me 1 put by e gentleman f I ‘ i M 
KELLEY here isanyd $ non the part the} i 
I represen st ec f tl ta iy dist | 
Mr. KELLEY suggest that P mm Lash iw ‘ 
of the ‘ 3 \ si Y t ‘ 
Mr. ¢ i itet t vol lw tothe p i 
L think nd from Georgia, it the « est ’ 
braced in this statement: that we w if t rid of svste wil iis i 
oppressive, the most annoyvin ind certs most und 
the word in a party sense) that sever p Lany peopl 
I nstan lL wills ite an in ient in th irren listlor 
1 of Tennesse A man by the name of Davis, whos 
~ the department authorities than any man who evs i d 
position under the internal-revenue system, committed murder a ! 
and was knighted, so to speak, byallt Federa { ritics 
the internal-revenue syst Ile was pro ted, his pay { ‘ 
was given enlarged jurisdictior Finaliv in the street ofatowr shi 
man who was walking away from him in the back, and he wa licte 
State court His case was transferred t ie United ites court, and 
of the district and of the circuit court of the United States certified ad 
of opinion in order to get the question before the supreme cour »>th 
diction rhe supreme court aflirmed the jurisdiction of the ci: t« 
United States The case came back to t Federal cour und I 
attorney of the | ted States was assigned tothe def se of this 
Mr. Hiscock. Who prosecuted him? 
Mr. CALDWELL. A private counsel 
Mr. Hiscock. The Government did not Ose te I 
Mr. CALDWELL. No; the Government required District A W 
defend him Now, how did this man get out He got i this of 
facts: The hurrah which he had created all over the severa runties running 
through Mr. McMtn.in's district, and my own, and Mr. D i ver 
the country, had raised such a state of afl sthatthe autho - iv de ired 
amnesty, and they had an absolute t ind tre 5 hese 
tyrannous raiders and the men who were fighting ag \ 1ere WAS 
an agreement that the ca hould be nolpross« Fe r la 
number of prosecutions dismissed 
If the committee desires light on the quest n, I troduc re! ematr 
who is now in the emplioymeit of Ire r ' ru I ‘ pt. Vi Ke 
gan, who was before the war in the United States A y, and who wa 
the war in the United States Army, who bore t imMissior i edi 
ment, who is a gallant man and gentleman, who we withthis: Il : his 
different raids, but ho had the courage and the manhood to protest a st his 
lawlessness Inst lof going toa! n’s distillery r dal tandt 
ing him as an o r of the Government giitt treat ‘ Z 
come ar uund In the dark an our belore a ik ad WN i i rit alist ‘ 
with awhoop and yel t ld shoutand rear aroul re are ¢ 
body to death lf Davisiou oc wrong, instead « ‘ 
erty and carrying it aw s he could have done, he ould delibera 
malice pre pense destroy it before the owner's eyes 
What was the res } Under our system of constitu al y ern! t 
no branch of the G hould be a ve place t 
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ower of judge iry, and executioner—in the hands of any man, especially 
iskified degperadoes as Davis and his cohorts. Human 
They hadaregularbattle. There were sieges, mines, 
Davis was a desperate character; I understand that he was 
er during the war, not a regular soldier in arms fighting 
Government. The result was that he was finally shot down in a 
nty in Mr. Drerewvw’s district by men who had tome hundreds of miles, evi- 
ly, and had prepared an ambusecade along his path and shot him down 
never has been a prosecution of these men, because they absolutely dis- 
red into the earth. They were absolute strangers in that part of the coun- 
Not a man, woman, or child within one hundred miles knew one of them 
his man Davis had so concentrated the hate of erybody upon him through 
that nobody would thir riving information against 
him down 
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Next came Senator Brown, of Georgia, from whose well-considered 


statement, corroborating those of the gentlemen who had preceded as 
to the cruel execution of the law, I submit but a single extract 


Mr. Chairman, I invitation of friend Senator 
Vancr, who has h« befor ou and who said that some of the Southern dele- 
gation were to this committee with a view of submitting some 
subject of internal-revenuetaxation. My position is very 
the Senat« I that we ought to repeal the 
system. I think it is not the proper basis of collecting 
\ short period after the termination of the war of 1812 our fathers 
a unit on the mode of collecting the revenue. They all consented (Whigs 
and Democrats or whatever party names they had) that the revenue for the sup- 
port of the Federal Government should be collected at the ports I believe that 
to be the proper In times of war and of great emergencies we have to 
resort to all means of collecting revenue, as in the case of the war of 1812 andin 

of the late unfortunate war, the Government was forced to resort to 
that means as well as to the collection of what it could collect at the ports 

But we have already continued the system much longer than we ought to con- 
tinue it, I think, and to my mind there are very cogent reasons why it should 
not be continued. The two armies of collectors are very unnecessary, I think. 
We have at the ports all the officers necessary to collect the revenue of the Gov- 
ernment jut we have also an army of internal-revenue collectors—a sort of 
political machinery, though I do not speak of it as being used for politics. It 
sa sort of political machinery in my State, and I presume it is in all the States. 
It is increased or diminished according to the will of the party in power. Ex- 
cuses are found for employing many of these officers aboutelection times. They 
are a very convenient som of machines for getting up small criminal cases and 
getting costs into the pockets of attorneys, marshals, and other cfficers. The 
people of my State have been annoyed very much on this question. There is 
no end to the little petty oppressions growing out of the system. My people 
are as nearly a unit (especially in the upper portions of my State, where the 
revenue officers have been practicing) in the demand for the repeal of this sys- 
tem as they are upon any question 

It seems to me there is no use for this machinery. If you ask me whethera 
tax upon whisky and tobacco shall be collected, I say yes; but I would not have 
the Federal Government collect it. I would have the distiller give in a state- 
ment of his brandy or whisky, or whatever he may have made, to the tax re- 
ceiver, and pay the tax upon it tothe county or the State. Indeed, I should like 
to see whisky and tobacco pay a large proportion of the State taxes of my own 
Stat If they were only taxed as they are now, and if the proceeds were given 
to the treasury of the State, they would pay all the expenses of the State of 
Georgia, as they would, I think, of every other State. I believe that the Gov- 
ernment received some $140,000,000 iast year from the taxes on whisky and to- 
bacco. I have not made a calculation as to the aggregate amount of State taxes 
throughout the country, but I suppose that the taxes collected on whisky and 
tobacco last year amounted to as much as the State taxes of every State in the 
Union. If these taxes were left to the States themselves and if the revenues of 
the Government were collected as heretofore at the ports, there certainly would 
be no need for an army of collectors, and that would be a point gained. 
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From the remarks of Mr. ScALEs, of North Carolina, I submit the 
following extract: 


Phis is a subject on which I feel, and have felt, a very deep interest. It could 
not be otherwise if I represented properly the constituency which has sent me 
here. I believe with Governor Brown that this whole internal-revenue taxa- 
tion ought to be abolished at the very earliest practicable moment. The policy 
of this Government, established nearly one hundred years ago, was, as has been 
well said by Governor Brown, that the expenses of the General Government 
ought to be defrayed out of the customs. The object of our fathers seemed to 
be that there should be no possible conflict between citizens and the General 
Government in the matter of taxation, The direct taxes were all turned over 
to the States. That has been the policy of the Government from that time tothe 
present except in time of war; and when the war passed away, our people 

looking still to that same policy and believing in it) have always insisted that 
the war taxes should be abolished. 

Now, let me call the attention of the committee for a moment to the State of 
North Carolina. We raise in the State of North Carolina from all sources he- 
tween $1,100,000 and $1,200,000 for the support of our local government—count y 
and Stat« Of that sum about 9500,000 is paid, at large, to the State. You have 
heard some of our friends speak of the poverty of the Southern people. Weare 
just commencing to recover from the condition in which we were left by the 
war. Now, why, at atime like this, when the Government is rich, with a sur- 
plus of eighty ora hundred million dollars in the Treasury, keep up these taxes 
in the States? Why refuse to relieve our people at least to this extent? If the 
States want to raise more revenue than they now raise for education or other 
purposes, why not give them a chance to do it by leaving this taxation to them? 
We will take care of the moral question, and it can not be left in better hands 
than the people of North Carolina. We willtake care of the mode of collection. 
If you will just do that, we will be able, if we choose, to add to the $1,100,000 of 


taxes which we now pay in North Carolina $2,500,000 more to be raised from in- | 


ternal revenue. We raise now about $150,000 for schools—the people of North 


Carolina are deeply interested in the question of education. If we can have this 


money from internal taxation (and I think the Government can spare it), not | 


only can we increase our schools and improve them, but we can also increase 
the time during which they are kept open in the State. 
This tax is an unequaltax. It rests upon the industries of the country. 


it rests upon the industry of tobacco, which is more profitable, and which adds | 


more to the prosperity of the section which I represent than any other one in- 
dustry that ean be mentioned. Why strike this industry down’? Gentlemen 
that it is the consumers who pay the tax. We do not think that that is 
wherein the difficulty lies about the payment of the tax. We do not wish the 
tax to be retained, because it produces monopolies. It produces monopolists in 
the manufacture of tobacco and it produces monopolists in the manufacture of 
brandy his committee reported a few days ago a bill to the House postpon- 
the time for the collection of taxes on whisky in bond, the reason for it 
being, as | understand, that that interest was suffering. The bill was reported 
in order to relieve those men who were being crushed out. Now you heard the 
Senator from North Carolina tell you this morning that the whole fruit-brandy 


tel! me 


im 
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| that raises a lion in their hearts. 
| going on there, and that matters are getting worse. 


Marcu 


Za), 


interest of North Carolina is crushed out. Mr. Chairman, there are sectio; 
that State where a short time ago there were flourishing orchards, which \ 
improved and kept up and which spoke for the prosperity of the country. tha; 
are now going down and abandoned because the people have no induceme);: 
to keep them up. I hope that it is not the policy of the chairman of this cx, 
mittee, and that it is not the policy of any member of the committee, to rets 
these taxes indefinitely. I hope that every gentleman looks forward to 
time (and that very soon) when these taxes shall be abolished, when d 
taxes shal! be left to the States and left to the control of the States, and whe, 
the General Government will get its revenues entirely from the customs of th 
country. 1 believe that that time is near at hand. 


rect 


The following paragraph is from the statement of Mr. Cox, of North 
Carolina: 


I am here to ask for relief of some kind. My people have been led to belie. 
that they would get some relief at the hands of Congress, and they hav: 
on and submitted, up to this time, comparatively quietly. I speak of this 
political sense, not in a party sense, because we have no party in North Ca 
linaon this question. Both parties ask a change in the system. They pref 
a repeal of the internal-revenue law. Iam not speaking, Mr. Chairma 
your State of Illinois, where I know that the laws are far less oppressive t 
theyare in my State. The large manufacturers of whisky do not feel th: 
pression of the internal-revenue taxation. But our people have been lookin, 
for some relief; and if you give it to them they will go on and feel that Con- 
gress is doing something forthem. There is getting to bea very bad sentiment 
in portions of North Carolina now. There is getting to be actually a state of 
warfare there between the officers of the Internal Revenue Bureau and the p: 
ple, and the consequence is that you can not secure the service of any resp< 
able class of men to act.as revenue officers. 

In my district the other day four armed men rushed into a man’s house i 
the absence of its owner and gave as the reason for it to the owner's wife that 
they were searching for whisky. He had happened, about Christmas time, tu 
go into a neighboring county and had got a small quantity of whisky, which lh: 
had consumed. These men lit a paper and threw it into the cellar and commit- 
ted other outrages. The man had no redress inthe courts. These revenue ofti- 
cers may outrage a man’s family with impunity. There was a case in Nort! 
Carolina where a man made an assault upon a woman; and when he came to 
be prosecuted for it he actually had the case removed into the Federal court. 
The people feel that they have no redress for these outrages upon them, and 
The consequence is that there is warfare 
Every lawyer knows that 
these revenue officers can not be tried in a State court for any offense that they 
may commit. 


In the course of his remarks Mr. CABELL, of Virginia, said: 


But, as this discussion is more particularly in reference to the internal rey 
enue, I say frankly that I believe it ought to be abolished—ought to be cut up 
root and branch. It is a system of taxation that is undemocratic, unrepublican 
Itisa system of taxation which our fathers deplored. Itis only recognized in our 
laws and traditions as a system to be resorted to in time of war or great public 
peril; and it has been always repealed as soon as the emergency which brought 
it into existence was over. 

Thislaw was enacted more than twenty-two yearsago. The emergency which 
called it into existence has long gone by. It was said in the discussions at and 
about the time when the law was passed that as soon as the emergency ceased 
the law would be repealed. But it has been continued from that day to this 
It is true that the taxes upon a great many subjects of taxation have been re 
pealed. The tax on incomes, the tax on business and occupations, and a variety 
of taxes of which you gentlemen know, have been all repealed; and the tax 
simply remains now upon two subjects, liquors and tobacco. There is a tax of 
90 cents a gallon on spirits, including that distilled from fruit. However that 
internal-revenue system may have operated in the States in which you gentl 
men reside, it has been executed in a spirit of oppression and outrage in my se 
tion of the country and in a great deal ofthe South. It has been executed in a 
manner which constituted it a disgrace to the Government and an outrage on 
the people. 

You have no idea, gentlemen, how this system has been worked and operated 
in our country. No matter what you gentlemen may think of this system, y 
would not have tolerated it a week, or a day, or an hour in your own States 
Much has been said about the moonshiners in the South. A great many peop 
have not perhaps discharged their duty as good citizens ought to have dom 
There are bad men there, I admit, just as there are anywhere else, but no more 
in proportion than there are in other sections of this country. If this law had 
been carried out in your respective States in the oppressive way in which it 
has been carried out in my State and other States that I know of, you would 
not have tolerated it a week longer than you could have got to Congress and ac- 
complished its repeal, I have seen drawn to one of the Federal courts between 
one Lendved and fifty and two hundred poor men from the mountains of Vir 
ginia—men so poor that they would not have had the meahs te go there from 
their homes if they had to go there on their own account. I have seen men 
prosecuted on the must frivolous pretext. I have seen men convicted who had 
been procured to committhe very crimes (if yoa can call them crimes) for which 
they were convicted. It is true that the evil isless now than itwas. Much of it 
has gone by Sut still there are wrongs committed in the South through and by 
the operation of this internal-revenue system. You can not get the better classes 
of citizens (men who can be depended upon) to take the positions of deputy mar 
shals, spies, informers, gaugers, and all those occupations that have been fastened 
onthis :ystem. How long do you suppose people inthe Northern States would 
tolerate a system which started out by organizing an arm” » company, ora 
squad,in a time of profound peace, running and ravaging the country with arms 
in their hands, seeking out the most trivial violations of the internal-revenue 
law ? 


- * - ~ ” * >» 

Mr. Ke.iey. Your distillers are usually distillers of small quantities of fruits 
or grains grown by themselves? 

Mr. CaBety. Yes. They are poor men in the mountains, who have orchards 
which were planted -+y their fathers. They are remote from market and have 
no means or mode of transporting their fruits to market. It is true that these 
people have been brought up with the idea that in regard to agricultural products 
they should be perfectly free to raise them and to make out of them whatever 


| they can make; and they fee! that it is a visitation upon them by the Govern- 


ment to have this crowd of fellows sent among them to undertake to prevent 
them doing it. 

Mr. KevLey. Do not the fruit and grain distillers of North Carolina, of the 
most of Virginia, of Georgia, and of South Carolina feel this tax on their smal! 
production (the conversion into brandy of their own fruit or grain) in their purse, 
their basket, and their store? 

Mr. Caney. They feel it every sort of a way. 

Mr. Ke.tiey. Then they are not like the owners of enormous distilleries and 
bonded warehouses of the North, where the pay of storekeepers and gaugers 
is an inappreciable percentage of the owners’ profits? 

Mr. Cape... They are not at all like that. These small fruit distillers are 
men of small means. They can raise but little in the mountains. The fruit is 
indigenous, as you may call it, to the mountaiis. They are remote from rail- 
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roads. The fruit will not bear transportation to market. 
to market in any other way except in the shape of brandy. 
much grain even in many sections of the country. 1 , 
of their fruit brandy, in a great measure, for their supplies of meat, bread, 
sugar, coffee, and other things. And when this tax has been levied, many of 
them are unable to comply with the law and pay it. 7 

Mr. Kewuey. Is not the tax of 90 cents a gallon actually a tax of 90 cents upon 
the peck of corn or rye or upon the quantity of fruit from which it is distilled? 

Mr. CABELL, Yes. 


Mr. MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, who was the last gentleman to address 
the committee, indorsed the statements of the other gentlemen and made 
an earnest appeal for the repeal of the tobacco tax and the tax on fruit 
brandy. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I submit to the conscience and judgment 
of the country whether a system of taxation, the enforcement of which 
can possibly open the way for such outrages and oppression as are here 


They can not get it 
They can not raise 
They depend upon the sale 
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disclosed, should be enforced upon a free people in a season of projound | 


peace. It is @ war measure. War has three times called it into force; 
the restoration of peace abolished it twice; and peace having been re- 


stored and maintained for twenty years, the Forty-eighth Congress will | 


vindicate its wisdom, humanity, and patriotism by again removing it 
from our statute-book. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty minutes. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, as I may possibly take more time than 
thirty minutes, and as I am entitled under an arrangement already 


overrun that time a little and will give an equal amount to the gentle- 
man who shall follow me. 

I think, sir, that-I am in similar case—if I knew more Latin I should 
probably say ‘‘in consimili casu’’—with many members upon this floor 
who pretend to no such thorough and special knowledge of this subject 
as is possessed by the distinguished gentleman who has just taken his 
seat, but are called upon to determine their line of action upon general 
information and upon such facts and statements as have thus far been 
laid before them by those who have already spoken. 

I am sure that there are many who, if they were to speak at all, would 
speak, as I do, more to obtain information than to convey it, and less to 
make impressions than to have their own confirmed or corrected. In 
other words, we are feeling our way. I think we may claim, however, 
that we approach the subject with no indirection, and that we resent a: 
little the imputation, so faras it includes us, that we are governed in our 
judgment either by sentimental considerations on the one hand or a 





desire on the other to subordinate this present practical issue to the | 
I think too that | 


ulterior question of tariff reform or tariff protection. 
I caught in the remarks of one gentleman on the other side of the 
House who spoke on Saturday last, although I do not find them in the 
RECORD, the reproachful term ‘‘ temperance crank.’’ I know that I 
have read in the reports or have heard a reference to ‘‘the fanaticisms 
of prohibitionists.’’ Theeloquent gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. F1np- 
themselves in this matter of a tax to regard the question of its relation 
to the eviland the horror of intemperance. For one, Mr. Chairman, | 
do not care to be put in the category of those who can not consider a 
question upon its merits; and that I may say just that, is my apology 
forsaying anything at all. And, sir, when I recall the course of thisde- 
bate; whenI remember that at the very outset it was intimated in the 
Commissioner’s letter thatif the commodity in question went under any 
other name than that of whisky there would be no issue; when | 
remember that it is the friends of this bill who first threw into the dis- 
cussion the subject of temperance under the guise of averting that sub- 
ject; and when I find from the beginning to the end an extreme sensi- 
tiveness on their part lest the moral aspect of the case shall affect its 
determination, I begin to suspect that the moral element is one that can 
not be left out of this case, as it ought not to be left out of any topic of 
legislation. But, sir, whatever my views upon this question of prohibi- 
tion or of the tariff may be, of one thing I am sure, and that is that I can 
consider this question without prejudice derived from either source and 
in its light as a business and legislative matter. 

Mr. Chairman, I confess that when I approached this subject I was 
inclined favorably to the bill. It seemed to me that its tendency was 
to correct a discrimination against whisky which did not exist against 
any other subject of taxation. I was struck with the earnest and in- 
cisive argument of the gentleman from Arkansas, and with the em- 
phasis with which he insisted upon the special injustice done to this 
one item. It began to dawn upon me, however, that his argument was 
proving too much. The query arose, if there is such gross and special 
singling out of one commodity for excessive and unjust burden, why 
did such an enormity enter into the mind or secure the sanction of a 
former Legislature? Injustice is not often gratuitously done. When 
a law is made some good reason is at least supposed to underlie it. Se 
1 make a further inquiry, and I find the case has another side and is in 
harmony with our system of taxation and not in antagonism to it. I 
tind that the effect of this proposed bill is not to remove a discrimina- 
tion, but to make one by giving whisky for the payment of the tax on 
ita longer term from the date of its production than any other com- 
modity has in fact and in practice. In looking, for instance, at the law 
concerning the importation of foreign merchandise, I find that the sys- 
tem is less favorable to imports than the system now so harshly criti- 


| rationale. 


| early as possible. 





| their production would be a premium for it. 
LAY] also took occasion to make a special reference to any who allow | 
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cised is to whisky. For with reference to whisky the law jis, as I 
understand, that the tax may be paid at any time within three years 
from its warehousing, and paid not only without interest but with an 
allowance for leakage so generous and large that that is itself a source of 
profit. On the other hand, with reference to imported merchandise the 
law is that the tax must be paid within one year. It may be paid within 
two years more; but ifit overrun the one year a single day there is an 
increase charged of 10 per cent., and if not paid within the full three 
years the merchandise is confiscated and sold. 

But we are asked to consider other articles of domestic production as 
more germane to this issue. Well, here we find that the law with re- 
gard to fermented liquor and tobacco is that the tax is, Ladmit, payable 
only when the product is sold for consumption. That does seem at first 
to be a difference and a discrimination, as has been charged, from the 
case of whisky, on which the tax is payable within three years t 
warehousing whether sold for consumption or not. but here again I 
find that the law can be vindicated, that the law is founded in practical 
commonsense. I find again that this seeming difference or discrimin- 
ation is not gratuitous, that it is not unreasonable, that it is not in faet 
substantial discrimination. What is the reason? Let uslook intothe 
Beer and tobacco deteriorate by age. The whole tendency of 
the natural law of self-interest—and as practical legislators we always 


rom its 


| reckon on natural laws—the whole tendency of the law of self-interest 
made to succeed the next speaker, I will ask permission if necessary to | 


urges the owners of beer and tobacco to sell them for consumption as 
Every day’s delay diminishes their value; every day’s 
delay adds to the burden of interest in carrying them in stock. Leg- 
islative wisdom therefore says that the public interest in the tax on beer 
and tobacco is fully protected by collecting it when they enter into con 


sumption. 
Mr. WILLIS. Suppose, governor, they find no consumer? 
Mr. LONG. But they do. [Laughter ] 
Mr. WILLIS. In this case they do not. : 
Mr. LONG. But take whisky—I mean, take it for the purpose of 
argument. [Laughter.] Unlikea member of Congress, the older it is 


the more valuable [laughter]; age is its necessity anditscrown. The 
increase in the value of whisky by age neutralizes any loss of interest on 
the investment, and is really an element of profit. In the case of whisky, 
differing from the case of beer and tobacco, the whole tendency of 
this natural law of self-interest is to delay its sale for consumption. 

There are, therefore, as you see, two reasons why the collection of the 
tax on whisky should not be left, as in the case of beer and tobacco, 
until the article goes into consumption. The first is, this tax is a tax 
on production. Tobacco and beer and intoxicating liquors are harmful 
and injurious we all agree. They are not the favorites of wise states- 
manship. They are not conducive to the public welfare. A tax on 
their production is a tax on their accumulation, just as a bounty on 
The tax, therefore, should 
be collected at or reasonably near the time of production and as an in 
cidenttoit. Toeffect that object no statute is necessary,as I haveshown, 
in the case of beer and tobacco, because the natural 
early sale and therefore early taxation—taxation at the time and as an 
incident of production. But as to whisky the statute is necessary, and 
it is necessary not to enforce a discrimination, but to prevent discrimina- 
tion by insuring this same result of early taxation. This whisky law, 
then, which has been assailed as being so unreasonable and discriminat- 
ing, is shown to be founded entirely on reason and entirely in harmony 
with our system. 

But the second reason 


law secures their 


is the main one, because it is the practical 
reason. It is practical experience which at oncesuggested and demon 
strated the wisdom of the present law, or rather of what the present law 


intended. It is worth while to look into the history of this matter { 


ra 
moment for ourinformation. Formerly the tax on whisky, like that on 
beer and tobacco, was collected at the time of consumption. But under 


this same natural law of which I have spoken of, under the inducement 
to store whiskies in warehouses for a term of years in order to get the in 
creased value of their aging, there accumulated not only whisky 
there accumulated also the opportunities, temptations, 
a system of fraud. It broke out, as you remember, in 
were a national disgrace and loss, and which we 
Great stores of this commodity liable to tax reluctant 
it, growing more valuable the longer they escaped it, gathering 
them an army of spies and subordinates, and 
which could furnish vast sums for a corruption 
tated, not as a piece of gratuitous injustice, as a piece of special 
discrimination, but 1 measure of wise | the enactment of 
a law, the law which in 186% required the tax to be paid substantially 
at the time of production; or in othe 
ble time, within one year. 

Therefore I say that the law is reasonable; and the only question I 
have as to its merit is that perhaps it did not go far enough and make 
the limit for the payment of the tax less than a year, and br as J 
think one gentleman from Mississippi suggested, down to the imme- 


but 


ind incidents of 
plag ( spots that 
h to mber. 


to meet 


1} 
piu remit 
ition yet 

: 
aTOoOUuUnG 
constituting nterest 


3S] 


ih 
una 
not 


gislation 


Lil this neces 
as 


words, in order to give reasona- 


li 


ine it 


diate time of production. For what was the result even of the law of 
1868? The accumulation of whisky still went on, and it went on to 
such an extent that in 1878 an earnest appeal was made to Congress to 
extend the limit It was said then, as it aid now that relief must 
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be granted; that otherwise ruin, panic, and bankruptcy would follow; 
and that if relief were granted—remember this—the evil would not 
occur again; the burned child would dread the fire too much. 
extension was granted in 1878 for one year, in 1879 for three years; but 
even then not without protest. Itwas argued by Garfield, I think, and 
by others that relief would only stimulate production; that each year 
would see not a reduction but an increase of the product; and that at 
the end of three years a still greater outcry would be made for another 
extension and be backed by astill greater monopoly. Every prediction 
then made has proved true. Look at the figures. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in his admirable speech 
tells us that the production of whisky in 1879, the first year after the 


extension was granted, was 71,000,000 of gallons, in 1880 it was 90,- | 


000,000 of gallons, and in 1881 it was 117,000,000 of gallons. Could 
you have amore striking fulfillment of the prophecy of increase of pro- 
duction? And not only was that prophecy fulfilled, but there was also 
fulfilled the prophecy that an application would again be made for an 
extension when the three years then granted were up. In 1882 an 
appeal for another extension came, and it was refused. The result was 
good. No national calamity or panic or loss followed. The production 
fell off at once on that refusal. Tlie production, which in 1881 had been 
117,000,000 of gallons, in 1882 was only 105,000,000 of gallons, and in 
1883 it came down to 74,000,000 of gallons. 

Mr. Chairman, these figures conclude the whole case. In the light of 
them what are we, as sensible men, called upon todo? The case resolves 
itself almost into a mathematical demonstration. The three years’ ex- 
tension granted in 1878 increased the evil; the refusal to grant the ex- 
tension in 1882 lessened it. Which example, which precedent are we 
going to follow? As the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] puts it, 


if the extension of 1878 and 1879 increased production from 71,000,000 | 


of gallons to 117,000,000 of gallons, how much would the extension 
asked this year increase the production? And I add, if the refusal 
of 1882 brought down the production from 117,000,000 of gallons to 


74,000,000 of gallons, how much will a refusal’ now reduce the produc- | 


tion ? 

What is the use to talk in the view of this experience and these fig- 
ures? Ido not blame the parties in interest for urging this matter. 
The individual in present necessity always wants present relief. His 
personal interest blinds him, as it is liable to blind every man, to the 
public interest, and sometimes to his own. I believe the gentleman 
from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] is speaking here for his constituents with 
a most sincere good faith and the most thorough conviction. But pass 
this bill and extend this time, and when the limit is reached he will 
find that instead of 70,000,000 of gallons on hand in storehouses as now, 
and instead of $66,000,000 of taxes unpaid, the amount will be increased 
from 25 to 50 per cent. The gentleman admits this result when he 


suggests that if this bill is passed the relief given the farmers will in- | 


crease the sale of corn for distillation. If it be true, therefore, that the 
passage of this bill will bring increased production and an increase of 
the evil, then when the extension of time we are now asked to give shall 
have passed there will again come with redoubled force the ery for re- 
lief. More than likely the 4} per cent. interest guaranteed to the Gov- 
ernment by this bill will in the mean time have been legislated off, and 
even that poor sop be denied. 
interests in peril and a still greater fund assessed to back it. 
will then b 
ber 


More banks 
interested and more influences invoked upon this Cham- 
Then indeed will there be so much at stake that possibly ruin and 
bankruptcy and loss may follow if relief be not granted. And let me 
tell gentlemen that then the question will be not when the tax shall 
be paid, but whether it shall be paid at all. 
good nature; it is not a 


question of personal relief. 
be ol less conseq vent e 


If it were it would 
far-reaching effect on the public welfare 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MILts). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 
Mr. WAIT. 
Mr. LONG. 
the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and I ask permission 
to take that now. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I trust the time of the gentleman will be extended. 


__ Is there objection to the time of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] being extended ? 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
[Mr. Lona] has time of his own. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time granted tohim by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has been exhausted. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. He can go on in his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to the gentleman proceeding ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LONG. I make two conditional admissions. If it were true 
that in case of the rejection of this bill there would be ruin and panic 
and bankruptcy, then, whoever is at fault, it would be a very strong 
argument. But let us look at that matter. 
the extravagance of argument and the zeal of advocacy. Second, and 
it is conclusive, remember that no such results followed the refusal to 
grant relief in 1882. Third, if relief is necessary, why should not the 
parties themselves furnish it? The whole amount of the $66 000 000 


The gentleman from Massachusetts 


And the | 


The monopoly will then have still greater | 


This is not a question of 


It is a question of grave public policy and of 


I have time of my own at the expiration of the hour of | 


| the parties themselves and without any bill. 


| with things just as they arc. 


First, make allowance for | 
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of taxes which are unpaid is not due to-day. 
distributed over the next three years. Ifthat is so, then it amounts to 
some $22,000,000 a year, and that twenty-two millions distributing 
itselfalong over the whole year. Why do not these parties themselves 
take care of the amount? It isindeed urged that the Government does 
not need this tax; that its coffers are already runningover. Ah! jst 
admitted, on the other hand, that if the Government did need it this y, 

quest would not be made? Ifso, then it would still be true that th, 
danger of panic and ruin would still be justas great then asnow. 1 
fact is, and we all know it, that, this resort is made to the Governny 
rather than to anybody else because it is thought to be the easiest. 
out of a difficulty. 

Suppose the parties in interest could not look to the Governny 
What would they do? They would look elsewhere, just as they 
now if we refuse to pass this bill. What will be the result of it 
jection? The result will be wholesome. The production of whis 
will be staid, just as the refusul to pass a similar measure in 1*»» 
staid and reduced it. The present stock will go its normal way 


As I understand, it js 


if 


| it go out of the country, escaping taxation by export, the country 


bid it good riddance. If it remain, the Government will get its t 
and go on paying its debts; and it needs every dollar it can get 
that purpose. 

But you ask, how will those engaged in this interest raise the mon 
required? The amount at stake is, as the gentleman from Iowa [M 
HEPBURN ] said, a mere bagatelle ($22,000,000 a year distributed alo 
the whole period). In comparison with the amount of capital in th 
country seeking investment, and constituting the resources of our banks 
and loaning institutions, it isasmallsum. I submit thatif the Go 
ernment can afford to leave this money on interest at 4} per cent. (which 
is not one of its functions, and those who have regard for the Constitu 
tion should remember this), then certainly other institutions whos 
function it is to loan money will be glad to secure so good a loan at so 
good arate. They can have exactly the same security that the Gover: 
ment has. They can have the same whisky, three-fourths of the value 
of which is in the tax. They can demand the same bonds which th 
Government demands. Why, sir, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hr: 


| BURN] tells me computation shows that the allowance by the Govern- 


ment for the one item of leakage is so generous and so profitable 1 
it alone would secure and pay the interest on the loan. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is not the fact. 

Mr. LONG. Possibly not. I state it upon theauthority of th 
tleman from Iowa. 

But certainly if the loan is good, other institutions will gladly t 
If it is not good, then the Government, charged with-the trust o! 
people’s money, would be criminal to leave $66,000,000 of it at lon 
risk. Here is a point which should not be overlooked. Let me put 
but not now payable, $66,000,000 of the people’s money—theirs by la 
theirs by the act of the whisky producers themselves, who manufactu 
this product, knowing the law and estopped to plead ignorance o 
And, I say, if the amount is secure to the Government it will be ey 
secure for any other who may lend it. If it is not secure, it sh 
collected just as soon as the law will permit. Forif acrash i 
if this whisky shall decline in price and not be sufficient to secure t 
debt or tax, I ask any practical man of what value will be the bond 
How many of the sureties will be responsible and good in case of su 
a crash, and what demand will Congress not be subjected to to favor: 
relieve even those who are responsible and good? For it will then 
said, and said with a great show of justice, that Congress itself mi 
have collected this tax, but by delay and extension encouraged the fina 
cial avalanche. - 

But perhaps you say that this loan can not practically be obtaine: 
from the capital of the country, because the creditor knows that, if | 
should demand its payment at any time, the price of whisky might 
reduced toa song by its sacrifice, and so payment made impossib|: 
But that depends—it depends entirely upon the purpose with whic! 
this bill is pressed and the probable action of the parties who are inte! 
ested in it. If this bill is not sought with the sare and honest purpos: 
of staying production—if this bill should, as I believe it will (and a 
was the case before) stimulate production, and thereby glut the market 
still more and reduce the price by its surplus—then to pass the bili 
would certainly be to promote the very evils from which relief is 


| sought. 


On the other hand, if there is an honest purpose to stay product 
till the present excessive supply is distributed and consumed in tl 
ordinary channels, that result can be obtained by the voluntary act « 

t The passage of this bil! 
would not aid in that result. Any capitalist loaning the money and 
taking the amount off the hands of the Government would be secur 
So that, taking either horn of the dilemma, 
there is no justification for the bill. If, however, you still say the dan 
ger is so great and the security so frail that no such risk ought to be 
put upon the capital of the country under any circumstances, then | 
answer—and the common sense of the House will sustain me in saying— 
that the time has come to face the question of the repeal of the tax it- 
self and not leave the Government counting as an asset something which 
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has no value. yt 
not a temporary question of extension, it is a question of repeal. 

There is only one other ground on which, if it existed, I should be 
perfectly ready to grant this relief, and that is, if anybody in this 
country had been misled or wronged by the action of the Government. 


Producers, distillers, bankers, speculators, all had their 
They have taken their chances 
There 


given in 1878. 
eyes wide open to the risk they ran. 
as absolutely as the gambler who sits down at the card-table. 


has been in this matter an element of risks in futures that is neither | 


altogether deserving nor innocent. This has grown into a gigantic in- 
terest of speculation that comes with poor grace to ask Congress to help 
it out of its own folly. It is a monopoly, which it is said has swal- 
lowed up the smaller whisky interests; and while I should deplore the 
possibility, if it existed, of ruin or bankruptcy anywhere, | believe 


that sound, honest public policy requires the reduction and dissipation | 
of this huge cancer into the ordinary tissues of wholesome business 


vitality. 

I hear it said that this interest has paid a thousand millions into the 
public Treasury; that it has supported our armies; that it has paid our 
debts; that it has maintained our Government. But, sir, it has not 
paid one cent. Whisky has never paid a dollar. The people it is who 
out of the earnings of their toil have paid millions for it and its curses. 
Ifa thousand million dollars have gone into the public Treasury, whisky 
has been only the rotten bridge over which it has passed. Contributed 
to the public welfare! It is rather the dynamite of modern civilization; 
and when youreckon, as you do, the billions by which you measure its 
production and cost, you are reckoning not any addition to the public 
welfare, but you are reckoning the extent of the public and national 
ruin, waste, and poverty. There you may look for loss, and panic, and 
bankruptcy, and not to that bagatelle of a few million dollars that is 
about to be transferred from the books of the Government to the books 
of private lenders. 

The gentleman trom Maryland [ Mr. FINDLAY] waxed eloquent, and 
no man can be more so, when he called this commodity a very ** hell- 
broth’’ of woe, and asked if we were prepared to pour it broadcast ove 
the land, instead of confining it in the receptacle of the warehouses of 
the nation. He knows better. Heis not deluded with the notion that 
our warehouses are built and stored with whisky for the pleasure of its 
accumulation or with the benevolent big bandana handkerchief purpose 
of keeping it from public use and public consumption. He knows that 
to pass this bill will indeed pile it up in those warehouses, but will pile 
it up only to be poured out a few years later—and the longer delay the 
more abundantly—in a deluge of ruin and madness over the land. 

I, too, like him, find my guide not in any noisy clamor, not in an) 
false outcry of the popular voice, but in my own conscience and judg- 
ment, And these tell me, as a matter of sound public policy, of 1 
historical experience, of present justice, of the true interest even of the 
parties appellant, of honest fulfillment of obligation and law, of states- 
manlike prevention of greater impending evils, and of arresting, even 
at some possible cost to a few, a disease which, by delay, will only grow 
worse in its general calamity—these unite and tell me that it is my 
duty, even aside from all questions of domestic good morals, to vote 
against this bill. [Great applause. | 

Mr. HURD took the floor and said: 
to my colleague [Mr. FoL.err]. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Chairman, it is easy in the discussion of a ques- 
tion such as that we are now considering in this committee to take a 
few facts and separate them from other facts and draw a conclusion that 
is fallacious; but when we group the facts as a whole to ascertain the 
results of legislation and of prior laws the conclusion at which we arriv: 
is necessarily a conclusion upon which we can rely. 

I have been surprised at the results alleged to have been reached from 
the facts which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LonNG] ha 
presented, as such results could only have been obtained by a decep- 
tive grouping of facts and by separating them from others, and I am 
more surprised at the conclusion he has reached by thus separating the 
facts disclosed from those withheld. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1878, when the time for holding goods in bond was 
extended from one year to three, the same arguments were presented 
and the same objections were urged that are urged in this discussion. 
And what were the results which followed? We have no hesitation in 
saying that those arguments were shown to be without foundation and 
the results were also without foundation. 

It was said then, Mr. Chairman, that the Treasury of the United States 
was in need of money, as it was, and that by the proposed legislation 


»+ 
cent 


I will yield for twenty minutes 


you would withdraw from the Treasury of the United States a large 
amount of money which otherwise would find its way there. But what 
was the result? 

Now I want to read a few figures in view of the statements made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LoNG] and others in this dis- 
cussion. The entire amount of revenue collected from spirits in 1877 
was $52,000,000; in 1878, $45,000,000; in 1879, instead of decreasing, 
it was $47,000,000 and over; in 1880, $55,000,000, nearly $56,000,000; 
in 1881, $62,000,000; in 1882, $64,000,000, and in 1883, $66,000,000. 


s 





Disguise it as you may, the real question before us is | 
| the amount received from this source would bx 


| ernment to the distillers or to the owners of this whisky. 
But, as has been so often and so conclusively shown, fair warning was | 


ject of special legislation. 
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So instead of the result being what it was claimed it would be, that 
diminished to the 
Treasury, it was steadily increased, and has been from that day to this. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is claimed this is a loan of money by the Gov 
\ loan from 
what source derived? From what money does the Government part ? 
Not a dollar. Not a dollar of interest has the Government gle 
gallon of whisky that is in bond to-day except when it is taken out of 
bond and put upon the market it is entitled to the amount of tax 
which it collects on whisky. 

The whisky has never belonged to the Government, and under exist- 
ing law never can until the time comes when the owner ot 
desires to place them upon the market for consumption within the li 
ited period. 

It is also said that this is special legislation. is there any other in 
terest, Mr. Chairman, involved as this interest is? And can you reach 
it except by special legislation, if this be special legislation? You have 
taxed nothing else in the same way, and if you are to give relief you 
can give reliet only by special legislation, because special legislation im 
posed the tax. I am surprised, therefore, that gentlemen upon this 
floor, representing the great interests of the people of the United States 
should take the position they do take. Iam surprised, when an inte: 
est such as this, contributing its millions year by year to the national 
Treasury, the moment those engaged in it come to Congress presenting 
a Claim such as they present in this case, that they should be met by 
the argument that they are asking special legislation, when, as I have 
said, this is the only interest that has been selected and made the sub 
It is also claimed, Mr. Chairman, that, not- 
withstanding the fact that this is the only commodity upon which in- 
ternal-revenue taxes are laid which you require to pay the tax until 
the owner deems it advisable to place it upon the market tor consump 
tion, yet that in the case of tobacco you do not keepit in bond exceed 
ing a period of one year. Why, sir, if that were the case with respect 
to this interest it would never come here for relief. If they had a mar- 
ket for their goods, and were it to the interest of the man holding the 
goods to place them upon the market for consumption, he would not be 
knocking at the doors of Congress and asking for relief frem an onerous 
tax. So also with reference to malt liquors. They are needed for con 
sumption. Themarket admits them, and overproduction does not occur 

Mr. Chairman, the causes which led to this very overproduction are ex- 


hu sill 


th roods 


i 


Dy 


| actly the causes which have led to overproduction in every other line of 


industry. The differencegis that in the one case the man that produced 
risked nothing but the cost of overproduc tio’, while in this case th 
man who produces, if compelled to take these goods out of bond, takes 
them out of bond at a cost of from 400 to 600 per cent., and in advance 
of the cost of produc tion. 

In 1878 when the time was extended for holding these goods in bond 
we were just emerging from the depression of the panic of 1873. Every 
branch of industry in the United States was stimulated to overproduc- 
tion; and that overproduction was no greater here in this article than 
it was in other branches of industry. Further than that, as the figures 
show, there was a large export demand, which the producers h the 
right to expect would continue. Had the demand continued as it ex 
isted in the years 1879, 1880, and 1881 this large surplus would have 
been reduced We exported in 1879 nearly 15,000,000 gallons; 
1880, nearly 17,000,000 gallons; in 1881 nearly 16,000,000 gallons were 
exported; and in 1882 this went, down to 8,000,000 
1883 to 5.000.000 gallons. 


ad 





Paiions;, ana 
These laws of trade are variable 
ject to the exact calculations which enable a man of business to know 
what is in the future; and the question now for this American Con 
gress to determine when an industry such as this is, contributing as this 
has contributed to the revenues of the Government, comes here and asks 
us for relief is shall wegrantit. They do not ask to have the tax upen 
them taken off; they do not ask to have it reduced; and because they 
have not asked that they have been met with opposition from on: 
quarter. They have not asked to have the payment of this tax post 

poned except upon the identical conditions that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has said applies in the case of imported goods. On th: 
contrary, What they ask is simply to give them the privilege with ref 
erence to such goods as are on hand manufactured and in bonded ware 

houses on the first day of December, 1883, to allow them five years in 
stead of three, as the law now requires, within which to take them out 
for consumption. The effect of that, Mr. Chairman, will be not t 


postpone the taking of the goods out of bond, but simply to give 


and not sul 


holders of these goods such leeway as will enable them to determ 
when they want to have them out instead of forcing them out from 
month to month under the provisions of the existing law, and com 
ling them to put them upon the market, which isalready largely o 
stocked. 

Now, to show the effect of withholding the relief asked for one yea 
Why, the gentleman from Massachusetts and other members w hx 
have spoken in opposition to this bill claim that the effect of retusing 
this relief one year ago was not to distress business generally, to in 
crease bankruptcies in the country, and this interest 
tirely bankrupted. What, however, been the efi 





ago. 


has not been e1 


has ect? I have 
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my hand some extracts from the report of the superintendent of the 


Chamber ot 


Commerce of 


Cincinnati, in which he says: 


I urbon and rye goods the business has been extremely unsatisfactory dur- 
ing the whole pe riod, there having been no advance whatever in any of the 
goods, except in specially favored brands, althous gh the expense of carrying and 
losses from shrinkage were adding constantly totheircost. In many cases goods 
‘ame out of bond in 1883 have been sold by parties unwilling to pay the 
ix at lower prices than had been paid for the goods three years before 
cases three-year-old goods have 


t In some 
been sold at 35 to 40 cents per gallon in bond. 
rhis, of course, is the legitimate fruit of undue production in other years; but 
t er part of the immediate distress might have been prevented had there 
beer suitable disposition in the late Congress to have furnished a proper rem- 
tithe of the providential care due every department of business in the 

try would have saved the holders of these goods the necessity of selling their 

vo ds t ruinous prices or resorting to the extraordinary me thod of e xporting 
them to foreign countries witha view to their return at a more auspicious period 
Large quantities of bourbon goods, after the adjournment of Congress, were sent 


to Bert mada and Germany a company having been formed in this city forthe 
“sp | purpose of taking charge of such shipments. 


i have here the for the year ending August 31, 1883, of the 
goods that are now in controversy. On the lstof September, 1882, the 
price was $1.18. During the period that elapsed from the time the last 
Congress adjourned—and I know that up to the last day and the last 
hour of that Congress a measure of relief so just as this was seen to be 
by every business man in the city of Cincinnati it was supposed could 
not possibly be defeated in an American Congress—but from that time 
forward these goods have ranged from $1.10 to $1.13. In other words, 
the price went from $1.18 down to the prices that are 
from week to week and from day to day the men that have these goods. 
Chey have no market. They can not be sold. And these men ask 
simply to give them an opportunity to sell their goods as the market 
demands them, instead of the Government forcing them to put these 
goods on a market already overstocked. 

Let me advert to another point. I have shown one great cause of 
the surplus to have been the fact that the export demand was not only 
diminished, but that it has almost entirely stopped. In consequence 
of that distillers reduced their capacity; the amount of production has 
been steadily diminishing; and I have the figures here to show what 
it has been from year to year from that time to this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that the Commissioner’s report you have? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Yes, sir; 
it I take these figures. 

The production in 1879 was 71,000,000 gallons. That, asI said before, 
was about the time the business interests of this country in all their de- 
partments had incre: ased * everything was stimulating and ev ery branch 
of business was necessarily boomed by this unduestimulation. 
the stimulus was still greater 
gallons. 
tinuing upto that time; then it was 117,000,000 gallons. 
were 105,000,000. In 1883 there were 74,000,000. The reduction was 
nearly 25 per cent. by the closing of distilleries, many of which to-day 
are going to decay because of the fact that there is no demand for these 
goods. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition that is submitted here is simply 
a business proposition. What matters it to us how these men became 
involved in their present trouble? There is a large industry in this 
country, an industry that is not confined to the State of Kentucky. On 


pr ices 


In 1882 there 


the contrary, the State of Illinois produces nearly twice as much as that 
Kentucky produces | 


state; 


spirits 


the State of Ohio about twice as much. 
All the Western and corn-growing States produce spirits. 
You collect a large revenue out of these spirits; and the simple question 


that presents itself now is, this industry being involved in the difficulty | 
under which it is now placed, whether or not the Congress of the United | 
States, when they ask for relief as a business matter, with no possible | 
, with no diminution of its securities, with no | 


loss to the Government 
giving up of any right which the Government has, whether or not we 
shall stand in the way and say to them, ‘* You are engaged in an illegit- 
imate traffic, and we therefore deny you the relief you ask for.’’ 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HURD. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAN ]. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, as explanatory of my vote upon this 
bill permit me to say that I am at a loss to understand the precise nat- 
ure of the opposition to this measure. It is conceded by every mem- 
ber upon the floor that a great industry, an industry from which the 


Government has derived as high as $80,000,000 revenue a year, is seri- | 
, and that other interests directly and | 


ously embarrassed and endangered 
indirectly connected with that industry are also seriously threatened, 
if not jeopardized. 
of Congress to grant the relief asked, no one can deny. That the Gov- 
ernment will be in any sense injured, or even in the slightest or minut- 
est degree embarrassed, by affording this relief no member bas had the 
hardihood to claim. The industry, interests, and business threatened 
are purely and wholly American, 
alone are asking for this remedial legislation. 


If it is constitutional to accede to the demand; if the general public 


will be in no manner injured thereby, and if the proposed legislation | 


entails no expenditure of public mone 


ernment, no loss or damage to any private individual or to any. private 


carrying down | 


it is the Commissioner’s report, and from | 


| this measure simply because the name of the article 
In 1880 | 
, and we produced that year 99,000,000 | 


In 1881 there was still more of a stimulus, a largeexport con- | and profound thinkers so many of whom are to be found on the other 


| directly a loss of several million dollars to the Government. 
| then, simply a business measure, and involving only business considera- 


That it is within the scope of the delegated powers | 


Our own people, our own citizens | 


y, no loss or damage to the Gov- | 
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or vested right, and if it involves no great question of public morals 
then why should the asked-for relief not be granted? I have carefy)), 
listened to all that has been said upon this question, and must say th it 
under all the circumstances and in view of all the facts elicited it doe 
seem to me that the opposition to this measure is purely fanciful, ana 
I may even say blindly, fanatically sentimental and captions—I mich 
say pure ‘‘moonshine,’’ and is not based upon any proposition of law. 
any question of morals or ethics or any deductions from facts. To pass 
this bill can in no way injure the cause of temperance. In fact it js 
indirectly a temperance measure. If we fail to pass this bill there y 
be forced upon the market within the next eighteen months about 50). - 
000,000 gallons of whisky in excess of the dem: and for thatarticle. This 
will not only bankrupt and ruin large numbers of our citizens unneces 
sarily, but it will also greatly cheapen whisky and thus largely increas 
the consumption of the article. Viewing the question from this stand 
point, I am sorry to see that our friends on the other side of this Cham 
ber, who have always prided themselves upon an assumption of 
greater degree of temperance, virtue, and holiness than their neigh 
bors, should upon this occasion be the champions and advocates of ti: 
whisky. 

I am also surprised that our Republican friends, who are endeavoring 
by every possible expedient to obtain a political patent upon the policy 
of protecting American industry, should except from the cherished in- 
dustries around which they throw the great xgis of governmental aid 
and protection this particular traffic; and this observation applies with 
equal force and pertinency to the distinguished gentleman from Penn 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL], who has enveloped himself in what he 
doubtless believes to be the impenetrable armor of “‘incidental protec- 
| tion.’’ Now, gentlemen, why not be consistent? Does not the protect 

ive theory involve the right and the duty to guard, to cherish, to afford 
| relief and aid to every established American industry? Then, why 
| ignore this industry? It has done more in the way of furnishing re\ 
enue to the Government than any other established business. Besides, 
| upon more than one occasion the Secretary of the Treasury extende 
relief to the brokers and bankers of Wall street and the business inter 


| ests therewith connected, by anticipating the payment of interest and 


even the payment of bonds before maturity. 
Here are precedents for our action and guidance. 


Why not follow 
them ? 


Is it possible that the opposition to this bill is based upon a 


| desire to conciliate the temperance element irrespective of the merits or 


the justice of the proposed legislation? Is it possible that you oppose 


to be affected by 
your votes is whisky? 

Why, gentlemen, such opposition is unworthy of the great statesmen 
side. Great men do not usually waste their burning energies in a 
| microscopic search for purely captious and sentimental objections to a 


| measure which has for its object the relief of a number of good citizens 


from an impending calamity, especially when it is remembered that 


| granting the relief in no way affects the public weal or the publi 


Treasury. 


The country is just now suffering from a partial paralysis of 
trade, 


business, and commerce. Will you not increase the present in- 


| dustrial depression by withdrawing from the channels of trade and 


business $50,000,000 and locking it up in the vaults of the Treasury ? 
Inasmuch as the Government does not need this money at this time, 
why is it, even as a measure of public policy, not wise and prudent to 
grant this extension and permit this vast amount of revenue to flow 
into the Treasury gradually and not disturb the business of the country 
by its sudden withdrawal from circulation ? 

Chis is purely a business question, and should be discusséd only from 
a business standpoint. To pass this bill involves neither pecuniary o1 
moral injury to the Government or people; to not pa 3 it involves in- 


It being, 


tions, the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] traveled far outside 

the record and the legitimate scope of the argument when he undertook 
| to read the members of this House a temperance lecture. The gentle 
| man [Mr. RAY] is much exercised concerning the vast quantity of grain 

that enters into the manufacture of distilled spirits, and he seems to 
think it would be wise policy to annihilate the whisky industry by 
national legislation, which would involve the purchasing of this grain, 
and with it feeding the poor and hungry. 

The gentleman ought to know, if he does not, that distilled spirits 
will be manufactured just so long as there isademand for them. When 
consumption ceases, production will end. The consumption of spirits 
may be a great evil, but it can not be remedied by the methods proposed 
by the gentleman from New York, for as long as the desire for stimu- 
lant exists the means to satisfy that desire will be found and employed; 
and I may say right here, that, as the desire for stimulant and its use 
has existed in all ages of the world, in every clime and among all races 
| of men, it is fair to presume that the desire will continue to exist and 
| stimulants will be used by man until time shell be no more. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. RAy| is also mistaken if he 
| believes that the production of distilled spirits is productive of poverty 

The proposition that poverty is caused by intemperance is only true in 
| isolated instances. Asa general rule intemperance is merely an inci- 











1884. 


| 
lent to poverty, which is toa very large extent the result of an unequal 
in iniquitous distribution of wealth. If the gentleman can devise, and 
make operative by appropriate legislation, any plan by which the work- 
ve classes can secure a just and equitable proportion of the wealth they 
»hroduce, it will not be necessary for Government to buy grain to feed 
the poor and hungry. — 
But these considerations are not germane to the question and would 
not have been uttered had not other gentlemen gone out of their way 
idulge in vituperative abuse of a legally established and lawful in- 





tou 
lustry. 
soeated. Without stimulants the physician’s skill would be seriously 
mpaired. Aleohol has become essential to the progressive develop- 
ment of humanity, and it is questionable whether pain and sorrow 


would not increase rather than decrease if the policy of the extremists | 


Intemperance of every kind is an | 


was to prevail in this particular. ‘ind 
wil. Butrestrictive measures will not cure it. Human perfection can 
only be attained through education and intelligence, and the only way 
to advance the cause of true temperance is to improve the material con- 
ditions—intellectual, moral, and religious status of humanity. If you 
are determined to refuse these men relief simply because they deal in 


whisky, do so; but I submit it is neither fair nor manly to abuse them | 


for furnishing the public with an article which the public demands and 
insists upon having: If it is wrong to drink intoxicants as a beve 





rage, 


convinee the drinkers of that fact, and the production of the article for | 


that purpose will quickly cease. 

Mr. HURD. 

Mr. JORDAN]. 

Mr. LONG. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoRDAN] pro- 
ceeds, I ask that the time now at the disposal of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HuRD] be extended to the same amount as additional time 
was allowed to me. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Chairman, since I became a member of this body 
I have been a silent, though not an inattentive, observer of its proceed- 
And [arise now to speak in support of this bill, because I would 
be derelict in the performance of my duty and unfaithful to the inter- 
ests of my constituents if I did not do what I could to urge it upon your 
consideration. My colleague upon this floor [Mr. FoLLert] and my- 
self represent the people of Hamilton County, which includes the city of 
Cincinnati, and constitutes the first collection district in the State of 
Ohio. Embracing two Congressional districts, that collection district 
has paid to the Federal Government since 1862 in taxes on distilled 
spirits more than $100,000,000, and it now pays on this article alone a 
tax of $25,000 per day, $200,000 per week, $800,000 a month, or the 
large sum of about $10,000,000 annually. Our district stands second 
in the United States in the manufacture of distilled spirits, and in its 
holdings is perhaps eyual to any other district. Sir, one-eighth of all 
the capital invested in the manufacturing industries of Cincinnati is 
invested in this business, and it yields to her citizens a gross product 
of $30,000,000 a year. 


ings. 





Our constituents, therefore, the distiller, the rectifier, the wholesale 
dealer, the banker, the merchant, the manufacturer, the mechanic, the 
laborer, all classes of our people are deeply and vitally interested in 
the bill now before this House. They would regard its defeat as a 
calamity, and would hail its passage with unfeigned delight. The 
Chamber of Commerce of our city have adopted resolutions upon this 
subject which I desire the Clerk to read and which I make part of my 
remarks. The Board of Transportation and all the great commercia! 
bodies of the city have in some form or other taken similar action 

This being the case, I regard it not only as aduty, butasa high honor 
to give expression to their views upon thissubject and to advocate their 
interests upon this floor. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in order that we may have an intelligent 
understanding of the bill now before the House, of the evils which it 
is intended to remedy, and the object which we seek to accomplish in 
its passage, let us consider the present state of the law, the hardship 
growing out of it, and the measure of relief extended by this bill. 

_ Under the laws of the United States as they now stand the manu- 
facturer of distilled spirits is required to place them as soon as made in 
a bonded or Government warehouse, and to pay a tax thereon of 90 
cents per gallon. This tax under the law must be paid as fast as the 
spirits are removed from the warehouse; and, whether removed or not 


the whole amount must be paid within three years from the time of its | 


entry into the warehouse. It will thus be seen that the Government 
requires the manufacturer of spirits not only to pay an enormous tax— 
& tax of 400 per cent., a tax four times greater than the cost or intrin- 
sic value of the article taxed—but also to pay it within three years, al- 
though he may not have sold or disposed of any of it or realized a 
dollar therefrom. This is a harsh law. 


It is the abuse and not the use of stimulants that is to be dep- | 


I now yield fifteen minutes to my colleague from Ohio | 
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And now, Mr. Chairman, I claim that this law as it now stands is 
| wrong in principle, unjust, unreasonable, and uniair. 

This tax of 90 cents on the gallon, which is 400 per cent. in 
amount, and which is four times the actual or intrinsic value of the 
article produced, is not a tax upon property, nor upon production, but 


is in fact a tax upon consumption. This being so, it would seem that 
it would require no argument to show that the manutaeturer or owner 
should not be recuired to pay the tax until the time of consumption. As 
it now is, he is required to advance the money and pay the tax without 
any reference to its consumption before it is consumed and although it 
may never be consumed. Under the practical operation of this law 
the manufacturer or owner is made to pay the tax and not the con- 
sumer. It thus requires the man who has invested a hundred thou- 
sand dollars in the manufacture of distilled spirits to invest $400,000 
in order to hold them. 

In 1868, when Congress was about to make the changes which were 
made in the internal-revenue law at thai time, the Committee on Ways 
and Means, which had the subject under consideration, recognized the 
correctness of this position, and in their report to Congress said: 

The citizen ought not to be compelled to pay an excise tax upon an arti 
which can neither be sold nor consumed This is undoubtedly 
and is in strict accordance with the principles which underlie every just system 
of taxation ; for upon no othertheory or pian can the public burdens be properly 
distributed among those who ought rightfully to bear them ro tax the citiz 


upon a particular manufactured article simply because he has manufactured if 
when without fault or negligence of his he can neither sell nor consume 
compel him to contribute more than his just proportion toward the support of the 
Government. When, however, the tax is collected upon the article sold or cor 

sumed, every one who purchases or in any way uses it necessarily pays his share 
of the duty 


the true poliey 


t 


it, is to 


; 

In a report made by Mr. KELLEY, in behalf of the Ways and Means 
Committee, in 1882, he declared that this was the true principle of all 
excise taxation, and ‘‘that while the Government was justifiable in 
exacting its revenue, it was not justifiable in attempting to control the 
trade in a legitimate article of commerce by forcing the owner to sell 
at a loss on the original cost of production or to permanently invest the 
amount of the tax in addition to that cost.’ 

In the next place, this tax is unreasonable in amount. All taxesare 
regarded by the people as burdensome, and where taxes are levied at 
the usual rate of 1, 2, or 3 per cent. upon lands, property, or mone; 
they are usually paid with difficulty; but where the tax is at the enor 
mous rate of 400 per cent. and is required to be paid in an arbitrary 
period of time, so that thé party paying the tax is compelled to mort- 
gage or hypothecate his property or to sell it upon a broken market at 
ruinous sacrifices, then indeed it becomes a burden grievous to be borne 
and an exaction unworthy of a free government. 

In the next place, let it be remembered, and never orgotten, that no 
such exaction or requirement is made by the General Government in re- 
gard to any other article of foreign importation or domestic 


manutact- 
No such arbitrary rule exists in regard to the payment of taxes 
on tobacco or fermented liquor of any kind 

In the report made by Mr. KELLEY, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, in 1882, on this subject, he says 


Under the existing internal-revenue laws 


listilled spirits is the only artic 
upon which the Government requires the tax to be paid before it is actually sold 
or removed for sale or consumption. In every other case the manufacturer 
keeps the article in his own possession and under his own exclusive contr 
without the payment of any tax, until he chooses to sell it or remoy t for con 
sumption or sale The manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, cigars, beer hes 
periumery, cosmetics, &e. are permitted t » hold their goods until there i yn 


sumptive demand for them, and pay the tax only when they sell 


Indeed, our own Government never required the tax to be paid within 
a fixed or arbitrary period of time until 18638. 
sions of time which have since been made sl law n 
conceived in wisdom and that it was ruinous in its operation (nd 
when we go to foreign countries we find that no civilized Government 
has ever adopted any such limitation, and that England, who 
system is the most perfect in Europe, has never required thi 
of the tax upon spirits until the manufacturer saw fit to dispose of thi 
and until they had entered into consumption, thus recognizi: 


And the several « 


iow that that 


carrying out the principle which I have stated, that such t: wert 
never intended to be paid by the manufacturer but by the consumer 
And, Mr. Chairman, what reason exists at the present time why the 
Government should desire to exact the payment of thi eV as it 
becomes due? Some attempt might be made to justify this course in 
| time of war, or when the Government desired to pay its interest-bearing 
obligations, but none of these reasons now exist We are not in ast 
of war, and there is no interest-bearing debt which it is desirable to p 
One hundred and fifty millions of money is lying idle in the Treasury 
The Government derives no interest from it, and if the who'e amount 


mended by the Committee on Ways and Means, which has been ap- | 


proved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and which is now 
under consideration, has for its sole and only object that of having the 
time for the payment of this tax extended two years longer. 

_ Now, observe that by this bill it is not sought to release anybody 
from the payment of these taxes, nor to reduce the amount of the same, 
nor release the security held by the Government for its payment. 


Ht | of tax upon this80,000,000 gallons of 
lhe object of the bill offered by Mr. WiLLIs, which has been recom- | 


spirits were to be pa d to the Go 
of its maturity it would do the Gove 


It would be well indeed for the Gove t 


ernment to-day in advance 
ment no good whateve1 

and the people of this country if the $150,000,000 of surp 

the Treasury could be paid into the hands of the people, so that it con 


enter into the business and industries of the country Phese dus 
tries are to-day suffering and business is in a state of stagnation 
cause so large an amount of money has been withdrawn from cireula 


tion. If this bill passes,this money will 


rematn 
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present, and it will draw interest until it is paid, and the people will 
have the use of it. 

What is the condition of affairs which brings this bill before Congress 
and makes its passage at this time at once necessary and proper? 
After a long period of darkness and gloom the morning broke and 
specie payment was resumed in the United States in the year 1879. 
Our people were proud, exultant, and happy. They saw their country 
carried safely through political and financial revolution. They saw 
their paper money become par with gold and silver, and that, over all 
doubts, speculations, and theories, specie payment had become a fixed 
and absolute fact. 

A new impetus was given to Everything 
seemed possible to our people New railroads were proje cted and built. 
Large manufacturing businesses were established in all parts of the 
country 


kinds of business. 


Every branch of industry was stimulated, and none moreso 
than the manuiacture of distilledspirits. And we find that the amount 
manufactured increased from 71,892,621 gallons in 1879 to 90,355,271 
gallons in 1880; to 117,728,150 in 1881, and to 105,853,161 in 1582. 
Since which time it rapidly decreased This extraordinary increase 
of production was unnatural and unhealthy, in excess of the legitimate 
growth of business, and far beyond the demands of trade. If the pros- 
perity which seemed to dawn in 1879 had continued, had business been 
prosperous in all other branches and the conditions of trade generally 
favorable and a fair foreign demand sprung up, it might have been 


possible that this production of distilled spirits would have produced 


no serious injury to the trade; but, as events have turned out, the re- | 


sults have been disastrous and ruinous. 
\n examination of the report of the Internal Revenue Commissioner 


for 1883, page 123, shows that while in 1879 there was but 19,212,470 


] 


gallons of spirits in the Government warehouses, there was at the 
close of the fiscal year 1883 the enormous quantity of 80,499,993 gal- 
lons rhe amount of the tax on this at 98 cents a gallon amounts to 
$72, 449,993.70 

From December 1, 1883, to November, 1885, the taxes on 70,000,000 
gallons will fall due and will have te be paid, unless this bill is passed. 
Chis tax is payable in monthly payments averaging a little less than 
$3,000,000 a month. By the 6th of July, 1884, there will be payable 
to the Government in taxes $26,640,038.70. The amount of distilled 
spirits as above shown to be on hand, and likely to be thrown on the 
market, has, as everybody knows, broken the market, and made it im- 
possible to obtain money upon these goods or to make sales except at 
the most ruinous prices. It is a well-known fact that many persons in- 
terested in this business have been compelled to sell their whiskies at 
far less than their value. Sidney M. Maxwell, the superintendent of the 
Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, in his official report for the year 1883, 
says: ‘‘In many cases goods which came out of bond in 1883 have been 
sold by parties, unwilling to pay the tax, at lower prices than had been 
paid for the goods three years before. In some cases three-year-old 
goods have been sold at 35 to 40 cents per gallon in bond.’’ The same 
thing has occurred in other cities and is now daily happening. 

The holders of this 80,000,000 gallons of whisky can not pay this large 
‘Amount of taxes 
exhausted their credit; there is no market in which they can obtain 
money, and there is no purchaser for their spirits. The Government 
demands its tax; it asks that the bond shall be performed. The men 
who hold these spirits are threatened with bankruptcy; they are men- 
aced with ruin; the accumulations of a lifetime are about to disappear; 
and they now ask, not that the Government shall release them of their 
liability, not that it shall remit or reduce any of its claims, not that it 
shall give up one dollar of its demands or its securities, but they ask 
simply for time—time to look around—time to find a market; and in 
order that they may get this time they offer, by this bill, to pay all that 
the most exacting creditor could demand—interest until the money is 
paid. Shylock himself could hardly have asked more. 

And what is this industry which now makes this demand and urges 


the passage of this bill? It is a great industry, employing hundreds of 


millions of capital, hundreds of thousands of men; which is connected 


with almost every other business in the country; which in twenty | 


years has paid to the Government $1,017,754,129, and which is now 
paying annually to the Goverement $75,000,000—a sum of money 
greater than the gross product of all the gold and silver mines of this 
country, a sum sufficient to pay the annual pensions of all the soldiers 


of all the wars in which this country has been engaged, a sum which 
by the year 1907 would pay off the whole interest-bearing debt of the | 


United States, a sum which in fifteen years would amount to more 
than could be realized by a sale of all the lands of the United States at 
Government prices. 

Such an industry and such a business is entitled at the hands of this 
Congress to fair and liberal treatment, and instead of being treated as 
an outlaw it should receive the fostering care and protection of the 
Government. And, sir, the men who are engaged in this business in 
this country—the manufacturer, the distiller, and the rectifier, the oper- 
ator and dealer—are men as much interested in this Government, as 
worthy of its consideration, and as much entitled to its protection as 
are the men engaged in any other branch of industry in this country. 

The Congress and Government of the United States have always rec- 


| bound to deal with it justly and fairly and give it as full and sy) 


They have hypothecated their property; they have | 
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ognized this industry as a legitimate one, and it has been made to pay 
more taxes than has been derived from any other business in which oy, 
people are engaged. Taxes are the price paid by the citizen to the 
Government for its protection, aud so long as the United States « 

tinue to exact from this industry great and onerous taxes, they 


are 


protection as is given to any other business or industry. In this mat 
ter taxation and protection should go together. This is the dict 
common sense and common honesty. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen who oppose this bill have sugyves 
that if we thought this tax was oppressive why not have the law 
posing the tax repealed. How many men on this floor are in favor 
the repeal of the law ? 

Mr. STORM. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. JORDAN. One single man says he is in favor of it. Ver, 
members would be willing to vote for it now. The suggestion 
not come from men who are favorable to the passage of the | 
friendly to it. It is a mere tub to the whale, a mere suggesti: 
lead us away from the consideration of this measure. How far h 
there been any attempt made in this House ? 

Mr. STORM. I offered a bill at the first day of the session for 


lie 


repeal of the whole internal-revenue system, but it sleeps the slee) 
death, which knows no waking. 
Mr. JORDAN. Yes; as you might have expected. The time has 


notarrived for the repeal of the law. When we cometo the consideration 
of that question many and grave questions will havé to be considered 
You will have to consider what is to be done with the $60,000,000 o 


| $70,000,000 now owing to the Government for taxes on whisky in bond 


| What are we going to do in regard to the taxes already paid to the Gov- 
| ernmentonspirits? Mr. KELLEY, who has this day talked in this Houss 
asif he favored the repeal of the internal-revenue system, has been her 
twenty years, and never offered a bill or made an effort leoking to the 
repeal of that system. Mr. KELLEY uses this argument to defeat om 
| bill, not to repeal the law. 

If gentlemen mean what they say, then let them now propose t 
| amend this bill so as to repeal the law. If they do so, they wil! tind 
| that there will not be twenty-five men on this floor who will vote at 
this time for the repeal of the internal-revenue law. Let any gentle- 

man try it on who believes it. 

Mr. YORK. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 
| Mr. JORDAN. Certainly. 

Mr. YORK. If this tax isso high, why are you opposed to the rex 
of the internal-revenue system ? 

Mr. JORDAN. Iam not opposed to the repeal of the internal-rev: 
nue system, but I doubt if the time has yet arrived for it; but I say that 
the other side of the House is opposed to it. I dare you gentlem« 
undertake now to amend this bill by proposing to repeal the interna!- 
revenue system. There may be a man here and there may be a mu: 
there who would dare to vote for it; but there is not a single solit 
Republican from Ohio who will vote for a repeal of the internal]-revenu 
system. They will not dare to vote for a proposition that will tak« 
the tax off whisky and put it on the necessaries and the industries ot 
life. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. JORDAN. With great pleasure 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yousay that this side of the House is not in favor 
of a repeal of the internal-revenue tax. How many on your side are in 
favor of it? 

Mr. JORDAN. Ido not think there are very many of them; I do 
not know how many. I will tell you who I think may be in favor of 
| it. It is not those who say they believe the internal-revenue system is 

an infernal system, but those who believe-that the tariff system is a 
celestial system of revenue. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to say to the gentleman that I think 
| he is mistaken about the opinions of gentlemen on this side of the 
House. 

Mr. JORDAN. Why, sir, if the opinion of gentlemen on the other 
| side is just, let my good friend make a motion to amend this bill and 
| let us vote upon it. Let us see how many are in favor of the repeal of 
the internal-revenue system. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the gentleman make it. 

Mr. JORDAN. No; youshould make it. You say you are in favo1 
of itnow. Iam not urging it; I do not believe the time has come. 
| Mr. REED. One corpse at a time. 

Mr. JORDAN. Yes, sir; and if that corpse comes from the othe 
side, all right. 

And now, in conclusion, allow me to say, Mr. Chairman, that this 
bill is neither partisan nor sectional. It has many precedents to sup- 
| port it, and it violates no provision of our Federal Constitution. It in 
| no way encourages intemperance or promotes immorality. No human 
| being will be deprived of any right by its passage, nor will the Govern- 
| ment lose one dollar of its enormous revenue derived from this industry. 
| This bill is correct in principle and is justand fair in all of its provisions. 
1 
| 


Pass this bill and you will give relief to a great business and indus- 
try now in danger of destruction; you will prevent the bankruptcy of 
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thousands of ourcitizens, and you will have made the world understand 
that an American industry carried on by American citizens will always 
receive the fostering care and protection of an American Congress. 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment much of the opposi- 
tion to this bill has arisen from a misapprehension of the nature of the 


law to which'it relates. The discussion has been as though the exten- 


sion of the bonded period was the principal feature of the bill, whereas 
it is only an incident. If all the relief to be afforded to the distillers 
under the provisions of this bill consisted merely of the extension of 
the bonded period they would be very much disappointed in the relief 
which they expect. This point will be made clear by a consideration 
of the history of legislation upon this subject. 

In 1862 the law was first passed which provided for the imposition of 
taxes upon distilled spirits. The tax then was 20 centsagallon. The 
spirits remained in bond until withdrawn for sale or consumption. 
The bonding period was indefinite. Afterward the rate of tax was 
increased to $2 a gallon. With the increase of taxation the temptation 
to fraud came; and in 1868 the great frauds upon the revenue in which 
were involved many distinguished people of the country attracted at- 
tention all over the United States. Then it was proposed to limit the 
bonded period. This was the first law proposed which took from the 
distiller the right to keep his whisky in bond until it was to be con- 
sumed. First the proposition was for ninemonths. Atthe expiration 
of nine months he was obliged to take the whisky out. Thenthe period 
was made one year, and subsequently three years, which has continued 
to be the period until the present day. 

It was the object of those who proposed the law, as the debates in 
Congress indicate and clearly show, to prevent the perpetration of frauds 
upon the revenue. The limitation of the bonded period therefore 
came first, because frauds had been perpetrated upon the revenue, and 
with the object of preventing their recurrence. It was as though the 
Congress of the United States had said to the distiller, ‘‘ Hitherto you 
have enjoyed the privilege of keeping your liquor in bond indefinitely, 
but because there have been frauds you shall withdraw this liquor from 
bond within nine months, or within one year, or within three years. 
You shall not have the privilege after three years to keep this liquor 
in bond any longer; and if you do not take it out of bond your liquor 
may be distrained; the condition of the bond which you have given 
shall be made absolute and other penalties to be found in the statutes 
shall be imposed upon you.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, it thus appears clearly that the limitation of the bonded 
period was a penalty upon the distiller, designed to prevent the com- 
mission of crime. In this view how idle it is to say that it is a ques- 
tion of loaning money or that the proposition of this bill is analogous 
to an extension of time by a creditor to his debtor. It is a question of 
the remission of a penalty. It is not a loan of money, nor like it, for 
the Government has never had this money to loan. It is not a ques- 
tion of the extension of time to a debtor by a creditor who suspends the 
operation of civil proceedings to collect his debt in order that there may 
be further time for its payment. Butit is a question of remission and 
relaxation of a penalty which a criminal law imposed on distillers for 
the purpose of preventing fraud. 

If, then, it bea question of remission of penalty, by what principles 
shall the action of this House be governed? Precisely the same principles 
which govern an executive in granting a pardon should govern a legisla- 
ture in remitting or relaxinga penalty. Indeed it has been expressly 
decided that the legislature has the power of itself to grant a pardon 
unless there be an express limitation confining it exclusively to the 
executive department made by the fundamental law. Thelegislature 
can repeal the law which imposes the penalty, and then there is no pos- 
sibility of prosecution for the offense. But as the greater includes the 
less, unless there be some limitation of the legislative authority the 
legislature can individually pardon a man who has committed acrime. 
How much the more, therefore, every legislature has the power to remit 
or relax the penalty which the law has imposed. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well to remember the principles which govern 
legislatures in dealing with penal questions and penal laws; they are 
very different from those which govern in matters of private right un- 
der ordinary civil legislation. The questions when a civil law is to be 
enacted are: what are the pre-existing laws; have rights been estab- 
lished; have individuals acquired privileges and powers which the legis- 
lature has not the power to disturb? But it is not so with ordinary 
penal legislation. The legislature has absolute power over criminal 
penalties, except that it can not increase them. It can mitigate them. 
It can make them milder. It can repeal the law which imposed them. 
And the question here to-day that this House has to determine is 
whether this penalty which was imposed by the criminal law shall be 
mitigated or not. 

What was the object of the penalty? It was to prevent frauds on the 
revenue. Have those gentlemen who are coming here for relief com- 
mitted any fraud on the revenue? It is admitted, Mr. Chairman, that 
there has been no fraud committed, and that to-day this liquor is in the 
warehousesof the distillers under the control of the Government as hon- 
estly as though this law had never been passed at all. There has been 
no incurring of apenalty. The object for which the law was passed has 
been accomplished. When the object the law was intended to effect- 
uate has been attained, shall we refuse to mitigate the penalty ? 
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What are the principles by which this 
| inquireda momentago. The same which govern an executive in grant- 
| ing pardons. There are three inquiries to be asked when an exercise 
| of clemency is proposed: first, is it fair to the Government; second, is 

it just to the individual; and third, is it expedient for the community ? 

I say it is fair to the Government to remit this penalty, because the 
Government does not need this money, as the Treasury is overflowing. 

| Not only that, it is unwise, Mr. Chairman, to increase the surplus which 

| the Treasury contains. 

| It is just to these men who are engaged in this business. The proof 

| before the Ways and Means Committee discloses and shows beyond a 

| doubt, unless this relief be granted, that these men will be bankrupted. 
They can not pay this tax they are obliged to pay, as the whisky is 
taken out of bond under this three-years’ limitation. Itis just to them, 
because it saves them from bankruptcy. 

It may be that they went into this business with their eyes open; that 
| they knew of the three-years’ limitation; but they knew it was a pen- 

alty, and they knew Congress did not love to punish, and would be just 
if an opportunity were afforded to it. 

They are not asking to be relieved from overproduction. The same 
overproduction which demoralizes every other industry in the land char- 
acterizes that. The excessive supply, the diminution of price, the de- 
struction of value, these they bear with other overproducing citizens of 
the United States. 

What they ask is to be relieved from the penalty which the law ot 
the United States has imposed on them, when the object which that 
penalty was designed to secure, the prevention of fraud on the revenue, 
has been accomplished. Is it expedient for the community that this 
should be done and that the penalty should be remitted? Mr. Chair 
man, this condition of the distillers is an anomalous one. Whatever 
is done in this case can be no precedent for another, for there is no 
other interest in the land so situated or so surrounded by circumstances 
as the distilling business is. Itstands onits own bottom. It 
entirely sui generis. 

But even if it were that an example could be made and a precedent 
established for other cases by this legislation, I do not believe that the 
Government would lose anything by doing a gracious act to some of it 
unfortunate fellow-citizens when it does no injury to itself. Justic 
tempered with mercy as much becomes a government as it does an in 
dividual. No government is so strong as that which has its strength 
in the affections of its people. Refuse to pass this law; ruin hundred 
of men; turn thousandsof laborers out of employment; embarrass the 
business of four of the greatest cities in your land, and you need not 
complain, Mr. Chairman, if as a consequence you find in many sections 
of your country murmurings and complainings against the Government 
instead of loyalty and affectionate devotion to it. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, by the consent of the commit 
tee I reserved six minutes of unexpired time, at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York, for the océupation of which 
I now desire to yield the floor to the gentleman from Arkansas [ M1 
JONES]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, when the discussion of 
this bill began, now almost a week ago, I supposed that it would be 
disposed of at least within a reasonable time; | had no ideaat that time 
of asking to occupy the attention of this House for even a moment in 
the discussion of the subject. But this discussion has gone on for so 
long a time, so much of the valuable time of the House has been con- 
sumed in this debate, and the question has taken such a wide range, 
that I ask permission to trespass upon the patience of the House for a 
few moments while I state the reason why I can not support the bill 
and the reasons why I think it ought not to be passed. 

There is, sir, important. matter enough now on the Calendar of this 
House to occupy our full attention for a long time tocome, and it seems 
to me that we have already given more time to the consideration of this 
bill than its importance justifies, and that at this date in the session 
we should be considering matters in which the entire nation is inter 
ested, instead of discussing day after day a question which, to my mind 
at least, relates to a class, and a very small class at that, and one, I may 
also be permitted to say, which does not appeal very strongly to my 
sense of sympathy. 

It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that the law as it now stands im- 
poses a tax on distilled spirits, and requires that the tax shall be paid 
to the Government at the expiration of three years from the time it is 
placed in the warehouse. 

This law was well known to the distillers at the time 
was placed in bond. They had full knowledge of its existence and re- 
quirements. They can not plead ignorance; they understood its full 
force and effect. They made the whisky under the operations of that 
law, deliberately placed it in the bonded warehouses, knowing well the 
date at which the tax would accrue, and having done so, it seems to me 
they come now with very poor grace to this House asking an extension 

of the time to pay the debt that they deliberately contracted to the 
Government. 

My distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. Hurp] who has just taken 
his seat, in his elaborate speech in this connection, insists that this tax 
is in the nature of a penalty upon these distillers; that Congress de- 
mands a greater penalty, or that the manufacturers of this article incur 


should be determined? as I 
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a greater obligation to the Government, than is exacted in any other 
business. He seems to place it upon the ground that the distillation 
and bonding of whisky is in the nature of crime; that it is worse than 
any of the ordinary business avocations or transactions; that it is some- 
what disreputable if not actually criminal, and concluded that Congress 
should suspend the collection of this tax for that reason. 

I confess his argument seemed to me to be against the bill rather than 
an argument in favor of its passage. These gentlemen who own the 
30,000,000 gallons of whisky now in hand, and upon which the tax will 
soon become due, and which it is proposed shall be excepted or relieved 


by the operation of this bill, deliberately incurred this obligation to | 


the Government to pay $27,000,000 at or about this time when they 
placed it in bond or bought it. For them to come now and ask that 
they shall have two years further in which to pay this debt is neither 
more nor less than asking the Government of the United States to lend 
them $27,000,000 at 4} per cent. interest. No sort of reasoning will 
avoid the force of thisconclusion. The money is justly due to the Gov- 
ernment. It was an obligation deliberately contracted at the time the 
whisky was made and put in bond; and they knew when they did that 
that the tax must be paid upon it at the time fixed by the law. I re- 
peat, it was a deliberate contract on their part with the Government 
made at the time; and they have no right to ask an extension of that 
time unless they show good and sound reasons in their favor that do not 
apply to all other business transactions of the country in a similar con- 
dition 

I do not believe we have any power or right as a Congress to grant 
this loan. We have under the Constitution of the United States the 
right to borrow money; but I know of no constitutional right that we 
have to lend money; and I belong to that school in politics that believe 
there is no power intrusted in the Government that is not delegated to 
it by the Constitution, either directly or by necessary implication. We 
have no constitutional power to lend money, and no matter how our 
interests may be involved in it, no matter how much money we may 


have, we have no right to turn this Government into a great banking 


Institution 
Che argument has been used, and I think very justly, in opposition 


to this bill, and I think it is a sufficient reason why it should not pass 
that the distillers deliberately overproduced this whisky knowing the 
dates at which the tax would accrue, and that even two years ago, while 
in this House a very great demand was made that there should be an 
extension of the bonded period similar to this, the distillers deliber- | 
ately produced nearly 50 per cent. more of this whisky in that year 


than could be consumed in the ordinary course of the American market. 
If they deliberately dug a ditch for themselves and then got into it, I 


do not think that should excite very much our sympathy or should be 
reason why we should extricate them from the difficulties they de- | 


liberately and of their own free will brought on themselves. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to have two or three min- 


utes more 


Mr. RUSSELL. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am much obliged to my friend from 


Massachusetts. 


Another view that I take of this question, and which seems to be 
still stronger than the argument I have just spoken of, is this: As I 
understand, nine-tenths of this whisky is not held by the men who 
made it, is not held by the distillers, but is held by gentlemen who 
thought they saw from the condition of the market that this whisky 
would rise in price, and for the purpose of making money and asa simple 
speculation they bought it, calculating it would rise in price. Instead 
of doing so it has gone down; and they now propose to avoid the result 
of their own business miscalculations by asking the Government to | 
relieve them of the consequences of their own acts. Now, if there is 
any reason why this large amount of money should be lent to this class 
of men, I ask you what class of men, having been unfortunate in any 
sort of speculation, should be turned away if they came to borrow 
money of the Government at 4) per cent.? The men who have specu- 
lated in real estate, in railroad stocks, in cotton, or in any other mer- 
chantable article would be justas much entitled to this privilege at the 
hands of Congress as speculators in an article which one of the friends | 


of this bill characterized as 





Concentrated damnation and misery, double extract of woe and perdition, a 


hell-broth such as witches never brewed 


And when its friends come and tell us this manufacture must be in 
the nature of a crime, it does not appear to me to appeal very strongly 


to the sympathies of this House. 


There is one other point I would like to mention if I had time. The 
arguments that are presented in this matter are strangely inconsistent. 
The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in 
opening this debate stated that the present law wasright; that they did 
not complain of the law, but that they ought to be relieved from its 
operation. His goodness of heart and his generous nature had led him 
into the advocacy of what seems to me a measure which can not be de- 
fended on any sort of political principles. Other gentlemen put it on 
the ground that the law is all wrong; that this sort of tax should never 
be collected, or, if collected at all, only when the whisky goes into con- | 
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sumption. I have not time to undertake to follow those arguments » 

| One of the leading friends of the measure tells us that this is a matte, 
between the Government and individuals; that it is like a matter jy. 
tween an ordinary debtor and creditor; that exactly the same sentimey;< 
of humanity should move us in this matter that a private creditor wou)q 
feel to give an extension of time to his debtor. On the other hand. », 
distinguished friend from Ohio says there is no similarity between thes, 
cases. Yet all these gentlemen with all these diverging views arriy, 
at the same point, and insist that we ought to extend this period 

The fact is that if this law is right itought to be enforced. If wrony 
it ought to be repealed. Suspension is not a remedy in either cas. 
If the law is as it ought to be it ought to be carried out. If it is not ax 
| it ought to be, suspension will not do any good. General Grant neve; 
said a wiser thing in his life than when he said the best way to repea 
a bad law was to enforce it. In that view the proper course to take ip 
this, as in all similar cases, is to let the law be enforced, and then sy 
remedies as are natural and right will follow in their due order 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say I regard this as an ultra 
effort at the exercise of something like paternal authority. It seems ; 
me it can not be defended in any sort of view, looking at it from tly 
political standpoint from which I have always been accustomed to look 
at such matters. For these and a number of other reasons which | 
| have not time to present I am opposed to this bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman fro 
Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. After the very able and exhaustive argument and pres : 
entation of this case by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lon: 
it hardly seems necessary for any one to say anything more. Yet 
rather for my own satisfaction than for any better reason, I feel called 
upon to insist in a more specific and definite manner than I have bee: 
able to heretofore upon one aspect of this case. 

The friends of this measure put their advocacy of it upon very si! 
gular and very divergent grounds. A gentleman from one part of 0} 
| Mr. FoRAN | claims that we should treat these distillers fairly heca 
they are engaged in an honorable business. His colleague from the ot! 
end of the State of Ohio [Mr. Hugp] tells us that weshould treat th: 
men fairly because they come before us attacked by criminal penalt 
from which we ought to relieve them, upon the ground that upon t 
whole they have behaved pretty well. I leave it to those gentleme: 

| colleagues, to reconcile between themselves this divergence of argument 
For my part, I am willing to treat this question without referen 
either ground. I am willing to treat it without any prejudice, and | 
look at it solely in view of its effects upon the business interests of 1 
country. There has been one argument in favor of this bill which 
true and sound in all its parts, ought to induce the House to list« 
its advocates. That is the declaration that,if this tax of $70,000,00 
| or rather the tax on 70,000,000 gallons of whisky, is exacted during t! 
next two years financial disaster will fall upon the country, and w 
| will realize all the pictures of ruin with which gentlemen have adorned 
| their speeches. If that be true, and there be nothing else true in mod 
fication of that, then there might be reason for the consideration of this 
question which is demanded. 

But if gentlemen will look forward they can see as the result of this 
legislation a more enormous disaster than can possibly result from our 
refusal to pass this bill, even if their prognostications be true. Huma 
nature during the next two years is going to be the same as huma 
nature has been during the last three years. If you allow these distil! 
ers to store their whisky in Government warehouses for two years 
longer, without taking it out and putting it upon the market, the nx 
who to-day have distilleries in their ownership and possession wil] !» 
obliged by the laws of human nature to manufacture whisky in excess 
of the amount of consumption in the country. 

And the result will be that at the end.of the next two years, if this 
bill shall pass, those who are engaged in this business will be called 
upon not merely to raise enough to pay the tax on 70,000,000 gallons 
but enough to pay the tax on 100,000,000 gallons. As I said the othe: 
day, if it be true that disaster will follow upon the payment of the tax 
on 70,000,000 gallons, what will be the result of paying the tax on 
100,000,000 gallons? Is this a fancy picture, or is it justified by the 
facts? Is ita priori reasoning, or does history bear me out in what | 

| say? ) 

Mark these figures; they have been repeated a dozen times in this 
debate, but I do not think their full significance has been exhausted 
In the year 1878, 56,000,000 gallons of whisky were manufactured 
On the Ist day of March an extension of one year was given. What 
was the result? That very year the production leaped from 56,000,000 
to 71,000,000 gallons. 

Then, on the 28th day of May, 1880, a three years’ extension was 
given, and the production leaped from 71,000,000 to 90,000,000, thi 

| next year to 100,000,000, and the year after to 117,000,000 gallons 
These results are not and were not unknown to the distillers of the coun- 
try. Thereis no other business where the statistics are so exact, wher 
everybody for the mere looking can find out just what is the production 
of the article all over the country at any moment. 
When 117,000,000 of gallons were produced in one year, the distill 
ers began to see that the three years’ extension was soon going to ex- 











1884. 


pire, and they would then be called upon to pay the tax. : 
the result? The production was reduced in 1882 to 105,000,000 of 
eallons and in 1883 it was reduced to 74,000,000 of gallons. Now, if 
vou will let this matter alone, the production will come down to 
56,000,000, the normal consumption of thecountry. If you donot, but 
grant this extension of time, then instead of having to face the problem 
of the tax on 70,000,000 of gallons, you will have to face it on 100,000,000 
of gallons. The result will be either a repeal of the tax or disaster 
will follow. 

It seems to me that there is the whole business ina nutshell. If we 
«o on With the law as it now is there will be no disaster. What are all 
these prognostications worth? Can not gentlemen recollect that one 
year ago the distillers were howling around Congress proclaiming that 
unless a bill for the extension of the bonded period was then passed 
the next year would see ruin overwhelmus all? Hasitcome? Their 
prophecies in every instance have proved to be erroneous. , 

We can see that there will be greater disaster if we follow their ad- 
vice. We followed it in the one-year extension and in the three years’ 
extension, and the result was very bad. Shall we continue to follow 
the advice of men whose predictions history has proved to be without 
foundation ? 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. ELLIs took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed and requested the concurrence 
of the House in a bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1852) fixing the salaries of the several judges o 


f the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other pur- 
poses ; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 32) providing for the payment of laborers in 
Government employ for certain holidays. 
BONDED-WHISKY BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 


HatcH] for five minutes. 
Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. 


Mr. Chairman, after the very thorough | product reaches the consumer to bless, while this goes to the consum 
discussion which this measure has received at the hands of the Com- | to curse. 
mittee of the Whole it would be unpardonable for one who had not | 
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What was | 


| a voter. 
| myself and many others of this House that procrastination means event- 
| ual avoidance of the whole tax. 


iPOun the 
| utterances of most of the advocates of the bill and by the utterances of 
some gentlemen who are opposed to it. 
This is not the only item of commerce which is more or less injured 
by overproduction. The lumber business has become seriously «dé 


made it a more careful study than I have to detain the committee for | 


any great length of time. 

This measure, if I understand it, is a proposition that the Govern- 
ment shall loan $66,000,000; that the Government shall loan these $66,- 
000,000 at the rate of 4} per cent. interest for a period of two years; 
that the Government shall not only loan this sum at this rate, but shall 
loan it to whisky dealers, to men engaged in the whisky traflic; that 
it shall loan this vast sum of money at this rate to this class of our 
business community, but shall loan it upon the security of a bond and 
the pledge of the whisky. 

Now, for a moment consider each element of this proposition. 
that the Government shall loan money. 
our Government ? 


First, 
i Is that one of the functions of 
Does it belong to the policy or the purpose of its 


creation that it shall go into the business of lending money at any time | is recognized it has desolated homes, beggared its votaries, and physi- 


| cally, mentally, and morally dragged down and degraded its victims 
| They would have us forget that to-day, while we talk, all over this fai 


to any class of people ? 

This view of the case, however, has been sufficiently commented upon. 
But a further proposition is that the Government shall loan this sum at 
4} per cent. interest. Can any other class of business men to-day, with 
your banks overrunning with money, go into the market and upon a 
bond or a pledge of personal property as security borrow money for two 
years at 45 per cent. interest? Where money is loaned upon long time 
business men require real-estate security. They do not accept personal 
credit for a loan of money for two years. But that is this proposition. 

Further than that, the proposition is that we shall loan this money 
to people engaged in the whisky traffic. The first gentleman, I think, 


of the Whole said that this liquor is not now the property of the manu- 
facturers but has passed into the hands of middle-men, is now the property | 
of orphansand widows. I can appreciate the necessities of a manufact- | 
urer who finds his large plant perhaps standing idle, who will lose whether | 
he continues his business or whether he suspends it, being pressed by 
the emergency to continue to manufacture even upon a falling market. 
But what possible excuse is there for one to lend his money under such | 
circumstances? Here these people, it is said orphans, widows, and bank- | 
ers, have loaned their money upon this property as a pledge. They did 
it under no pressure of circumstances; they did it voluntarily. 
But what sort of a proposition is this? That the Government of the 
United States shall loan money to dealers in whisky to be carried across 
the Alleghany Mountains into the States of Ohio, Michigan, and Iowa. 
Is it not known to the membersof this House that never in the history 
of the Northwest were the excitement and interest in regard to the 
temperance question so great as at this time? What has been the re- 
cent history of legislation in Ohio? What in Iowa? This very winter 
a prohibitory statute has been passed. Soin Kansas and in my own 


| 


| If the gentleman wishes to put in circulation our surplus, [ wil 


| of public favor, in the face o 


| the standard of public virtue, debases the public conscience 


| forget that for every dollar which it pays to support Government the 


| and inevitably be a failure. 
| ness has always been a lawbreaker when it has been unable to buy su 


| laws or lawmakers as suited its purposes. 
or the second, perhaps, who advocated this bill before the Committee | 


| Or, better still, take that $150,000,000, add to it the sum now due and 


| $100,000,000 due from the Pacific railroads, and pension every Union 
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State of Michigan. Never in the history of the 
organizations so ardent, so well knit together, 
are now. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. RUSSELL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mains 
Mr. DINGLEY addressed the committee 
Mr. RUSSELL. 
Iowa [Mr. PRICE]. 
Mr. PRICE. 


state were temperance 
so determined as they 


























































[See Appendix. 
I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. Chairman, this question has been so fully pre- 


sented that to argue it further would be mere repetition; but I wish to 
submit a few thoughts only. 

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY} ad 
mits that whisky is the fruitful source of crime and distress,.and hi 
would ‘‘regulate’’ it, and he would leave the task of regulating it to the 
States. Could the States regulate it in the Territories or in the District 
of Columbia? Most certainly not. Therefore he would leave the citi 
zens of the District of Columbia and the Territories unprotected by a 
regulation. Hesays the execution of the internal-revenue law costs 
nation ten millions annually, and thereiore should be repealed. He fails 
to tell us that the liquor traftic costs the nation annually $800,000, 000 

** Repeal the law and then we will have money enough for all put 





poses,’’ says the same gentleman. I confess that I have ipathy 
with the Pennsylvania policy which would pare down our revenues so 
far that we would have nosum with which to reduce the national debt 
no sum with which to care for the old and broken-down soldic 
Republic and their widows and orphans; no sympathy with or admi 
ration for a financial scheme that would *‘ protect”’ the manufacture: 
and leave the workingman unprotected from every trade, profession, o1 
occupation, the inevitable tendency of which is to make him less sel! 
respecting as a.man, less independent as a citizen, or less intelligent as 
Besides, the conviction has forced itself the 


hosyn 


upon minds of 


{ 


This has become evident 


pressed from this cause. 


Yet it does not come here whining for relief 
by special legislation. 


the 


But the cases are dissimilar in this lumber 


This petted, pampered pirate comes asking alms, when in all its ne 
farious history it was neve# known to confer a blessing on a man, a State 
ora nation. It asks to be selected from the whole multitude of busi 
ness enterprises and placed above and beyond all the others as a recipient 
‘the fact that it has been the 
and direst foe that the public has ever had to deal with. 

Its advocates claim this remarkable concession because it pays an- 
nually a tax of near $100,000,000, but they would have us forget that it 
destroys grain enough to feed allthe starving sons of earth: that it lowers 


{ 


f deadliest 


, lowers the 
standard of citizenship, slimes its wicked way up to the seat of political 
power, destroys the high standard of intelligence and the nice sense of 
virtue so essential among a people every one of whom is a voter and 
thereby a ruler. They would have us forget that wherever its sway 


land its victims are suffering, starving, dying. They would have us 
legitimate industries and wealth of the country are taxed tenfold the 
sum thus realized to overcome or correct the costs of its destructive in 
fluences upon our people. They would have us forget that, financially 
considered, this branch of commerce has always been and must always 


They would have us forget that this } 


Hel 
0” 


hr) 
il 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] pleads for the passage of 
the bill because o1 $150,000,000 in the Treasury for which there is no use 
1 chee r 
fully join him in that; but is it not more judicious, more patriotic, 


more sensible to apply that surplus to a reduction of the public debt? 
to become due from whisky of $70,000,000; put with these sums the 


soldier, without whose self-sacrificing devotion to the Union we to-day 
would have no surplus revenue or revenue at all 
gress, no flag, no country ! 

But the opponents of this bifl are charged with being “ narrow- 
minded ’’ and ‘‘cranky.’’ If to legislate justly for the personal and 
political good of the American people is an evidence of crankism, then 
I glory in being a ‘‘crank.’? The men who make these charges woul 
have pronounced General Washington and He who “ 
good ’’ both cranks. 

[ understood the gen‘leman from Kentucky [ Mr. THomMpso' 
never knew one of these temperance cranks but would ‘ 


no Treasury, no Con 


j 


A 


went about doing 


to Sax he 
} nd the 


gro pen 
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door and take a drink.’’ 
my only regret is thatit has been his misfortune to have only associated 
with or made the acquaintance of the insincere and the unworthy, and 
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will do my unfortunate friend the kindness to inform him that there | 
are heights he has not climbed, realms of moral excellence he has not 
explored, and that if he will abandon the attitude of standing as the | 


apologist of a trade that degrades, debauches, demoralizes, and damns 
everything it touches, he may thereby lift himself to the right of asso- 


ciation with men whose patriotism would lead them to legislate for the | 


‘* greatest good to the greatest number, ’’ whose philanthropy would 


impel them to reach down to the gutter an? lift their weaker brother | tional, I would not have been surprised. 


| by loan ? 


from the degradation to which he has been brought by commerce in 


whisky, and place him on the Lroader, purer platform of an independ- | 


ent manhood; men the purity of whose lives and conduct and their life- 
long devotion to principle enable them to regard pityingly the men who 
charge them with insincerity. 


ruption, and reared in iniquity. 
suffering, the yell of the maniac, the groan of the murdered; and its 
requiem shall be the clearly expressed and indignant protest of all re- 
spectable people against its longer existence. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I now yield the remainder of the time to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN ]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield twenty minutes, or so much of the 
time as remains, to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATon]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes of the time of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts yet remains. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of 
interest to the discussion of this question, and I find myself measurably 


| from Ohio [Mr. Hurp]. 
This monster for which they plead was conceived in sin, born in cor- | 


Its lullaby has been the sigh of the | 


~ 
. 


MARCH 


“av, 


I can not dispute him; I believe him; and | bill will be with the understanding that thisamendment must be adopted 


or I shall not vote for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word to my distinguished 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], and I confess that I am sur- 
prised, absolutely surprised, at the position which he has assumed in 4 
sarefully studied and elaborate speech. If he had risen on this floor. 
as I have risen, and as other gentlemen have done, without any idea of 
delivering a carefully prepared address, and had suggested that this 
was a loan on the part of the Government, I would not be surprised 
If he had said in a hasty speech on this question that it was unconstitu- 
Why, sir, what does he mean 
A loan of money that the Government has not and may never 
have? For to-morrow every dollar’s worth of that whisky is subject to 
exportation. Itis not aloan. In no sense of the word is it a loan. 

I do not take precisely the view, either, that was taken by my friend 
He called it a penalty to put this tax upon the 
whisky distiller or the corn-grower. Butit is notaloan. The money 
is not in the hands of the Government. The money may never be in 
the hands of the Government. The article might all be exported. In 
no sense can any gentleman call ita loan. It is a stay of proceedings, 
and nothing else. And if these men will pay 4} per cent. per annum 
for that stay of proceedings I propose for one to grant it. 

Anti-constitutional, is it? 1 caught the eye of my friend from Mas 
sachusetts in a half*smile when he suggested that the Constitution-lovers 
ought to be very careful before they voted. for this bill opposed to th: 
Constitution of the United States! When the same thing has been 
done for a hundred years and no wise man has stood up on the floor of 


| this House or the other branch of the Federal Legislature and talked 


in the same position as the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts [Mr. Lona]. The difference, as I understand, in the outset be- 
tween the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts and myself is 
this: that he came to the consideration of the question inclined to vote 
for this bill but now finds himself, either by the force of his own or 
sombody else’s argument, opposed to it, while I was originally opposed 
to the bill. 
vinced by the argument of my distinguised friend from Massachusetts 
to such an extent as to remain in that category. On the contrary, it 
strikes me that this is a wise measure, a proper measure, a business 
measure, and should command oursupport. 

Right here, sir, | want to say a word. I shall not indulge here to- 
day in these twenty minutes in any facetious remarks about feeble or 
infant industries, nor will I venture to say anything about robbing the 
poor laboring man. I regret very much that my distinguished friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] should have seen fit to interject into this 
discussion a speech of two hours that in my judgment wise statesman- 
ship would have avoided. This is not a discussion upon the tariff— 
it is a discussion upon an internal-revenue measure; and though the 
custom may be for men to go outside and lug into the debate here on 
the floor of the House what belongs to other questions, I beg to say, 


. . | 
I thought perhaps it was not wise; I have not been con- 


Mr. Chairman, that it is a custom more honored in the breach than in | 


the observance. Therefore, I would have said to my distinguished 
friend, in whose grand speech I was very much interested—I would have 
said to him that he ought to have saved himself the expression that the 
friends of this bill would scorn to take it if it was to be given to them 
by those who are in favor of protection. The House is not discussing 
the question of protection yet nor the question of the tariff. 


about the Constitution. Why importa million dollars’ worth of goods 
to-morrow from Europe and put them in bond? I want an extension 

I get my extension; only not two years—three years. And this is op 

posed to the Constitution! It may be opposed to the constitution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, but it is not opposed to the Const 

tution of the United States. There is nothing in it. I will give away 
part of my time if any man will undertake to show why this is n 
constitutional. I would like to hear it. 

Ever since there has been any commerce between this country and 
other countries, ever since the formation of the Federal Government 
this same principle has been adopted, and there has been nobody so wi 
as to say it was in defiance of the Constitution. 

A loan of what the Government does not possess and may never p 
sess, and yetit isa loan! It is a business proposition that these gent 
men make tous. They say: ‘‘ We have paid you within the last fifteen 
or twenty years a thousand million dollars and more.’’ 
friend from Massachusetts, ‘‘They have not paidit. It was the people, 
the consumers, who paid it."’ Thatistrue. That is true inall cases 0! 
this character. But at first these men pay it that take the article 
of bond. They assume that it will be used; therefore they advance 
and paytheamount. And I say in the last fifteen years, or a little more, 
they have paid more than one thousand million dollars, two-thirds o! 
the amount of the interest-bearing debt of the United States to-day) 
And they come here now and ask you todo what? To extend this tim: 
That is all. They pay you for it. A million dollars in the shape ot 
interest go into the Federal Treasury if thistimeis extended. IfI vot 


But, says my 


| for the bill it is upon that condition, and under no other circumstances 


When | 


that comes before the House doubtless very many men will be heard. | 


But the theory of my friend from Arkansas, like the bill of my distin- 


guished friend the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, has | for the United States if I vote for this bill—that is what it is paying 


not been quite sufficiently well considered, because that bill if it ever 
becomes a law will increase the surplus in the Treasury and not de- 
crease it. 
character [laughter], although it is pretty hard when a man is pushed 
that he will not retort. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, to begin with my argument, I stated that I | 


should vote for the passage of this bill. I shall vote for it with an 
amendment of this character, and I suppose such an amendment will 
be offered by my friend from New York [Mr. PoTrEer]. 
amendment is adopted I will vote for the bill. 

At the proper point then in the bill, if he fails to offer the amend- 
ment, I shall offer this: 


And also interest on such tax at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum, payable 
quarterly in advance, for the time of such extension. 


I said, sir, that this was a business question, not a sentimental ques- 
tion. 


gentlemen who come here begging this business favor a business propo- 
sition of 4} per cent. per annum for the privilege. I mean business; 
and if they ask a stay of the proceedings at the hands of the Government 
of the United States, then I, as one of the Representatives on this floor, 


However, Iam not to be drawn into a discussion of that | 


If such an | 
| sylvania called this an infernal tax—TI allude to the Nestor of the House 


| of the article taxed. 


ask that they pay 4} per cent. per annum quarterly in advance for that | 


privilege. 


‘Therefore in whatever I may say theoretically of this bill, | Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], who I know has a human heart in his 
and I shall be very brief—whatever I may have to say in favor of the | 


will I vote for it. 

ings a loan! 
Mr. COOK. 
Mr. LONG. 
Mr. EATON. 


And this is a loan, is it? A mere stay of proceed- 
A stay of execution. 

What is the 4} per cent. interest payable for? 
Because I propose to make a good business transaction 


for. I suppose with a tolerable amount of mathematical knowledge it 
ean be ascertained what that will amount to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Did you ever hear of paying interest on astay of 
proceedings? 

Mr. EATON. You can call it a loan if you like, and then call it 
paying interest ona loan. I call it a stay of proceedings; and in order 
to stay proceedings they must pay interest upon the amount of money 
involved, not because the money has been taken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another word. I think my friend from Penn- 


If I heard him correctly he called this an infernal tax. What did he 
mean by that? He meant that it was a tax not opposed to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, if you please, but opposed to the custom 
and usage of the United States. Jefferson called all such taxes infernal 


| taxes. 
It is not a question to carry the groundlings, but a business ques- | 
tion; and being a business question, f ask the House to impose upon 


Now here are a set of people who have paid this vast amount 0! 
money into the Treasury upon an unwarrantable tax, tosay the least— 
a harsh tax, to say the least—a tax four times larger than the value 
And they ask you now to save them from ruin 
by permitting this tax to remain. They ask a stay of proceedings for 
a short term longer. Why, where is the gentleman in his private busi- 
ness that would not do it? Let me ask my distinguished friend from 


bosom, supposing 9ny man had been in business and had purchased of 
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him as a merchant in the last fifteen years $100,000 worth of goods and | 
he bought a little paltry bill of $500 and his necessities prevented his 
paying that bill, but he said to my friend from Massachusetts, ‘* You 
have made more than $20,000 out of me as your customer; won’t you | 
give me time on this little paltry $500?’’ Would not my friend from | 
Massachusetts say, ‘‘ Time! yes, take all you want; take all you desire. 
You have been my good customer; I will be your good friend.’’ And | 
there is just that difference between $100,000 and $500 in this very bill. | 
And yet what you would do individually you refuse to do here for this | 
great interest, this legitimate interest of a large portion of the people | 
of the United States. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there ought notto be one moment’s hesitation. 
Our rule should be in a case of this matter, ‘‘Do as we would be done | 
by.’’ Is there anything in the laws, in the Government, and in the | 
Constitution of the United States that prevents such action as this upon 
our part? If there be, what is it, where is it, and how is it? 

Sir, I am opposed to this whole revenue tax and always have been. I | 
will vote with my friend from Pennsylvania to-morrow to strike it from | 
the list. Ido not believe in this mode of carrying on the Government of | 
the United States. But if there be a sentiment—and I do not use the 
word offensively—if there be a sentiment abroad that this can afford 
and ought to pay a large tax, then let us striké down the tax on tobacco 
and on spirits distilled from fruits, and thus save to the Government 
and to the people nearly $40,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 


Mr. EATON. I would like a minute or two more. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time does the gentleman want ? 
Mr. EATON. Only a few moments. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Will five minutes more do? 
Mr. EATON. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the time of the gentleman be ex- 


tended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EATON. The fact that I am opposed to the internal-revenue sys- | 
tem of taxation, the fact that to-morrow I would vote to throw off the 
tax on whisky and the tax on tobacco both, has nothing to do with this 
bill. I find this bill here before us; the other proposition is not here. | 
Therefore, so far as I may, as a representative of the people, I will 
grant what these gentlemen request. No harm can come of it; none 
at all. 

On the contrary, let me say to the prophets who have spoken on the | 
other side of this House, that when you put on this 4} per cent. tax, | 
payable quarterly in advance, it will tend to prevent the distillation of | 
this article, for they will have to pay this additional tax if they distill | 
and putin bond. I think they will not do it; I hope it will have that | 
effect, and I believe it will. It will tend to prevent in a certain de- 
gree, not to any very great degree perhaps, but in a certain degree, | 
the accumulation of this article in Government warehouses. That is 
one of the reasons why I shall offer such an amendment and hope it 
may be unanimously adopted. 

I hope every gentleman will look at this proposition deliberately and 
quietly as a matter of business. As I have already said, when I first | 
took up this bill I was indisposed to support it under any circumstances. 
But the more I examined it, the more I heard in regard to the condi- | 
tion of these people, the more ready I became to adopt the course which 
I have concluded to take. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 
on his amendment ? 

Mr. EATON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. DUNN. You propose to collect this interest quarterly in advance ? 

Mr. EATON. Yes. 

Mr. DUNN. I understand you to take the ground that no sum of 
money is loaned to anybody. 

Mr. EATON. I do. 

Mr. DUNN. Nothing is due or owing to the Government ? 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. DUNN. Then what will you take interest upon? 

Mr. EATON. When they put it in the warehouse you will get in- 
terest on it. Do you not know what it is? 

Mr. DUNN. I think I do; but I want to reconcile your amendment 
with your theory of the bill. 

Mr. EATON. I want to answer the gentleman. When you bring 
1,000,000 gallons of whisky upon which there is a certain tax, that is 
a matter of figures. 

Mr. DUNN. Tax due or to become due ? 

Mr. EATON. It does not matter what. When you bring that mill- 
ion of gallons of whisky there you will pay quarterly in advance 4} 
per cent. on the amount of the tax. 

Mr. DUNN. On what these parties owe the Government ? 

Mr. EATON. You may call it what they owe the Government, if 
you like. 

Mr. DUNN. And therefore it ison what the Government loans to 
them for a length of time. 

Mr. EATON. If you choose to stick there in the bark, I can not 
help it. [Laughter]. You know what I mean, and I know what you 
You mean that money which is not advanced isa loan, 
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mean exactly. 


| and I say it can not be. 
| be a loan. 
| upon which it is proposed that there shall be a stay of proceedings 


| get it back. 
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It is not in the nature of the case that it can 
In one sense we agree. We agree that there is $50,000,000 


We agree that if the United States demands the payment of that amount 
it will then be $50,000,000 richer, or it will have to take the whisky 
and confiscate it. I agree to all that. There is no doubt about it 
But when you talk about a loan, to me that is anabsurdity; it can not 
be a loan. 

Mr. DUNN. Can this whisky be withdrawn and exported after this 
extension bond is given? 


Mr. EATON. Why not? 

Mr. DUNN. Can it be? 

Mr. EATON. Why not? 

Mr. DUNN. I ask you, can it? 

Mr. EATON. I answer the gentleman very frankly that I have not 


examined with reference to that question. But I beg to say to him that 
if it is withdrawn I will take the 4) per cent. interest and you do not 
{Laughter.] Thatisa pretty good specimen ofa Yankee 
mode of doing business. [Renewed laughter.] If I get the4} percent 
into my hands and then these distillers choose to withdraw the whisk: 
and export it, very well; the Government is just so much the betie roff by 
the operation. Is my friend satisfied with the answer I have given him ” 

Mr. DUNN. I have no doubt the gentleman is perfectly gatistied 
with his own answer. 

Mr. EATON. Ofcourse I am perfectly satisfied with my own an 
swer, because in my judgment no sensible man could give any othe 
answer. [Great laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecticu 
[ Mr. EATON ] has expired. 

Mr. EATON. I thank the gentlemen of the Committee of the Whole 
for their courtesy in extending my time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee now rise 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5265) to extend the time for the paymentof the tax on distilled 
spirits now in warehouse, and had come to no resolution thereon 
ORDER OF 
I move that the House now adjourn. 

I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion fora few 
° 


BUSINESS, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. ELLIS. 

moments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will withdraw the motion 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY FLOOD 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask consent to report from the Committee on Appro 
priations a joint resolution for consideration at this time. I will state 
with the permission of the House, that this resolution has been prepared 
and sent here by the Secretary of War, and does not involve a dollar ot 
additional expense. It simply reappropriates money already appro 
priated, but not expended, for the relief of certain sutferers. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, afte: 
there will be opportunity for objection 

The Clerk read as follows: 


which 


Joint resolution reappropriating the sum of $125,000, not expended, for the reli 
of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi River 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That so much of t! 
appropriation for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Ohio River and 
its tributaries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of $125,000, may 
be used by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of subsistence 
stores and payment for necessary transportation to aid in the relief of dest 
tute persons in the district overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributa- 
ries; and he is authorized to co-operate with the authorities of the several States 
of which such district is a part in making distribution of supplies 

The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 

Mr. ELLIS. 
tion 

Mr. DUNN. Before I consent to the introduction of this resolution 
I want to know—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dun 
HAM] that this money has already been appropriated for the relief ot 
sufferers by the flood on the Ohio; thaf the Secretary of War found it 
unnecessary to expend the whole sum appropriated; that there isa bal- 
ance of $125,000, and the Secretary of War has transmitted to the House 
this resolution providing that this balance shall go to the relief of starv- 
ing people on the Mississippi River. That is the whole effect of tho 
resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. As I understand, it is proposed to use for this pur- 
pose money previously appropriated for suiferers by overflow. 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Now, what certainty is there, if this money, 
taken, that these parties may not come back here within a week for 
another appropriation? That is the only objection I have. If 
satisfied on that question I would withdraw my objection 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay before 
the House a communication from the Secretary of War on this subject. 


s there objection to the present consideration of 


Unless there is objection I will move the previous ques 


ne 


I wer 
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There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 25, 1884. 

In further response to the resolution of the House of Representatives adopted 
March 5, 1884, in which the Secretary of War was requested to furnish the House 
from time to time with information of the progress of the floods in the valley of 
the Mississippi, and report if at any time in his judgment there exists such suf- 
fering in consequence of said floods as to justify measures of relief on the part of 
Congress, and if so, the measure of such relief, the Secretary of War has the honor 


| of ! Sag Harbor, N. Y., 


MARCH 26. 


asking that certain useless Government property 
at that place be transferred to Edwin Rose Post, No. 274, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for the use and benefit of said post—to the Committee 


| on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


to inform the House of Representatives that from official reports received by him | 


it appears that the floods in the Mississippi Valley from the neighborhood of 
Vicksburg down to New Orleans are now highe rthan the highest point reached 
in the year 1882, and that large numbers of people have by the overflowing of agri- 
cultural districts been made unable to help themse ives. 

In accordance with the request contained in the resolution he has the honor 


to suggest that if it be the pleasure of Congress to authorize the distribution of | 


subsistence supplies to those rendered destitute by the floods, he in the first in- 
stance be authorized to expend for the purpose an amount not cxce eding 


$125,000 out of the unexpended balance of the sums appropriated for the relief | 


of those rendered destitute by the floods of the Ohio River and its tributaries. 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. 
olution ? 

Mr. DUNN. I desire some more information before I yield my con- 
sent. I infer from the reading of that letter and from the phraseology 
of the resolution that this expenditure is to apply only to the country 
from Vicksburg down. 

Mr. KEIFER and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. DUNN. That is certainly the purport of the communication 
from the Secretary of War; and the language of the resolution is am- 
biguous. I desire that it be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is nothing ambiguous in the resolution. 
plies to all sufferers alike. 

Mr. LAIRD. Is the gentleman sufficiently advised now to say that 
this sum will be adequate for the relief of these people? 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir; Ican nottellthat. Idonot know. This whole 
matter was committed by resolution of the House to the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, and this is his first report. 

Mr. RICE. This whole matter was committed yesterday to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This comes from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. ELLIS. If my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. R1cE] will give 
me his attention, I will state that this is an entirely different resolution 
from that presented by me yesterday. This is aresolution prepared by 
the Secretary of War and tre nsmitted to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions this morning, and by the committee unanimously reported to the 
House. 

Mr. RICE. Who reports the resolution? 

Mr. ELLIS. I report the resolution under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Unanimously. 

Mr. DUNN. I want it understood that I yield my assent to this 
measure with the distinct understanding that it is for the relief of all 
persons rendered destitute by the floods of that river from one end to 
the other. 

Mr. ELLIS. Who has proposed to curtail or limit it? Who in the 
committee or on the floor of the House has proposed to make it partial ? 
It is universal. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNnN], if he 
understands the English language, must see that the resolution makes 
the expenditure universal in its application. 

Mr. DUNN. I understand the English language and I understand 
actions also. When I sent communications to the Secretary of War 
and to the Committee on Appropriations, representing the river was 
above the highest water mark in Arkansas, the appeal was rejected. 

Mr. ELLIS. Not at all. 

Mr. DUNN. The monkeys never squealed until this flood hit Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr. ELLIS. The monkey has been squealing before there was any 
demand for relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. There is too much confusion here. I 
would suggest that no harm will be done if this be allowed to go over 
until to-morrow or next day. * 

Mr. ELLIS. I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read—— 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. YORK. I renew it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I yield at all I must yield to others around 
me who have prior requests. 

Mr. BLACKBURN’S motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’ clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


It ap- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of Edgar Mills and 130 overs, citizens 


Is there objection to the consideration of this res- A. M. Smith, W. H. Mott, George D. Dana, and 1,000 vessel-owners 





Also, petition of H. A. Reeves and 10 others, residents of the town of 
Southold, N. Y., asking an appropriation for the improvement of South- 
old Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John A. Stewart, president United States Trust Com)- 
pany, and 440 others, bankers, merchants, and business men of New 
York city, asking the passage of a bill authorizing the construction of 
railway and passenger bridges over Staten Island Sound, between Staten 
Island, Richmond County, New York, and New Jersey—to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of artisans of Scottdale, Westmoreland 
County, Pennsylvania, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to th 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of E. H. Buddington, John C. Hickey, 


&c., interested in the commerce of the great lakes, for the completion 
of the improvement at the mouth of Belle River, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. 8. Farrar, Minard Barr, Jacob Roepel, Martin 
Crocker, F. H. Bently, J. E. Brehler, August Dahm, Theodore W. New- 
ton, and about 300 others, citizens of Mount Clemens, Mich., for an ap- 
propriation for the completion of the improvement of the Clinton 
River—to the same committee. 

3y Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial of the city council and citizens of 
Rome, Ga., asking for the removal of obstructions to the navigation of 
Coosa and Oostenaula Rivers—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Rome, Ga., asking for an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a public building at said city—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FINERTY: Petition of officers of the United States Army 
stationed at Fort Missoula, Mont., and officers of the United States 
Army stationed at Fort Ellis, Mont., relative to the reorganization cf 
the infantry regiments of the United States Army and regulating promo- 
tions therein—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. FORAN: Petition of Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, No. 
2995, of Cleveland, Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to th: 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of several thousand citizens of different States of the 
Union, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit the importation of 
aliens under contract—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GARRISON: Papers relating to the claim of Raymond Somers 
and John P. Hurst—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. HENLEY: Petition of citizens of California, for increase of 
duty on raisins, &c. Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Petition of the Corn and Flour Exchange 
of Baltimore, Md., advocating the passage of H. R. 4483—to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Petition of Ellen Miller, for arrears of pensions 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of revenue-marine officers, urging favorable 
consideration of H. R. 4483, now before the Committee on Commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of John T. Long and 27 others, citizens of. 
Sussex County, Delaware, for an appropriation to complete the improve- 
mentof the navigation of Indian River, in said county—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of John A. Andrew Post, No. 15, and 
73 other posts of the Grand Army of the Republic of the-Department 
of Massachusetts, for the enacting of a law granting a pension of $8 per 
month to all soldiers and sailors who served sixty days or more in the 
late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Miles Carroll Post, No. 111, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Iberia, Mo., relative to bounties, pensions, and 
back pay—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Beunty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of workingmen of Akron, Ohio, relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WARD: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Brick—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

Mr. SHERMAN took the chair as presiding officer, under the desig- 
nation made by the President protempore on Friday last, with the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, information 
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in regard to leases of any part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Mon- 
tana, for grazing purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I present a memorial of citizens of New York, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the bill to regulate actions against 
purchasers of patented articles. The bill having been reported from 
‘he Committee on Patents, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a preamble and resolutions adopted by 
the Thomas Bunch Post, No. 259, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Indiana, in favor of certain measures pending in Congress 
jor the relief of soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the mayor of the city of Hol- 

oke, in Massachusetts, pastors of churches in that city, and other lead- 
ing people residing there, praying for legislation in the interest of Indian 
education. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of the Independent Reformed 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 
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| praying for an increase of pensions; 


| Army, Navy, or Marine Corps to hold position in the civil sery 


which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a communication from General M. C. Meigs, ¢ 
Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the third section of the na 
appropriation bill, which forbids an officer on the retired-list 


‘ 
i 


val 
of the 


ice oT 


other employ of the Government and draw the compensation or salary 


| ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


thereof together with his pay as such retired officer; which was re 

He also presented a petition of Marion Post, No. 119, Grand 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, at Stanberry, Mo.; a petition 
of A. N. Goldwood Post, No. 104, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Ohio, of Richfield, Ohio; and a petition of Monroe Post, 
No. 357, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, of Sedan, 
Ohio, praying for the granting of one hundred and sixty acres of land 


Army 


| to each honorably discharged soldier; which were referred to the Com 


| the Mississippi River; which were referred to the Committee on Com 
merce. 

a . . : a .. j 

Episcopal Church of the United States, signed by the presiding }ishop | 


of that Church and the leading members of it throughout the United | 


States to the number, I am informed, of 15,000. It isin behalf of a 
cured to them lands in severalty with fee-simple titles, inalienable for 
thirty years; that they shall have the same law protection, lezal per- 
sonalty, and citizenship that white men and black men enjoy, with ade- 
quate common-school and industrial education upon their present reser- 
vations, and full religious liberty. 

I desire to say that the bill now before the Senate in the morning hour 
embraces almost everything asked for in this petition, and I may be per- 
mitted, I think, by the Senate to assure these petitioners that there is 
every evidence that the Senate is responsive to their prayer; that the bill 
securing substantially these rights to the Indians passed this body at 


| lished in Alaska; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri 
new policy for the Indians, and they pray—first, that there may be se- | 


mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the county board of Madi 
son County, Illinois, in favor of including an appropriation for th« 
American Bottom levee in the appropriation for the improvement ot 


ol 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Racine, Wis., and a peti 
tion of citizens of Portland, Oreg., praying that schools may be estab 


ph ict- 


tions. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Manito, Mason Connty, I) 


| linois, praying for the enactment of laws to equalize soldiers’ bounties; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


its last session unanimously, and that it is now before the Senate with | 


such evidence of support as may lead these petitioners to believe that so | 7» the Senate of the United States: 


far as this body is concerned it will substantially carry out their views. 

I felt at liberty to say so much, as the bill before the Senate is a mat- 
ter framed very much in the spirit of this petition. I thought perhaps 
it was due as well to the character of these petitioners as to the prevail- 
ing sentiment of the Senate that they might be assured that the Senate 
itself was not indifferent to the subject-matter of the prayer of the pe- 
tition. 

As the bill is before the Senate, I do not think it necessary that the 
petition should be referred to any committee, but it should be laid on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present the petition of the Rev. Lionel C. Joell, 
E. D. Spearman, and 60 other citizens of Greenwood, county of Abbe- 
ville, South Carolina, praying that an appropriation be made for the re- 
moval of illiteracy in the South. Inasmuch as the bill in relation to 
that subject is now before the Senate, I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of Missouri, praying for 
such an amendment of the Revised Statutes of the United States rela- 
tive to pensions as that the same shall include and extend to the offi- 
cers and privates of the enrolled Missouri militia when in active service 


under orders from either the authorities of the State of Missouri or of 


the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of officers of the United States Army, 


praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 825, increasing the pay of 


non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates in the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of officers of the United States Army, 
praying that Bvt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt, colonel, United States 
Army, retired, be placed on the retired-list as major-general; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of officers of the United States Army 
stationed at Fort Snelling, Minn., favoring the passage of the bill (H. 
R. 2613) to promote the efficiency of the Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the passage of laws favorable to soldiers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of J. H. Jenkins Post, No. 242, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, praying for a uniform rate 
of pension forsoldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Missouri, praying that they 
be placed on the pension-rolls in recognition of services rendered in the 
enrolled militia of Missouri; which was referred to the Committe: 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of New York city, 


* on 





Mr. GORMAN. I present a memorial of the Society of Friends in 
Baltimore. It relates to Senate bill No. 398, now pending before the 
Senate, known as the educational bill. I desire to state that the So 
ety of Friends in Baltimore have by private subscription raised in the 
past few years over $200,000 to aid in the education of the illiterates of 
the South. It is a very important body, and I desire that the memorial 
may be read. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows 


The representatives of the “‘ Society of Friends *’ residing in the States of 
land and Virginia respectfully state that they have for the past fifteen 
been engaged in promoting the education of and establishing schools 
the children of all classes in several of the Southern States. They hav i 
fore taken the deepest interest in the Senate bill No. 398, now pending bef: 
Congress, entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment of temporary support 
common schools,’ as amended January 31, 1884, and would respecifu 
the importance of the proposed legislation. 

On behalf of Baltimore Yearly Meeting of Friends 


Mary 


FRANCIS T. KING 
JAMES CAREY 

JAMES CAREY THO s 
FRANCIS WHITE 
JAMES CAREY, Jr 


BALTIMORE, Third month, 25th, 1884 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial of citizens of Madisonville 
Hopkins County, Kentucky, protesting against the passage of any la 
detrimental to inventors; 

Patents. 


WV 


which was referred to the Committee on 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to w] 
was referred the bill (8. 1419) for the relief of Rupert G. Hill 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_ Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee en Foreign R¢ 
lations, to whom were referred the joint resolution (S. R. 68) declar- 
ing the lawfulness of the occupation of the country drained by the 
Congo River and its tributaries, by the African International Associa 


rey rte i 


| tion, to the extent of its actual occupation and for the purposes avowed 


by said association, and to recognize its flag, and to appropriate money 


to carry this resolution into effect, and Senate Miscellaneous Document 
No. 59, being a resolution submitted by me on the 26th of February 
on the same subject, to report them back with a recommendation t 
they be indefinitely postponed. 

I also submit a report in writing expressing the views of the com- 
mittee in reference to that country and its political situation, and a 
recommendation to the Committee on Appropriations to be referred to 


the Committee on Appropriations for an amendment of the bill relating 
to the consular and diplomatic service so as to provide the sum 
$50,000 to enable the President to send diplomatic or commercial 
into that country. 

I move that the resolutions be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
report? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the recommendation of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations be referred to the Committee on Appropriati 
and I desire to say in this connection that at some future day 


of 
agents 


Does the Senator ask action on the 


by in 


struction of the Committee on Foreign Relations I shall bring to the 
attention of the Senate a resolution still further relating to this ques 
tion. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be referred to the Mr. LOGAN. Ought not the bill to be referred to the Judiciar 


Committee on Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, made the following re- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois make 
port a motion ? 

Che Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Samuel M. Mr. LOGAN. Idonot make any motion; I merely ask if it ought 
Blair, having considered the same, report, in ace ordance w ith the zesctution of | not to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

c Senate of February 7_thatthey have referred the eameto the Courtof Claime | Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I have any objection to its going 


Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and to the Committee on the Judiciary. > . 
mands against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883 Mr. LOGAN. I think that is the appropriate committee to conside 
Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, made the following re- the bill. I have no particular desire about it, however. 
; , The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
ina acre ' sneovest1 . » Sens r fj li is * 
a a i i ies eal tae ie Dl ee lina a cept the uggestion of the Senator from Illinois? 
f of the estat f Marcus Walker, deceased, have considered the same, and Mr. VANCE. I do. 
as follows The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com 


Phat they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions : sat 
: nittee > Judi ar 
ntiitied \ act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the mitt on the ndi tary 


uct é . . ’ o- > 
xecutive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1935) to establish a bureau of t 
Government,” approved March 3, 1885 fine arts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comn 
Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, made the following re- | tee on Education and Labor. 
port Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1936) to regu! 
I g 
1 Committe on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 735) for the relief the forms of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship 
of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey, have considered the same, and report as follows ers and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to t} 
My hat - y hay : re — ae — ) es ourt = — — or Committee on Commerce. 
‘ an act entiliec nactto afiord assistance and rehe o Congress an he -_ ' "Dp Ni » Teak. 2 A ‘ 7 7 2 2" ar : 
[oxecutive Departments in the investjgation of claims and demands against the Mr. MILLER, of New York, introdu eda bill 5.1 M4 authorizing 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. the payment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 


Charles H. Getman, the firm of E. W. Rathbun & Co., the firm ot 
Kinyon, Wright & Co., the firm of Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of 
Page, Fairchild, & Co. certain duties paid by them on imported lum- 
ber accidentally burned while in custody of officers of customs and be- 
fore the same had entered into consumption; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1938) to provide for the inspection of 
rags in Egypt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1939) to change the eastern ani 
northern judicial districts of the State of Texas, and to attach a part 


\I 


Mr. GEORGE, trom the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1034) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and James Waters, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

lie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
71) for the relief of the creditors and assigns of Norman Wiard, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed wo, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr.GEORGE. lam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 748) referring the claim of the owners of the 
schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims, to report it favorably : : 

: Aste ; : . ee 7 43°, | Of the is ‘rritory to said districts, and for other purposes; whic] 
with an amendment referring the claim to the district court of the eevee sg ae — nt “ens hag =o rca py te the Tadi- 
United States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. aes pre . j 

I'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be place : Cal- | “Y- ; 
oan ; > phased on the Cet Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1940) grantinga pension to Thomas 

ge . : ‘ a Z Williams: whic ras res rice by its ti ‘ vi > acco any 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, made the following re- W illiams; whic h was read ara . by is title, and, with the accompany 
port ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

, — : / Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1941) declaratory of the mean 
_\ he Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 604) for the relief | ing of section 3 of the act of June 16, 1882, for the relief of Howart 

of George MacDougal, have considered the same, and, in accordance with the Tateunsiér: whieh wae read twice br! itle. and referred to the C 

provisions of the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows: niversity; which was read twice by Its title, and referred to the Com- 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions | mittee on the District of Columbia. 


of an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the | TTT . bi g 942) fi sof af . > 
: : . . : Mr. 4Ul ed ¢ (S. 1942 > a arvey 
executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill 1942) for the relief of Harv: " 


Government,” approved March 3, 1883. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
Mr. DOLPH. I: lirected by the C ‘Lai . tee on Pensions. 
vir. 4 ; am directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1943) to amend chapter 212 


was referred the petition of Charles and Jacob Schneider, praying com- 
pensation for wood cut from their land in Knox County, Tennessee, to 
report adversely thereon. 


of the Statutes of the United States, approved June 15, 1878; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


(he PRESIDING OFFICER. The proper direction, the Chair sup- AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 
poses, is that the committee be discharged from the further consider- Mr. SHERMAN submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
tion of the petition. That order will be entered, if there be no objec- | him to the bill (S. 1876) providing for an inspection of meats for exporta- 
tion tion, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think the proper action to take | and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, 
upon it would be that the Senate agree to the report of the committee. | and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make that motion? | Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of. Wisconsin. I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved that the report be agreed 
to 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 43) for the erection of a bronze eques- I should say, perhaps, in explanation that in this case there has been 
trian statue to Simon Bolivar in the city of Washington, have instructed | an adverse report from the Committee on Pensions, but the report was 
me to report the same back with certain amendments, and to ask that | made at my request upon the ground (and it ygas so stated in the report) 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration and that the | that the case was one that could be heard by the Commissioner of Pen- 
subject be referred to the Committee on the Library. I also submit a | sions. 
written report, which I ask to have printed. | The order was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be agreed to, if there | PORTLAND HEAD LIGHT. 
be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1158) to provide for the execu- et i Ail dietitian arena nt ieee Mime bacans. 
= of the provisions of article 2 of the supplemental commercial swenty municate to the Senate che sesseue for the reduction and low ering of the light 
of November 17, 1880, between the United States and China, for the re- | on Portland Head, in the State of Maine, and in view of the increased dangers 
pression of the opium traffic, reported it with an amendment to a and of oe late lose of pany fier ag grey ote Fee ant, 
Mr. SAWYEK, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- head bn. honeanee with the memasal denies of persons engaged in navigating 
ferred the bill (S. 1642) to incorporate the Spokane Falls and Coeur | the waters in the region of said light. 

d’ Alene Railway Company, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
Mr. HARRISON. I ask to have the following order niade: 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Charles Caddy be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate for the purpose of being transmitted to the Pension Office. 


Mr. HALEsubmitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. The bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middletown, 
Pa., to change its location and name was read twice by its title, and 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1934) authorizing the Court of Claims | ~ “: . - 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


to grant a rehearing in the case of Sophia B. Moore rs. The United States; | 


which was read twice by its title. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. VANCE. [ask the reference of the bill to the Committee on The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN) announced the signing 


| 
Claims. | by the President pro tempore of the following enrolled bills and joint 








1884. 


—_— } 





sol u 
of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the | 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other | 

rposes ; 
"T bill (S. 1692) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL | 
RECORD; and elite ee 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business being closed, 

the next business is the Calendar of cases not objected to, under Rule 
VIII. The first in order is the bill to provide for the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians, which was under consideration yesterday morn- 
ing. : . ; ; 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 48) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. DoLPH. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. It was suggested yesterday by the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. DAWEs] that the purpose of the 
amendment proposed by me was not objectionable, but the form was 
not in accordance with the present practice of the Government; and, 
acting upon his suggestion that as the bill would go over until this 
morning I should revise my amendment, I have drawn what I suppose 
to be in accordance with the views of the committee, which I submit 
as a substitute for the amendment offered by me yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon modifies his 
amendment. The modification will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, in section 6, after 
the word ‘‘Congress,’’ in line 40, the words ‘‘and the moneys agreed to 
be paid shall be appropriated and paid to said tribe or invested for its 
benefit, as the case may be’’ and insert: 

And the principal of all sums agreed to be paid by the United States as the 
purchase price of any portion of any such reservation shall be payable only to 
the Indians or Indian tribe from whom such purchase was made by express au- 
thority of Congress after the expiration of twenty-five years from the purchase 
of said lands; but the same shall in the mean time be placed in the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the tribe or tribes of Indians entitled thereto, 
and in the mean time, and until such principal sum shall be paid over to or ex- 
pended for the benefit of said Indians, the United States shall pay interest annu- 
ally upon said principal sum at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, which interest 
shall be paid to the Secretary of the Interior for the use and benefit of such Indian 
tribes,and shall be used for the purpose of educating and preparing them for 
self-support and applied to their support and maintenance as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the proposed amendment is to take the 
place of the following language in the bill as reported: 


The question is upon the adoption of 


or invested for its benefit, as the case may be. 


I prefer the language of the bill. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will tie up the fund so that it can not be reached 
by Congress. The bill as reported leaves the fund to be dealt with ab- 
solutely in the discretion of Congress after the lapse of twenty-five 
years, to be either paid to the Indians or to be invested for their benefit. 


The simple question is whether it is better to have the law about to | 


be passed in a flexible shape so that the discretion of Congress can at 


gress to deal with it except in a particular mode. 


ator from Oregon makes no very great change in it. 

Mr. DAWES. The amendment involves considerable change in the 
present practical operation of the bill, and I wish that the Senate would 
direct its attention to the precise difference between it and the bill. I 
agree with the Senator from Texas that the language of the bill is pref- 
erable. 

The purpose for which the Senator from Oregon is striving is one 
which I would put everything in the bill practicable to reach, just as he 
would; but as I stated yesterday, the bill in its present phraseology is 


rior Department to the real exigencies of the Indians better than the 
amendment. Therefore, if I can have it my own way, having the con- 
fidence I have in the Interior Department in this regard, I would pre- 
ter the language of the bill. 

I hope the Senate understands the importance of this bill. It is, as 
was said very properly by a distinguished Senator on the other side to 
me last night, the beginning of the end of the Indian as an Indian. 
From this time forth under this bill he is to be treated as an individual; 
each individual Indian is to stand upon his own feet. As he steps down 
from his tribe under this bill he becomes amenable to the laws of the 
United States, and can, like every other citizen of the United States, ap- 
peal to them for protection. He will largely have to hew his own way; 


but it is the purpose of the bill to make available his assets for the pur- 
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ution, which had heretofore received the signature of the Speaker | pose of strengthening him in this effort. 
' 


| acres. 


| over 100,000,000 acres. 


| in money or invested by the Secretary of the Interior for the benetit of 
any time give direction to the fund, or to have it in the shape proposed | 


by the Senator from Oregon, which places it beyond the power of Con- | 


| kind of funds. 
I prefer the language of the bill, although the amendment of the Sen- | 





| for the present, and the principal of the fund to be paid whenever ‘ 
more flexible, can adapt itself under a wise administration of the Inte- | 






.)* 
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As an Indian tribe set apart 


| upon a reservation solitary and separated from the rest of the people of 


the United States, a quasi-independent people in the midst of the United 
States, if the bill becomes a law he passes out of sight. During his pas- 
sage through this pupilage into the position of a full citizen of the 
United States I can see occasions where a wise administration of the 
Indian Department and of his funds and assets may require a reasona 
ble appropriation of some of them to his support in this effort. 

I know what the Senator from Oregon looks to—the danger of the In- 
dians frittering away their assets upon unnecessary expenditures and the 
availing themselves of the fund for present support, when they shou!d 
rely upon personal effort for it; and all that I would protest against in 
legislation so far as it can be done consistent with carrying on the main 
object of the bill. But it will be true that unless the Secretary of the 
Interior finds the bill flexible in that particular, and can bend it to e 
igencies which arise, the Indian will be appealing to Congress for ap 
propriations to supply him withagricultural implements, with agricult- 
ural training, with farmers as teachers and as curators, and with a vari- 
ety of necessities, for which this large family of 200,000 children, led out 
into the world by the hand as children, will and must appeal to the 
Treasury of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that his time is up. 

Mr. DAWES. If I may be indulged to finish the sentence this is th« 
difference between the Senator’s amendment and the text of the bill 
It will not disturb the committee very much whether the Senate takes 
the one or the other, but it should take it understanding the full ques 
tion. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask permission to occupy a few moments, as this is 
an important measure, I desire only that it may be fully understood 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
under the rule. 

Mr. DOLPH. The policy of the Government fora long time past has 
been to put the Indians upon reservations and to purchase. the title to 
the lands formerly held by them; until now they are confined to reser- 
vations mainly in the Western Stat es and the Territories. The bill pro 
poses a radical change in the Indian policy. It proposes to authorize 
the President in his discretion at any time to allot the lands in thes 
reservations in severalty to the Indians located thereon in certain quan 
tities, and authorizes the purchase of the balance of the reservations }) 
the General Government through the Secretary of the Interio1 

At the present time, Or at least in 1880, which is the date of the last 
statistics I happen to have, the total number of Indian reservations 
the United States was 147. Those reservations contained 154,436,36 
The estimated Indian population at that date was 255,998, which 
gave about 603.40 acres of land to each Indian. After purchase of the 
right of occupancy from the Indians and setting aside portions of the res 


The Chair will remind the Senator 


The Senator is entitled to five minutes 


| ervations to be held by them in severalty under the operation of this bill, 


| I suppose that something over two-thirds of the area of the present In 
And the moneys agreed to be paid shall be appropriated and paid to said tribe | 


dian reservations will be restored to the public domain, amounting to 
This amount of land, if purchased of the Indians 
at a reasonable price, at the present vaiue of the land to the Indians, say 
10 cents an acre, will furnish a fund which, properly husbanded, wil! 
be sufficient to provide for their support and education so long as they 


| will require assistance from the Government. 


The difference between my amendment and the present bill is this 
The bill provides substantially that the purchase price may be paid over 
the Indians, as may be agreed upon. Iam not in favor of giving any 
Department of this Government the right to make investments of that 
I am not in favor of permitting the Government to ap- 
proach the Indians for the purchase of these lands with the idea that 
it will pay cash for them. I want to preserve that fund by providing 
now that we will defer the payments, that we will give the Ind 
upon such a purchase the promise of the Government to pay the prii 
cipal sums at the option of the Government after twenty-five 
and in the mean time will pay interest upon the purchase price 

By the amendment proposed by me yesterday I suggested that sucl 
purchase price should be paid in bonds. I do not care how thi 
shall be invested, but I want the interest only to go to the Indian tribes 


ol- 
gress in its wisdom may direct, twenty-five years from this time, 
before, for I do not suppose that we can impose any limit upon the powe1 
of Congress to pay over the fund at any time. I do not want the « 
retary of the Interior to have the power to pay or to propose to pay the 
Indians for their lands in cash. Iwant it understood that the payment 
shall be deferred. Why? Because we propose to adopt this bill ‘ 
last measure for acquiring the lands of the Indians or the lands to which 
they have the right of occupancy. We have paid from time to time larg 
sums to extinguish the Indian title and the money has been expended 
with little benefit to the Indians. We propose now to allot lands to 
them in severalty, and to make such lands inalienable for twenty-iive 
years, and it is supposed that at the end of twenty-five years they wil] 
become capable of taking care of themselves. 

With our experience with the colored race in the South bef 


fore mie 


is 
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fear that when the lands allotted under this bill become alienable and 
the Indians sell them, as they undoubtedly will, we will find them 
upon our hands without land and without anything out of which they 
can be supported, and will be compelled to support them out of the 
lreasury of the General Government. While we have this ample fund 
let us provide that it shall be an irreducible fund so long asin thejudg- 
ment of Congress it is necessary, and when we find that the Indians are | 
ipable of self-support we will pay the principal, and in the mean time 
shall be necessary to supplement the interest derived from the fund 
] 






















ppropriations, let us do it. 
nportant amendment. It isan amendment that ought to | 
considered. It is the last provision which we can make 
out of the public lands to which the Indian title has not been extin- 

tished to prevent those people from becoming paupers on our hands 
ty-five years without any lands or other means of support | 

pt appropriations from the Treasury of the United States. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | 
iment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]. 


amendment w: 


vidition 
Chis is an ii 


\ 







' 





thorough! ‘ 





‘ 
t Aa 









ven ve ve rehece 














7 
Che is agreed to 






Mr. MORGAN [ think it probable that the committee have over- | 
looked one feature of this case, which can be very easily remedied, and | 
I wish to offer an amendment that I think will have the proper effect. | 







he first section of the bill as reported by the committee provides | 
that | ay be set apart to tribes or portions of tribes and held by 
the United States Government in trust for the sole use and benefit of | 
those persons who are the patentees fora certain length of time. There 
is no reservation made inthe bill of the right of Congress to grant rights 
to railroad companies, telegraph companies, &c.; and remem- 
bering the difficulty we have had in regard to the territory of the five 
civilized tribes who hold their lands under patents, I propose to add 
the following section to the bill to remove that difficulty: 






nile ¥ 
inds 
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2. Nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to affect the 

: nd power of Congress to grant the right of way through any lands granted 

»an Indian ora tribe of Indians for railroad or other highway or telegraph 
= for the public use or to condemn such lands to public uses. 


Mr. COKE. I do not believe that amendment a necessary one, for 
simple reason that I do not believe the Government can divest itself 
right of eminent domain, the power to grant the right of way 
mugh any lands under the jurisdiction of the Government; but as 
Senator from Alabama says we have had some trouble in getting 















tie 
i 













made, I see no objection to the adoption of the amendment. 
DAWES. I should like to hear the amendment read again 
Chief Clerk read the amendment. 
HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Alabama who pro- 
poses this amendment whether he intends that there shall be reserved 
to Congress the right to grant these rights of way to these quasi-public 






























pensation 

Mr. HARRISON. I have noobjection to the amendment if the point 
I have suggested be guarded against, but we have had just the argu- 
ment I suggested, that this reservation gave tothe Government a right 
to grant the right of way without compensation. I think that is incon- 
sistent with the title we propose to give to these Indians. 

Mr. MORGAN. My purpose, whether I expressed it clearly enough 
or not, is simply to assert the right of eminent domain in this land in 
the Government of the United States if we grant patents, and then 


t ght of way through the Indian Territory because no reservation | 


corporations without any compensation -to the holders of the lands? 

Mr. MORGAN By no means. 

HARRISON. Then I suggest that should be guarded in the | 

amendment, because I have heard it argued here that the reservation in 
t reaty of 1866 with the civilized tribes of the Indian Territory of 
t ght to pass one railroad east and west and one north and south | 
through that Territory meant that it might be done without any com- 
)) sation 

Mr. COKE. I understand this amendment to use the word ‘‘ con- 
demnation,’’ which implies ascertaining the value and granting com- 
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granted to an Indian or a tribe of Indians for railroad or other highway or 
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—— 


egraph lines for the public use, or to condemn such lands to public use, uno 
making just compensation. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer again the amendment I offered yesterday som 


what modified, so as to meet the objection which was made to it yes- 


terday. 


After the forty-fourth line of section 6 I move to insert: 


And if any religious society or other organization is now occupying any of t}; 
»ublic lands to which this act is applicable for religious and educational wo 


among the Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to confi: 
such occupation to said society or organization in quantity not exceeding . 


I 
I 


« 


1undred and sixty acres in any one tract, so long as the same shall! be so ocx 
»ied, on such terms as he shall deem just. 


Mr. CONGER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Massa- 
‘husetts whether there is nota provision of law now granting a sectio 
of land or some particular quantity of land to missionary establishment 
ind school establishments. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe there is, but a subsequent act like this d 


posing of the land would supersede any such provision as that, and this 
is offered in order to save the right of occupation, with the approval 
the Secretary of the Interior. 


attention called to. 


Mr. CONGER. There are several of those cases that I have had m 


I should like the Senator to put a clause in his 


amendment that nothing in this amendment shall affect any right which 
has heretofore accrued to any society under any other law. 


Mr. DAWES. 
necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please furnish t! 
Secretary the modification he proposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Idonotsee how itcan be necessary; butif it isdeemed 
necessary I will accept any words the Senator may suggest. 

Mr. CONGER. This might be construed as cutting down privileges 
heretofore granted, and there should be an amendment providing that 
nothing herein contained shall restrict or limit any grant heretofore 
given. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest these words: 

But this authority shall in no way impair any vested right or any right « 
occupancy for such purpeses now existing. : 

Mr. CONGER. 1 do not exactly see how that will do, because thes 
rights are not vested exactly. They are held in trust. Say “right 
conferred by existing laws.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will give the precis 
words to the Secretary, so that he may write them down and have th 
amendment understood. 

Mr. CoNGER reduced his amendment to writing; and it was read, as 
follows: 


Add to the amendment of Mr. Dawes: 

‘** But nothing herein contained shall change or alter any claim of such socie! 
for religious or educational purposes heretofore granted by law.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I modify my amendment to that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is accepted. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is one matter to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. In the sixth 


I have no objection to that if the Senator thinks 


| section the term of the trust is fixed at twenty-five years, the time during 


which the United States shall hold these lands in trust for the Indian 

to whom they are to be allotted in severalty. At the expiration of 
twenty-five years each Indian or family to whom the allotment has been 
made will receive a title in fee-simple to the lands, with power of dis- 
position and alienation unrestricted. It seems to me that this term 
is entirely too short. It is not the life of one generation in which ther: 
is an impediment placed upon the disposal of these lands. At the end 
of this generation these Indians will be supposed to be, according to the 
scheme of this bill, perfectly competent to take care of themselves, to 
dispose of their property by sale or otherwise, the same as white people 
I hardly think that Indians will have arrived at that stage of intelli 



























in the practical application of the right of eminent domain under the 
restrictions of the Constitution to provide compensation to the Indian 
I think we may take the lands. That is my purpose, and I think I 
have expressed it. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is difficult for one to judge of the effect of lan- 
guage simply by the hearing of the ear, butitdid not seem to me that it 
was expressed soas toavoid the very argument to which I have referred 
and which was made under a similar reservation in the treaty of 1866. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think if the Senator from Alabama will add the 
words ‘‘upon just compensation’’ at the close of ‘his amendment he 
will cover the entire ground. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think adding the words ‘‘ upon making just com- 
pensation ’’ will cover the whole subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 
read 

The SECRETARY 
lowing 


Sec. 12. Nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as to affect the 
right and power of Congress to grant the right of way through any lands 


gence and knowledge of the management of their affairs which will 

render them able to dispose of their property accordiag to their interest 
I believe that the term of this trust should be at least two generations 

not less than forty-five or fifty years, because when they come into pos- 


| session of this property in fee-simple speculators and all sorts of sharpers 


It is proposed to insert as a new section the fol- | 


will attempt to get their lands away fromthem. They are an improvi- 
dent people, not knowing the value of money. They will use up and 
spend the money they get, and soon be left without homes and without 
anything. 

I believe the Government of the United States ought to keep the title 
to this property in itself for at least two generations, and I doubt even 
then whether the Indians will have arrived at that state of civilization 
| which will enable them to take care of themselves. They will need 
| then the fostering care of the Government of the United States. 
That is the objection which I have to this bill, and I should like 

hear from the chairman of the committee on the subject. 
| Mr. COKE. Mr. President, in reply to the objection of the Senator 
from California, I refer him to the proviso on page 2, section 1, of this 
| bill. After providing that the patent shall be issued and shall convey the 
| land in fee discharged of trusts at the end of twenty-five years, it reads 
Provided, That the President may withhold the issuance of the patent in fee 


to 
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‘ case for such further time as he may deem to be for the interests of the 
eee, be the trust created in the original patent shall be and remain in 
full force until the patent in fee be issued. 


If the condition of affairs exists at the expiration of twenty-five years 
feared by the Senator from California, here is ample discretion reserved 
to the President of the United States to apply the proper remedy, and 
that is to withhold the patents. 
to the objection the Senator has made. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That reservation had not escaped me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California is not 
-trictly entitled to the floor under the rules, having spoken once, but 
the Chair will recognize him until five minutes expire since he first rose. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I only wish to saya word. I should 
»refer to leaveit within the power of Congress rather than to leave it with 
the President of the United States, because influences may be brought 


I think that is an abundant answer | 
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to bear, as they often are in such cases through the Interior Depart- | 


sent and the Indian Bureau, to bring about the very state of affairs 
hich those people who want the possession of the lands and to acquire 
them desire to have brought about. I would rather keep it in the 
power of Congress. Congress can atany time act upon the question and 
release the tract in such instances as may be deemed expedient. 
times it might be proper to exercise control over their property and at 
other times it might not. Congress could act in each case according 
us might be best for the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. The proviso to which the Senator from Texas calls 
attention, the Senate will observe, applies only to the tribal patent, and 
t is after twenty-five years discretionary with the President whether 
to terminate the trust or not. But as to the individual allotments the 
term is fixed at twenty-five years. It is fixed for several reasons. 
that the holding ofland by the United States so that it can not be taxed 
in any community, for any unnecessary period of time, is irksome and 
unwise, unless there be some good reason for it. The allotment patent 


Some- 


of Indians to whom allotments have been made shall have the benefit of and 
be subject to the laws, both civil and criminal, of the State or Territory in which 
they may reside. 


We are proposing, then, to subject these people to a character of legis- 
lation which has not been made for them nor with reference to their 
unfitness to assume the responsibilities of citizens. They have hereto- 
fore been subject to a tribal relation and to a tribal government. We 
have placed them upon a reservation and have pledged the faith of the 
Government to them that they shall be governed upon that reservation, 
not by the laws of the State or Territory in which they live, but by 
laws of their own making; but that if they go beyond the limits of that 
jurisdiction they are subject to the full power and jurisdiction of what- 


| ever State or Territory they may be in for criminal offenses committed 


We now propose to invade the reservation and to establish over theni 
a civil and a criminal responsibility for which they 
and of which they are entirely ignorant. 

Mr. President, it strikes me that with the great care which this com 
mittee have for the Indians and for their interests, with the tenderness 
which the chairman of the committee is well known to possess for them 
and their rights and their future, it would have been possible to have 
provided some tangible provision as the law of the reservation to which 
the Indian might have been held responsible, and adapted to his peculiai 
condition. We who have lived in frontier States where the 


are entirely unfit 


Indians 


| are know that there does grow up asentiment of extreme hostility, jus 


tified often by the barbarous acts of the Indians, on the part of the res 


ident population, and that the character of the legislation in the States 


| rights. 
One is | 


which is to issue after twenty-five years is only to issue to such Indians | 


as in the opinion of the Interior Department are so far advanced in the 
outset as to give hope and encouragement that by this process they will 
be self-supporting at the end of twenty-five years from that time and 
be able to stand upon their own feet. I know the Senator would de- 


sire that the moment an Indian, like any white man, isable to take care of | 


himself heshould be free to dispose of his property like any white man. 
While it may be true that there will be Indians who would not un- 
dle 
capable of taking care of themselves and protecting themselves against 
the whites, there are other Indians and a large body of Indians of whom 
there is good ground to believe there is more hope, much more. Such 
lndians as the Senator alludes to would not under this bill get patents 
t all under any wise and properadministration of the Indian Depart- 
ment, because they would not, in the language of this bill, be so far ad- 
vanced as to give encouragement forany such trial. There are Indians 
of the five civilized tribes who have not been under this pupilage for 
liity years that have become wealthy—not only self-supporting but 
wealthy. Take the Santee Indians, who were engaged in that cruel 
war in Minnesota twenty years ago, and were taken and gathered into 
the Sioux tribe and could not be kept there and went away down into 
Nebraska and have had a reservation down there set apart for them, the 
wildest of all those Sioux Indians are now so far advanced that they 
are farmers capable to-day of taking care of themselves. There are In- 
dians of whom what the Senator from California says is true, but this 
bill provides for such under proper administration. As to this body of 


‘r such a pupilage at the end of twenty-five years or fifty years be | 


| promising a fee-simple title to the Indians at the end ot 


the Indians, it seems to the committee and to those who have taken large | 


interest in this matter that either thirty or twenty-five years would be 
a proper limit. There are many treaties with Indians in which it is 
stipulated that the lands shall be inalienable for twenty years. Those 
treaties we are bound by; but where we are notso bound it was thought 
on the whole that twenty-five years would be a proper limit. The 
Senator will observe that speculators will be embarrassed by the fact 


Indian tribes, but only from time to time as the patents issue. So I 
think if you are ever to expect that the Indian will take his place asa 
self-supporting man, we must presume that will be done in twenty-five 
years. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I suppose this bill will pass the Senate 
at this session, as it has heretofore; but I wish to place upon record 
before it passes my own objection to the action of the Senate at this 
time in this way. 
number of Indians to whom the faith of this Government is pledged 
lor proper legislation in the protection of whatever rights they may 
have or may be capable of having. If it were not so in the treaties 


that have been made with these Indian tribes, the proper sentiments of 


philanthropy and the exercise of power beneficially in the interest and 


for the benefit of those who are to be affected by it would demand of 


us great care and consideration in the passage of a law which is to de- 


prive them of a status heretofore had by them and of a character of 


government to which they have been subjected in all past time. 


I find 
in this bill the following provision: 


Sec. 7. That upon the completion of said allotments and the patenting of the 
lands to said allottees, each and every member of the respective bands or tribes 


or Territories is not impregnated with any tenderness for the Indians’ 
While the people are as considerate in such States and Tert 
tories as elsewhere of rightsand general benevolence, there 
reasons why the laws of the State or Territory may bear with 
ship on the Indian. 

Mr. President, I object to the hasty and inconsiderate passage of this 
billon so important asubject. It may be that the provisions of this bill 
unguarded as they are, may serve to deprive these Indians both of prop 
erty and rights. Imagine the trial of an ignorant Indian, who can not 
speak the language, for violation of a law of which he has never heard, 
and before a jury of necessity hostile to him from perhaps just prejudice 
and a not unreasonable animosity. 

Without intending to more than express my own dissent from 
legislation, I find that this act provides that upon the ‘*« 
thirds of the male members twenty-one years of age *’ the provisions in 
regard to the allotment in severalty of the land shall take effect 

The PRESIDING OFMICER. It is the duty of the Chair to infor 
the Senator that his tive minutes are up. 


are peenli 


hare 


il 


crest 


th 


msent of two 


Mr. COKE. Section 2 of this bill lays the basis for any action to 
taken under the bill in this way: That— 

The President be, and he hereby is, authorized, whenever in his a 
reservation of such Indians is advantageous for agricultural or grazing p 
poses, and the progress in civilization of the tribe located thereo rany 
the members thereof, shall be such as to encourage the belief that 1 ullotme 
of lands in severalty to the members of said tribe, or any of them, would be 
the best interests of said Indians, to cause said reservation to be surveyed, o1 
surveyed if nex essary. 

The President must find these facts recited in this section of the bil! 


to be true before he can put the machinery of this bill in motion. The 
he must get the consent of two-thirds of each tribe before it operat 
upon that tribe. Then when the lands are surveyed patents are issu 
twenty- 


years. At the expiration of that time, if there are any conditions sur 

rounding the Indians which make it in the judgment of the President 
| improper that they should have the fee-simple title to the land, th 

President is authorized to withhold patents for an indefinite time 


| 


The bill proposes to establish the status of a large | 


b > | whites are pressing upon the Indian reservations on all sides. 
that the term of twenty-five years does not expire all at once to all the | 


reposed in the Interior Department and in the President 


The bill has been guarded in every possible way. The time has 
arrived, Mr. President, when something must be done with the Indians 
The wild game of the plains has disappeared; the settlements of the 
The 
time has come when the Government must either make the Indian a 
self-supporting individual or must make appropriations every year to 
support him, to feed him, to clothe him, to maintain him in idleness 

The object of this bill is in aslow and gradual way to bring the Indian 
out from the tribal condition and relation which surrounds him and 
individualize him, make him a member of society, and throw him upon 
himself for his support, instead of ailowing him to rely as he does now 
upon the Government to feed and clothe him. 

The bill is necessarily sui generis. There isa great deal of discretion 
; No man who 
has not grappled with this Indian question can tell how much trouble 
there is in framing any sort of general bill to meet the emergencies 
which are upon us touching the Indian tribes of this country 

This bill has been for five years before the Senate, and a large part ot 
that time before the House. It has been brought to its present condi 
tion of perfection or imperfection, asthe case may be, after the very best 
labors of the Commitete on Indian Affairs of the Senate 
It embodies the verv best thought that we have been able t 


for five years 


) ] 


| It surmounts agreat many of the difficulties that have surrounded t 


question, and is what hasseemed to the committee to be the only 
tical, feasible, and possible way of dealing with the | 


question Low 
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emancipate the Indian from his present bondage to pamperism and 
tribal relationship, and make a self-supporting citizen of him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. CALL. I move to strike out the seventh section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida moves to 
amend by striking out the seventh section. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say, sir, that in the eleventh section of the 
bill it is provided that the consent of two-thirds of the male members 
of 21 years of age shall be first had and obtained before the provisions 
of the bill take effect alloting the land in severalty. It seems to me 
that there ought to be some greater precaution taken and some special 
mode defined as to the manner in which that consent of two-thirds of 
the male members shall be obtained. It ought to be guarded with very 
great care. All persons who have any acquiantance with the Indians 
know how easy it is to impose upon them when you get their confi- 
dence and employ the preper agencies for it, and how that consent may 
be unduly obtained, obtained before it is advisable that it should be 
given, obtained by unfair and improper means. This consent, however 
obtained, is the sole condition of this radical change of condition. We 
know that these Indians are ignorant and governed by their chiefs, and 
it is mere mockery to make this change of condition and government 
depend on a consent thus obtained and influenced. 

Now, sir, I think this suggestion that I have made deserves consid- 
eration. I have no doubt of the ability of the committee. I have no 
doubt they have given to it the care and attention that it deserves. The 
purpose they have in view, the policy they propose to establish, meets 
with general commendation; but I think that the Senate ought to give 
longer time and more serious consideration in open Senate to perfecting 
the provisions of the bill, and to making the policy which they seek to 
establish one worthy of the country and adequate to accomplish its 
purposes. I shall therefore object to the consideration of this measure 
until we can have it considered, and I hope it will be allowed to come 
under Rule LX on the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill not- 
withstanding the objection. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida objects to 
the consideration of the billunder RuJe VIII. The Senator from Texas 
moves that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill not- 
withstanding the objection. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. One single word in reply to the Senator from Florida. 
There are two processes of allotment provided in this bill. One is appli- 
cable to the entire tribe. When in the opinion of the President of the 


United States the land of an Indian tribe is of such a quality as would | 


make it wise and the Indians are in such a condition as to break up the 
entire tribe, to make an entire allotment, then it is supposed that if two- 
thirds of that tribe consent to it it will be wise to go through with it. 
The other process is to take every individual Indian who shall appear 
to be in that condition and put him upon land. It does not seem very 
unwise when you break up an entire tribe to take the consent of two- 
thirds of the Indians. That is all there is to that. 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill is now open to discussion without ref- 
erence to the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is under consideration with- 
out regard to that rule, having been proceeded with on motion. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Massachusetts does not meet the ob- 
jection which is made. The allotment to individuals when they apply 
for land is, of course, one thing and it is very proper, and no one would 
object when an Indian applies for a separate allotment that he should 
have it. It will be, perhaps, somewhat singular that he alone of all 
his tribe should be made subject to the jurisdiction of the civil and 
penal laws of the State and Territory and the others remain exempt. 

But pass that by. The great question which has been suggested is 
as to the manner in which that consent shall be obtained, whether it 
shall be obtained by getting the Indians drunk, by obtaining from them 
undue advantages, or whether it shall be done under the careful in- 
spection of some designated person; whether in open council, whether 
by individual signature; how shall that consent of two-thirds be ob- 
tained, and is not the Government under some ébligation so to legislate 
that it shall be fairly done and to guard the provisions of this bill which 
is going to make an entire change in the status of these people so that 
there may be no imposition practiced uponthem. We know too much 
of the history of this Government 

Mr. COKE. Allow me to suggest to the Senator that the bi!l pro- 
vides: 





That the provisions of this act, except those relating to the issue of tribal pat- | 


ents, sha!l not extend to any tribe of Indians as such until the consent of two- 
thirds of the male members 21 years of age shall be first had and obtained. 


I suggest to the Senator from Florida when he goes outside of the | 


language of the bill and presumes that their consent will not be had 
when the bill provides that it shall be had, it is not arguing the ques- 
tion legitimately. If he presumes that the Indians are to be gotten 


drunk or otherwise defrauded, he means in effect that they do not con- | 


sent when the bill requires that they shall consent before the bill shall 
go into effect upon them. Doves the honorable Senator presume that 
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the Secretary of the Interior or the President or any other official », 
quired to procure this consent will wink at any proceeding which wij] 
defraud the Indians of the very thing that the bill requires they shal] 
have, to wit, the right to object freely or to consent freely? Does he 
presume that this will be done? How can we make a bill plainer than 
that, requiring, as this bill does, the consent of two-thirds? What 
does consent mean? It means an honest, frank, intelligent ex pression 
of assent. Now, the honorable Senator chooses to make it mean that 
it shall be the consent of drunken and irresponsible Indians or that jt 
shall mean that they are to be defrauded. The Senator is simply plac- 
ing a meaning upon the language of the bill that it is not susceptibl: 
ot. He should give the language of the bill its legitimate scope and 
meaning when criticising it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida does not pre- 
sume anything. He does suppose, however, so far as the suggestion 
of the Senator from Texas has been made, that neither the President 
nor the Secretary of the Interior will personally supervise this con- 
sent, that they will have their agencies, and his objection assumes that 
the law may not be adequate to carry out the object and protect the 
Indians against imposition, that it may be improved, that there may ly 
greater particularity in that respect, and the proposition does not as- 
sert nor presume that the Indians will be made drunk, but it assumes 
the possibility that some influence may be used to obtain unfairly thei: 
consent, and that in making a law for a character of people who are 
dependent and not able to take care of themselves, it is but prudence 
that that provision by which their consent is to be obtained shall be 
carefully guarded. When the result is dependent upon their consent, 
we should provide the manner in which that consent is to be obtained, 
so as to give some guarantee other than the fidelity of the agent that 
may be selected that it shall be fairly done. 

That is all, sir. I have some little knowledge of the Indians myse}{ 

I know that the legislation of the country has in many respects been 
an act of bad faith toward them. I know that the Indians in my own 
country have been deprived of their entire possessions and left wanderers 
upon the face of the earth by imperfect legislation, when the purposes 
of the people and of the Government were correct toward them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida moves to 
strike out theseventh section of the bill. The question is on that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment wus rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read thx 
third time, and passed. 

HARRY I. TODD. 

The bill (8. 10) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the 
Kentucky penitentiary, was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
It proposes to empower Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky 
penitentiary, to institute and prosecute an action, within six months, 
in the Court of Claims, against the United States, for the recovery ot 
the amount of internal-revenue taxes alleged to have been improperly 
collected from him between the years 1863 and 1868, as the duly elected 
and qualified keeper of the penitentiary, on manufactured articles pro- 
duced at the institution by convict labor alone, and on account of other 
operations of that institution by him under the laws of the State of 
Kentucky. The CourtofClaimsis authorized to hearand determine the 
cause and render judgment therein according to the legal rights of the 
parties. Either party is to have the right to prosecute an appeal or 
writ of error, according to the nature of the cause, trom the judgment 
of the court tothe Supreme Court of the United States, at any time within 
sixty days after the rendition thereof; and in case the judgment shall 
be in favor of Todd and no appeal or writ of error shall be prosecuted 
therefrom by the United States, or in case there shall be such appeal or 
writ of error and the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of Todd 
shall be affirmed, the Secretary of the Treasury is to pay to Todd the 

| full amount of such judgment. 

Mr. BECK. There isa short printed report. The bill passed the 
Senate before without a dissenting voice, and it has been twice reported 
with the same report. The report can be read, but I suppose there will 
be no Objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask for the reading 
of the report? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, I do not care for it; but it can be read if any 
one desires it. It states the facts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I read this report. I should like the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to make some statement that is within his 
knowledge in regard to the persons who received the manufactures that 
were made. I understand this is to relieve from tax the goods manu- 
factured at this penitentiary because it was a State institution. The 
| report is not entirely clear as to whether the keeper of this penitentiary, 
being required to have certain labor done by convicts, performed that 
himself or contracted it to other contractors. 

Mr. BECK. It wasall done in the penitentiary, and tlre papers show 
that he was obliged to buy materials to manufacture on one occasion 
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when he lost $50,000, because the law required him to do it whether it | 
was at a loss or a profit. 

Mr. CONGER. Was he under the law the agent of the State not only 
to employ the convicts but to purchase materials and to sell the products | 
of their labor? 

Mr. BECK. He was compelled to work them, and compelled to work 
them at certain classes of work, whether it paid or not. He had no 
right to change the work, and he had no right to do anything but work | 
them as required bylaw. I think the Senator will find if he will look 
at the papers that the keeper was a State officer beyond all doubt. — 

Mr. CONGER. One other question. Why does this bill provide | 
that the money which was paid apparently by the State on its man- | 
ufactures as a tax should go to this person by name and designation ? 
Does it not belong to the State authorities ? 

Mr. BECK. No. The State had had great trouble with the keepers | 
of its penitentiary in settling accounts before and many suits involving 
vreat trouble had been had, and it adopted this means of paying its 
penitentiary keeper. He was an officer of the State, responsible to 
the State, bonded by the State, and had to do that work in that way. 
Now we leave it to the court to decide the question; thatisall. Ifthe 
court does not think he was an officer of the State and that this was a 
mere form of paying him his salary, he can get nothing. 

Mr. CONGER. That was a point I could not quite understand from 
the report. If he paid over as taxes the money of the State as their 
agent, the indebtedness would be due to the State and not to him as an 
individual; but the bill makes the payment to him as an individual. 

Mr. BECK. The bill leaves it to the court to settle whether he as 
an officer of the State received that labor as a means of paying his sal- 
ary. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the bill if this was such a | 
&tate institution that the work was done by and for the State. “ Then | 


i 
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of course under the revenue laws the tax on manufactures by the State 
should be refunded. 

Mr. BECK. That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BECK. Lask that the short report in this case be printed in the 
RecorD. Itisa copy of one originally made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. BAYARD], then chairman of the committee, and again by 
Mr. Kernan, of New York. 
have it inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asks that 
the report be printed in the Recorp. If there is no objection it will 
be done. 

The report was submitted by Mr. Beck February 5, 1854, and is as 
follows: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 10) for the relief 
of Harry 1. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary, have had the same 
under consideration, and submit the following report: 

This case was reported favorably from the Finance Committee June 1, 1880; 
and as embodying the present views of the committee, we beg leave to refer to 
and make part of this report SenateReport No. 683, Forty-sixth Congress, second 
session, and recommend the passage of the bill : 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1628) for the re- 
lief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary, have had the 
same under consideration, and submit the following report : 

Harry I. Todd was duly elected by the General Assembly of Kentucky keeper 


of the State penitentiary, and held that position from March 9, 1863, until March | 


1, 1871. 

He was elected under, and his duties, liabilities, and rights were prescribed by, 
chapter 922, enacted in 1862, and chapter 2045, enacted in 1867, of the laws of that 
State. 

He received no compensation except such profits as he might make in selling 
the articles manufactured by the labor of the convicts, over and above their sup- 
port, the cost of materials, &c., and certain sums which he was required to pay 
into the treasury of the State by the laws under which he was elected. 

Chapter 922 of the laws of Kentucky declares : 

“The keeper of the penitentiary shall hold his office for four years. 

* + * 7 « 


* x 


“If the keeper of the penitentiary fail or refuse to comply with the obligations | 


imposed on him by this act, or shall be guilty of any malfeasance in office, the | 
governor shall have full power, and it shall be his duty, to remove him forth- 
with. 


* e 


* * 
‘In the event of the death or removal from office of the keeper of the peni- 


* 


| joint resolution just received from the House of Representatis 


If there is no objection I should like to | 


tentiary, the governor, secretary of state, and auditor shall make a contract with | 


a suitable person to take charge of the penitentiary according to the provisions 
of this act until the next ensuing meeting of the General Assembly and until a 
new keeper be elected and qualified.” 

These sections and various sections of chapter 2045, Laws of Kentucky, 1867, 
described the keeper as an officer subject to the control of the State. He was re- 
quired to and gave a bond as an officer to perform the duties of his office as re- 
quired by law. 

As keeper of the penitentiary he was required by the statute to keep the con- 
victs at labor, and for this purpose the State furnished buildings, machinery, &« 
for the manufacture of certain articles, among them bagging, wagons, chairs, &c 

While in the performance of his duties as keeper from 1868 to 1869 he was called 
upon by the United States internal-revenue officials to pay taxes on articles man- 
ufactured by the convicts and sold by him. The taxes were paid under protest, 
and a claim for refunding the amount paid was duly made to the Internal Rey 
enue Bureau. The papers submitted showed beyond a doubt that the articles 
were madeexclusively by convict labor, and on being presented to the law offi- 
cer of the Treasury, Hon. W. H. Smith, Solicitor, the claim was allowed, July 
27, 1879; but the Commissioner thereupon submitted the case to C. P. James, and 
on his opinion the claim was rejected. 

The present Commissioner of Internal Revenue declines to reopen the case 
under the rules of the department that a case once decided by a former Commis- 
sioner can not be reopened by a succeeding Commissioner unless in certain con- 
Ungencies, which the Commissioner thinks does not exist in the present case. 
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The amount of the taxes exacted by the United States officials and paid into 
the United States Treasury are as follows: 
Statement of taxes assessed and paid. 


For 1863-’64. For manufacturing and sales of bagging and chairs and 
tax for slaughtering animals to feed convicts 


—_ : $2, 320 25 
1865. Same and manufacturer's license for each employment 6,691 64 
1866. Same 17, 751 99 
1867. Same 1,481 00 
1868. Same 


‘761 69 


35, 006 57 


) 
‘ 


Your committee are of the opinion that whether Mr. Todd was liable to pay 
any part or all of the sums exacted is a question which should be decided by the 
courts. The committee therefore report back the accompanying bil! with an 
amendment authorizing Mr. Todd to institute an action against the United 
States in the Court of Claims to recover the amount of said internal-revenue taxes 
alleged to have been improperly collected from him, and recommend its passage 


MESSAGE FROM THE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res 
215) reappropriating the sum of $125,000, not expended, for the reliet 
of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi River; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be min- 
eral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado the benetit of the act 
of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agri 


| culture and the mechanic arts.”’ 


SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI FLOODS 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the 
es appro- 
priating $125,000 for the relief of the sufferers in the lower valley of the 
Mississippi River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. > TheSenator from Louisiana asks unan 
imous consent to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution just 
received from the House of Representatives. It will be read by 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that it be read in full for information 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ It will be read in full for information 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


+34) 
vith 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 215) reappropriating the sum of $125.000, not ex 

for the relief of siffferers by the floods of the Mississippi Rive: 
Resolved hy the Senate and House of Represe ntatives, &c., That s0 mucl: of 
appropriation for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Ohio Rive: 
its tributaries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum 
be used by the Secretary of War inthe purchase and distribution of subsisten« 
stores and payment for necessary transportation to aid in the relief of destitu 
persons in the district overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributar 
and he is authorized to co-operate with the authorities of t) t 
which such district is a part in making distribution of sup] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was read the second time by its titie 

Mr. INGALLS. As the chairman of the Committee on Appropri 
ations [Mr. ALLISON] is not present, I would suggest that it might b« 
as well for him to be sent for, or let the joint resolution lie on the table 
for a few moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects to 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Just for a few moments, until the 
Iowa can be sent for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the motion for the present ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

HELEN 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the 
under Rule VIII will be resumed, beginning with Order of Business 
160, being a resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela 
tions on the 5th of February, relative to the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, 
widow and executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United 
bring to the attention of the Emperor of Brazil the claim 
executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased. agai the Governn f Brazil 
ing out of a contract alleged by said claimant to be igatory on that g 
ment, for the hire of the ship Circassian to transport emigrants from the 
States to Brazil in the year 1867, with a view to a 
the said claim, and to provide for the wal 
shall be found just ! 

Mr. MORGAN { joint resolution on the same subject pass 
Senate at the last session and went tothe House. Thisis simp! 
ate resolution. The Committee on Foreign Relations have mod 
proposition to a mere Senate resolution. The written report set 
the whole merits of the claim. It is a very meritorious claim 
trust that the assistance of the Senate wiil result in bringing the 
tion of the Government of Brazil this old |] 
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can get just compensation forabout twenty or twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars’ worth of property. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire under what principle of con- 
stitutional policy the legislative branch of the Government, or one part 
of it, undertakes to deal with questions of this character. It is the duty 
of the executive having charge of the foreign relations of the country 
to look out for the interests of American citizens abroad in proper cases. 
\s I am aware and every Senator is aware, it is frequently done. If 
the State Department has refused on investigation to deal with a claim 
t has undoubtedly a good reason for that refusal. Unless there were 
rood reasons to the contrary, it would act on the direct application of 


the individual concerned to the President or the Secretary of State. | 
. , . | 
e is some matter which would 


\ } 


»w, why should the Senate, unless the 
olve the use of the public force of the country in war, undertake to 
dlvice to the executive de partment as to an executive act? 

Mr. MORGAN. The old rules of this body provided for the appear- 
ance of the President in the midst of the body for the purpose of con- 
sulting 
his 


bret 


ittention or that he chose to bring to our notice. There is, there- 
no constitutional or legal bar between the President of the United 
s and the Senate in respect of our mutual conferences with each 
other or the advice we may see proper to give to each other. 

Chis case has never been presented to the State Department, so far 
as | know, with a view to ask the good offices of that Department with 
the Government of Brazil. Thisold lady, who has suffered avery great 


“+ 


, ; : ons ; | 
loss in consequence of the non-compliance of the Brazilian Government 


with a contract made with her husband, came here with solicitations 
that the Congress of the United States would intervene, I suppose in 
a more stringent manner than we desired to recommend, and the mat- 
ter went to the Committee on Foreign Relations and was there con- 
sidered. They reported back a joint resolution, as I remarked a while 
ago, which passed this body, asking the good offices of the President in 
that direction. The present committee have seen proper to modify the 
resolution so as to make it a Senate resolution, as itisa mere matter of 
request or advice to the President. 

Che committee thought, and I concur in that opinion, that the Gov- 
ernment of Brazil itself, the government proper, had really not acted 
upon this matter so as to entirely reject the claim, but left the subject 
open to further consideration. We have laws which prohibit our citi- 

ens from holding anything like diplomatic relations with foreign gov- 
ernments, and yet we have none preventing them from making contracts 


with those governments; and still we hold toward our citizens a sortof 


representative capacity, and weare the medium through which perhaps 
they can properly make known their requests on foreign governments 
und the merits of their claims. 
Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say this matter has never been called 
to the attention of the State Department or the President? 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam not aware that this matter has been called to 
ittention of the State Department since it was acted upon by a sec- 
n of the Brazilian Government. 
Mr. HOAR. Is there a written report ? 
Mr. MORGAN. There is a written report, which goes very fully into 
the whole merits of the case. 
Mr. HOAR. Then I will object, in order that I may examine the 
report. There is no time to examine it now before 2 o'clock, it want- 
Let the resolution go over until 


the 


{ 


ing but five minutes of that hour. 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope in the mean time the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will inform himself. It is a case of yery great merit. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very extraordinary precedent. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the objection of the Senator 
from Massachusetts extend to the consideration of the resolution or 
does he simply ask that it be passed over ? 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the present consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go over, to remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be left on the Calendar, then, 
without displacement. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill will be reported. 

Mr. CONGER. What was done with this resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution has been objected to, 
and goes over to stand at the head of the Calendar of unobjected cases 
for to-morrow. 


To be at the head of the Calendar to-morrow morn- 


MISSOURI MILITIA FORCES. 
The bill (S. 940) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 


to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Mis- | 


souri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States on account of payments made by said 


State since April 22, 1482, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia | 


forces for military services rendered to the United States in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore 
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n American citizen abroad in the mode suggested by this resolution, | 


| the Treasury to investigate and report to Congress. 
ider the merits of a particular claim against Brazil and to give its | 


Marcu 26, 


filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the United 
States, and to report toCongress, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs wit! 
amendments, which were, inline 12, before the word ‘‘ names,”’ to strik 
out ‘‘of,’”’ and in the same line, after the word “‘ pay-rolls,’’ to inser 
“at 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Let meask the Senator in charge of the bill whet) 
it covers anything more thanan examination and a report to Congress 
Mr. COCKRELL. That isall. There was one act passed reim}) 
ing Missouri for her expenditures, and those rolls that were filed show 
a certain sum to be still due from the State but not paid. The st 

paid that, and another bill was then passed requiring the Secreta 
He reported, ‘ 
two hundred and odd thousand dollars were paid, but the roll sho 


still sums due from the State. The State then went to work and pass 


| @ bill requiring all the claims that had not been paid to be present: 


| and if not presented by a certain date to be forever barred. 
ig with the Senate on any question that we saw proper to bring to | 


That 
was in January. Under that bill about a thousand dollars has |» 
paid by the State. Now, this is simply to have that payment inves! 
gated and reported to Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. This may possibly wind up the affair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This will wind up the affair. 

Mr. CONGER. Arethere additions that theState of Missouri desi 
to make to the roll? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. TheState required all these claims to be p: 
sented, and those not presented within the specified time are barred 
They are now barred. There was a test case in the Supreme Court 
against the adjutant-general to test the validity of the bar, and th 
Supreme Court held that it was a good bar 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendmeit 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Thereisapreambletothe bill. It wi 
be regarded as agreed to unless there be objection after being read 

The preamble was read. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


AID 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay} 
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup 
port of common schools, the pending question beingon the amendment 
proposed by Mr. HARRISON to the amendment offered-by Mr. PLUMB 

Mr. BLAIR. I know there are Senators who design to speak, but 
suppose they are not at this moment in the Chamber, and I will con 
sume two or three minutes in stating a matter that I desire to lay be- 
| fore the Senate at some time. That is with reference to the const 
| tutional question that is supposed to be involved in this bill as illus- 
trated by the previous action of the Senate in the passage of bills at 
former Congresses. I allude especially to the bill for the establishment 
| of a permanent educational fund, which has been familiar to the coun- 
try for many years, and in support of which the leading men of the 
Senate (if there are leading men in the Senate) upon both sides of the 
Chamber have concurred, known as the Burnside bill when last betore 
the Senate, and which is now known as the Morrill bill, and is pend- 
ing before the Senate later on the Calendar, and which was early sup- 
ported, if not initiated, by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar]. That bill contains every principle of a constitutional 
character or an unconstitutional character which is offensive to those 
who complain of the lack of constitutionality in the bill before the Sen- 
ate; and yet most of those who oppose this bill have sanctioned that by 
their previous action, speeches, and votes in the Senate. While contain- 
| ing the offensive principles, that measure contains nothing whatever of a 

substantial character to redeem that offensiveness and make the bill 
acceptable and important for the time being to the country. With 
reference to the future I may say that the purpose of that bill is sub- 
lime, and it meets my most hearty approbation; but its immediate et- 
fect upon the condition of the country, as its friends concede, is unim- 
| portant. It proposes to set apart as a permanent fund the avails of the 
| public lands from year to year. But thatis notall. The bill takes 
directly from the cash in the Treasury, from the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment, and particular revenues derived from the Patent Office, and 
appropriates that actual money as well as the proceeds of land for the 
purpose indicated. 

So the Senators who justify their course in maintaining and voting 
for that bill are not relieved of the indorsement of the constitutional 
principle involved in the measure pending before the Senate in an act- 

| ual appropriation of money from the Treasury, because the former bil! 
appropriated the money just as this does, differing only in amount 
| At the time that bill was last passed by the Senate, by a vote of 15 
‘ Democrats concurring with 23 Republicans, the amount of the patent 


TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived 
vefore the Senate the unfinished bus 














1884. 
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fund in the Treasury, which was appropriated with the proceeds of 
public lands, as I remember, was over a million and a half of dollars; 
it was accruing at the rate of several hundred thousand dollars year 
after year, and the whole was set apart forever to constitute a permanent 
fund for the benefit of common-school education and agricultural-school 
education forever. 

| hold in my hand Senate bill 133 of the Forty-sixth Congress, en- 
titled “‘A bill to establish an educational fund, and apply a portion of 
the proceeds of the public lands to public education, and to provide 
forthe more complete endowment and support of national colleges for the 

dvancement of scientific and industrial education.’’ I will send to 
] . Secretary and ask him to read the first and second sections of that 
Will 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 





Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
ty ca in Congress assembled, That the net proceeds of sales of public lands and 
he net proceeds of patents are hereby forever consecrated and set apart for the 
education of the people: Provided, That this act shall not have any eilect to re- 
eal, impair,or suspend any law now authorizing the pre-emption of public 
lands, or the entry of public lands for homesteads, nor as limiting in any man- 
ier the power of Congress to alter or extend the right of homestead upon such 
And provided further, That nothing contained in this section shall be held 


ae) 


to bmit or abridge the power of Congress over the public domain or interfere 
ih granting bounty Jands, 
sec. 2. At the close of each fiscal year the Secretary of the Interior shal! cause 


an account to be taken, and shall ascertain the total receipts from the sale or 
ther disposition of the public lands of the United States, including all fees re- 
ceived at the general and district land offices during said year, and the amount 
of expenditures occasioned by the survey, sale, or entry, or other disposition of 
such lands, including appropriations for the expenses of the said offices for said 
year, He shall also ascertain in like manner the net proceeds of all receipts for 
patents after deducting the expenses of the Patent Office. He shall thereupon 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount of said receipts for public 
unds and patents after deducting such expenditures. 


Mr. BLAIR The bill then proceeds to make many other provisions 
substantially the same as are made in the bill pending before the Senate 
for the application of the moneys derived from the interest of the per- 
manent fund thus constituted. By the bill the fund was to be a perma- 
nentfund. The tendency of course of the establishment of a permanent 
fund is to lead to the ultimate and complete dependence of the schools 
of the States upon funds derived from the General Government. The 
existing bill is not subject to that objection. It is very true that it is 
not probable that the amount to be derived from the interest on this 
permanent fund will ever be so large as to constitute a serious objec- 
tion to the bill on that account; and yet in principle it is not at all 
more objectionable than the one now before the Senate. Yet Senators 
found no difficulty in indorsing that bill. Its constitutionality w 
defended by the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, not now a mem- 
ber of this body, Mr. Bailey, chairman of the Committee on Education 
and Labor which reported it. The propriety, completeness, efficiency, 


is 
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and constitutionality of its various conditions and provisions were sus- | 


tained by eloquent, logical, able addresses before the Senate by many 
prominent Senators, Republicans and Democrats alike. I will not take 
this oecasion, I will not embrace any occasion to read the speeches 
that Senators made on that bill. I have said perhaps sufficient to indi- 
cate that it was as strongly supported from the Democratic side of the 
Chamber as from the Republican side of the Chamber, and when the 
final vote was reached on the bill the yeas were 41 and the nays were 
but 6, and of those voting in the affirmative 13 were Democrats and 23 
Republicans, if I have made my count correctly. The entire proceed- 


ings will be found in volume 11, part 1, of the RecorD, Forty-sixth | 


Congress. 
Mr. VEST. 
Mr, BLAIR. 


Yeas—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bailey, Baldwin, Beck, Blaine, Blair, Brown, 
Bruce, Burnside, Call, Cameron of Pa., Cameron of Wis., Coke, Davis of Illinois, 


Will the Senator read the negative vote? 
I will read both the affirmative and negative: 
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be taken into consideration. In the first place they received, as has 
been stated here again and again, large donations of public land to 
aid them, while the States of the South, who are constantly twitted 
in the course of this debate with their illiteracy, have received none o1 
next to none. The State of Kansas, for instance, I find. notwithstand- 
ing that one of its Senators [Mr. INGALLS] asserted the other day that 
it had received not an acre—Kansas has received for educational | 
poses 3,459,345 which at the Government price were w 
34,299,178; and I find by a reference to th 1¢ Governo! 
of Kansas and the reports of the State officers that those lands giv 


mT 
acres, rth 
messages of t] 


nto 

that school-fund are now selling for something over $6 per acre Ther 
is eighteen or twenty million dollars given for education at one swoon 
Kansas is not exceptional in this respect Other Northwestern 
received donations of the same kind 

I want anothe r tact to be taken nto considerat on, tl at ian! 
quence of hose Northwestern States ha within thei by ra s } 
tinest lands on this American continent, there was a wondreus 
immigration there, and nearly ail the present population of those > 
came to them already educated. They were educated in the 
States, and therefore the new States in whose borders they now 
are not entitled to the credit of their literacy 

{ find that notwithstanding all that the States of the South h 
gone through; notwithstanding the universal destruction of their prot 
erty and the overthrow of their governments and the deselation of th 


homes and their fields by war, and the destruction of tl 


their securities 
trust funds, and what not, the State of North Corolina has more pub 


lic schools than the State of Kansas. She has not more in 
to her population, I admit, but she has more; by the cens 
had 6,161 public schools, while Kansas had 6,148. North Carolina edu 
cated 256,422 pupils in 188€, while Kansas educated 246,120. I find 
North Carolina had 6,226 teachers in 1880, 1,975 of whom were 
tor the benefit of the colored people. I 


teachers 


proportion 


us of 1580s 


find that Kansas had 6,619 
I find that this poor State of North Carolina educated in the 
year 1880, 95,160 colored children, while the State of Kansas 
6,890—nearly 90,000 less 


educated 
I find that North Carolina p! vides 2,146 
separate schools for the negroes and that Kansas provides 45 


Mr. PLUMB Is that because the people of North Carolina 
willing to have the children educated together ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr PLI MB That Is » SAV. tl * people ri North ¢ retina do ) 
desire to have the white and blac} hildre educated in the 
school ? 

Mr. VANCE We donot desire any kind of soc ( 1 DD 
the Senator from Kansas desire that ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, th people of | ; 
vided, with very minor exceptions, for the education of child \ 
ind black, in the same school. 

Mr. VANCE. That is the first step toward social « i 
I suppose the Senator approves 

Mr. PLI MB. Well, Mr. Preside nt, the old ery of ben vv itraid that 
your daughter might marry a “‘nigger"’ never did obtain much w 
f the Mississippi River. 

Mr. VANCE. Still, Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senat 
to the fact that the Senator does not categorically answer the quest 


and my opinion is that he is not likely so to do. 

The necessity of keeping upseparate schools, as any one may be aw 
necessarily increases the cost to a very great extent. I 
white population of North Carolina, 


are 


find that t] 


lé 


bv the census of 


LAS. is 867.000 


| in round numbers, and the black population is 531,000 in round num 


bers. Of that number of 531,000 blacks I believe there is 


an estimat 


| that their individual property is worth 35 per capita, and for all pra: 


Davis of W. Va., Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Garland, Hereford, Hill of Colorado, 


Hill of Georgia, Hoar, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Kellogg, Logan. McMillan, 
McPherson, Maxey, Morgan, Morrill, Platt, Pugh, Ransom, Rollins, Teller, 
Vance, Walker, Windom—il. 

Nays—Messrs. Jonas, McDonald, Saulsbury, Vest, Voorhees, Williams—. 

Absent—Messrs. Bayard, Booth, Butler, Carpenter, Cockrell, Conkling, Eaton, 
Farley, Groome, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harris, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, 
Kernan, Kirkwood, Lamar, Paddock, Pendleton, Plumb, Randolph, Saunders, 
Sharon, Slater, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Withers—29. 


I do not note thatany pairs were announced. At this time I designed 


| is given to them is bound to come from the taxable whites 


tical purposes you may say that they are utterly without property and 
therefore without the means of paying taxation, and the education that 
So that 
367,000 whites in the State of North Carolina have to support in the 


| matter of education 531,000 propertyless persons without the means to 


| will be remembered that the Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGALLS} 


only to make a statement of these historical facts and to refer to the | 


RECORD so far as the previous action of the Senate was concerned touch- 
ing the question of the constitutionality of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, that motion is debatable, I suppose ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENDLETON in the chair). It is. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to remark upon the fact that the debate on 
this bill has resulted in an amount of vainglorious boasting on the one 
hand and on the other of taunting of the more unfortunate States in 
the matter of education that deserves to have the ground on which it 
is done thoroughly examined. We are constantly told in this debate 
of the superiority of certain States in the matter of education over all 
those in the South. 

Now, sir, there are some things in connection with the education of 


| she has these great burdens to bear. 


the Northern States, especially those of the Northwest, that ought to | of Kansas? 


pay taxes. That imposes, therefore, a greater burden per capita on the 
citizens of North Carolina than is upon the citizens of Kansas 

Now, in the matter of the comparative wealth of the two States, it 
serted on the floor the other day that North Carolina was poor because 
her people were ignorant. I have some statistics that go very far toward 
showing that North Carolina is not any poorer than Kansas, although 
The wealth in real estate of the 
State of North Carolina in 1880 was $101,709,000. The personalty in 
that year was $54,390,000, making in round numbers $156,000,000 
One hundred and fifty-six millions was the total taxable property in 
North Carolina in 1880. The wealth of Kansas in real estate 
$108,432,000; personalty $52,459,000; total $160,891,000, only about 
$4,000,000 difference, and the per capita of wealth in the State of Kansas 
was $161, while in North Carolina, including the negrues who paid no 
tax and owned no property, it was $111 per head, and, exclusive of the 
negroes, the white population of North Carolina who owned the prop 
erty was $174 per head. Now, sir, there is nearly an equality betwee: 
the States in wealth, and one has to bear the burden of two-fifths of its 
population utterly without property. 


wa 


What is the cause of the poverty 
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Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] the other | 


day read us a lecture, in which he said that the old Commonwealth of 
Massashusetts still led the column in the matter of education. Now 
let us see how she leads the column, how far she actually leads it, how 
far she ought to Jead it. 
in 1880 was $1,584,000,000, and her total taxes were $24,323,000, 20 
per cent. of which is devoted to school purposes, and the rate of taxa- 
tion on the $100 is $1.53. 


very nearly $2,000,000 ($1,916,000), 18 per cent. of which is for schools, 
and the rate of taxation in that State is $1.22. So we see that while 
the wealth of Massachusetts is ten times greater than that of North 
Carolina, the amount of her taxation devoted to school purposes is only 
nine times greater than North Carolina, and the percentage of her taxa- 
tion which is devoted to education is only 2 per cent. greater than 
North Carolina. 

Sir, I think that is doing pretty well for North Carolina; and when 
we come to eonsider the way in which that old Commonwealth got her 
wealth, I think that her Senators are as little entitled to taunt the South 
on their poverty and their illiteracy as those who have received direct 
land grants in aid of education. Forit is known to everybody acquainted 
with the financial history of this country that the whole continent has 
been taxed to support Massachusetts ever since the Government was 
formed. North Carolina considers her one of her chief paupers, and 
the appropsiations annually made in the consumption of manufactured 
articles in NorthCarolina for the support of Massachusetts would render 
her taxation far ahead of the taxation of Massachusetts. 

In the conclusion of his speech the Senator from Massachusetts used 
an epithet toward the Stateof North Carolina; he shot it back at her as 
he took his seat, and he rolled it under his tongue evidently as though 
he had been studying it up for a long while; he spoke of North Caro- 
lina as the “‘ tail State.’’ Now, Mr. President, I wish to say 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misunderstood me. If he will look at the 
report of what I said he will see that he does not quote me correctly. 

Mr. VANCE. I have it before me, and I do notthink I can be mis- 
taken In It. 

I do not think 


Said the Senator from Massachusetts— 


I do not think, with these statistics coming by State authority to the United 
States Government year by year, that there will be Senators from North Caro- 

na making such speeches as we heard yesterday. That State will have some- 
thing else to say, if she is the tail State among the thirty-eight of the American 
Commonwealths in the matter of her schoo! children, than what her Senator 
told us on this floor yesterday. 

I presume the Senator will stand by the record, will he not? 
going to say that as a matter of course it was a subject of mortification 
tome as well as to other Southern Senators to be constantly made aware 
of the fact that our States are at the tailend of literacy. But, sir, there 
is a deeper depth of mortification; and I am much in the condition of 


a young man of whom I once heard who had the misfortune of being | 


knocked down in a fight with a circus company. Though not much 
injured, he took to his bed as though he would break his heart, and in 
reply to those who endeavored to console him by telling him that any 
man was liable to be knocked down, that there was nothing in that, 
‘Oh, yes,’’ said he, *‘ I know that; but, Lord! Lord! they knocked me 
down with the same stick they stirred the monkeys with.’’ [Laugh- 
ter ] 

It is a source of mortification to me for any Senator to get up and ap- 
peal to the figures and say that my State is at the bottom in regard to 
illiteracy, but it adds a pang to the sharpness of that mortification, it 
adds another understory to the depth of that humiliation, to be told so 
by the Senator from the Tewksbury State; a Senator from a State that 
has fattened on the public taxation of this country; a State that from 
the very beginning of the foundation of our Government, rather of our 
struggle for independence, has sacrificed every principle and every pro- 
fession that was inconvenient for the purpose of gain, to taunt those 
with poverty who have been kept poor by the process of plunder! A 
State that is more responsible under heaven than any other community 
in this land for the introduction of slavery into this continent, with all 
the curses that have followed it; that is the nursing mother of the hor- 
rors of the middle passage, and that after slavery in Massachusetts was 
found not to pay sold those slaves down South for a consideration, and 
then thanked God, and sang the long-meter doxology through their 
noses, that they were not responsible any longer for the sin of human 
slavery, should at least be modest in applying epithets to her neighbors. 

If | may be permitted todisturb the dignified solemnities of this body 
for one moment I will state what it reminds me of. 
an old maid who got religion at a camp-meeting. Immediately after 
she experienced the change she commenced exhorting the younger and 


them against the pernicious consequence to piety of such vanities. 
‘Oh! girls,’’ she said, ‘‘I tell you, I used to wear earrings and finger- 
rings and laces and furbelows like you do, but I found they were drag- 
ying my immortal soul down to hell, and I stripped them every one off 
and sold them to my younger sister Sally.’’ [Laughter.] Thatisthe 
way Massachusetts relieved herself from slavery. That isthe way she 
preserved her whiteness of soul. 


The valuation of property in Massachusetts | 


The total valuation of property in North | 
Carolina for the same year was $156,100,000, and the total taxation | 


| Massachusetts. 





| bill for the purpose of having it printed. 


| amendment heretofore proposed by him. 
I was | 





I heard once of | 


MARCH 


Now, there was no necessity for the remark of the Senator from 

I had made no assault upon him. He was supporting 
the bill, as I supposed I was. He was supporting it in his peculiar way 
and I was supporting it in mine; and the remark, as you will see. j 


entirely illogical, inconsequential, and disconnected. It was a pure 


emanation of venom toward the Southern people and toward my State 


There was no necessity for it; and I have felt it my duty to allude to j; 
as I have done. 

I wish to repeat, as I close, the remarks which I made when this dis- 
cussion was opened. Ido not stand here to ask for this bill for the 
benefit of the white people of North Carolina. They do need aid 0; 
course, but they would not need it if all their ability to pay taxes and 
to educate their own people could be concentrated upon their own color. 
But the colored people in their midst are citizens of North Carolina 
They are entitled to the same treatment precisely that any other citi- 
zens of North Carolina are entitled to at the hands of the lawmakers 
of that State. There is now, and there has been, no disposition what- 
ever to treat them in any other way. Poor as we are, our taxes are 
levied indiscriminately without regard to race or color, and expended 
for the benefit of all the illiterate children in North Carolina. In con- 
sequence of that burden, in consequence of the condition that every 
man knows that the State of North Carolina and the South was placed 
in by the results of the war, I have felt it my duty to support this bil! 
in order to get what relief I could against the dangers and the evils o: 
illiteracy that the State is not competent to oppose. 

I wish to say that these constant taunts and twittings of the States 
of the South with their poverty and their inability to give their people 
proper education have long ago ceased to be merely a want of magna- 
nimity and have passed into the boundaries of positive and absolute 
meanness. It threatens to convert the insolent pride of Tom Bounderh, 
of Coketown into pious humility and to elevate by contrast the char- 
acter of Pecksniff into that of a most respectable Christian gentleman 
Magnanimous Senators would not do it, sir. 

Mr. President, this is twice that I have spoken upon this bill. I trust 
that there will not be any occasion for me to speak upon it any more 

Mr. DOLPH. I submitted a proposed amendment to the pending 
It has been printed and laid 
on the desks of Senators, and as I desire at this time to make some r 
marks on the bill which will be applicable to the amendment, or whic! 
may be properly considered if the bill should be recommitted, I ask + 
have the amendment read by the Secretary of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FryYeEin the chair). The Senato 
from Oregon asks unanimous consent to offer, now out of order, thi 
Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that it be read in connection with my remarks 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that the Senator asks to offer 
except informally, in order to make a speech at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He offers it to have it printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is already printed, but he offers it to be read pre- 
ceding his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. He wishes to have it read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Oregon state 
again what he desires? 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment was proposed for the purpose of be- 
ing printed, and was printed under the order of the Senate, and has 
been laid on the desks of Senators. As I now desire to make some re- 
marks in regard to the bill which may apply to that amendment, and 
as it may be thought proper to be considered by the committee if th: 
bill should be recommitted, I ask that the amendment proposed by me 
may be read now, preceding the remarks which I propose to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


Sec. 16. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a commissioner of common schools in each State and 
Territory, who shall be a citizen thereof, and who shall reside therein and be 
especially charged with all the details of the execution of this act within his 
jurisdiction and in co-operation with the State authorities, and who shall per- 
form such other duties as may be assigned to him by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. In the Territories such commissioners shall also be charged with the gen- 
eral supervision of public education within their respective Territories, and 
shall possess all the powers now vested in Territorial superintendents of pub) i: 
instruction, or by Territorial boards of education, or other Territorial officers 
performing the usual functions of such superintendents and boards. Such com 
missioners shall devote themselves to the promotion of the general interest of 
public education in the respective States and Territories for which they ha 
been appointed. They shall annually make full reports of aH matters co 
nected with schools within their respective States and Territories, and of : 


details in the administration of this act, to the Secretary of the Interior, and 


| special reports when requested by the Secretary todo so. Each commissione: 
| shall receive a salary of 33,000 a year. 


prettier womenin regard to wearing jewelry and gew-gaws, and warned | 


Mr. DOLPH. Whenon Friday last 1 proposed the amendment which 


| has just been read I intended to let it be submitted toa vote of the Sen- 
| ate without provoking discussion by any extended explanation of its 


| provisions. 


[ thought the object of the amendment was sufficiently ap- 
parent, and that that object would commend itself to all Senators who 
thought as I did, and I was perfectly well aware that to undertake to 
convince any one who did not believe the amendment necessary would 
be to enter upon an unprofitable field of discussion. 











Since then the character of the discussion upon this question has 


very materially changed. We have had charges and counter-charges, 
crimination and recrimination. Se ; 
who do not approve ofall the provisions of the bill have been charged by 
our brethren upon the other side of the Chamber with insincerity in 
professing to desire the education of the colored people in the South. 
So much has been laid at the door of the General Government and of 
the Republican party by Senators on the other side of the Chamber by 
direct charge and by insinuation on account of past transactions affect- 
ing the civil and political status of the colored people in the South, 
and this measure 1s of so much importance and has excited such gen- 
eral interest, that I think I am justified in giving some reasons why I 
have offered the amendment just read and in making some general 
observations in regard to the bill. 

| treely admit that great deference ought to be shown to the opin- 
‘ons and recommendations of the committee who have pzepared and re- 
por ted the bill. I admire the ability and research of the chairman of 
the committee, and commend theearnestness with which he has pressed 
the bill upon the attention of the Senate. But nevertheless, in my ac- 
tion upon the bill, I must be governed by my own judgment as to its 
merits, and I am not willing that my position upon the question of 
yeneral education, and the powerand duty of the General Government 
to aid in the cause of popular education in any portion of this Union, 
should be determined here or elsewhere by my approval or disapproval 
of the bill. 

With all due deference to the authors and friends of the bill, it ap- 
pears to me there is too much of a disposition to look upon the disap- 
proval of any of the provisions of the bill as hostility to the measure 
itself. We are asked to accept the bill as an oracle or a revelation, or 
at least as coming from some infallible source. 

I concur in the main with the Senator from New Hampshire in the 
proposition which he laid down in his speech in opening the debate 
upon this measure as to the duty of the General Government to aid in 
the education of the masses and in promoting the intelligence and vir- 
tue of the people. It is the duty of the nation to educate itself; and | 
believe that it is the duty of the Federal Government, in so far as the 
power to do so has been conferred upon it, to aid by appropriations out 
of the Federal Treasury in providing the means for the instruction of 
the children who are to become the voters and lawmakers of the nation, 
in any portion of this Union, when a necessity therefor arises by reason 
of the failure of the State governments to educate the children of school 
age within their borders. This duty of educating the rising generation 
exists because the perpetuity of our national existence, the preservation 
of our free institutions, and the prosperity and consequent happiness 
and general welfare of the people demand it. 

Conceding, therefore, that the constitutional power exists in the 
General Government to aid general education when the circumstances 
demand it, and conceding also that illiteracy prevails in some portions 
of this country to such an extent as to justify the General Government 
in interfering and making appropriations for that purpose, nevertheless 
I do not entirely approve of this bill. One objection to the bill is that it 
is proposed by it to grant aid to all the States and Territories of the Union 
for educational purposes, without reference to the question as to whether 
a necessity for such aid exists. It is assumed that in every State and 
Territory of this Union illiteracy prevails to such an extent, and there 


Senators on this side of the Chamber | 
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exists such inability or indisposition upon the part of the State and | 


Territorial governments to educate the masses, that there is a necessity 


for the General Government to interfere and make appropriations out | 


of the Treasury for the purpose of doing that which the State govern- 
ments and Territorial governments can not or will not do. 
I think the assumption is not justified by the facts. We have already 


heard it asserted during this debate by Senators from two of the South- | 
ern States that those States have sufficient ability to educate their own | 
I do not think there is a State among the New England 


children. 
States, the Northern States, the Middle States, the States and Territories 


of the great West, nor of the Pacific coast that has not sufficient ability | 


to educate all the children of school age within its borders. I appre- 
hend that the illiteracy which is shown to exist in those States is not 


the result of the want of ability and disposition on the part of the States | 


to provide the means of education, but is caused by the failure of the 
parents of the children to require their attendance upon the schools 
provided, and probably in part by the arrival in those States of illiterate 
foreigners after they have passed the school age, and for whose illiteracy 
those communities are not responsible. 

It has been admitted during the debate on this bill and it is generally 
understood that the aid for educational purposes to be given by the Gen- 
eral Government under the provisions of this bill is intended for the 
education of the colored children of theSouth. If that is the case, why 
not go directly at the matter? Why not provide for the object in- 
tended without all this cireumlocution? I can see no objection toa bill 
by which an appropriation shall be made to aid in providing the means 
for education where such aid is required without appropriating money 
to aid the States and Territories where such aid is not required. Ican 


not see that any constitutional objection is avoided by making the pro- 
visions of the bill applicable to all the States and Territories of the 
Union. 


On the contrary, I think the fact that this bill undertakes to 
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make appropriations for school purposes in States where such aid is not 
needed is an objection to the bill. 

While I am willing in view of the illiteracy which is alleged to exist 
in certain portions of the Union, and in view of the fact that there is 
not the ability or the disposition in those portions of the Union to edu- 
cate the masses, to support any practical measure by which the neces 
sary aid shall be afforded to the States where aid is needed, I am not 
willing under the pressure of the plea of the great importance of imme- 
diate action to shut my eyes and swallow blindly any measure which 
may be offered. 

Neither am I willing to admit that any measure of relief which shal! 
be granted by the General Government with my concurrence is made 
as the payment ofan obligation which the Government owes to any se 
tion of this country on account of any past transactions affecting th 
civil or political status of the colored race. I am not willing to admit 
as between any portion of this Union and the General Government that 
the latter is to blame forthe ignorance of the colored peoplein the South 
or for their alleged unfitness to exercise the elective franchise. I a1 
not willing toadmit that the General Government instriking the shackles 
from 4,000,000 slaves in the South committed a wrong against th 
people of the South or against the people of any section of this Union 
Iam not willing to admit that the Congress of the United States in 
passing laws and the Federal courts and the executive officers in m 
dertaking to enforce laws for the protection of the citizens of the United 
States in those rights which by the Declaration of Independence wer 
asserted to be the inalienable rights of man have wronged the South 
or wronged any portion of this Union. Lastly, Iam not willing to admit 
that the General Government in declaring that all the citizens of th 
United States shall be entitled to the elective franchise violated the rights 
of the South or did anything for which reparation must now be mad 





I 





le 

I wish it understood, so far as I am concerned, that the duty of the 
Federal Government to aid in the education of citizens of any part of 
the Union rests, if that obligation exists at all, upen the fact that illit- 
eracy exists there, that the presence of illiterate masses in a tree gov 
ernment is dangerous, and that there is a want of ability or a want of 
disposition in the States upon whom the primary obligation of educating 
the citizens of the States is devolved to educate the masses, and there 
fore the General Government, as a matter of self-protection, undert: 
to do that which the States are unable or unwilling to do 

I am not willing either to concede, at least I am not convinced, that 
there is a State in this Union which could not, if it was thoroughly in 
earnest in the matter ofgeducation, provide the means for obtaining a 
common-school education to every child within the State. The Sen 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] yesterday referred to the con 
tion of the school system of his State fifty years ago. I do not believe 
there is a State in this Union but which to-day has as nauch ability to 
educate every child of school age within its borders as the State of Mas 
sachusetts and the other New England States had fifty years ago 


ikes 


I hold in my hand a copy of the report of the clerk of school dist1 
No. 1, of Multnomah County, Oregon, for the year 1853. As we hav 
had so many statistics on this question I will ask the Secretary to read 
it, that it may be incorporated in my remarks 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Clerk’ s report for the year ¢ nding I % bruary 20 


RECEIPTS 


From tax-roll, 1883 , $5, $17 11 
From delinquent, previous year { 
From bills payable..... saaveieanauned 7 1 
From county and State funds as } 
From tuition ; ‘ : {0 
From sundry receipts 
Total 158, 42 
Overdrawn on Ladd & Tilton ; 
Total 155, 622 


EXPENDITURES 
Balance overdrawn, as per last report 
Bills payable (note to Bank of British Columbia », OOM 
Taxes refunded 
Library .. 
School furniture 
Maps, globes, &e sie 
Advertising, drayage, and diplomas. i 
Interest al : 1 4 
Insurance ; ! 
Teachers ; : v 
Janitors... ‘ i piensa . 4,74) 
Janitors’ supplies 15 82 
Printing and binding 7 
Stationery odin MM 7 
Repairs and furniture 
Street and sidewalk improvemer 
Wood 
Tuition refunded 
General expense account 


Failing school improvement ; 6. 718 


sal iries 


its 


Couch school improvement 

Rent of building 1.200 00 

Repair , 1525 ( 

High-schoo! building setae 5. 926 : 

Water ; = Luo 

Supplies for night-school 41 
Total 135, 622 O4 



















































































































































































































































































































































































































Mr. DOLPH To be readin connection with that report I have com- 


piled from the tables recorded in the speech of the chairman of the | 


committee having this bill in charge a statement showing the amount 
which would be available for school purposes in the Southern States 
during the first year under the operation of this bill, provided the rate 
of taxation for school purposes were the same as in the year 1880: 





Virginia a ieseiaa ‘ ecesvecceceee $2, 198,306 77 
West Virginia : . oosenen piaitan 919,766 89 
North Carolina 1,530,351 94 
South Carolinia 1,325, 775 88 
Georgia : seseninbeent sisegmesvcnwadisgaads am 
Florida “ sittennaenaiuintaingiiiniiite " 328, 782 07 
Alabama os sine omanepennniin sescesenbatteune en ane El 
Mississippi Seine " ‘canada tialiitninadatat . 1,719,112 5 | 
Louisiana intiiuptindtiiate — shadietiinancitale 1, 347,096 35 
lexas = soe ebescsssbovetecesscnscouesentbasnesneneanenns niet “sc 
Arkansas : - — sassieeiiaain 855, 147 53 
Kentucky ; petiabinbinniaeianentbaiti sibets 2, 034, 958 56 
Tennessee . gyeee eoonsese : neue 1, 839, 305 71 
Total ao aE al aa aaa cabesconasonommenes! 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be kind enough to repeat his state- 
ment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I refer toa table which I have compiled from one of the 
tables incorporated in the Senator’s speech upon this bill, which shows 
the amount which would be available for school purposes in the sev- 
eral Southern States during the first year under the operation of this bill, 
derived from the funds proposed to be appropriated and from taxation 
at the same rate as in 1880. The total amount is $19,135,094.36. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not quite understand the Senator. Does he say 
that that would be the amount they would receive for the first year? 

Mr. DOLPH. That would be the amount they would receive under 


this bill and the amount which would be derived from taxation at the | 


same rate as in 1880 and upon the same valuation of property, as shown 
by the census returns for 1880. It is taken from the Senator's own 
tabl 

Mr. BLAIR. There is some misunderstanding, because the entire 
appropriation from the General Government under the bill would be 
but $15,000,000 the first year. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the Senator’s speech delivered in opening this de- 


bate he presented a table showing what would be provided tor school | 


purposes in the several States under the provisions of the bill—that is, 
the appropriation for the first year added to the amount which would 
be raised by taxation at the same rate as in 1880. I have simply com- 
piled a table from the Senator’s statistics showing what amount would 
be received by the Southern States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand that the Senator’s table shows that 
the Southern States, taxing themselves for school purposes at the same 
rate they did in 1880, would now receive $19,000,000 ? 


Mr. DOLPH. No, sir: but it shows the amount which would be | 


raised by taxation added to their share of the appropriation proposed 
by the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Put together ? 

Mr. DOLPH. The amount available for school purposes in all the 
Southern States would be $19,000,000 and over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand theSenator. That is nota very strange 
statement considering that they are now paying about $14,000,000 in 
those same States, and would receive under the provision of the bill 
$10,000,000 or $11,000,000; so that really with their present taxation 
largely increased over that of 1880 they would be giving $24,000,000 
or $25,000,000, making a good showing. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator is certainly mistaken in regard to that. 
I have taken the figures from the table he presented in his speech, and 


I undertake to-say that it is a correct statement, and they could not in | 


1880, the year to which the table refers, have expended the amount 
now stated by him. 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to be understood as saying that they 


spent that in 1880. They have spent by the latest returns that I have | 


seen $13,303,000, and it has been thought that the present year the 
aggregate of expenditure will be about $14,000,000 in the Southern 
States. 

Mr. DOLPH. So much the better for my purpose in the illustration 
which I desire to make. Not having the figures at hand showing the 
amount which was expended during the last year, I took the figures pre- 
sented by the Senator from New Hampshire, showing the amount which 
was expended in 1880 as the basis of the statement which I proposed to 
make. According tothe table presented by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire the total assessed value of the taxable property of the Southern 
States for the year 1880, according to the census returns shown by the 
table presented by him on page 2203 of the RECORD, was $2,370,923, 269. 

The several county courts of Oregon are required by law to levy an 
annual tax for school purposes of 3 mills on the dollar, and for the year 
1883, the year for which the report which has been read was made, said 
school district No. 1 levied a district tax of 5 mills on the dollar for 
schoo] purposes. That madea total tax of 8 millsonthedollar. Eight 
mills on the dollar upon the assessed value of the taxable property in 
the Southern States according to the census of 1880 would provide a 
school fund of $18,967,386.08, which lacks $167,708.36 of being equal 
to the amount which would be provided for school purposes under the 
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operations of this bill during the first year by taxation in the Southery 
States at the same rate that they were taxed in 1880 for school pu poses 
added to their proportionate share of the appropriation under this |)j}] 

Itis but fair tostate that the district to which I have referred inc} yd, 

| large portion of the city of Portland, but I still insist that if the people 

| of the Southern States would tax themselves to the same extent t} 

the people of the city of Portland voluntarily tax themselves for t] 

support of schools a fund would be provided sufficient to furnish fix 

ties for the education of all the children of school age in those Stat 

equal to those enjoyed by one-halfof the members of this body during 

| their childhood and equal to the edacational facilities provided by 

States in this Union fifty years ago. 

| While this is true, I fear that thereis not that enthusiasm in sonie 0; 

the States for general education and that sense of the obligation of t 

people of the States to provide for the education of the children of th, 

| State that ought to exist. There are men in every community, men o{ 
intelligence and men of ability, who affect to believe that education {o; 

| the masses is not necessary. There are men who affect to believe that 

| the States have no right to tax the property of its citizens for genera] 
education. Sir, I would not vote to place any such man at the head oj 
any of the educational institutions of this country. While, in view o: 

| the fact that illiteracy exists to an alarming extent in some portions 

| of the Union, and of the further fact that there is an inability or an in- 

| disposition to provide for the education of the masses, I am willing to 
vote for appropriations out of the Federal Treasury tor the purpose of 

aiding in education, I want to know before I vote to place the distri- 

| bution of such appropriation under the control of the States and Terri- 

tories that the people of such States and Territories believe as I do in 

regard to the importance of general education. 

Before I am called upon to vote for such a supervision of this fund | 
think I am entitled to know that the States and Territories which are 
| authorized to control its distribution are in favor of general education 
| without distinction of race or color. And because I am not satisfied 
upon that point I have proposed the amendment which has been read, 
an amendment which affects alike all the States and Territories of th 
Union, and to which there should be no objection; an amendment which 
is intended to reserve to the General Government some sort of supe! 
vision in conjunction with the State authorities over the final distri 
bution of this fund to the school districts and other local organizati: 
entitled to it under the provisions of the bill. 

I have been told in talking about this Southern question by rey) 
sentative men from the South, *‘ You can not put yourself in our } 
tion and look upon this question as we do.”’ I say, ‘‘ You can not ») 
yourselves in my position and look upon this question as Ido.”’ It has 
| been said by the advocates of this bill, ‘‘We are willing to trust tly 
South with the distribution of this fund.’”’ I disclaim any dispositi: 
to distrust or question the good faith of any of the friends of this bill, 01 
the good intentions of any officer of a State government; and I would 
not unnecessarily or unjustly make any reflections against any Stat 
government, but I can not close my eyes to the history of the pust 
I can not be deaf tothe complaints which are made against the Gencral 
Government in regard to the transactions of the past and in regard to 
| the conduct of public affairs at the present by Senators on the other 
| side of this Chamber day after day. It is because the standpoint from 
| which the dominant party in the South looks upon this question of the 
civil and political status of the colored race and upon the obligation o! 
| the States to coneede to the colored man his rights guaranteed to him 
by the Constitution and laws of the United States and to protect him 
in the enjoyment of the same is so different from my own that I fear 
there will not be found within some of the States that enthusiasm for 
the education of the colored race that is necessary to insure an impar- 
tial distribution of this fund. 

I was greatly pleased with what I heard from the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. GARLAND] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] in 
regard to the disposition of the white people of those States toward the 
colored race and in regard to the efforts which are being made for the 
| education of all the illiterate classes in those States. If I could be con- 
| vinced that such was the case in every portion of the Union I would be 
willing to vote not only $105,000,000 in ten years, but $500,000,000 in 
ten years. I would be willing to vote to apply a remedy equal to the 
evil and to the danger that is to be feared from the evil. But my pres- 
ent information is—I would be giad te know that I am mistaken, I 
would be glad to know that I have entirely misconceived the condition 
of the colored population in the South—my present information is that 
in some of the former slaveholding States, or at least in some localities 
| in them, the colored man is practically now deprived of certain civil and 
| political rights which have been guaranteed to him by the Constitution 
and laws of the Union. I will not undertake to say who has done this, 
I will not undertake to say who is responsible for it, but I do say that 
the States where those things have occurred ought to be held responsi- 
ble for it, whether the State governments have been the instruments by 
| which it has been done, whether it has been done by the connivance of 
| the State authorities. or whether it has resulted alone from the failure 
on the part of the State governments to protect the colored man in his 
| civil and political rights. I do not propose to go into a history «f the 
| condition of the colored race in the Southern States since slavery was 
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sbolished. I do not even propose to state wit h any degree of particu- 
larity what I understand to be the present political condition of the col- 
ored man in the South. I merely state what I understand to be the fact, 
that the colored man in some portions of the South is practically denied 


the rights already conferred upon him by law. 






As I have already said, without questioning the good faith of the | 


friends of this bill or of any members of this body, before I am called 
upon to vote to place the fund proposed to be appropriated by the bill 
under the control of a State or Territory north or south I think I am 
entitled to have some evidence that that State or Territory is in sym- 
pathy with the objects of the bill and will faithfully carry it into effect. 

[ disclaim any hostility to the South. 
ing the animosities engendered by the war of the rebellion. I can over- 
look the great mistake of theSouth, which in the light of subsequent his- 
tory proved to be a great crime against this Government; I can even 
admire to a certain degree the zeal and fortitude with which the people 


extent for not accepting at once with a good grace the results of the 
war; but I can not approve of a systematic attempt to nullify the laws 
of the United States enacted for the protection of its citizens, or of the 
public sentiment which justifies it. I know that I have entered upon 
an unpopular subject, a subject which excites but little interest in any 
part of the Union; but it is a subject which appears to be pertinent to 
the question before the Senate, and I have touched it as mildly as I 
could. The question, however, is not unimportant. 

The relation between the colored race and the white race in the South 
in my view of the case is a question in which the South has a paramount 
interest, and is one which I believe they must themselves dispose of. 
If the people of this country will not listen to the discussion of it to- 
day, I fear the time will come when they will be compelled to listen. 
There is no idea so dangerous as the idea that the laws of a country may 
be persistently and systematically violated. Law is the bond of society; 
organized society is civil government, and the enforcement of law is the 
only safeguard which the citizen has for the protection of hisrights. I 





° ° . - “= 
am firmly convinced that there is no people which can afford to permit | 
) I 


any class of its citizens to be deprived of their rights under the law. 
The oppressed of to-day may become the oppressors of to-morrow, and 
liberty and the future peace and prosperity of this country demand that 
every citizen and every class shall be protected in their rights under 
the law. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, in detaining the Senate for a few mo- 
ments I do not wish to follow the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] into that province of which he seems to have among all the 
Senators upon this floor a monopoly, the raking up of the faile 1 and for- 
gotten comic almanac, weak old jokes which could not even get a sale 
at a penny apiece to those productions when they were fresh, for the 
sake of composing speeches for the Senate of the United States. The 
Senator will enjoy that method of debating by himself, so far as I am 
concerned. But I think after his speech it is proper that I should call 
the attention of the Senate, and of any other person to whom this great 
and grave public question may have an interest, to precisely what has 
happened and the attitude in which, so far as he has been able to do it, 
he has put the community which he represents upon this floor. 

Since I have been in public life there has been no public question in 
which I have taken so deep an interest, nothing to which I have devoted 
so much of study or of effort, as the question of aiding, so far as could be 
done within the proper limits of national authority, the elevation of the 
States of the South in that education which as I believe is net only 
the measure of the title of any community to rank among civilized 
States but is the sure product and cause of wealth, dignity, happiness, 


manhood, to the individual citizens of whom those States are composed. | 


In the other House, as is known tosome gentlemen within the sound 
of my voice, I had the honor of introducing a measure which I sub- 
mitted tothe Republican leaders in that day and was informed by nearly 
every one of them that it was totally impracticable, but which fuller 
discussion and effort carried through by a decided majority, giving to 
the States of the South the entire proceeds of the public lands of this 


I am glad that time is soften- | Kansas had said nothing except in criticism of some detail found in a 


of the South contended for a bad cause; I excuse the South to some | 


j 


| 
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| munity which I represent with a boast; but I think wnder those cir 


| osition. 





| the people of the North through their representatives in Congress awoke to their 


private benefit, to come here when there is a proposition to help the colored peo 
| ple * * * and say tous, “Well, you must help youtselves 
- * * * 


. . . . ' ° ' 
country forever; that is, giving those proceeds to the States according 


to the proportion of their illiteracy, so that nine-tenths of the benefac- 
tion would go there, a fund which in some years had yielded from five 
to ten million dollars. 
it mine, though reported from another committee, passed the Senate 
the Congress before the last, adding to the fund derived from the public 
lands the proceeds of the patent laws, almost wholly the contribution 
of the portion of the Union to which Ibelong. Although I had taken 
no active part either in the preparation or in the support of this meas- 
ure, it was because I preferred that newer and stronger and better soldiers 
should succeed to the contest in which my interest was not in the least 
diminished. 

I do not speak of this by way of boast either for myself or the Com- 
monwealth which I represent. Two hundred thousand dollars only 
of this money will go Massachusetts; and that is to go to remove an 
illiteracy which is wholly with persons who come from other communi- 
ties within her borders. With I suppose a little more than half our 
population, $1,100,000 is to go to the State of North Carolina. As I 
stated before, I do not say this by way of boast. 


A similar bill drawn by me and every line of 


I would not have | political feeling. 


| the evils under which we suffered and all evils in government originat« 
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the bad taste to accompany an act of generosity for myself or the com 


cumstances, when we come with this proposition in our hands asking 
but the simple condition from the State governments to whom it is to 
be given that they shall apply it for the purpose and shall tell us how 
they have applied it year by year, we are entitled to be met in some 
other way than by the method which the Senator from North Carolina 
adopted, and which he adopted before I had addressed the Senate at 
all upon this question. 

Let me read what the Senator from North Carolina said to this prop 
It was not his answer to any man’s speech. 



























































The Senator from 


section of the pending measure. 
setts. 


It was not his answer to Massachu 
It was his answer to this bill, which gives $11,000,000 or there- 
abouts to the States for which he especially spoke, and $2,000,000 only 
or thereabouts to the other twenty-seven States of the Union. 

Here is what the Senator from North Carolina said: 


Mr. President, it was my intention originally to have said not a word on this 
bill, There was no particular call for it from the State which I represent; and 
it was looked upon as a voluntary offering upon the part of the people of the 
North. 


* * » * * * . 


There are some things that can not be denied in connection with this matter 
He proceeded: 


It is true that the people of the North set free the colored people in the South 
It is true that they not only freed them without any preparation for their new 
state, but that they conferred upon them the highest rights of an American 
citizen. * * * When constitutional amendments and penal acts were not 
of sufficient avail they forced the colored people into positions of equality if not 
superiority with the white people of the South by the use of the bayonet ‘ 
* They knew that it meant a dilution of or an infusion into the right of suf 
frage of a vast element of ignorance and vice. * They knew that it meant 
a surrender of several of the States of the South to the absolute control of this 
colored majority, and they knewthatitmeant * * the actual endangering 
of all the institutions which the white people of the South had built up, and even, 
in their opinion, of their civilization itself. 


* 


* * 


es. © 


He is not stating his opinion, but that is his answer to our proposi 
tion, that we did this thing with the knowledge, with the infthmous 
and guilty knowledge, of these terrible results which he said were to 
follow from our policy: 


When we were told that, and exhorted to patience, it was known to our 
friends on the other side likewise that we were unable to impart that education 
to those people; that in the struggle which set them free and inthe subsequent 
eras of carpet-bagism and rapine we were so impoverished and so destroyed 
financially that we were absolutely unable to so tax ourselves as to impart thir 
blessings of education to those people 

* *» : 

At the same time that we were thus suffering under the evils of poverty and 
this infliction of the infusion of ignorance and vice into the suffrage and into 
the management of our affairs, we were held by the people of the North to the 
same rigid accountability for our public conduct as was exacted from the m« 
highly educated communities; * and upon the slightest pretense 
investigated us, and continue to investigate us, notwithstanding 


That was also well known 


* + 


rst 
you say t 
the want of suflicient education of the masses 

Then he says: 

After this state of things has endured nearly twenty years, at last a portion of 
duty. One honorable Senator in this body at least bethought him of the pana 


cea, and he brings in the bill * for the purpose of removing the great 
evil under which the people of the South have suffered. 


* 


Then he goes on to taunt the other States with having received a large 
share of the public lands and states to the rest of us that we must learn 
to help ourselves: 

We will help ourselves if you will take your hands off of us 
us alone we will agree to help ourselves. 
your factories in the North 


If you will let 
If you will quit taxing us to support 


North Carolina with its vast and magnificent water-pdwer— 


* *£ 8 


we will agree to help ourselves. If vou will doctor your ownsick cows 
and calves we willhelp ourselves. It comes with a very bad grace indeed from a 
portion of the country where all the fortunes that have been accumulated have 
been accumulated by making everybody help them by universal taxation for 


Mr. President, I do not expect this bill to pass; I have no idea that it will 
pass. I have always doubted, and I say it with proper Senatorial courtesy, the 
professions of many gentlemen on the other side when they were so interested 


about the improvement, moral and inteilectual, of the colored race in the South 
While they would send emissariesamong them and band them together for po 
litical partisan purposes, and pat them on the back and urge them forward in 


the name of freedom and advancement, &c., tc the poils, I have always believed 
that when it came to doing something really for the benefit of that people ther« 
would be flinching, and I am not disappointed at finding it. 

And so on. 

I should like to know if there is any Senator on this floor, from the 
South orthe North, the East or the West, who, whatever he might think 
of the principle of this bill or however earnest might be his convictions 
of the misconduct of his political associates, is capable of meeting a 
measure of generosity, of liberality, of large expenditure, by such a slap 
in the face and such an insult as was contained in the original speech of 
the Senator from* North Carolina. I do not believe that the Senator 
can find among his political associates a Senator who will rise in his 
place and say that under the circumstances he considers that speech a 
decent and a fitting thing to havesaid, whatever may be the intensity of 
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Now. Mr. President, let us come to what I said. Senators upon my 


side of the Chamber thought that this bill was not sufficiently guarded | 


in two respects: that it did not secure the application of the money to 
the purpose for which it was designed, and that it did not leave the 
United States Government that annual control over appropriations from 
the public Treasury which our theory of frequent elections of their rep- 
resentatives by the people implies. I rose to answer that proposition, 
and I answered it as well as 1 knew how. 
guard of requiring an annual report of the number of children attend- 
ing public schools was the magician’s wand by which Horace Mann had 


revolutionized the public-school system of Massachusetts, and that when | 


any town found itself lowest in the scale, somebody in that town went 


to work to remove that disgrace from the town of which he wasa citi- | 


zen. Isaid that the effect had been that it had multiplied by fifteen, 
I think, the appropriation per capita for the public-school system of 
Massachusetts, and I added, with no intention of boasting, that the 
State then as now headed the column of Commonwealths in this coun- 
try. It was proper to say, in speaking of the success of this apparently 
feeble and simple provision, that it had caused the success of that com- 
munity which was most successful. 
heard the sound of my voice except the Senator from North Carolina 
construed that asa boast. Then I added, at which he seems to have 
taken offense, in speaking of the present condition of North Carolina or 
of any other State, that if in the future North Carolina should at any 


time find herself the tail State in this matter (perhaps not a very taste- | 


ful phrase, but it was the one which came into my head at the moment) 
I thought she would set to work to get out of that position, and we 
should not hear such speeches as we had heard from her Senator the 
other day. 

That is the whole of thisstory. It isall that had happened until the 
Senator from North Carolina rose to make the speech that we have heard. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator from Louisiana, before he proceeds, 
will just allow me to say that I concur inthe greater part of everything 
that the Senator from Massachusetts has said; that is to say, in all that 
part of his speech which consisted in reading from mine I am heartily 
with him. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, I had intended to content myself with 
casting a silent vote in favor of this measure. It is one which my peo- 
ple approve and favor, one which I favor, and have from its inception. 
I think great credit is due to the very able chairman of the committee 
which has presented this measure, and to the Senators associated with 
him or their efforts in bringing it before the Senate and the country, 
for the diligence which they have displayed in collecting facts andsta- 
tistics to present to the Senate and the country, and for their single- 
minded efforts in behalf of a cause which is not only dear to the people 
of my State, but which has become a measure of necessity to the people 
of one-half of the States of this Union, if notin some manner to them 
all 


I accept this bill in behalf of the people whom I in part represent | 
as a great benefaction, as a great assistance to a people overburdened 
by a charge laid upon them which they are unable to meet, but which 
they have every disposition to carry out to the very best of their ability. 
The State of Louisiana figures far down in the roll of States charged 


with having a large illiterate population. Ido not intend to go into 
details that have been discussed over and over again to show why this 


great illiteracy exists, certainly not by our fault, and certainly any one | 


who has studied the history of the Southern States since the war, who 
is familiar with the struggle which those people have made to regain 
their former prosperity, who considers the burden of debt and taxation 
under which they have been staggering, who considers the immense 
amount of property which was swept away and destroyed in the civil 
revolution in which they were engaged, must recognize the inability of 
that people to fulfill the duty which they owe, and I admit it, to give 
the children living within their States the benefit of education and to 
qualify them for the enjoyment of the privileges and the performance 
of the duties of citizens. 

Therefore I intended to vote for the bill without saying a word in 


its favor, believing that its manifold merits had been fully set forth by | 


the Senator who had it in charge. But I can not remain in my seat 
and be silent as to charges which have been made against the people of 
my State as well as the other States of the South by Senators who 
have spoken in opposition to the bill, on the other side of the Chamber, 
yesterday and to-day. 


The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] last evening | 


approached the consideration of the bill with that cool deliberation 
which always characterizes him. 
timents towards the people of the South; he had nothing but pity and 
sympathy for them in their misfortunes; he advocated the general ob- 
ject and character of the bill, vindicated its constitutionality, assumed 


the duty which he said rested upon the people of the country to educate | 


those ignorant people, the emancipated slaves and their children, and 
then proceeded to give reasons why he could not vote for the bill, reasons 
in search of which he went back into the days immediately after the 
war, and raked up the history of the period of reconstruction, the kill- 
ing of Abraham Lincoln, the turpitudes and tergiversations of Andrew 
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I said that this little safe- | 


I do not believe any person who | 


He expressed the most gencrous sen- | 


26. 
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| Johnson, the passage of the constitutional amendments, the necessjt, 
which rested upon the political party then in power to give the ballot 
to the emancipated slaves, winding up by the intimation that it was 
| unsafe at the present time to put the control of the expenditure of t}j. 
| money in the hands of the people of the South, intimating that at this 
day, nearly twenty years after the events of which he was speaking 
after the results of the war had been fully accepted, after the coustity 
tional amendments had been recognized and accepted as fully at th, 
South as at the North, giving as his reasons for opposing the bill tha; 
the South could not be trusted to administer this fund unless som. 
amendments are made to the bill by which Federal machinery can | 
carried into the States to control its administration and its distributio) 

To-day the Senator from the far-off State of Oregon [Mr. Do.p; 
also in a mild and brotherly manner has expressed his sympathy wit 
| the South, his friendship for the South, his affection for its people, h 
| admiration for the stand which they took and maintained for nea; 
| four years in a mistaken cause, his admiration forthe manner in whi, 
| they accepted the results of the ruin and downfall of that canse, } 
| admiration for the manner in which they accepted the measures o1 
construction, and yet, with all this, he has taken upon himself to m 
insinuations and charges against those States and their people of 1] 
most injurious and calumnious character. Without specifying one si 
gle charge or giving one single source of information, he has assumed to 
say that we set aside and tread upon the constitutional amendments 
he has assumed to say that we deprive one class of the people of th 
constitutional and civil rights; he has assumed to express his beli 
that we will not faithfully administer this fund if confided to us fo: 
the purpose of educating the colored people. He has said, with all his 
generous sympathy for us, that he has manifold reasons for believing 
and knowing all these things, and yet he has not made one specifi 
charge nor given one single and solitary fact. His speech couched 
in honeyed words was full of gall and bitterness. He professes that 
his feelings are those of beneficence toward the people of the South, and 
yet he stabs them in their tenderest sensibilities without giving any 
reasons or any facts, but intimating that he has some secret source 
information which convinces him that those people who have borne sv 
much, submitted to so much, and vindicated their claim to patienu 
and to manhood through so many years, can not be trusted with th 
administration of this benefaction which this bill proposes to give to 
them, not for themselves but for the purpose of educating the ignorant 
the uncultivated wards of the nation, whom you have made their citizens 
and suffragans. 

Mr. President, I deny these charges, baseless as they are, as calum 
| nies, as slanderous imputations upon the people whom I in part repre- 
sent. I say that to the best of our ability in the State of Louisiana 
and I believe throughout the South, we have striven todo equal justic: 
to the colored man with the white; that in the matter of education 
we have opened our schools to both classes alike. Small as our means 
have been, humble as our efforts have been from want of means to m 
them greater, we have divided equally with the colored race. We hav: 
given them equal school-houses, teachers of equal capacity, and an equ 
distribution of the school fund in proportion to their population, and 
have striven to the best of our poor ability to give them the benetits ot 
education. 

Whose interest is it that those people should be educated? From th 
North comes for them a profound sympathy. You sympathize with 
them for their former condition of slavery, you sympathize with them 
| for their ignorance, you sympathize with them for their poverty; but 
they are our fellow-citizens and are living among us. We meet them 
in the walks of every-day life. They are our neighbors, they pervad: 
the streets of our cities, they livein our villages, and they cultivate om 
farms and fields; they mix with our families, they mix with our chi 
dren, they vote at the polls, and to a large extent control our elections 
The presiding officer [Mr. FRYE in the chair] shakes his head. | 
think if he couches that shake of the head in the same language is 
| the Senator from Oregon I can disprove it so far as the State which | 
| represent is concerned. It is to the interest of our people that w: 
| should educate that population. Ignorant and uneducated, they ar 
dangerous to our civilization, dangerous to our safety, dangerous to our 
| peace, dangerous to our prosperity. It is to our interest to educat: 
| them, to qualify them for those duties of citizenship which you have 
| bestowed upon them, and for which, as certainly you will admit your- 
| selves, they are incapacitated. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him « 
moment for a question ? 

Mr. JONAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Did I understand the Senator to express th 
opinion that the colored people of the South controlled the elections 01 
that section ? 

Mr. JONAS. They do in somesections where they have the numer- 
| ical right to control, and they control them in some instances in the 
| interest of the Democratic party; but they vote freely; they vote as 

they please. I am aware that if they vote for the Democratic party 
the Senator does not consider, and will not believe, that they exercise 
their civil rights, but they vote as they please. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator greatly misrepresents me. 
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Mr. JONAS. If I dol take it all back. 
represent the Senator. ' 

Mr. HARRISON. I have but one desire, and that is that everybody 
in the South as well as in the North, every black man as well as white 
man, shall express his own convictions by a free and untrammeled bal- 
lot, which shall be fairly counted. 

Mr. JONAS. Ishake hands with the Senator; and that his ballot 
may be free and untrammeled and may be intelligent, I want to give 
the blessings of education to him and his children. I want to qualify 
all for the exercise of that right intelligently; and therefore I accept 
the benefaction which you bring us. We are unable to give them edu- 
cation, and I welcome this aid. 


I have no desire to mis- 
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Mr. HAMPTON. Twenty-four thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUTLER. Twenty-four thousand dollars to the State univer 
sity in Columbia. It appropriates about $15,000 or $20,000 to the Cit 
adel Academy in Charleston. In addition to that, in different loeali- 
ties of the State there are what are called graded schools, that is to say. 
schools that are kept up in a large measure by local taxation, and those 
schools are increasing in number as the years rol! on, and I venture to 
say that there are some that will compare favorably with any schools 


| of that class in the United States. 


Mr President, it is a necessity, I repeat again, to us that these people | 


should be educated. Therefore I repel the insinuation which has been 


made that the people of the South, or at least that part of the people | 


of the South that I represent, will be faithless to this trust if confided 
to them. 

Why, my friend who is in the chair [Mr. FRYE] knows that the evi- 
dence taken by the committee that examined into the affairs of the far- 
famed county of Copiah proved, if it proved nothing else, that the ben- 
efits of education, to the utmost limit of the capacity of that people, 
were extended to both races alike. 


It was proven before that commit- | 


tee that they had an equal number of school-houses, an equal number | 


of teachers, an equal distribution of the school fund in proportion to 
their numbers, and every facility was accorded to them for education 
that was accorded to the white people. I believe this is the case all 
over the South. I know it is the case in my State. 

I shall welcome the day when the assistance of the National Govern- 
ment, which you give by this bill, will enable us to afford universal 


education; but without this bill I hope and believe the time will come | 


when we shall have greater prosperity, and will be able to raise our- 
selves the necessary funds with which togive the blessings of education 


to every man, woman, and child in our State, no matter what his or | 
her race, color, or previous condition, and in this hope [ am expressing | 


the unanimous feeling of the people whom I in part represent. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
crimination or recrimination with reference to this bill. I have no 
fault to find with anybody; I have no apologies to make to anybody; 


but I shall, with the indulgence of the Senate, in my plain way, state | 


my reasons for voting against this bill. 

A good deal has been said in this debate as to what the Southern peo- 
ple have done in the way of educating the colored race and the white 
race. I think some injustice has been done to that section; I hope not 
intentionally, I hope not from any improper spirit or a spirit of bitter- 
ness or partisanship. 
that section by our friends on this side of the Chamber. 

In my own State I propose, with the indulgence of the Senate, to 
show what that State has done in aid of education in the last six or 
eight years. There are in round numbers about 280,000 children of 
school age within the limits of the State. Of that number there is an 
annual attendance of about 173,600 upon the common schools, leaving 
about 108,000 who do not appear to attend the common schools; but it 
must not be forgotten that, in addition to the common schools, there 
are a number of private schools which absorb a good many of the chil- 
dren of school age, and, as my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGan ] 
suggests, that is so throughout the South. 
all over the South. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
moment ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the whole country there are only 500,000 attend- 
ing private schools of every description, and the larger proportion of 
them are in the Northern States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know how many are attending private 
schools in the Northern States. In fact, I have no specific knowledg: 
upon the subject in any of the States; but I submit it is a fair infer 
ence. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are eighteen if not twenty million 
year to be educated. About one child in 
schools. 

Mr. BUTLER. But to return to my proposition. J say that ont ot 
280,000 children of school age, black and white, in South Carolina 
173,000 annually attend the common schools, and, of course, the pri- 
vate schools must absorb quite a number of children of that ag 
This common-school system is, I helieve, as good as is to be found in 
any State in the United States. The common-school system of my State, 
I repeat, is in my judgment as good a system as there is on the Amer 
ican continent. The people of that State tax themselves by a consti- 
tutional provision, not relying upon the annual appropriation by the 
Legislature more or iess each year. They tax themselves by a consti- 
tutional provision 2 mills, which is devoted exclusively to educational 
purposes. In addition to that is the money resulting from the poll- 
tax, making in the aggregate about $500,000. The assessed valuation 
of property is, I believe, about $133,000,000 

In addition to that the State appropriates—perhaps my colleagu 
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I have no douht that is true 


just one 


hildren a 
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twenty goes to privat 


will 


remind me, I forget how much—to the university of the State, $20,000? | 
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Mr. President, I have no desire to enter into any | 


And I think that some injustice has been done | 


Besides, there is an annual meeting of what is known as the teach 
ers’ normal school, which was inaugurated about three years ago under 
the admirable administration of our present governor 
Greenville, subsequently at Spartanburg, and last year 
The school is made up of teachers, there being a white 
and a colored normal school for teachers. They meet and remain in 
session from four to six weeks. They are attended by 
vanced, progressive teachers to be found in the land. I want to 
now in thisconnection the report of a colored man, the report of Professor 
H. P. Montgomery, principal of the Normai Institute for Colored 
Teachers: 


It met tirst in 
in Columbia 
normal school 
the ad 


rend 


TROST 


WASEINGTON, D. C., Oclobe 

Hon. A. COWARD, 
State Superinte ndent of Education 

DearSir: I herewith forward my report of the Normal Institute held at Co 
lumbia during the month of July. 

rhe institute was opened on Thursday, July 
Pinckney. In the absence of-his excellency Governor Thompson, wh was 
to make the opening address, the secretary, Mr. Thomas J. Gregory, introduced 
the superintendent, who stated that the governor was unovoidably detained by 
official business, but would address the teachers on the following morning 


5, with prayer by Rev. Ek. M 


o 
= 


He then goes on to give a report of the proceedings of that school and 
closes with this statement: 


Among those who visited the institute were his excellency Governor Thomp- 
son, Mayor Rhett, Colonel McMaster, Postmaster Wilder 
A colored man 


tev. E Pinckney, Rev. E 
A. Straker 

His honor Mayor Rhett welcomed the teachers to Columbia, and expressed 
great sympathy for the work 

Professor Joynes, of the University of South Carolina, kindly 
give one of his excellent lectures on language. 

lo the press and citizens of Columbia we feel deeply 
tality and kind treatment enjoyed while among them 

On behalf of the teachers, myself, and faculty, Itender to you thanks for your 
co-operation and sympathy as shown by your almost daily attendance and stim 
ring addresses. 

Very respectfully 


M. Brawley, Rev. M. G. Johnson, and Professor D 


consented 


indebted for the hospi- 


H. P. MONTGOMERY 
Principal 

Mr. President, what an overwhelming and conclusive reply that is, 
coming from a colored man, a teacher in the city of Washington, to the 
intimation which has been made on this floor that the Southern States 
have not contributed properly to the education of the colored peopl 
The spirit of the white people, as shown by this report 
ing sentiment throughout the State. Why, sir, 
and do tax ourselves and pay the taxes annually and faithfully, and 9% 
per cent. of the money raised for school purposes 1s paid by the white 
people, the property-owners, and the colored people get their full shar 
of it, not only of the 95 per cent., but these very gentlemen, Colonel Co 
ard (our accomplished and zealous State superintendent of education 
Governor Thompson, Professor Joynes, and all thinking 
humane men in State, contribute their advice, thei 
ment, their countenance to the colored children in the colored schoo! 
wherever they are found and wherever they have an opportunity 

I say, therefore, Mr. President, that the charge is unfair 
it is ernel, it is untrue and unjust when it is stated that the Southern 
people have not done their utmost to educate not only the negroes but 
the white childre n. 
the 


reveal 
pre i 


we have taxed ourselves 


iS the 
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encourage 


progres 
that 


it is wrong 
I was struck with 


Education is a good thing; and 


statement of the Senator from Indiana | Mr. HARRISON] about 
that old colored man who came into the Federal camp and, atier d 
ing a hard day’s work, would read by the light of a pine-knot i 
i spelling-book, hungering and thirsting after knowledee It was a 
touching incident, and illustrative of that old man’s ardent desire f 
knowledge; but that Senator does not know perhaps that many 
of both races since that tragic period have hungered tor meat and br | 
many, white and black, have had to drive the wolf of starvation 1 i 
their doors, and yet they have made no complaint; | make none now 


been a terrific 


and in its perils is without 


} 
nas 


Our struggle 


diffienlties 


that in its 


one in solving a problem 


. parallel in the history otf 


Caucasian race since the foundation of civilized society We h 

made mistakes, no doubt, and may make mistakes in the future; it 

human to err; and summoning to our aid all the philosophy and ali the 
sagacity and all! the patriotism, all the humanity and wisdom which 
we may. as long as human nature is as weak as it is we are liable to 
make mistakes in the future in dealing with this race question and in 
solving it But, sir, we want to solve it upon principles enduring i 


If Il know my own heart and the heart 


for whom I[ may venture to speak, there is not a throb that dor 


humane and honest if we can. 
of those 


not wish to deal faithfully and humanely and kindly with this dif t 
question 
And now, sir, the showing made of illiteracy against the South J 
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think has not been fairly stated. That illiteracy is based, as the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] indicated the other day, upon all the 
people, old and young. Of course the slaves were illiterate from the 
very nature of the institution, and that illiteracy can never be removed 
from them. Yet they are counted among the illiterates of the South. 
Of course they were illiterate and are illiterate, but I believe going on 
as we now are in the South, the next census will show a very largely 
reduced illiteracy in that section, because the older colored men are 
passing away, and as they pass away of course the illiteracy is reduced. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me a word right there? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say that in discussing one aspect of this 
billon a former occasion I called attention to that particular point, stat- 
ing the fact that in my judgment this bill did not meet it fairly, for the 
reason that the appropriation was based on the illiteracy of the whole 
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people and not the illiteracy of those of schoo] age, which ought to be, | 


in my judgment, the basis of the enumeration for the estimate to be 
made for the distribution of the money. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree with the Senator entirely, because the older 
men who were slaves, as I stated a while ago, of course are illiterate 


and will continue to their graves to be so, but I believe that if a fair | 


enumeration could be taken now of the illiterate children or of those 
who have grown up since emancipation, that enumeration would show 
a very different state of things; for as the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] said the other day, the colored people seem to be getting 
along very well, and he did not know, perhaps he did not appreciate, 
what a compliment he was paying by that statement to the white peo- 
ple of the South. This statement of that Senator discloses the fact 
that they are neglecting to educate their own children, and are con- 
tributing their money to educate the colored children. They are get- 
ting on very well, he says, but the trouble is with the white people, 
and I believe he stated that in my State there was an illiteracy to the 
extent of 22 per cent. The illiteracy among the colored people is 78 
per cent. in South Carolina, but a large majority of that illiteracy, as 
I stated, can be charged to the grown-up mer who were slaves. 


But, Mr. President, what is education? What is illiteracy? Every | 


illiterate man is not necessarily an ignorant man. One of the wisest 
men within my acquaintance in my county, one of the most progressive, 
one of the most practical, one of the most public-spirited and patriotic 
citizens in that county can not read orsign hisname. No, sir, literacy— 


qualities that go to make up true manhood. I have in my mind now 


a half-dozen men of that character, worthy associates of the most pre- | 


tentiousof the literati, the superiors of many ofthem. Therefore, when 
you talk about illiteracy you ought to discriminate between an illiter- 


ate and an ignorant man, for an illiterate man is not necessarily ig- | 


norant. He may be a very wise one, and a literate man may be a great 
fool. As my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] suggests, we should 
dlistinguish between intelligence, mental power, and mere book learning. 
Education is defined: 


The act of developing and cultivating the various physical, intellectual, and | 


moral faculties; formation of the manners and improvement of the mind; in- 
struction, tuition, nurture, breeding. 


a child; and I want to say right here that we had better pause, we had 
better hesitate and not run away with ourselves in this desire to remove 
the illiteracy of this country, for fear that you may strike at the very 
toundation-stone of our institutions by destroying the education which 


grows out of the family relation. I do not say this to excuse or justify | 


or encourage the want of learning and knowledge. I would encourage 


it, | would send the light of knowledge and learning and illuminate | 
the mind of every child in this country if I could; but there is a train- | 


ing more important than the training of the school-house, and that is the 
training of the family, where the character and honor and integrity 
and honesty of a man are instilled into him. Therefore, in going for- 


ward with this (I say it without disrespect) undue haste and zeal, taking | 
the enormous sum of $15,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United 


States to aid the States, I say that we ought to pause and reflect, for 
fear we do what I have just indicated and for fear that we do what 
was intimated by the Senator from Indiana, that in throwing this large 
amount of money into the States you.do not check the effort in those 
States to develop their own common-school system in their own way. 

Why, Mr. President, there is no success in life comparable to the 
success which results from individual effort, none so enduring, none so 
satisfactory. I would therefore be very cautious before I would appro- 
priate $15,000,000 and put it with the States, the effect of which I am 
afraid would be, among others, to induce every man—not every man; 
perhaps that is extravagant—but a very great many men who are now 
earnestly struggling to build up their own local institutions to put their 
hands in their pockets and say, ‘‘ The General Government is going to 
educate everybody. What is the use of paying any more taxes for 
education ?’’ That, I say, ismy impression. I may be wrong: I hope 
Iam; but it is worth considering. 

Now, sir, there is an institution in my State known as the Claflin 
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University, endowed by a philanthropic gentleman, I believe, of th, 
State of Massachusetts, or perhaps of New York—I forget which—deq 
icated entirely to colored people, and I observe in the report of th 
superintendent of education upon that college, which I hold in yy, 
hand, he says that a number of the students are sustaining themselycc 
in college by day labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator seems to be apprehensive of the injurious 
effect upon local ambition and self-stimulus of the communities that » 
ceive thismoney. Ifthe distribution of the $15,000,000 should be made. 
then each school-child in South Carolina would have $5, while the child 
has $20 in Massachusetts. _But the point which I wish to call the Sen 
ator’s attention to particularly is this, which he now seems approach 
ing: The expenditures of which he is now speaking are in the purest 
sense, of course, charities; religious charities. I was going to ask him 
if he thinks that the experience of the last fifteen years in the distri 
bution of the Peabody fund, which is one charity, the proposed distri 
bution of the Slater fund and other charities, amounting in all. as | 
have heard it stated by the representatives of the religious denomina 
tions of the country, to probably at least $50,000,000 put into the South 
since the close of the waras a result of private or denominational religious 
charity, has been, on the whole, injurious to that local effort of which 
he speaks? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido notthink that answers the point I was making 
because that was a private charity and of course limited and fixed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator think that there is any real distin: 
tion between a dollar coming from the national Treasury and applied 
to the purpose of education, and one coming from individuals residing 


| in the country? 


Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse Ido. I think there is a very great diffe: 
ence. As | said a while ago, these charities are limited, the amounts 
are stated, and all institutions accepting them accept them with a dis 
tinct understanding that they are not to be increased. But suppose w 
take this $15,000,000 and put $1,000,000 of it in South Carolina, and 
this very institution that I refer to should get $150,000—I do not know 
whether the scheme of his bill provides for that, but suppose, for th: 


| purpose of illustration, it should receive $150,000—does not the Senato: 
| know perfectly well that it would paralyze very largely and check th: 

| efforts of individuals to keep it up? I want now to read what I think 
if I may use the word—is not wisdom. It is not invariably accompa- | 
nied by honor and truth and courage. A man may be illiterate in the | 
ordinary acceptation of that term and yet highly educated in all those 
| mostly by student labor, underasuperintendent. Many students support the: 


is very commendable: 


Claflin college of agriculture was established in 1872 asa co-ordinate depart 
ment of the university. A farm of one hundred and fifty acres is cultivated 


selves largely by labor, for whichtheyare paid in cash. Thisdepartmentissup 
ported principally by the income arising from the sale of lands granted by act eo! 
Congress for the encouragement of industrial education. The normal sch 
went into operation in 1877. 


I beg to say that if you would put at the disposal of that institution 


| $100,000 annually for ten years all the individual effort of that kind 


which I think so commendable would cease in a large measure. I men- 
tion that simply by way of illustration. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is confined to the common schools ; that is not 
included. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but the same principle in m) 


| judgment would obtain as to the common schools. But we are not so 
Education does not consist in simply cramming letters into the mind of | far behind in education in South Carolina. One would suppose from 


| the debate that we were benighted, in the depths ofa hopeless despair 


on the verge of a savage state, incurably illiterate and. ignorant, and 


| beset by a very demon of darkness. Why, Mr. President, I feel rathe: 


inclined to boast of the educational institutions of my State. As I said 
a while ago, we contribute as much as we can contribute in the »- 
mill tax upon the assessed value of the property, and I will show aifte: 
a while that that is increasing and hasincreased. But there are in my 
State, in addition, some other institutfons of education. 

Mr. HOAR. I want a* some time in the Senator’s remarks to call 
his attention to the statistics of South Carolina in regard to one subject 
he has touched upon; that is, the fact that they are doing their full share 
and more for the colored people. I wish to ask him whether the sta- 
tistics do not show the necessity of aid? It may we convenient for m« 
to do it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator now to say that they are do- 
ing in his State (and I have no doubt he is thoroughly informed and cor- 


| rect on that subject) all they can, and that although the white people 
| pay a large portion, 95 per cent. I think he said, of the whole tax, the 


colored people get their full share. I want to point out to the Senator 
how that is working. 

The whole percentage of the white persons 10 years of age and up 
ward in South Carolina who are illiterate, unable to read, is 21.9 per 
cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Twenty-two per cent., in round numbers. 

Mr. HOAR. While the percentage of the persons between 10 and 14 
years of age in South Carolina who are unable to write is 33.9. So the 
illiteracy is increasing among the whites of that State. In most other 
States it is very different. For instance, in Pennsylvania the illiteracy 


| over 10 years of age is 6.7 per cent., while of those between 10 and 14 
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it is only 4.1 per cent. In Massachusetts the illiteracy of all over 10, 
including foreigners, is 6.4, while the illiteracy of those between 10 and 
14 is only 1.2 per cent., about one-sixth as large. 

When you get to the colored people in South Carolina the illiteracy 
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of all the colored people of 10 years of age and upward is 78.5 per | 


cent., while the illiteracy of the colored people between 10 and 14 is 
only 74.1, or about 4) per cent. less. 

Now, the point is that South Carolina, doing all she can, doing her full 
share for the colored people, still the limit of her ability at present is 
such that the actual illiteracy of the white people is increasing, if the 
census be correct, while in the Northern States, where they have had old 
common-school systems, their illiteracy is very much less in the children 
between 10 and 14 than in persons over 10. If South Carolina can not 
accept this benefaction from the country to enable her to relieve some- 
what this burden under which she is staggering, what is her prospect 
as to her white people? I beg the Senator to be assured that I put this 
question as a fair argument simply, not to call attention to the facts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept it as such. 
the prospect is not very bright. I admit that; but I am inclined to 
hope that when I have furnished some other information which I pro- 
pose to give the Senator he will concur with me that the prospect of the 
future is not so bad as at first appears on the face of the figures. I had 


I admit, Mr. President, that | 


not gone into the details of the figures as closely as he appears to have | 


done, but I was in hopes that the illiteracy was diminishing with chil- 
dren of the school age, and I am inclined to think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. According to the census it is not far changed; but the 
illiteracy of the colored people is-diminishing, perhaps on account of 
the fact that the old slaves the Senator spoke of are disappearing. 

Nr. BUTLER. This much must be said—and I desire the Senator to 
understand that I am not making this statementin any partisan sense— 
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ficulties that at present surround us and see if we can not overcome 


them by our own efforts, at least for a while longer. 

And, Mr. President, the South is not so desperately poor, is not in 
such a bad condition. Let me give some facts and figures, compiled 
with great care at much expense and trouble and with most commend 
able public spirit by the Charleston News and Courier, and I believe 
are as correct as such a compilation can be. I cite these figures and 
facts to show that the property assessed for taxation is gradually in- 
creasing in value every year. Look at the matter of cotton manufact- 
ures, which, by the way, are exempted by the State from taxation for 
ten years from their establishment: 

The increase in product in three years is 170 per cent., and the increase in 
actual capacity is considerably more. Thisis astonishing, but it isthe fact There 


is no reason why the preduct of the South Carolina mills in 1890 should not be 
$27 000,000 to 330,000,000, 


wed 
The number of spindles and looms in 1880 and 1884 is given below 


or 
pte 


roms 


1, 676 


Spindles. L 
82, 354 
195, 112 
* * 
In 1881-"83 $25,000,000 were paid for machinery for cotton millsin the South, and 
$7,500,000 of this amount was the additional cost caused by protective duties 
But for this drawback the South could have built an additional number of mills 
and have increased her wealth still further, 


sccccccesecncceses 3, 652 
= 


* * 


Now, sir, I venture to say, in passing, if the General Government 
will relieve that State of this $7,500,000 and similar burdens in the 


| future it would be far more profitable and acceptable than this proposed 


| appropriation of the Treasury in aid of education. 


that the improvements in the common schools, the improvement in all | 
the educational institutions in my State have gotten, if I may use the | 


expression, a fresh start within the last threeor four years. When my 


y » > -oTON vas eller “er . . » State j RTH | : 7 
colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] was elected governor of the State in 1876 | at the periods named was as follows : 


we inherited an enormousdebtfrom his predecessor. I will not under- 
take to say now how much my own county owed on account of the 
money that had been stolen from the school fund, for Ido not now remem- 
ber, but it was quite a large sum. 
necessary funds for carrying on the common schools, but we had also to 
pay a county tax of so much every year to pay the past indebtedness 
which we inherited from the predecessor of my colleague. 

Mr. HAMPTON. 
a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. — Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON. There was a debt of over $400,000 due to the 
school fund at the time Superintendent Thompson took charge of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I knew it was some large amount. I am much 
obliged to my colleague for the information. I knew that we were 


We not only had to make up the | 


My colieague will allow me to interrupt him for | 


The cotton factory 
is a good school-house in itself. 

Again, in the matter of lumber and naval stores there has been an 
increase in the value of the product of those two industries of 100 per 
cent., the products amounting in 1884 to $4,394,692, being in lessthan 
four years an increase of 100 per cent. What has been the increase in 
manufactured products ? 

The figures for previous periods indicate a growth which is as astonishing as 
it is gratifying. The whole value of manufactured products in South Carolina 
aceaasaaeireaie $8, 615, 195 
2 q 85S 9s { 

16, 738, GOS 


32, 324, 404 





Showing an increase of $16,000,000 in three years. A great increase 
has gone on in agriculture. The estimate of this year’s crop has been 
and I will state that by way of comparison between 1860 and 1884 
Cotton bales in 1860, before the emancipation of slaves 353, 
In 1884 it is estimated_at____.--- 

Corn, in bushels, 1860_- 15, 635, 606 
eal a ha a ace pa ha 19, 210, 000 
and so on with other cerealsand crops. The phosphate interests, land 
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700, 000 


| and marine, have advanced from 20,000 tons in 1868-’70 to 355,000 


heavily handicapped by this indebtedness inherited from our Repub- | 


lican predecessors; so that we had to raise by taxation the sum neces- 
sary to retire that past indebtedness, and at the same time provide for 
carrying on the common-school system from year to year. 

I find in the report of the superintendent of education that the com- 
mon schools last year were open four months in the year, and I believe 
that is about as long as the average session in most of the States, ex- 
cept perhaps New York, Massachusetts, and some of the New England 
States. What is the session in lowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. About five months. 

Mr. BUTLER. About five months in Iowa. My friend says that in 
Iowa the school session is five months, where, as I understood him to 
say the other day, they spend $5,000,000 for educational purposes. We 
spend half a million dollars, and we keep the schools open for four months 
in the year, with an average annual attendance of 173,095 children. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to that fact of this 
past indebtedness in view of the difficulties under which we labor. That 
indebtedness is, I believe, about paid off, and I think and hope that we 
are going to get out of those difficulties, not only in reference to the com- 
mon-school system, but to all the other educational institutions. There 
is in the University of South Carolina, supported by the State, that was 
opened within the last few years, without a student from 1876 to 1880, 
an annual attendance of one hundred and eighty-five. Thereisthe Claflin 
University, with an annual attendance of two hundred and seventy-four. 
There is the Citadel Academy, with an annual attendance of one hun- 


tons in 1883; valued for the last-named year at $2,100,000. 
And there is a reviving interest and activity in gold-mining, in the 


| great improvement in farm and domestic animals, labor-saving ma- 


chinery, diversified and intensified agriculture, as the following recapit- 
ulation will show: 
RECAPITULATION,. 

To exhibit fully the value of agricultural, manufacturing, and mining products 
the following tables have been prepared, the values for 1870 having been reduced 
to the gold standard, at the rate of 120: 

1860: 
Agriculture.... 
Manufactures. 


$45, $23,512 


. 8.61 195 
Mines and quarries... 17, 000 
4. 455. 707 
1870: 
Agriculture......... Sasdaeeiaiednsbateinenai ; 4 


Manufactures : 
Mines and quarries. 


43, 157. O76 

1880 
Agriculture... ‘ sana een $1,969, 749 
Manufactures. pais saint ), 738, OOS 
| Mines and quarries padiekd ie 1, 180, 805 


dred and eighty-nine, sixty-eight of those being beneficiaries sent from | 


the various counties. In addition to that we have the Charleston Col- 
lege, an old, venerable institution of the city of Charleston. We have 
the Furman University at Greenville, Wofford College at Spartanburg, 
Erskine College at Dae West. We have the King’s Mountain Military 
School in York County, the Newberry College at Newberry, the Adger 
College at Walhalla, besides others of a smaller character, with a num- 
ber of very prosperous female institutions. 

So our educational facilities and advantages are not confined to the 


common schools, and my apprehension is that if we take our share of 


this $15,000,000 and put it into that State, while I admitit might be 
of great service, it. might be of great disadvantage to us. That is my 
apprehension; and I believe I prefer that we should go on with the dif- 








1883 
Agriculture $1. 790. 321 
Manufactures. 2, 324, 404 
Mines and quarries 2 440 000 
7 M4, 725 
FINAL RECAPITULATIOD 
The whole value of agricultural, manufacturing, and mining products for the 
last twenty-three years is as follows: 
1860... S34 
1870 “ 13 07 
1880..... 59. X88. 562 
1883 76, 54, 72 


In other words, after all the losses of the war and with free labor 
come of South Carolina from the sources named was WO per cent 
it was in 1860 


, Mr. President, 


the gross 


greater ti 


So I am not prepared to admit, because I do not bi 


lieve it is true, that we are in such desperate straits in the South that 
we can not provide schools with proper effort on our own part 
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think has not been fairly stated. That illiteracy is based, as the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] indicated the other day, upon all the 
people, old and young. Of course the slaves were illiterate from the 
very nature of the institution, and that illiteracy can never be removed 
from them. Yet they are counted among the illiterates of the South. 
Of course they were illiterate and are illiterate, but I believe going on 
as we now are in the South, the next census will show a very largely 
reduced illiteracy in that section, because the older colored men are 
passing away, and as they pass away of course the illiteracy is reduced. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me a word right there? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say that in discussing one aspect of this 
billon a former occasion I called attention to that particular point, stat- 
ing the fact that in my judgment this bill did not meet it fairly, for the 
reason that the appropriation was based on the illiteracy of the whole 


















in my judgment, the basis of the enumeration for the estimate to be 
made for the distribution of the money. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree with the Senator entirely, because the older 
men who were slaves, as I stated a while ago, of course are illiterate 
and will continue to their graves to be so, but I believe that if a fair 
enumeration could be taken now of the illiterate children or of those 
who have grown up since emancipation, that enumeration would show 
a very different state of things; for as the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] said the other day, the colored people seem to be getting 










per en 






e | what a compliment he was paying by that statement to the white peo- 
F ple of the South. This statement of that Senator discloses the fact 











tributing their money to educate the colored children. 
ting on very well, he says, but the trouble is with the white people, 


extent of 22 per cent. 
I stated, can be charged to the grown-up men *who were slaves. 


But, Mr. President, what is education? What is illiteracy ? 
illiterate man is not necessarily an ignorant man. 









citizens in that county can not read or sign his name. 
if I may use the word—is not wisdom. 
nied by honor and truth and courage. 



































qualities that go to make up true manhood. 
tentiousof the literati, the superiors of many of them. 
norant. 
fool. 


Education is defined: 


struction, tuition, nurture, breeding. 


grows out of the family relation. 
or encourage the want of learning and knowledge. 


and honesty of a man are instilled into him. 


satisfactory. 


et ponguaet 


: 

: 

; educate everybody. 
: education ?’’ ‘That, I say, is my impression. 
Iam; but it is worth considering. 
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people and not the illiteracy of those of school age, which ought to be, | 


a along very well, and he did not know, perhaps he did not appreciate, | 


that they are neglecting to educate their own children, and are con- 
They are get- | 


and I believe he stated that in my State there was an illiteracy to the 
The illiteracy among the colored people is 78 
per cent. in South Carolina, but a large majority of that illiteracy, as | tinct understanding that they are not to be increased. 
| take this $15,000,000 and put $1,000,000 of it in South Carolina, and 
Every 
One of the wisest 
men within my acquaintance in my county, one of the most progressive, 
one of the most practical, one of the most public-spirited and patriotic 
No, sir, literacy— 
It is not invariably accompa- 
A man may be illiterate in the 
ordinary acceptation of that term and yet highly educated in all those | 
I have in my mind now 
a half-dozen men of that character, worthy associates of the most pre- 
Therefore, when | 
you talk about illiteracy you ought to discriminate between an illiter- 
ate and an ignorant man, for an illiterate man is not necessarily ig- 
He may be a very wise one, and a literate man may be a great 
As my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] suggests, we should 
distinguish between intelligence, mental power, and mere book learning. 


| efforts of individuals to keep it up? 


| went into operation in 1877. 


The act of developing and cultivating the various physical, intellectual, and 
moral faculties; formation of the manners and improvement of the mind; in- 


Education does not consist in simply cramming letters into the mind of 
a child; and I want to say right here that we had better pause, we had 
better hesitate and not run away with ourselves in this desire to remove 
the illiteracy of this country, for fear that you may strike at the very 
foundation-stone of our institutions by destroying the education which 
I do not say this to excuse or justify 
I would encourage 
it, I would send the light of knowledge and learning and illuminate 
the mind of every child in this country if I could; but there is a train- 
ing more important than the training of the school-house, and that is the 
; training of the family, where the character and honor and integrity 
Therefore, in going for- 
ward with this (I say it without disrespect) undue haste and zeal, taking 
the enormous sum of $15,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States to aid the States, I say that we ought to pause and reflect, for | 
fear we do what I have just indicated and for fear that we do what 
was intimated by the Senator from Indiana, that in throwing this large 
amount of money into the States you.do not check the effort in those 
States to develop their own common-school system in their own way. | 
Why, Mr. President, there is no success in life comparable to the 
success which results from individual effort, none so enduring, none so | 
I would therefore be very cautious before I would appro- | 
priate $15,000,000 and put it with the States, the effect of which I am | 
afraid would be, among others, to induce every man—not every man; 
perhaps that is extravagant—but a very great many men who are now 
earnestly struggling to build up their own local institutions to put their 
hands in their pockets and say, ‘‘ The General Government is going to | 
What is the use of paying any more taxes for | 
I may be wrong; I hope 


Now, sir, there is an institution in my State known as the Claflin | over 10 years of age is 6.7 per cent., while of those between 10 and 14 
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University, endowed by a philanthropic gentleman, I believe, of th; 
State of Massachusetts, or perhaps of New York—I forget which—deq- 
icated entirely to colored people, and I observe in the report of th, 
superintendent of education upon that college, which I hold in m)\ 
hand, he says that a number of the students are sustaining themselycs 
in college by day labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator seems to be apprehensive of the injurious 
effect upon local ambition and self-stimulus of the communities that r 
ceive thismoney. Ifthe distribution of the $15,000,000 should be made. 
then each school-child in South Carolina would have $5, while the child 
has $20 in Massachusetts. .But the point which I wish to call the Sen 
ator’s attention to particularly is this, which he now seems approach 
ing: The expenditures of which he is now speaking are in the purest 
sense, of course, charities; religious charities. I was going to ask him 
if he thinks that the experience of the last fifteen years in the distri- 
bution of the Peabody fund, which is one charity, the proposed distri- 
bution of the Slater fund and other charities, amounting in all. as | 
have heard it stated by the representatives of the religious denomina 
tions of the country, to probably at least $50,000,000 put into the Sout! 
since the close of the waras a result of private or denominational religious 
charity, has been, on the whole, injurious to that local effort of which 
he speaks? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think that answers the point I was making 
because that was a private charity and of course limited and fixed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator think that there is any real distin 
tion between a dollar coming from the national Treasury and applied 
to the purpose of education, and one coming from individuals residing 
in the country ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse Ido. I think there is a very great differ- 
ence. As I said awhile ago, these charities are limited, the amounts 
are stated, and all institutions accepting them accept them with a dis 
But suppose we 


this very institution that I refer to should get $150,000—I do not know 
whether the scheme of his bill provides for that, but suppose, for th: 
purpose of illustration, it should receive $150,000—does not the Senator 
know perfectly well that it would paralyze very largely and check th« 
I want now to read what I think 
is very commendable: 

Claflin college of agriculture was established in 1872 as a co-ordinate depart 
ment of the university. A farm of one hundred and fifty acres is cultivated 
mostly by student labor, underasuperintendent. Many students support th« 
selves largely by labor, for whichtheyare paidin cash. This department is sup 
ported principally by the income arising from the sale of lands granted by act e! 
Congress for the encouragement of industrial education. The normal schoo! 


I beg to say that if you would put at the disposal of that institution 
| $100,000 annually for ten years all the individual effort of that kind 
which I think so commendable would cease in a large measure. I men- 
tion that simply by way of illustration. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is confined to the common schools ; 
| included. 
| Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but the same principle in my 
judgment would obtain as to the common schools, But we are not so 
far behind in education in South Carolina. One would suppose from 
the debate that we were benighted, in the depths ofa hopeless despair, 
on the verge of a savage state, incurably illiterate and. ignorant, and 
| beset by a very demon of darkness. Why, Mr. President, I feel rathe: 
inclined to boast of the educational institutions of my State. As I said 
a while ago, we contribute as much as we can contribute in the 2- 
mill tax upon the assessed value of the property, and I will show after 
a while that that is increasing and hasincreased. But there are in my 
State, in addition, some other institutiéns of education. 

Mr. HOAR. I want a* some time in the Senator’s remarks to call 
his attention to the statistics of South Carolina in regard to one subject 
he has touched upon; that is, the fact that they are doing their full share 
| and more for the colored people. I wish to ask him whether the sta- 
| tistics do not show the necessity of aid? It may be convenient for nx 
to do it now. 
| Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator now to say that they are do- 
ing in his State (and I have no doubt he is thoroughly informed and cor- 
rect on that subject) all they can, and that although the white people 
pay a large portion, 95 per cent. I think he said, of the whole tax, the 
colored people get their full share. I want to point out to the Senator 
how that is working. 

The whole percentage of the white persons 10 years of age and up- 
ward in South Carolina who are illiterate, unable to read, is 21.9 per 
cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


that is not 


Twenty-two per cent., in reund numbers. 

Mr. HOAR. While the percentage of the persons between 10 and 14 
years of age in South Carolina who are unable to write is 33.9. So the 
illiteracy is increasing among the whites of that State. In most other 
States it is very different. For instance, in Pennsylvania the illiteracy 









1884. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





d=) 


w—<“«£ et 


I 





it is only 4.1 per cent. In Massachusetts the illiteracy of all over 10, 
including foreigners, is 6.4, while the illiteracy of those between 10 and 
14 is only 1.2 per cent., about one-sixth as large. ps 

When you get to the colored people in South Carolina the illiteracy 
of all the colored people of 10 years of age and upward is 78.5 per 


ficulties that at present surround wus and see if 


cent., While the illiteracy of the colored people between 10 and 14 is | 


only 74.1, or about 44 per cent. less. 


Now, the point is that South Carolina, doing all she can, doing her full | facts to show that the property assessed for taxation is gradually in- 


| creasing in value every year. 


share for the colored people, still the limit of her ability at present is 
such that the actual illiteracy of the white people is increasing, if the 
census be correct, while in the Northern States, where they have had old 


common-school systems, their illiteracy is very much less in the children | 


between 10 and 14 than in persons over 10. If South Carolina can not 
accept this benefaction from the country to enable her to relieve some- 
what this burden under which she is staggering, 
as to her white people? I beg the Senator to be assured that I put this 
question as a fair argument simply, not to call attention to the facts 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept it assuch. I admit, Mr. President, that 
the prospect is not very bright. I admit that; but I am inclined to 
hope that when I have furnished some other information which I pro- 
pose to give the Senator he will concur with me that the prospect of the 
future is not so bad as at first appears on the face of the figures. I had 
not gone into the details of the figures as closely as he appears to have 
done, but I was in hopes that the illiteracy was diminishing with chil- 
dren of the school age, and I am inclined to think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. According to the census it is not far changed; but the 
illiteracy of the colored people is-diminishing, perhaps on account of 
the fact that the old slaves the Senator spoke of are disappearing. 

Mr. BUTLER. This much must be said—and I desire the Senator to 
understand that I am not making this statementin any partisan sense— 
that the improvements in the common schools, the improvement in all 
the educational institutions in my State have gotten, if I may use the 
expression, a fresh start within the last threeor four years. When my 
colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] was elected governor of the State in 1876 
we inherited an enormousdebt from his predecessor. I will not under- 
take to say now how much my own county owed on account of the 
money that had been stolen from theschool fund, for I do not now remem- 
ber, but it was quite a large sum. We not only had to make up the 


necessary funds for carrying on the common schools, but we had also to | 


pay a county tax of so much every year to pay the past indebtedness 
which we inherited from the predecessor of my colleague. 

Mr. HAMPTON. 
a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. — Certainly. 

Mr. HAMPTON. There was a debt of over $400,000 due to the 
school fund at the time Superintendent Thompson took charge of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I knew it was some large amount. I am much 
obliged to my colleague for the information. I knew that we were 
heavily handicapped by this indebtedness inherited from our Repub- 
lican predecessors; so that we had to raise by taxation the sum neces- 
sary to retire that past indebtedness, and at the same time provide for 
carrying on the common-school system from year to year. 

I find in the report of the superintendent of education that the com- 
mon schools last year were open four months in the year, and I believe 
that is about as long as the average session in most of the States, ex- 
cept perhaps New York, Massachusetts, and some of the New England 
States. What is the session in lowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. About five months. 

Mr. BUTLER. About five months in Iowa. My friend says that in 
Iowa the school session is five months, where, as I understood him to 
say the other day, they spend $5,000,000 for educational purposes. We 
spend half a million dollars, and we keep the schools open for four months 
in the year, with an average annual attendance of 173,095 children. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to that fact of this 
past indebtedness in view of the difficulties under which we labor. That 


indebtedness is, I believe, about paid off, and I think and hope that we | 


are going to get out of those difficulties, not only in reference to the com- 
mon-school system, but to all the other educational institutions. There 
is in the University of South Carolina, supported by the State, that was 


My colieague will allow me to interrupt him for | 


we 
them by our own efforts, at least for a while longer. 

And, Mr. President, the South is not so desperately poor, is not in 
such a bad condition. Let me give some facts and figures, compiled 
with great care at much expense and trouble and with most commend- 
able public spirit by the Charleston News and Courier, and I believe 
are as correct as such a compilation can be. 


can not overcome 


I cite these figures and 


Look at the matter of cotton manufact- 


| ures, which, by the way, are exempted by the State from taxation for 
| ten years from their establishment: 


The increase in product in three years is 170 per cent., and the increase in 
actual capacity is considerably more. Thisisastonishing, but it isthe fact There 
is no reason why the product of the South Carolina mills in 1890 should not be 


; | $27,000,000 to $30,000,000. 
what is her prospect | 


The number of spindles and looms in 1880 and 1884 is given below 


Spindles, Looms 
Tain sa cecccendtiaibiaaintebednaataticnadetn 82, 334 1, 676 
Raia es ec aS eeUNisvCMnanel 195, 112 3, 652 


x ; * * * + 


In 1881-"83 $25,000,000 were paid for machinery for cotton millsin the South, and 
$7,500,000 of this amount was the additional cost caused by protective duties 
But for this drawback the South could have built an additional number of mills 
and have increased her wealth still further. 


Now, sir, I venture to say, in passing, if the General Government 
will relieve that State of this $7,500,000 and similar burdens in the 
future it would be far more profitable and acceptable than this proposed 


appropriation of the Treasury in aid of education. The cotton factory 


| is a good school-house in itself. 





| has gone on in agriculture. 


Again, in the matter of lumber and naval stores there has been an 
increase in the value of the product of those two industries of 100 per 
cent., the products amounting in 1884 to $4,394,692, being in lessthan 
four years an increase of 100 per cent. What has been the increase in 
manufactured products ? 


The figures for previous periods indicate a growth which is as astonishing as 
it is gratifying. The whole value of manufactured products in South Carolina 


at the periods named was as follows: 


$8, 615, 195 
9, 858, GS] 
16, 758, GOS 
32, 324, 404 





Showing an increase of $16,000,000 in three years. A great increase 
The estimate of this year’s crop has been 


and I will state that by way of comparison between 1860 and 1884 


| Cotton bales in 1860, before the emancipation of slaves 353, 412 

In 1884 it is estimated, at- ia he 700, 000 
| Corn, in bushels, 1860_- es oa wil 15, 635, 606 
Sa ae ee oe 19, 210, 000 


| and so on with other cerealsand crops. The phosphate interests, land 


| and marine, have advanced from 20,000 tons in 1868- 


"70 to 355,000 
tons in 1883; valued for the last-named year at $2,100,000. 

And there is a reviving interest and activity in gold-mining, in the 
great improvement in farm and domestic animals, labor-saving ma- 
chinery, diversified and intensified agriculture, as the following recapit 
ulation will show: 

RECAPITULATION, 

To exhibit fully the value of agricultural, manufacturing, and mining products 
the following tables have been prepared, the values for 1870 having been reduced 
to the gold standard, at the rate of 120: 


1860 : 
Agriculture 


tees $45, 823,512 
| Manufactures. sl sig pieiapiniaedhinenes ; 8, 615, 195 
aan INI 5 aicccndibe a dsactacadnaane i ientnes 17, OK 
4, 455, 70 

1870: 
IS vecatnnsdconceahecttnaies <amonmanicaon : aca 34, 924, 585 
Manufactures. alan aiaitigianiniuesliiaiiduieainnaibais eile cieaashint san s 8, 215, 91 
Mines and quarries 16, 57 
43, 157, O7¢ 

1880 : 
Agriculture 41,969, 74! 
Manufactures. pai ikohaeinlagiiusapetel ; 16, 738, 00+ 
Mines and quarries. sischouldice ail ; 1, 180, 80 


opened within the last few years, without a student from 1876 to 1880, | 


an annual attendance of one hundred and eighty-five. There is the Claflin 
University, with an annual attendance of two hundred and seventy-four. 
There is the Citadel Academy, with an annual attendance of one hun- 


dred and eighty-nine, sixty-eight of those being beneficiaries sent from | 
In addition to that we have the Charleston Col- | 
We have 


the various counties. 
lege, an old, venerable institution of the city of Charleston. 
the Furman University at Greenville, Wofford College at Spartanburg, 
Erskine College at Due West. We have the King’s Mountain Military 


School in York County, the Newberry College at Newberry, the Adger | 
College at Walhalla, besides others of a smaller character, with a num- | 


ber of very prosperous female institutions. 
So our educational facilities and advantages are not confined to the 


common schools, and my apprehension is that if we take our share of 


this $15,000,000 and put it into that State, while I admitit might be 
of great service, it, might be of great disadvantage to us. 





b BBO R i sees. 


That is my | 
apprehension; and I believe I prefer that we should go on with the dif | 


59. SSS. 56 


1883: 
Agriculture... 11.790. 321 
Manufactures... 32, 324, 404 


Mines and quarries. 2 440, OO1f 


FINAL RECAPITULATION, 


The whole value of agricultural, manufact 


uring, and mining products for the 
last twenty-three years is as follows: 


$54, 455, 707 
1870.. 43, 157, 076 
oe ‘ : 9, HSK, HZ 
1883 ae ss “ dameie ae 76, 554, 725 


In other words, after all the losses of the war and with free labor, the gross in- 
come of South Carolina from the sources named was 50 per cent. greater than 
it was in 1860. 


So, Mr. President, I am not prepared to admit, because I do not be 
lieve it is true, that we are in such desperate straits in the South that 
we can not provide schools with proper effort on our own part 


which 
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is being put forth now, I can assure the Senator from New Hampshire, 
with all the energy and all the zeal possible). I can not believe with 
that showing, and it is reliable, with the increase of prosperity and | 
wealth of the people in that State and the disposition to remove that 
illiteracy, but that it will be done in the course of time. It may take 
five years; it may take ten; but when once removed by our own exer- 
tions the benefit is of a far more enduring character than if the result 
is attained by the benefactions of the Governmentof the United States. 
I regret to say in that connection that for one, devoted as I am to the | 
institutions of this country, I can never consent to encourage a disposi- | 
tion all over this land of rushing to the national Treasury to remove 
every difficulty of a local character. I am unalterably opposed, and in 
every fair, honorable, and proper way I shall continue to oppose what 
I believe to be a certain subversion of this Government; this tendency 
toward converting it into a paternal government instead of preserving 
it as a government of limited constitutional powers acting in its own 
sphere within the limits of that Constitution, and leaving the States to 
regulate their domestic affairs, their own family matters, in their own | 
way, subject to the paramount authority of the Federal Government. | 
For this particular measure I confess that I can find no authority in 
the Constitution of the United States. Custom sometimes makes law. 


4 few years ago I introduced a bill upon this floor of a character similar | 


to the one known as the Burnside bill referred to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I had some misgivings at that time as to the consti- 
tutional power of Congress to make such appropriations, and I consulted 
that instrument with an anxious desire to find some express grant of 
power, and I failed tofindit. Isearched that instrument with the same 
anxiety to find some implied power necessary and proper to carry out 


some express grant on which the measure could rest, and I failed to find | 


it. Ifail to findit now. But, as I said, we have fallen into the custom 
of appropriating money to establish a seed-house and various other in- 
stitutions of very questionable constitutional authority, and I might 


have suspended or abated any constitutional scruples I might have had | 


in obedience to that custom which has almost,I am sorry to say, grown 


into a law of appropriating money for all conceivable and imaginable | 


purposes for which I think we have no constitutional grant; but the 
policy to be established by this bill is I fear a vicious and dangerous 
policy, one to which I shall withhold my assent, at least for the present. 


So, being in doubt as the constitutionality of this measure, I shall solve | 
that doubt in favor of thenational Treasury; and as anxiousas I am, as | 


sincerely anxious as I am to relieve illiteracy, the consequences of which 
I think have been exaggerated, I can not give my consent to remove that 
illiteracy in this form. 
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before the Senate goes into executive session to call up a resolution re. 
ceived from the House of Representatives to-day which is of imminent 
importance? 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I withdraw the motion. 
SUFFERERS FROM MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). Th, 


| Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAs] asks for the present consideration 


of a House joint resolution. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 


| proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 215) reappropriating 


the sum of $125,000, not expended, for the relief of sufferers by the 
floods of the Mississippi River , 

Mr. JONAS. I ask the Secretary to read a letter from the Secretary 
of War communicated to the House of Representatives in regard to this 
matter. 

Several SENATORS. We have read it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be printed. 

Mr. JONAS. Very well; there seems to be no opposition to the pas- 
sage of the resolution, and I shall not ask that the letter be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana with- 
| draws his request. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced that the President pro tem- 
pore had signed the enrolled bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado 
| to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to 
be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of 
| the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to 
| the several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the 
| benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ which had previously 
received the signature of the Speaker of the House of Representatives 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
| Senator from California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty-six minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes 

| p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


My State is in need of money for educational purposes to supplement | 


her own school revenues; no doubt about that. We have had a desperate 
struggle toconfereven the advantages that have been conferred upon the 
children of that State; but I think the future is brighter for us. I hope 
so; and forone I desire to put the past, with all its sorrowful memories, be- 
hind me. Ihavenodesire in this body orin any other tocharge wrong and 
error and mistake upon my political opponents, although I believe they 
committed very grave ones and perhaps I am as responsible for that con- 
dition of things as the most extreme of them; but for one I would only 
recur to the past in order to guard against similar mistakes in the future. 
I therefore with all the lights before me, with my view of the constitu- 
tional power of this Government, with my view of the needs and neces- 
sities of the South, prefer to— 
* * * Bear those ills we have 
Than fly to others that we know not of. 

My prediction is that if this money is appropriated under this bill— 
and I beg Senators to mark that prediction—ten years will not roll around 
before the National Government will have control of every common school 
in the United States. Perhaps some Senators may think it is better that 


it shouldbeso. Idonot. And as theSenator from Ohiosaid—not offen- | 


sively to me, because I do notthink he intended it to be offensive—that 


he could not trust the South to disburse this money owing to our prej- | 


udices against the colored people, he will pardon me for saying in the 
same spirit that I would not trust him to control it. 

I will not discuss with that Senator or any other as to whether the 
prejudice is stronger in the South against the colored people than it is 
in the North. Ide not believe itis. That, however, has nothing to 
do with this question. But inasmuch as the Senator, I believe, and 
many of those who are advocating this measure, says he will not trust 
me to do justice to the negro race with my prejudice, I say to that Sen- 


ator that I will not trust him to contribute the money for the children | 


in my State. 7Timeo Danaos et dona ferentes. 


Ido not say this in any offensive sense. I have no idea that the Sen- 


ator meant to be offensive. He was, doubtless, perfectly sincere and 


conscientious about it; buton the whole, as we are getting along pretty | 
well, I believe, as I said, I will solve my constitutional doubt in favor 
of the Treasury, and I will trust tothe pluck, to the endurance, to the 
manhood, to the courage, to the fortitude, to the humanity of the peo- 


out this aid on the part of the Federal Government. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1884. 
The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun 
8S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
Cases: 

To Mr. BRAINERD, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LORE, for four days, onaccount of important business. 


JOHN B. STOCKER. 


On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House-of the papers 
in the case of John B. Stocker without leaving copies, there having 
been no adverse report. . 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY FLOOD. 
| Mr. ELLIS. I ask consent to report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations a joint resolution for consideration at this time. I will state, 
with the permission of the House, that this resolution has been prepared 
and sent here by the Secretary of War, and does not involve a dollar of 
additional expense. It simply reappropriates money already appro- 
priated, but not expended, for the relief of certain sufferers. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wili read the resolution, after which 
| there will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) reappropriating the sum of $125,000, not expended, 
| 


for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi River. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That so much of the 
| appropriation for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Ohio River and 
its tributaries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of $125,000, may 
be used by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of subsistence 
stores and payment for necessary transportation to aid in the relief of destitute 
persons in the district overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries 
and he is authorized to co-operate with the authorities of the several States of 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 


| 
| 

ple of my State to do justice to all her people, white and black, with- | which such district is a part in making distribution of supplies. 
| 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the | 


consideration of executive business. 


Mr. RICE. What opportunity will be allowed for discussion ? 


Mr. JONAS. Will the Senator from California give me one minute! Mr. KEIFER. I would allow discussion. 
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Mr. ELLIS. I only wish to know whether any one objects. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the right to object until | 


he ascertains what opportunity will be allowed for discussion. 
Mr. ELLIS. Does my friend desire to discuss it? 
Mr. RICE. I desire opportunity for discussion. 
Mr. KING. Let him have it. 
Mr. ELLIS. If it will suit the gentleman I propose it be discussed 
for half an hour. 
Mr. DUNN. 
ments? 

Mr. ELLIS. I will give fifteen minutes to the other side, reserving 
fifteen minutes to this side. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to know whether opportunity for amendment 
will be allowed ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts accept? 

Mr. RICE. I think there should be some time for some members 
beside myself. I think there should be an hour. 

Mr. KEIFER. Make it an hour on each side. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will make it an hour to be equally divided. 
gentleman from Massachusetts can take half an hour. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman from Louisiana will answer a ques- 
tion—I desire to ask him if he will yield for that purpose. Will the 


I hope it will include the privilege of offering amend- 


The 
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Mr. RICE. Itisnotacalamity beyond the capacity of the local author- 
ities, as it seems to me, to deal with; and it is nota calamity which, ac- 
cording to my idea, comes within the sphere of our power under a just 
construction of the rights granted to or the duties imposed upon the 
Federal Government. Thedistribution of supplies. That is what it is. 
Now, this is not an inclement season of the year. There is no scarcity 
of provisions in the country; and in my opinion if the mere distribution 
of supplies, the providing of shelter and food be what is required, the 
municipal authorities where the sufferers reside are sufliciently able t« 
perform all that is demanded, and are the ones upon whom the duty de- 


| volves. 


Mr. Speaker, these callsare becoming too frequent. Let adisease break 


out among the cattle of Kansas, and the representatives of that State 
| ar ‘ . . ° 
| call upon the National Government for an immediate appropriation to 


| 


protect their stock and defend the rest of the State from the spread of 
the disease. Very soon if there be a fire devastating any one of ow 


| cities, or any considerable section of one of our States, what is there to 


prevent the sufferers from that calamity from coming to this body and 
asking for relief? Does this Government act as an insurer against fire ? 


| Has it any right to pay for the house or the block of buildings of citi- 
| zens of Chicago when it is consumed by that element, or of the citizen 


Speaker inform me if the gentleman from Louisiana will yield to allow | 


a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas for a question ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Ido, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to know if an opportunity will be given to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. ELLIS. I am acting as the organ of the committee. This reso- 
lution was formulated by the Appropriations Committee; I have no 
right to make any concessions, to accept any amendments, or do other- 
wise in reference to the matter than to press the passage of the resolu- 
tion in its present form. 

Mr. DUNN. I donot understand whether the debate agreed to upon 


of Boston when his property falls a prey to that destroyer? 
If not of fire, how then of water? Has this Government any right, 


| has even the State government any right, to insure the man who dwells 
| under the shadow of the levees along the banks of the great rivet 


against 


| the destruction of his property by the flood that is liable to sweep over 


| it? I deny it. 


Not even the State or municipal governments have that 


| right, much less the national. 


This, then, is simply a question of supplies, of food and shelter to those 


| who have been anticipating this calamity for weeks and upon whom it 


| is about to fall. 


| ities? 


this resolution is general debate, or whether it is to be confined to one | 


hour, at the expiration of which time the gentleman from Louisiana 


will be permitted to take the floor and call the previous question upon | 


it, thereby cutting off all opportunity for amendment. 


I will state to the House that I do not think the amount covered by | 


the resolution is large enough, and I want to move to increase it to 
$300,000. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Louisiana consent to the 
introduction of an amendment such as that suggested by the gentleman 
from Arkansas ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I am not authorized to accept any amendment, or to 
agree to anything other than what I have suggested. 

Mr. DUNN. 
but to permit the House to vote upon it; that is all. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam not authorized to make any concession on the 
part of the committee. I am simply obeying instructions. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 
Mr. RICE. 
propriations being considered at this time, provided an hour be allowed 

for the diseussion. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is conceded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be granted on the 
part of the committee. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the resolution ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

The question is on ordering the resolution to be engrossed and read 
the third time. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recoznized. 


myself upon this question. I feel, however, that this resolution pre- 
sents again a question which ought to be discussed. I feel that it is the 
duty of this House to consider calmly and dispassionately for a few mo- 
ments a question so important as that involved in the resolution now 
before us. 

I know, sir, that it is a most ungracious task to interpose any objec- 
tion to legislation of this character when it is proposed and claimed on 
the score of aiding suffering humanity. But, sir, it seems to me that 


just now is the opportunity for meeting and considering this question of 


affording local relief to every local calamity and the sufferers thereby. 
These calls are becoming so frequent, so loud, and so importunate that 
we ought to stop and consider upon the threshold whether each one 
deserves the relief it claims, or whether that relief should be extended 
to any of them at all. Now, what is it that is contemplated by this 
resolution? It contemplates the distribution of supplies by the Na- 
tional Government to sufferers by a local calamity. What is this calam- 
ity? It isa calamity somewhat extensive, it is true, though it is one 
that has been expected for weeks, or might have been. It is not inits 


general details and in its magnitude very much in excess of calamities 

which have preceded it from the same cause, and which may be expected 

to follow. 
Mr. KING. 


My friend is very much mistaken. 








I will not object to the report of the Committee on Ap- 


| this pleasant season of the year for those who need it. 


And is it for the National Govern- 
Is it not for the local and municipal author 
I was never prouder of the city of Boston, of which I have had 
occasion to say hard things sometimes, than when she, with a great pro- 
portion of her wealth in ashes, refused to accept State aid or even the 
aid of private charity, but said, ‘‘ We will rebuild ourselves what has 
been destroyed within our municipal limits.”’ 

It is by self-reliance that strength comes, and it is by this continual 
coddling and nursing that weakness and degeneracy are created. Let 
the great States along the bank of the river provide shelter and food in 
Let private 
charity replace the crumbled buildings, restore the farms, provide seed 
for the crops. That only can doit. But let this great National Gov- 


Food and shelter. 
ment to furnish these? 


ernment remember that which is best for the localities of this great na- 


tion, that they shall protect and rely upon themselves, and here put 


| down its foot upon these importunate clamors ever rising higher and 


I do not ask the gentleman to accept the amendment, | 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


| ably 400,000, people from their homes. 


Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not desire to occupy very many minutes | Had there been no flood but that which passed at that time from the 


louder for aid against local calamities. 

I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] five minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. I will offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk for information and shall ask the adoption of it if it shall be in 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out * $125,000" and inserting ‘* $300,000.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas is read simply for information as part of his remarks. 

Mr. DUNN.  Idesire tostate tothe House that I am convinced now, as 
I was more than two weeks ago, that such an appropriation as this ought 
tobe made. TheSecretary of War ought to have been supplied with ad- 
ditional and ample means to follow that great flood from the Chio Rive 
to the sea. It swept over a region of 25,000,000 acres of land in its 
course to the sea and has driven or will drive more than 300,000, prob 
That flood is not yet ended 


Ohio River, which was phenomenal in its character, those people might 
have lived through it and have been able to reorganize and make a crop 
But that great flood has been re-enforced and is being re-enforced by ad- 
ditional floods now coming down the Ohio River and its tributaries and 
the upper Mississippi and the Missouri. 

As I said before in this House, I know that that water will continue sixty 
days longer. It will sweep away the last chance that those people, the 
laboring people there, have for procuring supplies and provisions. Thess 
are plantation laborers, colored people, who are dependent upon their 
employers and upon the country merchants to advance supplies to them 
on the faith and prospect of being able to make a crop for the ensuing 
year. This addition to the waters makes that so doubtful that neithe: 
merchants nor employers will advance provisions to them, but will say 
to them, ‘*‘ Now that these waters are re-enforced and will continne yet 
for sixty days, making it uncertain whether you can produce a 
not, we can not feed you longer.”’ 


(TOP O1 
They have fed them the last thirt 


days. 

There has been suffering and there has been destitution Chat ha 
been brought to the attention of the War Department. It has b 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations. But 


what I have complained of heretofore is that the committee has ever 
| looked that condition of things 


The people of Arkansas and Mis:is- 
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sippi, more than a hundred thousand of them, have heen driven from | 
their homes: hundreds of them have been rendered destitute and have | 


found themselves helpless. They have appealed to the governor of my 
State, who has found himself without an appropriation to relieve them, 


and there is no Legislature in session, and he has referred their com- | 


plaints here. They have not, it is true, been in great numbers, but 


When I brought the matter to the attention of the Secretary of War he 
stated that the waters appeared to be subsiding and he thought that 
the interposition of the Government would not be necessary. All that 


appearance has been swept away. What I have excepted to here was | 
the tenor of his letter. He says that the water below Vicksburg is | 


within a few inches of high-water mark. But, sir, for thirty days past 
it has been up to the high-water mark, the highest water mark in both 
Arkansasand Mississippi. The sameconditions have existed there that 
are now reported in Louisiana. There is no difference: and this aid 
ought to be extended in amount sufficient to relieve all. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

TheSPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Rice] yield? 

Mr. RICE. If any gentleman desires to speak in opposition I will 
yield to him. If not, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes of his time remain- 
ing 

Mr. RICE. Then I reserve that time for the present. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. JEF- 
FORDS | 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, the present flood in the Mississippi 
River is one that is most unusual in its character. Never in the history 
of the floods of that river has it been known that the water has risen to 
such a height from the mere local rains. The great flood which swept 
the Ohio Valley so recently has not caused the flood now in the lower 
Mississipi River, but it is eatirely from the local rhins; and from Vicks- 
burg down the flood is higher by several inches than it was in 1882. 


The prospect is that the ice in the upper Mississippi and in the Mis- | 


souri River when it breaks up will free the floods of water, which will 


then come down from those streams, and the consequence will be that | 


the extent of the calamity which will be visited upon this locality has 
not yet been reached. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] ought to 
be increased. It may be that when the time shall come the House will 


be equal to the emergency; but I am satisfied that even $300,000, the | 


amount named in that amendment, will not be sufficient to relieve the 
suffering caused by these floods. 


The sufferers to be relieved are the poor people, the laboring people, 
who have no provisions, and according to information are to-day in an 


care of the needy among their own people. Sir, the local authorities 


are not now in a condition to act with sufficient promptness. Present, | 
The people of this vast region of country, | 


immediate help is needed. 
of whole parishes in Louisiana and whole counties in Mississippi, are 


suffering from the entire submergence of their lands, and no local au- 
thority can reach their cases. 


a gin-house, or to seek the levees and live in the open air with the rains 


dashing upon him:during the cold nights, he would think the season | 


was rather inclement. Two years ago I knew one spot, a little mound 
not larger than the area of this hall, where one hundred and fifty people 
camped for sixty days; they were not within thirty miles of dry land 
anywhere. Yet they had to subsist in the open air, to live in boats, 
and on that little mound exposed to the inclemency of the weather. 
That is the condition to-day in these parishes and counties of Louisiana 
and Mississippi that are submerged. 

Shall this great nation, which has always been so liberal and gener- 
ous, not only toward its own people but toward the people of other 
countries—shall this Congress of the United States hesitate to grant 


relief in the presence of such a calamity as this? I trust that without | 


any hesitation, with promptness, this joint resolution-will be imme- 
diately passed, and, if amendable, that it will be amended so that it 
will appropriate at least $300,000. 


Let me say to the House that in my opinion when the floods now on | 
their way from the upper Mississippi and the Missouri shall reach the | 
lower Mississippi the height of the flood of 1882 will be far exceeded, | 


and there will be such suffering and such calamity as never before have 


visited any people or any nation. These people now want instant re- | 


lief. Information comes from every quarter in the submerged region 


that the people are starving and suffering from cold and the inclemency | 


of the weather. 


It does not follow that because that is a warmer climate than this 


the weather there can not be inclement. We have there inhospitable 
days and nights. 
that there is nothing in the South so pinching as a cold, damp night, 
when there is a chilliness in the atmosphere which almost pierces the 
very marrow in their bones 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 


In my opinion the amount named in the amend- | he has already done is a matter in his discretion, for there are very 


Every resident in that section of the country knows | 


MARCH 26. 


Mr. ELLIS. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIreR], my colleague on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am in favor of the passage of this joint resolution, 
but not of the amendment which has been indicated by the gentleman 


| from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN], because it does not yet sufficiently appear 
that was because of the appearance that the waters would subside early- | by anything which has been brought to my attention that such an amend- 


ment is necessary. I will state to the gentleman that if the time shal] 
come when it shall seem to be necessary to make a further appropria- 
tion to these people, I shall be found voting in favor of it. 

It is well enough to understand the scope of the joint resolution now 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations. It does not provide for 
any additional appropriation of money; it simply extends the benefit 


| of a prior appropriation to a class of people who are circumstanced as 
| were the people along the Ohio River and its tributaries for whom the 


original appropriation was made. 

The Secretary of War reports to us that over $125,000 remains unex- 
pended of the $500,000 appropriated by this Congress for the purpose 
of granting relief to the sufferers from the floods of the Ohio River and 
its tributaries. And ifsuchan amount is still unexpended, I can see no 
reason why we may not extend the scope of that bounty to people sim- 


| ilarly situated to those along the Ohio River and its tributaries. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If the money already appropriated is not 


_ applied to the sufferers by the flood on the Ohio River and its tributa 


ries, will it not be returned to the national Treasury, unless otherwise 
directed by Congress? And is there in fact any difference between the 
reappropriation of that money and an original appropriation of money ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam obliged to the gentleman for asking the ques- 
tion. Ican say with knowledge that this money, if not otherwise dis- 


| posed of, may be appropriated for the relief of people who are sufferers 


by the flood of the Ohio River and its tributaries. There are a great 
many people who have suffered by that flood; it is simply a question of 
degree of suffering. The Secretary of War has the power to apply the 
money already appropriated for the relief of the sufferers along the Ohio 
River and its tributaries, and whether he shall extend it further than 


many thousands there who are sufferers to a certain degree. 

In order to answer the question of the gentleman directly, I may say 
that by the terms of the appropriation already made the Secretary of 
War is required to expend this money, and if he executes that joint 


| resolution for the alleviation of the sufferers along the Ohio River and its 


tributaries he may expend the whole amount of the original appropria- 


| tion for that purpose. 
absolutely starving and suffering condition. The gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts [Mr. Rice] has said that the local authorities should take | 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman claim that the Secretary of War 
will expend the money, if it be unnecessary, under the terms of the ap- 
propriation ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly not, and if the gentleman had listened he 
would have understood that the information in the possession of the 
Secretary of War, the Committee on Appropriations, and others is that 


| a large number of the people for whom that appropriation was made are 
| still in a great degree destitute; but it is a question whether we shall 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RIcE] says that the season | 


is not an inclement one. If that gentleman had to live in the loft of | $125,000 of this money and use it for the relief of people who are suffer- 


go to the utmost and relieve all these people, or whether we shall take 


ing still more, who are in such distress that unless relief be extended 
they must soon starve. As I said in the beginning this isa question of 
degree. 

It is now too late to undertake to raise a question as to the constitu- 
tionality of the appropriation which we have already made. It isa 
little late, too, in the history of this country to undertake to raise that 


| question. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I did not raise it. 
Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Illinois did not raise it; but 


| the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] spoke of it. The Gen- 
| eral Government has throughout its history selected extraordinary cases 


for granting relief. Where we shall stop, where the boundary line is, 
must always rest within the discretion of Congress. The Constitution 


| of the United States in its preamble recites that the instrument is or- 


dained for the purpose, among other objects, of ‘‘ promoting the general 
welfare ’’ of the people of this country. It is a part of our duty to 
extend relief in this way in extraordinary cases, whether the distress 
comes from flood or fire or other calamity. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like two or three minutes more, if the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLs] has the time to spare. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. KEIFER. Isimply wish to say, by way of re-enforcing my last 
remark, that there is nothing we can do that will tend more to ** pro- 
mote the general welfare’’ than to meet just such emergencies as these 
when they arise—whether they come from fires in Boston or Chicago 
or from extraordinary floods along the great rivers of the country. To 


| afford relief in cases of this kind is one of the highest duties of the 


Congress of the United States, the exercise of which should commend 


| it tg a liberal and charitable people. 


I am in favor of making this reappropriation, or rather of extending 
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the powers of the Secretary of War under the appropriation already 
made, so that he may, as the resolution states, in his discretion relieve 
eople along the Mississippi River and its tributaries, who are suffering 
more than those along the Ohio River and its tributaries. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS. I yield three minutes to my colleague [Mr. Hunt]. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, if I could have the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] for one moment I would ask him 
to consider that this appropriation is plainly warranted by the terms of 
the Constitution. That instrument provides that— 

Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States. 

The constitutional power thus lodged in Congress was necessarily ade- 
quate and complete, else the feeble and decaying Confederation would 
never have been supplanted, and the succeeding Government of the Unit- 
ed States with proper powers erected in its stead. Commenting upon 
the provision of the Constitution which I have just read, another citizen 
of Massachusetts, Justice Story, takes a different view from that of the 
gentleman. Referring to the provision in question Judge Story says (and 
as I understand) by way of sustaining what he considered the power of 
the Government and the true doctrine: 


In the history of mankind it has ordinarilybeen found that inthe usual prog- 
ress of things the necessities of a nation in every stage of its existence are at 
least equal to itsresources. * * * It is impossible to foresee all the various 
changes in the posture, relations, and power of different nations which might 
affect the prosperity and safety of our own. We may have formidable foreign 
enemies; we may have internal commotions; we may suffer from physical as 
well as moral calamities, from plagues, famine, and earthquakes ; from political 
convulsions and rivalries ; from the gradual decline of particular sources of in- 
dustry; and from the necessity of changing our own habits and pursuits in con- 
sequence of foreign improvements and competition and the variable nature of 
human wants and desires. 

Now, then, if the power to lay and collect taxes, &c., be unlimited 
except as laid down in the Constitution, the terms of the instrument im- 
mediately following, and providing that the taxes referred to are ‘‘to 
pay the debts and provide for the common detense and general wel- 
fare,’’? are a qualification or restraint upon the taxing power itself. 
That is to say, the power to provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States is not in the common sense a general, 
distinct, or substantial power. In other words, the power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is given in order to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare. 

Justice Story proceeds in the just and free spirit in which he has com- 
mented on other portions of the Constitution to observe: 

It is said if Congress may lay taxes for the common defense and general wel- 
fare, the money may be appropriated for those purposes, although not within 
the scope of the other enumerated powers. Certainly it may be soappropriated ; 
for if Congress is authorized to lay taxes for such purposes it would be strange 
if when raised the money could not be applied tothem. That would beto give 
a power to a certain end and then deny the end intended by the power 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition whatever to discuss 
the constitutional phases of this question. It is sufficient to state in 
this connection that in the history of this Government a great many 
pretedents have been established whereby such an appropriation as is 
now asked from this body can be and in my judgment ought to be jus- 
tified in the mind of every member of this House. I rose merely to 
say asingle word in answer to some remarks which fell from the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick], in which he seemed to cast re- 
proach upon our demand for aid in this matter because the sufferers by 
the conflagrations in the city of Chicago and the city of Boston were 
not relieved by appropriations from Congress. 

I wish to call to his attention the fact that the conflagration in Chi- 
cago took place on the 9th of October, 1871, at a time when Congress 
was not in session, and no relief could be given; and that the conflagra- 
tion in the city of Boston took place on the 9th of November, the fol- 
lowing year, a time also when no relief could be given by this body. 


It was, moreover, publicly announced at the time that the citizens of 


Boston did not desire aid. I only care to say in addition that if I had 
been in this body at that time and any demand had come to me as a 
member thereof for my action in their behalf I would, as was on a some- 
what similar occasion said by Mr. Crittenden, cheerfully have laid down 
the Constitution at the feet of mercy, and voted to make any appropri- 
ation necessity called for in these conflagrations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to have read a dispatch from Governor Mc- 
Enery showing the necessity for this appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3ATON RovuGe, LA., March 24, 1884 


General E. T. Lewis: 

Morganza, Scott, Waterloo levees gone; ten parishes, most of your district, 
under water. The laboring population will suffer considerably. The State is in 
no condition to minister to their wants. Urge upon Secretary of War for rations 
for the laboring people, who are surrounded by water and in a few days will 
be starving. Have rationsin same quantities as in 1882. Letthere be no delay. 


8S. D. McENERY, Governor. 
‘ Mr. ELLIS. I yield for two minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. BARKSDALE]. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago intelligence was 
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received here that the dwellers along the banks of the Ohio River were 
suffering greatly from the overflow of that stream. They were house 
less and homeless, and appeal was made to this body to furnish assist 
ance to the sufferers. Without dissent, by a vote approximating una 
nimity, an appropriation of $500,000 was made for their relief. 

Now, sir, the people who dwell along the banks of the Mississippi 
River are suffering in the same way; no more I will say, but certainly 
no less. There is $125,000 left of the money which was appropriated for 
the reliefof the Ohio Valley sufferers. Appeal is now made to the House 
upon the recommendation of the Secretary of War to appropriate the un 
expended balance of the $500,000, namely, $125,000, for the relief of the 
sufferers along the banks of the Lower Mississippi. I ask gentlemen on 
both sides of the House whether they are not willing to grant by their 
votes this poor pittance? Are they not willing to do this act of justice ? 
I am sure the appeal is not in vain. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana to 
yield to me for half a minute. 

Mr. ELLIS. I shall reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will not the gentleman from Louisiana 
yield to me for thirty seconds? 

Mr. ELLIS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. A few daysago, Mr. Speaker, the House, 
with a unanimity of which I was proud, appropriated half a million 
dollars for the sufferers along the valley of the Ohio River, affecting my 
constituents as well as those of othergentlemen. That wasunchallenged 
almost by gentlemen on both sides of the House. I think it would be 
ungrateful on our part if we refuse to vote this relief. I hope 
pass at once. 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman hasten minutes remaining, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] has ten minutes 

Mr. RICE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BEACH]. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, Congress, in my judgment, misappropri 
ated the public funds when it gave $500,000 for the relief of the Ohio 
flood sufferers, and yet, under that previous action on the part of the 
House, it might very properly be maintained that the Ohio sufferers ac- 
quired vested rights in that money; that they were the beneficiaries of 
the fund. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] now asks that 
the fund be further diverted and devoted to the benefit of the sufferers 
of the Mississippi Valley. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 
then comes in and asks that the appropriation be increased so as to pro 
vide relief for the people of his State. 

I am opposed, Mr. Speaker, to all of these appropriations. It is un 
fair—I will not say it is unconstitutional, because there is so little re- 
spect for the Constitution on this floor that the argument would be of 
no avail—but it is unfair and unjust. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. Under 
the provisions of this resolution the Secretary of War will be empow 
ered to give relief to all sufferers by overflow of the Mississippi River 
in Arkansasandelsewhere. Myapprehension was, from the insufliciency 
of the appropriation and because the Secretary of War in his letter in 
dicated he thought the only suffering was below Vicksburg, it did not 
include all persons rendered destitute by this overflow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. BEACH. I hope I will have a minute longer, as the gentleman 
from Arkansas has taken up all my time 

Mr. RICE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEACH. I will not stop to answer the question of the gentle 
man from Arkansas, as it will deprive me of the opportunity of saying 
the few words I desire to say. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted I was saying that it is unfai 
and unjust. There is alaw that is higher than the Constitution It 
is a law that is founded in the old maxim that where there is equality 
of burden there should be equality of benefit. And judged by this 
maxim, it is unfair and unjust to take the money that is contributed 
by public burdens and apply it to the benefit of people of any particula 
section of country I am opposed to this resolution and to all resola- 
tions of a similar character, and now I give notice that when this res 
olution is on its passage I shall demand the yeas and nays upon it 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. I wish to ask whether an amendment to the pending 
resolution is now in order. 

The SPEAKER It is not The House is engaged in general debate 
on the proposition under an arrangement made by unanimous consent 
that there should be debate for one hour; one-half accorded to those 
who are opposed to the resolution and one-half to 
favor of it 

Mr. BUDD. 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER 
ordered 

Mr. BUDD. Then I! give notice at this time that I desire to offer an 
amendment to this resolution 


it will 


those who are in 
Will it bein order at the expiration of the hour to offer 


It will be, unless the previous question shall be 
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Mr. RICE 
[Mr. ADAMs]. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not choose to raise the 
constitutional question. The only question thatshould interest us is the | 
question of public policy; and I desire to say that no appropriation 
should be made out of the national Treasury except to relieve distress 
occasioned by an unforeseen catastrophe, and then only so far as it is ab- 
solutely necessary to go for that purpose. Therefore we ought to con- 
sider, first, whether the inhabitants of those States that are now threat- | 
ened with disaster can not provide by special session of their Legisla- 
tures for the larger part of the relief which they ask from us; and sec- | 
ondly, that we ought not to provide for the injuries that are likely to | 


I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from I]linois 


accrue from the annual floods of the upper Missouri and upper Missis- | 
sippi Rivers, since that is a catastrophe which can not be called unfore- | 


seen. All that we ought to do is to prevent the starvation which will 
follow if we do not interpose governmental aid. 

Mr. RICE. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BkuMM] 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this appropriation with | 


the information that I have at present, but I should like, inasmuch as 


. j 
gentlemen on the other side of the House have constantly contended 


that the national Congress has no right to make any law or to do any- 


thing unless it is specially granted to it by the Constitution, to ask | 
Now then, 


them to answer me a question bearing upon that subject. 
more as a matter of information than of opposition to this measure, I 


would like my friend from Texas, Judge REAGAN, whoseems to be so | 


} 


. > . . | 
well posted, to point out to me under what particular clause of the Consti- 


tution they contend that we have the right to grant this appropriation ? 
Or I ask any other gentleman on that side to give me the information. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
me to answer the question ? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I will say to the gentleman that the members 
of this side of the House gave an explanation of ‘their opinion on that 


. ° . 2 > ° . ee | 
question by voting almost unanimously in favor of appropriating $500, - | 


000 for the relief of the sufferers from the overflow in the Ohio River. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman misapprehends my question. I do 
not ask him to point outa specific case where this relief has. been 
granted, but to point me to the clause, the specific clause, of the Con- 
stitution which warrants it in the opinion of gentlemen on that side of 
the House. 


The SPEAKER. The time allowed to the gentleman from Pennsy]l- | 


vania has expired. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICE. 
cupy a moment of the time of this House. I mademy point in opposi- 
tion to this resolution in the few moments during which I oceupied the 
floor at the commencement of this discussion. 

I wish now, in the few moments remaining, to say only this in reply 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]: that I am too old a mem- 
berof this House ever to seek to make a constitutional argument against 
any measure which any member may desire to carry through the House. 
I know from my experience here that I might just as well seek to dam 
up this flood in the Mississippi with a paper dam as to keep members 
out of an overflowing Treasury when they want to get there by any con- 
stitutional scruples or by any constitutional farguments, or to keep 


the men upon whose lips constantly dwell the doctrines of State rights | 


from that Federal Treasury whenever they want to feed out of its sur- 
plus themselves or their constituents. 

I have made, as I have said, my point; and I desire to take no further 
time. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] asked me to allow 
him a few moments of the time remaining, which I will give him, al- 
though he is not in opposition to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas has one minute re- 
maining. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I asked this remaining time of one min- 
ute in order to offer an amendment framed in language that in my judg- 


ment will be more apt to accomplish the results desired to be accom- | 


plished than the resolution of the Committee on Appropriations which 
is now pending. 
proceedings an amendment would be out of order, and the gentleman 
from Louisiana has indicated that at the end of the hour he will feel it 


to be his duty under the orders of his committee to move the previous | 


question 
Now, unless he should find himself justified in receding from that 


position, [ will avail of this one moment to say that I hope the House | 


will vote down the previous question, in order that I may offer this 
amendment. Add to the resolution the following words: 

And also that the further sum of $175,000 be appropriated, out of any money 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the same purpose. 

I hope the House will vote down the previous question, in order that 
I may offer that amendment, and when it is adopted that we shall ap- 
propriate the entire sum of $300,000. I know that amount will be 
needed. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. 
ten minutes of his time remaining. 
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Mr.ELLIS. In answer to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn}, 
I will say it is for the House to determine as to ordering the previous 
question or not. As the organ of the Committee on Appropriations it 
is my duty to move the previous question. If the House chooses to 
vote down the previous question and open the door for amendments. 
that is the business of the House. 


Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one question ? 
Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 
Mr.DUNN. Does the gentleman not think $300,000 will be needed » 


Mr. ELLIS. I think so, and probably double that sum. 

Mr. HORR. And I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana further, 
is there any disposition on the part of the committee, when there is evi- 
dence it is needed, to withhold it? 

Mr. ELLIS. None in the world, I think. 

Mr. Speaker, in making these appropriations, extraconstitutional as 
they may be, which I doubt, Congress ought to be guided simply by 
this rule: Wherever the calamity is so widespread, so far-reaching in 
its effect as to baffle the aid of the local authorities, then the Federa) 
Government should step in and assist. 

Now, sir, what is the condition in the overflowed district? There is 
a region of country to-day overflowed by the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries larger than all of New England. And it is not a desert, 
sir; not a depopulated region, but one that is thickly settled. It is al- 
most a dead level. This overflow does not come like the overtlow of 
the Ohio River, where from precipitous hills the waters rush down and 
fill up the river and make the overflow. The river rises gradually, 
overflowing its banks, seeking first the bayous and lagoons and ‘ow 
places that lie out and about the homes of these people, until before 


| they know it the insidious waters have crept up about them, and it is 


water in front and water in rear and water encroaching upon them 
everywhere. And to-day there are points on the Mississippi River where 


| itis eighty-five miles wide. To-day, by the breaking of one levee, ten 


parishes as large as the State of Rhode Island are overflowed, populated 
for the most part by a people the most helpless, the most improvident, 
and the poorest that claim the citizenship of the Republic. I mean the 


| colored people. 


The Legislatures are not in session. This calamity is so widespread, 
affecting the entire region along the banks of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, that the local authorities are taxed to the utmost in pre- 
serving themselves and their own homes, and there is no relief but in 
the strong, organized relief tendered by the Federal Government. 

But, sir, some gentlemen have found constitutional scruples. All 
agree to it upon the score of mercy; but there are constitutional objec- 
tions. I can not stop, Mr. Speaker, to answer these now, but I will 
recur to the history of this country in the time of our forefathers and 
will show these gentlemen precedents for this action on the part of the 
| House. 

In 1812, while we were involved in a great contest, in a war with 
Great Britain on land and sea which was calling for the exertion of all 
our vigor and resources, intelligence reached this country of a great 
calamity in South America. There occurred in Venezuela an earth- 
quake which had toppled over the houses and opened great chasms in 
the streets of Caracas, destroying that city and plunging its populz- 
tion into mourning and want. Although we were involved in war, 





But the Chair has just ruled that at this stage of the | 


The gentleman from Louisiana [M1r. ELuts] has 


Nathaniel Macon, then chairman of the Committee on Commerce and 
Manufactures—Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, called in his biog- 
raphy ‘‘thestringent and severe Democrat, the strict constructionist ’’— 
| moved the following resolution. I may state at the same time intelli- 
gence had reached the United States that the Island of Teneriffe, one 
of the Canaries, had been visited by swarms of locusts that had eaten 
up the crops and substance of the people and left them ima state of 
| 
| 
| 


destitution. Mr. Nathaniel Macon moved the following resolution: 


Be it resolved, That the Committee on Commerce and Manufactures be in- 
structed to report a bill authorizing the President of the United States to cause 
to be purchased barrels of flour, and to have the same exported to such port 
in Caracas for the use of the inhabitants who have suffered by the earthquake ; 
| and also authorizing him to purchase ——— barrels of Nour, and to have the same 
| exported to some port in Teneriffe forthe use of the inhabitants who are likely 
| to starve by the ravages of locusts. 





| The amount originally contemplated was $30,000. Who moved the 
amendment to increase the amount to $50,000? John C. Calhoun, of 
| South Carolina, moved that the amount be increased to $50,000; and 
| the resolution passed, passed unanimously, passed nem. con. Of the 
| honored roll of statesmen who have illustrated the glorious annals .of 
| this country the names of the following are found as voting for it in the 
| affirmative: James Breckinridge, of Virginia; John C. Calhoun, of South 
Carolina; Langdon Cheves, of the same State; Felix Grundy, of Ten- 
nessee; Richard M. Johnson, of Kentucky; William R. King, of Ala- 
bama; Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina; Israel Pickens, of North 
Carolina; John Randolph, of Virginia; and George M. Troup, of Georgia. 

But again, sir, in 1847 intelligence of a great calamity reached the 
United States from Ireland. Again we were at war. Mr. Speaker, it 
would seem that to emphasize these splendid exhibitions of mercy they 
came at a time when the nation was engaged in war. These magnifi- 
cent sunbursts of mercy breaking through the rift of the war-cloud and 
shining upor the rain of blood and tears, painted upon the cloud of 
| war the bow of hope and promise that a nation was born among the 
nations of the earth in whose great heart beat the love and affection and 
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universal brotherhood of man. We were at war. Mr. Crittenden, of 


Kentucky introduced the following bill: 
A bill to provide some relief for the suffering people of Ireland and Scotland. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

tmerica in Congress assembled, That the President of the U nited States be, and is 

hereby, authorized to cause to be purchased such provisions as he may deem 
suitable and proper, and to cause the same to be transperted and tendered in 
the name of the Government of the United States to that of Great Britain for the 
relief of the people of Ireland and Scotland suffering from the great calamity of 
scarcity and famine. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the sum of $500,000 be, and is hereby, appro- 
prialed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry 
into effect this act. 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That the President of the United States be, and is 
hereby, authorized, at his discretion, to use the public ships of the United States 
for the transportation of the provisions to be purchased as aforesaid. 


On the passage of that bill, and it passed the Senate by a vote of 27 
to 13, I find the following among those voting in the affirmative: Ber- | 
rien, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- | 
ton, Evans, Houston, Reverdy Johnson, Mangum, Moorehead, Soulé, | 
and Webster. 

Talk about constitutional doubts! Why, sir, who approved the joint | 
resolution passed in 1812 for the relief of the people of Caracas? There 
is one man in our history called the ‘‘ Father of the Constitution.’”’ No 
doubt can arise upon the Constitution which is not settled if James | 
Madison has spoken upon it. Yet this father of the Constitution, James | 
Madison, wielding the sword of the Constitution and the executive | 
power of the country, immediately signed that relief resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question on the engrossment | 
and third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope that will be voted down so that I may move 
the amendment I have indicated. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 118, 
noes 26, 

So (no further count being called for) the previous question was 
ordered. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. ELLIS. And on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BEACH. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint | 
resolution. 

The question was taken, and there were 15 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The joint resolution was then passed. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD some 
remarks, together with some telegrams, upon the subject of the joint 
resolution just passed. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
Appendix. } 
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STATUE OF JAMES A. GARFIELD. 


Mr. KEIFER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6253 
to provide for the preparation of a site and the erection of a pedestal 
for a statue of the late President James A. Garfield; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER moved that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is that a proper reference of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule it should go 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then let it go there. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is purely a matter of appropriation 

The SPEAKER. Is there a law providing for the erection of this 
statue? 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no law providing for the statue, but the bill 
is in accordance with the custom which has prevailed in the erection of 
all the statues in the city of Washington. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill should go to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] moves that the bill introduced 
by him be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 58, 
noes 51. 

So (no further count being called for) the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 


BUSINESS. 
I ask unanimous consent to make a re- 


| interested in this question. 
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port from the Committee on Agriculture for reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. 
ports. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-third vote. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 108, 
noes 13. I 
So (no further count being called for 
pensed with (two-thirds voting therefor). 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu ot 


{ call for the regular order. 
lhe regular order is the call of committees for re- 


the morning hour was dis- 


ol 


| the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and 


to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 
entitled “‘An act donating public lands to the several States and Ter 
ritories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts.”’ 


1862 


DR. B. J. D. IRWIN. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


of 


| War, transmitting the petition of Surg. B. J. D. Irwin, United States 


Army, for compensation for personal preperty destroyed by fire during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

. LEAVE ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was vranted as follows 

To Mr. MANZANARES, for eighteen days; on account of sickness in 
his family. 


OF 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to proceed 
with the consideration of revenue bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DoRSHEIMER in the chair 

BONDED-WHISKY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. *®The House is now in Committee of the Whok 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. to extend the 
time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] is entitled to the floor 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa[ Mr. Pusey 
five minutes of my time. 

Mr. PUSEY. I have sat here for three days without any intention 
whatever to participate in this debate. My people are not particularl 
We have in Iowa prohibition pure and 
simple; we do not do anything bad out there. 

It is true that we have the biggest distillery in the world within the 
shadow of the dome of our capitol, but it is simply an arm of our mi 
sionary society. We send the product of that distillery as ‘leaves fo 
the healing of the nations;’’ send it to our sister States and Terr 
tories. And I have sometimes thought when I saw a gentleman rist 
on this floor that he had the true spirit of lowa in him. [Laughter 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say anything on this ques 
tion. I have listened to the silvery-tongued orator of Kentucky, thé 
young and impetuous gentleman who argued so passionately for his con 
stituency, and I girded up the loins of my compassion-and said, ‘* No.’ 


obo 


} 
| 
4 


we 


I listened to that other gentleman from Kentucky, the gentleman with 
the historic name, who presented his claim so fairly 

A MEMBER. You mean Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. PUSEY. Ireferto Mr. CLAy, of Kentucky. That name is his 
toric enough for me. I heard him present his claim so fairly, conced 
ing every argument almost that had been presented by the opposition 


yet made out so strong a case for his constituency, that when he w 
through I said, ‘‘ No.’ listened tomy learned friend { 
cut [Mr. EATON ], who held upalittle paper here and said: ** If 
just let me put this proviso on this bill I will vote tor then I can 
say to my constituency in Connecticut that I have driven a hard bat 
gain with these whisky men.’’ i would make pay this inter 
est quarterly in advance,’’ says the Senator, which I believe under th 
laws of Connecticut, Mr. Chairman, is usury. I listened to that argu 
ment, and I said, ‘‘No.’’ But whenI heard my distinguished friend 
from New York [| Mr. PoTtrer], a gentleman who stands upon this floo: 
accredited with great ability in finance, when I heard him utter yest 
day the sentiment which I will ask the Clerk to read, I ran down the aisk 
and asked to interrupt him, which he refused te permit. I 
Clerk to read the sentence which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rom Connecti 
you will 


ior it 


them 


If this money is received from the tax on distilled spirits it must inevitably be 
paid out and undermine and destroy to a certain extent the nat 
system upon which rests, more than upon any other present 
the stability and prosperity of the business of the country 


onal bankin 


mmstrumentalits 
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Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Chairman, I think thatsentiment ought not to go | is easiest, what will pay best? while principle asks the question, What 
abroad to the country unanswered. If it be true, I think this whisky | is right? and knowing the right, performs it. 
honded bill will have more friends on this floor than it ever had before. When it comes to a matter of principle, whether you apply the rule 
Is it pessible, Mr. Chairman, that the permanent prosperity of this na- | to the nation or the individual citizen, its force is the same, and hono: 
tion depends upon the prosperity of any one industry in this country? | and integrity make it binding upon us to observe it. 
What are the facts? If this money is paid into the Treasury is it going What ought to be done in regard to the liquor traffic is to members 
to stimulate the redemption of Government bonds to such an extent as | of this House in their official capacity a question of momentous im- 
to produce a panic in this country? What are the facts? Why, sir, I | portance. It is a question not to be dealt with rashly, or decided has- 
went to the office of the Treasurer of the United States this morning, | tily, or without regard for the rights of the citizen; and by the citizen 
and I will read to this House the absolute facts of this case as I there | we mean the great body of our people of all classes and conditions in 
learned them life. Statistics give the whole cost of liquors in the year 1873 at $700, - 
{ Here the hammer fell. } | 000,000. A recent statement in an editorial of the New York Tribune 
Mr. McKINLEY. I now propose to yield five minutes to my col- | givesthe amount of $800,000,000 spent in this country yearly for drink: 
league | Mr. McCorMICK ] an amount exceeding by $100,000,000 the entire sum raised by taxes 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that my colleague [Mr. PusEy] be | of all kinds, national, State, county, city, town, and school district, as 
allowed a few minutes more. | stated upon the authority of theCensus Bureau. America pays whisky 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] has | dealers more than she pays the laboring classes. Drink costs more than 
the time in his control. three times as much as we pay for clothes, fourteen times as much as 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that my colleague be allowed ten | we pay for public schools, and eighteen times as much as we give to 
minutes, not to be deducted from the time of the gentleman from Ohio | the poor. 
[Mr. McKINLEY] A traffic that costs in actual payment and in loss of productive labo 
~ The CHAIRMAN. That arrangement can be made by unanimous | more than half the national debt every year is not an insignificant mat- 
consent Che Chair hears no objection. ter to the true political economist, leaving out of the question the class 
Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Chairman, the facts are that $40,000,000 of the | who oppose the traffic from moral convictions. The cost of pauperism, 
cireulation of the national banks of this country has within the last | of crime from intemperance, the waste of grain, and loss of productive 
eighteen months been surrendered voluntarily by these institutions by | industry in their effects upon the country can not be evaded by the 
deposit of legal-tendercurrency and taking up their hypothecated bonds. | loyal statesman who has his country’s good in view and seeks the per- 
Why? Because their circulation did not pay. In our Western States, | petuity ofour freeinstitutions. Suchadrain as these makeon a nation’s 
is worth 10 and 15 percent. per annum, they can not afford | resources affords grounds for alarm that can not fail to claim his thought- 
to have their money in 3 per cent. bonds and pay a tax on their circu- | ful consideration, and against which he fails in duty if he does not lift a 
lation. They have lifted their bonds to this extent, $44,000,000, vol- | warning voice. Butthere is another phase of this question that neces 
untarily ’ | sarily presents itself for our contemplation; other things besides the 
Now, what is the state of the facts? We have $340,000,000 of paper | pecuniary affairs of the nation affect its welfare. 
circulation which is founded on the hypothecated debt of the nation. Secretary Seward in his lifetime said: 


What are these securities thus hypothecated ? No republican government can stand that has not for its support the moral 
ity and virtue of the people. 


where money 


United States bonds held by the Treasurer of the United States in trust Sor 
national banks March 26, 1884. 


fo secure circulation : 


Currency sixes 


In the same connection he goes on to say: 


But what a fearful decay of public virtue attends the liquor traffic, degrading 
and destroying to those who should become the pillars and strength of ou 
Government 


— lat ‘ ; $3. 488. 000 
Four and one-half percents ...... i cael iailaa ae : 42,375, 500 
10), 144, 600 
154, 192, 550 


Four percents 


It has been well said that ‘‘ government emanates f-om the moral at- 
rhre« percents 


tributes of mankind. It is a thing of moral necessity, and its powe1 
Total ; : .-. 339,200,650 | and obligation are of a moral kind.’’ It is the duty of the Govern- 
ye | ment to make it difficult to do wrong and easy to do right, to throw 

40. 000.000 | 2round the citizen such safeguards and such wholesome protection as 
nee will secure him against the impure and vicious and stimulate within 
| him the desire for the pure and the good. But the effect of the liquor 


lo secure bank circulation.................+ . 
Less legal-tenders deposited with Treasurer 





303, 384, 676 
I want to say in this connection, gentlemen of the committee, that I | traffic, direct and indirect, view it as he may, upon the individual and 
consider we have arrived at the true autonomy of national control over | upon socicty, is paralyzing to the physical, intellectual, social, moral, 
the currency question in this country. We are issuing $28,600,000 | and political well-being of the community and State. 
vearly of silver certificates. We are issuing $28,371,810 in gold cer-| Burke has defined law as beneficence acting by rule; but who, in look- 
tificates, or we can do so if there is a demand for them, for we have the | ing at the immeasurable evils, can plead in behalf of the beneficenceof 
gold coming in yearly from the coinage mints to do it with. We | the liquor traffic? The thousand of millions of revenue to the Govern- 
are coining gold at the rate of $2,500,000 monthly, and have nearly | ment would soon fly upward in the balance as weighed against the bur 
$600,000,000 of gold in the country. Weare coining silveratthe rate of | densand griefs and anguish and death it entails upon society. 
$28,300,000 per annum. I have no fear of any vacuum in ourcurrency | In its hold upon the country this traffic is aggressive in its character 
cireulation by reason of the retirement of the national-bank currency. | and is becoming more and more exorbitantin its demands. In illustra- 
Here is a matter that is self-adjusting. There is novacuum, and there | tion of the truth that 
can be no vacuum. The retirement of the national-bank currency does 
not exceed $2.500,000 per month, and we are issuing at the rate of 
nearly $5,000,000 a month of gold and silver certificates. I say, there- | this traffic comes crowding in upon us here. What other business or 
fore, that the gentleman from New York has done himself and the | trafficcomes intothe council chambers of this nation seeking such help 
country great injustice when on this floor yesterday he gave utterance | and such special privileges as are demanded by this bill? By what 
to that sentiment which has been read from the desk. I did not rise, | right or precedent does it come here seeking to be freed from its ob- 
Mr. Chairman, to discuss the ‘‘ whisky bonded bill,’’ but simply to | ligations, when no other business would for a moment indulge the 
correct an error, a fatal error, in which my distinguished friend from | thought even that it had any right to make sucha claim? But this 
New York had fallen. I thank the committee for their courtesy in ex- | traffic, in all its boldness and effrontery, according to its accustomed 
tending my time. habit of seeking to dictate and control the policy of States, does so as- 
Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the committee. I do not want | sert itself and presents its claims for recognition here. The question 
to argue this bonded whisky question; but I do think that such utter- | thatconfronts us, then, is this: Is it right that this bill pass? Look- 
ances from such distinguished men from the great money centers of this | ing at that question in the length and breadth and full scope of its pe- 
country should not go unanswered. cuniary significance, is it for the welfare of our citizens, the comfort 
Mr. McKINLEY. I will now yield fifteen minutes to my colleague | of our free homes, and the prosperity of our country ? Can we hon- 
{Mr. McCorMIck ]. estly, sincerely, and conscientiously answer that question inthe affirm- 
Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman,I am aware that the measure | ative by our votes in favor of this bill? Are we to give this commerce 
now before the House has been pretty fully discussed pro and con, and | of death a stronger hold upon us, or is it not a wiser, safer, truer, no- 
my remarks shall be brief. Fair and honorable debate concedes to every | bler policy to seek rather to loosen its hold on the vitals of this nation 
man the right to his convictions as also the right to advocate them, and, | than to suffer it to bind us more strongly in its fatal coils ? 
free from acrimony and bitterness, leads to safest results in the discus- Mr. McKINLEY. I will yield for ten minutes to my colleague, Mr. 
sion of any measure. Ishall content myself with theexpression of some | JosEPH D. TAYLOR. 
convictions of my own, more or less, directlyor indirectly, growing out Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under con- 
of the matter now before us for our consideration. sideration is certainlya very peculiar one. It professes to be a revenue 
The question involved in this discussion on the proposition now be- | bill. That is the title of it, and when the gentlemen in charge of the 
fore the House in the provisions of this bill seems to me to be one of | bill move to go into the Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
policy against principle, of expediency against right. Policy asks what | tion of this bill, they always add ‘‘ for the purpose of considering rev- 


He that hath a thousand friends hath not a friend to spare, 
But he that hath one enemy shal] meet him everywhere, 
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enue bills.’ And this bill does not increase or decrease in any wise 
the United States revenue. 
spirits is 90 cents per gallon, and this bill does not propose to change 
it. It proposes to give an extension of time to the tax-payers, for which 
they in turn are supposed to pay an adequate compensation. Hence 
the Government is not to be benefited on the one hand or injured on 
the other. Then why this legislation? Why is the time of this Con- 
cress consumed from day to day in the consideration of a bill in which 
the Government has no interest whatever ? 

There is but one answer, and that is, that this legislation is for the 
benefit of the manufacturers of distilled spirits. They and they alone 
are to be benefited. The time of the American Congress is being 
wasted and the money of the American people is being squandered in 
this remarkable effort to legislate in the interest of a special class. 
There are on every hand important measures demanding the time and 
attention of this Congress. There are a thousand bills betore this House 
demanding immediate consideration. Hence for one I shall be glad to 
have this discussion come to a close and to have the vote taken. 

The distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] made 
on yesterday avery elaborate argument to convince the House that this 
bill does not propose to make ‘‘a loan’”’ to the distillers of whisky. I 
was amused at the ingenuity of his argument, but I could not see on 
the whole that it makes much difference whether it be a loan or an 
extension of the time in which the parties interested are to pay a debt. 
True, it has the appearance of a loan; the bill relates to money, and to 
money due the Government at a fixed time, to a sum certain in each 
case, and extends the same for a given period on certain specific condi- 
tions for a certain rate of interest. This, as I remember the text-books, 
comes very near the description of a loan. It is a loan to all appear- 
ances, and yet it is not a loan. 
necticut that it is not aloan. It is not intended to be aloan. Itisa 
gift, and is intended to be a gift, a donation, a surrender on the part of 
the Government of more than $50,000,000. 

The gentleman says that this can not be, as the tax is payable at all 
events, and that the payment is secured by bond. 
remains thesame. Grant this extension, and at the ex 
years, if the internal-revenue laws are not sooner ieniel, you will be 
asked and expected to grant another extension. It is confidently ex- 
pected, and this bill means nothing more nor nothing less, that this or 
the next extension, as the case may be, shall reach beyond the repeal 
of the internal-revenue tax on whisky. If it were not for this expecta- 
tion this bill would not be before this House. And when the internal- 
revenue tax is once removed this debt of fifty and more millions of 
dollars is canceled. You say, Oh, no; that the Government will have 
its bonds with security for every dollarof thismoney. What are bonds 
worth in a case like this? Gather together all the bonds in the country, 
trustee bonds, executors’ bonds, administrators’ bonds, official bonds, 
and attempt to make forced collections upon them, and what are they 
worth? Not 50 cents on the dollar on an average. 

When the Government is forced to collect its money by litigation it 
rarelysucceeds. Itsometimes gets something by compromise, but more 
frequently fails altogether. In this case it would be driven to litiga- 
tion, and we all know the result of the recent attempts on the part of 
the Government to make good the defalcations of its trusted officers. 
The gentlemen on the other side are not agreed among themselves as 
to whether the Government under this bill will retain a lien on the 
whisky in bond. One says it will and another says it will not. But 
admit that it will. 
cents a gallon tax on it when he can make it and putit on the market 
when the internal-revenue laws are repealed for30 centsa gallon? Sup- 
pose some distiller has 10,000,000 gallons of whisky in bond when the 
tax is removed; will he pay $9,000,000 tax on it to get it out of bond 
when he can make the whisky and put it on the market for three or 
four million dollars? Certainly not. Could he not in two years put 
his property out of his hands if he so desires? Are we sure thatinall 

sases the collector would get good bonds in the first instance? If they 
were good when taken, what assurance have we that they will be good 
in two years thereafter? 

Look at the monstrous temptation the Government proposes to place 
before this people. When the scheme is fully ripe, when the internal 
tax is removed, when the money is due, which then becomes or seems 


yiration of two 


to be a total loss, you will find when it is too late that this unwise leg- | 


1 And this | 
is the very thing that this kind of legislation will invite, and the un- | 


islation has resulted in an enormous loss to the Government. 


i 
| his bond faithless and unbelieving. The 


The present rate of taxation on distilled | belongs to the Government, to the people, and I prefer to trust the United 
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money will soon be due, and it 


States Treasury with this great sum in preference to the manufacturers 
of whisky or their bondsmen, and shall record my vote accordingly 
Let us look for a moment at the whisky legislation of this country 
In the first place, the law permitted the tax on whisky to be paid, as 
on tobacco and on certain other articles, when it entered into consump- 
tion, or, in other words, when it was taken out of bond and piaced on 
the market. This law was found to afford great opportunities, so far 
as whisky was concerned, for fraud and corruption. We all remember 
the startling era of the whisky frauds, which seemed to shake the Gov 
ernment to its center and to threaten the overthrow of our institutions 
The whisky ring for a time seemed stronger than the Government, and 


| while some of its leaders were acquitted, it is thought that very many 


I agree with the gentleman from Con- | 


| itable. 


escaped justice. This startling experience resulted in a careful revision 
and change of the internal-revenue laws so far as whisky was concerned, 
and in 1868 the law provided, among other things, that distilled spirit 
should be taken possession of by the Government when distilled, placed 
in a warehouse provided by the owner but under the care of a United 
States officer, who should carry the key, and that within one year from 
the time of its manufacture the owner should pay the Government tax 
and take possession of it, or, in other words, take it out of bond. 

This law was found to work well, and under it there were very few 
complaints of fraud; but in 1878, at the instance and request of the 
whisky producers, this bonded period was extended from one to three 
years. This extension was asked and granted on the ground that there 
was an overproduction in the country, and that the consumption was 
not equal to the production. The distillers of whisky asked time to 
reduce their surplus by the reduction of the manufacture of distilled 
spirits until the production and the consumption should become equal. 
Otherwise they claimed that bankruptcy and financial ruin were inev- 
Their agents and attorneys presented this question to Congress, 


| and the period was extended from one to three years, and has neve 


Admit it, and the fact | 


since been reduced. 
At the time of the passage of this law, making the bonded period 


| three years instead of one, as it had been before, the product was less 


than 60,000,000 gallons. Instead of the reduction which was promised, 
the product the next year, 1879, reached 71,000,000 gallons, and during 


| the next year, 1880, the product reached 90,000,000 gallons; and during 


| gallons; at the end of the fiscal years 1882 and 183: 


the next year, 1881, it reached 117,000,000 gallons; in 1882, 105,000, 
000 gallons, and in 18%3, 74,000,000 gallons. There remained in th 
warehouses, after all sales and exportations had been made, at the end 
of the fiscal year 1879, 19,000,000 gallons; at the end of the fiscal yea 
1R80, 31,000,000 gallons; at the end of the fiscal year 1881, 64,000, 006 
3, 80,000,000 gallons 
the same Amount in round numbers each year. This is the extent of 
the overproduction of distilled spirits of which the owners now complair 


> 
,, 


| and for which and on account of which they ask relief. 


On the Ist day of January last the amount of the overproduction 01 
amount on hand in bond in the various warehouses of the country was 
64,000,000 gallons, a marked reduction over the amount on hand the 
previous year; and which, in view of the history of the years preceding 


| can only be attributed to the refusal of the Forty-seventh Congress to 


wisdom of this legislation will then come up as an argument in favorof 


the remission of these claimsin toto. Mark my words, Mr. Chairman, 
if this bill becomes a law this money will never be paid. 
ment may get some of it. Some men may voluntarily pay. The Gov- 
ernment by compromise or by expensive litigation may succeed in col- 
lecting part of it, but the great bulk of it will never see the inside of 
the Treasury. 

Some one asks if I have no faith in official bonds. Yes, I have some 
faith in them, but not much. I have a thousand times more faith in 
the integrity of the debtor, in the integrity of the custodian of money, 
than I have in their bonds. I trust the man more than I do his bond, 


| in a corresponding reduction of the stock on hand. 
| ment, is the remedy and the only remedy. 
Who will take the whisky out of bond and pay 90 


grant the extension then asked, and it is fair to infer that a refusal by 
the Forty-eighth Congress to grant the extension now asked will result 
This, in my judg 
As long as Congress gave 
the manufacturers of this product the legislation they sought they con 
stantly inere) ed their production and magnified the evil of which they 
eoxcipiain. But when this aid was refused, they at once began to cor 
rect the evil and reduce the amount on hand. Whenever the owners 
of distilled spirits make up their minds that this tax is to be paid, not 
extended indefinitely, but paid, then and not till then will this clamo: 
for more legislation in the interest of this traffic cease. 

This special legislation is denied to other classes; why should it be 
granted to this? The farmer pays his taxes on his farm and home, on 
his cattle and on his crops, within a year, and in case he fails to do soa 
heavy penalty is first added, and this is soon followed by the sale of the 
property. The owner of the lowly cottage and scanty home fares no 


| better, and hasno relief from the inevitable tax-gatherer, whose coming 


The Govern- | 


and when he becomes recreant to his word and to his trust I turn to ! 





is as certain as death itself. The manufacturer, who furnishes food and 
raiment to thousands of operatives and workmen, to men, women, and 
children who depend on their daily labor tor their daily bread, often 
finds the market overstocked and his branch of industry overdone, and 
yet he must pay his taxes all the same. So it is with all classes, in all 
trades and in every condition of life, and we cannot see why the maker 
or dealer in whisky should receive relief. There is many a home sold 
for taxes; others are sold under a mortgage; the poor are made home- 
less and houseless, and yet the Government is not asked to aid them in 
their destitution. Why should it aid this class? 

It is said that the dealers and manufacturers of distilled spirits should 
be granted this relief because of the excessive tax imposed by the in 
ternal-revenue law on their peculiar product. In my judgment this tax 
of 90 cents a gallon has been and still is a source of great wealth to this 
class of men. It has enabled them to crush out the small distilleries 
and to drive out of the trade the small dealers who are not able to ad- 
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vance the tax. and it has in this way brought the manufacture and sale 
of distilled spirits into fewer hands, and in this way it has enabled them 
to combine into one of the most powerful monopolies on this continent. 
No organization in this country is so complete or so thorough. They 
have their constitutions and by-laws, their officers and agents, their 
attorneysand newspapers. No such arrogance is elsewhere to be found. 
They seek to dominate State and national legislation and to control 
State and national politics. Their agents and attorneys are in the office 
of every hotel in Washington and in the galleries and corridors of this 
national Capitol. No business carried on in this country anywhere be- 
tween the two oceans yields such a profit or has in hand for purposes of 
corruption such a fund. Such an organization is greatly to be feared 
and its influences greatly to be deplored. To say the least, such a com- 
bination is not entitled to special favors or special privileges. 

They claim that we discriminate against whisky, that they are only 
asking to have the same privileges which are granted to others, and to 
have the same rule applied to their goods that is applied to other wares. 


It is true, that in the case of beer and tobacco, the only other articles | 


now paying an internal-revenue tax, the tax is only collected when the 
article is placed on the market or entered for consumption. In these 
instances the owner is compelled to pay the tax on them and place them 
on the market within a very short time to avoid loss, as the value de- 
teriorates rapidly with age. These articles must necessarily be put 
on the mi 
owner loses the interest on the investment, and hence there can be no 
inducement for him to hold back from the Government the tax. 

The only other instance cited by the friends of this measure, in which 
they claim there is a discrimination against the whisky traffic, is in re- 
lation to the importation of foreign goods. 

Che importer of foreign goods can unload his vessel, place his goods in 
bond, and pay the duty within one year. If he fails to pay the tax within 
this time he is required to pay the Government 10 per cent. on their 
value, which entitles him to an extension of two years. This gives the 
importer, in all, three years in which to pay his duties or taxes by his 
paving 10 per cent. of the value of the goods in addition to his taxes. 
rhis is done for commercial reasons which do not apply to the manu- 
facturers of whisky. If they did, the argument amounts to nothing in 
this case, for the distillers of whisky already have three years without 
paying acent. The importers are not asking for any extension, and 
why should any further extension be granted to the distillers ? 


In addition to this, allow me to add that the importer does not often | 


take advantage of the extension granted him, for the reason that he 
is the loser by such extension. If he leaves his goods in bond for one 
year only they deteriorate in value; he loses the interest on the in- 
vestment and has to pay the cost of storage; while the distiller always 
claims the last day of the time allotted him in which to pay his taxes, 
as his property greatly increases in value, and in this respect yields him 
an annual profit of 10 or 15 per cent. at least. 

If the present tax on whisky is excessive, it is not our fault. This 
Congress did not pass this law, nor has this Congress been asked by 
anybody to reduce the tax. The tax on whisky is made 90 cents a 
gallon, 300 to 400 per cent. the cost of production, for a reason. By 


common consent it is admitted that whisky shall pay a small part of 


the taxes that it imposes on this country. The manufacturer of iron 
and brass and steel and copper, the manufacturer of cloth and leather 
and carpets and stoves, the manufacturer of boots and shoes and hats 
and bonnets, the manufacturer of furniture and dishes, of plows and 
spades bless mankind and make the world better and happier, while 
the use of intoxicating liquors as a beverage, the only purpose for which 
this bourbon or rye whisky, which becomes valuable by age, is used, 
is a curse to the world, and leaves in its track poverty and want, misery 
and death, debt and taxation. 

This bill is in the interest of but one kind of distilled spirits, as is 
shown by the recent letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, what 
is known as bourbon or rye whisky, of which there is now on hand about 
15,000,000 gallons. This is utterly useless when it is first made, and 
only becomes ripe, as they call it, and fit for use by age. It is said to 
require at least three years for it to go through the process of aging, so 
as to be ready for the market, and it increases in value from year to 
year thereafter. This is another explanation of the desire to have the 
Government extend the period in which these taxes are to be paid, as 
during this time the whisky is greatly increased in value. It becomes 
a speculation to the owner, while none of the profits can reach the Gov- 
ernment. 

The high wines and cheap whiskies used in part for mechanical and 


medicinal purposes do not require age, and hence this law is not spe- | 


cially in the interest of those engaged in their manufacture. Hence we 


are called upon to legislate especially in the interest of a class of liquors | 


used exclusively for drinking purposes. This makes the bill more re- 
pugnant if possible, and I am for this reason less willing to vote for it. 
I object to this Government going into partnership with men who are 
engaged in the manufacture of intoxicating liquors. 
no objection to this, the terms of copartnership are unfair. 
ernment is to have 4} per cent. interest on the taxes, while the owner 
gets all the increase which comes from aging the whisky, which is at 
least three or four times as much as the interest. 


| two years. 


ket very soon for this reason, and in addition to this the | 


And if there were | 
The Gov- | 
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It is said by some of the advocates of this bill that the Treasury js 
now overflowing and that we do not need the money, and that for this 
reason we should grant the extension proposed in this bill. To this | 
want to protest. We need every dollar of the money now in the Treas- 
ury and every dollar that will become due on the fifty or sixty million 
gallons of whisky which will be required to pay its tax within the next 
We need it to educate the army of illiterates that now 
threaten to control the elections in this country and bring upon us the 
curse of communism and anarchy and ruin. We need it to increase the 
pensions of soldiers already pensioned and to pension those who have up 
to this time been shamefully neglected. We need it to educate the 
| tribes of roaming Indians that now cover the plains and mountains of 
| the far-off West. We need it to educate and take care of the neglected 
and forsaken inhabitants of Alaska. We need it to complete the unfin- 
| ished war vessels that now lie at the dock without machinery or arma- 
ment or guns. We need it to build up a commerce that shall bear the 
| American flag in every port and sweep the waves of every sea. 

It is said that if we refuse to pass this bill the country will be thrown 
into a fearful panic and a large part of the business men of the country 
will be ruined financially. This I do not believe. Financial disaster 
would more likely follow the passage of this bill. It certainly would in 
case the internal-revenue taxes should not be repealed. If this bill 
should become a law a new impetus would be given to the manufacture 
of whisky and the product would again be greatly increased, depending 
on another extension of time, which, if refused, would certainly entail 
disaster and ruin on the men who seem to have an overweening confi- 
dence in their ability to control legislation. 

To show by still further proof that this threat of financial ruin is 
not well founded I will call attention to the threats of the same char- 
| acter which were made during the Forty-seventh Congress. During 
the last hours of that Congress we were assured that we were on the 
verge of an impending crisis which would hurl upon us bankruptcy 
and ruin. The tones of eloquence that sounded the touching alarm 
on that occasion and the earnest appeals on the same subject that pre- 
| ceded it for weeks before seem still ringing in these halls. We saw 
the dark clouds, the fearful forked lightning, and heard the muttering 


thunder. The bill did not pass, but the storm did, for the panic never 
|came. And so it will be again, for the evil forebodingsto which we 


have listened this session will as certainly pass by as they did before. 
The panic did not come then and will not come now. 

There is one other thing which strikes me as being very novel. The 
advocates of this measure at times denounce every attempt to bring into 
this discussion any moral considerations whatever. Temperance cranks 
and temperance fanatics were assailed in the opening of the discussion, 
without even stopping to inquire whether there was any such thing as 
a whisky crank or whisky fanatic. At another time these champions of 
the whisky traffic assume the role of temperance reformers, and depre- 
cate with holy horror the thought of throwing upon the market cheap 
|} whisky, which they insist will be the result of a refusal to pass this bill. 
For once they seem willing to join hands with the friends of temperance 
in saving from ruin and inebriation the fair sons of Columbia’s soil. And 
yet they do not want any of this precious stuff wasted; they want it all 
drunk, they want it all consumed, and consumed in this country, for 
| they have a fearful dread of its being exported. That does not trouble 
me in the least. I shall give them my written consent to carry it to the 
ends of the earth and drop it in the sea, only I shall pity the fish. 

The charge has more than once been made that this bill is being op- 
| posed by those who do so for the reason that they want in this way to 
facilitate the early repeal of the internal-revenue taxes. To thisI want 
| to enter for myself a disclaimer. I am not in favor of repealing or re- 
| ducing the tax on whisky. As long as whisky is drunk and as long 
as we owe a national debt I want this revenue to continue. I think, 
however, that we should abolish as far as posssble our revenue systera 
and revenue officers, and in this way save in each year many millions 
of dollars. The Government can doubtless collect this tax without 
the aid of collectors as at present appointed and located. 

Whisky will cost the poor man who is so unfortunate as to be its vic- 
tim just as much when the tax is removed as itdoesnow. There never 
was, as is the case with other products, any relation between the cost 
| of producing whisky and the cost at retail. The one has nothing to do 
with the other. The only question is, how much will the man who 
| drinks it pay for it rather than do without it? This is the question. 

Most articles of merchandise are sold at a profit on the cost of produc- 
tion of 25 to 50 per cent. at the highest. Whisky is sold at retail at sev- 
| eral hundred per cent. profit. The wholesale and retail dealers com- 
bine and dictate their own conditions, and the poor drinker tamely 
submits. And then they boast that since 1862 they paid a thousand 
million dollars to the expenses of the Government. They did not pay 
a dollar of it. The hungry child that went to bed supperless, the heart- 
broken wife who went half clad in the winter storm to earn bread for 
her babes, the poor laboring man who spends his week’s wages for drink 
instead of carrying it to his family, have paid their full share. The men 
who buy it at retail for drink, for medicine, and for the arts pay the 
whole of it. 
| Gentlemen need not tell me that whisky helped put down the re- 
bellion. The brave boys to whom we owe promises never redeemed 
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and pensions never paid did this, and I would rejoice at the thought of 
turning over to the suffering soldiers, to the trembling widow who re- 
mains unpensioned, and to the helpless and fatherless children of the 
brave men who dared to stand by the old flag this large sum which we 
are asked in this bill to remit for the time being to the distillers and 
owners of whisky. 

We have been asked to ignore the moral aspect of this question. 
When we are asked to grant a special favor to a particular article, can 
we not inquire to what uses this article is to be applied? When we are 
asked to pass over all the great realm of productions and select one as 
the object of special legislation, can not we inquire as to the effect of 
the only use to which this commodity is applied? It is impossible to 
avoid doing this, as is evidenced by the fact that the friends of this bill 
were the first to discuss the moral phase of the question and have 
kept itup all the way through this discussion. They felt the necessity 
of this and began to defend before they were attacked, and from the 
first speech to the last thus far they have felt the necessity of meet- 
ing this phase. They have steadily sought to divert attention from the 
moral phase of the question by the statement that it is a purely busi- 
ness measure, connected with a branch of industry that is adding con- 
stantly to the national resources. 

It has been said, and truly, that this is a great business, involving miil- 
ions of dollars, but I deny that it is any source of wealth to this country. 
You can not separate a business from its legitimate results, and the legiti- 
mate results of the whisky business, trace it where you will, are pov- 
erty, suffering, degradation, disease, and death. Every dollarit brings 
into the coffers of its venders is reeking with blood and tears. The 
modicum of value it may have asa mechanical and medicinal agency is 
overborneand buried out of sight under the untold burdens it binds upon 
humanity. Beneath its touch the strongest arm falls paralyzed and the 
clearest eye growsdim. Youth, strong, ambitious, glorious youth, be- 
comes feeble and palsied as with age at the blighting touch of this 
monster; keen intellects lose their godlike powers and grovel in the dust. 
Kind hearts are turned into demons, and blight and blast, without 
a throb of remorse, their own most cherished ones. Home and friends 
and peace and honor all go down in one surging sea of horror, and the 
starless night of a drunkard’s eternity closes over more than 60,000 
souls inour own country every year. 
and make a jest of intemperance, and wreathe their lips with sarcastic 
smiles at the idea of there being any question of temperance in a whisky- 
extension bill. The financial ruin so touchingly depicted here as con- 
sequent upon the failure of this bill will, if it should follow, not be 
the first financial rnin that has dated back to whisky. The country is 
full of the scarred and blackened ruins of homes and fortunes and the 
darker ruins of noble lives, the wrecks of manhood and womanhood, 
the foul and festering things cast up from the mire and filth of intem- 
perance, which but for this ‘* legitimate business ”’ 
radiant with the attributes of Heaven. 

There is no turning away or ignoring these considerations or cast- 
ing them aside with a flippant jest. They confront us on the floor of 
this House hidden in the provisions of this bill; and disguise it as you 
may, it is the increasing and awakening conscience of this nation that 
is making it more and more difficult for the whisky power to succeed 
in its arrogant demands. It is the gleam of light on the horizon of the 
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The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] calls it an ‘‘exten 
sion,’’ and because it is an extension from his point of view there is 
nothing in the Constitution to prevent the granting of it. He also calls 
it a ‘‘stay of proceedings!’’ By that name it has not so rank a smell 
By that name the strict constructionist will not be frightened away from 
its support. If, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. LoxG] sug 
gests, it is a “‘loan,’’ then I suppose the gentleman from Connecticut 
would concede it to be unconstitutional. He would hold, [ presum: 
that it is not the province of this Government to go in the Icaning busi- 
ness to the whisky men, at 4) per cent. or any other percent. I suppose 
he would concede that. But since he can call it by some other name. 
that is to say, an ‘“‘extension’’ or ‘‘stay of proceedings,’’ the 
phase of the question is changed and it is no longer unconstitutional 
So, Mr. Chairman, it depends altogether upon what you eall the trick 
whether it is constitutional or unconstitutional ! 

Now, I call ita loan. I do not see how it can be denominated other 
wise than a loan when there is to be an interest paid upon it by the 
terms of the bill itself. But I do not care whether it is constitutional 
or otherwise; whether you term it a loan or a stay of proceedings, it is 
wrong, and that fact should drive every man in this House from its 
support. It has no element of equity in it. uit 
extend it before. It would be a crime to extend the payment of this 
tax now. Gentlemen on the other side say that this particular interest 
is being persecuted on account of the alleged immorality of the business 
I say in reply to that there is no evidence whatever of that. They dk 
not admit themselves that there is immorality in the business, but thes 
indulge in a good deal of talk about the morality of it, as if that quality 
were lacking. They commenced the discussion themselves and admit 
that they do so because they find that the moral sentimentof the country 
isagainstit. If the moral sentiment of the country is against their busi- 
ness it is because they have invited that judgment by their own im- 
prudence and avarice by giving poison in the place of the best and pur- 
est commodity possible. 

The public sentimentabout which the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
FINDLAY] complains is not unnatural. He waxes warm and at times 
eloquent on account of the persecutions about to befall this traffic be 
cause its taxes must be paid. He charges the unparalleled cruelty he 
pictures all upon the temperance cranks. He would seem to include 
all who oppose this extension in that category. If so, he will find their 
name is legion, and [ shall be much surprised if they are not increased 
when the exact demands of the whisky ring are fully understood by 
Was more offensive proposition ever introduced into 
this Chamber? I do’not believe it. It isa proposition to single out 
the most odious business known to our people and extend ito it special 
All the sophistry its friends may bring to its defense never 
can divest it of this plain and unmistakable truth. 

Nothing can be more certain than that the manufacture of this com- 


W hole 


It was a grievous fauit to 


| modity will increase with every extension granted by the Government. 


future, the one bow of promise against the dark background of the pres- | 


ent, that men are coming to understand more fully and appreciate more 
correctly the animus of this business. And the time is coming when our 
children will blush for us that we should ever have temperized with 
this deadliest foe to human progress and human happiness. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BrowN], and at the conclusion of his remarks | 
yield the remainder of the time to my colleague on the committee [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that 
the friends of this measure are anxious to be taxed, and it is also evi- 
dent that they are loath to pay their taxes. Although it has not been 
demonstrated that they are in favor of having this tax remain upon 
their commodity, I think my honorable colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] came very near so demonstrating, and I have not a sin- 
gle doubt but that it is a fact. 

We all know, sir, that these taxes have been imposed, that their im- 
position has created a monoply, that the impurities and poisons that 
have made the modern product doubly dangerous have increased as 
the monopoly has grown in power and wealth. It is apparent, also, 
that if this tax can be continued and the payment postponed for a while 
longer and finally indefinitely postponed, it will be a very good thing 
for the whisky manufacturers. I do not see how anything could be 
clearer than that proposition. That this is the motive prompting the 
beneficiaries of this bill I have no question or doubt. It is apparent 
on every hand. It is more and more manifest every hour as the dis- 
cussion proceeds. It is not only being demonstrated here to-day, but it 
has been established heretofore. These men came here before and got 
an extension under the plea of poverty. They are asking for an exten- 
sion to-day; and who shall say when this extension expires that they 
will not be here on the floor of Congress demanding with all the vigor 
that they ean control that there shall be a further extension ? 


It is not only logical that it should be so, but it has been demonstrated 
that itis so. The irresistible conclusion is that this is but the begin- 
ning—no, not the beginning, for there has been a previous extension—it 
is the continuing of a series of extensions, which mean that the tax will 
never be paid. Is this, sir, the reform to which gentlemen on the othe 
side have invited the country? Is this Government to embark, under 
the guidance of reformers, into the insurance business, and as a begit 
ing assume the hazard of ‘‘futures’’ on whisky? If it were a pure 
speculation on the part of the Government, some might justify the pro 
ceeding; butit is noteven that. She takes all the risk and shares none 
of the profits. 
When aud where will 


Cs 


to the rescue of t 


+} 


vills 


If 


his traffic because there is an overproduction, will it 


legislation end ? Congress is to come 
turn a deaf ear whenever there is an overproduction of iron, calico, o1 
potatoes? My constituents produce 40,000 barrels of petroleum each 
day. There is now a surplus of over 50,000,000 barrels. Why 
lend them suflicient money to carry their oil until they can bull 
market? Are the producers of petroleum less deserving than the pro 
ducers of rum ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My colleague on the committee | M1 
LEY ] having yielded to me the remainder of his time, I now y 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WARNER] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, Congr this 
bill to stay the collection of taxes on whisky due and falling due for 
a period of two years. gain anything by setting up 
the fiction that this is a release from a penalty or that it is a loan, for 
in plain terms it is a proposition to stay the collection of certain taxes 
for a certain consideration, that is to say, 4 
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per cent perannum on th 


amount. That is just what it is, and all it is. 
This demand is made upon three grounds: First, that taxes oucht 
not to be collected on commodities upon which they are levied 


Chairman, is thi 


such commodities go into consumption. Now, Mr 

the correct theory of taxation? Are taxes for the support of govern 
ments levied and collected upon that theory? Do governments it 
on consumption for taxes? Why, sir, government rests for it sup 
port upon the property of all the people. The taxes collected in all 
| our States are collected upon quite a different theory, and although 
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public policy or commercial policy may dictate certain regulations, as | debtedness to extinguish? What would we think of a man who owed 
in the case of whisky or of imported goods, allowing a certain time in | $10,000, payable at his option, expressing an uneasiness at having in 
which they may remain in bond before taxes are demanded, the theory is | his possession $1,000? We would naturally say, ‘‘Pay your debt.” 
not, however, that the taxes are not, or ought not to be, collectible or | Now, until we have paid our debt I do not think there is any occasion 
payable until the duties go into actual or final consumption, as isclaimed | for so much alarm at even the amount of revenue we are now collecting: 
n this bill or in the arguments in its support upon this floor. Rather, | although Iam quite prepared to vote for the reduction of taxes in 
f any such theory has support at all, it is that the taxes are payable | proper way, I am prepared, Mr. Chairman, to reduce the internal rey- 
when the commodities upon which they are levied go into commerce, | enues in part, and to consolidate and modify our present system, but 
not into final consumption. When goods are imported into the United | not to abolish it entirely, especially the tax upon whisky. 


States and are removed from the custom-house they do not go atonce | TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. War 

into consumption in the sense in which it is argued that whisky must | NER] has expired. 

go into consumption before the taxes on it are collected. They gointo| Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 

trade; so whisky, though in bond, enters into commerce. More or less | [Mr. Cox]. 

of it is changing hands every day by the transfer of certificates, the Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 

same as warehouse receipts for grain or anything else, and always with | question. 

the knowledge that taxes must be paid on it. Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would yield to the gentleman from Col- 
The second ground upon which the stay is asked is that there is a | orado for a question if I had the time. 

surplus of this commodity, with a bad market. Now, Mr. Chairman,| Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman used to be my schoolmaster when 

there is an old law of trade which was laid down more than a hundred | I was a boy. [Laughter. ] 

years ago by Lord Lauderdale, who first announced the true doctrineof| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. ButI hope I am not responsible for the 


supply and demand, or, more strictly, the conditions which affect the | present errors of my former pupil. [Renewed laughter.] I will say, 
value of commodities. This law is now recognized throughout the com- | however, that he was a very bright and intelligent pupil. 
mercial world as a fundamental law in the scienceof exchanges. There Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, if h 
are four ways, he says, in which values are affected: First, they are | had the time necessary to answer it. 
affected by a diminution of quantity; second, by an increase of demand; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox} 
third, by an increase in the quantity; and fourth, by a diminution of | is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 
demand. 
Now we have herean oversupply of whisky relatively to other things. | 
But the markets of the world are open to it, and if left to regulate it- | = ¢ 
: Sa : aa as ; ; : _ | as Speaker pro tempore. 
self the supply will adjust itself to demand. The whele matter may | lg cS - ee , ea . we 
: . a 9 . : : - a. .° | A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
be stated inanutshell. The real truth of the case is this: Meat is high; | . ee ne : 
Rear nays ’ : : se | communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
whisky is low; too much corn has been put into whisky relatively and | — . as : 
cook. 8 aes . : a | who also informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
too little into meat. Now, the natural remedy is to put more corn into | 


-- ace 7 eae - : | @ bill of the following title: 
meat and less into whisky, the effect of which will be to lower the price An act (H. R. 4779) to change the name of the West Waterville Na- 


of meat and raise the price of whisky. Instead of that, we are asked | +151.) Bank of Oakland, in the State of Maine, to that of Messalonskee. 
to interfere by legislation and prevent the natural course of things under 
the laws of trade; in my opinion an unwise thing to do. While over- PAYMENT OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 
production in the aggregate is impossible, disproportionate production is The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
taking place all the time, and markets are all the time changing under | Mr. COX, of NorthCarolina. Mr. Chairman, I thank my friend from 
these conditions and under this law of the relation of supply to demand; | Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] for his courtesy, which enables me to 
and if things are left to correct themselves under the pressure of low | present briefly my views on the bill now before the committee. While 
prices or high prices they are always sure in the end to do that, although | it would give me much pleasure to support the measure which has been 
losses may be inflicted and are inflicted by the ups and downs of markets. | so ably and zealously presented by its distinguished advocates, yet a 
Why, Mr. Chairman, in the last two years there has been a shrink- | sense of duty to my constituents constrains me to vote against it. The 
age in railway securities of more than $500,000,000 from excessive rail- | measure presented for the approval of this House by the friends of the 
road construction and overissue of securities, all the result of the vio- | bonded-whisky extension proposition is, that on all distilled spirits now 
lation of this great economic law governing values. There has been a | remaining in distilleries or bonded warehouses upon which the tax has 
shrinkage of millions in the value of iron products and in the value of | or shall become due after the Ist day of December, 1883, upon the request 
the products of many other industries. Relatively, these things have | of the distiller or owner thereof, the period for the collecting of such 
been produced in excess of other things; but all this must be left to | tax shall be extended not more than two years, and for the indulgence 
work its own cure under the law of supply and demand, and any at- | thus granted by the Government the owners shall pay interest at the 
tempt to interpose legislation can only make things worse. The case | rate of 4} per cent. per annum. 
before us is not an exception. During the investigation of this su’ject we discover that the taxes 
If we pass this bill what would be the result? Exactly what has | due to the Government amount in the aggregate to about $66,000,000, 
been stated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and others on | or about one dollar and a quarter per capita for every man, woman, 
this floor. The quantity of whisky will certainly be increased, because | and child in the United States. Disrobed of all disguises, the naked 
under the operation of the laws of trade these holders, instead of selling, | proposition is that the people of the United States of all occupa- 
as is said they must in order to pay the tax, will’withhold the article | tions and professions, who can be legitimately taxed only to pay the 
from sale, not being compelled to pay the tax; and the withdrawal of | expenses of the Government, shall loan to this manufacturing industry 
it from market, except at better prices, will change the relation of the | this large sum of money at 44 per cent. to carry on the business of man- 
quantities on the market to the demand, and the result will be a rise | ufacturing whisky, and to that extent become a copartner in the busi- 
in price. Yes, under this bill the price of whisky will as certainly rise | ness. Such a proposition should have strong and overwhelming rea- 
as the bill passes; and with a rise in price the production will be in- | sons to give it even the semblance of plausibility. The mere interest 
creased. And the only effect this bill, if it passes, could have would | that it is proposed to pay is but a bagatellé when it is remembered that 
be to put off the evil day; but the consequences would be the worse | neither the Government with all its wealth nor individuals with gilt- 
when they come. edged paper could secure a loan of this magnitude at these rates for so- 
We have been cautioned many times against introducing the moral | shorta time. Indeed the banks in many parts of the country are loan- 
question into this debate, and I have considered only the economic | ing money to the producing classes at the rate of 1 per cent. a month, 
aspect of the question. But while it is true that the States alone can | while farmers are paying as high as 25 per cent. for advances and sup- 
regulate the liquor traffic within the States, am I bound in levying taxes | plies with which to make their crops. In addition to this, while a vast. 
for revenue to shut my eyes to the consetjuences of such taxes or to any | surplus is gathered into the Treasury, with which the eyes of legis- 
indirect good to result therefrom? Am I bound to ignore the fact that | lators are too often dazzled, and questionable appropriations made for 
while whisky pays seventy-five millions of taxes it necessitates or isthe | which we can find no constitutional warrant, yet we should not ignore 
cause of a hundred and fifty millions of other taxes? Am I not rather | the fact that want and even destitution prevail in many parts of our 
in good conscience and in the interest of wise public policy bound to | country, and the husbandman is not requited for the toil he undergoes 
consider these very things? In levying duties on imports I hold that | as he plods his weary way from early morn to dewy eve in his eflorts 
we ought in the public interest to consider the consequences to produc- | to make both ends meet. What right have we then as the agents of 
tion, commerce, and trade of all the duties levied. I apply the same | those by whose permission we are here, to thus favor one industry at the 
principle here. | expense of many others which are unquestionably equally meritorious ? 
The third reason offered for the passage of this bill is that the Gov- It is true, as is said, that the Treasury is overflowing, and that the 
ernment does not need this money. Perhaps not. But I am not among | Government does not need this money, and that it would produce great 
those who are frightened at a large revenue in the presence of an in- | hardships to collect it at this time. In a great country like ours, with 
terest-bearing debt of thirteen hundred millions of dollars, more than | such varied industries, I grant that if we can benefit one section or in- 
three hundred millions of which is payable at the option of the Gov- | terest without doing manifest injustice to others, there is reason why 
ernment. Why are we alarmed at the surplus in the Treasury or a | weshould do so; but, on the contrary, we should remember that paying 
large revenue when we have large pension claims to pay and a large in- | taxes is no Juxury, and that the best way to distribute our surplus is 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee informally rose, and Mr. BLACKBURN took the chais 
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by lowering taxes and leaving the money in the hands of those who 
produce them. : ; : 

[t is not my purpose to treat either of the moral or ethical character 
of this question. That belongs to another forum; but I will deal with 
it as I would with any other legitimate business. Viewed in that light, 
let us see whether it is entitled to such indulgence at the hands of the 
Government. 

This is the second time the whisky interest has made such an ap- 
plication. Prior to 1878 the bonded period was only one year, and it 
was to meet an overproduction that the law was changed to three years. 
Under this extension overproduction has taken place, and once more 
Congress has been invoked to stay the hand of the tax-gatherer, and it 
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this tax, which now leads to corruption, oppression, and demoraliza- 
tion. Onthe groundof sound political morals I advocate it. 


You may 


| goad a people on by injustice and oppression until they lose respect for 


| $6,000,000 to execute this law and serve the Republican party. 


requires no foresight to anticipate, should we yield to this second de- | 
mand, that Antzus-like, growing stronger by each touch of his mother | 


earth, at the end of this two years it may again appear before Congress 
with stronger appeals for favors. On business principles, is the present 
request defeysible ? 
ducers were notified they must be prepared for the worst; but, heed- 
less, their productions have been stimulated instead of diminished, and 
when one runs in debt with a full knowledge of his inability to meet 
his indebtedness he is not deserving of sympathy. 

Looking at this matter in another light, we see that the parties most 
involved are not those who are entitled to the greatest favor at the hands 
of the Government. They are not the poor and ignorant, whom it isour 


duty to aid in their distress, but, rather, intelligent and adroit specu- | 


lators, who in their efforts to increase their store have overtraded; in 
the same way that a merchant who carries an overstock of goods, or the 


When the last forbearance was granted, these pro- | 


grain dealer and pork buyer, who, in endeavoring to corner the market, | 


sometimes get cornered themselves. A man might import too large an 
amount of goods, and will it be insisted that the Government should 
wait until he had sold before collecting duties? And so in all enter- 
prises. Men who engage in them must suffer the hardships which their 
own imprudence causes. I know it is insisted that if this tax is col- 
lected others will suffer besides the owners of these spirits; that a panic 
may be produced. 

Such may be true, but Ido not believe it. The same arguments 
might be introduced and the same results follow whenever these taxes 
are required to be paid. We should not run a paternal government; 
it is not in keeping with our institutions. But it is not my purpose to 
linger upon this branch of the subject. To me there is another and 


much stronger reason why I should antagonize this bill, and that is, the | to walk with form erect the ereen heritawe which Ged has civen to man 


bonded-whisky interest is opposed to the abolition of the internal reve- 
nue, in which my people are vitally interested. 

If the bonded period is extended for two years, there are sixty-six 
millions of reasons against the repeal of the internal-revenue law, for 
should this law be repealed during that extension, the tax due the Gov- 
ernment onthis whisky would be lost, and it is a most significant fact, 
that those who are suffering so many wrongs and outrages at the hands 


| 


| but little more than the cost of collection. 


of the stipendiaries of the Government, as to keep up a continued war- | 


fare between the outraged citizen and revenue officers, find but few 
sympathizers among these bonded-spirits men. Even the small farmer 
who desires to distill the little fruits grown upon his premises, which 
otherwise must rot and perish upon his hands, receives nosympathy, but 
on the contrary, when his cause is advocated, fears are expressed lest he, 
through dishonest practices, may lessen the demand for their products. 
It is not the little distillers in the country who are to be benefited by 
this proposed indulgence, but whisky syndicates, who have had bourbon 
and the finer grades of rye whisky manufactured for speculative pur- 
poses. 

The people of my State are quiet, law-abiding, and liberty-loving. 
Having no large cities in their midst, they do not move in masses; they 
are not man-worshipers, and are not led astray by mere sentiment. 
Isms take no root among them, but they think for themselves, and 
with them political principles are convictions. To them an excise 
law is peculiarly odious, and the system of espionage and outrage 
which it entai)s isalmost unbearable. In this respect there has been no 
change for nearly one hundred years, for her Legislature in 1790 
adopted the following resolution: 

That they strenuously oppose every excise and direct-taxation law, should 
any be attempted in Congress. 

Thus it will be seen that her opposition to such taxation is as old as 
the Government itself. The first tax of this character was an act to 
aid in extinguishing a debt of the Revolution, and led to open resist- 
ance in Pennsylvania, and brought matters to the verge of a civil war. 
The second act existed from 1814 to 1818, and the last act went int» 
effect in 1862. So that we see it has never been resorted to except as 
a war measure; and now twenty years have elapsed since the war has 
closed, and when the Treasury is overflowing it does really appear that 
this odious and iniquitous tax should be blotted out. Certainly in a 
country admired of all the world for its freedom and justice such taxes 
should cease when the necessity for them ceases. 

But it may be asked, would I remove this excise tax, and leave the 
tax on the poor man’s wool hat and blanket? To which I answer that 


the liberty of the citizen, his freedom from arrest, and the sanctity of 


his household is a more precious boon to a freeman than the small ad- 


ditional tax he may be compelled to pay by reason of the abolition of 


| incidental protection given as justly and equally as possib 


the law, and bad men may secure the sympathy of good citizens in theit 
resistance to those officers who prostitute their offices to serve political 
masters and feather their own nests. Four thousand partisans drilled 
in all the evolutions of machine politics are now employed at « cost of 
Il am 
fully aware it is not for the interest of this Government that party lines 
should be drawn on sectional divisions and geographical lines. Wash 
ington warned us against it and our civil war resulted fremit. But 
long as this law exists and is enforced as at present, there can be no Re 
publican party at the South which will command or is entitled to th 
respect of either section. To show that I do not misrepresent the sen 
timent of my people in regard to this tax, I quote the following resolu 
tions which were passed by our last General Assembly, 


™ 


Which met 





ih 
1883: 

Whereas the present system of internal-revenue laws is oppressive and in 
quisitorial, centralizing in its tendencies, and inconsistent with the genius of 
free people, legalizing unequal, expensive, and iniquitous taxati und, as ¢ 
foreed in this State, is a fraud upon the sacred rights of our people and subve 
sive of honest government, prostituted in many instances to a system of politi 
patronage which is odiows and outrageous, corrupting public virtue and jeoy 
ardizing public liberty, and sustained by intimidation and bribery on the part 
of revenue officials to debauch the elective franchise 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of North Carolina 

1. That the internal-revenue taxes of the United States ig repen i 

} at once, with such provisions, by rebate of taxes or otherwise, as wil! be just t 


those who hold for sale articles for which taxes have been paid 

While I know the foregoing voices the popular sentiment of the peo 
ple of the State, it is due to candor to say that there is an intelligent 
and very respectable portion of the people who preter a reform of thi 
tariff, toa repeal of the internal-revenue system. There is but one voice, 
however, as to the absolute necessity of a change in the method by 
which this tax should be collected. Hence it was that early in this 
session Lintrodnced a bill which I believe meets this demand. It sim 
plifies the machinery, dispenses with needless officers, and is far less 
expensive. So far as the spirits distilled from fruit is concerned, there 
is a universal demand for its repeal. The revenue derived 
And the 
and oppression as at present practiced in its collection is so odious, 
that honorable men often decline to distill their fruits, as they fearthey 
may be compelled to surrender some of that manhood which enables one 


from it is 


here ‘splonage 


for the laws are so complex, the political element is so intermingled 
with its administration that the manufacturer knows not the moment 
he may be arrested for violating a law he is endeavoring to obey, and 
torn from his family and compelled to attend a political trial at great 
inconvenience and expense. While, therefore, the same Legislature 
declared that the present tariff is unjust, unfair, and burdensome, it 
recognized that Congress had power to lay and collect duties, but it said 
that this discretion ought to be exercised to raise a revenue not greater 
than is sufficient for the strictly economical administration of the Fed- 
eral Government and the gradual reduction of the Federal debt, but 
the Government ought so to distribute the burdens of t} riff and the 

| 


( 


7 
] 


1 
I 


+ 
t 


1e 
| to every 
part of the country and to all classes of the people, and it recogniz 
the further principle that articles intended to be consumed as laxurie 
should be taxed higher than the necessaries of life. and distinctly « 
clared that— , 

If Congress should deem it impracticable to modify the nt t 
the same time abolish the internal-revenue taxes, as the lesser of t 
we prefer the retention of the former and the abolition of the latter 


pres« init 


i 


two ey 


il 


From these expressions of opinion it may be seen how uni 
people of the State oppose internal revenue, and as a choice between the 
evils they prefer an abolition of this law to a reform of the tariff. Yet 
while they desire to see a reform in the tariff, they are not free-traders 
but on the contrary recognize that incidental protection accompanies 
every tariff that may be imposed. They recognize further that in 
country of such vast magnitude, varied productions, and separate inte! 
ests all should be so harmonized as to produce the least iriction. Th 
Constitution itself is a series of compromises, and most of tle laws w 
enact are so framed as to conform themselves as far as pessible to the 
conflicting views that may I entertained. In the same spirit I 
ready to say to those who control the bonded-spirit interest that so long 
as it clings, as the ‘‘ Old Man of the Sea,’’ around the neck of the re- 
orms which my people have a right to expect, it will meet with nothing 
but opposition at our hands. But, on the contrary, if met in a spirit of 
compromise and concession, they will not find us unreasonable. I know 
that the tobacco interest has from time to time received relief at the 
hands of the Government. Starting at 40 cents, the tax has been cut 
down to 8, and the producer is allowed to sell in the leaf one hundred 
pounds. With us the tobacco interest is now prosperous, and nothing 
affects it more disastrously than agitating for the removal of the ta 
Therefore, if I am not mistaken, this interest, if the tant! 1 
manded it, would be content to wait until the Government can rep« 
the whole remaining tax instead of removing it by degrees. But as to 
the distilled spirits, we insist that we have a right to demand of th 
Congress an entire repeal of the whole tax on spirits made from fruit, 
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and such a modification of the method of collecting the tax from whisky 
as will bring relief to those who have so long suffered from the inva- 


sions of their homes, political prosecutions in court, sacrifices of their | 


liberties, and the perpetuation of an Asiatic despotism upon this free 
American continent. Many I know will be content with nothing less 
than an entire abolition of the whole system, and while I agree with 


them, yet, in a spirit of compromise and concession, I do not desire to 


demand more than can be reasonably granted at this time, for I am con- 
fident that this Congress will do all that it can for the protection of the 
people in their rights and property. 

This much, Mr. Chairman, I felt it my duty to say. While confi- 


dent I am right, I can but recognize the fact there are three hundred | 


and twenty-five members of this House who are equally entitled to their 
opinions on these economic questions as myself, and no one should insist 
that he alone is infallible. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. This question has been so ably and fully 
discussed on both sides that I should not presume to occupy for a moment 


the attention of this Committee of the Whole except for the purpose of | 


correcting a statement made by the distinguished gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. PoTTEeR], no doubt because of misinformation. That state- 


ment was to the effect that only those interested in the manufacture of | with them. If the extension of the time is not what constitutes the 


rye and bourbon whiskies were pressing for the passage of this bill. 

[ represent a district that pays annually into the Treasury of the 
United States, mainly from the tax on distilled spirits, $14,000,000; 
more than is paid by any other district in the United States; more than 
is paid by all of the States west of the Mississippi River with the ex- 
ception of Missouri; more than is paid by all of the New England States 
with Pennsylvania added; nearly as much as is paid by all of the State 
of Kentucky, or by all of Ohio, and within about three millions of as 
much as is paid by the Empire State, which the gentleman so ably rep- 
resents. Yet of the immense amount of spirits from which this revenue 
is derived at least four-fifths is alcohol and what is known in the trade 
as high wines. Of that immense amount not over one-fourth at the 


outside is used for the purpose of making whisky, while three-fourths | 


is used solely for purposes connected with the arts and manufactures. 
Yet every distiller in that district is urging the passage of this bill. Not 
only that, but every banker in the city of Peoria, where these distill- 
eries are located, joinsin urging the passage of this bill in the following 
language: 


We strongly urge the passage of the bonded-extension bill now before your 


committee for purely financial and commercial reasons. 


It is not true that those interested in the manufacture of rye and | 


bourbon whiskies are the only ones who favor the passage of this bill. 


ing business. 

The right of Congress to grant this relief is unquestioned. If Con- 
gress had the right in the first place to impose a tax on distilled spirits 
and to fix the time for the payment of that tax, it now has the right to 
abolish it entirely, to materially reduce it, or to change the time for 
its payment. 

If this were a question coming to us for the first time, and we were 
now considering the feasibility of taxing distilled spirits, if we had 
agreed upon the amountof that tax and were discussing the limit of time 


not make a penny’s worth of difference to the Government whether the 
period was fixed at one or three or five years, but it was shown that the 
failure to extend the limit of time to five years would be destructive 
and oppressive to the interest of distilling, then I apprehend gentlemen 
would not long hesitate how to vote on this bill. 


It is a maxim of taxation, admitted everywhere and practiced without | 


exception by every enlightened government of the world, that, taking 
into consideration the necessities of the government, every tax should 
be so assessed and collected as to bear in the least oppressive and bur- 
densome manner upon the people. Whenever any tax is levied in viola- 
tion of this principle, it is a cruel, wanton, tyrannical exercise of the 


is violated. 
Now, stripping this question of all efibarassments which have been 
thrown about it—taking away all the prejudices and all the brush- 


the law will bring temporary relief to these distillers. The very cir- 
cumstances of the case convince them of that. They know that an 
overproduction can not be forced upon an unwilling market without 


great loss to the producers of the article so sold. They have the evi- | 


dence of distillers inevery section of thecountry. From each of the four 
great cities, Chicago, Saint Louis, Louisville, and Cincinnati, the com- 


only from distillers, but from every leading banker and almost every 
leading business man, praying for thisextension. The advocates of this 


bill stand 6n very solid ground; and the reasons which would justify | 


any member in refusing to vote for the passage of this bill should be 
of the most weighty character. What are these reasons ? 
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It is claimed that this extension is a loan from the Government to 
the distillers; that it is a partnership between them. Why, sir, the 
Government has nota dollar of its taxes in possession; it can not collect 
a dollar until these taxesare due. The law makes no contract between 
the distiller and the Government. These taxes mature at different 
times within the next three years. At their maturity the distiller 
may or may not decide to rebond the spirits for two years. When the 
spirits were first distilled he might have paid the tax at that time in- 
stead of bonding them for three years; but because he saw fit to bond 
them for three years, did the Government thereby make a loan to him 
of the amount of the tax for the period of three years without interest ? 
If he sees fit at the expiration of the three years to rebond his spirits, 
is that any more a loan for the coming two years than it was for the 
preceding three years? 

But gentlemen say that the Government by doing this goes into part- 
nership with the distillers. In what way does it go into,partnership ? 
Does the extension of the time create a partnership? - If that is true, 
the Government has twice already extended the time, as gentlemen te!] 


| us, and according to their argument the Government has already twice 


gone into partnership with the distillers and is now in partnership 


partnership, is it the taking of 4} per cent. interest that makes the part- 


|nership? If that is true, every borrower is in partnership with his 


lender, and the Government is in partnership with every one of its bond- 


| holders. This is not true, gentlemen. The Government is neither 


loaning this amount to the distillers nor is it in partnership with them. 


| The declaration proceeds from a confusion of thought, and is simply an 


abuse of terms. 

But gentlemen tell us further (and that appears to be the argument 
upon which they mainly rely) that inasmuch as there was an overpro- 
duction during the years of 1880 and 1881, following the former exten- 


| sion of the bonded period, the same causes will produce similar results, 


and we shall have similar overproduction if this bill be passed. Now, 
I do not know what right gentlemen have to assume this as a matter ot 
fact. We know it is often said that ‘‘ Experience is a dear school, bu 
fools learn in no other.’’ Certainly these gentlemen engaged in this 
business have seen the result of overproduction. Are we to assum 


| that because they have been once brought to the brink of financial 


ruin and then relieved they will immediately rush to the edge of the 
precipice again? Gentlemen give us the figures by which they show 
the extent of thisoverproduction; but they tell usat the same time that 
it reached its maximum in 1881, when the production was 117,000,000 


| gallons; that it fell to 105,000,000 gallons in 1882, and 74,000,000 gal 
It is urged by every distiller in every section of the country, and by | 
hundreds of bankers and business men who are interested in business | 
which will be affected by any disturbance or destruction of the distill- | 


lons in 1883. I submit that the evils of overproduction are already 
curing themselves. 

But have gentlemen observed that this bill does not apply to spirits 
to be manufactured in the future? It applies only to spirits in bond 
on the Ist of December, 1883. Now, every gallon of spirits which was 
in bond at that time and for which the period would be extended by the 


| passage of this bill must come directly in competition with all the spirits 


yet to be manufactured. Take the ist day of April as an illustration 
All spirits which may go into bond on the Ist day of next April can, if this 


| bill should become a law, remain in bond only three years; the time 


would expire on the Ist day of April, 1887. Spirits which may have 


| been in bond on the 1st day of April, 1883, will not, under the terms of 
in which it should be paid, and it was made to appear to us that it did | the law, mature so as to authorize the collection of the taxes until the 


| Ist day of April, 1888. Spirits which were in bond on the Ist day of 


April, 1882, will not have to be taken out of bond, if this bill should 


| become a law, until the Ist day of April, 1887. Thus it will be seen 
| that the overproduction which gentlemen claim was caused by the pas- 


sage of the bill of 1880 will directly tend to prevent overproduction 
during the next three years, because the production can not for any 
great length of time materially exceed the consumption; and the spirits 


| which may be manufactured during the next two years must come 


directly into competition with the surplus which has been manufactured 
within the iast two years and as to which the bonded period will be 


| extended. 
power of government just in proportion to the extent that the principle | 


But gentlemen say that these distillers ought to have known better, 
that it was their own fault, that they overstocked the market, that if 
they had exercised ordinary business oversight they would have con- 


| fined production to the amount of consumption, and they would not be 
wood—it is simply a question whether this Congress shall now change | 
the time for the payment of taxes on spirits which were in bond on the | 
ist of December, 1883. Gentlemen know that the proposed change of 


in their present financial dilemma. 

Well, gentlemen, suppose this is true, have we any right as unprej- 
udiced legislators to refuse them relief simply because they have made 
a mistake? Are we to fold our arms and assume a superiority and say 
because you could not foresee the dilemma in which you are now placed, 
therefore we will not give you any relief? Are we legislative school- 
masters to mark and punish business blunders of our constituents? Is 
it right for us if we are in astanch boat alongside of a vessel which 


| has sprung a leak when the crew of the sinking vessel reach out their 
mercial centers of four great States of the West, come up appeals not | 


hands and ask succor to fold our arms and say, ‘‘ Oh, no, we will give you 
no succor; if you had only exercised business foresight you would have 
stopped the leak; because you did not do it we will let you sink?’ 

A MEMBER rose. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I can not yield, as I have barely time sufli- 
cient allowed me to say what I desire. 








884. 


— 


Yet, Mr. Chairman, that is precisely the principle the gentlemen now | 


seek to apply in this case when we are asked to relieve these distillers. 

Congress is all the time passing bills for the relief of men who have 
committed business blunders. What are your bankruptcy laws but 
wholesale bills passed for this purpose in behalf of those all over the 
country who have blundered or been unfortunate? Congress says be- 
cause you have been so we will annul the force of your legal contracts, 
we will wipe out indebtedness between private individuals. But when 
these distillers come here they do not ask you to wipe out a dollar 
of their debt, but offer to pay it all in four years; and you say, ‘‘ No, 
you committed a business blunder, and therefore we can not relieve 
you. [ . . “0 

Now, gentlemen, if the Government needed this money a different 
view of the case would be presented. But we know and the people 
know we donot need thismoney. We know its coffers are overflowing. 
We know the Secretary of the Treasury two years ago in his annual 
message notified Congress that the annual surplus was so great he could 
not dispose of it economically, and advised there should be a reduction 
of taxation. We know and the people know Congress has not reduced 
taxation, and with the well-known difference of opinion which exists 
between the two classes of gentlemen composing this Congress—the one 
class advocating the taking of tax off woolen goods and boots and shoes 
and glassware and other articles of necessity on the part of the people, 
and the other class which insists on making whisky free, beer free, and 
tobaceo free, no man can tell when taxation will be reduced nor how 
long the people will continue with their necks bowed down under the 
weight of this $100,000,000 of surplus taxation. 

What will be done with this money? I have here a citation from 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, which is as follows: 

The only United States bonds which are now payable at the pleasure of the 
Government are the 3 percents, being $305,529,000; those which next become re- 
deemable are the $250,000,000 of 4} percents, on September 1, 1891. The $737,620,- 
700 of 4 percents and the $325,850 of refunding certificates are redeemable July 1, 
1907. 

The estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, show a surplus revenue 
of $85,000,000 perannum. This is enough to pay all the 3percents inabout three 
and one-half years, and before the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887 
This surplus kept up for the four succeeding years, to September 1, 1891, would 
be more than $350,000,000, or $100,000,000 more than enough to pay all the bonds 
then fallingdue. The same annual surplus until July 1,1907,wouldamount, with 
the $100,000,000 left after paying the 4} percents, to about $1,460,000,000, while the 
whole amount of the debt then redeemable is less than $740,000,000. The esti- 
mated surplus of $85,000,000 a year would pay the whole amount of the interest- 
bearing debt in about fifteen years. The only authority possessed by the Treas- 
ury whereby it can restore to business the surplus moneys thus accumulated is 
that given to the Secretary by the act of March 3, 1881, by which he may at any 
time apply the surplus money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated to the 
purchase or redemption of United States bonds. 
than the 3percents only by the payment of a large and increasing premium there- 
upon. And when it is considered that nearly one-half of the interest-bearing 
debt of the United States is held by national banks, State banks, savings-banks, 
and trust companies, and much other of it by private trustees and other persons 
acting in fiduciary capacity, who have no wish to surrender these securities, the 
difficulty of acting under the yravinien cited is manifest. Moreover, it can not 
be assumed that the estimated surplus for the current and next years under ex- 
isting laws will remain at the same rate in succeeding years. The increasing 
population and swelling business of the country wil! add to, rather than take 
from,the amount of the surplus as now estimated, while the decrease of inter- 
est on the public debt,and probably of the amount disbursed by the pension 
bureau, as arrears of pensions are paid off, should diminish expenditures. 


It gives us the financial condition of thecountry. Weare told in effect 
there are only about $300,000,000 now which can be paid at the option of 
the Government, and that after the $300,000,000 are paid there can be 
no more paid except by going into the market and paying a high premium 
to the brokers until 1891, and then only $250,000,000; that the balance 
of thedebt runs up to 1907. What shall be done with thismoney? We 
see the currency being contracted; we see the financial condition of the 
country disturbed; we see paralysis of all sorts of business. It is ina 
juncture like this when the Secretary of the Treasury is embarrassed 
to know how economically to dispose of this surplus that a great in- 
terest comes to Congress, an industry that has paid over ten hundred 
million of dollars into the Treasury; an industry without which to-day 
this Government could not maintain its present financial condition; an 
industry tendering ample security in one hand with fair interest in the 
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The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 


The CHAIRMAN. 


| accordingly. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to know how it be- 
comes possible that temperance can be promoted by these gentlemen 


| joining hands with the high-tariff advocates on one side and those gen 
| tlemen from the South who propose to make whisky free on the other 





| 


| tilling business. 


| For my own part I like to see a monopoly in the whisky business 


] 
should like to see all the distilleries in the United States concentrated 
in one county or one township or one town. The vy could be more 
readily controlled, and their contaminating influence could not be 
so readily spread abroad among the people. Do these gentlemen ex- 
pect by uniting themselves with such allies to succeed in abolishing 
the tax on whisky altogether? Do they expect to be able to so change 
the law as to permit these little distilleries to be scattered all over th 


| country in every direction, distilling brandy from fruits, or whisky from 


grain, and promoting and increasing this nefarious business in every 
township and county throughout the country ? This may be practical 
temperance as they see it; but I confess that I can see noaid to the tem 
perance question and no adjunct to the temperance reform movement 
by such legislation as that. 

But, sir, we are told that if this bill passes, that if this tax limit is 
extended, within that time probably the tax upon whisky will be 
abolished altogether, and therefore the Government will lose tliis rey 
enue. Now I have only this to say in that connection: These gentk 
men must admit that if this bill does not pass the holders of whisky 
must advance the tax whether they can sell the article or not. I want 
to know of these gentlemen who are urging that objection whether it is 
right and proper on the part of a great government to compel men to 
pay 90 cents a gallon tax on their whisky and afterward, with this 
liquor upon their hands, to abolish the tax altogether and cause them 
to suffer the loss that would necessarily follow. But 1 do not believe 
that the tax upon whisky will be abolished. It never will be, except 
by a combination of suchelements as we have seen here; that is, unless 
our high temperance friends unite with the high-tarifi men and join 
themselves together with the gentlemen from the South who complain 
of the exactions and oppressions of the Federal officials throughout the 
South. It can not be unless these shall combine to abolish it. For my 
part I am in favorof maintaining the tax; and I say to all of these gen 
tlemen that it will be a bad day for any men, for any set of men, or fot 
any political party in this country that takes the tax off whisky. Itis 
a tax that is more lightly paid and less oppressive than the tax upon 
any other business. Itisg tax levied upon luxuries which are pernicious 
and mischievous, and so long as a single manufactured article continues 


never consent that whisky, the agent of so much evil, shall be made free. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, allow me to say that the 
passage of this bill will bring relief to all persons engaged in the dis 
It will bring relief to every surety on every distiller’s 


| bond who is liable to be con:pelled to advance this enormous tax to 


| business. 


other, and asks simply time in order that it may be relieved from its | 


temporary distress. Within the next two or three years’ length of 
tume or more, if this bill should pass, then Congress may possibly have 
nerve to reduce taxation, and if it does not within that time, the people 
will have an opportunity to elect another Congress that will reduce 
taxation. 

My friends and gentlemen of the temperance element here oppose this 
bill on moral grounds they say. Now, I yield to no gentleman in my 
temperance principles. I agree with them in the darkest picture they 
have painted of thedestruction and suffering and ruin caused by intem- 
perance. But I can not for the life of me understand how they propose 
to arrest this evil by making whisky cheap. 
me understand how they propose to promote temperance by such legis- 
lation as will enable a man to get drunk for 10 cents when it now costs 
him 50 cents or a dollar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, Mr. Chairman, by unanimous consent that 
my colleague’s time be extended five minutes longer. 


XV—145 


I can not for the life of 


| bill. 


save the principal. It will bring relief to every bank that has advanced 
money on warebouse certificates or is in any way connected with the 
It will bring relief to the great business centers, and to the 
business interests in the four great States of Nlinois, of Missouri, Ohio, 
and Kentucky. It will hurt nobody. It will violate no law; it will 
weaken no security; it releases no claim; it contravenes no sound prin- 
ciple of legislation; itcan dono possible harm. I haveseen, Mr, Chair- 
man, before now the red flag of the constable floating over the goods 
of a debtor which were about to be sold, but I never yet knew of a case 
where that debtor came to his creditor with ample security and a fair 
interest when the creditor did not need the money and asked him to 
grant an extension which was refused. And I tell you, gentlemen, 
that I can see no difference between an inexorable Government credito1 
and a private individual creditor. [ Applause. } 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I have watched the course of this de- 
bate with a great deal of interest and care, and have observed in it 
some anomalous features. When this bill came into the House with a 
report from the Committee on Ways and Means I naturally supposed 
that it came with the sanction and recommendation of that committee 
and would secure the support of its members on the floor. But I ob- 
serve every member of the minority—the Republican minority of that 
committee—speaking against the bill and givingemphatic expression to 
their sentiments in opposition to it. I have seen the gentleman from 
Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT] of that committee, the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. HERBERT], and my colleague from Arkansas [| Mr. JONES] of the 
Democratic side of that committee, on the floor speaking against the 
We all know that the distinguished gentleman from Texas [M1 
MILLs], who is always frank and outspoken in his opinion, is opposed 
to the bill. That leaves the distinguished chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Morrison | from Illinois, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurp], 


ft 


| and the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACKBURN] as the sole sup- 


porters of the bill upon this floor from that committee, with one mem- 
ber of it unheard from. I refer to the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt]. 

Now, I naturally inquire, knowing the methods of committee inve 
tigation and procedure in reporting bills, as I do, by what 
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operation was this thing taken untimely from that committee and brought 


into the House? How came ithere? Who authorized it tocome here? | What can be done? They say itis not class legislation. 
Bills ought to come with the sanction of the majority, with the approval | benefit? The speculators in whisky alone. 


of the majority, with the recommendation of the majority of the com- 
mittee, and without such sanction they have no business here. We 
have more well-considered and well-matured legislation on the Calen- 
dars backed by the unanimous recommendation of committees than we 
can dispose of. 

Sut the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] tells us that it had 
a report and a committee at its back and a sire two years ago; that it 
had a right noble sire—the distinguished Speaker of the House. In- 
deed, sir, it had; a splendid gentleman, who to-day, perhaps, occupies 
a higher position than any other statesman in this country in the con- 
fidence and affections of his countrymen. Hestood sponsor for it then, 
but to his credit be it said his name has never from that day to this been 
linked with that bill on this floor or upon the records of this House. It 
went through this House with the wave of his hand and an almost 
whispered assurance, so high was the confidence of the House in him 


and so pure did we know his integrity to be, as we know it yet; and if 


he erred in that, it was an error to which he was moved by overurgent 
and pressing friends, and because he himself had not then come to under- 
stand the real character of the bill. And, furthermore, he had that other 
all-powerful incentive, a constituency deeply interested. 

That bill went to the Senate, and that greatest of journals in the world 
the New York Herald tore the veil from about it and opened the eyes 
of the Senate, opened the eyes of the country upon it, and exposed it to 
view initstruelight. The thing was worked and kneaded over, patched 
up, and done all new in the Senate, and sent back here after long months 
of labor and travail there. And when it came back its own father did 
not know it and would not own it. The House refused to own it and 
would not recognize it. Why, sir, did not the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky tell us that repeated, persistent, and constant efforts were made 
to get it up for further consideration in this House, all of which igno- 
miniously failed, and they never got sixty votes for it from that day to 
this. 

Why, sir, the veil has been torn from it, its deformity has been ex- 
posed, its true character has been made known. The same old pirate 
crew have been uncovered from behind the hulks and found to be there, 
all dressed anew, with a new-rigged ship, fresh sails, a new banner, a 
new watchword, new officers striding the quarter-deck; but the same 
old crew is behind the hulks that were there in 1866, 1867, and 1868. 

Now, whatis this bill? It stands without a legitimate parent upon 
this floor. It has been brought by personal importunity here and 
pressed upon our consideration. Whatis it? And ought we to give it 
consideration and passage? It certainly needs consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, this measure comes too late to begin with. Itisat the 
wrong endofthe road. If it had been proposed at the beginning of this 
legislation on whisky taxation there might have been a reason for it. 
It was tried then and proved a failure. And now what does it propose 
todo? If there is one demand made by the people of this country more 
emphatically urged than another, if there is one purpose they have in 
view more conspicuously than another, it is the firm resolve that taxa- 
tion shall be reduced in this country. If there is one institutionor one 
agency of the Government more odious and offensive to the people than 
another it is the machinery of the internal-revenue system. Thatsys- 
tem has necessitated a swarm of office-holders, who hold the country 
like an army of occupation, 4,000 in number, having been clothed with 
powers of visitation, espionage, search, and seizure; and they have made 
this Government in that respect a terror to the people. A government 
founded in the affections of the governed should never be made a ter- 
ror and a menace to its subjects. Nothing tends more than this to 
weaken the sentiments of patriotism and loyalty. 

The public demand is for a reduction of taxation and the abolition of 
that offensive agency of the Government. What doesthis bill do? It 
surrenders the revenue of the Government, and retains the army of oc- 
cupation with all its odious features, with all its powers of visitation 
and search, seizure and espionage, and does not reduce taxation to the 
consumer—the real tax-payer in this case. 

Mr. JORDAN. Willthe gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. DUNN. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. JORDAN. I merely wish to ask the gentleman in what way 
this bill surrenders any revenue of the Government? 

Mr. DUNN. I will show that further on. Or I will do that right 
here. This bill provides for the extension of the bonded period of all 
whisky now in bond for two years longer than the law under which it went 
into bond. That slides all from the Ist of December last forward two 
years and makes a clean-cut chasm in the revenue of the Government, 
diminishing the receipts from that source $74,000,000 each year for two 
years, unless the holders voluntarily withdraw it and pay the tax, which 
we may be sure they will not do. 

Mr. JORDAN rose. 

Mr. DUNN. I can not yield further. The gentleman himself who 
reported the bill [Mr. Morrison] admitted in his argument that it 
would lessen the receipts of the Government by $50,000,000; that is, 


that sum might be involved. I have here before me hisspeech in which 
he makes that admission. 


| 
| 
| 





Now what are the possibilities under that operation of the bil)» 
1 Whom does it 
It is not for the benefit of 


the retail dealer. It is not for the benefit of the consumer. The man 


| who drinks the whisky will pay the same old price that he did before 


or a higher price. It can easily be made to cover a great ‘‘corner,”’ to 
be engineered by Congress and ‘‘ carried’’ by the Government and fixed 
and made safe by law. The manipulators of this scheme will hay: 

in their power tostop absolutely the sale of every gallon of whisky coy- 
ered by its operation for two years. It we enact this law, the whol 
quantity that is bonded can be held as in the grip of a giant and not 
one gallon of that whisky put into the market; and they can dictate 
just such a price as they please for it to the retail dealers and consumers, 
The Government carries the margin and covers the job and the specu- 
lation, and all at the expense of the toiling tax-payers of the country, 

Under the provisions of this bill a great conspiracy can be made 
against the retail dealer and against the consumers who buy whisky. 
Itis worse than that. It is protection in its most odious and offensive 
form. And, Mr. Chairman, my heart saddened when I saw that noble 
trigemini of free trade and reform, Messrs. MORRISON, HurRD, and 
BLACKBURN, bearing this thing in their arms into this House. In the 
midst of the great battle with the common enemy, in the midst of the 
great battle with the bad wing, as they term it, of their own party 
(the protectionist wing), with the very banner of revenue reform 
fluttering over their heads and the slogan of free trade upon their 
lips, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
the distinguished free-trader from Ohio, the distinguished champion otf 
the rights of the people from Kentucky, came into this House bearing 
this last bastard offspring of protection in their arms. ‘‘ How are the 
mighty fallen !’’ 

I say, when I see the great leader of the other wing of our party stand- 
ing out for ‘‘ protective tariff,’’ when I see these great champions leave 
the heads of the columns of the people that are moving for reform and be- 
come the advocates and champions of this other new-light class of pro- 
tectionists and bring in a new invention of protection, my heart s_nks 
within me, and I groan to relieve my burdened spirits and for the mis- 
eries that arein store for the people, who no longer seem to have a leader 
who will cut straight, who will ‘‘ hew tothe line and let the chips fal! 
where they may.”’ 

‘Cesar had a party and Pompey had a party, but Rome had none.”’ 
Alas, alas! shall this sad ejaculation be so soon uttered in this young 
and now happy and vigorous Republic? 

What proof do I need to show that this is a measure of protection ? 
Every gentleman who has argued the question has said, if you fail to 
pass this bill what will happen? The market will be glutted and the 
price of whisky will go down. How much will the retailer complain 
of that? How much will the consumer of whisky complain of that? 
How much will the scientist who uses alcohol complain of that? How 
much will the manufacturer who uses alcohol complain of that? Are 
we legislating here to keep up the price of commodities that the people 
consume? Are we as a “ tariff-for-revenue’’ party to legislate to keep 
up the price of this article of such extensive consumption? It can 
hardly be classed as an ‘‘infant,’’ for we read of it in all ages of the 
world, and while it may not be very steady, it is certainly ‘‘ well upon 
its legs.’’ This process of protection, it may be remarked, is a totally 
new discovery, and the whisky speculators can, and no doubt have, 
raised their flag over it. And they have, as we have seen, deceived 
the very elect and led them astray. 

The people will groan in their hearts when they see all these things, 
and will ask one another, Can such things be? Is there nobody in fa- 
vor of reducing taxation inall its forms? The distinguished gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] read us a long catalogue of places to 
which we could send this surplusmoney. Certainly we can find plenty 
of places to send it to. But the gentleman never suggested any reduc- 
tion of taxation. That never seems tooccur toany Republican. That 
is strictly against their main articles of faith. 

My brethren of the Democratic party, we need not steal out this 
$75,000,000 and try to hide it behind us, and then go home and tell 
the people that we have reduced the revenues. Sir, they will find it 
out; they will see the crumbs on our fingers; they will detect the 
clumsy deception, and will condemn the men who are engaged in it, as 
they have already condemned all of you over on the other side there for 
not reducing taxation heretofore; and they will send men here who 
will find out how to reduce the revenues by reducing taxation. That is 
what they will do. 

What will be the effect on the revenue supposing we carry out, as I 
think we ought to carry out, the programmeof our own party, largely in 
the majority here? What is it? I may take somebody by surprise, 
but there is something in this you had better attend to. What do we 
propose? We propose by pending legislation, by a solemn compact en- 
tered into last night—and it has been published in the papers, so that 
I am not telling any secrets—we propose to reduce the revenues by the 
pending tariff bill $31,000,000; we propose to sweep away the tobacco 
tax, which will reduce the revenues $23,000,000 more; and we pro- 

in this bill to give away, to loan out, to take out of the revenues, 

5,000,000. 
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That is just what it amounts to. If you slide this tax along for two 

years as you propose by this bill, then you will make a chasm in the 
revenues of $75,000,000 for each of those two years. That will be the 
resulting effect of this bill. Then the general average decline from all 
other sources of revenue will be, say, $5,000,000. That will make in 
all $134,000,000. We then propose to pension the soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war, which will take $3,000,000 per annum more than has been 
estimated for as the expenditures of the next fiseal year, making in all 
¢137,000,000 reduction. 
* What does the Secretary of the Treasury say we will have? He says 
that for the next fiscal year the estimated revenues from all sources will 
be $343,000,000; that the estimated expenditures, including the sink- 
ing fund, will be $283,000,000, leaving an estimated surplus of about 
$59,000,000. Now, if we go on and make these other reductions (and 
[ want to call the attention of my brethren to this particularly )—if we 
make these reductions to the amount of $137,000,000, we will create an 
absolute deficiency of $78,000,000 by our programme. 

My distinguished friend from Connecticut [ Mr. EATON ] said that this 
was not aloan. I did not say it was, but I was trying to fix upa little 
matter of book-keeping so that we could keep the Treasurer straight. 


| accumulation of whisky went on to such an extent that in 
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Why, sir, what has been the effect of this kind of legislation? . The 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount], like the able and 
ever-faithful pioneer that he is, blazed the way for members here to fol- 
low who intend to serve the people. He showed the effect of previous 
legislation of this kind, so that those who run may read. He marked 
out the pathway. Hestated thewholecase. He showed first that the 
disease was feigned and the medicine a deadly poison; and secondly 
that the original law levying a tax upon whisky required that tax to be 
paid when it was put upon the market for consumptien. This lay 
offered great inducements to store whiskies in warehouses fo 
years in order to get the advantage of the increased value result 
age, and, as was well said by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
ernor LONG], ‘‘there accumulated also the opportunities, temptation 
and incidents of a system of fraud’? which the country remembers w 
humiliation and shame. This necessitated the legislation ot 
which the bonded period was limited to one year. Under that Jaw the 


j~> 


A ‘coc 


t term ol 


| and piteous appeals were made to Congress to extend the limit 


When the Treasurer comes to credit the Government with interest re- | 


ceived, I wanted to know on what account it would be entered on the 
books. Thegentleman from Connecticut said that these parties did not 
owe the Government anything; that the Government did not lend them 
anything; that nothing was due the Government; but he was going to 
collect interest in advance on something. 

Now, I accept his solution of it; but I would advise the Secretary of 
the Treasury just to give the Government credit for interest on money 
which it never loaned. How will thatexplain it? It will beaboutas 
intelligible as was Bill Arp’s account against the man whom he had paid 
in advance for digging a well and who failed to digit. He had tosue 
the well-digger to recover the money back. He stated the account in 
this way: ‘* John Jones, Dr. to Bill Arp. To one wellyou never dug, 
$50.”’ [Laughter. ] 

Such will be the effect on our revenues if our programme should be 
carried out, and we ought todo so; for it is awise one anda wholesome 
one, and one which the country demands. If this Congress does not 
respond to it the people will send one here that will. 

I want to call attention further to the reduction of the revenues pro- 
posed under this programme in connection with what has been done 
heretofore. The tariff bill of last year reduced the revenues about 


$12,500,000. The reduction in the internal-revenue and tobacco tax | 


last year, it is estimated by the Internal Revenue Bureau, will reduce 
the revenue about $43,000,000. Now add the amount of reduction pro- 
posed by our programme, and we may lump it at $189,000,000 of re- 
duction, in the face of an estimated surplus of only $59,000,000. And 
this wonderful result will be accomplished with but slight reduction 
of taxation. 

But gentlemen say, ‘‘ If you do not give this indulgence to these peo- 
ple what are you going to do with this money?”’ 
the Treasury answer that as he has done already. 
satisfactory answer for the benefit of those who are so troubled about, 
not indeed taxation, but the surplus in the Treasury: 

It is perhaps enough to present that the payable debt of the Union can take 
up all surplus now existing or likely to arise for four years to come. 

I hope gentlemen will accept that as an answer, showing how this 
money can be disposed of in a manner to suit the people alittle better 
than some of the methods proposed here. 


Mr. Chairman, it bodes no good to the States when we see a surplus | 


of revenue in the Treasury setting in motion all these multifarious 
schemes from all corners of the country mining for this surplus revenue. 
They come from the east and the west. 
the frontiers. All are running shafts for the surplus in the Treasury. 
It is a rich mine, that all want to work. Itisamine of corruption. It 
sets in motion every evil influence; and it bodes no good to the States 
when we set all these mischievous elements to work and tempt their 
proclivity to crime. It operates upon public servants as a temptation 
to extravagance; it is an incitement of bad men everywhere to corrup- 
tion and wickedness. They come here with all sorts of ‘‘ private enter- 
prises for the public good,’’ and they deceive whom they can not cor- 
rupt. The cry is, ‘‘There’s millions in it!’’ 

What has been the effect of the law heretofore passed granting an in- 
dulgence of this kind? Why, sir, in the volume which I have here— 


the Senate when they were discussing the bill of 1882 a jeremiad de- 
livered then by the distinguished Senator from Ohio, who was (strange 
as you may think it) pleading most péteously for relief for these suffer- 
ing Ones—a jeremiad which would have put old Jeremiah himself to 
the blush. They said—the bad newspaper-men said—that when the 


Senator delivered it a tear ran down his nose and congealed before it got | 


to the end of it. [Laughter.] I do not say that; it was some bad 
newspaper-man who said it. He told over, in eloquence more touching, 
more pathetic, more melting than any we have heard here, that same 
old story of sorrow, distress, and oppression. The story we now hear is 
the same story revamped. It ought not to avail any more. It has 
been told too often—‘‘it is the same old sixpence.”’ 


Let the Secretary of | 
I will read his very | 


| 





They tunnel from away outon | 


| warehouses, in round numbers, only 19,000,000 gallons. 


| quired. 


| extend it in 1882. 


| 90,000,000 gallons: 
I have not time to read it now—I read the other day in the debates of 


i . .« . 
It was said then, as it is now, that relief must be granted, a 


nd if not 
granted promptly panic, bankruptcy, and ruin would inevitably occur. 
It was then said, as now, that the desired extension of the limit to 
three years would give a breathing spell, as it were, that would enable 
them to work off the excess at remunerative prices and adjust and limit 
production to thedemand. The arguments of to-day are but a reissue 
of the old arguments of that time. The result of that legislation was 
predicted by those who wisely opposed it and again shortly afterward 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. There had been an in 

crease of 5,000,000 gallons in 1879 over that of 1878, and it appeared 
that there would probably be an increase of 13,000,000 gallons in 1880 
over 1879, as stated by Mr. BLounT. Even so early as that the Com 

missioner of Internal Revenue said: 

The steady increase in the number and capacity of distilleries in operation 
suggests the probability of the continued enlargement of the stock on hand. It 
has occurred to me that this business was on the eve of being overdone, and 
that in the event of a recurrence of the agitation for a reduction of the tax the 
holders of these spirits will be in danger of loss. 

Such was the warning of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at 
that period. 

And just in this connection the distinguished gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks the pertinent question and furnishes the follow- 
ing significant and instructive answer: 

What was the condition Of the whisky in the country at that tims Let me 
read a statement of the quantity of spirits in warehouses at the beginning of 


| the fiscal year 1879, with the quantity produced, &c. 


Gallons Gallons. 


Quantity of spirits actually in warehouses beginning of 
eis catsbascudcotevacnnsadeaiassiademniaendunts 
Quantity of spirits produced during fiseal year 


14, 088,773 
71, 892, 621 


Total 





nip denen aiphibeth amnamiieenin Codmianniaains mubekealeedeaken rm 85, 981, 394 
Quantity of spirits withdrawn, tax-paid, during fiscal 

Ml AnUbiick chacteabektbthn datmbinernaes ciesbbibendeabemaneaadetwenses .. 51, 885, 939 
Quantity of spirits withdrawn for exportation during 

fiscal year 14, 837, 581 
Quantity of spirits 

for use of the United States, for transfer to manufact- 

uring warehouse, destroyed by fire, allowed for loss 

by leakage in warehouse, &€...............cc0.0eeeeees 45, 404 

TRY des vetnitenees 66, 768, 924 

Quantity of spirits remaining in warehouses at end of 

SN  riccknssncceiens elevseuaivesen caer es 19, 212, 471 


It thus appears that at the end ofthat fiseal year there remained in 
Under the operation of 
the three years’ extension there remainedin the bonded warehouses at the end 
of the next year 31,000,000 gallons. In 1881 the quantity remaining in bond had 
increased to 64,000,000 gallons; in 1882, 87,000,000 gallons; and in LSS 
mained in bonded warehouses 80,000,000 gallons. 


the bonded 


> there re 

It was also foreseen and foretold that applications would be made fer 
further extensions. In 1882 it came, and was refused aftera long and 
desperate struggle. The result was beneficial to the whisky manutact 
uring interest itself. It marked the commencement of a healthy re 
action in the business. In 1879 they made 71,000,000 gallons; in 1880 
in 1881, 117,000,000 gallons; in 1882, 105,000,000; 
74,000,000—more than the demands of consumption ré 
Production increased under the stimulus of further extensions 
of the bonded period, and promptly declined after the refusal to furthe: 
It has been well remarked that 
clude the whole business aspect of the case. 

If, as the gentleman from Illinois says, we have reduced the produ 
tion to the real measure of the demand for consumption, should we 


and in 1883, 


these iigures con 


| disturb this adjustment ? 


| 


Now, Mr. Chairman, who are these people who are asking this meas 
ure? I take their own showing. Here are dispatches sent here which 


I have gone through and tabulated. The petiticners for this measure 


embrace one governor, seventy-five bankers, seven grain-dealers, two 
commission merchants, three distillers, one chandler (I 


do not know 
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what the candle-man has to do with this), one tanner (if he will stick 
to whisky it will tan his hide), one lumber-dealer, one glass manufact- 
urer, and one melting company. Now, I am not going to say that the 
bankers are suspicious characters; but they are very speculating charac- 
They are wonderfully given to ‘‘corners’’ and “‘futures’’ and 
speculations and jobs. Ordinarily they have to carry their corners and 
their futures at theirownexpense. Butif they can only get the Govern- 
ment to shoulder this for them they would have luscious times undoubt- 
edly. It would be ‘‘richness’’ indeed. The stake is a splended one— 
indeed it isa ‘‘ right royal ’’ one—$150,000,000. 
to sell what is not covered by the bill at double price, and then would 
come the last grand act of the drama—the repeal of the internal-revenue 
laws and the release of all this vast unpaid sum. 

Surely we could not have the heart to enforce collection after abol- 
ishing the tax. 

Did these seventy-five bankers authorize the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs] to deplore their condition before the House, and 
say that they are going to break if this bill does not pass? 


ters 


Knox ought to know it. But so far as I have been able to gather from 
their advertisements as to the state of their settlements when Comp- 
troller Knox made his last inspection they were in a wonderfully 
wholesome and prosperous condition. They invite a continuation of 
deposits and business and say that they areable to carry it. The report 
of Comptroller Knox shows that the banking system of the country is 
in a wholesome condition; under no strain at all. 
increased and the surplus has increased, and assets largely exceed lia- 
bilities. The predicted crash that was to have occurred last summer 
was not on time, and has not been heard of anywhere yet. Failures 
are actually diminishing in Illinois, Ohio, and Kentucky according to 
Bradstreet. It may be unthoughted, but it is true. 

Now one point more. 


that these innocent people have been wofully discriminated against. 


I need recur to that, after the able exposition of it by the gentleman | 


from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT], only to refresh the memory of the House. 
The law originally was that these distillers should have what the to- 
bacco manufacturers and the malt-liquor manufacturers had, the privi- 
lege of paying when they sold the article. It has been shown under 
that indulgence the whole system became a nursery of corruption and 
a cesspool of fraud, into which whoever thrusts his arm will with- 
draw it leprous with crime and putrid with corruption. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HuRD] made the wonderful argu- 
ment that Congress then put a penalty upon them for these crimes. 
This whole country believes those people escaped punishment. They 
are not on trial now. The Government, finding that policy failed, 
changed it, and required them to pay in one year. 


now the law. 

No other interest in this country actually enjoys such privilege ex- 
cept that. i 
under the law the importer of foreign goods pays at the end of one 
year, and if he takes two years longer, which the law allows him, for 
storage, he pays 10 per cent. additional for its remaining in store. 
But he pays the tax at the end of one year. The tobacco tax is paid 
within one year. The tax on malt liquor is all paid in one year. 

The report of the committee itself shows this trade has suffered dis- 
tress in common with the other trades and business interests of the 
country. We see that it is not the operation of the law atall. It is 
because of abuses, of mistakes, errors of judgment resulting from bad 
calculation, if not mischievous purpose, under the law. This House, 
this Congress has been steadily besieged by that element for indulgence 
from the beginning of the time when Congress put a tax upon them. 
They have always been here, and every scheme they ever produced yet 
when it was uncovered had at least a bad smell about it. [Laughter. ] 
They are not an oppressed people. 

I will read from the instructive remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount], from which it clearly appears that the allega- 
tion that the legislation of this country has been hostile towards this 
people is utterly unfounded. He says: 


I desire to call attention to the following statement of the laws in relation to 
customs 

“Act August 30, 1842, section 12 (5 Statutes, 561): Duties to be paid in cash. On 
failure to pay goods to be placed in public stores and sold after sixty days by 
Government. 

“Act August 6, 1846, section 1 (9 Statutes, 53), amends formeract of 1842 by al- 
lowing goods to be entered and placed in bonded warehouses. If remaining 
beyond one year in warehouse without payment of duties to be sold by Gov- 
ernment. 

“Act March 3, 1849, section 5 (9 Statutes, 399), modifies former law by allowing 


goods to remain in warehouse an additional year for withdrawal for exporta- | 


tion (¢. e., two years from date of importation). 

“Act March 28, 1854, section 4 (10 Statutes, 270), allows goods to remain in ware- 
house three years either for consumption or exportation. 

“Act March 14, 1866, sections 1 and 2 (14 Statutes, 8), allows goods in bond to 


remain in warehouse three years for consumption or exportation, but if with- | 


drawn for consumption after one year from date of importation they shall pay 
an additional duty of 10 per cent. on the duties originally assessed. 

“ This law is reproduced in sections 2970 and 2971 Revised Statutes, and is the 
present law. : 

“Act August 5, 1861, section 5 (12 Statutes, 293), provides that goods must be 
withdrawn from warehouse within three months for consumption and within 
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| view to making up cargoes for re-exportation. 


| years more by the payment of 10 per cent. on the value of the goods. 


| payment of anickel in the way of interest. 


The reserves have | 


Gentlemen have elaborated the argument here | 


| fact where is the peculiar hardship on the distiller? 


| the burdens of taxation. 
U | way sweep away this excess of revenue. 
rhe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT] has shown that | 


| that. 
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three years for exportation, with proviso that they may be withdrawn for con- 
sumption after three months and before expiration of two years on payment of 
duties and 25 per cent. thereof additional. 

“Act July 14, 1862, section 21 (12 Statutes, that 559), provides goods musi be 
withdrawn for consumption within one year, and within three years for ex 
portation.” 

When the provision in reference to exportation was inserted in that legislatio: 
for what purpose was it done? In 1846, when there was the beginning of a |i} 
eral policy towards the importers, it was urged upon Congress that American 
merchants should have the privilege of bringing in foreign goods, not for sale in 
American markets, but with the view of making up.mixed cargoes for exporta 


i 


| tion. It wasalleged as a reason for and asan illustration of that policy that at that 
Extension long enough | 


very time there was at Liverpool over two hundred millions in value of foreign 
goods brought in not for consumption but for re-exportation, broughtin with a 
It was not in theinterest of any 
one in distress, but in the interest of a great public policy. AslI understand it, the 
gentleman’s proposition is not in the interest of any public policy except that gen 
eral one, that general welfare which covers everything and which will relieve 
them from present distress. The gentleman, therefore, on the matter of expor 
tation can furnish no reason to this House. 

I have stated the principle upon which it was done as to foreign goods. Now 
it is not the purpose of these gentlemen to export this whisky; they declar 


, | that they ask this relief because it is a case of pecuniary distress to themselves 
If they are | 
in that condition the country ought to know it and Mr. Comptroller 


in the present emergency. 

But let us look further. Goods imported may remain in the bonded war 
house without paying any charge for one year. Then they may remain two 
If the 
goods remain there twenty-four hours over the twelve months, this 10 per cent 
must be paid. But in this case those interested in this legislation have already 
had or will have their liquors in bonded warehouses for three years without th 
Does the importer have any advan 
tage in that respect? Let meread from the report of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, who seems to think that these gentlemen have had a very espe- 
cial advantage : 

“The causes which in addition to the improvement of the time have led to 


| this great increase in the production of distilled spirits are the amendments of 


the internal-revenue laws, which have secured ’’— 
Have secured what? 
‘‘ First, the increase in the bonded period from one year to three years.”’ 
That is identical with the privilege accorded to the importer in bringing i 


| foreign goods. 


“Second, the allowance for loss by leakage while in the warehouse.” 

This is an advantage which the distiller has over the importer. 

“Third, the relief from the payment of interest on tax while in bonded wars 
house.”’ 

For two years out of the three which the importer can leave his goods in the 
bonded warehouse he must pay 10 per cent. of the value of the duty on the goods 
The distiller of whisky is not required under the present law to pay one nicke! 


| of interest, as I have said, while his goods remain in the bonded warehouse. 


‘*Fourth. The allowance of leakage of spirits while in transportation for export 
or to manufacturer’s warehouse.” 

I say that these are peculiar advantages to the distiller, when compared with 
the privileges allowed to the importer of foreign goods. Then as a matter of 
If at the end of three years 
the importer shall not pay his tax his goods are confiscated by the Government 


| and sold. 


It is said that the importer hasthe privilege of exportation. What does that 
amount to? For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, the value of imported 
goods amounted to $716,000,000, and the amount re-exported was only $17,000,000 


| and that proportion is pretty generally preserved. 
Then they came | 
and asked another indulgence, and got the three-years period which is | 


The one thing remaining for Congress to do is to go to work like men 
and reduce taxation. That is what the people demand, reduction of 
Lighten the burdens of taxation and in that 
So long as we have it we will 
have a place to put it. 

Mr. CALKINS. How would you reduce taxation? 

Mr. DUNN. On the necessaries of life. I would not reduce it on 


| whisky. 


Mr. CALKINS. On sugar? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; I would reduce it on sugar. I would reduce it 
on wool and woolen goods. I would give the laboring classes cheape1 
clothing to wear, cheaper food to eat, cheaper implements of industry 
to work with and to toil with in the fields. I would abolish the laws 
which load the laboring classes up with burdens, and I would put those 
burdens on the luxuries of the wealthy, such as whisky and things of 
that sort. I would very largely increase the free-list. 

Mr. CALKINS. How about tobacco? 

Mr. DUNN. Iam indifferent about that, but I am going to stand by 
the programme of my party. I will vote to repeal the tobacco tax. | 
would give the laboring people a cheaper chew of tobacco. I will do 
I would reduce the burdens of taxational! along theline. That 
is the demand, and if my voice could reach the great men, the leaders 
who mold and shape the policy of the nation, I would tell them to 
cease their wrangling withone another. I would tell them to lay down 
their arms, to put up their fratricidal swords, and bring the columns 
they are leading against the breastworks and fortifications of taxation, 
oppression, corruption, extravagance, profligacy, and open and audacious 
robbery of the Government. I would tell them to seize the battle-flags 
of their party and march on to the people’s victory. I would tell them 
to listen to the command given last November, which rang out from the 
granite mountains of the East to the rocky-ribbed mountains of the far- 
distant West, that command for reform, for reduction of expenses, re- 
duction of burdens of taxation, that command which still rings and re- 
verberates across the continent. 

That command was given by the people, and they intend that it shall 
be obeyed. Political parties may wrangle with each other; men may 
turn from the path of duty and rend and tear each other; but the peo- 
ple will march on, keeping in view steadily the great question of reform 
in this Government. They intend to have it in all things. They in- 
tend to have an expulsion of all bad men from high places. They in- 
tend to have the simple, honest, primitive Government which ow 








1884. 


g They intend to preserve the vitality and the health 
ofthat tree of liberty which our fathers planted here for us, which they 
fertilized with their blood and watered with the sweat of patriots; and the 
man or the party who turns aside from that march or from that work 
of reform will be trampled under foot in the grand procession of the 
American people. They are in deadly earnest, and they intend to have 
this reform in our Government. If we do not give it to them they will 
send men here to take our places who will give it to them. 

But, sir, I want to read in this connection what I had almost for- 
eotten. 1 referred once before to that great journal the New York 
Herald, which did a really valuable service in exposing this measure. 
[ will read this article upon the subject. It is wise and wholesome ad- 
vice, and I commend it to gentlemen: 

The bill— 

That is the bonded-extension bill— 


is unadvisable in every respect. It is contrary to the wishes of the peopl 
there never was a measure before Congress that was so generally disapproved 
by the great mass of voters and tax-payers. It withholds taxes that already 
have been deferred so long as to give the whisky trade favors such as never 
were enjoyed by any other business in the United States, and it inspires the 
dealers with a fond hope that they may never have to pay thetax atall. It 
attaches suspicion to almost every legislator who has anything to do with it, 
for some men in the whisky business have talked plainly of what they have 
done for politics and what they still may do or refuse to do, It encourages 
overproduction ; new distilleries are now being planned and built in anticipa- 
tion of the passage of the bill. 

Worstof all, it places the Government in the position of a partner inthe whisky 
business; all theterms used and arguments offered start from the basis that the 
Government practically has alot of money invested in whisky and ought togrant 
an extension, just as merchants sometimesdo to unfortunate customers 
solent a suggestion would never have been made by any other trade ; 
whisky men have been so persistently coddled ever since their goods were iirst 
taxed that they seem to regard the Government as a sort of junior partner o1 
sufferance. * * * The Government of the United States . whisky 
dealer, much less is it a whisky speculator. 


fathers gave to us. 


So in- 





but the 





is not 


Now here is something else in another newspaper. I read from the 
Cincinnati News-Journal of March 17, the eve of this discussion, sent 
here doubtless as a timely caution and a stern admonition to members 
of Congress, so that, being ‘‘ forewarned they would be forearmed,”’ 
and have their ‘‘ calling and election sure:’’ 

It is a curious fact that the friends of the whisky bill have found the greatest 
difficulty in getting votes from the members of States where they expected the 
strongest support, while from the States where prohibition is a strong element 
they are promised a larger number of votes than they had anticipated. 

‘Inthe Southwest,”’ said General Mezibben, of Kentucky, to-day, ** we got a 
stronger support than we hadanticipated. Take Ohio, Illinois, Michigan, Wis- 
consin, and even probibition Lowa, and the Democrats from these States are 
ready to vote solidly insupport of our bill. Itisin theSouthand Southwest that 
we are disappointed. We believed that we should have the strength of that sec- 
tion without asking. We find, however, that we were very much mistaken. 
Take Texas and Arkansas and Georgia, for instance; the members from those 
sections seem to be afraid to help us. 1 
would endanger their standing at home in some local-option precinct, or some- 
thing of that sort.” : 

The general was speaking particularly in the present, and he was, therefore, 
asked if he still thought the bill would pass, to which he replied: ‘I think its 
chances are fair; if we can bring those people who ought to vote with us and 
those upon whom we have relied we ought to pass it, and if not we probably 
will not. If they fail us, however,” he said, as a light gleamed in his eye, “if 
they fail us, however, a great many of them will sit at home when the next Con- 
gress convenes.” 

Warning significant to those who oppose the measure. 
great terror to the memberof Congress! Tell him that here is a great 
power applying for this great stake of $75,000,000; that its whole power 
shall be concentrated against any member who dares to vote against 
the measure! I trust, Mr. Chairman, and I believe that no member of 
this House so disregards the position that he occupies before the Amer- 
ican people as to be induced by any such threats to cast a vote for this 
measure. I trust that the result of the vote on this question will show 
that nothing of the kind exists. I trust and I believe that when we 
shall have disposed of this measure the records will show that no mem- 
ber’s position or vote on the measure will have been changed by such 
insolent threats. I sincerely trust the bill will be defeated, otherwise, 

*T will be recorded for a precedent; 
And many an error, by the same example, 
Will rush into the state. 


Mr. HARDEMAN. Mr. Chairman, [ rise toa parliamentary inquiry 
I wish to ask if there is no way under the rules of this House by which 
we can get this bill to a vote, so that we can go on with the other reg- 
ular business of the session? This bill has been fully discussed, and we 
ought to go tosomething else. I would like to know, therefore, if there 
is any power under the rules of this committee to justify us in stopping 
this debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
inquiry. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. If I am in order, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill back to the House, with the recommendation 
that it do not pass. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Imove that we limit debate on this thing if we 
can not get a vote on it now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not yield the floor for the gentleman's 
motion. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 


That is the 


The Chair thinks that is hardly a parliamentary 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration th 
bill (H. R. 5265) to extend the time for the payment of the tax on dis 
tilled spirits now in warehouse, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that when this House next 
resolves itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering this revenue bill to-morrow morn 
ing that general debate shall close at 3 o’ clock. 

I will state, sir, that according to the tally-list kept at the Speaker's 
desk the debate has not been fairly divided as to time, there having 
been five hours and forty-nine minutes in advocacy of the bill and ss 
hours and eleven minutes occupied by its opponents. I am willing, if 
it be the wish of the House, that the debate shall go on for an hour 
longer thisafternoon. If so I will move, with the belief that the Hous« 
desires to proceed this evening, I will move that the committe: 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union tor 
the further consideration of the bill, and pending that I move that on 
to-morrow there shall not be more than one hour on each side allowed 
before the general debate shall close 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. 
osition. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will tirst state the proposition of the gen 
tleman from Kentucky, which is that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the furthe 
consideration of the unfinished revenue bill, and pending that motion 
that on to-morrow when the House shall again go into committee on 
this bill all general debate on the bill shall be limited to two hours 
one hour on each side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order that the House may see that I am en- 
deavoring to be fair I will say that three members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means who have not yet been heard upon this bill are asking to 
be heard. It is very unusual, I believe, for the House to refuse to men 
bers of the committee the opportunity to be heard on an important meas 


ven 


resol ve 


Finish the debate now. 
If in order I move an amendment to that 


prop- 





| ure after that opportunity has been so generously given to gentlemen 


on both sides who are not members of the committee. 
Mr. HARDEMAN. I move to amend by striking out of the motion 


| all that relates to the debate to-morrow. and to provide that when the 


They think that their support of the bill | 


committee resumes its session to-day the genera! debate shall D 
half an hour. The members of the committee have had their chance 
and have farmed out to a considerable extent their time; and I think 
the interest of the country demands that some other bills beside the 
whisky bill shall have discussion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam moving that the House return into com 
mittee this afternoon for the purpose of affording a member of the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means, Mr. Hewitt, of New York, an opportunity 
to be heard to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to amend so 
as to limit general debate when the House next goes into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union to one half-hour 

Mr. WELLER. I move as an amendment to the amendment that 
gentlemen who have their names on the list, and who will be debarred 
from speaking if this motion carries, have permission to print their r 
marks. 

The SPEAKER. That as an amendment is not in order. 
thing which can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. 1 would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky if 
two hours more of debate would not be sufficient, so that 
the vote to-night ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think two hours more of debat« 
swer the purpose of the advocates of the measure, but I think it 
not meet the demands of its opponents as shown by the list at the 
chairman’s desk. My proposition is that there shall be two hour 


ClOSse 


It is some 


we may take 


would an 


will 


allowed fer debate to-morrow exclusive of the time to be occupied by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], who I propose shall bx 
heard this afternoon. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, it is that the House shall come to an understanding 
that we will vote on this bill to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. After two hours’ debate to-morrow is wha pre 
posed by the motion. 

Mr. KEIFER. But after that the bill will have to be considered by 
paragraphs. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that gene ral debate shall close two 
hours after it shall have been resumed to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. One hour of that time I believe the gentleman 
from Kentucky is to place under my control. 

Mr. BLACKBURN Yes,. sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I can get along with half an hour, and 
that way we may abridge the time for debate to-morrow so as to make 
it an hour and a half. Of the time proposed to be given me by t 
courtesy of the gentleman from Kentucky I will take but half an hour, 
so as to accommodate the House. For myself I would be ready to vot 


now, but of course I see there 


heard. 


are several gentlenien who must yet 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the modification of my motion sug- | tion which heretofore has been the pride of those who love freedom and 


gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. | the home of those who flee from oppression. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky modifies his mo- This bill is a step in the right direction, but it is not the right thing: 


tion, so that it now is that general debate shall be closed after.an hour | it does not go far enough, it does not touch the heart of the question 
and a half to morrow; and to that motion the gentleman from Georgia | It is the entering wedge which is going to bring us face to face with the 
[Mr. HARDEMAN] moves an amendment that general debate question whether we shall continue to tax raw material or whether we 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Thatgeneral debate close at 5 o’clock this after- | shall allow any taxes to continue which restrict and interfere with the 





noon, it being now 35 minutes past 3 o’clock. work of productioninthiscountry. Itis forthat reason I shall vote for 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. this bill. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 79. TAXATION FOR MORALITY, 
Mr. HARDEMAN. [ask for tellers. It has been advocated here on the ground that the producers of whisky 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HARDEMAN and Mr. BLACKBURN | are great tax-payers, that they are now in distress and ought to have 
were appointed. relief. To me that argument amountsto nothing. I go with the gen- 
Before the tellers made a report, tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] in all that he said so eloquently 
Mr. HARDEMAN withdrew the demand for further count yesterday as to the impropriety of this Government stepping in to the 
So the amendment was not agreed to. | relief ofany business, wherever carried on or in whatever direction. But 


The motion that general debate shall close after one hour and a half | on the other hand I do not go with that gentleman when he tells you 
of debate in the Committee of the Whole to-morrow was agreed to. that the granting of this relief will let loose upon this country a flood 
The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole | of whisky which will demoralize the population and be followed by 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to. wreck and ruin. Revenue taxation has nothing to do with morality 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | or charity. The Constitution under which I have been brought up and 


House on the state of the Union, Mr. DORSHEIMER in the chair. have sworn to obey declares that taxation is for revenue and for revenue 
The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on the | only. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

pending bill shall close after one hour and a half of debatein Committee | But we have had a school in this country which has been dominant, 

of the Whole to-morrow. | the members of which believe in taxation for protection; and we have 
Mr. BELFORD. How is that time to be divided ? had taxation for protection until the people of this country have been 
The CHAIRMAN. That order takes effect to-morrow morning. | differentiated into two classes, the very rich and the very poor. Now 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] is recognized. that this system is breaking down, aye, when the light is penetrating into 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the bill under discus- | the State of Massachusetts, which has been the home of protection, but 

sion is arevenue measure. Any mode of discussing a revenue measure | from which we now get the strongest advocacy of the doctrine of free 


which does not refer itself to economic principles is out of place. All | raw material, it is necessary that the members of that school who have 
appeals to sentiment, to passion, to emotion, are a mistake. In the dis- | exhausted all the possibilities of taxation for protection shall invent 
cussion of this bill thus far, with a tew exceptions, it has been advocated | a new gospel. And it was announced here yesterday—taxation for mor- 
on the ground of charity on the one side and-opposed on the ground of | ality. I suppose the gentleman would prefer me to say taxation for 
morality on the other side. But taxation looks not to charity or moral- | revenue with incidental morality. [Laughter. } 
ity. It looks to certain economic principles which have been settled | That idea is worthy of the party of great moral ideas. If you can 
by the experience of mankind and are written on the pages of the history | support thisGovernment or any government upon the vices of its people, 
of the human race. Cold and calculating are the principles which the | if you can devise a revenue system which will compel those who depart 
painful experience of humanity has thus evolved. Taxation can only | from the ways of virtue to pay the expenses of the Government, then 
fall upon accumulated capital, either that which is invested or that | you will produce a newdevelopment truly admirable and worthy tobe 
which is active in business, upon production, or upon consumption. | welcomed as the beginning ofthe millennium. Instead of dividing this 
There is no other point upon which the strong arm of the law mayim- | country into the very rich and the very poor, you will divide it into the 
pose the burdens of taxation. And this principle has divided itself | very good and the very bad, and the bad men will be made to pay all 
among mankind on a broad highway. the expenses ofthe good men. Then, having founded your Government 
on the great basis of human depravity, you may economize to your 
heart’s content, for you will want no more churches and no more col- 
First, all nations are agreed that so far as practicable taxation shall | leges, but taxation for morality will be the panacea for all our woes. 
be made to fall upon accumulated capital and not upon active capital; | [Laughter. ] 
not upon capital which is devoted to the conduct of business. Hence I have said that taxation has nothing to do with moral questions. 
in the most enlightened nation on the subject of taxation that the It is just as legitimate to produce whisky, so far as taxation is concerned, 
world has ever seen the tax is made to fall upon the fruits, the income | as it is to produce pig-iron. In the eye of the law both industries are 
of accumulated property as far as possible. Beyond that the line of | equally reputable and equally valuable to the community. As a pig- 
division of taxation between production and consumption is marked. | iron maker, knowing its vast uses, I am at a loss to-day to say whether 
In the original history of government taxation fell generally upon the production of iron, or the production of alcohol, is more useful to 
production, because it was the easiest thing to reach, and hence arose | the human race. Yet if any man to-day were to propose to impose a 
that remarkable civilization of the Middle Ages in which the guilds | tax upon the manufacture of pig-iron he would be hooted out of this 
tried to protect themselves from the exactions of arbitrary government | House, as he ought to be. 
levying its contribution upon their products. At the present day not | This is either a legitimate industry or it is not. If it is not a legiti- 
a single enlightened nation, not a single commercial nation, proposes | mate business, then it ought to be stopped; there can be no compro- 
or imposes taxation upon the work of production except the United | mise. Butif it oughtto be stopped on moral grounds, it does not belong 
States. to the National Federal Government to prohibit it. That is a matter 
Taxation upon production, however, still survives. It is the char- | of police regulation which is reserved to the States. Let them deal 
acteristic of the Oriental system of government. I have recently passed | with moral questions; we here have nothing to do with them. Having 
over that broad field and seen the blighting effects of taxation imposed | nothing to do with the moral question, and having, as I believe, satisfied 
upon production. Industrial death, moral stupor, decay, hopeless en- | you, or at least satisfied myself, that no tax ought to be imposed upon 
ergies buried in the common grave created by a false system of taxation! | production in any lawful industry, then there is but one logical con- 
The whole of the western shores of Asia and of the southern shores of | clusion; that is, that this tax ought to be abolished altogether, because 
Europe, now dominated by the Turkish Empire, is a monument to the | such a tax violates a fundamental economic princvle. 
folly of attempting to impose taxation upon production. 








PRINCIPLES OF TAXATION. 


; j ALA 10OL / RAW MATERIAL. 
In this country, strange to say, enlightened by common schools, by | em ~ 
colleges in every State and high schools in every county, with schools | The first step, as the gentleman from Massachusetts properly said 


of political science and political economy flourishing everywhere, the 
cardinal principle of taxation which survives to-day is taxation upon 
production. When taxation isimposed upon the materials upon which 
human labor exerts itself, then it is a direct tax and imposition upon 
the work of production. Hence, in England, in France, in Germany, 
in Italy, in every country that holds a conspicuous place in the progress 
of modern civilization, raw materials are admitted as free as the air 
which the people breathe. But here they are met by obstructions the | age and this generation in the industrial development of this country. 
moment they come within the marine league—within the sight of this Now gentlemen may be under some misapprehension as to the nature 
land of free thought and free government of the production of alcohol and its uses. I observe that alcohol has 

Until the system of taxation of this Government shall conform itself | been dealt with here mostly on the ground of being a beverage, and a 
to the fundamental principle that taxation shall not impinge upon pro- | bad beverage at that. No gentleman here has brought to the attention 
duction, you will have what is now going on—stagnation, depression, | of the House and the country the vast uses of this commodity in the 
suffering, want, lack of employment, disorders, riots, destruction of | arts. I myself have been profoundly astonished at the investigations 
property, and, I am sorry to say, a shattering of the political organiza- | I have had to make; and you will be, Mr. Chairman, when I tell you 


yesterday, toward its abolition is the passage of this bill; and I shall 
vote for it, not only because it is legitimate to grant an extension of 
credit, but because I think it will bring about the abolition of this tax 
altogether. I do not know or care whether these taxes, if extended 
under this bill, will ever be paid. I vote for this bill on the broad 
proposition that it will be the first honest step toward the doctrine of 
free raw material, which in my judgment is the vital question of this 
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that I am satisfied that one-half of the entire alcohol which is produced 


in this country is to-day, notwithstanding the drawback of an enor- 
mous excise duty, used in the arts, and not more than half is consumed 
as a beverage. 

[ find that the Secretary of the Treasury is in error in this particular, 
and I have only been able to get at the facts in regard to it from a most 
careful and elaborate investigation which has been made by Dr. E. R. 
Squibb, of Brooklyn, the best known manufacturing chemist in this 
country and the most eminent authority in his line in the world. Dr. 
Squibb has sent me a communication in which he makes the following 
statement: 

If the finances of the nation will admit it, the tax— 


Meaning the tax on distilled spirits— 


should be abolished; for it never did the least good fo: the morals or the 
ebriety of the nation. It was simply a war measure to raise revenue from an 
artificial substance, of which probably two-thirds of the total production was 
then used as a luxury,which could easily be dispensed with if the consumer de- 
sired to avoid the tax. Now, with twenty ytars’ progress of the arts and in- 
dustries of the nation, the production has been very largely increased; and the 
proportion used in the arts and industries has also increased so largely, even 
despite the enormous tax, that in all probability it has reached one-half the total 
production. Hence the present situation seems to be that in order to reach and 
tax one-half the production of an enormous industry the other half is taxed to 
the enormous extent of nearly six times its original value; and this enormous 
tax not only embarrasses and retards the progress of thousands of industries, but 
renders hundreds of other industries which might be started impossible. 

As an example of how the alcohol tax bears upon one large class of indus- 
tries, take the instance of ether. Itcan be made only fromalcohol. Itis almost 


as important a solvent in the arts and manufactures as alcohol is, but for a dif- | 


farent set of substances and a different set of uses—as different from aleohol in 
its uses as alcohol is from water, and with as many and as important advantages 
over alcohol. With the present tax on alcohol it costs here now, say, about 60 
cents a pound when of a quality adapted to the arts and manufactures. This 
cost is prohibitory to all but a few finer uses, and so enhanced the cost of these 
few products that in turn their uses are hindered and restricted. 

Contrast this with the condition of this same interest in countries where man- 
ufacturing alcohol is free from tax. Instead of $2.20 per gallon, alcohol costs, as 
it did here before the tax, 36 to 40 cents per gallon; and ether, as one of its prod- 
ucts, instead of 60 cents per pound, costs 12 to 15 cents. Under these cireum- 
stances it is not difficult to understand the multitude of new uses in the indus- 
trial arts that are annually developed under the stimulus of cheap solvents 
which would otherwise remain undeveloped, or be developed at such higher 
and obstructive cost as would limit the use. In this country, with its greater 
inventive genius and its constant greater strain for progress inthe artsand manu- 
factures, the greater advantages of having free alcohol can easily be seen. 

Instead of the combinations of alcohol-makers to restrict the production to a 
fraction of their capacity in order to maintain prices, and instead of the bonded 


warehouses crowded with spirits and the clamor for lengthened time, and in- | 


stead of the limited and restricted uses, there would,in a year or two, be again 
the former activity in this interest with all the advantagesand improvements of 
the past twenty years to stimulate it, with the result of still cheaper and better 
alcohol than before the tax. With the vast expanse of land for the cheap pro- 
duction of corn, and the enormous distilleries for its conversion into spirits and 
cattle food. this country could,and probably would, make alcohol and its prod- 
ucts and educts so well and so cheaply as to supply a large part of the world, as 
it does with the parallel industry of grain and flour. 

The larger the scale upon which corn is grown the more economical and more 
profitable the cultivation,and thus the benefit of free aleohol would reach the 
farmer. The larger the scale upon which alcohol is made the more economical 
and the more profitable that industry becomes, and thus that industry is benefited 
and cheaper and better alcohol supplied. Thenthe more aleohol made the more 


eattle food produced and the more cattle fed upon the residue,and the more | 


meat and leather economically supplied, so that it is very easily seen how very 
far-reaching this aleohol tax is upon the economies of the nation, and at what 
expense the revenue fromitis raised. Iftherevenue costs more than it is worth, 
it is not a political economy, and will doubtless be abandoned or be substituted 
from other sources, 

The varied uses of alcohol are beyond any estimate. 
household, in the surgery; I find it in the photographer’s shop and 
among the artists; I find it in every kind of manufacture with which I 
have anything to do or of which I have any knowledge. 
the universal solvent by which all substances are transferred from one 
form to another; and I find this vehicle taxed as if it were on a turn- 
pike road with a toll-gate every half-mile. 
make progress in the innumerable arts dependent upon the use of alco- 
hol as a vehicle. 

Mr. Chairman, alcohol being, as I believe it to be to-day, a primary 





I find it in the | 


I find it to be | 


Yet we are expected to | 
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this I quote again Dr. Squibb, whose statement, with the permission of 
the House, I will incorporate in my remarks: 


The only form of relieving the arts and manufactures from this spirit tax, 
which has thus far reached the form of a proposed Jaw, is a bill introduced inte 
the House of Representatives and referred, which proposes to exempt from duty 
any spirit to which a definite percentage of methyl alcohol has been added, 
leaving the present law and all its appliances still in force for all clean spirit. 
The theory apon watch this proposed law is based is simply that by adding a 


= 


certain amount of methyl alcohol or wood spirit to ordinary spirit or alcohol it 


is rendered so disagreeable to the taste that 1t can not be drunk or be used in 
beverages, but that such addition does not prevent its being used for manufaet- 
uring and industrial purposes. Hence that alcohol or spirit for industrial pur- 


poses will be freed from tax, while that which alone can be 
will still pay the tax. 

Supposing this plan to be entirely effective, as designed, and supposing the 
proportion of alcohol drunk be one-half or even two-thirds of il produe- 
tion, the whole machinery and expense of the present law would be required to 
yield one-half or two-thirds the revenue it now does; for the same oreven larger 
and more expensive appliances would be required to prevent evasion and reve- 
nue fraud. 

But there are other and more serious objections. The proposed law proce 
on the theory that this methyl alcohol once added to the clean spirit permanently 
and irrecoverably spoils it for drinking purposes. This isa great fallacy that 
should be clearly recognized at the start, for the methy! alcoho! can be taken 
out with comparative ease, and the proposed law acknowledges this by forbid 
ding its being taken out, and providing a penalty against taking it out. Tofree 
this methylated spirit from the methy! and clean it so as to be used as a drink is 
neither a difficult nor an expensive process, and this cleaning would be very sure 
to be done in more ways than one and in ways that would rend 
almost impossible. 

If the methy] alcoho! itself be pure and clean its taste and odor in the spirit 
would not be objectionable to a large class of spirit drinkers, and in some grades 
of spirit it would not always be easy to tell whether it was present in ihe re 
quired proportion or not, and very simple processes—short of the more complete 
one of distillation—would be applied that would so far clean the spirit as to ren- 
der it acceptable to a large majority of spirit drinkers. Thus with the utmost 
vigilance and the most perfect detective system the law would, beyond doubt, 
be seriously evaded and the revenue defrauded 

And nextas tothe relief afforded tothe arts and manufactures here is prob- 
ably not a single use to which alcohol is put that would not be more or less ob- 
structed and hurt by the presence of the methy!—just as every adulterated sub 
stance is injured by the adulteration—while in a very large number it would be 
more objectionable than in drink; and forastill larger numberof the betterand 
more important uses methylated spirit could not be used at all. In all such its 
use would be prohibited quite assurely asfor drinking purposes, and’hence this 
larger and better class of uses would not be relieved by the plan, but would have 
to use taxed spirits, or elsc, in common with the drinking interest 
take the methy] out. 

Doubtless many manufacturers would buy the methylated spirit, and atan ex- 
pense not exceeding 2 or 3 cents a gallon would clean it for ther own purposes, 
taking the risk of detection and the penalty, and thus be relieved of the tax, 
and yet get clean, good alcohol cheaply. With a not uncommon disregard for 
law and indifference to crime, and with sufficient cunning and care, such prac 
tices could be easily carried on to any extent, and so long as the cleaned spirit 
was used strictly for arts aggl manufactures it woutd be argued that the intent of 
the law would be fulfilled and no harm done. But as it would be quite impos- 
sible to confine such clean spirit tolawful uses, such practices could not be per 
mitted if discovery of them was possible. 


used for drinking 


the tot 


eds 


tection 


) 
ua 


unlawfully 


In short, the general effect would be that the honest manufacturer, who re 
spected and obeyed the law, would not be relieved from the tax, because he 
could not properly use methylated spirit, while the unserupulous one, and all 


the rogues uncaught, would be relieved. The business of the honest man would 


| suffer, and his profits be small, because obliged to compete with the dishonest 


one, whose profits would be very large, thusoffering a direct premium forcrime 
Thus the law would, in practice, not relieve those whom it was intended to 
relieve, but would benefit only the dishonest of the class which is now so se- 
riously embarrassed by the tax. 
Again, it is not conducive of true economy and fair dealing to attempt by law 
to damage the purity of or tospoil ordefile any substance for any purpose, and 
all such attempts must lead to loose principles of action and to various forms of 


| fraud. 


Methylated spirit would be used instead of clean spirit wherever its use could 
be concealed, even though quite unfit for such uses, as, for example, in medi- 
eines, Alcohol, asa solvent and vehicle extreme importance in making 
medicinal preparations, and many thousands of galJons are annually used for 
such purposes. As methylated spirit would be quite unfit for such uses this 
industry would not be relieved at all, but would be much damaged by the clan- 
destine use of the adulterated instead of clean spirit. 

Good ether could not be made from methylated spirit unless the law be first 
broken by cleaning the spirit, neithercould good chloroform be made from it, 
and therefore these industries would not be relieved, but would be damaged by 
offering temptation to the unscrupulous either to break the law by cleaning 


is of 


| their spirit or to make impure and debased products. 


if not the leading raw material on which modern chemical industry | 


rests, should be the first to be made free; and I announce now that 
from this time out, with my voice and my vote, I shall support every 
bill that proposes to free aleohol; and I shall not cease to work in that 
direction until the total abolition of this tax is accomplished. 

Mr. HISCOCK rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleague will excuse me just 
now; I will yield to him in a few moments. 

METHYLATION OF ALCOHOL 

But, Mr. Chairman, I shall be told that this end can be reached by 
the methylation of aleohol—that after the addition of methyl to the al- 
cohol it can be made free for use in the arts. I was of that opinion 
myself. I introduced a bill based upon that idea, as did also my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], which is under consideration by a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Ways and Means, on which I am serv- 
ing with my colleague [Mr. Hiscock] who I suppose was about to in- 
terrupt me on this point. We have been engaged in the preparation 
of a bill for the methylation of spirits in order that they might be got 
free of duty for use in the arts. But, to my surprise and regret, I find 
that methylation of spirits is a total failure; and as my authority for 


This statement is absolutely conclusive to the effect that no methyla 
tion of spirits can begin to reach the difficulties of the situation. Iam 
therefore compelled reluctantly to abandon any idea that this great re- 
sult for which I aim can be accomplished by that process, The with 
drawal of pure spirits in bond for use in the arts is also impracticable, 
because i: will lead to endless frauds on the revenue unless a detecttve 
should follow wach barrel. And then quis custodiet 


LPSos ¢ ustods 


TOBACCO TAXI 


In debate 
ich proposes to a lish the taxes 

ts distilled from fruits. 
| um sorry that this action has been taken. I regret it It is astep 
in the wrong direction ‘the r materials of in- 
dustry; it is a luxury pure and simple, and when it is proposed to em- 
barrass the progress of true revenue reform, which is the fr 


Just here let me make another remark here to-day refer- 


ence has been made toa resolution wl 
upon tobacco and also certain taxes upon spi! 


Tobacco is not one ot aw 


eing ot 


raw materials from duty, by the introduction of a provision which 
will make it impossible to remove the tax from alcohol, I regret it, al 
though I may be compelled to vote for it in order to bring about the 
reduction of revenue, for I hold it to be the duty of this Congress 
to bring down revenue in every practicable mod: But I prefer to 
bring it down in a method which is in the line of revenue reform, which 
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is in the line of removing obstacles from the growth and progress of 
industry; but if I can not accomplish the reduction of the revenue in 
the t way, I will take it in any other way which is open for me. 
But I s action which has been referred to is in my judgment in 
the wrong dire that what we should do is to keep in force the 
duty upon tobacco and repeal the taxes upon alcohol until we thus 
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Will my 
House the distinction which separates one trom the other? 

HEWITT, of New York. I will with pleasure, but briefly. 
Distilled spirits | 


soil. 


Mr 
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wants to sell his products at a higher price. 


. come in 
food products of India. 

Is going to increase. 
demand for his products in foreign lands. 
Where, then, is he to find his market 
market at home. 


for them? 
And how is he going to get it at home? 






























































diminished. 


How can you enlarge their area? 
tariff so that there is no outlet for them in other lands. 
Inorder to widen the market you must cheapen cost. 
cheapen the cost of manufactures? In only one of three ways. 
cost of manufactures consists in capital, labor, and materials. 
Can you cheapen capital ? 
States than in any other country in the world. 
Can you cheapen labor? 


policy which will reduce the wages of labor ? 


cheapen raw materials. 
Only by removing the duties which press upon them. 


the great consumer, by reduction in the cost of his supplies. 


tries 


basis of free raw material. 


FREE RAW MATERIALS. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mi 


Let me ask the gentleman one question. 
HEWITT, of New York. In one moment. 


fund, which I wish to preserve inviolable. I say, yes. 


crease. 


be a measure for increase of revenue. 


compcl a revision of the tariff upon the fundamental basis of ‘free raw 
miateriais 
Mr. BELFORD Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, sir. 
WHAT THE FARMERS WANT 
Mr. BELFORD. What is the difference, so far as it affects raw ma- 
terials, between corn and tobacco? They are both products of the | 


distinguished friend point out for the edification of the 


the primary elements of manufacture; tobacco 


isnot. I want to have manufactures grow. They cannot grow if im- 
peded by obstructions as they arenow. They have reached their limits. 
In the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee every great 
manufacturing interest came and told us they were capable of supply- 
ing more goods than they could sell; that the market was overstocked; 
that the capacity for production had outrun consumption. 

There is but one mode by which manutactures can be extended. And 
here comes in the interest of the farmer. No legislation of this House 
should be thought of for a moment that can not be proved to be for the 
benefit of the farmer, for the farmers constitute 50 per cent. of the 
population of this country. Whatever propositions you make must be 
for the benefit of the farmers; and they will not go through unless the | 
farmer can see they are for his benefit. 

Now, how can the farmer be benefited? What does he want? He | 


How is he going to sell his | 
products at a higher price as the grain trade Stands to-day ? The mar- 
ketsof Europe are overcrowded with food products; and more than that, 
the governments of Europe are averse to allowing our food products to 
To-day the farmer is met at Liverpool and London by the 
And that competition, so far from being less, 
Therefore, the farmer has reached the limit of the 


He must find his 
Why, only 
by one method: manufactures must be fostered and grow and not be 


Now comes the question, how can you make manufactures grow ? 
You have walled them in by the 


How can you 


The 
To-day capital is cheaper in the United 


Where is the man who is going to run next 
fall for Congress who will get up here and say he will advocate any 


Then you are brought down by the very necessities of the case to 
Now, how can you cheapen raw materials? 
And when you 
have taken the duties off raw materials you have protected the manu- 
facturer, because he can produce his wares cheaper; you have protected 
the laborer, because the necessity for reducing his wages, which other- 
wise would exist, is avoided; and you have protected the farmer, who is 
That is 
the reason why you are driven to the policy of free raw materials upon 
which all other enlightened nations have long since planted their indus- 


(nother reagon why I want to see the whisky tax abolished, in addi- 
tion to the general principle I have laid down that no tax should be 
allewed to impinge any production whatever, is that it will so reduce 
the revenue as to compel a revision of the tariff upon the fundamental 


The question will 
be asked whether it is possible to so frame a tariff, with the whisky 
tax abolished, as to give this country adequate revenue to meet current 
expenses, pay the interest on the public debt, and keep up the sinking 
It is far easier, 
Mr. Chairman, to increase revenue from customs than it is to reduce it, 
and the embarrassment we have had in the Committee on Ways and 
Means has been to find methods of reduction and not methods of in- 


But what I fear, in regard to the bill reported from the Committee | 
on Ways and Means, is it may be delusive in that particular, and so 
far from being a measure of reduction of revenue it may turn out to | 
I do not say that it will be so 
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I hope that it will not; but if the free-list is made larger, if it is ex- 
tended, then it is certain that the revenue will be reduced; but it 
only by enlarging the free-list that we can be sure of any such result 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, what I want, and I am frank to say it, is 
a larger free-list. You ask me what I would have upon that list. 
salt, and lumber we havealready reported. Well, whatelse; will you 
go further than that? Yes, sir, I answer. Every ore of metal, includ- 
ing the iron ores which I mine myself and do not buy; and the ores 
copper, iron, lead, and zinc. Well, would you go further? Yes; tak: 
the duties off of jute, sisal grass, manila, and other articles that ente: 
into the manufacture of cordage, in order that we may do some thi 
for the revival of our depressed mercantile marine. Take the dut 
off of all of them. 

What will I do with wool? Ihave no doubt myself that th 
moval of the duty on wool of all kinds and grades would be the wisest 
measure we could adopt for the general prosperity of the country. But 
lam met by gentlemen on my own side as well as on the other who 
do not agree with me, and all measures brought here must be so brought 
in as to get a majority, or else they can not pass. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side.] Ido not know what you mean by jeers; but 
let me say to you, gentlemen, as I am in the habit of talking frankly, 
that I am in favorof the abolition of the duty on wool (if we have votes 
enough to do it), but if we have not votes enough to pass a bill for the 
| repeal or modification of that duty we will give it up; we will yield 
the point, but only in order to abolish the duty on other articles wher 
itshould be abolished. And I will go still further. I will go back, if 
necessary, and put wool where it was before you touched it, in order 
to force you to vote upon a bill which puts other things upon the fre 
| list that ought to be there. [Applause on.the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. REED. Let me ask a question now. 


is 


Coa] 


NECESSITY FOR HARMONIOUS ACTION, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No; I must decline to yield for an) 
| question. 
| In other words, all politics and all legislation is the result of the con- 
| currence or compromise of opinion. I can notexpect to have gentlemen 
follow me where I want to go. I must gofar enough in their direction 
| to get them to go with me to produce further and practical results. It 
| 1s for this reason that parties exist and that we stand divided—you 
| upon one side and we uponthe other. But you vote every time solidly 
| together, while we do not. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. | 
| I say to my fellow-Democrats;now and here, thatin order to secure 
| ameasure of revenue reform that begins right, takes the first step toward 
real reform, I will swallow any quantity of disagreeable medicine; and 
I say to this Democratic party here to-day that unless they are prepared 
to go together as a party they had better disband. 

Mr. REED. This is not a caucus. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I sayin the mean time it is our duty 
to try to come together on a common ground, and for my part I will sacri- 
fice as much as any other man will sacrifice to get there. But that com- 
mon ground, Mr. Chairman, ought to be a common ground of free raw 
materials. Upon that common ground wecanallstand. Wecanunite 
the industries of the peoplein our favor. On that ground we shall have 
the farmer, the manufacturer, and the laborer, because we have pro- 
duced harmony between the three great branchesof American industry. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side doubtless are disposed, 
and will be disposed, to criticise what I have said to-day as a departure 
| in some respects from principle for the sake of policy. Let them not 
deceive themselves. I know of only one possible policy for thiscountry 
| in order to get out of its present difficulties, and that is the removal ot 
| the restrictions upon its manufactures. I knowI can not achieve that 
| result all at once; I know that I ought not to try to get it all at once; 
| but I want to begin at the bottom; L want to begin at the beginning; 
| and as I have said in the committee, and as I have said at other times, 
| I do not believe this horizontal cut is the best method of arriving at 
| what we want or of reaching that end. [ Applause. ] 

I would be false to my convictions, I would be false to my experi- 
ence in business, and I would be false to my own training if I took any 
such view of the question. But Ido say that I would rather do that 
and vote for that bill, rather than fail to give proof to the people of this 
| country that this Democratic party is in dead earnest when it says it 
| will reduce taxation. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. It is, in earnest, dead! [Laughter ] 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It may be dead but I do not see any 
| evidence of death. It has been said a good many times that it was 
| dead; but if itis dead, I can only say that itis one of the liveliest corpses 
that the world has ever seen, and it is a corpse that will still go to the 
Republican funeral. [Laughter and applause.] Now my friend from 
| Maine, who is a good friend of mine, may be the driver of that hearse. 
If so, I shall go with a great deal more satisfaction in his company. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. Iam afraid you won’t be there. You won't be able to 
keep up with the procession any more than you do to-day. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No; I do not believe that we will be 
able to keep up with the procession. I think it will travel at a 2.40 
ratetothetomb; too fast forthe Democratic crowd to followit. [Laugh- 
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Mr. COX, of New York. It would be dead raw material. | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] is 


Mr. REED. Dead material out of which we will manufacture an- | 


other Republican victory. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ishould be sorry to be the raw ma- 


terial for the gentleman from Maine, but he must have devoured a great | 


many innocent Democrats before he thought of devouring me. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. } 

Mr. REED. I have; not very innocent, though. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The Republican party always did manufacture their 
victories. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have occupied the time of the com- 


mittee at much greater length than I intended. And I will acknowl- | 


edge to my friends on the other side who seem to be interested that I 
have traveled over some ground that I had not intended to occupy. 


Nevertheless I have tried to get before this committee and before the | 
country one fundamental principle—the absolute necessity of starting | 


in the race of manufactures fairly with other nations. They start with 
free materials and we start with taxed materials. There is no chance 
for us. Weare dead-weighted at the outset. We are beaten before we 
begin to maketherace. And yet there is all the world waiting for us— 
markets everywhere. 

PROPOSED TARIFF LEGISLATION. 

Mr. MORRISON. May I ask my colleague on the committee if our 
chief competitor starts with free alcohol ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. For the arts it does. And I believe 
if we had free alcohol for the arts, free from methylatioa, we would drive 
our chief competitor out of every market in the world in the production 
of every article into which alcohol enters. I believe that the profits of 
the business we shall achieve from free alcohol will far exceed any 
amount of revenue that has ever been collected from it. Gentlemen, I 
am not speaking wildly. I will append this communication of Dr. 
Squibb to my remarks. I invite you all to read it with great care. 
The area is absolutely unlimited. And it is that consideration which 
has brought me against my own wishes to the conclusion that distilled 
spirits should be made absolutely free. 

Therefore, if I had the making of a tariff in my own hands to-day I 
have no hesitation in saying what I would do. I would abolish the 


whisky tax, but preserve the tobacco tax temporarily. I would take | 


the duty off all these raw materials, and while the good effects of that 
relief were going into operation I would not touch another duty upon 
the tariff act, except to correct manifest blunders. 

That is what I would do. But gentlemen must not misunderstand 
me. These duties are too high; they must come down. They ought 


to be brought down before the next revival of business occurs, because | 


if they are not, then these enormous duties will be put into the profits, 
and the consumers of this country will be robbed for the benefit of a 
few overgrown manufacturers, as they were in the case of Bessemer 
steel rails and as they have been in the case of other branches of busi- 
ness of which I am personally cognizant. Therefore, these duties ought 
to be got out of the way. But I would not take them out of the way 


at present. I would leave them there to get the beneficial effect of the | 


removal of these duties on raw materials and trust to the inevitable law 
of competition to bring down the price of manufactures to the lowest 
limits of cost, which is certain to be the case when the capacity for pro- 
duction exceeds the consumption. This is our present condition, and 
is likely to be our condition for a long time to come. 

One of these-duties, one of the most important, has not been referred 
to; it does not appearin the tariff bill. I refer to the duty ontin plates, 
not a pound of which is made in the United States; and there is not 
a person to be affected by the repeal of thatduty. Five millions of dol- 


lars or nearly so are now collected on tin plates. They are used in the | 


itchen; they are used for canning, for export, for roofs, and in every 
kitchen; the: 1 f g, f t, f f 1 , 
branch of business. Everybody everywhere is a consumer of tin plate. 
‘o repeal this duty would be a great and direct relief to the farmers. 
T peal this duty ld | great and direct relief to the { 
I would put tin plates on the free-list. And I would transfer to the 
free-list, as rapidly as possible, everything I could discover that I could 
’ I . . a 

put there without destroying some existing branch of business. I would 
go slowly, and let the people of the country, who are not educated up to 
thedoctrine I believe in and advocate, see the good effects of it. I would 


follow the people with legislation and not attempt to go in advance of 


their judgment and their views. [ Applause. ] 


I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky | 


(Mr. BLACKBURN ]. ° 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time has the gentleman from New 
York left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twelve minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
CALDWELL] five minutes. 


recognized. 
| Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I have been much gratified in 
| listening to the remarks ef the distinguished gentleman from New York 
| (Mr. Hewitt]. He says he does not desire to have a tax imposed upon 
immorality. Ido; for Iam sure that the Democratic party will then 
bear at least its full share of the burdens of taxation. 

But what has particularly pleased me in the gentleman’s remarks 
| has been their frankness. Unlike others who have advocated this bill 
and who claim that its opponents favor the repeal of the whisky tax, 
he states that he supports the bill as a preliminary stepto repeal. He 
desires that the whisky tax shall be abolished, and with that end in 

view as his ultimate object he urges the passage of this bill. This is 
| a logical position to occupy. I believe that if this bill becomes a law 
it will be found to have been but the entering-wedge to the repeal ot 
all law imposing taxes upon whisky. It extends the time of the pay 
ment of about $70,000,000 due from the distillers and whisky owne: 
to the Government two years. If this is done the whisky interest, re 
lieved of its present embarrassment and reassured by the action of Con 
gress, will continue to increase its surplus. The seventy millions will 
| become one hundred millions. Thus re-enforced, and with so much 

more at stake, it will come to Congress demanding repeal where it now 

asks only extension of time, and perhaps require a remission of taxes 

already due. The gentleman from New York says he does not care if 
| these taxes are never paid. He more than intimates that he does not 

think they will be. Lincline to believe that his intimation will becom« 
| a correct prediction if this bill shall become a law. 

I desire to say to the gentleman from Kentucky, who declared that 
the opponents of this bill were friends to the repeal of the whisky tax 
and that perhaps I was one of them, that I will never vote for the re- 
peal of that tax so long as the Government has to raise a revenue to pay 
its debts and meet its expenditures. I say this not as a temperance 
man. It is not necessary to say it as such. I would continue this tax 
as a wise and patriotic method of raising revenue, for ifany method of 

| raising a revenue is better than all others it is that which makes the 
burden of taxation bear most lightly upon the people. Such certainly 
is the whisky tax. It is levied upon a harmful luxury. It is volun- 
tarily paid. Noman need bear its burden. It touches not any neces- 
sity of life that goes in over the threshold of the poor or enters by the 
portals of the rich. He alone pays it who chooses to do so, and it is 
levied upon that which is the producer of harm. 

I believe that to rep&l this tax would be worse than throwing the 


a A 


| money it produces into the sea, for Iam satisfied that its restrictive 


| power upon the sale of intoxicants saves directly and indirectly more 
, to the people than the whole value of the tax. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would abolish the entire internal-revenue tax. He calls 
it infernal revenue. Why infernal? Is it because it produces a great 
income to the Government without increasing the price of any necessity 
| of life? He tells us that it cost $10,000,000 annually to collect it; but 
| it puts more than a hundred millions annually in the nationai Treas 
ury. He further says that the enforcement of this law is resisted, and 
that it is necessary to make raids upon its violators to collect the rev- 
enue. This is true only in certain sections of the country where law 
less communities diregard all Federal laws that are displeasing to them 
In these same communities the election laws are resisted with more 
force and determination and with greater success than the revenue 
laws. Would the gentleman for that reason have the election laws re- 
| pealed; and does he now recommend the repeal of ‘a law which puts 
into the Treasury more than a hundred millions of revenue simply be 

| cause a few moonshiners, who have some small distilleries hidden away 


| among the mountains in some parts of the South, resist its enforcement ? 

This would sweep away all law, for there is none whose enforcement 
| is not somewhere or at some time resisted. It would certainly lead to 
| the repeal of all duties upon imports, because the Government has to 
keep a detective force to watch and occasionally make raids upon lav 
defying smugglers. Just imagine the venerable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania following the logic of his position and favoring this proposition 
It would involve a conversion on his part unequaled by even that of 
Saint Paul. He further objects to this law because, he says, it creates 
a system of espionage to which the people should not be subjected. Is 
this ®ot true of all laws for the collection of taxes? 

The assessors of your towns and cities search the records to discove! 
| your real estate; they inquire into the affairs of your household to learn 
| of your taxable furniture; they look over your goods, wares, and mei 
| chandise, and even put you under oath and force you to swear to the 
sum of your possessions, or doom you, in default thereof, to suffer such 

assessments as they shall chose to make. And the customs official 
search your vessel, overhaul your cargo, knock open your boxes, pr) 


Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman will give us a show on this | into your trunks, break your packages, open the folds of your garme1 


side of the House. 


reach into your pockets, and sometimes go even further than this, into 


Mr. BLACKBURN. According to the list kept at the Chairman’s | your private affairs to insure an honest collection of the duties due th 
desk there have been occupied on the other side of the House one hour | Government. The gentleman does not complain of this scrutin 
and fifty minutes more than on this side. The twelve minutes which | it is much closer than any which is exercised in the collection of the 


remain of the time of the gentleman from New York I propose to divide 


»| internal revenue. Indeed I think that from the honest tax-payer, who 


between the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALDWELL] and the gen- | seeks not to escape from bearing his share of the public burdens, litt! 


4 


tleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 


' complaint is heard against either of these methods of taxation 
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But to return to a more direct discussion of the bill before the House, 


ous directions from which the friends of this bill come to its support. 
Their different positions appear to be quite as inconsistent with each 
other as they are ingenious. 
The first proposition to which we are treated is that it is entirely a 


business question and should be decided upon business considerations; | 


and yet the gentleman who lays down this proposition proceeds, in the 
course of his remarks, to urge the passage of the bill upon temperance 


. . . . . ; 
grounds, picturing to us in frighful colors the drunkenness that will fol- | 


low the taking of this whisky out of bond and throwing it upon the 
market. And yet, in almost the same breath in which he urges this as 
a temperance measure, we are told that if this bill does not become a 
law this bonded whisky is not to be thrown upon the market at all to 


create the havocof dissipation just now so vividly described, but on the | 


other hand we are threatened that before the taxes upon it become due 
it will be shipped away, that great shrinkage will take place during its 
absence, whereby the Government will lose a large amount of revenue. 
Well, perhaps if it should never return the people would not there- 
fore be greatly the losers. 

The second gentleman who advocates the passage of this bill reiter- 
ates the proposition of the first, affirming with great emphasis that it is 

business question, but proceeds at once to appeal to the House 
for its passage on the ground that whisky has great and peculiar claims 
upon the generous and charitable consideration of the country because 
of its high character as a tax-payer. He says it has paid into the na- 
ational Treasury during the last ten years a thousand million of dollars. 

But when I ask him, inasmuch as he has stated to us the amount of 
taxes whisky has paid, to be kind enough to inform the House what 
sum of taxes whisky has made during the same period in which it has 
been paying taxes, he declines to answer the question. Indeed, he re- 
sents it as inadmissible and impertinent, says it has nothing to do with 
the subject, and shields himself under theshadow of his first proposition, 
that it is only a business question. , 

(nd, again, the next gentleman proceeds to argue that this bill should 
be discussed and decided as a cold business proposition, regardless of its 
moral bearings, and without the indulgence of any sentiment upon the 
subject; but how soon does he jump that narrow track, run off into a 
graphic description of the bankruptcy and ruin, the poverty and sorrow, 
which he says are sure to fall upon the poor whisky producer and 
whisky owner should this bill not become a law. 

The picture which he drawsof the tears of the woe-stricken wives and 
impoverished children of these unfortunate and hardly-used whisky 
dealers in its pathetic coloring is very striking and impressive, and 
my heart was keenly touched by his statement of the warm sympathy 
which, to his surprise, he received from some members who come from 
the cold climes of the North, whose people he had supposed were a cal- 
culating lot of trafficers in whom the milk of human kindness was 
frozen. 

I am glad the gentleman has come to the truth in this respect. He 
will find in the future as in the past, when the people of the South have 
been visited by floods and pestilence, that up under the icebergs of the 
North are warm hearts that respond readily and generously to every 
proper object of human sympathy. 

But let us see what this bill means as a business proposition. It 
amounts simply to this: It proposes that the Government shall loan 
to the owners of whisky in bond $70,000,000 on two years’ time at 44 
per cent. interest. That the Government is the creditor of the whisky 
owner; that this seventy millions will soon become due to the Govern- 
ment; that he asks only an extension of the time of payment changes 
not the nature of the proposition. If I owe my neighbor $1,000, due 
at any future specified time, the day when the debt matures the thou- 
sand dollars is his. If I consent to extend the time of payment that 
constitutes a new loan, which he isunder no more legal or moral obliga- 
tion to make than if no previous transaction had existed between us. 

The day when this whisky tax becomes due it will belong to the 
Government. Itshould then be in its Treasury. To extend the time 
of payment two years would beas completea loan to the whisky owners 
as if the money were taken out of the Treasury and loaned to them 


simply a 


directly to enable them to carry their stock, as this extension of the | 


time of payment is proposed to do. Now, what are the reasonsgirged 
why the Government should make this great loan tothe whisky owners? 
We are told that the situation is this: that the whisky men have pro- 


duced their commodity in large excess of the demands of consumption; | 


that to force it upon the market will involve them in great loss and 
some of them in bankruptcy; they therefore petition the Government 
to come to their rescue and save them from the legitimate consequences 
of their own improvidence. To say nothing of the good or harm of the 
whisky business, how do these parties differ from others whose mis- 
fortunes, or want of foresight, or overreaching avarice have led them 
into distress? If this bill is to become a law, why should not the ship- 
building interest, so often depressed, come to Congress in the day of its 
disaster for help? Why should not the farmer when his crops are short 
and bring him insufficient returns, the merchant when he is forced to 
sell upon a declining market and can not meet his paper of maturity, 
the manufacturer when low prices and dull demand stop his spindles 


| and put out the fires in his furnaces, seek relief from the Governmen: 
I desire to say that I have observed with no little admiration the vari- | 
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Treasury ? But it is said that the banks hold a large amount of this 
whisky as collateral security, and that if the tax is demanded when 
due they will be sufferers. Is whisky theonly security which banks have 
held by which they have suffered or are likely tosuffer? I think not. 
A bank in my own town will be glad to have the Government make 
good quite a large investment in railroad bonds; and I think that in 
all sections of the country national banks, savings institutions, indi 

vidual investors, and speculators of every class may be found who would 
like to have the Government come to their rescue and save them from 
the consequences of their improvident ventures. Why not they as well 
as the whisky dealers? Indeed this bill as a precedent is full of mis- 
chief. It sets an example which, if followed, would make the Gov- 
| ernment patriarchal instead of democratic, and reverse entirely the 
theory upon which it was established. A government should not at- 
tempt to exercise a parental or guardian care over the private business 
| of the people. Its laws should seek to give a free and equally open 
and unobstructed course to every one and leave each to be responsible 
for his own undertakings, to reap their fruits whether of success or 
failure. 

As a temperance movement I do not believe this bill will receive many 
proselytes. It does not provideagainst taking this 70,000,000 gallons 
of whisky out of bond. It only defers the time of taking it out and 
| placing it upon the market. It is to strengthen the whisky interests 
by a loan of the enormous sum of $70,000,000 for two years. In the 
mean time the whisky men, relieved of their present embarrassment, 
reassured and restrengthened, will continue to produce their com- 
modity. 

One of the advocates of this bill says that the future product will 
be reduced if the whisky distillers control themselves; but what right 
have we to expect that they will do in future what they have not done 
in the past? Though they knew there was a large surplus, they con- 
tinued to produce and increase it. They complain also that the law is 
rigorous and the tax upon whisky exceptionally high. I will not now 
discuss the reasons for laying this large tax upon whisky. They are 
patent, I think, toevery intelligent personand need noexplanation. It 
is sufficient to say that the producers when they distilled and the owners 
when they purchased knew what the tax was and acted with their eyes 
open. They have been put to no disadvantage by laws enacted subse- 
quent to their production and purchase. Why should not they, like 
those engaged in every other industry in the country, while they are 
glad to receive the enormous profits be willing to suffer the losses of 
their business? Is thereanything in the character of this business which 
peculiarly recommends it to the fostering care of the Government—any- 
thing which indeed should make it in that respect exceptional and a 
favorite ? 

I know the friends of the bill complain at the discussion upon our 
side of this phase of the question, but they have themselves put the 
character of their client into the case. They have claimed for whisky 
that it should receive especial consideration because of its great pro- 
ductiveness of revenue. Having done this, they can not justly com- 
plain of us for discussing its character asa tax-maker. Ido not wonder 
that they desire to have that subject let alone or very tenderly handled. 
Indeed I was not surprised that the gentleman from Kentucky when I 
asked him how many taxes whisky had made failed to give to this 
House the requested information. Indeed if it were within the limits 
of possibility to obtain the statistics, and the gentleman had them in 
his possession, I doubt that his powers of computation would enable 
him to cast upthe sum. It needs not that a man should be what gen- 
tlemen are pleased to style a temperance crank, it needs not that he 
should be a teetotaler or a prohibitionist, it needs only that he should 
be an intelligent man, observant of what is transacting in every com- 
munity, to- know that the whisky traffic inflicts upon our people one of 
the greatest of all their misfortunes, and it needs only that one should 
be a patriotic man and a lover of his race that he should most deeply 
deplore it. And when the gentleman from Kentucky was depicting in 
colors so vivid the tears and sorrows of the wives and children of the 
| whisky dealers to be made bankrupt by payment of tneir taxes, I could 
| not but think how much broader field he might have had for his elo- 
quent description had he attempted a recital of but a small fraction of 
the pains and sorrows, misery, degradation, and crime of which whisky 
| has been the prolific parent. 

Whisky pleading for sympathy is iike-the boy who having murdered 
his fatHer and mother, when convicted of the crime and asked why sen- 
tence of death should not be pronounced upon him, appealed with tear- 
| ful eyes to the court to have mercy upon a poor orphan! 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwirv] says he desires the 
repeal of the whisky tax because he wants free raw material, and fol- 
lowing the example of his colleague [Mr. Cox] in discussing this bill 
treats us to a speech upon the tariff. Whatdoes he mean by ‘‘raw ma- 
terial?’’ Will he please define the term as he understandsit? Ifwhisky 
is not a manufactured article will he be so kind as to inform us what is? 
The whisky may be raw enough, to be sure, but every item of its cost 
from the sowing of the grain to its production in the market for sale, 
except the interest upon the value of the ground in which the grain 
grows and the machinery by which it is made, is for labor. Raw ma- 
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| 
terial indeed! You may as well call cotton or woolen cloth, boots and 
shoes, silk dresses, and suits of satin raw material as whisky. More 
than 90 per cent. of its value is the result of labor. Herein lies the 
error of the gentleman and those of his school. They call wool raw 
material, yet who does not know how largely labor enters into the prod- 
uct of wool? Those of that school who are builders speak of bricks 
and lumber as raw material, yet there is nothing of raw material in the 
one except the clay of which they are made and the wood with which 
they are burned, nor of the other except the trees standing in the for- 
est. All else of their value has been contributed by labor. Indeed, 
there is no tax or duty levied upon any raw material in this country by 
the Federal Government. There is no raw material except the earth 
and what is within and grows upon it, the waters and what they con- 
tain, the air and its forces, and upon these the Government lays no 
duties. ar 
A protective tariff should be equal at least to the difference between 
the price of labor in this country and abroad. Will the gentleman who 
talks so learnedly of free raw material tell me why the farmer who 


produees wool should not be protected in his payment of that differ- | 


ence to his employés as well as the manufacturer who makes it into 
cloth, or why he who converts growing trees into manufactured lum- 
ber or ore into pig-iron should not be protected by sufficient duties in 
paying American wages to American workmen as well as he who pur- 
chases their product and employs labor upon it for its further manu- 
facture ? 

The fact is that they whoso glibly advocate free raw material are be- 
lievers in free trade in all manufactured articles until they come into 
their own possession for further manufacture, at which boundary they 
commence to be protectionists and so continue up to the point where 
they dispose of their goods. 

But I will not follow what I regard as a vicious practice of this House 


and make a tariff speech upon a bill to extend the time of payment of | 


taxes due upon bonded whisky. I have done this only so far as to 
answer the gentleman’s assumption that whisky is raw material. 
tariff I prefer to discuss upon another and more appropriate occasion, 
if I shall dosoat all. I desire to call the attention of the House to one 
other point in connection with this subject, and then I will not further 
occupy its attention. Gentlemen declare that we must repeal the 
whisky tax to prevent the continued accumulation of a surplus of rev- 
enue in the national Treasury. They protess to be greatly alarmed by 
this surplus. I must confess that it does not frighten me at all. I 


think that a government which owes nearly $1,500,000,000 need not | 


be obliged to search far to discover a place for the proper and judicious 
investment of its surplus income. 
ably made to-day it may be so placed as to be ready to meet the liabili- 
ties of the Government at their maturity. The surplus revenue may 
be in part wisely used to educate the illiterate we may now have among 
us and those who are continually flocking to our shores to become citi- 
zens and law-makers. Indeed, 1 would prefer rather that every soldier 
whose brave deeds and generous sacrifices have contributed to save the 
nation’s life and secure to us this magnificent reunited country, proud, 
powerful, and grand as it is, should receive a generous pension from 
the surplus revenues of the Government than that they should be 
given to an industry which has wrought among the people so much sor- 
row, degradation, and ruin as the manufacture and sale of whisky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
{Mr. CALDWELL]. 

Mr. CALDWELL. The whisky-men have been treated in this de- 
bate as if they were outside not only of sympathy but of any rule of 
equity. They have been denounced as the manufacturers of the dyna- 
mite of civilization. 

Now, I beg leave to remind gentlemen that if this class of citizens 
is thus to be proscribed and vituperated, the Government is in partner- 
ship with them. If the Government has made a covenant with in- 
iquity and issued a license to sin and taken a bond of hell, its repre- 
sentatives stand here with a poor grace when they urge this House to 
turn a deaf ear to the cry for relief of the very people who are their co- 
partners. 

I can understand very well how a gentleman might act who thought 
that the whisky traffic and the whisky manufacture ought to be abol- 
ished entirely. But 1 can not understand how gentlemen can take the 
money derived from a participation in the alcoholic traffic and manu- 
facture and put it into the public Treasury, and then turn upon the 
men who have furnished that money and cover them with abuse and 
deny them relief. 

The advantages of that partnership were all on one side. 
the investment of capital and labor, are required at the hands of the 
weaker partners, the whisky men. The Government has taken no risk, 
but has filled its Treasury to repletion and overflowing with this ill- 
gotten gain. The Government has profited by this trade, and now, 
when its money-bags are astrut almost to bursting, it is trying to drive 
these men into bankruptcy andintoruin. That is notonly inequitable, 
but it is absolutely disgraceful. 

If these men are in a calling contra bonos mores, so is the Govern- 
ment. You are dealing here with your weaker partners. They have 
an equitable right to demand at your hands that you shall not insist, 





The | 


If that investment can not be favor- | 


I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee | 


The risk, 
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like Shylock, on the nomination of the bond. There is not a court of 
equity in the world that would not read either in or outside of the lines 
and interpret in the spiritif not in the letter of the bond that the weaker 
partners are entitled to some measure of relief when they are suffering 
from the tyrannical and oppressive acts of their too-powerful superior. 
The taunt has been thrown at these men that they are monopolists. 

| If so, then it is the result of the vicious system which has been in vogue 
| in this country for many years, asystem which has fostered monopolies 
You made the monopoly possible, and you tempted these men to create 


it. One who was without sin himself prayed that he might not be 
| tempted. If these men under your system have overproduced and 


formed a monopoly, the Government is to blame for it. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] saw proper to tabulate 
some telegrams. I will print in my remarks for the consideration of 
| the House statements from bankers, business men, distillers, and prom 
| inent citizens in the city of Nashville who aftirm the fact that this ex 
tension of the bonded period will not injure any living man, but will 
| be for the general common weal of the country. 

The Government is now about to take a spasm of righteousness, 
presume, to drive out their wicked partners, who come here simply to 
ask not a loan, as was conclusively shown by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON], but to ask a stay of execution. One gentleman 
[| Mr. CUTCHEON ] asked the question if anybody ever heard of interest 
being paid upon a stay of execution. I would ask if anybody ever 
heard of any State where interest under stay law was not required? 
The practice is of universal prevalence. But I have not time to speak 
further on that. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LoNG] said that if these 
men were driven to export this whisky which is now in bond, it would 
be a happy riddance. I presume that is characteristic of the .philan 
thropy of New England. You are willing to go into partnership and 
manufacture this poison, and then as a part of human philanthropy to 
send it out to poison your neighbors. 

Here isa proposition which the Government can not well fail to enter- 
| tain, which will injure no man, and which ultimately will redound to th 
| absolute revenue of the Government. But if you drive these men to 
| the wall, self-preservation being the first law of commerce as well as of 

nature, they will be driven to any expedient by which they can escape 
| bankruptcy and the forfeiture of their property. Hence they will ex- 
port this material, and the Government will be deprived of all revenue 
from it. 

Men who favor suffptuary legislation and interference with indi- 
vidual liberty may not be induced to consider that the Government is 2 
copartner in a great undertaking like the whisky business, and hence 
seek to deal oppressively in this matter. But no man, not dominated 
| by fanatical ideas and seeking to make the General Government invade 
| the domain of morals and local police legislation, can fail to admit the 
| fact of the responsibility of the internal-revenue system for the monop- 

olies and overproduction of whisky, and hence the utter injustice in re- 
fusing this demand. a 
Gentlemen talk glibly of jobs and undue advantages sought by this 
| extension of the bonded period. No proof has been offered. It is 
cheap sort of argument that convinces itself by the assertion of fraud 

It convinces no man, not even he who makes it. Against this I put 
| the statements telegraphed to me by honorable men in all walks of busi 
ness life, who would scorn to countenance a ring, fraud, or raid upon 
the Government. 


I 


| 


i 


NASHVILLE 
Tennessee Delegation House of Representatives, 
(Care Hon. A. J. CALDWELI 


TENN., March 21, 1854. 


The passage of the bonded-extension bill will benefit many of our citizens an 
willinjure none. We respectfully request you to support the bill 
KINNEY, McLAUGHLIN & CO. B. SPURLOCK & CO 
SPERRY, WADE & CoO. THOMAS RYAN & CO 


Ss 


PHILIPS, JACKSON & CO. HAUDLY, WHITE & CO 
CHARLES NELSON JOHN J. VERTREES 
TYLER, STRATTON & CO GEORGE W. DARDEN 
SPURLOCK, PAGE & CO HENRY HENSLEY 
President Merchants’ Exchai 
NASHVILLE, TENN., M 24, 1AS84 
Tennesse Delegation 
Care Hon. A. J. CALDWELL): 
The passage of the bonded-extension bill will be co it to Tenness 
We hope you will support the bill. 
SAMUEL J. KEITH 
sident Ft ih National Bai 
FHOMAS PLATER 
Vice-President First National Bank 
JOHN KIRKMAN 
President American National Bank 
: WARNER 
M. BURNS 
DUNCAN & GAINES 
Banke 
These men are identified with the material interests of Tennessee and 
the Union. They command the respect and confidence of our peopl 


They are capable judges and honest men. Are not 
monopolists, and I put their names and fame against insinuations 
out probability and assertions without proof. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I would be reluctant to undertak 
this impromptu fashion to make reply to the elaborate speech of 


speculators nor 
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from anv necessity for doing so by noticing that some parts of the speech 
very carefully answer the rest of it; and the main object I have in 











some of his own replies. : 
The gentleman seems to be in a great state of mind upon the subject 
Nothing on earth will satisfy him except ‘‘ free raw 








f raw materials 
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iaterial and no price on earth, in his judgment, is too great to pay 
forthem. He has announced that for the sake of ‘‘ free raw materials ’’ 


he will vote to takeall the taxes off wool, and for *‘ free raw materials’’ 
he will agree to put on wool all the taxes that can be imposed upon it. 


against the inequalities of our tariff laws; yet nevertheless he purposes, 
if his declarations are to be carried out, to vote for a bill which contains 
irregularity of which he ever complained, with this sole modifi- 
that it is 20 per cent. lower! He has proclaimed his disbelief 
bill for which he announces his intention to vote. What fairer 
commentary can there be upon Democratic policy than such a declara- 
tion from one of the foremost business men thatare still leftin the ranks 
f that party What a strange commentary it is upon their situation 
that a man declares himself ready to vote three different ways, in every 
one of which he disbelieves; and he has the applause of the Democratic 
de I suppose he took one-third of them on one bad proposition, 
another third on another bad proposition, another on the rest; and all 
of them upon the general wrongfulness of his situation. [ Laughter. ] 
r And all this on a question of taxing table 
gentleman mean by ‘‘ raw materials?”’ | 


every 
cation 


in the 


raw materials!’’ 


What d the 


gcoees 


ree 
whisky! 
is juggling with words. When you come to figure it down to just 
means, you will find that ‘‘ raw material’’ is something out of 
which you can make bar-iron—nothing else. [Applause.] - Why, sir, 
n the letter which he wrote in his haste to get in advance of the funeral 
procession of which he has spoken so kindly, he proclaimed to the peo- 
ple of New York that he was in favor of repealing all tax upon raw 
n ials and (mark the addition) upon food products. What does he 
in by raw materials? He intended you to understand by that term 
materials upon which no labor has been expended. Where is the raw 
material which will come under such a definition in his own iron busi- 


what i 


Thit 


ness? Why, sir, it is the round earth without so much asa hole in the 
ground. I tell you there is no such thing as value without human 


in this country upon one class of materials why should he refuse to do 
it upon another? Where is the logical consistency of stopping pro- 
tection at the mouth of the mine and protecting at the door of the mill? 
The gentleman’s personal situation has led him to magnify his micro- 


will allow me to intrude upon his favorite domain of philosophical 
language. [Laughter.] He is making out of his little world every- 
body s big world. 


up in the State of Maine—I have not the figures with me, because until 
he made his speech this afternoon the whole subject had entered in my 
mind as it had in everybody else’s, into the limbo of the buried past. 
But I recall the effect of his doctrine as to ‘‘ food products.’’ Why, sir, 
it would cut off 25 per cent. of every dollar of the production of the 
farmers of Maine. It would cut off every dollar of their profit; and 


Democratic party ever caused upon the face of the earth. 

Food products and raw materials! All the men who labor before 
things get to his mill are not to be protected; all men are to be protected 
afterward. It looks to me asif the Democratic party was undertaking 
to patronize the rich and forget the basis of society, the agriculturists. 
When they come to examine the figures showing the result that is to 
follow their wholesale attempt they willshrink from it as badly as some 
of them did last night at the caucus. 

But 1 know one of the purposes of the speech of my friend. It was 
to show that he could accommodate himself to all the factions of the 
Democratic party, from my protectionist friend from Ohio [ Mr. Con- 
VERSE}, who wants a big tariffon wool, down to my free-trade friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], who would be glad to cut the whole 
thing entirely up by the roots. I am rejoiced to have the gentleman 


free-trade leaders have been for days and weeks denying. Hesays that 
even the proposed enormity is only a step in the right direction. Even 
this does not suit his wide views or the broad grasp of his educated 
mind. It was intended simply for Democrats who have not advanced 
far enough; but when he can lead them to the Pisgah heights of the 
‘“ Morrison bill’’ there in front of them will lie the promised land of 


or molest or make the Democrat afraid. [Laughter and applause. } 
But the use of a prophet in this world is to forewarn people, and al- 


of his projects have yet taken life, he has succeeded in becoming a prac- 
tical prophet and showing the people of this country what we are to ex- 
pect from those who train with him. [Laughter. } 


gentleman from New York [Mr. HEw1TtT]; and I am very much relieved | 


taking the floor is not to make elaborate reply, but only to emphasize | 


He has been conspicuous for the last three or four yearsindeclaiming | 


tell you that unconsciously to himself (for I like him thoroughly) he | 


labor; and if the gentleman purposes to allow for the difference of labor | 


cosm into amacrocosm, if the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFoRD] | 


Why, av, I figured out the gentleman’s letter as it would affect us | 


the result would be one of the most picturesque ruins that even the | 


from New York proclaim not only the present aspect of this free-trade 
movement which every one could see, but the future, which all these 


agriculture devoid of all manufactures, free from anything to trouble 


though my friend has not yet become a practical statesman, because none 
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Need I say more after what he has said? Is not this an addition ¢. 
what he was kind enough to say sufficient to cover all the ground ? 
| Why he says the Democratic party at some time are tobe at the ky 
publican funeral. I tell you, gentlemen, that you will never be at any 
such scene until you get to believe in something, to stand by something 
to be a united people capable of producing something that does not di. 
turb the business interests of the country. But as long as you vo on 
as you always have, staggeringly and putteringly trying to destroy 
the business prosperity of this country you will never attend any Re 

publican funeral, but you will be at yourown every time. [ Laught. t 
; and applause. } 
| Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think after the Democratic caucus 
which occurred last night that a distinguished Democrat should pro 
nounce a eulogy on cocktails this morning. [Laughter and applause. } 
| I am absolutely gratified that that sweet, saintly-faced leader of th 

Democratic party who led a Democratic House into the passage of thy 
electoral commission by which Tilden was defeated for the Presiden 
should read the Republican party a lesson this morning. He is th: 
proper gentleman to assume that position, and as he led you wrong 
then, he may lead you wrong now. I say this in profound respect and 
| abundant reverence. [Laughter and applause. } 

I am, further, glad of the fact that the gentleman will vote for this 
bill. I intend to vote for it, and I do not propose to be perturbed o1 
| disturbed by public clamor with reference to it. Iam going to vote 
for it to keep $70,000,000 out of the Treasury. { Laughter. ] Will he 
vote for it on that ground ? ; 

I desired to-day, when the resolution was pending before this Hous: 
to appropriate $125,000 to relieve the sufferers of the Mississippi Valley, 
a river that traverses thirteen States and two Territories in connection 
with the Missouri—when I desired to offer dn amendment to make it 
a million, one of my Democratic friends said, ‘‘ I am going to demand 
the previous question, and I will cut off your amendment.”’ 
| I want this country to know that your whole course isa sham and a 
| fraud. Why do you not pass a bill requiring the Treasury of the United 
States, which is held in the custody of a gentleman from New York, to 
| put your surplus money into circulation. You have a majority here, 
| you are capable of doing it, and yet last night at your caucus you could 
not tell whether you were going to repeal the internal-revenue taxes 
or the tariff. Now, is not that the honest truth ? 

I am for a tariff—a high protective tariff. I was born and educated 
in the State of Pennsylvania, and I will stand by her interests. If it 
be necessary to protect them, I will vote to take the tax off of whisky 
and tobacco, and will not apologize to the people for so doing. 

What will you do? You have the absolute control of this House, and 
yet I declare here now that you have not got the courage to vote for 
this bill extending the bonded period. We will find it out to-night or 
to-morrow; but I want the country to know that with a majority of 
| seventy in this House you have not got the courage to do a courageous 
act. 

I appeal to you, my friends from the South, I appeal to you earnestly 
and energetically, that, with the courageous and enterprising people of 
| the West, we will take into our own hands the control of this Govern 
ment, and run it for the benefit of 30,000,000 people who live along the 
| valley of the Mississippi and beyond it. Why should you and I allow 
two States and little New England to run this vast and magnificent 
|}empire? Letusstanduplikemen. [Laughter.] Oh, yes; youlaugh; 
but you have not the courage I have or you ought to have. 

I say that, after we have appropriated from the beginning of this Gov- 
ernment down to this hour 90 per cent. of our revenue for the benefit 
| of Pennsylvania and New York, you men of the South have not the 
courage, although you have the control of this House, to stand together 
| and demand that you shall have a fair proportion of the money that is 
in the Treasury of this Government. [Latghter and applause. ] 

The day is gone by when I have any prejudices against the South. 
We had a great disagreement; we had an unpleasant quarrel; but this 
is our country, the whole of it; from the lakes in the north to the Gulf 
| in the south. You have got control of this body, and [ propose as one 
| member to stand solidly and. stanchly by the South until we see her 
| impoverished people as grand in their capacity, in the measures of 
usefulness, as the people of the North, and I demand and desire that 
you co-operate with me in thisresult. I am a Republican and you are 
Democrats, yet our interests are indissolubly connected. We can not 
separate them if we would. The empire is there to-day and not here, 
and I hope the Democratic party will have the courage, because you have 
the majority, to see to it that the interests of that section along the Mis- 
| sissippi River and the West shall be thoroughly advanced. 
| and not cowards is my advice to your caucus. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the attention of my colleague for 
a moment. I desire to say that under the impression that I was en- 
titled to the floor for an hour in my own right I have promised to yield 
to a number of gentlemen who desire to be heard on this bill. And I 
| did that, as I have said, under the impression that I would be entitled 
| to the floor. The Chairman on yesterday led me to believe that I 
would hardly get that hour until late to-day. I hope the gentleman, 
therefore, will not cut off debate now, but will allow me to take the 
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floor, if the Chair will recognize me, so that I may have the opportunity | built with careand skill, and there is every reason to believe that they will prove 


DOr 7 f : : : Sia “€ : ar , | creditable and serviceable modern cruisers. Technical questions concerning 
ol yielding to the gentleme n to whom I have promised portions of my the details of these or of additional vessels can not w isely be settled except by 


time. I do not care for more than ten or fifteen minutes myself; but | experts; andthe naval advisory board organized by direction of Congress, under 
I hope my colleague will allow me, under the circumstances, to yield to | — of A mauat 5, att, and consisting of three line officers, a naval constructor 
other gentlemen who desire to occupy the floor in my time. Snaectiedien, andl ak oma a : - hepa < hl page J SP Cee, CED, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It is useless for me to deny what goes without | life “of established reputation and standing as « meerte ta maeiiamoemelinn : ee 
saying, and what the gentleman from Kentucky, my colleague, knows, — is an ow authority to decide finally all such questions, 1 
that I have no desire or wish to cut him off from all possible oppor- | Sily begun in conformite Se ne a one nee eae 
tunities of debate on this question. But I united my own efforts with | any unsubstantial reason ae DETERS Pe SER ee ee 
those of the chairman more than once to-day to find my colleague from Whatever conditions Congress may see fit to impose in order to secure judi- 
Kentucky, and did find him at last, in order to get him to claim the ann eee hw ea paler ceerostn ee cn ie 
hour which he had asked. Now the debate up to this time shows that | my judgment an act of national imprudence. ~ ately declared wil in 
there have been nearly two hours of time consumed by the opponents | | Appropriations should also be made without delay for finishing the four doubl 
of this measure in excess of the time occupied by its friends. “My col- | Wotaring ther arinament and that othe Miantongrhohs, Theis aig a hal 
league is opposed tothe bill; and I presume his time would be parceled | and their machinery is under contract a1 d approaching completion, except that 


out to gentlemen who entertain the same opinions. of the Monadnock on the Pacific coast. This shouldal!so be built, and the armor 
7 . “tgs Ne 5 ee . . ag | #nd heavy guns of all should be procured at the earliest practicable moment 
But I have nochoice about the matter. I am not making a pointas The total amount appropriated up to this time for the four vessels is $3.54 


to the length of time which has been consumed against the bill. I am | 941.41. A sum not exceeding $3,838,769.62, inelnding $866,725 for four power! 
W illing, ifit is the wish of the committee, to stay here for another hour rifled onnce and for ow Ce agpeneny of the oe ince outtit will oa tes 
Pyke. : ae EE st . iene’ . -. | equip them for service fthe sum required only two millions need be appro 
or such le ngth of time as it pleases and listen to the disc ussion of this priated for the next fiscal year. It is not expected that one of th monitors w l 
measure. I can give the assurance that no gentleman will occupy one | bea match for the heaviest bri adside jronclads which certain other govern 
minute this evening in favor of the bill. l am willing, therefore, to | ments ye es ata os par « five millions enc h — ey will b« 
. ° ° P . : armored vesseis t approved anc sel pe yresc ing limited surtaces f« 
yield entirely to the wishes ol the committee. I only made the motion anaied of om aoe pee nine cae pope. . : aon e ip = ty and off ns i 
because the time at which the committee usually rises hasalready been | power as fully to answer our immediate necessities. Their completion having 
reached and passed, and I thought I would test the sense of the commit- —— apseicncie Ae ay the recent leg lation of Congress, no time should be 
ea wha a 21 Tre . : > . ae i ost In accomplishing the necessary object 
tee as to whether it desired to continue the debate this evening or not. The gun foundery board, appointed by direction of Congress, consisting of thre« 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the committee will not rise, but} Army and three Navy officers, has submitted its report, duly transmitted on the 
will continue in session for the purpose of allowing me to fulfill my 20th day of February, 1884, recommending that the Government should promot 
romises to those gentlemen around me : the production at private steel works of the required material for heavy cannot: 
promises to mene _— emen a : I be 7 . |} and that two Government factories, one for the Army and one for the Navy 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam perfectly willing to withdraw the motion, | should be established for the fabrication of guns from such material. An early 
but I am satisfied that other gentlemen around me will renewit. I era of the —— is re commended, together with such action as wil 
: : " *o a : es . 2 com * a we , | enable the Government to construct its ordnance upon its own territory and so 
should be glad if the committee would allow my colleague to take the | ¢4 provide the armaments demanded by considerations which concern the na 
time that he wants to use himself and then rise; but if we sit here an | tional safety and honor 
hour longer it will be considerably after 6 o’clock before adjournment. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do notlike tooccupy the time myself 
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after having given the promises that I have given to yield it to others. LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It isonlya question with me whetherif I with-| By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 
draw the motion some other gentleman will not renew it. I am noti- To Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, for five davs. on account of important 
fied by gentlemen all around me that it will be renewed if I withdraw it. | business. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I hope that I may be permitted to To Mr. Cook, indefinitely, on account of important business 
take the floor now and have my time to yield to these gentlemen to- To Mr. LACEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
morrow. je : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By an order of the House it has been deter- | EXPLORATIONS IN ALASKA. 


mined that there shall be but an hour-and-a-half debate to-morrow. Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent submitted the fol 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania will first occupy the floor, and the | lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means are entitled to the last | Printing: ; 
hour. Resolved, That there be printed —— thousand copies ofthe report upon explo 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. For myself I do not care to hear the | Fonsi er oe es ee ae eee mn gee ney ee 
question further debated. Iam ready to vote now. My sentiments | “© "°°S™8!Y Siustrations 


were exhibited on this bill two years ago. But I have made these Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
promises and I do not like to disappoint other gentlemen. he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 


Mr. THOMPSON. I hope the committee wiil allow my colleague | utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
to proceed for fifteen minutes. — 





The CHAIRMAN. The only question before the committee is on the | PETITIONS, ETC. 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky that the committe do now The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
rise. | under the rule, and referred as follows: 

The motion was agreed to. By Mr. ARNOT: Papers relating to claim of James F. Shattuck—to 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | the Committee on War Claims. ; 
the chair, Mr. DoRSHEIMER reported that the Committee of the Whole By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Susannah ¢ 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the | Cocke—to the same committee. 
bonded-extension bill, had come to no conclusion thereon. By Mr. BUDD: Memorial of the Citizens’ Association of Sacramento 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. Cal., urging that the unexpended appropriation for the Sacramento and 
other rivers be expended—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
Also, memorial and resolutions of the Board of Trade of Sacramento 
Cal.; memorial of Citizens’ Association of Sacramento, Cal., and me 
morial and resolutions of the board of supervisors of Yolo County, Cali- 
fornia, urging the passage of the Budd Sacramento River bil!—several! 
to the same committee 
BENJAMIN WILKES. By Mr. J. M. CA MPBELL: Petition of comrades of Hai rison Post 
a —_ : / , _ | No. 231, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, 
ot SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced @ bill (H.R. | for the equalization of bounties, pensions, &e.—to the Select Commit- 
6254) providing for the a@judication of the claim of Benjamin Wilkes; | te on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) reappropriating the sum of $125,000, 
not expended, for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi 
River. 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on- By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of C. 8. Briggs and 102 others, men 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. bers of George Fell Post, No. 307, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
RECONSTRUCTION OF THE NAVY. Waverly, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from | Of 5. 46, to equalize bounti to the same committe 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the By Mr. ¢ ON\ Eee Petitions of Samuel Carpenter and 113 others 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: of A. D. McKillop and 117 others, wool-growers of Michigan; of John 


i 
ark and 96 others, ar $5. D. Neweomb and 26 ot s, citizens and 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : Clark and 96 aa and of ik Pat nan ; i L2 : ree y CH > 1 ses 

In my annual message I impressed upon Congress the necessity of continued wool-growers of Michigan, asking for the restoration of the tariff of 166% 
progress in the reconstruction of the Navy. The recommendationsin this direc- | On wool, and remgnstrating against the passage of the Morrison tarit 
tion of = Secretary of the Navy and of the naval advisory board were sub- | })j]]|—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
mitted by me, unaccompanied by specific expressions of approval. I now deem re : SIIQTER- Datis; . TT om le CF Kirk) iy 
it my duty to advise that appropriations be made at the present session toward | _ By Mr. DEI Si] ER: Petition of John V. Tuttle y ve E. Kir ee I 
designing and commencing the construction of at least the three additional steel! T°. Starke, and 34 vessel owners and masters, citizens of Milwaukee, 
oo and the four gunboats thus recommended; the cost of which, including | Wis., praying for the construction of a breakwaterand harbor of refuge 

eir ar i . 288 rhich s -half should be ap- : a soa : nee 
pro wth’ SEONES Ca Ree seals bony at Cross Village, in Emmet ¢ ounty, Michigan—to the Committee on 

The Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin have been designed and are being | Rivers and Harbors. 








































































































































































































































































































































































2318 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Mil- 
waukee, in favor of the passage of a bill to promote the revenue-marine 
service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of H. 8. Huidekoper, for sup- 
port of the free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, the memorial of the Capitol police, for increase of pay—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Also, memorial of W. 8S. Hart, for redemption of trade-dollar—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of vessel-owners, representing 46 vessels in 
Ohio and Michigan, protesting against the passage of H. R. 5128—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Philadelphia, and preamble and resolution of the Maritime Exchange 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of H. R. 4483—severally to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Papers relating to the claim of Ann Dunn Hal- 
sey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. JORDAN: Petition and remonstrances of 8S. F. Covington, 
John Kyle, and many others, against the construction of bridges across 
the Great Kanawha in the manner contemplated by H. R. 1441—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

3y Mr. NELSON: Petition of James Billings, relative to the im- 
provement of Shell and Crow Wing Rivers, Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition for an appropriation to improve the 
harbor and complete the levee, &c., at Shawneetown, Ill., on the Ohio 
River —to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 27, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
RECONSTRUCTION OF THE NAVY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the Presidentof the United States; which was read, and, 
on motion of Mr. LOGAN, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


In my annual message I impressed upon Congress the necessity of continued 
progress in the reconstruction of the Navy. The recommendations in this direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy and of the naval advisory board were sub- 
mitted by me, unaccompanied by specific expressions of approval. I now deem 
it my duty to advise that appropriations be made at the present session toward 
designing and commencing the construction of at least the three additional steel 
cruisers and the four gunboats thus recommended ; the cost of which, including 
their armament, will not exceed $4,283,000, of which sum one-half should be ap- 
propriated for the next fiscal year. 

The Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin have been designed and are being 
built with care and skill, and there is every reason to believe that they will prove 
creditable and serviceable modern cruisers. Technical questions concerning 
the details of these or of additional veasels can not wisely be settled except by 
experts; and the naval advisory board organized by direction of Congress, under 
the act of August 5, 1882, and consisting ef three line officers, a naval constructor, 
and a naval engineer, selected ‘“ with reference only to character, experience, 
knowledge, and skill,”’ and a naval architect and a marine engineer from civil 
life ‘of established reputation and standing as experts in naval or marine con- 
struction,”’ is an appropriate authority to decide finaily all such questions. I 
am unwilling to see the gradual reconstruction of our naval cruisers, now hap- 
pily begun in conformity with modern requirements, delayed one full year for 
any unsubstantial reason. 

Whatever conditions Congress may see fit to impose in order to secure judi- 
cious designs and honest and economical construction will be acceptable to me; 
but to relinquish or postpone the policy already deliberately declared will be in 
my judgment an act of national imprudence. 

Appropriations should also be made without delay for finishing the four double- 
turreted monitors, the Puritan, Amphitrite, Terror, and Monadnock, and for 
procuring their armament and that of the Miantonomoh. Their hulls are built 
and their machinery is under contract and approaching completion, except that 
of the Monadnock, on the Pacific coast. This should also be built, and the armor 
and heavy guns of all should be procured at the earliest practicable moment. 

The total amount appropriated up to this time for the four vessels is $3,546,- 
41.41. Asum not exceeding $3,838,769.62, including $866,725 for four powerful 
rifled cannon and for the remainder of the ordnance outfit, will complete and 
equip them for service. Of the sum required only two millions need be appro- 
priated for the next fiseal year. It isnot expected that one of the monitors will 
be a match for the heaviest broadside ironclads which certain other govern- 

ments have constructed at a cost of four or five millions each. But they will be 
armored vessels of an approved and useful type, presenting limited surfaces for 
the shot of an enemy, and possessed of such sea-going capacity and offensive 
power as fully to answer our immediate necessities. Their completion having 
been determined upon in the recent legislation of Congress, no time should be 
lost in acc omplishing the necessary object. 

fhe gun-foundery board, appointed by direction of Congress, consisting of 
three Army and three Navy oflicers, has submitted its report, duly transmitted 
on the 20th day of February, 1884, recommending that the Government should 
promote the production at private steel-works of the required material for heavy 
cannon, and that two Government factories, one for the Army and one for the 
Navy, should be established for the fabrication of gunsfrogm such material. An 
early consideration of the report is recommended, together with such action as 
will enable the Government to construct its ordnance upon its own territory and 
so to provide the armaments demanded by considerations which concern the 
national safety and honor 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 26, 1884. 
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HOUSE Bi.L REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely and 
fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under 
authority of the United States or any Department thereof, and pre- 
scribing a penalty therefor, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Lewis C. Mc- 
Laughlin, commander, and Alexis W. Penson, adjutant, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., for Devin Post, No. 148, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of New York, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1, repealing 
the limitation to the arrearage-of-pensions act of 1879; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the telegraphic memorial of J. 8. Ferho, president 
and Charlies M. Travis, secretary, on behalf of the American inventors’ 
convention now in session at Cincinnati, Ohia, protesting against the 
passage of any measure impairing the rights of inventors or depriving 
them of the legitimate fruits of their labor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial very numer- 
ously signed by residents of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against th 
repeal of an act passed March 1, 1879, permitting vinegarmakers by a 
vaporizing process to separate the alcoholic properties of the mash pro- 
duced by them and to inject the same into water for the purpose of 
making vinegar. 

These memorialists represent that the act has now been in practical 
operation for four years and has proved itself beneficial both from a com- 
mercial and sanitary standpoint; that it has afforded the people of the 
United States the best, purest, and -most healthful vinegar at the lowest 
possible price; that it has driven from the market all impure and adul- 
terated vinegars; that it has created a new branch of consumption for 
grain, and enabled American vinegar-makers to compete with foreign 
manufacturers, thereby opening a new channel of export for vinegar 
and meats and vegetables put up in the same, and that it has prevented 
the great loss formerly occasioned by decay of much of all classes of 
pickled goods put up in impure vinegar. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of inventors and manufacturers of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against certain legislation now pending in 
regard to patents and patentees; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Brighton, Ill., praying for 
the repeal of certain laws permitting the use of vapors of alcoholic 
spirits in the manufacture of vinegar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the owners of the late mer- 
chant bark Forest Belle, in reference to the proposed return of the residue 
of the Chinese indemnity fund, and praying, if such return be made, 
compensation from that fund for their bark which was destroyed by 
Chinese in Chinese waters. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Chicago Trade and Labor 
Assembly, praying for the passage of certain measures in behalf of labor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST. I have been requested by the Delegate from the Terri- 
tory of Utah to present a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of that 
Territory, protesting against the passage of the bills now pending in 
Congress or any other measures inimical to the people of Utah Territory 
until after full investigation by a Congressipnal committee. I have not 
read the memorial, but it seems to be couched in respectful language, 
and whatever may be thought about the merits of these bills, these peo- 
ple are citizens of the United States, and certainly have the right of 

petition. I will ask, unlessthere be objection, not that the memorial 
be read but that it be spread upon the REecorRD, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Missouri asks that 
| the memorial be printed in the RecorD and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. If there be no objection that order will be entered. 

The memorial is as follows: * 


Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


GENTLEMEN: We, your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory of Utah, respectfully represent, that we have been elected by the people of 
this Territory, under the provisions of the act of Congress known as the Ed- 
munds ‘law, to represent them in the local Legislature; that we have among 

| other enactments made provisions for the filling of the registration and election 
offices as authorized by section 9 of that law, but our action has been ren- 
| dered void by the refusal of the governor to sign the bill; that in consequence of 
| that refusal one object of the Edmunds law has been frustrated, and the interests 
of our constituents have been jeopardized ; that other bills needful to the prog- 
| ress of this Territory have been nullified by the governor; that measures have 
been introduced in your honorable body looking to extreme, and as we consider 
harsh and unjust, action toward the people of this Territory; that the measures 
| have been prompted by untruthful statements made to your honorable body, 
| and by misunderstanding of the facts and of the political situation in this Ter- 
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ritory. We therefore consider ita duty we owe to our constituents to memo- 
rialize your honorable body, and plainly, if briefly, explain to youthe truth, and 
appeal to you for a full investigation before any further steps are taken toward 
the curtailment of the liberties of a people whoare famed throughout the world 
for many qualities that mark them as good citizens, ra 

The pioneer settlers of the Territory of Utah, after traversing a wilderness of 
more than a thousand miles in extent, making the roads, building the bridges, 
and establishing ferries as necessity required, and having at the inception of 
their arduous journey given to the service of the Government five hundred of 
their most active and able-bodied men, who were called out to assist in fighting 
the battles of the country with Mexico, arrived in these valleys during the sum- 
mer and fall of 1847. 

They at once unfurled the flag of our country to the breeze and took posses- 
sion of the land, which was then a part of Mexico, in the name of the United 
States, and, declaring their allegiance to this Government, made immediate 
preparations to assume the responsibilities and acquire the privileges of state- 
hood under the auspices of the Federal Union. 

This region was then considered by those who had the best opportunities of 
judging unfit for the habitation of any but savages of the most degraded type, 
‘and in its settlement the people had to contend with the destruction of their crops 
by frosts, by insects, by drought, and by the natural sterility of the soil, and to 
eke out a scanty subsistence upon thistle-tops and wild roots. But by their per- 
sistent industry they redeemed the land from barrenness, introduced asystem of 
irrigation which has been imitated with profit in surrounding places, and made 
possible the settlement of localities adjacent which were then considered worth- 
less, but are now flourishing States and Territories of the United States. They 
were the first to call the attention of Congress to the feasibility of constructing 
a transcontinental railroad, the line for which they trailed as they crossed the 
plains; they established the first printing-press west of the Missouri River, or- 
ganized the first express company and mail line connecting the wild West with 


the borders of civilization, stretched hundreds of miles of the first telegraph line, | 


and afterward aided in the building of the Pacific Railway that first bound the 
eastern to the western extremity of our common country. Although applying 
for admission into the Union as a State at the same time as California, a Terri- 
torial government was given to Utah, while California, with no greater claims, 
was granted the privileges and rights of statehood. But Utah did not murmur. 
The wise and republican policy was adopted of selecting from her resident citi- 
zens many of the officers appointed by the President and Senate, and under them, 
with the officers elected by the people, the Territory prospered and grew so rap- 
idly in numbers, wealth, and importance as to attract the admiring attention of 
the world. Then the policy of the administration was changed, and strangers 
who had no interest in common with the people of Utah were sent to occupy the 
prominent appointive offices. Among the evils entailed upon the Territory by 
imported officers were these : One Federal official absconded with the funds ap- 
propriated by Congress to pay the Territorial Legislature. A Federal judge of 
notoriously immoral character and acts, finding Utahan uncongenial clime, de- 
serted his post and returned to Washington with the false report that the Terri- 
tory was in a state of rebellion, and that the records of his court, the Territorial 
library, and other public property had been destroyed. Without waiting to in- 
vestigate these and other vile charges, the Government fitted out and dispatched 
troops to quell the supposed rebellion. Many millions of public money were 
wasted in this needless expedition, and after the rash step was taken beyond 
recall a commission was sent to investigate, who discovered that the whole 
movement was founded on falsehood, and subsequently the troops were with- 
drawn. The cost to the country and the proofs of its folly may be learned from 
the public records; but the cost to the people of Utah, and the trouble, vexation, 
loss of property, and difficulties entailed upon them by this vexatious escapade 
are known only to those who endured them. An official investigation before 
instead of after the expedition would have saved them much unjust suffering 
and the country an immense amount of money, which was all needed in the civil 
war that followed. 

During that struggle for the supremacy of the glorious Union to which the 
people of Utah have ever been attached, although no draft was made upon her 
sons for regular military service, because she was but a Territorial dependency, 
yet when called upon by the parent Government for importantaid they responded 
in such @ manner as to elicit the thanks of the President. Within twenty-four 
hours after a dispatch from President Lincoln was received calling for men to 
protect the mail and Government trains from the attacks of the wild tribes of 
the plains a body of Utah militia were on the saddle, armed and equipped for 
the fray and moving en route for the scene of strife, where they performed sig- 
nal service against the Indians and protected many helpless traveling citizens 
who were on their way tothe Pacific coast. Yet this very militia were forbidden 
in 1870, by a proclamation of a Federal governor, to drill, muster, or assemble 
for any purpose. In consequence of this arbitrary order, one that was in direct 
violation of a constitutional provision, the citizens in the outlying settlements 
were exposed to the incursions of savage tribes, who were thus encouraged to 
make raids upon them because any organized assistance from the militia would 
be in violation of the governor’s proclamation. So far was this order carried 
into effect that the aid of Federal soldiers was invoked to prevent the marching 
of a company of militia in Salt Lake City in a public celebration of the anniver- 
sary of American Independence. During the period of this invasion of the con- 
stitutional rights of citizens a chief-justice, newly appointed, joined with other 
officials in an attack upon the people to deprive them, under color of law, of rights 
vested in them by the organic act. In Washington city he proclaimed: ‘* The 
mission which God has called upon me to perform in Utah is as much above the 
duties of other courts and judges as the heavens are above the earth, and when- 


ever or wherever I may find the local or Federal Jaws obstructing or interfering} 


therewith, by God's blessings I shall trample them under my feet.”’ 

The results of his remarkable maladministration of justice was that attorneys 
refused to trust the cases of their clients for adjudication, the business routines 
of the various courts were entirely blocked, and respectable American citizens 
languished in prison unable to secure trial, while criminals of the most notori- 
ous character were permitted to run at large. 

In many instances well-known and worthy citizens were incarcerated merely 
on suspicion, and in others placed in durance vile on the testimony of men 
whose oath would not be taken in the most trivial civil case. Judicial chaos 
reigned supreme in a hitherto peaceful, quiet, and well-ordered community. 

_ The Supreme Court of the United States, after a full and complete investiga- 
tion, reversed nearly all the decisions of the Federal courts in this Territory then 
rendered, the chief-justice was removed, and order was again restored. 

Ww e refrain from enumerating many of the annoyances to which the people of 
Utah have been exposed through the overbearing and oppressive acts of im- 
ported officials, but must draw the attention of your honorable body to the 
course presented by the present executive. From the first he has allied himself 
with a clique of adventurers, busy in stirring up michief and circulating false 
rumors for the purpose of provoking ulterior measures that may result in their 
possible advantage. With nothing to lose and everything to gain, any turn of 
the wheel so long as it be in the direction of a revolution may bring up some- 
thing to their pecuniary advantage. He has taken the stump in their interest, 
publicly insulted peaceable and respected citizens by untruthful allegations, 
and arrogated to himself extraordinary prerogatives. Atthe canvass for the elec- 
tion of 1880 he issued a certificate of election to bis friend, the minority candidate, 
who received but 1,357 votes, while the candidate of the people received 18,568 
votes. And the only excuse he could offer for this flagrant violation of his oath to 
uphold the laws of Congress, requiring the governor to “declare elected the per- 
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son having the greatest number of votes and to issue a certificate ac cordingly,’’ 
was that the minority candidate was “the person who, being a citizen, had the 

est num ; He thus assumed both judicial and legislative pow- 
ers; judicial in passing upon the citizenship of a candidate who had served in 
Congress for several terms and whose « itizenship had been acknowledged by 
that body which alone held the right to judge of the qualifications of its mem- 
bers; and legislative, in adding in the certiticate to the law of Congress govern- 
ing his duty the words “being a citizen.’ By this assumption and unlawful 
exercise of power he rendered void the franchises of more than 18.000 citiz« 
representing the overwhelming majority of the population. We ar 
“If in other landsit be 
high treason to compass the death of the king, it should be counted no less a 
crime here to strangle the sovereign power and stifle its voice.’ 

He has on several occasions attempted to place in the local offices, for the pur- 
pose of controlling and disbursing the Territorial finances, irresponsible indi- 
viduals who are the open enemies of the people. This he hasdone under a pre- 
tended construction of the organic act, but contrary to positive enactments of 
the Legislative Assembly, signed by his predecessors, virtually sanctioned by 
| Congress, and decmed valid because of rulings rendered by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. He has. by an arbitrary exercise of the veto power, re 
fused to sign bills enacted by the Legislature unless provisions were incorpo 
rated therein in harmony with his personal designs and in extension of his ex- 
ecutive powers. Eventhe educational interests ofthe Territory have been ban 
pered and obstructed by his tyranny, and the Legislature have been prevented 
from appropriating the money of the people whom they represented for un 
versity purposes, according to the public desire. He has endeavored to injures 
the people whose interests he should labor to subserve, by attempting to inflame 
the public mind in his official utterances and documents, and to influence your 
honorable body to take extreme measures toward this Territory, by which the 
extraordinary powers vested in the executive shall be enlarged to the extent of 
complete despotism. To further this object his report to the Secretary of the In 
terior and his message to your memorialists were drawn up, containing many ab- 
solute falsehoods and misrepresentations and distortions of facts and conditions, 
against which we earnestly protest and concerning which we desire and ask for 
impartial investigation. 

It was in consequence of some of these inaccurate and specious statements 
that the act of Congress known asthe Edmunds law was hurriedly passed, with- 
| out full debate, to satisfy the clamor of the multitude raised without reason and 
provoked by calumny. Under the provisions of that law many constitutional 
guarantees have been ignored and theusands of citizens have beea deprived of 
vested rights, of that valuable property the elective franchise, which they had 
exercised for many years, without any process of law. This summary punish 
ment was inflicted upon them without indictment and without trial by opera- 
tion of a test-oath which virtually made them witnesses against themselves, and 
which was ex post facto in its effects. This oath has been imposed upen the 
whole body of citizens without authority of law, being formulated by the Utah 
Commission, on whom no legislative powers were conferred by the Edmunds 
law, from which their authority is solely derived. It is as follows 


TERRITORY OF UTAH, 
County of ———: 
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here re- 














I, , being first duly sworn (or affirmed), depose and say, that I am 
over 2l years of age, and have resided in the Territory of Utah for six months, 
and in the precinct of one monthimmediately preceding the date hereof, 
and (if amale)am a native-born or naturalized (as the case may be) citizen of 
the United States, and a iieayer in this Territory; (or if afemale) I am a nat- 
ive-born, or naturalized, or the wife, widow, or daughter (as the case may be) of 
a native-born or naturalized citizen of the United States; and I do further sol- 
emnly swear (oraffirm) that lam nota bigamist nor a polygamist ; that I have not 
violated the laws of the United States prohibiting bigamy or polygamy ; that Ido 
not live or cohabit with more than one woman in the marriage relation, nor 
does any relation exist between me and any woman which has been entered 
into or continued in violation of the said laws of the United States prohibiting 
bigamy or polygamy; (and if a woman) that I am not the wife of a polygamist, 
nor have I entered into any relation with any man in violation of the laws of 
the United States concerning polygamy and bigamy. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this —— day of ———, A. D. 188-. 





Registration Officer ——— Precinct. 


Your honorable body will perceive that under this oath, while men who « 
habit with more than one woman “in the marriage relation” are excluded ft 
voting and holding office, persons who commit the most flagrant sexual c: 
are permitted to exercise the elective franchise and are eligible for any ofli 
position so long as their filthy acts are outside of the marriage relation. Ti 
words, we submit, are an interpolation,and are contrary to the languag: 
intent of the Edmunds law. And they were first used by the present exc« 
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ut 


ve 
| of this Territory, who compelled every applicant for the office of notary pubi 
to take an oath containing that phrase for the purpose of excluding polygamists 
and admitting libertines and notorious debauchees 
The commission who, usurping legislative functions, enacted this test- h, 
were by the provisions of the Edmunds law authorized to remain in office until 
the Legislative Assembly should provide for the filling of the registration and 


election offices made vacant by the law and subject to the appointing powe: 





| the commission. Your memorialists respectfully represent that they have pr 
vided for the filling of those offices, and have passed an election law as they be- 
lieved in full conformity to the Edmunds law and other acts of ¢ gress, al 





incorporating the oath here annexed, to be taken by all applicants for reg 
tion, in order to exercise the elective franchise, 
| TERRITORY OF UTAH, 
County of ——, 8s 
| I, a . being first duly sworn, depose and say t itl amas f 
| the United States; (or) 1 have declared on oath, before a compete: ir 
ord, my intention to become a citizen of the United States, and have tal 
| oath to support the Constitution and Government of the United States } 
| case may be); Iam over twenty-one years of age; I have resided in the Ter 
| tory of Utah six months, and in the precinct of —— thirty days next preceding 
| the date hereof, and Iam not disqualified as a voter by any law of the United 
States or of the Territory of Utah 
iaasiniad — 
| Subseribed and sworn to before me this —— day « is 
| - 
| i sse 
" By —— 


Deputy is 


This bill, a copy of which is herewith presented, was vetoed by Governor 
Murray. Your memorialists claim that it is strictly conformable to the f 
the United States anda measure needful tothe present interests of the Territ 

| and that if the provision extending the elective franchise to persons not 
clothed with the habiliments of citizenship was objectionable, it might hav« ’ 


expunged without impairing the remainder of the bill. And yet it is in 
with section 1860 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which « 
power upon the Territories thus toextend the franchise. The oath present 


the bill is free from the immoral and unlawful features of the test-oath ena 
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by the commissioners, but was too comprehensive for the Governor, as it would 
exclude from the privilege of voting, and consequently of local office-holding, 
all persons who are disqualified by any law of Congress or of the Territory. By 
vetoing this bill the Governor has defeated the intention of your honorable body 
to dispense with the services of the Utah Commission so soon as the conduct of 
elections was placed in the hands of non-polygamous officers appointed under 
the local laws. The evident object of this vetois to continue the commissioners 
in office and to provoke additional Congressional legislation, by which the small 
political liberty yet left to the citizens of this Territory may be yet further di- 
minished and his gubernatorial domination may be extended. 

(nother instance of his arbitrary exercise of the veto power is the contempt- 
uous manner in which he treated the bill passed by your memorialists appor- 
tioning the representation of the Territory. In the governor's message to the 
Legislature he recommended a new apportionment, “ giving to each locality hav- 
ing the necessary population the right to choose its own members.”’ Your me- 
morialists promptly passed a bill apportioning the representation according to 
the population of the Chis was retarned to the Legislature un- 
approved, with the statement by the governor that “‘ the census of 1880 entitles 
every 12,000 of population to one representative in the council, and every 6,000 


’ 
o one representative in the house of representatives.’’ The mes- 
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with the following paragraph 
ct apportioning the Territory into twelve 
nty-four representative districts, as nearas may be upon 
ach « vv and representative is to be voted for 
i to approve the same.”’ 
iwn up in exact conformity to the governor's suggestion 
a copy of w hich is presente | herewith. 
forwarded to him for signature. But he forfeited 
and treated the bill with the contempt of utter silence, 
approving nor rejecting it; and such is the dependent condition of the 
lerritory of Utah that it does not need even the absolute veto of the governor 
to render void an act passed by the people’s elected representatives, but his neg- 
sign itis more mighty than the combined labors of thirty-six legislators 
ballot to express the popular will. The object of this insulting treat- 
1c Legislature was, without doubt, to leave the way open for the pas- 
, how before your honorable body, giving the governor alone 
the right to make the apportionment of the representation; although a very 
good for this purpose, passed in 1880 and signed by his immediate prede- 
cessor, is now upon the Territorial statute-book, and there is no real necessity 
for any radical change 
Your memorialists submit that the political situation in Utah is this: 
Four-fifths of the voting population, after excluding all who have been dis- 
qualified by the rulings of the Utah Commission and their extreme construction 
of the Edmunds law, belong to what is called the People’s party and represent 
it least 50 per cent. of the entire population of this Territory. Theother portion 
chiefly belong to what is called the Liberal party. The great fault of the ma- 
jority seems to be that they select persons from among themselves to represent 
them and manage their local ailairs. No person who has ever lived in the prac- 
tice of polygamy is now permitted to vote or hold any office; therefore there 
no legal reason offered why the great majority of the voting citizens should 
not choose their local officers from among their own number. Theonly portion 
of the Territorial government underthe control of the people is the Legislature, 
with the addition of a few ministerial officers to handle the funds raised by local 
taxation under the Territorial laws. The judicial and executive departments 
are in the entire control of the National Government, and all such offices are 
filled by national appointment. These, with other officials under Federal au- 
thority, including nearly all the postmasters, are numbered with the Liberal 
party, which, though in so small a minority, aimsat the control of the only por- 
tion of the local government left to the people. And because the great body of 
the citizens refuse to accept the nominees of the minority, the proposition is made 
to abolish the Legislature, whose members are elected by the people, and estab- 
lish in its stead a commission appointed by the President and Senate of the United 
States, and thus sweep away from the Territory the last vestige of republican 
wovernment. Itshould be remembered that to-day the lawmaking department, 
elected by the people, is at the mercy of the appointed executive in the enact- 
ment ofany law. The governor holds the power of absolute veto, and no two- 
thirds or even unanimous vote of the Legislature avails against his individual 
ditcum or simple indisposition to append to a bill his signature; at the same 
time your honorable body exercises the power not only to disapprove of any 
local enactment which the governor may feel inclined tosign, but also to legislate 
directly for the Territory. So whilethe local Legislature can not enact any law 
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without the consent of the governor and the approval of Congress, laws can be 


and are enacted by Congress without any voice or consent of the people who are 
to be governed by them. 

We respectfully ask if this is not sufficient national control and supervision 
over the only shred of political power left to the large body of American citi- 
zens who compose the voting population of this Territory ? 

We respectfully submit that the bills now pending in Congress in reference 
to Utah are manifestly unjust and altogether unnecessary, to say nothing of 
their utter incompatibility with the spirit and letter of the Constitution of the 
United States. Not only is no good and sufficient reason advanced for the sub- 
stitution of a legislative commission for the Legislative Assembly of Utah, but 
the measure would be without precedent in the history of our country. The ter- 
ritory northwest of the Ohio was not governed in any such arbitrary manner as 
is proposed in these bills, but guarantees for local seH-government were given 
to take effect when the then sparsely settled districts should contain inhabitants 
numbering but a small proportion of the present population of the Territory of 
Utah. There is no parallel between the case of any other section of the country 
which has been temporarily governed by persons appointed by the President 
and Senate of the United States and that of Utah, an organized Territory, which 
has held and exercised the right to enact its own laws for the last thirty-four 
years. The District of Columbia is not to be compared with a Territory organ- 
ized for the very purpose of preparing it for the dignity and responsibilities of 
statehood, to which the District, wherein is the seat of National Government 
and over which Congress has “exclusive jurisdiction,’ can neverattain. And we 
respectfully submit that, as it Cannot now be alleged that polygamists make the 
laws or vote into office the members ofthe Legislature of Utah, the only pretext 
upon which such measures as the appointment of a legislative commission is 
founded is that the overwhelming majority of the voting citizens will not se- 
lect men to represent them from the small minority which now monopolizes the 
offices in the gift of the National Government; in other words, that because 
the majority will not vote asdesired by the minority, they should not be allowed 
to vote atall. This is a true statement of the fact, stripped of the specious soph- 
istries which are so generally thrown around it. 

That this extraordinary measure would be considered abroad as well as at 
home to be despotic and subversive of the rights of citizens, your memorialists 
cite to your honorable body the cases of Jamaica and Canada when similar 
propositions were made in relation to those colonies before the British Parlia- 
ment. In 1839 Jamaica resisted certain direct legislation by the home govern- 
ment, and, considering that their legislative rights had been trampled upon by 
this interference of the British Parliament, the colonial assembly passed a reso- 
lution that it would abstain from the exercise of its legislative functions, except 


for the purpose of maintaining the public credit, until the obnoxious acts should | 
be repealed and the members of the assembly be left “to the free exercise of 


A protest was forwarded to Great ' 


their inherent rights as British subjects.” 
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Britain which was considered insulting to the crown and Parliament, A } 
was introduced “to suspend the existing constitution of the island for a limit, a 
number of years,and to provide during that interval its legislative functio, 
should not be exercised except by the governorand council alone;"’ but this 
though moderate and merciful in comparison with the measures in referen, 
Utah now before your honorable body, was considered even in monarchica 
England a grave stretch of governmental authority. The colonists were per 
mitted to be heard by counsel when the bill was discussed, and Sir Robert P; 
who was a Very radical supporter of the doctrine of the power of Parliament 
and who denounced the course of the colonists as ‘‘foolish and unjustifial| 
declared that the bill was *‘ neither more nor less than one for the establishment 
of a complete despotism—one that would establish the most unqualified. un 
checked, unmitigated power that was ever yet applied tothe government of any 
community in place of that liberal system which had prevailed for upward 
one hundred and fifty years,” and he asked whether Parliament had “ eve, 
treated with so much severity a conquered colony amid the first heat of a; 
mosity after the contest.’’ The measure failed,and the attempt to pass it « 
the ministry, under Lord Melbourne, their official positions, for through its fa 
ure they were compelled to resign. 

Canada not only protested against the interference of the home governm« 
but made demands which Peel declared would, if conceded, establish in the « 
ony ‘“‘a French republic These demands not being granted, the lower pr 
ince proceeded to armed insurrection, and went so far as to measure arms w 
the regular British troops. The upper province joined in the rebellion, bu 
both were defeated. Lord John Russell introduced a bill in Parliament to sy 
pend the constitution of the colony. But this was deemed too severe and su 
versive of the rights of British subjects; soa new governor was sent out, (! 
grievances of the people were inquired into, and subsequently Lord John Rus 
sell, who hard proposed the obnoxious and oppressive measure, seeing and 
knowledging his error, like a true statesman introduced a bill establishing ho 
rule by a legislative union of the two provinces on the principles of free r 
sentative government, and on the wise policy advocated by the celebrated | 
that ‘the only method of retaining distant colonies with advantage is to ena! 
them to govern themselves.’"’ Your memorialists respectfully ask whether it 
too much to suggest that the example of Great Britain in examining into th< 
leged wrongs complained of by its colonies and refusing to violate the rights of 
its subjects and the principles of liberty that enter into every constitutional goy 
ernment might be profitably imitated by this great Republic in its policy toward 
Utah, which has never swerved from loyalty to the National Government nor 
rebelled against its laws, however severe? 

There are other measures before your honorable body, which, if not soswee; 
ing as the bills for governing Utah by legislative commission, are none the less 
hostile to the rights and privileges of citizens. The proposition to compe! a 
wife totestify against her husband, we submit, would do violence to the rules of 
jurisprudence that have become reverable with age and sacred by usage for cen 
turies. The highest judicial tribunal in the land has declared that the rule tha 
neither the husband nor the wife shall be compelled to testify against eac! 
ather is founded upon principles that ‘‘ constitute the basis of civil society, to iu 
pair the sanctities of which would be to destroy the best solace of human exist 
ence,’’ while to break itdown would be “ toshake the very-foundations of soci 
ety.’ To attach witnesses as is proposed, without previous service of subpca 
anda disobedience of the mandate ofa court, would be unprecedented and subver 
sive of the rights of citizens; no person, however innocent, would be safe fron 
seizure under such a law, while the individual accused of crime could give b 
and be at liberty pending his trial; the alleged witness, not charged with an) 
offense, could be captured and incarcerated for an indefinite period. 

The elective franchise, now held by women voters, against whom no accus: 
tion is made and who can not be charged with polygamy or any other offense 
known to the law, is sought to be wrested from them, by which they would b« 
summarily deprived of a right which they have exercised for twelve years or 
more. 

The attempt in another bill to make non-membership in a certain religious 
organization a qualification for voting and holding office appears to your me- 
morialists so utterly subversive of the plain limitations of the powers of Con- 


t 


| gress as defined in the Constitution and of the genius of our Government, that no 


remonstrance on our part will be necessary. The time has surely not arrived 
when a religious test shall be imposed as a qualification for any position of trust 


or as a disqualification for exercising the elective franchise. 


Your memorialists have to complain of gross misrepresentations, by which 


| your honorable body has been deceived in reference to the true sentiments of the 


people of Utah and their political and social status. The public mind has been 
inflamed in consequence of untruthfal rumors, facts distorted, and tales in- 


| vented, until it has become almost impossible to correct the false impressions 


that have been made, not only upon the country but also upon Congress. For 
added to the exaggerations of the pulpit and the press are official statements 
which naturally have great weight, but which in many respects are as incorrect 
as the common base fabrications designed to mislead and prejudice the public 

We earnestly protest against the passage of any measures that have been 
prompted by this popular agitation, caused by misconception of the facts, and 
urge that it can not be right, but it is manifestly unjust, to punish a whole com- 
munity for the alleged offenses of a portion of its people, and to deprive a large 
body of citizens, against whom no crime can truthfully be charged, of the com- 
monest political rights and privileges because they do not think as other people 
desire nor vote themselves under the control of those who persistently malign 
them. 

Many of the people of Utah have descended from those noble patriots who 
struggled and bled for the liberties now enjoyed in the States of our glorious 
Union. They venerate the principles for which their ancestors lived and labored, 
fought and died. Sha!l they be deprived of the precious heritage bequeathed to 
them because they, like their forefathers, entertain religious views that are con- 
Are they to be condemned and punished unheard? Shall 
popular clamor and sectarian animosities overawe the statesmen of the nine- 
teenth century and prevail upon them to wrest from citizens against whom no 
offense against the law can be charged the commonest and yet most valued 
political rights and privileges? Because a few are accused of a practice that 
modern civilization condemns without understanding are their fellow-citizens 
who have committed no overt acts against the popular sentiment or the laws to 
Are the services of the people who have 
opened up this vast region to civilized habitation and progress to be counted for 
nothing? Shall the many virtues of a sober, thrifty, industrious, and peaceable 
community be lost sight of because of one feature of their faith which modern 
society does nottolerate? Must the libels of official and other persons interested 
in the subjugation of Utah and its exclusion from statehood be always received 


| as truth, and the denials and appeals for fair investigation by the accused people 


be ever rejected ? 

By the blood poured out in defense of the liberties we are prevented from en- 
joying; by the struggles of the early colonists against measures similar in es- 
sence to those against which we now protest ; by the principles enunciated in the 
Declaration of Independence; by the guarantees of the national Constitution ; 
by the right of local self-government, which is vital to American liberty; by the 
franchise which has become our valued property ; by the toils and privations of 
the brave pioneers who led the way to these mountain fastnesses; by the just 
ambitions of our budding youth; by the bright hopes and lofty aspirations of a 
hundred and seventy thousand people who protest agaiust oppression; by the 
vested rights of our sister Territories, whose freedom is menaced by the prece- 
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dent afforded by our threatened political destruction ; by that justice and equity 
which should be meted out to all the citizens of this great nation, irrespective of 
creed or party, we appeal to you not to condemn us unheard; not to take from | 
us the few political privileges that distinguish us from conquered slaves; not to 
deliver our fair and flourishing Territory into the hands of men irresponsible 
to the people; not to reverse for us the established rules of civilized jurispru- | 
dence; not to disfranchise the innocent for the alleged offenses of the presuma- 
bly guilty; not to encroach upon our rights of property; not to apply to usa 
religious test for political purposes, nor to pass any such rash and revolutionary 
measures as have been proposed, but to postpone any further action toward 
Utah until a committee of your own number or other disinterested persons ap- | 
pointed specially for the purpose shall have impartially investigated the whole 
subject of the situation in Utah and have reported to your honorable body, so 
that you may act with a fair understanding of all sides of these important ques- 
tions. And your memoralists will ever pray. 

Adopted by i.oth houses of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
this 13th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1834. 


JAMES SHARP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
W. W. CLUFF, 
President of the Council. 





Attest: 
Junivs F. WELLS, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Cuas. W. STAYNER, 
Chief Clerk of the Council. 


Copy of the second apportionment bill, the plan for which was suggested by Governor 
Murray, who promised to approve such a measure when passed by the Legislative As- 
sembly, but afler its passage the governor failed to either sign or veto the bill, and it 
thereby became worthless. 


H. R. 89.—A bill apportioning the legislative representation of the Territory of 
Utah. 


SecTION 1. Be it enacted by the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah, That until otherwise provided by law representative and council dis- 
tricts shall be, and the same are hereby, formed and representatives and coun- 
cilors apportioned as follows: 


REPRESENTATIVE DISTRICTS. 


District No. 1 shall consist of Rich and Morgan Counties, and the precincts of 
Echo, Henneferville, Coalville, Upton, Hoytsville, Wanship, Parley’s Park, Peoa, 
and Rockport, in Summit County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 2 shall consist of Park City and Kamas precincts, in Summit 
County, and all of Wasatch and Uintah Counties, and be entitled to one repre- 
sentative. 

District No. 3 shall consist of the precincts of Hyde Park, Logan, Richmond, 
and Smithfield, in Cache County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 4 shall consist of the precincts of Benson, Clarkston, Hyrum, 
Lewiston, Mendon, Millville, Newton, Petersboro, Paradise, Providence, Tren- 
ton, and Wellsville, in Cache County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No.5 shall consist of the precincts of Bear River City, Box Elder, Brig- 
ham City, Call’s Fort, Deweyville, Malad, Mantua, Plymouth, Portage, Prom- 
ontory, and Willard, in Box Elder County, and be entitled to one representa- 
tive. 

District No. 6 shall consist of the precincts of Curlew, Grouse Creek, Kelton, 
Park Valley, and Terrace, in Box Elder County, and all of Tooele County, and 
be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 7 shall consist of the precincts of Ogden City, Lynne, and River- 
dale, in Weber County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 8 shall consist of the precincts of Eden, Harrisville, Hooper, Hunts- 
ville, Marriott, North Ogden, Pleasant View, Plain City, Slatersville, Uintah, 
West Weber, and Wilson, in Weber County, and be entitled to one representa- 
tive. 

District No. 9 shall consist of Davis County, and be entitled to one represent- 
ative. 

District No. 10 shall consist of precincts No. 3 and No. 4, in Salt Lake County, 
and be entitled to one representative 

District No. 11 shall consist of the precinct No. 2, in Salt Lake County, and be 
entitled to one representative. 

District No. 12 shall consist of precincts No. 1 and No. 5, in Salt Lake County, 
and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 13 shall consist of the precincts of Bingham, Brighton, Draper, Fort 
Harriman, Granger, North Jordan, Pleasant Green, Sandy, South Jordan,Union, 
and South Cottonwood, and all other precincts on the westside of Jordan River, 
in Salt Lake County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 14 shall consist of the precincts of Big Cottonwood, Butler, East 
Mill Creek, Farmers’, Fort Douglas, Granite, Little Cottonwood, Mountain Dell, 
Mill Creek, Silver, Sugar House, and West Jordan, in Salt Lake County, and be 
entitled to one representative. 

District No. 15 shall consist of the precincts of Lehi, American Fork, Alpine, 
Pleasant Grove, Cedar Fort, and Fairfield, in Utah County, and be entitled to one 
representative. 

istrict No. 16 shall consist of the precincts of Provo, Springville, and Salem, 
in Utah County, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. i7 shall consist of the precincts of Spanish Fork, Payson, Spring 
Lake, Santaquin, Goshen, Benjamin, and Thistle Valley, in Utah County, and 
be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 18 shall consist of the counties of Juab and Millard, and be entitled 
to one representative. 

District No. 19 shall consist of the precincts of Thistle, Fairview, Mount Pleas- 
ant, Spring City, Moroni, and Fountain Green, in San Pete County, and be en- 
titled to one representative. 

District No. 20shall consist of the precincts of Chester, Wales, Ephraim, Manti, 
Petty, Mayfield, Gunnison, Fayette, and Freedom, in San Pete County, and be 
entitled to one representative. 
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District No. 5 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 9 and 10 
titled to one councilor. 

District No. 6 shall consist of representative districts Nos, ll and 12, : 
titled to one councilor. 

District No. 7 shall consist of representative districts Nos 


and be e1 
and be en- 


13 and 1 be 


14, and 

entitled to one councilor. ' 

District No. 8 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 15 and 16, and be 
entitled to one councilor. 

District No. 9 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 17 and IS, and be 
entitled to one councilor. 

District No. 10 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 19 and 20, and be 
entitled to one councilor. 

District No. 11 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 21 and 22, and be 
entitled to one councilor. 

District No. 12 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 23 and 24, and be 
entitled to one councilor. 

Sec. 3. The judges of election in their respective precincts shall immediately 


after the completion of the canvass, as provided in section 17 of chapter 12, laws 
of Utah, 1878, make out a list in triplicate of the names of the persons voted for 
and the number of votes each has received for councilor or representative 
the case may be, and certify to the same, one of which shall be filed with the 
presiding judge, one shall be forwarded to the county clerk of the county in , 
which such precinct is situated, and one to the secretary of the Territory 1 
envelope securely sealed and plainly marked ** Election returns from pre 
cinct, ——— County” (filed in the name of the precinct and county 

Src. 4. The secretary of the Territory and the respective county clerks of the 
counties of Weber, Davis, Salt Lake, and Utah are hereby appointed a canvass 
ing board, which board, or majority of them, shall between. the thirteenth and 
sixteenth day after the election unseal the envelopes, canvass the election re- 
turns contained therein, and within ten days thereafter make out and trar 
a certificate signed by each of the members of said board to each councilor an 
representative elected. 


4s 








An act apportioning the legislative representation of the Territory of Utah 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territor 
of Utah, That at the general election in the year 1885, and biennially thereafte 
Cache and Rich Counties shall elect one councilor to the Legislative Assembly 
Box Elder and Tooele Counties, one; Weber County, one; Davis, Morgan, and 
Summit Counties, one; Salt Lake County, two; Utah, Wasatch, and Uintah 
Counties, two; San Pete and Emory Counties, one; Juab, Millard, and Sevier 
Counties, one; Beaver, Piute, Iron, and Garfield Counties, one; Washingtor 
Kane, and San Juan Counties, one. 

Sec, 2. At the general clection in the year 1885, and biennially thereafter, 
Cache and Rich Counties shall elect two representatives to the Legislative As 
sembly; Box Elder County, one; Weber County, two; Davis and Morgan Com 
ties, one; Summit County, one; Salt Lake County, five; Tooele County, one 
Utah County, three; Juab and Millard Counties, one; Wasatch and Uintah 
Counties, one; San Pete and Emory Counties, two; Sevier County, one; Beaver 
and Piute Counties, one; Iron and Washington Counties, one: Garfield, Kane 
and San Juan Counties, one. 

Sec, 3. This act is designed and is hereby made to supersede an act entitled 
“An act apportioning the legislative representation of the Territory of Utah 
approved February 20, 1880. 





JAMES SHARP 
Speaker of the House of Kepresentatives 
W. W. CLUFF 


President of the Counci 





Governor of the Territory of Utah 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Committee on Patents have had a rehearing on 
the bill (S. 638) for the relief of George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and 
George V. Watson, which they reported favorably on the 25th of Jan 
uary last with an amendment, and which is now upon the Calendar. |! 
desire now by direction of the committee tosubmit a supplementary r 


| port, with a further amendment to the bill, toaccompany the forme 


report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case I desire to have leave to present a 
minority report. It is not now prepared, but I ask consent to present 
it when prepared. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the views of 
the minority will be received when ready. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to offer a reward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fat 
of the Greely expedition, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 61) to authorize Lieut. Henry I 
Lemly, United States Army, to accept a position under the Government 
of the United States of Colombia, reported adversely thereon; and thi 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. RANSOM subsequently said: While my attention was withdrawn 
| a few minutes ago the joint resolution (S. R. 61) to authorize Lir 
Henry R. Lemly, United States Army, to accept a position under the 
Government of the United States of Colombia, was reported adversely 
| and indefinitely postponed. I would like to have the joint resolution 


nt 





District No. 21 shall consist of the counties of Sevier and Piute, and be entitled | 


to one representative. 

District No. 22 shall consist of the counties of Emory, Garfield, San Juan, and 
Kane, and be entitled to one representative. 

District No. 23 shall consist of the counties of Beaver and Iron, and be entitled 
‘to one representative. 


District No. 24 shall consist of the county of Washington, and be entitled to | 


one representative. 
COUNCIL DISTRICTS. 


Sec. 2. District No. 1 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 1 and 2, and 
be entitled to one councilor. 

_ District No. 2 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 3 and 4, and be e 
titled to one councilor. 

_ District No. 3 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 5 and 6, and be 
titied to one councilor. 

_District No. 4 shall consist of representative districts Nos. 7 and 8, and be 
titled to one councilor. 


XV—146 


n- 


en- 


en- 


placed upon the Calendar until I can have an opportunity of looking 
into the matter further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate indetinite 
postponing the joint resolution will be reconsidered if there be no ob 
| jection. -The Chair hears none; and the joint resolution will be placed 
upon the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, t 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1530 J 


for the relief of the estate of John 
Cook, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: which was agreed t 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wus 
ferred the bill (S. 1344) authorizing the Bellingham Bay Railway 
Navigation Company to build certain bridges, wharves, and doc! 
| the Territory of Washington, reported it with amendments 
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BILLS INTRODUCED rights of Fiedler upon the facts presented, even if Mr. Blow had made admissions 
: : : ‘ . : that tended to weaken or destroy their proper effect, 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1944) for the special and uni- The evidence before the committee seenis clearly to establish the following 


form instruction of State militia; which was read twice by its title, and | facts, oe to show that Fiedler’s claim is good in foro conscienti#, and would r 

— 7 : yl P ceive the sanction of a court of justice in a controversy between private litiga; 

; a a . . ‘ 7 <2 — ~~ » he. . g£ants 
referred to the Committee on Military Aifair aa teen S . On the Zist day of August, 1867, at the city of New York, Ernest Fiedler (now 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1945) for the relief of Lieut. John C. | deceased), the owner of the steamship Circassian, of New York, then on hy r 
Gever: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- | way to Bremen, of the first part, and D. de Goicouria, esq., who claimed to act 

: Milit: 4 ffi . as agent for immigration for the Brazilian Government, of the second part 
tee on Military AUairs. 5 a se +i made a contract in writing for the charter of the steamship Circassian for a yo, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1946) for the relief of Richard C. Ridg- | age from the port of New Orleans, La., to Rio de Janeiro, Brazil The vesse) 
way and others: which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | was engaged to carry passengers to be furnished by the second party from N 
ee wee . ‘red the Con nittee on Claims Orleans to Rio de Janeiro. At the time the contract was made it was supposed 
companying papers, relerrec to the OMMLUUE . . that many citizens of the United States desired, in consequence of the condition 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. of affairs here, resulting from our civil war, to emigrate to Brazil, and the Bra- 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its The parts of the contract material in this connection are that the vessel, whic! 
was then en voyage to Bremen, was to sail from New Orleans on the 15th day of 
1Ze the issuing of a register to John S. McQuin and J. Warren Wonson by causes beyond the control of the first party, in which case she should sa 
for the schooner Druid. within ten days after her arrival at New Orleans, and that the second part 
alent in millreis ten days after the completion of the voyage. The Circassian 
did not reach New York on her return voyage from Bremen until about thx 


zilian Government desired their presence there. 
lerk, : yunced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1847) toauthor- | ¥ u 
Clerk, announced tha . S ] November, 1867, weather permitting, unless detained at Bremen or clsewher 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. Brazil) should pay for the voyage the sum of $42,000in American gold or its equiy 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed t 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 215) reappropriating the sum of 
$125,000, not expended, for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the 


Mississippi River; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 


of November, 1867. Certain alterations and repairs of the vessel were required 
to accommodate her to the transportation of the large number of passengers shx 

was intended to carry, so that she did not leave New York until the 23d of No- 
vember, 1867,and did not reach New Orleans until the 6th day of Deeember of 
that year. Before her arrival at New Orleans it was ascertained that no passen- 
gers were there for embarkation. 

On the 17th of December, 1867, Mr. Fiedler addressed a letter to Chevalier 
Fleury, chargé d'affaires of Brazil to the United States, setting forth the condi- 
tion of affairs and asking his advice, whether he (Fiedler) should send the ves 
sel to Rio de Janeiro without passengers and subject the Brazilian Government 
to the payment of the $42,000 agreed on as the price of the voyage, or whether 
the chargé would release him from his obligations. In this letter Mr. Fiedler 
stated that his expenses in preparing for the voyage amounted to about $20,000, 
and suggested that ‘‘remuneration of this sum would perhaps be preferable 
than in default forfeit $42,000 gold, equal to $55,000 currency.”’ On the 18th of 
December the Brazilian chargé, in repiy to Mr. Fiedler’s letter of the 17th, ad- 
vises Mr. Fiedler “‘ not to allow the steamer to sail, but to consider the charter- 
party completely null and void,” and further writes: ‘‘ I shall immediately call 


THE MONROE PAPERS. | 
the attention of my government to the subject, and ask it to take into consid 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of printing the official lettersand papers of the late President James 
Monroe, with power to report by bill or otherwise. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make a single remark in relation to 
the matter. I have a memorandum from Professor McMaster, who is 
professor of American history in the University of Pennsylvania, in 
relation tothis subject. I found it interesting myself, and I think the 
committee will. I believe it important that provision should be made 
for the publication of these works of the late President Monroe. Ithink 
that nothing of a political character has ever been printed with regard 
to his official life except what is presented by himself in his views ot 
his executive conduct. As is very well known, he was minister at the 
court of France at a very important time, when the Louisiana purchase 
was made, and also at a later time he was President when Florida was 
purchased and when the “‘ Monroe doctrine’’ was announced. It is 
stated by Professor McMaster that the people generally have never had 
a a 7 these important ea . ’ . . It is evident that this advice was not well considered by the council of state for 

I desire to call the special attention of the Committee on the Library | these reasons: Mr. Fiedler, before entering into the contract with Mr. Goicou- 
to the subject. I ask the reference of this memorandum to that com- | ria, very prudently sought to know the extent of Mr. Goicouria’s authority, and 


mittee. and that the resolution be adopted. upon inquiry found that Mr. Russell Sturgis, of New York, acting for the owners 


me a reeme oN” ar ia ~ ; wal of the steamship Marmion, had in March, 1867, addressed a letter to the Brazil- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | jan legation to the United States, inquiring as to the authority of Mr. Goicouria 


eration the sum represented by you, and to indemnify you for the losses sus- 
tained.”’ On the next day (December 19) Mr, Fiedler acknowledged the receipt 
of the letter of the Brazilian chargé of the 18th, and added: “ Relying upon 
your assurance and in full confidence of the just acts of your government, I 
have immediately telegraphed to New Orleans to withdraw the Circassian from 
her voyage, and ordered her return. As the preparations for this voyage have 
cost me an outlay of over $20,000, an early and prompt remittance is respect- 
fully requested, and taking into consideration that I acted throughout in the 
interest of the Brazil Government, and would have gladly avoided the voyage 
had I not been forced by their agent to proceed, 1 hope my request will be 
granted.” 

The Emperor of Brazil has been advised by the section of home affairs of his 
council of state that the contract entered into between Mr. Fiedler and Mr. Goi- 
couria, who claimed to be the agent of the Brazilian Government, was not valid, 
for the alleged reason that Mr. Goicouria was not, in fact or in law, such agent 


resolution. to charter vessels for the Brazilian Government to carry emigrants from the 
The resolution was agreed to United States to Brazil, and had received from the Brazilian legation the follow- 

an pre RTF a a . . ing reply: 

I he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper referred to by the Sena- — BRAZILIAN LEGATION, New York, March 15, 1867. 

tor from Pennsylvania will be referred to the Committee on the Library. Sir: In answer to your letter of yesterday's date. I have the honor to inform 
Mr. MITCHELL. ‘To accompany the resolution. you the name of the agent of the Brazilian emigration, Mr. Guintino de Sonza 

5 Bocayura. 
HELEN M. FIEDLER. This gentleman has power to charter steamers or sailing vessels to take emi- 


The PRES ow_eT ; : . a . ay Wil aieael grants fr om the south ports of the United States to Brazil. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno further “‘concurrentor According to the contract made between the imperial government and the 


other resolutions,’’ that orderis closed. The Chair lays before theSen- | United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company, he can have a delegate, and 
ate the Calendar under the eighth rule, commencing at Order of Busi- | Mr. D. de Goicouria is the delegate appointed by him. I believe the govern- 


ian Oe 3 a Gea : . > » Chiens a 6 Vatseens ment will approve what is done by the said agent. 
ness 160, being a resolution reported by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


MoRrGAN] from the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 5th of Feb- H. CAVALCANTI ALBUQUERQUE. 
ruary, relative to the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, widow and executrix RUSSELL STURGIS, Esq. 
of Ernest Fiedler, deceased. The question ison agreeing to the resolu- | Mr. Fiedler’s inquiries developed the further facts that the owners of the 
tion. which was read vesterday. steamship Marmion, acting upon the letter of the Brazilian delegation, had con- 
; > 34M . ren : a vnepennaiiniidias 4 , | tracted with Mr. Goicouria, as agent of the Brazilian Government, for a voyage 
Mr. HOAR. I think the re solution was passed ove rye sterday at my of the Marmion to Brazil; that such voyage had been made and concluded be- 
request, So that the report might be found. I should like to have the | fore the date of Mr. Fiedler’s contract with Mr. Goicouria, and that the Brazilian 
report read. | Government had recognized Mr. Goicouria’s authority to charter the Marmion 
Tha DPR a ee ., a : ss al se ‘ , | by paying the money provided by the charter-party to be paid for the voyage. 
he | RESI DENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be | Mr. Fiedier, who knew, as the world knows, the many proofs the Emperor of 
no objection. | Brazil has given of his wisdom and justice, and the mutual friendship and good- 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mor- | will that have always prevailed between the United States and Brazil, was fully 
GAN February 5, 1884: od justified in accepting as conclusive the foregoing evidence cf Mr. Goicouria’s au- 
nea ien ms " thority to act for the Brazilian Government. ; ; it 
The Committee on Foreign Relations,to whom was referred Senate bill 223 But there is further evidence of Mr. Goicouria’s authority. The Brazilian 
and Senate joint resolution No. 2, relating to the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, | Government in 1866 sent to the United States the citizen Guintino de Sonza Bo- 
widow and executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, praying on behalf of herself | cayura to encourage the expected emigration from the United States to go to 
and children that Congress will intervene so as to aid her in collecting a claim | Brazil. In February, 1867, the agent Bocayura advised his government, among 





alleg~ed to be due to her late husband from the Government of Brazil, have care- | other things, of his intention to return to Brazil, and that he had left as his rep- 
fully examined the evidence submitted to them touching the validity and justice | resentative in the United States Mr. Goicouria (the agent with whom Mr. Fied- 
of suid claim, and respectfully report as follows : ler and the owners of the Marmion subsequently contracted). In May, 1867, the 

In the year 1873 this claim was brought to the attention of the Government | Brazilian Government acknowledged the receipt of the communication of Agent 
of Brazil through our minister resident, and it was considered by a department | Bocayura of February, 1867, and on the 24th day of August, 1867 (three days 


of that Government. The section of home affairs of the council of state made a | after the date of the contract made with Mr. Fiedler), advice is sent from Rio 
report, copy of which is annexed to this report, upon the validity of the claim. | Janeiro to Mr. Goicouria, at New York, withdrawing his authority under Bo- 
Whether that report was followed by an imperial order or decree disallowing | cayura’s appointment. In this “aviso’’ is the following language: ‘‘ The Im- 
the claim does not appear in the papers submitted te this committee. perial Government having taken sundry measures forthe purpose of attracting 

The report of the section of home affairs of the council of state does not ex- | tothis country the emigration from the Southern States of the American Union 
clude the idea that something is due the memorialist, but concludes with an | and the necessity ceasing of continuing there Domingo de Goicouria to freight 
argument that the amount claimed is in excess of the loss and injury which | steamers for the transportation of such emigrants,”’ &c., which can only be 
Fiedler had sustained by the breach of the agreement entered into between him | fairly construed as recognizing Mr. Goicouriaasthe agent of the Brazilian Gov- 


and a person who acted as the agent of Brazil in making the contract. ernment, and as including within the scope of hisagency the freighting of steam- 
Comment ts made in that report upon admissions which it alleges were made | ers for the transportation of emigrants. _ ¥ 
by our minister, Mr. Blow, in presenting Fiedler’s case to the Government of Enough appears in the evidence submitted to the committee to justify the be- 


srazil, to the disadvantage of his claim. These comments are not accepted as | lief that the Brazilian Government will review its decision in this matter, if this 
being just to Mr. Blow, but the Government of Brazil could not justly deny the ' Government will bring the subject again to its attention, and will present the 
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evidence now before the committee for its consideration. On this evidence the from. the aviso of 4th May, 1867), had no power to sign any charter-party of 
claim @ gam to be just, and your committee do not consider that the Govern- affreightment w hether for sailing vessels or steamers. The charter-party of the 
ment of razil has reached the conclusion that it is not just or that it can not be steamer Circassian, signed on the 2lst of August, 1867, by the substitute, Domi 
allowed. But Congress can not now properly legislate on thissubject. At most | de Goicouria, after the avisos of 5th November, 1866, and 25th January, 1867, 
it can only recommend that the President will again call the attention of the | was therefore unauthorized, and exceeded the authority and instructions cf that 
Brazilian Government to the justice of the claim in favor of a citizen of the | substitute 





United States. ; : On the 21st August, 1867 the substitute, Domingo de Goicouria, signed the con 
In this view your committee report adversely Senate bill 741,and report the | tract of affreightment of the steamer Circassian ; on the following day he left th 
following resolution, and recommend its passage : United States for Brazil, and the contract did not fix a term within which 


“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Pres- | steamer, which had first to make a voyage to Bremen, and then could 
ident of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the Emperor | others that might suit, had to present herself in New Orleans 
of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, | New York on the 23d November she only arrived in New On 


n 


so that 








eau m 
against the Government of Brazil, growing out of a contract alleged by said | December, having still on board freight from another port of the Union 
claimant to be obligatory on that government for the hire of the ship Cireas- No passengers having offered for the vovage to Brazil, the owner of the steamer 
sian to transport emigrants from the United States to Brazil in the year 1867, | sent her elsewhere, after protesting on the 16th December against whom it con 
with a view to ask said government to consider the said claim, and to provide | cerns, and from the papers it appears that having asked advice from the charg 
for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall be found just to such | d'affaires ad interim (of Brazil) in Washington as to sending his stea r with- 
claimant.” out passengers to Rio de Janeiro, as he stated that Cestro, the substitute ap- 
aa pointed by Goicouria, had advised him to do, or as to considering his churter- 


party at an end, he chose the latter alternative. 

The advice given not to dispatch his steamer without passengers, and that this 
fact should be made known to the government, created no obligation on any 
SirE: The section of home affairs of the council of state received order from | one, either on him who should thus do what he ought (uem ao « l 


Translation of the copy of the report of the council of state in relation to the claim of 
Fiedler’s executriz. 


: Sa . : 2st ° {ue dete nor on 
Y. I. Majesty to consult and give opinion on the following matter: *‘Aviso 5th, | the imperial government 
section No. 5, Rio de Janeiro, ministry of agriculture and public works, 29th Ernest Fiedler, owner of the Cireassian, who had sent his vessel elsewhere 


August, 1873, Excellent Sir: H. M. the Emperor has been pleased to order | and whose contract of affreightment he had declared vacated (roto) in the hope 
that the section of home affairs of the council of state should consult and give | of recciving $20,000 as indemnity, presented, later, his reclamation to the im 
opinion, Y. exe’y being reporter, on the annexed papers, relating to the reclama- | perial government, the result of which appears from the letter of Mr. F. Blow 


tion presented by the legation of the United Statesat this court, of the represen- | (sic), copy of which is annexed to the papers pregented in support of the claim 
tation of Ernest Fiedler, who he thinks has a right to indemnity for the contract In this letter, dated at Lisbon, November 23, 1870, the ex-minister of the United 


of affreightment unfulfilled of the steamer Circassian. God guard Y.exec’y. José | States in Brazil informs the claimant, FE. Fiedler, that having examined, with the e 
Fernandes da Costa Pereira, jr. To his exc’y counsellor of state Viscount de | minister of foreign affairs of the empire, his claim, he was sorry to have to in- 
Longa Frasco.”’ form him that the answer was not favorable, because that (the answer) of the 
This claim arose from the fact of the imperial government's undertaking, with | Brazilian minister was that neither Goicouria nor the party who had appointed 
the intention of causing the persons who emigrated from the United States to | him had authority to proceed in the manner in which they acted in the matter 
come to Brazil, to facilitate their means of reaching here. To that end it sent to | of the charter-party, and Mr. Blow added that it appeared “ from his own con 
those States the Brazilian citizen Quintino de Sonza Bocayura, for whose voy- | victions that under such circumstances no claim could be founded on what had 
age were given the orders of the 23dand 24th July, 1866, of which minute and | been done by either.” From this answer it will be seen that Mr. Blow, having 
account is given in these papers. No written instructions, however, are found | examined the contract of affreightment and other papers, was convinced that 
addressed to him. no right of claim could be founded on them, or, what is the same thing, that the 
Of the communications (official) between the ministry of agriculture, com- | claim had no legal right to support it, but still might be maintained in equity, as 
merce, and public works and its agent, Bocayura, the section had before it the | in other cases, and for this reason he closes his letter, sayimg : ‘‘ Now, my dear 
following papers: sir, if you are able to prove that contracts made by either were ever allowed, and 
First. The order (aviso) of November 25, 1866, in which, after acknowledging | the money paid bythe Brazilian Government for same, or on account for same, 
receipt of the officios of the 22d and 30th September and of the 19th and 22d Octo- | [am convinced I can obtain from the imperial government the sum you desire 
ber of that year, it is answered, as to the difiiculties which he says he met with | to receive; nevertheless I am not certain that you could obtain these proofs from 
for transporting emigrants desirous of coming to this empire, and as to the | ship-owners in New York through the person who acted as consul of the Bra- 
doubts entertained by the president of the steamship line (receiving a subsidy | zilian Government at the time of Goicouria’ contract 
from both Brazil and the United States as to the execution of the contract for This abandonment of the charter-party asa decisive document, which it would 
transporting such emigrants), that he may authorize the transportation of such | be if the contractor, Goicouria, had authority to make the contract; this refer- 
as can comply with the conditions already sent for his instruction, the imperial | ence to contracts in general without distinguishing between those authorized 
government defraying the amount of their necessary expense on their arrival | and those made without authority; this guarded or strict mode of expression 
in our country to such as can not at once pay therefor, such being held to reim- | whenever he statesa proposition in which he has entire confidence 
burse the same in the manner required (by law). his recourse to analogy, which is not required to prove strict right, & wellas the 
Second. The order of the 25th January, 1867, in which, after acknowledging | lessened sum demanded, all go to show that the enlightened judgment of Mr. 
the receipt of the officio of 22d December, 1866 (the ministry), answers as to the | Blow made him recognizeat once taat this claim had no foundation in right. 
instructions, for which he asks to govern him in the forwarding of emigrants, | This high judgment also shows itself in the memorandum of the present min 
declaring “‘ that, already by the aviso of the 25th November preceding, directed | ister of the United States, when, having mentioned that the representative of 
to the imperial legation in Washington (of which copy had been sent him), this | Fiedler Glaims now the sum of $42,000 as indemnity for breaking the contract, 
ministry had taken measures by which it had authorized the embarkation of all | besides the expenses, closed his demand thus: ‘‘ This last (the representative) 
such inhabitants of the South, who, complying with the requirements (an- | has certainly right to a reasonable compensation for the disappointment and 
nounced in the avisos of said ministry sent to said legation and of which you are | final failure of the voyage, through no fault of his, but at the request of the Bra- 
advised), shall come to remain inthis country, * * * and that there will be | zilian representative, and the claimant is also entitled to reimbursement for all 


; and, finally, 








paid by the government, upon their arrival, the amount of expenses for such | moneys expended for outfit, &e. 
voyage to those emigrants who can not pay that expense immediately, on con- Thus, as Mr. Blow had thought that the sum which Ernest Fiedler claiméd of 
dition, however, of subsequent reimbursement. | $20,000 was as much as could be had, the present minister of the United States 


Third. Theofficioof the agent Bocayura, dated Febraary 20, 1867, acknowledg- | does not support, in the conclusion of his memorandum, more than what may 
ing receipt of the (copy) circular addressed to the presidents of provincesasking | be a reasonable compensation. 
information as to the settlement and employment of emigrants, and making | The charter-party, if it is valid and obligatory upon the imperial government 
known that since he intended to return to this corte he had left in the United | calls for a fixed sum in conformity with law. The demand sustained in th« 
States as his representative (deleyado) the American citizen Domingo de Goicou- | memorandum looks to recourse to the sense of equity of the Brazilian Govern 
ria, a respectable merchant of thatcity (New York), andthat he had substituted | ment; that it shall do in this case as it has done in others. The reasons whic! 
him (Goicouria), during such absence, in the form of the seventh article of the | the memorandum presents as supporting the claim are: 
contract with the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company. First. That the steamer Circassian was taken up on freight by Dominge d 
Fourth. The aviso of the 14th of May, 1867, in answer to the foregoing officio | Goicouria, emigrant agent of the Brazilian Government, whose authority so to 
as follows: “ Superintendency of public landsand colonization, Rio de Janciro, | take up steamers is deduced from the letter of Mr. Cavalcanti de Albuquerque, 
ministry ofagriculture, &c., 14 May, 1867. I am informed of the contents of your | in which he states that the emigration agent was Mr. Quintino de Sonza Boca 
officio of 20th of February last, reporting that you had leftas your substitutein | yura, who was authorized to appoint a substitute, and that Mr. Domingo de 








P New York the merchant Domingo de Goicouria, and inclosing (copy) of the cir- | Goicouria was the substitute named by him. 
cular which you directed tothe presidents of provinces, with the intention of Second. That the Circassian thus chartered was placed at the orders of the 
rendering easier the directing of the American emigration thitherward. God | emigration agent from the 6th day of December, 1867, when she arrived at New 
guard you. Man’l Pentode Souza Dantas to Mr. Quintino de Sonza Bocayura.”’ | Orleans, until the 16th 
Fifth. The aviso of the 24th of August, 1867, in which Domingo de Goicouria is Third. That, no passengers being forthcoming, the owner, Ernest Fiedler, ad- 


discharged (dispensado) from the employment of freighting steamers, third su- | dressed himself to the chargé d’affaires of Brazil in Washington, Mr. Padua 
perintendency of public lands and colonization, Rio de Janeiro, ministry of ag- | Fleury, whowhen informed warned (prevenia) him (Fiedler) that the sbip ought 
riculture, &c., 24th of August, 1867. ‘‘The Imperial Government having taken | not to undertake to go to Rio de Janeiro, and that he (Fleury) would make the 
sundry measures forthe purpose of attracting to this country the emigration from | representations to the imperial government proper to be made in order to come 
the Southern States of the American Union, andthe necessity ceasing of continu- | to an agreement. 
ing there Domingo de Goicouria to freight steamers for the transportation of Fourth. That with this assurance the owner, Ernest Fiedler, gave up the voy 
such emigrants, I make known to you this determination for your guidance, and | age, and withdrew therefrom (** withdrew the vessel from the projected voyag 
in order that you may advise at once the said Goicouria that he is (released) dis- | says the statement of Messrs. Jordan and Whitney), after having spent moré 
charged (dispensado) from said employment. God guard you. Manuel Pento | than $20,000 in her fitting out. 
de Souza Dantas. F.W. Quintino Bocayura.”’ The section wil! observe that the first reason admits that the charter-party was 
From this written communication it does not appear that the authority to take | insufficient as an obligatory instrument, seeing that further proofs are wanting 
up steamers was conferred, not even on the imperial legation at Washington. | of the competency of the party signing in the name of the Brazilian Government 





The power to authorize passages to emigrants is what the Imperial Government | Mr. Blow also admitted the insufficiency of this authorization, since he advised 
granted, and this only to the imperial legation, as appears from the aviso of the | the collection of proofs of the acceptance of the contract and its approval after- 
25th January, 1867, which explains the aviso of the 25th November, 1866. ward. 

And all doubt ceases on view of the following declarations of the aviso of the These difficulties would have been prevented if the owner had exacted the 
25th January, 1867: “‘ Having thus provided for this object, and having thus fa- | power of attorney or other regular document showing the extent of the agent 
cilitated the coming hither of Southern e.wigrants, it is proper that you,in order | authority, as is done by every merchant whotreats with an agent professing to 
to make the movement more active, in the most convenient and efficacious man- | act for a third party 
ner should transfer as soon as possible your residence to New Orleans orto soni rhe letter of Mr. Cavaleanti de Albuquerque affirms it is true that Mr. Boca- 


other Southern or Western city,as may appear most advantageousto yourcom-  yura was the Brazilian emigration agent, with powers to take up steamers, but 
mission, where, according to your instructions, you should give the necessary | it does not affirm that Domingo de Goicouria held the same authority 

information as well to the directors (emprezarios) (or persons in charge of emi- fn the declaration of the validity of powers Mr. Cavalcanti was inexfct; the 
grating companies) as to the emigrants themselves who shall personally-ask | avisos of the 25th November, 1866, and of 25th January, 1867, would have given 
therefor, and also deliver passports to those who resolve to come to Brazi!,should | him a different opinion if he had consulted them. In any event the charg: 
be ready to make the voyage, plainly making known to such the condition of | d'affaires of the empire was not the proper person to appear as the informant in 











reimbursing the advance (made for payment of passage) which has been granied | this matter, nor does the information which he gave suflice to supply the pe 

in order to prevent any difficulties and reclamations like those which are now rs always demanded in the course of commercial undertakings for contracts 

being presented by certain persons who came here in the two expeditions sent | of affreightment made in behalf of a third party 

from New York.” Phe second reason does not supply the requirement of law violated in t 
The substitute, even if he had been named under authority from the goveri- ontract, and in order that it may avail as a reason for equity, it would be 








ment, or had been approved as such (which can only be claimed as a deduction | necessary that there should not exist in this contract the extraordinary 
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stance of no ng a time within which the steamer should arrive in New 
Orleans. in order to afford the opportunity for the execution of the intentions 
which the new policy of the Federal Government caused rapidly to diminish. 

The steamer being chartered on the 2lstof August with liberty first to makea 
long voyage to Bremen, and after that again tocarry a cargo from New York to 
an intermediate port, and thence again to New Orleans, where she arrived in 
fifteen days after leaving New York, none of the charges for damages caused in 
voyages made for account of Mr. E. Fiedler, none of the outfit for any time pre- 
vious to her arrival in New Orleans to receive passengers there, can be brought 
into the account for a voyage to Rio de Janeiro, and not even if the obligation 
of affreightment were in due form and legal. 

Third. It is true that the steamer did not obtain, in the port of New Orleans, 
the passengers on which she had reckoned, and in case of a lawful charter- 
party she would have a right to consider the charter-party concluded or to 
make the voyage without passengers at the expense of the hirer 

This right, however, can not be sustained by the owner-claimant in this case, 
resting ona private letter not at all obligatory (i, e., creating no obligations) on 
the nominal hirer, as has been shown. It was because he was convinced of the 
untenability of this unsustainable position that the owner, Fiedler, addressed 
himself to the Brazilian chargé d'affaires, hoping to find in his answer a reason 
for involving the Brazilian lezation in the contract,and which up to that time 
had not been heard of in the contract, or from, in respect to it. 

That answer, however, conferred no new rights upon him, and the Brazilian 
chargé, in advising the owner not to make the voyage to Rio without passengers, 
only gave his own opinion, not at all obligatory on the owner, and of which he 
availed himself and with reason, for he well understood that the voyage to Rio 
de Janeiro would only cause him loss 

He had already gained by freighting his vessel, up to that time employed on 
his account, with the exception only of a few days, during which he had been 

e waiting in New Orleans ready to receive passengers for Brazil. The suggestion 
ittributed to Cestro, that he would lose nothing, and he might hope to gain, 
by the voyage to Rio, the sum agreed on, he ought to have disregarded, as he 
did in his own interest, what right could accrue to him by that? None at all 













































































































































































perial government, on which it is said the owner relied. From the answer it 
will be seen that the advice was that the owner should consider as completely 
«vacated the charter party, and should not dispatch his vessel to Rio de Janeiro 
without passengers, adding the following words: * Of all that has taken place 
I will immediately make report to my government, calling its attention to this 






































as an indemnity for the injury and damages occasioned.”’ 
all obligatory for the imperial government, and Mr. E. Fiedler had therein only 
one reason more for counting on the justice and right due to him 

In what, however, did the owner expend the 220,000, and what is the outfit for 
which he claims? The expense for the voyage to Bremen,and the repairs for 
damage suffered in that voyage, which he declares was stormy, can be in no 
way, and by no one, charged or imputed to the hirer for a voyage to Rio de Ja- 
neiro, and the expenses also for or at the intermediate port for which the Circas- 
sian took cargo for New York, and thence to New Orleans, for which port, it is 
said, she also carried cargo. 

The gains or the losses of those voyages are entirely for account of the owner 
of the vessel 
Circassian was at the orders of the hirer from the 6th day of December 

Again, as a last resource, the freighting of the steamer Catherine Whiting is 
brought up asan example, which was taken up in New York on 28th May, L567, 
the owner letting her being N. B. Starbuck, and the hirer onthe part of Brazil 
the same Domingo de Goicouria, and the fact that the imperial government hav- 
ing paid the price agreed on inthe contract. Itis required, however, to observe 
that steamer taken up on the 28th May obliged herself to proceed immediately 
on the Ist June to New Orleans, and on the 19th of said month left for Rio de 
Janeiro, where she arrived on the 6th of August, having disembarked in Para 
the emigrants she brought for that province, and having touched in Bahia for 
provisions and coal. 

The payment of the freight in that case was in consequence, not of the recog- 
nition of the validity of the charter-party, but of a service actually performed, 
which the imperial government never omits to pay. 


































































































































































































to pay or advance for the payment of the passage-money on their arrival in this 
empire, and it fulfilled that obligation ; this contract of affreightment, not au- 
thorized and not performed as that was in all its parts, has no analogy thereto 
or parity therewith to justify this reclamation. In fine, the section is of opin- 
1on-— 

First. That the charter-party of the Circassian is not valid, and in no way oblig- 
atory on the imperial government. 

Second. That in consequence, by strict right, the national treasury is not bound 
for the payment of any sum whatever. 

Third. That as to the damage occasioned to the owner, the claimant here, it 
must be of small amount, limited, as has been shown, to the delay of some few 
days, during which she was ready to take on board passengers inthe port of 
New Orleans to carry them to Brazil. 

Fourth. That any indemnity due the claimant should demand of the party 
who without due authority signed the contract, and of the party who beingsub- 
stituted in New York (Cestro) attempted to put life into a void contract. 

Let them discuss among themselves the honesty and good faith in which they 
engaged themselves to the observance of this undertaking. 

Fifth. That if the imperial government shall decide in its own judgment (em- 
sua-sabidoria) thatthe letter of the 5th March, 1867 (original 1857), written by the 
chargé d'affaires ad interim, W. A. Cavalcanti de Albuquerque, can have led in 
error the owner of the Circassian tomake his contract in good faith and to incur 
those expenses which by mere equity may be properly reimbursed, the com- 
pensation in that case should not exceed some Acct we ds of dollars, because the 
expenses referred to were occasioned by the voyage to Bremen, or were caused 
thereby, and the owner was thus reduced to offeran insufficient vessel, charged 
with all the expenses for repairs in a previous voyage made for his beneiit and 
for his advantage, as was that to Bremen, andin like manner with those incurred 
during the voyage to an intermediate port, taking fifteen days to reach New Or- 
leans (from New York), whereonly as lateas the 6th December he alleges that 
he placed his vessel at the orders of the supposed hirer. 


leans and the day when, having completed his discharge, he was in a condition 
to receive passengers for Rio de Janerio, ought to be reckoned to account of the 
owner 


The expected profits of the voyage, besides being properly lost to the owner 


contract; all these items together would be far below the $20,000 claimed 


(sahedoria 
Hall of the conferences of the committee (se 
of state, 26th November, 1873. 
VOZCONDE DE SOUZ or FRANCOS. 
MARQUIS DE SAPUCAHY. 
VISCONDE DO BOM RETIRO. 


Erue copy BARON DO CABO FRIO 


The government had authorized the forwarding of emigrants, obliging itself | 


lhe expenses of those days of the ten elapsed between his arrival at New Or- 


from his act of withdrawal of his vessel from said voyage, can notin any way be 
computed at more than a reasonable percentage upon the $2,000 named in the 


Your imperial majesty will decide with your accustomed enlightenment 


ection) of home affairs of the council 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th, 


resolution. 


Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that this is not a very good practic: 


This seems to be an ordinary case of a claim upon a contract made })y 
the Brazilian Government, or claimed to have been made, which the 
emperor has referred to a commission or other tribunal appointed }y 
him, who have reported that there is no liability of that government to 
this claimant. 


That happened eleven years ago. The claim originated 


some seventeen or eighteen years ago. 


It is the practice of the executive department, of its own accord, 


without any such action from the Senate or House of Representatives 
to call the attention of foreign governments to such claims of American 
citizens as seem to it to be valid and to require such interposition. 
seems to me that for the Senate to undertake in the very vast numbe 


It 


of such matters to make these investigations and then pass a resolution, 


which amounts to a judgment of condemnation on the Department ot 
State, is very bad practice. 
it having heen reported by the committee and being before the Senate, 
might perhaps operate adversely to the claimant and might be con- 
strued into an expression of opinion ‘by the Senate that the claim is not 
valid and that the Department ought not to interfere, I will withdraw 
| my objection. 
will see that, whatever precedents there may be, of which I suspect ther 
are very few, this may not be an example for further measures of this 


3ut as the rejection of the resolution now, 


However, I trust the Committee on Foreign Relations 


| kind. 


There is the promise of Brazilian chargé to make representations to the im- | 


Mr. CONGER. Ithinkthe report by the officials of the Brazilian Gov 


ernment who examined this claim is conclusive and satisfactory to th: 
mind of any one that the claim should not be further pressed by the 


| Government of the United States on the consideration of that nation. 


: . : | 
matter, and asking that it take into consideration the account presented by you | 
Thisanswer isnot at | 


The memorandum supports this opinion when it states that the 
| government should settle. 


I have read very carefully the translation of the report of the council of 
state in relation to the claim of the executrix, and I must say that it 
dots not present to my mind even an equitable claim to be presented 
by this resolution to the Brazilian Government for a rehearing 
been carefully considered by the authorities of the United States in pre- 
senting it from time to time, and I can not see by what right or by 
what authority the Government should undertake to make this a na- 
tional question, and present through the President of the United States 
this matter again to the consideration of the Brazilian Government. 


It has 


The report itself fails almost entirely to make out a case which the 
There is nothing even to show that Mr 


| Fiedler was a citizen of the United States or had any claim upon this 
| Government as a citizen in presenting a claim against another govern- 


| ment. 





There is an inference that he was a citizen or an allusion which 
might make that seem apparent, but there is nothing asserted and 
nothing to show that the Government has any such relation to Mr 
Fiedler, and therefore to the executrix, as would warrant us in acting 
upon a claim of this kind. It seems to me it is a very loose claim, and 
it is hardly worthy of the dignity of the United States to make it a 
national question. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This resolution was reported by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] who is not in the Senate this 
morning, and I have been unable tofind him. He is perfectly familiar 


| with the whole subject and has gone through the case with great care. 


I think it is a courtesy due the Senator from Alabama to lay the resolu- 
tion over. The committee were of opinion that there was foundation 
for the claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see no necessity for delaying action upon the 
resolution. I think the Senate is ready to act upon it. The report 
has been read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I introduced the origifial bill, and it will be noticed 
that in the report of the committee they recommend to the Senate 
the rejection of the bill which I introduced and the adoption of this 
resolution instead of it. A joint resolution passed the Senate at the 
last session and went to the House, but was notacted upon, and this is 
simply a Senate resolution. 

The whole of the resolution from beginning to end (which is not at 
all satisfactory to me) simply amounts to this: that the Government 
of Brazil is asked for a new hearing upon this case. It does not com- 
mit this Government to anything in regard to the matter. It simply 
asks that a citizen of the United States shall be heard again upon evi- 
dence which the committee say in their report was not sufficiently con- 
sidered, in their judgment, by the Brazilian Government at the time 
of the rejection of the claim. No injustice can be done to anybody; 
no foreign complication can arise in regard toit. It does not go as far 
as I should like to go, but I am very willing to accept the action of the 
committee in order to dispose of the matter, and I hope the Senate 
will adopt the resolution. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
tor from Missouri has stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question on agreeing to the 
resolution, and declared that the ayes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for adivision. 

The ayes were 50 


That is all there is of it, as the Sena- 








1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2325 








Mr CONGER. I do not insist on a further count. large fire and burglar proof one, Manufactured by Jonathan Kitridge, of San 
ut. - > : . fia , eS . Francisco, having two combination locks, the outer one being T. E. Burwell’s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis given up, and the resolution and the inner one ‘ Young's rotary combination; that Major Maynadier never 
is agreed to. made known these combinations; that said safe appears to bea good and secure 
Mr. CONGER. I do not ‘‘ give up,’’ but I withdraw the call. one; that the clerk, D. D. Chandler, was well recommended and apparently 


2 7 x ; The (hai os eel , | capable and trustworthy; that on March 31, 1876, Major Maynadier had in his 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the | cafe what under a customarily careful count appeared to be $4,081.11; but there 
Senator. should have been $4,228.46; that on Monday, April 3, 1876, he found in his safe 
‘G . Lsav I do not give up the point, but I withdraw | only $211.46, the balance, 4,017, having been stolen by Chandler, who afterwards 

Mr. CONGER : & I I . returned $290.50; leaving the amount actually lost by Major Maynadier $3,726.50 
the call. ‘The following tabular statement will show more briefly the exact state of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -The Chair will again put the ques- | the case: 


tion. Amount shown as on hand by statement of April 1, 1876 $4. O81 1 
Mr. CONGER. I say I withdraw the call fora division, but I have — eee in March, 1876, but not reported until May (effects of 
. . 2. ° cease yidier)...... ‘ ‘ 7 
my own private opinion still. Ss one - ‘ S 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair used the common par- | True amount for which Major Maynadier was responsible 1 298 46 
lance of the Senate. The division was ‘‘given up,’’ in the phrase of | Amount found in safe after burglary 211 46 
the Senate. a ; Total amount stolen.......... peaeantsia 4,017 00 
Mr. CONGER. All right. Amount returned by Chandler upon his arrest 290 50 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 7” —— 
plution Amount actually lost.............. nee , ‘ 3 726 50 
reso . 


‘Under instructions of the Paymaster-General, Major Maynadier has refunded 
the amount lost, but so far as the board can ascertain it believes Major May- 
nadier exercised due care in the keeping of the public money intrusted to him, 
and therefore recommends that he be relieved from responsibility for the loss 


DEPREDATIONS OF UTE INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 851) to provide for the payment of ten claims for depre- | of the $3,726.50, and that this amount, increased by the $100 paid by Major May 


: ‘ ~ w » nadier for the arrest of Chandler, making a total of 33,826.50, be restored to Maj 
dations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the massacre at | w M. Maynadier, paymaster, United States Army. , 


The resolution was agreed to. 


the White River agency in 1879 was considered as in Committee of the “There being no further business before it, the board adjourned sine die 
Thole “RODNEY SMITH, 
Whole. . ‘* Major and Paymaster, U.S. A.. President 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to — “CA. REYNOLDS 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘* Major and Quartermaster, U. S. A., Membe 
: ‘** JOHN SIMPSON, 
RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. Captain and Assistant Quartermaster, U.S. A., Recorder.”’ 
The bill (s. 908) to grant a right of way through the Indian Terri- rhe finding of the court of inquiry is approved by the commanding general 
‘ — Teamene Ratlwaw (' ia oa . . . Department of Arizona and the Paymaster-General of the Army 
tory to the Southern Kansas Railw ay Company, and for other purposes, Upon these facts yourcommittee believe that Maynadier is entitled to relief. 
was announced as next in order. Therefore Senate bill No. 254 is reported back with recommendation that it pass 
Mr. VEST. That bill can not be considered under the five-minute The committee, therefore, adopt said Senate report as the re port of this com- 


rule. It involves the very same principle and brings up the same ques- een report the accompanying bill for his relief, with recommendation 
. . . i that 1t pass. 
tion with other bills on the Calendar. , 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

over, : , , be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. THOMAS J. MILLER. 

The bill (S. 230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in | bill (S. 421) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Terri- 
suppressing Indian hostilities was announced as next in order. tory. It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to examine into and 

Mr. HAMPTON. I beg to ask that that bill be passed over without ascertain the loss and gamage sustained by Thomas J. Miller, a citizen 
prejudice, as the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] who introduced it | of Washington Territory, by the seizure and sinking of his ferry-boat 
is not present. . on the Columbia River by the armed forces of the United States, for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina | the purpose of preventing the same being used by the hostile Indians 
asks that this bill be passed over, retaining its place at the head of the | during the late Bannock war in that Territory, in or about the month 
Calendar under Rule VIII. Isthere objection? The Chair hearsnone, | of July, 1878. The sum of $500 is appropriated to enable the Secretary 
and it is so ordered. of War to adjust and the accounting officers of the Treasury to pay the 

WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. amount of the loss and damage so allowed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). There is 
no reportaccompanying the bill, the Chair is informed by the Secretary. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 300) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, a paymaster 
in the United States Army. It provides for the payment to William 
M. Maynadier of $3,726.50, the amount paid by him into the Treasury 
in liquidation of a deficiency in his accounts as paymaster at Prescott, 


Ariz., caused by robbery committed by his clerk, D. D. Chandler, at MARTHA VAUGHN AND LOUISA JACKMAN. 
Prescott, April 3, 1876, as shawn by the finding and report of a board | =‘ The bill (S. 36) forthe relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa 


of inquiry appointed by General Kautz, commanding that military de- | Jackman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
partment, to investigate the circumstances of the loss; and also the | for the payment to Mrs. Martha Vaughn of $2,500, and to the legal 
further sum of $100 paid by Maynadier for the arrest of Chandler, the representatives of Mrs. Louisa Jackman of $2,500, for patriotic services, 
restoration of both sums having been recommended by the board of | hazards, and losses incurred by Martha Vaughn and Louisa Jackman 


inquiry. in conveying information of great value to the Union officers in the 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. State of Kentucky in March, 1863. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMPTON | be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

February 5, 1884: | Mr. CONGER. The title should be amended to correspond with the 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 300) for | bill by inserting ‘‘ the legal representatives of’? before *‘ Mrs. Louisa 

the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, paymaster in the United States Army, | Jackman.”’ 

having considered the same, make the following report : The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the title 


The committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 78, Forty- 3 
seventh Congress, first session, which said report is hereto annexed and made | Will be so amended. 


partof this report, and is as follows: CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 
waco [Senate —— 78, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } The bill (S. 371) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau was consid- 
e Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 254) for | greg ac in ( ittee of » Whe 
the relief of “ys William xu Maynadier, paymaster, United States Army, hav- ’ red ah C omnes a . the Nh ra ; . Vai 
ing considered the same and accompanying papers, submit the following report : The bill was reported trom the ¢ ommittee on Claims with an amend- 
That under date of January 17, 1882, your committee called on the Secretary | Ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
of War for a copy of the proceedings of a board of officers convened at head- That the Court of Claims be authorized to grant a rehearing in the case of 


quarters Department of Arizona, November 17, 1876, pursuant to Special Order | Charles P. Chouteau, surviving partner of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, and 
No. 138, dated headquarters department of Arizona, November 6, 1876, to exam- | William A. Steele. against the United States, with jurisdiction to hear and de- 
ine and report upon the loss of public funds, for whieh Maj. William M. May- | termine the amount, if any, due under the contract for the construction of the 
nadier, paymaster, United States Army, is responsible, reported to have been | jron-clad vessel Etlah, by reason of the delays occasioned in such construction 
stolen from his office safe by an absconding clerk ; which record is now on file in | by the acts of the Government beyond the period specified in the contract or 
the committee-room of the Committee on Military Affairs of the United States | for extras bevond what was provided therein. If upon such rehearing a receipt 
Senate. Your committee find the facts to be as stated in the finding of the | dated April 24, 1866, shall be given in evidence, the court may give judgment 
eee: Sa said finding is hereto annexed and made part of this report, and | for such sum as shall be justly and equitably due notwithstanding such receipt. 

as follows: 

“In conclusion the board find that Major Maynadier was on duty by proper Mr. GARLAND. What is the cause for the rehearing ? 
cae = ae at Prescott, aes ss _ duly autiberined and Mr. HOAR. Perhaps it will be more convenient to the Senate, in- 

tired to kee ublic money in a safe provided for the purpose, there being .” oO anion ode . — a , » Sans 

no depository ealinhie: ead ten didhen aa cakiieamenen, thames ilies comin stead of hav ing the report re ad at length, to have me answer the Sena- 
of what the service at his station required; that the safe provided for him wasa | tor’s question in the first place. 
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This is one of a pretty large number of contracts which were made 
by the United States early in the war for building iron-clad vessels. 
The style of vessels was almost wholly unknown in the experience of 
mankind, and entirely unknown in the experience of the United States 
until that time; and the process of construction was itself a constant 
process of invention, constant changes and improvements being made 
by the United States and the builders as the building went along. The | 
United States reserved in the contract a right to order any changes 
whatever in the size, shape, or construction of the vessel or its engines 
or motive power, and further reserved the right, if the contractor did 
not carry out his contract, to take possession of his manufacturing es- 
tablishment under the military power and complete the work itself. 

In the course of the execution of this contract by the contractors the 
United States made several very large changes. It was as if a man who 
had contracted originally to build a one-story cottage for the habitation 
ofa man and his wife without children had had the contract changed 
as it went along into a New York city hotel, almost. That is a little 
exaggerated illustration, but not much. 

These contractors were compelled not only to perform all this extra 
work occasioned by the new inventions and ideas that came into the 
heads of the engineers and draughtsmen in the Navy Department, but 
they were compelled to delay very largely for a long time the comple- 
tion of the work by reason of these acts of the United States solely, and 
that was at a time when labor and material were fluctuating in price 
and increasing in price with the rapid fluctuations of the value of cur- 
rency in its proportion to gold at that period of the war. 

The contractors had a right, which they exercised, to go into the Court 
of Claims to get two things: First, the price of the extra work the new 
work, which the United States was of course bound to pay, the changes 
and additions to the work; second, for the loss or injury which was 
caused them in the execution of so much of the work as was embraced 
and included in the original contract by reason of the enforced delay, 
without their fault but in pursuance of the exertion of its right by the 
United States, in the time of completing the contract. These parties 
went into the Court of Claims, and just at the close of the trial they 
were met by a receipt acknowledging payment for their contract price 
and theirextra work. They had given authority to a New York banker 
to receive the payment of the money as it fell due; and when the final 
payment fell due they gave the receipt which was brought forward in 
the Court of Claims, and which was held by that court to cut off this 
particular claim for the increase of material and labor in the original 
work. 

It appeared that the authority given to the New York banker had been 
merely an authority to receive the money as it was paid, without any 
thought on the part of the contractors that they were authorizing an 
agent to cut off the rest of their claim; and it was accepted by the agent 
of the United States without any expectation on his part that he was 
cutting off these contractors from anopportunity to have in some proper 
place this claim which I mentionenforced. This bill authorizes these 
contractors to go into the Court of Claims and to have the case consid- 
ered notwithstanding that receipt. 
which was at the close of the trial, the counsel for the contractors was 
so confident that it did not cut off this portion of the claim that he went 
on with his ease. Instead of asking time either to come to Congress for 
relief before a decree, or to show that the New York person was not duly 
authorized to give a receipt in that form, or to have some equitable 
process for revising it or whatever he might be advised to do, he went 
on with his case, and the court held, as 1 said, that the receipt cut off 
this claim. 

There have been a considerable number of like cases in which Con- 
gress has granted the relief which these parties ask in this case; thatis, 
that the Court of Claims may rehear it and determine it on its substan- 
tial justice notwithstanding this receipt. 
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When the receipt was produced, | 
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finally report on the case; but with that exception I believe this is the 
last of that class of cases. 

There is a case in England, to which my attention was called, where 
the English Government made a similar contract and where the party 

came in and simply said he had lost £40,000 by the contract for one of 
their government vessels, and the board of admiralty ordered to be paid 
the actual sum, of their own motion, notwithstanding the contract. 

Mr.GARLAND. I would ask the Senator before 1 he takes his seat 
if the facts show that the claimants made a motion fora new trial? [t 
seems that this receipt they encountered on the trial was a matter of 
surprise. 

Mr. HOAR. They did not; and whether they could upon a new tri: . 
have satisfied the court that the New York agent had not authority a 
between them and the United States to receive the money and sign this 
receipt, I am not sure. 

Mr.GARLAND. I would askanother question. What isthe show- 
ing of facts here that they can possibly overcome or avoid that receipt 
in any way on another trial? 

Mr. HOAR. This statute leaves to the Court of Claims the power to 
deal with the question on its merits according to substantial justice. 

Mr.GARLAND. Iam not opposing the theory of the bill, for I have 
generally liberal views on such subjects. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Court of Claims would say on the facts 
which were before the committee that here was a receipt on a written 
contract entered into by both parties to it, given unadvisedly, and it 
would be the exercise of what in ordinary courts of equity would be 
the power to reform a written contract which does not express the true 
intent of the parties. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
preme Court? 

Mr. HOAR. I think an appeal was taken in this case to the Supreme 
Court. It was in one of the cases, and I think in this, and the decision 
of the Court of Claims affirmed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no particular objection to the bill; but I 
would suggest, as the general act organizing the Court of Claims does 
not give the right of appeal in all cases, that a provision should be here 
inserted that there shall be a right of appeal to both parties as in other 
cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Arkansas sug- 
gest where that amendment shall come in? 

Mr. GARLAND. At the end of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam quitesure, with my knowledge of the opinions of 
the authorities now representing the United States Gevernment, thers 
would be no appeal against the claimant, so that the insertion of the 
clause would be in favor of the claimant. Still there is no harm in re- 
serving the power. 

Mr.GARLAND. At the end of the bill I move to insert ‘‘ with the 
| right of appeal as in other cases to the Supreme Court of the United 
States.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


Was an appeal taken by the claimants to the Su- 


MONEY ADVANCED BY GEORGIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider t 1e 
bill (S. 595) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced 
by said State for the defense of her frontiers against the Indians from 
1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 





Mr. COCKRELL. This claim passed at the last session of Congress. 
Mr. HOAR. This claim passed the Senate, I think unanimously, 


but at any rate after a statement like the one I am making now. . 

Without questioning the policy of strictly holding parties to the limi- 
tation provided by law and of strictly holding parties to abide on their 
part the judgment of this court which we have provided against them, 


it seemed to the committee that this was a peculiar class of case where | 


those principl 
contra 


; should not be rigidly enforced. It was in substance a 
t by these contractors with the 
ness which they were engaged in just what the Government should 
order, and they were exposing themselves to this risk of the constant 
change of plan and great delay in the execution of the work. As I said, 
in all the cases which are of that kind that have been before the Senate 
for its action the Senate has done what is here proposed. There were 
four of these vessels—the Senator from Missouri perhaps can correct me 
if I state the facts wrong—and the constructors of the others have had 
a similar relief to this which is asked. This is the last of that class. 
There is another case which is a good deal like this in some of its es- 
sential characteristics, where the committee at the present session have 
denied the party relief like this. It seemed to be distinguishable—it 
is not necessary to go into that—but the committee were very doubtful 
about that, and after one adverse report they gave special direction to 


United States to do in the busi- | 


have a hearing of the counsel of the contracting party before they should | 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to audit 
the claims of the State of Georgia for moneys advanced by said State to pay 
troops ordered into service for the defense of her frontiers against the Indians 
from 17% to 1818, inclusive, and not heretofore repaid to said State; and to pay 
te said State such sum, not exceeding $22,567.42, as he shall find due and unpaid, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 
if there be any sums of money due or owing to the United States by the State 
of Georgia, whatever amount, if any, may be found due under the provisions 
of this act to the State of Georgia shall be credited to that State, and the balance 
only shall be paid by the State of Georgia or the United States, as shall appear 
by the striking of a balance to be due from the one party or the other. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I move to strike out the proviso re- 
ported by the committee. 

This is the case really: A former comptroller of the Treasury, in 
making up the accounts between the Government of the United States 
and the different States, charged each Southern State with what is 
known as the war tax. The State of Georgia never has assumed that 
war tax as a debt of the State. Ido not think the people of the United 
States intend that it shall be so; but if they determine to collect it, then 
let Congress pass a bill ordering that it shall be collected, and there is 
no doubt that the State of Georgia will assume, for her citizens, the 
debt and pay it; but we do not think it ought to be disposed of in this 
way. Here are amounts of money that the committee admit are due 
to the State of Georgia, and the proposition is to pay it back. Now, 














1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. D397 








we protest that the war tax ought not to be charged against the State 
of Georgia until the like treatment is in store for all the Southern States. | 
We ought to be treated alike on the question, and it seems to me that 


in this case, as in cases heretofore, the amount due the State should be 


paid out of the Treasury. When the Government of the United States | 


desires the war tax paid by all the Southern States, then let it say so, 
and Georgia will assume it and pay it, and not have it collected by a 
tax on the lands of her citizens. Our Legislature in 1866, if I recol- 
lect correctly, passed a resolution, supposing it would have to be paid, 
proposing to the United States Government to assume it as a debt and 
pay it; but the proposition was never agreed to by Congress or any one 
having authority as an officer of the United States and it was not 


assumed as a debt of the State, and it certainly is not now a debt of | 


the State. We are ready to assume it if it has to be paid, but we do 
not want the charge to be made in this way, as all the States should be 
treated alike. 


I believe there are two or three cases where there have been amounts 
awarded to the State of Georgia since the war on previous claims, one 


in reference to the Western and Atlantic Railroad that occurred aiter 
the war. These have not been credited, nor was this question raised 


until it was raised on a small appropriation made at the last session | 


to pay a debt due the State of Georgia. I trust there will be no objec- 
tion to striking out this proviso and permitting the claim to be paid 
as others have been, and let the question as to the war tax be settled 
hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown ] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Claims. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Georgia will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 12, | 


the following proviso: 


Provided, That if there be any sums of money due or owing to the United 
States by the State of Georgia, whatever amount, if any, may be found due 


under the provisions of this act to the State of Georgia shall be credited to that | 


State, and the balance only shall be paid by the State of Georgia or the United 
States, as shall appear by the striking of a balance to be due from the one party 
or the other. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not know and the committee 
did not know whether there is any war debt due from the State of 
Georgia to the United States or not. I do not think that the war tax, 
as it is called, unless it has been assumed by the State of Georgia, is a 
debt due from the State to the United States. It is true that a certain 
amount of war tax was assigned to the State of Georgia by the General 
Government, but that did not make it a debt due from the State. It 


was a tax which might have been levied upon and collected from the | 


citizens or the property of the citizens of the State, but was not a debt 
due from the State, so that if the State of Georgia has not assumed the 
war tax, so called, I take it that this amount can not be offset as against 
that tax or any portion of that tax. Butif there be a debt now due 
by the State of Georgia to the United States, I think the Senator from 
Georgia will agree that this amount ought to be offset against that debt. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator will permit me a moment. I will state 
that I do agree with him fully on that, if there is any such debt. It 
instead of striking out the proviso we should make this amendment in 
line 14, after the word ‘‘Georgia,’’ to add ‘‘ other than the war tax;’’ so 
as to read, ‘* provided thatif there be any sums of money due or owing 
to the United States by the State of Georgia other than the war tax, 
whatever amount, if any,’’ &c., it would be satisfactory. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Georgia thinks 
that is necessary I shall not object to it. 

Mr. BROWN. I do, for this reason: you admit that the war tax is 
not a debt against the State of Georgia, but there was a small amount 
appropriated at the last session of Congress in payment for a claim of 
the State of Georgia; but the Comptroller of the Treasury has refused 
to pay it, because he finds that the war tax by a predecessor of his is 
charged on the books against Georgia, and the amountis now withheld 
on that very question. That is the reason I suggest the amendment, 
which will stand as the sense of the Senate. I wish the Comptroller 
of the Treasury to know that the Senate decides that the direct tax, 
known as the war tax, is not adebt of any State which has not assumed 
it. Iamsure the Senator is right that there is no debt due by the State 
of Georgia, as a corporate body or a State, to the United States. I ad- 
mit the United States does have the right to go into Georgia and levy 
and collect a direct tax; and whenever it is the policy of the United 
States to do so, the State of Georgia will assume it for her citizens and 
pay it. 

Probably the last amendment would better suit the views of the Sen- 
ator. If there is anything other than the war tax due by the State let 
it be included in the settlement. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Wisconsin is clearly right that 
there is no debt against any Southern State in consequence of the direct 





Government, but on application made the Comptroller of the Treasury 
taking the ground suggested by the Senator from Georgia, insists that 
the State of Alabama is indebted to the Government upon the war tax 
and placed this fund as it accumulates in the Treasury from sales of the 
public lands to the credit of the war debt. 

I should be very glad, indeed, to have some declaration by Congress 
| which would reverse the decision of the Treasury Department. The 
Comptroller of the Treasury feels himself, I believe, obligated to follow 
| out the decision made by his predecessor upon this question. There 
| seems to be no rule there but stare decisis—if you make a wrong decis 
ion it is better to stick to it; that is the rule in the Treasury Depart- 
| ment. 
| I should be very glad indeed if we could get some general expression 
from Senators here in regard to this very plain and palpable proposi- 
tion that there is no debt against these States until they have assumed 
it, and I take it for granted that the Government of the United States 
will not undertake to compel the States of the South to assume that 
debt. I do not care to go into the argument of it now by any means, 
| but I hope that the amendment that the Senator from Georgia wishes 
| te put in the proviso will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Georgia as modifying his first amendment ? 

Mr. BROWN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin ] 

will propose my amendment after the word ‘‘any,’’ at the end of line 
| 14, instead of after ‘‘Georgia,’’ in line 14. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified by the 
| Senator from Georgia will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 14, after the word ‘‘any,”’ it 
| is proposed to insert ‘‘other than the war tax;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, Thatif there be any sumsof money due or owing tothe United States 
by the State of Georgia, whatever amount, if any, other than the war tax, may 
| be found due under the provisions of this act to the State of Georgia shall be 

credited to that State, and the balance only shall be paid by the State of Georgia 
| or the United States as shall appear by the striking of a balance to be due from 
the one party or the other. 


not be better to say ‘‘ the direct tax?’’ That is the way it is knownin 
| legislation. 
Mr. BROWN. That would be better probably. 
| Mr. HOAR. I think I would put it in a different way, if the Sena- 


| 
| 
| 
| Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia, would it 
| 


tor pleases—at the end of the proviso the words ‘‘ that not being herein 
| intended to include ay tax assessed against said State not assumed by 
| the State ;’’ because if you speak of a debt other than war tax it is an 
implication that you consider the war tax a debt. 
Mr. BROWN. The Senator is right. I accept the amendment pro 
| posed by the Senator from Massachusetts as better than that I proposed, 
and I prefer his language. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin The Senator from Massachusetts 
will state his amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
please submit to the Secretary the exact phraseology of his amendment 
Mr. HOAR. I propose to add to the amendment: 
The above provision not being intended to include any direct tax which has 
not been assumed by said State. 
Mr. BROWN. That is correct; I accept that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Claims. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 
Mr. BROWN. The title ought to be amended. We did not make 


good the whole claim We only make good $22,567.42 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the title 
be modified to conform to the provisions of the bill as to the an 


and as so modified the title will stand. 


THOMAS JONES 
The bill (S. 273) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole 





The bill was r port “1 from tl Committee on Claims with amend 
ments: In line 7, after the words *‘sum of,”’ to strike out $18,007.72” 
and insert ‘‘$9,000;’’ and in line 9, after the word *‘for,’’ to strikeout 
‘1,800,779’ and insert *‘a quantity) ’ so as to make the bill read 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to W. W 
McDowell. as administrator of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased, late of Mem 
phis, Tenn., the sum of $9,000, the same being in full for a quantity of brick taken 
from said Thomas Jones, at or near the city of Memphis, in the year 1862, by ord 


‘ 
of Maj. Gen. W. T. Sherman, and used in the construction of magazines, quarters 


tax assessed on the people of the State during the war; but the Treas- | 8®4 for general camp purposes 


ury Department has not so construed the law. There is a fund, I 


The amendments were agreed to. 


know, coming to the State of Alabama on two accounts, one on account Mr. CULLOM. Is there any written report in this case ? 


of arms and munitions of war under the militia act, another on account 


of proceeds of the sales of public lands, Sper cent. of the proceeds of sales Mr. CULLOM. Letit be read. This involves alarge sum of 


of public lands, which we thought we were entitled to receive from the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 


; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read 
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The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. GEORGE 
February 6, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the claim of the administra- 
tor of Thomas Jones, deceased, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The claim was fully considered by the committee at the last Congress, and a 
report made recommending that the sum of $9,000 be allowed the claimant. This 
report we now adopt 


Report to accompany bill S. 1448.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1448) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased, have considered the same, and re- 
spectfully report 

Thomas Jones, the intestate of the claimant, wasa citizen of Memphis, Tenn., 

1 1862, when the Federal forces took possession of that city. The proof is con- 
clusive that he was throughout the war loyal to the United States. 

‘He was the owner of a large number of brick, thenin kiln. These brick were 
needed by the United States for building magazines, cisterns, fortifications, and 
chimneys of the barracks and hospitals. A large number were taken for this 
purpose andsoused. What the exact number wasit is impossible now to ascer- 
tain. This claim is for 1,800,779, and there is the proof of three or four witnesses, 
certified to be reputable, to the amount. 

J.C. Dougherty, special agent of the Quartermaster’s Department, was sent 
to Memphis in 1873 to examine the claim. Aftera thorough examination, he re- 
ported that the number taken was equal to the number claimed. He reported, 
however, that it was impossible to estimate how many of those bricks were 
taken by the Quartermaster’s Department and how many by the engineers. On 
this ground the Quartermaster’s Department refused to allow any part of the 
claim, recommending application to Congress, 


“The mistake of Jones, in his lifetime, was always to apply tothe Quarter- | 


master’s Department and not to the engineers. Heapplied to General Sherman 
at the time, who it appears indorsed on his application thatthe claim could not 


be paid till the end of the war, like all other claims, according to the cirecum- | 


stances of each case 

There is proof of the sale of these brick by the Quartermaster’s Department 
after the war, and there is also proof tending to show that they were less in 
number than the amount claimed and reported to be correct by Dougherty. Itis 
impossible now to fix the exactnumber. It appears, on the whole, that 1,500,000 


would not be far from right, and is most probably the nearest approximation 
that can now be madeto justice. This claim is for$l0 perthousand. We think 
this charge too high. Itappears that Jones gave % per thousand forthem. We | 


therefore recommend that he be paid that price for 1,500,000—say $9,000, and we 
recommend the passage of the bill amended so as to allow that much.”’ 

Phe bill claims $18,007.79 

We recommend that the bill pass, after being amended as follows : 

Strike out in lines 7 and 8 the words “ eighteen thousand and seven dollars 
and seventy-nine cents,’ and insert in lieu thereof “ nine thousand dollars,” 
strike out in lines 8, 9, and 10 “ one million eight hundred thousand seven hun- 
dred and seventy-nine,”’ and insert a “ quantity of.” 


ig 


rr “\ . 
Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | 


were concurred in. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


SALARIES OF ARMY CHAPLAINS. 


Che bill (S. 469) to increase the salaries and pay of the chaplains in | 


the Army was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is an adverse report in that case. 
Mr. HARRISON. 


and get it off the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done. 
indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Missouri to object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I do not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Che motion was agreed to. 


JOHN M. ROBESON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
for the relief of Frances A. Robinson, administratrix of 


bill 
the estate of John M. Robinson. 


S. 372) 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 


ments, in line 6 before the word 
and insert ‘‘ one,”’ 
Vy iso: 


‘*thousand’’ to strike out ‘‘ three’ 


Provided, That the said sum be paid to the legal representatives of said Joh1 
Robinson. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and directe¢ 


M 


to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Fran- 
Robinson, administratrix of John M. Robinson, deceased, the sum of 
$1,000, which will be in full satisfaction of all claims.of said administratrix and 
of said estate against the United States: Provided, That the said sum be paid to 


ces A. 
the legal representative of the said John M. Robinson. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report read. 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PrKE Feb- 


ruary 6, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Frances A. 
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I suggest to the Senator from Missouri whether 
it would not be just as well to move to indefinitely postpone the bill 


I move that the bill be 


Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


The Senator from Iowa moves that 


and at the end of the bill to add the following pro- 
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submit to this latter alternative, and being loyal to the Government of the United 
States, he closed his foundery, and became a soldier in the Fifth Regiment of 
Missouri State Militia, commanded by Col. William R. Pennick, which regi- 
ment was mustered into the service of the United States; that while he was sery- 
ing as a soldier in this regiment said Col. William R. Pennick took possession 
of his said foundery, and used it as a cavalry-yard for the horses of his regiment, 
and used the tools and iron for shoeing the said horses; that all the machinery, 
fixtures, patterns, &c., in said foundery were removed or destroyed by the so}- 
diers under command of said officer, and were wholly lost to their owner: that 
he, John M. Robinson, used every possible effort to prevent this destruction of 
his property, but without avail; and thatthe property thus destroyed or carried 
away was worth from $17,000 to $20,000. 

These are substantially the statements contained in the petition. Numerous 
affidavits are on file. It appears from them that the said John M. Robinson was 
the owner of a foundery located in Independence, in the State of Missouri; that 
he was operating the same at the commencement of the war; that he and his 
widow, the petitioner and his administratrix, were loyal to the Government of 
the United States; that he refused when requested to aid the rebellion, became 
a soldier, enlisted in the Fifth Regiment of the Missouri State Militia, com- 
| manded by Col. William R. Pennick; that the said Colonel Pennick, as com- 
mander of said regiment, and serving under the United States Government, late 
in the fall of 1862, or the first of the winter of 1862-63, took possession of said 
foundery, and used itasa covelee-7a08 for the horses of his regiment from that 
time until 1863; that the blacksmith tools found therein and some wrought-iron, 
belonging to the said Robinson, were used for shoeing the horses of said com- 
mand ; and that a lot of seasoned lumber in said foundery, the property of the 
said Robinson, was also used by the said regiment in making bunks for the sol- 
| diers and in repairing wagons for the command. 

It appears from several affidavits in the case that there were in the building 
at the time it was seized by Colonel Pennick the following items of persona] 
property, with the following estimates of value of each article : 
















i altar ctl abelian. bilnmnindiemslinenlidnedibeninee $2,500 
ie Se TIEID IIIINOD... ncscnnnsonensnetasnabennarectsoune ‘ 1, 200 
I allemaal pian SII 920 
| 2small iron lathes, $00 and $350. 8%) 
SI II nh sochlenishaeacueiibivbasbeanaserebeneee 700 
EP nnccnccums saeuenenasnbescseces 150 
1 power-drill................ selen 175 
1 full set machinist’s tool 3) 
1 full set foundery patterns 4, 25) 
| 1 lot foundery flasks.. 950 
| 3new engines ee , 3, 050 
i iii, [iI ssasmnmuiiiganmmseqnenesuusiagesiationiecdiinbebncaiiia HOO 
Sl EY ETE scnsssiaccvnegiqne-cnsbebepenacunnsaccecesees 350 
0 sea sncnemainesiinapsennnnraniainininnh asatemremetasantecels 70 
5 Un III, SUTIROUIIE. o ccnsineseiin anntue tyemnotehonens etuneboonnenncphocasibnnsnsusianadnaitiionny 650 
I stan cneintingenmenmnnaepe gunna 1) 
Se RO EE OW COG ono ccc rcccccses-csccsccccccesenes 425 
| ——— 
| Making a total of......... . 18, 220 


Of the articles enumerated in the above list, alleged to have been used or de 
stroyed by Colonel Pennick’s military command, there are but a few which 
could have been legitimately and properly used for the benefit of the soldiers 
or to supply the necessary wants of the regiment. The five tons of wrought- 
iron were used in shoeing the horsesofthe command. The item “setsofsmith’'s 

| tools’’ were used for the same purpose. The lot of seasoned lumber was used 
for making bunks for the soldiers and in repairing the wagons of thé regiment 
The other articles mentioned in the above bill were not in any sense necessary 
to nor could they have been used by the regiment, and if destroyed by the 
troops, the destruction must have been wanton; and it is well settled by numer- 
ous precedents that the Government is not liable to pay for property wantonly 
destroyed. 

Except as to the wrought-iron, the proof is indefinite and unsatisfactory. The 
testimony is silent as to the quantity, kind, or quality of the “lotof seasoned 
lumber.” 

The committee recommend the allowance of the following sums: 





| For 5 tons of wrought iron $500 00 
| For lot seasoned Jumber Sulistanelie . 200 00 

Be ICTS III, «cn cinch napcnqnnitnitidnonnedecanta 300 00 
| a i hiisheiaeigtadeliaauie alti deiiedincuumitaniisiniptdiaainesieatelchemseentttibics 1,000 00 


By the law of the United Ste »ut upon it by the court, 
the committee understand that they can not allow aupehines for the rent of real 
estate in the absence of a contract therefor; there was no contract in this case. 
(Act of July 4, 1864, 13 Stats. at Large, 581; Filor vs. United States, 9 Wallace, 45.) 
The committee recommend that the bill be amended so as to provide for the 
payment of $1,000 in full satisfaction of all claims, and when so amended that it 
ASS. 
, No evidence has been furnished the committee that the claimant is adminis- 
tratrix, and the payment of the claim be made to the legal representatives of 
the said John M. Robinson, as provided by amendment. 


’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to amend the name wherever it appears 
by striking out ‘‘in’’ in “ Robinson”’’ and inserting ‘‘e,’’ making it 
** Robeson ”’ instead of ‘‘ Robinson.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be made wherever the name appears. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Both in the title and in the body of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PIKE, the title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill 
for the relief of the legal representative of Francis A. Robeson.”’ 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The bill (S. 791) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain 
| treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882, was 


sé ah 


1 


i 
















Robinson, administratrix of John M. Robinson, late of Independence, State of | announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Missouri, deceased, together with Senate bill No. 372, having had the same under Mr. WILSON. That bill is too important, in my judgment, to be 
consideration, ask to submit the following report: al ii Alen 7 7 inutes’ debate. I he fore 
The petitioner avers in her petition that she is the widow and administratrix | Considered under this rule and with five minutes’ debate. therefore 
object to its consideration. 


of John M. Robinson, deceased ; that, for some time previous to the war of the ; 
rebellion, and at the commencement thereof, said John M. Robinson resided in The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 
JOHN HATFIELD. 


the city of Independence, in the State of Missouri; that he was the owner of a 
foundery situated in that city; that such foundery was at the beginning of the 

The bill (8.295) for the reliefof Alfred G. Hatfield, wasconsideredas 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Alfred G. Hatfield, 


late war completely furnished with all the machinery, fixtures, and appurte- | 
nances necessary for its operation, and was operated by said Robinson until he | 
was compelled to close it or cast cannon-shot for the rebels; that he refused to 











1884. 








the legal representative of John Hatfield, deceased, late veterinary sur- 
geon of the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, $675, in full for services, 


as veterinary surgeon for that regiment for nine months, at 
month. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS GUILBEAU. 

The Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 520) for the relief of Francis Guilbeau. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 


ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by the 
Committee on Claims will be stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought to have the report read. 

Mr. MAXEY. Let us get through with the amendments first. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the report had better be read before the 
amendments are acted upon. 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK read the following report, submitted by Mr. Cam- 
ERON, of Wisconsin, February 6, 1884: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 520) for the relief 
of Francis Guilbeau, report thereon as follows: 

This claim is for the rent of certain buildings in San 
Tex., in the years 1865 and 1866, amounting to $3,701.67. 
rhe loyalty of the claimant is proven conclusively. 
The occupation of the buildings by officers of the United States Government 
for legitimate and necessary Army purposes is clearly proven, and contracts 

were entered into by which the claimant was to receive a reasonable rental 

The demand for rent for the buildings in San Antonio was declared reasona- 
ble by a board of survey, consisting of officersof the Army. The claim was pre- 
sented to the proper officers of the Treasury, but was rejected on the ground 
that the location of the buildings was in a State lately in rebellion, and they 
were prohibited by law from paying it. It was also presented to the Southern 
Claims Commission, and was rejected for want of jurisdiction. 

It appears from the certificate of Capt. Henry 8S. Clubb, assistant quartermaster 
and district quartermaster, that the United States Government rented a ten- 
room building in San Antonio of Mr. Guilbeau, on the 24th day of August, 1865, 
and returned possession of it to him on the 10th of December, 1865. It also ap- 
pears that a board of survey, convened June 6, 1866, recommended that a rent 
be paid for the use of the same by the United States Government. 

It appears from the proceedings of a board of survey, composed of Army offi- 
cers, convened on the 28th of August, 1866, that a rent of $400 per month was not 

tao much” for the use of the storehouse then rented by Guilbeau to the Gov- 
ernment. 

An aftidavit of A. Fretelliere shows that he, as agent of Guilbeau, agreed with 
Capt. Henry S. Clubb, assistant quartermaster, that he (Fretelliere) was to re- 
ceive $00 per month, or $4,000 per annum, for the rent of the above-mentioned 
store building. 

A letter from General §. K. Mizner shows that a dwelling-house of Guilbeau 
was occupied for military purposes by officers of the United States Army on the 
lzth of October, 1865, “ with a perfect understanding that a proper rent should be 
paid”’ by the United States Government. 

A certificate from General S. P. Heintzelman shows that the dwelling of Guil 
beau was used as headquarters by General Shaw,and afterward by himself ir 
like manner, and that Guilbeau was to receive $150 per month rent for the same; 
and that the building was thus occupied from the 9th day of May, 1866, to the 31st 
day of August of the same year. 

An affidavit of A. Fretelliere, agent of Guilbeau, shows that the dwelling was 
occupied on the 12th day of October, 1865, and from that time until the Ist day of 
September, 1866; that $100 per month was the rent agreed upon from October 12, 
1865, to January 1, 1866,and from that day he was to receive $150 per month. 

An affidavit of James P. Nash, agent for Guilbeau, shows that the building 
known as Guilbeau’s building. situated on lot No. 10, block No. 680, in Galveston, 
was occupied for Army purposes by Captain Atwood, assistant quartermaster, 
on the 19th day of June, 1865, and continued to be occupied until the 28th day 
of August, 1865, and it was agreed that he wasto be paid punctually by the Gov- 
ernment. He states further that he never received any rent from the Govern- 
ment for the use of the building, and that the rent charged the Government was 
but litle more than half the sum he received for it immediately after the vaca- 
tion of the same by the Government. 

The affidavits of Messrs. William M. Varmell and James A. McKee show that 
Guilbeau was loyal to the United States Government during the war, and that 
he was compelled to leave his home in San Antonio because of his loyalty. 

Your committee are of opinion that $2,600 would be a fair compensation to 
make to claimant. 

Claimant died since the former reports were made on the claim, and we rec- 
ommend that the bill be amended so as tomake the amount payable tothe legal 
representatives of Francis Guilbeau, deceased, and when so amended that the 
bill do pass. 


$75 per 


The Secretary will read the report of 


Antonio and Galveston, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 5, after the words ‘‘ paid to,’’ to insert ‘‘ the legal repre- 
sentatives of ;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Gilbeau,’’ toinsert ‘‘deceased,”’ 
and to strike out the words ‘upon his lodging with the proper officer 
of the Quartermaster’s Department his receipt;’’ in line 7, after the 
words ‘*in full of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ his;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
*‘houses,’’ to insert ‘‘ belonging to the said Gilbeau ;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $2,600 is appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the legal representatives 
of Francis Gilbeau, deceased, in full of claims against the United States for the 
rent of houses belonging to said Gilbeau, and all damages to the same, in Gal- 
veston and San Antonio, Tex., during the years 1865 and 1866. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is a clerical error in the spelling of the name 
‘““Gilbeau.’’ It should be ‘‘Guilbeau.’’ I ask that the letter ‘‘u’’ be 
put in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be so amended wherever the name occurs. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MAXEY, the title was amended so as to read 
bill for the relief of the legal representatives of Francis Guilbeau.”’ 


amended, and the amend 


WAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Chairlays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the edu- 
cational bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire unanimous consent to offer a resolution, and 
ask rorits immediate consideration 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the résolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the resolu- 
tion, if the Senator from New Hampshire will permit. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


rAX OF 


L861. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to advise the Senate 
what amount of the war tax of 18. is due and unpaid, from what States or from the 
citizens of what States due, whether any portion of said tax, and, ifso, what por- 
tion, has been paid by withholding money due to any State or States from the 
General Government, and whether the rule adopted in withholding such money 
has been applied alike to all the States 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks thi 
unanimous consent of the Senate to consider at this time the resolution 
just read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lobject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


goes over. 


There is objection, and the resolution 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


h 
rh 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary suj 
port of common schools, the pending question being on the motion of 
Mr. PLUMB to recommit the bill to the Committee on | 
Labor. 

Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. President, it has been a source peculiar 
gratification to me and doubtless to our constituents that my colleague 
| Mr. BUTLER] and myself have with singular uniformity acted in per- 
fect accord on all the grave questions which have come before this body 


ducation and 


ol 


It is therefore with sincere regret that I find myself in opposition to 
him on a measure which I regard as of vital consequence to the best 
interests of our common State. In all that he has said of the pluck 
the energy, the manhood of that State, of her wonderful recuperative 


apn bell 
powers, of her earnest efforts in the cause of education, and of the ex 
traordinary results she has achieved under the most disheartening con 


ditions, I agree most fully. He could use no expressions in reference 


to our State too laudatory to find a responsive echo in my heart, for 
that, like his, clings to the land of our nativity with a loyalty and a 


devotion that have not known and never can know change. I know as 
well as any one what my State has accomplished under the most adverse 
circumstances, and no one can feel a higher pride than myself in the 
heroic courage, the sublime fortitude, the silent patience, and the un- 
shaken faith she has manifested under trials such as few States have 
been subjected to. I know, too, the great recuperative energies of my 
fellow-citizens, and I look back with unalloyed pride to that time when 
they rallied to the cail of their prostrate State, and, rescuing her from 
the ruthless hands that were throttling her to death, placed her once 
again where she of right belongs, amid the great sisterhood of free and 
sovereign States. Knowing all this, Isympathize fully with the ring 
ing words of my colleague as he recited the marvelous story of her re- 
demption, of her great resources, of her wonderful development, of the 
bright future in store for her, and of her praiseworthy efforts in the 
cause of public education. Strongly as he dwelt on this latter theme, 
he omitted some points of great consequence, and I wish tosupplement 
his argument by calling the attention of the Senate to them. 

When the government of the State passed in 1877 into Democratic 
hands there was found to be adebt, known as the school indebtedness, 
of about $400,000. This was a heavy burden upon the State, but un- 
der the wise administration of the superigtendent of public education, 
the present distinguished chief magistrate of the State, the debt was 
liquidated, though in paying it this large amount has been diverted 
from its legitimate purpose—that of promoting public education. The 
assessed value of property in South Carolina is about one hundred and 
thirty-eight millions at the present time. Prior to the war it was four 
hundred and ninety millions. The taxation on this latter valuation 
was about $400,000. The gross amount of the taxes levied in the State 
from 1851 to 1855 inclusive was $2,057,101. This levy was upon a basis 
of four hundred and ninety millions of property. In 1870 there was 
levied the enormous sum of $2,265,047, or $107,945 more than the ag- 
gregate taxation of the five years mentioned on double the amount of 
property assessed during that period. In 1872, if my memory serves 
me right, the tax assessed upon the people for State purposes exceeded 
$4,000,000. It is scarcely necessary for me to say that this taxation oc- 
curred during the carpet-bag régime in the State, when fraud, corrup- 
tion, vice, and crime ran riot in the State, and these figures ! have 
cited explain how South Carolina was brought to the verge of bank- 












2330) CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Marcn 27. 


7 —__. 


ruptcy before the State was rescued from the robber-band that had for And if we desire to form the minds of that generation which is so 
so long a time despoiled her. soon to take our places and to direct the destiny of this grand Republi: 
When the government changed hands in 1876 the finances and the | we must see to it that they are fitted to assume the high duties and 
credit and the resources of the State were in a lamentable condition, but, | the grave responsibilities that will fall uponthem. We must legislate 
poor as were our people, they voted then for an amendment of the consti- | for our children if we do not wish to prove recreant to the noble trust 
tution levying a tax of 2 millsonthe dollar for educational purposes, and | committed to our keeping. 
this amendment was ratified in January, 1877. The poll-tax,which | Actuated by these motives, I feel bound, as a citizen, as a Senator 
should amount, with our present population of a million, to nearly | as a patriot, to support the bill under consideration. It does not meet 
$200,000, is also set apart strictly for the same object. To these two | my approval in every detail, but I appreciate the difficulties that the 
sources of revenue for public schools must be added that of local tax- | committee who presented it had to meet, and I regard ‘it as a step in the 
ation. right direction. I shall not attempt to discuss its merits, for these have 
[ have shown how desperate was the condition of the State in 1877, | already been urged by abler tongues than my own, and they speak fo: 
and I wish now to show how earnest have been her efforts for the pro- | themselves; but I wish to touch very briefly one or two points which 
motion of education. The whole of the State tax is about $630,000, | have been brought out in this debate. Several Senators have twitted 
while the county taxes amount to about $800,000, in all not quite a us of the South with not having put our own shoulders to the whee] 
million and a half. The taxes in aid of the public schools amount to | while we call on the Federal Government for help, and others have ex- 
rather more than $506,000, so that the school-tax amounts to more than | pressed the fear that our State authorities would not apply the funds 
one-third of all the taxes collected in the State. appropriated honestly. In refutation of the first charge I have given 
Now it seems to me that my State has not been remiss in making | the figures to prove that it is unfounded so far as my own State is con- 
provision for public education when she appropriates half a million of | cerned, and I am sure that it is equally unfounded in reference to the 
dollars for this purpose on property assessed at one hundred and thirty- | whole South. The other and graver charge is too unworthy to be no- 
eight millions. Let me call the attention of the Senate to another sig- | ticed, and I shall simply quote some testimony upon both of these 
nificant and striking fact. The expense of the State government, in- | points which should have weight before this body. Hon. J. H. Smart, 
cluding interest on the public debt, is about $240,000; the expense of | superintendent of public instruction in Indiana, used the following lan- 
keeping up the public schools and charitable institutions amounts to | guage in an address delivered some time ago: 
nearly $600, 01 WW. In other words, our State appropriates largely more Now, I want to express the opinion that the Southern people are willing to do 
than twice as much for these purposes as she does for the whole expenses | all they can to curethis great eviland remove this great wrong, and, so far as | 
of her State government. These public schools, maintained atso heavy | have observed, the work that has been done, under existing circumstances, has 
a cost, are open to all, and no distinction is made on account of race or | been a marvelous work. The Southern people have made a heroic effort, cer- 


o c ; tainly in three or four States that I have visited, to do the best that could be 
color. May we not ask, then, if any State can show a better record on | done for these colored people. I want to say that throughout the length and 


this question than South Carolina has made for herself under difficulties | breadth of the Southern States, without one exception, the colored people ar: 


% % : nal aie atin . “ere a ou : given the same advantages that the white people are given. No distinction 
which might well have appalle d the most sanguine and courageous whatever is made; and, so far as I was able to find out, there is an almost unani- 


heart ? ‘ mous, certainly an overwhelming, sentiment in favor of educating the colored 
The figures I have given prove what the State has done in the cause | children equally with the white children. And I believe from what I saw that 


ati ‘ ire “ite Y r¢ ay ~~ 0 es . we are able to trust the existing State organizations represented by these gen 
of education, and I de =r to : ate — 7 S xample of magnifice nt muni- tlemen; we are able to trust them with whatever means we can appropriate 
cipal aid in the same direction. The city of Charleston has a popu- | and I speak after some investigation and after deliberation. 
lation of about 50,000; 23,000 white and 27,000 black. She appro- 
priated $72,000 in addition to the funds raised by the State tax, and 
of this sum the blacks pay 3 per cent., though their children attend 
the schools in numbers equal to those of the whites. This city, de- | 
vastated by fire and by the sword, robbed by unscrupulous plunderers Another matter has forced itself very constantly on my attention, which has 


; . bli : 7 oe been alluded to before, whichis this: I am pretty well acquainted withthe con- 
in the recent past, pays for public education on a ratio one-third more | dition of education in our country and in other countries, and I have no hesita 
than does the prosperous and classic city of Boston for its whole system | tion in announcing to you, gentlemen, my conviction that never within ten 
of education, and it does this while pressed down by a debt of $5,000,000. | Yeats in the history of the world has an effort so great, so persistent, and so ab 
ene Meeks eee De esas” ft ipgreat ae So by colleague solutely heroic been made by any people for the education of the children as by 
These facts are in the line of the able argument made by my colleague | the leading class of the people in our Southern States. 
to prove that in the great race of educational progress our State has not Practivally, within ten years every one of these Southern States has put on its 
been a laggard, and I cite them with just and honest pride. But these | St@tute book a system of public schools; practically, within this time every dis- 
. : TE, ; : : . | trict of country in the South has received something that can be called a schoo! 
facts, so ably and eloquently presented by my colleague, have brought | This school public, as we may call it, consisting of State officials, of school offi 
me to a conclusion directly opposite to that taken by himself. I doubt | cers, of superior teachers, of thoughtful people all over the South, is to my mind 
not that there are 250,000 children between the ages of 10 and 16 in our the most forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted school public now in 


Q es Ancati ond Chie cx “eye } ‘ly at | 829 part of the world. There is no body of superior teachers doing so much 
State requiring education, and this can not be given to them properly at | work for so little pay and under such great disadvantages as in the South to-day 


a less cost annually than $5 percapita. This would involvean outlay of | There is no minority of people working so hard to overcome this terrible calam 
$1,250,000, and how is it possible for our State to raise this sum in her ity of illiteracy anywhere in the world to-day as in the South. I givethisas th« 
7 ’ ’ ; | . : oz deliberate result of two years of observation in twelve States. 

present exhausted condition? If the whites were to apply the 95 per 


* * # * ’ ” + 
cent. of the taxes paid by them to the education of their own race they We may say ideally and abstractly that the Southern people can give mor 
might soon reduce the ratio of illiteracy, but the whole fund collected | than they do for education; but practically, looking at them as we look at every 
is applied to public education without discrimination as to race or color, people in the world, I believe that the limit is reached. 
and I would not have it otherwise. But surely in the faceof these facts | Again he says: 
re are ¢ ize ask ai ; » General Gove , i half of : ; : 
we are authorized to ask aid of the General Government in behalf of One thing more, gentlemen. Iam acquainted with the State superintendent 


these people who were made citizens and adopted as wards by it. of instruction, I believe, in every Southern State. Iam acquainted with the State 
Important as I deem this aid to be for the preservation of good gov- | school board, I think, of every Southern State but two orthree. I have studied 
ernment in the whole country I would not advocate this or any kindred | With great care in the records of all those oflices their methods of distribution 


; ; . a : : a of money. I believe there is no set of men in this country who are handling 2 
measure that violated in my opinion the Constitution of the United | moderate amount of money with greater economy, with greater fidelity than 
States. Like my colleague,I have been trained in that school which | these gentlemen. It seems to me it would be a great mistake in distributing 

a Sas ns ; 4 str n anom r such funds as you give to putintoeach of these States a dual administration. li 
teaches ti ict. construction of that instrument, and I have not ye that should be done, I believe that at once $100,000 or $200,000 of money would be 
learned to *‘ camp outside of the Constitution’’ to subserve party ends | thrown away, v irtually, for supervision. I bélieve if there is any set of men in 
or for the sake of « xpediency. I can not see that the bill under con- | his country that can be trusted to administer a fund of $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 
sideration is at all more open to oljections on constitutional grounds | 2” thirteen or fourteen States with fidelity it is the school authorities of th - 

: a 7 : : ee as > States,and therefore it seems to me that this money should go directly to the 
than was the one introduced*at a previous session by my distinguished | children through the accustomed channels, of course being guarded by all proper 
friend and colleague, and a constitutional lawyer so able as himself, so | safeguards in the central power. 






































































































Let me quote a few words from Rev. Dr. Mayo in reference to the 
same subject, than whom there is no higher authority on this continent 
Said he: 





jealous of any infractions of our great charter of liberty, would surely Mr. FRYE. Is that Dr. Mayo? 

not present to this august body a measure violative of the provisions of Mr. HAMPTON. It is Dr. Mayo. 

the Constitution. I felt myself on safe ground, therefore, in following Mr. BLAIR. The testimony is all that way from those who are ac- 
his lead when he, impelled by the pressing need of educating our peo- | quazinted with the situation. : ; 

ple, invoked the aid of the General Government for this purpose. I Mr. HAMPTON. This is the evidence borne by able, devoted, im- 


occupy the same ground now, for the most careful and anxious reflec- 
tion has brought me to the conclusion that the greatest danger threat- 
ening the permanency of our institutions comes from the frightful 
prevalence of illiteracy in our midst. The hands of those to whom the but in our integrity. With such testimony in our favor, coming from 
blessings of education have unfortunately been denied are potent for | such sources, we need repel no charges made here reflecting on the 
evi), and in my opinion no government has discharged its highest duty | 


Paes ; | character of our people. 
to its citizens that does not open the fountains of knowledge freely to | One word more, Mr. President, and I shall close. The Senator from 
all. There is more truth than poetry in the oft-quoted lines which 


Jeclare that | Oregon in his remarks used this expression: 
ceciare thaat— 


partial witnesses, who testify to the noble work already done by the 
South, and whose knowledge of our people, gained by close contact, 
impels them to express the utmost confidence not only in our sincerity 


. I merely state what I understand to be the fact, that the colored man in some 
Tis education formsthe common mind; | portions of the South is practically denied the rights already conferred upon 
Just as the twig is bent the tree’s inclined. ‘ him by law 
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I shall not be drawn into any controversy upon this vexed and irri- | 
tating subject, and my only purpose in quoting his words is to call the | 
attention of the Senate to the laws in South Carolina in reference to the 


civil rights of the colored people. These laws, it must be borne in 
mind, have been kept on the statute-books by a Legislature over- 
whelmingly Democratic, and I doubt if any State has more stringent 
provisions for the protection of its citizens. 

In the General Statutes of South Carolina, at page 167, section 514, 
these words occur: 


The several solicitors of this State are hereby specially charged with the prompt | 


and rigorous prosecution of offenses against the civil rights of citizens; and 
every solicitor who shall fail in this respect in the performance of his duty shall 
be deemed to have committed a misfeasance in office, and, on conviction, shall 
forfeit his office, and be incapable of holding office for five years, and shall also 
pay a fine of $500; and in every case in which any solicitor shall fail in his duty 
the attorney-general shall make the most effective prosecution possible against 
him on behalf of the State; and neither any solicitor nor the attorney-general 
shall settle or enter a nol, pros. in any such case except by the consent of the 
court. 


The law to which that section refers is found on page 730, chapter | 


109, headed ‘‘ Offenses against civil rights,’’ and is as follows: 


Sec, 2601. It shall not be lawful for any common carriers, or any party or par- 
ties engaged in any business, calling, or pursuit, for the carrying on of which a 
license or charter is required by any law, municipal, State, or Federal, or by any 

public rule or regulations, whether such party or parties have obtained such 
liesnee or charter, or failed or neglected to obtain the same, or for any party or 
parties keeping an inn, restaurant, or other place of accommodation or refresh- 
ment, whether a license or charter is required for the keeping of the same or 
otherwise, to discriminate between persons on accountof race, color, or previous 
condition, who shall make lawful application for the benefit of such business, 
calling, or pursuit. 

Sec. 2602. Any party so discriminating shall be considered as having violated 
this chapter, and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not more than 
$200, or imprisonment for not more than six months. 

Src. 2603. Every case arising under section 2601, and not provided for specific- 
ally in some succeeding section, shall be prosecuted and decided in accordance 
with the general provisions of this chapter. 

Sec. 2604. Whoever, being a common carrier under any public license, char- 
ter, rule, or regulation, shall, by himself or another, willfully assign any special 
quarters or accommodations whatever to any passenger or person whom such 
common carrier may have undertaken to carry or who shall under any pre- 
tense deny or refuse to any person lawfully applying for the same accommoda- 
tion equal in every respect to that furnished by him to any other person for like 
compensation or reward in a like case, having no regard to the person per se 
who may be applicants therefor, shall, on conviction, be punished by a fine of 
not more than $1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than six months. 

Sec. 2605. Whoever conducting or managing any theater or other place of 
amusement or recreation, by whatever name the same may be recognized, or 
however called or known, if such theater or place be licensed or chartered, or 
be under any public rule or regulation whatever, shall willfully make any dis- 
crimination against any person lawfully applying for accommodation in, or ad- 
mission to, any such theater or place, on account of the race, color, or previous 
condition of the applicant, or shall refuse or deny to any person lawfully apply- 
ing therefor accommodation equal in every respect to that furnished at such 
place fora like reward to any other person, on account of race, color, or pre- 


vious condition of the applicant therefor, shall, on conviction, be punished by a | 


fine of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment for not more than six months. 
Sec. 2606. Whoever, not being the principal offender under sections 2603 and 
2604 of this chapter, shall aid or abet in or about the commission of any of the 
offenses therein mentioned, shall, on conviction, be punished at the discretion 
of the court. 
Sec, 2607. Every commander, conductor, manager, or other person superin- 


tending or having charge of any vessel or vehicle, or any theater or other place | 


mentioned in this chapter, and, as such, having authority and power to order 


and manage affairs in or about the same, who shall suffer or permit to oceurany | 


violation of this chapter which such commander, conductor or manager, or per- 
son so superintending and having such charge as aforesaid can possibly prevent 
shall be considered an aider and abettor in the commission of any such offense, 
and, on conviction, shall be subject to the penalties provided in section 2605 of 
this chapter. 

Sec. 2608. Every corporation or party whatever, holding any charter or license 
under the authority of this Stcte, who shall violate any of the provisions of this 
chapter, shall thereupon be deemed and held to have committed an abuse of the 


franchises conferred by or under every such charter or license, and, on convic- | 


tion, shall forfeit every such charter or license; and any party or parties who, 
having so forfeited any such charter or license as aforesaid, shall, nevertheless, 
presume to use or operate under or by virtue of the same, as wel! as every per- 
son who shall be found aiding any such party or parties thereabout, shall, on 
conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $500, or imprisonment for not 
more than six months. 

Sec. 2609. In every trial for violating any provisions of this chapter, when it 


shail be charged that any person has been refused or denied admission to, or due 
accommodation in, any of the places in thischapter mentioned, on account of the 
race, color, or previous condition of the applicant, and such applicant is a col- 
ored or black person, the burden shall be on the defendant party or parties so 
having refused or denied such admission or accommodation to show that the 


same was not done in violation of this chapter 


I place this act on record in order to show that in my State the rights 


conferred by law on the colored man are not denied to him. I regret, 


sir, that I have had neither time nor data to enable me to present my 
views to the Senate in aconnected and condensed manner. Norshould 
I have trespassed upon its patience but for my desire to place upon 


record my hearty support of the measure under consideration. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, my disposition was to take no part in 


= = - ———. — 


proposed by the bill and the public demand for such an appropria- 
tion. Every witness examined by the committee upon the condition 
and needs of the public schools in the Southern States urged Federal 
aid to these States to enable them to extend the benefits of a commen- 


| school education to their illiterate children. 


| The Southern States, as has been shown and often repeated in this de- 

bate, have gone to the extent of their ability in providing for the sup- 
| port of public schools. Every State has a well-organized and eflicient 
| system, under the managementof able and highly qualified snperintend- 
| ents; but it is an undeniable fact that the average time the schools are 
| Open will not exceed seventy-tive days in the year, and the consequence 
is that the little learned in the short time the children are in school is 
mostly forgotten while the schools are closed, and thereby the benefits 
of the system are lost to the children, and the whole trouble is charge 
able to the want of money. But some Senators representing Southern 
States which would get a large share of the appropriation say their peo 
plecan getalong without this aid, and that while their burdens are great, 
the evils of illiteracy appalling, yet it is wiser and better in the long 
run that the people be left alone to carry their own burdens, and that 
the virtues to be cultivated and developed by self-reliance and self-sup 
port and long-suffering and patience in their trials are priceless to them 
and their children, while the distribution of about twelve millions the 
first year and an average of over seven and a half millions for ten years 
will be dangerous in its effects upon these high virtues of self-reliance 
and self-support in making them indolent and indifferent in the impo 
tant work of improving and making their publicschools, supported alo: 
by themselves, a great public success and benefit. 

The people of the South have listened a long time to such teachings 
and heeded the cry that it was wrong and dangerous for them to accept 
Federal aid from a common Treasury to which they have contributed 
| more than their just and equal share, and that self-support and self 
reliance were invaluable habits that would develop great qualities in 
the long run. They are waking up and realizing the fact that they 
have had the long run, but the habits of self-support and self-reliance 
are not bettering their condition. They see their associates in a con 
mon Government accepting and appropriating all the aid they can get 
from constitutional and unconstitutional leyislation and exacting trib 
ute by law from every other industry except their own, and while they 
laugh at the self-denial of the people of the South they are growing 
richer and more powerful. 

The Southern States do not ask this appropriation asa bounty. They 
have contributed more than their share of the revenue out of which 
this money is appropriated. The use to which the money is to be ap 
plied will inure largely to the common national benefit in eradicating 
an alarming public evil. It cau not be denied that the dangerous effects 
of illiteracy are far reaching We all know that the difficulties in the 
way of home rule by local governments in the South and the disturbance 
of the friendly and harmonious and confiding relations of our people, so 
indispensable in our experiment of self-government and so necessary in 
securing the benefits and blessings of our union of States, is chargeab|l: 
more largely to the existence of negro illiteracy in our citizenship and 
suffrage than to any other and all other causes combined. Why are v 
unable to unite in a common effort—call it experiment if you pleas 
of lending a helping hand to the States engaged in the struggle wit 
this public calamity ? 

Some Senators representing Southern States, for whose judgment and 
convictions I have the greatest respect, are unable to support the |! 
on constitutional grounds. This objection of course is conclusive B 
I am surprised at their opposition on grounds of expediency. Th 
question the policy of affording this aid because it will beget a di 
sition to look alone to the Federal Treasury for tl 
up their common schools, when the bill itself provides that each Stat 





ie means of keep 





shall raise by its own taxation or otherwise an amount equal to 

| third for five) ears, and thereatter shall raige each year an amount equa 
to what they receive of this appropriation. And let me remind 
brother Senators of the South that while they justly condemn theo 
sive distrust of the Senator from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN | of the « 
and willingness of the Southern States to make a fair and equal 
bution of this money to carry out the objects of the appropriation 
Southern Senators themselves have expressed their distrust of the 
of the people of the Southern States to withstand the temptations and 
dangers of accepting this monev from the Federal Treasury Phey 
press the fear that this Federal money will be a dangerous temptati 
likely to destroy the self-reliance of the people and make them so in- 


different and careless of their duties to contribute out of their ow) 
means to the supportol their common schools that before long the whol 


business of educating the children will have to be given up to the Fed 


the debate upon the bill before the Senate, but the discussion of it has | eral Government 


become so general, and being a member of the committee that reported 


Mr. President, I have no such fears of the effects of the aid afforded by 
; 


it, I feel that I ought to say something in support of its passage. Ido | this bill. This is a Government of the people, by the people, and {or 
not believe that any measure approaching this in importance has been | the people. Our great experiment of self-government by the peopl: 

before the Senate or is likely to be before the Senate this session, with | an established success. The people are abundantly able to take care ot 
as much popular approval of its passage. My service on the Commit- | their own rights and liberties. The band of usurpation may show itsel! 
tee on Education and Labor for five months during the last summerand | in the measures and policies of pelitical parties, but whenever it is 


fall enabled me to learn something of the public necessity for the aid | by the people it will be paralyzed by the first blow at the ballot-b 









2332 


I have no idea that the people of a single State in our Union would 
seriously consider the proposition of surrendering to the Federal Gov- | 
ernment their exclusive jurisdiction and control of the education of 
their own people. The bill before the Senate expressly excludes any 
possibility of such construction, by declaring that the bill does nothing | 
more than furnish aid to the States in exercising their exclusive juris- 
diction over their common schools. There is no pretense of claim of 
power in the Federal Government of any jurisdiction in the establish- 
ment and control of public schools in the States. There is not a single 
provision in the bill before the Senate requiring reports from State offi- 
cials of the use that has been made of the appropriation that is not con- 
tained in the Morrill bill that passed the Senate in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress by a vote of 41 to 6. It must be admitted that the Federal rev- 
enue derived from taxation is as much the property of the United 
States as the public lands, and that when the public lands are donated | 
or the public revenue appropriated it is the right and the duty of Con- 
gress as the trustee and custodian of the public lands and the public 
revenue to require of the States a report to Congress, so that the people 
of the United States may be informed that their money has been 
honestly applied to the objects of the appropriation. 

No, Mr. President; there is no usurpation in this bill. There is no 
danger in it asa precedent. If any justification could ever be claimed 
by any adventurer in the work of usurpation of Federal jurisdiction 
and control of common schools in the States it is mostly to be found 
in the failure of the bill before the Senate. Defeat this bill and leave 
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which I have recently seen of one of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia must be eminently true, that he moved away from that 
city to the city of Washington because he could not venture into a depot 
in Chicago after 9 o’clock at night without a pistol in his pocket. | 
do not say this is true, but if the statistics of the Senator from New 
Hampshire are correct, then I am prepared to believe anything of that 
kind : 

Chicago enrolls less than half—43 per cent.—of her children in the public 


schools; less than one-third are habitually in school; 77,473, or 57 per cent, 
never attend atall. Very few of these receive instruction in private schools. 


But when we come to Cincinnati, then, sir, the darkness, the appall- 
ing darkness that overwhelm Chicago and Saint Louis becomes even 
as light as the noonday sun. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio to the fact that he represents a city in which human life and 
human property, according to these statistics, are not worth even the 
taxation that is paid on the property or worth the paper on which the 
laws are written or printed that purport to give protection to personal 
security and life: 

The average attendance in Cincinnati is 27,000, less than one-third of the whole 
number, while 51,000 are notenrolled at all. It does not relieve this dark picture 
to say that these must be in private schools, for out of the school population of the 
entire State, numbering 1,043,320, only 28,650 are in private schools. Of these 
probably not more than 10,000 can be found in Cincinnati. There are more than 
40,000 children, then, in that great city to-day who are growing up in ignorance 
as dense as that of the jungles of Africa, while they are subjected to the influence 
of the sharpened culture of civilized vice. Yet Cincinnati is one of the best of 











the Southern States to grapple with the evils of negro illiteracy in their 
citizenship and suffrage and carry their other burdens, and there may 
be so much delay and complaint as to attract public attention to the 
demand for relief of this class of illiterates. The offer made in this bill 























jurisdiction of the States. 


vd and jurisdiction. 


ciusive 








If the aid is rejected in doing the work of the 
States jurisdiction may be demanded on the ground of national neces- 
sity to eradicate a national evil and discharge a national obligation. 

\ few words on the constitutional power of Congress to make this 
appropriation. The exercise of the war power produced results and 
conditions that invoked the power of amending the Constitution. As 












































States these results and conditions were incorporated in the Constitution. 
\s aninseparable and necessary result of these organic changes the evils 
and dangers of negro illiteracy were incorporated in the citizenship of the 
States and of the United States and in the voting population of the 
States. To tell me that the United States can impose these evils and 
dangers upon the States by the’ exercise of undoubted powers, and that 






































Union of the standing menace to both of negro illiteracy, is to go a little 
deeper into strict construction than I am willing to follow. 

What effect education of the negro will have upon his qualifications 
for the duties and responsibilities of citizenship and suffrage is a ques- 
tion time alone can solve. I havemy speculations, which it would be 
profitless to discuss. 1 know that there is an overwhelming public de- 
mand that the negro shall have and enjoy the opportunities and advan- 
tages of acommon-school education. AsaSenatorrepresenting Alabama 














































































the Senate my hearty support. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, so faras this debate has proceeded it has 
been based on the statistics presented by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], who has exhibited very commendable zeal and in- 
dustry in advocating this bill. When the Morrill bill was before the 
Senate, to which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] has just al- 
luded, the Senator from New Hampshire made an exhibit of illiteracy 
in the respective cities of the Union, and that exhibit was perfectly ap- 
palling to me, as I suppose it was to other gentlemen whose attention 
was called to it atthat time or subsequently. Ihave had occasion lately 
to review that statement, antl also to examine a review and analysis of 


for the State of New Jersey. Mysurprise could not possibly be exceeded 
by any statement when I saw in the speech of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, in regard to the statistics of Saint Louis: 

Saint Louis has a school population of 106,000; 55,000 are enrolled; 36,000 is 
the average attendance; 50,000 are growing up in the savage state, aggravated 
by those capacities for proficiency in evil which come from the contact With civil- 
ized depravity. 

If there are 50,000 children in a state of utter barbarism, aggravated 
by contact with civilized depravity, in the principal city of Missouri, in 
the interest of human life and human progress I want to know it. If 


warning the innocent stranger from venturing within the walls of that 
most abandoned of American cities, that great modern Gomorrah. If 


be found in the frightful position of the city of Chicago, and I call the 
attention of the recent governor and the present Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLoM] to the fact that the principal city in IMlinois is repre- 
sented to be even worse than that, to be actually worse than the ancient 
cities where corruption reigned supreme; and therefore a statement 


to give temporary aid without attempting interference with the ex- | 
There is a wide difference between | 


conditions of reconstruction and the restoration of the Union of the | 


there is no authority to aid the States in relieving themselves and the | 


and the other United States, I feel constrained to give the bill before | 


the grounds on which it was based by the superintendent of education | 


that be the case, there ought to be safeguards and sign-boards put up | 


there could be any amelioration of the horrible picture it might perhaps | 


| our great cities and Ohio is a model State. 


Mr. President, this condition of affairs is appalling if it exists. As 
the superintendent of education of the State of New Jersey says, it 
demonstrates the appalling fact that with our enormous expenditure 
and with all the agencies we have for the education of children in these 
| United States this state of things exists in thirty-four of the principal 

cities of the United States. 
| Sir, in the State of Missouri if there is one thing of which we are 
| proud, and justly proud, it is our common-school system, and I under- 
| take to say to-day that not in the city of Boston, the boasted city of 
literary culture and advanced civilization, is there a common-school sys 

tem superior—I was about to say equal to that in the city of Saint Louis 
| at this very hour. Hundreds of citizens come there from other por- 
tions of the Union in order to enjoy the advantages of that splendid 
system of common-school education ; and from the very basis of educa- 
tion, from learning the letters up to the classics and German and French 
| and painting and all the accomplishments of education, the high schools 
in Saint Louis are equal to such schools in any portion of the whole Unit- 
ed States. And yet, with these magnificent advantages, according to 
the Senator from New Hampshire there are 50,000 howling dervishes, 
worse than the Cheyennes and Arapahoes with their scalping-knives 
and tomahawks, loose in Saint Louis. 

Now let ussee the basis of these statistics. I trust to the State super- 
intendent of New Jersey for an analysis of these figures. This gentle- 
man, after alluding to the statistics for the State of New Jersey pre- 
sented by the Senator from New Hampshire, which show that there 
are 90,074 children not attending school in the State of New Jersey, 
| makes the following criticism, which I shall detain the Senate by read- 
ing in a spirit of the utmost kindness, because these facts ought to be 
known to the country. If the statistics are true they are reliable, and 
if not we certainly ought to know it, because great injustice has been 
done. 


. 

Let us examine how these figures, showing such a lamentable state of illit- 
eracy,are secured by thesegentiemen. The process isexceeding simple. They, 
in every case, deduct the schoo! enrollment from the school census, and the dif- 
ference is taken by them as expressing the number of children who are growing 
up without a knowledge of reading and writing. The 7,500,000 children in the 
United States of school age who are growing up,as Mr. Cook asserts, in absolute 
ignorance of the English alphabet, is the difference, as will be observed, between 
10,500,000, the aggregate enrollment of school children in the United States, and 
the 18,000,000, the aggregate school census. Inascertaining the number of grow- 
ing illiterates in the cities, Senator BLArrR, in each case, subtracts the number of 
| children enrolled in the public schools from the school census. As, for instance, 
in the case of Chicago, the census is 137,035, and the number enrolled in the pub- 
| lie schools is 59.562; subtracting the latter from the former, we have 77,473 chil- 
dren between the ages of 6 and 21 whose names were not upon the school en- 
rollment during the year for which this report was made,and *his is the number 
of children in Chicago who, according to Senator BLArr’s figures, will never know 
how to read or write. The absurdity of this statement must be apparent to every 
one without argument. 

Let us now see where New Jersey stands in this dark catalogue. Her non- 
enrollment list amounts to 90,074. This is the fearful number of growing illit- 
erates that must be placed to our discredit. This number includes children, 
as we all know, with varying ages rangingfrom 5to 18. Let us imagine that we 
have this vast array of heathen before us, and let us endeavor to ascertain why 
their names are not included in the school-enrollment list. 

From the reports made by the county and city superintendents we are able 
to ascertain the percentage of children of each age not attending school. And 
having the entire number for each age, we are able to determine about how 
many children there are of each age that go to make up this aggregate of 90,074 
so-called illiterates in New Jersey. 

The figures approximately are as follows: 


| Number 5 years of age out of school 


i 





These are infants under 5— 
Mewling and puking in the nurse’s arms. 
They are illiterates ‘‘who will never know how to read or write!’’ 
They are shut out from this temple of education which the Senator from 
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New Hampshire seeks to erect in every State of the Union. Then this 


superintendent goes on: 


Number 5 years of age out of school 
Number 6 years of age out of school... 
Number 7 years of age out of school... 
Number 8 years of age out of school... 
Number 9 years of age out of school... a es 
Number 10 years of age out Of SCHOOL... .........ccccccccceee ceeeeeeeeeeneneeseneeeeeeeeeees 
Number 11 years of age out of SCHOOL... ... 20. .........cceeee eee nee cenenees eee ee ene cee eens 

Number 12 years of age out of school... 
Number 13 years of age out of school... 


268 
569 


5, 41 





Number 14 years of age out of school... 1 132 
Number 15 years of age out of school... 15. 423 
Number 16 years of age out of school... 20. 109 
Number 17 years of age out of school 553 





Now, excluding the infants—for we should not surely be cruel enough 
to say that because they have not learned to read and write before 5 
years of age they will never learn—when we come to those who are 
14, 15, 16, or 17 years old, in this age of ours and with the American 
people constituted as they are, with this progressive blood which leaps 
like torrents in the face of every one of these children, we know that 
they are fitted for the duties of manhood and we know that there are 


hundreds and thousands of boys who at 14 and 15 become self-sup- | 


porting, who go into the world with an education not perfect in the 
classics, not full of accomplishments, but with enough learning in re- 
gard to reading and writing to enable them to take part in the battle 
of life. And yet according to the Senator, if I am correct and if the 
superintendent of New Jersey is correct, he presents in his exhibit 


11,132 who are out-of school at 14 years of age, 15,423 at 15 years of 


age, 20,109 at 16 years of age, and 22,553 at 17 years in his aggregate 
of the illiterates of New Jersey. 

I call attention to the fact that as you increase the school age you in 
crease the number of children who are non-attendants. The children 


of the poor, who are only able to attend when they can not work, up to 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 17, are then called to assist the family in sup- 


porting the younger children and a dependent mother or father per- 
haps. 


tion entirely ? 


this ? 


Of this vast army of 90,074 poor unfortunates who Senator BLarr, in histender 
compassion, says *‘ might as well have been born in a heathen country,”’ 8,764 
Many of them are well dressed; some, indeed, are even 
handsomely attired, and show evidence of coming from homes where they are 
They ap- 
pear bright and intelligent, and it would seem quite within the range of possi- 
bilities, during the thirteen school-going years that are still before them, for 
some of them at least to acquire the ability to call by name the letters of the 
We are assured, however, that such can never be the case. 
Eight thousand seven hundred and 
sixty-four children in this State5 years of age and out of school, whoare “ grow- 
ing up,” as Rev. Joseph Cook asserts, “without a knowledge of the English 
A great army of little boys and girls just out of babyhood, “and 
not one of them,’’ says Senator BLatr, *‘ will ever know how to read or write!”’ 
have 568 
Many of them also appear well dressed and 
In ascertaining why they are not attending school we find 
that many of them are being taught at home by their mothers, and are already 
able to read fluently in the readers of the lower grades; but their names are not 
in the school registers, and hence they, too, are classed with this vast array of 


are 5 years of age. 


surrounded not only with the comforts of life but with its luxuries. 


English alphabet. 
Behold, therefore, the awful spectacle! 


alphabet !”’ 


Let us next consider the condition of those 6 years of age. We 
of those that are out of school. 


even intelligent. 


unfortunate illiterates. 


I call the attention of the Senate to this, because it comes from a 
man whose life is devoted to education; it comes from an expert; it 
comes from the superintendent of education of one of the States of | 


this Union. 


Of those 7, 8, and 9 years of age but few in this State are found out of school, 
Their absence may be temporary, for which | 
various reasons may be assigned. Many of them were in school last year and | 
will be again next year, but this year they are included in that fearful list rep- 
resented by the difference between the enrolled attendance and the total census, 
ignorance as dense as that in the jungles of Af- 


only 268, or] per cent. of each age. 


“ 


and hence are growing up in 
rica.”’ 

Of those 10 years of age we have 536; of those 11, 1,569; of those 12, 2,975. 
reasons for these being out of school are various. 
wealth 
ors at their own homes. 
been born in a heathen country.” 

Of those 13 yearsof age we have5,641; ofthose 14, 11,132; of those 15, 15,423. 


course. They not only have learned to read and write, but have acquired a good | the labor of a country, to fit them for exportation; or, it may domesti 
knowledge of geography, grammar, and arithmetic, and some of them have | use. They act upon the subject before it becomes an article of foreign commer 
even — branches still more advanced, as history and kindred studies. | or of commerce among the States,and prepare it for that purpose. They form 
They belong to that large but respectable class of children who at these ages, | a portion of that immense mass of legislation which embraces everything with 


ranging from 13 to 15, must begin to earn something for their own support. 
They have se 


They are in our factories, our shops, and our stores and offices. 

cured their positions because of th 

ceived in our schools. 

among those who “ will never know how to read or write.” 
We have remaining those 16 and 17 years of age. 


e educational training they have already re 


they reach the age of 16. Between 40,000 and 50 
illiterates have reached these ages, 16 and 17. T 
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3, 764 | 
568 | 
268 | 
268 | 


536 | 


2, 975 | 


Is it fair, is it right to put them in this table as illiterates | 
with those who can not read and write, who are shut out from educa- 
Is it fair to stamp illiteracy upon such a vast propor- 
tion of the citizens of the United States in the face of an exhibit like 


The 
Many of them belong to 
families, and are receiving a superior education under special mstruct- 
They too, Senator Barr thinks, ** might as well have 


We 
observe how rapidly the number of those out of school is increasing, and any 
one having had charge of a school knows how largea proportion of our children 
leave at these ages. The great bulk of them have finished their educational 


They also, however, are classed, without question, as 






23 


~* 


3:3 


Still we are called upon behold the 
growing up in ignorance as dense as that 


are established in homes of theirown. 
awful record!’’ These, too, are 
in the jungles of Africa.” 


to- 


I am obliged to Mr. Apgar forthis statement. I do not conceive how 
it is possible for the Senator from New*Hampshire to arrive at the 
statistics which he has given here except from the basis which Mr 
Apgar puts down in the pamphlet from which I have read. The Sen 
ator from New Hampshire must have taken the enrollment under the 
census and then the school enrollment, and subtracting one from the 
other hearrived at the terrible and appalling conclusion that there were 
all these children not enrolled upon the school books, and that the 
difference between that and the census enrollment consists of those who 
| are perpetually and forever involved in a hopeless and remediless sit 
uation or condition of illiteracy and darkness. 

Suppose the Senator from New Hampshire is correct; suppose it is 
true that there are fifty thousand howling savages to-day in the city ot 
Saint Louis, with our educational system as good as can be invented by 
mortal man, I undertake to say, with the present lights before us in 
regard to educating children, then the conclusion is irresistible that no 
matter how much the National Government may give, there is a radical 
defect in the system of voluntary education, and money even ean not 
remedy it. You are then compelled to come to that other proposition 
| which involves the very existence of free government in my opinion 
which is the greatest problem to be determined yet upon this continent 
the right of the State to resort to compulsory education. My own mind 
upon that subject is thoroughly and emphatically made up. It is not 
necessary now to discuss it; but if the statistics of the Senator from 
New Hampshire are correct, then the only resort that can be had in this 
Government to prevent illiteracy and its effect upon the suff 
making it vicious is to compulsory education. 

One word :nore, for 1 de not propose to say anything further on this 
bill except to record my vote against it. The Senator from Ohio {Mi 
SHERMAN ] said in his speech to the Senate day betore yesterday that 
it was as clear as a proposition from Euclid that if you concede the 
power of the National Government to make a donation to the States for 
the purpose of removing illiteracy, the larger power embraced the 
smaller, and the National Government could put 
that grant as it pleased. The Senator from Ohio made a mistake that 
never would have been made by a lawyer who had trained himself t: 
| analysis as to a proposition of this kind. The Senator from Uhio treats 

this subject as if it were a matter of compact between man and man or 

between one corporatign and another. I grant that the large: 

power embraces the smaller in a personal contract between two ind 

viduals, but that rule does not hold where there is a written constitu 

tion and where the National Government is limited in its functions té 

the written powers that are delegated to it by the States in that Con 
| stitution. The General Government might have the power to give t 
| the States, and yet would not have the power to impose conditions 
which would absolutely amount to the National Government going int: 
the States for the purpose of choosing and marking out the educationa 
system of the State to which it made the donation. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. PtGu], who takes a very different 
view of this question from myself, admits the proposition. He say 
there is a very great difference between jurisdiction and the mere powe! 
of donation. The Supreme Court recognized that in the greatest de: 
ion ever delivered upon this question by any tribunal upon this con 
tinent. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], who has dis 
cussed most ably and learnedly this question in opposition to my views 


inh 


such conditions upon 


vou 


| went back tothe Bible, so all constitutiona! questions in regard to edu 
sation went back to the great case of Gibbons rs. Ogden, in 9 Wheaton 
I undertake to say that the Supreme Court of the United States decide 


in carrying out the jurisdictional powers reserved by the States in the 
formation of the Federal compact, it could not go into the States an 
interfere with the machinery by which those powers were carried out 


Large, pages 474 and 619, and in regard to the State power of quaran 
tine. In the first place, let us look—and I will not weary the Senate 
at the general proposition laid down by the court in regard to suct 
powers as are claimed to-day to exist in the National Government 
Says the court: 

to improve the quality of arti 


The object of inspection laws is ic] 
be, for 


les produces 


- | be most advantageously exercised by the Statesthemselves. Inspection law 
quarantine laws, health laws of evéry description, as well as laws for regulat 
| the internal commerce of a State, and those which respect turnpike roar 


ries, &c., are component parts of this mass 





Ninety-eight per cent. of all 
the children in the schools of the cities complete their school course by the time 
ofthis aggregate of 90,07 
eir education closed with the 
grammar-school course. These are classed as young men and young women. 
The majority of the former are in business. while the latter are engaged in home 
duties. Some of the young men at this age are pursuing their studies under 
private tutors preparatory to entering college; and some of the young ladie 
17 years of age, we venture to believe, have already changed their names and 


Here the court declares emphatically and distinctly that the Gener 
4 | Government has no control over inspection or quarantine laws, but thos 
are reserved to the States respectively. Now says the court 
The acts of Congress passed in 1796 and 1799, empowering and direct 
officers of the General Government to conform to and assist inthe exe 
the quarantine and health laws of a State proceed, it is said, upon the 


these laws are co It is undoubtedly true that they do proceed 


< 


itutional 


| said when we had the Morrill bill before us in 1879, that as all religions 


in that case that while the National Government could aid the States 


That decision was made in regard to statutes found in 1 Statutes at 


the territory of a State not surrendered to a general government, all which cat 
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and t constitutionality of such laws has never, so far as we are in- 
been denied. But they do not imply an acknowledgment that a State 
htfully rerulate commerce with foreign nations or among the States; 
» not imply that such laws are an exercise of that power or enacted 

“On mtrary, they are treated as quarantine and health 
yminated in the acts of Congress, and are considered as flowing 
knowledged power of a State to provide forthe health of itscitizens. 
¥ Wheaton, 208, 205 
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1e Ol 


t portion of this decision the court had already laid 
1 most emphatically that the health laws of a State could not be 
interfered with by the National Government; that that was a portion 
of the great mass of reserved powers remaining in the States after they 
had delegated others to the General Government. But the court says 
further in regard to these statutes, in which the United States Govern- 
ment directed its officers to assist a State in the execution of its health 
id quarantine regulations, that the General Government could assist 
State in carrying out its own laws, but could not possibly bring laws 
f its own to enforce them upon the States in regard to that subject. 
But, says the Senator from Ohio, the State need not take the money; 
the State can refuse it. If the General Government has no right to 
impose its will upon the State in regard to the system of education or | 
in regard to the system of health laws or quarantine laws, no matter 

what the State agrees to, the power does not exist and can not exist in 

the General Government. 

Sir, it is not fair to state that the power to make regulations is not an 
absolute control of this whole subject by the General Government. Look 
at it inabsolute practice. Suppose that the General Government should 
say toa State, ‘‘ Here are $5,000,000 for the education of your children; 
but you must appoint a superintendent 30 years old, who has resided in 
the State for five years, whoshall inspect personally every school district, 
who shall have reports made to him every six months; you shall ex- 
pend so much money; you shal! have teachers who are of a certain age, 
who have such qualifications, who shall teach school for eight months 
in the year.’’ Isnotthatabsolute control? If you grant for an instant 
that the National Government has the right to make one single condi- 
tion you grant the power in the National Government to control the 
school system absolutely in all the States. 

It is a mere quibble—I say it respectfully—to tell me that the States 
can take this donationor not at theirown will. I say theGeneral Gov- | 
ernment has no right to put conditions upon its grant. It can assist 
the States, as it may in regard to quarantine laws under the decision 
in Gibbons vs. Ogden. Itcan say tothe State, ‘‘ Here is somuch money 
or somuch land; takeit;’’ but when it comes tosay upon what condition 
you shall take it, that you must apply itso and so, insuch a fashion, at 
such a time, under such limitations, then I say the Constitution of the 
United States is violated, which in its whole spirit, scope, intent, and 
meaning says that the States shall control the system of education in | 
their own way and according to their own pleasure. 

We have heard frequently here that this is a temporary system; that 
this is to last but for a time; that this is only for a few short years, in 
order to relieve this enormous burden of ignorance pressing upon the 
people of the United States. When wasit ever known that $105,000,000 
was given to any system and then let stop? You might as well tell me 
that the man whose system has become inured and accustomed to a ter- 
rible stimulant, who is poisoned with alcohol, who is drenched with 
chloral, whose brain and nerve and heart and blood are all subjected to 
the demon, will step up voluntarily and say, ‘‘Give me no more; give 
me water, but no more of the agency that is sapping my life and de- 
stroying all my hopes here and hereafter.’’ 

I tell you that this system, if it is established, is here forever. It 
never was known that a system like this terminated after it was once 
begun. How often have we seen it around this Capitol, when these ad- 
vances were made, these steps honored through a breach in the Consti- 
tution, almost imperceptible at first. We started here a little agricult- 
ural department. Look to what enormous proportions it has grown. 
Year after year it has demanded more (I-say nothing about the policy; 
I speak of the fact), until to-day from one end of the Union to the other 
almost the clamor comes up, ‘* Make this a department of the Govern- 
ment, and the head of it a Cabinet officer.’’? Will you pour $105,000,000 
of artificial stimulus into the educational system of the respective States 
and then tell me that it will stop? It will never stop until this Govern- 
ment ceases to exist. At the end of the time these same States will be 
found here without self-dependence, looking to the National Govern- 
ment, looking away from their own energies and their own self-respect, 
and will cry out like the daughters of the horse-leech, ‘* More, more, 
more !’’ 

Sir, I can not say more emphatically than I do now with my whole 
heart and soul that when the time comes that the people of the respect- 
ive States shall look away from themselves to the great National Gov- 
ernment for assistance under a clause of the Constitution which our 
fathers made so plain that the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not 
err in regard to it—when that time comes there will be nothing left to 
quarrel over in regard to this Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not rise to reply to the argument 
or the oration of the Senator from Missouri at this time. I suggest to | 
him that there is something of a false analogy in that which he has 
just stated to the Senate. The difficulty is that those sections of our 

country where illiteracy now so largely abounds are already accus- 
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that subject more. 
i 
| every Senator who has spoken upon the constitutional aspect of this 
question were wrong, that intelligence is an indispensable condition to 
the existence of a republican government, whether it be the National 
Government or the State governments; and that being anindispensable, 
primary, fundamental condition, upon which the structure of the State 
| governments and the National Government alike must rest if either 


| exists republican in form, that assumption being correct, it is consti- 


| attended of those who were within the school ages of the States. 
_ average daily attendance for the year was only 5,804,993; that is to say, 


~ 


‘, 
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omed to the deadly habit of partaking of the poisonous decoction of 
gnorance to too great an extent. They do have the fatal habit to 


which he alludes, and the proposition of the bill is to substitute a more 


1ealthful form of drink. We propose to give cold water, and to sub- 


stitute it immediately according to the necessity, and gradually we 
suppose that as the patient is cured the patient will himself, accumu- 


ating as is the inevitable result of temperance and sobriety and indus- 


trious habits, gain the means wherewith he will supply his own neces- 
sities of intellectual food and drink. 


The analogy is a false one. 
So far as the Senator’s concluding remarks are concerned, he is en- 


tirely at fault in regard to the question of the constitutionality of this 


ill. That appears to be conceded almost universally upon both sides 
f the Chamber, and it seems to me to be a waste of time to argue on 
No one has yet been able to show that the prem- 
ses laid down in the opening of this debate and repeated by almost 


tutional to do that without which the Constitution itself can not exist. 
The right of self-defense seems to be inherent, and if intelligence is 
indispensable to the existence of National and State Government alike, 
it is an ebsurdity to reason that it is unconstitutional to do that which 
is indispensable to the existence of the nation or the State. 

Now, coming to a speech which I made on a former occasion when 


| the returns of the census were fresh, when I had collated them as the 


result of my own personal effort and had been alarmed and shocked 
like the Senator, like everybody who had examined them at all, and 
when I made a mistake in some of my deductions and incorporated that 
mistake in my speech, I am willing to admit all the Senator says. It 
was a mistake, and by some lurid rhetoric involved an incorrect deduc- 
tion inthe matter of degree. Truthful it was so far as the evil itself is 
concerned, but untruthful as a statement of the degree to which it ex- 
isted. I do not suppose that the Senator would think of holding either 
himself or any one else quite to the standard of mathematical strict- 
ness in the use of the English language if his feelings were somewhat ex- 
cited. I think theSenator may find perhaps in his own experience as 
a speaker and orator, on reviewing what he may have said, that occasion- 
ally he has somewhat overstated, from the impulses of an active imag- 
ination overexcited at the time, the absolute, strict, and impartial pro- 
portions of the subject with which he was dealing. I am free to say 
that I have no doubt I did so; but Idid not err to the extent to which 
the Senator seems to think; at least I believe not; and if I erred I gave 
the figures, I gave the census, I gave the same data to the public that 
I had acted upon myself; and if there is only one man in the United 
States, the superintendent of public instruction in the State of New 
Jersey, who has discovered my error, it is not I think fair to reason 
that I was to a very great extent at that time negligent in my exam- 
ination, for the public have had those figures from then until now. 
The figures which the census contains, and which I used on that oc- 
casion, are the sworn returns of the census itself. Those returns give 
the actual school population. They do not include the infants of 5 years 
of age and less, but the school population, those included within the ages 
in the several States who are expected to attend school, whose attendance 
upon school is contemplated by virtue of the legislation of the States 
themselves. The school population of course varies in different States, 
and the extremes are greatest between 5 and 21 years of age. I think 


| there is one State where they are between 4and 21. They vary from that, 


which is the largest extent of lifetime included in the school age, down 
to 6 and 14, I believe, or 8 and 16, or 8.and 15. The entire number 
enrolled, as the returns show, that is, the entire school population in- 
cluded in those ages, is, by the census, 15,803,535. That is the entire 
number that in contemplation of law should be attending the schools 
of the various States. The actually enrolled in the year 1880 (that is 
to say, those who actually attended the schools that year) numbered 
9,780,773. As the Senator will perceive, less than two-thirds actually 
The 


of the pupils included within the school age throughout the United 
States there was an average attendance of less than one-third. If there 


| is reason in the laws of the various States which contemplate a common- 


school education as being obtained during the period covered by their 
laws, it is certainly a most unfortunate and startling commentary to 
say that the children of the United States, judged by their actual daily 
attendance, are deriving only one-third in mass of that degree of edu- 
cation which in contemplation of law it is supposed they should acquire. 

It is very true that when you come to examine the distribution of 
such education as is considered by the laws of the various States as a 
necessity, in order to fit the children of the country for a suitable dis- 
charge of the duties of life, the education acquired is in the aggregate 
about one-third of that which should be acquired, and it is so distrib- 
uted that there are not probably in the city of Saint Louis 50,000 chil- 
dren growing upin absolute ignorance, and of course I was wrong in re- 
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| 
gard to that, but the evil is disseminated throughout the entire mass; 
and to the nation, to the mass at large, the evil is as startling as | 
stated it to be. I say that the children ofthe American people to-day 
are receiving just about one-third of the education which in the con- 
templation of the laws of the several States they should receive to qual- 
ify them for the duties of life. I am sorry that I drew an erroneous 
deduction, but I did do so, and I take the first opportunity during the 
debate to call attention to it and to correct it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to call his attention to | 
another statement? Idid not refer to those statistics in order to make | 
any personal attack on the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that to be the case. 
cism was very just. 

Mr. VEST. For I knew the Senator would do what he has done; 
that if he had made any mistake he would rectify it. I am glad to 
state that. 

I understood the Senator to say yesterday (I neglected to mention it 
in the remarks I made), when the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BUTLER] was on the floor, that there were only 500,000 children in the 
United States in private schools. Is that the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. BLAIR. The census returns show the number of pupils in pri- 
yate schools to be 567,160. The table from which I made my former 
statement was one that was prepared and furnished to me before the 
final footing-up of the returns, and was understood to be substantially 
correct, and, if I remember, that table stated the number ata very little 
over 500,000; but the figure I now give is the final footing-up. It is 
less than 600,000 according to the census. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senator, irrespect- 
ive of the census, to a simple fact which is known, I presume, to every 
Senator present, that the Roman Catholics in the United States do not 
send their children to the public schools; that as a matter of religious 
duty at least they think they should not attend those schools; and I am 
utterly amazed to hear the statement even from the census or anywhere 
else that there are only 500,000 children in the United States in pri- 
vate schools. I undertake to say that if the fact is ascertained it will 
be found that there are that many children of Roman Catholic parents 
who on a question of religion do not attend the public schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not worth while, and I will not quarrel with the 
Senator over a million or two. There are 20,000,000 children in the 
United States of school age, I think, at the present time. If you could 
get at the exact number, I believe there are over that at the present 
time. We must have an aggregate population of at least 56,000,000 to- 
day, and making all allowance for any mistakeor omission of that kind 
on account of the Catholic children being instructed in Catholic schools 
(the moreof them the better), it would be utterly impossible from these 
mathematical statements for us to form anything like a really adequate 
conception of the evil of illiteracy as it exists in this country. 

In regard to the matter of Catholic schools I wish to state that I had 
a conversation during the last summer with a Catholic priest, a very in- 
telligent gentleman, on the sidewalk of I think Mulberry street, in New | 
York, or one of the streets in the lower partof New York. He wasmuch 
interested in schools, and he told me that there were in that very as- 
sembly district over 2,500 children who so far as he knew had no op- 
portunity of attending school anywhere, either in the schools furnished 
by the Catholic Church or the common schools of the city or anywhere, 
who so far as he knew were growing up in this absolute ignorance that 
would be discreditable in the jungles of Africa, certainly so in the city 
of New York. 

The table to which the Senator has alluded and the statement which | 
I then made in reference to the condition of things in our large cities 
was I think in substance just. I to-day believe that there is as much 
danger to the institutions of this country growing out of the illiterate 
condition of the great cities in the North as there is from the illiteracy 
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of the Southern States; and what I then said was in illustration and | 


enforcement of that fact, if it be a fact. There is no great city in the 
North that does not control practically the State in which it is situated 
and perhaps some of the adjoining States. Take the great city of New 
York, with Connecticut and New Jersey lying close, and in the influ- 


} education has been established by a long series of precedents, beginning al 
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from Maryland and have it incorporated as a part of my remarks and 
read to the Senate. It is signed by the president and every officer, | 
think, of the institution. It was forwarded to me by the superintend- 
ent of education, Hon. Mr. Newell, of the State of Maryland. Ia 
the Secretary to read it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE). 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
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The paper will be read 


To the honorable 


the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Co 


ngress asseml 


The undersigned respectfully pray for the passage of Senate hill 
aid in the establishment and temporary support of common sehools 
by the Committee on Education and Labor; 
ing reasons: 


First. Because the right of the National 


No 
sasamended 


t the follow- 


SUS to 
and they beg to subn 


Legislature to aid and encourage 


imeost 
with the foundation of the Government 

Second. Because many States are in sore need of such aid, and that through 
no fault of their own. 

Third. Because Congress is able to give the needed aid without imposing 
additional burdens on the people 

Fourth. Because the provisions of the bill under consideration will insure 
the greatest help where it is most needed. 

Fifth. Because the bill does not propose to establish national schools under 
the supervision of the National Government, but simply to aid the several States 
in supporting their State school systems under State officers 

Sixth. Because the aid thus extended is to be temporary and will cease at a 
time when it may be presumed that it will be no longer needed. 

Sevenih. Because the bill provides a reasonable and suflicient guarante@that 
the money distributed under it will be expended in good faith for the purpose 
intended. 

For these reasons, and because the various details in the amended bill now 
before the Senate have been long and carefully considered, your memorialists 
respectfully ask that the bill be passed substantially as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

GEO. W. DOBBIN, 
President of the Johns Hopkins University Trustces. 
DANIEL C. GILMAN, 
President Johns Hopkins University. 
IRA REMSEN, 
Professor of Chemistry, Johns Hopkins University. 
B. L. GILDERSLEEVE, a 
Professor of Greek, Johns Hopkins University. 
EDWARD M. HARTWELL. 
HERBERT B. ADAMS, 
Assoc Prof. History, J. H. U. 
RICHARD T. ELY. 
HENRY WOOD, 
Assoc, in English, J. H. U 
E. STANLEY HALL, 
Lecturer. 
EDW. INGLE. 
L. W. WILHELM. 
B. JAMES RAMAGE. 
N. MURRAY. 
T. R. BALL. 
A. H. TOLMAN. 
G. THEO. DIPPOLD. 
W. H. WILLIAMS. 
GEO. DOBBIN PENNIMAN 
Cc. L. WOODWORTH, Jx., 
Instructor of Elocution, J. H. U 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New Hampshire de- 
sired to have the paper read only as a part of his speech, the Chair un 
derstood. 

Mr. BLAIR. Only as part of my remarks. It is signed by the en 
tire faculty, as I understand, of one of the leading institutions of the 


| country, and is the result of action taken since this debate commenced 


Mr. CALL Mr. President, the measure is far above all ideas having 
their origin in partisan bitterness or sectional prejudice. 

I have no argument to make with those whose conceptions of right 
in great questions of public policy or of proposed beneficent results 
measure new policies by vindictive reference to the past or to the origin 
and history of African slavery, nor with those who believe that the 
white people of the Southern States, whether poor or rich, are degraded 
| and ignorgnt. 

To those who see in themselves and their own surroundings nothing 
but excellence, and perceive nothing of glory, honor, high character, 
and devoted patriotism in the political, social, and religious history of 
the people of the Southern States, it is useless to address either argu 
ment or remonstrance. 


| 





ence of that city practically, and in the political influence of that city, 
it is almost a controlling power, as the center of the population sur- 
rounding it. Suppose the other States are left entirely out of the calcula- 
tion, there is no questiou that the illiteracy of the city of New York 
will control the State of New York to-day, and the result in the State 
of New York in any national election is understod to be decisive. What 
is true of the State of New York would be equally true of the State of 
Ohio, or of the State of Missouri, or of Illinois as to the influence of 
Cincinnati, Saint Louis, and Chicago. There is no one of the national 
elections, so closely contested as they are, which is not at the disposal 
of the ignorant vote in any one of the great cities of the North. I ven- 
ture to make that assertion, and if it shall turn out in the end that I 
am mistaken in regard to it I shall be exceedingly glad; but I think 
there is some history that illustrates and enforces that proposition out- 
side of the figures of the census. 


I have here a communication from Johns Hopkins University, which | 


I received this morning, and have kept my eye out for a Senator from 
Maryland to present it. I will preseut it with the leave of the Senators 








But their judgment is not the judgment of the intelligent and thought 
ful people of this country, North or South. TheyJlove both South and 
North, and find nothing ignorant, repulsive, deg 
and women either of the South or Nerth 

What matters it to us here and now what was the cause of slavery o1 
who was to blame? _ It does not concern the consideration of this m 
ure what was the relative proportion of white persons in the 5 
and Northern States who could not read or write in 1850, 
the cause of such proportion. 

It matters not whether it y or th ures i 
pursuits of the country which led toits sparse settlement and prevented 
public schools. I shall not ent L h 
a fancy for it indulge in tl 


or raded in the men 


or wha 


Was Siavery pes tliat sual athe 


: =i . 
into the su ect, et those w ni 
I 
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i ) t 
his declamation. am content with the 
knowledge that a brave, virtuous, and religious people, with less of 
crime and more of generous virtues than communities 
a larger proportion of those who could read and write, have 
these Southern States from the beginning of their settlement u 


present time, and that there are but few who have been 
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who could $ 
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them or have known them who do not cherish with pride and pleasure 
the memory of thisconnection. I pass from this subject without further 
remarks to answer the objections to this bill. 

It proposes an appropriation for ten years from the national Treasury 
in aid of education to the several States. Beyond this Congress this 
act must rely on the exercise of the legislative power of succeeding 
Congresses to give it effect, and we can in no way bind any succeeding 
Congress in the exercise of their power of appropriation. It is, except | 
as it now appropriates money, nothing more than a legislative declara- 
tion of the opinion of this Congress as to an important object of public 
policy which must rely on public opinion and future Congresses for its 
continuance. As such I accept it. 

I shall therefore consider it as a bill making an appropriation of 
$15,000,000 to the States in aid of education. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE BILL. 

It is objected that there is no power in the General Government to | 
make such an appropriation; that the policy is a vicious one in that it | 
will make the States dependent on the National Government; that it 
will make the people of the States indifferent in their exertions to raise 
money by State taxation for purposes of education; that the conditions 
of the gift are an invasion of the power of States in that they prescribe 
what books shall be used and what branches of learning shall be taught. 

These are the important objections. The proportions of aid which 
different Senators favor are not so important, as they admit and sup- 
port the principle of the bill. 


1 
} 


NO PLACE FOR RESENTMENTS, 

Mr. President, I heard with a great deal of pleasure the defense of 
the bill made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who | 
spoke day before yesterday. In his speech he said that if we were to 
take counsel of our resentments we might perhaps draw some con- | 
clusions which were distrustful of the efficacy of the bill. It might be 
said with a great deal of truth that upon both sides this sentiment 
should have force with respect to all our acts of legislation I concur 
with him that it is not a subject upon which we should allow our re- 
membrances of the past or any resentful feelings which may originate 
out of them to have any place here, it has been with great gratifica- 
tion that I have observed that upon the other side of the Chamber 
there has been in many instances an entire forgetfulness that there was 
anything in the past history of this country which had created a feel- 
ing of prejudice or distrust in the consideration of the questions pertinent 
to this measure, which proposes the appropriation of $15,000,000, and 
annually thereafter of a diminishing sum for ten years, to be given to 
the States in proportion to their illiterate people.over ten years of age, 
for their education in the elementary branches of learning. 

This subject is far above and beyond the reach of resentments or of 
prejudices. It is entirely removed from the region of party feeling or 
sectional prejudice. The time has passed when with the people of this 
country either North or South there can be a feeling of distrust or 
prejudice created because of their sectional residence or because of the 
war or the facts which grew out of it. They marry and intermarry, 
and form business and social and political relations, and are the same 
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he should express the opinion that there is any reason why the Go, 
ernment of the United States, when making a donation of money 0; 
of any other property under its power of appropriation, may not declar, 


the object to which that donation shall be applied. Why, sir, there js 
not a land-grant that hasever been made toa State to aid the construc- 
tion of a railroad which has not affirmed that it was for the specii 
purpose of building that road, and failing in that, that it should retur; 
tothe Government. There can be noact of giving without designatiny 
the purpose, unless it be a general gift without any special purpose, 
and it is no surrender of the independence of the donee in accepting 
Why ? Beeaus 
the act of donation is not aa exercise of power, but is an acknowledy 
ment of the right of the acceptor to refuse or reject. It is an acknow!}- 
edgment, a recognition, that it is not within the scope of power exer 
cised as power, but thatit isa free gift, requiring the assent of the party 
accepting. Even Mr. Calhoun, the great advocate of State rights and 
the most limited construction of the powers of the National Govern- 
ment, made a report in favor of the passage of a bill for dividing al! 
the public lands between the States—with several conditions impose: 
by Congress on the States—and providing for the assent of the States 
these conditions. 

It is therefore true that in the history of this country, as was stated 
the other day in relation to the appropriation in aid of the interstate 
commerce of the country upon the resolution of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], that Mr. Monroe, in his construction of the Constitu- 
tion, expressly affirmed that the power of appropriation was not re- 
stricted or limited to the specific grants of the Constitution. And | 


¢ 
to 


| heard with surprise the distinguished Senator from Texas affirm as an 


undeniable proposition that there could be no power in the Government 
to make thisdonation, this gift to the States, in aid of education or any 
other purpose, without assuming to themselves the authority and power 
of carrying it intoeffect, of invading the territorial jurisdiction and sov- 


| ereignty of the States in enforcing that power. 


How will assent toa condition attached to a gift that it shall be used 
by the donee in his discretion fora certain lawful object, which is in th: 
interest both of the giver and the accepter, destroy or affect the inde- 
pendence of the iatter? I fail entirely to perceive it or to understand 
the processes of argument which reach such a conclusion. The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoKE] finds power in the Constitution to give the pub 
lic lands to the States for education or otherwise in the clause which 
authorizes Congress to dispose of the public lands. But, unfortunately 
for the argument, the power to dispose of the ‘‘ other property ’’ of the 
United States is given by the same clause, and the money of the United 
States is certainly property of the United States; and by his own argu 
ment the Senator finds an express warrant to dispose of or give this 
money property to the States. The Senator from Missouri finds a vio- 
lation of the reserved rights and powers of the States in the condition 
imposed on the gift—that the States shall agree to use it for the teach- 
ing of certain branches of learning 

This would certainly be true if the act was an exercise of power to 
this end, and the State would have no power to consent to such an ex- 





in all respects as if they were the people of the same section or State, 
and it is not within the power of.any man or party to create distrust 
in the people of one section of those of the other. 

DISTRUST OF STATES 

Mr. President, we are dealing with a great public question, a ques- 
tion on which we can not impeach the character of the people of any 
State. If it be true that any State within this Union can not be trusted 
to perform the constitutional duties and functions which are imposed 
upon it under our form of government, then the impeachment is not 
of the people of that State but of the Government of the United States, 
of the Constitution and form of government under which we'live, and 
it is quite as much an act of secession fatal to the Union and disloyal to 
the Constitution for us to impeach and by legislative action to control 
and direct the exercise of its powers by a State within the scope and 
limit of its constitutional functions as was the armed secession of the 
Southern States. 

We are bound by our fealty to the Government to accept and act on 
the entire capacity and good faith of that organism of States upon 
which our fabric of government rests for the continuance of this Union 
of indestructible States, and therefore although we may constitution- 
ally exercise the power of appropriation in aid of this or other sub- 
jects of legislation, which are within the powers not granted to the 
United States and not prohibited to the States but reserved to them, 
we can only do it by aiding the State with its consent, leaving it free 
in the performance of its constitutional functions, and trusting to the 
honor and good faith of its people for the proper application and use of 
the means given to her. This is the sole and all-sufficient guarantee 
which our form of government has provided for the exercise by the 
States of all the great powers and trusts which are left to them, and 
upon which both personal rights and property depend. 

CONGRESS DECLARES THE OBJECT OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

In the course of the discussion on the constitutionality of the bill I 
have been surprised at my distinguished friend from Missouri, whose 
mind is so acute and whose expression of hisideas is so admirable, that 


IS DISLOYALTY. 





ercise of power within her territory. It would be quite as much in prin- 
ciple a surrender of her essential power, quite as much a withdrawal 
from the Union of ‘‘indestructible States,’’ as was the act of secession 
3ut the exercise of the power to teach reading and writing in a State, 
and the recognition of the right of a State to agree to teach them or not 
teach them, is as different as anything in reason or nature, and this is 
all that will be done under this bill if it becomes a law. 


NO POWER IN THE GENERAL GOVERNMENT 


The Senator from Texas finds it an undeniable proposition that if 
Congress has power to give money to the States in aid of education, 
therefore it would have power to impbdse and prescribe the conditions ot 
education and establish or prohibit it without the consent of the States; 
that is, the power to give carries with it the power to force—consent 
carries with it the consequence of surrendering the right of consent and 
the obligation of submission to force. If it has power to give money to 
the States for education, they have the power to force the States to use 
the money as they may prescribe, and by law to command that children 
of all ages, sexes, and conditions shall sit together, associate together, 
and be taught together. 

Therefore as the power to do these things interferes with the reserved 
power of the States, and not being granted te the United States nor 
prohibited to the States nor implied, it can not exist. 

This conclusion is certainly undeniable if the premises are true; but 
they are not true. The powerto give does not carry with it the power 
to force; on the contrary, it concedes the right to accept or to refuse to 
accept. It acknowledges the complete independence and the reserved 
right of the States to be in this respect exempt from the power of the 
Government. The undeniable proposition of the Senator from Texas, 
if true, assumes and demands that every power vested in the National 
Government shall be absolute, and without qualification or limitation 

3ut this is not true either in reason or fact. Why may not any power 
of Government, whether in the States or the United States, be limited 
or qualified ? 

What ground is there for such a conclusion? 


| 
| 


Where in reason does 
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it find its lodgment or resting-place? Power is not only in its nature | interfered with by a donation of money to aid in any work of improve- 
susceptible of limitation, but in all parts of the Constitution power is | ment and by her acceptance or rejection of it. Why will she not, after 
: limited. Congress has power to pass laws for the punishment of per- | such acceptance or rejection, have the same powers, and all the powers, 
sons accused of crimes, but its power is limited by the inhibitions of | and reserved rights she had before ? 
: the Constitution, and everywhere it is qualified by one great standing | The rights of the States can never be affected by a consent or agree- 
provision; and Senators who refer to the authority of Gibbons vs. Ogden | ment on their part to exercise their sovereign power over education 
will find that the principle of protection of the right of the States and of | within their limits in establishing institutions of learning, or teaching 
; limitation of the power and authority of the General Government will | their children to read and write, or agreeing to use money given to 
F have but little protection if it restsalone upon a denial of the power of ap- | them for the industrial education of their people. 
: propriation outside of the express and implied grants of the Constitution. | BENEFICENT USE OF POWER 
; ‘The Constitution contains as the great safeguard and principle of the If this were true, then the acceptance of the conditions of the gift: 
separate power of the States and the General Government the declara- | swamp-lands to the States, of drainage, &c., was asurrender of the terri 
tion thatail powers not granted to the United States and not prohibited | torial sovereignty of the State over these lands by the State to the N 
to the States are reserved to the States, and therefore in the express | tional Government, jor all of them stated this to be the object of t] 
and positive grants of the Constitution, and those which are implied | grant, and its acceptance and use was an implied acceptance of the agree 
properly, and in the power of appropriation, there is ground broad and | ment to the condition of the grant. If this be true, the acceptance of 
é large enough to confer every power necessary to provide for the general | any land grant for education was a surrender of the power over educa 
welfare and the common defense, saving only that none of them can ever | tion. If the powers of the United States are confined to making wat 
be exercised in interference with but must always stop at the threshold | the common defense and the general welfare can be provided for only } 
' of the reserved powers of the States. ; ; defense against violence, if no power of beneficence exists, they wil! pro 
No power of the United States can, then, be so exercised as to inter- | inadequate to the needs of that incoming age whose great success 
| fere with this reservation of powers not granted to the States. | already heralded in the preservation of human life, and not in its de- 


TAXES AND APPROPRIATIONS. struction; in the increase of the sum of human happiness,and comfort 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises to | and not in its diminution; in the institution of the beneticent causes 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare. which banish extreme poverty and want, which prevent and relieve 
It has been said that this language has no meaning except to declare | pestilence and disease and famine. 
that this power and right of appropriation is limited and restrained to| In the development through applied science of all the economies on 
: the specific grants of power. The application of this idea to the text | which abundant production and just exchange and distribution depend 
will demonstrate its truth or error. The reading which this idea makes | the higher and wiser civilization of the present and the co ning age 


LiiTiye 


is the following: demands that all public powers shall be subordinated to and promote the 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, &c., to pay thedebts | great law, ‘“Thou shalt love thy neighbor asthyself.’’ Theend aud ob 


and provide for the common defense and general welfare by borrowing | ject shall be to cure, and not to destroy; to bring comfort, ease, and abun 
money; by regulating commerce with foreign nations and among the | dance toall. To this end applied science unfolds the hidden powers of 
States; by establishing a uniform rule of naturalization; by bankruptcy | force in the elements and applies them to the needs of man; discerns 
laws; by coining money and regulating its value; to provide for pun- | the hidden causes of disease, pestilence, and want, and points with almost 
ishment of counterfeiting; to establish post-offices, &c. unerring certainty to the means and economies by which they may b 

But it will be observed that the act of levying taxes and collecting | prevented or staid in their advance. To accomplish these great ends 
money to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- | wisely and well demands all the energies of the human ract 
eral welfare is not in any way necessary to the act of regulating com- | direction in which alone a divine economy has decreed they m 
merce, or establishing a rule of naturalization, or of coining money or | successfully exerted. 


Ah Carat 


regulating its value, or punishing counterfeiters, or defining and pun- RIGHT TO GIVE AND ACCEPT 
ishing piracies, or declaring war, or making rules for the government of But the right of appropriation, the right of giving, the right of a 


forces, or organizing the militia. Any one of these acts of power may | cepting, the right of tAe State and the General Government to make a 
be performed without an exercise of the act or power of laying and col- | grant of property where there is no concession of powerof one to the other 
lecting taxes. The payment of the debts, providing for the common | subject to the condition of the performance of a particularact within the 
defense and general welfare of the United States, although permitted | function and power of the State, I affirm has never been in practice de 
by and dependent on the exercise of these enumerated powers in the | nied. Such a consent on the part of the State to exercise her powers 
performance of these several acts, is not limited to them, for it is ex- | of legislation on a particular subject within her own limits and in he 
pressly declared— own internal affairs by applying money in aid of a special purpose is 
Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and | one of her reserved powers. Every grant to a State fora railroad, every 
proper to carry into execution these and all other powers vested by this Consti- | grant in aid of education of this long column of 67,983,000 acres 
tution in the Government of the United States, Ke. = 


3 of tl 
| public lands of the United States, every one of them, has been accom 
panied with a designation of the purpose for which it was granted ai 
The argument is that there is no power vested by the Constitution in | with an either express or implied acceptance of that purpose and the 
the United States except that given by these foregoing powers, but the | obligation to carry it into effect. 
Constitution says, ‘‘all other powers’’ vested by the Constitution in the Now, Mr. President, I dismiss without further consideration the idea 
United States. Neither in reason nor by the text of the Constitution | that there is any support either in reason or in the history of this 
¢an this construction be sustained. This great instrument of govern- | country in the proposition that there is no constitutional power for the 
ment can not be interpreted and never has been interpreted on so nar- | exercise of this act of appropriation and of its acceptance and use | 
row a basis. The Constitution contains two great ideas—certainly the | the States. We have been constantly met, as has been stated by the 
wisest in themselves that human wisdom has ever devised. They were | Senator from Arkansas, with objections on the subject of an interte: 
the outgrowth of time and circumstance, as well as the wisdom of man. | ence with the rights of the States. Well, sir, if the rights of thes 
Observing these, all persons who believe in our form of government, | States were imperiled by this or any other action, humanity might well 
whether of the strictest or of a broad school of construction, will arrive | stand aghast at the prospect of returning barbarism and war. The 
at the same results; and while no rule of beneficent legislation or ben- | States are the foundation upon which the powers of the General Govern 
eficial execution of power by either will be limited or interfered with, | ment rest, and I should be the last one to interfere with them. Bu 
there can never be an intrusion of either on the sovereign powers of the | there can be no reading of the Constitution made in which its express 
other. These are the ideas of States and of united States in a national | grants of power limit and confine its appropriation of money for any 
government, which is guarded by the provision that the powers not | object within the range of the common defense and general welfare 
delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited by | which does not invade the sovereignty and the reserved powers of 
it to the States are reserved respectively to the States or to the people. | States. ° 
That is, all powers express or implied in the United States, or any de- The power to lay and collect taxes to pay the debts and provide for 
partment or officer thereof, are limited and restrained so as not to im- | the common defense and general welfare of the United States is one 
pair or affect the vital autonomy and rights and powers of the several | power and will not read in connection with the other powers; as fu1 
States. The central idea of national power for national objects, and | instance ‘‘to define piracies and punish them’’ has nothing to do 
State power for State objects, which concern the internal polity of the | with laying and collecting taxes to pay the debts and provide for t 
States, demands that all powers and all execution of powers shall stop | common defense and general welfare. The evident intention of 
on this threshold. specific grants of power and those implied was not to restrict the pow 
Whatever, then, can be done in levying and collecting taxes to pay | of laying and collecting taxes to pay the debts and provide for the co 
the debts and providing for the common defense and general welfare | mon defense and general welfare, but to limit and restrain Cong 


without controlling or interfering with the absolute right and power of | from exercising power within the limits of the reserved rights of th 
the State to regulate and control her own internal polity and relations | States. The limitation on the power of appropriations was the com 
may lawfully and wisely be done. For what object would the limita- | mon defense and the general welfare. The limitation of the ot! 
tion which the Senator from Texas insists on be made but for the pro- | powers is the express grant of them and their confinenient to the 
tection of the rights of the States? It remains to inquire what part of | pressed subjects of the grant, which are all so defined that th 

the authority of the States, what right or reserved power, is violated or | not be extended to embrace subjects relating to the internal p 
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n iirs of the States. The distinction is broad and 
nd behind it is the safeguard of the express reservation of 


anted and not prohibited to the States and the people 


10! ani 


and the 
palpable, : 
all powers n 


? 
t 
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thereof. What need was there in the interest of the protection of the 
States for restraining the discretion of Congress as to what is necessary 
for the common defense or the general welfare in the appropriation of 
the public money or in laying and collecting taxes? 

[ think it has been abundantly shown that this has been the construc- 
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tion placed upon this clause of the Constitution by all schools of con- 
ill the history of the country. 


ety tior 


Lin 


ul 
tor from Missouri has contended that this evil of illiteracy 


I have no doubt that isso. I have no doubt 


ITERACY IN THE STATES. 


~ 


Th 


is greatly exaggerate d. 


Clid 


that the statistical information to be gathered through a bureau of sta- 
tistics such as has been suggested by the great labor interest of this 
country would furnish the only reliable statistics. It needs no argu- 


ment to discover to us that obtaining reliable statistics is a science, and 
elaborate, permanent, patient, continuous trained effort to 
g facts that will accurately exhibit the condition of a people. 
But so fur as we have information on that subject the best and most re- 
have are the tables of the census, which in their enumeration 
pecify that a certain number of people over 10 years of age | 

can not read qr write; and those tables are approximately true at least. 

[I read from a paper prepared with admirable clearness and ability by 

a gentleman in the public service (Hon. Mr. WILLIs, of Kentucky, of 


juires 
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the House of Representatives 
Of the 50,155,783 people of the United States there are 6,239.958 over 10 years of 
age, 12.44 per cent., or nearly one-eighth of our entire population, who can not 
writ hese illiterates are thus distributed : 
rate whites in twenty-two Northern States l, 
rate whites in the eight Territories — . 
ute blacks in the twenty-two Northern States and cight Territo- 
ries . oe . oe cence , 156, 644 
Illiterate whites in the sixteen Southern States and District of Colum- 
bia ° ° oeee ; ° 1, 676, 989 
Illiterate blacks in the sixteen Southern States and District of Colum- 
bia 3, 064, 234 
Total 6, 239, 958 
An analysis of these statistics showsthat in eighteen States, including two Ter- | 
ritories, more than 13 per cent. and in eleven more than 25 per cent. can not 
write In fifteen States and Territories more than 11 per cent. of the white pop- 
ulation over ten years of age can not write, varying in these from 11 to 45 per 
cent 
While no portion of the country is free from this scourge of ignorance, the con- 
dition of the Southern or former slaveholding States is especially lamentable | 
nd full ‘r. Morethan one-fourth of the entire population of these States 
Eight of these States—Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, | 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia -have over 40 per cent ofilliterates 
of all classes, white and black. The whole number of persons, white and col- 
ored, in the sixteen Southern States was 18,506,000. Of these the number of illit- 
erates was 4,715,3%, or 27.1 per cent. This illiteracy is largely confined to the 
colored people, 47.7 per cent. of whom (3,220,875) can not write, while only 6.96 
per cent. of the whites (3,019,080) are in that condition 


rhe total school population of the South was 5,659,660, of whom the number 
enrolled was only 2,973,944. In other words, there were 2,685,716 children who 


Qz 


received no schooling whatever, or who attended only half the school period. 





It is safe to say that not more than one-half the school population in the South 
received an education covering theschoolage. But, in addition to the children, 
there are 1,554,974 males 21 years of age and upward who are illiterate. 

Adding these to the children who attended no school, we have a grand total 
of 4,040,690 in the South who at present have no adequate educational advan- 
tages 


lo lift this mass of ignorance to the plane of intelligence and usefulness is the 
problem which your committee has most faithfully, if not successfully, sought 
to solve 

In considering this question there are several propositions, some of which are 
self-evident, and all of which, it is believed, can be sustained by statistics and 


historic facts 
hus it appears that Illinois expended per capita five times as much as Ala- 
bama; New York six times as much as Georgia: Massachusetts seven times as 


much as Mississippi, and California twelve times as much as North Carolina; 
or, if we compare the States as nearly alike in population, it appears that Ala- 
bam 
while New Jersey, with 150,000 less population, expended $1,928,370, or five times 
asmuch; butthe property of New Jersey was assessed at $606,415,561, while that 
of Alabama was only $120,000,000, or one-fifth as much. Thus, relatively, the 
two States were upon an equality, and Alabama taxed herself for education as 
heavily as New Jersey. So, also, Wisconsin, with about the same population 
as North Carolina, expends five times as much, but the property of Wisconsin 
was five times greater. A comparison of the other States discloses the same re- 





sult hese statistics, while showing how great the educational needs of the 
Southern States are, also show that in proportion to their ability they have not 
been far behind other States of the Union 

W out external aid, therefore, the South, even with the utmost self-denial, 
can 1 educate her illiterates; nor will this excite surprise if the tremendous 
losses incurred there during the last two decades are taken into consideration. 


As the result of the war the South lost over $4,000,000,000., 
age of values in the ir 


The enormous shrink- 
dual States of the South is well known. 

Since 1860 the population of Alabama has increased 31 per cent., while heras- 
sessed valuation has diminished 72 per cent. In Arkansas the population dur- 
ing the same period nearly doubled, while the sources of taxation have fallen 
more than one-half—twice the number to educate and only half the means for 
the pur 

In s« 


sissippi 


vit 


pose 


ven of the Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Mis- 

La and South Carolina—the shrinkage of values has been over 
one-half, and in several of them nearly three-fourths. As further emphasizing 
this loss of values in those States, their condition may be contrasted with other 
portions of the country. The census shows that Indiana gained 77 per cent. in 
wealth, New York 91 per cent., New Jersey 93 per cent., Rhode Island and Ill+ 
nois 102, Massachusetts 1044, Pennsylvania 134, while some of the newer States 
gained from 217, as in Michigan, to 406 in Minnesota, and 1,120 per cent. in Ne- 
braska. The examination of such statistics must substantiate the fact that no 


Southern States 
yuisiana 
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| France, per million of inhabitants.. 


a, witha population of 1,262,505, expended in 1880 for school purposes $375,465, | 
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one State of the South, nor all of them combined, can satisfactorily solve the edy 
cational problem and save themselves and the country from the impending 
peril. 

We have, then, these figures. 


Northern States 1,272,208: 


The illiterate whites in the sixteen 
,272,208: the illiterate whites in the sixteen Southern 
States and the District of Columbia 1,676,939; illiterate blacks in thy 
Southern States and the District of Columbia and Northern States about 
3,220,000 over 10 years of age. 

ILLITERACY, CRIME, AND PAUPERI®EM. 


Mr. President, I have here a history of the progress of the world by 
Mulhall, which exhibits the connection of crime and pauperism with 
illiteracy with the absence of education, whether bad or good education, 
whether it is perfect or imperfect. This valuable book contains care- 
fully tabulated statements of the statistics of different countries. | 
read from page 105 as follows, under the head of crime: 

That public morality has risen in every country in the same degree asinstruc- 
tion is fully proved by the statistics of crime. 

In Great Rritain, for example, the annual convictions compared to 
population have fallen 60 per cent. in the last forty years. Similar re- 
sults are true in a greater or less degree of other countries— 


There is, moreover, a difference in the nature of offenses in various countries. 


| In the North fraud. theft, and in infanticide; inthe South, stabbing and highway 


robbery are most frequent. Mr Black gives the following comparative table o 
murder and stabbing in the various countries: 

United Kingdom, per million of inhabitants ........ 
Sweden and Norway, per million of inhabitants. 


Germany, per million of inhabitants. 
Belgium, per million of inhabitants.... 
Austria, per million of inhabitants. 
Russia, per million of inhabitants 
Italy, per million of inhabitants 
Spain, per million of inhabitants. .......................s00« papasecestylibvehedetunkios 
| There is professedly a close relationship between poverty and crime, as shown 
| by inspectors of prisons in Great Britain in their report : 

Crime and pauperism fell from 1851 to 1853; rose from 1854 to 1857; fell from 
1858 to 1860; rose from 1861 to 1863; fell from 1864 to 1866: rose from 1867 to 1870 
fell from 1870 to 1872. 











Doctor Meyr shows that in Germany, when the price of flour rises, 
there is an increase of emigration and robberies, but no connection with 
the rates of murders and assaults. 

The administration of justice compared with population is twice as 
costly in some countries as in others. For example, in Italy 20 pence, 
and in France only 9 pence per inhabitant. The total expenditure for 
law courts and prisons in the United Kingdom is 40 pence per inhabit- 

| ant, or a little more than we spend on schools. 

On page 309, relating to Belgium, the thickest populated country in 
the world and one of the most prosperous, it is stated, the decrease of 
crime would seem to be the result of education. How closely 
ignorance and crime are related is shown by the fact that 64 per cent. 
of the criminals could not read. 

On page 121 I read the following instructive statements: 


* 


* 


Local taxation has increased remarkably in the last ten years, th« 
expenditure growing in England as follows: 


1867-"68. 1874~"76. 


Public works 








aduanand £6, 218, 000 £9, 595, 000 

,.) sae shes ‘ pli 7,419, 000 7, 681, 000 

| Tmteress Ome Belst......cccccceccecccoccccccccesccces 4,575,000 8. 539, 000 
Roads, markets, docks 5, 934, 000 6, 672, 000 
a lan ine aes 3, 219, 000 3,749, 000 
| Schools........... b 42,000 2, 200, 000 
Charities, asylums..................... 2, 830, 000 441,000 
SI ton oiliciacinecanitnaid tina a ieiatsia seine satanic tetatediiaia led 30, 237, 000 42, 877, 000 


The local taxation has risen 133 per cent. since 1860, when it was 
£17,000,000, and seems destined to rise to a level with the imperial 
budget. The principal cities are more heavily taxed for local than for 
national purposes, and this is chiefly owing to the cost of these sanitary 
improvements and schools that have so notably ‘‘ reduced mortality and 
crime. ”’ 

We have the fact exhibited that in England and throughout Germany 
the decrease of crime has been nearly 50 per cent. since the establishment 
of a system of general instruction. We have the statistical evidence, 
approximately true, that in the United States there has been a large de- 
crease of crime in proportion to the increase of general education in the 
States where it prevails most largely; so much so, that in the last twenty 
years the increase of education in this country has given to the United 
States the front rank; 19 per cent. being the number of the highest ratio 
in Europe, which I think is in Prussia, and the United States standing 
at the same figure. 


EMPLOYMENT FOR LABOR DIMINISHES. 

I shall not consider the advantages of education at length, but I will 
go a little further. We are confronted with a very remarkable fact, 
when we come to consider it, brought largely to the notice of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor during the past sammer. It is the 

| effect upon the population of the country, upon its industrial classes, of 
| the wonderful advance in labor-saving machinery that has been made 


' in the past few years. I find that the total power now in use in the 
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nations of France and Germany, the Low Countries, Austria, the United 
Kingdom, the United States, and other countries is equivalent to 13,- 
071,000 horses; that the labor saved by the simple invention of the 
° ’ * . 
ewing-machine equals the work of 12,000,000 women working by hand. 
In the work from which I read, Mulhall’s Progress of the World, it is 
stated: 
.ffect, the adoption of machinery and steam has given mankind an acces- 
sion of power beyond calculation. The United States, for example, make a mill- 
on sewing-machines yearly, which can do as much work as formerly required 
12,000,000 women working by hand. A single shoe factory in Massachusetts 


turns out as many pairs of boots as 30,000 booi-makers in Paris. 


That wonderful progress is everywhere throwing out of employ- 
ment hundreds and thousands of people, and the remarkable fact is 
exhibited behind these great aggregate results that the statistics of other 
countries exhibit increasing pauperism and want of employment of 
the industrial classes, and they show a necessity for some means by 
which that great evilcan be remedied, so as to make this saving of labor 
a beneficent blessing to mankind and productive of beneticent results 
alone, instead of evils corresponding in magnitude to its power for good. 

INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION THE REMEDY. 

It has been urged upon the Committee of Education and Labor by in- 
telligent laboring people, by federations of labor, by representative 
men, that there has been found but one means by which this may be 
done, and that is by education; not only common-school education but 
industrial education; that education which turns the child from the 
school equipped and prepared to earn a living, to engage in diversified 
employments, not in some particular trade or part of a trade, not hav- 
ing learned merely to make the sole of a shoe or some part of a garment, 
some particular classification of a trade or some particular employment 
ina factory, but trained for industrial employment generally, educated 
fur that. That is the only means we can discover by which there can 
be a just distribution of labor, upon which in a dense community the 
entire subsistence of the laboring people must depend, upon which a 
just remuneration of labor can be assured, and upon which the inde- 
pendence of the laborer can be safely predicated. 

Education, I venture to say, is the only protection, not only in a po- 
litical but in an economie sense of government. It is upon it that gov- 
ernment must depend for its perpetuation, and I venture the assertion, 
which may be defended by the most logical and severe argument, that 
no government within the coming age can exist except upon the basis 
not only of a common-school education, but of an industrial education 
of its people. 

We have now about 56,000,000 people. We may contemplate near 
at hand the time when 100,000,000 people will exist in this country, 
when the soil will be fully occupied, and we can not too soon prepare 
such an economic condition of things based upon intelligence and in- 
dustrial education as will furnish comfortable subsistence adequate to 
the remuneration and the needs and comforts of our civilization to 100,- 
000,000 people. You can not find it in your tariff nor in your system 
of exchanges. You mustfind it, importantas these great subjects are, in 
other measures which will mold them and mold the face of the earth and 
control all economic forces with the same ease with which the gigantic ma- 
chines the invention of the present age perform their appointed work. 
You must find the remedy for this difficulty in a proper distribution of 
labor, in the just remuneration of labor; you must find it in making 
the laborer independent by an adequate industrial education. Weare 
far behind the most advanced nations of Europe, behind some portions 
of Germany, behind France, behind England, in that one essential thing 
of an industrial education for the millions of laboring people who by 
these new economies in this new industrial world are being driven from 
the occupation of the soil into the towns. 

It has become a demonstrated fact that with the invention of labor- 
saving machinery there has commenced to be a concentration and accu- 
mulation into fewer hands of the territory, the soil of the country; that 
the economies of production under the system of labor-saving invention 
tend to give the advantage in production to the large farmer who em- 
ploys his labor-saving machinery, and that now the tide of population, 
the tide of employment, is being driven from the country to the town 
by these economic causes 

THE MERITS OF THE BILL. 

Mr. President, in the light of these propositions, which are supported 
by statistics, which are well founded in the opinions and judgment of 
many calm and learned men, which the labor representatives thém- 
selves perceive, how important is it, not alone in a political sense but 
in an economic point of view, that this great lever of education begin- 
ning with the common school and continuing through the industrial 
school shall be aided and sustained in the only way in which it may 
be done, namely, in conformity with the principles of our government 
of States and of a national government, as this bill most effectually 
does. Upon it all men can unite, those who believe the Government 
has power as a consolidated and centralized power to reach out its hand 


upon any subject on which it may act into the reserved domain of 


State power, and those who believe, as the great majority do, in the 
rights and reserved powers of the States as a limitation in all its powers. 

The bill is carefully prepared for the purpose of enabling men of dif- 
ferent opinions as to the powers of the Government to stand upon it. It 





is prepared upon the theory that if you restored the Southern States to 
the Union under your reconstruction and gave them power to partici- 
pate in your legislation on the great political and industrial interests of 
your Northern States, if you made them an integral part of the Union 
and with sovereign and equal powers like the other States, it would be 

a strange contradiction now to impeach your own action, and to denv 
the efficacy of your own institutions and the sufficiency of your own Na 

tional Government under the Constitution. : 

In the interest of the laboring people and of the people who « mploy 
labor, for there is and ought to be no distinction of interest bet ween them. 
I support this bill; but I had rather we had no means of educating them, 
that we were all left to struggle on by feeble efforts, than to have this 
Government marred or impaired. It is founded on principles, and its 
institutions are the outgrowth of time and circumstance, and you can 
not substitute for this Union of States a centralized, an absolute power, 
because that would be to destroy the power of the people. 

Therefore I think this is a bill, whether we agree in the proportions 
upon which the aid shall be given or not, which can not be improved in 
these essential points. Whenthat is said, it is no particular credit to 
the committee. The chairman has bestowed great care and labor upon 
it: but it has come from the careful consideratiou of a large number ot 
intelligent persons who have voluntarily given without compensation 
their efforts and their time to the consideration of the question 

For one I believe that no more important act of legislation has ever 
been considered. I believe that if it becomes a law its beneficent re- 
sults will be greater and extend further than any and all other meas 
ures in promoting the weliare of the people. 

The people ought not and will not suffer, starve, and die—neithe: 
they nor their children. They will not and ought not willingly to be 
the victims of disease and pestilence, when enlightened policies of state 
and the discoveries of applied science will prevent it. The tenure by 
which wealth and property and power will exist must be its beneficent 
use for the advantage of mankind. 

ECONOMIES OF A NEW WORLD, 

These are the lessons which we are now learning from the rapidly 
unfolding economies of a new world. So far is our form of govern 
ment and our distribution of powers between the States and the Fed 
eral Government from being untriendly to them, that it is under ou 


shelter and protection that they will find their highest development, 
avoiding carefully the exercise of power within the domain each of the 
other. . Its powers of aad and encouragement are capable of indefinite 
application with entire safety to both, and to its most important factor, 
the States and their separate and reserved powers. Were these impe1 
iled, humanity and science might well pause in their divinely ordained 
and splendid progress toward the relief of mankind from the direst cal- 
amities of the race—from want and pestilence and crime at the pros 
pect of returning barbarism, and war and suffering under the despotism 
of consolidated and concentrated power. 

I have not spoken of this measure in its special relation to the people 
of the African race in the Southern States. They have and will aiways 
have my earnest sympathies and efforts in behalf of every measure 
which has in view their real benefit and which does not look to making 
them the victims of partisan policies. They are an integral part of the 
body-politic, and must be cared for as others are; but this question is 
higher and deeper and broader than any question of race or color—it em 
braces humanity. It demands new industrial economies and requires 
an exercise of political power in conformity with these new interests. 

Already invention has substituted in place of human eniployment 
machinery equal to the force of 13,000,000 horses. The sewing-machine 
does the work of 12,000,000 women, and every day new inventions dis- 
pense with human labor. Where are these to tind employment and 
how obtain subsistence? We perceive how beneficent these great agen 
cies are under wise public policies, but we also must observe that their 
power is equally great in increasing the sum of human misery without 
such policies. 

No longer does a vast expanse of unoccupied land present itself to the 
citizen to attract him with a home and case and abundance for himself 
and wife and children to turn his back on the town and the old settle- 
ments and the life of penury and hardship and want, even with the 
advantages of the school-house and the church, and flee into the wil- 
derness. This has been the easy solution of many families’ hardships 
and troubles, and, with European immigration and the advent of the 
railroads, has been the efficient cause of the rapid growth of the great 
States of the West and Northwest. 

We have now a population of about 56,000,000 of people and must 
soon have 100,000,000; our soil will be occupied, and we are confronted 
with the problem of its occupation and use under economies which dis- 
pense with labor to agreat extent, accumulate properties in the hands 
of a few, and drive the people with their families inio the towns. 

How will you meet these economic conditions of a beneficent and 
splendid progress, capable of conferring unlimited blessings if properly 
used, but unrelenting in its destructive power if not properly directed ? 
Manifestly the child must be trained and educated for diversified labor. 
Education of the head and the hand must go together, so that both 
boys and girls, men and women, shall leave the school mentally and 
industrially equipped to take part in the new economies, and shire 
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in the abundance and ease and comfort which a Divine Providence has Capt. Frederick Beaumont, of the royal engineers, says 
ordained to be their beneficent result. Tariffs and exchanges and There can be no doubt as to the immense oe mechanical eng 
. 7 : » ing has latel ade, notably in France and Belgium,.and by which they 
. , sna ratic st ever be ; vrtant factor in these | ing has lately made, notably g hey 
equ und ist taxation must ever ) in importa rapidiy overtaking Great Britain's industrial power. It is only when take: 


economies and deserve the attention of wise and thoughtful men, but by government that such an institution would assume proportions suftk 
comp ured with the importance of these questions they sink into an In- | be effective as a means of national educatio: 
ferior place Mr. Scott Russell, of England, says 

Invention, the applications of power, labor-saving machinery, applied Dissatistied with our national progress, we have turned our minds to s« 
science, and the distribution of labor are the new-born giants which | for the cause of our defi ieney We find that during these years some nat 








. 2 >. ~~ “* nDie« ‘ l re tl romoting the the one | m4 ol of 
will create demand and supply and mold and adjust all other forces | have been killed sane aie oe ten ther aeaiel 7 pom gd we rl pg 
. 3 -_ . . ‘their creat classes of ski d mechanica orkmen for th purpe . giving skill to th 
with the ease and unobstructed progress with whit h one ol their grei unskilled and rendering the skilled more skillful. We find that some nation. 
engines performs its appointed labor lo be ready for this great prob- | have gone so far as to have established every considerable town tech: 
: . t tt hing l rut endedt he eraftemen +} 
no time is to be lost: before we are ready for them 100,000,000 . saree nome purpose ¢ - loka st > a wo DUCE LO im oor ae ’ s 
1 ; . ranches of science which relate mos irly tothe principles o reir fut 
people will require to be fed and clothed and comfortably housed, and | (in . 
the wants and the imperative needs and comforts of a new life supplied. Workers in metal are taught the nature of the mechanical powers with w! 
. . . } — ole rhe he ol onl roverties of -riale 
he statistics show how, alongside of the wonderful progress and ad- | they will have to work and the chemical properties of the materials they 
. ae . 7 + EN } . : a have to operate upon Engine-builders are taught the prin iples of heat 
vance of the working people of England and other industrial countries steam and the nature of the engines they have to make and work; ship-b 
in comfort, the ratio of pau pe rism grows are taught the laws of construction, hydraulics, and hydrostatics; and dy 
Carefully prepared statistics will show everywhere beneath grand | and painters are taught the laws of chemistry and color, 
oe . 1 . . Tn All skilled youth ire taught geometry, drawing, and calculation; andinm 
aggregate results the same consequences from the same causes. ' he countries every youth who shows great talent in any department is promo 
energies of both th General Government and the States, each in its to a higher training school and there educated the public cost Besides 








a very high class 
mechanics, mer 





. . . se local schools other countries have technical co 
rl ea vill fine nle e mTment the ¢ ‘tment of these econo- | these local schools other countri : 
ace, will find ample employment in the adjustm tor the education of masters nnd foremen in enwineerine. 


dise, and other practical and technical professions 


In 1867 A. J. Mundella says: 


mies 
This great question can not be considered on the basis of party dis- 
inctions or resentments. It will not be confined to the colored race, ; ak ; 
4 hs _ . arhing . . la ‘ i » ata un of opinion thatart and industrial education, without 
nor to the white race, nor to teaching the on how to read o1 WEsNe, ized system of primary instruction, will not 
,or to the trammels of a political economy based on a condition of la- | our manufacturing and commercial supt 


( F um u ! l B ‘fore pu the resul * my obse the o s 
bor before electricity and the powers of the elements were made the | presun ptuous i I lay briefly bef re ¥ ithe result of my ervation on a 
’ ject in which [ have long been deeply interested 


thoroughly or 
er which thi 


mac IL trust it will not be de 






t remove the dan 





servitors of man 


‘ 7 The branch of industry with which Iha een connected for thirty years pas 

Six hundred thousand persons in the United States alone are now or- | js the manufacture of hosiery. Iam the managing partner of a tirm emp > 
ranized in labor associations for the purpose of mutual protection, and | 5,000 work-people, with est ante i Nottingham Lx = and Lough 
e : . . . g “anploying more than four-lifths of the number, and with branche 
for the intelligent consideration of the causes, economic, industrial, and | 0U8>, employing more than ose . ee ee ee 





: : .| Chemnitz and Pausa, in Saxony, employing about seven hundred persons 
wlitical, which concern the subsistence, comfort, and well-being of addition to the opportunities and experience which the superintendence of thes 
I . 2 Oo a ae ; : 
themselves and their families. These are associated with others in dif- | establishments has afforded me, I have for n years past formed friend 


hia) 
. vt , > . } with manufacturersin France and Germany. Lhave had free accesstotheir w 
ferent countries, constituting a federation of labor throughout the | poses and worksh me, and Lam as well acquainted with the proaress of 

















world. They are giving intelligent thought to the consideration of all | own branch of industry in those countries as in England 
the great questions which concern labor, production, distribution, and As the re _ of my observation I have for fo . or live years pane een 
Tr . : : vw —— nail . ae, ingly alarmed for our industrial supremacy, and my experience of the Pari- 
exchange I hey are subje ct to the lm pericc tions, ¢ rrors, prejudices, hibition has only contirmed and strengthened my fears In my own bra 
and extreme opinions which belong to men as individuals and in asso- | sti}i maintain the lead in the majority of articles, but the progress mad 
ciations. They contain among their number many men who have ac- Asarep and Germany since 1862 is truly astonishing, an“ it has been much gr 
a ne . ha » . . : : : fap -_ Tha than our ow! 
complished a large success in the trades and in manutacture. hey | “| am of opinion that Englishmen poseess more energy, enterprise, and in. 
earnestly desire such a solution of these great economic questions as will | iveness than a iy other European nation, The best machines in my trad ‘ 
benefit mankind. at work in France and Germany are the inventions of Englishmen, and in: 
ol . sine ia . ; — tates enliliaieisl 2 ‘ ly | cases of uneducated workmen; but these machines of English invention 
Much of good result may be hoped for from these efforts if prope rly | constructed and improved by men who have had the advantage of a sup 
met by prudent and well-considered legislation on the part of the States | industrial education. The largest hosiery machine-shop in France is that 


and the General Government, each within the limits of its own powers, | Monsieur Tailbours, at St. Just; modelsof all the best English machines ha | 
nel ; 1 : : cae ~acticable theories into been purchased and imported, and theyare there improved and constructed 
and much of evi from an attempt to force impracticable theories int thoroughly scientific principles under the superintendence of a young man w 
the forms of law, and from thediscontents which arise from conditions I was informed, took high honors at the school of the government in Paris 
of discomfort and want and poverty unless these shall be remedied by Precisely the same thing is taking place in Saxony, but the Saxons are, in 
; levialati : 7 spect of education, both primary and industrial, much in advance of the Fren 
wise legisiation. and in my branch they are our most formidable rivals 
NECESSITY AND SUCCESS OF INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION In Nottingham, where the best machinery in the world is required and used 


The ¢ serie : 4 sliced ane" nat . —— in the production of hosiery and lace, there is no suchthing as industrial « 
Che following statements of eminent men in regard to the necessity cation, and, greatly as it is to be desired, I am acquainted with many good m 


for industrial education are of great importance and deserve careful con- | chanics and superior workmen to whom it would b 
sideration. they can neither read nor write 
= Ep . 2 The ast between the work-people of England and Saxony, engaged 
) ; lavfair me 863. sav Che contrast between a : yuLe 
Dr. | you I lay fair, of England, in 1863, anys: b _| the same industry, is most humiliating. I have had statistics taken of various 
[ find some of our chief mechanical and civil engineers lamenting the wantof | workshops and rooms in factories in this district, and the frightful ignorance 
progress in their industries and pointing to the wonderful advance which other | they reveal is disheartening and appalling. IL was born and educated amonz 


of no service, inasmuc! 


} 





nations aremaking. Ifound our chemical and even textile manufacturers utter- | the working classes, and all my life have been in close association with them 
ing similar complaints. but I never realized the condition of the lower masses of our work-people til 
fhe one eause on which there was most unanimity of cenviction is that France, | I took the pains to examine them personally in the manner I have indicated 
Prussia, Austria, Belgium, and Switzerland possess good systems of industrial In Saxony our manager, an Englishman df superior intelligence and greatly» 
education for the masters and managers of factories and workshops,and that Eng- | interested in education, during a residence of seven years has never yet met witha 
land possesses none. workman whocan not read or write. And notin the limited and imperfect mar 


Dumas, a savantand senator of France and president of municipal council, as- | ner in which the majority of English artisans are said to read and write, but with a 
sured me that technical education had given a great impulse to the industries | freedom and familiarity that enables them to enjoy reading and to conduct the 
of France correspondence in a creditable and often superior style. Some of the sons ot 

In going through the exhibitions whenever anything excellent in French | our poorest workmen in Saxony are receiving a technical education at the poly 
manufacture strikes the eye, his invariable question is, ‘‘ Was the manager of this | technic schools, such as the sons of our manufacturers can not hope to obtain 
establishment a pupil of the Ecole Centrale des Arts et Manufactureurs?”’ and While, therefore, I believe that the English workman is possessed of greate: 
in the great majority of cases the reply is that he was. The best system of tech- | natural capacity than any of his foreign competitors, I am of opinion that he is 
nical education of workmen is to be found in Austria, though the higher in- | gradually losing the race through the superior intelligence which foreign gov 
struction of masters and managers is better illustrated in France, Prussia, and | ernments are carefully developing in their artisans 


Switzerland. | The influence of strikes and lock-outs has been undoubtedly against indus 
Mr.. > -_ . »3 1867. savs: trial progress. But the worst practices of trades-unions are the result of the 
Mr. J. P. Worth, June 3, 1867, Says: gross ignorance of the majority of workmen who are connected with them. | 


In the matter of primary education, England is wellabhreast of Austria, France, | succeeded nearly seven years ago in forming a board of arbitration and conci 
and Prussia, In the matter of all that tends to connect the workman with the | iation for the hosiery trade of this district, and no strike has taken place sine 


artisan, Austria, France, and Prussia wer< clearly passing us its formation 
~ Da icester has recently followed our example, and during the past week th 
In 1867 Edwar atch says: ’ : : : ‘ 
7 Edward Hatch ays: lace trade has done the same. This is the only solution in my opinion of that 


Che want of industrial education in this country prevents our manufactures | difficulty. 





from making that progress which other nations are making. I found both mas The education of Germany is the result of an organization which compels 
ters and foremen of other countries more scientifically educated than our own. | every parent to send his children to school, and, after having laid the founda 
. Da _ pe ~ , tion of a sound education, affords to all those who have the capacity and incli 
aA ‘Te ; » st § 8: _ os ’ 
Edmund Franklin, F. R. 8., in 1867, any } nation the opportunity of acquiring such technical knowledge as may be use 





In the polytechnic schools of Germany and Switzerland the future manu- | ful in the department of industry for which they are destined 
faaturer or manager is made familiar with those laws and applications of the if we are to maintain our position in the industrial competition, we must op 
great natural forces which must always form the basis of every intelligent and | pose to this organization one equally effective and complete. If we continue 
progressive industry. It seems that this superiority more than eounterbalances | the fight with our present voluntary system, we shall be defeated. Generations 
the undoubted advantage which this country has in raw material. hence we shal! be struggling with ignorance, squalor, pauperism, and crime 
but with a system of education made compulsory, and supplemented with art 
and industrial education, 1 believe within twenty years England would pos- 
it requires no skill to predict that unless we adopt a system of technical edu- | sess the most intelligent and inventive artisans in the world. 
cation for our workuren, we shall not even hold our own cheapness of cost as James Young, in 1867, says: 


well as in excellence of quality of our mechanical productions. It appears to 
I was a juror in the Euglish exhibition of 1362, but in the French exhibition I 


me government should take the matter in hand; the public funds should be 
forthcoming to establish these technical schools am only an exhibitor; as such I have spent about a month in Paris studying the 


James E. McConnell says in 1867: 





and there had the opportunity of meeting many jurors of different 
am bound to say that my experience accords with that of Dr. Lyon 
So formidable did the rate of progress of other nations appear to many 


exhibition, 
nations. I 


Playfair. : : : . 
f us. that several meetings of jurors, exhibitors, and others took place at 
of us, 


Louvre Hotel on the subject. The universal impression at these meetings was 
that the rate of progress of foreign nations in the larger number of our staple 
ndustries was much greater than ourown. — ; : 

But it must be stated that a large number of our first-class machine and other 
manufacturers are not exhibitors in Paris, whereas other nations, I believe, 
have taken care to bring forward their very best; stillthe great progress of other 
countries is evident. The reason for this increased rate of progress is th 
evstein of technical education given tothe masters of workshops, subman- 

; England for a long time excelled all other 
untries in the finish of her machines; but now we find that foreign machine- | 
makers are rapidly approaching us in finish, and having skilled and intelligent 
iabor cbeaper than ourselves, are progressing in all the elements of u 


the 


. } 
excei- 
co 


rene 


vers, foremen,and even workmen. 








anutactur- 


lustration. Originally I was a working- 


Permit me to use My Own case as ani 


man, but have succeeded in increasing the range of manufac turing industry 
fhe foundation of my success consisted in my having been fortunately attached 
to the laboratory of the Andersonian University in Glasgow, where I learned 


chemistry under Graham, and natural philosophy and other subjects under the 
re peetive professors. This knowledge gave m« power of improving the 
chemical manufactures into which I afterward passed as a servant, and ulti- | 
mately led to my being the founder of a new branch of industry and owner of 
the largest chemical manufacturing works of the kingdom. 

It would be most ungrateful of me if I did not recognize the importance of 
scientific and technical education in improving and advancing manufactures 
Many men without such education have made inventions and improvements 
but the y have struggled against enormous difficulties which only a powerful 
genius could overcome, and they have been f the obstacles to their 


} 
the 


t! 


sensible of 


progress. 








Stephenson, who so greatly improved locomotives, had to be his own in 
structor, but he sent his son Edinburgh University, and the son did 
wor it least as great as the fat nd with far less difficulty to himself. The 
improvement in locomotion has necessarily created great competition in the 
ndustries of the world, and unless we add skilled instruction to manual labor 
England can not expect to maintain her position in the industrial race 

I have made these extracts from a series of letters written by the 
managers and employers of labor in the great establishments in Erg 
land, some of them men who have risen to positions of great promi 
nence in the vast manufacturing interests of that kingdom. These let- 
ters were written in answer to inquiries addressed to them by auth 


ity of the Government of Great Britain. 

They exhibit the fact that the progress of nations and the comfort ot 
the laboring people, the just remuneration and the proper distribution of 
labor, depend on the best primary and technical education and its estab- 
lishment as a system and its general use. I shall not pursu 


the sub- 


iect further. If all our efforts were given to the great work what grand 
results might we not hope to see in a short time in all the States, and 
in the Southern States especially. 

fow many children, both boys and girls, furnished with the means 
of earning a comfortable livelihood: how the arts would flourish: how 
factories and industrial employments would increase and flourish: hov 
agriculture and horticulture would assume lovelier and more produe 
tive forms; how happy, cultivated, contented, prosperous, and virtuous 


would be our people. These are the fruits, Mr. President, which we 
may reasonably hope for from the commencement and continuance of 
the policies which this bill proposes to inaugurate and aid. 
Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President 
Mr. GARLAND. Would the Senator 





from Mississippi prefer to go 
on this evening or to-morrow? If he will give way I will move an e: 
ecutive session. 
Mr. LAMAR. I propose only to submit a few remarks; but I am 
willing to give way if such is the desire of the Senator. 
Mr. HARRISON. I wish the Senator from Arkansas would with- 


hold his motion for a few moments. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not desire to d 
to offer an amendment to it in the nature of 
may be printed; and for the purpose of calling the attention of Senators 
to the amendment I desire to say just a word or two. It see | 
conceded upon both sides of this Chamber t the obligation, it 
is an obligation, for an appropriation out of national Treasury 
purposes of education grows out of matters connected with the eman 
cipation of the black race in the South. | seems to 
ceded on both sides of the Chamber. I do not suppose there isa 
here who would propose this bill or advocate 
with the condition of the black 1 in the 


ISCUSS This bill. but I pl )pos 


I 


a substitute, which | ask 


ms to pe 


1 
i 
th 


v th 
say that 


1+ 1 if t yf . rT ? | 
it but lor facts connected 


ace South 





Mr. President, by the bill which is under discussion we are proposing 
therefore to treat the evil of illiteracy as connected with the eman 
pated slaves, and in order to get at the particular difficul vhich in 
cites this legislation, which justifies it, we are proposing a syste h 
distributes public money all over the United States \ ’ 


to the fact whether there are any emancipated slaves, and without retet 
ence to the fact whether the State in which it 
any way incapable of dealing itself with the question of education 


is to listributed 








other words, we propose to give Massa husetts her share of tl na, 
though her Senators tell us that Massachusetts is amply able tod 
with the question ot illiteracy within her own borders, and that she ha 
now a school system which sets before every bo i girl in that Com- 
monwealth an open door to the acquisit on of the elements of an ed 
cation. That same thing is true in the State of the Senator who man 
ages this bill upon the floor. It is true in the State I represen Phe 
is not a boy or girl of school age in the State of Indiana that has not 
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day an opportunity to acquire the elements of a common-school educa- 
tion. Why, then, shall we be under this bill distributing $5,000,000 
to the States which are able to deal with this question of illiteracy, 
the States which claim that they have already dealt with 
now an ample school fund and plenty of schools and 
care of their own children? 

It seems to me that we should apply the plaster to the wound, 
instead of wrapping the whole body in bandage 
the diseased part alone. I shall therefore propose by this amendment 
that the appropriation made shall go to those States only which have 


i 
a 


to 
it and have 


} ~ + } 
whers to take 


swe 





nia 
should ha 


at least 10 per cent. of illiteracy. I do not believe that it will } 

benefit to the States of the North—take the State of the Senator who 
sits next to me, Ohio—to throw into that State for current use a par 
of this appropriation. If it could be added to the permanent educa- 
tional fund in Ohio I agree that it might be valuable, because then it 


might go on; but if it is to be added only for a few years to a State 
where educational interest is already well-developed and where appro 
priations for education are already ample, it can not have the eiiect to 
stimulate, and is likely to have the effect rather to enervate 

Then, Mr. President, this amendment proposes that the amount to go 


to any State, as in the amendment to the bill which I proposed the 
other day, shall not be more than the State itself has expended in the 
preceding year for the purposes of education. I propose that the sum 


appropriated shall be less, that it shall begin with $5,000,000 annually 


and that it shall not run more than five years. Ido this because | 
believe the project is an experiment The amendment | propose doe 
not assume to make the appropriation, but simply provides that the 
appropriations shall be made from year to year 

Mr. BLAIR. That isthe bili, the Senator will understand, now. It 
appropriates annually 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good; then in that respect it does not dift 
from the bill which the committee have reported. Certain conditions 
are prescribed on the part of the States in order to entitle them to the 
use of this fand. One is that the State shall not, after the payment « 
the first installment under this act, reduce the State assessment for con 
mon schools. Another is that it shall be distributed to the school « 
tricts or other territorial subdivisions, not according to the number of 
children attending school therein, but according to the number of ch 
dren of school age within the district. 

These are the general outlines of the amendment which I propose. |! 
propose it as in the line of the remarks I made the other day, as being: 
suiticient provision fog the experiment which we are about to try, an 


g the money which is to be appropriated directly in contact 
vi 


il which is to be 


as bringin 


with the « 


remedied. 


I do not know that the amendment is in the best shape. I shall not 
be tenacious, when the Senate considers it, if any changes in it 
improve it. Ihave hastily prepared it, and I submit it to the c 


eration of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The amendment will be receives 
printed, and lie on the table untt] it is in order to preser 
-LUMB [ wish to withdraw the amendment which I m 


Mr. | 











fl can do so, in order that the amendment of the Senat 
mav take the place ot it I do not mean this amendment, it the 
red a day or two since Che amendment of the Senator tro1 
diana accomplishes the purpose whit had in view besid n 
ig other purposes. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICE! Che hair will st a the 
from Kansas and the Senator trom Indiana that t] j st i LK 
the motion of the Senator tf Kans Mr. P Bb] to re 
bill. 

should not be entitled ( oO 
om Indian 
ICER. No amendment is now in or 
; ¢ ‘ { ‘ 
| ChE MOTION 0 ¢ mmiut ul p 
} i asked t senatol m Kar 
‘ iment ti i he MS to 
e I k the text } ’ 
i é ad. o y 
tha Vv ame ment t ] prec é I } 
trike 0 iG ft I W ( t} é ‘ | ' 
insert met xr els ~o | | neve | 
s voted down m mendment will come first 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! I ( 
time no amendme sin ! ( 
tion to recomm 

Mr. GARLAND. With t tl the S 
\Lississit | ha ) e | ] ‘ 

Cy € proce: the « ‘ t of « tive h - 

M BLAI Betore ‘ ] 

' “ f . 

Che t{ESIDING FICER Do t ti 

Mr. GARLAND } s 

fr. BLAIR y to say—and : ny ! 
aet Cc! CCSSdl for the ‘ T 
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to of the Senate somewhat longer sessions than we have been ac- So (further count not being called for, and more than two-thirds 
eustomed to during the week, to-day perhaps, certainly to-morrow, and | ing voted in the affirmative) the morning hour was dispensed wit 
I think it would be well that we should ask the Senate to complete SWINE PRODUCTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
t ipon this bill during the day to-morrow; otherwise we may be 5 te : 
obliged to have a session on Saturday, for early next week, perhaps on | . Mr HA PCH, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, presented a rey 
Monday, I am notified by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- from the ORR = Agric aan, to whom was referred the mess 
p that } | report i bill ff mm his committee which will occupy from the | resident ol oe United gyre ig mae eam eg report fro 
+] ‘on 0 e Senate. This bill has been under discussion now | Secretary of State relative to the traffic in the swine products ot 
: two ( 11 I judge from the amendments offered that we United States, with a resolution recomm<¢ nding an appropriation 1 
tant er and further from an agreement on its provisions — rate the commissioners; which was referred to the Committ 
I k t) bye ” t would be well to take votes and see where | Appropriation 
: While I donot want to urge that proceedings be prolonged to- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
n I think we shall h ) k the Senate to sit to a later \ message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCooK, its Secretar innot 
} han to-morrow evenin t all events that the Senate had passed bills of the following tith n wl 
Mr. GARLA I renew my motion for an executive session concurrence of the House was requested 
| ! 1 was agreed to; and the S t proceeded to the consid- \ bill (S. 10) for the relief of Henry I. Todd, late keeper of th Ix 
el e business (iter fort ve minutes spent in execu- tucky penitentiary 
t m doors were reopened, 1 (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes A bill (S. 48) to provide for the allotment of lands in sever; 
| Senate adjourned. _ Indians on the various reservations and to extend protection 
laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for othe: 1) 
poses; and 
A bill (S. 940) to wthoriz the S« etary of the Treasury to « 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State ot 
: = souri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the G 
MiURSDAY, March 27, 1534. ernment of the United States on account of payments made } 
House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonn | State sinc: April 22, 1882, to the offi ers an len sted men of he m 
me ) : Dp tla forces for military ser ices rendered t » the | ted States In the $ 
our , esterday’s proceedings was read and approved pression of the rebellion, as eviden d by the proper pay-rolls heret 
filed with, ex unined ind accepted b th Cro nment ol the I 
SCHOON] DRUID States, and to report to Congress 
Mr. STONI I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s ee , oe 
tal for present consideration the bill (8. 1247) to authorize the issu ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 
ing of a re rto John 8. MeQuin and J. Warren Wonson for the Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on | d Bills, reported 
hooner Druid that committee had examined and i ltr nrolled a joint res 
I EAKEI Th \ be read, after which the Chair will of the following tit when t ik med the sam 


as follows 










Be i { That there be issued. under the direction of the Secretary of 
{ wury, a re ster for the s ver Druid, bu n Lunenburg, Novet’Scotia 
bu wowned by JohnS. MeQuinand J. Warr m, citizens of the United 
St s,and lyingin tl ort of Gloucester, Mass rthesaid MeQuin and 
W ns | furnis Secretary of the Treasury with satisfactory proof that 
the said hooner has been 1 p edu ve United States, and that the cost of re 
pairing her by her present vine s« double the cost of the said vessel 
to whel ur ised 
The reading ¢ bill was not heard distinctly on 


Mr. HOLMAN 
account of the 
The SPI 
Phe bill 
The SPEAKER 


the bill? 


mfusion in the | 





AKER iin report 


Was again 


Is there objection to the present considerati 


Chere be ing no objection, the bill was taken fron 


read thre mes, and passed 

Mr. STONE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ind also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl 


) 
rh lett . tiny ( . 1+ 
i ive il r motion Was agreed To 


ENSIGN I 

Mr. COX, of New York By direction of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs | ask unanimous consent to re port from that committee tor pres- 
ent consideration the int lu R. 26) granting permission 
to Ensign L. Kk. Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the decora 
tion of the Royal and Imperial Order of Francis Joseplt from the Gov- 
tr Che joint resolution is for the purpose of permit- 


K. REYNOLI 


ss 


reso 


tion (Ss. 


ernment of Austria 


ting a gentleman who is going off on the Greely expedition to accept a 
de tion from the Austrian Government in recognition of his heroic 


conduct in saving several lives 


} 1 . 1, 
Che joint 


Mr. HOLMA 
his Hous 


tion was read. 


O1Ut re 
Has the 


N resolution been considered by a committee 


oO 
Mr. TALBOTT, It has been considered favorably by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the joint resolution 

COX, of North Carolina 

Mr. TALBOTT I think the get 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox} ] 


7 } ; 
A OjPECT 
itleman will not object to the gen- 
ing permitted to give an explana- 


The SPI 
his object 


Mr. BRUMM 


\KER 


Does irolina withdraw 


the gentleman from North C; 


I obiect 


ORDER OI 


BUSINESS 

members called for the 1 gular order 

ACKBURN. 1 move to dispense with the morning hour for 
call of committees. 

lhe question being taken 


} 
> i 


Severa 

Mr. BI 
the 
noes 6. 


there were—nvyes 76, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself i: 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of proceeding with the cons 


* |} and resumes the 
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in 





eration of bills raising revenu 
The motion was wreed to 
rhe House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the W 
Mr. DORSHEIMER in the chair. 
WHISKY EXTENSION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN The House is n in Committee of the W 


H. It. 5265 


rits 


to extend 1! 


ware 


consideration of the bill 


time for the payment of the tax on distilled s; hous 


now in 


By order of the House all general debate upon the bill has been lin 
to one hour and a halt. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Ra 
DALL] is recognized to control one-half of that time 

Mr. RANDALL Mr. Chairman, this is a bill of graver consequet 


than any that has been considered by the House at this session, and 
+7 


rectly interested in tl 
vhen perhaps t 


ishes of the peopl 


any gentlemen suppose that only the parties di 
measure are watching its progress they will discover, 
late, their ignorance of the sentiments and w 

I shall discuss this matter briefl ll understood ai 
has been thoroughly canvassed, in its phases and consequences, by ea 
member. What I have to say will be on a higher th 
any arising from a prejudiced view of the matter. 

The legislation in reference to whisky, from its inception and through 
out its existence, has been steadily in one direction, and that has be« 
to make the manutacture of whisky in*this country a monopoly. Isa 
this with no disrespect to the gentlemen engaged in its production, mai 
of whom I know and entertain a high respect for. But we must rec 
nize as true the fact that the legislation of this ceuntry has establish 
a monopoly, and has driven from this field of profit almost all the mino1 
producers and business men of limited capital. This monopoly I cor 
sider a dangerous factor in our public affairs. As business men thos 
engaged in the manufacture of whisky have my fullest consideration 
and | am prompted by no unkind feeling toward them in my oppos 
tion to this bill, for if I could to-day relieve them by a repeal of the 
tax in toto, or by a partial repeal, they would have my warm advocacy 
and I would rejoice. What I fear from this measure is that it tends to 
make permanent the internal-revenue system that brings i Treas 
ury so large a proportion of our annual revenue I abhor the system 
and I stand against its continuance for a day longer than we car 
and therefore any act of legislation likely to perpetuate it I feel a sol 
emn duty requires me to resist 


flv, because it is we 


} . hinl 
level, I think, 


nto our 


i heip 





The excise law— 
Said Thomas Jefierson— 


is an infernal one The first ert 
second, to act on that admission 


or was to admit it stitution; the 


by the Cor 


In corroboration of my view as to the danger of a continuation of t! 


ie 
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system as a permenent mode of raising revenue I can cite the extraor- | 
dinary spectacle or anomaly which is presented in this matter of the 
parties in interest actually wishing to continue the tax. Some unusual 
and special advantage must be derived therefrom at the sacrifice, as I 
think, of the general public. 

We are told this measure is made necessary by overproduction. Ad- 
mit the fact. Have we not twice extended the period for the same rea- 
sons? Did the overproduction cease? I think not; on the contrary, 
aiter one of those extensions the evil was aggravated. Should the 
pending bill become a law, who knows that Congress would not be called 
on to again extend the time beyond the period it prescribes ? 

But the bill and the arguments by which it is supported open for 
thoughtful consideration the far graver question whether it is the right, 
and if it be the right whether it is the duty, of the Government to step 
in on any oceasion, under any pretext, to relieve by special or class le 
lation manufacturers temporarily embart The same conditik 
might arise and the same orsimilar reasons urged as to any other 
business, and if relief is right and is granted in why not in all 
cases? And so our Government would bec 
injurious to all our people than can be conceived or has yet been dreamed 
of by the wildest constutional latitudinarian. I can not think the 
passage of this bill possible, yet its defeat should be caused by a higher 
thought and purpose than any prejudice should arouse. Believing the 


‘assed ms 


} 
ve 


one Case, 





me a paternal one, more 


measure as proposed wrong in principle, vicious in practice, most un- 
wise in every respect, and especially so now, even in its consideration I 
have steadily resisted even its discussion, for the reasons I have given 
nd many others I might give if I was not more anxious to reach a vote 


than I am to discuss the subject. 
Mr. McADOO. In my opposition to this bill Lam not actuated by 
any fanatical idea of temperance, as I am opposed to all sumptuary 
laws. It seems to me that the arguments which have been adduced on 
this floor against the passage of the bill from a purely temperance point 
of view ought not to have any weight. This isnot a question o 
or police regulation of the liquor tr: I think that so fara 
perance question is concerned Federal legislation should be direct 
to securing for the * the people 
In the hurry and the press, in tl 


new 





moral 


3 the 


than in taxin 
rs 


ttear ol modern 


use ol u pure stimulant 


production. ear ant 


vilization, disguise it as We may, wisely or unwisely, the majority of 
wankind will resort to stimulants and narcotics. 
[ am opposed to this bill on the general principles of sound legisla 


tion. There have been but three classes of arguments in its favor pre 
sented on this floor. The first is that the men who are to be benetited 
by the passage of this bill are a good lot of fellows and need our sym- 
pithy. That argument merits no consideration. It may do credit to 
the hearts of those who offer it, butit is certainly a severe commentary 
n their heads. 

rhe second argument ts this: that the general law which oppresses 
these men is a bad one, and that we should. theretore, give them s 





special relief from its universal application 

est argument why this bill should not pass. 
of wiping out the whole internal-revenu i question 
of experimental politicsin my State. The Democratic party of my State 
put the question to the people of New Jersey, and the people declared 
by nearly 7,000 majority in-the gubernatorial election against the en- 
tire system of internal-revenue t 


I think that i 


For myself I 


3 the strong- 


Play 


w 
| 


mit 


system It is not 


= 
collects 


es and internal-revenue 


a3 rs. 

The gentleman who has just sat down [Mr. RANDALL] argued against 
it from one end of New Jersey to the other. 

I do not believe in voting for this bill, because if we grant relief to 


those who suffer under the internal-revenue system, and yet want to 





uphold it, we will never be able to wipe it out. Iam glad we dis- 
cussing in this respect a question of taxation where, justly or unjustly, 
we can not be accused of acting in the interest of New York silk-ribbon 


jobbers or the English manufacturers of cheap razors and Soho-squa 
pickles. 

In abolishing the internal revenue we are carrying out the 
our free Constitution, making no experiment as to the result l 
taxation, and freeing great sections of our common country from ar 








cise regulation that fosters monopoly and is better titted to the genius 
ofa monarchy than a republic 

The bill being unsound on general principles, I do not think re 
called upon to discuss its merits or the effect which a failure to pass it 
may have or not have on business interests. As 2 matter of fact thes 
manutacturers, either through bad judgment or cupidity, overstocked 


the whisky market. They got caught as many other men have undet 





similar cireumstances, but, unlike any other business, they row ask 
Government to loan them a vast sum of money to help then ind 
from past successes in Congress appear to have some hope that beyond 


the interest on such principal they may never have to pay anyth 
return. 

This is a question which affects our own people solely. I do not want 
the incubus of this tax to remain upon the grain-tields of the Northwest 
or to continue its blight and shadow on the tobacco-planters of Vir 
ginia. he gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] stated as an 
argument in favor of this bill that his sympathies were enlisted in its 
behalf because it isa Kentucky measure, and in that connecti: 
spoke of the glorious history of that Commonwealth 


ne 


in 


s 


miso 
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Sir, I do not yield to the gentleman from Maryland in my respect (or 
the memory of Henry Clay or my admiration of the ennobling history of 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky. But Lask that gentleman to look 
across the historic river that flows beneath the shadow of this Ca 
and to remember that the great agricultural the an 
honorable, and glorious State of Virginia is tobacco, and to my mind 
certainly as legitimate a crop as is wheat, And I want him to he 


s¢ ' 
pitol, 
inte ot 


rest ient, 


pine 





to defeat this bill because of its defects and demerits, and to insure the 
abolition of a system which is not only blighting the commercial and 
material prospects of that great Commonwealth, but is seeking to rut 
its politics and to ruin its people and is ging disgrace and dis 
honor upon her honored name. I hope that this bill w Of pass in 
the interest of good legislation We ask that legislation sha e cen 
eral, not special or class 

There has been another argument offered in support of this bill 
that is, that in some mysterious way it is connected with the tarif 
And the illustrious gentleman from New York who spoke vester 
aiternoon | Mr. Hewitt] said he was in favor of making alcoho 
because it was used in the arts and came under his catalogue of raw ma 
terials. Well, I am not opposed, as I have said, to the legitimat: 
of alcohol; but the principal art 1 know of in which whisky is said to 


be frequently used is the art of giving an aurora-borealis tint to the nos¢ 
| Laughter.] Ido not know whether the gentleman from New Yo 
referred to that particular art in his remarks or not the gentle 
man is inconsistent He would free alcohol and 
away from the poor man his pipe and leave him the cup 


Put 


bond LOMILCCE 1 Kt 


I do not see that it is connected with the tarifl Che newspapet 
is true, inform us that the tobacco men of Virginia and North ¢ i 
have been offered a bait in the shape of a modicum of relief if they 


will accept a certain tariff bill now before the Hous Now I ask 
gentlemen if that is not like inviting a man to a banquet and gr 
him that he shall have quail on toast, and then saving to him that be 
tore he can have any quail on toast to gratify his | e he mu 
eat a little crow to piease you that la, ho crow HO quali, ho qua i no 
crow? [ Laughte 

I do not propose to make anv ¢ Maitiohs I thin i 0 
hedge around a proposition with a condition of that kin I ! 
of offering the tobacco men relief regardless of tariff leg ati i Wa 
in connection with this tariff suggestion to say to the leader on the | 
publican side, who spoke last evening and who threatened to disso 


burly form in oleagipous laughter 


it 


the exper 











ot the House I want to tell the gentleman trom \ REPI 
that the good old ship of the Democratic party, containing the chureh 
militant of the true political faith, notwithstanding these March gales 
will yet come into harbor with the doves of sweet pea ie h 
mony on its yard-arms, and the old flag of the Constitution floating 
gallantly from its peak 

I want to tell the gentleman from Maine that the good sens« 
great Democratic party will, in. its own proper time, r 
problem in the interest of the producing and laboring peop th 
I want to tell him that in the solution of it we shall be led by t 

greatest good to the greatest number;’’ and while we may not pleas 
a certain class of absolute free-trade theorists who t] nk t 
a first mortgage ipon public opinion and that the g if unlvers 
sitting up in its night-clothes to hear them speak [laughter nor 
the other hand a class ot advocates ot overprotected i} i ad i ) 
tected labor who are insisting because they themselv: e am ig 
wealth that the American workingman is driving s SV \ 
gold hammer and walking on luxurious carpets while his da t 1 
playing on thousand-dollar pianos, we will settle it to the idl 
satisfaction of the people 

I want to tell him that there is a proper solution of the tar 
tion, and a proper time and place to discreetly and honestly exa i 
the system in the interest of honest toil and economic government 

I know, sir, that some people aifect to believe the tariff questio un 
only be settled in heaven, where they have no ** local iss 
great editors to blow cyclonic blasts upon their bugle-horns, nia ig 
window-panes rattle and the babies ery from the sylvan sha f the 

blue-grass *’ region of Kentucky to the pebbly shores o 1 
lighttul Jersey. 

It may be the gentleman from Maine thinks . 
other place, where they havea prohibitory tari 0 ite 
but apon the Democratic party, individually and colle ‘ iugl 
te! But we will settle it in our ow mie in the in I want 
this Democratic House to pass a measu that sha bolis] ste 
against which every father of the party from Thomas Jefferson W 
has inveighed [ want that we shall rid the wheat fields of Lowa. ri 
the orchards and vineyards of my own State, rid the »t ‘ ) 
Virginia and North Carolina, rid the manufacturing peop I 
engaged in the tobacco industry, rid our free people e fa 
system that creates spies and informers and loads down honest trade 
and toil I want that we shall pass a true Democratic measu eas 
ing to deal with the unclean thing in piecemeal, 2 species of legis 
quackery that addresses itself to alleviating a local aifection instead o 


boldly e wlicating the d 


From 


isease that produced it 
th Ipoint sound policy this bill i ba mm 
i 
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business point of view these men are the victims of their own folly or | 
cupidity; from a legislative view it is forgiving a debt honestly and 
due the Government and voting away about $60,000,000 of the 














legaily 

















people’s money or at least imperilingits collection. Sound statesman- 
ship and the good sense and honesty of the American people declare 
gall this bill 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman,I stand pledged to the repeal of the 
whole internai-revenue system 

This system had its origin in the dire necessities of a great civil war, 
in which the nation was struggling for its very life and existence. 
When the measure was introduced into this House “it was denounced 
by Democrats as undemocratic, anti-republican, inquisitorial, oppres- 
sive. and unjust: on the other side of this Chamber its defense was 
based solely upon the ground of a necessity created by the exigencies 
of war: andnow, Mr. Chairman, after a lapse of more than twenty years, 
and more than cighteen years since the close of the war, this system 
stands a disgrace to our age, and a large number of gentlemen, who 

° twenty vears ago were as vehement in their denunciation of internal 

taxation as | i now, have for some reason become satisfied with it, 
and are now opposed to its repeal. 





been regarded with disfavor by every Democratic ad- 
The first law on the 
subject was enacted during the administration of Washington. It was 
tested by the people that the ‘‘ whisky rebellion’’ was the result 


Phis system ha 





ministration from the beginning of the century. 
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[ so understand. I contend that the system was the 





and Means proposes to reduce taxation. Yet one of the ablest of that 
a gentleman who ranks high in this country as a political 


[Mr. Hewitt], very fr fears yesterday 


committe 


economist nklv expressed his 
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of the po} dignation against it. This law remained in force till 
1801 \ir. Jefferson, in his first message to Congress, advocated its re- 
pe 1d Congress promptly repealed the obnoxious law. During the 
sec i England the nation a second time was obliged to resort 
tothis« ordinary method of taxation. Itlasted but four years. The 
first act Mr. Monroe on coming into power was to recommend its re- 
pe Mr. Jefferson regretted that the Constitution ever admitted this 
species ol ition In his letter to Mr. Monroe he says: 

Phe excise syste an infernal one rhe first error was to admit it by the 
Cons it t second, to act on that admission fhe information of our | 
I t t f i the westward is uniform that, though the people there let 
tl s lv, they were the objects of laughter, not of fear; that their de- 
te ! se law i niversal,and is now associated witha detestation 
of ‘ Jefferson’s Letter to Monroe 

[It appears from this that my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] was not the first to denounce the system as an infernal one. 

in his message recommending the repeal of the excise duties imposed | 

mn Mr. Madison’s administration Mr. Monroe said 

To Dp axes upon the people when the public exigencies require them 
s obligation of the most sacred character, especially with a free peopl« 

lo dispense with taxes, when it may be done with perfect safety, is 
equally the duty of their representatives.—Monroe’s Message. 

Blackstone in his Commentaries takes occasion to speak in this wise 
cm erning excise: 

rhe rigorand arbitrary proceedings of tne excise seem hardly compatible with 
the tof a free nation * Such was the opinion of their general un- | 
pop rity, that when, in 1642, aspersions were cast by malignant persons upon 
the house of commons that they intended to introduce excises, the house for 

ts vind tion therein did declare that these rumors were false and scandalous 
and that their authors should be apprehended and brought to condign punish- 
I ‘t 

Mr. BUCKNER. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
as to toric fact, I will say that the act of 1812, as he will find, was 
nothing but anact of licenses—special taxes. Thelaw of 1792 was never 

f pt under provisions similar to the present internal-revenue 


S: | am opposing not any particular method, but the whole system 
of taxation by excises, whether imposed upon the manufactured article 
or bY a system Of licenses 

from Madison’s last administration down till after the breaking out 
of the late civil war we hear no more of internal taxes. While the act 
has been changed and many portions repealed, yet its worst features 
remain, and must remain, until it is totally expunged from the statute- 
book 

It is litera nd truly a statute of pains and penalties. Nearly every 
clause creates a crime, and nearly every paragraph contains a penalty, 
and « y section is made horrid by the distrust it throws upon human 
nat Every humane presumption or maxim with which our com- 
mor d statute law invest a human being is by this infernal system 
re innulled. Itstartsouton the theory that man is naturally 
a t . robber, who needs to be watched by spies and kept from 
stealin va locks, and other contrivances. It interferes 
with the us m he might desire to make of the kindly 
fi s of the ear 

i w bristles all over with monstrosities and hideous deformities, 
and ought to be instantly repealed Chere isno excuse for its retention 
a single day longer so is this House is concerned. The income of 
the national Treasury is so largely in excess of the demands upon it 
that we are puzzied with the question, What shall we do with the sur- 
plus? The tariff bill reported to this House by the Committee on Ways 
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that the proposed measure would not reduce revenue—would not hay; 
the effect its authors intended. 

It was estimated that the reductions recommended by the Tariff Con 
mission would amount to 20 or 25 per cent., yet in fact it did not 
amount to 10 percent. And, Mr. Chairman, I here affirm that the bil] 
being framed on the theory of a tariff for revenue, will not decrease thy 
customs receipts, but will increase them. 

Ifere, then, we should all make our stand in favor of reducing revy- 
enucs, for in repealing internal taxes we know just what amount we 
are letting go. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from New York said it might not 
have the effect of reducing revenue; I did not understand him to say 
that it would not reduce taxation. 

Mr. STORM. If it does not reduce revenue it does not remove thi 
difficulty Iam arguing agiinst. I am contending that you do not 
touch the surplus in the Treasury; and I am satisiied that the present 
committee has made the same mistake that the Tariff Commission made 
when they declared that by their proposed legislation they would mak 
a reduction of from 20 to 25 per cent., while, as the Committee on 
Ways and Means, of which my friend [Mr. MorRIsoN] is the illustrious 
chairman, have shown in their report, the reduction would not reach 2 
per cent. on the value of the importation. 

What a spectacle do we behold here to-day! The whisky distillers 
and speculators clamoring to have the time in which they are required 
by existing law to pay the tax on the distilled products now in the 
bonded warehouses extended for two years more, making five in all. 
Yet these distillers and speculators in whisky and their friends on this 
floor have not made a single effort to secure the repeal of this law. Is 
this whisky power so weak that it can not be heard? It is powerful 
enough to send a man to the United States Senate in the place of on 
who had the temerity to dispute its arrogance and audacity and to in- 
quire into its methods. It makes no secret of its power to send men 
into this Hall such as it likes and to defeat those who have displeased 
it. Why has not this more than autocratic power and influence been 
exerted in behalf of the repeal of this law? The answer is on the sur 


face; it requires no great mental effort to discover it: it is this: The 
present law, odious as it is, is agreeable to the distiller and whisky 
speculator because it makes the distillation of spirits a monopoly. It 


shuts out the small distiller. The farmer who before the war could 
convert his grain and corn into whisky and his fruits into brandy and 
wine can not do so now. He can not afford to pay for the machinery 
and espionage required under the existing law to run a small distillery 

Few honest and prudent men acquainted with the stringent provis 


ions of the present law and the risk they must take arising from mis- 


takes or the carelessness of clerks and employés, will embark in the 
business. 

The bill before us, Mr. Chairman, will not afford the relief suppos 
It is but a contrivance, a clumsy shift, by which the evil is postponed, 
not removed. ’ 

What was the effect of the act of 1878, by which the bonded period 
was made three y In 1878, on the 30th day of June, the quan 
tity of spirits remaining in the distillery warehouses was 14,088,773 
gallons; but in 1879, under the stimulus of the act of 1878, the pro 
duction was increased to 19,212,470 gallons, or more than 5,000,000 
gallons in one year. In the year 1880, however, the increase was still 
more remarkable, reaching 31,363,869 gallons. 

A similar result was produced by the act of 1880, known as the Car 
lisle bill. It repealed the interest clause of 5 per cent. and reduced th 
penalty in the bond one-half, making the penalty equal to the amount 
of the tax, instead of double, as had been the case before. The next 
fiscal year shows an astoundingresult. The production leaped instantly 
from 31,363,869 gallons in 1880 to 64,648,111 gallons in 1881, or mor: 
than 33,000,000 of gallons in one year. In 1882 it reached 89,962,645 
llons, and in 1885 80,499,993 gallons. 

I append the following table, taken from the last annual report of th. 
Secretary of the Treasury: 


} 





ears ? 


lo 
| Ra 


The following table shows the quantity remaining in dis illery warehouses a 
the close of each of the fifteen fiseal years during which spirits have been stored 
in such warehouses : 

Gal 

Quantity remaining June 30,1869 16, 685, 164 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1870 : 11, 671,88 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1871......... é 6, 744, 360 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1872 LO, 14 r2 
Quantity remaining June 30,1873 14. 650, 14 
Quantity remaining June 30,1874 15, 575, 224 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1875 13.179 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1876.............cc00...cecees 12, 595, 850 
Quantity remaining June 39, 1877 13,091, 77 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1878 14. OSS. 77 
Quantity remaining June 3),1879 19, 212, 470 
Quantity remaining June 30,1880 3] 3, 869 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1881 64.648, 111 
Quantity remaining June 30, 1882 89. 962. 645 
Quantity remaining June 30,1885 : 80. 490, GOS 

What folly to talk about giving relief to this branch of business by 


postponing the time of payment of these taxes! We mightas well talk 
about pouring oil on the flame to extinguish the fire as to talk about 
relief from overproduction by stimulating it. 


The bill of 1880 was framed by the distillers themselves, as one of 
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their managers swore before a committee which investigated the charge 
that money “had been corruptly used to secure its passage. He swore 
the bill was passe d by Congress just as it was drawn, without the cross- 
ing ofa **t * or the dotting of an ‘*‘i.’ 

It is not strange that the distillers and speculators in bonded whisk 
want the present law continued and the time for the payment of ti ixes 
extended. Uncle Sam makes a very desirable partner for these gentle- 
men. They have invested in the enterprise about 30 cents to Uncle 
Sam’s 90 cents. They say to him, ‘*Give us two years’ time in which to 
pay up our share of the capital stock, and we will pay you 8 cent — 
1 mill for the favor.’’ In the mean time Uncle Sam must be at the 


pense of watching his partners in order they may not steal the partner- 


ship effects, must submit to the entire loss of leak: we, which the law 
makes equal to about 16 per cent.—a sum larger than the w whole inter- 


est paid to him—and must also take the risk of lo&s by fire or from any 
other cause. 

But here the partnership ends. At the end of the five years the part- 
nership assets, by aging, have advanced to $2.50 per gallon, but Uncle 
Sam finds that he was not a partner, but only a lender; he gets back hi 
90 cents plus his 8 cents and | mill interest, less the deductions and 
risks mentioned, and the distiller pockets the $1.20 on each gallon. 
From such a partnership the Government ought to retire at the very 
earliest day possible. 

The ge ntleman from New York [Mr. HEwtrr] votes for this bill be- 
cause he thinks it will lead to its -" peal. How such a result will fol- 
low he did notinform us. 1 can imagine only one reason why it should 
7 we such an effect, and that is the passage of this bill would be such a 

laring outrage that the people would rise in rebellion against it and de- 

aie its repeal. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against the bill for the very opposite reason 
given by the gentleman trom New York. I believe the extension of the 
period for paying the taxes On whisky is an extension of the time of re- 
peal, and only postpones that much-desired day. Let us refuse this ex 
tension, and compel this powerful monopoly to come in and join us in an 
effort to get the law repealed. 

I have not attempted to argue this question from a moral standpoint. 
I do not think the temperance queation' is in any way involved in the 
bill. Ithink the temperance people would regard the passage of the bill 

as a concession and a favor to a class of people not entitled to them; in 
which opinion many others will concur. 1 do not share the moral in- 
difference of the gentle man from New York. It would make with me 
a great deal of difference whether the subject-matter to be taxed was 
aton of pig-iron or aton of whisky. All writers on political economy 
make the distinction by dividing articles of consumption into two 


classes, profitable and unprofitable: and in the latter class they all in- } 


lude spirituous liquors and tobacco. They all claim that in the im- 
position of taxes the latter class should bear the burden, to the end that 
their use might be discouraged. 

The uniform tendency of all legislation in this country is in that 
direction. It regards the traffic in alcoholic beverages as a dangerous 
one. Its unlimited sale is allowed in noState of the Union that I have 
information concerning. Some prohibit entirely; others place its sale 
under strict regulations. It is taxed more heavily than any other class 
of products manufactured for consumption, not on the ground that it 


is a luxury, but because its influence on the morals of the community 


is baleful and its pernicious effects should be contined to the smallest 
possible limits. 


Therefore in freeing spirits from the tax imposed by the Federal Gov 


ernment I do not advocate exempting them trom the heaviest burden 
the States may see proper to impose. The General Government under 


its limited powers can not touch the moral aspects of the question. 


The States have full and ample power to deal with the question in all its 


economical and moral aspects. 
Instead of continuing the collection of this tax and redistributing it 


whisky over to the States to deal with as the y play deem best 


Mr. Chairman, I say extirpate the system at one Do away with an 
army of 4,000 collectors, agents, spies, &e. Save the $5,000,000 which 
it now costs to collect internal taxes. Let us collect all om nues 
irom customs duties in the old-fashioned Democratic way. Thetwosys 
tems arenot needed. One issufficient for the needs of the Governmen 
No one asks to discontinue the customs system, and we are all agi 


on the other, that it o ight to be wiped out 
On the first call of States for bills at the present session, Mr. Cl 


man, I offered a bill providing for the repeal of all internal taxes. The 
Committee of Ways and Means, so far as we are informed, have not acted 


on it. That bill 1 shall offer asan amendment to the bill now pend 
if an opportunity for amendment is afforded me. 
Mr. BL ACABURN. itrust, Mr. Chairman, that in what I havetos 


upon the pending measure I shall not make myself amenable to criti 


cism in speaking from the standpoint of a constituency that holds any 
personal concern or special interest in the fate of the measure. I promis 
in advance that I will not copy questionable examples which have been 


set me by indulging ii 


appeal either to prejudice or to sympathy 
I am not master of “m toric; 


but if I were, I would discard it here an 





wain among the States, as advocated by some crack-brained statesmen, 
Iam in favor of repealing the tax, and handing the subject ot taxing 
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ask this committee to consider this bill simply trom the 
lawmakers grappling with a business question affecting seriou 


revenues of this country. 


To those who know me, 
I hope that it is not necessary for me to disclaim any 
to ever fail in my desire to ext 


discussed so elaborately, 


Mr. Chairman, by long s« 


rvice 


& 


n this Hoe 


wish o1 


1On ALi 


that I may be allowed to fi inish se I have to say withont req 
And I will promise, in consid 
extension of that courtesy, to exert myself to ‘the 
fairest statement of facts and the most candid pre sentatic 


inte rruption or question. 


of which I am capable. 


[ will distort no tigures, 


*> 


od. 


stand p 


ly 


i 
«yl sti 
of the con 
kK 
ration oO 
utmost to make 
mi of the 
I will not strai 


data, but from the standpoint of a man who is possessed of de 


victions upon the subject I will 


fair as possible. 
This, Mr. Chairman, 


timent ofsympathy. It 
it is not manly to invoke 
viewed from the fairest standpoint to which it may be 


is a business proposition. 


sympathy in its behalf. 


It adn 


is not fair to invoke prejudice 


he 


not commend itself to the best judgment of this House, 
pass and would not receive my support. But, M1 


candidly confess that it 


who have seen proper to oppose it 


rules of parliamentary disc 
the rules adopted by thi 
the sacred precincts of the committee-room and give to thi 


their own crude idea 
1 


ever came betore the 


of that committee packing it in here in their arms int 
If the gentleman from Ark: 


protests of mayor ities. 


has been altogether fairly de 
More than one 
been heard in opposition has taken occasion in violation not onl 
ission, but in open and flagrat 


Chair 


make the presentation of my 


gain 


t 


weve! 


it should 
nan, I can 
alt with by 


Lt 


subjecte ad, it 


} 


is Of Nose 


gentieman who 


; House for its government, tos 


as his service here for years ought to have made h 


to the rules of parliamentary bodies generally and the 


House, he would not nee 


WSas WAS AS lal 


m bot 


others in the same situation, that it is not competent fo 
this House, not even a member of the committee, 


by any of its membership 


Mr. DUNN. I wffl give the gentleman an exp! 
if he will permit me 


satisfactory to himself, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 


be interrupted 


Mr. DUNN. Certainly But the gentleman oug 
meanings to members and then raise the shield of the 


for his own protection. 
fication at*others 
Mr. BLACKBURN 


mittee and this House, 
} 


his example of yesterday 


chairman of the Committee on V sand } 


} 


L hes 


r 
} 
i 


and adhere to my requ 


He ought not to shoot f 


But I must goon. That is 
tosav. I havea right to say that the record shows, both 


it ViOk 


eek to in 


couched in suspicious terms, as to hov 


e elite Pictures have been drawn of mino1 


] 


\ 


thi 


le INC 


h wit 


rule 


d to have been reminded, and there app 


ra member 


{ 


h ve 


to go into the 


the gentleman’s Pp irdon 


st and 


1 


ht no 


not all 


imu 


decli 


that this bill e: ile he re an 1 came 


eans, if anybody, 
upon whom criticism would tall "ise penaetedl this Ol to tl 
and said that the Committee on Ways and Means had sti 
to do so He said that there would be no minoritv repo lee 
at the same time that it was not the unanimous report of the ce 


When he made that report to this House he obeyed to t] 


structions that his committee had given him He did 

He did nothing else than voice tne sentiment of it 
couched in that order with which he stood charged: ar 

a correct and an absolutely correct statement of the ts 
to any and every Republican member of the ‘ 

Means whether he can bear me out or not. 

Mr. MCKINLEY [ desire to y that the : 
tucky states exactly the fucts as tl occurred i 
Committee on Ways and Means was authorized to 
to state, as he did, that it was not a unanimous ) 
him, to the gentleman from Kentucky, and to tl 
this statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank col ‘ 

tatement 

Mr. BRUMM May la \ L¢ minth ) 

Mr. BLACKBURN I must 1¢ to be intel t 
enough to show how this bill he the H 
properly before The re I wee! 
stated, and I trust that no m« I nt floo 
to be poisoned or pre ced of these u 
wn inwarranted suspi has pro é 

| it, Ss Iw h 70 o the « s mn i tt ? 
submitted to us h he Go rment ou tin 
ind justice to pass the | to int this re If the ¢ 
to be injured in its resout sf ison of its pa I 1 
If it was tor ise OF iwle hold ich ¢t 
has to-day t re tl | l evenue, t 


ty 


actions of that committee-room or discuss in the House the action 


{ 





15 


purposs 
nd every civil courtesy and polite reco; 
nition to my fellow-members in debate; but as this question has been 
as every opportunity for interrupt 
tion has been given for weeks ane the discussion of thi 
ask as a measure of friendly courtesy wpon the part 


S$ conimiitt 


»} 


idit 
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the passage of the measure. But if the Government is not to be and | States—yourselves. That tax will never be remitted to these jx op 
can not be the loser to the extent of a single penny, if the Government | the Government will never fail to receive it. It will never be repeal 
does not release a single hold that it has to-day to enforce the collec- | except that you yourselves, the men who sit here to frame laws | 

















yn of the tax, if the tinancial condition of the Government is such that | the Government of this people, shallso decree it. And if you do with; 

does not need the money, then I submit to business men, to practical | the next two years, these people will get their money back whether , 
iakers, What objection can reasonably be urged against granting the pass this bill or not. There is no foundation for such a flimsy app 

ypeal of these people ? | to rest upon and claim the dignity of an argument. 


But this has been said to be a peculiar tax. Soitis. This arti 
it is charged, stands isolated and alone as the victim of harsh 
I jue system of taxation which they are anxious to destroy and ob- | rigorous legislation. That is true; the record shows it. You kn 
rate. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt], my colleague | full well, for it has been often repeated here upon this floor, and star 


We are met on theone hand by gentlemen opposing this bill who tell | 
on the committee, made that assertion here upon yesterday. I doubt this moment without any one reckless enough to contradict o1 


passed it fastens permanently on this country an internal- 


n fact lam assured, that he was giving utterance to his mosthon- | peach it, that this bonded period was never fixed on this industry 

1 the unblushing frauds perpetrated upon the Federal Treasury mad: 
necessary to adopt legislation in the nature of penal statutes in ord 
secure their suppression. From that day watil now the policy of G 
gress has been liberalizing in itstendency. From thatday till now¢ 
gress has been busily engaged in striking down these rigorous exactio 


est convictions. I am equally sure that he spoke for himself alone, 

ul that no other man that stands here to-day in support of this meas- 
ure holds views similar to that. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HERBERT] and the gertleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT], who sit 


} ; 


here hefore me nd others too have declared to you that they are op- 








































posed to this bill, and yet they are admitted, avowed, and open advo-| At that time, when the one-year bonded period was established 
cates for the maintenance of the internal-revenue system of taxation. | distiller was required to give a bond, and to renew it every ten da 
But then comes the gentleman from the State of Pennsylvania [Mr. | conditioned in double the amount of the value of the tax on the whi 
RANDALL], and the one from New Jersey [Mr. McApDoo], and the gen- | in the warehouse. That law was modified, that bond was extended 
tleman from Pennsylvania who sits immediately before me when in his | thirty days instead of ten, and the amount of the penal sum oi 
seat [Mr. Storm], and they tell you that they oppose this bill be- | bond was divided in half, and the rigor of the law was abated 
cause they are in favor of abolishing internal-revenue taxation, and that The severe exactions to which this branch of industry has been fo: 
if you do not kill this bill you will never abolish that system of tax- | to submit have been ameliorated time and time again. When the pur- 
| pose of that penal statute had been accomplished, when the frauds ha 
iLos these gentlemen to reconcile their differences? They seem | been suppressed, in 1878 Congress without serious opposition pass¢ 
to be trying to reach a common goal; they seem to be working for a | joint resolution extending the bonded period from one year to thr 
common purpose; which is the murder of this measure. But they do | years. It has gone on that plane from then till now. 
not agree as to the reasons that impel them, but on the contrary are For nearly fourteen years, and I speak in the light of the report 
sunping their heads together with irreconcilable logic, if logic at all | the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, there has never been a frat 
it b perpetrated upon your revenues in this quarter, nor even one attempted 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I have been amazed to Ksten to declarations | In all that long period there has not been a suit instituted upon thes: 
such as came the other day from the gentleman from Massachusetts | bonds nor a demand made of payment upon one of their sureties 
Mr. LONG], whom I see before me. He tells this Congress and the If it be admitted, and it has never been denied by any gentlema: 
country that the object and the purpose of these people is to get relief | that these severe and rigorous provisions of the law were impos 
mm the payment of this tax altogether. And that has been the bur- | simply and solely for the purpose of suppressing fraud and protecting 
den of the song of the opposition from the beginning until now—that | the Treasury, then in the light of fourteen years’ experience, during 
this is only an entering-wedge toward the relief from taxation alto- | which you cannot cite me to a single instance of a violation of the la 
gether upon bonded spirits. The gentleman says that if you grant | nor the institution of a single suit upon the penal bond, I ask yo 
this request, the opposition generally say that if you grant this request, | gentlemen, as men of common sense and common fairness, what ne: 
the next demand made upon you will be to repeal the whisky tax, and | is there to continue any longer any portion of your penal provisions 
having extended the period of sale for two years they will within that The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is satisfied; his letter is her 
period secure the repeal of the internal-revenue system and go scot- | before you, and it is your fault if you have not acquainted yourselves 
free, and there will be no taxes paid at all. Is there logic or reason | with it. He tells you that this bill is an honest one; he tells you that 
or sense or fairness in such specious appeals as that? How can it hap- | it isa fair one; he tells you that the Government will lose nothing b 
pen Is there not a surplus of manufactured goods in this country | reason of its passage. He recommends its consideration to you, and h 
to-day? Is there a man of the opposition who dares to deny that the | guarantees that the hold which the Government has for its tax will not 
round of his opposition rests upon the charge that there has been | be impeached or weakened by the passage of this bill. I can not fo 
overproduction and that to-day there is a surplus here sufficient to | the life of me see how, except at the dictate of prejudice or fanaticism 
meet the wants of two or it may be three years tocome? Taking that | this proposition can be rejected by national minds. 
I do not think it is altogether clear that Congress has the power, 0 


is a postulate, let us see how easy it is and how short a road demon- 
trates the balderdash with which those gentlemen would feed this | ever had the power, to levy this tax after the fashion that it was im 
House. posed. When you come to consider three provisions of the Federal 
Overproduction, a glut in the market, surplus goods which consump- | Constitution, the one declaring the powers that are vested in the Fed 
tion can not take up for two or three years, and yet a repeal of the | eral Congress, ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises 
whisky tax within two years, they say, would cheat and rob the Gov- | to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel 
ernment of all this tax. How so? Suppose you enforce the collection | fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall b 
ofthis tax to-day, each day as it falls due. Suppose you kill this bill | uniform throughout the United States;’’ and when you come to con- 
and demand the tax and get it; what happens? _One of two things must | sider another clause of that instrament, which declares that ‘‘ no capi- 
occul Either this whisky must be shipped abroad, exported, in | tation or other direct tax shall be laid unless in proportion to the cen- 
which case under the law as it stands the Government gets no tax, or | sus or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken;’’ and when you 
the man who at present holds it must pay the tax and continue to hold | crown those two with the third, which provides that ‘* no tax or dut) 
it, or the purchaser at these confiscation sales, buying it even at sacri- | shall be laid on articles exported from any State,’’ I submit the ques- 
ficial prices, will continue to hold it until this surplus is demanded by | tion to any lawyer as to whether the power of Congress is established 
consumption, which you tell us can not be within two years. Then, if | and its road is a clear one for the levying and the laying of a tax like 
the tax be repealed, the holder of the unbroken packages under the law | this. 
comes back to your Federal Treasury and demands and gets his rebate The law of Congress under which you levy this tax to-day shows 
to the last penny that he has ever paid in the nature of a tax. It is | clearly that it was intended by its framers to be founded upon the 
preposterous. Under no state of case can a repeal of the internal-reve- | assumption of constitutional power to tax upon the measure of consump- 
nue system of taxation rob the Treasury of this tax in the event of pass- | tion, not of production. It is not clear that Congress has power to tax 
ing the bill any more than it would be deprived of it if the bill were de- | any commodity in this country except upon the measure of consump- 
feated and the tax was paid. If these goods goabroad they pay notax. | tion. Else why was your law drawn as it is?) Why demand of thi 
If they pay tax in advance and are subsequently shipped abroad the | whisky-holders tax upon what is consumed here, while you dare not 
Government must refund every dollar. Ifthe present holder pays the | require him to pay tax upon what he sends abroad? It is consumption 
tax and continues to hold the goods, he goes to your Treasury and gets | and not production that may be fairly taxed by Congressional powe1 
back every dollar of the money that you have extorted in the nature of | unless you mean to give a doubtful construction to the provisions ot! 
tax. Ifthey are sold for 50 cents a gallon, the man who buys and holds | the organic law to which I have called your attention. 
in unbroken packages will come to your Treasury Department and They tell us that this is a loan; that the Government is asked to be- 
claim and receive every dollar of the tax. come a partner with the whisky dealer or the whisky holder. That is 
But, again, I ask you to tell me who is it that is going to repeal this | not true. My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] met that propo 
tax? You say you are afraid to pass this bill lest the tax on whisky | sition with an answer so plain that it seems to me that it will scarce 
may be repealed. The whisky-holder can not repeal it. The man who | bear repetition. 
has money in it has no power to make or repeal a statute. Whohas| But they say if this is not a loan, then why require the whisky 
that power that you are afraid of? The Government of the United | holder to pay 4} per cent. interest per annum to the Federal Govern- 
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ment? I will answer and tell you why. The whisky holder has the 
jower and the right to-day, under existing law, to export every gallon 


of his goods and send it for storage in foreign ports. Mathematical 
calculation of the cost of export will show you that it ranges from six 
to ten dollars per barrel, owing to the distance from the seaboard over 
which it must pay expense of transportation by rail. And a mathe- 
matical calculation will show you that 4} per cent. interest running for 
a period of two years will amount to within an infinitesimal fraction of 
the same sum that it would cost the holder to transport his goods 
abroad. 

Then coming down to itas anaked business proposition, the question 
issimply this: Will this Government force the holder of whisky to ex- 
port his goods, or will it agree to let him hold them two years longet 
and pay into the coffers of the Treasury, instead of to foreign w arehouse- 
men and the skippers upon the high seas for transportation, an equal 
amount in order to secure the same protection? 

But gentlemen say that the goods will not be exported; and the next 
individual who opposes the passage of the bill assures us that they will 
all be exported, and some gentlemen are anxious to have this done. 
Suppose you force exportation upon these people; let me ask these self- 
constituted guardians of the weak and the poor, who will become the 
beneficiary of that process of export? Will it not be the holder, who is 
a capitalist, provided with sufficient means to meet the expenses of this 
exportation ? Will it be the little man who scarce has capital enough 
to operate his distillery or credit enough in bank to carry on his legit- 
imate vocation? You know that the holder of whisky who is backed 
by banking capital and limitless credit will send his whiskies abroad 
while the poorer and smailer holder will become the victim of an en- 
forced sale or extorted taxation. Is there fairness or logic in that 
proposition ? 

But let me ask you further, why do you want to send this whisky 
abroad? What good comes to the Federal Government? What advan- 
tage has the Federal Treasury? No tax will be paid unless it be reim- 
ported. If itis exported, it will never be brought back until the period 
of extension has expired or that threatened calamity to which we are 
doomed, as some tell us—the repeal of the whisky tax—shallcome. For 
one, Mr. Chairman, I am no advocate of the abolition of the internal- 
revenue system. I was not one of the original advocates of its adop- 
tion. There never was an anathema or a curse pronounced upon it too 
deep or bitter for me to repeat. But it is here, and it is with me a 
choice between evils as to whether I would repeal that system or vote 
to correct and revise that which is worse—an unjust and burdensome 
tariff. 

Iam not an advocate of free whisky. I am not an advocate of that 
policy which would defeat this measure and glut the American mal 
ket with cheapened goods purchased at confiscation sales, flooding every 
hamlet and village of the land, in order that the country may be treated 
to whisky at 5 cents a drink and salt and sugar at half a dollara 
pound. I do not believe in a theory like that. I do not intend to he- 
come a party to such a practice. 

but my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] who preceded 
me tells us that the course of whisky legislation from the inception of 
this industry till now has been in the direction of monopoly. He 
opposes it because it isa monopoly. I do humbly and sincerely thank 
God that with the aid of a search-warrant we have at last been allowed 
to discover one monopoly upon this continent of which he is not the 
champion, I am delighted to find that there is such a thing as secur- 
ing his opposition to monopoly domination in this land. But probably 
it is to be explained upon the ground that the monopoly to which he 


now objects is not located in his section, and he wants a monopoly of 


monopoly. 

Monopoly, indeed! If you reject this bill you leave to the capital- 
ists engaged in this trade the only measure of protection that any may 
have, which is to be found in seeking under foreign governments that 
friendly aid which the home Government denies to one of its legiti- 
mate and legalized industries. 

What objection is there to the business in which these men are em- 
ployed? Are we to treat this question as we would a code of ethics or 
a system of morals submitted to a church meeting of elders? We are 
not here as school-teachers nor as conductors of young men’s Christian 
associations; nor do we constitute anarmy of salvation. Weare here, 
or presumed to be here, to deal as practical men should deal with busi- 
hess questions. Your Government is the party involved. 

‘But my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. LONG] asks, ‘‘ If the security 
that you offer to the Government is as good as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue says, if the rate of interest you offer to pay is as high 
as that which the Government pays upon any of its outstanding indebt- 
edness, why do you not go to the banks that are plethoric with money 
and get your relief from them?’’ Now, Mr. Chairman, is it fair to ask 
any gentleman to pause or waste time in responding to a question like 
that? Is it not answered the moment it is submitted? Do you expect 


a banker—a national banker or a private banker—to write himself 


down such an ineffable ass as to advance 90 cents per gallon on this 
whisky, to say nothing of its original cost as a product, when here stand 
these gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber, Republicans and Dem- 
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man will hold it in unbroken package 


come an insurer not only as to the amount of money that he « 
out over his counter, but upon the integrity, the eS ind 
dealing of each and every one of his customers ht for 
to remit him to the bankers, when at the ve sal im thy 
same breath, they serve notice upon the bankers t you dé 
you do it at your peril; if you do it, vou do it w the knowledg 
the understanding that we mean to repeal the t nd leas 

out yoursecurity * Mr. Chairman, it is prepostet i 

ot a piece with every argument offered in yppo on tot 3 | 

no ground upon which they may stand in their opposition But 
terest is offered. That amounts when you l o 1 ‘ 
plain terms to an increase of the tax of 3} cents men ra 
whisky. Instead of decreasing, therefore, it is a tir we 
the tax. 

Again, sir, this money is not in the coffers of ft rr Ye 
not put it there except you do it with the consent « hold 
else by an absolute method of confiscation the gentleman 
kansas declared on yesterday that if this bill should pass the 
bea gap of two y irs ie from tl ul it 

Mr. DUNN On ali covered by this bill 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I say that that is nota fair stateme ) 
itis nota true statement of theease Ey perience re $ I 
of the country and its history deny 1 It dk not matter to ve 
whit whether ef these 80,000,000 gallons a year used in this « 
65,000,000 gallons « t be high wins vd re edand blended 
and 15,000,000 gallons be of the higher grade straight whis] 
whether the whole 80,000,000 gallons shall be of the ons ther 
The tax is the same on all The high-grade whiskies are the o1 
that are affected by this bill. Che high wines, the re 1 { 
goods never seek that advantage, for they do prove o1 
value with age 

If you pass this bill the effect is to withhold or to lraw fre 
mediate market the 15,000,000 gallons, and their plac h be 
by an equal amount of the high-wines added to the former consun 
and the record ot the Treasury Department demonstrates tl to 
This will show that the result w be an increase of the rile 
Government Che Movernment will receive vear by ar in roun 
bers what it received betore and what it will rece o-day by t 
forcement of this tax if you insist upon 1 It l! be doi t 
nothing more It will be giving to an indust1 vhich is now t 
the utmost tension, and which is the recipient ym the Gro ! 
vexation, trial, and trouble, an opportunity ) to th 
and inexorable law that rules and dominates ove f the peop 
law of supply and demand regulating each oth That \ 

But weare told, Mr. Chairman, that these gentlemen are 
cause, forsooth, with their eves wide open they went f 
maelstrom of overproduction. Granted Is thatas Is i 
that thev should have done so? Does it convert them ( 
Does it bring them to the bar of justice, to t rot t 1 
require the persons who did it to answer t] " tions and 
of a criminal indictment ? Are they the only that overpro 
It is not that, Mr. Chairman It is because these gentlemen 
position can not be fai Why did they tell the House w \ 
true when they said that overproduction followed med 
the extension of the bonded peri xl from one to three years 
and that it was attributable tothat,and thatalone ? I cla 
the record of the country shows this to be false. Overprodu 
began for two and a half vears after the extension of vonded 
That bonded period is based upon a joint resoluti ntro 
myself in 1878—the 27th day of March, in the « V pal mnndt 
is the anniversary of it [ wish to state furth: hat the overy 
tion never began, as shown by this report of the Commissione 
ternal Revenue, until the fall ef 1280 

Mr. HERBERT Will the gentleman p t 

Mr. BLACKBURN [ am speaking nov 
report of the Commissioner in my hand 

Mr. HERBERT Che Increase he ran 

Ir. BLACKBURN I am speaking now « ‘ Of 
that did not begin until the tall of 1880 Ste we t] 
crease did not begin It i different st l ey 
hold the statement in my hand, the tabulated statement fro 
ury Department in support of the assertion ‘oman can «e 
if he does he contents himself with a reckless assault upon 
figures of the Treasury De partment of this Governme! 

But more, sir. They tell us with that candid tairness 
other side of this debate has been made phenomen il that the 
was the only thing that stimulated and promoted this overpre 
Was there an industry of this whole broad coun th 
normally stimulated by reason of the prosperity that began to 
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woolen goods, cotton textiles, and every industry, and the records will 
show that each was stimulated to an unnatural and an abnormal degree 
by the prosperous times that dawned in 1879. Did not the prophets 
have their prophecies fulfilled and more than fulfilled by the most pros- 
perous era that had dawned upon the country for twenty years? 

\dmit that these men did overproduce, asevery body else overproduces; 
what then? Why, they answer and say the iron-man and the woolen- 
man and the cotton-man did not come to Congress and ask for a stay- 
law. Is there an answer needed to so specious a pleaas that? Neither 
the iron nor the woolen nor the cotton nor any other industry or occu- 
pation in this country was the victim of taxation. 
s no tax upon any of these industries. This is the only one. 
ll are the beneficiaries of taxes imposed upon everybody else for their 
special benefit. 

\ MEMBER. And 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 


} relie. 
not « to ask to lx elev 


Tohacco : 
And tobacco. This is the only one, and it does 
ed from any of the legitimate consequences 
It does not even ask you to abate one jot 
, exactions, it does not ask you to weaken the grasp 
1 +} 


hold hem to 


on 
of its own overproduction. 
or tittle of your tax 
by which you 
time upon business principles of fair remuneration to the Federal Gov- 
rnment, with bonds and sureties exacted to its satisfaction, to enable 


to put themselves upon terms of equality with these other indus- 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg my c« 


ised too often. lam sure h: 


rose, 
lleague I have re- 


has had his full share in the way of in- 


to excuse me. 


terruptions during this debate 


Che gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LONG] in the exercise of a 
liberality for which the tobacco and the beer men will doubtless forever 
be profoundly grateful, told us the other day in that excellent and ad- 
mirable and plausible but still specious speech of his that he was per- 
fectly willing to give an unlimited bonded period to tobacco and to 
beer; but at the same time he told you his reason+for that generosity, 
that it was because they did not want it, did not need it, and could not 

t. But to this the only product of American industry that did 
that did need it, one that could use it, he would not give one 
stime. The prodigal generosity of that gentleman is equal to 
that of the famous individual who was perfectly willing to immolate 
upon the 
| Laughter 
Che gentleman 


T 


minute 


altar of his patriotism the last one of his wife’s relations. 


from Massachusetts tells you that 


1 not stand aging 


tobacco and beer 
that age deteriorates instead of improving them. 
the only commodity that needs it or demands it. And they 
here to ask of the Federal Government no mercy. They come to 
no sympathy Chey come to make no demands, to exact no 
to submit fairly their case, to state their neces- 
their proposition to the satisfaction of this Government’s 
als, to ask for terms of equity in which they may be dealt with. 
ut, Mr. Chairman, what is still told that if this bill 
ranted demands will again for further relief or 
For one Iam perfectly willing to admit that 
ll does not meet my view s to what is the correct principle of 
F do not believe that there should be 


of limitation fixed at all. I lieve that the 
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stood to this day and this 
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this tax or strip the Treasury of a single penny that is to become dix 
to it under existing law. I want it retained. I want it kept there as 
long as the necessities of the Government require revenue to be raised 
to pension its soldiers, to pay its debts, and maintain its existence. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that it has been within the compass 
of my poor power to utter a word that is calculated to sway the judg- 
ment or influence the vote of a single member here. I have spoken 
probably with earnestness, for I feel the interests that hang upon the 
passage of this bill. I do know this: You may forget if you choosé 
the history of this great industry. Its representatives have come to 
this Congress stating an honest case, asking upon fair and liberal and 
honest business principles to get relief. 

You may drive them from your doors empty-handed, if you choose: 
but, I thank God, they will go as they came, clean-handed, the sneer- 
ing suspicions of gentlemen of the opposition to the contrary notwith- 
standing. Noman has dared to stand upon this floorand charge that cor- 
rupt means have been resorted to or questionable methods been employed 
in the aid or the advocacy of this measure. Those for whose benefit it is 
asked are trembling to-day upon the verge of bankruptcy; they have no 
money forcorrupt purposes. Trustingin the justice of their cause and in 


| the equity of the claim they submit, trusting still further to the integrity 


and honesty and devotion of their friends who are entitled to be heard 
for them, they have submitted their case with confidence to your de- 
cision. 

You may forget, if you please, that in the dark hour of your coun- 
try’s trial, in the day of its calamity, when this great Government in 
its structure was shaken to its foundation-stone amid the throes of revo- 
lution, you brought this industry into existence as a taxable quantity 
and harnessed it for your own service. You may prove oblivious to the 
aid it has given and the service it has rendered, to the debts it has paid 
and the contribution which it is still to-day paying. All this may pass 
from your memory; but still you are confronted by the obligation you 
have assumed to deal with this question beyond the realm of prejudice 
or maudlin sentimentality, to deal with it as a business proposition, 
and to deal with it as honestly and fairly as it deserves. 

I know that a change has come over the spirit of the dreams of many 
gentlemen here. I know that the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the 
other side [Mr. KELLEY ], and his equally distinguished colleague [ Mr. 
RANDALL], and the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. HERBERT], and the 


| gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT], aye, and the gentleman from 


Arkansas [Mr. DuNN], in the last Congress were not the opponents of 
a bill like this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman misstates the matter as tomyself, of 
course unintentionally. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did the gentleman from Georgia vote against 
this bill in the last Congress? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The ‘‘gentleman from Georgia’’ 
again voted against considering the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did the gentleman vote against the unlimited 
extension bill in the last Congress? 

Mr. DUNN. Idid. I have always steadily voted against any and 
all legislation to extend the bonded period. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not examined the record. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have, and that is the difference. I repeat, 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] was not opposed to this bill 
in the last Congress 

Mr. BLOUNT. I haveno objection tothe embarrassment the gentle- 
man proposes to myself. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I have no objection to these gentlemen and 
others changing their views upon questions of great public policy. I do 
protest, however— 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to say that I have not changed my views 
I have simply voted for this often enough; “I have got tired of it, and 
think it is time to stop 

Mr. BLACKBURN. to gentlemen changing their 
views and opinions on questions of great national policy. I take it 
they have done so from the best motives and on the soundest convic 
tions. But I do submit that the line should be drawn semewhere, and 
gentlemen should not set themselves up to shape and fashion the law 
and sentiments of Congress, and shift their convictions upon national 
policy with apparently the same | 
they are supposed to change th« 


time and time 


| do not object 


acility if not the same frequency that 

linen. [Laughter.] They are not 
fairly leaders of this House and of public sentiment upon any question 
upon which they can not hold to their own convictions from the Ad- 

All I want to say further is this: Let this bill take its course and meet 
its fate. My duty has been done, however poorly. I sincerely trust 
that when the consideration of this bill shall be reached, when the de- 
cision upon it shall be promulgated and its fate shall be determined, 
probably within the hour, I do sincerely trust and earnestly hope that 
it shall be shown conclusively and to the satisfaction of the people of this 
country that prejudice has not usurped the place of reason, that sen- 
timent has not taken the throne where logic should sit, and that the 
members of this House, putting behind them all save the obligation 
that they owe to oath and to conscience, forgetting the results that may 
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come, whether favorable or unfavorable to their peculiar views upon 
another subject, employing nothing but the calcium light of their own 
best and clearest intelligence and fairest judgment, will discharge their 


duties faithfully; and that in the record made by this the popular branch 
of the American Congress, in which the people’s will is thought to find 
its bestexpression, here in this popular branch of the law-making power 
of this Government, our decision upon this matter, aye, sir, upon all mat- 
ters, shall be such as to vindicate the claim that each and every mem- 
ber here holds to the confidence and faith and the respect of the constitu- 
ents who sent him. I have done. [ Applause. ] 


Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time have | left? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 


Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If [ have time I will. 
Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman asserts or assumes, as I understand, 


that by the time when these two years have expired the whisky now 
in bond and to be covered by this bill will have been taken out. Now, 
if the gentleman is earnest or honest in that assumption, as I presume, 

of course, he is, why should he not put in this bill a provision that at 
least one-eighth of this whisky shall be taken out of bond at the end 
of the first quarter, one-eighth at the end of the second quarter, and so 
on until the expiration of the two years, and not, as it were, fill the tub 


so full that at the end of two years, when you undertake to lift it, the 
bottom will fall out? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will allow me to answer him 


by putting a question. Will he vote for this bill if it be so amended? 

Mr. BRUMM. I do not think I shall. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then that is the 
an amendment. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
tleman’s intentions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I make 
honesty in the suggestion 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amendment. 
the gentleman from Georgia will give way for a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The motion to strike out the enacting clause 
not amendable. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


reason I will not favor such 
the answer to expose the lack of 


bill. 
I hope | 


18 


No amendment is in order. 
I make the point of order that the motion to 


strike out the enacting clause is not in order until general debate has 
been closed and the bill taken up for consideration by sections. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is not general debate closed? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The general debate has closed; but the bill | 


has not yet been taken up for consideration by sections. Let us ob- 
serve the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair the opinion 
order made by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
well taken. 
minute rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to offer an amendment at the 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., 


that the 
BI 


is of point of 


,ACKBURN | is 


Lime, 


propel 


I put the question to test the honesty of the gen- | 


| 


The bill will now be read for consideration under the five- | 


That the time within which distilled spirits heretofore en- | 


tered for deposit and now remaining in distillery warehouses, or special bonded | 


warehouses, upon which the tax has or shall become due after December 1, 1583, 
are required to be withdrawn therefrom, pursuant to the conditions of any ware- 


housing bond taken upon the entry of such spirits into any such warehouse | 


under the provisions of existing laws of the United States, shall, on written re- 
quest of the distiller or owner thereof, be extended fora period not exceeding 
two years from the date the tax has or would have fallen due upon any such 
distilled spirits under existing laws; but such extension shall not be made in any 
case unlessa new warehousing bond, in a penal sum notless than the amount of 
the tax, in a form to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenueand 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, and with sureties satisfactory to the 
collector of the district in which the warehouse is located, shall be given, condi- 
tioned that the principal named in said bond shall pay the tax on the spirits 
specified therein, and also interest on such tax at the rate of 4} per cent. per 
annum for the time of the extension, and within five years from the date of the 
original entry of such spirits for deposit in warehouse. When any distilled 
spirits upon which the time for payment of the tax shall become extended under 
the provisions of this act are regauged for withdrawal from warehouse, the al- 
lowance for loss shall be no more than is now authorized for a warehousing 
period of three years; and the tax,and interest on the tax at the rate above 


named, shall be collected also upon any excess of less found upon such regauge 


at the time of the withdrawal of such spirits. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia to 
strike out the enacting clause is not debatable. 

Mr. WHITE. of Kentucky. I beg pardon of the Chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The ruling of the Chair is that this question is 
not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put the question, but before the 





re- 
sult was announced, 

Mr. RANDALL said: I call for tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before this question is finally deter- 


mined I ask unanimous consent—— 


The 
tion. 


CHAIR 


Tellers were ordered; 


appointed. 


The committee divided; 
So the motion to strike out the enacting clause of the bil 
BLOUNT. 


Mr. 
to the House. 


The motion was ag 
The committee accordingly rose; 
chair, Mr. DORSHEIMER reported that the Committee 
on the state of the 
1R.5 


MA 


265) to extend the 
| spirits now in warehouse, 
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ngaged putting the ques- 
and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
aves 131, noes 87 

ll was agreed to 

and report its action 

Speake a ng resumed the 


had directed him to report the 


with a recommendation that the enacting clause be struck out 


The SPEAKER. 
| the Committee of the Whole 


mending that the enacting clause of the 


Mr. 
Mr. 


BLOUNT. 
WHITE, 


know whether it is not 


of 


I eall for the 


Kentucky 








5 eas 
I rise 


T 
i4 


The que stion is upon concurring 
» House on the 
bill be 
and nays 
Qa 


in order now to debate 


state of the 


+ 


point of 


Union 


orde! 





truck out 


I 


W 


this proposition 


Mr. RANDALL. Oh! I beg the gentleman to let us vote 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent— ( 
of ‘*Objection !’ ] 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing to withdraw the demand for tl 
and nays. 
Mr. MILLER and Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR renewed the call for 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 3 
voting 52; as follows 
YEAS—18 
Alexander, Evans, I. N MeCom Rvyar 
Anderson, Everhart MeCorm Scales 
Atkinson, Fiedler MeKinles Seyn 
| Bagley, Forney MeMilli Shaw 
Ballentine Funston Millard Single 
Barbour Fyan M Jo. Smith 
Beach Garriso! M Ss. Sn yde 
Bennett Geddes M I Sp 
Bland Gof! M Stee 
Blount eee Mitche Steve! 
Boyle Gu Money Stewal i 
Brewer, F.B Hanguond Morgat Stewart, J. W 
Brewer, J. H H mack Morrill Storn 
Browne, T. M Hardematr Muldrow Strait 
Brown, W. W Hardy Mull Strubl 
Brumm Harmer Mutchle Tal 
Buckn Hart Nels Taylor. FE. B 
Burleig Hatch, H.H Nicl ~ favior. J.D 
Cabell Hatch, W.H Nu yr lavlor.J.M 
Campbell, J.M Haynes oO 3 Throck mort 
Candler Hemphi O Hara Pillma 
Cannon Henderson, D.B O'Neill, Charles Cu i. 
Cassidy Henderson, T. J Park Va me 
Chace Henley Payson Van Alsty 
Clements Hepburt Pierce Vance 
Connolly Herbert Peel, Ss. W Wadsw 
Converse Hiscock Perkins W ait 
Covington Hitt Peters Wak | 
Cox, 3.8 Hoblitze Pettibo Washi 
Cox, W.R. Holmes Phelps Weave 
Crisp, Holton Poland Wellb 
Culberson, D. B. Hlowey Post Welle 
Cullen Hutchins Price W hit Ip 
Cutcheon, James, Pryor White, Milo 
Davis, L.H Johnson P Isey Whiting 
Davis, R.T. Jones, B. W Randa Wilkins 
Dibble, Jones, J.H Ranney Williams 
Dibrell, Jones, J. K Ray,G.W Wilson, James 
Dingley. Kean Ray, Ossia Wilson, W.I 
| Dockery, Ketcham Reag Winans, E.B 
Dowd, Laird Reed Winans. Joh 
Dunean Sanham Rees Wise,G. D 
Dunn, Lawrence Rice Woodward 
Eldredge, Long Ro kwe Y ip 
Elliott, Lyman Rogers, J. H York 
| Ellwood, McAdoo Rowell 
Ermentrout, MeCoid Russe] 
NAYS—8 
Adams, G. E Dorsheimer Jones, J. 7 
Adams, J.J Dunham Jordat 
Aiken, Eator King R S01) 
Barksdale Ellis Kleiu R ASsOl is 
Barr F — Lam Robinson, W 
Belford, Fi Lewis Rogers, W. I 
Blackburn, F¢ Lov Z Rosecrans 
sreckinridge, F« s 
Breitung Gla cock Slo 
Budd Gri 3 Sumner, C. A 
Caldwell, Greenleaf Sumner, D.H 
Campbell, Felix Halse l Thompsor 
Carletor Hancock I cer 
Clardy Hewitt, A.S. l ‘ 
Clay Hi sin 
Collins Holm \ Eat 
Cosgrove Hoope W ' 
Culbertson, W. W Houk W 
Dargan Housema Wosd 
Davidson, Hurd Worthing 
Deuster Jeffords 
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NOT VOTING—52 Mr. BUCHANAN with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, until the 29th 
Cobb Keifer. Spriggs of March, inclusive, except upon the bonded extension bill. 
vei prigg e } : n 
Cook Kelley, Springer, Mr. BRAINERD with Mr. Hopkins, from March 25 until April 2, 
— ae, Kellogg, Stephenson, on the bonded-whisky bill. Mr. Hopkins would vote ‘‘ay’’ on the 
Bingham Davis,G.R Lacy Stockslager, : > gy . . ‘ ~ . ! 
Bisbee Evins, J. H Le Fevre Stone pending proposition; Mr. BRAINERD ‘‘no. 
Blanchard Ferrell Libbey Thomas Mr. YOUNG with Mr. PAYNE, on the bonded extension bill and on 
Boutelle Georg Lore, lrownshend | tariff bills 
Rowe Gibson Morse Warner, A. J a a = ; is : 
i erd Hewitt, G. W Payne Warner, Richard Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, with Mr. WASHBURN, on the bonded bill, 
head Hopkins Peelle, S. J We mple, Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS, on the whisky bill. 
ween one ne? os ae eae Mr. BUCHANAN with Mr. Morse, on the bonded extension bill. Mi 
Calkins Kasso1 Skinner, T.G Young MoRsE would vote ‘‘ay,’’ Mr. BUCHANAN ‘‘no’’ on the bill. 


Mr. LE FEVREwith Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, on the bonded bili. My 


t} mitt f th "} le > + . . 99 "W 99 
So the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the LE FEVRE would vote “ay, Mr. THOMAS would vote **no’”’ on th 
tate of the Union that the enacting clause of the bill be stricken out bill. 


is agreed to. — i ita Mr. BAYNE with Mr. BouTELLE, on the bonded bill. 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. BISBEE. Mr. BROADHEAD would vot 
the names was dispensed wit! 


| ‘“‘ay,’? Mr. BISBEE ‘‘no’’ on the bill. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New Yor! lam paired with the gentleman from | Mr. Lore with Mr. KEIFER, on the bonded extension bill. 
North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER If he were present, he would vote | Mr. Lispspey with Mr. Bowen, on the bonded extension biil. 

10 *” and I would vote iy’ on this proposition to strike out the Mr. CURTIN with Mr. Cook, on this bill. 
enacting clause of the bill | Mr. Lacey with Mr. SToNE, on this bill. Mr. LACEY would vot 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I wish to state that my colleague, Mr. | ‘ay on the pending proposition; Mr. STONE ** no.’’ 

LE FEvRE, is paired w - General WARN! k, of Ohio, My colleague,| Mfr, Joun S. WISE with Mr. TOWNSHEND, on all questions, for this 

} were resent. wout ote Lo | day. 

The SPEAKER Phe rules of the House require that the pairs shall Mr. McCOID. I understood that I was pairee with the gentleman 
be redu to writing and announced from the Clerk’s desk. That was | from Georgia, Mr. BUCHANAN, who, as I now find, is paired with some- 
done, the Chan ill state, for the purpose of saving confusion. body else. I ask to record my vote on this proposition. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania Mr. FERRELL, of New Jersey, was " 


ie Was | There was no objection. 
called away to be present at a funeral He would have voted *‘ay,’’ if Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not paired with Mr. RAy on this question 


present, on this proposition 5 I was paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Morse, on 
Ir. HOOPER. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that I did not vote, | this bill. It has been announced that Mr. Morse would vote ‘* ay 
ing that 1 was paired with my colleague, Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. | and that I would vote ‘‘no”’ onthis bill. I want tostate that on this 
| therefore ask consent to record my vote. question as it stands I would vote ‘‘ay;’’ that is, to strike out the en- 
ir. GEORGE D. WISE. It is true, as is stated, that I was paired | 4, ting clause. 7 
Mr. Hooper until yesterday. I saw him in his seat yesterday Mr. WASHBURN. I have been paired with the gentleman from 
nd he is here to-day, and so I voted, believing that the pair had ex- | Tennessee. Mr. WARNER, on this question, but the gentleman from 
pired , ant Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, released me from the pair before the voting 
rhe SPEAKER It is evidently a mistake, and if there be no ob- : 


: ; : commenced. 

jection the gentleman trom Virginia | Mr. Hoorer] will be allowed to | Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 

cast his vote quiry: Whether it is in order at this time to move that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Speaker and to the Committee on Waysand Means of the 

| last Congress, which reported a worse bill than this? 


Chere was no objection 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. With reference to this pair between my 
‘ league and General WARNER 


cpa: . ; ; The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to answer that question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has already announced that pairs must The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
he reduced to writing and sent to the Clerk's desk ; Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the recommend 
Mr. RANDALL. There is a controversy about this pair. ation of the Committee of the Whole was concurred in; and also moved 
The SPEAKER. Under the circumstances of course the Chair will | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


hear the statement The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. General LE Fevre left tor Philadelphia | 


EAVE TO PRINT. 
last night and authorized me to pair him on this vote. I paired him a oe ee 


with General WARNER, of Ohio. If Mr. WARNER were present, he Mr. WILLIS. , Mr. Speaker, at the request of a number of gentle- 

would vote “‘ay,’”? Mr. Le FEVRE “‘no,’’ on this proposition. men I ask permission for them to print their remarks on this bill. [| 
Mr. RANDALL I desire to corroborate thatstatement. Mr. WAR- do not ask that privilege for myself. 

NER called on me last night at & o’clock and stated substantially that | Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

authority was given to make the arrangement referred to by the gen- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

tleman from Ohi Mr. WARNER, having spoken on the bill, is of Mr. PAYSON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make a privileged motion. 

course on record with reference to it rhe other gentleman may not be. | T move to take up now for immediate consideration the bill (H. R. 181) 

Mr. WARNER Is in favor of striking out the enacting clause. to declare forfeited certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In connection with this pair 1 wish also to railroad in ¢ regon, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings, and 

state that Mr. Le FEVRE, of Ohio, came to me and very urgently asked proceed to its consideration. 

me to get him a pair last night Ididso. Itappears that subsequently Mr. REAGAN. I desire to antagonize that motion with a motion to 


he went to his colleague and got him to pair him with another gentle- | proceed to the consideration of House bill 5461, to establish a board of 
man. I had him paired with Mr. Thomas, of Llinois, who was on the | commissioners of interstate commerce, and to fegulate said commerce. 
other side of the bill. I did this at his request. Ofcourse I did not | | presume that question is not debatable. 


know of any other arrangement | TheSPEAKER. The order of business is not debatable. 
Mr. SPRINGER. In order that there may be no confusion about Mr. DOWD. I rise toa question of order. I claim that the first 


the matter, | will withdraw my vote and consent toa pair with my col- | business in order is the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retiremert and recoin- 
league, Mr. THoMAS. I would vote ‘‘no’’ on this proposition; Mr. | age of the trade-dollar, which was made a special order on the 18th of 


THOMAS would vote ‘‘ay.”’ February. 
Che following pairs were announced from the desk: The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the bill which the gen- 
Mr. Hunt with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] proposes to consider is not aspecial 
Mr. YouNG with Mr. BAYNE, until further notice. order, but isa matter of privilege under a resolution passed by the 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. STOCKSLAGER, until further no- | House some time ago on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
tice | {[Mr. HoLMAN]. Of course, as in the case of all other matters of legis- 
Mr. GIBSON with Mr. BINGHAM, until further notice. lation, the question of consideration can be raised against it; and that 


Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama, with Mr. Davis, of Illinois, until further | question is raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. If 


notice the House votes not to proceed at this time with the consideration of 
Mr. Cops with Mr. GrorGr, until farther notice. the bill called up by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], then 
Mr. McAboo with Mr. THomAs, of Illinois, on all questions except | the Chair would be called upon to decide as to the preference am@hy 
the bonded-whisky bill, until further notice the other special orders. 
Mr. KASSON with Mr. Evins, of Seuth Carolina, until further notice, Mr. COX, of New York. Would it bein order to movethat the Hous: 
on the bonded extension bill. Mr. KAsson would vote ‘‘ay’’ on this | do now proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 
question The SPEAKER. If the House declines to consider these special or- 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, | ders that motion will be in order. 
until March 30 | Mr. COX, of New York. Which comes first. 
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rhe SPEAKER. The first is the matter of privilege called up by the 
ventleman from Illinois. 
~ Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the title of the bill called up by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois may be read. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

\ bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to aid in the con- 
struction of arailroad in Oregon, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let the title of the bill which I ask the House to 
take up be also read. a 

[he SPEAKER. Thatis not properly before the House at this time, 
mat the Chair will direct the title to be read if the gentleman will send 
t up. 

[he Clerk read as follows: 

\ bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 
erce, and to regulate such commerce, 

Mr. DOWD. I ask that the title of the bill which I desire to call 
ip. and which is the first special order, be read. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done also by unanimous consent. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

\ bill (AH. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar 

fhe SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now consider the 
pill indicated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] ? 

Mr. GEORGE. It will not require over half an hour to consider 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
batable. 

rhe question being taken, there were—ayes 70, noes 71. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum has not voted. 

‘he SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers; and appoints the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] and 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, noes 87. 

The SPEAKER. The *haveit. The House decides not to pro- 
eed with the consideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from 
[llinois. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to proceed with 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of com- 
missioners of interstate commerce and to regulate such commerce, and 
the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Dowpb] moves that the House 
proceed with the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retire- 
ment and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to made a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the motion which has been made to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from Texas 


The question of the order of business is not de- 


** noes 


I now call up the special order which I have already 


should fail, would then the motion be in order that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the bill to relieve American shipping? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation as it exists. 
Chere are on the Calendars various special orders made for different 
dates. The first assignment of a bill as a special order in the House is 
the bill called up by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Down]. 
Of course it is always in the power of the House and not at all in the 


power of the Chair to decide which one of these orders the House shall | 


consider. When a gentleman calls up a bill which has been assigned 
as a special order, if the question of consideration is raised against it 
that is a question for the House to decide. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that the Chair cause the list of spe- 
cial orders to be read. 

Mr. CHACE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHACE. It is that the bill for the retirement and recoinage of 
the trade-dollar is a special assignment, and should come up first unless 
the question of consideration is raised against it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. When the gentleman 
rom Texas moves to take up his bill and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina moves to take up his, the question must first be taken on the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from North Carolina, be- 
cause that was assigned by the House asa special order for the earlier day. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would it not be fair to have the list of 
special orders read to the House? 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether it is the rule 
that the first assignment has the first vote ? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to have the rule read. 

The SPEAKER. That, at least, has always been the practice. 

Mr. REAGAN. They all stand as special orders. 

J Mr. BLAND. Is it not specified in the order ef the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that it shall not interfere with prior orders? 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there any rule on the subject? 

The SPEAKER. There is no written or printed rule on the subject; 
but it has always been the practice of the House to take the vote first 
on the order which was for consideration first by the House. 
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Mr. BLAND. I desire to submit to the Chair the question of order 
that these special orders are always made on the condition that they do 
not conflict with prior orders. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will, in ac- 
cordance with the request which has been made, have the list of special 
orders read for the purpose of showing to the House the exact situation. 

Mr. STEELE and other members called for the regular ordey. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, that can not be 
done. The first question is, Will the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill called up by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mh 
DowD], against which the question of consideration is raised by the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CHACE. I ask that the title of the bill called up by th: 
man from North Carolina be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon proceeding with the consid 
eration of the biil the title of which has been read. 

The question was taken, and upon a division there were—ayes 79 
noes 43. 

Mr. CASSIDY. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call veas and nays. 

he question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 38 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. AIKEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please state it 

Mr. AIKEN. I find by reference to the Calendar that, under date 
of February 18, a special order was made assigning a day, the 12th ot 
March, for the consideration of a bill, prior to the day fixed for the one 
now called up. I wish to know if there is any rule of this House stat 
ing in what order these questions are to be considered ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman who had the order made for the 
12th of March had chosen to call it up at this time the question would 
be first taken on the consideration of that order. 

Mr. CALKINS. Il understand that the question now is upon pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the bill for the retirement and recoit 
age of the silver dollan 

The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it be in order to have read for the informa 
tion of the House the title fr the bill which I desire to call up, and fo1 
which purpose I have antagonized this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order if there is no objection 

Mr. CHACE I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he understands it is the 
bill for the regulation of interstate commerce. The question now is 
upon proceeding to consider the special order, being the bill for the 
retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 
yeas and nays have been ordered 

The question was taken; and there were 
ing 71; as follows: 


nt} 
gentle 


H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar 


for the 


than one-fifth of the last vote) th 


Upon that question the 


vot 


-yeas 165, nays 85, not 


YEAS—165 
Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Kleiner, Reed, 
Aiken, Ellis, Law rence, Ree se. 
Alexander, Ermentrout, Lovering, Rice, 
Arnot, Evans, I. N. Lowry, Robinson, J.S 
Atkinson, Everhart, Lyman, Robinson, W. } 
Bagley, Fiedler, McCoid, Rockwell 
Barbour Findlay, McComas, Rogers, W.F 
Barr, Follett McCormick, Russell 
Beach, Foran, McKinley, Seales 
Belford, Forney Matson Seney 
Belmont, Funston, Maybury, Shelley, 
Bennett, Fyan Millard, Skinner, C. R 
Bingham, Garrison, Miller, J. F Slocum 
Bisbee, Geddes Miller, S. H. Smith, 
Bland Graves, Mitchell, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Green Mone y, Spooner 
Bowen, Guenther Morey Springer 
Breitung Halsell, Morgan, Steele 
Brewer, J. H Hardeman Moulton, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M Harmer, Murray, Stevens 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, D. B Mutchler, Storn 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J. Nelson, ralbott 
Calkins, Hill, Nicholls, ravior, J. D 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Nutting I 
Cannon, Hitt, O'Hara Pucker 
Carleton, Hoblitzell, O'Neill, Charles Valeniin 
Chace, Holmes O'Neill, J. J. \ 1 Alstyne 
( lay, Hoope r Pa re W ait 
Collins, Hopkins, Payne, Ward, 
Connolly, Horr, Payson Washburn 
Convers Houk Peel, S. W. White, J. D 
Cox, W.R Houseman, Pettibone White, Milo 
Culbertson. W. W Howey, Phelps Wilkins 
Cullen Hurd, Poland Williams 
Davidson, James Post Wilson, James 
Dibble Jeffords Potter Winans, E. B. 
Dibrell Jones, B. W Price Wolford 
Wockery Jones, J.T Pusey, Yay 
Dorsheimer, Kean Rankin, York 
Dowd Keifer Ranney, 
Duncan, Kelley Ray, G. W 
Dunham, Ketcham Ray, Ossian 















































































































































































































































































of th 


dolla 





2352 


, t 
1 i ‘it 
nN ‘ 
Lunph Felix 
anndle 
assidy 
‘ iy 
syTovVe 
- - 


‘ I 
) L.H 
\dames, J. J 
> ‘ t ‘ 
iv 
wk i 
1 rd 
; i 
| ridge 
rew I B 
> vd 
Ww 
Vingtor 
) vi 
s G.R 
s, Rl 


NAYS—S5 

Dunn MeMiillin 
Katon Mills 
Elliott Morriso 
Glascock, Neece 
Greenleaf, Oates 
Hammond, Parker 
Hanback Pattot 
Hancock Pierce 
Hatch, W. H. Perkins 
Haynes Peters 
Hienley Pryor 
Hepburn, Randal 
Herbert, Reagan, 
Hewitt, A.S. Riggs 
Holman Rogers, J. H 
Johnson Rowell 
Jones, J. H. Rya 
Laird Sevinour, 
Laml Shaw 
Lanham Stewart, 
Lewis Strait 
McAdoo Strublkk 

NOT VOTING—71 
Ellwood Kelloge 
Evins, J.H King 
Ferr Lacey, 
Finerty Le Fevre 
George Libbey 
Gribso Long 
Gott Lore 
Hardy, Milliken, 
Hart Morrill 
Hatch, H. H Morse 
Hemphill, Muldrow, 
Hewitt, G. W. Muller 
Holton Murphy, 
Hunt, Ochiltree, 


Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K 
Jordan, 


Kasson, 
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Peelle, S. J. 


Robertson, 
Rosecrans, 


Singleton, 


Charles 


Summer, ©. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, E. B 
raylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Wellborn, 
Weller 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington. 


Skinner, T. G. 
Spriggs, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Thomas 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
Whiting, 
Willis 

Wise, J. 8. 
Young 


So the House resolved to proceed with the consideration of the special 


der 


fhe following additional pairs were announced: 
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laws, but, leaving them as they are, to provide for converting trade-doll,) 
into standard dollars as a business proposition. 






MARCH 27. 


This coin, Mr. Speaker, which a little while ago under the authori 


of the Government circulated as money, has become an article of me: 


chandise and of traffic. 


Mr. FERRELL with Mr. RUSSELL, on all political questions, for this | 


day 


Mi 


The SPEAKI 


ynsideration of 


he 


B enacted, &c 


sre 


aR 


TRADE-DOLLAR 


the bill 


MULLER with Mr. WADSWORTH, until further notice. 


, That until January 1, 1886, United States trade-dollars shall 


eived at their face value in payment of all dues to the United States, and 
vot be again paid out or in any other manner issued. 
That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, on presentation of 


the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United 


~ 


* 
ui t 


The House having resolved to proceed with the | 
H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage 
trade-dollar, the bill will now be read. 

Clerk read as follows: 


es, may receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value, dollar for 
in standard silver dollars of the United States. 

That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or deposited with the Treas- | 
iy assistant treasurer or national depositary of the United States shall 


not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the United 


~* 


ver dollars 


Si i 


shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard sil- 


That the trade-dollars so received at the coinage mints shall be re- 


garded and treated as silver bullion, and, at their bullion value, shall be de- 


act of February 28, 1878 


Spc. 5 


The SPEAKER. 


DowD] desire to have the report read ? 


Mr. DOWD. 


Mr. REAGAN. 


I do not. 


to allow for general debate on this bill ? 


Mr 
Mr. DOWD. 


hours 


Mr. CHACE. 


The SPEAKER. 


CASSIDY. 


That is the question I was about to ask. 


<lucted from the amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the 


That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed. 


Does the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


I desire to ask the gentleman what time he proposes | 


So far as I am concerned Iam willing to limit it to two 


I think it is hardly worth while to undertake to fix 
any limit for debate just yet. 


This bill being up for consideration in the House, 


the only way to stop debate upon it is by ordering the previous ques- 


tion 

Mr. CHACE, 
now 

Mr. REAGAN. 


you want 
Mr. DOWD. 


I do not think the House is ready to limit debate just 


The House is ready to pass the bill, and that is all 


Mr. Speaker, the single purpose of this bill is to rid 
the country of what is known as the trade-dollar; it was framed solely 


with reference to that object. 


Whatever may be the individual opinions 
of the members of the committee upon the subject, it is not intended 
by this bill either to increase or diminish the coinage of silver nor in 


any way to interfere with or modify the currency laws or the coinage 


Although it has the stamp of the Government 
with the devices and inscriptions of Governmentcoin, declaring that 
is worth a hundred cents on the dollar, yet it is a well-known tact tha 
for some time past it has been selling in the market at a discount , 
from 5 to 15 per cent. There would seem, therefore, to be a necessit 
for some such legislation as that proposed in this bill. Public conve: 
ience would seem to demand it. Whether the bill is so framed as: 
accomplish the object in view precisely in the way that will be bes: 
for the Government and at the same time do exact justice to the hold 
of this coin is the question for the House now to consider. 

There will of course, Mr. Speaker, be some difference of opinion uj; 
the different features of the bill and upon the details; as, for instan 
whether it would not be just as well to declare this coin to be a leg 
tender, as it originally was, and thus restore it to circulation in its pres 
ent form; also as to whether, if redeemed, it should be at its face val 
inasmuch as it has become depreciated and has been bought up to son 
extent by speculators; and alsoasto whether, if redeemed_for recoinag: 
it shall constitute a part of the monthly purchase of bullion now 
quired by law. 

The proposition to restore it to circulation by declaring it again 
be a legal tender presents to my mind a single objectionable featur 

t is of the highest importance that all the coins of any given variet 
should be uniform. Public convenience would seem to require 
every coin of a particular denomination shall not only be of uniform 
weight and value, but also of one type and style and general appea 
ance. As an indication of public sentiment on this subject I may stat 
that of the nine bills referred to our committee only a single one p1 
vided for restoring the legal-tender quality; the others were for 
coinage. 

I may also state in this connection that it will in fact cost the Go 
ernment nothing to convert the trade-dollar into the standard dol 
the extra quantity of silver which it contains being more than sufficie: 
as the Director of the Mint informs us, to pay the expense of recoinag: 
as a trade-dollar, as is well known, contains 7} grains more of sil 
than a standard dollar. 

It will be contended no doubt that as the Government did not o1 
inally issue this coin upon its own account, but only acted as agent 
the owners of the bullion, it did not incur any legal obligation and is 

| not bound now to redeem it, especially in the hands of speculators 

a price greater than they paid for it or greater than the market pric: 
Although this proposition would at first view seem plausible, a little r 
flection, 1 am sure, will be sufficient to show that such action on t! 
part of the Government now would be not only immoral but impract 
cable. It is true the Government did not purchase the bullion and 
manufacture and issue this coin as it now issues the standard doll 
and fractional silver, but it did place upon it its great seal and stamp 
with the legends, devices, and emblems of national honor and good taith 
declaring not only that it was worth a hundred cents in the dollar, but 
also that it should bea legal tender within acertain limit; and thenatter 

| ward by its own act—first by a joint resolution of the two Houses and 
then by a law duly enacted—it stripped this coin of the legal-tendet 
quality and degraded it to the condition of bullion while it was in th: 
hands and pockets of the people, and that too without any sort of noti: 
So, whatever may have been the obligation of the Government orig 
nally, the fact can not be disputed that the Government is alone respon 
sible for the degradation of this coin, and it can not now with hono: 
in my judgment, refuse to redeem it at its face value, whether it |» 
in the hands of speculators or of innocent and injured owners. It is 
not the fault of the holder of this coin, whether he be farmer or me! 
chant, mechanic or banker, that it has lost its value as money. Th« 
Government itself is to blame; and whatever wrong it has done it is 
bound by the plainest dictates of common justice to cause speedily to b« 
repaired. 

By an act passed February 12, 1873, amending the laws relating to 
mints, assay offices, and coinage, it was provided (see section 3515, 
United States Statutes) that— 


The silver coins of the United States shal) be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar o1 
fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, a dime or ten-cent 
piece. The weight of the trade-dollar shall be 420 grains troy ; the weight o 
the half-dollar shall be twelve grams and a half gram; the quarter-dollar and 
dime shall be, respectively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight of the said hal! 
dollar; and said coins shall be a legal tender at their nominal) value for an) 
amount not exceeding $ in any one payment 


3y section 18 of the same act (see United States Statutes, section 
3517) it is provided that— 


Upon the coins of the United States there shall be the following devices and 

legends: Upon one side there shall be an impression emblematic of liberty, with 
the inscription of the word “liberty”’ and the yearofthe coinage, and upon the 
reverse shall be the figure or representation of an eagle, with the inscription 
“United States of America” and “ E pluribus unum;” but onthe gold dollar 
and three-dollar piece, the dime, 5,3, and 1 cent pieces the figure of the eagle sha!! 
be omitted; and on the reverse ofthe silver trade-dollar the weight and fineness 
of the coin shall be inscribed 








1884. 


Under the foregoing provisions of law trade-dollars were coined and 
issued as follows: 


Table showing coinage of trade-dollars. 





At San Fran- 





hi al. ” 
Year. At ee cisco and Total. 

I . Carson City. } 
| 

$1, 058, 200 $2. 530, 700 3,588, 900 

476, 800 5,! 5, 697,500 
280, 050 5. 6, 132, 060 | 
899, 900 8, 263, 9, 162, 900 | 

2, 386, 010 8, 992, 000 11, 378, 010 
eels $35, 959, 360 | 





On February 28, 1878 
“An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and re- | 


, Was passed over the veto of President Hayes 


store its legal-tender character,’’ which, provides that— 

There shall be coined at the several mints of the United States silver dollars 
of the weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, * * * which coins, to- 
gether with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United States of like 
weight and fineness, shall be a legal tender et their nominal value for all debts 
and dues, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in | 
the contract. 


This is what is familiarly known as the Bland silver bill, and the | 
members of the House and Senate seem to have been so attracted by its | 
excellent features and so exercised as to the President’s veto that they | 
entirely overlooked what seems to me to be a most extraordinary fea- | 
ture inthe bill. It provides for the coinage of a silver dollar contain- | 
ing 7} grains less of silver than the trade-dollar, and consequently of 
less value intrinsically, and makes it a legal tender, and at the same 
time takes away the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar, with its 
7} grains more of silver. It is true that a joint resolution of the Sen- 
ate and House adopted shortly theretofore had contained a provision 
‘that the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a legal tender;’’ but the 
sense of that resolution was distinctly recognized and reaffirmed in the 
act above referred to by the words ‘‘all silverdollars heretofore coined | 
by the United States of like weight and fineness shall be a legal tender.”’ 

Why the trade-dollar, with all the insignia, devices, mottoes, and in- | 
scriptions of the standard dollar, and one added showing to the world 
that it contained seven and a half grains more of silver than the stand- 


ard dollar, should be stripped of its monetary functions and relegated | 


to the condition of merchandise and bullion, while the standard dollar 


with seven and one-half grains less of silver is made a legal tender for | 


all debts and dues, public and private, is a legislative conumdrum 
which, so far as I know, no one has yet attempted to explain. 


But aside from considerations of public morality and good faith, it | 


would be impracticable to redeem this coin at what it cost its present 
owners. Some have paid one priceand some another. Some have held 
it longer than others. The rate of interest being different in different 
localities, that would enter into the calculation as a part of the cost. 
Some merchants and trades-people have taken it in exchange for mer- 
chandise at prices a little in advance of the regular rates. How would 
you ascertain the cost in all these cases ? 
a sort of bureau, with judges and experts and accountants, to fix the 
rate of redemption for each separate case. 

Upon the fourth sectien of the bill, Mr. Speaker, there is a minority 


report, and upon that, of course, there will be some discussion and | 
That section provides that when these 


some difference of opinion. 
trade-dollars are redeemed they shall constitute a part of the bullion 
purchase now required by law of $2,000,000 per month. 
to again call the attention of the House to the fact that it is not in- 


tended by this bill that there shall be any restriction upon the coinage | 


of silver. Under this bill precisely the same number of standard dol- 
lars are to be issued annually, monthly, daily, and hourly, if you 
please, as is now required by law. The only difference is that the pur- 
chase of bullion by the Government may possibly be suspended for two 


or three months, the estimate being that there are about $6,000,000 of | 


this coin now in existence. 

If the objection is that we are going to depreciate the bullion market, 
the only answer I have to make is that I do not understand how we 
can legislate specially in the interest of those who have bullion to sell 
any more than we can legislate specially in favor of those who have corn 


to sell, or cotton or whisky to sell; and inasmuch as the first section ot | 


the bill provides that until the Ist of January, 1886, trade-dollars shall 
be received for all public dues, the effect of the bill will be not to 
diminish, but in fact to increase the circulation of silver temporarily. 

For my own part I do not regard the fourth section of the bill as of 
very great importance one way or the other, but as an indication of 
public sentiment I may state that of the nine bills relating to the sub- 
ject under consideration by our committee but a single one provided 
that the redeemed trade-dollars should not be a part of the regular 
bullion purchase. 

The number of trade-dollars that will likely find their way to the 
mints for recoinage is so small in comparison with the great volume of 
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You would have to establish | 


Here I beg | 








2 


33 





coin now on hand, that I do not believe the effect will be percepti 
whether the recoinage is a part of or in addition to the regular bullion 
supply. The Director ofthe Mint estimates that there are not exceed- 
ing $7,000,000 trade-dollars now in this country. I submitted above 
some statistics furnished me by that courteous and efficient officer show- 
ing the annual and total coinage of trade-dollars. It was thought that 
this coin, by reason of its added weight, would be specially attracted to 
Eastern countries between which and the United States there isextensive 
intertraflic, and thus an outlet would be provided for the productions 
of our silver mines. 

The following statistics, also furnished me by the Director of the Mint, 
shows the annual exportation of trade-dollars from the ports of New 
York and San Francisco up to the year 1878, when their coinage ceased 


Table showing exportation of trade-dollars. 


Year From New From San Total 
’ York. Francisco 
| 1874 $900, 000 $2, 100, 000 $3, 000, 000 
1875. 400, 000 4. 400. 000 4. 800, 000 
1876.. 280, 000 4.500, 000 4.780, 000 
© DE ctienees 417, 938 8, 24, 658 &. 672. 596 
asec 9387, 015 4, 778, 991 5, 166, 006 


evens eee eee serese ese oo ° 26 


— 26, 418, 602 

Since 1878 other exportations have been made, and also some impor- 
tations. Some of these coins have doubtless gone abroad in the pockets 
of individuals, while others have been brought back by immigrants and 
travelers; some have been lost by shipwreck, fires, &e 
been melted up by artisans, jewelers, and others. 

In this connection I submit the following extract from the last re 
port of the Director of the Mint: 


, and some have 


Probably from tive to seven millions of these coins are now held in the coun- 
try, mostly in the mining and manufacturing regions of Pennsylvania and con- 


| tiguous States and in the vicinity of New York, where they have been paid to 
|} workmen and laborers, and by them paid to and received from tradesmen in 


those localities. 

While the United States has incurred no legal liability, yet by the act of the 
Government the coins were at first put into circulation and given compulsory 
currency, and have fallen into the hands of those who can il! afford to suffer 
from the depreciation, and it would seem but an act of justice that the United 
States should permit these coins to be sent to the mints and exchanged for other 
silver coins, into which they could be profitably recoined. 

1 doubt not that action ofthis kind would long since have been taken but for 
the apprehension that aldrge number of exported trade-dollars would be re 
turned to this country. My own investigations and inquiries have satisfied me 
that the trade-dollars sent to China have gone to the melting-pots and become 
sycee-silver or disappeared in the interior of that country; for, although their 
value as silver bullion would be only about 87 cents, yet their commercial mat 
ket value in New York city has, prior to the late movement to depress their price, 
fallen below 938 cents but once, and that for ashort period, and has usually ranged 
for several years above 99 cents, and had it been possible to secure trade-dollars 
for import from China to this country the profits on the operation would have 
brought them here long since. 


Mr. Speaker, if this bill becomes a law we shall have disposed of the 
trade-dollar by converting it into an inferior coin, the standard dolla 
To produce uniformity we are leveling downward. What will we do 
with the standard dollar after a while? It is 17 cents below par now 
intrinsically and in the markets of the world, and is relatively deprecia 
ing every day, owing to the increased production of silver as compared 
with gold. I have said it is inferior by 74 grains to the trade-dollar 
that we are now preposing to fling into the crucible. Still we continue 
to strike them from our mints at the minimum rate of twenty-four mill 
ions a year, to go into heaps and piles in the vaults of the Treasury 
rather than into circulation. There was on March 1 in the Treasury 
about one hundred and twenty-seven millions of silver coin, and the 
quantity is being daily increased. Of the twenty-eight millions coined 
the last fiscal year only some three millions have left the Government 
vaults. Why does not more of it go out into circulation ? 

Some say the officers of the Government are opposed to it 
| say the banks are making war upon it. 


; others 
My opinion is that the greatest 
obstacle in the way of the circulation of the silver dollar is the silver 
dollar itself. It is the most inconvenient and undesirable of all kinds 
|of money. If the Government would coin more fractional silver of a 
little better quality and fewer standard dollars there would in my 
| opinion be a great deal more of silver in circulation. Silver halves, 
quarters, and dimes are an attractive and convenient currency, ver: 
popular among the people everywhere, and an unlimited quantity of 
them might be absorbed and used in business. But you may as well 
suppose that lead will not sink when thrown into a mill-pond as that 
| the heavy and bulky, unwieldy and weighty dollar coins will not be 
shoveled into heaps and piles in safes and vaults whenever forced into 
circulation beyond a very limited extent. Noone can carry them upon 
his person in any considerable quantity, and you might almost as well 
make money out of iron—better make it out of rags, according toa ! 
decision of the Supreme Court. 
No one will accept silver dollars while there is any other kind of 
money to be had. They are always the refuse, the very last resort ; 
| at home because of their inconvenient size and weight, and abroad be- 


ite 
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cause of their deficiency in quality or fineness of material. Though | is a minority report of this committee on the provisions of that section. 
we are casting them from the molds at the rate of more than 70,000 | That provides that when this coin is sent to the coinage mints it sha)! 
per day, yet before a great while they may all have tobe again thrown | be treated as silver bullion and deducted from the monthly purchases 
into the melting-pot of silver bullion by the Treasury. Our chairman, who is the autho: 

When the balance of trade shall be against us, when the number of | of the minority report, says: ‘‘I do not want the law of February 2s 
standard dollars in the Treasury is so large and the amount of gold | 1878, interfered with.’’ I say in reply that practically we do not inte: 
relatively so small, and our foreign balances are obliged to be paid in | fere with it. There is one provision of that law that requires the Treas 








gold, then our troubles may begin in earnest. | ury of the United States to purchase monthly not less than $2,000,000 
Depositors who have put gold dollars in bank will hardly be willing | of silver bullion. 
to receive a coin worth but &3 cents in the dollar, and a bank, on the Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the committee, why is it that 


other hand, which has received on deposit a coin worth 83 per cent. of | that provision was put in there? Was it not to enable the Treasury of 
its face value will not likely be willing to pay out gold dollars worth | the United States or the mints of the United States to coin not less than 
100 cents in any part of the civilized world. It is an economic fact | 2,000,000 per month of standard dollars? It was not put in there fo: 
known as far back as thé time of Aristophanes that when good money | any such purpose as to make a steady market of $2,000,000 a month 
and bad money are thrown in circulation together the bad money drives | to silver-bullion dealers. We do not legislate in that direction. You 
out the good money. Hence gold will cease to circulate as money and | practically do not affect the monthly coinage of standard dollars. Thx 

again be at a premium; there will be no fixed standard of value, and | clink and music of the Bland dollar will be heard just as it is now 

financial disorder and ruin will be the inevitable consequence. We | The Government of this country will still take $7,200,000 per annum 
have had our own sad experience with depreciated paper money. Eng- | as seigniorage on this money of the people. Now, is this astrike at th 
land many years ago had a memorable crisis with clipped and muti- | silver-bullion dealer? By no means. We are under no obligation t 
lated metallic money. Oneof her brightest historians, speaking of the | furnish a market for him. Youask, what will he do? Hewill do pre- 
depreciated coin in the days of the clippers, uses this language: cisely as my farmers do, store the product until there is a market for 
it, with the certain assurance that the Government is a purchaser within 










It may well be doubted whether all the misery which has been inflicted on 
the English nation in a quarter of a century by bad kings, bad ministers, bad | qg yery few months. 
parliaments, and bad judges was equal to the misery caused ina single year by oa as a a Daiihes Mieee teil sof 
bad crowns and bad shillings. * * When the great instrument of exchange In round numbers, there have been thirty five millions of this anom 


became thoroughly deranged, all trade, all industries were smitten as with a | alous money coined. It is estimated by the statistics of our custom 
palsy The « vil or on poy —anen aaeee. ganee ae by —— | houses, the manifests of our vessels, as to the approximate amounts 
loons sons dite illauaietiaamamaas one ~——— cal etee vine. Belkion could brought by immigrants to this country, that all of this 350, 000,000, 
be purchased without a dispute with the exception of possibly $7,000,000, have in those dusky nations 
Over every counter there was wrangling from morningtill night. The work- | of the East gone into the coinage of the sycee-silver, into subsidiary 
fair fo Sere Syeescn the teamantinetiion saeniat Uae a coin, into ornaments, and into the arts, so that there is left practically, 
incessant, and it was well if no booth was overturned and no head broken. | at the maximum calculation, in all not to exceed $8,000,000. 
The simple and an eases ss we re pillaged W ithout ow | enero. whose | I think. Mr. Speaker, the argument on this whole bill should rest 
Steen hastibhecnl en. a wT an eneeass vi paoambent ee oe here. We have suffered ourselves to issue a coin, the trade-dollar, fo 
thrown, while the ignorant and helpless peasant was cruelly ground between one | foreign circulation. The Constitution gives us control over the coinag: 
class which would give money only by tale and another which would take it | of silver and gold, the regulation of its value, and the regulation of fo1 
ay eee eign coins within the United States. But here is a native coin for fon 
= So we have experience in our own and other countries as well as the | eign circulation. I will admit, Mr. Speaker, that it is the child of an 
plainest dictates of justice and public policy to admonish us to look | impure alliance. Yet the Government finds itself in the position that 
well to the purity and stability of our circulating medium. It is of | it has to assume the guardianship of this prodigal. It has on it th 
the very highest importance that the great instrument for effecting ex- | devices and insignia of this Government, and the honor and good faith 
changes shall be fixed and permanent. It is the standard of value as | of this nation demand that it shall be redeemed. 
the yardstick and steelyard-pea are the standard of quantity and It may be said that speculators of this country have this coin. That 
weight. Every interest, every department of business, every class of | may be true to some extent. But is not that true of every commodity 
our people, the behests of the public welfare, imperatively demand that | But the fact is that outside of the great moneyed centers this coin is 
the currency, especially the coined money, shall be stable and of fixed | scattered among the laborers of this country. 1 will say as a practical 
value. Therefore the highest object and aim of the legislator should be | business man that I know of thousandsof dollars of this anomalous coin 
to enhance the permanency, uniformity, and value of the coin circula- | that are deposited in the banks of the country asa special deposit. Un- 
tion. Whoever would tamper with it or experiment with it whereby der the provisions of this law the man who has $10, $20, or $50 can walk 
to depreciate or degrade it or to render it fluctuating, whatever may be | right across the street and get dollar for dollar in revenue-stamps and 
his motive, is worse than an enemy to the public good. postage-stamps. 

One single act of Congress at any time injuriously affecting the cur- I do not know, Mr. Speaker, what latitude this debate may take. 1 
rency, metallic or paper, by undue contraction or expansion, might be | have very strong convictions on this silver question. But I doubt, un 
infinitely worse than a foreign war. It is certainly not the purpose of | less it is dragged into this debate, whether it is in good taste to express 
this bill at all to contract nor to materially increase the coinage and | those views now, and I shall not do so unless the further discussion of 
circulation of silver, but, as I stated in the outset, to redeem a de- | this bill may render it necessary. 





























































graded currency by converting trade-dollars into standard dollars, with- Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
out disturbing values or the existing volume of circulation, simply as The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BUCKNER). The gentleman has 
a business transaction. fifty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on Coin- Mr. PUSEY. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


age, Weights, and Measures, I desire briefly to submit some arguments | EVANs]. 

in advocacy of the provisions of this bill. Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Sptaker, it seems to me to he 
Che trade-dollar in no sense constitutes any part of the circulating | somewhat unfortunate that we should have a currency the component 

medium of this country to-day. The public policy and national good | parts of which are of such unequal values. Assuming the gold dollar 

faith require its speedy retirement. Under the provisions of thisshort | to be the standard by which the remainder of the currency is measured, 

bill this can be accomplished without loss to the country or without | a brief statement will demonstrate this inequality. 

loss to the present holders of this anomalous coin. The standard silver dollar contains 412.5 grains of standard silver, 
The provisions of this bill are simple, direct, equitable, and com- | and is made the equivalent of the gold dollar in the payment of debts 

prehensive. Section 1 reaches that class of holders who are remote | both public and private, being made by legislation a legal-tender, and 

from our subtreasuries. My people have not a subtreasury within five | is worth in the markets of the world at the present price of silver about 


nee hundred miles of them. Other gentlemen on this floor represent con- | 86 cents. The trade-dollar weighs 420 grains, and, not being a legal 
stituencies who have not a subtreasury within one thousand miles of | tender, is worth only its value as bullion, which at present rates ranges 
them from 86 to 90 cents. The half-dollar weighs only 192.9 grains. Two of 


Section 1 provides for those holders by making this coin receivable | them, making a dollar, weigh 395.8 grains, equivalent to about 82 or 83 
forpublicdues. They can walk across the street tothe deputy collectors | cents. The quarters and dimes weigh proportionately. 
of internal revenue and buy their revenue stamps or they can go to the The halves and quarters are legal tenders to the amount of $5, and 
post-office and buy their post-office stamps and use the coin at par. Sec- | the dimes and half dimes to 25 cents. In paper, we have the United 
tion 2 provides for the large holders in those great money centers, where | States notes made a legal tender and redeemable in gold and silver at 
they can use it by going immediately to the subtreasury and getting | the pleasure of the Government, and the national-bank currency alegal 
the standard silver dollars in exchange. Section 3 provides that these | tender in settlements between the banks, but not a legal tender in dis- 
trade-dollars shall be sent by these treasurers and subtreasurers to the | charge of bank obligations between man and man. 





coinage mints of the country to be recoined into standard dollars, thereby | It will thus be seen that we have a heterogeneous currency of various 
giving to the country a uniform silver circulation. values; and although the disadvantage of such a currency is not strongly 


Now, I will say, Mr. Speaker, within parliamentary usage, I hope, | felt in our internal commerce, it manifests itself whenever our silver 
that up to section 4 of this bill the committee were practically unani- | currency comes into contact with the commerce of the external world 
mous, but when we reached section 4 there was a division, and there | where it can only pass at its marketable value. 
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The principal complaint at present concerning our currency as used 
in our own domestic commerce arises from the anomalous condition of 
the trade-dollar, which is heavier than our standard dollar, yet not a 
legal tender in payment of debts. 

‘When the German Empire in 1871 discontinued the use of silver by 
changing its standard to gold it was estimated that there was in circu- 
lation in that country nearly $350,000,000 in silver coin. 

The nations of the Latin Union by their restricted use of silver, almost 
demonetizing it, added largely to the bulk of the unused silver. This 


| believe must have had its influence 


vast amount it was believed would thus be thrown on the markets of | 


the world. Our own mines at that time were beginning to produce sil- 
yer in much larger quantities than had ever been done before, and the 
prospect was that the great influx to the mining regions would produce 
a still greater supply, which anticipation has been realized. The price 
of silver in the markets of the world was evidently on the decline, and 
it became a problem as to what we should do with our rapidly increas- 
ing production. 

As our commerce with China was mostly on a silver basis, it occurred 
to some of our statesmen that a market for part of our silver could be 
found there, and the result was the coinage of our so-called trade-dollar 
of 420 grains of silver. Being heavier than the Spanish or Mexican 
dollar, it soon became popular with the Chinese. 

The whole amount coined, in round numbers, is about $36,000,000. 
Of this amount it is estimated from the best information obtainable 
that only seven or eight millions remain in this country, and that the 
remainder has been absorbed in the commerce of China or gone into 


Chinese melting-pots because of its weight being greater than that of 


the Spanish or Mexican dollar, silver money in China passing more by 
weight than by tale. 

You are aware that authority to coin trade-dollars was given under 
the act of February 12, 1873, and in the following words: ‘‘ The silver 
coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half dollar or fifty- 
cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece.’’ The act defines 
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$1,800,000,000, shall we now repudiate our own coin, some of which has 
been used to pay a part of that indebtedness ? 

The cry that the trade-dollars are in the hands of speculators, and 
therefore ought not to be redeemed at their face value, | am led to 
with the President, for in his 
first message to this Congress he recommends that ‘‘ provision be 
made for their reception by the Treasury and the mints as bullion at 
a small percentage above the current market price of silver of lil 


Ke 


tine- 
ness.’’ 

For the fluctuating value of the trade-dollar speculators have been 
blamed, but the real fault lay in the action of Congress that made 
speculation possible. Had it permitted its legal-tender power to re 
main, speculation would have been impossible, for the amount in cit 
culation was so restricted that it would not accumulate to such an ex 
tent in any one hand as to render its use at its full value impracticable. 
Even if it were true that they are mostly in the hands of speculators, 
it would be no good and sufficient reason why they should not be re- 
deemed at their face value. I propose to show, however, that they are 
not, as is generally supposed, in the hands of speculators, but are held 
by banks, bankers, trades-people, and private individuals 

On the 15th of January last I sent a circular letter to the banks, 


| bankers, and trust companies of my State (Pennsylvania) requesting 


| holders of any of the depreciated coin, to communicate with me. 


the relative proportion of pure silver and alloy in the trade-dollar, and | 


directs that the devices and legends upon it shall be the same as other 
coins of the United States. The same act made it a legal tender with 
other designated coins of said act to the extent of $5. It also bore on its 
face the certificate of the United States that it was of a certain weight 
and fineness. Relying on this certificate and pledge of the nation, it 
became acurrent coin at home as well as abroad, and debts to the amount 
of millions were paid by it. It has been asserted that it was never in- 
tended for home circulation, and that the legislative purpose of its crea- 
tion was to promote trade with Chinaand other Asiatic countries by mak- 
ing a coin that would be acceptable to these people. While this may 
be true, the specific object was not made known by the law; there was 


no prohibitory clause; on the other hand, it led the people to believe | 


that it was just as much acoin of the United States as any of the other 
legalized issues; for the act expressly says the ‘‘silver coins of the 
United States shall be a trade-dollar, « half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and 
adime.’’ The same act further recognized it by declaring it to be a 


crime to counterfeit any of the coins of the United States; also the later | 


act of 1877 made it a crime to counterfeit any of our coins, and as the 
trade-dollar had been declared one of our coins, it was a crime to coun- 
terfeit it. 

As a reason for not redeeming them it has been claimed that they did 
not go into circulation until after the passage of the act of 1876, which 
took away their legal-tender quality. It has been shown by the statis- 
ties of coinage and exports that at that date two millions more had been 
coined than had been exported. To me, however, this is anargument 
to which I attach very little value or importance. After having made 
them a legal tender, I chim the Government had no right to take away 
that quality without first passing a law for their redemption. 


them to give me an account of their own holdings and the amount held 
by them for private parties; also to state what number were held at 
face value and what number at a discount? In addition thereto the 
newspapers very generally throughout the State notified the people 
that I was making such an investigation, and requested them, if the 
The 
result was I received nearly three hundred letters to my inquiries. 

I will now send to the Clerk’s desk an inventory made from the 
different amounts reported and the manner in which they are held. | 
will not ask that the names be read, only the heading and fvotings of 
the list. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An inventory of the number of trade-dollars taken and now held by banks 


bankers, trust companies, and private individuals at their face value and aia 
discount in the State of Pennsylvania : 


Banks, bankers, and trust companies at par............ . 796,749 
Private individuals and societies.................... 1, 641, 134 
At a discount from 10 to 15 per cent 


123, O44 


Total... 


ieeedieens “‘ - 2, 560, 927 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have made this in- 
ventory with a great deal of care, believing it to be the only correct 
way of arriving at the amount of trade-dollars in the country and the 
manner in which they were held. If a member from each State had 
instituted the same inquiry we would have been able to-day to give a 
very correct estimate of the number to be redeemed. I believe the 
people of my State hold nearly one-third of the whole amount. They 
had confidence, and still have thesame confidence, that a great Govern 
ment like ours will not repudiate a coin of its own issue, but will either 
redeem it at par or exchange it for some other coin which will possess 
the same legal-tender quality the trade-dollar once had. 

You will notice that less than 5 percent. of the whole amount held in 
Pennsylvania are at a discount; the remainder, 2,437,883, are held and 


| were taken at par; outof this number 1,641,134 are held at par by pri- 


| vate individuals, benevolent, beneficiary, and religious societies 


if it 


| had not been for the banks many thousands more would have been in 


| the trades-people of my State to take trade-dollars at their tace 


The Government certainly has no just right to take away the legal- | 


tender quality of its obligations at will. If so, it can take away with 
equal justice the legal-tender quality of the present standard dollar. 
The Government has no more right to break its contracts than a private 
individual or a corporation. 

Suppose that in the capacity of a banker I should issue promissory 
notes, say for $100 each, payable in a given time or on demand, how 
would I be regarded or thought of by all honest business people if | 
were tosay that notwithstanding these notes bear on their face the promise 
to pay in full, they were not worth more than $85 each, and that I would 
not pay more than that amount for them? On my refusal to pay their 
full face value the law would be appealed to, and would say: ‘* This is a 
dishonest transaction; you have made an obligation, it is your duty to 
fulfill it; it is a contract, and the law of contracts is a just law, and can 
not be broken without incurring its penalty.”’ But I claim that some, at 
least, of my paper has fallen into the hands of speculators, who have 
purchased it at a discount; therefore I ought not to be compelled to pay 
in full. How weak and flimsy the argument, the law would very justly 
say; no matter what your paper brought in the market, you are bound 
for its face value. The United States Government might have said with 
equal justice when her bonds were below par that she would not pay 
them in full. This would be nothing more nor less than repudiation. 
After a struggle of more than four years to preserve the Union, at a cost 
of nearly $7,000,000,000, and after having paid all this indebtedness but 





| in trade-dollars on hand. 


the hands of the people, tor they took them at par to relieve the people 
in the payment of notes and on deposit fora considerable time afte 
they were discredited. As an evidence of the spirit which prompted 
value, 
I desire toread the following letter from one of my constituents, who is 
widely known as one of the largest merchants of Philadelphia : 
DEAR SIR 


In answer to your inquiry, we have perhaps a little over $125,000 


We did not advertise to take them, but felt it was a 
measure of relief to poor people who had them on hand at the time the scare 


| began, who, if compelled to sell them to the brokers, would have sutfered a se. 


ous loss, which would have entailed in some cases positive suflering 
that it was important to set an example to other trades-people, to le 
take them, and we did it in confidence that the Government wouk 


people suffer, and that proper legislation would be had when Cong 


We felt 
id them to 


not let the 





ress met 
So faras my personal knowledge goes, there has not been large speculation by 
capitalists in trade-dollars, and business people who sold their goods at gold 
prices are the holders of the trade-dollars 
I would be very glad to give you any information on the subject that I can, and 
trust you will use your able influence to relieve those who have expressed the 


confidence 


Yours 


in the stamp of the United States on its coin. 
with great respect, 
JOHN W 
I will also take the liberty to read a portion of a letter from a retired 
merchant of my district: 


ANAMAKER 


DEAR FRIEND: I am not now in the mercantile 


business; nevertheless am 
interested in its success, and wil) endeavor to give you some inforination as to 
what classes of people in this section are the holders of trade-dollars. My suc 
cessor in business holds four hundred of them, taken at par, principally p 


the laboring classes; all the storekeepers, millers, and other business men « 
this portion of Bucks County hold individually all the way from. {ift 
hundred of them at par, taken principally from the poor and laboring « 


y to 


people, who could not afford to lose. There is another class who hold a | 
amount, and who are living in the hope that Congress will soon come to tl 
rescue; it isthe farmers. I know from my own knowledge that nearly eve. 


farmer in this section holds from one to fifty dollars that they had on har 


2356 


when the panic started, some of them in the hands of renters who had laid them | 


away to pay rent 

You and I know very well that the farmers as a class can not afford to sacri- 
fice their hard-earned money at a discount of 15 per cent. Shame on any gov- 
ernment that would refuse or even hesitate to redeem its coin at par. 

Wishing you success in your efforts, Iam, yours truly, 


WwW. FP. 


ing to make. I have one instance reported of a poor widow who fol- 
lows day-labor who is the holder of thirty trade-dollars. 
Three little boys have written me; one writes: 


I have two trade-dollars and my brother, aged 6, has one 


: we took them for 
a dollar. I was 10 years old last May 


Another writes: 


I have five trade-dollars. Iam 12 years old. I traded five Bland dollars for five 
trade-doliars. I madea bad trade, unless the Government helps me out. I heard 
you were going to attend to this, 
will lose nearly $1 if the Government don't help me out. 
dollar was the best. 

Yours, 


I thought the trade- 


WILLIE HILL. 


therefore scarcely worthy of notice. 
the most important, for the perpetuity of this Government will rest upon 
these boys when we shall have long since passed from our labors. 
we, then, destroy the confidence of the youth of the country who are 
growing up to manhood by telling them that we do not regard our ob- 
ligations? 
of setting such an example. 

And shall we say to poor hard-working men and women that not- 
withstanding the Government made this dollar, then said it was a le- 


gal tender, and in order that nobody might be misled or deceived put | 


its own stamp upon it, and also put upon it ‘* In God we trust,’’ as if 
to impress the innocent and unwary holder with the idea that this 
great Government, founded on justice and equal rights, would not say 


86 cents’ worth of silver, therefore we can not afford to pay you more 
than that amount for it? In 1876 Congress took away its legal-tender 


quality and said, ‘‘ We will no longer recognize the trade-dollar as one of | 


our coins.’’ Thisaction on the part of Congress was a great injustice to 


the people, for it left upon their hands a mere disk of silver bullion of | 
. . 7 . ' 
no more value as an instrument for the payment of debts than a silver 


bar. 

The principal opposition to this bill comes from those who are inter- 
ested in the bullion market. They tell us that ifcounted as a part of the 
monthly purchase of bullion it will depreciate the market value of 
silver. 
can exceed $10,000,000. 


This could only arrest Government purchase 
for a very short period. 


We should not lose sight of the fact that the trade-dollar was once | 
Its demonetization by Congress has been regarded as an | 


a legal tender. 
injustice to the people and a breach of faith on the part of the Govern- 
ment. That being the case, why not use it to make a legal tender 
now? Not by proclaiming it in its present form a legal-tender dollar, 
for that would be to add at once and by a single act several millions 
to the silver currency of the nation, with which the channels of com- 
merce are supersaturated already. We are coining silver into dollars 
faster than the wants of commerce demand, as is further evidenced by 
the overflow into the Treasury, and therefore need no additional stim- 
ulus in that direction. 

The plan adopted by the committee seems to be in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Director of the Mint and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and is in my judgment the best that could be presented 
to this House. It provides: 


That until January 1, 1886, United States trade-dollars shall be received at 
their face value in payment of all dues to the United States, and shall not be 
again paid out or in any other manner issued. 

Sec. 2. That the holder of any United States trade-dollars, on presentation of 
the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United 
States, may receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value, dollar for 
dollar, in standard silver dollars of the United States. 


Sec. 3. That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or deposited with the Treas- 


urer or any assistant treasurer or national See of the United States shall | 


not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the United 
States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard 
silver dollars. 

Sec. 4. That the trade-dollars so received at the coinage mints shall be re- 
garded and treated as silver bullion, and, at their bullion value, shall be de- 
ducted from the amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the 
act of February 28, 1878. 


Sec. 5. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed. 


As I am opposed to the further coinage of silver dollars under the act 


of 1878, itmight appear inconsistent on my part to advocate the recoin- | 


age of the trade-dollars; but the people must be relieved of a demonetized 
coin and the credit of the Government must be maintained. After we 
have done this, I am free to say that I am in favor of the repeal or the 
suspension of the silver-coinage act of 1878. 

If we pass this bill the amount of silver coinage will not be increased; 
we will get rid of the anomalous coin, and will not artificially inflate 
the silver currency, but will leave the amount to be coined as under the 
existing law. 
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Some more boys here are in the same fix. I | ..vera] millions are yet in the hands of the people, who took them at 


| their face value; that circumstances over which they had no control 
| have depressed them to the mere value of bullion; that under the ex- 
It may be said by some that these boys are but trifling holders and | 
Not so; I regard them as among | 


I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this Congress will not be guilty | 


much valuable time over matters of very much less importance. 


It is hardly possible that the amount offered for redemption | 


| coined ? 
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I regard, then, this method of redemption preferable to the proposi- 
tion to legalize them by restoring their legal-tender quality or by pur- 
chase and recoinage into standard dollars, in addition to our present 
monthly coinage, for the following reasons: 

First. It will not increase the silver coinage over that already author- 


| ized. 
In many instances they are held by women who have their own liv- | 


Second. It will avoid two standards for the silverdollar. It would 
be unwise and inexpedient to have one dollar of more intrinsic value 


| than the other by reason of its greater weight. 


Third. It will be the means of taking them out of circulation. If we 
legalize them they would remain in circulation on account of their 


| greater value, and thereby defeat the object we wish to accomplish, 
| namely, ‘‘one standard silver dollar.’’ 


In view, then, of the fact that the trade-dollar was once made a legal] 
tender by act of Congress, and subsequently demonetized by it; that 


isting condition of things they can be made the sport of speculators 
and kept at ever-varying values; that business done by theiraid isdone 


| ata sacrifice and great disadvantage, to the benefit of a few and the 
Shall | 


loss of many; that it is an anomalous, disturbing, and uncertain ele- 
ment of value in our monetary system, it seems to me it would be wis- 
dom as well as an act of justice on the part of Congress to withdraw 
them from circulation, and that the easiest and best way to do it with 


| the least loss to the people is by the plan suggested by the Secretary of 


the Treasury and embodied in this bill. In so doing the Government 
would be no loser, and the people who took them at their nominal 
value would not be compelled to lose from 12 to 15 per cent. of the 
wages of their labor or the price of their commodities in the payment 


| of which they had been taken; and the metallic currency of our coun- 


| try would be purged of an anomalous disk, which has embarrassed and 
a false thing or do an unjust act, but nevertheless it only contains | 


perplexed the people in their daily business transactions, oftentimes to 


| their loss, and of late to their great annoyance. 


Nearly a year has elapsed since these coins have gone out of circuia- 
tion. They are, as has been clearly shown, in the hands of the people, 
whoare patiently holding on to them, and losing the annual interest, 
or the use of the money they represent, in the hope that Congress will 
redeem.them at their nominal value. 

We have been tardy in our action to right a wrong, and have spent 
Let us 
now, Mr. Speaker, pass this bill without one dissenting voice. 

Mr. CALKINS. ILask the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. PusEy] to 
yield me five minutes of his time. 

Mr. PUSEY. I yield the gentleman from Indiana five minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask some questions of the committee 
that they may answer them in the course of thedebate. I understand 
that there were originally coined about $36,000,000, in round numbers, 
of this species of coin. 

Mr. CHACE. Thirty-five million nine hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is no matter about the exact amount. There 
were about twenty-seven millions of them exported and employed in 
the Eastern trade, which are now held principally in China. That 
leaves about nine millions in circulation, or something like that, in this 
country. 

Mr. SMITH. The estimated amount is $7,200,000. 

Mr. CALKINS. Now the question I want to propound to the com- 
mittee and have explained to the House is this: What provision is 
there in this bill to prevent the amount that is now in the hands of the 
foreign holders from being shipped back in payment of customs dues 
and piled up inthe Treasury? Secondly, what will begained by having 
these dollars that are in the hands of the people of this country re- 

If it be a fact that they are in the hands of the merchants, 
then they are there by reason of their having been in circulation. If 
it be a fact they have been bought up by the brokers and are being 
held by them, then why not adopt some provision such as is contained 
in the bill introduced by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND], 
making them a legal tender, putting them on the same basis as stand- 
ard silver dollars, and letting the brokers put them out? 

Mr.CHACE. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. CALKINS. Inamoment. The next question I want to pro- 
pound is, why is this section 4in the bill? What is the purpose of 
that section? Is it to prevent the further coinage of the standard silver 
dollar? 

Mr. REED. No such luck, I am afraid. 

Mr. CALKINS. In the next place, Mr. Speaker, a question I should 
like to have the committee also explain to the House is this: Why is 
there not a provision in the bill—but before I propound the question I 
may as well state a fact. It is generally understood that these dollars 
that are in the hands of foreigners have been ‘‘ chopped,”’ as it is called, 
marked, altered. Why is there notaprovision in this bill discriminat- 
ing against those chopped dollars ? 

Mr. CHACE. I suppose the gentleman does not want that question 
answered now either? 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman can answer it in his own time. 
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These are dollars which have been chopped by the Chinese Government 
and bear the stamp of that government. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are some of the objections against this bill that 
are apparent to me at first blush; and when gentlemen come to discuss 


it I hope they will inform the House fully upon those points as well as | 


the many other manifest errors there are in the bill. That is all that 
I desire to say at present. 

Mr. CHACE. 
more to point out the other manifest errors he has referred to. 

Mr. SMITH rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] of the 
committee is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood two gentlemen from Pennsylvania desire 
to occupy some time, and that they will come in place of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HARDY] a member of the committee, who is 
absent. 

The SPEAKER. Is it understood the gentleman fron New York 
[Mr. HARDY] has yielded his time to other gentlemen? 

Mr. BLAND. That I do not know. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SMITH ] 
state that the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARDY] has yielded 
him a part of his time? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If no one else rises to take the floor, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SMITH]. 
if he obtains the floor, he is entitled to it for one hour by the rules of 
the House. 

Mr. DOWD. I will take the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Dowp] 
is entitled to the floor and has forty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. DOWD. Iyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. NUTTING]. 

Mr. SMITH. I understood the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
HARDY] was entitled to one hour. 

TheSPEAKER. And the Chair expressly inquired of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether the gentleman from New York had allotted 
time to him, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania said he had not. 

Mr. SMITH. I was informed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] that the gentleman from New York would not occupy his time, 
and at his suggestion my colleague [Mr. EVANS] and myself went to 
your desk, when the chair was occupied by another than yourself, and 
made arrangements to occupy that time. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentlemen from Pennsylvania came to me for the 
purpose of obtaining time, and I mentioned the fact that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. HARDY] would probably be absent and they might 
occupy his time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply follows the usual custom of first 
recognizing those members of the committee reporting the measure who 
may desire to speak. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not desire to interfere with that custom. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to secure to the gentle- 
man an opportunity to be heard. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 


NUTTING] is entitled to the floor in the time of the gentleman from | 


North Carolina [Mr. Down]. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 36) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and the legal 
representatives of Mrs. Louisa Jackman; 

A bill (S. 273) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 295) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 300) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, a pay- 
master in the United States Army; 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of the legal representatives of John M. 
Rebeson; 

A bill (S. 371) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; 

A bill (S. 421) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington 
Territory ; 

A bill (S. 520) for the relief of the legal representatives of Francis 
Guilbeau, deceased; 


A bill (S. 595) to repay the State of Georgia $22,567.52, money ad- | 
vanced by the said State for the defense of her frontiers against the In- | 


dians from 1795 to 1818 and not heretofore repaid; and 
A bill (8. 581) to provide for the payment of ten claims for depreda- 


tions committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the massacre of the | 


White River agency in 1879. 
TRADE-DOLLAR. 
The House resumed the consideration of the bill for the retirement 


and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 
Mr. NUTTING. 


condition in which we find its currency. Every nation assumes the 
right to manufacture and put forth a unit of exchange; that is a mat- 
ter of necessity. They have the right to do this in order to have some 





I will give the gentleman from Indiana one minute | 


And | 


I think it fair to say that the degree of the supe- | 


riority of a nation and of its prosperity may always be known by the | 
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medium by which they may balance accounts between themselves and 
| the people who constitute the nation. 
| Ifthat be true, then it becomesof importance that nations shall take 
| care to act wisely and honestly in dealing with their own currency. 
Where a nation assumes the right and the sole right to manufacture 
a currency, it should be held to a strict account as to how it deals with 
it, how it acts with it. Itshould be held toa strict account as to what 
it does, and to the same degree of strictness as individuals are held in 
| their dealings with one another. A nation has no right to put forth to 
its own people or to the world a currency, and then by any act of its 
own depreciate the value of that currency. It becomes a matter of 
honesty and integrity and fair dealing on the part of the nation, just as 
it would become a matter of honesty and integrity on the part of an in- 
| dividual, for a nation is made up of an aggregation of individuals and 
the same rule of dealing prevails. 

What did Congress do in this matter? In 1873 it passed an act au 
thorizing the coinage of this trade-dollar. It put upon the statute 
book a law which authorized the United States Treasury, through its 
mint, to coin these trade-dollars, and to give them out to be used in 

| the lines of commerce and trade, not only by this nation but by the 
| world at large. That law upon the statute-book was a contract on the 
part of this Government that when this currency was made and issued 
| to the people it would be recognized and honored by the Government 
| that created it, and when the people received this currency they 1 
ceived it under that contract, and it is obligatory on the part of 
United States to carry out that contract in good faith. 

I have heard it said, not in argument upon this floor but in private 

| argument against this bill, and perhaps it may be also stated hereaftet 
in argument in this discussion, that this particular ccin was issued for 

| the purposes of trade in a foreign country —China, I believe. I would like 

| to ask what there is in the act itself authorizing the coinage of the trade- 
dollar that says that this coin was issued for trade with any other peopl 
than our own. 

We must assume, and we can do so with perfect safety, that when a 
nation issues coin or currency of any kind it does so for purposes of 
trade and commerce with its own people and with no other, for its own 

| people are obliged by law to take it. The people of other nations are 
not obliged to take it. It is said that in the discussion of the bill at 

| the time it was before Congress for consideration and passage it was 

| stated that this currency was for trade withChina. I would ask, M1 

| Speaker, in all fairness what the talk about a bill upon this floor before 

| its passage has to do pith it? Nothing whatever. What did the peo- 
ple know of the discussion that took place on the passage of this bill? 
Simply nothing. 

The people who received this money look to the act itself upon the 

statute-book, and they have the right to look at that alone. That 
| statute provided that this dollar should be coined with certain legends, 
| marks, and words, and that then it should be a dollar; that it should 

pass into trade as a unit of exchange in carrying on the commercial 
| transactions of our great nation and other peoples who saw fit to take 
| it, and the contract on the part of the Government was that this dolla: 
| would be received back by the Government in payment of dues to it. 

Now, why do I make this statement? Because under that act the 
Government compelled the people to receive this money, compelled 
them to take this dollar as a dollar, by saying in the act itself that it 
should be a legal tender foracertainamount. That was a guarantee on 
the part of the Government that this dollar was made in good faith; 
that it was the bona fide act of a responsible nation and an express gu: 
antee in words that the Government, when the time came, would receive 
| it as a dollar, as it ought to do. What rule is there in law or what 
principle is there in the great moral code that will allow a nation to 
make a solemn contract, a solemn pledge, and then break it? The 
United States received value for each of these dollars it allowed to go 
from its vaults. It received the value of a dollar for each one. 

Now, under this contract ( because it was a contract) the Government 
coined $16,000,000 of this money before any other legislative action was 
had in regard toit. But in 1876a change came over the opinion of Con- 
gress—why, I am unable to say—but a change came over ts opinion in 
| regard to its policy concerning this dollar.” After $16,000,000 of this 
coinage had been paid out, as we must assume, to our own people, Con- 
| gress, in 1876, passed an act taking from this trade-dollar the legal- 
tender quality which belonged to it by the act authorizing its creation. 
I say that the Congress of the United States in passing this law of 1876, 
taking from this dollar its legal-tender function, committed a fraud upon 
all the people at least who had received this money. 

Thisis stronglanguage, but itistrue. Why? Because at once upon 
| the passage of that act of 1876 this coinage became merely bullion in 

the hands of the people; it would not pass from man to man in ordinary 
business. More than that; the Government did something which I am 
almost ashamed to state; the Government itself refused to accept this 
| money. Congress, in the first place, passes an act making this dollar 
a legal tender, sending it out with all the insignia of the power and re- 
sponsibility of the Government, and afterward coolly and advisedly 
says that this money should be worthless, so far as exchange among 
the people was concerned. I feel justified, therefore, in saying that 


the 


I- 


1 
th 


' Congress in the passage of the law of 1876 committed an act 
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disgraceful to it and a fraud upon the people who had received this 


money 


The Government of the United States made this dollar, and 


asserted it was a full dollar, and a unit of exchange, until it had 


passed from its hands to the hands of the people. 


The 


» people had re- 


ceived it and paid for it its full face value, and then by this disgraceful 
act of 1876 it asserted by the power of might, and not by the power of 
right, that it was no longer a dollar, no longer a unit of exchange, no 
longer worthy of notice or consideration. 

But some one will say, perhaps, in the course of this discussion that 
our own people did not receive this money; that it went abroad to 


China 


Suppose it did; was it not a coin of the realm? 


Was it nota 


coin issued by the United States, and was it not entitled to be honored 
by redemption? This question can only be answered in the affirmative. 


But it may be said 


indeed my friend from Indiana 


[Mr. CALKINS] 


has already substantially said by his question, ‘‘ How do we know that 
all this coin which has gone to China and other nations will not come 


back, so that we shall be obliged toredeem it?’”’ 


I say, 


let it come back. 


This is a coin of the realm, issued under the authority of the United 
States, and when it is presented at any of the counters of the United 
States Treasury the Government is, or onght to be, bound in honor and 


by the law of nations and the law of right to redeem it. 


I do not care 


if every dollar of this thirty-six millions comes back to the Government 
It must redeem this money, or in the eyes of honest 
men of our own nation and of the world at large be forever disgraced. 


lor redemption. 


Mr. CALKINS 


Is the gentleman in favor of havin 


coined and put out again? 


Mr. NI 
in favor of the G 


CTING. 


overnment honoring this money. 


g this money re- 


I will answer my friend from Indiana that I am 


I am in favor of 


the United States being compelled to take back this dollar thc it has 


made and passed to the people. 


I am in favor of the ¢ 


yovernment tak- 


ing back the coin which it made and said was good, and which it after- 


ward depreciated itself and then refused to take back. 
coin silver hereafter, then use this money when redeemed as bullion. 


If we are to 


If 


we are not to coin silver hereafter, then redeem it and sell it at its bull- 


ion value 


The Government, by the act of 1876, made it mere bullion, 


and should not take advantage of its own wrong by refusing to receive it. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that after the passage of the act of 1876 | 


some 3§:20,000,000 


more of this coin was issued. But 


suppose we ex- 


amine this question in the light of reason, in the light, if you please, 


of the principle of estoppel as recognized in law or in equity. 


Six- 


teen million dollars of this money had gone out to the people with the 
promise on the part of the Government by the act of 1873 that it 


would be 


treated as a coin of the realm and would be redeemed. 


The 


people had received this money in good faith; it had gone into all the 


avenues of trade in this and other lands. 
ceived it, had a right to believe that the portion of the coinage which 
came later was like that which preceded it, and would be honored by | 


The people, 


the Government as sacredly as that which had previously been coined. 
The $20,000,000 which was coined after the act of 1876, which took 
from this coin its legal-tender rights, was precisely in form, weight, 
material, and in appearance like that which had been issued while the 


law of 1873 was in force. 


It must follow that the pe 


ople, having be- 


come used to this coin in the use of sixteen millions, had a right to be- 
lieve that the twenty millions which was afterward coined and given 
to the people was of the same value. 


Mr. CALKINS. 


If it does not interfere with my friend’s argument 


I would like to ask him in what he would redeem this coin? 


Mr. NUTTING. 


Itshould be redeemed for taxes. 


I assume the gen- 


tleman has too much of the sense of honor in him to say the Govern- 


ment may issue a dollar and say upon its face that it is a dollar, and | 


refer not only to the authority of the Government but to an authority 
that is higher than that, and then refuse to redeem it. 


Mr. CALKINS. 


play upon words. 


Mr. NUTTING. 


But let me interrupt the gentleman. 


Let us not 


Now, redeem itin what way? There is, I take it, but 
one way to redeem it, to wit, to recoin it; to redeem it in customs dues. 


Take it back and recoin it. 


question of the gentleman as I proceed. 


Mr. CHACE. 


If the gentleman will permit me I will say that the | 


bill itself provides for that. 


Mr. NUTTIN¢ 


Why do I say that? 


and issued ? 


Why do I make that assert 


But I will answer that | 


I will speak, since he calls attention to the recoin- 
ing of this money, for a moment on that point. 
nation of the authority that not only $36,000,000 were coined and placed 
in the markets of the world, but by the act of 1878 I find further that 
another fraud was committed upon this dollar and upon the people into 
whose hands it had gone. 
the act of 1878 (and the gentleman [Mr. BLAND] who is the father of 
the bill may answer this)—by the act of 1878 the wording is so fixed that 
this dollar itself is still made disreputable and made no money at all. | 
Because the act says this dollar then coined and 
all other dollars of like fineness and weight shall be used by the people 
as a legal tender. ; 

Why should Congress in the act of 1878 authorizing the coinage of | 
the standard dollar, by saying that all dollars of like weight and fine- 
ness should be legal tender, discriminate against a dollar already coined 
This wording was intended to have the effect, and did 
have the effect, to disgrace the trade-dollar by reiterating the enact- 


I find upon an exami- 


ion? 


| was given the birthright of legal-tendership. 
features, and legends of the authority of these United States. 
too on its body plain reference to our form of government. 
having thus re- | 


Because in 
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ment of 1876 that the trade-dollar should no longer be a legal tender 
See how fair, see how honest it was by the act of 1878 to authorize th 


coinage of the standard dollar with 412} 


grains of silver and make it a 
legal tender, and in the same act still say that the tr: 


ule-dollar, which 


has 420 grains of silver, should still continue mere bullion or inert silver 


in the hands of the people. 
geance. 


This is honesty and fairness with a ven- 
It was substantially saying to those who had or might hay: 


the trade-dollar: ‘*Congress understands that the trade-dollar is worth 
more in fact than the standard dollar, but we will make a law that th: 
standard dollar shall be a legal tender, and you will be obliged to ta! e 
it, though it has 75 grains less silver in it than the trade-dollar, and will 
so fix the law that the trade-dollar shall still be disgraced, still by 


merely bullion, and at a discount. 
and they may keep it.”’ 


The people have the trade-dollar, 


I had always supposed, Mr. Speaker, that governments were to pro 
’ PI ] g | 


tect the people and the rights of the people. 


In fact the permanence 


of nationality depends upon the good faith and uprightness with which 


a nation deals with its subjects. 


Nations in the past have by dishon 


esty, unfairness, and the violation of the rules of good faith, time and 
time again, become shattered, broken, and ceased to exist. 
A people who support and honor a government have a right to sup- 


port and honor from it. 
great nation like this to redeem its money pledges. 


for the wrong it does. 
nations precisely as with individuals. 


There is no statute law which can compel « 


But there isa law 


| of immutable and unchanging justice that will surely punish a nation 
The principles of right and wrong obtain with 
I say the people of a nation have 


a right to expect that the contracts of it will be kept as sacredly and 


performed as surely as the contracts of persons. 


When Congress passes a law and it is found constitutional the peopl 


of these United States bow in submission. 
carry out in good faith the provisions of the law. 


They without murmurings 


In doing this the 


people rely on the Government to carry out honorably and fairly its 


promises to them. 


The people havea right to expect, and do expect, that when the Gov- 
ernment makes a law or commits an act it will hold itself ever ready 
to carry out its part of the transaction, not only in the letter but in th 


spirit of the transaction. 


The right of coinage being exclusively in the Government, it must, 


under all the rules of human and divine law, be held 


deviating adherence to the performance of its obligations. 


here be elastic, then indeed are the people in danger. 


It w: 


to a strict and un- 
If the rule 

The trade-dollar 
is given the form, 
It bears 
Not only does 


it have all these marks pointing to the power of this Government, but 
this money bears with it the words *‘In God we trust,’’ thereby recog- 
nizing the highest and next to the highest power known to or recognized 


by an American. 


The only thing that can be said against this coin is that it says too 


| much. 


Perhaps, however, it was lucky that it gives notice that in God 


it trusts, for it seems those who have it must trust in God for its redemp- 


tion unless this bill becomes a law. 


The act of 1876 eliminating the legal-tender clause from this coinage 


act ought not, and in fact did not, debase this coin. 


however, was to bring the coin under suspicion and disrepute. 


What it did do, 


It was 


a vicious legislation, that had the effect of making its own token of trade, 


its own solemn act, disreputable. 
and did in fact, depreciate the market value of this 


This act of 1876 had a tendency to, 


coin. 


The legislation of a government is not wise that brings into disrepute 


its own medium of commercial exchange. 


We are, however, met with the argument that this coin has been ab- 


| sorbed by speculators. 


Is it true that a silver coin of the United States, 


issued within ten years, has by our own acts become so debased that it 


is possible for speculators to handle it asa foot-ball ? 
| us tocall a halt and inquire for the cause. 
Congress is at fault and no one else. 


Who is at fault for it? 


If so, it is time for 
Why, 


The act of 1876 eliminating the legal-tender clause cast suspicion on 


and ery it up and sell. 


this coin and made it possible for speculators to ery it down and buy 
Had it not been for this act of 1876 the trade- 


dollar would have been all through and even to-day a perfectly accept- 


able coin and in fact a popular coin. 


It is not true that speculators have absorbed all this coin. 
| the 10,000,000 which is estimated to be in this country is held by the 
‘“hewers of wood and the drawers of water,’’ together with the producers. 


I, however, stand upon the broad principle, which | 


Much of 


T 


contend can not 


be shaken, that we must redeem this money in whosesoever hands we 


| find it. 


No matter how the holder has become possessed of it, as between the 
| Government and the holder the Government must honor it. 


This isa 


| money that passes by delivery, and the legal holder at least must be 


| protected. 


tempt and dishonor with its own people and the 


If a nation wishes to sink itself into the slums and wallows of con- 


people of civilized 


nations, it can do so no easier and quicker than by refusing to take and 
| redeem its own coin issued under its own laws and customs. 
| It has been said that the Government of the United States would lose 





1884. 


—_——- 


a large sum by redeeming and recoining these dollars into standard dol- 
lars as the bill provides. I deny that this is true. If the UnitedStates 
continues to coin the standard dollar it must purchase bullion for the 
purpose. ; wa 

The trade-dollar is mere bullion now, and contains 7} 
bullion than the standard dollar. This excess of silver will pay the 
expense of recoinage and leave a profit of three-fourths of 1 per cent. 
on each dollar coined. 

In proof of this assertion I will here read the letter of the Director 
of the Mint: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1884. 
Sir: Your letter of the 20th instant, asking what it would cost the Govern- 
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grains more | 


ment to coin silver standard dollars outside of the cost of the metal used in the | 


coinage, has been received ; and in reply I have to inform you that the cost to 
coin silver dollars and subsidiary coin varies at the different mints. It is esti- 
mated in round numbers that the cost to coin standard dollars at the Philadel- 
phia mint is $10 for a thousand pieces, at which rate the excess of bullion in the 


trade-dollar above the amount in the silver dollar would result in a net gain to | 


the Government by the recoinage of the former into the latter of about three- 
quarters of 1 per cent. on the number of standard dollars thus coined. 
Very respectfully, 


HORATIO C. BURCHARD, Director. 


Hon. N. W. NUTTING, 
House of Representatives. 
The Government ought not to ask to make a profit in order to induce 
Congress to pass a law to redeem this trade-dollar, but you can see that 
if it does redeem 10,000,000 of these dollars (and 10,000,000 the 
highest amount said by Government officials to be likely to come in on 
the passage of this law), these 10,000,000 can be coined into 10,000,000 
Bland standard dollars, and the Government will make a net protit of 
$75,000 by the operation. 
The fourth section of this act I hear excites the antagonism of the 
friends of the Bland standard dollar. 


is 


This section provides— 


That the trade-dollars so received at the coinage mints shall be regarded and 
treated as silver bullion, and, at their bullion value, shall be deducted from the 
amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the act of February 
28, i878. 


There ought to be no trouble about this section whatever. 
of 1878 provides as follows: 


The law 


* 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pur- 
chase from time to time silver bullion at the market price thereof, not less than 
two million dollars’ worth per month, 
monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars (standard dollars 


Now, why should the friends of silver currency, and especially the | 


friends of the standard dollar, find fault with this section? The trade- 
dollar is bullion and nothing else. It has ceased to be currency. Why 
should not the trade-dollar bullion be purchased as well as any other sil- 
ver bullion? Ican see no reason why it should not be purchased as bull- 
ion and used to satisfy the act of 1878 in regard to the purchases of silver 
for coinage. The trade-dollar, even though it is mere bullion, has some 
claims on the United States, for the United States made it and then 
debased it by its own act, and now ought to take care of it. 

I think it would be well when the trade-dollar is redeemed and 
coined into standard dollars that the coinage of silver dollars cease, at 
least until there is a call for these dollars which will use up what is on 
hand now. Let us look at this for a few moments and see on what | 
base my judgment in this regard. 

Standard dollars were coined after the act of February 28, 1878, up 
to November 1, 1879, to the number of 45,206,200; and on November 
1, 1879, there was in circulation of these dollars 13,002,842, leaving 
in the Treasury vaults November 1, 1879, 32,203,358. Here was a 
purchase of silver and coinage of 32,203,358 more dollars than the 
country wanted. 

There were coined of these standard dollars to November 1, 1880, 
72,847,750, and on November 1, 1830, there were in the Treasury vaults 
47,084,450. At this date there was an overcoinage of 47,084,450. 

To November 1, 1883, there had been coined of these standard dol- 
lars 156,720,949; of this sum there was in the Treasury vaults on the 
last-named date $116,386,017 of this money. It is true that of this 
$116,386,017 in the Treasury there were silver certificates out repre- 
senting about 90,000,000 of these dollars, but these silver certificates 
are only redeemable in the silver dollars and are not in any sense the 
money of the merchant, but can only be used within our own country. 

Why this purchase of 5,240 tons of silver to coin the standard dol- 
lar when the most of it stays in the vaults of the Treasury? Is it to 
make a market for silver for the benefit of the silver kings and silver 
monopolists? This seems to be the case at least to the extent of the 
silver dollars which stay in the Treasury. 

The presentsystem of the production of silver by mining is only within 
the ability of great wealth. Mines can only be workedand carried on by 
rich men. It is a grand industry, but it is not situated now in its work- 
ings so that Congress is authorized to continue the coinage of standard 
dollars, when more have been coined already than the commerce and 
trade of our country demand. The law of 1878 compelling the Gov- 


* 
32, 


ernment to purchase two millions’ worth of silver monthly and to coin 
that monthly into silver has become a law in the interest of silver bull- 
ionists. 


If you are to make a law compelling Congress to purchase 
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silver in order to make a market for the profit of silver kings then do 
that boldly, and not put it under the guise of coinage necessity, for that 
has ceased. 

America is not the only country that is a market forsilver. It hasa 
market in all or most of the countries of the world: so that Congress 
has no more right to create by law a market for silver than it 
any other product of this country. It is really legislation toward cen- 
tralization of riches and the money power. It is really legislating in 
favor of monopoly. But let me say, if we are to be obliged to continue 


the purchase of silver, in the name of common sense let it remain bars 


h 


nas tor 


as it comes from the mines and put it in the Treasury in that form, and 
not be to the expense of coining it into dollars when the dollars are not 
needed. 

I am glad to see money in the Treasury in large sums, and I am not 
one that desires because we have large sums in the Treasury to be ex 
travagant in appropriations. Whatare we talking about when we say 
the Treasury is full and overfiowing? Is it not true that the United 
States has a debt of more than $1,500,000,000? The surplus in th 
Treasury is a mere item in comparison with what we owe. Let us be 
careful how we appropriate money; let us reserve our monetary ability 


until our debt is discharged. I am one that believes in paying the na 
tional debt, and that, too, as soon as we ean. I do not believe that a 
man who owes $1,000 in honest debts, even though he has $200 in his 


pocket, has a right tosay he is rich and can spend money extravagantly 


and cause the same to be coined | 


The money he has in his pocket is not his; it is his creditor’s; and th 
same principle prevails with this Government in regard to its so-called 
full Treasury and its immense debt. 

Is the policy of the United States in regard to its debt to be what 


it is said the policy of England is—the debt to stand forever and pay 
the interest on it? I have heard this kind of talk but | 
say it isa kindof repudiation. It isa way of saying we will never pay 
the principal, but we will go on perpetually taxing this and coming 
generations to pay the interest. Leg 
islate away from centralization. 
for all the people, and not a few. 

I do not wish th 


in Congress 


This is not honest nor is it safe 
Legislate above monopoly 
s country to follow the example set | 


England as 


to its national debt, which has grown trom £664,236 in the time of the 
great revolution in 1689, to £824,607,459 in 1861, or about 34,000: 
000,000, 
A great national debt is a great curse anda great burden for the peo 
| ple, and the burden ould be made to grow small as the years go on 
and not greater. 
The landed question in England is also like that in regard to her 
national debt. The great [{nglish debt isowing and must be paid if at 
| all by the money of the people. But the debt is held by the few—hy 
the rich. It is so with the lands also; a few own the lands, and while 


the many, the people, want them, they are not obtainable 

In this, too, the American people are gradually coming to the English 
idea. Great landed estates are fast growing in num! 
alarming thing to see 


ver, and it is an 
It is all the more alarming because these great 
land purchases have been made possible by the negligence of Congress 
if not by its crime. And it is all the more alarming that these gr 
landed estates are being created because many of them are owned by 
the citizens of England. It would not be alarming that foreigners buy 
and own our lands in small tracts, but when large territories aré 
chased it is time to think and stop if we can. For instance, the 
lowing purchases of lands in this country have been made by foreign 
not citizens within a little time: 


p! 


iO 





{ 

English syndicate No.1 (in Texas : : 1500. 000 
English syndicate No.3 (in Texas 000, 000 
Sir Edward Reid, K. C. B. (in Florida 2 OM) OCW) 
English syndicate, headed by 8. Philpotts 1. 800.000 
C. R. and Land Company, of London, Marquis of ‘T'weedal« 1.750.000 
Phillips Marshall & Co., of London ! 1) 000 
German syndicate ~ 4 : . 1. 100. 000 
Anglo-American syndic ate, headed by Mr. Rodgers, London 750. OOO 
An English company (in Mississippi 700, O00 
Duke of Sutherland : 125, 000 
British Land and Mortgage Company 000 
Captain Whalley, M. P., for Peterboro, England ay 
Missouri Land Company, Edinburgh, Scotland 300, 000 
Hlon. Robert Tennant, of London 230, 005 
Scotch Land Company, Dundee, Scotland 947. 666 
Lord Dunmore aioe , 100, 000 
Benjamin Newgas, Liverpool, England 100, 000 
Lord Houghton 60. 000 
Lord Dunraven 60, 000 
English Land Company (in Florida ‘ od Om 

English Land Company, represented by B. Newgas 0), 0 

An English capitalist (in Arkansas sO) OOO 
Albert Peel, M. P., Leicestershire ; 10. 000 
Sir John Lester Kaye, Yorkshire, I oon 
George Grant, of London (in Kansas : 100. 000 
An English syndicate (represented by Close Bros.), in Wisconsin 110,000 
A Scotch company (in California 140, 000 
M. Ellerhauser (of Nova Scotia), in West Virginia 600, 000 
A Scotch syndicate (in Florida SO). O00 
A. Boysen, Danish consul at Milwaukee x) O00 
Missouri Land and L.S.Company, of Edinburgh, Seotland 2 165. 000 
English syndicate (in Florida 0 OOK 


Total acres 
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Who does not look at this list and tremble forthe future? By this it | two halves are more convenient than one dollar, and the only objection 
will be seen that subjects of the British Empire in only thirty-two dif- | to coining two halves instead of one dollar is that the halves are not 
erent tracts own 20,000,000 acres of our land, a tract almost two-thirds | full standard, and the dollar is. The answer to that is, make the halves 
as large as the island of England, which contains about 32,500,000 acres. | full standard and then coin the same number of halves that you do dol- 
It is a tract as large almost as the State of New York, which has about | lars—two halves for every one dollar of your coinage. But this does 
23,000,000 acres. It isa tract as large as the States of Connecticut, | not prevent the coinage by the Secretary of the Treasury for minor cit 
Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, and New Hampshire. It is equal | culation of quarters and dimes, but provides also the quarter shall 1 
to a strip ten miles wide from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast. This | full standard and have one-fourth of the standard silver that is in the 
kind of thing tends to centralization. It tends toward the condition | standard dollar, and the dime shall be full standard and have one-tenth 
of Ireland of the standard silver that is in the standard dollar, and that all shal] 

Phen, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say that we should stop leg- | be full legal-tender for all purposes. There will be only a limited 
islating in favor of silver monopoly. Weshould carefully manage the | amount of these fractional coins coined under the superintendence o| 
affairs of the nation so our national debt will be paid and not be handed | the Secretary of the Treasury for purposes of change. 
down to future generations as a burden. We should, so far as we can, The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 
stop and cause to be stopped the absorption of our lands by foreigners, | pired. 
and we should guard and protect our honor by passing this bill now, Mr. DOWD. How much time have I remaining? 
and thereby redeem the nation’s pledge to its people that its currency TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes of his time 
was to be cared for and protected at all times. remaining. 

Mr. DOWD. Mr. Speaker, four speeches have been made in favor Mr. DOWD. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
of this bill, and there seems to be nobody in opposition to it. Mr. BLAND was recognized. 





Mr. BRUMM. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. | Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 

Mr. DOWD. No member of thecommittee. And I give notice now | to yield to me, that I may make a motion to adjourn. It is near our 
that at the end of five minutes, unless some member of the committee | usual time for adjournment. 
takes the floor against the bill, I shall move the previous question. I Mr. BLAND. I am not feeling very well and will yield for that 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. motion. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] in th 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina yield for | first place yield to me to offer a substitute, that it may be read for the 
an amendment? information of the House? 

Mr. DOWD. I have no authority to do that. Mr. BLAND. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment can be read for information, and The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the proposed substitute 
unless the previous question is sustained of course it may be offered | will be read for information. 
hereaite! | The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MILLS Then I ask that the amendment. be read. An act to redeem the trade-dollarand to suspend the coinage of trade and stand 


The Clerk read as follows | ard silver dollars. 


Be it enacted, &c., That until January 1, 1886, United States trade-dollars shal! 
be received at their face value in payment of all Government dues and shall not 
logether with all other silver hereafter purchased by the Secretary of the | be again paid out or inany other manner issued ; and the holder of trade-dollars 
Treasury for coinage, shall be coined into half-dollars, each of which shall con- | © presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or assistant treasure! 
tain 206) grains of standard silver; and all of said coins shall be a legal tender | OT 4ny mint of the United States, shall receive in exchange for the same, dollar 
to any amount for all debts, public and private : Provided, That the Secretary | for dollar, at his or her option, either standard silver dollars or United States 
may, whenever he thinks proper, continue under existing law the coinage of | ffactional silver coin ; and the trade-doilar so received shall, under the direction 
quarters and dimes, but they shall contain one-fourth and one-tenth of the | of the Secretary of the Treasury, when necessary, be coined into fractional silve 
standard silver now contained in the standard silver dollar, and be a full legal | ©°!"- oa : 
tender in payment of all debts, public and private.” Sec, 2. That all laws authorizing the coinage of trade-dollars or the purchase 
of silver and its coinage in silver standard dollars be, and the same are hereby, 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, it is proper that the Government should | repealed. 


Strike outallafterthe word “but,” in the fourth line of the third section, and 
insert 


control all money that circulates among its people, and all moneysthat|  yfe BLAND. Several gentlemen desire to have amendments read 
circulate among a people to effect exchanges ought to be of the same | for information. to be printed in the Recorp. 


value. The dollar, whether it be gold or silver or a paper dollar, ought Mr. CASSIDY. 
to be of identically thesame value. But in addition to that the smaller 
coins of lesser denomination than a dollar which circulate among the 
people ought to be so ordered by the Government as to serve the pur- 
poses of convenience and at the same time retain a proportionate value. 

Now, the amendment I have offered looks to that end. ‘Instead of 
coining the denomination of dollars as provided by the act of 1878, I 
provide by this amendment that these standard dollars which are pro- 
vided by this bill to be taken up and coined into standard silver dollars, 
as well as all other silver money hereafter to be coined by the mints, | 


: : | That all silver dollars heretofore coined at the mints of the United States un- 
shall be in half-dollars, quarters, and dimes. I provide that they, like | der and according to the provisions of an act of Congress passed February 12, 


the standard silver dollar, shall be of full standard value, which they | 1873, and known and called trade-dollars, not chopped, defaced, or otherwise 
are not now, and be made a full legal-tender. The only question js | Mutilated, shall hereafter be a legal tender at their nominal value for all debts 


rey : and dues, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in 
this: Will you continue to coin the standard dollar or will you at once | the contract. 


I desire to give notice that at the proper time I will 
move to strike out the fourth section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair suggests that 
gentlemen who desire to offer amendments may send them up and they 
will be printed in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection. 

Under the leave granted by the House the following proposed amend- 
ments were handed in. 

Substitute to be proposed by Mr. POLAND: 





begin to coin the standard half-dollars and smaller coins? And that is Sec. 2. That there shall be no further coinage of silver dollars at the mints of 
all there is of it. It amounts precisely to the coinage of the same value | *®¢ United States under the provisions of said act of February 12, 1873. 

of silver, but it makes the more convenient divisions and denomina- Amendment to be proposed by Mr. WELLER: 

tions of halves, quarters, and dimes, instead of dollars. Amend section 4, asfollows: 


** Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury and all officials of the 
Government shall in all cases receive other silver bullion suitable for coinage 
purposes in the stead of trade-dollars to the extent of all requirements under ex- 
isting law when offered at less price than said trade-dollars are.” 

Amendment to be proposed by Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois: 

In section 1, line 4, after the words “ trade-dollars,”’ insert the words “not 
chopped, defaced, or otherwise mutilated.” 

Amendment to be proposed by Mr. ADAmMs, of Illinois: 

Section 4, line 3, after the words‘ bullion value,’ insert the words *‘ at the date 
of their receipt at the coinage mints.” 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1847) to authorize the issuing of a register to John S. Me- 
Quin and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid. 


Now, the dollar was never coined to any considerable extent by our 
Government until we commenced to recoin the silver in 1878, and this 
Government has begun to take a proper consideration of that question. 

From the foundation of the Government till 1878, if I am not greatly 
mistaken—I have not looked at the figures recently—over one hundred 
millions of silver were coined and kept in circulation, while only eight 
millions of silver dollars had been coined. Why wasthat so? Because 
the silver dollar was not a convenient coin and the two halves were 
more convenient than the one dollar. Until 1853 it was found that 
our coin was going out of the country, or it was believed that it was 
leaving us. In 1852 or 1853 the coin was debased, and then the legal- 
tender quality was taken from it. But there is no reason why that 
state of things should exist now. Thereis no reason why the half-dol- 
lars and quarters and dimes should have any less amount of standard 
silver in them than the dollar itself has. This was oniy done in 1853 | 
to prevent the exportation of our silver, which was then ata premium. 


rhe half-dollars up to that time were of full standard and legal- | LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
tender, and they were debased to keep them at home, because we had | By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
no other money and could not afford to let them ge abroad. To Mr. WADSWORTH, for ten days from to-day, on account of impor- 


ae ae ; 
Silver was more valuable relatively than gold in 1853. But thereis | tant business. 
no reason now why we should not give the people of the United States | To Mr. DoRSHEIMER, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
amore convenient circulation than the standard dollar gives them. The | business. 
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To Mr. FERRELL, for two days. 

To Mr. TOWNSHEND, for two weeks, from this date. 

To Mr. Morsk, for ten days from to-day, on account of important | 
business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
Capt. William Chandler without leaving a certified copy, there being | 
no adverse report thereon. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. | 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Claims, | 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6247) | 
to amend section 2 of an act making appropriations for the payment of 
the arrears of pension granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 
1879, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1879. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill require an appropriation ? 

Mr. STEELE. It does. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be printed, and will be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of the Produce Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, asking for the passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of H. 8. Huidekoper, postmaster at Philadelphia, Pa., 
relative to the free-delivery service—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of the Pennsylvania State Temperance Union, 
against the passage of the bonded-whisky bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Papers relating to the claim of Captain Arnim- 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINERTY: Petition of the officers of the United States 
Army stationed at Fort Sidney, Nebr., and of officers at Fort Keogh and 
at Fort Maginnis, Mont., asking for the passage of House bills 3117 and 
3118, providing, respectively, for the reorganization of the infantry regi- 
ments of the United States Army, and to regulate promotions in and pro- 
mote the efficiency of said Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRISON: Petition of citizens of Northampton County, 
Virginia, for an appropriation for dredging Nassawaddock River, in 
said county—to the Commaittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: ‘Petition of George Blickley, Hiram Luter, 
and about 300 others, citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., relative to the | 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of George Cook, T. C. Putnam, and about 200 others, 
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., and of H. F. Woods, R. B. McCullock, 
and 90 others, citizens of the township of Wright, Ottawa County, 
Michigan, asking for the passage of the bill to establish a Michigan 
branch of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers—severally to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: Papers relating to the pension claim of John C. 
Denham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. F. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Victoria County, Texas, 
asking for an appropriation for the improventént of the bar at Pass 
Cavallo, Texas—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

sy Mr. LAIRD: Memorial of W. F. Kentfield, objecting to the repeal 
“of the timber-culture act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the pension claim of John A. 
Steddum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Copeland Post, No. 28, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Raymore, Mo., relative to pensions, &e.—to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr.8S. J. PEELLE: Petition of James E. McGuire, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., asking allowance for services in the late war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Petition of N. A. Stiffler and others, of 
Riverside, Cal., praying for an increase of duty on imported raisins—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D. H. SUMNER: Papers relating to the pension claim of J. 
H. Merrill—te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of L. M. Flournoy 
and W. F. Norton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of John S. Decker and 28 others, 
citizens of Forrest, Genesee County, Michigan, asking for the establish- 
ment of a branch of the National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Hunrziey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

















ADJOURNMENT 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day i 

PETITIONS 

I present resolutions in the n: 

Meade Post of the Grand Army of the Republic of the Departm 
Maine, praying Congress for further legislation in the interest 

Union soldiers of the late war, in furtherance of just and equitab! 

for pensions, which I move be referred to the Committee on Pens 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRISON. 


MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HALE. 


ture of a petition 


I present a similar petition from 
No. 183, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indian 
| move its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GROOME presented the memorial of Francese L 
owner of certain lands in theState of Iowa, remonstrating against the 
S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moi 
River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 
ordered to lie on the table. 


passage of the bill 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

‘The Senator from Kansas [ Mr 
now absent was directed by the Committee on the District of Colum 
to extend the jurisdiction of justices otf 

and to regulate ; 
I make the report in behalf of that Sen: 
I am directed by the Select Committes 
joint resolution 


Mr. HARRIS. 


to report the bill 
District of Columbia, 
them, with amendments. 

Mr. PALMER. 
Suffrage, to whom was referred the 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
it favorably, and to submit a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisareport of the majority of the committ 
The minority of the committee desire to submit a 
ask leave to submit it hereatter, as it 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpore. 
the minority of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage 
to submit the viewsgf the minority at a later day 
jection leave will be granted. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Post-Offices an 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill , 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Oftice Department 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and forother purposes; wl 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
*LATT, from the Committee on Patents 
to enable Martrom D. Lewis, public administrat: 
y of Saint Louis, in the county of Saint Louis, and State of 
souri, having charge of the estate of Gabriel Neudecker, 
make upplication to the Commissioner of Patents for the extension 0 
ters patent numbered 70012, for a process of preparing tobacco 
October 22, 1867, to said Gabriel Neudecker, deceased, reported it 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
to enable Mrs. Louisa Holterman, iormerly 
ty of Saint Louis, in the State 
Gabriel Neudecker, deceased, and Martrom D. Lewis 
said Gabriel N¢ 


to whom was 1 


decker, of 


trator of saifl city, having charge of the estate o! 
deceased, to make application to the Commissioner of Pat 
extension of letters patent No. 70012, for a process of preparing 

’ thereon: and the bill was post poned let 
Che Committee on Territoses instruct me to 
favorably with amendments the bill 
portionment of the Territory of I 
districts, and as I submit no written report on the same 
printed a communication addressed to the committee 
from that Territory, which is in the nature of a report 
formal report. 

The PRESIDENT pro le mpo wr. 
endar, and the accompanying paper referred to by th 
necticut will be printed if there be no objection 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on 
to facilitate the 


reported adversely 


Mr. PLATT. 


into council and 


settlement an 
to open an oy 


thereon; and the bill Was postpone d 


referred the bill 
resources of the Te rritory ot Alaska 
cation therewith, reported adversel) 
indefinitely 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Colum!) 
for the relief of Nathaniel 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to 
was postponed indefinitely. 


was referred the bill 


INTRODUCED. 


introduced 
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ment of a commission by the President of the United States to run and 
mark the boundary lines between a portion of the Indian Territory and 
the State of Texas, in connection with a similar commission to be ap- 
pointed by the State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1948) to require the payment in 
cash to the State of Georgia of $35,555.42 appropriated for said State by 
‘‘an act to refund to the State of Georgia certain money expended by 
said State for the common defense in 1777,’’ approved March 3, 1883; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. This was an appropriation that was made at the last 
session of Congress to refund this amount to the State of Georgia; and 
the Comptroller of the Treasury decided that it could not be paid, on 
vant of the condition of the books, the direct tax or war tax stand- 
ing charged to the State. The object of this bill is to direct that the 
will of Congress be carried out, notwithstanding the decision of the 

be referred to the Committee on the 


ma 


Comptroller I ask that the bill 


Judiciary 





Mr. MORGAN Before the bill is referred I beg to say 

Mr. HOAR Che original bill came from the Committee on Claims, 
lid it not? F 

Mr. MORGAN. Several States in the South are concerned in this 


proposed measure; and I hope the Judiciary Committee or whatever 
committee takes charge of this bill will report as a substitute for it a 
general bill on the subject to get rid of the unwise and unnecessary 


decision of the Department which obstructs theaccounts of States with 
the Federal Government. 
Mr. HOAR. Of course every bill of this kind which does not be- 


long to it blocks the docket of the Judiciary Committee, which is usu- 
lly supplied with plenty of work on matters involving law questions 
and constitutional questions proper. As the measure that this bill 
umends came from the Committee on Claims, it seems to me this bill 
should go there. 

Mr. BROWN. It came originally from the Committee on Claims, 
but was acted upon by and met the approval of Congress, and the bill 
was enacted into a law. 
money shall be paid or whether the decision of the Comptroller shall 
stand. 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committes on Claims reported a bill, and I believe 
put on it the same conditions which the Senate had on the bill which 


passed yesterday, that any debt which should be due from the State of 


Georgia should be credited, did it not? 

Mr. BROWN. It is a question whether the direct tax known as the 
war tax is properly charged against the State of Georgia and is a sub- 
ject of set-off against a claim of this kind. 

Mr. HOAR. We had that up yesterday. 


Mr. BROWN. TheSenate had thesame question up yesterday. This 


was an appropriation made at the lastsession of Congress by both Houses | 


and signed by the President, and the bill is simply carrying out the 
decision of yesterday and asking Congress to instruct—for that is the ef- 
fect of the bill—the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over the money 
as directed by the law. 

Mr. HOAR. Why shoulda matter the policy of which has been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Claims in two bills be now taken from that 
committee and sent to another committee ? 

Mr. BROWN. The bill of yesterday was passed and has gone to the 
House. A similar bill passed both Houses at the last session, but the 
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| enforcing by any method that war tax against the other States. 
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of the Treasury; but I have no objection out of abundant caution to hay- 
ing such an amendment to this bill by the committee or the Senate 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the reference by sending it to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to its going to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it takes that reference I hope the Committee on 
Claims will consider the general subject and not confine this merely to 
the claim of Georgia. I have as much confidence in that committee and 
its ability as any committee of this Senate, and they are quite as able 
to handle this question as any committee. I should like very much it 
the committee when they bring back the bill would make it applicahk 
to the entire subject and settle the question. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the general subject? 

Mr. MORGAN. Whether the war tax of the Southern States shall be 
a set-off against the demands which may inure to the respective States 
by the Government of the United States. It was discussed yesterday 
whether the law imposing the direct tax is obligatory upon those States 
that have not accepted it and provided for its collection from the peo- 
ple of the respective States. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem to me that that subject ought to bh 
dealt with by any committee in reference to this bill. The policy which 
the Senate established yesterday was that they would not compel th 
State of Georgia to pay her war tax by setting it off against a claim 
otherwise equitable due to her from the Treasury, while they were not 
That 
was as far as the Senate went. That question properly arose in con- 
sidering the particular claim of Georgia. But the question whethe: 
the war tax amount should be kept as it is on the books subject to the 
future discretion of Congress, or whether it should be remitted or wiped 
out, is a question which would seem to me to come up entirely by it 
self and without reference at all to what we do with this debt of the 


| State of Georgia; and it does not seem te me that that is a question 


which belongs either to the Committee on Claims that deals with claims 


| against the Government, or to the Committee on the Judiciary that 


Now the question comes up whether the | 


It seems to me that is more appropriately a question for the | 


| chargeable against the Southern States. 


money is withheld, and the object of the present bill is to instruct the | 


Secretary of the Treasury to pay over the money that was 
by the act of last year. 

Mr. HOAR. But does not this bill go a little further? Does it not 
intend to instruct the Treasury to pay over the money whether there 
is any debt due by the State of Georgia, war tax or no war tax ? 

Mr. BROWN. I am perfectly willing that it shall be amended so 
as to say that any other debt shall go asa set-off, but in fact there is 
none. 

Mr. HOAR. But my point is why the Committee on Claims, hav- 
ing considered this subject twice and having made a report favorable 
to the Senator and favorable to the view which the Senate unanimously 
adopted yesterday,should not consider this bill which is to correct 
what is called a mistake of the accounting officers in carrying out the 
policy enacted by a bill reported by that committee. Why should it 
be sent to another committee ? 

Mr. BROWN. I asked that it should be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee because it was a legal question, and I thought more properly 
went before that committee; but I have no objection to the other ref- 
erence. 

Mr. HOAR. 


stand 


appropriated 


The bill of last year excepted all debts, as I under- 
Now the Senator proposes, I understand, to pass the bill in a 
shape which relieves it not merely from any erroneous construction of 
the Treasury Department calling the war tax a debt, but from all debts. 
The Senator does not propose to apply it to all the Southern States, but 
he proposes to go further than that and relieve it from any other debt, 
if other debt there be. . 

Mr. BROWN. 


The fact is there is none other charged on the books | 


deals with the mechanism for administering and enforcing general laws, 
and that the true way for the Senator is to introduce a bill and send it 
to the Committee on Finance. There is where that matter be!ongs. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was indicating in a very general way my views 
about the duty of the committee to which this bill might be referred. 
What I desire to reach is this: that the amounts of money that may be 
coming to theStates, for instance from thesale of the public lands, for the 
purchase of arms, munitions, &c., that under the existing laws are to 
be accounted for to the States and to be distributed among the States, 
shall not be set off on the books of the Treasury against the war tax 
Georgia asks that in the bill 
which is now presented, and I merely desire that if action of that kind 
should be taken in reference to the case of Georgia it should apply 
equally to all the other Southern States. 

I do not care to have Congress declare that that debt was unjust o1 
unconstitutional or void, or that the law sHonld be repealed; but what- 
ever action is taken in reference to one of the Southern States Congress 
would of course be disposed to take in reference to allof them. It 
should make no discrimination between them. Thereis no ground for 
any discrimination. I merely desired that the committee should take 
into consideration the whole subject, and should prepare a bill under 
which the decision of the First Comptroller of the Treasury should be 
reversed. It is not founded in law, as was remarked yesterday by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] who now occupies the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN. I will make this additional remark. If my friend 
from Alabama desires that question brought-up I prefer that he should 
introduce an original resolution on the subject, and not connect it with 
this bill, as the appropriation has already been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The bill is referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

Ordered, That C. D Hill have leave, subject tothe rules,to withdraw his papers 
from the files of the Senate. 

PROTECTION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution: which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate 
copies of correspondence between the Departments of Justice and Interior as to 
the present efficacy of the statute of March 3, 1307, empowering the President to 


direct marshals and employ such military force as may be necessary to remove 
certain persons and obstructions from the public domain. 


WAR TAX OF 1861. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, pursuant to the rule, 
lays before the Senate a resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The resolution was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to advise the Senate 
what amount ofthe war tax of 1861 isdueand unpaid, from what States, or from the 








1884. 


_—_—_ 








citizens of what States due; whether any portion of said tax, and, if so, what por- 
tion, has been paid by withholding money due to any State or States from the 
General Government, and whether the rule adopted in withholding such money 
has been applied alike to all the States. 

JOHN FLETCHEE. 

Mr. HARRISON. The bill (S. 542) for the relief of John Fletcher 
was reported adversely on the 17th of March by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CAMERON], from the Committee on Claims. There are 
some papers connected with the case that were mislaid and did not get 
to the committee, I think, in time for consideration before the report 
was made. I ask that the order indetinitely postponing the bill may 
be set aside by consent, and the bill recommitted, with the papers, to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore had indetinitely 
postponing the bill named by him be reconsidered and that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Claims. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PATENT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. PLATT. I introduced on Monday last, the 24th instant, a bill 
(S. 1924) providing for the organization of the Patent Office into an in- 
dependent Department, and for giving it the exclusive control of the 
building known as the Patent Office and of the fund pertaining to that 
office, and the bill was laid upon the table to enable me to make some 
remarks upon it before it should be referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee. 1 wish to say that I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate at 
the conclusion of the morning business on Monday next to listen to 
some remarks that I shall make upon that bill. 


LADY FRANKLIN 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move to take up the bill 1371 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a reward of $25,000 for 
rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the Greely expedition, which was 
reported yesterday from the Committee on Naval Affairs. If we are 
going to do anything in relation to this matter it ought to be done at 
once. I hope the Senate will take up the bill now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from California to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read for information. 
swer for the reading when it is taken up. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Navy be,and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to make proclamation immediately, and cause said proclama- 
tion to be published and distributed as thoroughly as may be in such foreign 
ports as are interested in nawigation and traflic in the Arctic seas, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will pay a reward of $25,000, to be equitably paid 
or distributed, to such ship or ships, person or persons, not in the military or 
naval service of the United States, as shall discover and rescue or satisfactorily 
ascertain the fate of the Greely expedition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Naval Affairs re- 
port an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The CHiEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

But such proclamation shall not be made in terms that will involve the United 
States in any future liability or responsibility beyond said reward, or will induce 
unprepared vesselsto incur extraordinary peril or risk 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consider the bill? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the bill has just been read at 
length, if there be no objection the Chair will regard that as a reading 
as in Committee of the Whole. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me there ought to be some provision in the 
bill either that the Secretary of the Navy shall have the final determi- 
nation as an arbitrator or referee to determine whether any person is 
entitled to this reward, or if more than one person to distribute it among 
them, or else that there should be provision for a judicial proceeding in 
the Court of Claims. The bill, if I understood it correctly when it was 
read, provides not merely that the persons who shall rescue the expedi- 
tion but persons who shall ascertain their fate shall be entitled to this 
reward. It is quite probable, therefore, especially under the latter 
clause, that there will be a good many claimants, which would give rise 
to dispute. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator will notice that 
language of the bill it is to be equitably distributed. 

Mr. HOAR. Who is to do it? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Secretary of the Navy. 
the intention of the bill. Ithink the language means that, or if it does 
not, if the Senator will suggest an amendment we shall be glad to ac- 
cept if. 

Mr. HALE. 


BAY EXPEDITION. 


~ 


] 


i 


That will 


The questionis, Will the Senate now 


by 


the Secretary of the Navy.”’ 
Mr. HOAR. 


It ought to be a little more emphatic. 
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Mr. MILLER, of California. 
ment? 
Mr. HOAR. 


And the determination of the Secretary of the Navy as to the x 
son to said reward, or a share thereof, shall be « 


Mr. MILLER, of California. 


Will the Senator suge 


est an amend 


I move to add to the bill: 


ight of any 
onclusive upon all persons 


hel 


I have no objection to that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question Is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read as amended 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the t] 
time, and passed 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed t] 
rolled bill (S. 1847) to authorize the issuing of a register to John S 
MeQuin and J. Warren Wonson for the schooner Druid; and is 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Calendar under the eighth 
is now in order, and will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 230) to authorize.the Secretary of the Treasury toscttle 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made 
suppressing Indian hostilities was announced as first in order on 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. HAMI 
ron February 5, 1884 

Mr. HAMPTON.  Tasked yesterday that the bill might be post pen 
until the return of the Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNgs], and it was 
passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar 


understood that to be agreed to yeste rday. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The Senator trom aroli 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over to retain its plac 
at the head of the Calendar under Rule VIII on account of the absenc 
of one of the Senators from Florida. The 


hears no objection, and it is so ord 


South ( 


Is there objection ’ Cj 
‘red 
rea. 


ria! 


® 
UNLADING OF BULKY MERCHANDISI 


S. 848 


The bill to amend section 2776 of the Revised Statutes of th 


Tnited States soasto authorize the unlading of coal, salt, railroad iron 
and other like articles in bulk, under the superintendence of 
officers, at the expense of parties interested, at places to be designated by 


the Secretary of the Treasury within the collection distri 


customs 


t was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. GARLAND Does no report or statement accompany the bill 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in 
chair There is no report. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Oregon [ Mr DoOLFH 
probably explain the meaning of the bill. There is no printed rep 
Mr. DOLPH I shall be glad to do so. Betore doing so, howe 
l ask to hate a letter from the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
read, in regard to the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter from the Secretary of th 
Treasury will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 5, 1384 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the I7t 


ultimo, inelosing Senate bills 700, 815, and 848 (herewith retarned), and request 
ny views as to whether the relief sought to be obtained by bills 700 and 8 
extend the limits of the ports of Portland, Oreg.,and New Orleans, La 
ively) would not be secured by the passage of bill No.8 
the unlading of vessels at places to be designated by the Secretary of the] 
ury within a customs collection district 


In reply I have to say that in my opinion the passage « 


) 
resp 


18, which provides 


f the bill would: 


only accomplish the object desired as to the particular districts mentioned 
the two bills first named, but would prove a convenience generally I there 
fore recommend its passage 
Very respectfully 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, S& 
Hon. Joun P. JONES 
United States Senate 
Mr. DOLPH I also ask the Secretary to read the section of the Re 
vised Statutes referred to, although it is not necessary to an explana 
tion of the bill. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows 
Sec. 2776. Any vessel may proceed with any merchandise brought in her, and 
in the manifest delivered to the collector of the customs, reported as destined 






for any foreign port, from the district within which such vessel shall first 
to such foreign port without paying or securing the payment of any duties up 
such merchandise as shall be actually re-exported in the vessel. But the m 
fest so declaring to re-export such merchandise shall be delivered to sucl 
lector within forty-eight hours after the arrival of the vessel And the a 
of such vessel shall give bond as required by the next section 

Mr. DOLPH. The growth of various cities which have been } 
tofore made ports of entry in the United States has been s 
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those cities were made ports of entry as to require some relief, either 
by an extension of the boundaries of the ports of entry or by some 
such provision as is contained in the bill. Early in the session I in- 
troduced a bill to enlarge the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of entry. A similar bill was introduced to enlarge the limits of the 
port of entry at the port of New Orleans. This bill is intended to take 
the place of those bills and meet the difficulty everywhere by allowing | 
certain articles only to be discharged in the immediate neighborhood 
of ports of entry under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and at the cost of the parties interested. 

It is intended to place beyond question the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to permit vessels arriving at a port of entry in the 
United States laden with coal, salt, railroad iron, and other like arti- 
cles in bulk to proceed to and be discharged at other places within the 
collection district when the circumstances are such as in his judg- 
ment warrant it. The necessity of the proposed amendment arises out 
of the doubts which are entertained by the Department as to whether 
under a strict construction of the present law such permits are author- 
ized 

\{s a matter of fact the necessities of commerce have in many in- 
stances been recognized by the custom-house officials with the acqui- 
escence of the Department, and the unlading of articles of the character 
mentioned in the bill at places without the limits of the port of entry, 
but within the collector’s district, in cases where the United States 
would not be put to additional expense or trouble, has been permitted. 

Che bill is approved by the Treasury Department. Its propriety, it 
ppears to me, can not be questioned. The additional expense of super- 
itending the unlading of vessels under such permits is by the terms 
if the bill to be borne by the parties interested. It ought not to be 
the policy of the Government in the collection of the duties laid by law 
upon imported merchandise to use the machinery provided for its col- 
lection for the purpose of imposing additional burdens upon the im- 
portel 

Many sections are interested in this bill. To illustrate: I was told 
n Lapplied at the Treasury Department for a permit of the character 
mentioned thatin the State of Florida a case had arisen where a permit 
had been granted to unload cocoa-nut seeds without the port of entry 
for certain reasons which made it impracticable to have them reshipped. 
In the district of California it has"become a necessity of commerce to 
allow bulky articles, such as railroad iron, salt, and coal, to be unladen 


} 
iit 


across the bay at the city of Oakland under the supervision of the col- | 
lector of the port of San Francisco, and at the expense of the parties | 


interested. At the city of Portland the port of entry is at Portland, 
upon the west side of the river, but railroads have recently been built 
whose present termini were on the eastern side of the river. Conse- 
quently it is a great convenience to have railroad iron, for instance, dis- 
charged on the opposite side of the river rather than require it to be 
discharged at the port of entry on the west side of the river and then 
transshipped. So.in the State of Minnesota, as I understand from the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. MCMILLAN], there isa 
similar case, and I presume there are cases of the kind in every collection 
district 

[ believe there is no objection to the bill. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER K. DEDERICK. 

The bill (S. 1019 
as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, being objected to, will take 
its place under Rule LX. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1432) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

[t provides for the payment to each of such persons, or their legal 
representatives, who were officers, clerks, and employés of the Metro- 
politan police force of the District of Columbia on the 28th of February, 
1867, a sum equal to 20 per cent. on the salary of such persons as fixed 
by law for the time stated in the resolution of the 28th of February, 
1867 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read, if there is one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report; it will be read. 

Che Chief Clerk read the following report, sabmitted by Mr. VANCE 
February 7, 1884: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the peti- 


tion of the members of the police force of the District of Columbia who were in 
office during the year 1867, claiming the amounts due them under the joint res- 
olution of Congress approved February 28, 1867, have duly considered the same, 
and make the following report: 


for the relief of Peter K. Dederick was announced | 





The facts in the case are so fully set forth in the report of the Committee op 
Claims that the committee adopt it and make it part of this report, namely 


“(Senate Report No. 234, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. } 


““Mr. MorGAn, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following re- 
port (to accompany bill S. 319 

‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred a bill (S. 319) for the relief 
of the Metropolitan police force, have had the same under consideration, ang 
submit the following report : 

* The bill was before the Senate in the first session of the Forty-third Congress, 
on the favorable report of the Committee on the District of Columbia. Refer 
ring to the joint resolution approved February 28, 1867, granting an increase of 
the salaries of certain employés of the Government, the committee in their re- 
port say: 

*** They find by the terms of said resolution that the sum of 20 per cent. addi- 
tional compensation on their respective salaries as fixed by law, or where no 
salary is fixed by law on their pay respectively, was to be allowed and paid to 
the following-described persons, now employed in the civil service of the United 
States at Washington, as follows: To civil officers, temporary and all other 
clerks, messengers, and watchmen, including enlisted men detailed as such - 
employés, male and female, of the Executive Mansion; and in any of the fol- 
lowing-named Departments or any bureau or division thereof, to wit: State, 
Treasury, War, Navy, Interior, Post-Office, Attorney-General, Agricultural, & 
‘** Many persons embraced in the above resolution, and among the number 
the Metropolitan police force of the city of Washington, made application for 
their additional compensation and were refused, under the ruling of the First 
Comptroller, upon the ground that they were not among the persons described 
in the resolution entitled to the additional 20 per cent 

*** The parties interested, with the exception of the Metropolitan police force, 
brought suit for their respective claims before the Courtof Claims, and obtained 
judgments against the United States. The counsel for the Government appealed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, which tribunal has confirmed the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims. 

‘** The counsel for the Metropolitan police force advised them not to bring suit, 
but to await the decision in the cases already taken up,as they were test cases 
and would decide the case of the force. When the cases referred to had been 
decided it was too late for them to sue in the Court of Claims,and the Comp 
troller refused to entertain their claim again on the ground that the resolution 
of February 28, 1867, had been repealed by the act of July 12, 1870. 

*** The case of Charles N. Manning, guard or watchman ofthe jail, was decided 
in his favor by the Court of Claims, and that decision was confirmed by the Su 
preme Court of the United States. The Supreme Court decided that as the guards 
and watchmen of the jail are appointed by the warden, who is required to report 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and as the Secretary of the Interior fixes the sal- 
aries of the guards and watchmen, they belong toa bureau or division of the In- 
terior Department. 

*** By the act of August 6, 1861, a board of police commissioners are appointed 
in the same manner that the warden of the jail is, and this board appoint th« 
police force precisely as the warden appointed the guards and watchmen of the 
jail, 

*** The board of commissioners are by the same act required to report to the 
Secretary of the Interior annually the condition of the police force. 

“**Annual estimates of appropriations are required by the Secretary of the 
Interior for the force, and returns are made to him. All requisitions for money 
for printing and supervising legal opinions are made through him. Charges 
made against members of the board of police are investigated ly him; applica- 
tions for the appointment to the office are filed with him, and the nominations 
are made by him, and all communications to Congress and the Executive ar« 
made through him, and payment to the board and force of salaries is made 
through him. 

***Attorney-General Bates, in an opinion addressed to Hon. Caleb B. Smith, 
Secretary of the Interior, decided that it was the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the oath of allegiance to be administered to the board of police 
and that they are connected with the Department of the Interior. 

***All the decisions of the Attorney-General relative to the board of commis- 
sioners have been addressed to the Secretary of the Interior. 

«The Metropolitan force has been published in the Blue-Book as connected 
with the Department of the Interior until it was transferred to the Department 
of Justice 

“It is evident that the Metropolitan police force of Washington was a bureau 
or division of the Department of the Interior at the time that the Comptroller 
refused them the additional compensation allowed by the joint resolution of 
February 28,1857. In view of that fact, the committee recommend that said force 
be allowed to sue the United States in the Court of Claims for the 20 per cent. 
claimed by them underthe resolution aforesaid, and recommend the passage of 
the bill (S. 304) already reported.’ 

The 20 per cent. cases, 13 Wallace, 568, are the authorities referred to in sup- 
port of the foregoing report, and they seem to sustain the claim fully. 

* Your committee report back the bill, and recommend its passage.”’ 

The committee find, in addition to the facts stated in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, that in the annual report of the Secretary of the Interior for 
the year 1868 he includes the police force as a bureau or division of his Depart- 
ment. The force is also included in hissalary estimate to Congress for that year 
for the Interior Department, and Congress appropriated the funds to pay the 
force on that estimate. 

There is no doubt in the minds of the committee as to the force being entitled 
to the benefit of the joint resolution. By law and by usage they were a part of 
the Interior Department at that time. 

The police force filed their claims in the Treasury shortly after the law was 
passed, but the settlement was postponed from timetotime on account of several 
points of law raised against them in parallel cases, which points went to the 
Supreme Court in test cases as each was raised, and cach case was decided in 
favor of the claimants. These points were raised consecutively, thus causing 
the long delay; the claims of the force continued pending in the Department in 
the mean while. The last of these 20 per cent. cases are reported in 20 Wallace, 
S.C. Reports. When these decisions were announced the claimants again ap- 
plied to the Treasury for payment, but were again denied, on the ground then 

that the appropriation had been covered into the Treasury and was not avail- 
able 

Your committee report a similar bill to the one that passed the Senate on re- 
| port of the Committee on Claims, and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEWPORT NEWS. 





rhe claim of the Metropolitan police force to the benefits of the joint resolu- 
tion of February 28, 1867, were favorably reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the first session of the Forty-third Congress, and again 
during the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. The Senate Committee 
on Claims also reported a bill for the relief of these claimants (S. 319) during the 
second session of the Forty-fifth Congress, which passed the Senate April 25, 


The bill (S. 1149) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
| for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, was considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. The object of this bill is to amend the statutes in 





1978 


relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, chapter 190 


1884. 
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“ec ’ 


of the Revised Code, by inserting ‘‘ Newport News”’ in the first sec- 
tion and in the seventh section among the names of ports of entry from 
which goods may be transported in bond, ‘‘immediate transportation, 

as it isealled, and to which they may be transported. The port of New- 
wrt News has been made a port of entry since the law of 1830 was | 


x — ° 
coated and this is to give that port of entry the same privileges with 
other ports of the United States. It is recommended by the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. ’ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN ROSE. 


The bill (S. 717) for the relief of John G. Rose was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
markable. It reads: 


And that the Secretary of the Navy be authorized and directed to restore the 
said John G. Rose to the place in the list of lieutenant-commanders of the Navy 
to which he would be entitled by regular course of promotion. 


G. 


The last clause of that bill seems to be very re- 


I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is adversely reported. 
Mr. HOAR. Why may it not be disposed of? 

Mr. HALE. The report is adverse. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let it be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HALE. That should be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


TAX ON ROPE AND BAGGING, 
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On page 4, line 67, the name James H. Franklin & Co. should read James H 
Franklin. 


On page 4, lines 88 and 89 should be stricken out, and on page 5, lines 90 and 

91 should be stricken out. 
Very respectfully, 
WALTER EVANS, Commissi: 
Hon, CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 63, to strike out ‘‘Gallreoth’’ and 
insert ‘‘Galbreath;:’’ so as to read: 

Galbreath and Stewart, $339.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 67, after the word ‘' Franklin,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘and Company;”’ so as te read: 

James H, Franklin, $203.99. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 8&8 to line 91, inelu- 


| sive, as follows: 


Sarah F. Prestridge, $263.35. 

S. P. Steele, $153.32. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


| third time, and passed. 


The bill (S. 453) for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the exam- 
ination and settlement of a number of specified claims for tax on rope 
and bagging alleged to have been illegally assessed and collected upon 
the separate application of the parties named. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MANDER- 
SON February 7, 1884: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was:referred the bill (S. 453) for the relief 
of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others, having had the same under considera- 
tion, respectfully report: 

The claim of these applicants for relief came before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives at the third session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress and the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. Upon both 
occasions the said committees reported favorably in about the following lan- 
guage: 

‘The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3874) 


for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others, having had the same under 
consideration, respectfully report: 


| to make the following report : 


“That all said cases present the same questions for coasideration and pray for 


the same relief. It appears that under the internal-revenue laws, prior to the 
act of July 13, 1866, no special provision was made for ascertaining the weight of 
cotton, and in many collection districts the tax was collected on the gross weight, 
including the bagging and rope, while in New Orleansand many other places an 
allowance of twenty pounds per bale was made, That whenever the attention 
of the Commissioner was called to the custom of collecting the tax on the bagging 
and rope as cotton the assessor was ordered to make a suitable allowance for 
the tare in assessing cotton. 
some assessors in Georgia on November 11,1865, while in Memphis, Tenn., it 
went into effect December 21, 1865,and in the first and second districts of Ala- 
bama at a still later period. 


. 
>. 


WILLIAM I 

The bill (S. 1148) for the relief of William B. Moses was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE Feb 
ruary 7: 


MOSES. 


The Committee en the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bili (8 


1148) for the relief of William B. Moses, having considered the same, beg leave 
That the act of Congress approved July 28, 1866, entitled “‘ An act making ay 
propriations for sundry civil expenses for the year ending June 30, 1867, and for 
other purposes,” referred to in the bill before the committee, under authority 
of which, as is urged, this claim is made (14 U. S. Stat. at Large, ch. 296 (1866), 7 

317), provides that ® 

“And the legal representatives of the corporations of Washington and George 
town, and the portion of the county of Washington, in the District of Columbia 
not included in said corporations, be,and they are hereby, directed to provide 
and suitably furnish, without delay, a suitable room for the use of the orphans 
court, and two contiguous rooms and a fire-proof vault for the 
ister of wills in and for said county ; and for the repayment of 
be incurred in executing this order the said corporations of 


use of the reg 
f the expense to 
Vashington and 


| Georgetown, and the levy court of the county of Washington, in the District of 


It further appears that this order was issued to | 


“Subsequently these claimants filed their claims with the Commissioner of In- | 


ternal Revenue for the refunding of the money claimed to have been illegally 
collected. Commissioner Rollins decided to refund all that accrued after No- 
vember 11, 1865,and withheld that which accrued prior to that date, although 
collected under the same law. By the act of July 15, 1866, it was provided that 
the weight of the cotton should be ascertained by deducting 4 per cent. from the 
gross weight of each bale or package for the tare. Commissioner Pleasanton 
decided to refund the tax collected on the tare prior to November 11, 1865, and 
large sums of money were refunded by him and his successor, Commissioner 
Douglass; but on his attention being called to the fact that the claims of the pe- 
titioners had been considered by a former Commissioner, Commissioner Doug- 
lass decided that he could not pay them without the authority of Congress 

“From information derived from Commissioner Raum, it appears that these 
are the last of this class of claims on file inthe Department. The claimantsnow 
ask that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be authorized to re-examine and 
settle their claims. Your committee are of opinion that they should be granted 
the relief prayed for.” 

Your committee adopt the foregoing report as stating concisely the nature of 
these claims. 
Revenue shows that the claims of James H. Franklin & Co., Sarah F. Prestridge, 
and 8. P. Steele have been allowed and paid, and thatinstead of James H. Frank- 
lin & Co. the name should be James H. Franklin. He alsosuggests other amend- 
ments,and in conformity therewith your committee report herewith asubstitute 
for the bill (S, 453) and recommend its passage. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, February 1, 1854. 
Sir: The inclosed bill (S. = for the relief Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others, 
left by you at this office with the request that I would inform you whether all 
the parties named therein have claims on file in this Department for the amounts 
stated, is returned with the information that all the parties named have pre- 
sented claims for the refunding of the amounts stated, or in which those amounts 
were included, and those claimsare now on file either in this office or the office or 


the Register of the Treasury. 
The claims of James,Ff. : klin & Co., Sarah F. Prestridge, and S. P. Steele 
claimed, and should not therefore be included 


were allowed for the eee 
in the bill; but a claim of a franklin was presented upon which $203.99 


was disallowed, and this claim should be included in the bill. 


I would respectfully suggest the following amendments to the bill: 


On page 3, line 68, the name Gallreoth & Stewart should read Galbreath & 
a 


The following communication from the Commissioner of Internal | 





Columbia, are hereby authorized and directed to levy and collect a suitable tax 
upon the property embraced within their respective jurisdictions.” 

Phat the claim of the said William B. Moses is for a bill of goods furnished by 
him to furnish the orphans’ court of said District, named in the actabove quoted 
That the said bill, by the terms of said act, was to be paid by the corporations of 
Washington and Georgetown, and the levy court of the county of Washingt 
from a tax assessed on the property embraced in their respective jurisdictions 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking ou 
all the bill after the word “ claim,”’ in the twelfth line, in said bill, and insertir 
in the place thereof the words following 

“And if any amount is found to be justly due the said Moses, such amount, not 
exceeding the sum of $313, shall be included in the estimates to be submitted to 
Congress for the expenditures of the District of Columbia for the next 
year, and paid out of such moneys as may be appropriated therefor.”’ 


t 


ue 


t 
t 


fiseal 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, 
after the word ‘‘and,”’ in line 12, to strike out 

Such amount, with legal interest thereon, not exceeding in full the sum of 
$518, as the said commissioners may find to be justly due the said Moses, shall be 
paid to him out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

And insert: 

If any amount is found to be justly due the said Moses, such amount, not ex 
ceeding the sum of $313, shall be included in the estimates to be submitted to 
Congress for the expenditures of the District of Columbia for the next fiscal year, 
and paid out of such moneys as may be appropriated therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CONVEYANCE 
The bill (S. 1104) relating to acknowledgments of conveyances of 
land in the District of Columbia was announced as next in order 
Mr. CONGER. That bill has some very important provisions in it 
and I do not think it can be disposed of within the time limited by the 
rule. I hope it will go over, to take its place under Rule LX 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan objects 
| to the consideration of this bill. It will take its place on the Calendar 
| under Rule IX. 
SETTLERS ON DENVER RAILROAD LANDS 
The bill (S. for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on 
the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas was consid- 
| ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


OF LANDS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


SAINT JOSEPH AND 


~ 
od 
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the 


For purpose of reimbursing persons, and the grantees, heirs, and 
ees of persons, who, under the homestead, pre-emption, or other 
ttied upon or purchased lands within the grant made by an act 
entitled (n act for a grant of lands of the State of Kansas to aid in 
e construction of the Northern Kansas Railroad and Telegraph,’’ ap- 
wroved July 23, 1866, and to whom patents have been issued therefor, 
which persons, or their grantees, heirs, or devisees, decrees 
hereafter be, rendered by the United States circuit 
in that act, the sum 

of $250,000, or so much thereof as shall be required for the purpose, is 
ippropriated by the bill. No part of this sum shall be paid to any one 
til he shall have filed with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of the 
duly certified, and also a certificate of the judge of the court 
rendering the sam the that was rendered in a 
ona fide controversy between a plaintiff showing title under the grant 
made in the act of 1866 and a defendant holding the patent or holding 
by deed under the patentee, and that the decision was in favor of the 
plaintiff on the ground of the priority of the grant made by the act to 
the filing, settlement, or purchase by the defendant or his grantor; and 
the claimant shall also file with the decree and certificate a bill of the 
duly certified by the clerk and judge of the court. 
Thereupon it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to ad- 
just the amount due to each defendant on the basis of $3.50 per acre for 
the tract, his title to which shall have failed as aforesaid, and the costs 
the bill thereof. He shall then make a requisition upon 
rreasury for the sum found to be due tosuch claimant, or his heirs 
or assigns, and shall pay the same to him, taking such 
, or discharge as shall forever bar any further claim 


Hut against 


ive been, or may 


court on account of the priority ol the grant mace 


decret 


to 


effect uch decree 


costs in such case, 


appearing by 
the 
and devisees 


release, acq ulttance 


against the United States on account of the failure of the title as 
aforesaid 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 


an amendment, in line 12, to strike out the words *‘ 


fr so as to read: 


or may hereafter 


But against which persons, or their grantees, heirs, or devisees decrees have 
been rendered by the United States circuit, &« 

The amentiment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in 
Mr. CONGER. I should like to have some person in charge of this 
ill state why the Government should pay a big sum for lands and the 
costs of judicial proceedings. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The easiest way will be to read the report. 

Mr. CONGER. Time need not be taken in reading the report; the 
reason for the bill can be stated. This seems to be a general provision 
that all lands patented by the United States to settlers and afterward 
held to belong to a certain railroad company shall be paid for at $3.50 
per acre, and that the costs to which the settlers have been subjected 
in the courts in suits where they failed shall be reimbursed. 

If this were a general law making provision for all classes of cases in 


b 


the United States where patents have issued to lands where a prior 
grant had carried the title with the grant, I should have no objection 
to it. I know cases where lands were sold by the United States after 


the passage of what is called the swamp-land act, and patents issued by 
the United States where by virtue of the grant in the swamp-land act 
the courts decided that the title vested in the State from and after the 
passage of the act, although a list was to be made out from descriptions 
in the Surveyor-General’s Office and listed by the States afterward. I 
know of a case in my own county where a man had bought his land 
of the United States, paid his money, received his patent, and for over 
twenty years had improved the land and made it a home, spending the 
labor of himself and his family upon it for years. Some one found out 
afterward that it came within the descriptive list of swamp lands granted 
to the State of Michigan, and some person went and bought it of the 
State, brought suit, and of course under the law the title wasin the last 
purchaser. 

I have tried for years in both Houses of Congress to have some re- 
muneration made to that man whose land was taken away from him 
after twenty years of hard labor upon it, and who had converted the 
wilderness into a beautiful farm, and in his old age was driven from it 
without any compensation; and the committees to whom such a case was 
referred decided that they had no power except by creating a danger- 
ous precedent to pay anything to the person thus holding the United 
States patent for land and occupying it for twenty years and over and 
making it a home. 

Here is a proposition to pay to those who may have entered contrary 
to law upon a reserved grant of land, well known and well understood, 
three and a half dollarsan acre forall land upon which they had squatted 
or for which they had obtained patents by some kind of mistake. I 
do not know but that it is just that this bill should be passed. I 
think perhaps it is. I thinkif the United States has permitted its offi- 
cers to convey by the highest title known in this country, by the seal 
and patent of the United States, lands toa settler by some inadvertence, 
when it had granted them to anybody else, railroad companies or others, 
this Government should pay forthem. But it is not done in other cases; 
the United States does not pay for improvements, or value, or anything. 


I do not object to the passage of this bill. I only say that it is pos- 
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sible that you are paying more to the settlers upon these railroad lands 
by fixing a price, when they may have only located and made no im- 
provements upon them, than is justly due. When I introduce a bil] 
to go to the same committee to pay to a man in his old age something 
for the value of the land which he had occupied under the laws of the 
United States, with its patent taken and recorded, I want it to reccive 
some attention. The land was found to have been conveyed in 1852 o1 
1854 by virtue of a grant to the State of swamp lands. His tract ap- 
peared to have in it more than half of swamp lands, and therefore by 
that description went tothe State. Congress, on two or three occasions 
when I have endeavored to have such a bill as that considered, has 
declared that it would be a dangerous precedent to require the United 
States to make good any losses to the purchasers of its lands. 

I shall be glad to have this bill pass and shall vote for it, because at 
any rate it will be a precedent to which I may refer hereafter. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the difficulties that occur to me 
are a little broader than the Senator from Michigan seems to consider. 
The swamp-land grant was a grant in presenti, as the law terms it, and 
the courts have so held in a number of instances, but there was no de- 
scription in that grant by way of identifying the particular lands granted, 
as there was in the act mentioned here. Section 4 of the act is as fol- 
lows: 

That as soon as the said company shall file with the Secretary of the Interiox 
maps of its line designating the route thereof, it shall be the duty of said Seer« 
tary to withdraw from the market the lands granted by this act in such manne: 
as may be best calculated to effect the purposes of this act and subserve the pub 
lic interest. 

That would seem to be very clear on the reading of it that the lands 
were in market when this particular thing was done and brought to the 
attention of the Secretary of the Interior; and before that, as I under- 
stand from this report, these settlers went on and paid for the land, and 
settled on it, and improved it, supposing they would have until the map 
was filed and this identification or this segregation from the public do- 
main was made by the filing of the map. 

Such would seem to be the reasoning of the committee; but when 
the case came to the district court and from there to theSupreme Court, 
it seems a wholly different construction was placed on it and these set- 
tlers failed to get what they considered they would be entitled to undera 
fair interpretation of this section 4. 

Besides the case referred to in this report of the Senator from Nebraska 
there is a case still more recent in the one hundred and sixth or one hun- 
dred and seventh volume of United States Reports carrying out the very 
construction adopted in this case of Kneavels vs. Hyde. I think it is a 
hard case and that these settlers are reasonably entitled to be relieved; 
and this very bill passed before; it has already passed the Senate; it has 
already received the sanction of this body. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the description in 
the act of 1266 which operated to mislead these settlers was not in the 
swamp-land grant or in any other grant but the more recent railroad 
grants. 

There is one matter of explanation that I think it would be well for 
the Senator from Nebraska to make a little more definitely than his re- 
port does. The statement in the report that the settlement shall be at 
three and a half dollars an acre does not seem to reveal precisely the 
reason for that rate. It says: 

By this decision and the delay on the part of the House some of those hold- 
ing patents for these lands were discouraged, and fearful they might not only 


lose their lands but not receive any relief from Congress made a settlement with 
Mr. Kneavals at 33.50 an acre 


That might be a reason for their settling at that rate; but that would 
not probably run through all the cases, and I should like the Senato1 
from Nebraska to make an explanation a little more fully; and if that 
explanation can be made, I think the bill is perfectly satisfactory and 
meets the hardship these settlers have undergone in this matter. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I should have inserted in the 
committee’s report a letter from the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in which the facts in this 
matter are succinctly stated; and in order that they may be published 
in the RecorD I will take the liberty now of reading. They will in 
a measure explain the point suggested by the Senator from Arkansas: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1884, 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt by your reference, for re- 
port, of a communication from Hon. P. B. PLUMB, chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, dated the 7th instant, transmitting Senate bill No. 57, 
entitled “A bill for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the public 
domain in the States of Nebraska and Keansas.”’ 

In reply I have to state the bill pertains to certain lands within the limits of 
the grant to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Northern Kan- 
sas Railroad and Telegraph, now known as the Saint Joseph and Denver City 
Railroad Company (14 Stats., page 210). 

The records of this office show that a map of the definite location of the Saint 
Joseph and Denver City Railroad as adopted by the board of directors of the 
company, March 21, 1870, was received in this office witha letter from the then 
Secretary of the Interior, dated the 28th of the samy” mionghi. 

By letter from this office, dated the 8th of ui . |, elbe local officers of the 
several land districts in which the grant wag ted were directed to withdraw 
from sale or entry all the odd-numbered sections within the limits of the grant. 
This order was received at the local offices April 13 and 15, 1870, which dates 
were formerly held as the times when the right of the company vested to the 
lands granted. 








1884. 














Under that construction of the granting act entries were allowed to be made 
for lands within the limits of the grant until said dates, April 15 and 15, 1870 

This appears to have been the established rule of the office in compliance with 
the provisions of the act approved March 27, 184 (Revised Statutes, 
circular of February 10, 1870, Copp’s Land Laws, page 408 

That rule was subsequently change by the opinion of Assistant Attorney- 
General Smith, concurred in by the then Secretary of the Interior, dated April 28, 

x71. in the case of S. M. Boyd vs. The Burlington and Missouri Railroad Com- 
p iny (Copp’s Land Laws, page 392), and afterward it was held by the Depart- 
ent that the right of the company attached on the day of the adoption of the 

ne by the company, March 21, 1870. 

Mareh 25 and April 1, 1872, a number of entries which had been initiated be- 
tween March 21 and April 15, 1870, were held for cancellation so far as they in- 
-luded odd-numbered sections within the limits of the grant to said company 

\ppeals were taken by parties in interest, and two cases, thatof A. W. Nickell, 
cash entry No. 3097, and W. L. Cutler, homestead entry No. 4039, were submit 

d to the Department as test cases August 6, LS72. 

September 3, 1872, the acting Secretary, W. H. Smith, held as follows 

These entries and the others of like character were allowed under a ruling 
your office then in force, to the effect that the railroad acquired no right to lands 
nntil the notice of withdrawal was received at the local office You directed 
them to be canceled, pursuant to a later ruling of the Department on the 

rhis ruling is intended to be prospective in its operation, 
past transactions. Your decision is therefore reversed.” * 
In compliance therewith this office released that class of entries from suspen- 
a | 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of VanWyck vs. Kneavals, 
eld that the right of the company attached on the day of the acceptance by the 
retary of the Interior of the map of the delinite location of the road, which 
is Mareh 28, 1870 (16 Otto, 350 
Under this decision, if the land was clear of adverse claims at that date, and 
was entered or purchased from the Government prior to April 15, 1870, the pat- 
ents issued thereon are invalid 

Phe pending bill proposes relief for that class of settlers or purchasers whose 
claims had their inception subsequent to March 28, 1870, in cases where ands 
were not excepted from the operation of the grant by prior valid adverse claims 

it is apparent from the foregoing that settlers who, under the rulings of the | 
Department, were permitted to initiate claims upon lands within this grant after 

said date, and subsequently received patents for the same from the Government, 
which the courts have declared invalid, have strong equities, and I think the 
proposition for their relief embraced in the bill as 
me and which would be practicable. 
bs { think the bill should pass. 
rhe bill referred by you is herewith returned 
Iam, very respectfully, 


8] 


see 


of 


subject 
and not to disturb 


+} 
tie 





wood as any that occurs to 





N. C. MCFARLAND, Commissions 


Iion, H, M, TELLER, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
DEPARTMENT OF 
Sik: Senate bill 57, “for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the 
public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas,’ was received by your 
reference of the 7th instant, and referred to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. I have the honor to inclose herewith copy of his report on the sub- 

ect under date of the 24th instant 
Very respectfully, 


rHe INTERIOR, Washington, January, 29, 1884. 


H. M. TELLER, Secretar 


u. 
F Hon. P. B. Plume, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


In further explanation of the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
[ will say that from this statement of ficts there is no question as to 
the right of the persons settling, purchasing, and holding patents from 
the Government and the duty of the Government toward them. There 
is no dispute anywhere in this body or in the Department that this 
relief should be had. This certainly is a remarkable case, where the 
statute was supposed to be so plain that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior, and even the com- 
mon man who was seeking a home on the prairies, could read and un 
derstand it fully. Then, after ten years had elapsed from the entry 
the settlers were in danger of eviction by the grantee of a railroad com- 
pany; the Supreme Court disturbed the patents which were given by 
this Government by a most remarkably strange decision; and the ques- 


* tion arises now as to what mode of relief should be extended to these 
ps parties. It was at first supposed at a previous Congress that two dol- 
i lars and a half per acre would probably satisfy this claim. Since that 

time Congress has failed to enact a law. ‘True, a bill was passed in the 


Forty-seventh Congress by this body, but too late to be acted upon by 


the House, so that it went over without final action. Naturally the 
si settlers became discouraged. ‘Chey wanted to save their homes; they 
were pressed by @ Supreme Court decision from which there was no 
appeal; nothing stood between their homes and the process of law to 
dispossess them, after ten years of labor upon these lands, where children 
had been born and buried. When the marshal of the district 


tbout a) 
execute the process was on the way to dispossess them, then it was that 
it became necessary in order to save their possessions that some further 


compromise should be made. Certainly it was liberal on the part of 
the party having the decree of the Supreme Court in his favor—a sct- 
tlement was agreed on at three dollars and a half per acre; a generous 


settlement, because, although the decision of the Supreme Court was 
unjust toward the settlers and toward the Government, and was a judi 


cial repeal of a solemn act of Congress, still the claimant had this de- 
cision in his favor, and I refer to it now as a tribute to the generosity 
and humanity of Mr. Kneavals that he was willing to concede land 
worth $20 or $25 an acre to the settlers at three dollars and a half per 
acre. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CALL. I would ask the Senator from Nebraska if he would 
have any objection to accepting an amendment making this bill gen- 
cral in its provisions? I see no reason why a man who | bought 
not in 


la 


ld 


lands from the United States and whose title has failed shou 
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Ever since I have been in 
the Senate I have had an application pending before the Committee on 
Claims and on file in the Department for the return of money paid for 
lands more than forty years ago 






















































all cases receive an adequate compensation. 


1 for the simple return of the money 
where the title failed. It does not matter from what cause the United 
States has sold a piece of land to one of its citizens and the title ha 


failed, there should be compensation made; 
turned and some interest upon 
particular case from the 


the money should be ré 


t} 


] Cah see il 


equity which 


nothing t 


general relates t 


Vv every one Ol 
such cases; and if there was no objection I would ask that the bill be 
amended so as to apply to every one that has bought lands of the United 
States the title to which has failed 

Mr. VAN WYCK Il agree with the Senator that we should have 


some law on that subject, and the 
all these cases; 


want of it is the great difficult 


but I prefer he should not ask-it as an amendment 
this bill. There has been an effort made in the Public inds Cor 
mittee, and I think in other committees, to frame a bill which will reac 
all these cases. And now I say to my friend, this would be a most ex 
cellent time, when we have an overtlowing Treasury, ¥ are rea 





to expend our millions on the Navy, when we are ready to spend m 
ions for a building for a lil 


horary at 





the capital, when we are v 


spend millions for educational perposes—now would be a most e 
lent time for this Government to do justice, stern justice, to a class o 
its citizens upon whom it has always turned its back l agree v 


my friend that now is the time that honest claimants scattered throug! 
the States and Territories of the West should be paid trom the Treasury 
and a general bill passed 

would still more admire 


Mr. MCMILLAN. 


Che world may admire our generosity { 


justice 
Will the Senator from. Nebraska allow me to ask 
Does not the Government of the United States now in a 


cases where a patent is canceled return to the patentee all the 
he paid into the Treasury for t 


Nn 


mohe 


i¢ land embraced in the patent 


Mr. VAN WYCK No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have never known a case where it did not doit 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is not the practice 

Mr. CALL. I will state to the Senator from Minnesota that I do not 
know whether there is any act of Congress requiring such a return o 
the money or not. I do know, however, that where there has been 
simply a certificate otf entry made there are cases now penamng both be 
fore the Committee on Claims here and before the Department in which 


money has been paid for land the title to which could not be made by 
the Government, and which the L 


ind Office declined to make for sow 

good reason, because they had previously granted it, or did not hay 
and that money has not been and can not now be obtained from = ths 
Department. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have understood that the Government alw 
returned the purchase-money to the purchaser where the title was de 
feated atter the patent had been issued by the Government 

Mr. CONGER I desire to say that the explanation of t Senat 


from Nebraska of the basis on which the $3.50 is to he paid the state 
ment that that was 2 general errangement in behalf of these sett 
with the other parties claiming the land, is satisfactory to me, and 
shall vote for the bill with pleasure 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed 

BOSTON STATE NATIONAL BANK 

The bill (S. 29) for the relief of the State National Ban 0) 
Mass., was announced as next in orderon the Calenda 

Mr. GARLAND Let that go over 

Mr. JACKSON. Task the Senator from Arkansas if ] ll conser 
to let it retain its place on the Calendar and be taken up on Mond 

Mr. GARLAND Not under the five-minute rule I should 
like to have it taken up under the five-minute rul 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe consideration of 1 
objected to, it will take its place on the Calendar tnder Rule IX 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

The bill (S. 1448) to remove certain burdens on the rican nie 
chant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trad 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order on the Calendaft 

Mr. FRYE This is a bill which it will be impossib » consid 
under this rule. It is a bill of very great importan I have con 
sulted with several Senators who will take part for and against the 
in discussion, and I will move that it be made a special order tor M 
1, at 2 o'clock pp. m 

Mr. BECK. I hope that motion will not be carried This isa 
which, if anything is to be done with it, has to be acted upo el 
promptly. While I am not one of the gentlemen the. Senator has 
fit to consult (and, perhaps, he was right, although I urged the bi 
before his committee and have done so several times), I s end 


to have as ¢ arly action upon the bill as possible. 
May 1 means nothing in my opinion. I do not wi 
trary about it, but I know of no reason why the bill should be } 


; 
I 
Such is the urgency to have some detin 


that 


poned to that time. 


in regard to our merchant marine 


L believe a m JOTITy OF ft 
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ate now, upon a motion made to take up the bill, notwithstanding an 
objection, would take it up and proceed with it. 

I see no reason why a month and more than a month shall be al- 
lowed to elapse, when we expect to get away perhaps by the close of | 
May, at which time the tariff bill and the appropriation bills, not one 
of which has yet been acted upon, will be so obviously in the way that 
this bill will never even be looked at. Thirteen important appropria- 
tion bills, on which there are serious differences of opinion between the 
House and the Senate, as there always will be when the two bodies 
are of different political complexion, especially just preceding a Pres- | 
idential election, will occupy very much of the time, much more than 
usual, and I regret to say they are held back much longer than usual, | 
as the Senator from Maine knows; so that his bill, if put off till the Ist 
of May, will never be heard from. It can be heard now. There is 
nothing in the way. 

That is one reason why I, perhaps without having a rignt to say any- 
thing, object. I am prepared to argue one side of the bill now or at 
any time, and so are others; and the delay of over a month is equiva- 
lent to not discussing it, in view of the appropriation bills we have to 
pass and the possibility of some tariff legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I sug- 
gest that if an objection is now made and the Senator from Kentucky | 
shall move to proceed, notwithstanding the objection, that will relieve 
the bill from the operation of the five-minute rule, and that perhaps | 











































































































would meet the views both of the Senator from Maine and the Senator | 
from Kentucky. 
Mr. BECK. It meets mine. I shall object if the motion be made 
to postpone the bill until May. 
Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kentucky 
whether there is any earthly use in sending from the United States 
Senate to-day a bill to the House of Representatives on the table of 





















































has not yet proceeded ? 

Mr. BECK. I will answer that by saying that if there is no use in 
sending the bill there to-day there will be no use in sending it after the 
first Monday in May, when there will be 600 bills on the Speaker’s 
table instead of 300, in all probability. 

Mr. FRYE. There has been a time assigned in another House for 
the consideration of a bill similar to this. I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to that. 
this within a week and should send it to the Senate, and that then that 
bill should be taken by the Senate and amended according to the opin- 
ions of the Senate and sent back to the House, I ask whether it would 
not be in a much better condition for action by both branches than for 
the Senate to-day, for instance, to send this bill to the House? 

Mr. BECK. I will answer that supposition by saying that I do not 
regard it as either probable or possible that any such thing will occur. 
I know that the agricultural appropriation bill, the Army appropriation 
bill, and other bills are pressing there for a hearing from the Appropria- 
tions Committee. I have taken pains to inquire with regard to those 
bills. Many of them will involve long discussion. 
the Morrison tariff bill will be pressed at a very early day, which will 
involve a good deal of discussion, and that there is no chance in the 
world to have anything done in regard to the merchant-marine unless 
the Senate takes it up at the very earliest possible day and presses it 
with all the power of the Senate. 
















































































show (for I agree with him in many things he desires to do, and I ex- 
pect to vote for this bill in many of its provisions if I can not go fur- 
ther), that there is an urgent necessity for the passage of this bill; and 
we have now to consider it, and to press it, and urge it from this mo- 
ment on, or it will receive no consideration at this session of Congress. 
The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, I see by the gavel; let the bill go 
over and we can speak of it on Monday morning. 

Mr. VEST rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
rived 

Mr. FRYE. If the Presiding Officer will pardon me, I should like 
to hear what the Senator from Missouri, who has risen in his seat, 
wishes to say about this, as he has, I believe, to go away. 

Mr. VEST. I rose simply for the purpose of asking the Senator from 
Mainea question. My information in regard to the matter, coming from 
the House, is very different from what he seems to state. From the 
RecorD, if I may be permitted to refer to the proceedings of the House 
on this subject, it seems that yesterday the shipping bill was postponed 
in favor of another measure, and I am not aware of any bill that in- 
volves the principle or contains the provisions in the bill that we have 
reported from the Committee on Commerce here which is likely to come 
up soon in the House. The Senator may have that information, but 
certainly not from the RecorpD. My information is that the earliest 


The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 





this matter before that body is the third Monday in April. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not received any information within the last 
two days. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at the proceedings in the House 
yesterday he will see that the Commerce Committee undertook to bring 
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which there are now 320 Senate bills, and to which table the House | 


Suppose the House should consider that bill similar to | 


It is known that | 


I expect to be able to show, and I think the Senator from Maine will | 


day at which the Commerce Committee of the House expect to bring 
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up the shipping bill; that several measures were proposed, and another 
measure was taken up instead of the shipping bill, and it is now indefti- 
nitely postponed in the House. I mean to say there is no particular 
time in which it can come up. I wasinformed by the chairman of the 
Commerce Committee of the House that it is not possible to reach it 
there before the third Monday in April or the first Monday in May. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— , 

Mr. HOAR. We seem to be violating three rules of the Senate at 
once. I donot know whether it is right to violate any more or not. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask leave to doit by unanimousconsent. I was con- 
sulting the convenience of the Senator from Missouri somewhat in this 
matter, who informed me that at a certain time he would be obliged 
to leave the city. If the Senator from Missouri is entirely willing to 
go on with the shipping bill, I will make the motion at the next cal] 
of the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer to go on with it now rather than to have the 
matter go over, because I shall be obliged to leave here by the 15th of 
April. I would rather take up the shipping bill now, as far as I am 
personally concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 


| announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the Senate to 


print 3,000 copies of the report of Julius E. Hilgard, Superintendent ot 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, for the year ending June 30, 1883. 
The message also announced that the House of Representatives had 


| passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to provide for printing certain 
| documents relating to customs revenues and domestic exports for the 


use of Congress; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
PLUMB to recommit the bill to the Committee on Education and Labor 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate only a few 


| moments, not with the expectation of adding anything new to the argu- 


ments that have been advanced on this subject, but simply to state my 
own reasons for the vote which I shall give. I have bestowed upon the 
constitutional question involved in this measure the study which its 
importance deserves. I shall not go over the ground already oceupied 


| by the Senator from Florida [Mr. JonEs], the Senator from Arkansas 


[Mr. GARLAND], and the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PuG#], nor will 
I recite the imposing authorities arrayed hy the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Brown]. I have no doubt about the constitutional authority of 
Congress to pass this measure. Indeed, if we should reject it on the 


ground that it is unconstitutional for Congress to give aid to the States 
| in the exercise of their exclusive jurisdiction over the education of their 


people, we would be reversing the settled policy of this Government. 
The refinements and subtleties about the distinction between the 
| granting of land and an appropriation of money for educational pur- 
poses do not satisfy my mind. Even if such a distinction would hold, 
it does not apply to the constitutional question that is made. It is 
not the kind of aid granted, whether it be in land or in money, but the 
purpose for which it is granted, that_is to be considered. It is the 
threatened intervention of the Federal Government into the educa- 
| tional affairs of a State to which the constitutional objection applies, 
and intervention is as menacing when it comes in the form of a land 
| grant as when it comes in the shape of an appropriation. I do not re- 
| gard it as a menace in either case. 
Nor do the objections so forcibly presented by the Senator from Mis- 
| souri [Mr. Vest] strike my mind as sufli¢iently strong to justify a vote 
against this measure. The specification of the studies, the mere pre- 
scription that geography, reading, writing, and arithmetic shall be 
taught in those schools, I do not think can be called a condition or dic- 
tation; they are words of description. It is simply saying that com- 
mon-school education shall be taught, and it is anether mode of ex- 
pressing the very object of the bili as it has been reported. If instead 
of the words ‘‘reading, writing, arithmetic, and geography’’ the words 
| **the usual common-school education’’ had been substituted, it seems 
| to me the same object would have been accomplished. 

I, however, do not intend, I say, to repeat the argument which has 
been forcibly presented in support of the constitutionality of this meas- 
ure. I do not see any entering-wedge, as it is called, in this bill toward 
| Federal intervention in the jurisdiction of the State over the education 
of its children, and if there exists any such tendency in the public mind, 
in my opinion the passage of this bill will arrest it. 

Nor do I see any dangerous precedent in it. I do not think it is wise 
or just reasoning to say that a thing that is right in itself, beneficent 
in its objects, may be in the future perverted into a wrong, nor do I 
| anticipate it. I have watched the progress of this scheme from the time 

it was first introduced into the other House, many years ago, down to 
the present time, when it has taken its present shape as presented by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. I have watched it with deep inter- 
est and intense solicitude. In my opinion it is the first step and the 
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most important step that this Government has ever taken in the direc- 
tion of the solution of what is called the race problem, and I believe it 
will tell more powerfully and decisively upon the future destinies of | 
the colored race in America than any measure or ordinance that has yet | 
been adopted in reference to it—more decisively than either the thir- 
teenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth amendments, unless it is to be considered, 
as I do consider it, the logical sequence and the practical continuance 
of those amendments. 

I think that this measure is fraught with almost unspeakable bene- 
fits to the entire population of the South, white and black. Apart al- 
together from the material aid—and that cannot be overvalued—apart 
from the contribution of this bounteous donation of money, it will give 
an impulse to the cause of common-school education in that section | 
which will tell on the interests of the people through the long coming 
future. It will excite a new interest among our people; it will stimulate | 
both State and local communities to more energetic exertions and to 
greater sacrifices, because it will encourage them in their hopes in 
grappling and struggling with a task before whose vast proportions they 
have stood appalled in the consciousness of the inadequacy of their own 
resources to meet it. 
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I have some tables here which I shall not trespass upon the time ot 
the Senate in reading, but I will ask the privilege of incorporating 
them in my remarks, to show the extent to which we have laid the 
foundation upon which any superstructure, no matter how large, might 
be raised for common-school education. 

We have, as I said before, school-houses, we have teachers and the 
material for making teachers. All we need is the money to apply to 
these ends. We can carry on in the rural districts this instruction for 
four months in some of the States, as in my own, and in the cities and 
towns for eight months, but we have not the means for prolonging the 
tuition. If we had, the blessings of education would be multiplied be- 
yond the mere proportion of the extension of the time, for such is th 
character of the occupations of our people that they are not able to send 
their children to school in large numbers at any one time and for any 
very protracted period. The culture of the cotton crop, especially in 
the lower portions of the Gulf States, requires nearly all the months in 
the year. They begin in the early part of the year, sometimes in Ix 
cember of the preceding year, to bed up the land; the field work goes 


| on until in July, when we have a short vacation through August into 


It is true, as some gentlemen have stated, that before the war the | 


common-scheol system did not flourish in the South. We had an 
education there, and an educated people whose culture was as high as 
that of any people onearth. They were a people, one-fourth of them 
at least, perhaps, who had all the function and discipline and intellect- 


ual development that the finest education could give, not only from | 
their own colleges at home, but from the best universities in America | 


and Europe. It is true that owing to the sparseness of our population 
and to other causes the common school did not thrive, and there were 
prejudices against the common school as an efficient means of diffusing 
education—prejudices they may be called, but such as are now enter- 
tained and expressed by some of the ablest writers in the North. Be 
that as it may, though the common-school education did not prevail in 
that section to as great an extent as in other parts of the country, they 
were a better educated people than one would imagine from the statis- 
tics of illiteracy. They were educated in theschool of American citizen- 
ship, and they reached a discipline and a maturity of thought and an 
acquaintance with public and social duties that showed itself in a war 
in which grand armies stretching nearly across the continent found 
themselves bafiled with alternate victory and defeat, and the fate of 
this Union held in the balance for four years. Noignorant and debased 
population could have stood before such a power with such heroic re- 
sistance for such a time. 

But the result of the war overthrew the conditions of society, and 


colleges, schools, and academies shared in the general crash and desola- | 


tion. li that section the educated classes suffered more than all others. 
They were more impoverished than any other class, and their children 
more imperiled by falling back into ignorance than any other class; 
and now the common-school system has become the indispensable factor 
in diffusing education generally throughout the South. 

The people of the South have attempted to meet the emergency. 
They have rebuilt in a large degree their colleges, academies, and schools 
in the towns, villages, and cities, and they have made great sacrifices. 
Although the remark has been made more than once that it is impos- 
sible for any except one who lives in their midst to know the extent of the 
efforts and sacrifices they have made, I must yet call attention to it here. 

Guizot in one of his great speeches once said that the overthrow, 
prostration, and demolition of the political institutions of a country was 
equal in the political world to the swallowing up of a city by an earth- 


quake, and that it would be as difficult to reconstruct the one as it | 


would be to resurrect and rebuild the other. Extravagant as the illus- 
tration is, we have learned by a costly experience that there is much 
truth in it. Yet we have made the effort, and our people have taxed 
themselves and are still taxing themselves at a rate that is equal in 
some of our States to that of any other section of the Union. 

But the progress has been slow, the difficulties have been great, the 
burden has been grievous, and we stand, I say, almost appalled by the 
immense obstacles in the way. The generous, wise, and beneficent 
action of the Government proposed by this measure, as I said before, 
would reanimate and infuse new hopes in our people; it will be a mani- 
festation of respect and confidence and affection which will draw them 
into closer relations, if possible, to the Government, and dispel what- 
ever impressions past events have produced that it stands in an atti- 
tude of sternness and hostility toward them. 

The objection which has been made in the course of the debate that 
this donation is too large, that the fund is too big and comes too ab- 
ruptly to be availed of in that section, is based upon a misapprehension 
of facts, and the conclusion is erroneous. There is machinery there 
fully adequate to the disbursement and application of this fund to the 
wisest purposes for which itisintended. We haveschool-house accom- 
modations for far more scholars than have attended or will attend. I 
speak from positive knowledge when I state to the Senate that there is 
in the shape of teachers—competent, well educated, full of aspiration 
for honorable usefulness and distinction in that field—material I be- 
lieve superior to that in any other section of the Union, for we have 
not the diversified avenues to careers which you have in other sections. 


XV——149 


| 





September, and then the children go in larger numbers to the school: 
until about fhe middle of September, when cotton-picking commences 


and continues until Christmas and often later; but if our terms were 


| prolonged, as they would be if we had the means of employing the teach 


ers, there would be all through the year children sent to those schools 
for short periods, where they are now excluded by the shortness of out 
present period. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], in the remarks which he 
submitted to the Senate yesterday, stated that there was not a child 
within the limits of that State within the ages prescribed for education 
who did not have the means to acquire, or at least who could not a 
quire, the elements of a common-school education. Sir, that remark 
is as applicable in its fullest, most literal meaning to Mississippi as it is 
to Indiana. There is not a child in that State from 5 years old to 21 
and if he chooses to go after he is 21, who would not be admitted into 
school should he apply. No matter what his color, he can then find 
the means of education. 

I would regret very much if the amendment offered by one Senator 
should by its adoption here mar and impair the effect of this bill. | 
mean the amendment which proposes that the fund shall go into the 
hands of Federal agencies, and be distributed by them to the exclusion 
of the State officers. The effect of such an amendment would be a dis- 
crimination. It would give to the measure instead of its present gen 
erous and beneficent &spect a harsh and ungracious look and effect 

Senators have expressed the opinion that this fund will not be fairly 
administered, that such is the prejudice of race, that such is the dark- 
ening influence of slavery, that with the best intention our people and 
officials are incapable of administering this fund equally and equitably 
to all. 

I say that I should regret the adoption of such an amendment for 
the reason that it would change the entire aspect and character of this 


| bill and show that this Government intended to keep up discrimina 


tions; that while it is animated with a desire to benefit and impr 
and elevate and edify one race, it looks upon the other as an object o 
distrust and suspicion. It would be the enactment of the color lin 

Mr. HARRISON. Is the Senator from Mississippi speaking ot 
amendment ? 

Mr. LAMAR No, sir; Ihave looked over the Senator’samendment 
and while it will not receive my support I will state with perfect frank 
ness that I do not think it is amenable to that criticism 

Mr. President, the surest way to make a people worthy of trust is to 
trust them; and the surest mode of producing alienation and making 
them stand aloof in sullen opposition or perhaps active obstruction and 
antagonism upon such a subject as this is to treat them as objects 
distrust and disapprobation and to manifest toward them a want of con 
fidence which they feel they do not deserve. I say with entire cor 
dence that this distrust is not deserved; that Senators are mistake 
to the state of feeling in the South with reference to the education ot 
the negro. The people of the South find that the most precious int 
ests of their society and civilization are bound up in the question o 
his education, of his elevation out of his present state of barbarism 
shall enter into no argument upon that subject. I intended to read 
some authorities upon it, but my friend from South Carolina |M 
HAMPTON | has anticipated me. I will call attention, however, to th: 

fact that distinguished educators, who are supposed to be familiar by 
observation with the temper and character of our people and the his 
tory of their course upon this subject, entertain quite an opposite view 

A Northern man, the Hon. J. H. Smart, for many years superintend 
ent of public instruction in the State of Indiana, speaks upon this ques 
tion after an extended observation through the Southern States. 1 in 
voke attention to the testimony of this distinguished educator. He says 

I want to say that thro 

without one exception— 
Mark it, sir 
tion ’’— 
the colored people are 
* given, 


ywhout the length and breadth of the Southern Stat 
His language is exhaustive, without one excep 


given the same advantages that the white people are 
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themselves. 


And I believe from what I saw that we are able to trust the existing State or- 
ganizations represented by these gentlemen; we are able to trust them with 


whatever means we can appropriate, and I speak after some investigation and | 


t 


after deliberation. 


Dr. Mayo, of Massachusetts, uses the following language. 
read it all to the Senate, but simply wish to concentrate his testimony 
upon this point: 


never within ten years in the history of the world hasan effort so great, so per- 


This is with the taxes imposed upon the white people themselves by | 
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been not to recriminate nor even to repel, but simply to adduce testi- 
mony of an incontrovertible character to convince honorable Senators 


| upon this floor that their apprehensions upon this subject are needless 


| and that the precautions which they would take are useless. 


I shall not | 


sistent, and so absolutely heroic been made by any people for the education of | 


the children as by the leading class of the people in our Southern States. 


Practically, within ten years every one of these Southern States has put onits | 


statute-book a system of public schools; practically, within this time every dis- 
trict of country in the South has received something that can be called a school. 
This school public, as we may cal! it, consisting of State officials, of school offi- 
cers, of superior teachers, of thoughtful people all over the South, isto my mind 
the most forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted school public now in 
any part of the world. There is no body of superior teachers doing so much 
work for so little pay and under such great disadvantages as in the South to- 
day. There is no minority of people working so hardto overcome this terrible 
calamity of illiteracy anywhere in the world to-day as in the South, 


Sir, should such a people be smitten in the face? Let me read you 
some other remarks of this gentleman ina more elaborate address upon 
thissubject. After giving the difficulties under which the South labored 
after the war and speaking of the imperiled condition of the educa- 
tional interests of those States and the necessity for going to work at once 
to re-establish their colleges, academies, and schools, he uses the fol- 
lowing language: 

To this work they bent themselves with a singleness of purpose and a perti- 
nacity thoroughly American and deserving of all praise. 

* = * . « 


* . 


So, for the past fifteen years these people have toiled as nobody can know 
but themselves, through sacrifices almost incomprehensible to our wealthy 
Northern communities, to rehabilitate their little colleges and academies, and to 
furnish the small amount necessary to give their children such education as 
they might in these schools. I undertake to say that this effort alone entitles 
the South to the profound interest, even admiration, of all thoughtful school- 
men everywhere 


I am sure that if honorable Senators had known these facts they 
would not have uttered upon this floor the language of depreciation, 
distrust, and suspicion. 


gut to do this— 
He says— 


it has been necessary that the most eminent teachers should be overwhelmed 
with work and live on starvation wages; that great numbers of women of the 
highest social position, and the daughters of the leading families, should give 
their lives to the work of instruction; that families strangely impoverished 
should contrive to pinch themselves for the schooling of their young people ; 
and that great numbers should still be dependent on the benevolence of neigh- 
bors and school corporations for what they obtained, 


It is impossible, of course, to say how much this great rehabilitation | 


has cost the Southern people. He goes on to say: 


But the Southern people have not paused with this attempt at the reconstruc- 
tion of the secondary and higher education for the white race. Beyond this, of 
their own notion— 


Mark it, sir, ‘‘ of their own notion ’’— 


in every State, within the past ten years, the people’s elementary common 
school for white and colored children has been placed on the ground, defended 
through the dangers of its infancy, made better every year, until it has become 
a vital institution of Southern civilization. 


Black and white. Here is the language in which he speaks of the 
teachers engaged in this work: 

A better class of people, more earnest, more determined to improve, more 
self-denying, working on wages painfully and sometimes pitifully inadequate, 
can not be found in any Christian land than the majority of the public-school 
teachers of the South. The State superintendents of education ont many of the 
city and county supervisors are the same sort of people as our leading educa- 
tors of the North. 


And now the traveler through the Southland finds himself everywhere in 
the presence of an educational revival as marked as in New England inthe 
days of Horace Mann. 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] spoke of that great 
movement of education as characteristic of that State which, he said, 
leads the column of educated States. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like very much 
to say that the name of Mr. Mayo, whose testimony he has just read, 
deserves to be ranked with that of Mr. Mann as an authority, and that 
he is entitled to the gratitude of the American people for his work in 
this cause. 

Mr. LAMAR. Iam very muchobliged to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for this tribute to the character of Dr. Mayo, and upon this indorse- 
ment by the Senator from Massachusetts I reiterate his assertion here 
in the presence of the Senate: 

And now the traveler through the Southland finds himself everywhere in the 
»yresence of an educational revival as marked as in New England in the days of 
forace Mann. And the blessedness of this revival is that it is bringing together 

the children and youth, their teachers, the younger parents, and the more 
thoughtful people of North and South, as no movement in the political, the ec- 


clesiastical, or even the industrial sphere of national life can possibly succeed in 
doing. 


I have no further extracts to read upon this subject. My object has 


| 








I would regret the proposed amendment for more reasons than thos: 
I have given. It would impair the working of the common-school sys- 
tem of the South, or of any other section of the country, to introduce 
two sets of agencies in its administration. Instead of being a harmo- 


| nious co-operation of State organization and national aid there would Ix 
I have no hesitation in announcing to you, gentlemen, my conviction that | 


perhaps an antagonism, certainly disconnected effort and discordant 
forces. There would be both time and money spent, which if you used 
a single agency under the present system already occupying the ground 
would be concentrated in one harmonious effort. Besides, as it is now 
the agencies which this bill selects are the agencies which are amenab): 
to the public opinion and the restraining moral sentiment of the peo- 
ple among whom they will operate, whereas the other would be in th: 
hands of comparative strangers who would have no relation to the con- 
stituency in which they were working and would be uninfluenced by 
the supervision of the people at home. They would be responsible to 
no one there, to no restraining public sentiment, but simply to the ap- 
pointing power at a great distance, too often governed by political con- 
siderations instead of the interests intrusted to them. 

I said atthe beginning of these remarks (and I have protracted them 
much further than I intended) that in my opinion this bill is a decided 
step toward the solution of the problem of race. The problem of race 
in a large part is the problem of illiteracy. Most of the evils, most of 
the difficulties which have grown up out of that problem have arisen 
from a condition of ignorance, prejudice, and superstition. Remove 
these, and the simpler elements of the question will come into play with 
a more enlightened understanding and a more tolerant disposition. | 
will go with those who will go farthest in this matter. 

Liberty can not be manufactured by statutes or constitutions or laws. 
It is a moral and intellectual growth. It is the outgrowth of men’s 


| natures, and feelings, and passions, and instincts, and habits of thought. 


A people who remain ignorant and superstitious and debased can not 
be made free by all the constitutional guarantees and statutes that you 
surround them with. You may force power upon them and subject 
others to their rule, but the great attribute of self-government and that 
real liberty which comes from it you can not confer on them while they 
remain ignorant and in bondage to their own passions and to their own 
prejudices and superstitions. 

Sir, in my opinion institutions and laws and governments and all 
the fixed facts of society are but the material embodiment of the thought 


| of a people and the substantial expression of their inner life; and lib- 


erty, which is the culmination of them all, is a boon that can not be 
conferred upon men, but to be permanently possessed and enjoyed must 
be earned, as the reward of the development of our moral and intel 
lectual faculties. 

No State stands sure but on the ground of right, 

Of virtue, knowledge, judgment to preserve, 

And all the powers of learning requisite. 

Mr. President, no one hasthe right to predict that this or any class of 
people will not rise to that plane of intelligence and moral elevation 
necessary to the enjoyment of this great blessing and therefore refuse 
to vote for a measure like this which proposes to aid them in their effort 
to emerge from that condition which centuries of barbarism have en- 
tailed upon them. For my part, I say that I would leave no legitimate 
effort unused and no constitutional means unemployed which would give 
to every human being in this country that highest title to American 
citizenship—virtue, knowledge, and judgment. 

I am not an optimist as to the rapid progress of the black people 
in education. However earneast they may be, there will be great dif- 
ficulty even with the aid of the Federal Government in establishing 
effective schools for all. We are yet but*in the incipience of this great 
work; hardly gone further than establishing the educational machinery 
on theground. A task of colossal magnitude is before us, and a dense 
mass of ignorance has to be penetrated. But, sir, whatever of disappoint- 
ment may attend it, whatever of failure, whatever of error and mistake 
and even abusesof trust may cripple and embarrass tris movement, the 
great idea of popular education which has animated the North, and is 
animating the South, and in which this bill has originated, will inspire 
both to guard and guide the vast host inits slow, hesitating, but onward 
advance to knowledge and true freedom. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Mississippi who has just concluded his remarks to say that the criti- 
cism on the objection which had been made by some of us to what we 
thought to be the too liberal appropriation in this bill, namely, that 
there was not in the South the adequate preparation to receive and use 
wisely this money, was not well taken in his opinion; and I understood 
the Senator to say that his own State was as well supplied with com- 
petent, well-equipped teachers to take charge of the common schools as 
any State in the Union, perhaps better supplied by reason of the fact 
that there were not there so many avenues into which the e sterprising 
and talented and educated could go. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire simply, in response, to read from the re- 
port of the superintendent of schools for the State of Mississippi for the 
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year 1880-81 his statement as to the condition of the supply of teach- 
ers in that State. He says: 

The State is sadly in demand of educated and trained teachers in her public 
schools. How this demand is to be supplied is a question of great importance. 
That we have some as good teachers as are to be found elsewhere is true no 
doubt, but they are, comparatively speaking, few. 

So that the superintendent of education for that State, speaking with 
reference to the limited revenues which he was superintending, declares 
that there is an inadequate supply for the schools now established, and 
he discusses the question as to how suitable teachers are to be secured, 
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| 


| 


| ence to State or party lines. 


urging the establishment of a normal school for white teachers in order 


that this want may be met. 

So, then, it seems, upon the testimony of that officer of Mississippi who 
is charged with the duty of superintending the schools, that there is now 
an inadequate supply of competent teachers to teach the schools that 
are at present established in that State. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. LAMAR. Just one word in reply to the Senator from Indiana. 


but I speak from a knowledge equal to that of the superintendent of 
public education in Mississippi in reiterating my statement; and it is 
not inconsistent with the one which has just been read. There is an 
inadequate supply of competent teachers in view of the limited rev- 
enues for the purpose of employing them in that State. You can not 
command such teachers with the small salary that we are compelled 
to give to them, for the short period of time we employ them, from the 
State revenue that we raise by our taxation; and it is true of other 
States. I know something about this difficulty, for I have been con- 
nected with the education of the youth of the South, and I say that 
there is no State and no society composed of more cultivated, upright, 
and ambitious young men, with trained faculties and with ambition to 
excel in this department of teaching, than the State of Mississippi; 
but at the very inadequate remuneration which is given to teachers on 
account of the limited resources of the State and local communities 
they are forced to seek other vocations as a livelihood. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have not taken partin the discussion of 
the bill before the Senate, for the reason that Iam profoundly impressed 


the speeches of the Senators who have preceded me. I have listened 
to the debate with the greatest interest and profit. I amin sympathy 
with the end sought to be attained by this measure, and I will not say 
that I will not vote for the bill in its presentshape, but I feel, as other 
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to have a just regard to the interest of the entire nation without refer- 


The question before us for consideration is 
in no sense sectional or political in its nature, and to discuss it as if it 
were so would be to degrade it and to dishonor ourselves. 

The States to which I refer were before the war slaveholding States 
As such they contained and they still contain a disproportionately large 
negro population. Under the system of slavery this negro population 
was not to any considerable extent afforded the opportunity of obtain- 
ing an education in letters; it was taught to labor, but not to read 
Accordingly, it was and is an illiterate population. Since the emanci- 
pation of the slaves many negro children and some adult negroes have 


| acquired the ruciments of an English education; but the figures which 


the Senator from New Hampshire quoted from the census of 1880 show 
that at that date, fifteen years after the close of the war, a trifle over 50 
per cent. of the negro population of the South, or more than half, were 
unable to write their own names. No similar condition of illiteracy 


| existsin any Northern State, and no equal condition of illiteracy exists 
I admit that the quotation is perfectly appropriate to my remarks, | 


among the white population in any Southern State, though I believ: 


| that the presence of so dense a mass of illiterate negroes in any com 


intelligence shall be the universal heritage of its citizens. 


munity has a natural and inevitable tendency to reduce the proportion 
of educated whites, and that the white population of the Southern States 
will never be educated as it might and ought to be until provision is 
made for the education of the negro also. 

Here, then, we have the peril to the Republic which, as I have inti- 
mated, justifies the Republic in taking measures for its own satety 
That popular education is an indispensable condition of national prog- 
ress, inasmuch as it promotes the acquisition of wealth and is a barrier 
to immorality, is an axiomatic truth, which is equally applicable to all 
communities, whatever may be their form of political organization and 
of government. But a republic which depends for its existence upon 
the right of suffrage, and whose policy on all national questions is 
shaped by the ballot, requires more than any other government that 
There is 


| no enemy of the Republic who does not make the public-school system 


gentlemen who have spoken also feel, that it ought to be amended in | 


some particular, in order to make it satisfactory to its friends and con- 
sistent with the principles which, in my judgment, should govern our 
action upon the question of appropriating moneys from the national 
Treasury in aid of popular education. 

Under our system of government the duty of providing for the educa- 
tion of the children of the people of the United States has always been 


of the Federal Government, but of the several States, each acting for itself 
asan individual politicalcommunity. Thereis but one ground on which 
the interference of the Federal Government or Federal aid in behalf of 
the public-school system of any State in the Union can be defended or 
excused, namely, that the State to which such aid is granted is not in 
a condition to educate its own citizens without such aid, and that in 
consequence of its inability or indisposition to do its duty in this re- 
gard the security and well-being of the other States or of the nation as 
a whole is threatened. So far as the State of Illinois, which I have the 
honor in part to represent, is in question, no such inability or indis- 
position can be charged against her citizens. Her wealth, her resources, 


her condition. 

I am sure that I represent her truly when I say that she neither asks 
nor desires to receive one dollar from the Congress of the United States 
as an educational grant. Her educational interests would be injured, 
rather than advanced, were she to accept it; because, being abundantly 
able, and as willing as she is able to take care of herself in this respect, 
it would be a calamity were she to be encouraged to rely to any extent 
upon any but her own resources for moneys which her citizens already 
gladly contribute. I therefore desire to see striken from this bill every 
line and every word which contains a suggestion of the propriety of mak- 
ing any appropriation to be expended within the bounds of any State 
in the same financial condition of solvency and ability. 

The interest which the State of Illinois has, in common with the en- 
tire country, in the passage of a matured and perfected national educa- 
tion bill is indirect and impersonal. It arises from the peculiar situa- 
tion in which certain States of the Union found themselves at the close 
of the late war. I speak not asa partisan, and not with any disposition 
to allude in any offensive or unpleasant sense to the events which are 
long past. I am a Republican, but in my capacity as a Republican I 
am of necessity a friend to the South, because the South is an integral 
part of the American people. In every word which I may utter and in 
every vote which I am called to cast upon the floor of this Senate, I trust 


that I may never forget the obligation which rests upon every Senator | 


of this country the point of his attack, either open or insidious, as the 


| case may be; and there is no friend of the Republic who should not do 
with the sense of personal responsibility for my vote upon a measure so far- | 
reaching in its consequences, and I have desired to learn wisdom from | 


all that may be in his power to defend and strengthen it. The negro 
is now a citizen. He hasa vote. It is of the utmost importance th 
he should be qualified to vote intelligently. Therefore he should r 
ceive whatever education he may be capable of receiving, and all t! 


| education which we are able to give him. 


I am glad to have the opportunity of listening to the Senator from 
Mississippi who ha® just closed his speech, showing so far as I can see 
that there is in that State a strong determination to do whatever may 
be in the power of that people to educate the colored people of Missis 


sippi. It is my understanding that the views to which I have given 
expression are shared by all intelligent and liberal-minded men in the 


| South; and that the obstacle to their realization lies not in the rela 
| tance of the Southern people to inaugurate a broad and thorough system 
regarded, and I think that it has been properly regarded, as the duty, not | 








| the States which receive the grant. 


of popular instruction, in which the colored race shall have an equal 
share, but in their real or supposed inability to meet the expense in 

volved in its establishment and maintenance. The war left them in 
an impoverished condition from which they have not wholly recovered 

They are not accustomed to expend as large sums of money for public 
purposes as the Northern States do. What is now proposed to be done 
is for them somewhat of a novelty and an experiment. Undoubtedly 
there is an element in the South, which must be taken into account, 
which is prejudiced against it and hostile to it. I thinkita reasonable 
request, which the South prefers, for national assistance, and that it 
should meet with a prompt and generous response, uninfluenced by sym 


| pathy or sentiment, and based wholly upon our conviction that what 
her freedom from debt, and the intelligence, energy, and liberality of | is for their interest is for ours also, and calculated to give stability and 


her people command the admiration of all who know her history and | 


permanence to our form of government, as well as to add to the wealth 
and happiness of the people of the entire Union. 

But I must add, Mr. President, that unless we can be assured that 
the distribution of the moneys appropriated will be fairly made, and 
that the negro children of the South will receive their proportional part 
of the fund thus created, I can not, in justice to my constituents, or to 
my Own convictions of what is right, give this bill my vote. If the bill 
passes, I take it for granted that it will be with this understanding on 
the part of every Senator from States which have no direct interest in 
its passage, and who vote for it on the grounds which I have hinted 
The appropriation, if made at all, must be intrusted to the officers of 
The constitutionality of any other 
mode of procedure in its disbursement would at least be a question for 
argument. But I think it advisable to limit the operation of the act to 
five years, instead of ten years as proposed in the first section. Then 
if the object for which the appropriation is made is not accomplished, 
or if it appears that the fund is misapplied or misappropriated, or ifthe 
occasion for it ceases, no renewal of the grant need be made. 

The purpose of this legislation, whatever we may say about it, is o1 
ought to be to reach that classof people in the South whoare not being 
educated to-day as they should be, and who, according to the reports 
from the Southern States, the States themselves are not able toeducate 
as they should be. 

I believe that by passing a proper and reasonable bill of this general 
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tenure theSouthern States will be enabled to institute a common-school 
system which will meet with our approval, and that once established 
they will maintain it without permanent assistance from the General 
Government. | 

It has been said that there was danger in instituting this policy and 
giving it over to any of the States of this Union, and I have felt my- 
self that it might be possible that we were inaugurating a basis of ed- 
ucation by the National Government that it might in the future be | 
difficult to get rid of, even after the people of the Southern States, 
where the most of this illiteracy exists, should have come out of that 
condition of illiteracy in which they are found to-day. I believe that 
there is some risk in the inauguration of this system, because we all 
know that it is sometimes difficult to get rid of things after the pur- 
pose for which the law or whatever it may have been was passed has 
accomplished the end that was sought 

But here is a condition of affairs that has been shown over and over 
again by Senators on this floor, and it is our duty to mect it and we must 
face it; and my judgment is, my conviction is that we should go straight 
to the point, to the difficulty, and do whatever may be necessary on our 
part to remove that and then stop and leave out of view all the States 
of the North where there is no such difficulty existing. 

I would define the States to which thisappropriation is made by char- 
acterizing them as States in which the ratioof negro to white population 
is not less than one to twenty-five persons. 

Here let me say, Mr. President, that if you will amend this bill so as 
to do that you will fitly take in the Southern States heretofore having 
slavery within their borders, and none of the other States except I be- 
lieve the State of Kansas, which has a little more than that ratio of 
colored people within its borders. My opinion is, however, that the 
State of Kansas would not desire to be included in the measure. 

I find that the proportion of persons who, being of the age of 10 years 
































































































































number of such persons in the United States. The bill, as drawn, pro- 
poses an appropriation of $105,000,000. I propose that we appropriate 
three-quarters of one-half of this amount, or $40,000,000, which will be 


























only to the States which have this large negro population, too large for 
them to handle without help. 

I have another suggestion to make, which appears to be worthy of 
consideration. Different views have been, expressed by Senators who 
have spoken, on the question whether it would be better to make an 






































creasing appropriation (the largest amount the first year) as proposed 
in the bill before us. A decreasing appropriation, it is thought, would 











































gradually. 
aration would be in position to avail itself at once of the larger sum. 
The Senator from Mississippi says that they are prepared to-day to 
receive the whole sum they would get if the bill should pass as it has 
been reported from the committee. 
reference to tables that he makes shows that they are not in condition, 


Southern States, and some of them have told me unqualifiedly that they 
were not prepared to receive the large sum of money that would come 


Take for instance the State of South Carolina. I think it is true that 
that State pays about a half-million dollars of school-tax every year. 
She will get under the bill, as I understand, nearly a million dollars. I 
understand further that the State would not be in a condition to use the 
first year the large sum that would be coming to her under this appro- 
priation if the bill should be passed as it is reported by the committee. 

Then, in my judgment, if we drop out of view all the Northern States 
and the Territories, and reduce the operation of the bill to five years, and 
begin with a smaller sum and run up and then down again, it would 
be more in harmony with the proper expenditure of the money than it 
would be if the bill should pass as it is reported. Why not make an 
appropriation which shall be first increased annually and afterward di- 
minished? Time will be required for the erection of additional school- 
houses and for the employment of competent teachers and to gather 
the children into schools. The largest sum will not be needed the first 
year, and the existing school machinery in some of these States is not 
properly constituted and organized to make the best possible use of the 
money. I would very much prefer to make an appropriation, say of 
$6,000,000 the first year, $8,000,000 the second, $10,000,000 the third, 
$9,000,000 the fourth, and $7,000,000 the fifth, or at least on this prin- 
ciple, whatever the amount. 

Finally, the distribution of this money among the States should, I 
think, be made not on the basis of the number of illiterate persons of 


If the views which I have submitted to the Senate meet with favor, 
I propose to submit, at the proper time, after an opportunity for the ex- 
pression of opinion has been given, the following amendments, which, 
if I do not mistake the feeling of Senators on this side of the Chamber, 
will facilitate its passage by removing theground of some of the objec- 
tions which have been urged against it. 
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| the District of Columbia’’ 


and over, can not write, in those States, is 75 per cent. of the whole | 


suflicient, if the appropriation is made for five years only and to apply | 


increasing appropriation (the smallest amount the first year), or a de- | 


prepare a State receiving the benefit of Federal aid to dispense with it | 
But it is doubtful whether a State without previous prep- | 


The Senator from Indiana by some | 


and I have had the pleasure of talking with other Senators representing | 


to them if this bill should pass as it is reported by the committee. | 


all ages in.each, but on that of some agreed standard of school age, and | 
it should be on the basis of school age rather than of school attendance. | 
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1. Amend the first section by striking out, in line 3, the word ‘‘ten”’ 


| and inserting the word “‘ five.”’ 


2. Amend the first section by striking out, in line 5, the word “‘fif- 


| teen’’ and inserting ‘‘six;’’ strikeout, in line6, the word ‘* fourteen”’ and 


insert ‘‘eight;.’’ strike out, in line 7, the word “‘ thirteen”’ and insert 


| “*ten;’’ strike out, in line 8, all after the word ‘“‘ dollars,’’ also all of 


line 9 and line 10, and line 11 as far as to the semicolon, and insert as 
follows: ‘* The fourth year the sum of $9,000,000, and the fifth year the 
sum of $7,000,000.”’ ; 

3. At the close of the first section, strike out the words ‘‘ the United 
States’’ and insert ‘‘ such of the United States as contain a negro pop- 
ulation in proportion to the white population of the said States, sev- 
erally, of not less than one negro to twenty-five whites.”’ 

4. Amend the second section as follows: Strike out in line 2 the word 
‘Territories;’’ strike out in the same line the words ‘‘the several’ 
and insert the words ‘‘each of the aforesaid;’’ in lines 5 and 6 strike 
out the words ‘* United States’’ and insert the words ‘* said States co! 
lectively;’’ also strike out in line 4 the words *‘ of the age of ten years 

and over’’ and insert *‘ between the ages of ten and —— years.’’ 

5. In the third, fourth, eighth, tenth, eleventh, thirteenth, four- 
teenth, and fifteenth sections strike out the words ‘‘ and Territories and 
wherever the said words occur, and all simi 

lar equivalent expressions. 

We have the District of Columbia included in this bill. 
necessity for it. Congress has entire control over the District of Colum 

| bia. We can make appropriations here for school purposes whenever 
we see proper, and my object is, as I said before, to try to eliminate 
from this bill all this outside legislation and reach the evil which all ot 
us now are desirous to reach by giving relief to those States or the peo- 
ple of the Southern States where this mass of ignorance exists, resulting 
from the negro population. 

6. Strike out the sixth and seventh sections, also the twelfth section 
and change the numbers of the remaining sections accordingly. 

If I have succeeded in making my meaning clear, Mr. President, the 
Senate will understand that my aim in suggesting these amendments 
is to give to this measure greater precision of purpose, to remove from 
it all appearance of a combination to extract money from the National 
Treasury for the use of the States, and to make the education of the 
freedmen and their offspring avowedly a charge upon the resources ot 
| all the States, instead of imposing this burden on a minority of the people 
| of the United States, least able and possibly least willing to assume it. 
We all know that the cost of educating the negro race must be met by 
| the white citizens either of the South unaided or of the entire country 
| irrespective of locality. 

It appears to me to be just that the Northern States should contrib- 
ute their share of this expense, since they will share the benefits of the 
work accomplished ; and if the negro race is left im ignorance, they must 
suffer in common with the South the evil results of such neglect. I! 
think that I am justified in characterizing such neglect as criminal; it 
is certainly most short-sighted and unwise. If this bill can be so 
amended as to render it reasonably sure that the end which we all have 
in view in its passage will be attained, the people of my State, irre- 
spective of party, will sustain my action in voting for it. But the bill 
would be stronger before the people if, instead of offering a bonus to 
States which have no considerable number of freedmen within their 
borders as an inducement to support the measure, the scope of the bill 

| were strictly limited to the accomplishment of the one great purpose 
| which alone affords or constitutes its reason and its justification. 
| Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the constitutionality of this bill has 
| been assailed with great earnestness and ability by some with whom | 
am generally in accord on political questions. It has also been defended 
| with equal zeal and ability. I might rest on the defense made by its 
friends, but being a member of the committee which reported the bill, 
and having taken great care in the committee to divest the measure 
of all constitutional objections, I prefer to state the grounds of my faith 
in its constitutionality, and especially so since those who deny it deduce 
ulterior consequences to its passage to which I am by no means com- 
mitted. 

In the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution it is pro- 
vided that *‘the Congress shall have power to levy and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare of the United States,’’ Kc. 

In the second clause of section 3, article 4 of that instrument, it is also 
provided that ‘‘ the Congressshall have power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other prop- 
erty belonging to the United States,’’ &e. 

Upon one or both of these clauses all donations and grants in aid of 
education in the States must rest. 

That the phrase ‘to provide for the general welfare of the United 
States’’ used in the taxing clause which I have read is not a substantive, 
distinct, and independent power under which Congress may do anything 
deemed by it to be conducive to the general welfare is, I think, now 

| well settled in the practiceof the legislativeand executive departments, 
| as yell as by the decisions of the courts. That the Federal Government 
. — of delegated, limited, and enumerated power is not now, I believe, 
| denied. 


I see no 
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It seems to be conceded that whenever we exercise a power we are 
bound to look to the Constitution for it; and that any exercise of a 
power not granted by the Constitution is on our part a pure usurpa- 
tion. These are my views, at least, and I shall adhere to them. 
Constitution, like all other instruments, must be construed, must be 
interpreted, in order toascertainits meaning. This construction and this 
interpretation should be according to the plain meaning of the words 
employed; and where words or phrases are of doubtful import, they 
should receive-that construction which will carry out the obvious pur- 
pose and intent of the instrument as a whole, if the words used will ad- 
mit of it. It should also, like all other laws, be so construed as to give 
every word and phrase in itsome meaning and effect; for it is not to be 
supposed that in so solemn an instrument, drawn with so much care, 
any word or provision is superfluous. 

The phrase ‘‘ to provide for the general welfare of the United States’’ 
gave rise to controversy from the very beginning. Under it power was 
claimed which, if conceded, would have made the Federal Government 
unlimited. On the other hand it was contended that it had no force 
or effect whatever. A third ground was that it was a limitation upon 
the otherwise unlimited power of taxation, granted in the former part 
of that clause. 

It is wholly unnecessary at this day to examine the arguments on which 
these several constructions were based. It is sufficient for the present to 
note that there were controversy and dispute, and to ascertain whether 
in the subsequent practice of the Government the true meaning has 
been established. For I do not doubt that if a particular construction 
has for a long period, commencing at the birth of the Constitution and 
continuing to the present day, been adopted, such construction is bind- 
ing onus. Though each of us must judge for himself of the meaning 
of the Constitution, which he has sworn to support, he can not follow 
blindly his own private views and opinions without reference to the 
construction put on it by those who have administered the Government 
before us and by the courts empowered by the Constitution to explain 
and construe it, and by the acquiescence and consent of the people. 

If we do this, sir, the meaning of the Constitution can never be set- 


tled, which is the same thing as saying it can never be known what | 


the Constitution is. At every change in the personnel of the executive, 
legislative, or judicial departments we shall have a new, that is a dif- 
ferent, constitution. For the Constitution is not the mere parchment 
and the ink on it formed into words, but it is what the people, whose in- 
strument it is, whose government it creates, do habitually and suffer to 
be done in the normal and regular action of their government. It has 
a life, a living soul derived from the life and action of the people under 
it. A construction put upon it by this life and action can not be re- 
jected because it may not accord with our private views. It must not 
be forgotten that we can not arrogate to ourselves a power of consti- 
tutional construction which by discarding a construction settled in 
practice we deny to those who have gone before us. 

If we can disregard a construction settled by our predecessors we can 
not claim that we have a right to make aconstruction which will bind 
our successors. Under this view the Constitution would be a chame- 


leon, changing with the times, one thing this year and quite another | 
No | 


thing the next. There would be nothing stable, nothing certain. 
man could know his rights, duties, or obligations under the Constitu- 
tion until those in power at the time shall have decided what they are; 
nor would the trouble end with such decision, for, if precedents are of 
no value, the same men might change their minds, as severa] Senators 
seem to have done on this very question, and afterward reach a differ- 
ent conclusion. As to questions pertaining to private rights and cog- 
nizable by the courts, such uncertainty would be intolerable. Insuch 
cases the uncertainty would amount to creating a government of men, 
not a government of the laws. To prevent this and to give peace and 


safety to the people and security to private rights, it is essential to ad- | 


here to the maxim stare decisis. 

The necessity for a stable and certain construction of the political 
powers granted by the Constitution is almost as great. I do not mean 
to say that whenever Congress shall, by assuming a power, decide that 
it is warranted by the Constitution, such decision shall be final if it 
be wrong. That would give to faction, passion, and ignorance a dan- 
gerous power to overthrow the Constitution. In such a case it would 
be the duty of the people to arrest the usurpation by sending here Rep- 
resentatives and Senators who would reverse the improper action. This 


was done in relation to the alien and sedition laws in the first year of 


this century. But where a particular construction of the Constitu- 
tion has prevailed in practice for a long period, and in successive Con- 


gresses, it may be assumed that the people not only acquiesce in but | 


adoptit. What they adopt in the way of construction can not be denied 
by their representatives and servants. I insist, therefore, that any con- 
struction of the Constitution which has prevailed in actual practice for 


a long number of years, and is thus acquiesced in and adopted by the | 


people, becomes the act of the people and can not be set aside by us, 
their mere servants, at our will and pleasure. No greater or more dan- 
gerous power can be assumed by us; and for one I decline to assume it. 

Mr. President, if it were a new question, if I were at liberty to put 


for the first time a construction on the words in the taxing clause of 
the Constitution, ‘‘to provide for the general welfare,’’ I would say | 
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| that the provision for this welfare must be by an appropriation of money 
| to carry out some one or more of the grants specially enumerated in 
| subsequent clauses of the Constitution. I believe Mr. Madison’s view 
| on that subject was the correct one as an original question. But, sir, 
| that construction is no longer possible. Congress has exercised, with 
the consent and approbation of the people from the very beginning of the 
Constitution to the present time, the power to appropriate money for 
purposes which they judged were for the general welfare and outside of 
the scope of the other powers specifically enumerated in the Constitution. 
It is now settled that Congress may appropriate money not intended 
to carry out any specific grant of power, but solely to provide tor the 
general weifare of the United States. 

Many of these objects for which appropriations have been made were 
enumerated by the Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. GARLAND] and among 
them are the establishment of the Military and Naval Academies, erect- 
ing statues to heroes and statesmen, the celebration of the Centennial, 
the celebration at Yorktown, relief to communities suffering from over- 
flows and great conflagrations, from a failure of crops, carrying bread- 
stuffs to Europe, furnishing provisions for the people of Venezuela, relief 
from an earthquake at New Madrid, and others of a similar character 
Certainly none of these were necessary means to carry out the other 
powers specifically enumerated inthe Constitution. Mr. Monroe's view 
on this subject has been generally acquiesced in, and acted on in prac 
tice, that Congress may appropriate money to provide for the general 
welfare, to objects of a general, not merely a local nature, although such 
objects may not be within the other enumerated powers. Bunt it must 
be remembered that this power is merely a power of appropriation ot 
money. It does not draw with it the right to usurp a power reserved 
to the States or to the people. It doesnot in the least enlarge the powers 
specifically granted, nor diminish a power reserved to the States or to 
the people. 
| Congress may appropriate money to erect a statue to General Wash 
ington or any other great man, but it has no power to erect such statue 
| a8 @ national work in a State contrary to its will. It may give money 
| to aid sufferers from an overflow or great conflagration, but it has no 
power to interfere with or control the poor laws of a State. Congress 
may’give, but under the cover of a gift it can not invade or impair any 
right or authority or privilege belonging toa State or justly claimed 
under its laws. The Constitution grants Congress the power to collect 
| taxes and expend the money raised in order to provide for the genera] 
welfare of the United States, but it confers under this grant no substan 
tive and independent, power to do anything else. 

So I hold, sir, that this Congress may pass this bill giving to the States 
the aid of money from the national Treasury for the purpose of educa- 
tion; but as the education of her people is one of the reserved rights ot 
each State, and as no power over this subject is granted by the Consti- 
| tution to Congress, the right and authority of Congress end with mak- 
ing the appropriation. If this were not so, if Congress by making any 
| appropriation it may deem proper under the general-welfare clause 
| could acquire a jurisdiction and power not granted by the Constitution 
| over the subject to which thisappropriation is Made, then it would re- 
sult that this power and jurisdiction of Congress could by its own action 
and at its own will be extended to every subject to which an appropri- 
ation of money could be made. This would in effect make the Federal 
Government one of unlimited powers. 

A gift implies a donor and a donee, and an object te be given—the 
one to grant something and the other to receive or accept it. It im- 
| plies nothing more. It certainly does not imply the power to rob. It 
does not imply any inferiority or subjection in the donee to the donor. 
| A gift may be and is often made between persons in exactly equal 
conditions, and evenly by an inferior to a superior. The donor can not 
even compel the acceptance of the gift. The donor may impose condi- 
tions on the gift or make it a trust; but neither the conditions nor the 
trust can effectually exist without acceptance of the gift by the donee 
Till then it is a mere proposal or offer, and of no force or effect what- 
ever. 

That Congress may make gifts to the States in aid of common-school 
and also of university education is too well settled to admit of contro- 
versy. This has been the practice from the earliest period of our his- 
tory. This practice also settles that education of the people is in the 
category of the general welfare of the United States. As clear as this 
is, yet, sir, it is contended by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] that 
the power to appropriate, the power to give, includes within it the 
| power to control, to manage, and to govern the donee, to go into the 
| States and take charge of its schools, if the gift be for schools. He says 
| this power results as a logical necessity from the power to appropriate, 
| the power to give. 








| Mr.COKE. Will the Senator allow me to state my position ? 
| Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COKE. Itis this, that the Government of the United States has 


no power under the Constitution to tax the people of the United States 
in order to raise revenue to be expended on a subject, unless the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has jurisdiction over that subject 

Mr. GEORGE. You say that if the Government gives this money 
Congress can go in and take control of education in the States. 


Mr. COKE. I say that the taxing power of the United States can 
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only be exercised in behalf of a subject over which the United States 
have jurisdiction, and that if the taxing power of the United States is 
invoked in behalf of the maintenance of a common-school system in the 
States, it must be because Congress has the jurisdiction over that sub- 
ject in the States; and because I deny that jurisdiction, I therefore deny 
that this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas denies the right to give 
money, as I understand. Yet, sir, he denied with singular inconsist- 
ency, as I think, that the power to give land embraced this power of 
interference and control. The position of the Senator from Texas was, 
in short, this: The United States may give to the States land for edu- 
cation to be sold by the States for money, and the power to make this 
gift is perfectly harmless, because it does not include the power to do 
anything more. It did not embrace the power to interfere with or 
manage in any way education in the State towhich the gift was made. 
On the other hand he denied the power of the United States to give for 
education money, because he said that this power necessarily involved 
the power to control education in the doneeState, and even to supersede 
and destroy all State authority over the subject. What magic there is 
in ‘* money,’’ which causes this extraordinary effect, is to me utterly 
inconceivable, and that Senator did not see proper to explain—deeming 
it I suppose a self-evident truth, as it was, as he stated, a logical neces- 
sity. This reasoning, I must admit, is utterly incomprehensible to me, 
and I believe it will be found equally incomprehensible by the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me a moment ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. I stated that Congress had the power to make donations 
of land in aid of education in the States, and I stated it upon the au- 
thority of section 3, article 4 of the Constitution, which reads: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States 

Now there is no limitation upon the power of Congress in dealing with 
public land. The power of Congress over that subject is absolute. Con- 
gress can do what Congress pleases with the public lands. Congress 
can give them away. It gives them to railroads; it gives them to in- 
dividuals for homesteads; it gives them to soldiers and sailors for boun- 
ties; it gives them to States for educational purposes. Congress can 
make any disposition in the world it pleases of the publiclands. There- 
fore, I say now, and I did say before, that I would vote for a bill grant- 
ing public lands in aid of education in the States, but that Congress has 
not the unlimited power under the Constitution to tax the people of the 
United States and give the money away to anybody. I say that the 
taxing power can not be exercised except in furtherance of a subject 
over which Congress has the constitutional jurisdiction; and when the 
money is raised, if Congress can apply it to a subject, it has a right to 
follow it and administer the subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. I disagree with the Senator all theway through. I 


do not believe that the’clause of the Constitution which he read re- | 


specting the territory or other property belonging to the United States 
contines the power there granted to lands, for the clause gives the same 
power over “‘ other property ’’ of the United States as it does over land, 
and yet the Senator in construing that clause confines it wholly to land; 
and then, sir, I deny that Congress has absolute power over land, as I 
shall show before I take my seat. 

The Senator, however, seems to place this peculiar property of money 
to work out these remarkable results of centralization and usurpation 
upon the ground that it is raised by taxation. If the Senator had 
waited, he would have found that I finally got at his idea. That is, 
that the danger is not in money per se, butin money only asit is affected 
by the mode in which it is acquired. This must be his position, since 
the very clause of the Constitution upon which he bases the power of 
Congress to donate land also equally confers the power to donate money; 
for the language is, ‘‘Congressshall have power to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory’’—that word 
stands for ‘‘ land’’—‘‘or other property belonging to the United States.’’ 
Money, sir, is property, undeniably; and money belonging to the 
United States is the property of the United States, however it may be 
acquired. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me a moment there ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I do not want to be further interrupted. 

The Senator from Texas would hardly contend that money granted 
under this clause—if it be money raised by fines, penalties, forfeitures, 
donation, prize of war—would have any other effect than land or any 
other property to destroy the equilibrium of the Constitution. 

But, sir, where do we find any authority in the Constitution fora differ- 
ence between money belonging to the United States, whether acquired 
in one way or the other? It is but money, property, the right of the 
United States, however it may be acquired. If the Senator means that 
Congress has no power to raise money by taxation for the purpose of 
aiding in education in the States, then, if I concede this, it does not 
help his argument; for an unconstitutional appropriation of money, 
a void and illegal appropriation of it, can have no other effect than to 


leave in the United States the right to recover it; it can not have the | 


effect to include in it necessarily another power not claimed or in- 


volved in the grant, but denied by it, as is done in this bill. But if 
the argument be that if we concede the power of raising and appro- 
priating or giving money for education, then we must admit also the 
power of taking charge of and controlling education, I have a right 
to ask the Senator to prove this proposition. It can not be proven. 


| The power to appropriate has all along in our history been exercised 


without a claim even of a power to gain or acquire a new power there- 
by. I have already shown that the one power does not follow from 
the other, and it is unnecessary now to repeat the argument. 
3ut, sir, if the United States have no power to give money raised by 
taxation for education in the States, where does it get the power to ex- 
change that same money for land or *‘ other property,’’ and then give 
this land or other property for education, as the Senator from Texas 
concedes they may do. Every acre of land which ever belonged to the 
United States in Florida, in Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, and 
all west of the Mississippi River, was bought by the United States with 
money raised by taxation. The argument is that the United States 
may not give the money thus paid for the land; that would be uncon- 
| stitutional, a gross usurpation, but as soon as the land has been thus 
| acquired it may be donated at once foreducation. Not only this, but as 
ships, navy-yards, post-office buildings, custom-houses, court-houses, 
| cannon, rifles, muskets, cavalry horses, transportation wagons are un- 
deniably property included in ‘‘other property’’ mentioned in the 
| clause of the Constitution relied on by the Senator from Texas, and all 
| these belong to the United States, they may, according to his argument, 
all be given in specie to the States for education, to be sold by them for 
money; but neither the money paid by the United States for them nor 
the money for which they might be sold can be given. There is nothing 
unconstitutional or dangerous in the gift of these, but it is consolida- 
tion, centralization, gross usurpation to grant the money which bought 
them. So remarkablea result, I respectfully submit, needs more argu- 
ment to sustain it than the mere assertion by any Senator, however 
learned or however distinguished, that it is a logical necessity. 

And, sir, of what value is the constitutional construction contended 
for by that Senator to prevent centralization, usurpation, by denying 
the power to give money, when it may be so easily evaded by convert- 
ing the money into land ‘‘or other property’’ and then giving that ? 
We are bound, even in this day of progress and enlightenment, to pre- 
sume that the framers of the Constitution possessed at least common 
sense; that they possessed some idea of the adaptation of means to the 
end sought. We deny this presumption when we attribute to them a 
purpose to prevent centralization in the Federal Government by a de- 
nial by them of the power to appropriate money ina particular way, and 
at the same time assume that they gave unrestricted power to appro- 
priate all other kinds of property, purchased by money, in the same way. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understood the Senator from Mississippi to con- 
strue this clause of the Constitution, the second clause of section 3 of 
article 4, ‘‘ The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make ail 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States,’’ as covering money because money 
is ‘‘property.’’ If that be true, he will see that that clause of the 
Constitution which gives Congress power to make all needful rules and 
regulations for the disposal of the territory in the United States must 
also give to Congress absolute and unrestricted power over the entire 
subject of taxation, which can not be true. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will find that the position taken by his 
colleague before me [Mr. CoKE] that Congress has the autocratie power 
over the land has no foundation in the Constitution. 

But, sir, I may well ask Senators who admit the power of Congress 
to donate lands and ‘‘ other property ’’ to aid the States in education, 
and deny the same power when money is the subject of the gift, on 
what theory of constitutional construction they reach this conclusion. 
It is true that the second clause of section 3, article 4, of the Consti- 
tution, gives Congress the ‘‘ power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory and ether property be- 
longing to the United States.’’ So far as the preseat controversy is 
concerned we may discard all in this clause except the power “‘ to dis- 
pose of ’’ land and other property. Do Senators mean that under this 
clause Congress has an unrestricted and absolute power of disposition 
to any purpose whatever? If such be their meaning, then Congress is, 
as to all property belonging to the United States, except, as they say, 
money arising from taxation, an absolute autocrat. Land, ships, guns, 
forts and fortifications, public buildings—even the Capitol itself—and 
all other property may be divided among the favorites and henchmen of 
members of Congress or given even to foreigners. The gift also may 
be for any purpose, however immoral or however injurious to the people. 

Senators will not, I take it, contend for such an absolute and unre- 
stricted power. Then there must be some limitation on it. Where 
| do we find the limitation? I find it only in the general objects and pur- 

poses of the Constitution as expressed in the clause limiting the power 
| of Congress in reference to taxation; that the appropriation must be for 
| the common defense or the general welfare of the United States. If this 
is not the limitation, there is none. Senators can not find a limitation 
| in the Constitution either broader or narrower than this. Then, sir, if 
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the power of disposing of land and ‘‘ other property’’ for the general 
welfare authorizes a grant to aid the States in education, what pre- 


vents the same identical power expressly given by the Constitution over | 
money raised by taxation from authorizing the same grant for educa- | 


tion? There is and can be no negative answer to this question. 

But, sir, a8 money is property, and the clause relied on by the Sena- 
ator from Texas gives the same power over ‘‘ other property belonging 
to the United States ’’ as over territory or land, what authority is there 
for saying that the power given in this clause does notextend to money 


as well as to land, or for saying that all money is included within the | 


power except money raised by taxation? There is none that I can per- 


ceive, and none has been suggested by that distinguished Senator, and | 
So, sir, linsist that whoever, like the Senator | 
from Texas, holds that Congress may, under the third section ofarticle 4 of | 
the Constitution, give land to aid in education, must, as a grammatical | 


none can be pointed out. 


as wellas a logical necessity, concede that Congress may giveany ‘‘ other 
property belonging to the United States,’’ including money. Sir, the 
title of the United States to all property which they may own is ex- 
actly the same in all respects. There is not a particle of difference recog- 
nized in the Constitution. Their title to all and every part is that of 
a trustee, to be disposed of in accordance with the Constitution. 

But it is said, sir, that the bill invades the domain of State sover- 
eignty. In that it undertakes to prescribe the methods of education in 
the States. I understand that to be the purport of the objection to it 
urged by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I deny that the bill 
assumes to exercise any such power. The bill, sir, is carefully guarded 
against any and all invasions of this conceded exclusive power of the 
States over education within their respective limits. It directs simply 
as a condition of the grant (and a condition subsequent, too, which is 
very important in this connection) that the money shall be applied to 
primary as contradistinguished from collegiate education, the purpose 
being to remove illiteracy in those wholly or but imperfectly educated. 
The grants of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, which have been 
made from the earliest period of our history, were undeniably for com- 
mon schools and not for high seminaries of learning. This bill differs 
in no respect from these on this point, unless we regard an-enumera- 
tion of the studies taught in common schools as having more effect 
than a general description of them. 

Certainly, sir, the enumeration can not be objected to as unwise or 
unjust inany respect. Reading, writing, and arithmeticare prescribed. 
Certainly, sir, if we propose to remove illiteracy it can not be done with- 
out teaching these essential studies, the gateways through which alone 
all entrance into a higher education can be made. These are the ele- 
ments and bases of all education. The bill, therefore, as to these only 
prescribes that the pyramid shall stand on its base and not on its apex. 
Certainly, sir, it will not be insisted that education in the common schools 


shall commence with lectures on astronomy, the differential and inte- | 
gral calculus, with disquisitions on transcendental metaphysics and the | 


like, leaving the poor attendants to look out for themselves to get a 
knowledge of the alphabet. But it is also complained that the history 
of the United States is to be taught also. I see no treason to the Con- 
stitution nor invasion of the rights of the people in that. If there be 
any one thing after the mere rudiments of knowledge, the groundwork 
of all education, more essential to the youth of these States, it isa know]l- 
edge of the history of the country in which they live. 

But itis further objected that industrial education of girls, whenever 
practicable, shall also be taught. Whoever shall consider the condition 


port and the want of adequate means in their hands to attain it will 

rejoice at any step that may be taken which shail tend to ameliorate 

their condition. I know of no measure which more commends itself 

to the judgment of the patriot and philanthropist. I shall not enlarge 

on this subject, for it was far better done than 1 can do it by the Senator 

a Florida [Mr. CALL] in his able and instructive speech on yester- 
ay. 

_Mr. President, I turn now to consider some further objections to this 
bill made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] who is also a mem- 
ber of the party to which I belong. And here it must be noted that the en- 
emies or opponents of this measure widely differ from each other as to the 
principles on which they condemn it. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE} denies the power in Congress to make the gift at all, and deduces 
from the gift pure and simple all the direful consequences to which I 
have alluded. The Senator from Missouri, as I understand his argu- 
ment, admits the power to make the gift, sees nothing wrong or revo- 
lutionary in that, no centralization, no consolidation, no invasion of the 
reserved rights of the States, if only the gift be absolute and uncondi- 
tional. In his view the Federal Government might respond freely, to 


whatever else of evil might result, still the Constitution would be safe 
if no conditions were annexed to the grant. He also stated that the 
bill was wholly unprecedented in annexing conditions as to the studies 
to be encouraged and fostered by the grant. 

In that the Senator was in error. Theact of July 2, 1862 (12 United 


mechanical colleges did, without objection to this day, so far as I know, 
prescribe what should be taught in them. The fourth section of that 
act went further in that way than does the present bill. That section 








| even, to the States. 





| 


| 


required the endowment of a college in each State, ‘‘ where the leading 
object shall be, without excluding other scientific and classical studies, 
and including military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are 
related to agriculture and the mechanic arts.’’ 

Lands have also been granted to all the new States to aid in the erec- 
tion of colleges and universities wherein the necessary implication was 
that these institutions should teach the higher branches of human 
knowledge. So, sir, we have good and valid and unquestioned prece- 
dents for so much of this bill as came under the censure of the Senator 
from Missouri. Theagricultural college land act went further than this 
bill. That arranged for schools for all time tocome. This a temporary 
measure, lasting at furthest only ten years. A precedent will also be 
found in that act for the provisions in this bill requiring reports from 
the State authorities. 

But, Mr. President, in the things complained of by the Senator from 
Missouri, this bill undertakes to give no commands, no directions 
It does not assume or even claim a power or juris- 
diction to interfere with education in the States. The bill merely pro- 
poses to make a gift to the States out of the common Treasury. It 
compels no State to accept the gift, and if there be any States, like Texas, 
and I suppose I may add South Carolina, which have no use for the 
gift, which are amply able to educate their children, they need not 
accept it. So if any State, like I suppose Missouri to be, which does 
not like the conditions on which the gift is made, that State may also 
reject the gift. The bill, even in the shape of a generous benefactor, 
proposes to enter no State without its free consent. 

The bill merely offers a gift on conditions subsequent to be performed 
by the State. Every grant of land heretofore made for education has 
been on a condition that it should be applied to the purposes named in 
the act of Congress. Land given for common schools and universities 
can be applied to no other purposes. It is true there was no provision 
for a forfeiture in these grants, but the grants demanded and secured 
a higher and better guaranty of faithful application of the land—the 
plighted honor and faith of the States. What a Statecan not do with- 
out dishonor, without a breach of faith, it can not do at all. 

The power to make a gift includes within it the power to prescribe 
conditions and trusts on which it is made. Thisisa universal principle 
so far as there is absolute ownership in the donor of the thing given 
If the owner holds the thing clothed with a trust, he may and is in fact 
bound to prescribe such condition for the grant as are necessary to 
secure the application of the gift to the objects and purposes of the trust 
This bill isin strict suboylination to this principle. Congress holds the 
money for the purpose of and in trust for the general welfare of the 
United States. It holds lands and other property for the same purpose 
It is settled that education is within this trust; hence it is clear that 
Congress, in making the appropriation, should take care that it should 
be applied to the proper objects of the grant. 

I do not mean to say that Congress in making a grant of money to a 
State, when it is even for a proper and constitutional purpose, can an- 
nex conditions to it inappropriate to attain the proper end or destructive 
to the constitutional powers and rights of theStates. Congress can not 
grant money or any other thing to a State on condition that it will sur 
render or impair any of its just powers. The power to appropriate 
money for the general welfare does not include a power to grant on : 
condition subversive of the Constitution. Congress can not grant to a 
State on condition that it will surrender its equal suffrage in the Sen- 


| ate or its power to elect Representatives in Congress or its power to 
of women in this country with respect to both the necessity of self-sup- | 


choose its own officers, or its power to regulate its own internal and 
domestic affairs, or on condition that it will ratify a proposed amend- 
ment to the Constitution. In such cases the grant would be void if 
the condition were precedent, and the condition would be void if it 
were a condition subsequent. There is no objection of this kind to the 
conditions in this bill. Theconditions relate solely to the expenditure of 


| the money and securing its application to the constitutional purposes for 
| which it was granted, securing this too solely by State agency and under 


| to prescribe any condition that Congress may see fit to impose. 


| 


State accountability. It is noanswer to this tosay, thatif we concede 
the power to prescribe any condition whatever, we concede also the power 
I have 
shown the line which limits the power of Congress in imposing condi- 
tions. It is not to be presumed that Congress will cross it and assume 
an unconstitutional jurisdiction. A majority in Congress may have 


| the physical power of mere numbers to pass an act in violation of the 


| 
i 


: , | may not be abused. 
use his own expression, to the cry of the States, ‘‘Give, give, give!” and | 


Constitution, but it possesses this power in relation to every subject on 
which it may act. And ifit be ajust argument todeny the just power 
of Congress in this case, that it may be abused, the argument is equally 
potent to refuse all power whatever to Congress, for there is none which 
Paper constitutions impose of themselves no phys- 
ical restraint. Our sole dependence for an observance of the Constitu- 
tion is in the honor, intelligence, and virtue of those intrusted with 
power, and in their accountability to thetpeople. 

Mr. President, it was said by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Har- 
RISON ] that it seemed to be conceded on both sides of the Chamber 


| that the power to pass the bill came in some way from the adoption of 


States Statutes, 503), granting lands to the States for agricultural and | 


the three last amendments to the Constitution. What force others 


may give to these amendments on this subject I know not. I ha 
shown the power exists without reference to these amendments, and 
that it was exercised even before they were adopted 


In my judgment 
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they have nothing to do with this power. They neither add to nor 
from the power of Congress over this subject‘as it existed when 
they were adopted. I think, however, that these amendments and 
the conditions in some of the States produced by them constitute the oc- 
casion and necessity for the exercise of the power, but they do not confer 
t A construction which would derive the power from them, as being 
a necessary power to improve a condition of affairs resulting from their 
adoption, would give unlimited power to Congress as to all matters 
pertaining in any way to their subject-matter; and this view has been 
expressly denied by the Supreme Court. : 

Mr. President, I have always been in favor of a strict construction of 
the grants of power made in the Constitution. I have always dreaded 
centralization—the having a splendid national government with impo- 
tent and emasculated States. I have resisted and shall continue to re- 
sist all measures which tend in that direction. 
eyes to the history of the past. Whether I like it or not I must sub- 
mit to irreversible accomplished facts. 
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to be absorbed in vain speculations or abstractions, or even vain regrets 
for what has been accomplished. As the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
GARLAND] well said, governments grow. This growth is a necessity 
of human nature. In the growth of this Government, theories I held 
dear have been overturned forever. I once believed that a State had a 
right to secede from the Union. I believe now the right then existed, 
but it has been lost 
horrors Ol war. 


own powers, yet that has been so firmly established that no one, not 
even my friend from Texas [ Mr. COKE], will deny it. These opinions I 
must surrender, however unwillingly. I will not feed on the dry husks 
and emasculated remains of constitutional theories which, however re- 
spectable in their origin, however once potent, now no longer control 
or influence the Government. We live in the present, we are actors in 
the presentand for the present, we must meet the demands of the present. 

Che world moves, and we must move with it, keeping abreast with all 
the practical questions which may arise and seeking their solution for 
the interest and welfare of the people. I will not pass my life in a 


ories, now mere abstractions, and in picturing the benefits or glories 
which would have come from their observance. It is enough to know 
that they are no longer potent for the good orevil of the Union. They 
are gone, 

n which they lie buried, 
them or in ministering at altars erected by others. 

[ sincerely regret the present tendency to centralization. I have re- 
sisted it, and will continuetodoso. Ishall continue to urge economy in 
expenditures, adecrease in the number and in the emoluments of offices. 
I shall resist all class legislation, all grants of subsidies and benefits to 
a few at the expense of the many. I shall continue to resist the tend- 
ency to a paternal government, and shall strive to preserve as far as 
possible what remains of local self-government. 

I do not depart from these principles when I support this bill, the 
effects of which will be to elevate and advance the State governments 
by advancing and elevating the great mass of the people of the States. 
I do not war against local self-government when I sustain a measure 
which tends to make that self-government safe and respectable, and 
even possible, in some of the States. 

I do not add unduly to the powers of the Federal Government when 
I vote for a bill which has the sanction of precedents from the earliest 


] 


ie I will 
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a great boon on those who most need it, the great mass of our people, 
have achieved the grand material results of our present civilization. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. 
adjourn? It is now half-past 4. 

Mr. COKE. I only desire to speak a few minutes. 
floor, if it is desired. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withdraw the inotion. 
quite early, and there has not been much said on the question as yet. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am sorry for that. ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VAN Wyck in the chair). 
the Senator from Kansas insist on his motion ? 

Mr. PLUMB. 
desires to speak now. 
Mr. COKE. 

adjourn. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


I move that*the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


I hope the Senate will not adjourn now. 


It at some time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
adjourn. 


Mr. BLAIR. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 





But I can not shut my | 


True statesmanship has to do | 
with facts, practical and sometimes hard and unpleasant facts; it is not | 


irrevocably lost—amid the clang of arms and the | 


I once denied that the Federal Government is the final judge of its | 


dreamy contemplation of the beauties and excellencies of obsolete the- | 


gone forever, and while I may indulge a tear over the tomb | 
not pass my life in erecting altars to | 


days to the present time, and which, unlike most of the legislation of 
Congress of late years, gives no exclusive privileges to any, but confers 


the workers and toilers, by whose muscle, intelligence, and energy we 


Will the Senator from Texas give way to a motion to | 


I will yield the 
It is | 


Does 

I will withdraw the motion if the Senator from Texas 
I am entirely willing to yield if the Senate wishes to 
There must 


be others who would like to speak on this matter, and we must close | 


It is moved that the Senate do now | 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—veas 20, 


nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Bayard, Dolph, Hawley, Morgan, 
Beck, Farley, Kenna, Pendleton, 
Camden, Gibson, Lapham, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Harris, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Vest. 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Dawes, Logan, Platt, 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Pugh, 
Brown, Garland, Mahone, Ransom, 
Call, George, Mitchell, Vance, 
| Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
| Colguitt, Hoar, Palmer, Williams. 
Conger, Lamar, Pike, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
| Anthony, Groome, McPherson, Slater, 
Bowen, Hale, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Riddleberger, Wilson. 
| Cullom, Jackson, Sabin, 
| Edmunds, Jonas, Sawyer, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. [‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] And on that motion | 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Missouri will just permit me, | 
wish to say that I opposed the motion to adjourn because I understood 
| the Senator from Texas desired to speak, and I do not want the friends 
| of this measure put in a position a little later on where it can be said 

that they have wasted the time and therefore are not entitled to have 

this great question considered any longer. If the enemies of this meas- 

ure think, or if for any reason anybody thinks, that on the whole we 

ought to adjourn, I shall not oppose it, but I do not like to have the 

friends of the measure put in the position of having agreed to adjourn 
| at half-past 4 when there remains an hour certainly, or an hour and a 
half of time which can be given tothe bill. We donothing to-morrow, 
and the public business is pressing in every direction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood precisely the reverse of what th 
Senator from New Hampshire says. I understand that the Senator trom 
Texas does not desire to proceed this evening, and if he does not desire 
| to speak this evening the Senate will certainly not force him to do it 
Therefore I have moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration ot 
executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri that the Senate proceed to the consideration ot 
executive business, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary at this moment to have the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for the yeas and nays is with- 
drawn. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to provide for printing certain doc- 
uments relating to customs revenues and domestic exports for the use 
of Congress was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
| the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 28, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JouN 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. SCALES. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will submit it. ; 

Mr. SCALES. The Committee on Printing report back with an 
amendment the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to cause 4,000 
copies of House Report No. 109, relative to French spoliation claims, together 
with the exhibits, to be printed; exhibit A, message of President Polk; exhibit 
| B, message of President Pierce; exhibit C, report of Charles Sumner; exhibit 
| D, a number of committee reports. 

The amendment was to add to the resolution the following: 


| _ And the letter of the Secretary of State addressed February 11, 1884, to General 
W. R. Cox, a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, marked as exhibit E. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. Where does this resolution come from? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report from the Committee on 
Printing. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was upon adopting the resolution as amended. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. COX, of New York. One word. Nearly all the documents re- 
ferred to in this resolution are very easily obtainable, either from the 
hall library of the House or the library upstairs, especially the mes- 
sages of the Presidents on the subject of French spoliations. 1 suppose 


this publication is intended merely as a preparation to passing that old | 
stale bill for the payment of French spoliation claims which has been | 
Iam opposed | 


hanging around the Capitol here for fifty or sixty years. 
to printing these various documents, because with very little research 
they can be found among documents already published. 

Mr. SCALES. This resolution was reported to the House by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, recommending the printing of these vari- 
ous documents for the use of members of the House. The resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and upon examination we 
deemed these documents of sufficient importance to be printed in order 
that the members of the House might be able fully to understand the 
bill now pending before the House. I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. Itprovides for printing the report of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, nothing else, except two or three messages of Presidents 


and a letter from the Secretary of State in regard to this important | 


matter pending before Congress for many years, and the whole cost of 
the publication will be about $180; no more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. SCALES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
uments have not all been long since printed? 

Mr. SCALES. Some have been, and some have not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it is proposed to print them again ? 

Mr. SCALES. Those that have not been printed will add very little 


to the costof printing. These several documents have been put together 


in convenient form for reference, and it is proposed to print them in that 
form as it is difficult to obtain them anywhere else. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I would inquire of the gentleman what 
is the necessity of printing 4,000 copies of these documents ? 

Mr. SCALES. Forthe information of members and to enable them 
to distribute to their constituents who are claimants. If it is thought 
that the number is too high, the House can cut it down. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. For examination by claimants? 

Mr. SCALES. Yes. 


Mr. COX, of New York. The bill will never be reached at this ses- 


sion of Congress. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 

for the benefit of claimants? 
Mr. SCALES. 


members may have the documents for distribution. 


is @ very small number for that purpose. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

mentioned in the amendment, have been printed before. 
Mr. SCALES. Certainly. 


Mr. CHACE. There is the report of the Committee on Foreign Af- 


fairs of this session. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
the documents which have already been printed long since. 


Will the gentleman state whether or not these doc- | 


Why should Congress print documents 


This printing, as I have stated, is a matter of great im- | 
portance, not only for the information of members themselves, but that 
Nearly all mem- | 
bers have some of these claimants among their constituents, and they | 
desire to distribute these documents among them. Four thousand copies 


All the documents, with the exception of the one 


It occurs to me that it is not necessary to reprint 
All of 
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proposition include veto messages upon bills providing for payment of 
these claims ? 

Mr. SCALES. I will say to my friend that it will cost very little 
more to print all these documents than to print one-half or two-thirds 
of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inordertobringthis whole subject before the House, 
if it is thought proper to provide for getting all these documents together, 
I move to amend the resolution by adding, ‘‘and veto messages which 
have been communicated to Congress upon bills passed by the two 
Houses.’’ I believe there are two such messages, 

Mr. SCALES. I have no objection to that amendment, as one at 

| least, if not two of them, have been provided fom 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [{ Mr. HOLMAN] moves 
to amend the resolution soas to include all veto messages sent to either 
House of Congress upon French spoliation bills. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
| was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DOCUMENTS RELATING TO CUSTOMS REVENUES, ETC. 

Mr. SCALES. I am also directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to pro- 
| vide for printing certain documents relating to customs revenues and 
domestic exports for the use of Congress 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Public Printer 
} be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print for the use of Congress 
| copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 46, first session Forty-sixth 
| Congress, with additional data, to be furnished by the compiler of said Senate doc- 
ument, showing the imports for the fiscal years ended June 30, 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 
and 1883, and a compilation of exports the growth, produce,and manufacture 
of the United States from 1789 to 1883, inclusive (ninety-four years), in whichthe 
quantity, value, and value per unit of quantity of each articleare given by fis- 
cal years and decades, also the value exported to each country and value from 
each State, with other additional data, prepared by Charlies H. Evans, of the 
| Treasury Department. 
Sec. 2. That the documents described in the foregoing section be stitched and 
bound as one volume; that —— copies of the same be for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and —— copies for the use of the Senate. 





The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were read, 
as follows: ' 


Amend the first section by inserting in the blank ‘' 4,200.” 

Amend the second section by filling the first blank with “ 
ond blank with ‘ 1,000,” 

Add to the second section the following: 

Fifty for the House Library; fifty for the Senate Library; fifty for the Congres- 
sional Library; fifty for Ways and Means Committee. 


3,000," and the sec- 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
| Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
| lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
| Mr. SCALES. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Printing 
| to report back with a favorable recommendation a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate for printing extra copies of Hilgard’s Coast and Ge- 
odetic Survey. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of Julius E. Hilgard, Superintendent of 























































the Coast and Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in said survey dur- 
ing the year ending June 30, 1883, for distribution by said Superintendent. 


these have been printed except the letter of the Secretary of State to 
General Cox, of this House. Of course no proper objection can be 
made to the publication of that letter, for it is new matter and we do 
not know what it is. 

I will ask my friend from North Carolina [Mr. SCALEs] to consent 
to the publication of that letter simply. The other documents have | 
been printed and before Congress for forty or fifty years—some of them 
more than that lengthoftime. I hope my friend will consent to print | 
the document mentioned in the amendment and nothing else. 

Mr. SCALES. Iam not authorized to accept any amendment, for 
this is the action of the committee. I desire simply to state the rea- 
sons influencing the Committee on Printing in making this recom- 
mendation. 

The great trouble in coming to a proper conclusion in the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and in the House upon this important matter of the 
French spoliation claims is the difficulty of getting proper information 
in convenient form. This is a matter in which a great many are inter- 
ested. It is important that the House should be thoroughly informed 
in regard to it. The Committee on Printing came to the conclusion 
that in the case of a bill involving so large an amount, in which so 
many persons are interested, all the information possible in regard to 
it should be made accessible to every member. I think the informa- 
tion should be printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask whether the documents embraced in this ! 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
| was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY—GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on thestate of the Union be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for printing the annual reports of 
the Bureau of Ethnology, and joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for printing 
the annual reports of the United States Geological Survey, and that 
these joint resolutions be recommitted to the Committee on Printing. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

SALARY OF TELEGRAPH OPERATOR. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts upon the joint resolution (H. Res. 4%) re 
garding the salary of the telegraph operator of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on 


Mr. MuTCHLER— 
‘That from the ith day of March, 1883, the salary of the telegraph operator of 


HOUSE 


Accounts, to whom was referred the joint resolution of 
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the House of Representatives shall be $1,200 per annum; and a sufficient sum is 
hereby appropriated out of the contingent fund of the House to pay the differ- 
ence between $720 and $1,200, said amount to be immediately available’’— 
respectfully report the following substitute and ask its passage “4 
Resolved, &c., That the salary of the telegraph operator shal! be $1,200 per an- 

um from the beginning of the present session of Congress; and the amount 
necessary to pay the difference between $720 and $1,200 is hereby appropriated 

it of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated said amount to 
be immediately available.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I 


I raise a question of order on this proposition. 
however, it ought not 
MENTROUT. If the gentleman will give me the opportu- 


ER 
nity I think I may be ‘able to satisfy him that this proposition ought 


m 


to be adopted 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that none of these official salaries ought 
to be increased. I am very confident of that. But, Mr. Speaker, I rose 
mit a point of order. The Committee on Accounts is entitled to 
report at any time, just as the Committee on Ways and Means and the 
Committee on Appropriations in their respective jurisdictions have the 
same privilege. But still the fact a committee is entitled to report at 


any time does not exempt the report of the committee from the require- 


ment of the rule that in making an appropriation the subject shall be | 


considered in the Committee of the Whole House. I desire to make 
that point of order. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT rose 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of 
order that this resolution, or rather the substitute, proposes to make 
an appropriation out of the Treasury, and therefore must, under the 
rule, be considered first in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Ifmy colleague will yield to me, I will say that 
I do not regard this as a resolution of that character. It simply is a 
resolution increasing the pay of one of the employés of this House. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will permit the Chair, he will 
state that the original resolution proposes not to make any additional 
appropriation, but simply to apply money already appropriated out of 
the contingent fund of the House to the payment of this officer. The 
substitute, however, proposes to make a new appropriation out of the 
Treasury, and that brings the resolution within the purview of the 
rule of the House that bills and joint resolutions making appropria- 
tions of money out of the Treasury shall have their first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. With the permission of the Chair I desire to 
make a brief statement in regard to this matter, and then I shall ask 
the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his point of order. 

I introduced this resolution as an act of justice to a faithful officer 
of this House. The office of telegraph operator was created by act of 
Congress, I think during the Forty-third Congress, and fixed the pay 
at $100 a month for each operator of the Senate and of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think it was the Forty-third Congress that 
passed the law creating the office of telegraph operator for the Senate 
and the House. That act limited the compensation to be paid to $100 
each a month. The Senate has paid their officer and still continue to 
pay him that amount of compensation. The duties performed by the 
telegraph operators are in their character the same, but the telegraph 
operator of the House performs three times the amount of duties per- 
formed by the telegraph operator of the Senate, and yet does not re- 
ceive the pay equal to that paid to the telegraph operator of the Senate. 
I am reliably informed the telegraph operator of the House sends three 
times the number of messages sent by the telegraph operator of the 
Senate. For some reason, which I can not explain, the Committee on 
Appropriations places the telegraph operator of the House upon the roll 
of common laborers. He is an officer who performs skilled labor, and 
there is no reason why he should be put down as a common laborer. 
The Western Union pay their employés from $90 to $120 per month, 
and it seems to me it isasimple act of justice on the partof this House 
to withdraw this officer from the roll of common laborers and to place 
him upon an equality with the telegraph operator of the Senate by pay- 
ing him the same compensation of $100 per month. I therefore ask 
the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his point of order and let the 
House act upon the matter now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not being willing to discuss the question at this 
time as to the relative pay of officers of the House and Senate, hoping 
before this session closes the present Congress will apply some remedy 
in that regard—without discussing that question at all at the present 
time, I wish to state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I think 


I will reserve it until I hear from the gentleman 
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I hope the fact that most of our employés are employed during the 
session of Congress only will be taken into consideration in our legisla- 
tion on these matters. I think this gentleman should be satisfied with 
$100 a month during the time Congress is in session. I will say to my 
friend from Pennsylvania I am willing to fix the salary of both these 


| telegraph operators at $900 per annum each, and I think that will be a 


not at all aware whether this salary ought to be int reased ornot. I 





ae 
a 


$100 a month during the session of Congress is a reasonable compensa- | 


tion; but we are paying beyond that, for we pay not only during the 
session of Congress, but during the vacation, when these officers have 
nothing to do comparatively. I am willing if the resolution goes 
through to pay this man at the rate of $100 per month during the ses- 
sion of Congress. If my friend will accept that I will withdraw the 
point of order. 


i 


very high salary. If my friend does not think $900 a year enough, | 
mustinsist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being insisted on—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution, as the Chair has already 
stated, proposed simply to apply so much money out of the contingent 
fund as might be necessary, that money having already been appro- 
priated, but the substitute proposes to make a new appropriation, and 
therefore the Chair thinks the point of order is well taken, and the mat- 
ter should have its first consideration under the rule in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. If the resolution is open to amendment, I will 
move to strike out that portion proposing to make an appropriation ot 
money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order of business. 
tleman’s amendment will not change the effect of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order, and the 
joint resolution is referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

OBSTRUCTION OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back the fol- 
lowing resolution with the recommendation that it be adopted: 


Whereas information has been obtained, from sourees entirely trustworthy, 
which indicates that the full, thorough, expeditious, and accurate administration 
of the lawsand regulations which pertain to our great American patent system 
is being obstructed and impeded on account of a deficiency in the room and an 
insufficiency of force at the disposal of the Departm nt of the Interior: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to report to this House such information as he may have touching the deficiency 
of room and the insufficiency of force in the Patent Office, and to what extent, 
in his opinion, the rights of inventors and the public interests are affected by the 
present want of room and additional force in that department; and that he be 
requested to make such suggestions as he may deem proper as to what legisla- 
tion is necessary to remedy the grievances indicated. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. ANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die at 12 o’clock meridian on the 2d day of June, 
184. 


The gen- 


JOHN H. GREEN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a supplementary report from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs in relation to the claim of John H. Green for 
losses sustained by depredation of the Bannock Indians in 1878; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DAVIDSON, for two days. 

To Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. : 

To Mr. ELLIs, until Monday, on account of committee business. 

PRINTING FOR JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary to have printed for its use the report of a subcommittee on 
the bill for the relief of the Gartrell heirs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 

committees for reports of a private nature. 
WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1980) for the relief of 
William McGarrahan; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit the views of 
the minority upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The minority views will be printed with the report 
of the committee, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 
Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


| back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2617) for the 


relief of Michael J. Dunn, late first lieutenant in the One hundred and 
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fifteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5646) for 
the relief of Frank E. Murphy, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back the foliowing bills adversely but without preju- 
dice. Iwill state to the gentlemen who have introduced these several 
bills that they are reported adversely with the intention on the part of | 
the committee to report a general bill covering this class of cases. 

The SPEAKER. The titles of the several bills will be read, and if 
there be no objection they will be ordered to lie on the table and the 
adverse report printed. 

The bills are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4535) for the relief of Col. Guy V. Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 3805) for the relief of Lieut. Geo. W. Kingsbury; 


A bill (H. R. a for the relief of George A. Jaegar; 
A bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Capt. A. C. Girard, an assistant 


surgeon in the United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 2973) for the relief of Evan Miles; 
A bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of Eliza A. Ingram; 
A bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of William Pfaender; and 
A bill (H. R. 4531) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum. 
EUGENE WELLS. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported | 
back the bill (H. R. 2374) for the relief of Eugene Wells; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL KLAUSER. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 258) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported | 
back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4558) for the relief of W. W. Hogsed’s company of 
North Carolina Home Guards; and 

A bill (H. R. 5372) for the relief of T. J. Payne. 

ETHAN A. SAWYER. 

On motion of Mr. WOLFORD, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3797) for 
the relief of Et:::2 A. Sawyer, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

COMMODORE L. C. SARTORI. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5389) to promote Com- | 
modore Louis C. Sartori, now on the retired-list of the Navy, to be | 
rear-admiral on said list, in accordance with his original position on the 
Navy Register; which was referred to the Committee of the, Whole Honse 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 








THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported | 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.R. 5592) for the re- | 
lief of Thomas G. Corbin; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER HENRY GLASS. 


Mr. GEORGE D.WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1787) to 
carry into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened 
under the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of 
Commander Henry Glass, United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER JAMES H. SANDS. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1788) 
to earry into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals con- | 
vened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case | 
of Commander James H. Sands, United States Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


COMMANDER C. D. SIGSBEE. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee of Naval Affairs, also 
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| reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1789 


to carry into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals con- 
vened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case 
of Commander Charles D. Sigsbee, United States Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I ask that leave granted to any mem- 
bers of the committee to present views of the minority on 
three bills I have just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority will have 
leave to present their views on these bills, and they will be printed with 
the majority reports. 

There was no objection. 


be 


each of the 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM B. MUSE. 


Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 713) for the relief of 


| the heirs of William B. Muse; which was referred to the Committee ot 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
ABRAM T. SHERTZER. 

Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 714) for the 
relief of Abram T. Shertzer; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PEORIA, ETC., INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 

with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3436) to provide for 


| a revision of a distribution of the invested and other common property 


of the confederated Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankeshaw Indians, 
made under the treaty of 1867 with the United States, and for the pay- 
ment to those of said Indians who became citizens of the United States 


| under said treaty, the survivors of them, their heirs and legal representa- 


tives of their proportionate share of the ‘‘ invested or other common prop- 
erty’ of the tribe still held in trust for them by the United States. 
The SPEAKER. From the title it appears doubtful whether this is 


|} not a public bill. 


Mr. PERKINS. The bill confers on the Secretary of the Interior the 
right to investigate and deterMhine the rights of these individuals. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, orderegl to be 
printed. 

DONATION OF LAND TO SAINT LOUIS, 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6161 
donating to the city of Saint Louis, Mo., a certain strip of land for street 


MO. 


| purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


| printed. 


STEPHEN W. WOOD. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5793) for the relief of Stephen 
W. Wood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


| to be printed. 


J. B. FLETCHER. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, alsoreported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5408) for the relief of J. B 
Fletcher; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. COOK, 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2635) granting a 
pension to John H. Cook. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. [ask that that bill may go to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


NANCY MILLER. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 494) for the relief of 


| Nancy Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
FREDERICK A. LEONING. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensious, reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 4695) granting a pension to Frederick A. 
Leoning; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE ALDRICH. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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adversely the bill (H. R. 2257) for the reliefof Caroline Aldrich; which | MICHAEL KREIS. 


was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to beprinted. || Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported ad- 
GEORGE BALL. versely the bill (H. R. 1839) for the relief of Michael Kreis; which was 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 1818) for the relief of George Ball; which FRANK H. NICHOLS. 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported ad- 
| versely the bill (H. R. 3573) for the relief of Frank H. Nichols; which 
MARGARET E. WABREN. | was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | HENRY MARTIN. 


ported ee wr bill | c -R 3256) fort a eee renee a ‘rt. |, Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
—Aikcakes a a ee | back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4966) for the relief of Henry Mar- 
dered to be printed. sciadias tala tin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

ewes aoiniees Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REVISED STATUTES. 


printed. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely the petition of Adeline A. Turner, dependent mother, | 


for arrears of pensions; which was laid on the table, and the accom- | Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
panying report ordered to be printed. | reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3813) to amend the 
eae FRANCIS A. ROBISON | Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Colum- 


er : : are bia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the | private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Francis A. Robison ; and moved that | he call of committees was continued and concluded, no further re- 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that | ports being presented. 


the » he raferre Cc ‘thaw War Claims. 
he same be referred to the Committee on ar Claims RELIEF OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


The motion was agreed to. al os : — : 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 1251, a bill (H. R. 6255) for the relief of certain 
officers of the volunteer army, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 


j 


WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 


Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back | 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4924) for the relief of 
William A. and Adelicia Cheatham for money illegally assessed and 
aid the Government under protest; which was referred to the Com- ee a 
mite of the Whole House - the Private Calendar, and the accom- , ee or See ; — 
panying report ordered to be printed. Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 

es: Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Pri- 
W. W. WELSH. sad ‘ 
vate Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair), and proceeded to the considera- 
C. H. HALE. tion of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, also reported JOHN P. GREGSON. 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2965) for the relief of C. H. Hale; which was 

id on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claiins, reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 2981) for the relief of W. W. Welsh; which was 
aid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 257 
for the relief of John P. Gregson. 


GEORGE W. SOULE. Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomMAs], who 
Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, also reported reported this bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs, is now absent. 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of George W. Soule; which I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over inform- 


was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. ally, retaining its place - the Calendar. eee oe ; 
i Secon Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If this bill is now to be considered 
7 eae Oe Te a 2 Sa I desire to say a word upon it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 37) for the relief of the estate of C. H. | consent that the bill be passed over informally. Is there objection ? 
Ireland, deceased; which was laid on the table, andthe accompanying | The Chair hears none. and it is so ordered. P ; 
pee SES SS ASSISTANT ENGINEER JOHN W. SAVILLE. 


7 a ; ¢ in ; The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2240 
Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a | authorizing the President of the United States to appoint Assistant 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3257) to authorize the Court 


agi : . , ; Engineer John W. Saville a passed assistant engineer on the retired- 
of Claims to hear and determine the claims of certain persons named | jist of the Navv. 


therein; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS REFERRED TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby 
SALMON B. COLBY. | authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 


— a 2 : : im — to appoint Assistant Engineer John W. Saville, of the United States Navy, a 
Mr. GEDDES, from the ¢ ommittee on War Claims, reported adversely ot assistant cuainaet te the Navy, to date with his class on the active-list 
the bill (H. R. 4194) for the relief of the heirs of Salmon B. Colby, de- | 


and that he be placed on the retired-list of the Navy with the highest rate of 
ceased; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- | "etited-pay of that grade from the date he was retired as an assistant engineer 
dered to be printed. Mr. BALLENTINE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asking the act 
INTEREST ON WAR LOANS BY STATES. of justice proposed to be done him by this bill entered the service Oc- 

so : : ; 2 > i i ; at F 
Mr. ROWELL. I am directed by the Committee on War Claims to tober 28, 1962, as third = eo He = wounded at Fort 
report back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2463) to Fisher, = board the United States steamer Canonicus, and was — 
reimburse the several States for interest paid on war loans, and for other | wounded in the first engagement with the Albemarle, on the Roanoke, 


purposes. near Plymouth, N.C. He superintended the construction of the ma- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is a public bill; none but | “himery of the United States steamer Monocacy at Baltimore, and pro- 
private bills are in order at this time. ceeded to China on duty on that vessel. Having served three years at 
Mr. ROWELL. Then I will withdraw it. sea, he was, on the 15th of March, 1867, entitled to promotion to the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw it and report it at | grade of passed eamatant enginesr. His class was promoted on the 1st 
some other time. of January, 1868, at which time he was still attached to the steamer 
> Ww. FRANELIN Monocacy in the East Indies. 
JOHN W. FRANKLIN. : — , ‘ 
At that time he made application to the admiral commanding the 
squadron to be ordered home for examination for promotion, and the 
application was denied on the sole ground that his services could not 





Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, froma the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1473) | 


for the relief of John W. Franklin, execator of the last will of John | pe dispensed with. At that time, as all the testimony shows, he was 
Armfield, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole fitted physically to pass the required examination. i 

House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
to be printed. this officer now on the retired-list? 


— Lal Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes, sir, he was retired in 1871 as a second 
Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported adversely | assistant engineer. 


Ww. W. M’ DOWELL. 


the bill (H. R. 1538) for the relief of W. W. McDowell, administrator Mr. STEELE. Then this bill is merely to give him promotion? 
of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased; which was laid on the table, Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes, sir; he asks now to be retired upon the 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


same grade that his class took in 1868. 
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Mr. STEELE. 


You want to make the bill retroactive—to go back | 
to the time he was retired ? 


Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ think the report should be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

We find the facts in the case to be as follows: 

Mr. Saville entered the service October 28, 1562, as third assistant engineer. 
He was wounded at Fort Fisher, on board the United States steamer Canonicus, | 
and was again wounded in the first engagement with the Albemarle, on the 
Roanoke, near Plymouth, N.C. He superintended the construction of the ma- 
chinery of the United State. steamer Monocacy at Baltimore, and proceeded to 
China on duty on that Having served out the three vears of sea-service | 
March 15, 1867, he was entiled to promotion to passed assistant engineer. His 
class was not promoted until January 1, 1868, at which time he was still at- 
tached to the United States steamer Monocacy in the East Indies. 

He made application to Admiral Rowan, commanding the squadron, to be 
ordered home fo: «xan nation for promotion, but his application was denied on | 
the ground that h es could not be dispensed with. The testimony shows 
that at the tim the application and for some time subsequent he was phy- 
sically fitted tu pass the required examination. 

He was continued on duty in the East Indies twenty-eight months and nine 
days after he was cntilled to the promotion asked for, during the latter portion 
of which time his health became impaired while in the line of duty, and he was 
finally ordered Lome sick, and placed on the retired-list February 1, 1871, as 
second assistant engineer, with the highest rate of pay of that grade, as physic- 
ally disqualified for duty on the active-list, on the ground that his disability 
arose from sickness contracted in the line of duty. 

The surgeon of the Monocacy states that Mr. Saville’s health was good during 
the cruise on that vessel from 1866 until a few months before his return to the 
United States, and that he could have passed his physical examination had it 
been ordered. 

This testimony is corroborated by the acting assistant engineer, who was at 
that time attached to the Monocacy, and also by Philip Miller, late second as- 
sistant engineer on the same vessel. . 

The testimony of Ezra J, Whittaker, chief engineer, United States Navy, 
shows that he was ordered to the Monocacy on the 4th of September, 1867, as 
engineer in charge, and that Mr. Saville was on board and on duty at that time; 
that he remained on duty until June, 1869, when he was taken sick and detached 
by medical survey and ordered home; that his health was good from 1867 to 
1869, and he knows no reason why he could not have passed a medical examina- 
tion for promotion. The naval retiring board, before which he appeared, re- 
ported that in its judgment he was incapacitated for active duty, and that his 
disability arose from exposure, and consequent illness, in the line of his duty. 

As before stated, his application to be detached was refused by Rear-Admiral 
Rowan on the sole ground that hisservieces could not be dispensed with. 
2ist of January, 1871, by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, he was ordered 
to proceed to Washington and report to the president of the retiring board, and 
was by action of that board discharged. 

On full and careful consideration ofall the facts, as developed by the evidence 
in this case, your committee are of the opinion that John W. Saville should be 
appointed a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, to date with his class on the 
active-list, and that he be placed on the retired-list of the Navy with the highest 
rate of retired pay of that grade from the date he was retired as asssistant en- 
gineer, and therefore recommend the passage of House bill 2240 accompanying 
this report. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 





esse 





Isr 


I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 


BALLENTINE] a question or two touching the facts in this case, inas- | 


much as the report does not seem to be very full. As I understand, 
this officer was retired in 1871 and is now on the retired-list ? 

Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I donot understand the meaning of the state- 
ment in the report that in 1871 he was ordered to this city for examina- 
tion and was by action of the retiring board discharged. I hope the 
Clerk will again read that part of the report. 

The Clerk (by the direction of the chairman) again read a portion of 
the report. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman, the circumstances of the present 
case are these: This officer served at sea for the period he was required to 
serve under the law—three years and more. During the time he was 
absent at sea he was entitled to be examined for promotion, and promo- 
tion would have made him a passed assistant engineer. 

But he was kept on the station and was not allowed to come home 
until after the time had expired when he was entitled to be retired as 
a passed assistant engineer. When he did come home at last he was 
put upon the retired-list because he was physically unable to stand the 
examination. All this does is to promote this officer from an assistant 
to be a passed assjstant engineer upon the retired-list, and to give him 
pay on the retired-list as passed assistant engineer, at which he would 
have been retired had he not been kept on duty at the time he was en- 
titled to be examined for promotion. 

Mr. STEELE. The report says that on the 21st of January, 1871, 
by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, he was ordered to proceed to 
Washington and report to the president of the retiring board, and was 
by action of that board discharged. Now, what is the meaning of that 
term ‘‘ discharged ?”’ 

Mr. BALLENTINE. 


He was retired. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The question I wish to ask is this: The object of 


this bill is to increase the compensation of this officer. Now, what is 
his present salary and income from the Government, and if this bill 
passes what will be the effect, how much will it increase his salary ? 
Mr. BALLENTINE. He is receiving now, as I understand, three- 
fourths of $1,900 a year, the highest pay of an assistant engineer. He 


asks you shall give him what the committee find he is justly entitled 
to, three-fourths of the highest pay of a passed assistant engineer, or 
three-fourths of $2,000. 


It is an act of pure and simple justice. 


| to which he is to be promoted for ten years. 


On the | 
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Mr. STEELE. I move the following amendment: Tostrike out the 


words ‘* from the date he was retired as an assistant engineer ’’ and to 


insert in lieu thereof the words ‘* to date from and after the passage of 
this act.’’ 

The bill proposes to place this man upon the retired-list, or rather to 
promote a man on the retired-list, and, furthermore, that he shall re- 
ceive the difference between the pay of his present rank and the rank 
If it be the fact that under 
the law this officer really was entitled to this promotion he would un- 
doubtedly have received it under the regulations of the Navy Depart- 
ment. However, if the House in its wisdom should choose to pass this 
bill, I think we ought to strike off that portion which makes it retroact 
ive for ten years. I hope my amendment will be adopted by th 
friends of the bill. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. The complete answer to the gentleman from 
Indiana is contained in the report made by the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BALLENTINE]. That report informs the House 
that at the time his class was promoted and when he was entitled to 
be examined for promotion he made application to Admiral Rowan, who 
commanded the United States squadron in the East Indies. That r 
quest was denied for the reason that his services could not be dispensed 
with. He was therefore continued on duty in the East Indies for 
twenty-eight months and nine days after he was entitled to the pro- 
motion asked for. He was kept there at the instance of the commande 
of the squadron because his services could not be dispensed with 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Why was he not promoted when he re- 
turned? 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. The report stated that during the latter por- 
tion of his time—that is, the twenty-eight months and nine days he 
was detained in the East Indies after he was entitled to the promotion 
asked for—his health became impaired while in the line of duty, and 


| he was finally ordered home sick, and placed on the retired-list Febru- 


ary 1, 1871, as second assistant engineer, with the highest rate of pay of 
that grade, as physically disqualified for duty on the active-list, on the 
ground that his disability arose from sickness contracted in the line of 


| duty. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much does this officer now 
| ceive? e 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. Fourteen hundred and twenty-five dollars 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much will he receive if be receives 
this promotion? 


re 


| Mr. HOBLITZELL. I am advised he will receive $1, 480—— 
| Mr. BALLENTINE. If the bill is passed he will receive in th 





aggregate $880 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


The difference, then, is about $50—— 





| Mr. HOBLITZELL. About $55—— 

Mr. BALLENTINE. He is now receiving $1,425. three-fourths of 
| the highest sea-pay of an assistant engineer, which is $1,900. He asks 
you shall give him three-fourths of the highest sea-pay of passed assist- 
| ant engineer, which he was entitled toif he had received his promotion 


| Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Somewhere about $1,500—— 
Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes, sir 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. You allow him this pay for how man 


years back? 
Mr. TALBOTT. About thirteen. 
Mr. BALLENTINE. Say thirteen years. 
| Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is but very little in it 
| Mr. BALLENTINE. There is but very little in it 
of pure, simple justice to this officer. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is hardly enough in it to pay for 
establishing such a bad precedent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE] 
The committee divided; and there were- 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The question recurred on reporting the bill to the House with 
recommendation that it do pass as amended. 
| The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 9. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am opposed to passing questions of 
this character with only a fraction ofa quorum, but I do not make the 
point ifit is the understanding that we shall have a vote on this matte! 
in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
rules fix it. 


+ 


but it is an a 


—AVeS 56 noes 5 


rn 
ihe 


The Chair can not decide that question 


So (no further count being demanded) the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

JAMES: H. AYERS 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 'H. R. 723 


for the relief of James H. Ayers 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of James H. Ayers, of Maryland, for services 
and expenses incurred in rendering aid to the Light-House Board in the month 
of April, 1862, is hereby referred to the Court of Claims, with power to adjudi- 
cate the same onits merits, without regard to any technical defense, and toallow 

' such interest as to the said court shall appear equitable and proper 
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The committee 


recommend the following amendment: 


out the words 


Strike without regard to any technical defense and to allow 
2 interest as tothe said courtshall appear equitable and proper’ and insert 
ovided, That such claim shall be filed within twelve months after the pas- 


d not otherwise 


OPP 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


same back with amendments, and recommend its passage when so amended. 


Mr. STEELE. If there is no further explanation of this bill I move | 
to strike out the enacting clause. 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. The circumstances under which this bill is 





recommended favorably are these 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause is not debatable. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I did not understand that motion to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided again and again that it 
is not debatable. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My understanding of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana is that it was conditional; that unless there was 
further explanation he would make the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman to strike out the enacting clause without any condition. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. That motion was made subject to a condition. 
Now, I am about to explain to the gentleman the reason why the bill 
should pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not make the motion sub- 
ject to any qualification. 

Mr. STEELE. I simply ask an explanation of the report. If there 
is no further report or explanation, then I shall make the motion. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. If you will withdraw the metion I will explain 
it 10 1s. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that if the motion is 
made with a condition it is not a motion. 

[The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must recognize the motion unless it 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. STEELE. 
of the s 

Mr. PRICE. This report, Mr. Chairman, I will state, was among 
the early reports made by the Committee on Claims, and at that time 
it was not understood that the reasons which prompted the committee 
in its action on the bills should be set forth fully in the reports. 

The facts of this case are simply these: The beneficiary of this bill 
claims to have done some valuable service to the Government for which 


wl 


wii 


I will withdraw the motion to hear an explanation 


' 
| 


The Chair must recognize the motion of the | 
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| in the Forty-seventh Congress under the general law. 





| 


he has not been paid, and the claim is in such a condition as to time | 


that he could ‘not get it into the Court of Claims for adjudication. 
This bill simply asks that he may have the right to go into the Court 
of Claims and have his claim adjudicated on its merits. He asks that 
this may be done and the court consider his claim without regard to 
any technical defense that may exist by reason of the delay, and also 
that such rate of interest be allowed on the claim as the court may de- 
termine to be just and proper. 

Thecommittee recommended the striking out of that provision of the 
bill in reference to technical defense and with reference to interest, and 
subject the claim to the condition that it shall be filed within twelve 
months after the passage of the act. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to find out, if the gentleman can 
inform me, if this party has a claim against the Government. 

Mr. PRICE. .We think he has a claim against the Government, but 
want it inquired into judicially by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to know what the claim is. 

Mr. PRICE. It is for services rendered in taking care of a light- 
house in Maryland in 1862. I will state to the gentleman that the proof 
was very plain to the committee that the services had been rendered. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. 
Forty-sixth Congress, and was favorably reported by the committee 
having charge of it. It was not presented to the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, and when the general law was passed allowing all of these 
claims to be submitted to the Court of Claims this was not among 
the claims which were included under the provisions of that act. 
could not receive the benefits of the general law for the reason that it 
had not been pending in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | There is no report accompanying this case 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. There is a report. 





Mr. HOLMAN. The point of orderI make is that thereis no report | 


in the proper sense of the term, and there being noreport, that we ought 
to have an opportunity of hearing at least an explanation of it from 
some gentleman on the floor. I ask, therefore, that there be order upon 
the floor while the gentleman from Maryland is explaining the provis- 
ions of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been endeavoring to preserve order 
upon the floor and will insist that gentlemen must take their seats, and 
public business will be suspended until they do so. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I was endeavoring to explain to the committee 


It | 


| action here is without a guide. 
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that this claim of James H. Ayers had been considered before a coy). 
mittee of the Forty-sixth Congress. It presents a claim for valuable 
services rendergd during the war to the Government. That claim did 
not pass that Congress, although favorably reported, and was not pre- 


| sented to the Forty-seventh Congress when the general law was passed 


referring all private claims of that character to the Court of Claims 


I 


_ | This bill was offered in the terms in which it originally went to the 
Your committee, having considered said bill, would respectfully report the | 


committee to give him the same privileges accorded to claims pending 
That is all ther 
is of it. 

Mr. STORM. Let me ask the gentleman whether under the Bow- 
man bill he regards it as the duty of the committee to investigate these 
claims to the extent of determining that the party has a valid claim 
against the Government, or is it the intention to relieve the committee 


| of that duty and refer the claims to the Court of Claims for investi- 


gation ? 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. In the present instance the committee exam- 
ined this case thoroughly and was satisfied as to its merit. 

Mr. STORM. The object of my question wasto ascertain whether it 
isto be determined by the committee that there is a valid claim in law 
before the reference to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, with all due deference to the gen- 
tlemen who make this report, the point of order should have been made 
in the first instance that it is not a report within the meaning of the term. 
The report accompanying the bill is a document of public interest pre- 
senting the facts upon which members are to vote. This report is in 
the following language: 

Your committee, having considered said bill, would respectfully report the 
same back with amendments, and recommend its passage when so amended 

Is that areport within the spirit of the rule of this House? Does 
that furnish usany information whatever? Cana member of the House 
be called upon or ought he to be called upon to vote blindly without 
any knowledge of the public matters which are to be affected by his 
vote? I, for one, protest against this practice. The committee in its 
If no other information is furnished 
to the House touching a matter of public concern, then I think the mo 
tion made by my colleague was an eminently proper motion in view oi! 
the fact that the House has no information in any degree of the natur 
or merits of this claim. Now, my friend from Maryland does not ex 
plain what the claim is. 

Why was not the claim filed in the regular course of the administra- 
tion of the proper department to which the subject belonged? If it is 
a valid claim against the Government and does not require some equita 
ble interposition, why does it not come in under the Bowman act passed 
in the Forty-seventh Congress? Why not letit gotothe Court of Claims 


| by simple resolution of the committee of which the gentleman from 


| that course, the Committee on Claims has no objection. 


Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is chairman? It was hoped that bill 
would furnish Congress some relief from the consideration of claims otf 
this kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would state to my friend from Indiana [M1 
HoLMAN] that it is within the power of the House now to do that 
which he suggests; and if the House prefers that the claim shall take 
I would state 
also that that would in all probability be the best course for the claim- 
ant, because if the claim is referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act he does not have to give any security for costs. This re- 
port is in the nature of additional security to the Government, because 


| while the bill was introduced authorizing him to go to the Court of 





Claims without bond for costs, the committee saw fit torequire him to 
give bonds for costs. A stringency is placed on this claimant that is 
not placed by the general law upon those having similar claims. 

I knowof no reason, if it is the will of the House, why the House may 
not send the ¢ase to the Court of Claims under, the Bowman act. The 


gentleman who introduced the bill has no objection to that; the com- 
The claim of James H. Ayers wasoffered in the | 


mittee has none. The committee took the action it did simply by way 
of giving additional security to the Government in the matter. If the 
gentleman from Indiana wants to refer the case to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman act, I have no objection. I suppose that would be 
an equitable way to dispose of it. 

Mr. PRICE rose. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] 


| proceeds, I wish to make a suggestion. 


Mr. PRICE. The gentleman can make it after I get through. 
I understand the question before the Committee of the Whole is, shall 


| this bill be sent back to the House with the recommendation that it 


pass? To this proposition the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ] 
interposes what seems to be the insuperable objection in his mind that 
this ought not to be done, for the reason that the report is not in proper 
form. Now I understand it to be duty of any committee to report their 
conclusion upon any measure that has been referred to them; and they 
may or may not add the reasons that have led them to that conclusion. 
But the gentleman says this is not a report under the rule. I demand 
of the gentleman from Indiana that he shall point out the rule that re- 
quires not only the conclusion of the committee to be stated, but also 
the facts upon which that conclusion is reached, or else I demand that 
he abandon the proposition that this is not a report at all. 





1884. 





Mr. HOLMAN. 
rehends—— 


Isaid nothing about the paper. My friend misap- 
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Mr. PRICE. The gentleman distinctly stated the report was notin | 


form, and therefore was no report at all. Gentlemen all around me 
heard him say so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman misapprehends. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not misapprehend. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
form of the paper. It was the substance of it I alluded to. 
absence of substance I complain of. 

What information is furnished to this House? Up to this moment 
not a member of the Committee on Claims has informed the Commit- 
tee of the Whole even as to the nature of the claim. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin himself has not thought proper to enlighten us as to 
the nature of this claim. What is the claim about? The object of a 
report is to furnish some information, not to give merely the conclusion 
of the committee. And I think my friend from Wisconsin will find 


It is the 


I had no occasion to discuss the question of thé | 
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his sureties upon his official bond. Mr. Rawlins was in every sense a 
proper man for the place to which he was appointed. His character 
was unexceptionable, his business qualifications were superior, and he 
was attentive and faithful in the performance of his duties. 

In October of that year, while inspecting a unique pieceof machinery, 
he received a serious injury, which confined him to his bed. He never 
recovered from it to the extent of being able to leave his house, and he 
died on the 8th of the following month. He had several clerks in his 
office, and at the time he was injured he placed one of those clerks in 


| charge to superintend the duties of the office. 


there has been more than once a ruling on just such reports that they | 


are not reports within the ruling of the House. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman show me the rule to which he re- 
fers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report should at least contain some statement 
of the facts. If my colleague from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] should not 


renew his motion to strike out the enacting clause, I propose to offer a | 


resolution to refer this case to the Court of Claims. And I wish to ex- 
plain, as my friend from Wisconsin became a little excited 

Mr. PRICE. Not in the least. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
my friend may have made sucha report in consequence of the great 
hurry of business. I know how that committee is oppressed with its 
business. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Indiana is mis- 
taken as to anything being done by that committee in a hurry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish only further to state that the difference be- 
tween the passage of the bill and the adoption of the resolution is that 





Upon his death the Treasury Department did not fill the vacancy, 
but did take upon itself to supersede the clerk who had been placed 
in charge of the office by Mr. Rawlins and to designate another, with- 
out the knowledge or assent in any sense of these sureties, to conduct 
the business, and he was permitted to conduct the affairs of the office 
from that time until the last of April of the following year, when the 
office was filled by another appointment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How long after the death of Mr. | 
lins was that appointment made? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The change in the clerk to superintend the 
office was made a little over a month after the death of Mr. Rawlins; 
and the duties of the office were discharged by the person put in charge 
by the Treasury Department for something over three months 

By reason of the death of Mr. Rawlins, his official accounts were not 
settled for about a period of three years. When that settlement was 


> 
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| finally made there was found to be an apparent deficiency of about 


| $30,000. 
I wish to explain that I can readily understand that | 


the one gives jurisdiction beyond the Bowman act and the other does | 


not. I offer this resolution: 
Resolved, That the pending bill be referred to the Court of Claims. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. We have no objection to the bill taking that 
course. In fact I am inclined to think that is the best course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the bill 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be referred 
to the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SURETIES OF THE LATE J. RAWLINS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. Rawlins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Henry Fairfax Williams, Moses Rosenbaum, Henry 
Voorman, George Schultz, Roswell Percival Clement, Andrew Anderson Lon- 
derback, Alonzo Hayward, Anson Parsons Hotaling, Loed Livingston, and John 
Nelson Risdon, sureties of J. O. Rawlins, late collector of internal revenue for 
the first district of California, by bond to the United States’dated May 6, in the 
year of our Lord 1869, be, and they are hereby, released from their liability aris- 
ing from any deficiency that may have occurred in the accounts of said collector 
during the term covered by the transcripts of ascounts from the Treasury De- 
yartment,and from any judgment which may have been obtained thereon in 
avor of the United States; and the proper officer of the Treasury be, and he 


0, 


H. 


R. 116 


The Government took no action in regard to the matter for 
some seven years thereafter. About ten years after the death of Mr. 
Rawlins the Government brought suit on the official bond against the 
beneficiaries of this bill as sureties of Mr. Rawlins, and the matter was 
tried in the court. 

All the defenses were set up which were maintainable under the law. 
It was shown on the trial that a part of the apparent deficiency con- 


| sisted in the supposed payment of a tax by C. Jost & Co., in the sum 


of $8,764. 


The testimony offered showed that this receipt, which was in the 


| handwriting of the person designated by the Treasury Department, 
| young Witbeck, deputy collector in the office, who was comparatively 


a mere youth, inexperienced and subject to the malign influences of a 


| great town, was given after he, Witbeck, had passed from the charge 


of the office, and without any payment having been made. The court 
did not hesitate to instruct the jury that so far as that item of the ap- 
parent deficiency was concerned it should be allowed and deducted from 
the amount of the claim. A recovery was had against the bondsmen 
in the sum of $22,117 18, with interest. 

No action has been taken on the part of the officers of the Govern- 
ment to enforce this judgment. The reason for that is that they do not 
believe they could do so in justice to these defendants; that Rawlins 
himself was not in any respect responsible for the deficiency; that these 
defendants were free from any fault or blame, and that whatever acci- 


| dent did occur, whatever misappropriation was made, whatever im- 


is hereby, authorized and empowered to direct the dismissal of any and all! | 


suits that may have been instituted and are now pending against the sureties 
aforesaid upon said bond. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The report of the Committee on Claims in | 


this case occupies about three pages of pretty closely printed matter; 
and I beg to say that the merits of the bill commended themselves to 
the committee to such an extent that it received a unanimous report in 


last Congress and was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will not call for the reading of the re- 
pert if the gentleman will speak so that members can hear what he says 
in explanation of the bill. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I will endeavor to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members of the Committee will maintain order, 
" that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE] can be 

eard. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I was remarking that the merits of this bill 
commended themselves to the Committee on Claims to such an extent 
that it received the unanimous expression of the full committee in its 
favor, and they recommend its passage by the House. The same matter 
was before the last Congress, and was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and received the favorable action of that committee. 
Committee on Claims of this House have adopted the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the last House, both as to the statement o1 
facts and the conclusions arrived at. 

The facts upon which this claim is based are simply these: In 1869 
John O. Rawlins, of the city of San Francisco, was appointed by the 


Treasury Department collector of internal revenue for the first district | 
of that State. He entered upon the duties of his office in May of that 
year. 


He gave the gentlemen, who are the beneficiaries of this bill, as 








| 


proper act was done in the giving of receipts without the actual pay- 
ment of money, was through this man Witbeck, who was designated 
by the Treasury Department. Therefore the ofticersof the Government 
have withheld any action to endeavor to enforce the judgment. 

The judge who tried this case speaks upon the subject of it and says: 

The transcript of accounts covers a period of eleven months, and shows collec- 
tions amounting to $,122,135.60. For half of the time, or five anda half months, 
Rawlins was able to give his personal attention to the duties of his office. 

He was then so badly injured that he could not attend to any business, and 


the office was managed by one of the deputy collectors fora period of about two 
months. 


Rawlins having then died,the Secretary of the Treasury designated and di- 
rected another deputy collector to act as collector until the appointment of a 


| collector by the President of the United States, 
favor of recommending its passage. This same claim was before the | 


The | 


The interim covered a period of three and a half months, and it is claimed, not 
without reasonable grounds, that during this time, or later, the mischief occurred 
that resulted in the deficiency. 

Without reading in detail the statements of the judge I will give his 
conclusion: 

I therefore believe it to be just and proper for Congress to relieve the defend- 
ants from all liability on account of the judgment rendered against them in this 
case. 

That recommendation on the part of the judge is concurres 
United States prosecuting attorney, Philip Teare. The judge who pre- 
sided at the trial was Lorenzo Sawyer. The recommendation of the 
judge is also concurred in by eleven of the jurors who tried the case. 
Why the twelfth juror did not concur in it I do not know, unless it 
was owing to his absence or his death. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is one of those cases of liability 
which are liable to occur in the discharge of official duty without any 
fault on the part of the principal; and where, as is unfortunately the 
fact in this case, the liability attaches to gentlemen who are not in any 
just sense responsible and affects them most seriously, a measure of re- 
lief such as is presented in this case ought to receive not only the favor- 

| able but the prompt action of Congress. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand that the evidence dis- 

| closes the probability that this deficiency all occurred subsequently to 
| the death of Rawlins? 


iin by the 
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Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Subsequently to the death of Rawlins and 
during the time the office was in charge of a clerk designated by the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How is it possible that the sureties could 
be held responsible for a defalcation which occurred after the death of 
their principal ? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. For the reason that the businessof the office 
was continued under the appointment of Mr. Rawlins himself; and 
the suit upon the bond covered the entire period from the original ap- 
pointment of Mr. Rawlins until that appointment was superseded by 
a new appointment on the part of the Government. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Thenit was held that the death of the 
principal did not abolish the agency? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. It was so held by the court which tried the 


case, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That was a rather strange conclusion. 
Mr. McMILLIN. With the permission of my friend from New 
York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE]—— 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Certainly 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will state for the information of my friend from 


Indiana [| Mr. BROWNE] that there was no evidence showing with abso- | 


lute certainty at what time exactly the defaleation did occur. But 
though that is true, yet from the upright conduct of the deceased offi- 
cer, and the fact that the employé who was put in charge of the office 
did after his discharge forge receipts to the amount of eight or nine 
thousand dollars, which were sought to be made a charge upon this 
bond, it is at least presumable that the defalcation occurred during the 
time that employé was in charge of the office. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I should think the death of the princi- 
pal revoked the agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague [Mr. Browne, of Indiana] will no- 
tice that he puts the case too broadly. It isnot claimed that the whole 
defalcation occurred after the death of the principal; but rather, as 
stated by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], it is pre- 
sumed to have occurred then. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And that presumption is founded on the fact that 
a forgery by this man who was in charge was detected. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. There was actually detected a forgery tothe 
amount of $8,764. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
tainty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the strong recommendation of the judge 
who tried the case ought to be quite potential in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
judge but also from eleven jurors. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF FROM CHARGE DESERTION. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3935) 
to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


And the balance could not be traced with cer- 


OF 


Be it enacted, &c., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolis and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General! of the United States against any 
soldier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed in 
all cases where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
War, from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that any 


such soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or | 


until the 22d day of May, A. D. 1865, or was prevented from completing his term 


of service by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty, | 


but who, by reason of absence from his command at the time the same was mus- 
tered out, failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable dis« harge 

Sec That the charge of desertion standing on the rolls and records in the 
office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any soldier who served 
in the late war in the volunteer service shall also be removed in all cases where 
it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, from such 
rollsand records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such soldier charged 
with desertion or with absence without leave, after such charge of desertion or 
absence without leave, voluntarily returned to his command, or who subse- 
quently enlisted in another regiment or company and served in the line of his 
duty until he was mustered out of the service, and received a certificate of hon- 
orable discharge 

Sec. 3. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the provisions of this act from the record of any soldier who has not received a 
certificate of discharge, it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the United 
States to issue to such soldier, or in case of his death to his heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives, a certificate of discharge 

SEc. 4. 
ions of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or in case of his 
death the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive all pay and 
bounty which may have been withheld on account of such charge of desertion 
or absence without leave: Provided, however, That this act shall not be so con- 
strued as to give to any such soldier as may be entitled to relief under the pro- 
vision#of this act, or in case of his death to the heirs or legal representatives of 
any such soldier, the right to receive pay and bounty forany period of time dur- 


ing which such soldier was absent from his command without leave of absence 
Sec. 5 


act are hereby repealed 


Mr. GEDDES. 


occasion. But as a preliminary to putting the parliamentary inquiry 
to the Chair whether I may not press the consideration of this bill, I 





The recommendation comes not only from the 


Phat when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the provis- | 


Phat all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
Mr. Chairman, I think it due for me to say that this 


bill to relieve soldiers from the charge of desertion is of the same gen- 
eral nature as a bill that passed the Committee of the Whole on a former | 


wish to state that it differs very materially and substantially from the | 
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| 
former bill. This measure enlarges the rights of the soldiers, and it re- 
lieves a class which the other bill does not relieve, and a class I think 
quite as meritorious as any embraced and provided for in the bill which 
has already passed the House. 

The bill already passed by us is still pending in the Senate. Objec- 
tions are made to the terms and provisions of that bill; and it is my 
hope that if this bill should be passed and sent to the Senate, that body 
will be able to formulate from the two measures a bill which will do 
justice to all these men. 

Let me state one particular in which this bill is broader and is, | 
| think, substantially more meritorious and equitable than the bill which 

we passed the other day. We are aware that in many cases where a 
soldier left his command and was marked absent without leave the 
charge of desertion thus placed on the records is purely technical. Ever 
man on this floor will recall the fact that hundreds and thousands o: 
young men of immature age, young men in their minority, with impe1 
| fect judgments—youths of 16, 17, and 18 years, and all the way to 21 
years of age—volunteered; and hundreds and thousands of these are 
found upon the rolls with the stigma of desertion upon their good names 
upon their military history, upon their patriotic and manly conduct 

This bill provides for and meets the case of a boy 17 years of ag: 
who, with imperfect judgment, sick, prompted by impulse, or acting 
under the advice of his comrades, as hundreds did, returned to his 
home, and subsequently enlisted in another command and served 
bravely and gallantly and nobly to the close of the war. Notonly so 
but hundreds of them came back who for one reason or another had left 
one command, and afterward returned to their homes at the close of 
the war after an honorable discharge, often withone arm; and hundreds 
came back with but one leg; hundreds withneithereye or but one eye 
| thousands came back with broken constitutions, which they have car 
ried ever since through life. 

I appeal to gentlemen whether reasons do not at once occur why 
these might have their offenses condoned. I recollect and recall my 
own experience and observation. I know personally many of these 
boys. Some of them conceived a prejudice against the officer of thei: 
command, some of them felt they had been unkindly and severel; 
treated by the officer of that command; yet they would not desert thei: 
country, they would not desert the flag of their country, but volun- 
tarily sought re-entrance into the Army in other commands, and did 
fight faithfully and gallantly to the end of the war. 

Many reasons will occur to gentlemen which prompted soldiers to 
leave their commands and return again to the Army by joining othe 
commands. But, sir, I confess in all my talks with citizens and sol- 
diers on the floor of this House I have heard but one solitary objection 
which in my judgment ought to be considered for a single moment 
against this bill, and that is, if it should pass it is claimed that this 
bill will embrace within its terms and provisions some men who with 
immature judgment, having no experience, sought it may be additional 
compensation to the little pittance the Government doled out to them 
and some of them may have received additional bounty. I appreciate 
the force of that argument, and while giving it its full force and effect 
let us remember, let it be borne in mind, that if they committed this 
fault suggested, and fault it was, if they were never absent from their 
command for any of the other causes which I have mentioned, if they 
were really never substantially absent from the Army with a criminal 
intent to desert, but re-entered the service and served faithfully and 
| gallantly, I submit to the members of this House whether that faithful 





| and gallant service does not condone the previous offense. 

If a boy served one year under a captain or other officer who did him 
injustice, and absented himself from that command and afterward en- 
tered another command, even though he got another bounty, and there 
upon bravely persisted in the service of his country to the close of the 
war, showing firm and unwavering patriotism, showing that he did not 
leave the service with any intention to desert the flag, does not that 
action on his part condone and forever wipe out whatever previous otf- 
fense he may have committed? He may have left the Army to see his 
old mother after three long years of sacrifice and suffering. It may be 
the soldier may have returned for one hour’s talk with the wife of his 
bosom whom he had left at home when he entered the military service 
of his country. If he again left the endearments of family fireside and 
returned to the service, and faithfully discharged his duty to the coun- 
try, I feel his offense should be considered condoned. 

I ask for the reading of the letter of the Secretary of War favoring 
this enlargement of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEparRTMENT, Washington City, January 14, 1834 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th 
instant, inclosing a copy of a bill (H. R. 319) to more effectually accomplish the 
object of an act entitled ‘‘An act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from 
the charge of desertion,’ approved August 7, 1882, and asking that I should give 
my views. 

In reply I have the honor to state that the proposed bill would, in my opinion 
take away the obstacles to carrying out the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the 

| act to which it is an amendment, my views on this subject being quite fully 
expressed in a communication addressed by me to the House of — es 
on the 15th of December, 1882, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 
I take the liberty of suggesting to you that there is another class of desertion 
cases which seems to me to be equally meritorious with those mentioned in the 
bill, but for which no provision is made by the bill. There have been presented 
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to me many applications for removal of the charge of desertion standing against | 
the record of soldiers who left the regiment in which they had enlisted without 
the intention of returning thereto, and subsequently enlisted in some other regi- 
ment, their record of service in the latter regiment being without fault. Under 
laws then and now existing they are held as deserters from their first enlist- 
ment, and the fact of subsequent good service in another regiment does not au- 


thorize the removal of the charge of desertion from the regiment in which they | 


had first enlisted. Many such cases have been presented to me in which, if the 
removal of the charges of desertion was legal as an act of clemency, any original 
fault having been atoned for by subsequent good service, or if the charge could 
be removed for the reason that the subsequent history of the soldier showed 
that his action was not caused by desire to avoid military service in general, or 
an abandonment of the service of the United States, I would have removed the 
charge. 

I weunt therefore suggest for the consideration of the committee, while con- 
sidering the proposed amendments, the propriety of a further amendment giv- 


ing to the Secretary of War, under such restrictions as may seem proper, the | 


discretionary power to remove the charge of desertion raised against soldiers 
who subsequently enlisted and received an honorable discharge after faithful 
service in another regiment. , 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. GEORGE W. GEDDES, 

Chairman Committee on War Claims, House of Representatives. 

Mr. GEDDES. I wish to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, this bill H. R. 3935 is substantially 
the same as H. R. 4383, which has already passed the House. I wish 
to say to the committee why I think a bill which has already passed 
and been in the Senate for four or five weeks is infinitely better than 
the one we now have before us. 

The bill which passed the House only required service up to the Ist 


day of May, 1865, whereas this bill requires service to the 22d day of | 


May, 1865. The former bill, which has passed the House and is now 
in the Senate, and has been for some days, ought to have preference 
over this in that it relieves soldiers of the Army of the Potomac who 
served until after they had fought and routed their enemy and received 
their surrender. I think for that reason the other bill is infinitely 
better than the one pending before this committee. 


The next objection is to be found in lines 10 and 11 of this bill. The | 
bill now under consideration provides as follows: That where a man left | 
one regiment and enlisted in another, that fact shall wipe out the of- 


fense of desertion. If a soldier in the presence of the enemy deserted 
his comrades who were then battling for the country, all he has to do 
in order to relieve himself from that crime of desertion and to be brought 
under the provisions of this bill is to show that although he deserted 
his command in the presence of the enemy he afterward re-entered 
the Army and joined some other command. 

The gentleman from Ohio talks about this relieving immature men! 


It relieves the most mature deserters from their commands during the | 


war. It relieves any man who enlisted in one regiment and staid three 
days, then went off into another regiment, deserted that and enlisted 
in another, receiving each time from $500 to $1,000 for each enlistment. 
I saw a man myself who had made so much money in this way, by 
*‘jumping’’ the bounty, that he lighted his cigars with ten-dollar notes 
and tied his shoes with ten-dollar bills as shoe-strings. [ Laughter. ] 

This bill lets in men of that kind. It will let in every coward and 
every bounty-jumper that the country furnished during the war, every 
scoundrel who made it his business to jump the bounty. Talk about 
“‘immature’’ and ‘‘tender young men!’’ Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
eulogy I ever heard delivered on this floor or elsewhere on bounty- 
jumpers, and it comes from my friend from Ohio who was not with us 
and can not appreciate the hardships of the soldiers or the ill-feelings 
that existed among them with reference to a man who left them, a man 
who deserted them in the face of the enemy perhaps, or when there was 
danger threatening. 

Mr. GEDDES. Let me interrupt the gentleman just there. When 
you say that I was not with you I suppose you mean that I was not in 
the Army as a soldier. You do not mean to say that I was not with 
you in heart, in soul, in mind, in sympathy, and with all the strength 
of my feelings? 

Mr. STEELE. No; I mean as a soldier. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Let me interrupt the gentleman for 
a question. 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wish to ask if you would object 
to the relief proposed to be given to that class of cases embraced in the 
letter of the Secretary of War ? 

Mr.STEELE. Iam opposed to the relief of men of that class who are 
embraced in the term ‘‘ bounty-jumpers.’’ I am opposed to that class 
of persons who deserted from one regiment and enlisted in another merely 
to receive the bounty, or who again deserted. I am opposed to wiping 
out the charge of desertion against any man who leit his command 
under such circumstances. He might have enlisted twenty times, and 
under the operations of this bill he would be relieved from that charge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But, if my friend will excuse me, I 
want to call his attention to a particular case. There is at this time 
within the Treasury Department a soldier who left an Ohio battery in 
the State of Kentucky and enlisted in my own regiment, and served in 
it as a faithful and a gallant soldier, and was disabled in battle, his 
arm having been shattered by a shot. 


XV—150 


Mr. STEELE. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a speech, 
but to ask a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not intend to make a speech; 
but I ask my friend if in a case like that he would be willing to con- 
tinue the charge of desertion against the man ? 

Mr. STEELE. If you take an interest in the man it is your business 
| to go at the commencement of the session and introduce a bill for his 
relief, and not undertake to come in with a general law to relieve him 
which at the same time will relieve every bounty-jumper and coward 
in the country. I am not opposed to relieving men who are deserving 
of it. Iam in favor of granting relief to such a man as you indicate 
I favor granting relief in the cases of those men who did not desert 
| under aggravating circumstances, and who were not bounty-jumpers 
| who left their comrades and the Army in its time of need. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


| tion? 
| Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 
|} Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to ask whether my friend from Indiana has 


| any serious objection to relieving men who merely deserted once, and 
| who re-enlisted and performed services under the re-enlistment and 
| without repeating the offense? 

Mr. STEELE. The man who enlisted once under the circumstances 
you speak of who deserted and re-enlisted might be the biggest coward 
in the company and deserted at the very time that he should have been 
| shot for it if he had not run so fast to get away that they could not 
| catch him. I should like to know under what circumstances a man 
deserted before I would be willing to give my assent to such a proposi- 
| tion. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But my understanding of your objection is that it 
will allow bounty-jumpers to come in. 

Mr. STEELE. Bounty-jumpers and cowards all to come in. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The bounty-jumpers who have performed the mar- 
velous feats to which the gentleman refers to come in and to be relieved ? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now, the gentleman will recognize the justice of 
the proposition that there were many men who did desert once and re- 
enlisted soon after 

Mr. STEELE, They were never justified in it, and Congress should 
not give its approval to such an act. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not ask the gentleman to justify it, but I ask 
whether we could not under the circumstances, when these men sub- 
| sequently secved faithfully, extend relief without injustice to anybody, 
| and in fact extend it to the manifest good of the service? 

Mr. STEELE. Ifa man deserted once and received a bounty for re- 
enlisting, he should not be relieved. If there is special merit in his 
case let him have his interest looked after by his‘member here who can 
introduce a bill for his relief and set forth the facts in his case and the 
injustice, if any, that has been done him. But do not undertake to 
| assemble the good with the bad together in one bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Another question: Has the gentleman any objec- 
tion to relieving that class of men who never received bounties on re- 
enlistment? 

Mr. STEELE. I have objections to relieving them by a general bill; 
because if a man in the presence of the enemy, in danger, when the 
ring of battle was in his ears, wanted to get away and did not have the 
courage to stand up in the line with his comrades but said to himself, 
‘* There is danger here, I am going away; I will go to Canada or some 
where else;’’ I say such a man should not be relieved. And yet this 
general bill would relieve him as well as the cases to which the gentle- 
man refers. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does not the bill which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana had passed do the same thing? 

Mr. STEELE. It does not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I appreciate the point the gentleman from Indiana 
has made. I was there as he was during the war, and I have no ex- 
cuse for that class of men. But does not the gentleman know 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to ask just one more question. 

Mr. STEELE. I yield simply for a question. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does not the gentleman know it is a fact that many 
of these men who deserted their commands did not desert in battle or 
in the face of the enemy, but that they deserted from the camp when 
no danger was threatening? 

Mr. STEELE. If they then voluntarily marched to their commands 
and were shot, their record is to be amended by the bill that has already 
passed the House. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. 
those who were shot? 
| Mr. STEELE. Their record would be amended so that their children 
| or their children’s children might look upon their record with pride 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Indiana inform the com- 
mittee the amount of pensions that would probably be covered by this 
bill? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think it is in the power of the human un- 
derstanding to calculate that. 
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How do you propose to grant relief to 
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not reward, except death shall be corsidered a reward, for that is the 


only reward to which he is entitled. 


bounties? 


Mr. HISCOCK I would like to ask the gentleman if this bill cov- 
ered those cases that occurred during the last few months of the war | 
when is understood the bounty-jumping was most prevalent, and 
all soldiers were discharged very soon after they entered the service? 

Mr. S17 LI | hich passed the House there is the follow- 
ing p ~ 

i i 10 soldier « the heirs or legal representatives of 
any « er who st 4 e Army a period of less tha ~ yiths shall be 
entit the benefits of the provisions « this ™ 

By the bill now under consideration, if a manenlisted on the 25th of | 
April and received } $1,000 bounty, and concluded he wanted to go 
home, and enlist iva eis relieved from the charge of desertion. 
If he has enlisted a dozen times in the six months prior to the close 
of the war and received bounty every time, this bill relieves him from | 
the charge of deserti« man who enlisted on the 20th of April and 
went vy on the Ist of May ought not to be relieved He ought to 
havi ATUL e bill which has passed the House only pro- 
poses to give relief to é vho had served through the war and then 
after the war was 0 d had got the victory rushed to the arms 
of their mothers or their tamilies to enjoy the happy fruits of that vic- 
tor he bill whi is passed relieves those men. This bill relieves 
men who staid with the others or their families till they got a big | 
bount enlistec na ¢ ‘ d again 

I hope the bi \ d down 

Mr. WHITE, o é Will the gentleman yield to me for a | 
momen 

Mr. STEELI Yes 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentuck Does the bill which passed the House | 
some time ago relieve this class of cases: where a soldier or a nominal 
soldier was permitted by the officer commanding to go home and was 
marked asa deserter on account of absence from his command when the | 


command might have been ordered to move, but who subsequently joined 
the command and remained until the close of the war? 


Mr. STEELE. The bill which passed this House and is now before 
the Senate relieves that class of men. 

Ir. LAIRD rose 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. LAIRD. I thought the gentleman from Indiana had concluded 
his remarks 

Mr. STEELE. How much time have I remaining? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


remaining 


Che gentleman has forty-five minutes of his time 


But the gentleman omits to note the limitation upon the evils 
he apprehends from this bill; omits to note that they are provid 
against in the very section which he has discussed and in the sections 
which follow. In order that they shall be entitled to receive this ben 
fit, they shall have served in some other regiment, into which they shal] 
have enlisted, and shall have been honorably discharged therefrom 

I submit that my experience in the Army, which was reasonah 
arduous for four years, never brought me face to face with a solitay 
example of a man who deserted from my command, or from any co 
mand within my knowledge, and who thereafter demonstrated his coy 
ardice or the viciousness of his act of desertion by enlisting in any oth: 
regiment and deserting therefrom. On the contrary, I have ‘known 
several instances of men who I believe will be embraced in the se 
section of this bill who will be entitled to the relief it will give the: 
Iam as anxious as the gentleman from Indiana can be to protect 1 
records of the men who did gallant service from contamination by con- 
tact with men who did not perform such service. But I believe th 
Secretary of War has wisely called the attention of Congress to an omis- 
sion in the bill of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], as h 
remembers that point was discussed in the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yield to me fo 
a question? 

Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. BRUMM. Rather for a suggestion. Why not in your amend 
ment provide also that a man to receive the benefits of this bill shall 
not have received more than one bounty, so as to cover the question of 
And I will also make another suggestion to include servic 
in the Navy. A man may have enlisted in the Army and deserted 
therefrom, and afterward have enlisted in the Navy and performed 
service. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is a good suggestion. 

Mr. LONG. Why not also provide that said desertion or leave shall 
not have occurred in the face of the enemy ? 

Mr. LAIRD. Iam inclined to think that is a good suggestion and 


Certainly. 


| to accept it. 


Mr. STEELI I desire to reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr.GEDDES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska | 
[Mr. LArrpD]}. 

Mr. LAIRD. Is it now in order to propose anamendment? I desire 
to offer some amendments to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is still proceeding and amend- | 
ments are not in order until that is closed 

Mr. LAIRD. Then I desire to state these amendments with which 


I think the bill will be properly guarded, and which will bring it into 
} 


conformity with the Steele bill, that is already a law so far as the 
action of the House is concerned. I propose to strike out the words 
**twenty-second,’’ in line 10 of the firstsection, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ first so that it will read: 

That no such soldier who served faithfully until the expiration of his term of 
enlistment, or until the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, &c 

This rendment will remove any conflict between this bill and that 
which has uly passed the House To guard against the abuses an- 
ticipated by the gentleman from Indiana in his remarks, I propose to 
add a proviso to the second section of the bill in words to this effect: 

Pro | a sha be entitled to the benefit of this act against 
whom et ‘ we esertion shall be found to exist 

M BROWN, of Pennsylvania Or who has received additional 
bounty 

Mr. LAIRD 1] ight about that, and the Military Committee 


discussed th 
at the time 
if we attempted to restrict 
that kind k 
by a soldi 


t question with the gentleman from Indiana 
} i/ 


| Mr. STEELE} 
ittee: and it was found that 


before that comm 


woking to the number or character of the bounties received 
er who sought relief 
ourselves to t] ] 
of it. I 
he 


it extent that 


gent act out think, therefore, 
sire to call t 


that with this proviso the is sufliciently guarded. 


Mr. STEELE Does the gentleman think that Congress should re- 
lieve the man who deserted his comrades in the face of the enemy? 

Mr. LAIRD. No, sir : 

Mr. STEELE. Then I ask the gentleman if his amendment will not 


do that? 

Mr. LAIRD | explain why I think it will notdothat. Iam 
bound to say with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], while my 
experience has not been so unfortunate with bounty-jumpers as his, yet 
I am disposed to think that any man who turned his back upon the 
enemy deserves at the hand of his country only one thing, and that is 


I wil 





the operation of the act by a limitation of 


attention of the committee to the reason why I think | 


Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. LONG. Why not? 

Mr. LYMAN. You can not tell what 
means; there is no definition of that. 

Mr. LAIRD. I think upon reflection that we may get into difficulty 
if we adopt that suggestion. We were always in the face of the enemy; 
the enemy’s face was tolerably long; it was four years long. [Laugh 
ter.] I think adopting that suggestion might get us into trouble. | 
think the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUM } 
covers all the difficulties, and I am inclined to accept that 

Mr. PERKINS. With the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LArrp],I think this bill should pass. In my 
judgment it aims to relieve a very meritorious class, and it also aims 
to relieve this body from much labor. There are perhaps hundreds ot 
private bills pending here to-day to relieve the class of persons pro- 
vided for by the second section of this bill. I have bills of that char- 


You can not accept that. 


‘the face of the enemy’ 


| acter, and so have most of the members here, to relieve by special act 
| meritorious claimants who would be provided for by the general pro- 


from this disability, we would involve | 
would be difficult to make an intelli- | 
this goes far enough; and I de- | 


j 


| 
| 





visions of this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
gress. 

Mr. PERKINS. And, assuggested by the gentlerhan from Michigan 
[Mr. CUTCHEON ], whose cases can not be reached this session. We 
should in some way provide by general bill for such cases. As was 
suggested, the Secretary of War recognizes the merits of the petitions 
which are filed with him or which come to this body in the form of 
special bills asking for relief; but under the law as it is to-day, or as 
it is construed by the Secretary of War, he can not relieve them. 

I have a bill pending for the benefit of a young man who enlisted 
when he was but 18 years of age. He served for nine menths under 
his first enlistment. Another regiment was organized at his home, and 
his more immediate friends and relatives went into that second organi- 
zation. They prevailed upon him to join that organization, and h« 
joined it and served for three years and twelve days in that second regi- 
ment. He was an honorable and meritorious soldier, and no charge otf 
desertion or wrong-doing was ever made against him while serving in 
that second regiment. 

Mr. STEELE. The Secretary of War no doubt gets appeals which 
are very meritorious; but he does not get applications from men who 
deserted in the presence of the enemy. Those men have hardly cheek 
enough to ask him for relief, but Congress is asked to relieve them. 

Mr. PERKINS. Were those men honorably discharged ? 

Mr. STEELE. They were not. 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill provides relief for men who were honor- 
ably discharged. 

Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Such soldier charged with desertion or with absence without leave, after such 
charge of desertion or absence without leave, voluntarily returned to his com- 


And who will not be reached during this Con- 


It does not. 
This is the language of the bill: 
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mand, or who subsequently e nlisted in another regiment or company and serv . 


in the line of his duty until he was mustered out of the service, and received ¢ 
certificate of honorable discharge. 
I think that with the restriction suggested by the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], and which was accepted by the gentleman 
from Nebraska {Mr. LAIRD], the bill will be a good one. pro- 

de that if more than one charge of desertion is found to have been 
made against a soldier he can not then claim the benefits of this act. 
fhey must come here and ask re ‘lief by special bill. 

But this bill, if the amendment suggested should be adopt ed, will 
relieve this House of much labor -will relieve us from the importuni- 
ties of individual claimants who have meritorious cases. The Seeretary 
of War will by general law be authorized in such cases to ao t this 


It will 


adverse rec ord, and to grant to soldiers of this class what the Vv ¢ arned 
bv honorable service. 

“It seems to me there should be no objection to such a measure As 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GeppEs], the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on War Claims, has eloquently and fairly stated, these cases are in 
many instances just as meritorious as any that come to Congress for re 
lief; butthe relief should be granted by general law, because time does 
not allow us by special legislation to do justice in each particular case. 

At the same time this bill should be, of course, carefully guarded 
against fraudulent claims by ‘‘ bounty-jumpers,’’ who enlisted only for 
the purpose of gain, to secure the gratuities offered by various commu- 
Fraudulent claims of this dese ription will be guarded against 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska. W "ith that amend- 
ment I support this bill, and hope it will pass. 

Mr. GEDDES. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to resume the floor, 
gentleman who is to speak in opposition to the bill. 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. J. D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. HORR. I will wait till the gentleman from Ohio has spoken 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, it is very important that 
this bill, or any bill which may be passed on this subject? should be 
carefully guarded so as to exclude men who were well known during 
the war as “‘ bounty-jumpers.’’ I had occasion at one time to investi- 
gate the process that was going on in a certain camp. I learned in 
this way that there were large numbers of men whose sole business 
was to enlist as soldiers, receive the large bounties which were then 
being paid, go into camp, put on the United States uniform, deposit 
with their officers a part of the bounty, obtain leave of absence on the 
pretense of going home to see their friends prior to entering upon mili- 
tary service; and then they would never return to do duty under their 
enlistment. They wouldimmediately re-enlist, receive another bounty, 
go into camp again—sometimes even into the same camp—again deposit 
a part of their bounty and leave, never to fulfill the terms of their en- 
listment. This wasa regular business with these professional ‘‘ 
jumpers. 

An officer who was connected with the particular camp where I made 
my investigation had at one time deposited with a single party $40,000, 
whie ‘h had | ‘been left in his hands by these professional ‘ ‘bounty -jump- 
ers. 

Thus I had occasion to learn that there were hundreds and hundreds 
of these men who after enlisting never went into the Army, never heard 
the firing of a gun, never were in the presence of the enemy, and never 
intended to fight, who only wore the country’s uniform as a means of 


nities. 


and yield to some 
I desire to yield 


bounty- 


deception and fraud. Thousands of such men during the war received 
large sums of money without rendering any military service. They 
went from one camp to another, from one city to another; they enlisted 
in one regiment after another. I do hope, Mr. Chairman, that we shall 
not open the vaults of the Treasury to this large horde of men whose 
only business during the war was to ‘‘jump the bounty”’ and to obtain 
money for which they never rendered service. 

Mr. GEDDES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, it is with a great deal of diffidence that 
I undertake to give an opinion in this case after the intimation of my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that it is not exactly modest for us 
men who were not at the front during the 


war to have an opinion ona 
question of this kind. 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman will permit me to ask, in what way 
did I intimate that? 
Mr. HORR. If I remember the gentleman’s speech aright, he called 
the gentleman from Ohio to account for having an opinion on this sub- 
ject when he was not at the front, and did not know how to sympath 


"2 
with men who were there. Am I mistaken in that? 


Mr. STEELE. I suggested that the gentleman from Ohio could not 
appreciate how we who were at the front felt when men deserted while 
we were fighting our battles. 

Mr. HORR. I presume, Mr. Chairman, that is true. Since I have 
been a member of this House, I have listened a good many times to 
very humiliating remarks made in that way by men who were in the 
military service—throwing up to me the fact that I was not. Now, I 
feel badly enough about it without being twitted with it all the time. 
[ Laughter. ] 
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of gall: wmtry for any soldier to be 
‘at the front.” Iam willing to admit 

carries half a ton of lead, if you please, 

ticular about a few pounds. [ Laughter. } 


always ‘‘blowing’’ about having been 


that my friend from Indiana 
in his body. I: 


But I do insist that we men 


who were at home may have upon a matter of this kind a sort o 

ient which we are a little tender about, and which we feel we \ 
right to express in this House. 

Now, I have in my mind a soldier who would be covered by 
bill. I have made repeated attempts at the War Departms ) 


which he 
bullets in him as 
has two large rebel bullets in his 


charge of desertion under 
He is carrying to-day perhaps 
friend from Indiana, but he 
Though I have all I possibly could, I 
that man relieved from this unjust charge. 
Mr. EELE. Ishould like the gentleman from Michi; 
whether he was shot in the front or back of his 
Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I have more sympa 
was shot in the than for 
and applause.] You can not always tell 
been told by men who were shot back that it w 
they were in the discharge of their duties. | 
who is leading his men is more liable to be hit in the rea 
Mr. STEELE. I wish to see the record. 
Mr. HORR. He was marked as a deserter 
finally enlisted in another branch of the service 
and a half afterward. Why, the War Department, every 
them, tell me there is no power to reach this man’s case. 
I do not believe there is much more danger than there ought 
in relieving this man. We are living to-day in a sort of atmosphere « 
forgiveness. [Laughter and applause.}] Why certainly there ar 
many men in the lt 


him relieved from the 


rests. not so many 


done have been unable t 
This bill will d 

ST 

body 

hy tor a sold 
who was not hit at all 


about these 


back one 
matters | 
in the as done wh 
i that an office 


rthan in front 


inderstand 


when he went home, } 


and fought two ye 
: 


time i vo ) 





nited States who did not desert but who did shoot 


at us fellows. [Laughter.] Not at us, but let me say to the gent] 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] at you fellows. [Laughter and ap 
plause.] Well, we have forgiven them. We have taken them into 
our embraces. They have taken us, my friend says, into their en 
braces. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, I say here that a man, although he may have left the ranks 


who afterward went back and did his duty as a soldier, is entitled to 
fair treatment and consideration, such as he can not get here by a p 
vate bill. 

I have had some expe®ience in private bills in this House. You can 


not get through. 


them this session 


one My friend tells me he has passed five or six of 
There is something about a man who is on a 
mittee in reference to these things that gives him a big advantage 

[ Laughter and applause.] Of course I do not complain of it. Well 
my bill goes to that committee. Iam busy. I finally work down and 
present it, and the man who has it in charge reports it, possibly, and 
after a while I get it on the Calendar. But there, Mr. Chairman, 1t 
sleeps the sleep of death. [ Laughter. |} You can no more 


com 


resurrect it 


It is beyond resurrection from that hour. Now, this bill gives you you 
resurrection in advance. 
I ask my friend, as asoldier, as a man who did his duty, as we a 


admit he did, because you happen to have been fortunate and st: 
with your command [laughter ], not possible there may be cases 
where men left their commands for a little while, but finally plucked 
up courage, went into the Army, and did their duty afterward ? 
mm : 7 . . “ee 1o 
They did then even more than I ever did, and am glad myself 


their having been so valiant. I mean, I feel grateful to them, not for 


is it 





deserting, but for what they did after they deserted, when they went 
back. Iam, Mr. Chairman, in favor of this bill and hope it will pass 

Mr. STEELE. Before yielding the floor, Mr. Chairman, IL wish t 
say that in reference to the statement made by the gentleman from 
Michigan, I refer in no way to any bills I myself had introduced ry 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs will say I have not ask« 
to haveany bill referred to m« They were not, therefore, bills perso 
to myself, not one 

The only objection I have to this bill is the one I have already stated, 
and it is vital to its passage The only objection I have to wl 
gentleman from Michigan has said is he ought to have eulogiz 
commended the soldiers who died on the field of battle ins lof ¢ 
gizing bounty-jumpers 

[ yield now for twenty minutes to my colleague | Mr. BRov 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairn there no ques nN 
that there are those who are entitled to the relief given by this] 
There are those who after having served in one comn and deserted 
a technical sense and joined another, and w cote formed faithful se 
ice until the end of the war and then received an honorable discl 
My colleague | Mr. STEELE} does object to giving re to me! 


that <« no gentleman here objects 
this bill, without any kind of qualification, gives an honorable dische 

to every one who having deserted subsequently joined another command 
and from that second serv an honorable discharge 

I do not know whether I will be subject to censure from the gent! 

man from Michigan [Mr. Horr]if I should intimate that I happened 
to be in the for a short time, but if there is anybody in th 
world for whom I have sympathy it is a coward; not the 


not 
+ 
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oit; no soldier objects to it 
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out of the service, but the one who staid init. I think I know how 
a coward feels under fire [laughter], and I was never so happy in my | 
life as I was not long since in reading some discussion on physiology, 
where it is claimed that courage is only a little more or a little less of | 
arterial circulation, and a fellow who has lots of blood in his arteries 
is brave and the man who has it imperfectly is acoward. I can notsee | 
why it is that the gentleman from Michigan should be blamed for hav- 
ing a little less blood in his arteries than others. Courageand cowardice | 
are merely questions of arterial circulation. 

Now, coming back to the question, a very large majority of those 
who deserted under the circumstances stated and who rejoined some 
other commands, did it for one of two reasons: either to secure the in- 
creased bounty that was offered by the later acts of Congress, or to 
enable them to accept employment as a substitute and get a large sum 
for entering the Army in that capacity. It will be remembered, of 
course, that the earlier troops in the war received no bounty whatever, 
and I believe the first three years’ troops only received a bounty of 


$100. After a while the Government gave bounties as large as $300. 
In addition to this Government bounty, counties, cities, and even 


townships were offering local bounties, that tLeir quota of troops might 
be made up and their respective communities relieved from the opera- 
tion of the draft; and I assert here that a large proportion of those who 
deserted and subsequently went into the service the second time de- 
serted in order that they might receive this increased bounty. I know 
that from what I know of desertions from my own command and from 
others in the service, and I state what I believe to be a fact, a fact 
which will be fully demonstrated if the War Department is ever called 
upon to make an investigation into the circumstances under which 
those persons who are to be relieved by this bill deserted the first time. 

I am in favor of the bill if you can make it apply in its terms to those 
simply who had become offended with their superior officers or believed 
that they had been badly treated, those who conceived some offense of 
that character but still intended to continue in the fight, those who had 
no purpose of jumping the bounty or deserting to receive increased 
bounty, and where the purpose to desert was not conceived in order to 
go as a substitute for some other persons able and willing to pay a large 
sum. If you include these only I will cheerfully vote for the relief pro- 
posed to be given here. But I say to you now that I shall never vote 
for this billin its present shape. I shall not vote for it until Iam ready 
to put the man upon the pension-roll ‘‘who broke his leg attempting 
to jump a bounty.”’ 

Mr. HOBLITZELL 
question ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
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Mr ROWELL. If I can be recognized now I shall not have any ob- 


jection. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to be recognized to speak on this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman in charge 


| of the bill, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDEs]. 


Mr.GEDDES. I have said to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] that I will not antagonize the object he has in view. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not think the measure I speak of will pro- 
duce any discussion. It is on this Calendar, and is for the relief of 
private individuals. If it does not, then we shall have time probably 
to dispose of this and other measures too. I refer to the bill embracing 


| what are known as the 4th-of-July claims, claims that have been re- 


ported favorably by the accounting officers and are pro forma referred 
to Congress for appropriations to meet them. There is no controversy 
over a single claim in the bill. It was reported from the Committee 
on War Claims by the chairman of that committee, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GEpDES]. I think there will be no difficulty in passing it, 
and then we will probably have time to dispose of this one also. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I must object to that. That bill must be 
proceeded with in its regular order. 

Mr..McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to do 
so, he can probably defeat its consideration. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I have been waiting here the whole day to 
have a bill considered which stands next on the Calendar, and I do not 
see why I should yield to anybody else. I believe I have rights here 
as well as other gentlemen. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I would be the last to attempt to infringe 
the rights of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that the 
pending bill be passed over for one week. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROWELL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5377) on page 33 of 
the Calendar, a bill for the allowance of certain claimsreported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I insist on the consideration of the next bill 
on the Calendar being proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to state his proposition. 

Mr. ROWELL. My proposition is to take up the bill (H. R. 5377 
referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] covering 
the 4th-of-July claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 





Mr. HOBLITZELL. Do you not think that the discretion vested in 
the Secretary of War under the provisions of the second section of the 
bill is sufficient to exclude the class of cases you mention ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know. That depends very 
much upon the manner in which that discretion is exercised; but I be- 
lieve it to be vicious in legislation to give any officer the discretion to 
do a wrong thing. I do not believe in leaving the doing of an improper 
thing in the discretion of any person. But my friend from Massachu- 
setts sitting near me [Mr. LYMAN] has had his attention called to the 
section in question, and says that there is not much room for discretion 
in the section to which my friend referred. 

Now, with all due deference to my friend who urges the passage of 
this bill, I suggest that it would be better if it should be withdrawn 
for the present and so framed as that its benefits shall go to such per- 
sons as are entitled to it. I have attempted to give some reasons why 
I think the bill ought not to pass. I havenodoubt thatthe gentleman 
from Ohio expected its provisions to operate solely on those who ought 
to have the relief that the bill contemplates. But I think after the 
statements that have been made he will see that this relief may go to 
some who least of all others deserve it—that is, those who deserted for 
the purpose of making money by it. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, some kind of respect, or at least I have some 
sympathy, for the man who deserted in the face of the enemy because 
he had not nerve or the courage to stand up to be shot at. I can have 
some kind of respect for him; but for the mercenary soldier who deserts 
his command simply to procure more money as a bounty or by going 
into the service for some one as a substitute I have no respect, and I am 
not willing to vote him any relief. 

Mr.GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I have consented to yield much of 
my time to other members of the committee, but I would be glad to 
move now that the committee rise and report the bill favorably to the 
House, unless I see manifested a disposition to further discuss it. It 
has been stated to me by members that they would like to discuss it 
briefly. Ifso, I will not make the motion. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to be recognized for a short time on 
this question. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio, the 


gentleman from Illinois, and the gentleman from Indiana that the bill 
be laid aside until our next meeting, as there is ameasure here that will 
produce no discussion, and it is important that it shall be acted upon, 
in order that the Senate may have jurisdiction of the question, which 
they are bound to act upon some time during the session. 
tleman will yield I will make a motion to that effect. 


If the gen- 


consent to take up out of its order the bill (H. R. 5377) for present con- 
sideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I object to anything being considered out of 
the regular order. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think the gentleman would not insist on his ob- 
jection if he would hear me fora moment. There are several hundreds 
of parties interested in this bill. It is the customary bill passed every 
session. There are some amendments to it for the correction of mere 
clerical errors. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. The time the gentleman consumes in his ex- 
planation would pass the next bill on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 
Clerk will report the next bill on the Calendar. 

BENJAMIN F. MILLARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3936) 
for the relief of Benjamin F. Millard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasuary be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Benjamin F. Millard, late a first lieutenant in the 
Second Regiment Louisiana Cavalry, United States Volunteers, the pay and al- 
lowances of a second lieutenant of cavalry from the lst day of January, 1864, to 
the 17th day of March, 1864. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2604) for 
the relief of Benjamin F. Millard, submit the following report: 

That the claimant asks compensation for services alleged to have been ren- 
dered as second lieutenant of the Second Regiment Louisiana Cavalry, from 
January 1, 1864, to March 17, 1864. 

The commission of Benjamin F. Millard, filed as evidence before the commit- 
tee, bears date December 3i, 1863. The certificate of the mustering officer shows 
that claimant was not mustered as second lieutenant until March 17, 1864. It 
oP from the sworn statements of the officers of the company and regiment 
of which Millard was a second lieutenant, and other reliable witnesses, that 
claimant did actually serve in the capacity and discharged the duties of second 
lieutenant of Company E, Second Regiment Louisiana Cavalry, from January 
1, 1864, to March 17, 1864. 

It appears from proof obtained from the War Department that claimant was 
paid from the date of muster, and not from the date of his commission. 

Your committee, in view of the foregoing facts, report back to the House a 

| substitute for the bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. The facts of the case are all embraced in the 
report which has been read. I move that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROWELL. I now renew my request. The next bill on the 
Calendar is one which will excite a good deal of discussion. I think it 
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can not be disposed of in less than one or two hours. I ask that the 


Committee proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 5377) covering the 4th-of- | 


July claims. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. I 
for the relief of Willis N. Arnold. 

The bill was read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. 
formally for the present, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. GEDDES. Having consented to pass over the bill in the con- 
sideration of which the committee was engaged ashort time ago, I could 
not consistently now insist that we should proceed with the considera- 
tion of this bill. I know that it will elicit earnest discussion and oc- 
cupy considerable time; therefore I yield very cheerfully to the desire 
of the gentleman from Tennessee that it may be informally passed over 
with the other bill that we have been considering. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be passed 
over informally. 

There was no objection. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was an adverse report on 
the bill (H. R. 1477) to pay Hiram Johnson and other persons therein 
named the several sums of money therein specified, being the surplus of 
a military assessment paid by them and accounted for to the United 
States in excess of the amount required for the indemnity for which it 
was levied and collected. 

Mr. GEDDES. This is an adverse report, which should properly be 


> 2Q0% 
t. 3937) 


considered in connection with the preceding bill on the Calendar. I | 


ask that it also be passed over informally. 
There was no objection. 
J. H. HAMMOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of J. H. Hammond. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


20” 
Dwi!) 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- | 


thorized and directed to pay to J. H. Hammond, of Philadelphia, Pa., out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, in full for 
the loss of the barge William T. Anderson while in the military service of the 
United States by charter, as fully appears by papers now on file in the office of 
the Third Auditor of the Treasury. 


The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the 
following report, to accompany bill H. R. 1327: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1327) for 
the relief of J. H. Hammond, submit the following report, as one made in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, which report they adopt: 


{House Report No. 2029, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

That this claim is for the value of the barge William T. Anderson, alleged to 
have been lost while in the service of the United States during the late war 
Claim stated at $2,000. 

It appears from the proof submitted that the barge when lost was in the mili- 
tary service of the United States, under acharter-party which contained a stipu- 
lation as follows: 


“The war risk will be borne by the United States; the marine risk by the 


owners until under orders south of Cape Henry (the southern cape of Chesa- | 


peake Bay), after which the marine risk will be borne by the United States un- 
til they reach that latitude on their return.” 


The evidence shows that the loss of the barge was near the mouth of the Po- | 


tomac River, in the Chesapeake Bay, north of Cape Henry, and was occasioned 
by a marine risk. 

The claimant submits statements of Hon. John Tucker and Capt. H. C. Hodges, 
the former at one time Assistant Secretary of War, and the latter the officer who 
executed the charter under which the barge entered the military service, tothe 
effect that the understanding was that the Government would assume both the 


war and marine risks upon vessels which should be chartered for the McClellan | 
expedition ; and that Captain Hodges, while intending so to stipulate on behalf 
of the Government, neglected to erase from the form of charter used the words 


which bound the owners to assume the marine risk until under orders south ot 
Cape Henry; and that consequently the charter does not express the true intent 
of the contracting parties. 

This claim was filed in the Treasury Department on the 3d day of April, 1864, 


and on the 16th day of September, 1364, disallowed, for the following reasons, 


given by the Third Auditor, to wit: 


“The accounting officers have no equity jurisdiction, and consequently no 


power to correct mistakes in or alter the terms of charters, and none to receive 


I ask that this bill be passed over in- | 
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connection with the same expedition assumed as well the marine as the 
war risks, but in the contract touching this vessel did not assume the 
marine risks covering the point where the vessel was lost. Now, this 
vase has been considered in former Congresses long prior to the Forty- 
seventh, and it then appeared in the form in which I now present it; 


| that is to say, that the Government did make certain contracts with 
other vessels different from the contract in this case; but because the 
| Government made contracts which covered marine as well as war risks 
| in other instances, that is no reason why the contract with these par- 


ties should be modified to conform to the others. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. That is very true. But the evidence of 
the Assistant Secretary of War and of another officer of the Government 


| shows very clearly that. this was a mistake; that it was the intention of 


those officers in making this contract that these words should be stricken 

out, but by pure inadvertence they were not stricken out. The Gov- 

ernment used blank forms of contract similar to those used in other 

| cases, and inadvertently the officers omitted to make the erasure in the 
contract. 

It raises precisely this question: If in the case of any two private in 
dividuals there was a mistake in the language of a contract; in other 
words, if the written or printed form of contract did not conform to the 

| actual fact, if itdid notset forth the real contract between the parties, any 
court of equity would correct the contract. It is a matterof every-day 
| occurrence in courts of justice. In this case the party can not sue the 
| Government. The Department before which his claim was long ago 
presented decided that it had no equity jurisdiction, and that it must 
reject the claim simply on the ground that whatever may have been the 
actual contract, the written contract between this party and the Govy- 
| ernment did not justify its allowance. 

There is no dispute in regard to the facts; on the contrary, it isclearly 
proven that it was the intention between this man and the Government 
that the Government shouid assume this risk. By reason of @ mistake 
the contract failed to state that the Government assumed this risk. The 
question is, will Congress correct that mistake? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall ask my friend to have read the two state- 
|} ments referred to by him. .I wish to inquire, however, whether the 
| statement of those two ofiicers were official statements, or were they effi- 
| davits made by them after they had gone out of office? How is that? 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. As I understand, they were made aiter 
| they went out of office. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. My fgiend will bear in mind that if this bill had 
| been sent to the Quartermaster’s Department, where this claim origi- 
nated, and had gone from there to the Third Auditor’s Office, the whole 
facts could have been ascertained. You could have ascertained whether 
these officers were authorized to enter into contracts broader than the 
printed blanks, which indicated the risks the Government was to as- 
sume, both the war risks and the marine risks. The Quartermaster- 
General could have informed the committee without any trouble to what 
extent the subordinate officers of the Government were authorized to 
vary the printed forms of contract. 

Those printed forms contained the provisions in the behalf of the Gov- 
ernment. The question is whether this particular provision should have 
been stricken out or not. The Quartermaster’s Department without 
| any difficulty could have furnished information as to whether there was 

any authority on the part of these subordinate officers to strike out that 
provision. 

If the Quartermaster’s Department will certify that it was intended 
to make this contract with that provision modified in conformity wit! 

| the terms of this report, then the case would bea very clear one. Had 
such been the case this bill would have passed long ago. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I assume that we know just as well as 
does the Quartermaster-General what was the authority of the Assistant 
| Secretary of War. The Assistant Secretary of War undoubtedly had, 
| in time of great emergency, when it was necessary to suddenly send 

vessels to the South, authority to charter such vessels. And beyond 
all question, if it was necessary that the Government should assume 
greater risks than it had been in the habit of assuming, he had the 
right to make such a contract as was necessary to supply vessels for the 
emergency. That was all that occurred in this instance 







































evidence which contradicts the provisions thereof.” 

It clearly appears by the evidence of the Government's own officers how it 
happened that the printed words in the blank charter were not struck out,as 
the Government assumed both the war and marine risks in all cases of vessels 
chartered for the McClellan expedition. 

The rejection of this claim by the Third Auditor is based upon a mere techni- 
cality, unworthy of a great Government in its dealings with its loyal citizens 

The evidence filed in this case (all original) from the files of the Department 
shows the value of the barge at the sum claimed, namely, $2,000, and was given 
at the time when the matter was fresh in the minds of all the parties. 

Your committee therefore reports back the bill, and recommends that it do 


pass, 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I think the report sufiiciently explains 
the facts, and unless someone has some questions to ask or suggestions 
to make, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. This bill has been before the House on former ocea- 
sions, and I wish tocall theattention of my friend from Wisconsin to my 
understanding of the case. The Government in some other cases in 


Prior to this time the contracts had all been of one characte They 
were printed contracts, and by them the Government assumed only « 
portion of the risk. But for the McClellan expedition, one which it 
was necessary to send off suddenly, it was found that vessels could not 
be obtained without making a special agreement. Those special agree- 
ments were made, and there can be no possible doubt but that the Sec- 
retary of War, or the Assistant Secretary of War acting in his behalf, 
had power to make such special agreements. Otherwise the military 
service would have been sadly crippled, and the Government with all 
its property would have been at the mercy of the enemy. 

It must be borne in mind that there is no controversy whatever but 
that in this case there was a mistake pure and simple; there is no tes- 
timony controverting that statement. It resolves itself, therefore, into 
this question, whether this Congress will exercise the powers of a court 
of equity and allow this contract to be corrected that ii 
form to th facts. Ifa private individual should refuse to correct 


a contract in which there was a clerical proved beyond all 


so) i cone 
; } 
real 
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mistake 
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isubs i f e this 4th day of December, A. D., 1865 


E. H. BAILEY 
Notary Public. 
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Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin [ move that this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation 


‘he motion was agreed to. 


SANTIAGO DE LEON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1724 
for the relief of Santiago de Leon. 
The bill wa read. as tollows 


1d the sam« 


Be it enacted, & That the sun 
ated, out of any money in the 
to Santiago d« 
horses, and wag 


Crovernment, at 


»< } “e} 
$2,988 be is herel 


1 
} 





y, 
reasury not otherwise appropriated 
of Victoria, Tex., in full compensation for cert: 
belonging toand taken from him, forthe 


rex., on or about the 3lst day of May, 1 





iSVille, 


The report was read. as follows: 




















The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1724) f 
the relief of 5 ‘ Leon, submit the following report: 

Che facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated i use 
report of the Committee on War Claims No. 1387, second session For xth 
Congress, a copy of which is hereto appended 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back t! b 
and recommend its passa 

House Report No. 1387, Forty-sixth Congress, second session 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom the bill (H. R. 2307) for the relief 

Santiago de I of Victoria County, Texas, was referred, submit the followi 





report 
rhe facts in this case, as established by the evidence, are substantially as 
follows y : 
Santiago de Leon was a citizen of Victoria County, in the State of Texas. On 
May 351, 1865, he owned and had in his possession at Brownsville, Cameron 


County, Texas, three wagons, twenty-ei 





ht mules, two horses, andtwenty-eight 


gut 
sets of we 


porte 


arness, used 





by him in his business of teaming, by which he sup- 
self and family, and on that day said property was seized and taken 
from him by Capt. F. E. Lombar, as acting United States quartermaeter, for the 
ise of the Federal Army. June 9, 1865, De Leon addressed a letter to Brig. Gx 
E. B. Brown, then ianding at Brownsville, relative to the seizure of 
property, which letter was by General Brown referred to Major Hudson for a1 
on of the claim Major Hudson, after an investigation, reported to 
rown, and recommended payment by the Quartermaster’s Department 


rtermaster returned to De Leon three wagons and 









nvest 


yrother and agent 
g at Brownsvill 
naster western ad 


, Who referred the matter to 


trict of Texas, who recom 


} . 
addressed another letter to Ma 























laim, and directed the quartermaster to give vouch- 
l4, 1865, General Weitzel, having succeeded General Sickles, in- 
ce laim, and directed General Wright, at Galveston, to have the same 
aid full 
Co s of th rrespondence, indorsements, and or 3 at to the claim 
rel totthis report asa pendix t t 
rhe « ~ 
o8 w k l s. at “) Ss? 5 oo 
2 re wor rst 0 OO 
l6 sets wagon-harness ° o : = UV 
Tota SO) 
The fact that the } perty was Ito the se of the Federal Army 
is fully established, as is also the vs 3 « med. Generals Browne 
Steele, and Weitzel seem to have heen « ivineed of De Leon’s loyalty. or they 
would not severally have recommended and l payment of this claim 
Besides this, there is other and ample proof of the fact of loyalty 
It seems to have b the intention of the Gov t, as expressed by the 





officers above mentioned, to pay De Leon for th rty taken, but in con- 














sequence of the cl f officers, or some negligence or inadvertence on the 
part of the quart er, or other reason not fully ex] ed, payment was not 
secured 
De Leon seems to have been guilty of no neglect in presenting and prosecut- 
n $s claim \fter the act of July 4, 1864, the Quarter artment had 
irisdiction of it,and until the creation of the Commissioners of Claims by 
the act of March 3, 1871, the claimant could only resort to Congress 
A bill was introduced for his relief in May, i870, and referred to the Committee 
on Clai , who never reported thereo In each subsequent ¢ ss a bill was 
introduced referred, but seems never to have b ren and reported 





until in the Forty-fifth Congress the Committee on War Claims reported in favor 
of the lowance of the claim, The bill reported by them was placed upon the 
Calendar, but never reached. The report of that committee is referred to 

lt seems to the committee that upon the facts im should be al- 
lowed, and they re mmend the pass: bil 














OFFICE ABANDONED PROPERTY, Browns , Tex., June 17, 1865. 
Respectfully returned. The evidence produced by Mr. De Leon proves the 
within property (28 mules and 2 horses) to have been his property as claimed, 
and that it passe rossession of the Quartermaster’s Department 
The claimatr lin hauling co m of the time he 
states he was c+ confederate g employ He isa 








“d to 





pay 


K. HI 


Major.S -second United States Colored Tr 
I charg tHhandor dp 





DSON 


Whereupon on same day, viz, June 17, 1865, General Brown instructed Cap- 
tain Lombar to give claimant vouchers for his property or return it either of 


which was done. 
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On December 14, 1865, Maj. Gen. G. Weitzel, hay ing suces eded General Steele 
in the command of the District of the Rio Grande, in referring to the papers in 
the case, certified as follows: j ra 

These papers were turned over to me by Maj. Gen. F. Steele, on the day of 
his departure. General Steele and myself were both fully of the opinion that 


these animals should be paid for in full,and would again recommend thatit be 
done » c : i. : : 

4nd on same day he inclosed to General Wright, at Galveston, said certifi 
eate in an official communication, of which the following is a copy 


BROWNSVILLE, TEX., December 14 
GENERAL: The bearer is Patricio de Leon, brother of Santiago de Leon, the 
claimant for twenty-eight mules and two horses unjustly and illegally taken 
from him by General Brown’stroops. He oughttobe paidinfull. Mr. Patricio 
de Leon is acting with full power of attorney for hisbrother, I wish you would 
enate some way in which the matter can be settled. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


List). 





le 
aes 


G. WEITZEL, 
Major-General, Comma 
Maj. Gen. H. G. WRIGHT, 
“Commanding Department of Texas, Galveston, Tex. 


Mr. H¢ ILMAN. I ask the Clerk to read the latter communication 
again, and I ask the attention of the House to it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BROWNSVILLE, TEX., December 14, 
GENERAL: The bearer is Patricio de Leon, brother of Santiago de Leon, th 
claimant for twenty-eight mules and two horses unjustly and illegally taken 


L865. 


from him by General Brown’s troops. He ought to be paid infull. Mr. Pa- 
tricio de Leon is acting with full power of attorney for his brother. I wish you 


would designate some way in which the matter can be settled 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. WEITZEL 


yr-Gene l 


|, Commanding 


Maj 

Maj. Gen. H. G. WRIGHT, 

Commanding Department of Texas, Galveston, Tea 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there wasno jurisdiction by the Quarter- 
master’s Department under the act of 1864 to adjust this claim, but the 
Southern Claims Commission, which was authorized in 1871 and which 
expired in 1881, had jurisdiction over it. And there seems to be no ex- 
planation whatever why this claim did not go before this cemmission 
instead of coming to Congress, where the case had to be heard on ex part 
testimony. Had this party gone before the Southern Claims Commis- 
sion ample opportunity would have been afforded for fair investigation 
and the hearing of testimony on both sides. For the purpose of facili- 
tating the examination of these claims the Government authorized the 
Southern Claims Commission to send out commissioners where worthy 
claims existed, with full power to take testimony, so as to make the cost 
of the proceedings as light as possible. I think my friend from Wis- 
consin will regard it as a point against this claim that it was not sub- 
mitted to that tribunal, which had complete jurisdiction of it, with 
ample power to do full justice to the claimant. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken 
in his statement of fact. This claimant presented his claim to Con- 
gress before the organization of the Southern Claims Commission 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report does not speak of that. The Southern 
Claims Commission was in existence from 1871 to 1881, and I would lik 
to know why this claim was never presented to that tribunal which was 
amply competent to furnish relief. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. It does appear in the report that befor 
the organization of the Southern Claims Commission, to which th: 
gentleman from Indiana has referred, this claimant had duly and 
seasonably filed his claim before the Congress of the UnitedStates. He 
had submitted it to the only court which at that time had jurisdiction 
of it. If he had chosen, it is true he might possibly have withdrawn 
his claim from Congress and presented it to the Southern Clain 
mission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was what was generally done 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I do not know about that. It appears 
from the report of the committee in this case that this man, about whos 
loyalty there is no sort of doubt or question, presented his claim at the 
first opportunity to Congress, and from that day to this has been vainly 
asking for its payment. The generals in command regarded it as a 
just claim. Every general in command alleged it to be a just claim 
There were several i 


is Com- 


changes in commanding of 

another in quick succession, and every one 

and certified to the loyalty of the claimant 
Mr. HOLMAN. But no vouchers were gi 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 


one follow ng 


ded the 


ncers, 


recolnmel 


ven 


No vouc he rs were given 


Mr. HOLMAN. Of course if vouchers had been given it would have 
been paid. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin On account of that bare technicality ] 
do not think Congress should be estopped from considering this honest 
claim 

It is not a claim which arose out of the taking of supplies on 


ground of military necessity. It was incurred in the summer of 1865 
when the war practically had ceased. The claimant at once presente: 
his claim to the commanding officers. As I have 


several changes in the command, and this may account in part for tl 


stated, there were 
fact that he tailed to obtain payment of those in command of the Army 
A change was made soon after this property was taken, and those suc 
ceeding to the command may not have had the same sense of responsi 
bility that they would if personally the facts. Yet each 
one recommended its payment. 


cognizant of 
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If he had withdrawn his claim after Congress had gained 
tion and filed it before the Southern Claims Commission it 


; isdie- 
would per- 








haps have been met there with the objection he ought to have prosecuted 
his claim in the forum he had first selected. He presented it to Con 
gress, and ever since has been urging Congress to pass on it It seems 
to us only fair that the bill should after these long delays receive tavor 
able action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will remember that a tribunal w rean 
ized for the express purpose of relieving Congress in the examination of 
these claims These claims, of course, Came in vast numbers between 
1865 and 1870, and this tribunal, consisting of three judges, was organ 
ized, with ample power to take testimony for the purpose of 1 
Congress, and also to give to the loyal people in the S.ates to wi 
operations were confined a court of ample and complete j 
the presentation of their claims. It examined claims running 
the aggregate to over $60,000,000 

Now, my friend speaks of the viving of a voucher as a mere techni 
eality. It may be technical, asa matter of course, but if there had been 
a voucher given, as it would have been given atter had been 
proper upon its face, that would have been a suflicient and satisiactory 
evidence to warrant its payment. The committee would m ive found 
it a technical evidence in support of it, but a means of compelling pay 
ment, and of course the voucher would have been given had there been 
no groufd for objection. Iama little apprehensive that t} tatement 
read there may have had something to do with the matte: 

It has been said by some person, by the claimant himself, that he 


the service of the contederate governmen 


heard no explanation of that at 


was forced into 


all. I donot my, { aece 


pressing the sentiment of the law, but ] apprehend that that 
point of difficulty and the reason the voucher was not issued 
take it as at least probable that the fact mentioned by 1 Ly 


Wisconsin did not appear as clearly as he thinks it did, that 
that the loyalty of the claimant was established beyond 
statement from the Quartermaster’s Department showin 
the claim was not adjusted and an explanation on the other! 
it was not prest nted to the Court 


satisfactory 





of Claims would ike if ich mere 


And I may be permitted to say that it is walking on dang ound 
indeed, though it be in a small way; it is like treading on a mass of 
burning plowshares for Congress to undertake the examination of these 
claims and the opening of this question. We can never know when 
we undertake to go into ‘Rat question where we will iand a i Ali 
of the testimony In these cases comes before you in a one-sided condi 
tion; all of itisex parte necessarily. You are never certain whether you 
are doing justice to the claimant or injustice to the Governmen Phere 
fore I myself insist where a claim has been cogni tril | com 















petent to act upon itand the claim has not beet it it should 
be taken as an argument against the claim I sho for my own 
part the reterence of the claim tothe Cou nt « he on eason 

hy it can not go would be, if it exists, the b the sta of limita- 
tions, and I do not reeall at this mon t an ich ba If there is no 
bar of limitation, he is entitled to ) ‘ s cial id I should 
preter that course 

Mr. STORM. If there is we can remove: 

Mr. HOLMAN I should not like to remove it in a single case if 
it eXIsts But by spec enactment cert ( mav b 0 mitted 
a ] 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsi Mr. Chairman, perhaps Ishould not have 
admitted that the were no uchers. in 1 S CASé Cher 
haps, as good vouchers as can be asked in any t [tis y 
may not be 1 cact ) ht form it IS Ol ‘ t at 
the time that thes Ss were take the gene di that they 
should be paid for, and on December 14, 1865, Gene: Weitzel in- 
dorsed the claim and dir il Gener VW } ‘ veston, to have it 
paid in ft 

M HOLMAN I : \ ccus riven 
lor the non-payment 0 i ee ? 

Mir. JONES, of Wisconsit ~ piv hadnot! ‘ nev : 
tie wn reasol { il en the 1 miVi it of | I - nd 
hous; Ss ol nh 

Mr. HOLMAN Has m l \ mi i t 

Mr. HISCOCK | I in from \ ! jues 
tion ] t eport t} } { 64 ter’s 
Vepartn t ] i} yur ’ ‘ i 

Mi TON = VW ons - e of b 
Stat vh I underst g I on 
It only related Ion ) ( Stat » Tennessee 
wd portions Virgini ind the st 

Mr. HOLMAN. It applied to all he il States, including Ten 

ssee and W t \ irginia 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsi pp ho Gulf 
states | e was » trib or ¢ irt be ‘ ) nave 
presented th laim ntil the Commissior sot € ithe zed 
to consider them, and when that was organ Lit had been a uly pre 
sented to Congres hat court lasted I I ) two 
years. Ever sin t has been gorously prosecute re ( rress. 
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and so far unsuccessfully. It has been unsuccessful because it has 
again and again failed to be reached on the Calendar. It has never 
been rejected or unfavorably reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be glad to have the gentleman answer the 
question that I propounded. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
claim was not paid? 
out of which to pay it. 
statement to that effect? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask this question, wherein this 
claim differs from all the cases in which property was taken in States 
in insurrection by the Federal Army? 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin 
to be a loyal man-— 

Mr. HISCOCK That does not appear. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. He was a person of Spanish descent 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is not a suggestion of any proof of loyalty 
in the re port 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 


} 


the case, but I refer th 


What is it ? 
I put the question to you how it happened that this 


Now I ask the question, is there an official 


In this respect, this claimant is proved 


gentleman to the testimony of the three com- 
contained in that report. There are a large number 
its proving the loyalty of the claimant. As I have said, he 
of Spanish descent, and had not by family connection or otherwise 
inthe rebellion. Onthe contrary, the proof shows beyond 
all doubt that his sympathies were with the Union cause. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems that 
some Way In what way? 


Mi IONES of Wisconsin 


mand nye omcer 
of affiday 
was 


‘ . ‘ 
any inceres 


he was in the Southern service in 


Simply as the driver of a wagon, when 
he was compelled to be by the presence and command of rebel troops. 
It would not have been conducive to his health or safety to refuse. 

Mr. HOLMAN And he makes affidavit to that effect? 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And other parties make similar, affidavits? 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Yes; his statement is corroborated by 


the statements of others, his neighbors, and officers of the Union Army. 


Mr 
Mr 
Mi 
Mr 


COSGROVE. And they got his property? 

JONES, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

COSGROVE (nd he has never been paid for it? 
JONES, of Wisconsin. He never has been paid for it. 


I will 


say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that the question | 
And I | 


of loyalty is the first question which we consider in these cases. 


will also say for the satisfaction of that gentleman that if a man is found 
by our 


loy atl 
were disloyal find any encouragement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now as to the matter of payment. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. As to the matter of payment I will be 
perfectly frank and say that I do not now remember the precise reason 
why he was not paid. 
not to weigh in the consideration of this case. 
command of those forces never had any very large quantities of money 
at their disposal. We had the statements of those officers, as explicit 
as statements could be made, that this claimant ought to have been 
paid, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman says that there was an order of 
General Weitzel for the payment of the money. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Yes, sir. 


which to pay it 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 
son, and | suppose so yet 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
That is the trouble 
Congress. 
at the very best 

Mr. JONES 
this claim 

Mr. HOLMAN. It lies against all of them. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. To the whole system of appropriating 
money for the payment of private claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. It applies to all the claims presented 
before Congress with equal force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We supposed we had got rid of these claims when 
we passed the law referring all claims against the Government, which 
were cognizable at all, to the Court of Claims; but the fact is that we 
have more claims here now than ever before. Instead of gaining any- 
thing by the passage of that act to refer all these matters to the Court 


There ought to be some evidence on that point. 
with the examination of all these claims before 


of Wisconsin. That objection does not lie alone against 


of Claims the fact is that the number of claims before Congress is in- | 


creasing, and the number reported from committees is now beyond all 
precedent 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I will leave it to the statesmanship of 


the gentleman to frame a bill which will relieve us of the trouble which 
he suggests. 
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My friend’s answer was that there were no funds | 


| those who were loyal and refusing payment to the disloyal. 


| butstill these claims continue tocome here. 
| to frame a proper bill in the last Congress. 





| selves. 


It is very clear, however, that that fact ought | 
The officers in direct | 


[ believe my friend thought in the first place that | 
the reason the money was not paid was because there was no fund from | 


We never know anything about them; itis mere guesswork | 


| from New York [Mr. Roprnson]. 


Suffice it to say that the laws of the land are such that | 


MARCH 28, 


there is no court of justice in which this claim can be prosecuted. The 
Court of Claims would have no jurisdiction of this case without a spe- 
cial act of Congress. The gentleman from Indiana complains of the 
present system; but he would be the last man to send these claimants 
to the Court of Claims. That is precisely the remedy which thousands 


| of them are asking. Give to claimants from States which were disloyal 


that right, and within a year suits would be brought involving $20,000, - 
000. And under the decisions of the Supreme Court no man can say how 
many millions the Government would be compelled to pay. ; 
Under the present system Congress can exercise its discretion, paying 
I will 
heartily second any plan which will improve the present system, but 
we of the Committee on War Claims have seen enough to warn us that 


| it is a question which must be handled with care. 


The delays of Congress are not favorable to unjust claims or indeed 
to just ones. We should take more than one thought before we open 


| the courts to the indiscriminate consideration of Southern claims. 


Until the gentleman from Indiana or some one else can suggest some 


| remedy Congress must listen to claims of this character. To refuse 
The report does not cite all of the facts in 


would be repudiation of the worst character. No claims can be more 
meritorious than those of the men who were loyal to the Union in those 
districts where disloyalty was the rule and where loyalty meant the fae- 
ing of every danger. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I helped to frame the bill which I have referred to, 


We did the best we could 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I now move that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must ask for a vote on that motion. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 101, 
noes 7. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that for the purpose of having a test 
vote on the question of paying this class of claims, I will be very glad 
to withdraw the point of order of no quorum, with the understanding 


| that there shall be a yea-and-nay vote on this bill when it shall be 
| reached in the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that a yea- 
and-nay vote be taken in the House on this bill? 
Mr. HISCOCK. How is it possible for the Committee of the Whole 


| to bind the House in that matter ? 
committee to be loyal, you may be pretty certain that he was | 
The committee is not so organized that the claims of men who | 


Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for granted that an agreement made here 
would bind the members present. 


The CHAIRMAN. The members of the committee can bind them- 
If there is no objection, that will be considered as the under- 
standing. 

There was no objection; and the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1000) 
for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it appears that Myra Clark Gaines, as the legal representative of 
Daniel Clark, deceased, of Louisiana, is entitled to 39,737 arpens of land, being 
a portion of agrantmade by Spain to Thomas Urquhart, and 5,470 arpens, being 
a portion of a grant made by Spain to John Lynd, amounting altogether to 
45,207 arpens, equal to 38,457 acres of land: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That patents shall issue in the usual manner to Myra Clark 
Gaines, her heirs and assigns, for all of the aforesaid lands which the Commis- 


| sioner of the General I and Office shall find to be vacant, unappropriated, and 
I said that I supposed that was the rea- | U"™ , ao . 

; PI : | quishment of title on the part of the United States, and shall not in any wise 
| impair or preclude any adverse claimant or claimants from the right to assert 


undisposed of by the United States, which patents shall operate only as a relin- 


the validity of their claim or claims in a court or courts of justice: Provided, 
That no mineral lands shall be granted by this act or located by the scrip to be 
issued pursuant to this act. 

Sec. 2. That for all of said lands which have been disposed of by the United 
States, or otherwise lawfully appropriated, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office shall issue in lieu thereof certificates of location of the character pre- 
scribed by the sixth section of the act of Congress approved June 22, 1860, en- 
titled ‘An act for the final adjustment of private land claims in the States of 
Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other purposes.”’ 

Src. 3. That the provisions of the act of Congress approved January 28, 1879, 
entitled “‘An act defining the manner in which certain land-scrip may be as- 


| signed and located or applied by actual settlers, and providing for the issue of 


patents in the name of the locator or his legal representatives,”’ shall apply to all 
the certificates of location which are issued under this act as aforesaid. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill is reported by the gentleman 


It will undoubtedly give rise to a 
very prolonged debate, and I suggest to that gentleman that it be 


| passed over informally. 


Mr. COSGROVE. 
New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I introduced the bill originally, 
but the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] reported it from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims and has charge of it. I have no 
objection toany arrangement which the Committee of the Whole may 
make. 

Mr. COSGROVE. 


The bill was not reported by the gentleman from 


I certainly do not want to consent, and will not 
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consent, that this bill should be passed over; it should be disposed of in 
itsorder. This question has been before Congress for years, and there 
have been three or four reports of committees favorable to this claim. 
Here is another report in favor of the claim, and I think the Commit- 
tee of the Whole should now proceed to act upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend from Missouri will not insist on 
the committee proceeding with this bill to-day. I am not only opposed 
to the bill in its main features but I am opposed especially to the issue 
of land-scrip. I would rather see the Government do anything else 
than that. I think no policy would be more fatal. 

There are several bills which have been laid aside to be reported fu- 
vorably which should be acted upon by the House, and it has been 
agreed that the yeas and nays shall be taken on one of them, which 
will occupy some time. I therefore move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that before that is done he should allow the report accompanying the 
bill to be read, in order that it may be printed in the RECORD and ex- 
amined by those who are to act upon it hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I withdraw the motion until the report 
is read. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor; and 
I do not understand how gentlemen can take me off the floor by the 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] 
has the floor. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I have no objection to the report being read, 
neither have I any objection to the committee now rising, but I do not 
want this bill to be displaced. I want it to be considered in its order 
on the Calendar. If gentlemen want the report to be read I have no 
objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that if the committee should now rise the pending bill will not 
be passed over, but will retain its place on the Calendar to be consid- 
ered when the House shall again go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam willing that instead of the report being now 
read it shall be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report is quite along one, and there is scarcely 
time enough for its reading now. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] 


asks unanimous consent that the report be printed in the RECORD with- | 


out being read. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thinkit is entirely too long a report to be printed 
in the RECORD, and we all have it in our rooms. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw the reqyest as to the printing of the 
report, and move that the committee rise and report its action to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had di- 
rected him to report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEER 


JOHN W. SAVILLE. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was | 


the bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint Assistant Engineer John W. Saville a passed assistant engineer 
on the retired-list of the Navy, reported with an amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES H. AYERS. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 723) for the relief of James H. Ayers. 

The bill was reported back with the recommendation that a resolu- 
tion be adopted referring the bill to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add what I send to the desk to the reso- 
lution reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read the resolution as proposed to be amended, as follows : 

Resolved, That the pending bill be referred to the Court of Claims underan act 
entitled “‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive 
Departments in the investigation of claims against the Government,” approved 
March 3, 1883. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported without amendment from the 
Committee of the Whole, were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: , e 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. 
Rawlins; 

A bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of Benjamin F. Millard: and 

A bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of J. H. Hammond. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 57) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the 
public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; 

A bill (S. 453) for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others; 

A bill (S. 848) to amend section 2776 of the Revised Statutes, so as 
to authorize the unlading of coal, salt, railroad iron, and other like 
articles in bulk under the superintendence of customs officers, at the 
expense of parties interested, at places to be designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury within the collection district; 

A bill (S. 1148) for the relief of William B. Moses; 

A bill (8. 1149) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (S. 1432) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a re 
ward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the Greely r« 
lief expedition. 


8 


SANTIAGO DE LEON, 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation was the bill (H. 
R. 1724) for the relief of Santiago de Leon; which was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and was accordingly read the third tim« 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the passage of this bill I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

ADJOURNMENT 


UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. RANDALL. Prior to the taking of the yeas and nays upon the 
pending bill I desire to make a privileged motion—that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. I think I make 
this motion in obedience to a general wish on both sides of the House. 

The question was taken; but before the result was announced, 

Mr. RANDALL said: Mr. Speaker, I made this motion as much at 
the instance of members on the other side as on this side; but as gen- 
tlemen on the other side seem to vote against it, I withdraw the motion. 
[ Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. CHACE. I renew the motion. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. #1 call for the yeas and nays 

The question kaving being taken, 

The SPEAKER said: On ordering the yeas and nays the ayes are 
16, the noes 95. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it in order to call for tellers? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BLAND. I eall for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were 13 voting 
in the affirmative—not one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point that no quorum voted on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted upon 
the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not announced 
quorum having voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. STEELE. Had not the Chair announced the result ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had announced the vote, but had not 
announced the result of the vote. The point being made that no quo- 
rum voted, the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, Mr. CHACE, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BLAND. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, noes 
136. 

The SPEAKER. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Is not a motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. A motion to adjourn is always in orde1 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The point that no quorum has voted is still in 
sisted upon, and the gentleman from Maryland moves that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. MATSON. If the House should adjourn it would dispense with 
the session of this evening for pension bills. 

Mr. CHACE. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise to a point of erder. Before the question is put 
on the motion to adjourn is it in order to insist that the tellers retain 
their places? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is in order at any time 

Mr. DUNN. Pending a division ? 

The SPEAKER. It is when there is no quorum. 
announced the vote. 

Mr. DUNN. I did not know they had made the announcement 

Mr. TALBOTT. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry 
motion to adjourn over take precedence of the motion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. It does; but the motion to adjourn over requires 
a quorum for its decision, and the motion merely to adjourn dees not 


the result. No 


Is the point of no quorum still insisted upon ? 
It is. 


The tellers had 


Does not the 
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Th tlema Maryland [Mr. HOBLITZELL] moves that the 
House now adjourn 
Mr. M SON. I move that the House now take a recess until half- 
past 7 o'clock, to meet under the order for Friday-night sessions. 
e SPEAKER. That motion would require a quorum 





The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOBLITZELL that 
the House adjourn, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 52, noes 83. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. MATSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can not the 
by tellers be now resumed? I think a quorum Is now present. 
HISCOCK. Is not the House now dividing on the motion to 
rn until Monday? The motion to adjourn only took precedence 

t 
l SPEAKER But pending the motion that when the House ad- 
) be to meet « Monday next, the fact was disclosed that there 
\ n. Thereupon, under the rules of the House, a motion 
y le to adjo Phe ue is that when it appears there is no 
quorum present, but two motions are in order—a motion to adjourn 
rt ra call of the House 
{LBOTT I renew the motion that when the House adjourns 
ect l Mi d Yy nex 
HISCOCK. I understand that the point of no quorum was not 
‘ i 
The SPEAKER was not 
Mr. HISCOCK Then, the motion to adjourn having been defeated, 
1S I he next business in order the continuation of the vote upon which 
the quorun 
EAKER It is, unless some motion be made which takes pre- 
HISCOCK I call for the regular order. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia |Mr. GrorGE D. 
VW In da call of the House. 
Mr. CHACE I understand the gentleman from Virginia does not 
on that motion. 
Ir. GEORGE D. WISE I withdraw it. 
Mr. CHACE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
n to meet on Monday next 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays upon 
that motion, which is still pending. If there be no objection the tellers 
will resume their place 

Mr. COX, of New York I desire to ask whether this motion cuts 

out the session for persion bills this evening 

The SPEAKER. It does not The motion is that when the House 


adjourns the adjournment shall be till Monday next; 
immediately pending is on the demand for t 
tellers will resume their places. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 


but the question 
The 


he yeas and nays. 


If 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


members are now present who did not vote can they now pass through 
the tellers? 

The SPEAKER The vote has been announced. 

Mr. WAIT If members who did not vote wish to vote to make a 


quorum, can they not, by unanimous consent, pass between the tellers 





and be counted ? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can be done. The vote 
was compl te, and it appeare d there was no quorum. 

Mr. WAIT. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the gentlemen who 
did not vote before be permitted to pass through the tellers and vote. 

Mr. PAYSON i object 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will request the tellers again to take 
their p! wes, as no quorum appeared on the last vote. 

Mr. CHACE Is this a new vote ? 

The SPEAKER. It is: and th question is on ordering the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn until Monday next. 

Che House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 17, noes 146. 

So (one-fifth not having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 7 

The SPEAKER Che question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island | Mr. CHACE] that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next 

Mr. BLAND. I demand a division 

Che House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 35. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum has voted. 

lhe SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BLAND and Mr. CHACE. 

Che House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 130, noes 31. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the affirmative,and the ayes 
hav« Applause. | 

So € motion was agreed to 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the several votes which had been 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabie 


rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MATSON. I now move that the House take a recess until 7.30 
this evening 


The motion was agreed to 
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The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote, the Chair 
desires to state that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN 
will occupy the chair during the evening session. : 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 4 
nd 55 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 


~ © 


o'clock a 7.30 p. m. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The recess hav ing expired, the House reassembled at 7 o’ clock and 30 
minutes p. m., Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order of the 
House under which the session of this evening is held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
a recess at5 o'clock until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions billson the Private 


Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions shall be considered. 


LEAVE 


OF BUSINESS. 


OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEMPLE, for four days, on account of important business 

To Mr. FoLLert, until Monday next, by reason of absence on Ap- 
propriation Committee, 

lo Mr. DUNCAN, for one week from this day. 

To Mr. PoTrer, until Tuesday next. 

ORDER 

Mr. MATSON moved that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House, on the Private Calendar Mr. 
HATCH, of Missouri, in the chi 

The CHAIRMAN. Underthe order of the House the committee re- 
sumes the consideration of pension cases on the Private Calendar. 


OF BUSINESS. 


ur. 


LEVI ANDERSON. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in lieu of the pension of $30 per month which Levi 
Anderson is now receiving under act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, for a 
gunshot wound in the left hip-joint, there is hereby granted tosaid Anderson the 
sum of 8 per month, commencing from March 1, 1884, on account of said gunshot 
wound in the left hip-joint, and also on account of a gunshot wound in the right 
shoulder, both of said wounds having been received by him in an engagement 
with rebel troops at White Oak, Jackson County, Missouri, and both of said in- 
juries resulting now in total disability of said Anderson 


H. R. 3625 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered the petition 
persaccompanying 


ind pa- 
of Levi Anderson, late private in Company A, Seventh Kan- 
sas Cavalry, asking an increase of pension, find that said soldier was wounded on 
the llth day of November, 1861, receiving a bad fracture of the thigh bone, the 
result of a gunshot wound received in the battle at White Oak, Jackson County, 
Missouri. He was treated for two years in the United States hospital, and then 
discharged. The leg is seven inches shorter than the other, and is useless. He 
also received a gunshot wound in his shoulder. He was pensioned from the 
date of his discharge at the rate of $8 per month, which was increased in 1871 to 
$15, and in August, 1872, to $18. In 1582, by special act, it was increased t 
He now asks that he be allowed 0 per month. From the excessive disability 
existing, entirely incapacitating him from all labor, we recommend that the bill 
be amended so as togive him a pension of 40 per month, commencing from and 
after the passage of this act 





» $30 


The amendments of the committee were read, 


e out “ fifty,”’ and insert 
March, 1884,”’ and insert, * 


Mr. MORRILL. This bill underconsideration provides that the pen- 
sion now granted to Levi Anderson, late a private of Company A, 
Seventh Kansas Cavalry, be increased from $30 per month to $50. I 

| propose to state briefly the reasons why this increase should be made; 
and it is with a feeling of intense satisfaction that I stand here to-day 
pleading that justice may be done my old comrade, for we went forth 
from the same county in that young and devoted State that had the 
honor of leading all others in the relative number sent into the service 
as well as in the sacrifices made, for the list of her dead and wounded 
shows a larger percentage than that of any other State. 

In September, 1861, Levi Anderson, then a young, healthy, vigorous 
man, with all the promise of a long and useful life before him, enlisted 
in the United States volunteer service, and leaving home and friends, 
all that was near and dear to him, offered his services to his country. 
It was an hour of terrible peril. The wisest and the bravest looked with 
gloomy fears upon the contestthen justcommencing. This young man 
with hundreds of thousands of others, the bone and sinew of the coun- 
try, rushed to the defense of the old flag. Two short months quickly 
passed amid the exciting scenes of war and all this man’s prospects of 
life were blasted. It was a bright, beautiful, Indian-summer morning 
in November when we were ordered to March from Kansas City. | 
shall never forget that day. Our horses fresh with the weeks of com- 
parative rest that had been devoted to the drill, the gaudy trimmings 
glittering in the sun, the martial music filling the air, no party of 
young people ever went more merrily to a dance. We had marched 
| but a few miles when our advance guard, companies A and B of Sev- 


as follows: 
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* forty,”’ so it will read 


the passage of this act 


strike 
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out” 
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enth Kansas Cavalry, found a detachment of rebels securely posted 
behind the rocks and trees on the banks of the Little Blue at White- 
Oaks. Notwithstanding the disadvantages of position the attack was 
at once made. 

The fight was ashort one. Our brave boys were obliged to fall back, 
but they brought their wounded with them, and of those who that day 
suffered the terrible effects of war was Levi Anderson. He receiveda 
eunshot wound in his thigh, fracturing the bone badly, and another 
in his shoulder. We took him back to Kansas City and placed him in 
the hospital, where he had the attention and care that it was possible 
to bestow under the circumstances. For weeks he waged a hand-to- 
hand fight with the grim monster, Death. It seemed impossible that 
he could survive the fearful injuries he had received. 

In the morning the attendants said fo each other, ‘‘ He will be be- 
yond our care before another sunset.’’ And when the evening shades 
again gathered they said, ‘‘ How tenaciously he clings to life.’’ But 
youth and a strong, vigorous constitution conquered, and slowly day 
by day he grew, stronger. Weeks and months passed by, and still he 
was confined to that cot. It was two long years of suffering and pain, 
two years of hell on earth, before he was able to leave that hospital, 
crushed and broken down, all life’s bright prospects blighted. He was 
then discharged; like an old, worn-out horse, of no further use to his 
master, he was turned out to pasture, to linger and to die. 

He returned to his farm a physical wreck, unable to work it and too 
poor to employ any one else; unfitted by education to engage in th 
lighter duties of a clerk or book-keeper, he has struggled along endur- 
ing all the privations of poverty. For seven years our glorious Gov- 
ernment, in her grateful remembrance of his devotion and loyalty and 
to compensate him fer his terrible suffering, magnanimously gave him 
$8 per month. This was increased in 1871 to $15, and in 1872 to $18 
and for ten more years he received this sum—less than the inexperienced 
boy who worked on his neighbor’s farm was receiving. These su 
he received from the Pension Office under the general laws. 

In 1882, by special act of Congress, it was increased to $30 per month. 
The act of June 18, 1874, provides that in the case of ‘‘ the loss of both 
hands or both feet, or by any other injury resulting in total and perma 
nent helplessness,’’ the pensioner shall receive 350 per month, this 
to be granted only where injuries result in permanent total helpless- 
ness, requiring the regular personal aid and attendance of another per- 
son. In the case of the loss of both hands or bot 


by the subsequent act of 1878 a pension of 572 per month is allowed 
: 4 } | 


It is utterly impossible in any general law to fix a rating that equit- 
ably meets every case. The law as it now stands provides what the 
peusion shall be when the regular personal aid and attendance of an 
other person is required, but it does not in any way provide for those 
cases where the partial attendance of another person is required. The 
poor cripple who requires the assistance of another for three months o1 
six months or even nine months in the year gets no more than he who 
does not require the assistance of another for a single day, while t! 
pensioner who requires the constant attendance, no matter how 
the duties, of another gets more than double the amount. 

While I plead that justice may be done my old comrade, who I know 
has suffered as but few of his fellow-soldiers ever suffered, and who I 
know to be worthy and deserving, I do not ask for him, and he would 
not ask for himself, that he be treated any differently from what his 
brave associates are. He only asks that he receive the same as thos¢ 
who suffered like disability; that while he drags around the useless 
limb, which is seven inches shorter than the other, he should be allowed 
the same as though the limb had been amputated, for he would cer- 
tainly be no worse off with an artificial limb. For weeks past he has been 
helpless and has required the constant assistance of others; but he hopes 


and believes that it will not be necessary at all times to have an attend- 





h feet or both eves 





ant; that as the spring returns with its milder air he will be able to 
care for himself. 

But the stubborn, unyielding fact remains. All these years he has 
been a physical wreck. All his prospects in life have been blaste 
He has not been able to accumulate property and provide for old ag 
as others have done. His only thought has been to be abl 
for the wants of each returning day And now he asks you to 
him on the same footing with others equally disabled 

The committee, in considering his case, decided tha jasmu 
does not require the *‘ reg personal aid and ul 
person,’’ he ought not to have the full pension of 350 
of fact he requires the services of others more hours in tl é 
the strong healthy person who has lost both hands or bot 
committee were unanimously of the opinion that he 
tled to a higher pension than could be granted under th 
and therefore fixed the amount at $40, 

l ask the passage of the bill because it is a simple act of jus 
a brave soldier who freely offered his life for his count am 
suffered as is required of but few to suffer. LIask it b otl 
who are less disabied and who suffer less under the inequaliti: 


general law receive it. I ask it in behalf of the gallant soldier 
fighting Seventh Kansas, who wil] ] 
comrade so justly remembered 

The amendments were agreed to; and th 


all rejoice to have thei 


e bill as amended was 
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nenaation thi 


Mr. Chairman, I as} 
No. 1073, for the relief o 
informally without action, for the reason that there was some dispute 
this bill when it was last before the committee. 

the bills that proposes to grant a pension to a scout, and 
I ask, theretore, that 


UnanMmons 


Lee, be passed over 
This is one « 


Informally 


HARRISON, 


The next business on the Private Calend: 
granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison 
is as follows: 

, That the Secretary of the Int 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject 
limitations of the pension laws, the nam« 
Harrison, late a private in Company 


of Helen M 


vd said bill un 
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He suffered acutely at times, so much so that his eyes were affected by the 
light—photophobia—and he has been obliged to wear glasses since I knew him. 
I have no doubt but that the trouble has a malarial origin, contracted while in 






























































































the Army 
Phe 1im was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the certificate of 
the examining board, which accounted the disability of Licutenant Laufman 


nothing. Dr. Radinsky and Dr. Perchmentaver that there is a pronounced dis- 
ability, and in this conclusion they are corroborated by a large number of affi- 
davits from near neighbors of the petitioner 

i ler all the evidence, your committee believes that the bill should pass, and 
t therefore reports the bill with that recommendation 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


rHOMAS E. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson. 
The bill is as follows: | 


Be it enacted, & That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson, late of Company H, 
Sixty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers, from $24 per month to $30 per month, 
the said Wilson having had his eyesight so much impaired by a gunshot wound 
in the left eve as to make the loss of eyesight practically, although not abso- 
lutely, total; to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


WILSON. 


H. R. 2714) 


The committee recommend an amendment by striking out the word | 
‘*thirty,’’ in line 6 of the bill, and inserting the word ‘* forty.” 
Che report is as follows: 


Thomas I 
i, 1861 


Phat Private Wilson enlisted in the Sixty-second Pennsylvania | 
Regiment July to serve three years; that he was then 23 years of age; 
that he was discharged from service February 23, 1863, for disability occasioned 
from gunshot wound in the left eye, causing total blindness of said eye and 
very much weakening the right eye, and was pensioned March 8, 1863, at $8 per 
month; increased June 6, 1866, to $15 per month; increased February 7, 1872, to 
$20 per month; increased June 4, 1872, to $24 per month; and since the last date 
of rease it has been growing until he is now almost entirely blind. He there- 
ore s that he may have his pension increased. 

lic has furnished the sworn statement of two oculists and three physicians, 
based upon recent examinations, and all concur in the fact that he is practically, 
although not totally, blind 
lowed for those whose sight has been injured but not totally destroyed. His 
only relief is by the enactment of a private law. He asks for $0 per month. 

The committee are of the opinion he should bave $40 per month, and they 
recommend that the bill be so amended, and then ask that the bill do pass 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


f 


“ask 


REBECCA J. PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4141) 
for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce, widow of David A. Pierce, late 
of Company I, Twenty-fourth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, be placed on the pen- 


sion-roll; and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay her at the rate of $8 per month. 


The committee recommend the striking out of all after the word 
‘‘pension-roll,’’ in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
reports be dispensed with except in instances where gentlemen desire 
them to be read for information. 

Mr. CRISP. The only objection is that a member will not know 
from the reading of the bill when it is desirable or necessary to have 
the report read. 1 think it is better that they should be read in each 
case. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

The report was read. 


That David A 
able-bodied man 

That on the 9th day of April, 1864, at the battle of Pleasant Hill, La., he was 
wounded in right side of body above hip, was left on battlefield, taken prisoner, 
and carried to Camp Tyler, Texas, and there remained a prisoner until shortly 
before discharge 

rhe evidence discloses said Pierce was treated in field hospital at Pleasant 
Hill about two months,and was held a prisoner about eight months; that he 
was attacked by a sharp pain in region of right lung, attended with cough. 

Phat said Pierce received pension on application, and died on or about last of 
™ ptem be r, i878 

On March 29, 1879, Rebecca J. Pierce, widow of said David Pierce, made ap- 
plication for pension. 

There is no question of her marriage nor of the birth of her four children by 
said David A. Pierce, namely, Nancy A. Pierce, born November L4, 1866; Thomas 
W. Pierce, born August 29, 1869; Kelly J. Pierce, born January 18, 1873; Mary 
A. Pierce, born May 24, 1875 

On the 6th day of October, 1883, application was rejected, because, as stated by 
Commissioner, ‘‘ She is unable to show and connect death cause, ‘ consumption,’ 
with soldier's service and line of duty.” 

Phe ascistant surgeon who was left with wounded on battlefield says so long 
a time has intervened he can not remember the case 

But there is no question under the evidence he (Pierce) was wounded at the 
time mentioned, left on the battlefield, taken prisoner, and held as such for 
months 

In 1877, a short period before the death of Pierce, he was carefully examined 
by three reputable and credible physicians, who certify, and verify their cer- 
tificate by affidavit, as follows, among other things: That he had tuberculous 
condition of the lungs; that he had always complained of pain in lungs from 
the time he returned home, and that he had a cough which was sometimes re- 
lieved by treatment, but never cured 
And said physicians further state their belief that the disability is a conse- 


sub- 


The report will be read. 
It is as follows: 


Pierce enlisted August 19, 1861, at Rollo, Mo., and was a sound, 
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quence of the exposure and wounds received in the service of the United States 
which has gradually undermined the constitution and made his disability total 

One ofthe above physicians, Dr. White, who was his family physician, and w 
treated him continuously from 1865 to date of his death, swears— 

“That he (Pierce) had received a gunshot wound which brought about con- 
sumption; that the wound debilitated his whole system,and was so near the 
lung that the pus was carried into the lung by absorption, causing tubercles 
and also poisoning the blood by circulation.” ; 

This widow and the orphan children are being supported by their neighbors 

Your committee therefore recommend that said widow, Rebecca J. Pierce 
be placed on the pension-roll and receive such pension as the law gives her. 
and that the bill be amended by striking out all after the words * pension yo}].”’ 
in fifth line, and inserting the words “subject to provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” 


TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ho 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
CORNELIUS FITZGERALD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 282) 


to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension-roll. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to reinstate the name of Cornelius Fitzgerald, late a private 
in Company G, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and holding certificate numbered 127269, on the paetenemn, and that he be paid 


272 
his pension as provided by law from the date of the suspension of the same 
The report is as follows: 


Your committee have examined the papers in this case with care, and are of 


| the opinion that injustice was inadvertently done the petitioner when his name 


was stricken from the pension-roll on ex parte testimony taken by a special ex- 
aminer, most of said testimony being based on rumor in camp at the time the 
disability was incurred. The committee adopt the report of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-seventh Congress and make it their own 
which is as follows: 


“(House Report No. 120, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 


‘*The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
3582) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension-roll, having had the same 


| under consideration, beg leave to make the following report: 


“Cornelius Fitzgerald enlisted on the 5th day of August, 1862, and was mus 
tered into Company G, One hundred and sixth Illinois Volunteers, at Lincoln, 
Ill., on the 17th day of September, 1862, for three years or during the war. He 
served with his company and regiment until January 7, 1865, when he received 
a gunshot wound in the left leg, fired by the provost guard in the town of Pine 

| Bluff, Ark., which resulted in the amputation of the leg above the knee. The 

| Adjutant-General’s report to the Commissioner of Pensions, dated June 8, 1366, 

| Says: 

| ** Records on file report him discharged at Pine Bluff, Ark., July 17, 1865, of 
gunshot wound received January 7, 1865, said to have been received while re- 

sisting the provost guard at Pine Bluff.’ 

* Pending the application for pension proof was furnished which satisfied the 
Adjutant-General that the record in his office was erroneous, and it was amended 
Under date of February 14, 1874, he reported to the Commissioner of Pensions 
that— 

‘** Certificate of disability reports him discharged at Pine Bluff, Ark., July 17, 
1865, because of amputation of left thigh from gunshot wound received January 
7, 1865, while in the line of duty.’ 
| “After a protracted examination of the case and correction of the record in the 

Adjutant-General’s office, as above, a pension was granted to Fitzgerald March 
17, i874, at the rate of $& per month, commencing July 18, 1865; $15 a month from 
June 6, 1866; and $18 a month from June 4,1872. This amount was increased to 
$24 a month from June 4, 1874. 

‘*Payment of pension was suspended by order of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions May 23, 1878, on the report of a special agent, on the ground that the injury 
was not received by the soldier while in the line of duty, and his name was 
finally stricken from the pension-roll. 

* The question in this case is one of fact. The testimony taken by the special 
agent is quite voluminous, all of which we have carefully examined. It 
mostly by soldiers of the regiment in which Fitzgerald served. It consists 
largely of what was rumored in camp at the time of the shooting. But few of 
the witnesses had personal knowledge of the facts, and nearly all of them sub- 
sequently made affidavits, which are on file, stating that their former testimony 
was based wholly on camp rumor. 

** Fitzgerald's own statement under oath is substantially that while in camp in 
the outskirts of the village of Pine Bluff, Ark., having stood guard during the 
night on the 7th of January, 1865, he got a verbal permit from Lieut. Henry 
Roach, commanding the company, to go into the village and purchase of the 
sutier some tobacco for said Lieutenant Roach. He left the camp at about 9 
o'clock a. m., and made the purchase without lossof time. At about 10 o'clock 
while walking up the street toward the camp, he heard a noise in his rear, there 
being some soldiers on the street, who were somewhat disorderly, and heard the 
command ‘Halt!’ On turning round he was struck by a gunsho* in the left 
leg above the knee. The shot was fired by the provost guard, who was patrol- 
ing the town. He says he was sober, having taken but one drink with Thomas 
Hardin but a few minutes before, the said Hardin.being with or near him at the 
time of the shooting. There is positive testimony that the guard said he did 
not shoot at Fitzgerald, but at Thomas Hardin, who it is shown by other testi- 
mony was intoxicated and disorderly. 

“The witnesses testifying before the special agent, as before stated, gave the 
camp rumor at the time, which was that Fitzgerald and Hardin while in the 
village had been drinking, and when halted by the provost guard started to run 
away. when the guard immediately fired. There seems to be no question but 
that Fitzgerald had the permission of his commanding officer to go into the vil- 
lage, nor is there any proof, save rumor, that he had at any time been acting in 

| a disorderly manner. On the contrary, it is stated that he was a good soldier, 
sober, and well behaved. 

“As before stated, the witnesses who testified before the special agent, in 
their counter affidavits, say their statements were made on rumor in camp, and 
that they believed Fitzgerald was in line of duty when shot. 

“Thomas Hardin, who was with Fitzgerald when shot, says that he (Hardin) 
‘was the man halted and shot at, and that the shooting of Fitzgerald was acci- 
dental.’ He states further : 

“*The provost guard was trying to arrest this deponent, and not the said Fitz- 
gerald, and that the said provost guard shot the said Fitzgerald by mistake ; 
that the said Fitzgerald at the time he was shot was not resisting the provost 
guard or any one else, but peaceably walking along the street; that at the time 

the said Fitzgerald was shot he was in the line of duty, and was not nor had 
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not been resisting the provost guard, or committing a breach of the peace, or 
was not infringing any rule of military discipline. Aftiant further says that said 
Fitzgerald was a sober, obedient, faithful, and good soldier, and was punctual 
in the discharge of his duty.’ 

‘William J. Pettit, late sergeant of Company G, One hundred and sixth Regi- | 
ment Illinois Volunteers, testifies that he was not present when Fitzgerald was 
shot, but was told by several soldiers, who saw the whole affair, that Fitzgerald 
‘did not disobey the guard who shot him, but was orderly and in the line of 
duty ;’ and that Fitzgerald was a ‘number one soldier, true and faithful at all 
times, and that he never knew or heard of his being arrested, prior to the time 
above stated, for disobedience of orders or any other misdemeanor whatever.’ 

“ George W. Thomas, a comrade, testifies that he was within ‘ fifteen or twenty 
feet’ of Fitzgerald when he was shot, and ‘and knows, of his own personal 
knowledge, that he was orderly and did not disobey the orders of the guard who 
shot him ;’ that one Thomas Hardin, in said Fitzgerald's company, was present 
at the time, and was boisterous and drunk; that said Thomas Hardin was ar- 
rested by the said provost guard, and, while trying to escape from them, the 
said Fitzgerald was shot, not from any disobedience of orders or from any provo- 
cation ; thatthe shooting of said Fitzgerald was wholly due to the disorderly 
conduct and drunkenness of said Thomas Hardin. 

“In view of the factthat Fitzgerald was a good soldier, who always performed 
his duties and was obedient to orders, it is not at all probable he would resist 
the orders of the provost guard. It appearsconclusively proven that he was on 
his way to camp, and that his being shot was the result of a misdirected shot, 
aimed, if aimed at all, at Thomas Hardin. 

‘Your committee are of the opinion that injustice was inadvertently done 
this soldier. The witnesses upon whose testimony his name wasstricken from 
the pension-roll have modified their statements, showing they were made on 
mere rumor, and testify strongly in his favor. We therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill (H. R. 3582) to restore the name of Cornelius Fitzgerald to the 





pension-roll,”’ 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill (H. R 
instate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension-roll. 


99 


to re- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES KING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to James King. 
The bill is as follows: 


> 
\. 


H. I 


267) 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensions laws, the name of James King, late a private in Com- 
pany F, First Regiment United States Infantry. 


The report is as follows: 


This case was presented to the Forty-sixth Congress, and the Committee on 
Pensions of the Senate made a favorable report, as follows: 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of James 
King, private Company F, First Regiment United States Infantry, having ex- 
amined the same, with the accompanying papers, find that the soldier was con- 
tinuously in service from his first enlistment as a volunteer, in 1861, to the date 
of his discharge for disability, in 1870, from partial paralysis. 

“ His paralysis came on in 1869. His application for pension was rejected be- 
cause, in the opinion of a board of examining surgeons, the disability was not 
incurred in the service and in the line of duty. 

“The medical evidence in the case is conflicting to some extent. The exist- 
ence of partial paralysis is fully established, and a degree of mental alienation 
coexists. Some of the surgeons attribute his present condition to a virulent 
attack of syphilis, while others declare that it had no such origin. The exist- 
ence of the last-named disease prior to the occurrence of paralysis is, in the 
opinion of the committee, established, but whether the paralysis thus originated 
is very questionable. In consideration of this doubt, and of the additional! fact 
that the petitioner served throughout the war with credit and fidelity, having 
participated in the battles of Winchester, Cedar Mountain, and Antietam, in 
1862, Chancellorsville and Gettysburg, in 1863, ana in Sherman’s march, in 1364 
the committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.” 

This report was adopted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House, 
but the case was not reached during the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The case was again presented to the Forty-seventh Congress, and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions readopted the Senate report above, and also the fol- 
lowing: 

“Your committee has carefully examined all the evidence upon which the 
above-quoted report was based, and is of opinion that the conclusions reached 
by the two committees were well founded, in view of the strong medical certifi- 
cate of Surgeon Abadie, medical director, Department of the Lakes, under date 
of January 20, 1871, which is as follows: 

** Partial paralysis of the right side; the right upper extremity is completely 
paralyzed and the right lower extremity partially. This soldier is able to walk, 
though with considerable difficulty. At times he shows unmistakable signs of 
mental aberration. These consist principally in the manifestations of ungov- 
ernable rage, arising from comparatively trivial causes. The organs of speech 
are much impaired, it being almost impossible to understand what he says; one 
remarkable fact has been observed from the beginning, the inclination to say 
“no"’ when “yes” wasintended. The patient often seems conscious of the ab- 
surdity of the mistake, and immediately corrects himself. This soldier was 
wounded during the war, a musket-ball striking his breast one inch above and 
one inch to the left of the extremity of the xiphoid appendix. There is no scar 
showing the point of exit; probably the ball was extracted immediately. The 
patient's accounts of the matter are conflicting. In my opinion the disability is 
the result of hardships and exposure incident to the service. Amount of disa- 
bility, total.’ 

“The medical record of the soldier during his last term of service shows treat- 
ment at various times for colic, intermittent fever (tert. and quot.), and neuralgia 


The paralysis did not appear until subsequent to the last treatment shown for | 


neuralgia, in October, 1568. 

“The committee is clearly of opinion that the attack of syphilis immediately 
after discharge from first service, in May, 1864, resulted in no serious conse- 
quences, or else the rigid medical examinations to which recruits into the reg- 
ular Army are subjected would have rejected him. Again, the absence of any 
reference to syphilis or its results in the hospital record, or the certificate of dis- 
ability above quoted, should go far to remove doubts as to the real cause of the 
claimant's pitiful condition. The opinion expressed by the medical officer, 
“that the disability is the result of hardships and exposure incident to the serv- 
ice,’ is also the opinion of this committee, and the same therefore recommends 
that favorable action may be taken on the bill.”’ 

After a careful consideration of all the foregoing statements, your committee 
would report favorably, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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MRS. MARGARET STEEDMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. R. 1246) 
granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. James P. Steedman. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the name of Mrs. Margaret Steedman, widow of the 
late Maj. Gen. James B. Steedman, be placed upon the pension-list, and that she 


be allowed $50 per month from the date of the death of the said General Steed- 
man. 

The report is as follows: 

That Maj. Gen. James B. Steedman was an officer of singular ability and valor 
in the late war. Asa reward for his efficiency as a soldier, his skill as a com- 
mander, and his personal gallantry on the field of battle, he passed through ail 
the grades of the military service, from a captaincy to the position of major 
general. His dauntless courage, heroic enthusiasm, and magnetic leadership 
are known to all familiar with the history of the Army of the Cumberland. HH 
died October 14, 1883. Duringthe last years of his life he drew a pension for dis 
ability occasioned by chronic rheumatism. His death resuited from pneumonia 
aggravated by his army disease. 

Hie was twice married. By his first wife he had one son, who was a private 
soldier, who died, leaving two children and a widow surviving. She afterward 
died; the orphans fell to the care of General Steedman. By his second wife he 
had three children, who survive him. His widow is left with the five children 
in her care, the oldest not yet 12 years of age, the youngest about 2. With the 
exception of a few hundred dollars unexpended from his pension-money (now 
exhausted) the widow was penniless at the time of his death. She lives in a 
rented one-story frame house, with the plainest furniture, and without even the 
ordinary conveniences of domestic life. Your committee believe that a grateful 
and generous country owes a decent bringing up to the children of this galiant 
soldier and a comfortable living to his poverty-stricken widow, snd therefore 
recommend the passage of this bill. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill has been reported 
by some inadvertence so as to make it draw a little arrears. General 
Steedman died recently. I am quite sure it was not the intention to 
have reported the bill in that shape. The universal practice of the 
committee is not to grantarrears. I therefore move to amend by strik 
ing out in line 6 the words ‘‘the date of the death of General Steed- 
man,’’ and insert instead ‘‘the passage of this act 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES MUNROE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Charles Munroe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


> 
\- 


H. R. 2551 


Be it enacted, &c., That t&e Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Munroe, late a private in 
Company G,Second Regiment United States Artillery 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
2551) granting a pension to Charles Munroe, late a corporal in Company G, Se: 
ond Regiment United States Artillery, have considered the same, and beg leave 


to submit the following report 
It appears that Charles Munroe, late corporal in Company G, Second Reg 
ment United States Artillery, enlisted early in the late war of the rebellion At 
the expiration of his first term of enlistment he re-enlisted, February 22, 1864, to 
serve three years. He participated in the first battle of Bull Run, July 21 
and in twenty-one other general battles, campaigns, and sieges until the close 
of the war, including the Peninsular campaign, under McClellan, the Fred 
ricksburg, Gettysburg, and Wilderness campaigns. H.C. Dodge, first heute: 
ant Second United States Artillery, indorses upon his second discharge the fol- 
lowing 
‘Charles Munroe served with me during the last two years of the war, and 
my opinion, is a most excellent soldier. He held the position of corporal 
“H.C. DODGE, 
“* First Lieutenant, Second Artillery 


” 


1s6! 


n 


At the close of his second term of service he again enlisted, March 8, 1867, in 
the same battery, to serve three years, which he did, and was honorably dis- 
charged March 8, 1870 

Early in 1872 he enlisted in the marine service of the United States, at San 
Francisco, and was assigned to duty on board the United States revenue-cutter 
Reliance. While serving on board this cutter he lost his right arm, as the fol 
lowing affidavits show 

UNITED STATES REVENUE STEAMER PERRY, 
Erie, Pa 

I hereby certify that Charles Munroe served as quartermaster on board the 
United States revenue-cutter Reliance during the year 1872. While the crew 
were engaged firing a national salute, Ju'y 4, 1872, the said Charles Munroe had 
his arm blown off below the elbow by a premature discharge of the gun which 
he was serving at the time 


July 23, 1882 


W. H. HAND, 
Second Lieutenant, United States Revenue Marine 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 28th day of July, 1882 
V. HALLIVAY 
Prothonotary of the Court of Common Pleas 
of 


Ss 


Erie County, Pennsylvania 


Also the affidavit of Robert M. Clark, first lieutenant, who served on the Re- 
liance at the time, who testifies that he saw the accident, mentioning that it was 





his right arm that was blown off. This man gave nine years of his life to the 
| service of his country. He was honorably discharged three times. He was a 
| faithful, devoted, brave soldier, and participated in all the hard-fought battles 
| of the late war. He is now unable to perform labor of any kind, is broken in 
| health, and is absolutely in needy and indigent circumstances, without means 
health, or friends. In February, 1882, he applied for admission to the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, located near Dayton, Ohio, but was de- 
| nied admission thereto upon the grounds that under existing laws he was not 
eligible to the benefits of the Home. 
| Under all the circumstances your committee feel that while the claimant n 


not have a legal right toa pension it is a meritorious case, and they therefore re- 
port in favor of the bill, and recommend that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
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\H HARVEY. Calloway, who served under General William Henry Harrison in the war of 
: : 4 18ll and 1812, on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and restrictions 
i xt DUSIDeSS OD ie ivate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1491 of the pension laws 
pra Za pension to Saran L, Harvey, mother of G. B. Harvey The report was read, as follows: 
Lhe Dll was read, as lollows The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 297) gray 
B d That the Secretary of the Int x be, and he is hereby, di- | ing a pension to Violet Calloway, having had the same under consideratio; 
t se tl ar of Ss 1 L. Harvey, mother of G. B. Harvey, deceased beg leave to report 
‘ ‘ P E, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry, to be placed on That the evidence on file shows that James Calloway, the husband of claim- 
t I ed State ding the rules and law governing | ant, served in Capt, Andrew Wilkins’s company of Indiana militia from Septen 
‘ ber 18, 18] to November 18, IS11; that he took part in the bloody battle « 
: : rippecanoe. These facts appear from the official report of the Adjutant-Genera)} 
a Ba port Was Peau BULLY of the Army. 
Mr. Howuk, from the in © Invalid Pensions, s ited the following Claimant’s husband made application for pension under act of 1871, gran 
t (to accompan 1 H. R. 1491 pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, but the claim was 
~ L. Harvey ude aj tion to the ¢ ssioner of Pensions, seeking | jected because not covered by th the services having been rendered prior 
t pe ved a lepe t mother of Gill B. Harvey, first lieutenant | to the declaration of war 
‘ Dar E. Tenth ‘ Cavalr rhe proof clearly shows her depend There is no proof of the death of James Calioway, and of identification of 
‘ said s« sup Itappears from the evidence that her husband claimant as his widow, but your committee have ascertained from Hon. THomas 
ed 1s | . Gilt t B. Harvey ontinued from that R. Cogs, who introduced th l for the relief of claimant, that he knows of his 
4 ontribute to, or, to state it fully, to actually | own personal knowledge t such are the facts. 
« YT < ind providing for her wh he was in the Army. Your committee are of op! ion that the reli« asked should be granted, and the 
wy “ i 4 ery old, perhaps 80 years of age, and in absolute therefore report the back with the recommendation that it pass. 
7 ' . . The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorab|« 
I ( Ss f Pe ted her claim on the ground that her son . ‘ 
wa t i t the time he received the wound which resulted | recommendation. 
I vas perhaps right under the facts and w as inter- TULIA A. ROSS. 
l Pe I ‘ i therefore relief is sought through a special a : s at . ‘ i 
Congress The next business onthe Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5259 
B vever this y be, the proof is clear that he was on duty and acting | granting a pe nsion to Julia A. Ross. 
ot diat« rders of Gene ral Rouss¢ au in an engagement nT ; y aie o ee 7 
ir Nasl ‘ hen he was shot; that the military authori- lhe bill was read, as follows: 
i < us a soldier and an officer by taking h to the offi Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby a 
| Z ’ uted and cared for until he died, in about one | thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
n i ward ithe United States authorities emphasized this recognition | limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Ross, widow of Michae 
when th yuried him a soldier, and afterward reinterred him in the national | M. Ross, late a private in Company I, First United States Artillery, and wh« 
t Chatt re Tenn. He had served well and faithfully previousto | died in said service August 10, 1852 
vhich he st his life He was strictly in the line of duty when | ed : 
wounds rhe re port was read, as follows: 
Your mumittee therefore report back bill H. R. 149], and recommend that The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition for the p« 
ame do pass sioning of Julia A. Ross, submit the following report: 
Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable Your committee, having considered said petition, would respectfully recom- 
‘ : Se a “dia ace “ mend that the accompanying bill do pass 
recommendation. , aoe ; ; : ; ; 
MILLIA STAPLES. |} Mr. CRISP. As no information about the facts in this case are give 
: a . 
_— , ‘ ' > ~ > report, ) Ke t ar some @) ana : 
The next business on t Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 1504 in the re} ort, I shi uld like to hear s me exp] ination. : 
for the relief of Millia Staple | Mr. MATSON. This report comes from the Committee on Pensions, 
if rhe eile oO Lids « ics ‘ . : rT 
rhe bill was read follows : not the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman who made th: 
lie ik as Tead, as it ) ie . y . . , > ° 
‘ le | report, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. YorK], isin his seat. 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- | : " - that I ; his bill 3 ; : ; 
thorized and directed to place on the rolls of the Pension Office the name of | | may say, however, that I reported this bill in the last Congress, and 
Millia Staples, of Morgan County, Tennessee, for and on account of services ; am in a position to state some ol the facts, but perhaps the gentleman 
rendered the United States by Benjamin T. Staples, who was killed while in line | who has reported it this session can state them better than I can. I 
of duty as first lieutenant and adjutant of the Eleventh Regiment Tennessee 
Cavalry Volunteers, on March 22. 1863 remember the case very well. 
r fol Mr. YORK. I reported this bill at the request of the Committee on 
he report was read, as Lows . 1 . ; > 2 
a ~— a : Pensions. The claim was thoroughly examined and we found it to be 
he Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1504 | worthy, I have all the proofs among the papers in my desk, but not 
for the relief of Millia Staples, have had the same under consideration, and re- : : : _ . 
port it back with the recommendation that it do pass | thinking the bill was to come up just now I do not have them at my 
Benjamin T, Staples was appointed adjutant of the First Tennessee Cavalry | hand. I willsay, however, the claim was thoroughly examined by th: 
Mare! Sg 1e com! cement of re iting anc “oy ring sf ~rh- . s ; : ; ~~ . eo  s 
larch, 1563, at tl mmencement of recruiting and organizing said regi- | Committee on Pensions and acted upon favorably. We think it a just 
mer Andrew Johnson, then military governor of Tennessee, authorized R. ; A = i : > aa ° ‘ 
A. Davis to recruit and raise said regiment and commissioned him as licuten- claim, and I cheerfully indorse the passage ol the bill. 
int mel, and Lieut. Col. R. A. Davis, after personal consultation with Gov- Mr. CRISP. I wish to inquire why under the general law this pen- 
< Jol appointed sai« ‘ — § ‘ as ¢ “sy ri c F . ‘ ; ms . .— . é 
; inson, appointed said Staples adjutant, as aforesaid, with the rank of | gion can not be allowed? What are the special facts in the case ? 
first lieutenant Lieut. Col. R. A. Davis, and Lieutenant and Adjutant Benja- | ie - . ; 
min T. Staples and other members of said regiment left Somerset, Ky., previous | Mr. MATSON. As I havesaid, I remember the case very well and 
to the 18th day of March, 1863, for the purpose of proceeding to the border coun- | [ remember the claimant. Her husband was for a long time, during 
ties of Tennessee in order to meet refugees coming out of the confederate into | 4)most his whole life, a soldier in the regular Army, and he died asol- 
the Union lines and enlisting them in the military service, and thus completing . : ; . : : 7 
the maximum of said regiment dier in the regular Army just before the war brokeout. At that time 
On or ebout the 18th day of March, 1863, when said recruiting squad was | no pension was given to soldiers who died in the service; and that is th« 


halted at a place called Pine Knob, near the Tennessee line, they were attacked 


























by a portion of Pegram’s forces, and said Staples was wounded and taken pris- 
one Others were killed, including the major of said regiment. 
Che stimony, which is thoroughly reliable, shows that— 

After his capture said Staples was conveyed to Monticello, Ky., and was 
starts om there under charge of a portion of the notorious Champe Fergu- 
son's gut la command, ostensibly for Knoxville, Tenn., aprisoner; but when 
a few milesfrom Monticello, and on or about the 22d day of March, 1863, said Sta- 
ples was shot and killed by said command Affiant further states that at the 
time said Staples was wounded and captured he was discharging his duty under 
the appointment of adjutant that he had received 

rbis is from the affidavit of Lieut. Col. R. A. Davis, who had given said Staples 

the appointment of adjutant by the advice and approval of the military gover- 
nor, Andrew Johnson 

Che proof shows Lieuten Colonel Davis to have been present and wounded, 

but escaped d afterward « ipleted the organization of his regimant and 

served with distinct \ i h appointed as aforesaid,the said Benjamin 

r. Staples had not bee: stered and thus enrolled as adjutant. And it seems 

t the fins i} ind organization of said Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry 

was nof the previous appointment of said Staples to theadjutancy 

ment d there is no record of hisappointmentand service. There- 

s widow his ever applied to the Commissioner of Pensions, but now 

sks gress to recog the services and death of her husband by placing 

! nsior the widow of a first lieutenant of cavalry volunteers 

S Sta s wasa prominent Union leader in East Tennessee, and rendered 

1 ilu e serv tot Union cause and to the Union Army before he en- 
tered the tary service of the Government. His widow is now old and neéds 
pe vy assistance, which your committee are of opinion should be granted 
by the passa of the bill berein recommended 

Che bill was laid aside to reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

IOLET CALLOWAY. 

Phe t business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 297 
granting a pension to Violet Calloway. 

The b was read, as follows: 

Be 1 l, d&c., That Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
101 rected to } ime of Violet Calloway, widow of James 





reason the claimant comes to Congress. She had been the wife of this 
soldier during the greater portion of his service. He had served on the 
frontier and elsewhere. 

Mr. STEELE. He served in the war with Mexico, an 
ant was there with him and served as a nurse. 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; I had forgotten that circumstance. From the 
examination I gave it I was satisfied it was a very meritorious case. 
But because the claim did not arise out of the last war, it could not be 
granted in the regular course. The bill was referred to our committe: 
in this Congress, but we brought it back and had it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. YORK. I think every member of the Committee on Pensions 
thoroughly indorsed this claim. Owing to the rush of business I had 
not an opportunity of making out a fullreportas I had intended. But 
I will state that I have the fullest contidence in the claim as a worthy 
one. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I see no law or authority in virtue of 
which this claim can be sustained. As I understand it, the husband of 
this good woman was in the regular service. That was his occupation 
and his calling, and I should like to know by what law or under what 
authority his widow is entitled to a pension ? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I will state to the gentleman that the 
committee want to make a law giving this womai pension because 
there is not one. If there was a law giving a pension in such a case it 
would not be necessary to make an application to Congress. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Then they should show a meritorious 
case. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. They 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Whatis it? So far as I know it has 
notbeen stated. Has the gentleman from New York heard it? What 


| 
| 


the claim- 


a 


or 


do So. 
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he tells me I knew before he rose. 
justify this claim. ; 
Mr. YORK. I will say to my colleague from North Carolina that 
the case was thoroughly examined by the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. But I wish to know upon what ground 
the pension is recommended? Is it simply because she is the widow 
f a soldier who died before the war ? 
Mr. YORK. The pension is recommended because of the gallant acts 
of her husband in the Army. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. What were those acts ? 
Mr. STEELE. Hedied in the service from the result of diseases con- 
tracted in the service. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 
widow ? 
Mr. STEELE. No, sir. There is no law to pension her. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
recommendation. 


No information has been given to 


And there is no law to pension his 


i 


favorable | 


JOHN ROBBINS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 254 
granting a pension to John Robbins, reported with'an amendment from 


the Committee on Pensions. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Robbins, late a private in 
Company A, Second Illinois Volunteers (Mexican war) at the rate of $24 per 
month, 


The amendment was to add to the bill the following: 


The same to be in lieu of any pension now received, 

The report (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R grant- 
ing a pension to John Robbins, having had the same under consideration, re- 
spectfully submit the following: 

The committee find from the evidence submitted that John Robbins was a 
private soldier in Company A, Second Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in the 
war with Mexico, and that while in the line of his duty at the battle of Buena 
Vista received a gunshot wound in his left hip, where the ball now remains 
imbedded; that for this injury Robbins has received a pension at the rate of 
from four to eight dollars per month from the 7th day of November, 1853, to the 
present date, the rate of allowance now being M per month. It further appears 
by the affidavit of Robbins and two of his comrades that at Marcelena, Mexico, 
claimant had a severe attack of mumps, from the effects of which he has never 
recovered. The proof shows that from wounds and other injuries Robbins is 
now totally disabled and without means of support. The committee therefore 
report in favor of the passage of the bill herewith returned. 


54 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


MRS. M. C. JONES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 394 
granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Jones, reported with amendments | 
trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. M. C. Jones, 
widow of Dr. T. M. Jones, late surgeon of the One hundred and thirtieth Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. This act to take effect from and after its passage. 


The amendments were to make the bill read, *‘ to place on the pension- | 
roll the name of Mrs. Mary C. Jones, widowof Dr. Thomas M. Jones,”’ 
&c.; also, to amend the title so as to read, ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary C. Jones.”’ 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 394 
granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Jones, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report as follows : 

Thomas N. Jones was a pliysician, and practiced as such for many years prio 
to the last war. In1861 he entered the service as assistant surgeon of the 
Indiana Cavalry, and served as such for about one year. He 


Second 


red the 


re-ent 






service as surgeon of the One hundred and thirtieth Indiana Volunteers, and 
served in that capacity from March, 1864, to July 19 of the same year. During 
this service his regiment was actively engaged in the Atlanta campaig1 He 


died October 21, 1875. His widow, Mary ©. Jones, filed an application fi 
sion on account of his death August 4, 1879. This was rejected upon the grou 
that there was a record in the War Department showing that the di 
which he died existed prior to his service in either of the above regiments 
The adverse record consists of a certificate of a board of officers before whom 
he was examined at the time he resigned his last service, and this certificate 
states that he was subject ‘‘ to asthma from childhood, and to rheumatism for fif- 
teen or twenty years, for last few years only in chronic form, and is never fre« 
from it.’’ He died of these two diseases, and the question for this committee to 
decide upon the evidence before it is whether these existed prior to his last s« 
ice inthe Army. The decision of the Pension Office was made upon the r« 
alone. Although a special examination was had at the home of the 
ant, and at the place where the soldier had lived for many years prior t 
the officer who conducted said examination was obliged to report to the 
that he could not find any one who had any knowledge of the existence of 
these diseases prior to his entering the last service he performed for the Gov 
ernment, and in his report recommended the allowance of the widow’s claim. 
_ More than twenty reputable witnesses, six of them physicians who knew him 
intimately for a long time prior to the war, testify positively to his robust health 
up to the time he entered the service, in the year 1864. All of these witnesses 
speak of him froma long and intimate acquaintance, and concur in the fact that 
he was a remarkably strong man and in excellent health until he entered the 
service as surgeon aforesaid. The testimony is all that way, and, in a word, is 
as strong as it could be made. No one speaks te the contrary. The fact that 
such a record was made at the time he left the service is, at least tosome extent, 
explained by the fact that he was then in very poor health and had been fortwo 


ra pen 
id 


‘ 


claim- 
»the w 
ft 


‘ lee 


£ Ly, as neces- 
sary to save his life. And it is further explained by conversation which he had 
with an old acquaintance, Hon. Milton S. Robinson, a1 iber of the Forty-fifth 
and Forty-sixth Congresses, and who was then lieutenant-colonel of the Forty 
seventh Indiana Volunteers, a day or- two previous to his resignation fron 
first service, in which he stated that to get out of the service he would make ss 
any statement that was necessary his doubtless the case when the l 
verse record was made against him Hav been sick for some time Lb 
ing anxious to get out of the service, he stated to th ard of officers who exa 

| ined him, and who were evidently strangers to him, such things as he 
would make it certain that his resignation would be accepted 

The case is overwhelmingly proven, and but for the unyielding rule « 

Pension Office, prescribed by a decision of the Secretary of the Interior in ~ 
that parol testimony can not be admitted to contradict an adverse record 
a lapse of years this case would have been admitted, and the widow w 1 hi 

| been pensioned from the death of her husband. This committe the « 
ion that the action of the office in this case should have been favora 
would have been but for the iron rule of the Department, which controls 
Commissioner of Pensions 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following : 
ments: Insert the word *“‘ Mary” instead of the letter “‘ M and the 
“Thomas N.”’ instead of r. M in line 5 of said bill id that the 
amended by inserting the word “ Mary ” instead of the initial ‘‘ M 

The question was upon agreeing to the amendments reported tf 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr.CRISP. Ido not know that anything I can say will affect mem 
bers of this Committee of the Whole in their action on this bill. Id 
sire, however, to put on record.-my objection to the granting of pensions 
in such cases as this. 

[ understand the Committee on Invalid Pensions in their report 
say that they presume this gentleman would have made any stat 
ment whatever in order to get outofthe Army. I will not do his mem 
ory, dead as he is, the injustice to say any such thing, and I do not 
think the committee ought to have said it. Yet it seems from this 
report that this gentleman atthe time he sought to get cut of the Army 


| show that he did not suffer from rheumatism and asthma 


| never give utterance to it ? 


| buried and his mouth is closed forever, coming in here and saying t] 
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months, and was determined to get out of 
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t tl Ari he believed it wa 










































































stated that he suftered with rheumatism and with 
discharged. 
He lived perhaps ten years after his discharge, and his widow applied 


asthma, and he wv 


through the regular channel for a pension. She was met in the D 
partment with the record that her husband had made It is conceded 
that he died with asthma and rheumatism; that is admitted When 


his widow applied for a pension she was met with the record in the De- 
partment of the statement made by her husband himself, as I unde 
stand the report, that he had been subject to asthma from childhood 
and to rheumatism for fifteen or twenty years. That statement 
made by him at the tinfe he sought his discharge. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions report that it is probable that 
would have made any statement in his great anxiety to get out of the 
Army, whether such statement was consistent with the truth or not 
These are plain words, but that is exactly what it amounts to. The 
testimony of his neighbors, of people who know him, is produced 


+ 
t 
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to 
I ask you 
Mr. Chairman, and I ask the gentlemen of this committee, who would 
have more knowledge on the question of what a man suffers than th 
man himself? How many men are there of your acquaintance who sut 
fer perhaps almost every day from some disease, affliction, or pain, and 
There may be many such cases 

I take it that when this gentleman made the statement he did 
told the truth. And I object, for one, to a committee of this House « 
to any one, on the statement of other people, after a man has be: 


the probability is he would have made any statement to accomplish 
purpose, to wit, toget outofthe Army. That isa reflectionon his n 
ory, and this good lady, his widow, ought not, in my humble judgmen 
to seek a pension when to secure it itis necessary to make sucha 
ment as that 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
becomes necessary that she should contradict the record whi 
band has made in ordet a pension ? 

Mr. CRISP As I understand the case from ling of th 
port, when the widow applied through the regular channel tora pet 
she was met with 


I would ask the ge 


ntleman li 


” -—= 
h her] 


t 


to get 


tne ren 


a record in the Department of the statement m 


ule 
her husband at the time he was discharged—the statement on his 
that he had long been suffering from rheumatism and asthm: 

Mr. BR¢ WN, of Pennsvivania. Betor he went into the se mI 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, long betore he went ito the ‘ tol ‘ 
vear>rs. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania I did not so und id it 

Mr. CRISP. The record shows that the man did die of asthma an 
rheumatism. As I understand it, it is essential under the rules ¢ 
lished by the committee, and I have no doubt they is gate all ease 
fairly, that a reasonable probability shall be shown that the person 
curred in the service the disease from which he died Now, it 
to bring this case within that rule it is necessary to show that t 
statement he made at the time he was discharged was not true: th 
the way I understand the case. 

That being so, I merely want to enter my protest against any s 
finding as that, and to say for myself, feeling as I believe I can say 
frankness and candor I do feel an interest in those who have ¢ 
their lives in the service and defense of their country, notwithsta1 


| I was on the other side; and feeling an interest in the hor 
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country, I protest for one against any such finding as that being puton | that this gentleman when making this statement said probably what 
| was not true? 


record here in order to justify the granting of a pension in this case. 

{ will say for myself that in every case where a person has been dis- 
charged from the Army on his own statement that the disease from 
which he was suffering, and of which he finally died, existed prior to 
his enlistment, I will not vote to grant a pension to him. I will not 
vote to grant a pension in any case where the death resulted from a dis- 


ease which the person had contracted before he went into the Army. | 
In order to relieve the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


Mr. MATSON. 
sions, and particularly myself, from the imputation which the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has cast upon this report, I will say the 


committee has not stated that this officer at the time he was discharged | 
But we do say that he did state to Hon. Mil- 


said what was not true. 
ton 8. Robinson, who was at that time lieutenant-colonel of the Forty- 
seventh Indiana Volunteers and subsequently a member of the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, that he (Jones) would make any state- 
ment which was necessary in order to secure his discharge from the 
service. We simply say that he had so stated to Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course I do not wish todo injustice to any one; but 
I think the gentleman, if he will look again at the report, will find the 


thing to obtain his discharge. 2 

Mr. MATSON. Ithink not. What the committee say is that this 
man had so stated to Mr. Robinson. The report then proceeds: 

Having been sick for some time, and being anxious to get out of the service, 
he stated to the board of officers who examined him, and who were evidently 
strangers to him, such things as he thought would make it certain that his res- 
ignation would be accepted, 

We do not pretend to say whether these things were true or untrue. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two sides to this question. When 
the Government accepts a man into its service it thereby declares him 
to be sound and free trom disabilities; and I have always believed that 


setting up a prior unsoundness. I cannotsee any other equitable rule. 
But this case does not stop there. 


during his whole life, and was not able to find a single man who would 
say that Jones had had any disability at all; but, on thecontrary, among 
more than twenty witnesses, six of them physicians who had known 
him intimately (1 remember I counted the number of witnesses exam- 
ined by this special examiner until I was tired), no single one pretended 
to say anything else than that this man was a man of excellent health 
and particularly robust before entering the service. 


Now, Il am glad my friend from Georgia has suggested that the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions ought to act upon probabilities. What are 
the probabilities in this case? Is it more probable that twenty very 
reputable men would come before an officer authorized to administer 
oaths and commit perjury upon the question of this man’s physical 


condition before entering the service, upon the question of his being | 
free from these particular diseases—because the inquiries were directed | 


especially to them—is it more probable that more than twenty men 


who swear positively upon this proposition give false testimony than | 


that this poor man, sick as he was and had been prior to going before 
this board, anxious as he was to get home where he might have the care 
of his family, should make a statement that was perhaps too strong in 
order to get out of the service ? 


Where are the probabilities? My friend from Georgia if he had been 


called upon to decide this case would have decided itas the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions decided it—upon the probabilities. We can not 
ascertain perhaps with absolute certainty the real facts in any case; and, 
as my friend says, we ought to be governed by probabilities in determin- 
ing these cases. I think it must be apparent to this House that our 


conclusion in this case was made more than probable by the direct tes- | 


timony of more than twenty good men and good women, six of these 
witnesses being physicians who had been intimately connected with this 
man, and whoswore distinctly and emphatically to the fact that he was 
free from these particular diseases before he enlisted. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I wish only to place myself right upon 
this matter. 


case. 

At the time of the discharge of this gentleman from the Army, the 
certificate states that he had been ‘‘ subject from childhood to asthma, 
and to rheumatism for fifteen or twenty years, for the last few years 
only in chronic form, and is never free from it.’’ That is the record 
made up at the time this gentleman obtained his discharge—‘‘ asthma 
from childhood and rheumatism for fifteen or twenty years.’’ He was 
on this ground discharged, and he died of asthma and rheumatism. 

Now, what explanation does the committee attempt to give of that 
part of this gentleman’s record ? The committee says: 

The fact that such a record was made at the time he left the service is, at least 


to some extent, explained by the fact that he was then in very poor health, and 


had been for two months, and was determined to get out of the Army, as he be- 
lieved it was necessary to save his life. 


| not favor the application of estoppel as a rule. 
I want the Committee of the Whole to see that I was cor- | 
rect in the statement I made as to the report of the committee in this | 


Mr. MATSON. I said, and still insist, we have not said that this 
gentleman stated these things; but we think it likely he did. We do 
not say that he did; that was the point I was attempting to make. 
We do not say he made that statement; but I think it likely he did. 
I will say that to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Chairman, that brings me to the proposi- 
tion which, I submit, ought to be an insuperable barrier to the obtain- 
ing of a pension by this man during his life or by his widow after his 
death. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. CRISP. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. If the committee believe, from the evi- 
dence, that if this man did make this statement it was untrue; if they 
believe that he never had had asthma or rheumatism up to the time he 
entered the service; if they believe he did contract these diseases in the 


| serviceand in the line of his duty, then would the gentleman say that his 


widow and his orphan children, if any, should be deprived of a pension 


| because the man, im his anxiety to get out of the service, had made a 
committee say that in their judgment this man would have stated any- | 


misstatement ? 


Mr. CRISP. Careful as we should be of the honor of a man who is 


| dead, I should say that if this man lived for ten years after his discharge 
| and never applied to a generous government for a pension, and if he 
| made a statement when he was discharged that he had suffered from 


these diseases from childhood, I should say that the widow is estopped, 
and that this House ought to be estopped, from saying on the testimony 
of others that his statements at that time were untrue. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no such thing as the matter of perjury 
that my friend from Indiana talks about. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia, as to the 


| question of estoppel, whether he does not think it ought to go back to 
the Government, after receiving a man into its service, is estopped from | 


the time of his enlistment and prevent the Government that accepted 


| his services from setting up the plea that he was disabled at the time 
This report states the fact that a | 
special examiner who was sent by the Pension Office to two different | 
places where the man had lived investigated the question of his health | 


his services were accepted. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not familiar with the rules that existed in opera- 
tion here at that time, but if I know anything from the history of the 
past it is that at the time this gentleman enlisted no very special phys- 
ical examination was made of men who offered themselves in defense 
of their country. They might be maimed and halt, but if they came 
up to offer their services to their country they were accepted. But by 
acceptance there was no admission like there is to-day in time of peace 


| that a man is physically perfect. 


Now, as to the question of perjury, Mr. Chairman, it is unnecessary 
to impute perjury to any one. How are these friends and neighbors to 
know that this gentleman’s statement is true? Does the gentleman 
from Indiana know now whether I suffer from asthma? Are there not 
gentlemen living in the town where he resides who may apparently be 
in as good health as I am, and yet he does not know what they suffer ? 
That is a matter peculiarly within the knowledge of the sufferer ? 

I enter my protest against finding against that fact when stated by 
him after his mouth is closed in death, after he lived ten years and 
never appealed to this generous country, which was granting pensions 
to all its defenders who had suffered from disease in the service. Is 


| not that fact to be considered that he did not apply, and that after his 


death this record is assailed; and the only way it can be assailed, in my 


| humble judgment, is at least by charging that the probabilities are this 


dead man had made a falsestatement; thatisall. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word 
or two before this goes to avote. If this man’s lips are sealed in death 
and his widow and children are appealing to a generous country, I think 
it ill becomes a patriotic Congress to cal] upon the technical rule of 
estoppel to close their mouths from their just rights. 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], I see from his record, is a dis- 
tinguished lawyer in his State, having represented the Commonwealth, 
I believe, as public prosecutor or judge. 

Mr. CRISP. Both. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 


Then he knows well that the law does 
It is one of the techni- 
-al rules like the statute of limitations, and if it isto be invoked in this 
case, I submit to my generous friend, who I see fought gallantly in the 


| confederate service against this gentleman who he says has had his lips 


sealed in death—I appeal to him that the law of estoppel, in the lan- 


| guage of my gallant friend the chairman of the committee, should ap- 


ply to the Government, who said he was sound enough to draw his sword 
and defend that Government. That is more in consonance with my 


| feelings. 


I will not impute any other motive than the loftiest to my friend, 


| although I confess in a former session of this House it pained me when 


the chairman of the committee asked what objections he had to a bill 
when he called a quorum in this House, and he turned around and 


| pointed to the clock, which was half past 9, and said that was his ob- 


jection. Are his objections to this bill loftier than those which made 


| him point to the clock at half past 9, when he would not let us go ahead 


| 


| with these pension bills for these poor fellows? 


I have never seen or 


What does the committee mean by this, if it does not mean to affirm | heard of anything which struck me with so much astonishment as that 
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act, and I was glad to see that my associates on this floor on both sides 
of the House were equally struck with astonishment. I believe here 
and now there will be no distinction in recognizing what is just and 
due this poor woman and her children. 

The law of estoppel is invoked in this case because for a number of | 
years no appeal was made to a generous government. Why, I can say 
to my good friend from Georgia (and let him not interpret anything I | 
may say other than with the kindliest feelings) that there is many a 


noble and generous man who has gone down to the grave from causes | 


arising in the time of war when he did not know in the first instance 
the cause lay back there, or, in the second instance, was too modest to 
assert his claim. If he did not, should not the widow and child do it ? 

I have discussed this question, Mr. Chairman, more at length than 
I like or intended to do, but it involves a principle, and that principle 
is thislawof estoppel. I believe the gentleman from Indiana, the chair- 
man of the committee, has stated a proposition that should call upon 
every member of the American Congress to cast his vote in favor of this 
bill. He has stated a principle that should govern in dealing with such 
cases: and I say that when this Republic examined the man, as we were 
examined by the ablest surgeons, trom head to foot, and declared sound 
enough to carry a musket, it does not lie in the mouth of a great gov- 
erament like this when the widow and children come in and ask for 
what is due to them for the death of that man, to say, ‘‘Ah, you are 
estopped from making that request because he was unsound at the time 
of his enlistment, at the time he entered theservice.’’ I say, sir, that 
the Government should be estopped from setting up such a plea. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; with great pleasure. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Was this examination to which the gentleman 
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that he was not only physically disabled to perform service, but that 
that physical disability resulted not from service in the Army, but dated 
back to a time long anterior to his entrance into the service the first 
time. 

Mr. MATSON. Let me interrupt the gentleman there? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. Where do you get the evidence that this board had 
any other evidence than the statement of the applicant ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman mistakes me; I did not so al 
lege. ButI say it is reasonable to presume that they did not merely 
take the word of this man himself, who was seeking to obtain a dis 
charge from the Army. He wasan interested party; and I repeat it is 


| safe to affirm that they did not merely take his word as to his physical 


condition and his inability to remain longer in the service. It is only 
a fair presumption that they went further and tested the truth of that 
allegation. And I find from this very report, which I desire to say is 
as favorable as circumstances would permit to this party, that this 
board of officers sat upon this case, and they recommended his discharge 


| from the Army on account of this physical disability; but they furthe: 


found, sir, that that disability existed prior to his entrance into the 
Army. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to say for the information of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, if he will permit me—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. That in cases of this kind, as all those who were in 
the Army will remember, there was no such thing asa judicial inves 
tigation; it was a mere physical examination. This board was com- 
posed of one surgeon and two other officers. Thev were not all sui 





has just alluded as having been made of all soldiers prior to their en- 


listment applicable also to surgeons as well as to the soldiers who are | 


to serve regularly as such in the ranks? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Applicable to surgeons, you ask ? 


geons. It was a mere physical survey of the man, and in such cases no 
| testimony was taken. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam not familiar, Mr. Chairman, never having 
been in any army, with the mode of procedure in the case of the ap 
plication of the soldier in the Army for his discharge. But I take the 





Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not say that it does. But that 
is not pertinent to this question, because the same rule applies to every 


man that the Government accepts as being able to perform and quali- | 
fied to discharge the duties that are assigned to him, whether he be ex- | 


amined or not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But you said, as I understood you, a few mo- 
ments ago, that when an application was made for enlistment there 
was an examination of the applicant from head to foot. Now, I desire 
to know whether that examination applied also to those who sought 
to perform service in the Army as surgeons ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. The question of the gentleman has no 
possible application to the pending question. But my statement was 


that when a man applied for enlistment he was examined from head to | 


foot. The Government sought to determine whetheror not he was able 
to fight, to carry a musket, and to perform the duties ot a soldier. 
Now surgeons, as | understand it, are commissioned officers, and were 
not, perhaps, subjected to a personal physical examination. But if the 
Government accepted their services | claim that the same rule would 
apply as should apply in the case of private soldiers who were exam- 
ined before their acceptance. They were subjected to a strict examina- 


tion. But furthermore to my*friend from Louisiana let me say that | 


in my judgment that man who knew himself to have some disease, but 
was willing to lay that fact aside and still go into his country’s serv- 
ice, deserves even greater credit, and the application of his wife and 
child for a pension should be rewarded and considered accordingly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I think that every question of 
this or any other kind should be decided, not upon the sentiment which 
is attempted to be invoked by my friend from Iowa, but by the facts 
and the equities which are presented in each case. I agree with the 
criticisms which have been made upon this report by my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

It appears from this report that this gentleman in 1861 entered the 
service of the United States as an assistant surgeon of an Indiana regi- 


ment of cavalry. He served in that capacity for about one year, and | 


at the end of that time he seems to have retired from the service for a 
period. Later on he appears to have re-entered the service as surgeon 
of the One hundred and thirtieth Indiana Volunteers, and he served 
there from March, 1864, until July 19 of that year, or less than five 
months. Now, at the end of that second period of service, or after five 
months, he appears to have been exceedingly anxious to retire from the 
Army a second time, and in order that he might retire from the Army 
the second time he applied for his discharge upon the ground of phys- 
ical disability. 

To test the truth of this allegation as to his condition of physical 
disability what was done? He is not merely discharged upon his own 
personal allegation of his physical condition—by no means. On the con- 
trary, it appears that a board of officers was called together to test. the 
truth of his allegation. That board of officers met and considered his 
case, and it is safe to affirm that they not only had his own statement 
ot his physical inability to serve further, but that they had further 
and additional evidence as to the physical condition of this man. The 
evidence taken by that board of officers seems to have satisfied th 
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facts as I find them in this report. I find that this board of officers 
recommended the discharge of Dr. Jones because he had asthma and 
rheumatism, and they said in their award that he had had these diseases 
for fifteen or twenty years, and for the last few years in a chronic form 
Now, sir, the side of the opposition ina case of this kind, | am aware 
| is the unpopularside. Gentlemen get up as my friend from Iowa [ Mi 
HENDERSON | did and appeal to us to vote this pension in the interests 
of awidow and children, That, sir, is a strong appeal to the sentiment 


' 

| of a man; every one of us has in his heart that sentiment. But I say 
| we are sitting here legislating in the interest of the people of this 
| country. I say the money which is to be applied to the payment of this 


pension, if it be allowed, belongs to the people of the United States 


| and we as their representatives have no right upon the ground of 1 


sentiment to vote one single cent of that money away. Wemu 
every question of this kind when it is brought before us upon the basis 
| of the facts and the equities of the case. If those facts and those equi 


| ties as they exist entitle this woman to this pension, then I say she 
| ought to have it; but I say if there be a reasonable Goubt that the facts 
and the equities of the case warrant this pension, then, sir, that doubt 
shouldbe resolved in favor of keeping thismoney in the Treasury whe 
it belongs, and from which we have no right to draw it except ina cast 
| where the facts are so plain and the equities so strong that it is irre 
| sistible. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to ms 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I will. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to ask my friend from Louisi 
ana if he does not feel that the equities applying to the widows and 
| children of the men who not altogether sound went into the service 
should not be considered with as much at least of that broad generosity 
and kind philanthropy that appealed to all our hearts and to min 
when we voted so cordially for aid to-those who were suffering along 
the banks of the great Mississippi River? I am in favor of sentiment 
I want to say to my friend from Louisiana, and that sentiment will es 
| tend to his district in Louisiana as well as to the widows and ch 
of my fellow-soldiers 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not yield to the gentleman for an eu 
|; ment. And I sayif this pension is asked for on the ground of charit 
as the $500,000 was asked for which this House appropriated for 
relief of the sufferers along the Ohio River, then I for one might be 
willing to vote for it But I do not understand that this case is p 
sented in the aspect of a charitable one 
Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman from Louisiana wishes to kno 
the fact, I can state to him the widow now is in absolute need 
Mr. BLANCHARD. That may be, Mr. Chairman, but nowhere 
this report is it affirmed that this is a case in which charity ought tob 
exercised. On the contrary, sir, this report sets forth certain t 
established by the evidence submitted to the committee, and fro: 
facts they deduce the conelusion that this is a just case 


Congress of the United States ought to grant a pension 


\ 


It appears further from this report that this gentleman 
eleven years after his discharge from the Army, and i 
notwithstanding the fact that thousands upon thousands of sold 


applying for pensions, he did not see fit to enter his 
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Pension Office And it is reserved until he dies for this application to 
be made for the first time. Now, sir, if this gentleman had contracted 
this rheumatism and this asthma in the service, as it is alleged in 
this report that he did, why is it that he did not, eleven years before 
his death and after the war closed, apply in person fora pension? These 
facts in my mind make out a case in which I believe the relief asked 
for should not be granted 

The CHAIRMAN 
by the committee 

Mr. CRISP. I want to say a word or two. The gentleman from 
Iowa | Mr. HENDERSON }, while stating that he did not propose to ques- 
tion my motives in making the point the other night that no quorum 
had voted, went on to use language that is inconsistent with any other 
idea than that he does arrogate to himself the right to question my mo- 
tives. It is one thing, Mr. Chairman, to say that you will not doa 
thing and it is another to act in accordance with that statement. I 
say to the gentleman from Iowa, if he can derive any consolation from 
that, that so long as I have the honor to occupy a seat upon this floor 
I shall be governed by my own convictions of what is right, and I shall 
not advise with him betore I act 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa That advice will never be tendered, 
you nh cle pe nd upon it 

Mr. CRISP. It shall not be sought, and if it is tendered it will be 

gratuitous; it is not wanted. One word further, I have been here at 
every night session we have had. You see who are here. 
The Constitution of the country, which we have sworn to support, 
provides that a majority of the members composing this House shal! 
constitute a quorum for purposes of legislation. We are here every 
Friday night, voting hundreds and thousands of dollars from the Treas- 
ury, for meritorious purposes it may be; but the Constitution does not 
say that less than a quorum can vote money from the Treasury for any 
purpose 

After spending two hours here in that way, am I to be criticised be- 
cause at one of these night sessions I asked that such legislation should 
cease? That was all I did. I moved that the committee rise in order 
that the House should adjourn. I believed that by 100’clock the House 
would have acted upon all the bills which the Committee of the Whole 
had considered, and I moved that the committee rise. The motion was 
not carried. When the next case came up I made the point that no 
quorum voted upon it, and when my friend from Indiana [Mr. MAtT- 
SON] asked me to allow that bill to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House, I said that was not my object; the object that I had in view 
was to have the House adjourn. The committee did rise then, and the 
House adjourned by 10 o’clock. Am I to be censured for that? 

Where are the members of this House now ? Are there seventy-five 
members here to night? Every Friday night some of us come hereand 
attempt to do our duty by legislating in the interests of the soldiers of 
the count 


ley 
dil 


Che question is on the amendment submitted 


ry. When we see proper in the exercise of our own sense of 
ity to take steps looking to an adjournment the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON | criticises the motives which actuate us. I say that 
it is ungraceful in him to do so I say that it does not become him to 
doso. Night after night, whenever a night session is held here, I have 
come here to attend to the business of the country. That is all I care 
to say now 

Che amendments reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
were then agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House 
DR. SAMUEL DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4368 
granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis, reported with an 
amendment from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


B enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Dr. Samuel Davis, late surgeon 
oft Fighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $0.25 per month. 


The amendment was, to strike out ‘*‘ $50.25’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ $40,’’ as the rate of pension per month. % 


« The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 





rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4368 
granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to report as follows 

rhis pensioner was first granted a pension in 1864 on account of injuries to his 
spine, resulting from the upsetting of an ambulance loaded with sick soldiers 

l under the charge of the pensioner, who was then the surgeon of the Eighty- 
third Indiana Volunteers. He is now over 70 years of age.and has been pen- 
sioned according to the disability found to exist since the date of his resignation ; 
until reeentiy has shown that he is growing worse rapidly and has for some 
time been i helpless condition from his injuries received as aforesaid, but not 
so helpless as to require the regular or constant aid and attendance of another 
person all the time rhis, however, is his condition a greater part of the time 

He is: rawing $31.25 per month, and there is no rate fixed by law between 
that the sum of $0 per month allowed to those who require the regular 
aid and attendance of another person Che examining surgeon of the Pension 
Bureau, who last examined him, recommends that he be rated at M0 per month, 
and the committee concur therein, and therefore ask that said bill be passed 
with the following amendment: Strike out the words “ fifty dollarsand twenty- 
five cents,’ and insert the words “forty dollars” instead thereof. 


Che question was upon agreeing to the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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Mr. MATSON. This bill is like one which was discussed two weeks 
ago to-night, when a controversy arose between the gentleman from [1] 
nois [Mr. DAvis] and myself. That gentleman is not here to-night. 
but as this is the first opportunity I have had to say so, I desire to say 
that upon one branch of the proposition which he and I had an amics 
ble dispute about he was right and I was wrong. The law fixesa s}. 
cific rate of pension for those who have lost both arms, both feet, or bot} 
eyes, a pension of $72 permonth. All other persons, no matter how 
helpless they may be from other causes, can receive no higher pensio: 
than $50 per month. He was therefore right in one aspect of the cas; 
and I was wrong, and I was right in another. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensio; 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then laid aside to be reported favorably t 
the House. 

AMANDA E. HOYT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3603 
granting a pension to Amanda E. Hoyt, reported adversely from th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, d 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Amanda E. Hoyt, widow oj 
Wiiliam M. Hoyt, deceased, late a private in Company I, One hundred and firs 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who was receivinga pension at the rate of $s 
per month until the 27th day of August, 1883, at which time, while in the employ 
of the United States as a postal clerk in the railway mail service, on the Pitts 
burgh, Cincinnati and Saint Louis Railroad, he was killed in a wreck at Ming 
Junction, in the State of Ohio; and that the said Amanda E. Hoyt be paid at th 
rate of $8 per month from and after the said 27th day of August, 1883. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
3603) granting a pension to Amanda E. Hoyt, have had the same under consi 
eration, and beg leave to report as follows: 

William M. Hoyt, late of Company I, One hundred and first Ohio Volunteers 
was pensioned on account of a disease of his throat and lungs, and at the tiny 
of his death was drawing a pension of $8 per month on account thereof. 

On the 27th day of August, 1883, while in the employ of the United States as a 
postal clerk in the railway mail service on the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati and Sai 
Louis Railroad, he was killed in a wreck at Mingo Junction, inthe State of Oh 

It is not claimed that the death cause was in the remotest degree connect: 
with the disease for which he was pensioned, but it is urged that because he w 
killed while in the civilemployment of the United States his widow should |! 
pensioned, he having been a pensioner on account of military services. Th 
committee is unable to give its assent to that proposition, believing as we do 
that it would furnish a precedent for the granting of pensions on account of cis 
services to the Government. This committee has been very liberal in the m 
ter of settling questions of the death cause in favor of widows and dependent 
parents when it could be shown to relate in a slight degree to the disability in 
curred in the military service. But in this case there is no pretense of that, and 
we therefore fee] compelled to report back said bill with an adverse recommet 
dation; and upon the request of the author of the bill we ask that it be plac 
upon the Private Calendar for the action of the House. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. From the reading of the report the Com 
mittee of the Whole might infer that this pension was asked to be con 
tinued to the widow because her husband was killed while in the civil 
employment of the Government. That is not thecase. That isa mer 
accident, because if he had been a mere passenger at the time the rail 
road accident occurred the same application would have been made 

This man was a soldier in the late war, and while in the service con- 
tracted lung disease, for which the Pension Office allowed him a pension 
of $8 per month. He was drawing that pension up to the 27th day ot 
August, 1883, when this accident occurred. It is true that he was in 
the civil employment of the Government at the time of the accident 
that caused his death. While the train from Pittsburgh to Indianap- 
olis, which was his route, was at Mingo Junction, in Ohio, it collided 
with another train, and he was so bruised and mangled that he died 
within a very few hours. 

If he had died from the disease for which he was drawing a pension, 
the Pension Office would have continued it tothe widow. But he died 
in consequence of this wreck of the train, and therefore could not have 
died from the disease for which he was drawing a pension. I intro- 
duced the bill for the relief of his widow, believing at the time, as | 
believe now, that his pension ought to be continued to her. 

i have not observed any general rule by which the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions or this House has been governed in the allowance of pen 
sion claims, unless it be the one rule that no arrears of pension should 
be allowed. I believe that every case appeals to the sound judgment 
and discretion of the House. It is because of no general law covering 
the case that we come here and ask a special law to grant this pension. 

I believe that this Committee of the Whole will agree with me that 
inasmuch as this man died under the circumstances stated in the report 
his pension of $8 a month should be continued to his widow. I had a 
slight acquaintance with this man and I have a slight acquaintance 
with his widow. I know the circumstances in which she was left by 
the death of her husband, but that is perhaps not material to this cast 

I believe the granting of this pension to be an act of justice, and, 
having stated the facts, I submit the case to the Committee of the 
Whole, and ask that it will reverse the action of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and allow this bill to pass, with an amendment which 
I shall offer. The bill as drawn provides for the payment of the pen- 
sion from and after the 27th day of August, 1883. I move, inasmuch 
as such has been the custom of the House for years past, and I think 
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a wise one, to strike out the words ‘‘ the said 27th day of August, 1883,”’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the passage of this act.’’ I 
hope the Committee of the Whole will pass the bill with that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MATSON. It is perhaps true, as stated by my colleague [ Mr. 
PEELLE], that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has no general rule 
applicable without exception to every case; yet we have general rules 
by which we are governed. The question in this case is whether we 
should grant a pension to the widow of a soldier whose death can in no 
way be attributed to the service that he rendered the Government as a 
soldier. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. If this soldier had not been drawing a 
pension up to the time of his death I should quite agree with my col- 
league; but inasmuch as he was drawing a pension up to that time, I 
think there is a distinction in favor of this case. 

Mr. MATSON. Still the naked fact remains that the cause of this 
man’s death had no sort of connection with his military service. If he 
had been as strong as Samson he would have been killed in that rail- 
road accident. His widow perhaps has a right of action against the rail- 
road company, and it is likely will recover damages. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that the question here is a very simple 
one: Shall a widow be pensioned in a case where her husband’s death 
can in no way be attributed to his military service? 

Mr. STEELE. Ifthis man had made his run on the railroad suc- 
cessfully and had died that night from the disease for which he was 
drawing a pension, his widow would have drawn a pension under the 
general rule, because she was deprived of the assistance of her husband 
toward her support. Now, is she not just as much entitled to a pen- 
sion when deprived of his assistance under the circumstances of the 
present case as she would have been if he had died of disease contracted 
in the service? 

Mr. MATSON. By nomeans; for he might have recovered from the 
disability incurred in the service. It is impossible to say whether he 
would have died from that disability or would have recovered from it, 
and died perhaps from some other railroad accident. 

Mr. STEELE. Butif he had died from disease or disability incurred 
in the service she would have drawn a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Of course that proposition can not be controverted. 

I know there is a growing sentiment in this country that the widows 
of all pensioners should continue to draw the pensions that their hus- 
bands drew. Idonotconcurin that proposition. I think there must be 
some end to this thing. We must draw the line somewhere. I know, 
too, that this proposition is strengthened a good deal by the considera- 
tion that in such cases the husband, by reason of the disease or disabil- 
ity incurred in the service, is less able to provide for the future support 
of his family. That is true. But whenever Congress agrees to a bill 
like this continuing the pension to the widow in a case where nobody 
pretends the cause of the death of the husband had any connection 
with his military service it takes a step in the direction of the general 
proposition I have suggested. If this widow is entitled to receive a 
pension, then widows of all pensioners are entitled to receive pensions, 
without reference to the cause of the death of the husband. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Where the husband has been killed as this 
man was I should say that the widow would be entitled to receive the 
pension. 

Mr. MATSON. I apprehend, so far as that isconcerned, the mannet 
of death could not make any difference—whether it be by disease or by 
accident. The woman is no more deprived of her husband’s support 
by reason of the fact that he died in a railroad accident than if he had 
died on a languishing bed of disease. 

Mr. VANCE. Why should not the widow have the benefit of the 
pension when the husband has been killed byaccident? If he had lived 
the pension would have been drawn by him. He is dead; why should 
not the widow have the benefit of the pension? 

Mr. MATSON. For the very reason that the husband, if he had not 
been killed by accident, might have recovered from the disease or dis- 
ability on account of which he drew a pension. You can not tell 
whether he would have died from disease contracted in the Army or not; 
you do not know anything about it. 

If you extend the pension in these cases to the widow, the next 
question will be, Why not to the children when the widow is gone? 
And if to the children, why not to the grandchildren? Where is this 
uving to stop? There is a great deal involved in this little bill as I 
look at it; for I repeat, if this widow is entitled to be pensioned upon 
this state of facts, then the widows of all pensioners are entitled to re- 
ceive a pension without reference tothe cause of the death of the hus- 
band. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, as I had the honor during the last 
Congress to serve with the gentleman from Indiana and others upon the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I wish to state as to the precedents in 
cases ef this kind that while in the committee the question was fre- 
quently raised of granting pensions in cases somewhat similar to this, 
1 undertake to say there can not be found a single report from any com- 
mittee of any Congress that goes to the extent that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. PEELLE] would have us go in this case. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. The gentleman refers to the granting of 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


| 








YAO 


pensions to those on the civil list; and as to such eases I agree wit 
him. But this is notsuch a case. This pension is asked ona dierent 
ground 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not care on what ground you place this case 
The fact being that this man was killed in a railroad accide:t, that the 
cause of his death was not an injury received in the military service, 
I repeat my assertion that there is no precedent for a pension in a case 
of this kind, either in any act of Congre ss or even in the report of a 
committee. I defy the gentleman to find on It can not be found, 
and the committee have reported properly her 

Now, the furthest any report has ever gone, as far as I have been 
able to learn, and I have examined the question with some care in othe1 
cases, is this: Where a man has been disabled in the military service 
and was afterward killed by accident, and thet accident was brought 
about by his disability caused by his service, by his being crippled in th 
Army, then in one instance Congress has passed a bill to pension t 
party, and it was recommended by the committee, but at what 1 
of compensation I do not now remember. But ‘2 no instance has ( 
gress granted a pension to a man who lost his life by a pure accident, 
and it will be a dark day when Congress does it 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the action of the Committee on Iny 
Pensions will be sustained by this House. There is not a man who: 
will look to the reports which have been made to the House by that com 
mittee whe can truly say in one jot or tittle they have swerved from 
granting pensions. There has been no rigor applied, but on the co 
trary all doubts have been resolved in favor of the claimant 

But here is a case, Mr. Chairman, where Congress is asked to gran 
pension—for what? For military service? No; but togranta peus 
to a man who was killed in a railroad accident 
to do it? 

Mr. STEELE. On what ground do you grant pensions to widows? 

Mr. McMILLIN. We grant pensions to widows on the ground 0 
military service, for injury or disease contracted therein, and where the 
life of the party has been lost thereby. But in this case the life of the 
party has been lost by a railroad accident, and not from anything in- 
curred in the military service 

Mr. STEEL! This man was in the military service and lost | 
life, and we propose to grant this pension because this widow is «« 
prived of his support, upon which she was dependent, whether that 
was lost by disease or accident. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The object of granting a pension is to give relict to 
those who have been injured in the military service, or aiter their death 
to those who have been dependent on them and have been deprived ot 
their support. The gentleman fails to discriminate in this instanc 
that there has been no deprivation resulting from military servic 
And that is the distinction which is to be drawn 

As stated by the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. MATSON], this n 
important question, and once you get beyond it you will have no pow: 
to stop. For when you say you will grant a pension simply becan 
the husband of a widow was engaged in the military service and is 
dead, you depart from the precedents established by the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. STEELE. But take a case of this character, where a man is ren 
dered helpless by wounds or disease in the military service, requir) 
the assistance of his wife, and gets $70 while he lives. If he dies, then 
she is deprived of that $70 a month, although his death may have been 
caused by disease or wounds in the service. 


Can Congress atiord 


Mr. McMILLIN. Where his death has been caused by his military 
service and his life has been sacrificed to his country it is an entire 
different case. This man lost bis life in a railroad accident. 


Mr. STEELE. But his widow is deprived after that of his support 
and of course of whatever pension he may have received during 
lifetime. 

Mr. McMILLIN You give your pension not simply upon thx 
ground of wealth, because you would give toa pensioner who was worth 
a million of dollars a pension solely upon the ground that he deserved 
it because of his military services and by reason of his health having 
been lost, either directly or remotely, in serving his country But 
that vital element in granting a pension is absolutely wanting in t 
ease. 

Mr. STEELE. But take the case of an officer in the Army, who dur- 
ing his lifetime gets anywhere from $100 to $200 a month; his widow as 
soon as he dies receives nothing. Now, does the gentleman from Ten 
nessee think that is just, right, or equitable? 

Mr. McMILLIN If the gentleman from Indiana wishes to switch 
me off and seeks an opinion from me, I will repeat what I have said 
over and over again upon the floor of this House, that the retired-list 
the Army has been carried to a degree never warranted by any public 
exigency. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, a word in Ix 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and for its protection It . 
you well know, a hard-worked committee, and I am a hard-worked 
member of it [ have a half-dozen instances at least of cases 


h 


+ 


have been referred to me for examination involving practi 


same question that is involved in the bill now before this committe 


cases where the man lost his hfe in the civil service, but who forn 
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served in the military service of the country and had been entitled to 

ea pension. I wish to say that, in my judgment, if we open the 
doors to this class of cases we will be absolutely overwhelmed with 
+} 


There will be no protection to the committee, no protection to 
this House or to the Treasury of the Government from the vast avalanche 
of cases that will be brought before us. That is about all I wanted to 
say, and I say that simply for the protection of the committee. This 
class of cases ought not to be favorably recommended. It is enough 
for the committee to work upon cases of disability received in the mil- 
itary service of the United States until some general law is passed giv- 
ing the widows of ex-soldiers who died in the civil service a pension. 
I believe it is improper to pass bills of this kind. I will say in this 





















the committees of this House a bill involving this question of granting 


the Government or those who died from any cause a pension, where 
the party had, before his death, been entitled to receive it. 

The CHAIRMAN ‘he question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PEELLE]. 

The question was taken; the committee divided, and there were- 
ayes 0. noes Uv 


So the amendment was agreed to 


tion of the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 


bill 
mittee is to kill the bill 


| 

proposes by his motion will be accomplished. 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana 

regular way 


The CHAIRMAN 
that it do lie upon the table? 


ayes 41, noes 12 










will allow a vote in the House on this bill? 


Mr. MATSON 


tee I have no control of it 
mittee. 









the table 







if my colleague will consent to a vote in the House. 
Mr. MATSON. I have not the power to consent. 








mittec 












ommended that the bill be laid upon the table ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Ungquestienably. 


table 










MARY ULLERY. 


granting a pension to Mary Ullery 
The bill is as follows: 







D, Twelfth Ohio Volunteer Infantry 







The report is as follows 







oO May 9, 1863, while returning from leave of absence 








sick or veteran furlough—the only furlough recognized by the pension laws 












time, who then learned that Ullery fe 


That Ullery was a good soldier and 


| overboard and was drowned 










RECORD—HOUSE. 





connection, while on the floor, that I understand there is before one of 


the widows of soldiers who died subsequently in the civil service of 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the further considera- | 


Mr. COSGROVE. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the 
The CHAIRMAN. The effect of the recommendation of the com- 
If that recommendation be adopted by the 
fouse, being an adverse recommendation, the effect that the gentleman 


[ hope the bill will be acted upon in the 


The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation of the committee 


Che question was taken; the committee divided, and there were— 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleague if he 


I can not see any purpose that will be served by 
that In the first place, I do not see how we can get it out of commit- 
It isnow under the control of this com- 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee, by the vote just taken, reports 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. And I ask, before that vote is announced, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not in the prov- 
ince of the gentleman’s colleague, the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to say ‘‘ yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ to the proposition. The vote 
must be taken in the House when the bill is reported back by the com- 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Will the vote be taken when it is rec- 


So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do lie on the 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4234) 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ullery, mother of Daniel Ullery, 
whe was drowned while in the United States service as a member of Company 


An examination of the papers on file in the Pension Office shows that the claim- 
ant is the mother of Daniel A. Ullery, whoenlisted in Company D, Twelfth Ohio 
Volunteers, June 20, 1861, and was drowned in the Ohio River, near Portsmouth, 


e claim was rejected by the Pension Office because the soldier, at the time 
of his death, was not in line of duty, having been on furlough, which was not 


Itappears from the evidence that Daniel A. Ullery procured leave of absence 


for fifteen days to return home to the death-bed of asister, to whom he was much 
attached. She died, and, after her funeral, he took passage on his return to his 
‘ mand, and was accidently drowned as aforesaid. 

fhe circumstances under which he was drowned are not shown, and probably 
nothing further on that point can be ascertained. The news of his death was 
communicated to the family of the deceased and the officers of his company by 


a member of Company H of the same regiment, who was on the boat at the 


a man of steady habits, and that as an 


affectionate son and brother contributed to the wants of his widowed mother 
and sister, who were dependent upon him for support, is clearly shown 
rhis committee are clearly of opinion that the case under consideration is 
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meritorious, and that the relief asked for should be granted, and therefor 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill 

Mr. MOREY. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, Iam unabletosee how 
this bill comes within the application of the rule that the death ot 
the party is at all connected with his duty in the Army. Here is the 
case of a man who is simply out of the service of the United States for 
the time being; a man who goes to his home not on leave of absence occa- 
sioned by sickness or disability and loses his lifeduring his absence, and 
yet the committee recommend the grantingof this pension. He lost his 
life not by reason of disability or anything that had occurred in con 
nection with the Army, but simply because he fell overboard from the 
boat on which he took passage or was drowned in some other way 
This may have been occasioned by his own negligence or carelessness 
He may have slipped off; there might have been an accident; but I do 
not care whether it was an accident or otherwise, it does not affect the 
facts of the case as set forth by the report. But because the man is 
drowned in a manner totally disconnected with any service in the Army 
you propose to grant the pension. Now, I regard that as a departure 


| from the rule which has been steadily followed and which the com- 


mittee themselves have formulated. 
Mr. MATSON. He was in the service 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. He was in the service; I am aware of 


| that; but he was not on any service connected with the Army at the 


time of his death, and had he remained with his company he might 
have been uninjured and probably would have been from any such 
cause as that which produced his death. He might be living to-day 

What are the facts? Heis not at his post of duty, but returning to 
his home or from his home, and during that time he falls overboard o1 
by some such accident loses his life. To all intents and purposes, 
therefore, he was not in the service. He was away from his command 
on leave of absence when the accident occurred. I object, therefore, 
to the passage of such a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 8 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be re 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. ELDREDGE (at 9.45 p. m. I move that the committee rise 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to say to the gentleman from Michigan that 
on last Friday we dispensed with the evening session on the understand- 
ing among a number of us that the evening session to-night might be 
prolonged in order to make up for that loss of time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I withdraw the motion 

ELENOR STOUGH 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1164 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor Stough, reported with 
an amendment. 

The bill and amendment were read 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that this bill be passed over informally, and 
wait until the gentleman who reported it, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LE FEVRE], is present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 


| ELIZABETH FOWLER. 


» 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2284 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Intérior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Elizabeth Fowler, the widow of 

| Philo Fowler, late of Company A, Second Battalion, Seventeenth United States 
Infantry Volunteers of the State of Maine 


The report was read, as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2284 

grantinga pension to Elizabeth Fowler, have had the same under consideration, 
| and report as follows 

Elizabeth Fowler is the widow of Philo Fowler, late of Company A, Second 
Battalion, Seventeenth United States Infantry Volunteers of Maine, who was 
pensioned for wounds received at Gettysburg, and who died May 27, 1878. On 
the 29th of November following his death his widow filed her application for a 
pension in her own right, which was denied on the ground that the immediat« 
cause of her husband's death, to wit, ** hemorrhage of the stomach,”* was not the 
result of injuries for which he was pensioned nor due m any way to the same 
On examination of the declaration and the papers submitted therewith your 
committee are unable to agree with the medical expert who rejected the case 
and the reasons are briefly as follows 

Philo Fowler at thetime of his enlistment, May 26, 1862, was in the very prime 
of life, healthy, strong, and full of vital force and energy; in three years he re- 
turned crippled for life and a confirmed invalid, and tine cause was his Army 
experiences. He has no hospital record up to July, 1868, but at Gettysburg 
while in line of duty and in action with the enemy, he was severely wounded 
in both knees, and lay on the field of battle five days uncared-for, through 
drenching rains and scorching suns, before he was removed to hospital at Har 


risburg. There he remained several months, suffering more than the pains of 


death, unable to be moved, lying, as he says, in one position till his clothes rot- 
ted under him 

He was several times placed on the table to have his limbs amputated; was 
once carried to the dead-house supposed to be dying, and was for several weeks 
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too low to speak; and yet, against all expectations, he recovered sufficiently to 
be sent to Portland, Me., where, on May 26, 1865, after three years of service and 
suffering, he was discharged, and returned to his home crippled, broken in health, 
with vital energies impaired, the wreck of his former se!f, and there, after lin- 
gering in pain and suffering thirteen years, he died; and yet this medical ex- 
pert says “his death was not the result of his injuries nor due in any way tothe 
same.”’ : wed 1 
Dr. Hall, a physician of sixteen years’ practice, testifies that he became ac- 
quainted with Philo Fowler soon after his discharge in 1865, learned his history, 
and became interested in the case, though he soon became satisfied medical 
treatment could not restore him. It was obvious that beyond the local injuries 
the soldier's vital energies were much reduced, his constitution broken, and his 
health permanently impaired. Deponent knew and observed said Fowler from 
his return home in June, 1865, to his death in 1878, and knows that he did not 
recover his health and tone, owing to the severe ordeal through which he passed 
while in the Army, and states professionally that the result of the hardships en- 
dured in service and hospital followed said soldier to his grave, and, if not the 
sole and immediate cause of his death, naturally hastened his end Again, Dr 
Hall says: 
rhe condition and appearance of said soldier, as I knew and observed him 
from the time he came home from the Army, and the developments of the post- 
mortem examination, clearly indicate former acute disease of the lungs His 
wounds, injuries, and exposures not only tend, but were almost sure to produce 
such lung disease; that he has seldom seen a case in which cause and effect 
could be more clearly traced or in which the several steps were more obvious 
and consecutive.” 
fo the lay mind there is no doubt that the injuries and sufferings of this sol- 
dier, conse quent upon his military service, brcught him to a premature grave, 
and under a fair construction of the law his widow is entitled to a pension, But 
n the examination of the papers it further appears that the life of the husband 
was not the only one sacrificed by this widow on the altar of patriotism At 
the time of the enlistment of the father, Chauncy Fowler,an only son and child 
of Philo and Elizabeth Fowler, a boy 15 vears of : also enlisted in the same 
company, and served together till the vicissitudes of war separated them at the 
memorable battle of Gettysburg 
This son, after participating in seventeen actions, was made prisoner of war 
confined at Belle Isle, and afterwards at Salisbury, N. C.; finally exchanged 
furloughed, and sent North to his mother,a mere skeleton of the brave boy who 
left home three years before. By careful nursing he so far recovered as to re- 
turn to Annapolis, and was honorably discharged June 15, 1865, but he never re- 
covered his health. Exposure and starvation brought on curvature of spine 
and other consequent diseases, making him a confirmed invalid, requiring con- 
stant nursing till he died, May 26, 1874, at the early age of 26 years 
Elizabeth Fowler is now childless and a widow, with no means of support 
except her daily labor. The house in which she lives and from which she has 
buried both son and father is mortgaged to nearly its full value rhe pension 
of her husband ceased at his death, and her application in her own right has 
been denied on the technicality “that his death was not the result of injuries 












for which her husband receiveda pension, nor due in any way to the same 
Believing that injustice has been done in denying her application and in re- 
fusing to reopen the case, your committee are of the opinion that the bill should 


pass 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES PD. DUNCAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1024 
granting a pension to Charles D. Duncan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles D. Duncan, late of ¢ 
B, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers 


ompany 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
1024) granting a pension to Charles D. Duncan, having considered the same 
beg leave to submié the following report 

The petitioner, on his own showing and that of one comrade, was wounded 
at the battle of Ream’s Station, Va., on or about the 25th day of August, 1s 
the bursting of a shell, which broke two ribs in his left side. To thisthe claim 
ant swears, and the affidavit of the comrade, William Schermerhorn, avers that 
at the time before stated, while in battle at Ream’s Station, Duncan received a 
severe wound in the left side, caused by the fragment of ashell. Aflfiant states 
that he was present participating in said action with his comrade. His claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of ‘no record of alleged 
wound, and inability to furnish evidence to show that it was received in the 
service and line of duty, and that he cannot furnish testimony of company offi- 
cers or two privates.’ Duncan swears that the commissioned oflicer who was 
in command was killed during the batthe—Second Lieut. J. P. Flanagan rhe 
captain was not present rhe patient was treated at field hospitals and several 
other hospitals, but the record seems to show that it was for diarrhea 
bility from miasmatic diseases 

The testimony of his physician shows that there wasan injury to the side, for 
he says that he had known him for many years, and with the exception of an 
attack of rheumatism, never knew him to be sick before enlistment. Dr. W. S 
Layman, the physician who makes this affidavit, further says that he treated 
the soldier while on a furlough for an injury tothe left side and a fracture of th¢ 
ribs on or about the 8th of November, 1864. He treated the soldier again after 
discharge for a functional derangement of the liver, and that he was partia 
disabled from the injury to the left side 

The soldier enlisted December 16, 1861, asa private in Company B, Fourth Regi- 
ment New York Heavy Artillery, and was honorably discharged at Fairfax Semi- 
nary, Virginia, on the 27th December, 1864 As the soldier served faithfully, 
and received serious wounds which disable him, it seems that he should not be 
deprived of his pension because he can not furnish the full line of evidence re- 
quired by the law. The committee think him entitled to a pension, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of bill H. R. 1024, which simply places him upon 
the pension-roll subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


t. by 





and de 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


CAROLINE LAUFFER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1057 
granting a pension to Caroline Lauffer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Lauffer, widow of Jacob 
Lauffer, late of Company C, Sixth Connecticut Volunteers. 





| Sixth Connecticut Volunteers, who received 
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The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
1075) granting a pension to Caroline Lauffer, having had the same under 
sideration, beg leave to make the following report: 

The petitioner is the widow of Jacob Lauffer, late private in Company ( 





a gunshot wound at Bermuda 
Hundred, Va., June 17, 1864, and was pensioned “for resection of the he f 
left humerus,” receiving $5.33} per month from January 12, 1865: increased t 


3 per month September 4, 1865, and again increased to $18 per month from No- 
vember 1, | 








, and was last paid June 3, 1877, the soldier dying June 11, 1877 


The increase of pension indicates that the disability was progressive. He left 
surviving four children, all of whom are under 16 years of age 

The widow's application for pension was filed December 31, i877. The Per 
sion Office rejected the claim on the ground that the fatal diseas« disease of 
kidneys and anasarca, was not the result of the resection of the wounded shou 
der, and that the evidence does not show that said disease originated in tl 
service.’ 

In refutation of this conclusion we have the testimony of Dr. P. W. Mull, the 
physician who attended the soldier in his last illness. After giving a lengtl 


diagnosis of the case, showing when the soldier died, he concludes as follows 
“ That his death was plainly due to waxy degeneration of the kidneys, and 


there is no reason to doubt that the disease was brought on by the prolonged 
suppuration from his wound The gunshot wound in the shoulder, with its 
slow recovery, and the prolonged debility that attended it, stands in a true 
causation relative to the kidney disease its complications with pne umontia and 





pleurisy, and death, finally, from general anasarca 
Dr. W. W. Ellsworth, in examining the soldier for an increase of pensi: 
September 5, 1865, states that ‘the removal of three and a half inches of the 
upper end of the humerus, with a space now of two inches between tl 
and the glenoid cavity, leaves his upper arm no better than a rope 
Dr. A. P. Cook, examining surgeon, made also diagnosis of the soldier's d 
bility in substance as above, and adds: 





He claims weaknessand great tenderness, also inability to rest on his shou 
andarm. Has kidney and dropsical trouble; prognosis unfavorable 
The evidence of these surgeons indicates that the disease was continuous and 


progressive, and that it is not at all improbable that the death of the soldier was 
caused from the wound received at Bermuda Hundred 

The widow swears that she is very poor; and the fact that she has four cl 
dren to support, and that her husband served faithfully and received severe 
wounds in the service, combined with the belief that his death was traceable to 
said wounds, impels your committee to say that she should have the relief 
and therefore recommend the passage of bill H. R. 1075 





} 
iskead 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorabl 
recommendation. 


‘ 


IRS. SEELYE, ALIAS FRANKLIN THOMPSON 

Mr. MATSON. In orderthat we may adjourn in good humor, I pro- 
pose that the House shall hear alittleromance. Lask that the bill (1 
R. 5335), on page 36 of the Calendar, be taken up out of its order, and 
after that is disposed of I shall move that the committee rise 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the bill indicated by tl 
gentleman from Indian being taken up out of its order? The ¢ 
hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (HL. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, alias | 
rhompso1 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorize 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah E. E.Seels ilias | 

n Thompson, who was late a private in Company F, Second Re ment of M 
gan Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month 

The report was read as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
rranting a pension to Mrs, Sarah E, E. Seelye, alias Franklin Thompson, s 





mit the following report 
It appears from the certifi 





»adjutant-general of the State of M 








that Franklin Thompson en! Company F, Second Regiment Michigan 
Infantry, May 25, A.D. 1861, at Detroit, Mich., and was duly mustered to t 
service of the United States for the term of three years, and, further, that he ¢ 
serted at Lebanon, Ky., April 22, 1863 

From the time of enlistment up to that date the concurrent testimony of both 
comrades and officers is unanimous and highly eulogistic of the character, con- 
duct, and meritorious services of said soldier. For nearly two years he remained 


with his regiment, sharing in all its toils and privations, marching and tight 
in the various engagements in which it partic ipated from the first « 
battle at Bull Run and MeClellan’s peninsula campaign, and all through his 
memorable seven-days’ fight across the peninsula to the James River Phe oh 
that ordeal, which taxed the endurance and courage of the strongest and bra 

he passed without a murmur, 1 








verabsent from duty, obeying all orders w 
telligence and alacrity, his whole aim and desire to render zealous and efl nt 
aid to the Union cause With his regiment he returned from the peninsu ind 


through subsequent movements of the Army,in the spring of 1863, the s« ad 
Michigan Infantry was at Lebanon, Ky.,and then, as appears from the test 


for the first time, Frank Thompson, suffering from malarial chills, applied 


furlough. William Shakspear, now quartermaster-general of Michigan, testifies 





as follows 














I was a member of Company K, Second Michigan Infantry, from its organ 
ization unt June, IS64: was we acquainted with Frank Thomps of Cor 
pany F, of the same regiment knew he was a strong, healthy, and robust 
soldier, ever w ng and ready for duty and further says I never knew of 
said Frank Thompson being sick, except in the spring of 1863, when he had 
chi'ls Phe exposure during the peninsula campaign, it is alleged, brought on 
maiarial chills, and his application for furlough having been denied, the alter 
native was the hospital or absence without leave He chose the latter, and the 
heretofore willing, cheerful soldic who up to this time had always responded ° 
at roll-call and reveille, henceforth was marked a deserter.” 

ruth is ofttimes stranger than fiction, and now comes the sequel ah 
Emma Edmons, now Sarah E. Seelye, alias Franklin Thompson, is now asking 
this Congress to grant her relief by way of a pension on account of failing 


health, which she avers had its incurrence and is the sequence of the days and 
nights she spent in the swamps of the Chickahominy in the days six 
soldiering 

That Franklin Thompson and Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye are one and the same 
person is established by abundance of proof and beyond a doubt. She submits 
a statement, under oath, setting forth her history from the time of her enlist 
ment at Detroit to the present time, and also the testimony of ten credible wit- 
nesses, men of intelligence, holding places of high honor and trust, who pos 
tively swear she is the identical Frank Thompson who enlisted in Company F, 
Second Michigan Infantry, May 25,1861. Her history from the time she left t 
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ose of the war is mainly interesting and pertinent to 
mat though by the rules of wara deserter, yet her course 
t after shows the same zeal in the service of her country in her proper 
ctuated her when she tirst dedicated herself to the cause which she 
»biest that can actuate man or won 

regiment at Lebanon she went to Oberli: 
her assumed character as a 
id contracted not read 


and 


tas showl ul 


t 


ghest 


and n an 
Ohio 
lier 
y yielding, she abandoned the idea of again 
assumed her proper dress, and while recovering her 
lled The Nurse and Spy, and arranged with Hurlbut & 
to publish it, who testify to that fact, and that it had a cir 
of about 175,000 copies; also that the author's share of profits was given 
ian Sanitary nmission by the author, who herself joined the 
ssion, and served as nurse w the lines till the close of the 
wh iny hundred dollars 
k and wounded soldiers ssities and aiding to re 
hem to health nd in this way rendered 
irt than she could possi- 
done as a i ranks The several affidavits of General 
) Shakespear, Co n B. McCreary, Lieutenant-Colonel Schneider, 
1 Stewart, Capt. William R. Morse,and Com- 
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her he 


tir ‘ i 
positiy yas to 


1 character and 
Kans., testifies that he has examined Mrs 
ering from symptoms of disease ofthe heart, 
tory rheu ilso has disease of liver 


ow tings I re is en- 


1atisin 
cornea have a vel 
disease of kidney 

t that her 1 ind hast ncome 
and her family are in ind 


passage o 


the tac ist 
tL she 


i tie 


rent circum- 
f the bil a 
1. Of course I am too gallant a man to 
this bill; but I would like to inquire of the ge1 
HENDERSON | why, if the examination of the 
ch as he has stated, the surgeons 
Laughter. | 
I have not heard the gentleman’s ques- 


= 


in this case 


ide to be reported to the House with a favorable 
mendation 
MATSON ] 


motion was 


; 


move that the committee do now rise 
agreed to 

comm 
chair 


ttee accordingly 


is Speake I 


rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reports d that 
the Committee of the Whole House had, according to the special order 
House, had under consideration the pension bills on the Private 


Calendar, and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various 


reco! 


the 
of the 


umendations 


BI! 


LS PASSED 


lsof the following titles, re ported from the Committee of the Whole 
the Private ¢ 


d to be 


} . 
on wend 


ar without amendment, were severally 

engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed 

\ bill CH. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 

\ bill (H. R. 1397) granting a pension to Albert O. Laufman, late 


second lieutenant of Company A, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers 


bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 
nll (H. I 
H. | 
H. | 


t. 267) granting a pension to James King; 
g granting a pension to Charles Munroe; 
g granting a pension to Sarah L. 
H irvey 
mm. . 18 for the re 
{ granting a pension to Violet Calloway 
»9) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross 


Harvey, mother 


lief of Millia Staples: 


granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

a pension to Elizabeth Fowler 

a pension to Charles B. Duncan; 

a pension to Caroline Lauffer; and 


pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 


granting 
yranting 
1075) g inting 


NR. 230 


granting a 
inklin Thompson 

\mendments reported to the following bills were severally agreed to 

and the as amended were seve rally ordered to he J 


rd time; and being eng 


bills 


engrossed and 
ossed, they were accordingly read the 


ing an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 
0 increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson: 
for the relief of Mrs. Rebecea J. Pierce: 
granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen 


1 
I 
; 
t 


James B. Steedman: 
A bill (H.R. 254 
‘ H. R OS 


granting a pension to John Robbins; 


13 granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. M. ¢ 
n of Mr. MATSON 
inting a pension to Mrs 

bill (H. R. 2319 ting a pe P. Haskins. 
On motion of Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, the title was amended so 


’ 
as to read ‘‘ A bill granting a pension to Laurena C. P. Haskins.”’ 


Jones 


the title was amended so as to read: 
Marv C 


Jones.’ 


gra nsion to Laura C 


[ANDA I 


HOY 


The 


bill (H. R pension to Amanda E. Hoyt was 


Marcu 28 


? 


reported from the Committee of the Whole House with an adverse 
recommendation. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
be laid upon the table. 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 
be voted upon. 
TheSPEAKER pro te mpore 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words‘ 
sert~ 


If there be no objection, the bill will 
There isan amendment which I ask may 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 


from and after the 27th day of August, 1883,” and in- 
from and after the passage of this act.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was laid on the table. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the votes by which 
pe nsion bills were passed ; and also moved 
sider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 

And then, on motion of Mr. MATSON (at 
p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday 


the several 
that the motion to recon- 


10 o’ clock 


next 


and 25 minutes 


PETITIONS, ETC 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the ¢ 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of the Chamlx 


ton, S. C 


erk’s desk, 
r otf Commerce of Charles- 
, asking the passage of H. R. 4183, to promote the efficiency 
of the revenue-marine service, and to have a light-ship located at Smith’s 
Island, Cape Charles shoals, Maryland—severally to the Committee on 
Commere 

(lso, petition of the Chamber of Comm 
ing a suspension of the coinage of the 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition by citizens of Rolla, Mo., for the exten- 
sion of the Signal Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. BRENTS: Resolutions of mass meeting held at Yakima City, 
Wash., relative to the land grant of the Northern Pacific -to 
the Committee on the Public Lands 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Remonstrance of 603 citizens of Wayne 
County, Indiana, against the legislation proposed by House bills 3617, 
3925, and 3934, and 8S. 1558—to the Committee on Patents 

lso, resolutions of similar import of a meeting of manufacturers and 

inventors of the city of Richmond, Ind.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition for increase of widows’ pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


‘Charleston, 8S. C., ask- 


to the Committee 


Railroad 


Also, memorial of Government employés, asking for the enforcement 
of the eight-hour law and for pay for extra services—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. CLAY: Petition of L. Stevens, relating to hisclaim for prop- 
erty taken during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COVINGTON : Petition of citizens of Kent and Queen Anne 
Counties, Maryland, and members of the Corn and Flour Excharge of 
Baltimore, for an appropriation for the improvement of Chester River, 
Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of G. R. 
citizens of Ottawa, II] 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of E 
Charlevoix, Mich., favoring the establishment of 
Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial and resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merece of Charleston, 8. ¢ in favor of H. R. 4483, 
ciency of revenue-marine service—to the Committe 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, S. C., 
asking for the location of a light-ship at Smith's Island, Cape Charles 
shoals, Maryland—to the same committee 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 8. C., con- 
curringin the action of the Chamber of Commerce ot New York in favor 
of suspending compulSory coinage of silver 
issue ofoneand two dollar bills— 
and Measures. 

By Mr. DUNHAM 
Illinois, relative to the 
Foreign Affairs 

3y Mr. J. H. EVINS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, 8. C., in faver of H. R. 4483, to promote the efficiency of 
the revenue-marine service—to the Committee on Commerce 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 8. C., 
asking for the location ofa light-ship, with fog signal, at Smith’s Island, 
Cape Charles shoals, Maryland—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 3. C., 
in favor of the suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Union League Club, for 
repeal of duties on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A.8. HEWITT: Petition of Dr. J. M. Hunter, of New York, 
relative to a new motive power especially adapted for ocean service— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


\itken, George Spencer, and 100 


others, to the Chinese restriction act 


, relative 
H. Green and others, citizens of 


. soldiers’ home in 


to promote effi- 


on Commerce 


and discontinuing further 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


Petition of citizens of Colehour, Cook County, 
Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 











By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Jennette McLelland, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, for ad- 
ditional clerks in Internal-Revenue Department to settle tobacco-re- 
bate claims—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Rv Mr. LIBBEY: Resolutions adopted by the common council and 
concurred in by the select council of Norfolk, Va.; of the merchants 
and manufacturers of Norfolk, Va., and of the Norfolk and Portsmouth 
Cotton Exchange, recommending the establishment of a national quar- 
antine at Fisherman’s Inlet, Cape Charles—severally to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorialof W.S. Bookins and others, citizens 
of Downer’s Grove, Ill., to reduce duties on imports and war-tarifl 
tuxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

{lso, memorial of A. H. Brown and others, citizens of Ashley, IL, 
for passage of the law prayed for by the Grand Army of the Republic 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of Theodore C 
Lyvon—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, 


relative to head of navigation on the Minnesota River 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Preamble and resolutions of wool- 
growers and business men of many States and Territories, protesting 
wainst the enactment of the Morrison tariff bill and favoring the res 


to the Com- 


toration of the duty on wool and woolens to the rate in the tariff act of 
1-67—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Little Sisters of the Poor, for an ap- 


propriation by Congress to aid them in making an addition to the pres- 
ent home—to the Committee on Appropriations 

By Mr. REED: Petition of James McGowan, for increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of James H. MeMullin and others, in favor of pension 
ing Mrs. Mary Hickey—to the same committee. 


By Mr. SCALES: Memorial of Joseph Bradfield and others, from 
Stokes County, North Carolina, in relation to education—to the Cor 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of citizens of Spartanburg, York, Lan- 


caster, Fairfield, Edgefield, and Union Counties, South Carolina, pro- 
esting against the passage of Senate bill for the erection of United 
States court-house at Greenville, S. C 
Puildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. J. S. WISE: Petition of members of Richmond, 
Va.. andof Norfolk, Va., asking for the increase of United States judges’ 
lary—severally to the Committee on the Judiciary 


t 


-to the Committee on Public 


} . 
* DAT OT 


By Mr. WOODWARD: Petition of S. W. Clark and 83 others, citi- 
zens of Viroqua, Wis., against discontinuing the coinage of silver do 


lars until after the expiration of two years—to the Committee 
age, Weights, and Measures. 


on Coln- 


SENATE. 
MonbDaAY, Mareh 31, 1884. 


T 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntrLey, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read an 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer in part to 
resolution of the 20th ultimo, copies of communications trom the | f 
States attorney for Northern Florida, under date of May 15, 1882, an 


March 25, 1884, relating to the Arredondo grant, in Columbi 


Florida, and suits brought against the United States thereunder 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 


vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Attorney-G 
communicating, in answer toa resolution of the 25th instant, his ns 
for omitting to furnish certain information requested in the resolutior 
of the 23d of January relative to the compensation of special atto 
neys in the star-route cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Chair will state that the Ch 
received the communication of the 28th of February, here referred t 
and understood it, as it expressed itself, to be an inquiry whether 
previous letter had been received. he Chair replied that it had been 


TI 
received and had been referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations 
that it was not the custom of the President of the Senate to acknowledg 
the receipt of official communications, and that the second communica- 
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tion of the Attorney-General, which inclosed a copy of the first, would 
be laid before the Senate if desired. No answer was received, and as 
it was merely a repetition, the Chair did not lay it before the Senate 
The letter will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appt 
priations. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
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ture of Kansas; which was read, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 4, relating tothe payment of sufferers 

raid of Cheyenne Indians across the western part of Kansas in IS78 

Whereas during the year 1878 the Cheyenn 
western part of Kansas; and 

Whereas many persons were killed and a large 
stroyed; and 

Whereas a few of t laims have 

Whereas many of said claims for dam 
justed; and 

Whereas some of the sufferers lost everything they possessed and | 
been able to recover any part of said property 
in needy circumstances: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of R 
Senators be instructed and our Representativ 
ures to secure a speedy settlement of these claims now remaining ur 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to forward 
preambles and resolutions to the tof the Senate 
House of Representatives Senators and Representati 


Congress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I present a memorial of the city council of 
dence, R. I As it is short, I ask that it may be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on ¢ 
as follows: 


The Cii 


fro 


e Indians made a raid across the 


_ unt f prone 
amount of prop 


was de- 


he been 


paid 


and 


Ss now remain ut pai 


ndare now 


epresentatives (the Senate concur 


s requested to use all pr 


pa 
py of 


+} 
r of t! 
‘ 


ue 
~~ 


Presiden tl 


h of ou 


1c rerak 
i 


ind to ea 


f 


iro 


f / 


r 


Providence to the h morable Sen 
and Hous l 

rhe city council of the city of Providence respectfully represent that 
ness interest of the city, and of all that part of the New England State 
centers here and makes Providence its market and port of sh 
continued improvement of Narraganset Bay and Providence River and Hla 
ing the obstructions existing therein to the passage 
contemplated changes and improvement in railroad facilities in the city 
further improvement of our harbor and bay will be 
itating general ind can not overestimated tf 
and prosperity of this section of New England 

rhe increase of importations, both foreign and domesti« 
by vessels of greater tonnag nt matter, and is one 
the city council k the ut louse of 
continue the work of improvement, whic so far as has bee 
great benefit rhe increased depth of channel dredged by the G 
ment has been of great advantage to this city and vicinity 
should be widened and in 1 htened, and obstrueti 
navigat now xistir dl rh ty 
fully ask the hor ind House of Representative 
additional appropriat th 
dence and Narraganset ] 
them to 

Read 

P 


a 


f Rep esentatives of the nited State 


» 


pment, re« 


In remoy of ves 


or the futur 


ot wre ady antage 


business be 


his 
tha 
Represent 


j 
i< 


intot 
e is animport 


hh Ser 


to ask morable and 


1 
rT 
tt 

i the 


any places strais 





on é Ss r should be ret 


nove ce 


spect senate 


rit 


t 


fOr lihproy 
} 


ms 


as are 
Bay that 


cessar\ 


lo 


hat 


ne 


Lie ion 


uh 


whereupon it is ordered that the same be re 
In common incil March l 


L384 
° 


assed 3 


i 
A true copys 


Witness 


co l 


\. JOSLINI 


( 


ntec 


Mr. DAWES prese he petition of Clayton Lippincott and ot} 
citizens of Moore stown, Burlington County, New Jers " 
increase of appropriations for Indian education; which 
the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I presenta memorial s 
ous persons and firms engaged in the manufacturing busines 
Wis., the following 
to patents for inventions, namely: House bill No. « 
in infringement House bill No 
users of patented articles, &c.; House bill No. 3617, 
tion ot “ATS; | 
1 


i 


remonstrating against the passage of 


925, 


coveries, &C., Cases or 


reducing 
No L558 


hat th 


letters patent | 


and Senate bi 


XK 


to tive ve 


efenses in suits for [ move t 


infringement 


on | 


‘ 
be referred to the Commit raten 
Che motion was agreed to 
Mi 
the estate of Simeo 
+} 


tee 


, AGAMITNISU 


Juan S. Ha 

Hart, deceased, pray ing that Congress will 

payment of certain lost checks, drawn by disbursing officers of t 
] 


United States, upon the execution DY 


COKE presen ed the petition ol 


n ut 


petitioner of asuliicl 


ntinden 





nifying bond against their repayment by the United States lich W 
referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. GONGER presented a petition of A. C. Dubois and 21 others 
citizens of Michigan praying to the passage of the bill (S. 85 ) 
peal in act relating te vinegar factories established and pel ted prio 
to March 1, 1879, approved June 14, 1879; which was reti ecl ft t 
Committee on Finance 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions of the Charlest« c.) 
ber of Commerce, in tavor of the suspension ol the coinags iti er 
dollar: which were reterred to the Committee on Fi i 

He ilso presented a memorial of the Charlestor ms ( bi bye ol 
Commerce, favoring the establishment of alight-ship « Smith’s Island, 
Cape Charles's shoals, Marylanc hich was 1 rred to the Committee 
on Commerce 

He also presented a preamble iL esolution of the Cha ton iS 
C.) Chamber of Commerce, in favor the passage of t by H. hk. 
4483) to promote the efficiency ef the enule-marine sel é vhich 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

He also presented the petition ol. kc. Nelson, of Grahamvi ms N 
praying for the passage of legislation to facilitate the execution of the 
pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of 435 citizens of Yakima 
County, Washington Territory, praying that the lands which | yng 
the Caseade brat t the Northern Pacific Railroad b ) ted and 


} 
HOTIZ 


io 


I 


‘ 


i 
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opened for settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Public | He also introduced a bill (S. 1961) supplementary to an act approved 


Lands 

He also presented a letter from the Secretary of War, addressed to 
himself, inclosing a report from Col. W. E. Merrill, Corps of Engineers, 
in relation to the improvementof the Ohio River at and near the city of 
Lawrenceburg, Ind.; which was referred 
merce 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1455) for the relief of D. O. Adkin- 
son, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 85) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin I desire simply to state that the re- 
port made by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. JACKSON | is not unan- 
imous: that the 
it; and ws 
dissenting from the 

The 
received hereattet 

My ATER 
whom was re 
ll, to 
Che 
endal 

Mi 


Senator trom Oregon 
ask to b 
report 
PRESIDENT pro t 


if there 


The views of the minority will be 


no object ion 


poi 
he 
Si 
ferred the bill (S. 929) grantinga pension to Caroline Treck- 
[ ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
with the adverse report of the committee. 
MILLER, of New York 
try to whom \ 


is referred 


ell report it adversel) 


the bill (S. 1824) to establish a forest 
lwatersof the Missouri River and the headwaters 

<’s Fork of the Columbia River, reported it without amendment. 
M \HONE 
referred the 


t Chattanooya, 


ation on the hea 


Mi 


to whom Ww 


is bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a public 
' lenn., reported it without amendment. 
He 30, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing | reported them severally with amendments: 

A bh S. 634) fora public building at Opelousas, La. ; 

A bill (S. 1740 
and 

A bill (S. 877 


Port Oreg 


buildis 


to pros id 
i 
Ming 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PI 
Burke 


papel 
Mr 


\TT introduced a bill (S. 1949) granting a pension to Elise 

hich was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1950 
t highway bridge across that part of the waters of Lake Cham- 

ying between the towns of North Hero and Alburg, in the State 


tion ol 


plain 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill 1951 
Martin Bever; 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1952) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Geisel, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a 


= 


bill (S. 1953 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill 1954) making an appropriation to pay 
the expenses of a military expedition for the exploration of the Terri- 
tory of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill 1955) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to loan to the Richland Volunteer Rifle Company, of Columbia, 
S. C., fifty breech-loading Springtield rifles; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1956) for the relief of Mrs. E. G. 
C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claimss 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1957) granting a pension to 
Henry W. Edens; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON introdaced a bill (S. 1958) to authorize the inerease 
of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Nashville, Tenn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also by request 


Ss . 


S. 


introduced a bill (S. 1959) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Po- 
tomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,’’ &c.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1960) for the relief of Mary 
Howard Farquhar; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


— . ° . | 
for the relief of Michael Riley; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
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June 19, 1878, giving to the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the Cal- 
dera claims upon the Chinese indemnity fund; which was read twice 


| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


to the Committee on Com- | 


Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1962) to allow drawback on im- 
ported materials used in the manufacture of tobacco, snuff, and cigars 


| exported from the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. VAN WYCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1963) for the re- 
lief of J. G. Fill, Edward Harper, and George Burnham; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1964) granting an increase of pen- 


| sion to Mrs. Kate M. Rodgers; which was read twice by its title, and 


Mr. DoLpu] and I dissent from | 


ermitted at some future time to submit our views | a . ante : : 
P | to the Saint Louis and Baxter Springs and Mexican Railroad Com- 


from the Committee on Agriculture and | 


from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 


for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1965) to extend the letters pat- 
ent granted to Charles H. Field; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1966) granting the right of way 


pany through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


, , | fairs, 
[ am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of the sureties of the 
Rawlins; 

A bill (H. R. 254 

A bill CH. R. 267 

A bill (H. R. 282 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 297 

A bill (H. R. 394 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 


A bill (H. 


in 


late J. O. 
granting a pension to John Robbins; 

granting a pension to James King: 

to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 


granting a pension to Violet Calloway; 

granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 
1024) granting a pension to Charles B. Duncan; 

. 1075) granting a pension to Caroline Lauffer; 

t. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen 


| James B. Steedman: 


e for the construction of a public building at | 


| second lieutenant of Company 


| G. 


to authorize the construc- | 


granting a pension to 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


| resolutions ”’ 





A bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of J. H. 
A bill H. R. 1397 


Hammond; 

granting a pension to Albert O. Laufman, late 
A, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1491 
B. Harvey; 

A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; 

A bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint Assistant Engineer John W. Saville a passed assistant enginee1 


granting a pension to Sarah L. Harvey, mother of 


of Vermont; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | °" the retired-list of the Navy; 


bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; 

bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension to Laurena C. P. Haskins; 
bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 
bill (H. R. 2551) granting a pension to Charles Munroe; 

bill (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; 
bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 
bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of Benjamin F. Millard; 

bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; 

bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

bill (H. R. 4268) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
Davis; 


A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross; and 

A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson. 

PATENT OFFICE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that order is closed. 
the Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the Senate will consider the bill which I 
introduced on the 24th instant, being the bill (8. 1924) providing for 
the organization of the Patent Office into an independent department, 
and for giving it the exclusive control of the building known as the 
Patent Office and of the fund pertaining to that office. I gave notice 
that I would at this time ask to submit some remarks upon the bill. 
The bill lies upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to take from the table for consideration, with a view to his submitting 
some remarks upon it, the bill indicated by him. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. Does 
the Senator from Connecticut desire to have the bill read at length ? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not care to have it read. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment to call up 
a matter which will not cause any discussion ? 

Mr. PLATT. If it Will cause no discussion I shall be glad to yield 
to the Senator, but if it is going to give rise to discussion I should be 
very.glad to conclude my remarks before 2 o’clock to-day if I can. 
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Mr. FRYE. I will not disturb the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT addressed the Senate. Having spoken till 20’clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the | 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimousconsent that the unfinished business 
may be informally laid aside in order that the Senator from Connecticut 
may conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside 
in order that the Senator from Connecticut may continue his remarks. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator if he can give some in- 
timation as to the length of time he will probably occupy. I do not 
rise for the purpose of objecting, but I would like to know how long 
he will speak. If it embarrasses the Senator, I do not ask him to an- 
swer; but I supposed he might give some idea. 

Mr. PLATT. It occurs to me that if I tell how long it will take me 
to finish, very likely the Senator will runaway. [Laughter.] I would 
rather not make any definite statement on that subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator means to take up the whole afternoon, 
I should like to know it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee’? The Chair hears none. The Senator from 
Connecticut will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think that the bill which I 
have introduced is by any means a perfect bill. It is not original with 
me. It is a bill which was introduced, I think, in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress by Mr. Phelps, a member of the House of Representatives from 
Connecticut. Iam notaware that any action was taken upon it in the 
House, but it will serve to bring before the committee and before Con- 
gress a matter which I think is important, and the favorable considera- 
tion of which I think is essential to the best interests and welfare of 
this country. 

The growth of our patent system, its vast importance, its intimate 
connection with and direct influence upon the property of the country 
demand that it shall receive a degree of attention which it can not and 
will not receive while it remains a merely subordinate bureau of the 
Interior Department. 

The patent system has its foundation in the Constitution of the 
United States. In the grant of enumerated powers, article 1, section 
8, and paragraph 8, we find this power granted to Congress : 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings 
and discoveries. 

When the fathers wrote that clause into the Constitution of the 
United States they builded better than they knew. They knew indeed 
that the prosperity of every nation must depend largely upon the prog- 
ress of the useful arts. They knew that if this country was to attain 
the glory and the power which they hoped for it, it must be along the 
road of invention; but they could not, the wildest dreamer, the states 
man with the most vivid imagination could never have dreamed, could 
never have imagined the blessings, the beneficial results which should 
flow and have flowed from the exercise of the power thus granted to 
Congress. The foundations which they then laid of our progress, our 
welfare, our strength, and our glory were granite, and we have builded 
wisely upon them; but I think that we may do much to improve the 
temple which has been reared. 

I wish I knew the author of that clause in the Constitution. I have 
sought diligently in the records of those days that I might discover 
who he was. It was not in the original draft of the Constitution pre- 
sented by Mr. Pinckney to the convention on May 29, 1787. In that 
draft, immediately after the power given to Congress to establish post- 
roads, was the power to establish a national university at Washington; 
but when the Constitution came finally to be adopted the power to es- 
tablish a national uniyersity at Washington had disappeared from the 
original draft or plan presented by Mr. Pinckney, and the present clause 
granting Congress the power to promote the progress of the useful arts 
seems to have taken its place. 

The first reference that I find to it isin the debates of the convention. 
In Elliot’s Debates, volume 5, page 439, I find that on the 18th of Au- 
gust: 

In Convention—Mr. Madison submitted, in order to be referred to the committee 
of detail, certain powers, as proper to be added to those of the general legislature. 

Among these proposed powers are enumerated the following: 

To secure to literary authors their copyrights for a limitedtime. * * * To 
encourage, by premiums and provisions, the advancement of useful knowledge 
and discoveries. 

On the same day Mr. Pinckney submitted certain propositions as to 
the powers proper to be granted to Congress, among which was the 
power ‘‘to grant patents for useful inventions,’’ also ‘‘to secure to au- 
thors exclusive rights for a certain time.’’ The committee of eleven, 


through Mr. Brearly, reported on the 5th of September five clauses 
which it was proposed to incorporate in the Constitution. The fifth 
clause was the one relating to the progress of science and the useful arts: 

To promote the progress of science and the useful arts by securing for limited 


times, to authors and inventors, the exclusive right to their respective writings 
and discoveries, 





It is verbatim the clause which is at present in the Constitution. It 


| appears that this clause was agreed to without contradiction. It seems to 


have excited but comparatively little interest at that time. Very slight 
reference is made to it in the Federalist. The only reference that I 
find is in No. 43 of the Federalist, on page 358, a paper by Mr. Madi 
son, in which he says: 


The fourth class comprises the following miscellaneous powers 

1. A power to “‘ promote the progress of science and useful arts by securing 
for a limited time to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respect 
ive writings and discoveries.” 

The utility of this power will scarcely be questioned The copyright of a 
thors has been solemnly adjudged in Great Britainto bea right at common law 
The right to useful inventions seems with equal reason to belong to the invent 
ors. The public good fully coincides in both cases with the claims of 
uals. . 

The States can not separately make effectual provision for either of the cases 
and most of them have anticipated the decision of this point by laws passed 
the instance of Congress. 


paiviad 


It had been the practice of the State Legislatures in some of the States 
and especially in the State of Connecticut, upon petition to grant pater 
to inventors. I am not aware that any public act providing tor the 
granting of patents was ever adopted in any State prior to the adop 
tion of our Federal Constitution: but I find that in Connecticut quite 
a large number of patents were granted upon petition. I have here 
listof some of them furnished me by the kindness of the State lib 


rian, Mr. Hoadly 


Volume VI, page 25 To Edward Hinman, for making molasses fron 
stalks; ten years. October. 1717 





Volume VI, page 7% To John Prout, &c., for making linseed-oil; twent 
years. October, 17, 1718 A new grant to the same (page 148) for making Sean 
and rape oil, October, 1719; twenty vears 

Volume VI age 312 Ebenezer Fitch, slitting mill: fifteen vears Mav.17 

Volume VI Richard Rogers, making duck; seven years. October, 17: 

Volume VII,174. Samuel Higley, &c., making steel; ten vears. May, 172s 


Volume VIII, 39, Samuel Willard, &c., making potash; ten vears. * May 
ion 
1741. 











Volume VIIT, 338.. Thomas Fitch, &c., making steel; fifteen years. Oct 
1740, 

Volume LX, 281 Thomas Darling, making glass; twenty years. May i 

Volume X, 251 Jabez Hamlin, &c., flax dressing; fifteen years. Octob« 
1753 

October, 1783. Benjamin Hanks A clock which will wind itself up; fourtes 
years. 

1780. Mosely & Little Exclusive privilege of making glass; fifteen years 
probably they did not set up works For January, 1783, exclusive pr ne 
making glass for twenty years was granted to William and Elisha Pitkin 

June, 1784 William Pitkin. Exclusive privilege of making snuff; fourtee: 


years, 

The reterences are to*the published colonial records of Connectici 
One very curious thing appears by this list, curious in view of the fact 
that it is now asserted by men who have made diligent experiments 
that sugar can be profitably manufactured from corn-stalks as well 
sorghum, that the first patent ever granted by the Levislature of Con 


necticut should have related to this same system. It was to Edward 


Hinman, for making molasses from corn-stalks, ten years; the date. O 
tober, 1717. 

A very full reference to the patents granted in Connecticut is to be 
found in the Ratent Office Report of 1351, covering nearly fifty pages 
and showing that a public act for the encouragement of the raising o! 
silk in the colony of Connecticut was passed in 1732, from which I think 
it is fair to say the silk industry of Connecticut has grown. 

It would be interesting to inspect one of the letters patent thus 
granted by State Legislatures prior to the national Constitution. | 
have never seen one, but I find in a speech of ex-Senator Wadleig! 
of New Hampshire. in the Forty-fifth Congress, that he said 


An intelligent gentleman of my own State has referred ‘me to an act 





general court of the colony of Massachusetts Bay, passed in 1646, granting to 
one of his ancestors, Joseph Jenks, the exclusive right of making and sel 
his improved seythe for the term of fourteen years. That,I think, was the t 
patent granted to an inventor in America The improvement referred t« 


changed the short, thick, straight English seythe into the k 


implement, with stiffened back, now in use. 


mger, thinner, cur d 


But the framers of the Constitution saw that the power, to be « 
ive, must be a national power, must be exercised by the National Gov 
ernment rather than by the States. Congress soon passed a Jaw | 
first patent act was passed April 10, 1790. It was reported by a Reprt 
sentative from South Carolina, who was chairman of a committee of the 
House of Representatives appointed during the first session of Congress 
several petitions having been presented praying Congress to g 
for specified inventions 
of the useful arts.’’ That committee consisted of Mr. Burke, of South 
Carolina, Benjamin Huntington, of Norwich, Conn., and Mr. Cadwala- 
der, of New Jersey; and I hope that the time isin the near future when 
Senators and Representatives from South Carolina will again join with 
Senators and Representatives from Connecticut and New Jersey in the 
passage of laws which shall have a tendency further to promote the 
progress of the useful arts and sciences by the perfection of the patent 
system and the emancipation of the Patent-Office from the servitude to 
which it has been too long subjected. The traditionary history of this 
act is interesting, and I will ask the Secretary to read from the copy ot 
the Official Gazette, published on the 24th of September, 1877, the pas- 
sage which I have marked in reference to the history of this act 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


rant patents 


‘to consider measures to promote the progress 


’ 
By act of April 10, 1790, the first American patent system was founded. 
Thomas Jefferson inspired it, and may be said to have been the father of the 


American Patent Office. He took great pride in it, it is said. and gave personal 
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ation that was made for a patent during the years 
the power of revision and rejection granted by that 
is related that the granting of a patent was held to be 
) an event in the history of the State Department, where 

part of the work was then performed 
f tradition, handed down to 
ve to speak of Mr. Jefferso 
ipplication fora pate 


es quite 


is from generation to generation 
1 und his virtues and eccentricities 
under the first act he would 
nry Knox, of who was Secretary of War, and 
dolph, of Virginia, who was Attorney-General, these officials 

| by the ith the Secretary of State, a tribunal to examine 
itents, and th se three distinguished officials would examine 
ach point of the specification and claims 
sult of this examination was that during the 
cations failed to pass the ordeal, and only three 


il wus made 


Massachusetts 


ne tically Zine 


rigorously 
A najority of the 
re granted 

are I A‘ ‘ th Mr Jeffersor 


1 seeking always to impress upon 


ng ol a patent was amat- 


grant 


provided that the petitions for 
secretary Of State, the secretary 
\ttorney-General, setting forth the 
ul that the letters patent, if the same 
out in the name of the United States 
the United States They should be 
eneral of the United States to be examined, 
lays next after the delivery to him, if he 
nable to the act 
} itent 


he | 


th. 


nude 


it ol 


certify the same at the foot 
to the President, who 
nited States to be thereto aflixed 

s act the fees to be paid by the applicant were as follows: 


so certified 


tition, Dcents 


for filing spec ifications per copy- 
d words, li 


for making out patent, 32; for 
ng the day of delivering the same to the pat- 
services, 20 cents 


) cents 


diats 
ied in force until the 21st of 


ct was passed and the old one repealed. 


maiz February, 1793, when a 
Under the act of 1793 
secretary of State alone. If the Secretary 
believed that a patent should be granted he then referred the 
to the Attorney-General to be examined, who within fifteen days 
ured to ce rtily the same as betors 
was included the 


S30) 


tion was made to the 


IS act 


right to assign the patent, and the fee 
The practice under the act of 1793 continued with- 
out substantial change until July 4, 1836, when the act which is really 
the foundation of our present patent system was passed. Prior to 1836 
there was no critical examination made of the application or of the 

wrt to determine whether the alleged invention was really 

ul, or whether it had been anticipated by other inventions 


List d to 


which had been patented 
I have all the patents which were granted by the 
ted States prior to 1836, and a most interesting volume it is. The 
31, 1790, to Samuel Hopkins, for making pot 
examinatien of the patents granted between 1790 
irprisingly the germ of the ideas which by sub- 
have been incorporated into our inventive sys- 


here a report ol 


s granted July 


irl ashes An 


10 shows most s 
t 


Inproveme nts 
\mong the patents granted during the first ten years after the passage 
the original patent law of 1790 was one for a ‘* machine for thrash- 

ng wheat, &c.,’’ to William Thompson; one for ** propelling boats by 
steam, & to John Fitch; one for a ‘‘ machine for ginning eotton,’’ 
to Eli Whitney; one for a ‘‘ mode of preventing the progress of fire,’’ 
to Benjamin Taylor; one for a ** conjurer for cooking and boiling,’’ to 
Thomas ‘improvement in stoves,’’ to James Mc- 
Callmont; one for ‘‘improvement in clocks, watches, and time-keepers,”’ 
to Eli Terry; ‘telegraph (description filed),’’ to Jonathan Grant, 
f ‘machine for raising water (a perpetual motion),’’ to John 
Baptiste Aveilhé; for an ‘‘improvement in the plow,”’ to John Deaver. 
By the 1836 a board of examiners was created. The official 
system was not a very one at that time. The Patent Office was 
but it was attached to the Department of State. It was pro- 


Passmore; one for an 


fora 
A0T a 


ior a 


act o! 
large 


created, 


tl shall be establislt li and 


id attached to the Department of State an 
Patent Offic chief officer of which shall be 
Patents, to be appointed by the President, by and 


of the Senat« 


ere 
» be denominated the the 
Commissioner of 


advice and consent 


re were provided for said office, to be appointed by the Commis- 
f Patents, with the approval of the Secretary of State, a chief 
in examining clerk, three other clerks, a'machinist, and a mes- 
Chat constituted in 1836 the entire force of the Patent Office. 
the office was disconnected from the Department of State and 
to the Department of the Interior, which was then created. 

2 of the act to establish the Home Department and provide for 
reasury Department an assistant Secretary of the Treasury and a 

mer pt customs provided— 


at the S« 


cretary of tl nterior shall exercise and perform all the acts of 
supervision and appe ird to the office of Commissioner of Patents, now 
exercised by the Secretary of State; and the said Secretary of the Interior shall 
sign ali requisitions for the advance or payment of money, &c 


About 10,000 patents had been issued prior to 1836. 
the Official Gazette, to which I have heretofore referred, published on 
the 24th of September, 1877, I have the number of patents granted 
year to year from 1790 to 1836, which I will not stop to read, but will 


isk to have incorporated in my remarks. It shows that 3 were granted 


days every step in the issuing of a patent was | 


| grandeur, culture, power, which is little short of miraculous 


In the copy of 


in 1790, 33 in 1791: 
the number was 723 
The following is the statement referred to: 


the list gradually increased each year until in 1836 


rhe number of patents granted each year from 1790to July 4, 1836, isas follows 
In 1790,3; in 1791, 33; in 1792,11; in 1798, 20; in 1794, 22; in 179,12; in 1796, 44; i 
1797,51; in 1798, 28; 799, 44; in 1800, 41; in 1801, 44; in 1802, 6; in 1803, 97; 
1804, 84; in 1805, 57 }, 68; in 1807, 99; in 1808, 158; in 1809, 208; in 1810, 223 
in 1811,215; in 1812, 238; in 1813, 181; in 1814,210; in 1815,173; tn 1816, 206; inl : 
174; in 1818, 222; in 1819, 156; in 1820, 155; in 1521, 168; in 1822, 200; in 1823, 173; 
in 1824, 228; in 1825, 204; in 1826,323; in 1827,331; in 1828, 368; in 1829, 447; in 1830 
544; in 1831, 573; in 1832, 474; in 1833, 586; in 1834, 630; in 1835, 757; in 1896, 723 


To show the appreciation of the patent system at this time, I read a 
single sentence from the report of the first Patent Commissioner, Henry 
L. Elisworth, made to Congress for the years 1837 and 1838. He says 

The Patent Office has been greatly subservient to the promotion of the arts 
and sciences, and its late reorganization will extend in a much higher degre+ 
its usefulness. Without the encouragement of the patent laws few inventions 
would become practically useful. By this encouragement a stimulus is given 
to talent and ingenuity, and the result of human etfort seems almost incredi 
ble. The inventions of the day have proverbially overcome time and space 
The numerous manufactories spread over all the country attest the 
they have received from Government 


tror 


Remember that this was in 18338. 


Of late, however, inventors have directed their attention with peculiar interest 
to the improvement of the implements of agriculture 


, and many labor-saving 
machines have been patented 


which are of the highest utility to the husband- 
man. These are rapidly increasing, and it is scarcely possible to conjecture to 
what extent the labor of the agriculturist may be diminished and the products 
of the country increased by these improvements. Already the process of sowing 
of mowing, and of reaping is successfully performed by horse-power, and inven 
tors are sanguine in the belief (and probably not without reason) that the time 
is not far distant when plowing-machines will be driven by steam and steam 
power applied to many other operations of the husbandman. 


Mr. President, to my mind the passage of the act of 1836 creating the 
Patent Office marks the most important epoch in the history of our de- 
velopment—I think the most important event in the history of our 
Government from the Constitution until the war of the rebellion. The 


| establishment of the Patent Office marked the commencement of the 


marvelous development of the resources of the country which is the ad- 
miration and wonder of the world, a development which challenges all 
history for a parallel; and it is not too much to say that this unexam- 
pled progress has been not only dependent upon but has been coincident 
with the growth and development of the patent system of this country 

Words fail in attempting to portray the advancement of this country 
for the last fifty years. We have had fifty yearsof progress, fifty years 
of inventions applied to the every-day wants of life, fifty years of pat- 
ent encouragement, and fifty years of adevelopmentin wealth, resources, 
Popu- 
lation, production, business, wealth, comfort, culture, power, grandeur, 
these have all kept step with the expansion of the inventive genius of this 
country; and this progress has been made possible only by the inven- 
tions ofits citizens. All history confirms us in the conclusion that itis 
the development by the mechanic arts of the industries of a country 
which brings to it greatness and power and glory. Nopurelyagricult- 
ural, pastoral people ever achieved any high standing among the nations 
of the earth. It is only when the brain evolves and the cunning hand 
fashions labor-saving machines that a nation begins to throb with new 
energy and life and expands with a new growth. It is only when 
thought wrings from nature her untold secret treasures that solid wealth 
and strength areaccumulated by a people. 


Especially is this true in a 
republic. 


Under arbitrary forms of government kings may oppress the 
laberer, kings may conquer other nations, may oppress, and degrade 
the men who till the soil, and they may thus acquire wealth; but in a 
republic it is only when the citizen conquers nature, appropriates her 
resources, and extorts her riches that you find real wealth and power. 

We witness our development; we are proud of our success; we con- 
gratulate ourselves, we felicitate ourselves on ‘all that we enjoy; but 
we scarcely ever stop to think of the cause of all this prosperity and 
enjoyment. Indeed, this prosperity has become so common that we 
expect it. Many men forget to what they owe it; many men, I am sorry 
to say, in these recent years deny the cause of it all. The truth is, we 
live in this atmosphere of invention; it surrounds us as does the light 
and the air; like light and air it is one of our greatest blessings; and 
yet we pass it by without’thought. Some say that the cause of all 
this wealth, ofall this influence in the world, springs from other sources; 
some say it is the result of our free institutions, of our Christian civili- 
zation, of our habits of industry, of our respect for law, of the vastness 
of our natural resources, but I say inventive skill is the primal cause 
of all this progress and growth. I say the policy which found expres- 
sion in the Constitution of the United States when this clause was en- 
acted giving Congress power ‘‘to promote the progress of science and 
useful arts by securing for limited times to authors and inventors the 
exclusive right to their respective writings and discoveries ’’ has been 
the policy that has built up this fair fabric. 

Concede all you claim: free institutions, Christian civilization, indus- 
trious habits; grant respect for law; acknowledge all our vast natural 
resources; and then deduct patents and patented inventions from the 
causes Which have led to this development, and you have subtracted 
trom material, yes, from moral, prosperity nearly all that is worth en- 
joying. Subtract invention from the causes which have led to 


oul 


| growth and our grandeur and you remit us, you remit our people, to 
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the conditfon of the people of Italy, of Switzerland, of Russia. If 
‘knowledge is power,”’ invention is prosperity. 

Let us turn a moment from the present and take one rapid glance at 
the past. Consider the country as it was fifty years ago. The cotton- 
vin, the steamboat, the railroad, the power-loom, the printing-press, 
were indeed in embryo, but their development was partial and their 
use was extremely limited. It was still the age of homespun; it was 
still the age of hand labor. Brain had not, so far as production was 
concerned, superseded muscle. We had then twenty-six States. When 
the commencement of our present patent system really began there 
were twenty-six States in the Union. Twelve new ones and eight Ter- 
ritories added since are in my judgment a tribute to the inventive 
genius of this country and to the perfection ofits patent system. There 
are at least ten Senators occupying seats on the floor of the Senate to- 
day who would not be here but for the patent system of the United 
States. 

Our conception of history in those days was only that of war and di- 
plomacy. Industrial development formed no part of the history of a 
country in the estimation of statesmen and publicists. 

Let me allude to my own State. Iam nota very old man, but recol- 
lection earries me back fifty years, when there was no railroad, no coal 
used, no steam power used; no woolen factories except of the rudest 
sort; no telegraph in Connecticut. Possibly there were one hundred 
tons of coal consumed in the State annually. It is possible that there was 
the rade beginning of manufacturing establisiments in which steam 
was the motive power; but practically there were none of these improv: 
ments in Connecticut. The people were rural and agricultural; a few 
shops, water furnishing the motive power, were scattered up and down 
the streams of the State, but almost the entire population were engaged 








. I . 
in agriculture. It was atime when the handbrake and the hetchel pre- , and it will appear by reference to it that in 1840 458 were granted 
pared the flax which was raised within ber borders, when hand spinning | that in 1850 884 were granted, that in 1860 4,363 were granted, th i 
and the hand-loom prepared it for use My mind woes back and takesin | 1870 12,157 were granted, that in 1880, there not appearing to ha 
the days of my early boyhood, when wool was carded by hand, when it | been any great increase during that decade, 12,926 were granted, that 
was spunand woven by the mothers and the daughters, whenit was then | in 1883 21,196 were granted. These are original mechanical patents 
taken to the fulling-mill, and when the tailoress came and in the house- | not including patents for designs and reissues 
Statement showing the number of the first patent, design patent, and reissued patent, and the number of the first certificate of registration of a 

and a label’issued in each calenda year since July 238, 1836, when the present series of numbei 8 for letters patent commence l. togethe) ith the 
ber of each issued during the yeas 
Number of first patent and certificate issued ineach Number of patents and certificates of registration issued 
calendar year * each calendar year 
z I r 
Year . = > 
x 1 3 8 L r £ 3 5 
= x z 2 = e ey z — S 
= z 1 = 2 S 7 = = x 4 
l 109 
110 136 
546 l 15 ( 
1,061 7 ot l 
1, 465 20 1s 
1, 923 ey 1K 
2,41 > , {8 
2,901 l 19 194 lf 10 
3, 395 15 60 477 12 7 195 
3, 872 27 67 476 7 { 
4.348 14 7s Sy) 50 ~ 
1,914 10 1905 { 9 
5.409 lf 3 } wl 
5, 992 109 WO 19 ) G8 
6, 981 258 884 : 9 
7, 865 $41 7374 ) S72 
8, 622 131 890 1 i] 
9,512 540 S4 v 2 ” 
LO. 358 626 1. 759 7 2s 44 
12, 117 683 1, 894 7U ! O12 
14.008 753 2 316 107 8 2.506 
16, 324 860 2 68 1] 304 
19, 010 973 { 102 645 
22,477 1,075 1165 . 1 504 
26, 642 1,183 4, 36. 18 2 1,778 
31,005 1, 366 :, } 42 i 
4,045 1, 508 k 29 ? 
37, 266 1,703 1, 3¢ sh 76 2 4,184 
41,047 1,879 1, 596 4, 6358 ’ 248 
45, 685 2 1, 544 099 l 2K 
51,784 2, 140 8.874 { 15S 
60, 658 2, 450 l OL ry 114) 
72, 959 2, 830 i 11 2 ‘ 
85, 503 3 2) 12. 957 7 { ? 
98, 460 3, 784 12, 157 737 139 12 
110, 617 4, 223 122 1, 687 “ hot ( is i 
122, 304 4, 687 6008 2, 200 S84 529 613 { { 
134, 504 5, 216 1,099 l 747 SI 12, 864 192 
146, 120 5,717 1, 591 I 2, 250 Ss is 99 7 
158, 350 6, 200 4) 2 I 6.3 i4,> ae 
171, 641 6, 831 288 tt 1172 ~ 62 
185, 813 7, 452 1, 247 9 ] 20 , Os 4, 187 2 s 
198, 733 8, 020 16 1,329 12, 345 A 9 144 { ; 
211, 078 8,529 6,918 1,82 3 18S 2 S72 
223, 211 9, 017 7,790 2176 12, 926 ) HWM 13, 947 19 2 
236, 137 9, 523 8,139 2,379 15, 548 it 47 , 584 336 
251, 685 9, 94 8, 973 2,581 3,155 Se 271 19, 267 i i 
269, 820 10. 265 9 990 ) 2a 24. 198 1. 020 167 22 3S xy ® 
291, 016 10, 432 10, 822 3, 791 
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hold cut and made the cloth into garments for the use ofthe family. It 
was the day of the village shoemaker, the day of the grist-mill, the day 
of the stage-coach, the day of the pillion. There was no carpet; no 
piano; few books; hand sewing only; hand knitting; the tallow eandle: 
the unwarmed, unlighted church; the school-house with its hard. rough 
benches; and theslow post-route, the mail once a week; a weekly paper 
only. It was a week’s journey from Connecticut to Washington: six 
weeks’ journey from Connecticut to Ohio. Five thousand dollars in 
those days was a competence and $10,000 wasa fortune. What has 
complished all the transformation which we witness as we compare the 
condition of the country fifty years ago with its condition at the present 
day 

I insist, Mr. President, that it is traceable directly to invention 
railroad is thechild of patented inventions, the production of cotton, silk 
broadcloth, and linen is due absolutely and entirely to the perfection 


of machinery for their manufacture. The daily press, the teeming 
books, are part of our civilization. They are all dependent upon pa 
ented inventions. The carpet, the piano, and the carriage conduc 
our comfort and our convenience, and they also are children of patents 


Every comfort which we have, eve ry convenience which we enjoy, every 
element of wealth which we acquire, has its root and development 
the patent system of this country lhey are born of patents, and the 
live only by permission of patents 

To illustrate this proposition I ask the Senate to bear with a few 
statistics 

I have said that the number of patents granted from 1790 to 183 
was about 10,000. The number granted from 1837 to 1884 is ove 
300,000. I present a statement, preparedat the Patent Office, showing 
the number granted year by year from 1836 until the present t 
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Will 


ask to have 


the issue of patents year by year from 1837, with the cash received and 
1 expended, and the surplus each year, which has been paid into the 


iry of the United States, up to and inclusive of the year 1883. 


, nae } ‘ . on . 
jable showing the iasue'ot pate nis year by year from 1837 to 1883. 


reissues 


Patentsand 


Surplus. 


48 
65 
71 
3 
s4 
) 44 
, 916 
5. O16 
~, 869 S35 
7,146 32 
540 33 
, 9831 02 
5&2 09 . 
8.193 74 , S22 
278 41 5, 663 7 
52.820 80 3 531 
491 91 
2,810 39 
9.414 14 
oO 
34 


93 


, 044 
179 
O51 § 
592 § 
41 
, 318 
S86 
715 
112, 307 
118,121 3 
34,135 
12,012 
58, 989 7 
21,795 
105, 445 
119,190 23 
132, 292 
174, 
210, 820 15 
248, 492 61 
325, 351 78 


471,005 14 


274, 199 
61, 724 
639, 263 

628, 679 

430 78 
149 19 
595 O08 
591 36 
178 9&8 
41 
71 
i 
62 


&o 


186, 
AST 
560, 
6, 
691 

)} IRS 

657 
2, 42 
5. 152 


O82 


“o 


29, 638 


865 17 


a7 909 


5O 
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incorporated as part of my remarks a table showing 


» 
weil, 


MARCH 


$7,000,000,000 in 1850, there being no statistics earlier than that, to 
| over $43,000,000,000 in 1880. 

The complete figures are given in the following table furnished me 
| by Mr. Nimmo, Chief ofthe Bureau of Statistics, but prepared, I think, 
by Mr. Dodge, statistician of the Agricultural Department: 


| Statement showing the true value of real estate and personal property in the 


| the United States. 


United States for 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1880. 


[From the United States Census Reports, 1870 and 1880.) 


Total value of 
property. 


Estimated value 


Total, less valuc 
of slaves. 


of slaves 


Years. 


$7, 135, 780, 228 
16, 159, 616, 068 
30, 068, 518, 507 


43. 642, 000, 000 


a $640, 862, 600 


$6, 494, 917. 628 
b O88, 440, 000 


17, 171, 176, 068 
30. ( 
43. 642. 000. 000 


168, 518, HOT 


a Estimated at $200 each. 6 Estimated at $250 each. 


Now look at the increase of the value of manufactured products in 
I have no statistics for 1840, but in 1850 the value 
of manufactured products as given by the census was a trifle over 


| $1,000,000,000; in 1880 it was $5,369,579, 191. 


I ask permission to insert the figures without stopping to read those 


| of the intervening decades. 


Value of manufactured products: 


1840, not given; 
106,616; 1860, $1,885.861,676: 1870, 


$4,231,325, 442; 


1850, $1,019. - 


1880, $5,369. 


- | 579,191. 


Now look at the increase in the value of farms, for I shall have 


| something to say before I conclude my remarks on the relation of pat- 
| ented inventions to the agricultural pursuits of the country. 


| over three billions. 


| prior to 1880, because they were not taken separately. 


Ow | 


The value of improved farms in the United States for 1840 is not 
given in the census statistics. In 1850 it was $3,271,575,426—a little 
In 1880 it was over ten billion dollars—$10,197,- 


rs 
096,776. 

The complete statement is as follows: Value of improved farms in 
the United States: 1840, not given in census returns; 1850, $3,271, 
575,426; 1860, $6,645,045,007 ; 1870, $9,262,803,861 (currency basis 
$7,500,000,000 (gold basis); 1880, $10,197,096,776. 

As to the value of farm products, there are no statistics of any value 
The census gives 
the valuein 1880as $2,213,402,564. The statisticsof Mr. Dodge, of th 
Agricultural Department, and Mr. Nimmo, of the Bureau of Statistics, 


eg | agree that theamount is not large enough and fix the amount at $3,600,- 


| 000,000 as the value of farm products in 1880. 


30 present a table showing the number of applications filed month 


commencing in 1280 to the 


growth of the business of the Patent Office for that time: 


m, I ask the Senate to look at the corresponding growth and develop- 
of business, property, and wealth in this country. 


t his march of progress and greatness. 

rhe population of the United States has increased from 1840—and I 
take that decade because it is really the commencement of the expan- 
sion of the patent system of the country—from a trifle over 17,000,000 


in 1840 to over 50,000,000 in 1880. I have the figures for each decade 
from 1840 to 1880: 


other in t 


Population. 
1840 


1850 
L860 
1870 


_ 23.191. 876 
ve 31,443, 321 
’ 38° 558. 371 


1s 


end of February, 1884, showing | 


Now look at the increase of cereal products. In1840 the bushels of 
corn produced were 377,531,875; in 1880, 1,754,591,676 bushels. I have 
the totals from 1840 to 1880 of corn, oats, wheat, rye, barley, and buck- 
wheat, which I will insert without reading: 


Products. 1840, 


Bushels. Bushels 
1, 754, 591, 676 
107, 859, 999 
84, 823, 272 459, 483, 137 
18, 645, 567 9, 841, 595 
4,161, 44 977, 495 


1, 817, 


Corn 

Oats ..... 
Wheat 

Rye 

jarley ' 
Buck wheat 


Total 


The increase from 1840 to 1880, taking all céreals, has been 400 per 
cent. and more. We raised in 1880 of cereal products about fifty-four 
bushels to every inhabitant of the United States. 

Look at the production of coal. I find no statistics back of 1870. 


| In 1870, 32,000,000 tons in round numbers were produced; in 1880, 


Now, bearing in mind this wonderful development of patented in- | 
ms in the United States, this wonderful growth of the patent sys- | 


87,000,000 tons in round numbers. 
Take the cotton and tobacco crops of the country. 


In the year 1850 
the number of cotton bales was 2,469,093; in 1880, 


The 


5,755,359. 


| number of pounds of tobacco raised in 1850 was 199,752,655 pounds; in 


Patented in- | 
itions and material prosperity have locked arms and joined each | 


1880, 472,661,157. 


Take the statistics of theexports and imports. -The imports of mer- 


| chandise in 1840—I will not stop to read all the figures, but will insert 


them without reading fully—were $98,000,000, in ro nd numbers; in 
1883 it was $723,000,000. The exports of domestic merchandise in 1840 
were $111,000,000; in 1883, $804,000,000. The exports of domestic 


| manufactured products in 1840 were $12,000,000; in 1883, $111,000,000. 


17, 069, 453 | 


The exports of products of domestic agriculture, exclusive of raw cot- 
ton, in 1840 were $28,000,000; in 1883, $474,000,000. The export of 
The ex- 


raw cotton in 1840 was $63,000,000; in 1883, $247,000,000. 


| ports of domestic provisions in 1840 were three and a half million dol- 


| lars, in round numbers: 


. 50,155,743 | 


Che aggregate wealth of the United States has increased from about 


in 1883, $107,000,000. 
In 1840 we had 2,818 miles of railroad; in 1883 we had 119,739 
miles of railroad—railroads enough to go five times around the globe. 
The following are the values of the imports and exports of the United 
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States during the fiscal years 1840, 1880, and 1883 (the fiscal year 1840 ne Exports of domestic raw cotton ; 
‘5 BY , > wat 2 Wisconcutess 870, 30 
ended with September 30, the years 1880 and 1083 with June 30 a 0, 307 
Imports of merchandise : 1883 34>° 309) 7 


a <o =ne 
. S98, 258, 706 











, GBT, G54, 746 | 1SA0..........0c0.00000-:. vit a : 503. 704 
.- 723, 180,914 | 1880... wien 127, 043, 242 
Exports of domestic merchandise : 1883... vee 7 ‘ 107. 388. 28 
Ls40 561 Miles of railroad in operation in the United States 
ISSO ,353 | 1840 ale 
AGRE... cccoccrcccvever coccescoscooscceseccssorcees . siedeashtstaciindbaiiuatiliei diabetics einiiiediuispinahictyils 3,632 | LSs8O om ; : ‘ ’ M4 
Exports of manufactured domestic products : ae ‘ ; ; 119 ) 
» 772 7 } . . . 
BED -ssacnanbnonnseteveretesioneieasenesengensseesocunessonaseesenss Se ee 79 okO aay | But the increase in the production of wool is perhaps as Slgmiiicant as 
ee see akeaenabopnenieneesenenenans sl ieee 79, THE 7 : F , , d 

soe8 a Ce a aa a ae 111, 890,001 | that in any other line of production. Isubmit a table showing the pr 

Exports of products of domestic agriculture, exclusive of raw | duction and consumption of wool in the country for the years 1540 


cotton ; es err tan | 1850, 1860, and year by-year from 1862 to 1882 rhe production in 1240 
23,677. 760 > e. 


- 174’ 425 18g | Was about 36,000,000 pounds, increasing until 18382, when the produ 
, 940,728 | tion was 290,000,000 pounds. 


>4 





Quantities of wool produced, importe d, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States by decade s from 1840 to 1360, inclusive, and a 


trom 1863 to 1883. inclusive. 
[The data, as to production, furnished by Mr. J. R. Dodge 


, Statistician of the Department of Agriculture 

















: Exports S&. 
Calendar year. 3 = j E oo; 
Pounds. Pounds Pounds. Pounds Pounds Pounds 
smenntnes 35, 802,114 9, 303, 992 45. 106,106 |..... 85.528 85, 528 15, 020, 578 
52, 516, 959 18, 669, 794 71, 186, 753 35, 808 5, 808 )S 
60, 264, 913 6. OOT. T27 66, 272. 640 89 512 132. 493 on OOD j 
106, 000, 000 1863 73. 931, 944 8 8) 4.572 3. NE 7 
23, 000, 000 1864 90, 464, 002 293 ATS 8 On” 9 O85. O4 
142, 000, 000 1865 43, 840, 154 679, 281 1, 145, 4¢ 4, 604, ¢ 
155, 000, 000 1866 76, 532, 27 851, 645 1, 824. 720 ) 7, 554 
160, 000, 000 1867 16, 558, 046 618, 587 26, OO5 175 4 
nao ena 168, 000, 000 L868 803 RO]. 852 60, 2s 2 { 
ee ea L80, 000, OOO 1869 5, 926 342 ALT “6H, SO4 is 22 
saved eal , 162, 000, 000 1870 199 1.710. 053 1. 862. 04 1 { 
160, 000, 000 L871 _ 028 1, 305 l j 0. 5U¢ > 
150, 000, 000 1872 199 2 9 G3 106. 908 S495 
158, 000, 000 1873 3, O49 7, O40, 386 7,115,515 | i 
170, 000, 000 1874 39. 541 6.8 157 135. 737 205, 9M ~4 
isl, 000, 000 L875 760 3. 567. 627 745. 661 | 
192, GOO, 000 L876 R36 I 23. 194 ‘ L 
200, G00, 000 1877 192 LOS, iy ’ 
208, 250, 000 L878 O79 256, 699. O79 347 », O52, 221 6, 300, 075 i 
j os mache 211, 000, 000 L879 39. 005, 155 Li 4, 104, 61¢ 1. 165, 4 5,8 
SE sti ceenintiies alaieh dikshbinsnininly anand 232, 500, 000 L&S80 128, 131. 747 747 l 648. 520 840.07 ' 
EE hninsitdiiddabbaadabidneduede: eeneocneus sijenardimenes 240, 000, 000 ISS] 55, 964, 236 } », BOT. 534 ), STS, GRO OK { 
____ oe = popane : 272, G00, 000 L882 67,861,744 Ll¢ 831.8 3 O48, 015 
PN ttt cacctlenciceenthcieanees 8 7 290, 000, 000 1883 70,575. 478 4, ( 043 1,074 . 
Here I desire to call attention to the report of Mr. Dodge, statistician | manufacturing districts can only be accounted for by the direct 1 


of the Department of Agriculture, relating to the wages of farm labor- 


ence which manufactories have upon the price 
ers, which is Report No. 4 of the new series, an extremely interesting 


I ask to have inserted in my remarks the table prepared by Mr. Dods 


and suggestive report. He says: showing the higher land values in manufacturing counties, having 
Miners, mechanies, and especially artisans and operatives engaged in pro- grouped the same by States, to be found on page 27 of his re port 
ductive occupations, are vastly more beneficial to agriculture, for two reasons : 


first, they augment the numbers to be fed and increase agricultural values; 
second, they make something themselves which farmers need, and reduce the FIRST GROUP 
prices of commodities hitherto brought from a distance at unnecessary cost car 


Statement showing higher land values in manufacturing counties 


Then he goes on to compare the amount of manufacturing in each 


State with the value of the lands in each State, and he says ee eee : 
The result of this comparison shows in every State, without exception, a States. 

higher average value of farm land in that portion of each State which makes Value per \ 

the largest value of the products of manufacturing industry. Acres vere meres er acre 
He contrasts two sections of each State, showing the value of farm lands 

in the counties having a certain amount of manufacturing carried on aii ieatitian 1 909 876 on on » Ane Onn B24 

therein, which he classes as manufacturing counties, and the other coun- | Rhode Island 193, 544 57 77 ~" 3019 

ties, which he classes as non-manufacturing counties. For instance, | Connecticut 967, M6 71 34 1, 485, 595 i 

there are in Alabama two manufacturing counties that produce annually | —s — ?, ; . = a onan. Seat'ene 

more than $2,000,000. The value of land per acre in those counties is Pennsylvania si : 3 930; 549 86 73 L5. 860,792 10 02 

$6.55. The other sixty-four counties of the State are classed as non- | Delaware 253, 939 73 87 536, 306 

manufacturing counties, and the value of the land per acre in thgse coun- ai lt dia  11:999.074.. +713 41. 930. 472 ‘ 

ties is $4.13. In Arkansas, in the manufacturing counties, the value of ee Pa - : 

Jand per acre is $11.87; in the other counties, $6.07. In Connecticut, | caitioeasi : 

where we have large manufacturing industries, in the manufacturing | 

counties—that is, in the three counties where the manufacturing inter- | iis :  oaaest aaa ~ £264. 54 { 

est is large compared with the remaining counties—the value of the farm leer Siasmmaidr 1. 880. 602 25 38 1’ 840, 571 5 

lands is $71.84 per acre; in the other counties it is $34.60 per acre. I | Vermont 344, 860) 0 OF np pees, as a 

think the more fertile lands are to be found in the counties which manu- aon 1 ; 500 650 40 23 * 908" 550 5 6 

facture least, showing that the increased value in the manufactur- ia 1508 599 49 21 1s 912" 384 29 66 

ing counties is due directly to the influence of the manufactories. In | Mlinois 4, 170, 503 13% 27, 208, 142 29 89 

Georgia, in the manufacturing counties, land is worth $9.72 per acre; in tii itil eet + cis: cai 13 54 a ON R 

the non-manufacturing counties, $4.10 per acre. In Kentucky, in th Te 

manufacturing counties, $36.48 peracre; in the non-manufacturing coun- ieee: aaa 

ties, $12.21 per acre. In Massachusetts, in the counties where most 

manufacturing is carried on, $57.87 per acre; and in the other counties, |. wie.oys<in 1,720,777 33.88 

where less manufacturing is carried on, $34.55 per acre. In New Jer- | Minnesota 1, 508, 251 26 2 1, 894, 71 

sey, which heads the list, in her manufacturing counties, $96.46 per acre; | lowa = a1 es aL, 754, Be 

in her non-manufacturing counties, $60.55 per a¢re. In all the other | ““"°""* sagiet eree eeteaaa oe 

States the contrast is equally striking. The fact that such differenc Total and averag 63, 9 2m 3, 738, 618 i 






exists in every State shows that the higher value of farm lands in the 
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the industries, and must share the good or i] fortune of workers in every | 
mate line of human effort 
I was very much interested in a speech made resently by the Sena 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on the educational bill, and 
wish to refer to it for a moment. It rejoicesme to know that manutiet 
uring dependent on patented inventions is no longer to be confined | 
any one section of the country, but that itis extending to every Stat. 
and every Territory. There is no jealousy on this subject in theStat 
of Connecticut. We plume ourselves uponthe fact that we take « 
| more patents in proportion to our population than any other Stat 
showing a pre-eminence in inventive skill which has been maintain 
continuously since the passage of the act of 1790. But we know t! 
a patent taken out in Oregon, in Texas, or in South Carolina adds t 
the productive capacity of the whole country and toitsaggregate wealt! 
and so we have no jealousy. We know that our prosperity is to b« 
incident with the general prosperity. If we can not hold our own 
the manufacturing which we have heretofore carried on in the State ot 
Connecticut we will invent new articles which will be wanted by t! 
| people of the United States; we will anticipate their wants; we will b 
our inventions create ademand for the articles which we can manulact 
ure with profit; and so I rejoice when South Carolina appears to lx 
flourishing in the matter of manufactures dependent upon inven 
The Senator said 
Look at the matter of cotton manufactures, which, by the way, are exen 
by the State from taxation for ten years from their establishment. 
I am glad to see that the same liberal policy which has prevailed fro: 
the foundation of the Government to the present time in our natio: 
| capacity is beginning to find its place in the State of South Carol 
The increase in product in the three years is 170 per cent., and the inereas« 


actual capacity is considerably more. This is astonishing, but it is th 
here is no reason why the product of the South Carolina mills in 1890 shou 


not be $27,000,000 to $30,000,000 
The number of spindles and looms in 1880 and 1884 is given below : 
Sp ndles I 
1880 82, 554 
Iss4 195, 112 


And so the Senator goes on to give the increase in manufactures in t] 
State of South Carolina—the manufactured products being as follows 


1860 


Se enenn nin ennr inet stecrinereinsinpienaitieincntnianesaemerensosnetipinea po 
1880 16, 755 
Iss4 $2,324, 4 


I am glad to know that this increase in manufacturing, which mea 
increase in the applicationsof the patented inventions of the country 
is not confined to South Carolina, but is extending through all the othe: 
Southern and Western States,.as I might abundantly show if I had tim: 

Need I say more? Are not the figifres which | have given conc] 
sive? Thereare other statistics which I haveshowing the related vali 
of patents to manufactures, which I will ask the liberty to have i 
corporated as part of my speech. 

Since 1840 nearly 300,000 patents have been granted, and to illustrat 
the progress of invention in different portions of the country attention 
is invited to the following table, which shows the relation between tli 
patents granted and the population during the years 1840, 1860, and 
L&s0: 


1840, one 1860, one 1880, on: 
States, to to to 
every every every 
TD -.. wcondianaptnes 15, 133 3. 269 1. 642 
Middle........... 20), 834 4,049 2,( 
Southern...... 149, 349 18, 363 16,4 
Western .. 98, 821 12, 357 o>, OM 


. 


A close examination of this table will disclose that the percentage ot 
increase in 1880 over 1840 in the Western States is more than doubl 
that of any other section. 

In connection with the last table the following is introduced, showing 
the manufacturing statistics of the States by groups: 


utistics of the States by groupe (1880). 


otal amount of 


: : Average num- ° . > > . 
apital in- ae - ae wages paid Value of mate- Value of prod 
) Manas . , 
vested. dur r the lals ucts. 
te employed luring the ria 
° year 
$499, 382, 449 517, 898 $181, 420, 071 $528, 210, 629 $884, 926, 642 





S88, 511, G86 845, 82) 306, 432, 261 1, 068, 197. 879 1, 680, 327,772 
146, 266,419 187,143 43, 323, 908 163. 696 261. 006, 431 





686, 169, 022 221, 884, 500 1. 447. 210, 2¢ 


955, 255, ! 





States 
nee Value per — Value 
acre per acre. 
Maryland 1, 904, 199 Ss 04 3, 215, 632 $22 49 
Virginia 1, 624, 304 11 96 1s, 211, 481 10 80 
North Carolina 542, 488 aD 21, 821, 070 6 06 
South Carolina 1,471, 846 5 70 11, O85. 767 5 038 
Georgia 095, 971 92 25, 047, 311 i 10 
Florida 5, 759 l4 45 3 291 565 614 
Alabama 151,484 6 55 18, 373, 850 413 
Louisiana 40,975 4) 59 8, 224. 451 7 OO 
Texas 54,512 23 35, 737, 707 i 61 
enamine 73. 395 11 87 11, 888, 152 6 07 
rennesse¢ 1, 119, 004 l7 & 10.547, 911 ¥ 56 
West Virgit 244, 624 {8 87 0, 949, 155 218 
cky I 1, 585 Hi 48 19, 923, 655 12 14 
2, Su ’ 1 41 25, KY, 937 2 76 
1. 006, 965 24453 20, 410, 5038 10 31 
105, 454 19 09 9, 449, 392 10 21 
Co 78, 317 4419 1, OST, O 19 91 
Ore 678, 7¢ j s3 3, 535, 43 12 38 
it 1.320 7 66 O44, 204 20 00 
I erage 15, 358, 390 2195 | 267,874 8 27 
Mr. Dodge also presents a convincing array of statistics showing that 
] ; 
t | 1D for farm labor is greater in the manufacturing States and 
d s, and increases in the country as the business of manufacturing 
ea From his very able and instructive statement upon this 
‘ on I extract the following: 
ihe Stat f Oh with only 40 per cent. in agriculture, pays comparatively 
l wages for farm labor because of its relative scarcity rhus the northern 
I State, with Cleveland, Toledo, and other manufacturing cities, aver- 
‘ 882, $25.96 per month Che western district, whichis agricultural, with 
‘ at Dayton, Springfield, and other manufacturing towns, averages 
$24 I astern district has a larger agricultural element, and therefore a 
wer average, which is $22.65 
Kentucky furnishes a fine contrast with Ohio A river dividing, one State 
th fo tenths in agriculture, the other with five-eighths, and most of the re- 
! cle umercial ar professional rather than industrial, the average has 
} 1< ws 
States 1879 182 
0 $20 72 $24 55 
Kentuck 15 17 18 20 
part of difference, a small part it may be conceded, comes from a large1 
1 rtion « negro iabor 
ois has a large proportion of its non-agricultural population in the north- 
nties Dividing the State by east and wesi lines into three belts, the 
1e result is seen, with quite as much contrast as ver ween Ohioand Kentucky 
Northern district $97 52 
Central district 24 05 
Southern district 19 87 
Comparing Illinois, as a whole, with Missouri separated only by the Missis- 
pi, with somewhat less diversification in industry and smaller interests in 
‘ ures, yet with vastly more than Kentucky. the rates are as follows 
States 1879. 1882 
I : $20 61 $23 91 
Missour 17 59 22 39 
Kent ‘ 15 17 i8s 20 
In eve State the rate of wages is affected favorably by the presence of man- 
tures, whatever other causes of difference may prevail. 
He concludes as tollows 
Assertions have been plenty that labor on the farms is not affected unfavor- 
ably by manufacturing depression, but here are facts, in perfect accord with all 
sit ir records from time immemorial, which disprove that fallacy and show 
that the farm laborer isindissolubly bound up with the general prosperity of all 
Table showiny the manufacturing ste 
Number of | ,¢, 
States (Territories not included establish- 
ments 
Easter 25, 265 
M r 65. 476 
Southern 26, 295 
Wes 83, 847 
200, 883 
R o of above to each section is as follows 


i. 


> 990 329. 876 2 2 705, 361, 022 273 


Per cent 
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I have also a table, prepared by the Patent Office, showing the num- 
ber of patents issued in the years 1840, 1850, 1860, 1870, 15880, and 
1883 in each State, and showing the number so issued in proportion 
to the population in each State, showing the growth of the patent 


Table showing the number of patents issued in each decade from 1840 to 1880, inclusive, and in th 
between the number of patents granted and population. 


1840. 1850). 


Patents Oneto | Patents Oneto 


issued. _every— | issued. every— 
Alabama .............. edisnitadeiiebitt oe 3 190, 252 2 385, 811 
BD ccccnrtovineiincceincratnsannivesceetens oe ee a 1 209. 897 


California.......... 
Colorado.... 















Connecticut. 23 12, 477 i8 
Delaware............++. 2 39, O85 4 
Florida. evecece — ° 
GOOTRI. .2c.rcceccscccccceses 2) 345,696 ¢ 130 
BE casntiess httineenens ] 476,183 14 S19 
Indiana...... 3 228, 622 1 067 
lowa...... 1 | 
Kansas. . land 1 set ; ; 
I evisiceserenascthoansmn = : 6 29. 971 s 29 800 
Louisiana........... helbasieee cesads caeadbe 6 86. 293 
Maine . g a Saeaea 10 50,179 10 58, 316 
Maryland eeinanaen ; 26 18. 077 18 2 300 
Massachusetts ............ neannde ; 78 9. 457 120 S287 
BN bcncnuiionssdecsnnecsemnnevess , ; 70. 755 } 132, 551 
Minnesota ..........+. 
Mississippi en . neoavasens ° ° eee ee = 10S. 263 
Missouri... ; : ; ‘ 3 127, 900 170. 511 
Nebraska 
Nevada : — ame 
New Hampshire : 10 15 21.198 
New Jersey........ : 6 21 2 12 
Ok een 131 200 14. 820 
North Carolina ‘ : 9 229. 679 
GE acaseanse colada ; 32 | 27. 89] 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 82 21,024 209 
Rhode Island 9 12. 092 9 
South Carolina cenenieienetin 2 297, 199 { 
Tennessee ......... { 207, 302 7 
Texas.. acs atte as 2 
Vermont ; sane ll °6. 540 ll 
Virginia ; g a 6 206, 632 18 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin ‘ 101. 797 
Territories, United States Army, United 

States Navy, and foreign countries 3 j 


I have the number of patents issued during the last fourteen years 
for each State in the Union, the number of manufacturing establish 
ments in each State, the capital invested, and the value of manufact 
ured products in each State. It will be seen that the capital invested 
and the manufactured products bear a close relation and proportion to 
the number of patents issued in those States. 


Table showing number of patents isswed, manufacturing establishment ital 


8, capita 


invested, and value of products in each State during the last fourteen years. 


Patents issued Number of 





























States last fourteen | J2@nufactur- | Capital im- Value of 

? - ing establish- vested. prod ts 

years, ‘ 
: ments 
Alabama 614 2,070 $9, 668, 008 $13,565, 504 
Arkansas ketduenunde 109 1, 202 2 953, 130 6. 756, 159 
SII sc saceuesaiaaccases 4, 983 5,885 | 61,243,784 116, 218, 973 
Colorado ......... - 530 599 4,311,714 14, 260, 159 
Connecticut .......... 9,471 4,488 120,480,275 185, 697, 211 
DelA WARE. .....00.....0000008 520 746 15, 655, 822 20,514, 45 
Florida .... Be 177 426 3, 210, GSO 5.546, 448 
I  eiiccrcetcetnhaieie 1,112 3, 953 20, 672, 410 %), 440, 948 
ite nations 15, 125 14,549 140,652,066 114, 864,673 
Indiana caine 5, S85 ll 65, 742, 962 $8, Ot 
Iowa : ue 1, 666 6 O87, SSé a1 i 
Kansas clei 1,271 2 11, 192,315 4 
Kentucky ...... 2,143 5, 328 15, 815, 039 75, 45 
Louisiana : 1,184 1,553 11, 462, 468 24, 205, 183 
Maine ; wee - 2,090 i, 481 49, 988, 171 79, 829, 793 
Maryland ......... 6, 787 58,742, 384 06, 780, 563 
Massachusetts......... 21,347 14,352 | 308, 806, 185 631, 135, 284 
BIN Sincunsecencesees 6, 203 RAT3 92. YB0, 459 1, 715, 025 
Minnesota...... nce 1, S64 } 31,004, 811 065, 198 
Mississippi ......... O73 1,479 4. 727, 600 7 8, 302 
Missouri..... : - 1, 908 & AU? 2 5. 386, 205 
ER ickaiskininsewoue ‘ DOS 1, 40 4,881, 150 2,627 
NE ectisocnsdese code 288 1S4 1, 323, 300 2.179, 626 
New Hampshire.. 1, 541 3,181 51, 112, 263 73, 978, ¢ 
New Jersey ....... - 9, 04 7,128 | 106, 226,593 24, 380 } 
i. =e Nd 44, O89 ,739 | 514,246,575 | 1,080,696, 596 
North Carolina......... 752 3. wO2 13. 045. 639 1) OO ( 
i ee 15, 065 0,699 188,939,614 348, 298, 400 
Oregon .. eons iS 1,080 $10, 931, 232 
Pennsylvania .. 22, 828 31, 232 744, 818, 445 
Rhode Island : 2, 056 2,215 1, 163, 621 
South Carolina ......... 508 2,078 38 O08 
Tennessee . 1,442 i 74, 886 
Texas . 1,720 2, 996 20 1, 928 
Vermont 1,342 2, 874 4, She 
Virginia ? 1, 4s 5,710 1, 780, 792 
West Virginia... aN 703 2.375 22, 867, 12 
Wisconsin ................ 3, 490 7, 674 128, 255, 480 
Grand total 3 195, 788 
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system along the lines where the manufacturing g 
try has taken place, and some other tables further illustrating the 
close relation of inventive skill to manufacturing, which I 
the Senate. 
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submit to 








yea S83 in cach State. and shoa q the rela 
L860. 1870 1S80 1883 
Patents Oneto | Patents' Oneto Patents One t& Patents One tc 
issued every issued every— issued every issued every 
23 41,922 29 o4, 400 62 20, 366 7 
5 87, 090 13 37, 300 i4 18,2 0 1 
19 7, 755 243 2, 300 4Y 2,4 " i 
24 S11 
235 1, 958 667 610 1. 02 S 
1 28, 4 16 2 23 7,376 i 
10 14, 042 LO Is 15 | 2 1 228 
71 14, 891 73 l 240 77 l S87 ) § 
241 7,108 871 2, OE WS 2 
98 13, 780 93 17 359 Al 
ww 13, 498 225 D054 285 TUK 145 
, 735 AL ¥ LL0 oD 10,374 [sv 
i2 27,516 id 8, 755 L7¢ s 
6. 11, 238 ) 7, 655 Ox 1.24 s ‘ 
72 & OOM 1Q7 is lt 6.425 is { 
638 10,9138 240 as | 22 4,08 
156 ” TOO 1. 386 1. Od] l ] 2 
74 10, 122 SD >», OY 10) } 
7 24,575 5 8,302 114 ) 
15 17, 58> is 17 0 ; 
75 15, 760 248 6, 40 7 6,4 { 
2 0 { | ) 
=i 24 < < 
6 5, 24¢ 102 l br 
133 5, OF 196 1, 827 1s 2? 18 (Ge 1.061 
1, 239 3, 132 2. G4 iw 2, 80 i i ’ 
°6 8.179 5 21.000 iG Ik RSNA 87 ‘ 
241 9, 708 905 2,45 17 int 1, 604 ! 
l 52, 465 ~ $000 22 7 i 7 
44 5, 8S 1, 2 ‘ 24 i 2, 168 
71 2, 404 Is4 1, Isl 25 1, 548 4 x4 
yes) 28. 148 26 24 ) ’ 28 $ 1. is 
10 27,745 104 12, 1K RL Is SLO i is 
23 26, 270 2 I i i7 S 11s 
62 5. O82 111 wi) ( { | ~ 
100 15, 968 LOS 1 49 ) 15. 280 . 
sesecese i ’ ‘ ’ 11,8 s | 
61 12,56 22 4, 046 Jit i ‘ i 38 
Qx 8 eax {8 1.6 
The business of the Post-Oftice Department furnishes perhaps as r¢ 
liable an index of the growth and prosperity of the country as can 
gathered from any source, and some statistics are given showing t 
increase of the postal-service revenues and expenditures from 1840 | 


decades to 1880 and tor the year 1882 


Post-oftice statistics 


Ve Number Miles of Expen 


ar , offlees. aishen Revenue eee 
18+ ; 13, 468 155,739 | $4,543,522 | $4,718 
1s) 8.417 178, 672 5,552, 074 , 2 
1860 ; 25, 498 240, 504 i ANS 
1870 28, 492 231, 232 | 19,772, 221 2 ~ 
1880 {2 O80 343.888 | 33,515, 47 4 { 
L882 16, 231 343,628 | 41,883,005 40,4 


It will be remembered that the reduction of postage from its highest 
figure has taken place during this period. It should be noted, to 
that the mailable matter of to-day is almost entirely the result of 
use of patents, and that it is transmitted by methods substantia 
unknown in 1836 

Is it not apparent that every department of business, every p 
of organized life, has been fed, nourished, and enabled to keep 
this wonderful march of progress by the patented inventions ot t 

Now, I want tosay that three classes of men have made this po 
first, the inventors; second, the manufacturers; third, the 
ers; and by skilled laborers I mean not only the operatives, the 


ies who make the labor-saving machines, but the men who are ed 
to comprehend the operation of machines and process 

I know that it is often acknowledged that the wondert p t} 
the country to which I have adverted is the result of invention Is 
inventors all the credit that belongs to them, but I want to-say that 
manufacturers of the country, that the artisans of the country | 
taken part inthis wonderful development of its resources, its indt 
its wealth, and its population equa vith the inventors. It is 
manufacturer who has furnished the capital e to rec 
these inventions to practicalapplication; it is the cunning workn 
the factories that hav pplied these inventions Phe inventi 
telegraph was a vast conception but it has requ ed the manutfi 
and the artisan to make that profitable to the country It it we 
for the shop hands and shops of this country there are Senators o1 


floor who could not oo home at the close of this session and ret 
at the commencement of the next session senators 


great love for this patent system are here only 
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I may be told perhaps that in my classification I have omitted the 
of the classes of men who have contributed largely 
By nomeans. Theagriculturist has become a skilled 

rin this country. He purchases a machin He no longer toils 

the rude implements of the past. I assert, without fear of contra- 
diction, that without patents the agriculture of the present day would 
he impossible and that a large proportion of the agricultural lands of the 
itry would be inaccessible. In 1878 we were fighting Indians and 
hunting buffalo in Dakota; to-day Dakota stands knocking at our doors 
for admission as one of the States of the Union with an alleged popu- 
lation of 300,000, and in the bill for its admission which is reported it 
is provided that the lands reserved now for school purposes, which six 
years ago were waste hunting-grounds, shall not be sold at less than 
seven dollarsand a half per acre. 

I donot believe the entire population capable of labor in this country 
could raise the cereal productions and get the surplus to a market 
without the use of the patents issued to our inventors. And right 
here, with reference to the relation of patents to agriculture, I desire 
to have read a very interesting statement in an article originally printed 
in the Princeton Review by Professor F. A. Walker, late Superintendent 
of the Census. It is published in the Statistics of Agriculture, volume 3 
of the Census Report, commencing on the bottom of page 29. Let the 
Secretary read what I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Fifl 


io « 


iturists as one 


th 5] rogTess 


Eh 


lo ask what has been done mechanically to promote our agriculture is 
illenge a recital of the better half of the history of American invention 
Remarkable as have been the mechanical achievements of our people in the de- 
partment of manufacturing industry, they have been exceeded in the produc- 
tion of agricultural implements and machinery, inasmuch as in this branch of 
invention a problem has been solved that does not present itself for solution, | 
only in a much easier shape, in those branches which relate to manufactures ; 
pre namely, of combining strength and capability of endurance with 
eat lightness of parts 
In no other important class of commercial products, except the American 
street carriage or field wagon, are these desired qualities so wonderfully joined | 
isin the American agricultural machines, while the special difficulty arising 
from the necessity of repairs on the farm, far from shops where the services of | 
skilled mechanics could be obtained, has been met by the extension to this 
branch of manufacture of the principle of interchangeable parts, a principle 
rely American in its origin. Through the adoption of this principle by the 
1ikers of agricultural machines, a farmer in the Willamette Valley of Oregon 
s enabled to write to the manufacturer of his mower or reaper or thrasher, 
ug the part that has been lost or become broken or otherwise useless, and 
ceive by return mail, third class, for which the Government rate will be 
y two or three shillings, the lacking part, which, witha wrench and ascrew- 
ver, he can fit into its proper place in fifteen minutes 
All the agricultural machines of to-day are not originally of American inven- 
ilthough mostof them are,in every patentable feature; bui lam not aware 
iat there is at present in extensive use one which does not owe it to American 
genuity that it can popularly used, Without the improvements it has re- 
ved here, the best of foreign inventions in this department of machinery 
i have remained toys for exhibition at agricultural fairs or machines only 
employed on large estates under favorable conditions 
ore even than the ingenuity of inventors and manufacturers has been 
i to give to agricultural machinery the wide introduction and the mar- 
successful applications it has had in the cultivation of our staple crops 
d West. ‘‘Experienced mechanicians,” says Professor Hearn, “assert 
twithstanding the progress of machinery in agriculture, there is prob 
is much sound practical, labor-saving invention and machinery unused 
is there is used, and that itis unused solely in consequence of the ignorance and 
mpeter of the work peopk This remark, which is perfectly true of 
England, and the force of which would have to be multiplied fourfold in ap- 
to the peasantry of France or Austria, utterly fails of significance if 
ut ito the United States. It is because mechanical insight and aptitude, in 
respecting which the term “mechanical genius’’ may properly be 
are found throughout the mass of the American people that these products 
of invention and skill have been made of service on petty farms all over our 
land, and in the most remote districts. Lack of mechanical insight and apti- 
tude, in the full degree requisite for the economical use and care of delicate and 
complicated machinery, is almost unknown among our native northern peo- 
ple Not one in ten but has the mechanical sense and skill necessary for the 


purpose 


»blem, 


be 


ris 


} lion 


eres 


But it has not been through the invention and wide application of agricultural 
machinery alone that the peculiar and extraordinary mechanical genius of our 
people hasincreased our national capacity for agricultural production. In what 
we may eall the daily commonplace use of this faculty, throughout what may 
be termed the pioneer period, and in a diminishing degree through each suc- 
cessive stage of settlement and industrial development, the American farmer 
has derived from this source an advantage beyond estimation in dealing with 
the perpetually varying exigencies of the occupation and cultivation of the 


Mr. PLATT. Imagine, if you can, how we should reach our agri- 
cultural regions, the great wheat-fields of the West, without railroads; 
and I may say here that a railroad, from the steel rail tothe top of the 
smoke-stack, from its locomotive head-light to the signal-lantern on the | 
plattorm of the last car, is but one aggregation of patents. Think of | 
the crops raised without improved plows, without seeders, without cul- | 


tivators, without mowers, without harvesters, without threshing-ma-}| 


chines! Think of the crops hauled to market by horses! Think, if it | 
he possible, of the wheat converted into flour without patented milling 
processes! And say what proportion of profitable agriculture in this 
country is not due directly to patents and to the patent system of the 
country. The truth is, and there is no avoiding it, that you can not 
disconnect in this country invention, manufactures, and agriculture. 
The triumph and the successof the one is the triumph and the success of | 
al They are interdependent coequal factors as it were in producing 
our prosperity and our happiness; and so with regard to the other in- 
dlustries of the country patents are directly connected with them all 
and absolutely necessary to their successful pursuit. I will not stop 
to enl I take coal mining, and ask you to imagine and tell me | 
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whether it can be carried on except by the use of patented inventions 
Then gold and silver mining, furnishing one-half of the precious metals 
produced in the whole world, iron-producing, and if there be any othe: 
productive enterprise or occupation take away from it the factor of in 
vention and tell me how much the diminished production will be. 
Here I want to say one word with relation to the effect of patents 
and patented inventions upon the exporting capacity of the country 
In the present state of the world’s trade you must land your wheat 
your corn, your cotton, and your other agricultural productions in 
Liverpool for as little money as the wheat and corn and cotton of any 
other part of the world can be landed there; you must compete with 
all systems of labor and production; and how is it that you are enabled 
to lay down your corn, your wheat, your flour, your provisions, in Liver- 
pool as cheap as the wheat, the corn, the flour, the provisions of othea 
countries can be sold there? It is simply because by the use of pat- 
ented inventions you are able to produce them at a cost far less than 
they would have been produced under the old system, and that, too, 
while paying the laborer engaged in producing them much higher wages 
than are paid in any other land. That nation which gets most of the 
world’s trade is to be the first power of the globe. Both patriotism 
and the interests of humanity impel us to say that the United States 
must have it. How isit to obtainit? It is to be obtained only by en- 


| couraging the inventive genius of our citizens by protecting the patent 


system of the country and all that is involved and comprehended in 
that system; and as we stimulate the inventive faculty and protect the 
patent system, we shall steadily reduee the cost of production in this 
country until we are able to compete with the world, no matter what 
may be its system of labor. 

One striking fact can not be gainsaid or overlooked—each ten years 
of our last half-century has shown a marked reduction in the cost ot 
all products and a marked increase in the compensation of labor, and 
such diminished cost of production and increased compensation of labo1 
has been greater in the United States than in any other country. 

The day when we shall have more of the world’s trade than any othe 
country is not so far distant as some may imagine. I want to read au 
extract from Mr. Gladstone’s Gleanings of Past Years, in chapter 8 
**Kin beyond sea:”’ 


I do not speak of political controversies between them and us, which are hap- 
pily,as I trust,atan end. I do not speak of the vast contribution, which, from 
year to year, through the operations of a colossal trade, each makes to the 
wealth and comfort of the other 


Speaking of England and of the United States 


nor of the friendly controversy, which in its own place it might be well to 
raise, between the leanings of America to protectionism, and the more daring 
reliance of the old country upon free and unrestricted intercourse with all the 
world; nor of the menace which, in the prospective development of her re- 
sources, America offers to the commercial pre-eminence of England. On this 
subject I will only say that it is she alone who, at the coming time, can, and 
probably will, wrest from us that commercial primacy. We have no title; | 
have no inclination to murmur atthe prospect. Ifshe acquires it she will make 
the acquisition by the right of the strongest; but in this instance the strongest 
means the best. She will probably become what we are now, the head servant 
in the great household of the world, the employer of all employed, because het 
service will be the most and ablest; we have no more title against her than 
Venice, or Genoa, or Holland has had against us. One great duty is entailed 
upon us, which we unfortunately neglect, the duty of preparing by a resolute 
and sturdy effort to reduce our public burdens in preparation for a day when 
we shall probably have less capacity than we have now to bear them 


Again in the same article: 


The development which the Republic has effected has been unexampled in its 
rapidity and force. While other countries have doubled, or at most trebled, their 
population, she has risen during one single century of freedom,in round num 
As to riches, it is reasonable to establish 
from the decennial stages of the progress thus far achieved a series for the future 
and, reckoning upon this basis, | suppose that the very next census, in the year 
1880, will exhibit her to the world as certainly the wealthiest of all the nations 
The huge figure of a thousand millions sterling, which may be taken roundly as 
the annual income of the United Kingdom, has been reached at a surprising rate 
arate which may perhaps be best expressed by saying that if we could have started 
forty or fifty years ago trom zero, at the rate of our recent annual increment we 
should now have reached our present position. But while we have been ad- 
vancing with this portentous rapidity America is passing us by as if ina canter 
* * * There can hardly be a doubt as between the America and the Eng- 
land of the future that the daughter at some no very distan*‘ time will, whether 
fairer or less fair; be unquestionably stronger than the mother. 


And in this connection I wish to read asingle sentence from Mulhall’s 
Progress of the World: 

The increase of wealth— 

Speaking of the United States 


since 1850 would suffice to buy up the whole German Empire, with its farms 
cities, banks, shipping, manufactures, &c. The annual accumulation has been 
£165,000,000, and therefore each decade adds more to the wealth of the United 
States than the capital value of Italy orSpain. Riches are more even! y divided 


| than in Europe; few are very rich, fewer still indigent. 


But this supremacy, this primacy of the world, is only to be reached 
To those who believe that the cente1 
of the world’s trade is to be moved from England to America in the 
near future, that its exchanges are to be moved from Threadneedle street 
to Wall street, I commend the careful, watchful guardianship of the 
patent system of the United States. 

Now, I desire to speak a little about our productive capacity as en- 
hanced by patents. We are anation of 50,000,000 people, but we have 
the productive capacity of many more millions, how many more no man 
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can estimate. Coal and water are now performing the work of human 
hands. What agents will perform them in the near future it is impos- 


sible totell. The steam-power used in the manufactories of the United | 


States, by the census of 1880, was equal to 2,183,488 horse-power; the 
water-power was equal to 1,225,379 horse-power; making in all the 
horse-power of the United States 3,408,867. Counting one horse-power 
to be equal to that of six men, we have the power used in the driving 
of our factories alone in this country the equivalent of the power of 
20,453,202 men. The steam-power used in driving our factories, not 
including the water-power, isequivalent to the labor of 13,100,928 men; 
and of our 50,000,000 people only 35 per cent. are supposed to be capable 
of labor; in round numbers 17,500,000 laborers, persons capable of pur- 
suing gainful avocations, in the country; and yet it would nearly take 
these 17,500,000 men to furnish the force that is exercised by steam in 
driving the engines of our factories, the wheels, the spindles, and the 
machinery of this country; and we do not begin to touch even then upon 
the saving of power by the use of the machines which are manufactured 
in these factories. 

Take the capacity of locomotive engines as compared with the ca- 
pacity of horses. I will read asingle sentence from the argument of Mr. 
Coffin, a distinguished journalist of Boston, before a select committee 
of the House of Representatives in the Forty-fifth Congress, third ses- 
sion, relative to the causes of the general depression of labor and busi- 
ness in the United States. He says: 

I come now to railway transportation. The Massachusetts railway reports 
for 1876 show 1,080 locomotives at work. One of our ablest engineers, Mr. Ed- 
ward Appleton, has set himself to see what those locomotives would do when 


compared with the use of horses on common roads, and he estimates (after 
throwing out the locomotives that are used on tracks that are being repaired 


and in machine-shops) 682 locomotives in use, and that the work performed by | 
them would be equal to 1,519,496 horses on common roads. Taking his formula | 


and applying it to the locomotives of the United States, as given in Poor’s Man- 
ual, we find that the locomotives in the entire country are doing the work of 
29,676,960 horses on common roads. 

But you only enter the vestibule of increased capacity by these fig- 
ures. Remember that eight-tenths of the manufacturing of the country 
is dependant on patented processes. Takethe statement cited the other 
day by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], in which he quotes from 
Mulhall’s Progress of the World, a book from which I have already 
quoted, as to the capacity of the sewing-machine : 

In effect, the adoption of machinery and steam has given mankind an acces- 
sionmof power beyond calculation. The United States, for example, make a 
million sewing-machines yearly, which can do as much work as formerly re- 
quired 12,000,000 women working by hands A single shoe factory in Massachu- 
setts turns out as many pairs of boots as 30,000 boot-makers in Paris. 

Mulhall here gives the total horse-power in comparison with steam 
as 13,071,000, the horse-power of the world dependent upon the use of 
steam, equivalent to about 78,000,000 men. 

Take the loom and see what it has done in adding to the productive 


capacity of the country. I read again from Coflin’s testimony before | 


the Congressional committee. He says: 


In those days the industries were carried on in the household. There was no 
industry for females except that of the spinning-wheel and the loom. I had the 
curiosity to ascertain just what a spinner could do in a day, and I sent up to New 
Hampshire to a sister of mine who used to be an expert spinner, knowing that 
she had a spinning-wheel and some rolls, and I had the exact measurement of 
the distance which she walked in spinning with a large wheel. A day's work 
of ten hours would enable her to spin 3.8 miles of thread, and she would walk 


nearly five miles in doing it. Now, in one of our manufactories you will see a | 


girl of 15 minding a machine that spins 2,100 miles of thread in a day—a thread 
that would reach from Washington to California. In those days the woman 
who commenced with the spinning-wheel and loom to get her fitting-out when 
about to get married would have to spend many weary days in making her 


sheets. To-day she obtains them at 75 cents apiece. Inthose daysthere was no | 


industry that females could turn their hands to except the spinning-wheel and 
the loom. They were utterly cut off from doing anything else except working 
in the field with the men. 


Take the figures which I have given of the wool production and con- | 
sumption of this country. In 1880 the wool grown was 290,000,000 
pounds; that imported was 70,575,478 pounds. We exported 4,074,- | 
517 pounds, which left for home consumption in the United States 


356,500,961 pounds of wool. Now, imagine for a moment what kind 
of a figure the mothers and daughters of the land would make in card- 


ing it with the old hand-cards, or spinning it with the old spinning- | 


wheel, or weaving it with theold hand-loom. Take the single matter 
of cleaning cotton. I read again from Coffin’s testimony: 


Take another illustration. Under the old process of cleaning cotton, before | 
the invention of the Whitney gin, a man could clean four pounds a day. The 


gins now in use clean 4,000 pounds a day. The cotton crop of this country last 
year— 


This was in 1879; it is much larger now— 


was estimated at 4,700,000 bales. It probably exceeded that. That would be | 


2,021,000,000 pounds. Under the old way it would have required 505,000,000 days’ 
work at $1 per day (that is, $505,000,000) to clean cotton, a work which is done at 


present by 1,614 men working 313 days in the year, and costing not over $500,000. | 


Take the matter of manufacturing cotton, all of which is dependent 
upon patented inventions. The cotton-mills of the world make six 


million miles of cotton cloth every year, which would furnish a band 


to the moon seventy-five feet wide. 


We need not go further with figures to show how inventions increase 
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| tion of the country could not care for its cotton and its wool. I quote 
| again from Mr. Coffin: 


If you visit Garsed’s manufactory in Philadelphia, you will find his engine 
doing with seven tons of coal the work of seventy thousandmen. If we reckon 
seven tons of coal as costing $21, and the labor of seventy thousand men at $1 a 
day, then it is $21 as against $70,000 of expenditure saved in muscular effort. 
| Does it throw men out of employment? Doesit not liberate them from muscu- 
| lar toil? Does it not leave them to do something better and higher? Instead 
of employing their muscles they employ their brains. 





Whenever a machine is invented which does the work of ten men 
with one attendant, nine men are released from that occupation in which 
they have theretofore engaged to engagesin other productive operation 
The men so released do not remain idle nor do they descend in the grade 
of labor. 

I know the argument is often used that inventions are opposed to the 
labor interests of the country. Itis not true. There is a redistribu- 
tion of labor whenever a new labor-saving machine is invented, but there 
is no destruction of labor. There is no degradation of labor in inven- 
tion. The man released from a particular kind of labor by the intro- 
duction of a labor-saving machine does not go down in the grade and 
scale of labor, but he ascends. He engages in some higher employment, 
in some more productive avocation, for patents elevate the laborer. New 
inventions open new fields of labor. Take printing, take photography, 
take telegraphy, take gas-making, take steam transportation—take all 
these fields of labor which have been positively created out of nothing 
by invention, and you will find that the man released from labor in some 
old occupation by the introduction of machinery which performs his 
work enters some of these or other new avocations, with increased com- 
pensation for his labor. 

Again, the laborer who lives and breathes the air of invention pro- 
| duces more, man for man, than he who does not live in such an atmos- 
| phere, for patents are educators. Education, as was well remarked by 
| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in a recent speech, is 
| something more than book-learning. It is knowledge in its widest 
| sense. It is information; and for one I believe that the man who learns 
| to operate a complicated machine acquires education of as much real 
| value to himself and the race as the man who learns to conjugate Greek 
verbs. The man is a wiser man, a nobler man, whocan make or oper- 

ate a complicated machine than the man who can not. There is an 
| education of the college. There is also an education of the factory and 
| the field. We may not despise or neglect either. The man who is 
| learned in the classics yay not call him ignorant who without knowl- 
| edge of the languages yet understands the practical application of me- 
| chanical principles or the improved processes of agricultural production. 
What I have said is as true of the agricultural as of the mechanical. 
The farm hand who has become familiar with all the patented inven- 
| tions relating to agriculture, with the machines which are to-day used 
inagricultural pursuits, can produce more, man for man, than the man liv- 
ing in Canada who has no conception of such a machine or the power to 
| comprehend it or the ability to use it. We may go further. Compare 
the intelligent farm hand of the Western prairies with the peon of Mex- 
ico or the serf of Russia, and tell me which has the most productive ca- 
pacity. 

I desire once more to-cite from Mr. Mulhall on this point some very 
interesting statistics, and I read from him rather than from American 
authors, because I desire to take the word of an Englishman upon these 
subjects. He has on page 55a table showing the number of operatives 
in factories, together with the product of those factories and the product 
per operative in the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Russia, Aus 
tria, the Low Countries, Spain and Portugal, Italy, Scandinavia, the 
United States, and the British colonies. From thisit appears that the 
factory operative in the United States produces, according to these sta 
tistics, £312 value per annum, which is about $1,560 perannum. The 
operative in Great Britain produces £224 value per annum, showing 
that the operatives in the manufactories of the United States produ 
about 40 per cent. more in value than the operatives in the manutfiac- 
tories of Great Britain. In France the excess of production in favor of 
the American operative isstill larger. In Germany the value produced 
| peroperative is only £103 per annum, as against £312 for the operative 
in the United States; and, averaging all Europe, the operative in thi 
United States produces just double in value to the operative in Europe. 
The full figures are: 
| 








United Kingdom............... hes aici Labsand sdcanieiinianad ‘ £294 
© IID ci cdescaciecne edaaieeteniet ; i sr 
| Germany......... 7 ‘i : 7 ] 
Russia siieiien ‘ i ; l 
| Austria ...... . : 120 
| Low Countries —— lin 
Spain and Portugal kitaconemns veninganedanes i ) 
Italy . ovsecee . 108 
Scandinavia sutninnsaddcmtigasesietians 90 


All Europe date adinnanenhansonte ienendinntinttntinpetapnitsnnendinn ‘ t 
United States L1O 


Why this difference, except because the operative of the United States 
has been educated by the patent system and by a knowledge of t! 
| patented inventions of the country? 


I have already given the statistics of our patents since 1836. The 


the productive capacity of the country. The whole laboring popula- | total number to the issue which will be made on the 8th of Aprilis 296,715. 


XV 


152 





YAILS 


I desire to put in here a table showing the patents issued in foreign 
countries: 


English patents, total to December 31, 
English patents for year 1883 

German patents, total to December $1, 
German patents for year 1883 a ' ; : 
French patents, total to April 30, 1883.. aleneiesindenniahivennsogiietin 172, 451 
French patents for year 1882 (1883 not received) 6, 269 
Italian patents, total to December 31, 1882, about.. : 13, 560 
Italian patents, yearly... ; : rissanbeunianintn ‘ — = | 
Belgian patents, total to December 31, 1882 
Belgian patents for year 1882...... 

Hungarian patents, ‘total to Dece mber r: 31, 1882. 
Hungarian patents for year 1582.... 2,377 
Austrian patents, total from 1853 to December BL, 1882, inclusive. 29, 310 


Austrian patents for year 1882............... pein veenaneNtenetth 2,377 


1883.. 
6, 000 
26, O84 


SSO. 


3, 400 
20, 434 


Thus it will be seen that under the English patent system, which com- 
menced in 1624, the total number of patents issued up to December 31, 
1883, was only 140,047. France, whose patent system commenced in 
1791, issued upto April 30, 1883, 172,451 patents. In the other coun- 


tries given the number of patents issued is very mach less than those | 


I have referred to. 

The factory in this country has become the school of the useful arts. 
Every valuable patent builds a factory, and every factory produces scores 
of patents; and so the invention and the practical education of our peo- 
ple goes On. 

I desire for a few moments to consider the question of property in 
patents. There are some people, I am sorry to say, who have very lit- 
tle regard for this property—tor the property right of the inventor and 
patentee. I think I will show that it is as sacred a property and as 
much entitled to the protection of the Government as any other species 
of property. Nay, more; I think I will show that it isa property which 
stands on a higher plane, and which, if there is any distinction be- 
tween property, is of a higher character and order than any other prop- 
erty in this land. I wish here te quote, from the most recent and I 
think the besttreatise on patents, published by a citizen of my own State, 
Mr. Albert H. Walker, of Hartford, Conn., what he says as to the right 
of property in patents. I will ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


152. The right of property which an inventor has in his invention is 
excelled in pointof dignity by no other property right whatever. Itisequaled 
in point of dignity only by the rights which authors have in their copyrighted 
books. The inventor is not the pampered favorite or beneficiary of the Gov- 
ernment or of the nation. The benefits which he confers are greater than 
those which he receives. He does not cringe at the feet of power nor secure 
from authority an unbought privilege. He walks everywhere erect and scat- 
ters abroad the knowledge which he created. He confers upon mankind a 
new means of lessening toil or of increasing comfort, and what he gives can 
not destroyed by use nor lost by misfortune. It is henceforth an inde- 
structible heritage of posterity. On the other hand, he receives from the Gov- 
ernment nothing which costs the Government or the people a dollar or a sac- 
rifice. He receives nothing but a contract which provides that for a limited 
time he may exclusively enjoy his own. Compared with those who acquire 
property by devise or inheritance, compared with those who acquire property 
by gift or marriage, compared with those who acquire property by profits on 
sales or by interest on money, the man who acquires property in inventions 
by creating things unknown before occupies a position of superior dignity. 
Even the man who creates value by manual labor, though he rises in dignity 
above the heir, the donee, the merchant, and the money-lender, falls in dignity 
below the author andthe inventor. The inventor of the reaper is entitled to 
greater honorthan his father who used the grain-eradle, and the inventor of 
the grain-cradle is entitled to greater honor than his ancestor who for a hun- 
dred generations had used the sickle. Side by side stand the inventor and 
the author. Their labor is the most dignified and the most honorable of all 
labor, and the resulting property is most perfectly theirs. 
Lord Bacon gave the weight of his opinion to views somewhat similar to the 
foregoing. The following is a translation of one of his Latin paragraphs. 
rhe introduction of great inventions appears one of the most distinguished 
of human actions, and the ancients so considered it; for they assigned divine 
honors tothe authors of inventions, but only heroic honors to those who dis- 
played civil merit (such as the founders of cities and empires, legislators, the 


SEt 


be 


deliverers of their country from lasting misfortune, the quellers of tyrants and | 


the like And if any one rightly compare them he will find the judgment of 
antiquity to be correct; for the benefits derived from inventions may extend to 
mankind in general, but civil benefits to particular lands alone; the latter, 
moreover, last but for a time, the former forever.’’— Walker on Patents, 102, 103. 
I know the author will excuse me if I endeavor to supplement his 
very terse and undeniable statementof the character and of the dignity of 
this property right with some ideas of my own. This property in 
patents is a property which contains within itself the principle of the 
reproduction of property 
no other species of property. 
patent, which in turn is property. Like that 
God, ‘‘ the tree, in the which is the fruit of a tree yielding seed,’’ every 
patented invention contains the fruit of an invention yielding seed. 
For instance, the telegraph generated the telephone, and other motors 
are to be the progeny of the steam-engine. The children of the steam- 
engine are already born that shall grow up to perform their work more 
easily, more expeditiously, more cheaply than the parent invention. 
The most significant word in the grant of a patent is that one word 
‘‘improvement.’’? Letters patent state that, ‘‘ Whereas A B has pre- 
sented a petition praying for a grant of letters patent for an alleged 
new and useful improvement,’’ &c. 
ment in more senses than one. It is an improvement on the partic- 
ular machine or process to which it has reference, but it is an improve- 
ment in a broader and more far-reaching sense. It is an improvement 
of every man who uses it, in knowledge, in comfort, in strength, in 
power, in beneficence. It is, in a word, an improvement of humanity 


Every patent has in it the germ of a new 
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4, S48 | 


60, 043 | 


, and that is a characteristic which attaches to | 


marvelous creation of 


Every patent is an improve- | 
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| itself. It is well that that technical word is used in every grant of 
| letters patent. It is property of a high character in that it is a property 
which springs from the human brain. Processes of the brain are at 
| once the basis and measure of all values. I hear it said that value is 
created and is measured by labor, by muscular toil; that the intrinsic 
value of the gold dollar is what it costs the average man to dig it out 
| of the earth. Butvalue has a higher author than muscular |: bor. Man 
in savagery produces no wealth; heneithercreates nor acquires property. 
The higher the citizen ascends in the subtle processes of thought th¢ 
more wealth will be found in the country. The higher a race ascends 
| in intellectual capacity, in the faculty of contrivance, in inventive skil} 
and genius, the richer will the race be. Nature is one vast storehouse 
of wealth, butit is a locked storehouse, and the human brain alone can 
| unlock it. Invention is the magic key. Men seek gold in the bowels 
of the earth, but it lies in the air, in light, in the gases, in electricity, 
It needs no enchanter’s wand, no talismanic words to set it free—only 
| the processes of thought. 

Men in the olden time sought some substance which should turn all 
the baser metals to gold, so they imagined, and they 
in searching for the philosopher’s stone. They narrowly missed what 
they sought. There was a substance which turns all things to wealth, 
but it lay within their own brain. That gray matter of the brain is 
| mightier than the fabled philosepher’s stone. The processes of thought 

which are going on within the cells of that matter alone produce 
wealth, and power, and greatness. Men sailed to the westward to find 
an El Dorado. They found it. The land was full of wealth; but they 
lacked the eyes to see the riches and the power to conquer and appro- 
priate it. They sought an outward kingdom, but the kingdom ot 
wealth and power lay all undeveloped within them. 

Banish wealth, if you please, from this country, transfer all the availa- 
ble wealth of the land to Russia, make every man bankrupt, and leav« 
the means of but six months’ subsistence, and ina single generation we 
will reproduce this wealth of which we are so proud to-day. It would 
be simply the outcome of the human brain—simply wringing from nat- 
ure her secrets by the inventive faculty of man. 

Few men, I believe, have thought of the actual money-value of pat- 
ents. The mind can not measure it. There are few data from which 
it can be estimated. We may perhaps gather some idea of the money 
value of patents by seeing what they have cost inventors. The unex- 
pired patents to-day are 235,400, a somewhat larger number than I had 
supposed when I made the calculation which Lamabout tosubmit. | 
had taken 230,000 as the number of outstanding patents, and they have 
cost in Government fees $8,000,000; that is to say, the inventors have 

paid into the Treasury of the United States to obtain those patents 
$3,000,000. If youallow attorneys’ fees at $50 each, there is $11,500,000 
more. If you put the time in experimenting and the expense making 
models at $100 more, and thatis vastly too small, it will be $23,000,000 
more. So that you will have $42,000,000 as the cost of the title deeds 
| which have been given to the inventors of this country that are now in 
force. But that is no measure of value. That is the first cost; that is 
the cost of obtaining. I know that it is difficult to put any average 
value upon patents; I know that some of them are worth millions, and 
some of them are worth nothing, but I think it would be safe to say 
that they are worth $500 on anaverage; and, if so, we have as the value 
of the patented inventions upon that basis, not reckoning cost, $115,- 
000,000, the actual salable value. Others would put the average value 
of patents very much higher. 

But this, after all, is no way to measure the value of patents. If we 
| measure them by what they create, by what they save in cost, by what 
they add to production, by their multiplication of values, then the sum 
total is simply incalculable. 

Let me give you an illustration or two of the saving of patents. Itake 
perhapsas the most marked instance of the saving made by the use of pat- 
ented inventions the Bessemer steel patent, and I want to say right here 
that I do not like to have it said that this is the invention of a foreigne1 
alone. I want Americans and American inventors to have their right- 
| ful share of credit for this invention. The article known as Bessemer 
| steel was an American invention. It was made by William Kelly, an 

iron-master of Eddyville, Ky., and in 1856 and 1857 the Patent Office, 
| in an interference between him and Bessemer, decided that Kelly was 
| the prior inventor. Bb. F. Mushet, of England, finally added a further 
| improvement, which rendered it practicable. The first rail of it was 

laid on the Midland Railroad, in England, in 1857, merely as an ex- 
| periment. The first works were established here in 1864-'65 at Wy- 
| andotte, under the Kelly patent, and in 1865 by Winslow, Griswold & 

Holley, at Troy. The Kelly, Bessemer, and Mushet patents were con- 
| solidated in 1866, and work began in 1868. Good quality was not pro- 
| duced until 1870, when the company producing it failed. 

So much for the history of the Bessemer invention. In 1868 the av- 
| erage price of steel rails was $165 per ton. The price since the com- 
| mencement of 1884 is$34 per ton. The production of steel rails in 1883 
was 1,295,740 tons. The same quantity made in 1868 would have cost 
| more than they cost in 1884 by $168,446,200. That is the saving of a 
| single year as the result of this invention. 

But when we have thus considered the saving in the cost of produc- 
| tion we have just begun to consider the saving which is effected by this 
| patent. The entire transportation question of the country has been 


spent weary lives 








Pr 





1884. 


affected by it. 





The life of a Bessemer steel rail is double the life of an 


iron rail; it is more than double, and it is capable of very much harder | 


usage. Now take a single fact as suggesting the saving, aside from that 
of cost of the production of the steel rail, which has been effected by 
this patent. In 1868 the freight charge per bushel from Chicago to 
New York was by lake and canal 25.3 cents, by all rail 42.6 cents. In 
1884 by lake and canal it is 9 cents only, and by all rail 17 cents only. 
Now take the 119,000 miles of railroads in the United States which are 
used in the transportation of merchandise. Apply that fact to the re- 
duction of the cost of transportation, a large portion of which has resulted 
directly from the use of the Bessemer steel rail, and tell me if you can 


estimate, see if you can find the figures which will represent the saving | 


to this nation by reason of the use of this one patented invention. 

Let me take another illustration; and I do this because I hear that 
the barbed-wire patent has oppressed people; I hearthat people who use 
it are unwilling to pay any royalty for the use of it, and so I cite this 
illustration to show the saving effected by patents. There have been 
made and sold from 1874 to 1882, inclusive, of barbed wire for fencing 
459,805,000 pounds, which make equal to 1,379,806 miles of post-and- 
rail fence, or 110,384,480 rods. An old board-and-post fence costs $1 
per rod, and the barbed-wire fence costs 50 cents per rod. Hence the 
actual saving to farmers already by this one invention is $55,192,240. 

The total amount of fencing in the United States is estimated at 
1,619,195,428 rods. At $1 per rod this would amount to as many dol- 
lars; whereas if we had had this invention and could have built all 
these fences of barbed wire at 50 cents a rod it would have saved the 
farmers of this country the enormous value of $809,597,714. 
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I take | 


asmy authority for the cost of fencing an agricultural paper published 


in lowa, the Iowa Homestead, and in this estimate nothing is included 
of the saving in the repairs of fences. 

Take an illustration which has reference to the Patent Office, repre- 
senting a smaller saving but no less forcible. 
of photolithography was applied to the production of copies of draw- 
ings in the Patent Office they were produced by tracing, costing from 
one to ten dollars each, and the party ordering them from three to 
twenty-five dollars each. 
about 1 cent each, and are sold to litigants and inventors for 10 cents, 
copies of which are constantly demanded by the courts in infringement 
and other patent cases. I merely speak of that as illustrative of the 
saving resulting from the use of patented machines: 

This leads me to speak of the value of patents as measured by their 
effect in enhancing the value of their products. Here we have no data 


and every one must judge from his own standpoint and from his own | 


Betore the establishment | 


° Ss | 
By this process they now cost the Government | 


opinion as to how much has been added to the wealth of this country | 


which would not have been added to it except for our inventions and 
our patent system. How much has been added to the value of land 
which otherwise would not have been fenced, how much to the value 
of urban property consequent upon the improvement and development 
of farms; how many cities owe their existence to the production of the 
Bessemer steel rail; how much, to come home to our own city, of the 
$5 per square foot of land near the outskirts of Washington is due to 
patented inventions? These are suggestive inquiries. For my part, I 


believe that two-thirds of the aggregate wealth of the United States is | 


due to patented inventions. Two-thirds of the $43,000,000,000 which 
represents the aggregate wealth of the United States, in my judgment, 
rests solely upon the inventions, past and present, of this country. 
The only way to test the opinion is by imagining the effect upon values 
which would follow a prohibition of the use of patented inventions. 

Take the expired and unexpired patents; prohibit the application of 
steam to the creation of power; prohibit the use of patents relating to 
agriculture and the production of the cereals and of cotton; prohibit 
the use of the inventions relating to electricity; prohibit the use of in- 
ventions relating to printing, and tell me how much you havesubtracted 
from the value of the property of thiscountry? Tell me what the prop- 
erty of the country would be worth with such a prohibition? Then 
banish the knowledge of them, and tell me how this wealth is to be 
reproduced. 

I would gladly speak here of the addition to our comfortsand our enjoy- 
ments by the use of patented inventions, but I forbear. If we can con- 
ceive a situation in which we should live in a home in the building or 
fitting up of which no patent was employed; eat our family meal in the 
provision or preparation of which there was no invention; be clothed 
in apparel into the’ making of which no patent entered; ride to our 
business in a conveyance in the construction of which all patents were 
prohibited; read only such books and papers as were produced without 
the intervention of patented machinery, we may realize partially how 
much of our social and domestic happiness is derived from patents. 

I wish in this connection to submit, without reading, the number 
of patents granted, classified as relating to different arts, occupations, 
and branches of industry: . 
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Patents. 
ELECTRICAL. 
SI ic ctaiccienasliensitaienicinunisiinciidinvaiontit : ieicieaaawins si 5, 872 
In the various branches of electrical research the applications for patents now 
average about 250 a month. 


FARM, AGRICULTURE, AND TILLING, 


I icra ices aipunl seaaliiepiscuait 2,421 
ae se een adinaaeendeniiensesen wits oo 6, 686 
Seeding and planting—seeders and planters...... windeloahe 3,568 
a 2s Sink iahlicnsin inne govauinuntnl daddaicebetieweunannucasiqdenics 6, 606 
Products, field and farm—dairy appliances..........................ccceeceseeeees 2,429 
SII Dali 5.0 otinnalinse vasinimonennsnindteiey haeinied sanbeindewbenisties ssaaibalas 2, 888 


Mills and thrashing 
PN icostcniscicienne siete abba beens dabiuleniapadacbenit 
Culture—garden and orchard............ laicihdeasedsbthddipiiceeineasliniccining winwesnatiiies ; 682 
Care of live-stock 












































1, 232 

AINE. nai cancgsunabavadudsnenisisliciagbcnucdetellidcedsidedstebeaaGuninnel Uitves tihndenstcenedeedatias ‘ 647 
Cloth finishing. ae 268 
or siemeenaltipeeenadqienntsiinlenenandethininsbees denne mamtanenaensounes 589 
SNE SUIIEE CODEINE cnnrsnenevcneienencinsansnsesssepedeene cocaentasanineeeneess Sianeeniadiadiieaea 753 
i ibd ashe iniesineisasguaieiaaniins 350 
Spinning. al - 1,023 
TEIN io iccstienacenpemnumssnicnnainsintnindeveestiiin 2,372 

METAL-WORKING MACHINES, 
Examiner Jayne’s entire class 10, 2044 
i OLLI ACI it Bee 746 
Grinding and polishing. . . 1,425 
III vninacesevccnudencenepsunassncscnerescncsenecusouadasuswecqteueceusocestsccese scons 1,131 
TOMPSTINE, BC. ...ccrccocesccosessovsecsscvssescesecs saccsesoosccssccvecsccccasececessosesevccceceseees 263 
PD Zaindinisatenntipns 1, 662 
BP CN I i iieicccnsndincnpsatcnendcceneciovercscucsuventbbseesenwesédesucnevecttncatonsswaees 734 
Sheet-metal ware making... s siediataeantaiadiiadtan anal daiiuaisiiieadiinediadididimtistahia 365 
STEAM-ENGINEERING. 

INE NR oe catia nnlinnmeteiambenriaietount saceeliceaieneliiecmmebasad 356 
Fluid-pressure regulators.............scsccssccssesscsesseceesceeees souk oclendmmancetalasiesianden 3y8 
| Injectors and ejectors........ aais peniaeeantbiats 240 
Steam-pumps ........... ceese eseciapuanakgncucns 174 
IIIT «i iehninceemeniianniceeninmbnanberencepuastnnnatanniensouse ‘ _ 2, 407 
I ini icsnncacenduenieenviasccionntiaiianns ae aaa wosvead 5, li 
Steam-boier furnaces.. 2, 333 
Steam-valves............-.0+ . 1,533 
NO QOPI ia cisiccnesenictscnseccsctevcssnecsesecsennes 46 
METALLURGY. 

CR I IE soicscaceskccitensissserestiaene siiceumihateaiinen dapiieuiin : 244 
PD ihiisvcnsienscstncexeun ieecisiaiens dai atedch RdaccmetacSihead spe dagiibabiaiciteninioi wane ‘ 2,418 
RAILWAYS. 

III cis cinds bcackiicpapanantnanidaatannidemsactuipatneabdninins Vere’ eines 3, 504 
IIPIIIIIN scorn sucdacecdcicdescdeerscestventnetuaniuqnesetienndeesicedasons uiiak weenie wowed 6,505 

o LEATHER. 
Chemical and mechanical treatment of hides, skins, and leather ; 1,219 
ENGINEERING. 
I pt a hc deanisecoupeniatite 694 
Excavating ..... liens 1,143 
Hydraulic engineering .. 622 
Masonry .. ; M44 
NIT St u<cicth onsen danuist eo ianetlntk 508 
Fire-escapes ... S84 
| Artesian and o 500 
HOUSEHOLD--THE HOUSE, 
Ne GN GN MRD va cctricnsasencctsxnnsiecassccnaccentectscnviaiess 440) 
Chairs salasee ls aaddteedaaasaiiiatheaaiap sil 1, 585 
ID pinccnaiiveidicinntennntuie 1, 043 
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We protect all our personal property by patents, we lock it up with 
patented locks, and if anybody breaks through and steals our treasures 
we overtake the thief by a patented telegraph. We defend our national 
honor by patents. We heard only yesterday that an unfortunate riot 
occurred in one of our principal cities. It was the telegraph which 
summoned the troops of the State to Cincinnati; it was that subtle force, 
so intangible, impalpable, invisible that we scarcely know whether it 
is material or spiritual, which the inventive genius of man has reduced 
to servitude, which in an instant’s time summoned soldiers from all 
sections of Ohio to the defense of Cincinnati. 

Take another instance: Many believe, I fully believe, that Ericsson, a 
foreigner, but I think an American citizen, by asingle invention changed 
the whole theory of naval architecture, the naval warfare of the world, 
and prevented this country frem dismemberment and disunion. That 
single invention, originating in the brain of an humble individual, 
whose invention was not favored by the Government, and who was neve! 
to my knowledge compensated by the Government, changed the history 
of the whole world. Consider this one instance of the effect of patents 
and tell me what is the value of patented inventions, and what they 
have added to the value of property in this country ? 

A distinguished member of the Army told me within a short time 


! that the only reliance of this country in case of war was upon the in- 
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ventive genius of its people, that it had no navy, that it had no suffi- 
cient army, that it could only defend itself by a special exercise of the 
nventive faculty of its citizens in calling into immediate use and power 
new implements of warfare 

Is not this vast system of property worth protecting? 
treatment? Is it not large enough to be independent? 

I have heard it said that we should have all these inventions any- 
way; that men would have invented without regard to the encourage- 


sive use of their inventions had not been secured to them for a term of 
years, that if their property in patents were not protected, yet they 
would have gone on and will go on inventing all the same; that there 
has been in some way a marvelous birth in this country of inventive 
capacity, and that it must grow whether it is protected or not. 

Mr. President, it is not true. The inventor isno more a philanthro- 
pist thanis the agriculturist. He works for his support. He works to 
achieve a competency. He invents, if you please, to become rich; but 
he is no more a philanthropist than any other man in any other walk or 
avocation of life, and you have no right to demand of him that he shall 
be amere philanthropist. Heisentitled to his reward. Heisa laborer 
entitled to his hire, entitled to it more if possible than any other 
laborer, as his labor is higher in dignity and grandeur than that of any 
other laborer. I wish on this point to call attention to the testimony 
of Sir Henry Bessemer as I| find it on page 103 of a work called Crea- 
tors of the Age of Steel. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sir Henry Bessemer is a believer in patents ; 


the introduct 


not kn 


but to his varied experience in 
ion of new inventions, another single fact has to be added. “‘I do 
he says, “a single instance of an invention having been published 
and given freely to the world, and being taken up by any manufacturer at all 
I have myself proposed to manufacturers many things which I was convinced 
was of use, but did not feel disposed to manufacture or even to patent. I do 
not know of one instance in which my suggestions have been tried; but had I 
patented and spent a sum over a certain invention, and saw no means of recoup- 
ing myself except by forcing, as it were, some manufacturer to take it up, I should 
have gone from one to the otherand represented its advantages, and I should have 
found some one who would have taken it up on the offer of some advantage from 
me,and who would have seen his capital recouped, by the fact that noother manu- 
facturer could have it quite on the same terms for the next year or two. Then 
the invention becomes at once introduced, and the public admits its value; and 
other manufacturers, like a flock of sheep, come in. But the difficulty is to get 
the first man to move. The first man might say: ‘Oh, my machinery cost me a 
great deal of money; I have my regular trade, and this new scheme is sure to 
be more trouble to me in the first instance; and when everybody asks for it, 
every other manufacturer will be in a condition to supply it; so it is not worth 
mv while I believe inventions which are at first free gifts are apt to come to 


Aw 


nothing 

Mr. PLATT. The universal testimony of all inventors is that it is 
the reward which they hope to secure which stimulates their efforts. 
Is it so that an inventor of all the men in the world has no right to his 
reward? Is it so that he has no right to be protected in his property ? 
It is the security to an inventor of his invention which makes it valu- 
able and which stimulates him in his effort to make new inventions. 

I have heard it argued that we had approached the perfection of the 
patent system, that there were no new worlds to conquer, that na- 
ture had no more secrets to bestow upon mankind for their benefit. 
So far from this being the case, we stand but in the very vestibule of the 
great storehouse of nature’s secrets. We have but gathered a few peb- 
bles along the shore on which beats a limitless sea. There is no limit 
to the evolution of human invention until it reaches the realm of the in- 
finite. It requires no prophet’s vision to see the coming glory and the 
coming triumph of the inventive skill of man. 

Take but 
the near future—the transmission and adaptation of electrical force, the 
combustion of water or its constituent elements, the application of 
compressed air. The whole inventive world is stirred to-day, stimu- 
lated, to find some new motive power. I saw in this city within a day 
or two a six-horse-power engine which had been running for months 
ten hours a day, driving the machinery in a machine-shop, the only 
agent for the drivingof which was alittle jetof illuminating gas scarcely 
larger than that which we burn ina single burner, introduced into a 
cylinder in connection with common air. It has been run here in the 
city of Washington, where gas is $1.75 a thousand feet, at a very much 
less cost than the cost of a steam-engine of equal power; and I am told 


that in one of the cities of Massachusetts more than five hundred of 


these gas-engines are in operation, where the gas is supplied at about 
50 cents per thousand feet. I am not certain about the fact, but I am 
so informed. Certain it is that cheaper motors are to be discovered; 
certain it is that we have not begun to discover the secrets of electrical 
force. We live in a wonder-land. The miracle of yesterday is the 
commonplace of to-day. The dream of the present is to be the fact of 
the immediate future. 

No, Mr. President, every round of the ladder on which we have 
climbed to national pre-eminence is a patented invention, and every 
sign-board which points toa greater future of achievement and prog- 
ress shows that the path continues to lead through the field of inven- 
tion. We are nearing the end of the contest to which our fathers in- 
vited us when they gave to our Government the power to promete the 
progress of science and the useful arts by securing for limited times to 
authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings 


an instance or two of what is outlined on the horizon of 
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and discoveries. That contest was for the supremacy of the world, and 
the prize is now in full view. Shall we forget, shall we neglect the 
system which has enabled us to outstrip our competitors in the race, or 


| shall we the rather perfect and develop it, that through its perfection 
of | ' t Does not the | and development we may attain still grander results? 
patent system attain a dignity which entitles it to fair and generous | day in the gateway of a most marvelous future. 


We stand to- 
Let us hope that eyes 
may be given us to see that the inscription over the gate reads, ‘‘ Pro- 
tection to the American patent system and all that it comprehends and 


| involves.’ 
ment which was given to them by our patent laws; that if this exclu- | 


Mr. President, I leave this branch of my subject. 


I have but sug- 
gested where I desired to elaborate. 


It is as fascinating as an oriental 


| romance, a fairy tale, and the temptation to enlarge is very great, but 


there are some more practical considerations which I must present in 


| support of this bill. 








I say that the Patent Office should be made an independent Depart- 
ment, not only because of the vast importance of the interests which it 
must care for, but because of the treatment which it has received and 
must continue to receive so long as it remains a subordinate branch of 
the Interior Department. 

In the first place, the Interior Department is overburdened; it is over- 
loaded. Noone man can discharge its duties properly. Let ussee what 
the Secretary of the Interior has to do. He is charged with the su- 
pervision of the public business relating to patents for inventions; pen- 
sion and bounty lands; public lands, including mines; the Indians; ed- 
ucation; railroads; the public surveys; the census when directed by law; 
the custody and distribution of public documents; supervision of elee- 
mosynary and literary institutions in the District of Columbia. He 
also exercises certain powers and duties in relation to the Territories. 

Now take just three branches of the Interior Department—take the 
public lands, the railroads and their relations to the public lands; take 
the Indian Department—and tell me whether any one man can fairly 
discharge the duties which pertain to those three branches of his De- 
partment. Think of the multiplicity of important cases which must 
come to him for his personal decision. Think of the vast property in- 
terests which are to be decided in the mineral cases, the land cases, the 
railroad cases, which should receive his personal attention. In addition 
to all other duties he has the appointment and supervision of over 3,300 
persons, and the executive administration of a Department which em- 
ploys more than 3,300 agents. 

If the Secretar¥ of the Interior had as many heads as the Hindoo 
divinity Siva, and as many arms as Briareus, he could not personally 
perform all the duties pertaining to his office that would be most ac- 
ceptably performed if he could give them personal attention. 

Second, the duties which must be performed by the Secretary of the 
Interior in other branches of the Department always have led, and prob- 
ably always will lead, to the selection for its head of a man who has 
no special adaptation for the important work of the Patent Office. Pub- 
lic opinion demands that the Secretary of the Interior must have defined 
ideas relating to the Indian policy; that he must have a knowledge ot 
the laws relating to public lands; that he must understand the opera- 
tion of the railroads in their relation to the Government; that he must 
have a Territorial knowledge which will enable him to administer so far 
as his duty requires the affairs of the Territories. He must have been 
trained in a different school from the man who should be selected for 
Commissioner of Patents or for the head of the Patent Department. 


Let me illustrate. 


If the Secretary of the Interior is to be the superior officer, he must 
pass on questions of administration which he can not so well under- 
stand as the Commissioner. Under the practice of the office he passes 
on most complicated questions affecting the right to inventions. There 
has been no Secretary of the Interior within my knowledge who has 
had any special adaptation to that office, who has been selected at all 
with reference to his mechanical judgment or mechanical skill, or be- 
cause of his superior understanding of the complicated questions of pat- 
ent law. 

Now, what is the practice of the office? Here is the Commissioner. 
Under him is a board of examiners-in-chief, with twenty-four principal 
examiners and four assistants to each principal. Now there comes an 
application for a patent involving some question of mechanical principle, 
involving nice questions of priority of invention, of utility, of practice 
under the patent law. The application goes first to the principal ex- 
aminer. He is supposed to be a man skilled in the arts, who has a 
thorough knowledge, special knowledge, technical knowledge of the 
division of the Patent Office which he oversees. He passes upon it. If 
rejected, an appeal is taken to the examiners-in-chief, three men who 
are selected, or ought to be, for their extensive knowledge and experi- 
ence in patent matters, who have a universal knowledge, so to speak, 
of inventions and of mechanical principles. If rejected there an appeal 
may be taken to the Commissioner, and by tle practice of the office an 
appeal may be taken from the Commissioner to the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Tell me if a Secretary of the Interior, selected because he has some 
idea of the political administration of the Government, because he has 
knowledge relating to the Indian tribes, because he has knowledge of 
theland laws of the United States, is the person to pass upon that pat- 
ent question and to reverse the action of the Commissioner, based upon 
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the action of the chief examiners and the principal examiner; and yet | force and more room. 


it is done in practice frequently. 
I say, without any disrespect to any Secretary of the Interior, past or 
present, that he can not be so well qualified to decide important ques- 


tions involving mechanical principles and patent law as the subordinates | 
If it were sothat the Secretary could | 


whose decisions he must review. 
personally decide all appeals from the decision of the Commissioner there 
would be less inconsistency in the situation, but I think it will be found 
that many appeals from the well-considered action of the Commissioner 
are reviewed and practically decided by a clerk in the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who is known as the “‘ patent and miscellaneous 
clerk.”’ 

There should be but one head. The office is double-headed now. | 
wish I had time to refer fully to the law to show to what extent there 
is a double administration of the Patent Office. One or two references 
must suffice. 
iners, heads of divisions, clerks, and all employés are appointed by 
the Secretary of the Interior upon the nomination of the Commissioner. 
The power of appointment, except as controlled by civil-service rules, 
should be in the head of the Patent Office alone. He now may nomi- 
nate. He is the best judge of the special qualifications required in 
the appointee, but he can only nominate. How little this power of 
nomination may influence appointments can be easily imagined. I once 
heard a Commissioner of Patents say that during his whole term, and it 
was not a very short one, not a single appointment was made in the 
Patent Office that he desired. He nominated men whom he thought 


best to fill the position with, but was in every instance given to under- | 
stand that the nomination of sume one of whom he knew nothing about | 
I ought in justice to say that this | 


would be agreeable to the Secretary. 
statement has no reference to the present Secretary. 
The rules and regulations for the conduct of proceedings in the 
*atent Office are to be approved by the Secretary, and the Secretary is 
not unfrequently asked to overrule the action of the Commissioner in 
respect both to the making and application of rules. 
the Interior may overrule the Commissioner if he refuses for any cause 
to recognize an attorney or solicitor. Notwithstanding the office is self- 


supporting, all disbursements must be made by the disbursing clerk of | 


the Secretary. The Commissioner can not order the purchase of a board 


to be used in reproducing a model called for in the trial of a cause with- | 


out the approbation of this clerk. It needs no argument to prove that 
both the efficiency and independence of the Commissioner must be im- 
paired by this complexity of administration. 


What should be the qualification of the head of the Patent Office? | 


He should combine an accurate and almost universal knowledge of me- 
chanical principles with a thorough knowledge of patent law and with 
rare executive and administrative ability. He should be pre-eminently 
distinguished for these qualities. His position should be one of entire 
independence. Itis more judicialthan executive. His duties are more 
like those of a judge of a court than an executive officer; they are purely 
judicial and ministerial. The office should be permanent and it should 
be non-political, by which I mean it should have no political signifi- 
cance. 


One of the great defects of the Patent Office has been that the Com- | 
missioner of Patents has felt, if not that he was in a position of degrada- 
He has felt that he has 


tion, he was not in a position of independence. 
been overruled—to use perhaps not a very elegant phrase, snubbed—in 
the administration of his office. 
sioner or of the present Secretary of the Interior. 
edge of the administration of the office in past years. 


So we have had Commissioners who have only been there for two or | 


three years. The moment that they became adapted to discharge well 
the duties of their office they left and went into more lucrative occupa- 


tion, and used the knowledge which they had acquired to obtain prac- 


ticeas patent attorneys or solicitors. It has been understood throughout 


the country that the office of Commissioner of Patents was accepted with 
its present salary and with the limitations upon it simply as offering 
a stepping-stone to lucrative practice outside of the office after the Com- 


missioner should resign. 
The Commissioner should have salary enough to make him feel that 


he was occupying an office both of dignity and profit, and the salary and 


dignity should be at least equal to that of a circuit judge. 


Every year’s experience adds greatly to the capacity and ability of 
In a word, the Patent Office needs and 
demands better administration, and it never will have it as a rule until 


7 It must be held in entirely 
different estimation by Congress and by public sentiment before it will 


the Commissioner of Patents. 
it shall be made a separate Department. 


be what it ought to be. The way to secure this estimation by Congress, 


the way to secure for it what it wants and what it needs and what it 
must have if it is properly to discharge the high functions which de- 
volve upon it, is to separate it entirely from any supervision. by the 


Secretary of the Interior, to make it independent and dignified. 
Third. It has been sadly neglected in the past. 


simply a fifth-wheel of the Interior Department coach. 


Now, I wish to say a few words as tothe ways in which its efficiency 
And I urge with emphasis that it must have more | 


can be promoted. 
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Under the law the principal examiners, assistant exam- | 


The Secretary of | 


[ do not speak of the present Commis- | 
I speak of my knowl- 


It must be enlarged 
and made more efficient, and this never wil] be as long as it remains 
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I quote now from Mr. Burke’s report as far back 


as 1848: 


Thus have I, in five separate communications to Congress and itsappropriate 
committees within the last two years, made full expositions of the embarrassed 
condition of this office growing out of its greatly increased and increasing busi- 
ness, and the inadequacy of its force to perform its duties. 

In view of these facts, lam confident that the Patent Office can not be held 
responsible for the embarrassments and delays which exist in one of the 
branches of its service. I am conscious that the inventors by whose contribu 
tions this important institution is sustained have ‘grievous cause of comp!aint 
on account of the disappointments and injuries which they. suffer from the de- 
lays which their business is compelled to encounter in the Patent Office, but I 
am confident their enlightened liberality will appreciate the earnest and perse- 
vering efforts which have been made by the undersigned to remove the just 
causes of their complaints, and that they will patiently wait the action of Con- 
gress for their relief, which, it is gratifying to know, may be confidently antici- 
pated before the close of the present session. 


| Here is a quotation from the report of the Commissioner of Patents 
in 1872: 

The question of room for the Patent Office is becoming more and more seri- 
| ousevery day. At the present time the working force is greatly crowded, and 

we are compelled to occupy rooms under ground, and with necessarily very 
| imperfect ventilation. The health of many employés has been very seriously 
impaired and the work of the office greatly impeded. Since I have been in the 
| office, now less than two years, eight persons bave died, whose deaths were at- 
tributable, probably, to the occupancy of rooms unfit for such purposes. The 
files and the documents of the office are crowded into such small and inconven- 
ient spaces as to be very difficult of accessand very damaging to the files them- 
selves. When additional rooms can be furnished for the working force of the 
office, those now unsuitable for occupancy by employés can be fitted for receiv 
ing the office files. I earnestly hope that some provision may be made whereby 
the work of the bureau may have sufficient room to be promptly and properly 
executed. 


Let me call attention to what the present Commissioner said in his 
report last January: 


I can notrefrain from repeating what Mr. Commissioner Marble said in regard 
to the rooms occupied by the bureau. Theyare inadequate. [Lam compelled to 
keep valuable documents and records piled on the floor; some are in rooms so 
damp that the papers are moldy. 

Many of the employés occupy small, dark, and damp rooms, and in numer- 
| ous cases their health has been seriously impaired. Withinafew yearsthe entire 
building now occupied by the Department of the Interior will be required by 
this office for the proper accommodation of its force and the safe-keeping of its 
records and files. 


I havea statement made this year by the Commissioner of Patents to 
the Committee on Appropriations, which I ask the Chief Clerk to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Pending consideration of the legisiative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill by Congress the urgent needs of the Patent Office are herewith respect- 
fully presented to the Cminittee on Appropriations. 

There has been a remarkable increase of inventive activity during the last few 
years, which brings a corresponding increase of work to the Patent Office, and 
makes the labor more arduous. 

Owing to the progress of the country, the great increase in population and 
wealth, the widespread rise and growth of new industries, more weighty inter 

| ests, both of inventor and of manufacturer, are now at stake, and these are ina 
great measure dependent upon the thoroughness and accuracy of the work of 
the Patent Office. 

In pursuing their labors the examining corps of the Patent Office must not only 
compare pending applications with each other, adjudicating between them 
where they conflict, but they must compare each application for a patent, for a 
design patent, or for the registration of a trade-mark or label, with patents and 
publications that have gone before, and apply all the tests of patentability es 
tablished by law and by decisions founded in a long course of experience, the 
doctrines of combination, of aggregation, of mechanical skill, double use, new 

| application, &c., as to the relations which these bear individually or in the 
gregate upon the application or case under consideration. 

Knowledge, judgment, skill, experience, and industry are indispensable req- 
uisites. 

But with all human knowledge, with all human judgment, skill, and éxpe- 
rience, with all human industry and perseverance, human capacity is limited 

The increase in the field to be explored causes more than a direct ratio of 

| increase inthe labor to be performed. The increase rather resembles the rule 
of geometrical progression. 

The yearly number of applications now to be examined, including caveats, 
trade-marks, and labels is more than 39,000, nearly 40,000; and with amend- 
ments, arguments, appeals, interferences, and the various interlocutory ques- 
; tions raised by the able lawyers who have engaged in patent practice as a 
specialty, the laborand correspondence in the course of the examination of ap- 
plications for patents, &c., is immense, 

In 1848, whenthe grade of examiner was established, the total number of 
American patents was not over 6,000,and of English patents only about 12,000. 
These with such publications as were accessible at that time, there being only 
one alcove of books, about 1,000 volumes in the scientific library, constituted 
| substantially the whole field over which search had to be made for anticipation 
of any alleged new device. 

At the present day the number of American patents is nearly 300,000, and that 
of the English patents over 140,000. 

As late as 1879 the numberof English patents was only about 110,000 

The number of French patents published was only about 100,000, 

The number of German patents was only 4,390. 

The number of Belgian patents was about 47,000. 

The number of booksin the scientific library for consultation, including peri- 
odicals, &c., was not more than 29,000. 

Now let this be compared with the present fie!d: 

Asalready said, the number of American patents alone is now nearly 300,000, 
and the increase per year is at the rate of about 21,000. 

The number of English patents at the end of 1883 was 140,047, and the in- 
crease is about 6,000 a year. 

The number of French patents published up to December 31, 1883, was about 
172.900. The increase is about 6,000 a year. 

The number of German patents at the end of 1883 was 26,084. The increase 
is about 5,000 a year. 

The number of Belgian patents up to the end of 1883 was 60,043 
is about 3,500 a year. 

The number of Italian patents up to April 30, 1882, was about 13,500. The in 
crease is about 1,20 a year. 

In addition there are thousands of Canadian, Austrian, New Zealand, Nor- 
wegian, and Spanish patents, together with patents of some other countries ® 


i<- 


The increase 
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be consulted 


While the total number of volumes in the library up to Decem- 
ber 31 


was 41,322 


A moment's consideration of these figures, and of the nature of a thorough 


LAS3 
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examination into the legal and patentable novelty, will suffice to show the enor- | 
mous growth in the labor of examination within the past few years and its con- | 
stant increase, and would of itself indicate the absolute necessity foran increase | 


| 
| 


in the force of the Patent Office 

But to make this perhaps the more apparent the following tables are presented 
to serve as a graphic illustration. 

These tables will give some idea of the work to be done, but they do not show 
the same fully, for they do not give the thousands of caveats (2,741 in 1883), the 
thousands of trade-marks and labels (1,849 in 1883) to be examined, nor the ap- 
peals, the various motions, and the interferences which have to be considered 
and decided; nor can they indicate the immensely increased field of labor. The 
field of the past compared with that of the present is like a mere garden plat 
compared with the vast wheatfields of Dakota. 


A Table showing the average number of applications filed with each principal ex- 
aniiner 


Principal 
examin- 
ers. a 


Applica- 


‘ome Average. 


a Exclusive of examiner of interferences. 


B.— Tal 


e showing the average number of applications filed to each individual of the 
examining Jorce 


Individuals.a Applications. Average. 


1, 628 
6, 225 
20, 308 
34, 576 


203+- 
200+ 
231+- 
272+- 


. 
a Exclusive of assistant to examiner of interferences. 

Reports from the examiners show the work of the examing corps in the vari- 
ous divisions to be from two to eight months behind (that is, in some divisions 
of invention an application for a patent can not be taken up for consideration 
in less than eight months from the time it is received in the division), and this 
notwithstanding the fact that the examining corps asa rule is composed of capa- 


ble, energetic, and industrious men, who work many hours beyond the time 
prescribed 


To assist the examining corps large drafts have had to be made upon other di- 


visions of the oflice, and the consequence is that these divisions are likewise 
behind in their work 


To bring the work of the Patent Office up and keep it so for the present there 
should be added to the present force four principal examiners, six first assist- 


ants, ten second assistants, fifteen third assistants, twenty-five fourth assistants, 
all males; in all, sixty individuals 


Mr. PLATT. The quotations which I have made from former Com- 
missioners and the letter of the present Commissioner are but the echo 
of the plea of every Commissioner of Patents from the commence- 
ment of the office down to the present time. The universal cry has 
been for more room, for more force, for room and force to enable the 
office to keep up with its constantly increasing business. 
more than a cry, it has been a wail. 
most criminally limited and cramped for room. 


It has been 


There are 1,000 em- 


| upon us, and we had to do it. 


| damaged to a great extent by rats and other vermin. 





The office is shamefully and al- | 


ployés in the Patent Office building, 471 of whom only belong to the | 


Patent Office. The area oceupied by the Patent Office for clerical pur- 
poses aggregates 22,113 square feet, or 53 square feet to each employé, 
excluding messengers, laborers, &c. No allowance has been made for 
passageways and space required for going from one part of the room to 
another partof thesame room. Thatis alittle more than 7 feet square; 
it is 6 by 9. 
Office, and by no means the worst-crowded rooms, showing how they 
are occupied. 
it to be produced in time to go into my speech to-morrow. 


can examine it at their leisure. [For diagrams see opposite page. ] 


I hope that the process of photolithography will enable | 


Senators | self-sustaining branch of this Government, the only branch or bureau 


I undertake to say that if there were tenement-houses in the city of | 
Washington crowded as the rooms in the Patent Office are crowded | 


there would be one universal cry of indignation going up not only from 
the press of this city but the press of the whole country. Yet in the 
Patent Office it goes on and nobody objects. 
ted to the clerical employés of the Patent Office may be large enough 
for a dungeon, it may be large enough fora tomb, and it may be alittle 
too large for a grave, but it is not a fit amount of room for a human 
being to live and do the work of this Government in. 

I wish to read a few words from the report of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MoRGAN] from the Committee on Public Lands, of April 3, 
1882, to the Senate. 
Land Office and see whether the clerks there had room enough. 
Land Office is in the same building. The report says: 

From these statements a full understanding of the actual condition of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and of the Interior Department building can be obtained. 
committee agree that the Interior Department edifice is incapable of properly 


accommodating the Patent Office, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and the General 


Land Office, and that these difficulties and embarrassments are increasing rap- 
idly 


The want of sufficient room, light, and ventilation is very damaging to the 


The 


loss of time and efficiency in their service. It also exposes the most valuable 


| crowded. 
The space which is allot- | 


| sion demands. 


| half months. 


| it seldom gets what it begs for. 
I have here a diagram of some of the rooms of the Patent | 
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papers and records to theft and to great danger from fire, and has already caused 


the destruction of many of them by mold and decay and by the ravages of in- 
sects and vermin. 


Mr. Lockwood, the chief clerk, says: 


Aside from the question of injury to the service by a separation of the force and 
records is the question of the health of the employés. who are so close together 
that it is frequently impossible to work to advantage. In the accounting divis- 
ion of the Indian Bureau, for instance, there are eight or ten people all crowded 
together in one room, and there is necessarily so much going on in the nature 
of conversations and passing to and fro that the public business is seriously 
interfered with. Some of the employés of the Land Office are occupying part 
of the model-halls of the Patent Office, a place never intended to be used for 
such purposes. The necessity, however, of the accommodation of this force was 


I consider it bad policy to have the records of any 
office located in the hallways for various reasons. In the first place, they are 


In many cases the origi- 
nal records and files of the Patent Office have been almost wholly destroyed, 


and can not be replaced. There are numerous other reasons which will occur 
to the committee why there should be room for people to perform their duties 
and for the proper care ofthe records. I have made a computation of the num- 
ber of square feet occupied by each employé of the Department in the Land, 
Patent, and Indian Offices, and the highest number, I think, was about 8, and 
the lowest about 5, square feet. 


I suppose it is a misprint for 5 feet square. 

I have visited the Patent Office, and I undertake to say that if any 
Senator will go there and see where the clerks are performing their 
duties, will see where the most skilled experts of this country, with the 
best scientific attainments, are performing their duties, down in the rooms 
which until it became absolutely necessary to have more space were 
used only for coal-cellars, huddled together where the sunlight rarely 
or never shines in the room, where there is little or no ventilation, and 
where the air is so foul that I venture to say no Senator can stay an 
hour without becoming nauseated and sick, I think he would have lit- 
tle doubt that something should be done not only to increase the effi- 
ciency of the office, but to prevent the almost barbarous treatment of 
its employés. I speak strongly, but I think no moreso than the occa- 
Yet notwithstanding all this ery for more room and 
more force, since this report was made in 1882 showing that there could 
be no more persons crowded into that building, the force of the Land 
Office has been increased thirty, the forcein the Indian Office three, and 
to make room for them the force in the Patent Office has been decreased 
twenty-one. 

As a matter of course the Patent Office is sadly behind in its work. 
In the division of chemistry they are eleven weeks behind; in textiles, 
seven months; in dairy, fences, tobacco, &c., five months. In hydrau- 
lics and pneumatics, four and a half months; in harvesters, eight and a 
If aman produces an invention which will save one-tenth, 
one-quarter, or one-half the cost of harvesting the entire crop of the 
West, he can not get his application considered under eight months in 
the Patent Office by reason of the want of force. In fine arts, apparel, 
&c., the office is four months behind; in printing, binding, and paper 
manufacture, seven and a half months; in civil engineering, three and 
a half months; in household furniture, five months; in heating, illumin- 
ating, and drying, four and a half months; in electricity three months; 
in metal work, three and a half months. These are a few of the di- 
visions of the office. Others are not so far behind, but scarcely any of 
them are able to keep up with current applications. 

Whenever more clerical force has been applied for, the answer which 
I have heard has been, first, want of room, and second, economy. 
There never will be room enough until it is made a separate Depart- 
ment. These other branches and divisions of the Interior Department 
will crowd upon it and crowd it down, as they have done in the past. 
As for economy, I have shown that the Patent Office has been and is 
still a supplicant. It begs for what itshould have as a right, and then 
I have shown that it has been crowded 
into the coal-holes and the busement, where foul gases and impure odors 
destroy health, and where work must be inadequately performed. 

Would you think that this ‘‘ pauper whoni nobody owns”? is the only 


of the Government that pays its way? It has paid all its expenses and 

has a fund to its credit to-day of $2,727,107, not including, as I believe, 

the amount that Congress took from its fund to help pay for the build- 

ing into the basement and coal-cellars of which it has been largely 
That would swell its surplus to over $3,000,000. 

Isaid it hadasurplusfand. I should have said it did have asurplus 


| fund once; it controlled the surplus fund once; but in such poor esti- 
| mation was it held that its fund was taken away from it by public law, 


The committee was called upon to investigate the 
| built it. 


| and still have a surplus. 
The | 


| building is exclusively used, or nearly so, by the Patent Office. 
health of the employés, and greatly delays them in their work, causinga serious 


and to-day and for years past it has had to pay day by day its earnings 
into the Treasury of the United States, the surplus to be used for the 
benefit of the other departments of the Government. Surplusno longer 
exists in practice; and nevertheless let me say the inventors of this 
country feel as if that Patent Office building belonged to them. They 

It was built for them. They have more than paid for it. 
They can pay for it to-day out of the surplus fund of the Patent Office 
More than $1,500,000 has been paid into the 
Treasury by inventors on rejected applications alone. 

I undertake to say that visitors who come here from foreign lands 
and from distant parts of our own country have no idea but what that 
They 
have no idea that there are over five hundred other clerks within the 
building, and that its poorest part is assigned to the Patent Office. 
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PLASTICS, OILS, FATS, AND GLUE, SUGAR AND SALT, 
REFRIGERATION, GAMES, AND TOYS. 
Scale one-fourth inch per 1 foot. 
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Rooms 91 and 89. 


Scale one-fourth inch per 1 foot. 


The truth is, the Patent Office has been crowded into the kitchen of 
the house it built, it has been made to eat with the servants, and the 
other bureaus of the Department sit in the parlors and regale them- 
selves with the delicacies of the family table. 

The system of examination should be greatly improved. The value 
of the patent system depends largely upon a more thorough examina- 
tion of the applications. The statement of the Commissioner read by 
the Chief Clerk shows how impossible it is to make any careful exami- 
nation of the applications which are made. I have heard within the last 
week of the case of an application for a patent involving a new process, 
if it be patentable, a process which will largely revolutionize certain 
branches of business in the country, a process about the patentability 
of which the inventor had serious doubt, his attorney had serious doubt. 
All the examination that that application received was such as was given 
to it when it was referred by the principal examiner in the morning to 
one of the assistant examiners, and before noon was passed upon affirma- 
tively, and the order to issue a patent made. Such hurried, incom- 
plete examinations are simply unavoidable. The examiners can not 
give the time to the examination of applications which care requires. 

As I said, the future utility and benefit of the patent system depends 
largely upon a more rigid examinativn of applications. It is the duty 
of the Patent Office to see that ps tents are not improperly issued as 
well as to see that patents are properly issued. It is the duty of the 
Patent Office to so examine the applications as that no title-deed to an 
invention will be given to an applicant if he is not actually and truly 





the first and original inventor of a useful improvement; and I venture 
to say this never will be done until the Patent Office is made an inde- 
pendent Department. I venture to say that so long as it obtains its 
supplies, its moneys, through the grace of the Secretary of the Interior 
it never will have sufficient force to examine patents properly or have 
sufficient room for the examiners to work in. 

What is the result of a want of careful examination? The result is, 
first, that the public is imposed upon. In the second place, that pat- 
entees have to become litigants to determine their rights. This isa 
matter which has been frequently urged by Commissioners, and { ask 
especiaily to refer to the report of Commissioner Leggett in 1475 at 
page 9: 

It is well known that complaints from many sections of the country against 
our whole patent system arise almost exclusively from patents that are improp 
erly granted, because of the want of proper supervision in their examination ; 
and with so many persons examining and passing applications for issue, it isan 
impossibility to establish anything like a uniformity of practice in the office or 
to get any such supervision as will attain what the law is intended to secure 
that is, the rights of the inventor without infringing upon the rights of the public 

I also call attention to the present Commissioner’s report with refer- 
ence to the increase of the salaries of the examining force, an absolute 
necessity if the services of men having the knowledge capacity required 
to discriminate in the granting of patents are to be retained 

I concur in what my predecessor said in his report, dated September 14, 1583 
to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior in regard to salaries. The exam- 
ining corps in this bureau should be composed of men of first-class ability and 
undoubted integrity. Itisof consequence to inventors and tothe people at large 
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that patents should not be improvidently issued. 
in the main, be relied upon to prevent this. Not one patent in fifty comes under 
the personal supervision of the Commissioner or his assistant. The examiners 
determine these important questions in the first instance, and in a great majority 
of cases firstand finally. The Government, I submit, can afford (especially when 
inventors provide the funds) to pay as full compensation for first-class ability 
and strict integrity as a private individual or corporation. The experience of 
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The examining corps must, | 


the office is that it is next to impossible to secure, with the hope of retaining for | 


more than a short period, assistant examiners whose thorough fitness renders 
them especially valuable to the service. They are constantly leaving to accept 
more lucrative employment outside. Since every conceivable advantage is on 
the side of just, not tosay liberal, compensation, I trust it may please Congress 
to adopt the suggestions of my predecessor and provide the increase of salaries 
indicated in the estimates submitted, as well as for the increase of the force em- 
pl »y ed. 


ing that they can earn much more outside of the office than in it, that 
they can at least earn as much where their lives and health will be less 
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ment. I want this glaring inconsistency of the inventors of the coun- 
try paying the expenses of that branch of the Government and furnish- 
ing the Government from $300,000 to $500,000 annually in addition to 
continue until its voice shall be heard through the land in favor of the 
establishmeftt of the Patent Office as an independent Department. 
Agriculturists have been slow to acknowledge their dependence on 
patents, but they have been loud in their demands for the enlargement 
of the Agricultural Department. Whatwas the origin of the Agricult- 
ural Department? It is the child of the Patent Office. The Patent 
Commissioner had charge of the agricultural work from 1836 to 1862, 


| and if I am not mistaken the inventors of the country paid theentire 


endangered, frequently, I may say usually, resign just when the know]- | 


edge acquired in the office makes their retention especially desirable. | port and call it the Patent Office Report. 


A fair increase in the salary of examiners, with proper rooms in which 
to discharge their duties, would, I believe, result in giving the office the 


benefit of the life services of a body of the most skilled and scientific | 
experts in the world, and vastly enhance the value of our patent system. | 


If the creation of an independent department for the Patent Office 
has only the effect to discriminate in the granting of patents and the 


upon the country will be immense. 


I wish to say that there should be a classification and abridgment of 


patents. This was proposed in 1873, and from 1873 to 1880 the Com- 
missioners called repeatedly attention to it. In 1880 at last an appro- 
priation of $10,000 was grudgingly given—no, let me say was wrung 
from Congress—for the classification and abridgment of patents. What 
do we want this classification and abridgment of patents for? Simply 


that all the patents may be brought together and arranged under their | 


respective heads, as, for instance, the patents relating to agriculture, and 
that they may be abridged so that not only the inventors but the per- 
son who is to buy or use a patented invention can have the volume 
before him and see whether he is about to trespass upon or infringe 
the rights of some other inventor. In short, the inventor wants such 
an abridgment that he may see whether the contrivance he is thinking 
about has already been patented. 
against imposition. I am quite convinced that such an abridgment, 
accessible to all, would greatly reduce the number of applications for 
unpatentable devices and largely prevent the sale of worthless or an- 
ticipated patents. 

Now, is not that a good work? Is it nota work that needs to be 
done? Yet when $10,000 had been wrung from a reluctant—I will not 
say hostile—Congress in 1880 to pursue this work, and when they got 
the classification and abridgments nearly done as to agricultural pat- 
ents, the work was stopped because the appropriation was stopped. 
The Patent Office was paying $300,000 a year over its expenses into the 
United States Treasury, but they could not have $10,000 a year to 
continue this necessary and beneficial work that would undoubtedly 
pay its own expenses, and the first volume, though nearly completed, 
has never been issued, and is so much dead and useless material in the 
Patent Office storage-rooms. 

So, too, the printing of specifications of old patents should be con- 
tinued. By that I mean this: The specifications of patents have all 
been printed back to about No. 47000. The work should becompleted 
back to the first patent. There ought to be a complete printed record 
of all the patents of the United States from the first granted down to 
the present time. Such reproduction would be useful not only to in- 
ventors but toeverycitizen. It is a part of the history of our progress. 
So the index of patentees should be completed. Let me read, at the 
risk of wearying the Senate, that has been so indulgent to me, a few 
words from the report to the Commissioner of Patents by the chief ot 
the issue and Gazette division, January 18, 1884: 

Some twelve years ago an attempt was made to complete a general index 
which should not only cover these patents but all patents down to the date of 
compilation (1873). The subject-matter portion was completed, published, and 
bound in three volumes, and has since been on sale at $10 perset. The companion 
volume, Index to Patentees, covering the same period of time, was not finished, 
and came into my hands when I assumed charge of the division in an incom- 
plete state, awaiting an appropriation. As opportunity offered, with only the 
regular force of the division, the preparation of the work for the printer was 
completed, but as no appropriation could be obtained for its publication the 
matter has lain in manuscript packages in the storage-rooms of the basement 
until dust, dampness, handling, and the rats have seriously damaged it. 

That is a fine showing for an office in this Government which is not 
only paying its way but paying at the rate of from $200,000 to $500,000 
a year into the national Treasury. 

While I have been speaking I have received from a prominent man- 
ufacturing firm in my own State a dispatch asking me if I can not say 
something in favor of reducing patent fees. Mr. President, the patent 
fees ought to be reduced. A tax upon inventors which produces more 
than enough to pay the current expenses of the office is simply shame- 
ful. Itisa tax upon knowledge, a tax on invention, a tax which in 
itself is as iniquitous and abominable as a tax upon authors or scientists 
would be. Still I am compelled to say that I do not want the fees paid 


The public wants it to secure itself 





: ss -™ tah : | expense of that service in connection with the Patent Office for twenty- 
Under the present system of inadequate salaries the examiners, find- | : 


five years. Until 1849 there was no separate report, The Commis- 
sioner of Patents reported his work in the agricultural line, and from 
1849 up to 1862, when there was a separate report, it was called the 
Patent Office Report, and to-day men write me for the Agricultural Re- 
Many of the farmers in this 
country still believe that the Agricultural Department is in some way 
connected with the Patent Office. 

The Agricultural Department is the daughter of the Patent Office, 
but we have taken the daughter away from her mother; we have built 
her a fine house and furnished elegant surroundings; we have given 


: a : : | her costly and fashionable clothing; we pet, I will not say pamper her; 
adequate compensation of the examining corps the benefit conferred he y and . } y pant 


we pay her every possible attention, while the old lady, her foster- 
mother, still scrubs along in the kitchen of the Interior Department 


| and is never noticed except when she deposits the surplus of her 


daily earnings in the Treasury for the benefit of the rest of the family. 
It is a shame, and the inventors are beginning to regard it as a shame, 
and they are going to be heard in their demand that the Patent Office 
shall receive better treatment than it has received. I make no com- 
plaint that the Agricultural Department has been made independent; 
I only protest against the studied neglect of its parent. 

Let me close by noticing an argument that I have heard urged against 
this bill. I have heard it stated that the moment we get the Patent 
Office created an independent department we shall be wanting to have 
its head a Cabinet officer. That demand will never come from me, 
Mr. President; and if I am here in my place in the Senate and it is ever 
made I will oppose it. ‘There is no reason why the head of the Patent 
Office department should be a member of the Cabinet. The Cabinet 
is large enough already. It requires neither the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture nor the Commissioner of Patents within it. They can not add 
to its value; they can not add to its strength. The Patent deparfment 
is not of a character which requires representation in the executive 
council; it exercises little influence on the administrative policy of the 
Government, very little more influence than do the courts. There is 
neither need nor propriety that the head of the department should be 
one of the President’s constitutional advisers, and I venture to say that 
in the last twenty years no question has ever arisen in Cabinet council 
regarding the administration of the business of the Patent Office. | 
venture to say the Secretary of the Interior has not been called upon 
in Cabinet sessions in twenty years to express any opinion as to the 
managementof that portion of his Department. With the other branches 
it is different; the railroads, the Indians, and the lands have much to 
do with the political management of our Government. The adminis- 
tration must have a policy with regard to the Indians, with regard to 
land grants and Jand-grant railroads, but as to patents it needs and 
should have no other policy than that so plainly expressed in the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. President, I think I have given sound reasons why the patent 
system should be permitted to stand alone. If time would have per- 
mitted I might have urged many other weighty considerations. I am 
sure that in what I have said I voice the sentiment of a great multitude 
of our people who have a right to be heard 4nd who will be heard in 
favor of this proposition. It is a voice that comes from men who have 
contributed most to our national prosperity, to our power, to our influ- 
ence, to our advancing civilization. Itis rather a demand than a voice, 
and we shall do well to heed it. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2334) to release the American Baptist Home Mission 
Society from the conditions of the sale of the marine-hospital build- 
ing and grounds at Natchez, Miss.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5255) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. Fillmore, 
deceased. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) 


by inventors reduced until the Patent Office becomes a separate Depart- | the Senate adjourned. 
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| grounds were conveyed by the Secretary of the Treasury to said society, for and 


| in consideration of the sum of $5,000, upon the express condition and covenant 


MonDAY, March 31, 1884. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN | 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


CONSULAR BUILDINGS AT SHANGHAT, CHINA. 


Mr. HARDEMAN, from the Committee on Expenditures in the State | 
Department, reported back the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be instructed to furnish the House of 
Representatives with copies of all papers and correspondence on file in the 
Department of State between the said Department of State and Mr. Young, 
United States minister at Pekin, O. N. Denny, esq., late United States consul- 
general at Shanghai, and George F. Seward, esq., while consul-general of the 
United States to China, having reference to the present premises owned or 
leased by him, together with all circular notices and instructions issued by the 
said State Department within the last eighteen months regarding the use and 
occupation of consular premises, including the dwellings of consular officers in 
China, and the responses thereto by the consular officers in China; also a copy 
of the letter of resignation of said O. N. Denny, late United States consul-gen- 
eral, resigning his said office, and letter accompanying the same, and of the 
answer of the Department accepting such resignation, as well as with a detailed 
statement of all moneys paid by the said Department of State for the rent of the 
present consular premises at Shanghai, China, for the past nine years. 


Mr. HARDEMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I ask nanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture some resolu- 
tions adopted by the Georgia State agricultural society. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

Georgia State Agricultural Society, session at Savannah, February 12, 1884. 


The following resolutions were introduced by Hon. Morgan Rawls, and unani- 
mously adopted: . 
Resolved, That this convention of delegates, representing the agricultural 





associations of the State of Georgia, with an earnest desire to elevate the pur- 
suit of agriculture on a full and recognized equ ality, in civil and political char- 
acter, with any and all honorable callings and professions of high order, do 
hereby most respectfully and earnestly petition Congress, now in session, to 
take guch action as may be necessary to place the Department of Agriculture on 
an equal footing with each and all of the Exe: utive Departments of the Govern- 
ment. 


Resolved, That the members of Congress from this State be requested to pre- 
sent the foregoing resolution to Congress ani use their efforts to accomplish its 
pur ; 
Resolved, That the secretary o1 ‘his convention forward a copy of these resolu- 
tions to each memhcx« o1 Congress from inis State. 

A trve copy. 

E. C. GRIER, Secretary 
WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. POLAND. 
Friday last made an adverse report upon the bill (H. R. 1980) for the 
relief of William McGarrahan; there is also a minority report upon 
that bill. It was understood that the bill would be placed upon the 
Private Calendar, but it was laid upon the table. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PIEDMONT RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6256) 
to authorize the Court of Claims to take jurisdiction of and adjudge the 
claim of the Piedmont Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABBIE SHARPE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Some time ago the bill (H. R. 2018) 
for the relief of Abbie Sharpe was reported adversely. I am directed 
by the Committee on Claims to ask that the bill, with the adverse re- 
port, be recommitted to that committee for review. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, NATCHEZ, MISS. 


Mr. MOULTON. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 2334) to release 
the American Baptist Home Mission Society from the conditions of the 
sale of the marine-hospital building and grounds at Natchez, Miss. 
It was reported unanimously from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and relates simply toalocal matter. It is for the purpose of sanctioning 
the sale of property owned by a colored Baptist society in the city of 
Natchez. It will take but a moment to consider it. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Private Calen- 
dar and considered in the House. ° 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the marine-hospital building and grounds at Natchez, Miss., were 
sold, under and in pursuance of law, at public auction, on the 15th of February, 
1876, to the American Baptist Home Mission Society, for the sum of $5,000, it 
being the highest bidder at said sale; and 

ereas, pursuant to act of Con approved August 15, 1876, said sale was 


authorized and confirmed, and by deed dated January 4, 1877, said building and 


A majority of the Committee on the Judiciary on | 


| nevertheless in said deed contained that the building on said grounds should be 


reconstructed and devoted, under responsible auspices, to purposes of instruec- 
tion for the benefit of the colored people of the United States, in accordance 
with the said act authorizing and confirming said conveyance ; and 

Whereas the said society has faithfully fulfilled the conditions and covenants 


| in said deed contained, and now desires to sell said building and grounds to the 


city of Natchez for the purposes of a city hospital, and to devote the proceeds of 
such sale tothe construction of a school building at Jackson, Miss., to be used 
for the purposes of education for the benefit of the colored people ; Therefore 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to quitclaim and release the said marine-hospital building and grounds 
to the said American Baptist Home Mission Society, free and clear ofthe afore- 
said conditions and covenants in said deed contained. 


Mr. RANDALL. That bill is all right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOULTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on th« 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ELLIS. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call of 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. Before the 
call is proceeded with the Chair will lay before the House sundry per- 
sonal requests of members, if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JOHNS. WISE, for two days. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SENEY, until April 8, onaccount of important business. 

To Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, for three days. 


PENSIONS, BOUNTY, AND BACK PAY. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, by instructions of the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, asked and 
obtained unanimous consent jor the reprinting of Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 43, with additions and corrections made by the committee 

PACTFIC NATIONAL BANK, BOSTON. 

Mr. BUCKNER, by instructions of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, asked and obtained unanimous consent to have printed for 
the use of the House the statements, records, and evidence in the inves- 
tigation of the Pacific National Bank of Boston, Mass. . 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. CASSIDY, by instructions of the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, asked and obtained unanimous consent that the communication 
of the Commissioner of Railroads relative to the indebtedness to the 
Government of the Union and Central Pacific Railroads be printed for 
the use of the House and of the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. CURTIN. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLs] to 
withdraw the call for the regular order for the moment. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is withdrawn. 

JOHN 8S. FILLMORE. 

Mr. CURTIN. lIask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 5255) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas on the 4th day of December, A. D., 1864, John S. Fillmore, then of 
Denver, Colo., since deceased, conveyed to the United States of America lots 
numbered 28 and 29, in block numbered 46, in Denver City (east division), per 
survey of E. D. Boyd, in the then Territory of Colorado, for the purpose and 
upon the condition that the same should be occupied asa post-office site, which 
condition has never been in any part performed: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That all the interest which the United States of America ac- 
quired by, through, or under the said deed to the said lots as above described 
be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to and vested in the persons who by the 
laws of Colorado would have been entitled thereto, at the date of the death of 
said Fillmore, bad the said deed never been made, and to their heirs and as- 
signs forever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the only consideration for that claim is 
that the post-office was not located on the site designated for the pur- 
pose. 

Mr. CURTIN. 
right. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Private Cal- 
endar and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


Yes; it was located on another site. The bill is all 





The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MARY A. LEWIS. 
Mr. BROADHEAD 
for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on Claims. 
There heing no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ADULTERATED FOOD AND DRUGS. 

Mr. BEACH. I am directed by the Committee on Public Health 
to report back with an amendment the resolution which I send to the 
desk and to ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. 
be opportunity for objection. 

The Cierk read as follows 

Whereas it is popularly charged and generally believed that divers and vari- 
ous articles of food, drink, and medicine are adulterated by admixture with 
baser and usually deleterious substances; and 

Whereas such adulterated compounds are injurious to public health and cal- 
culated to shorten human life: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That the Committee on Public Health be authorized and directed | 


to inquire into the truth of said alleged abuse, and to report to this House the 
result of their investigation at as early a day as practicable; and if it shall be 
shown that such practices exist, then to suggest or recommend in their report 
what further legislation, if any, is necessary to correct the wrong. And that 
they may the more effectively do their work, 

Be it further resolved, That said committee be, and they are hereby, empowered 


to send for persons and papers and to employ such chemical and medical ex- | 


perts as they may deem necessary to carry out the end, aim, and object in view 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out the words “and to employ such chemical and medical experts.” 
The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 
Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. BEACH. 
Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] that this resolution simply authorizes the Com- 
mittee on Public Health to make investigation in regard to adulterated 
food and drugs. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
lution ? 
The SPEAKER. There is. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to hear the report read. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the consideration of the reso- 
lution, and it is not before the House. 
Mr. DUNHAM 
renew it after the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I object. 


The Committee on Public Health, to which the annexed resolution was re- 
ferred, has had the same under consideration, and directed that it be amended 
by striking out the words “and employ such chemical and medical experts,” 
and as thus amended recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. 
this report ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
consideration 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


this investigation. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I object to the resolution, but not to its 


I would like to hear some reason for 
I suppose the resolution contemplates sending for 
persons and papers, and probably the committee will become migratory 
before they get through. If this expenditure is to be made I would 
like to know why. That is all. 

Mr. BEACH. I willstate for the information of the gentleman from 
Indiana that this resolution does not contemplate the expenditure of 
any money whatever. For the purpose of avoiding such expenditure, 
the Committee on Public Health, to which the resolution was referred, 
has struck out those words which proposed to authorize the employment 
of chemical and medical experts. From the language of the resolution 
it appears, as the gentleman from Indiana would have observed if he 
had listened to the reading, that there is being palmed off on the market 
a large amount of adulterated food and drugs, and this inquiry is pro- 
posed for the purpose of ascertaining to what extent these adulterations 
prevail, and whether any legislation is necessary to prevent them in 
the future. That is the simple object of the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But the resolution does contemplate 
sending for persons and papers, and this must involve the expenditure 
of money. Now, we have always had adulterated drinks, foods, and 
everything of that kind in this country. Unless there is something 
peculiar in the present situation there is no occasion whatever for mak- 
ing this matter the subject of Congressional investigation. While I 
am not very much of a “‘ State-rights’’ man, I think this is a subject 
to which the States may properly give attention and as to which local 
legislation may afford every necessary relief. Therefore, unless there 
is some peculiar reason, unless there is now existing something out of 
the ordinary course, I can not see why this investigation should be had. 

The truth is, there is a tendency, I fear, on the part of Congress to 
raise these investigations. I think the rule has been established—at 


I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 690) | 


eee 


The resolution will be read, after which there will | 


I will state for the information of the gentleman from | 


Is there a report accompanying the reso- | 


I withdraw the objection, reserving the right to | 
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specific charge is made. If this investigation is directed toward the 
oleomargarine question, let it be so stated. I hope at least that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] will indicate what kinds of 
food or drugs the committee proposes to investigate. Unless there is 
some particular object to be attained by the investigation, it ought not 
to be had. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, we have been trying for some time to 
get before the House the question of the investigation of oleomargarine 
and adulterated dairy products, but from one accident and another have 
failed todo so. AsI understand the scope of this resolution it per- 
mits that investigation. 

It was provided by a clause in the agricultural appropriation act passed 
at the first session of the Forty-seventy Congress that the Agricul: tral 
Department should make inquiry into the amount and other statistics 
of these adulterated dairy products. Inquiries were sent out from the 
Agricultural Department to different parts of the country wherever the 
officials could hear of these manufactures, but they utterly failed to 
elicit any information giving the quantity of these products or the 
markets where they are used or disposed of. An attempt was made to 
obtain this information through the Produce Exchange of New York; 
but the secretary of that association answered, as others have done, 
that, the manufacture and sale of these products being carried on clan- 


| destinely, the association was unable to trace or track them, and there- 


fore could give no statistics, although they knew that immense quan- 
tities were scattered through the country, and were consumed by per- 
sons who did not know what they were using, because of the secrecy 
and fraud of this trade. 

It has been shown within a few days, Mr. Speaker, by examinations 
in the State of New York, that the workmen who were engaged in the 
manufacture of these substances were so affected by the acids used 
for the purpose of deoderizing the filthy materials which were manufact- 
ured into dairy products, as they call them, that their nails fell from 
their hands and their teeth dropped from their mouths. In that State 
they have made as fair and full an investigation as can be made in any 
one State. 

Besides that, we see in the West that the State of Missouri has seen 
fit to protect itself by laws of absolute prohibition of this commodity. 
And yet here in Washington, and all over the country, we are subject 
to have these products forced upon us by the cupidity of dishonest men, 
while we are left without power to protect ourselves in any manner 
whatsoever. : 

I do not understand this resolution intended particularly this item, 
but I believe ifit is passed it will give this Housean opportunity, give 
the Medical Committee a chance for investigation, which will have the 
effect to expose and uncover beyond all doubt the evils which, as I 
think, actually exist in reference to this particular matter, and will be 
the means of giving us the power to remedy the evil effects of this abom- 
inable traffic which has been forced upon us to the injury of great. agri- 
cultural interests and the poisoning of whole communities. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I trust this investigation will be under 
the authority of Congress. It can be made more thorough and effectual 
than by single States not acting in concert. 

I fully indorse all that has fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
New York. The imitations of genuine butter which are spread broad- 
cast over the land, made undoubtedly from materials used forthe pur- 
pose by deodorizing them or otherwise fitting them for sale in the market, 
are undermining the health of the people who are subject to their use. 

But this resolution goes much further. We know weareall the time 
receiving circulars or being informed through the columns of the pub- 
lic press that the various articles which enter into our daily food are be- 
ing corrupted and poisoned by adulterations for the purpose of cheap- 
ening them, and thereby injuring the public health. And it does seem 
to me that any resolution ought to receive the sahction of this Congress 
which looks to an investigation calculated to protect the health of the 
people of the country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if it be true as has been 
asserted, why may not the committee formulate a bill so far as Con- 
gress may have jurisdiction to legislate to prevent these ev:ls? It is 
assumed they exist. If Congress has power to legislate under the as- 
sumption they do exist, I can not see what good can come out of an in- 
vestigation of the facts. If the committee are merely sent out to ascer- 
tain whether these adulterations are made, why may they not assume 
they are made, and in that view why may they not bring legislation 
At the end of this investigation it 
may be ascertained, and I presume it will be, that butter and other 
commodities are adulterated, and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. BEACH. I have to inform the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am not responsible for the introduction of this resolu- 
tion, nor is the committee of which I happen to be chairman. It was 
introduced here by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. GREEN] 


| and sent to our committee, and we reported it back favorably with an 


| 


least gentlemen have intimated the rule should be—that no investi- | 


gation involving persons or commodities shovld be had unless some 


amendment so the committee might not have the power to employ 
medical experts, but otherwise should enter upon this investigation. 
We thought, however, that the powers of the committee would be 
seriously crippled if they did not have the power to send for persons 
and papers. 





1884. 





Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
gation unless you have experts? oe 

Mr. BEACH. Weill be enabled to obtain information, upon which 
information we can predicate a bill, and in that way bring the whole 
matter before the House for action. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But I do not see how you can get 
your facts unless you have these experts. 

“ Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 
rmit me. 

Mr. BEACH. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the reso- 
lution whether this object can be accomplished with a limitation, of 
expenditure, say to $1,000? 
to say that this subject has been before a committee of which I am 
a member from time to time. I can say further, we are not in posses- 
sion of undisputed facts at this time sufficiently to give direction to 
proper legislation. 1 had some doubt about the propriety of this reso- 
lution at first until I further considered its scope. I regard it as a part 
of the information necessary for our future action in reference to the 
verified exports of the country. Those products are now increasing, 
and there is great interest in this question. There is great interest in 
my own State, which is rapidly becoming a State for the production of 
food from the dairy. This touches a question in reference to which we 
have been getting petitions for two or three years. 

If this committee can within a reasonable time and at a reasonable 
expenditure of money ascertain the real facts with reference to this 
adulteration, I believe it will be beneficial not only to the country but 
also to Congress in formulating any legislation that may be necessary 
upon the subject. But what seems to be an objection in the minds of 
some gentlemen will be removed if the committee charged with the 
investigation of this matter, provided it shall be ordered, are willing 
to accept an amendment fixing the amount of the expenditure at not 
to exceed $1,000. I would like to hear the opinion of the gentleman 
from New York upon that point. 

Mr. BEACH. In answer to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I desire to say that it was not in the contemplation of the com- 
mitteee to expend any money whatever to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. KASSON. It would be no objection to me if the investigation 
did involve some expenditure, as it usually does when committees are 
authorized to send for persons. They should certainly pay the ex- 
penses of witnesses who appear before the committee. 

Mr. BEACH. There is such widespread feeling throughout the coun- 
try with reference to this matter, that we have had already voluntary 
offers of testimony from nearly every section where this manufacture 
is carried on. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to express my concur- 
rence with the views expressed by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWNE]. Ifit is deemed necessary that any action whatever shall be 
taken upon this subject, undoubtedly we are already in possession of the 
facts. We all have information now as to the adulteration of butter, 
and with reference to the manufacture of imitation butter, oleomargarine, 
&ec., by the ton, as referred to by the gentleman from New York. Itisa 
manufacture that is already in existence; and while I do not speak of it 
now as a thing to be absolutely condemned, but only of the fact that it 
exists, and that the adulteration of butter in many forms and with many 
substances, whether deleterious or otherwise I do not pretend to say, is 


What can be gained by the investi- 


In that connection, Mr. Speaker, I desire | 
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as notorious as any other fact connected with our commerce, sti!! there is | 


nothing in the manufacture itself that can give us jurisdiction over a 
question that does not belong to us. But if this information, which we 


gress has the power to impose legislative restrictions upon the manufact- 
ure, let me ask what would be the effect of ascertaining more about the 
subject by an investigation as proposed here? But, sir, I am not sure 
that any necessity exists for Congressional action at all upon the subject. 


Each State within itself, under the power that it possesses to establish | 
police regulations, has the unquestioned right to pass laws of inspection | 


and to regulate the manufacture and sale of adulterated or unwholesome 
food products. 

Mr. KASSON Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that that 
would not protect us here in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEACH. Nor in the Territories. 

Mr. KASSON. 
ports. 
Mr. REAGAN. It is true thatit would not apply to the District of 
Columbia or to the Territories; but the States have power within them- 
selves to regulate the business, and if it be deemed necessary we can 
adopt such measures as will restrict the manufacture and sale within 
the Territories. But my point is—and I do not care to go into the ques- 
tion now of the constitutional power of Congress to enter upon this 
question of legislation in the States—my point is that if it be necessary 
to adopt some measure to meet the evil, what is the need for an inves- 
tigation for the purpose of devising legislation, at the end of which in- 
vestigation we would know exactly what we know now ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I think we have now already 
presented before the committees of this House some six or seven thou- 
sand bills for our action. 


| your committee receives testimony or information 


Before the war we used to have about five | 
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hundred bills during the session. Now we have somewhere about 
8,000. We are omnivorous. We are taking in everything. We are 
now discussing a matter of health—a local matter—and after a while 
we will have a committee sent out to investigate how much sand the 
grocer puts into his sugar or how much water is put into the milk. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. This resolution covers that now. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Of course it covers it, State rights and all. 
Why can not we keep within the purview of our Federal power? Why 
this investigation? Is it to investigate oleomargarine? What is it? 
Is it to help the farmer? If it is, lettheStates do it. That is within 
their ordinary functions. It is a local matter belonging to the States 
Let us keep our hands out of it. I see my colleague has risen for some 
purpose. 

Mr. BEACH. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. BEACH. Will my friend tell me whether during the last Con- 
gress he did not vote in favor of a bill to prohibit the importation of 
adulterated tea? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
abroad. 

Mr. BEACH. 
our export trade. 

But during the consideration of that proposition to stop the importa- 
tion of adulterated teas I objected because it did not go farenough. W: 
have adulterated coffee and adulterated spices and all other matters of 
adulterated commodities coming in from abroad, and the object of this 
is to see if we can not formulate a general law upon the subject that 
will stop it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Committee on Commerce has already 
reported or is to report upon this and kindred subjects in a general in- 
spection bill covering exports and imports. That would be wise. But 
the idea of putting these little microscopic bills in every Monday morn 
ing for the purpose of giving work for investigating committees and 
going for the *‘surplus’’ is what the great body of this Congress and of 
this country should object.to. I therefore move to lay this proposition 
on the table. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask the gentleman to withhold that motion until 
I can have a moment on this question. I know he is very courteous, 
and I appeal to him to do so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to my friend from the Saint Law- 
rence, and will withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. PARKER. Ia very few words it is my wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the fact that there 
is now being established (of course he does not know it) at San An- 
tonio, Tex., a great manufactory for the manufacture of this kind of 
butter. One hundred thousand cattle are now being gathered together 
there to make the first organization of this establishment, which is to 
send its beef-butter to the North. 

I wish to say further, we are familiar with the fact that the city of 
New York, so well represented and so long by the gentleman from Ohio, 
or from New York by the way of Ohio, has an immense shipping in- 
terest in this commodity. We are well aware that the oil made in the 
city of New York from tallow shipped from Chicago is sent te Holland 
and Belgium by the ship-load, and there, 50 per cent. perliaps of fresh 
butter having been mixed with 50 per cent. of this ingredient, the mixt- 
ure is shipped to England and other markets and there meets our prod- 
ucts on those shores. 

To show the necessity of further investigation I desire to quote a few 


That was a matter of commerce from 


That is what this is or what it contemplateS—it affects 


| sentences of a letter from John H. Hodgson, secretary of the commit- 
all possess, is not sufficient for the introduction of a bill, provided Con- | 


tee on information and statistics of the New York Prodace Exchange 
He says: 


The manufacture, transportation, and, to a large extent, the handling of it by 
dealers and retailers are so secret and misleading thatthe dairy section through- 
out the United States, with traders in this and other cities in pure butters 
suffering severely. 

In fact, the decreased export trade in butter may be largely laid at the dooz of 
imitation butters. 

It would seem that nothing short of national legislation thereon, with severe 
penalties for the unlawful and fraudulent issuance and representations, intended 
or otherwise, of those manufactured imitation butters, would suffice for the 
protection of producers and dealers in pure butters. 


are 


I have also acommunication, dated February 20, from a manufacturer 


s ; : , | in the city of New York, in which he says: 
Nor would it afford a proper guarantee for our ex- 


As we are interested in these articles, we should like to know when and where 
Being manufacturers of the , 
article, we are able to give you some very important information, and one of 
our firm will be willing toappear when called upon to do so. 

As a matter of later information I may state I have been shown 
within a few days a new commodity that the manufacturer calls cream- 
erine. He does not tell how it is made, but he says it can be made for 
14 cents a pound; and they will put one-half or two-thirds of this cream- 
erine in what they will call butter when the article iscompleted. Thus 
a new commodity, now threatening the dairy products of the country, 
can be made for 14 cents per pound, and will be sold for 30 or 40. I ask 


that this committee, in addition to its other duties, shall be allowed to 
investigate this matter, not in the interest of a locality, but in the inter- 
est of the dairymen, farmers, and consumers of the country. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 


My friend from New York, my colleague 

























































































2428 


[Mr. PARKER], seems to locate me in Ohio. 
years in New York and have represented the agricultural, commercial, 


and other interests of that State. 


aliairs 


my friend. 





my motion to lay this resolution on the table. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


I ask the gentleman trom New York [Mr. Cox] if 


I have lived for eighteen 


This proposed action is supposed to 
be based on the general-welfare clause of the Constitution. 
the general-welfare clause of the Constitution does not recognize this 
everlasting Federal intermeddling in matters connected with local 
Already Illinois, Missouri, New York, and other States have 
passed laws to give the remedy for the mischief so well pointed out by 


It is there the remedy is to be found. I therefore renew 


the laws of Missouri will protect us in the District of Columbia? 


Mr. COX, of New York. 


Mr. ELLIS. 
debatable. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BEACH. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BEACH. 
off debate ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BEACH. 


The question being taken on the motion to lay the resolution on the 
there were—ayes 69, noes 66. 


table, 


Mr. BEACH. 


The yeas and nays were ordered—forty-three members voting there- 


for 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The resolution was again read, together with the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Kasson, providing that the expenditure shall not exceed 


1.000. 


Mr. BEACH. 


The motion is not debatable. 


Gentlemen from Missouri tell me their laws 
will protect them in Missouri; but as to the District of Columbia 
I submit that the motion to lay on the table is not 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


It does. 


The gentleman will state it. 
Does the motion of the gentleman from New York cut 


I trust it will be voted down. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


I ask that the resolution be again read. 


I desire to say I am willing to accept an amendment 


striking out entirely the power to send for persons and, papers. 


Mr. COX, of New York. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 124, not 
as follows: 


> 
tins 
VOoUung So; 


Adams, G, E 
Aiken 

Bagley 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 

Bart 

Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 

Bovk 
Breckinridge, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckner, 
Budd 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Clardy 
Clay 
Clements, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 

Cox, 5.38. 

Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 
Deuster, 


Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Arnot 
Barksdale, 
Beach 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Breitung, 
Broadhead, 
trown, W. W. 
Brumm 
Campbell, J, M. 
arleton 
assidy, 

hace 


ullen 
utcheon 
Davis, R. T 
Dibrell 
Dingley, 
Eldredge, 
Ellwood 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 


‘ 
‘ 
( 
Cosgrove, 
4 
( 


I object to debate. 


YEAS—114. 


Dox kery, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Evins, J. H. 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Hunt, 


James, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lewis, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
McAdoo, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nicholls, 
Oates, 
Paige, 
Pierce 
Peel, S. W. 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 


NAYS—124. 


Goff, 
Graves, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Hatch, H.H 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hepburn, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Long, 
Lovering, 


Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Poland, 
Price, 

Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Rice, 

Riggs, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Rock well, 
Rogers, W. F. 


Reese, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 

Shaw, 

Shelley, 
Slocum, 
Stewart, Charles 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 

Tully, 

Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W.L. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford. 


Rowell, 
Seymour, 
Skinner, C. R, 
Spooher, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Van Alstyne, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, E. B. 
Wood, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 


York. 


Mr. Speaker, 
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Adams, J. J. 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 


| Belmont, 


Bisbee, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Cobb, 


| Converse, 


Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, W.R. 


Culbertson, W. W. 





Marcu 31, 





NOT VOTING—83. 
Ketcham, 
Lamb, 
Libbey, 
McKinley, 


Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, L. H. 


Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Smith, 
Snyder, 


Dibble, Miller, S. H. Spriggs, 
Dorsheimer, Morey, Stockslager, 
Duncan, Morse, Talbott, 
Fiedler Muller, Thomas, 
Geddes, Murphy, Thompson, 
George, Mutchler, Townshend, 
Green, Nelson, Valentine, 
Harmer, O'Neill, J. J. Wadsworth, 
Hart, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Henderson, T. J. Peelle,S. J. Warner, Richard 
Henley, Pettibone, Washburn, 
Hewitt, G. W. Phelps, Wemple, 
Houseman, Potter, White, J. D. 
Hurd, Reed, Wise, J.S. 
Hutchins, Russell, Woodward, 
Johnson, Ryan, Young. 
Kelley, Seney, 


So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 


Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MorRRILL. 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois. 

Mr. Cops with Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. McApboo with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. HOLTON. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. MOREY. 

The following members were also announced as paired: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, until April 7. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. RUSSELL, until April 1. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. POLAND, until April 1. 

Mr. MORSE with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, until April 7. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. KAsson, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. WEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON, until April 3. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. BISBEE, until April 8. 

Mr. TALBOTY with Mr. HARMER, until April 1. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. ATKINSON, until April 3. 

Mr. KEIFER with Mr. REED, on the trade-dollar bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
league, Mr. ROBINSON, extended until to-morrow, and therefore I did 


not vote. 
Mr. REESE. 


detained at his room by sickness. 

The result of 

The question recurred upon the adoption of the resolution reported 
from the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

Mr. BEACH. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson], and I now 
move the previous question on the resolution and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment offered by Mr. KASSON was then agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 
the committee, to strike out the words ‘‘ and to employ such chemical 

| and medical experts.”’ 


The question 


| a division there 
So (no further vote being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 
The question was then taken upon adopting the resolution as amended ; 


I had supposed that my pair with my col- 


I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. CANDLER, is 


the vote was then announced as above stated. 


I desire to say that I am willing to accept the amend- 


There is an amendment pending, reported from 


was taken upon agreeing to the amendment; and upon 
were—ayes 93, noes 12. 





and upon a division there were—ayes 89, noes 70. 


Mr. BAGLEY. 


No quorum has voted. 


| Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BEACH and Mr. Cox, of New York, 


were appointed. 
Mr. KASSON. 
Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. COX, of 


We had better have the yeas and nays. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 
New York. Would it be in order to move to recommit 


this bill with instructions? 


Mr. BEACH. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. COX, of 


It is not a bill; it is a resolution. 

I am making an inquiry of the Speaker 

A motion to recommit would be in order. 

New York. Then I move to recommit, with instruc- 


tions to strike out the appropriation. 


Mr. KASSON. 


Mr. KASSON. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 


There is no appropriation. 

New York. Does it not say ‘‘not less than $1,000?”’ 
**Not more than $1,000.’ 

I move to strike out that clause. 


Mr. KASSON. That has just been put in; it is not in order to strike 


| Mr. COX, of 


it out now. 


1884. 





Mr. COX, of New York. 
Committee on Public Health with instructions to strike out that clause. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] is not so obtuse as he seems 
to be. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] had 
better reduce his motion to writing. 

Mr. KASSON. I make the point of order that the motion to recom- 
mit is not in order pending the division of the House upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There was an attempt to take the vote, 
quorum voted, and therefore it amounted to nothing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will move to recommit this resolution 
irrespective of instructions; the committee know enough now without 
instructions. 

Mr. BEACH. I move to lay the motion to recommit on the table. 

The question was taken upon the motion to lay on the table; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 66, noes 83. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion to lay on the table 
wes not agreed to. 


but no 





The question recurred upon the motion to recommit the resolution | 


to the Committee on Public Health. 

Mr. KASSON. 
whether he will not allow the vote to be taken directly on the passage 
of the resolution ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
aword. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman has said too many words already. 

Mr. WELLER. lI call for the yeas and nays on the motion to re- 
commit. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 52 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 116, 
voting 88; as follows: 


The motion is not debatable; I can not 


not 


YEAS—117. 


Adams, G, E. Lamb 


Dunham, Rosecrans 


Aiken, Dunn, Lanham, Scales, 
Bagley, Eaton, Le Fevre, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Elliott, Lewis, Shelley, 
Barbour, Ellis, Lore, Skinner, T. G. 
Barksdale, Evins, J. H. Lowry, Slocum, 
Bennett, Ferrell, Matson, Springer, 
Blackburn, Findlay, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
slanchard, Follett, Mills, Storm, 
Bland, Forney, Money, Taylor, J. M 
Blount, Garrison, Morrison, Throckmorton 
Breckinridge, Gibson, Murphy, Tillman, 
Broadhead, Glascock, Murray, Tucker, 
Browne, T. M, Greenleaf, Neece, Tully 
Buckner, Halsell, Nicholls, Turner, H. G. 
Cabell, Hammond, Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Hancock, Paige, Vance 
Clardy, Hardeman, Patton, Van Eaton 
Clay, Hardy, Pierce, Ward 
Clements, Hemphill, Peel, S. W. Warner, A. J 
Collins, Herbert, Post, Wel. born 
Connolly, Hewitt, A.S. Pryor, Williams, 
Cox, S.5S. Hill, Randall, Willis 
Crisp Hoblitzell, Ranney, Wilson, W. L 
Culberson, D. B. Holman, Reagan, Winans, John 
Curtin, Hopkins, Reese, Wise, G. D, 
Dargan, Hunt, Riggs, Wolford 
Dibble, Jones, J. H. Robertson, 
Dockery, Jones, J.T. Robinson, W. E. 
Dowd, Jordan, Rogers, J. H. 
NAYS—116 

Alexander, Funston, Lovering, Rice, 
Anderson, Fyan, Lyman, Robinson, J.S 
Barr, Goff, MecCoid, Rogers, W.I 
Beach, Graves, McComas, Rowe 
Belford, Hatch, H. H. McCormick, Seymour 
Bingham, Hatch, W. H. McKinley Skinner, C. R 
Boutelle, Haynes, MeMillin, Spoone 
Bowen, Henderson, D. B. Maybury, Spriggs 
Brainerd, Henderson, T. J. Millard Steel 
Breitung, Hiscock, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Hitt, Mitchell, Stevens 
Brumm, Holton, Morrill Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, J. M. Horr, Moulton, Stone. 
Cannon, Houk, Muldrow, Struble 
Carleton, Houseman, Nutting, Taylor, E. B 
Cassidy, llowey, Ochiltree, Taylor, J. D 
Chace, James, ©’ Hara, Wait, 
Cosgrove, Jeffords, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, B. W. Parker, Weaver, 
Cullen, Kasson, Payne, Weller, 
Cutcheon, Kean, Payson, White, Milo 
Dibrell, Keifer, Perkins, Whiting, 
Dingley, Kellogg, Peters, Wilkins 
Eldredge, King, Pettibone, Wilson, James 
Ellwood, Kleiner, Poland, Winans, E. B. 
Ermentrout, Lacey, Price, Wood 
Evans, I. N. Laird, Pusey, Worthington. 
Everhart, Lawrence, tay, G. W. Yaple 
Foran, Long, Ray, Ossian York 

NOT VOTING—38s8. 
Adams, J.J. Boyle, Burnes, Cook, 
Arnot, Brewer, F. B. Calkins, Covington, 
Atkinson, Brewer, J. H. Campbell, F. Cox, W.R 
Bayne, Buchanan, Candler, Davidson 
Belmont, Budd, Cobb, Davis,G.R 
Bisbee, Burleigh, Converse, Davis, L.H 
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I move to recommit the resolution to the | 
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Davis, R.T. Holmes, Nelson, Sumner, C. A 
Deuster, Hooper, O Neill, J.J. Sumner, D. H 
Dorsheimer, Hurd, Peelie,S. J. Talbott, 
Dunean, Hutchins, Phelps, Thomas, 
Fiedler, Johnson, Potter Phompson 
Finerty, Jones, J. K. Rankin Townshend 
| Geddes, Kelley, Reed, Valentine, 


I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] | 


say | 


George, 
Green, 


Ketcham, 


1 ibbey, 


Rox kwell, 


Van Aistyne, 
Ru 1} 7 
Lussell, 


Wadsworth 


Guenther, McAdoo, Ryan Warner, Richard 
Ianback, Miller, S. H. Seney, Washburn 
Harmer, Morey, Singleton, Wempk 
Hart, Morgan, Smith, White, J. D 
Hienley, Morse, Snyder, Wise. J.S 
Hepburn, Muller, Stockslager, : Woodward 
Hewitt, G. W. Mutchler, Strait, Young 
So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ELLIS. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Le 
islatures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information 
for reference to their appropriate committees. 


WILLIAM EDMONSTON. 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 6257) for the re- 
lief of William C. Edmonston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Cc. 
‘ 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 6258) to repeal section 714 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 

| to be printed. 
HEIRS OF JOHN ERMIN. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6259) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Ermin, deceased, of the State of Alabama; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATION AT SAN JOSE. 
Mr. SHELLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. 
the relief of the former occupants of the present military reservation at 
Point San José, in the city and county of San Francisco, in the State 
of California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


POINT 


Rt. 6260) for 


PACIFIC AND GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6261) to grant 
the Pacific and Great Eastern Railway Company aright of way throu 


te 


the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
| second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6262) to equal- 


| ize and allow additional homestead entries of the public lands of 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 


i 


E OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 


PRI 
Mr. PEEL. of Arkansas. also introduced a bill (H. R. 6263) to grad- 
uate the price of the public lands in the State of Arkansas, and tf 
other purposes; first and second time, referred to the 
and ordered to be printed 


which was read 
Committee on the Publie Lands, 


A 


il 


ARKANSAS MIDLAND RAILROAD COMPANYS 


| Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 6264) to authorize the Arkansas 
| Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over White River, in the 
State of Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printe d. 


ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEONS 
Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R to provide for the 
appointment of acting assistant surgeons to the rank of assistant sur- 
| geonsof the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
STREET-CAR WAGES AND 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6266) concerning the 
wages and fares on street-car and Herdic companies in the Distr 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


Om 
O60 


FARES, ETC 


t o! 


ELISE BURKI. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R granting a pen- 
| sion to Elise Burki; which was read a first and second time, refe 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


6267 


r | 
ed to 
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MINOR HEIRS OF GEORGE W. 





ORME. 





Mr 

















of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL H. WATSON. 


Mr. GLASCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 6268) to relieve Samuel H. 
Watson from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 


time, 






































printed. 








PORT OF DELIVERY, OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. GLASCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6269) to constitute 
Oakland, in the State of California, a port of delivery; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

















































































CINCINNATI RIOT, 


Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to in- 
vestigate the Cincinnati riot; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas among the expressed objects for which the Constitution of the United 
States was established was to insure domestic tranquillity; 

Whereas the Constitution provides that every citizen charged with a crime 
shall have a fair trial by a jury of his peers; 

Whereas it is alleged and currently reported in the public press that for sev- 
eral days the city of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, has been terrorized by_a 
mob, composed of vigilant committees and kuklux organizations, which has 
subverted the law of the land and destroyed the public tranquillity in repeated 
efforts to lynch certain persons confined in the jail at Cincinnati charged with 
crime, resulting in the loss of many lives and the destruction of much prop- 
erty rherefore 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
America in Congress assembled, 


United States of 
of Hon, JoHN SHERMAN, of Ohio, and over which he presides, be authorized and 


into the condition of the constitutional rights and securities aforesaid of the 
people of Ohio, and that it report by bill or otherwise as soon as said matter can 
be properly investigated. 


JOHN P. PETERSON. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 6270) for the 
relief of John P. Peterson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


VENEZUELAN CLAIMS, 


Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to furnish this House with 
a copy of the list of certificates issued by the late Venezuelan Mixed Commission, 
together with copies of all assignments or transfers of such certificates, notified 
to the Department of State, and a statement showing to whom the several pay- 


copies of all correspondence relating to requests for payments thereupon, or in 


joint resolution approved by the 


moneys paid by the Venezuelan Government and remaining in the hands of the 
Secretary of State and to be applied on such awards as may be made by the new 


plicable to the payment of such new awards. 
HOME 
FINERTY 


FOR DISABLED SAILORS, CHICAGO, 
introduced a bill (H. R. 627 


ILL. 
Mr. 


ordered to be printed. 


THANKS TO MINISTER SARGENT, 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
The resolution is as follows: 
Joint resolution thanking United States Minister Sargent for his services at the 
court of the German Empire. 


America in Congress assembled, That the thanks of Congress are due and are 


resenting the interests of this Republic at the court of the German Empire. 
JOHN M’DONALD. 
FINERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6272) 


wtin~ 


Mr 


DAVID A. RANGER. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN LINDSEY. 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | 


That the committee raised under the resolution | 


required to inquire into the circumstances connected with said outrages, and | 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: | 


ments by the Department upon such certificates have been made, and also | 


respect to the hearing of all claimants before a new commission; and as by the 
President on the 3d day of March, 1883, the 


commission, provided for by said joint resolution, the Secretary of State is re- 
quested to furnish this House with a statement of the amount now on hand ap- 


) for the purchase of 
grounds and the erection of a home for disabled and indigent sailors of | 
the United States merchant marine at Chicago, Ill.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 


Mr. FINERTY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 218) thank- 
ing United States Minister Sargent for his services at the court of the 
German Empire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


» | in needy circumstances: 
hereby accorded to United States Minister Sargent for the able, faithful, and 
dignified manner in which he has discharged the duties of his office while rep- 


granting a pen- 
sion to John McDonald; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 6273) increasing the pension of 
David A. Ranger, late first lieutenant, Forty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 6274) increasing the pension 
of John Lindsey, late first lieutenant Company I, Fourteenth Regiment 
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| Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
ROSECRANS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 216) for | 
the relief of the minor heirs of George W. Orme, deceased; which was | JONATHAN 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District | Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6275) granting a pension to 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


J. TUPPER. 

Jonathan J. Tupper, late of Company D, Sixth Kentucky Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


| ANNA HOLLIKOH, 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6276) for the relief of Anna Hol- 
likoh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 6277) to extend the benefits 
| of section 1219 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NATHANIEL BELL. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6278) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TAXES ON TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6279) to repeal the law im- 
posing internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and upon distillations from 
| apples and peaches; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE H. PRETTYMAN. 
Mr. McCOID (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6280) for the re- 
| lief of George H. Prettyman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
| MICHAEL LANE. 
| Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6281) granting a pension to 
g gay} 

| Michael Lane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. W. DUNCAN. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6282) to place the name 
of R. W. Duncan on the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6283) for the relief of James 
McDonald, of Leavenworth, Kans?; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHEYENNE INDIAN RAID. 

Mr. ANDERSON also submitted the following concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Kansas; which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The resolution is as follows: 


| STATE OF KANSAS, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, James Smith, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 
that the following and annexed is a true and correct copy of the original instru- 
ment of writing filed in my office March 24, 1884. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka, Kans., this 25th day of March, 1884. 

SEAL 

JAMES SMITH, Secretary of State. 


House concurrent resolution No. 4, relating to the payment of sufferers from the 
raid of Cheyenne Indians across the western part of Kansas in 1878. 
Whereas during the year 1878 the Cheyenne Indians made a raid across the 

western part of Kansas; and 

Whereas many persons were killed and a large amount of property was de- 
stroyed; and 
Whereas a few of the claims have been paid; and 
Whereas many of said claims for damages now remain upaid and unadjusted ; 
and 

Whereas some of the sufferers lost everything they possessed and have never 
been able to recover any part of said property, and are now getting old and are 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators be instructed and our Representatives requested to use ali proper 
measures to secure a speedy settlement of these claims now remaining unpaid. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to forward a copy of these 
preambles and resolutions to the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 


JOHN H. MARSHALL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6284) for the relief of certain 
drafted men of Pendleton County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE V. MORRIS. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6285) 
for the relief of George V. Morris; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 











1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6286) 
for the relief Samuel McEldowney, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read | 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL M’ELDOWNEY. 


JOHN H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6287) 
for the relief of John H. Johnson, Company E, Fourteenth Kentucky 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. THOMAS M’KINSTER. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. | 
6288) for the relief of the widow and heirs of the late Capt. Thomas 
McKinster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. NICKELL. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6289) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Joseph H. Nickell, Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


HENRY K. PUSEY. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6290) for the relief of Henry 
K. Pusey, of Meade County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. R. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6291) for the relief of J. R. 
Middleton, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOORE & SERB. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of 
Moore & Serb, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


MRS. MARTHA NEWMAN 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6293) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha Newman, of Louisville, Ky. ; 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. WEATHERBY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of 
Mary A. Weatherby, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

L. TORREY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 
C. Torrey, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GUTHRIE, DECEASED. 

Mr. WILLISalso introduced a bill (H. R. 6296) for the relief of James 
Guthrie, deceased, by his administrator, B. F. Guthrie, of Louisville, 
Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6297) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to audit and refund certain moneys collected on prop- 
erty purporting to be captured and abandoned; which was read a first 
und second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DESIGN NEW MERCHANT SHIy. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6298) to authorize the con- 
struction of a merchant ship upon new designs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSION 


Cc, 


OF 


ON STEAMSHIP ARCHITECTURE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6299) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a commission of naval architects and marine engineers 
to examine and report upon new designs for steamships; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Ameri- 
can Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6300) to equalize the tax- 
ation on domestic and foreign insurance companies; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE 


ON 


LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6301) to authorize the examina- | 


tion and approval of certain unconfirmed private land claims in the 


which was read a first and second | 
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Alabama and Mississippi south of the thirty-first degree of north lati- 
tude. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule this bill should go to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move its reference to the Committee on t 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

OVERFLOW THE 

Mr. LEWIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 219 
izing the Secretary of War to issue rations for the relief of « 
persons in the district overflowed by the Mississippi River and 
utaries, and making appropriation to relieve the sufferers | 


h 


hal 


Public 


OF MISSISSIPPI. 


} 
author 
ite 


} 
- 


7 
i 


estitt 


its tri 
sy said over 


| flow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES M. FLOWER AND OTHERS. 
Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6302) for the relief of 
Charles M. Flower, Frank 8. Flower, William Flower, D. Sprigg Flower, 
and Clara H. Flower; which was read a first and second time, referred 


| to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GAS-LIGHTED BUOYS AND 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 6303) for the establishment 

maintenance of gas-lighted buoys and beacons; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SI 


BEACONS. 


and 


FFERERS FROM MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 
Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 220) making 
an appropriation of $400,000 for the relief of the sufferers from the pres 





sent overflow in the lower Mississippi Valley; which was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. KING. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length 

Thejoint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the floods now prevailing in the lower Mississippi Valley are carr 

| ing desolation to the homes of hundreds of thousands of citizens of a section 

our country almost as large as the whole of New England; and 

Whereas appeals have come up from these suffering people to their Represent 
atives in Congress for aid; and 

Whereas the governor and other officials of the State of Louisiana have ap 
plied to the Secretary oP War and to their Senators and Representatives in Con 
gress for relief for the sufferers from the flood in that State, ing forth t the 
distress is as great as it was in the unprecedented flood of L882, w h tinued 


6295) for the relief of L. 


States of Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and the States of ! 


over the country for a period of several months: Therefore 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 4 Phat the sum of 
$400,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary, be, andthe same is hereby, ap 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War for the immediate reliet 
of these sufferers from the flood of the Mississippi River and its tributaries 


The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE INSPECTORS, ET¢ 

Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 6304) to fix the salaries and 
contingent expenses of post-office inspectors and division superintend 
ents of railway mail service; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee onthe Post-Office and Post- 
to be printed. 


Lie 


Roads, and ordere: 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6305) to amend and re- 
enact section 4 of an act to adjust the salaries of postmasters, approved 
March 3, 3; which was read a first and second time ’ 


18s ‘ 


referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed 
JOSEPH O. WILSON, 

Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6306) for the relief of 
Joseph O. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

GEORGE BALDY. 

Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6307) for the relief of 

George Baldy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 
REPRESENTATIVES OF 0. L. BLANCHARD 

Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6308) for the relief of 


the legal representatives of O. L. Blanchard, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. NANNIE CUSHMAN, 


Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6309) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Nannie Cushman; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
BENJAMIN P. LOWELL. 
Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to 
Benjamin P. Lowell; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
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MRS. SARAH 8S. SAMPSON. 
Mr 
to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

printed 
INSURANCE IN THE 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H 
lating the business of insurance in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M. LAMBERT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6313) for the relief of 
Frances M. Lambert, widow of Henry M. Lambert, Company D, Twelfth 
Illinois Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


DISTRICT. 


WILLIAM TALBERT. 
Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill 


first and second time, reterred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printe d 

AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING. 
Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 6315 


the building of vessels in this country and to encourage the ownership 


by request 


and employment thereof by American citizens; which was read a first | 
referred to the Select Committee on American Ship- | 


and second time, 


building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed 
SHIP-BUILDING MATERIALS. 


by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6316) relieving 
rought materials from duty in certain cases of American ves- 


Mr. LONG 
the unw 
sels: 


on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6317) making | 


foreign materials to be manufactured into articles for American vessels 
free of duty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. PAMELIA HOLMES. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 6318) for the relief of Mrs. 
Pamelia Holmes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OLD YELLOW METAL. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 
metal from duty in certain cases; which was 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed 


CAPE COD SHIP-CANAL. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6320) making an appropriation for the construction of a breakwater, en- 


trances, and approaches from the Cape Cod Ship-canal; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and | 


ordered to be printed 
CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 6321) granting four condemned 
cannon to Post No. 47, Grand Army of the Republic, at Haverhill, Mass. ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DRAW-BRIDGE AT DULUTH, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6322) to authorize the con- 
struction and maintenance of a railroad and common-road draw-bridge 
across the canal connecting Lake Superior with Duluth Harbor, Min- 
nesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MINN. 


PROCEEDS OF COTTON 
MONEY introduced a bill 


SEIZED 


H. R. 6323 


AND SOLD. 


Mr to amend the fifth sec- 


tion of the act of May 18, 1872, relating to the return of the net pro- | 


ceeds of cotton seized after 30th June, 1865: which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


R. 8. STANLEY. 
Mr. MULDROW introdued a bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief of R. 
S. Stanley, postmaster at Booneville, Miss.; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | 


be printed 
JOHN SMITH. 

Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 6325) for the relief of John 
Smith: 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEDALIA, MO. 

Mr. COSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6326) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Sedalia, in the State of 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension | 


R. 6312) to provide for regu- 


to promote } 


6319) relieving old yellow | 
read a first and second | 


| Thomas C. Bates, of Rochester, N. Y.; 





Marcu 31, 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 6327) to grant Tindall 
Post, No. 29, Grand Army of the Republic, Chillicothe, Mo., con- 
demned cannon: which was read a first and second time, referred to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL W. BOWLING. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to 
Samuel W. Bowling; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BRICE. 

Mr. GRAVES introduced a bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of James 
Brice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 6330) authorizing the ap- 


; . .| pointment of a Missouri River commission to superintend and carry 
H. R. 6314) for the relief of | } I ; 


To¥15 Talha 7, wo , arvwl< . > ré "ex 2 : * . 5 . 
William Talbert, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was read a | piver from its mouth to its headwaters; which was read a first 


| second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
' ° 
be printed. 


into execution the plans for the improvement of the navigation of said 
and 


JAMES BRIDGER. 

Mr. GRAVES. also introduced a bill (H. R. 6331) for the relief of 
James Bridger; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OTOE RESERVATION. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 6332) to extend the time for 
payment for lands sold from the Otoe yeservation in Kansas and Ne- 
braska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


; ; | mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee | 


UTAH AND NORTHERN 
Mr. VALENTINE (by Mr. WEAVER 


RAILWAY. 
introduced a bill (H. R. 6333 


| granting a right of way to the Utah and Northern Railway Company; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
JANE M. M’CRABB. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6334) forthe 
relief of Jane M. MecCrabb, widow of Capt. J. W. MecCrabb, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. GREGSON AND FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6335 
for the relief of John P. Gregson and Francis H. Ellison; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DELAWARE INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 6336) to pay the Delaware 
Indians the amount ascertained to be due them for the value of their 
lands taken for the right of way from their allotted lands by the Leav- 
enworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company, or their successors, 
in the State of Kansas, under the provisions of the treaty of May 30, 1860; 


| which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS C. BATES. 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. for the relief of 
which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. F 

RECORD OF TROOPS 

Mr. SLOCUM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6338) directing 
the Secretary of War to furnish the States with copies of the record of 
troops; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


»90~ 
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FORBES’S HISTORICAL ART COLLECTION. 
Mr. SLOCUM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6339) pro- 


| viding for the purchase of Forbes’s historical art collection; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MAGDALENA MILLER. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6340) for the 
relief of Magdalena Miller, widow of Christian Miller; which was read 


| a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


SARAH MANZ. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6341) for 
the relief Sarah Manz, dependent mother of Christian G. Manz; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS AXMAKER. 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6342) for 
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} 
the relief of Augustus Axmaker; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


1884. 





PASSENGERS ON VESSELS, ETC. 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6343) to provide 
for the landing of passengers from ships arriving from foreign ports, and | 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6344) toamend 
section 4480 of the Revised Statutes for the better equipment of steamers | 
carrying passengers and freight; which was read a first and second time, | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. RUSSELL. 
Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6345) for the | 


relief of Samuel A. Russell; which was read a first and second time, re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF JOHN V. B. BLEEKER. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6346) to au- | 
thorize the settlement of the accounts of the late John V. B. Bleeker, a | 


paymaster in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules be so amended that the members of the press who 
hold tickets of admission to the press gallery be admitted to the floor immedi- 
ately - the adjournment of the House, on the presentation of said tickets at 
some door to be designated by the Speaker. 


JOICY BRICHWINE. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 6347) granting a pension to 
Joicy Richwine, widow of John Richwine, late a private soldier in Com- 
pany I, Seventeenth Ohio Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE W. NORWOOD. 

Mr. YORK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief 
of the representatives of George W. Norwood; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF J. W. BROWER. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6349) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. W. Brower, deceased, of Surry County, North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. SANDERS. 
Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 6350) granting a pension to 


Andrew J. Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER PIERSON. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6351) to rerate the pension of 
Alexander Pierson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’GARRY. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6352) for the extension of let- 
ters patent to Thomas McGarry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6353) to amend section 566 
of the Revised Statutes of the United Statesof America; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
CATHARINE J. ALLEMAN. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension | 
to Catharine J. Alleman; which was read a first and second time, re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | 


EDWARD HERBERT. 
Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6355) granting a pension 


to Edward Herbert; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM C. JONES. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6356) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William C. Jones; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIAN BAUMAN. 


Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6357) granting a pension to 
Christian Bauman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
XV: 153 





| to Joel B. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 





RECORD—HOUSE. 2433 














JOHN GERSTUNG. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6358) granting a pension 
to John 8S. Gerstung; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. LUBY. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6359) granting a pension 
to James B. Luby; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

JOEL B. MARTIN. 
Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6360) granting a pensior 


Ss. 






























































SHANGHAI STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY. 

Mr. GEORGE.introduced a bill (H. R. 6361) to refund to the Shanghai 
Steam Navigation Company of Shanghai, China (Russell & Co., agents 
| certain moneys collected from said company as tonnage tax in excess o! 
that authorized by law and covered into the Treasury of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELAM R. YAUGOR. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6362) granting a 
pension to Elam R. Yaugor; which was read a first and seeond tim: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

DRAWBACK TO VINEGAR MANUFACTURERS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6363) to amend 
section 3282 of the Revised Statutes and to grant a drawback to vinegat 
manufacturers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY LICHTY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 6364) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Lichty; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


> 


« 
ve 


ELIAS BRECHBILL, DECEASED. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6365) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Elias Brechbill, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

* GEORGE H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 6366) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George H. Williams; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6367) to regulate the 
fees of attorneys in pension cases; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
| Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. SHOURDS. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 6368) granting a pension to 
William H. Shourds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW M’VEY. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6369) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Matthew McVey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
| printed. 


| 


| 


VIOLATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time 
within which prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged 
with violating internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RICHARDSON K. BAIRD. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to 
Richardson K. Baird; which was read a first and second time, referred 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
\€ DAVID LEDGERWOOD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6372) granting a pension to 
David Ledgerwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DORITY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension 
to James Dority; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BR. DRAPER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6374) granting a pension 

to John R. Draper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
'‘ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


| 





| 
| 
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WILLIAM M. REED.’ 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6375) granting a pension 
to William M. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CATHERINE SIZEMORE. 
HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6376) granting a pension 
‘atherine Sizemore, widow of Henry Sizemore, deceased; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. 
to ( 
read 


S10nDSs 
MELISSIA BURTON. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 6377) granting a pension to 
Melissia Burton, widow of William Burton, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS ALDRIDGE. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R..6378) granting | 
a pension to Thomas Aldridge, late private Company M, Seventh Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 


| 
. 


a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
printed. 
WILLIAM M. HENRY. 
Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of William 


M. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN W. WEST. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6380) for the relief 
of the heirs of John W. West; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE THE POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 6381) to amend an act en- 

titled an ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


ACROSS 


Potomac River near Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and for | 


referred to the | Territory of Utah, protesting against the passage of bills now pending 


other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
DAVID BOYD. 


Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
pension to David Boyd; which was read 


6382) granting an increase of 


LUKE F. JOHNSON. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6383) for the relief of Luke 
F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM TABB. 
Mr. GARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Will- 


iam Tabb; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REUBEN RAGLAND AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HOOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 6385) referring the claim of | 


Reuben Ragland and Chives & Osborn to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. BUCKEY. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 6386) for | 


the relief of Mary E. Buckey, of Randolph County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRIETTA M. WAUGH. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6387) 
for the relief of Henrietta M. Waugh, of Jefferson County, West Vir- 


ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C. A. REEDER. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 6388) granting a pension to C. 
A. Reeder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CROUSE. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 6389) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Crouse; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN CITIZENS OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 6390) to recognize and pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to the citizens thereof for 
services rendered the United States in the late war, and which are prop- 
erly chargeable to the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 


LOUISA A. A. HAYES. 


| 
and ordered to s 
| 


a first and second time, re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | 


referred to the Committee on War | | 1a y Z 
| tary service of the United States; which was read a first and second 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST-LINE WATER WAY, ATLANTIC 
Mr. 


AND GULF SEABOARD. 
GOFF also submitted the following resolution; which was read, 


and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War be, and 


they are hereby, requested to report to this House, at the earliest day practica- 


ble, 


upon the feasibility and expediency of constructing an interior coast-line of 


water ways for the defense of the Atlantic and Gulf seaboard, together with an 


;« 


to Mary Keifer; 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


the 


yutline of the plan of the same and a general estimate of the cost thereof. 


MARY KEIFER. 


Mr. WOODWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


SCHOOL LANDS, ARIZONA. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 6393) to grant school lands in 
Territory of Arizona in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 


tions covered by Mexican grants, swamp, and mineral lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


| three orphan children of William 8S. Hemingway; 


WILLIAM 8. HEMINGWAY. 


Mr. SINGISER introduced a bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of the 
which was read a 


first and secon time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 


| to be printed. 


OATH OF ENTRY, PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6395) prescribing a cer- 


tain oath to be taken by persons offering to file upon or enter any public 
lands of the United States situated in the Territories of Idaho and Utah; 


| which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on 


the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION FOR UTAH TERRITORY. 


Mr. CAIN submitted a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 


in Congress or any other measures inimical to the people of said Terri- 


tory until after a full inv estigation by a Congressional committee; 


| which was read a first and second time, 





| 
| 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 6391) for the relief of Louisa | trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


which 
was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 
A. 8S. STREAM. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 221) granting per- 
mission to A. 8S. Stream to accept a medal from the British Government; 
referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
This completes the call of States and Territories. 


The SPEAKER. 


| If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize some gentlemen who 
| were not in their seats when their States were called. 


There was no objection. 
MARTHA J. A. RUMBAUGH. 
Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 6396) to reimburse Martha 


J. A. Rumbaugh, widow of Dr. George H. Rumbaugh, late captain Com- 
pany K, Twenty-fifth Missouri Infantry, for losses incurred in the mili- 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SECTION 4488 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6397) to 
amend section 4488 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. MORHISER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 6398) for the 
relief of William H. Morhiser; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. IVERS. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 6399) granting a pension 

to John H. Ivers, alias John H. Wilson, which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LEMUEL GADDIS. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) introdueed a bill (H. R. 6400) for the re- 
lief of Lemuel Gaddis, of Washington, D. C., for damage to his prop- 
erty by reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


M. G. EMERY. 
Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 6401) for the 
reliefof M. G. Emery, of Washington, D. C., for damages to his property 


by reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DOWD and Mr. ELLIS called for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- | 


vorts. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour having been dispensed with, the 
regular order is the unfinished business coming over from last Thurs- 
day. 


Mr. ELLIS. It was my intention to have called up the Indian ap- 


propriation bill at this time, and I shall still insist upon doing so unless | 


I can understand from the gentleman in control of the trade-dollar bill 
that the discussion of it will be finished this evening. I am willing to 


yield the floor for the remainder of this day, but unless there is an un- | 
derstanding that that bill shall be finished this evening I must insist 


upon going on with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is right. * 

Mr. BLAND. I have not the charge of the pending bill; but I will 
state that I was very anxious to have a session here on Saturday last to 


consider that bill; and the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. ELLIs) an | 


hour ago told me himself he expected to give way for it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Provided it was finished this evening. 

Mr. BLAND. So far as I am concerned it may be finished this even- 
ing, at least so that we may vote onitinthemorning. Iam not atlib- 
erty, however, to speak for the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
Dowp], who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. DOWD. I donot understand thatI control this matter. I think 
it is a matter entirely for the House. If I can move the previous ques- 
tion, so far as I am concerned I am ready to do that now. But I do 
not like to have it said that I am seeking to cut off debate in half an 
hour, or an hour, or two hours by a motion of that kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the bill pending in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DOWD. No, sir; it is now in the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. When will the gentleman from North Carolina agree 
to call the previous question ? 

Mr. DOWD. 
bation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has 
the floor for debate, having obtained it on Thursday. 

Mr. DOWD. Then I will move the previous question at 5 o’clock, 
if that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. ELLIS. Upon that understanding I will not press the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. LACEY. 
give us only an hour and three-quarters for debate. 
at least two hours. 

Mr. ELLIS. I make this proposition: That all debate on this bill 
shall be concluded this evening, and that the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Down] shall move the previous question, after which he 
shall give way for a motion to adjourn, and the House can vote on the 
bill to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAND. So far as Iam concerned, if the Committee on Appro- 
priations propose to take charge of this bill to limit debate upon it, I 
would say they had better go on at once with their appropriation bill. 
I have myself no interest in debating this question except to present 
my own views, but I know there are other gentlemen who desire to 
have the same opportunity of presenting their views. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The discussion has been all on one side so far. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent that it may be the general 
understanding that debate on the bill shall be concluded this evening 


We were promised 


and that the gentleman from North Carolina shall move the previous | 


question, after which the House shall adjourn, and the vote be taken 
to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. CASSIDY and others objected. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills, my object being to call up the | 


bill making apprepriations for the Indian service. 
Mr. BLAND. I think the gentleman had better let us go on with 


this bill now, for we can get through with it almost in the time it | 


would take to call the yeas and nays on his motion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would suggest that debate had better go on 
until 5 o’clock, and then the sense of the House can be tested on order- 
ing the previous question. 

Mr. BELFORD. Is it proposed to call the previous question on the 
trade-dollar bill ? 

Mr. CASSIDY. That is just what is proposed. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope that will not be done. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLis] that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
gard to the trade-dollar bill; it was objected to by gentlemen on the 


I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
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I am willing to move it now if that meets the appro- | 


I object to any understanding of that sort which will | 


I made what I considered a fair proposition with re- | 
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| 


| other side. Iam informed by the Department of the Interior that the 


| supplies for which the Indian appropriation bill is to provide money 


ought to be purchased and on their way to the far Northwest by 
15th of April. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the mo 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole on the general appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I understood the gentleman from Missouri [Mr 
BLAND] had the floor. Ifso, how can he be taken from it by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [ Mr. ELLIS] to make that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] would 
| be entitled to the floor as soon as the bill in question came up for con- 
sideration. The title of the bill has not yet been read, and the Chair 
understood that an effort was being made to come to some understand 
ing in regard to the time for debate on that bill. 
| Mr. BLAND. Ifthegentleman from Louisiana [Mv. ELLIs] chooses 
| to raise the question of consideration against the trade-dollar bill and 
| proposes to take up all the evening in determining it, then so far as | 
am concerned I am willing to proceed at once to the consideration of 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ELLIS; and wpon a 
division there were—ayes 53, noes 62. 

Mr. ELLIS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ELLisand Mr. CAssiDy were appointed 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 73, noes 93. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
| sideration of general appropriation bills. 


the 
Lit 


TRADE-DOLLAR. 


The SPEAKER. The House will now resume the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dol 
lar. Upon that bill the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is en- 

titled to the floor. 
| Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures failed to present to the House a bill having th 
unanimous support of that committee, and that I felt it to be my duty, 
| as one of a bare minority of that committee, to make a minority report 
upon this bill. 

The bill now un@er consideration provides in substance that trad 
dollars shall be exchanged at the various subtreasuries and mints of the 
United States for standard dollars, and that trade-dollars shall be a legal 
tender for Government dues, and that when so exchanged or redeemed 
or received in payment of dues they shall not again be issued, but shal} 
be recoined into standard dollars and accounted a part of the monthly 
purchase of bullion. I object to the fourth section of the bill, which pro- 
vides that the retirement of the trade-dollars shall be at the expense ot 
the monthly purchase of bullion and the coinage of standard silver dol- 
lars as now provided by law. 

The Director of the Mint, in his estimate as to the number of trad: 
dollars now in the country, places it at about 8,000,000. Other tinan 
cial persons, in New York and financial journals, claim that there is as 
much as 10,000,000 of trade-dollars that may come in under this bil 
If there be 10,000,000 of trade-dollars to come in under this bill, the 
practical effect of it, if the fourth section is retained as it now stands, wil 
be to suspend the monthly purchase of bullion and the coinage of stand- 

| ard dollars as now provided by existing law for about the period of four 
| or five months. 

| Weare now coining silver bullion at the rate of two million dollars 
| worth per month. [desire gentlemen to mark the distinction between 
| the number of standard dollars coined and the value of the bullion 
coined. The law now provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
purchase monthly two million dollars’ worth of silver bullion, not e: 
ceeding four millions, and coin it into standard dollars. It is not that 
| he shall coin 2,000,000 standard silver dollars per month, but that he 
| 

| 

} 


t 
{ 


| shall purchase two million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per month 
and coin it into standard silver dollars. Two million dollars’ worth of 
| silver bullion at its present price amounts to about 2,300,000 standard 
| silver dollars. 

Gentlemen claim that this trade-dollar was issued by the Govern- 
| ment, stamped by the Government as a dollar, that it was made a legal 
| tender by the Government for a certain amount, and that it was bad 
faith on the part of the Government when it repealed that legal-tender 
quality of the trade-dollar, as Congress did in 1876, and thus depreciated 
a coin of the Government which at one time was a legal tender the same 
as subsidiary silver coin. They therefore claim that it is the duty ot 
Congress to again restore the legal-tender quality to the trade-dollar, 
the same as when it was first issued. 

Now, if that argument be true, it simply goes to the point that what 
we ought to do now is simply to declare the trade-dollar a legal tende1 
| the same as the standard silver dollar, and permit it again to go into 
circulation as it did under the law authorizing its coinage. In doing 
that we will not interfere with the monthly purchase of silver bullion 
and the coinage of standard silver dollars under existing law 

If there is an argument at all in favor of the restoring of the 
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dollar tocirculation, that argumentissimply that the trade-dollar should 


be placed where it was before the law was repealed which gave it cur- 
rency asmoney. 
which were out in circulation a few monthsago, and constituted a portion 
of the currency of the country, and were taken at par everywhere until 


the banks saw proper to refuse to receive them, and by that decision | 


practically put them out of circulation, all that we ought to do now is 
by our act to place the trade-dollar in circulation again as when it was 
first issued, but not at the expense of the present coinage of silver bull- 
ion into standard silver dollars at the rate of two millions of dollars’ 
worth of bullion per month. 


What is the practical effect of this bill? It is to restore immediately | 
eight millions of trade-dollars, or ten millions, if there is that quantity | 


outstanding, to the circulation of the country. These trade-dollars, 
under this bill, will be exchangeable into standard dollars, and the time 


within which the trade-dollars may be redeemed is proposed to be ex- | 


tended for two years; so that the immediate effect of the bill will be at 
once to revive the circulation of these trade-dollars. There in my opin- 
ion we ought to stop; but the difficulty with the present bill is that we 
do not stop there, 
presented for recoining are to be counted as part of the monthly pur- 
chase.of bullion. In this way the bill will in effect suspend the coin- 
age of standard silver dollars now going on for five or six months, as 


compared with coining the trade-dollar in circulation as heretofore. | 


Now, is it proper to go on with the coinage of the standard silver dol- 
lar under existing law? If it be, then it is not right to interfere with 
that coinage by this bill. d 

Let me state another objection to the bill. We all know, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that since the coinage of the silver dollar began Mr. Sher- 
man, the Secretary of the Treasury under the administration of Presi- 
dent Hayes, and also the present Secretary of the Treasury have at every 
annual meeting of Congress asked in their reports that Congress discon- 
tinue the coinageof the standard silver dollar. They have, in executing 
the law upon this subject, coined the minimum amount of silver bull- 
ion—$2,000,000 per month—when they might under the law have gone 
to the extent of $4,000,000 amonth. Inother words, the administra- 
tion of this law has been in unfriendly hands. And certainly, if the 
Treasury Department favors suspending the coinage of silver dollars 
altogether, the trade-dollar will come in asa part of the monthly pur- 
chases, will be treated as a portionof thisminimumamount. In other 
words, if we pass this bill in its present form we simply indorse indi- 
rectly the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury that we 
suspend the coinage of the silver dollar; or we express our opinion that 
the coinage ought to be limited to the very lowest amount required by 
Jaw, because we know this will be the action of the Treasury Depart- 
ment under this bill. Does this House desire to do that? Is it a fact 
that the members of this House wish to indorse the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that the coinage of silver be stopped ? 
Or do we wish to say that no more than $2,000,000 worth of bullion 
should be coined monthly? The practical effect of the bill will be in 
the direction of the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as it will suspend the monthly purchase of bullion and the coinage of 
the standard silver dollars under the present law for six or eight montis. 

Mr. DOWD. Does the gentleman mean to say that under this bill 
the coinage of the silver dollar will be diminished or restricted ? 

Mr. BLAND. I say that it will be, considering the present law and 
the mode in which these trade-dollars have heretofore been circulated. 

Mr. DOWD. I am inquiring whetherthe number of silver dollars 
actually coined monthly will be affected by this bill? 

Mr. BLAND. It will be, if the fourth section of the bill is not 
stricken out. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The gentleman means to say that the volume of the 
currency will be contracted to that extent. 

Mr. BLAND. I mean to say that the difference between the bill 
as I desire to have it andthe billinits present form is that if the fourth 
section be stricken out we shall four months from now have $8,000,000 
more in circulation than if the fourth section be retained. 

Mr. DOWD. Suppose the bill be passed just as it is, shall we not 
have precisely the same number of standard dollars at the end of three 
or four or six months that we would have independently of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Well, Mr. Speaker, if trade-dollars are to come in sim- 
ply as bullion, then put them at their bullion value; let them occupy 
the same position before the country as other bullion. But, sir, if you 
are going to redeem these trade-dollars at par and charge them against 
this bullion account, then let the fourth section of the bill go out, be- 


cause it is not presenting the question in a fair manner to say that these | 


trade-dollars shall go in at parand then be counted as bullion. If they 
are bullion to-day, let them remain so; if they are to be recoined into 
standard silver dollars, let them be counted separately from the present 
monthly purchase of bullion. 

There is another phase of this question to which I desire to allude. 
It is argued every day that silver is depreciating and is continuing to 
depreciate. If there are 10,000,000 of trade-dollars now out, and there 
may happen to be 12,000,000 or 15,000,000, for the quantity outstand- 
ing is merely a matter of speculation, considering that about 36,000,000 
have been coined, 10,000,000 would suspend the purchase of bullion for 
five months, 12,000,000 for six months, and the moment you suspend 


Hence itis that the eightor ten millionsof trade-dollars | 


but these trade-dollars are to be recoined, and when | 
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the purchase of bullion the value of bullion will as a matter of course 
| begin to decrease. Hence, when we meet here next winter the argu- 
ment will be made that silver has still further depreciated, and those 
| opposed to the coinage of the silver dollar will ask for its suspension 
on this account. 

Mr. STORM. 
cheaper ? 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I propose to address myself to that ques- 
tion before concluding my remarks. I am opposed to making bullion 
| cheaper. On the contrary, Iam in favor of opening the mints of this 
country to the unlimited coinage-of silver the same as gold. 

But what is the theory of metallic money ? On what is that theory 
based ? It is that the Legislature shall declare at what gold and silver 
| shall be coined; what shall constitute a dollar of silver and a dollar of 

gold, and then making themalegal tender. And there youstop. And 

there the authority of legislation over that question ought to cease 
| and the mints and nature supply the volume and the demand. If 

the coinage of silver was unlimited the same as gold—that is to say, if 

the mints of the United States were open to the unlimited coinage of 
| silver like gold—then the silver mines and the gold mines would furnish 
| the volume of money, and nature would supply the demand and not 
| the mere whim and caprice of Congress. 

But, sir, if you say you will coin only two millions per month, if you 
limit it to four millions, or if you say you will cease to coin silver alto- 
gether, or limit the amount of gold or silver, you assume to dictate what 
the volume of money shall be, and every argument in favor of bi- 
metallic or monometallic money is gone. There is nothing left of it. 
What is it? Shall Congress determine the amount of paper money 
to be used? Do you desire that? Why not? If you open the mints 
to the unlimited coinage of both metals, if to-day you say you shall 
have unlimited coinage of both silver and gold, and to-morrow you say 
you shall only coin two or three millions of silver or gold per month, and 
thereby regulate the volume of metallic money, your argument in favor 
of metallic money is gone and the theory of the Greenbacker is estab- 
lished when he says Congress should issue money in such volume or 
amount as may be demanded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the coinage regulations in reference to 
gold coin? 

Mr. BRUMM. I think the gentleman made a mistake. 
nature would supply the demand. 
the supply ? 

Mr. BLAND. I say when you give unlimited coinage of both gold 
and silver as money, that the volume is supplied by nature—that is, au- 
tomatically—unless you undertake to limit it by restricting the coinage. 

Mr. BRUMM. You said demand; and I thought you did not mean 
that, but that you meant supply. 

Mr. BLAND. Of course. I was reading from the speech of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SmitH], and I am sorry he is not pres- 
ent. He said in his remarks, and I have not time to read them at 
length, that silver had the preference of gold or copper or any other 
metal in the mints; that we compelled the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase silver and did not compel him to purchase gold or copper. 
What are the regulations in reference to the coinage of gold? The law 
requires the Secretary of the Treasury to keep a fund at the mints for 
that express purpose. The moment a gold miner presents his bullion 
there he can receive money for it, and he need not wait until it is 
coined. But if he waits until the mints can coin it he has the right to 
say that it shall be coined into double-eagles, eagles, or half-eagles, or 
any other denomination of coin. He can thus dictate the coinage of 
gold. Generally he prefers to take money and not wait for the coinage. 
The gold miner extracts dollars, not merchandise. The silver miner 
can not go to the mint with his bullion at all. His product is put 
upon the market and the bullion which is offered at lowest rates by 
the bullion-holder is purchased. Instead of the Government making 
the bullion value of silver equal to the coinage value, the law compels 
the Government to go into the market and bear silver bullion and to 
purchase it at the cheapest rates. This law of the Government depre- 
ciates the silver, and the act of the Government furnises the argu- 
ment of the gold monometallists against silver. The power of the 
Government ought to favor silver value, and not depreciate it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLAND. Not now. How is it possible that silver bullion can 
reach par with gold bullion unless it has the same privileges at the mints 
and the same uses as money ? 

I have heard it said, and it is stated in the public press and on this 
floor, that the moment you open your mints to the unlimited use of 
silver, you pay a premium of 15 per cent. to the silver-bullion holders. 
What are you paying to the holder of gold bullion who has a monopoly 
of money metal? Even him by law you are paying 15 per cent. pre- 
mium on his gold at the expense of the holder of silver bullion. 

Will.any one pretend to say that where you give unlimited use to 
gold, unlimited access to the mints, so the gold miner can go and de- 
posit his bullion and any moment have dollars and cents for it, and the 
silver miner has not the same privilege, that silver bullion can stand 
at par with gold? 

I may liken it to a county warrant. The county is perfectly good, 
perfectly solvent, responsible in every respect, and the warrant will be 


Has the gentleman any objection to making bullion 
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paid in six months or a year at the furthest. But it is discounted for | 
the very reason that you can not at once redeem it in money. 

Now, the silver and the gold miner ought to be placed exactly equal 
in this regard, not for the purpose of accommodating the miner him- 
self, but to furnish the people of this mys A a circulating medium 
that has been considered, at least for the last four or five thousand 
years, as the best monetary metal in the world—and that is silver. I 
do not own, Mr. Speaker, a single dollar’s worth of stock in any mine 
in this country or elsewhere; I am not the owner of any stock in any 
national bank, nor do I own any Government bonds, but so far as any 
individual or personal interest in this matter is concerned I stand free, 
and am not interested in the question of the coinage of silver or the issu- 
ing of bank notes, and I view these matters only in the light of pub- 
lic welfare. 

Mr. MORSE. 
you insist uporf the coining of silver when nobody wants it? 

Mr. BLAND. Nobody wants it? 

Mr. BELFORD. Everybody wants it in the West. 

Mr. BLAND. I would simply tell the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that he may test that matter very accurately and instantly as to 
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If you are not interested in it, then let me ask why do | 


whether anybody wants the silver or not if he will go, or any other | 
gentleman, to the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms and draw his check for | 


the $400 due him for this month, get it in silver, and put it on my 
desk; he will see how complacently I takeit. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WELLER. Here, too. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. BLAND. Now, we are told, Mr. Speaker, that silver will not 
circulate among the people, and that you are coining this metal and 
simply piling it up in the Treasury vaults, and that it is not being util- 
ized and will not be utilized as money. 

I hold in my hand astatement from the Treasury Department show- 


| dicial appropriation bills ? 
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Well, now, these twenty million of silver certificates are in the Treas- 


| ury precisely like greenbacks are in the Treasury. They are in the 


Treasury precisely like gold is in the Treasury, or like national-bank 
notes. There were twenty millions in the Treasury last Wednesday, but 
I dare say that there is not so much to-day, and if any gentleman has 


| drawn a portion of his salary to-day | have nodoubt that he has been paid 
| some portion of that twenty millions which the gentleman says are in the 


| Treasury. 


They are in there as the circulating revenue of the Treasury, 
to be paid out like greenbacks or national-bank notes, and if they are not 
paid out it is because the Secretary of the Treasury, in order to contract 
the volume of the currency or make an argument against silver coin 
age, refuses to pay it out. How does this silver get into circulation 
The man who has gold bullion can have it coined at the mints of th 
country, and the money is returned to him and he pays it out in 
various avenues of trade. Butthe Government will not permit silver t 
go out in that way into circulation. The law prohibits it. The Govern 
ment goes into the market and buys up the bullion and coins it into 
money and then refuses to pay it out, and silver is blamed by its oppo 
nents because it does not get out. How canit get out unless the Go 
ernment chooses to issue it? Are there any expenditures of this Gov 
ernment to which it can be applied? Are there not expenditures to 
which it can be at all times applied? How will you make provision fo1 
the sums to be appropriated under your legislative, executive, and ju 
Are there not expenditures under your fort 
fication bills, your Army bill, your Navy bill, vour pensions, the four 





| hundred millions that you must prov ide for the payment of pensions, 


the public debt, and other expenditures. 
And if silver is in the Treasury, why is it not paid out on the se 


| propriations and on the millions of your public debt that is due It 


ing that up to March 14, 1884, there have been issued in silver cer- | 


tificates $155, 430,000, and up to the Ist of March the coinage has been 
$166,000,000. So that the silver certificates which have gone out and 
the silver dollars together are at to-day within about twelve millions of 
the amount coined. 

Mr. PUSEY. Now, right there, does not the gentleman know that 
there are from sixteen to twenty millions of dollars of certificates lying 
in the Treasury to-day which have never been put in circulation ? 

Mr. BLAND. I will come to that in the course of my argument. 

It is claimed also that the coinage of silver is driving the gold out of 
this country. Here is the statement of Treasurer Wyman, showing 
that there has been deposited $ $79,000,000 of gold in exchange for silver 
dollars and silver certificates. 

The following is the statement I have obtained from Mr. Wyman, 
the Treasurer, dated 14th March: 


Statement of silver certificates issued, redeemed, outstanding, and in the 
Treasury March 14, 1884. 















is there, if there at all, in excess simply because the Secretary of th« 
Treasury is hostile to this money; and in obedience to Wall street and 
the speculators there he hoards it for this purpose, or for the sak« 
the argument that silver will not circulate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri it 
he is in favor of the free coinage of the present silver dollar of 412) grains 
900 fine, and in favor of the Government buying all the silver bul 
that may be brought to the Mint, and giving for it dollar for dollar 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to know why it is that the mints 
of the country can be opened to the unlimited coinage of gold and.n 
of silver. Will any gentleman answer me that question ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But gold i is coined 
at 17 per cent. above its value. 

Mr. BLAND. The very fact that you give it the same use restores 
to the value of gold. Now whatfis the condition to-day’ The gent! 
man says that there is a difference of 17 cents between the gold dolla: 
and the silver dollar; 13 cents is the difference in bullion valu But 
the purchasing value is the same because the purchasing value is derived 


at its bullion value, and 


| from the stamp of the Government upon the coin that it is a dollar 


. : Outsts - 
Denominations. Issued. Redeemed = tand 
ig 
Na aicis tikeiniaidenutbeieseiien seesseseeeesees| $09,084,000 | $13, 489,718 $45, 546, 282 
Twenties... sdiiiea:adiieicleldcenietah Vaiedalikelasteie 55, 666, 000 10, 395, 416 45, 270, 584 
Fifties .............. ; baseband 7, 650, 000 2, 270, 065 5, 379, 935 
One hundreds. 9, 940, 000 3, 042, 487 6, 897, 520 
Five hundreds... 6, 650, 000 4,166, 500 2, 483, 500 
One thousands............... 16, 490, 000 12, 360, 000 4, 130, 000 
ia 4 ccsectenraiibadicis : 155, 430, 000 45, 722,179 109, 707, 821 | 
The amount held in the Treasury Wie Sniiedcistutbeinslaneaahelid 13, 849, 650 | 
Leaving actually outstanding......... peselainteatisapsa 95, 858,171 


Silver certificates issued on n de posit of gol ld coin: 
Issued at the New York office 


. $18,810,000 
Issued at other offices for deposit at the New York office.. 


bibedenlndscewcegee 60, 739, 000 





PI paktesciniccctiernsiedapaecisestnonninen sieplasbdee acces ceanicaisai soi 79,549,000 | . aE 
| ited use of both gold and silver, or at least upon the metals gold and 


Standard silver dollars in the Treasury offices and mints March 14, 
AR ais CL AL Gi ce desea bsanecici ieahdebnstemes eve vommpanbanisicanl Sarcas . 128, 045, 028 
You have to-day in the Treasury $140,000,000 in gold bullion and 
gold coin. 
purposes and the daily demand. Now, more than one-half of that has 
gone into the Treasury in exchange for this hated and maligned silver; 
and yetit is claimed that nobody wants it. That claim is set up in face 


That is there as surplus revenue or revenue for resumption | 


And when the guarantee of the Government is written upon the silver 
dollar it restores it to equal value with the gold dollar. But you will 
not permit silver to come in in unlimited quantity and have this guar 
antee of the Government. 

The question is not as to how it shall affect the gold miner or the sil ve 
miner, because yon have about three billions of silver money in the 
world—and the question is how it affects that vast stock of money metal 
on hand. When you say that vast stock that belongs to the debtor class 
shall be limited in its use by not giving it unlimited coinage you to that 
extent rob the debtor in favor of the creditor. Therefore the question 
as to the quantity of silver is not a question between the miners of gold 
and the miners of silver, but it is a question as to what you propose to do 
with the vast stock of monetary metals on which debts were contracted, 
both public and private,in this country and all other countries; becaus 
your public debt and your private debt in this Government, and I m 
say all governments, have been contracted upon the basis of the un 
silver, consisting of three billions of gold and about three billions 
silver. 

Now, if you are to strike down one-half of the monetary metals hy 
refusing it admission at the Mint, as a.matter of course you see the 
advantage given the creditor class over the debtor ciass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for another ques 


| tion? 


of the fact that more than half of the gold in the Treasury to-day not | 


represented by gold certificates is there in exchange for silver certificates. 
When the Secretary of the Treasury issued his circular permitting this 
to be done the silver coin ran so low by the demand occasioned by ‘these 
deposits of gold for silver certificates that the operation had to be sus- 
pended for the reason that there was no more silver coin on which to 
base the certificates. 

Now, the gentlem: un says that there are about twenty millions of these 
silver certificates in the Tre: usury to-day. 

I read from this statement, made on the 26th March last, as follows 


Silver dollarsin the Treasuryv............. paqustndueudeiadaetataaenielaattiod . $128, 696, 472 
Certificates in circulation ........ iiatekgiiels ee 
Certificates in the Treasury... ial aseanousieideactnielatedis . 20,701,440 

————— 116,416, 821 


Leaving silver dollars in Treasury.............0.00000008 : 12, 279, 651 





Mr. BLAND. Ye&, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Missouri say that the 
mere stamp of the Government upona piece of silver, 4124 grains, 900 
fine, will immediately bridge over the 17 per cent. difference between 
the bullion value and the nominal value? If so, why not as well make 
the silver dollar 200 grains as 412} grains? Or why not use iron and 
stamp that ? 

\ MEMBER. 

Mr. BLAND. 


Or paper ? 
You will come to paper soon enough probab! We 


have heard that argument before. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
me? 

Mr. BLAND. Ina moment. , 

Mr. Speaker, I impale that argument upon the law of the con 

| I say there is not a bond of thisGovernment in existence to-day under 


Will the gentleman from Missouri allow 
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the law of its issue that is not payable in a dollar of 412} grains of 
standard silver; notin iron, not in copper, not in gold alone, but ina 
dollar of 25.8 grains of gold or 4124 grains of standard silver. Every 
contract of this Government is based upon that. As regards every bond 
that is issued except the currencies, your 4and 4) and 5 per cent. and 3 
per cent. bonds, the tax-payer has the right to pay ina dollar of 412} grains 
of standard silver, and it is robbing him not to permit him to do it. 
Che world uses silver as money and guarantees its value; not so with 
| copper 
Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 
Mr. BLAND. I can not yield now, as my time is limited. 
We were told if silver was restored to its monetary value the public 
vould be violated and that it would be impossible to issue bonds 
» per cent. interest; and that is the class of securities that were be- 
sued at that time. But instead of that, sir, we find that we ne- 
ted bonds at 4} per cent. and then at 4 per cent., and as we con- 
tinued coining in silver we have issued them at 3 per cent., and those 
} per cent. bonds are above par; and I believe our friends who desire 
the continuance of the national banks are willing to-day they should 
take a 25 per cent. bond, notwithstanding those bonds are payable, 
every dollar of them, in this silver dollar. 
W hat has been the effect, sir, of the coinage of this silver? We re- 
member when the mints began to coin silver under the law of 1878 that | 





















































thiscountry was in poverty and distress; but from the time that we began | 
the coinage of silver confidence took the place of distrust, prosperity 
that of adversity, and since that time we have, probably since the be- 
ginning of our Government, never been more prosperous. We have 
coined only 166,000,000 of the standard silver dollars; and yet we are 
asked to suspend the coinage of silver because it is claimed that to con- 
tinue it will drive gold out of the country. France, with a population 


of only about 37,000,000, and with a territory not so large as the State 
of Texas, has to-day in full legal-tender circulation about $550,000,000 
of silver, and alongside of that she has in circulation over $800,000,000 
in gold 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Is France coining any silver at present ? 

Mr. BLAND. She is not. But we are asked to stop the coinage of 
silver at the limit of $160,000,000, when France has about $550,000,000 
in circulation of silver; and instead of driving out her gold she has 
nearly as much gold in circulation as both Great Britain and Germany, 
gold-standard countries. We have a country with probably 55,000,000 
of population at this time, with over 3,000,000 of square miles of ter- 
ritor We are a nation of people whose industrial genius is hardly 
equaled, certainly not surpassed, by any other nation of the civilized 
world. Yet we are asked to act the part of cowards and stop the coin- 
age of silver at the pitiful limit of $160,000,000. It will take nearly 
fifteen years longer, at the present rate of coinage of the silver dollar, 
to have the same amount of silver coined and in circulation that France 
has to-day among her 37,000,000 of people. 

Where will this country be at the end of fifteen years from this time? 
We will have seventy, probably seventy-five, millions of people, with 


+} 


the present increase of population by immigration and natural increase. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Not below. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes. We coin silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 
1—that is to say, we require 16 ounces of silver to be worth 1 ounce 
of gold, while in France 15} ounces of silver is worth as much as 1 
ounce of gold. Neither France nor Germany nor any other country 
will be willing to lose a half an ounce of silver for every ounce of gold 


| in order to dump their silver down in this country. There is no dan- 


ger of that. All thesilver of Europe circulates at par with gold at 15} 
tol. But there is this danger, that France and the nations of the 
Latin Union may in the future cease to coin silver altogether if we sus- 
pend the coinage of silver. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has not the Latin Union already ceased to coin 
silver? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes; but do not interrupt me just now. After the 
decision of the Supreme Court on the legal-tender question, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitt] and others, apprehending some 
difficulty to result from that, because the Supreme Court had decided 
that Congress had absolute power to issue paper money and make it a 


| legal tender—the gentleman from New York and other gentlemen in 


this House, as well as gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol, in 
order to meet that question introduced constitutional amendments pro- 


| viding that Congress shall have no power to make anything but gold 
| and silver a legal tender. Now I want to know if that is intended te 


be a deception upon the people of the States? I want to know if you 
intend to hold out to them the promise of a silver and gold currency, 
and then the moment you get the power to drop the silver currency 
entirely? Is it intended the moment that the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral States shall adopt the amendments proposing to make silver and 
gold the only legal tender, Congress will go to work and demonetize 
silver or gold? Is that what we are to hold out to the American peo- 
ple? Ifso, it will bea long time before your constitutional amendment 
will be adopted. Itis necessary to the preservation of this Government 
and to the maintenance of good faith between debtors and creditors 
that the unlimited use of both gold and silver as mouey should be 
maintained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the extent of the Government guarantee in 
the case of the coinage of silver? Suppose we have coined and in circu- 
lation to-day $1,000,000,000 of silver, and suppose that the value of 
the bullion in this coinage is 15 per cent. less than the gold—it is 13 only 
now, which would be contained in the same amount of coinage—how 
much gold would it take to supply the deficiency? Gentlemen can 
make their own conclusion. I believe it would be $150,000,000. Ifyou 
should undertake to redeem in gold bullion the silver coinage it would 
cost you only $150,000,000, because the silver bullion in the coinage is 
worth therest. This $150,000,000 would be hardly a mill per cent. upon 
the taxable property of this nation. The world guarantees 85 per ceat. of 
this silver coinage; and the Government is asked to guarantee only 15 per 


| cent. How is it with the legal-tender and the national-bank notes, upon 
| which the Government guarantee is 100 percent.? How must youredeem 
| your legal-tender note? According to your theory, it must be redeemed 
| in gold, every centofit. Theworld supports noneofit. Howastoyour 






































We have a territory—I need not compare it with the territory of any 
other country. I say that when you reach the amount of coinage of 
silver which is now in circulation in France, about fifteen years will 
have elapsed at the present rate of coinage, and by that time we will 
have almost if not quite doubled the population of France at this time; 
and as to material wealth and territory there is no comparison between 
this country and that of France. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. The question I desire to ask is this: In comparing the 
amount of our silver coinage with that of France, should not the gen- 
tleman take into consideration the subsidiary coinage in this country? 


derstand. 
Mr. BLAND. I have not included it in the amount I have given for 


the silver coinage of France. The unlimited legal-tender silver money, 
not the subsidiary, in France amounts to about $550,000,000. 
Mr. LACEY. But you have not included in your estimate the 


amount in this country of the subsidiary coinage here. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not include the subsidiary coinage in France, 
either. But, evenif I were toput both in, the disparity would be about 
the same bd 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Permit me to ask the gentleman a 
question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If we open our mints, as the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] proposes, to the free coinage of silver 
at the rate of 412 grains of silver for one dollar of gold, would not the 
whole $600,000,000 of silver coinage in France at once come to this 
country as quick as steamships could bring it, and take away at least 
50 per cent. of our gold and transfer it to France? 

Mr. BLAND. I say no, and I will give a reason for it. In the first 
place, we are not fools enough to exchange products or anything else 


place, the standard of their coinage is below ours, and the gentleman 
knows it very well. 





The gentleman has included the subsidiary coinage in France, as I un- | 


without value, or at a loss, if that is the suggestion; and in the second | 


national-bank note? In what isthat tobe redeemed? It is based upon 
| a debt, and isredeemable inadebt—a debt behind it and a debt before it ! 

It is based neither upon gold norupon silver. That is tosay, there is nota 
| gold dollar nor silver dollar on which it is specially issued; it is credit- 
money, nomore. The opponents of silver, who claim that the vacuum 
caused by demonetizing silver can be supplied by national-bank notes, 
must ask for that purpose the continuation of the public debt of this 
country, not lessthan six hundred or seven hundred millions of dollars, 
probably a billion of dollars. The debt must be a little larger than the 
amount of circulation, in order to give room for contraction and expan- 
| sion of that circulation. What, then, would be the interest of this na- 
tional debt? Place the amount at $500,000,000 and with the rate of in- 
| terest at 3 percent. the Government must pay $15,000,000 annually in 
interest. So that your bank paper, if you have bonds to the amount of 
five hundred million on which to base it, will cost you in interest not 
lessthan fifteen million annually. Even the interest which you would 
pay for the purpose of keeping the bank paper in circulation would in a 
few short years constitute the difference between gold and silver. 

For instance, suppose we have one billion of silver dollars, on which 
amount we issue one billion of silver certificates; the difference between 
| silver and gold is 13 cents on the dollar, and all the Government has to 
guarantee is this 13 cents. The world fuarantees the other 87 cents in 
| theuseof money. Thirteen per cent. of this supposed issue of one bill- 
ion of silver certificates is one hundred and thirty million, so that one 
hundred and thirty millions of gold added would bring the silver or 
silver certificates to par with gold. Compare this with the national- 





silver we have a billion silver certificates. For the national-bank cir- 
culation it would require at least six hundred millions of bonds for a cir- 
culation of bank notes to the amount of five hundred million; these 
bonds at 3 per cent. interest would make an annual charge against the 
Government for interest of $18,000,000 in order to float this five hun- 
| dred million of bank notes; this charge in ten years will have amounted 
to $180,000,000, which is fifty million in excess of the gold that would 
be necessary to keep the one billion silver certificatesat par. If we re- 
| deem the bonds in twenty years the bonds and interest would nearly 


bank system in furnishing our circulating medium. In the instance of 
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equal the one billion silver certificates. 
antees silver up to 87 cents, paper issued on it, dollar for dollar, could 
never depreciate below the 87 cents so long as the metal is held for its 
redemption. But bank paper or Treasury notes, being wholly credit- 
money, must stand or fall with the credit of the nation issuing it. In 
case of civil commotion or foreign war or disturbances our credit might 
be greatly impaired and bank notes or Treasury notes go down to 30 or 
40 cents on the dollar, as in our last war, but the silver certificate could 
uot be carried lower than the 87 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the danger of a national debt? I send to the 
desk to be read two extracts from London journals on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rhe London Economist of March 10, 1883, said: 

he grandeur of the American Republic, considered in its external policy 

has moreover been greatly increased by its debt-paying policy, for it has been 
felt that a people which could now raise four or five hundred millions sterling 
it 3 per cent. was on that account alone a great people; one which, on cause 
shown, could create fleets and armies almost out of the ground, 

rhe London Spectator of April 14, 1883, said: 

rhe grand reason for paying debt is that we want to strengthen the credit 

of the state, as the cheapest and best of all insurances. If any one doubts that, 
let him look at the position of the United States. That grand Republic has no 
fleet, and on the water could hardly fight Spain. But she has reduced her debt 
by strenuous paying, and every one knows that if she wanted a fleet to blow 
Spain out of the water or to contest the seas with us she could buy and build 


one intwelve months, Her paymentof her debt isan insurance not only against 
defeat but against attack.”’ 


Mr. BLAND. Thus, Mr. Speaker, we see how important in the es- | 


timation of foreign governments is the payment of our national debt. 
The London Economist and the London Spectator both say that with 
a nation which can so rapidly pay off its debt the very fact of being 
out of debt is a sufficient protection without fleets and standing armies. 
Let us, then, devote our attention to the payment of the debt and the 
wiping out of the national banks, which must go with the extinction 
of the debt, because the national-bank system is based upon debt, an 
interest-bearing debt. 

Mr. Speaker, this question of the public debt is a great question which 
we must meet in the discussion of all monetary affairs. We remember 
very well that the idea on which the National Greenback party was based 
and grew up was that we had an immense public debt, bearing interest, 
and that Congress under the Constitution had the power to issue paper 
money and to substitute a non-interest-bearing debt for one bearing in- 
terest. Under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
this Government would have the power to issue legal-tender paper money 
and to wipe out your national debt. This national debt has been the 
objective point with all the labor organizations and greenback parties. 
They have felt that a national debt of $2,000,000,000 or a billion and 
a half of dollars was an oppression ; and whenever distress and pove rty 
come again upon the country, if you then have a vast national debt, the 
rallying-ery will be to pay it with paper legal tenders. 


greenback parties. But the very moment you take away the national 
debt you remove all excuse for an overissue of paper money. 
then no further danger in that direction. 


The question of debtor and creditor will then relate solely to private 
One citizen debtor 
and another creditor, all neighbors, will not consider their interest as di- | 
Our national debt is | 


debts and thus localize and minimize that influence. 


vergent, but may all antagonize the public debt. 
held and concentrated in mone yed centers by a few individuals; hence it 
is not difficult to excite popular prejudice against it. For this reason, 


and particularly in view of the recent decision of the Supreme Court 
on the legal-tender question, the national-bank system, based on the 


public debt, is an unsafe monetary system. 


I quote from the Report of the Silver Commission made in 1877, | 
showing the different nations, with their estimated populations, classi- 
fied according to their metallic standards, with the United States added 


to the list: 
SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES. 


Population. 
a ceed iiaabomopieailamananienia 
a sceatlbsanid ebabiepianiasbabeisounuanbaéumeanenacsennh 36, 000, 000 
Egy pt........ ntiadiinkmescinenescssipeewneecsece 






MEXICO .cccocce = 
Central America 


nen nreoneroene ee seneresnengr-stenichnreyssemnenonnatpnventnanniree 2,600,000 | unlimited use as money. In doing this the Government will simply 
30 . : . . ome 

en ee ee 1. oe | have righted a wrong. After this has been done, ifsilver is still below 

nei a, BSA EBT RTO PEAS 400,000,000 | gold to such a degree as to disturb the equity of contracts, there might 





ee i a oo sana eoebeblbehdededeuendpeedbohanteceoisees 

toumania 
Colombia ... 
Venezuela.. 
Chili 





Uruguay 









Paaue erecscesesscscecs soecce cecceecoces seecee socess cccces ce ccccesessescoenscccncess serena neeecinn : pen The states of the Latin Union will meet again ina short time to de- 
Japan........ 33000 009 | termine whether they will open their mints to the further coinage ot 
Holland .. 3.700.000 | Silver; hence we ought not either to stop its coinage or change the ratio 
Ae 7 In either case we might discourage its friends in the states of this mon- 
DCS Se ee Paces 2° 700 009 | etary union. Fare 8 

raat cchiniaieaamsaciamsacbtecxcsanenntc 26, 300, 000 But, Mr. Speaker, as my time is limited, I come back now to t 

t ain 16. 400,000 | question of the trade-dollar. I say there can be no danger in making 

nited States : 50, 000, 000 





ED whdhisiiedannn 


Inasmuch as the world guar- | 


So long as that | 
debt exists it will furnish a foundation for your labor parties and your | 


There is | ° 


76,000,000 | is utterly impotent to restore silver. What is demanded is that the 
4.500 009 | UOVernment, instead of depreciating silver by its laws, shall throw the 
seeneialans incichcsebaienieiiinaeie 8,000,000 | weight of its wealth and power in the scale in favor of silver by givin 


7,144,456 | he a reason for changing the ratio. 
768.941. 456 | Class that his Government should by its laws first depreciate silver 


1,400,000 | this depreciation. 
pvocsscnuveccneneaoooseocccscssescesoeeneccesees secceese ceases escesccossoscopecococensces . 4,000,000 
2, 900, 000 ; a , . ail r those nrred since —, Nee 
600, 090 | Upon that relation, and especially those incurred since we commenced 
1 


900,000 | coining silver. 





Sicllllheniael Debi sacatnbining hiaaswavnidlacibicnsriuies 187, 300,000 | fere with the monthly coinage of silve1 
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Population 
GOLD-STANDARD COUNTRIES 
oo at Britain........ enaad ; 2 


. ee >, OOD) OOD 

Canada, Cape of Good Hope, ‘and Australian IOS cscesnsidenninn 7, 000, 000 
Germany ; i iaecinsandiiainaiaasbesiaiaeiiaiieatasilonts . 42. 000, 000 
a Tal aa ae. aiid senda enue plbalediiaaauiicaanaiotnten 1. 700. 000 
No ccnccucteacns psididaidienteiea 4. 300, 000 
|} Denmark ......... ’ ondate . ee 1, 800, 000 
Portugal 4, 000, 000 


_ total ee nannies 92. 800. 000 
» have, then, 763,944, 156 of | population using silver as their stand 
ard, - ,300,000 using the double standard, or 956,.244.456 who use 


silver as a standard of money. And now I give you the following ex 
tract taken from the report of the Director of the Mint for 1883, nam« 





PAPER AND SPECIE CIRCULATION OF THE PRINCIPAL COUNTRIES OF THE WORLD 


The tables which have heretofore been published in my reports giving the 
paper and metallic circulation of the princij ral co untries of the world, compiled 
as far as possible from official dispatches ar id reliable data, have been corrected 
and enlarged to as late a date as possible, anc ithe nuiber of countries embraced 
has been increased to thirty-eight. 

The total papercirculation of these countries, embracing the issue of both gov 
ernment and bank notes, amounts to $3,832 920.903, and the gold and silver « i 
lation, the latte rdivided: as far as possible into full legal te nderand limited te ndei 
|} amount to $3,333,433,000 gold coin, $2,712,226,000 silver coin—a total 


the coin in banks and treasuries, of $6,045,659,000 


including 


' 
| 
es ts 
oom append to my remarks a table compiled from the report of th 
| Director of the Mint for the year 1883, showing the monetary circula 
| tion of the principal countries of the world. 

The Deector of the Mint estimates the amount of silver used 
the circulation of the principal countries of the world, both full legal 
and limited tender, $2,712,226,000; but let us say it is more and place 
| it at three billion, which would be only $3.15 per capita for the popu, 

lation using silver or silver and gold standard. We must, howe ver, de- 
duct from this $100,000,000 silver used in Great Britain, $213,000,000 
in Germany, $5,405,000 in Norway and Sweden, $10,000,000 in Por- 
tugal, and in the Danish Kingdom $750,400, making $329,155,400 of 
this now in use and required in gold-standard countries. The popu- 
lation of these countries, according to the report of the Silver Commis- 
sion of 1877, is 92,800,000, which would make the silver used and 
required in these gold-standard countries $3.55 per capita of the popu- 
lation, while in the silver and double standard countries it is only 
about $2.80. 

We have about seven hundred millions of paper money in Treasury 
notes and national-bank notes. To substitute silver for this on which 
to issue certificates would require a drain from these other countries ot 
$700,000,000 of silver. This would leave them about two billion to be 
distributed among their population of about one biilion, or $2 per 
capita of their population. This would so reduce prices or increase 
the value of silver there as to raise it above par with gold at 16 to 1 
The extract from the report of the Director of the Mint above quoted 
shows about four billions of paper money in circulation in the prin 
pal countries of the world, or nearly two-thirds of all the money In us¢ 
his fact of itself is proof beyond controversy that the metals, both gold 
| and silver, fail to supply the monetary demands, and shows the reckless 
spirit that would demonetize silver, constituting as it does nearly one 
half of the metallie-money supply of the world. 

Ifsilver were thus demonetized prices could not be maintained at the 
present standard without issuing credit-money to sych an extent as to 
cause financial distrust, bankruptcy, and ruin, and practically ending 
in the demonetization of both metals. Silver and gold for generations 
past have been linked together as precious metals and performing the 
functions of money with all civilized peoples. 
| stand or fall together. 

Mr. Speaker, many who favor the bimetallic standard claim that we 
should change the ratio so as to coin silver at its bullion value. This 
| ignores the fact that silver is depreciated by the Government. Silver 
was demonetized. That act depreciated silver. It is not coined now 
except on Government account and in limited amounts. 





These two metals must 


Chis coinage 


¢ 
it 


But it is not justice to the creditor 


and then take advantage of its own wrong by coining it at the ratio of 
Since 1278 we have been coining full legal-tende: 
silver at the ratio of 16 to1. All existing debts and contracts are based 


these trade-dollars a legal tender and declaring that they shall not inte: 
The trade-dollars will simp 
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take the place of your contracting national-bank currency. The national- 
hank currency must continue to contract, and the trade-dollar ought to 
be put in circulation to meet the deficiency caused by that contraction. 











Texas [Mr. MILLER]. 
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MARCH 31, 


If I have any time remaining I will yield it to the gentleman from 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 


Monetary circulation of the principal countries of the world. 


Population 

Date for 
which cir- 
culation is 
stated. 


Countries 
. Paper 
Last cen- 
sus or es- 
timate 


Year. i. 
Gold, 











Specie. P : 
er capita. 
a es ——| Total paper ? 
: : curreney 
Silver, fu = —e } 
toe es Silver, limit- Total and specie. ——— a 
—_— ° ed tender. ™ > : : 
der. Paper. | Specie. 









United States 1880 50.155.783 Oct. 1, 1883 $884, 002, 074 $606, 197, 000 $159, 479, 000 S20. 920. 000 $846, 596, 000 | $1,730,598, 074 $17 63 $16 88 
Great Britain and 
Ireland... ; 1881 35,246,562 July 28,1883 208, 534, 617 587, 683, 000 |......... 93. 164, 000 680, 547, 000 884, 381, 617 5 77 19 31 
Dominion of Can- 
oo See vn ¢| 1881 | 4,506,563; — ae j a51, 081, 469 B9, 326,000 |... 64, 500, 000 13, 826, 000 64,907,469 1133 3 07 
Newfoundland 
British India 1881 252,541,210 Dec. 31, 1882 62, 383, 126 1, 027,000,000 |......... 1, 027, 000, 000 1, 089, 383, 126 24 4 07 
Ceylon 188] 2,758,166 Dec. 31, 1882 1,563, 300 |......... Oe er 772, 000 2, 335, 300 57 | 28 
Australia, Tasmania | 
and New Zealand.. 1881 2,798, 898 | Dec. 31, 1882 26, 010, 722 €65, 000, 000 |... », 000, 000 70, 000, 000 96, 010, 722 9 03 23 01 
Cape of Good Hope..) 1880 780, 757 | June 30, 1882 5, 637, 000 930, 000, 000 alabdnnviatinas g2, 441, 000 32, 441, 000 38, 078, 000 7 22 | 41 54 
France 1881 | 37,321,186 | Sept. 20, 1883 A566, 594, 466 i873, 000, 000 j 540, 000, 000 57,900,000 1, , 000 2. 037, 494. 466 15 16 | 39 41 
Algiers 1877 Dec. 31, 1882 : 9, 300, 000 5, 915, 000 ©......... , 000 4 30 5 30 
Guadeloupe. 1878 Dee. 31,1882 381, 000 251, 000 menemecvene . , 000 5 21 OZ 
Belgium 1879 Sept. 6, 1883 668, 000, 000 €58, 000, 000 6, 500, 000 000 ll 38 23 93 
Switzerland 1880 Sept. 8, 1883 117, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 4, 700, 000 . 000 6 42 11 14 
Italy 1881 Jan. 1,188 2 €160, 000, 000 €40, 000, 000 €20, 000, 000 , 000 10 36 7 73 
Crreece 1882 Jan. 1,188 €23, €2, 702, 000 €2, 702, OOO iasievesacsone’ 5, 404, 000 12 00 2 73 
Spain 1877 May 31,1883 mb6s, n 130, 000.000 n40, 000, 000 n 30. 000, 000 200, 000, 000 414 12 03 
Cuba 1sv7 4 Dec. 31, 1882 44, BO, BE GED Ncccsccocvccssssccescses 28,181, 000 32 17 22 07 
Luzon 1880 4,450,191 Dec. 31/1882 1 762, 000 2, 236, 000 », 998, 000 27 67 
Portugal, including 
\zores and Ma- 
deira 1878 4.550.699 Jan 1, 1879 5, 023, 360 030, 000, 000 610, 000, 000 410, G00, 000 110 8 79 
Germany 1880 | 45,234,061 | Sept. 15, 1883 h207 564.7 p342, 720, 000 p09, 480,000 pl04, 720,000 556, 920, 000 4 59 2 31 
\ a-Hungary Sa0 5.839.428 Aug. 31, 1883 A299, 412, 3 q4i, 50), 000 74, GOO, GOO ee 118, 500, 000 8 3 3 31 
Swedenand Norway 1880 6,479,168 Dee. 31, 1881 33, 602, 936 2,534, 000 ‘ 5, 405, 000 17, 939, 000 5 19 2 77 
Danish Kingdom 1sS0 2,096,400 Dex 31, ISS] * 20, 158, 767 14. 000, 000 4, 327, 000 18, 327, 000 9 62 8 7t 
Netherlands 1880 4,061,580 | Sept. 15, 1883 r76, 871, 506 818, 000, 000 56, 489, 000 74, 489, 000 18 92 18 34 
Iss 1880-98, 323,000 Sept. 10, 1883 109, 945, 435 1119, 769, 000 aie Z 119, 769, 000 518 1 2] 
burke iss) 24.4 Dec. 31, 1882 5, 280,000 39. 600, 000 5. 200. 000 ; 74. 800, 000 21 3 Of 
Roumania 1ss1 5 Dec. 31, 1881 15, 822, 383 163, 000 11, 387, 000 11, 550, 000 2 4 215 
lexico ay y June 30, 1883 u2, O58, 529 £10, 000, 000 g40, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 21 5 2 
Central America Lss1 2, June 30, 18M 163, 347 2, 318, 000 374, OOO 2, 692, 000 6 3 
.\rgentine Republic ISSO) 2 Dec. 31, 1882 37, 101, 756 06, 000, 000 13, 000, 000 - 9, 000, 000 14 6 4 
Colombia 1881 ; Aug. 18, 1579 1, 895, 343 500, 000 neuéen $000, 000 4, 500, G00 63 1 
Braz Isso. ll Aug. 18, 1883 eee one > : , a 9 18 
Peru 1876 3, Mar. 1,1879 13, 098, 820 62, 000 1,820,000 ..... - L, 882, 000 4 29 2 
Venezuela 1881 2 Sept. 1, 1881 250), 900 €4, 000, 000 sesinowwamabte €1, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 9 1 & 
Chil LS7t > Dee, 31, 1881 26, 555, 341 66, 000, 000 : 6, 000, 000 10 97 2 47 
Bolivia 1s7¢ 2 Dec. 31, 1881 1,131,517 ; 5, 400,000 | ..... vaabunadied 5, 400, 000 iv 2 32 
guay L880 Dec. 31, 1882 5, 986, 000 14, 601, 000 €1, 000,000... ws 5, 601, 000 13 66 2 28 
Havt S77 Dec ff oe pesense 4, 000, 000 780, 000 4,780,000 | 4,780,000 |......... 3 36 
Japa 1883 | 36 Dee, 31, 1881 140, 278, 112 98, 134, 000 46, 334, 000 139, 468, 000 279, 746, 112 $ 82 3 80 








Total ‘ spite 3, 832, 920. 





a New York Bankers’ Magazine, February, 1883. 
ust 12 years 
Ottomar Haupt fLondon Economist, August 26, 1882. 
mports and deducting consumption in arts. 
» estimate of last year gained by import and deducting consumption. 


g Estimated. 


two years, deducting the amount used in the arts and manufactures. 

added as active circulation rLondon Economist, September 22, 1883. 
consumption in arts and manufactures. tBank reserve only. 
$1,500,000 silver added for new coinage. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Mr. Speaker. the first question presented 
by the bill under discussion ts, should the Government recall and recoin 
the trade-dollar. That this ought to be done seems almost too plain 
for argument. The actof February 12, 1873 (Revised Statutes, section 
3513), provides that the silver coins of the United States shall be a 
trade-dollar, half-dollar, &c. The same act fixesthe weight and stand- 
ard alloy of the trade-dollar and makes it of the same fineness of the 
other silver coins, so that as to its standard of purity it is in no sense 
a debased coin. The same act (Revised Statutes, section 3586) makes 
the silver coins of the United States (of which this trade-dollar was one) 
a legal tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 
in any one payment. 

Thus the trade-dollar was put forth upon the country by force of law 
as one of the standard coins of the Government, a legal tender in pay- 
ment of debts, and having all the attributes that legislation gave to any 
silver coin 

There was nothing in the act of February 12, 1873, to show that this 
coin was not intended to be one of the coins provided by the Govern- 
ment for general circulation among the people. The factthat it may 
have been intended for export does not appear in the law of its creation 
nor eisewhere in the statutes. There was nothing to put the people 
upon notice that it was not to be received and paid out in business as 
any other coin until 1876, when its legal-tender quality was taken away 
by an act of Congress. It then became a disowned bantling bearing 
the shield and device of the coins of the United States, yet not receivable 
at its Treasury nor by any of its officers in payment of dues to the Gov- 
ernment, not being permitted to have even the poor privilege of being 
taken in at the Mint and recoined into its more popular successor the 
Bland dollar. It thus became a burden and a source of loss to citizens 


9038 3, 333, 433, 000 2, 277, 


b Adding to estimate of last year amount exported from England in 1881 and 1882. 
dEstimate of former report adding coinage less recoinage, and estimated consumption in ornamentation. 
h London Economist, September 22, 1883. 
j Estimate of last year, less excess of exports in 1881 and 1882 
mLondon Economist, June 16, 1883. 
which agrees with thatof Ottomar Haupt, deducting probable consumption in arts and manufactures. 
p Estimate of Dr. A. Soetbeer. 

s Estimate in report of last year, deducting loss by export for 1881 and 1882, and the 
u London Economist, September 15, 1883. 
w London Economist, August 18, 1883. 





| from its payment. 


OOO 











649, 000 434. 577. 6, 045, 659, 000 9, 878.5 








cSilver coinage for 
e Arbitrages et Parites, 1583, by 
i Estimate of last year, adding gain from 
k London Economist, September 15, 1883. lAdding 
n Estimate of the Silver Commission, p. 510, 
o Estimate of Ottomar Haupt with excess of imports for 
q Bank reserve, with $8,000,000 gold and $14,000,000 silver 


v Estimate of last year with $2,000,000 gold and 


who held it and a prolific source of cheating in a small way by being 
passed upon the unwary or illiterate as a veritable dollar in fact and 
legal effect of the Government, whose impress it bore and whose dollar- 
mark was stamped upon its face. 

It would seem, therefore, to be the plainduty of the Government to 
recall and recoin this mischievous production of its mints, and this 
seems to be generally conceded. But the debatable questions seem to 
arise out of the manner in which this is to be done. Shall it be bought 
back by the Government at its face value or at its bullion value, or 
shall it again be made a legal tender? It is argued by gentlemen who 
favor a repurchase at its bullion value that the Government would 
sustain a loss by redeeming it in standard silver dollars. 

In answer to this I have to say that the trade-dollar contains 
grains more silver than the standard doliar, and this, as stated by the 
Direetor of the Mint, will pay all the expenses of its recoinage and still 
leave a profit to the Government. 

The anticipated loss, therefore, is only the probable profits which the 
Government might make by purchasing silver bullion in the markets 
and coining it into standard dollars instead of taking the trade-dollar 
at its nominal value. I for one am not willing for this Government 
to go into this kind of speculation in its own coins. I believe it ought 
to be governed by the same moral and legal code that would in like cir- 
cumstances govern individuals. If an individual makes a negotiable 
note, puts it upon the market, and it goes into the hands of an innocent 
holder, he can not plead a failure of consideration to relieve himself 
If the Government issues a paper dollar or a coin 
dollar and sends it out into circulation, gives ita current value as a dol- 
lar, it ought not to refuse to receive it back at such value, even although 
it might be able to make a profit by doing otherwise. 


> 


~?) 
4é 












1884. 





It is proposed by an amendment to the bill to make the recoinage of 


the trade-dollar an addition to the coinage of silver authorized by the 
act of February 28, 1878. The effect of this would be to increase our 
annual coinage of silver from five to eight millions of dollars during the 
present year, if all these trade-dollars should be reached this year, and 
to put that much more silver in circulation. 

I think this is desirable as a remedy for the probable contraction of 
our currency circulation. During the last fiscal year our surplus rev- 
enues were $132,879,444.41, of which sum $105,322,450 were used in 


| all times for its redemption. 
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cause it would not rely for its security upon a bond of the Govern- 
ment, upon which the people would have to pay interest at 3, 4; or 42 
per cent. It would be the safest system of finance, because the certifi- 
cate would represent a number of dollars equal to its amount, ready at 
It would not be subject to the fluctua- 





| tions in value or quantity to which any currency based upon credit is 


paying off our interest-bearing debt; yet with this large retirement of | 
bonds our circulation of currency was only diminished $10,713,960; | 


during the same time there was an increase in gold circulation of $34,- 


613,992 and of silver circulation $33,957,508, showing a net yearly gain | 


in circulation of $57,857,540. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, continuing, said: The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimates the surplus revenue at eighty-five millions of dollars for 
the current fiscal year, of which it will be necessary to apply forty-five 
millions to the sinking fund. This estimate is probably too low, but if 
we put the surplus revenue at one hundred millions we will have fifty- 
five millions left for the payment of the 3 per cent. bonds, about two- 
thirds of which are held by the national banks as a basis of circulation, 
upon which there is probably $90 of circulation for each $100 of bonds. 
Now, if the whole surplus revenue were invested in these 3 percents 
(except the sinking fund), it would cause a contraction of circulation in 
currency of about thirty-six millions of dollars. 





subjected. It would not be subject to be diminished or increased at 
the pleasure of individuals or corporations tosuit their schemes of specu- 
lation. 

Any system of circulation based upon credit, as our circulation now 
is, must of necessity be a burden upon the great body of the people 
(the tax-payers). The use of credit must always be paid for. Our 
present national-bank notes rest for security upon a credit, a Govern- 
ment bond, upon which the people must pay interest. If we use a 
Treasury note, it represents a debt of the Government due to the peo- 
ple; it represents the labor or property of the citizen taken by the 
Government forits use. Bearing no interest and being a legal tender, it 
partakes of the nature of a forced loan by the Government from the 
people. 

All Government circulation must represent a debt or a deposit. 
ernment is not a bank to loan out its assets or credit, nor is it a chari- 
table institution to give away the property or credit of the people. Its 


Grov- 


| circulation must of necessity, then, go out in payment of its debts or as 


| 
| 
| 


Under the act of 28th | 


February, 1878, our silver coinage can not be less than twenty-seven | 


millions of dollars per year; add to this, say, eight million trade-dollars, 
and the deficiency in circulation will be met so nearly as to not cause 
any disturbance in values. 

There is also the further proposition by the gentleman from Missouri 


[Mr. BLAND] to make the coinage of silver free as gold now is, or, in | 


other words, to permit the owners of silver to have it coined at the mints 
at their pleasure, they paying the expense of coinage. 

I believe this would afford a remedy for any threatened contraction 
of currency circulation, and that it would be aremedy for the accumu- 
lation of silver in the vaults of our Treasury. 
goes upon the market, purchases silver bullion, and coins itinto money. 
It is the property of the Government, and will stay there until the Gov- 
ernment chooses topayitout. If it belonged to individualsthey would 
not pay the expense of coining it until they desired to use it, so that 
upon being coined it would go out into circulation in some shape. On 


a certificate of a deposit of which it is the trustee. Now we have the sys 
tem of debt, but that debt is being rapidly paid. Let us, then, hasten to 
get to the deposit system, and then utilize for circulation our great 
wealth of metals. 

The accumulation of very large amounts of coin in our Treasury will 
in times of peace and prosperity be no disadvantage to commerce, to 
business, or to individual industry and enterprise, and in. time of war, 
in time of panic and financial difficulty, it will bea very great element 
of strength to the credit of the Government, and will greatly assist in 
maintaining business enterprises and financial prosperity and the public 
credit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

During the foregoing remarks, after the expiration of seven minutes, 
the hammer fell. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take the floor in my own right, 


| and will yield a few moments to the gentieman from Texas to complet« 


Now the Government | 


November 1, 1883, the national-bank notes outstanding amounted to | 


$352,013,787. Because of the increase of premium on United States 
bonds, the basis of this circulation, it has ceased to be profitable to the 


banks, and they threaten to surrender their circulation, and thus create | 


a very severe contraction of the currency, unless some relief be afforded 
them. 

There can be no permanent relief to these banks except by an exten- 
sion of the time of payment of the bonds of the Government for a long 
period, and this I regard as not for a moment to be considered. In my 
judgment the people of the United States desire the pdyment of their 
interest-bearing debt as rapidly as the surplus revenues will permit, and 
it is for the best interests of the people that this should be done. It 


will be wise, therefore, for us to begin to prepare for some other circula- | from Pennsylvania that the practice of the House has been to recognize, 


tion than national-bank notes. To what better source can we look than 
vaults? 

On June 30, 1882, our coin and bullion were estimated at $700,455.545: 
on June 30, 1883, $765,470,993. Our coinage from June to October, 
1883, was $14,333,029; and on November 1, 1883, the Secretary of the 
Treasury states our coin and bullion as follows: United States gold 
coin, $544,512,699; gold bullion, $61,683,816; United States silver coin, 
$235, 291,323; silver bullion, $5,107,911; total, $846,595,749; showing a 
net gain in coin and bullion from June 30, 1882, to November 1, 1883, 
$146,140, 204. 

The production of our mines is about thirty-two millions in gold 
and thirty-five millions in silver—one of the greatest industries of our 
country to be fostered. In addition to these resources we have export- 
able and surplus products of immense yearly value, which if the state 
of trade and our Treasury demanded it would be exported and returns 
of balances made in gold, thus giving us in a very short time a sure and 
solid circulation or basis for it. During and since the war we have be- 
come so accustomed to the use of paper money that we regard anything 
else as unhandy and cumbersome. If it be necessary to have a pape! 
circulation, let us have it based upon gold and silver of equal value 
deposited in the Treasury and subject to the call of the holder of the 
certificate of deposit. This in my opinion would be the cheapest and 
best circulation possible to the people of the United States. It would 
be the cheapest, because the loss of certificates by accident, by fire, 
and by flood would more than compensate the Government for the 
issuance of the certificates and taking care of the coin; cheapest, be- 


his remarks. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. MILLER, of Tgxas. I would like to have some ten or fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that so far in the dis- 
cussion of this subject the only gentleman who has been recognized by 
the Chair in opposition to this bill is the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND]. I understand that the gentleman who now claims recogn 
tion [Mr. LACEY] is also in favor of it. 

Now, the inquiry that I desire to make is whether it is not usual, 
or at least if it is not according to the established rule of practice that 


| prevails in legislative bodies ordinarily and also in this House, to re 


ognize those persons who are in favor of and opposed to a measure a 
ternatively, that is to say, first one in favor of and then one who is 
opposed to the bill? There are those who are opposed to this bill and 
who wish tobe heard upon it. Imyselfam opposed to the bill and wish 
to ask the recognition of the Chair to be heard in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in response to the gentleman 


/ e t tl | whenever they requested recognition, first the members of the commit- 
to a currency based upon gold and silver in circulation orin our Treasury | 


tee from which the measure under debate came and recognize them al 
ternately, that is, first one in favor of and then one against the measure 
The Chair has recognized only so far members of the committee 

The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the 
Chair can not know in advance what position gentlemen will take. But 
when it can be done the Chair as far as possible alternates among the 
members in favor of and those opposed to the proposition. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understand the Chair then to hold that gentlemen 
will not be recognized at present except members of the committee 
until they have all been heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not so stated. In this instance the 
Chair does not know what position the gentleman from Michigan who 
now claims the floor will take. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to state here and now that it is my intention 
to speak against the bill, and upon the ruling of the Chair claim recog 
nition as one of those who are opposed to the bill when it comes to ou 
side to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has. already been 
recognized by the Chair. The Chair will of course endeavor to secure 
recognition for the gentleman from Pennsylvania in opposition to the 


bill. 


SWEARING IN OF 


A MEMBER. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the highest } 
ile I move that Mr. SMALLS, a member-elect from the seventh Con- 
gressional district of the State of South Carolina, be now invited to the 


desk and sworn in. 


Mr. OHARA riv- 


lege. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the certificate of the secre- | 
tary of state of South Carolina to be read. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 



































To Uve honorable the House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in the Forty-eighth Congress 
Whereas, in pursuance of the constitution and laws of the State of South 
Carolina and the Constitution and laws of the United States of America, an elec- 





n was duly holden on the 18th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1854, in 
the said State of South Carolina, in the seventh Congressional district thereof, 
1 Representative of the said State of South Carolina, from the said seventh 




























































States of America in the Forty-eighth Congress; and 

W eas, upon the examination of the returns of the said election, and by the 
letermination and declaration of the board of State canvassers of the said State, 
iled and of record in my office, it appears that Robert Smalls was duly elected 
it the said election, by the highest number of votes, Representative of the State 
ot South Carolina, from the said seventh Congressional district thereof, in the 
Ho of Representatives of the United States of America, in the Forty-eighth 
Co cas 

Now, therefore, I, the secretary of state of the said State of South Carolina, 


by virtue of the power in me vested by the acts of the General Assembly of the 
said St leand provided, do hereby certify that the said Robert 
is, at the election aforesaid, was duly elected Representative of the State 
of South Carolina, fromthe seventh Congressional district thereof, in the House 
of Representatives of the United States of America in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress 


( 


ite in such case mad 


rnin 


ven under my hand and the great seal of the State of South Carolina, in 


Columbia, this twenty-ninth day of March, in the year of our Lord one thou- 

sand eight hundred and eighty-four, and in the one hundred and eighth year of 

the Independence of the United States of America. 
SEAI 


JAS. 8S. LIPSCOMB 
Secretary of the State of South Carolina, 
Mr. SMALLS then appeared at the bar and took theoath prescribed 


by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask unanimous consent to print in the 
RECORD some remarks upon the pending bill. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
Appendix. } 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, severe illness has prevented me from 
attending the sessions of this House during the past week, so that I 
had not the pleasure of hearing the discussion which took place last 
Thursday on this bill. I shall not detain the House very long, for I 
am still somewhat indisposed. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] who has just addressed 
us did not confine himself to the discussion of the provisions of the bill 
before the House, but rather went into a consideration of the general 
question of the coinage of the Bland dollar, so called. I would first 
like to call the attention of the House to the bill under discussion and 
afterward reply to the gentleman from Missouri{Mr. BLAND]. Itisa 
bill for the purpose of retiring and redeeming and recoining the trade- 
dollar 


H. R. 4976) for the 


[See 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 
The trade-dollar was authorized to be coined by the act of February 


12, 1873. Section 15 of that act reads as follows: 
Sec. 15. That the silver coins of the United Statesshall be a trade-dollar, a half- 


dollar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, a dime or ten- 
cent piece; and the weight of the trade-dollarshall be four hundred and twenty 
grains troy; the weight of the half-dollar shall be twelve grams (grammes) and 
one-half of a gram (gramme); the quarter-dollar and the dime shall be, respect- 
ively, one-half and one-fifth of the weight of said half-dollar ; and said coins shall 
be a legal tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $ in any 


one payment. 

These are all the silver coins which the laws of the United States then 
authorized. They were all made alike legal-tender, and nothing ap- 
pears in the act which distinguishes in that respect the trade-dollar from 
any other silver coin of the United States. Something may have cropped 
out in the discussion at the time of its enactment which may have in- 
dicated that the trade-dollar was calculated and designed for circulation 
abroad, but certainly the law discovers nothing of the kind. 

Under this act, during the years 1874, 1875, and 1876, 15,418,450 of 
the trade-dollars were coined. It is estimated that of that number two 
or three millions remained in this country and circulated among the 
people of the United States. 
lar was authorized that coin was worth more than its nominal value in 
the money of account. In 1876 silver bullion had so depreciated that 
the trade-dollar was much below par, and then the Congress passed an 
act taking away from this coin its legal-tender quality, but not dis- 
turbing the legal-tender faculty of the other silver coins of the United 
States. After its legal-tender power had been removed $20,540,910 
more were coined, and in 1878 its coinage was entirely done away with 
by law. 

It is now proposed that this silver coin of the United States, which 
was authorized by an act of Congress and was made a legal tender as 
all other silver coins were, shall be redeemed; that it shall not be per- 


ignorant and the unwary. This bill providesthat this trade-dollar shall 


Treasurer and all the assistant treasurers of the United States, and 


ressional district thereof, in the House of Representatives of the United | ss ee ° . ee - 
| house, an estimated amount of $5,000,000, leaving in the United States 


| the year 1880-’581, 92 


At the time the coinage of the trade-dol- | 


mitted to circulate among the people and be a means of deceiving the 
be received for all Government dues, that it shall be redeemed by the | 


that when so received for dues, or so redeemed, it shall be recoined into 
the standard silver dollar, and that the trade-dollars shall, when re- 


ceived at the coinage mints, be applied upon and counted as part of the 
monthly purchase of silver bullion. 
WHAT WILL PREVENT LARGE IMPORTATIONS. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] asks what will prevent 
the trade-dollars now held abroad from being reshipped to the United 
States, and why are not chopped or defaced coin excluded? I would 


| say that of the 35,959,360 trade-dollars originally coined there were 


exported up to the 1st day of November, 1878, $25,703,950, and there 
were taken abroad by individuals, and not passed through the custom- 


|}on the Ist day of November, 1878, 5,255,410 of these trade-dollars 


| For the years 1378 and 1879 the importation of this coin is estimated 


by the best authorities at $2,000,000. 
to official figures, during 
aan 


evra. 


The net imports, according 
the year 1879-’80 were 739,679; and during 

There were exported in 1881-'82 3,600 of 
| these dollars, and in 1882-’83 1,000 of them; leaving now in the United 
| States, according to these figures, 8,082,866 trade-dollars. 

You will notice that in this computation nothing is deducted for those 
| which may have been melted down, or which may have been used in 
| the arts and manufactures; so that these figures can not be exceeded, 
while the amount actually in the country may prove to be considerably 
less. We therefore say that we are within bounds when we claim that 
the number of these trade-dollars to be retired can not now exceed 
$8,000,000. 

The figures which I have given with regard to the exportation 
importation of trade-dollars indicate that we have not imported any 
since 1881. For three years none have been imported, notwithstanding 
the fact that from July, 1879, to July, 1883, they were at all times worth 
in New York 99 cents, the price paid there by the bullion brokers. Let 
me repeat, that from July, 1879, soon after the legal-tender quality of 
this coin was taken away, down to July 1, 1883, there was never a time 
when these trade-dollars would not command in New York 99 cents on 
the dollar. Now, if there were any abroad which were not defaced and 
mutilated 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the market 
price of the trade-dollars was 99 cents? 

Mr. LACEY. It was up to July 1, 1883; since that time there has 
been a fluctuation. I was about to say that 99 cents having been the 
price paid for these trade-dollars in New York city from July, 1879, to 
July 1, 1883, if there had been any of these dollars abroad which could 
have been shipped to this country and sold they would have come here 
prior to that time. What are the facts? Instead of these coins com- 
ing to this country, where they coulg have been sold for 99 cents, we 
find that during the last two years, 1881—’82 and 1882-’83, there was 
an actual exportation instead of an importation. The flow of these 
dollars from the east to Americastopped two or three years ago, and we 
are now shipping them abroad. This the committee take as a demon- 
stration that the recoinage of these dollars into standard dollars will 
not bring in any from abroad. 

DEFACED COIN EXCLUDED. 

It is reported that of those which went abroad to India and China 
over twenty millions went into the melting-pot, having been used as 
bullion at the mint in Caleutta. Those which have not already been 
melted down in those countries are undoubtedly chopped, marked, or 
| otherwise defaged, and those so defaced we claim are excluded from the 
operations of this bill by the provisions of existing laws. 

WHY NOT CONFER THE LEGAL-TENDER QUALITY? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINs] further asks, ‘‘ What 
would be gained by having these trade-dollars recoined? And why not 
| simply make them a legal tender?’’ There are two objections to that 
course. In the first place, it would be unwise in the present condition 
of the monetary affairs of this country and of the whole world to confer 
the full legal-tender faculty upon the trade-dollars now in the United 
States, and thus add instantaneously, by a stroke of the pen, as it were, 
$8,000,000 to the already dangerously large volume of full legal-tender 
silver, thereby precipitating the calamity which we believe to be im- 

pending and which wise statesmanship should strive to avert. 
| The second objection is that we would then have two legal-tender 
| silver dollars in circulation of different sizes, of different weight, and 
bearing different devices, the one worth perhaps 87 cents in money of 
account and the other 89 cents as silver is quoted to-day. We can 
not believe that this House is prepared to introduce into our coinage 
system such an anomaly, and one so confusing and unintelligible to the 
| class of people who will chiefly use this class of coin, espeeially when 
| uniformity can be secured without loss. 

THE TRADE-DOLLAR DISCREDITED. 

I have stated that up to the Ist of July, 1883, the trade-dollar was 
worth 99 cents in the city of New York. At that time a concerted 
movement was made against this dollar; an agreement seems to have 
been made on all hands to discredit it. Hence itdropped to its bullion 
value substantially. During July, 1883, its value in New York was 
86 to 87 cents; in August, 87 to 88 cents; in September, 88 to 89 cents. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman be kind enough to tell us by 
| whom this ‘‘agreement’’ was made? Whoagreed to discredit thisdol- 
| lar? 


and 





| 
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Mr. LACEY. Iam not able to do that. 

Mr. BRUMM. Was it not the money-changers and brokers and 
bankers who did it? 

Mr. LACEY. My understanding of that matter is precisely this: 
that it had been the custom of certain manuiacturers to go to New York 
and elsewhere and buy these trade-dollars at a discount, take them out 
to the manufacturing and mining towns, especially in Pennsylvania, and 
pay them out at par to the miners and laborers and artisans; that at 
the date I have named, the lstof July, 1383, somebody had come to the 
conclusion that this thing had gone on long enough, that these people 
were not to be cheated and defrauded in that way any longer. 

Mr. BRUMM. Who were those who came to that conclusion ? 

Mr. LACEY. Ican notsay. I have not the information. I pre- 
sume it was the miners and artisans and laborers who agreed to take 
this stand, because they were the persons who had been systematically 
swindled by these operations, and who will continue to be swindled in 
the same way just so long as this coin, the mintage of the United States 
with the size and appearance of a dollar, bearing the statement that it 
is a dollar, is allowed to float about the country. 

But thus this dollar has passed into the hands of laborers, miners, 
and other classes of employés. In some places these men have been | 
able to use these dollars for purposes of trade; in others not. In my | 
own portion of the country a large quantity of this coinage is floating | 
about in the hands of farmers, laborers, and others, who can not pay it | 
out at par, and who therefore must take it to the broker. The broker 
can not pay out these dollars, and consequently buys them at such a 
discount as will permit, without loss, his keeping them on hand for a 
few days or weeks or months, until he has a suflicient quantity to be 
profitably shipped to New York to be sold. The price paid in different 
parts of the country at the period I speak of ranged all the way from 
~5 to 95 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. MILLS. Willthe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. LAcry] yield 
tor a motion to adjourn? He will have the floor when the House takes 
up this subject again. 

Mr. LACEY. 
to occupy much more time. 
if I yield for a motion to adjourn this bill will come upatter the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow or will it be subject to the question of considera- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. 
morning hour to-morrow; but it will be in order then, as it was to-day, 
to make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole tor the purpose 
of considering appropriation bills. 

Mr. LACEY. I prefer, then, to go on to-night. 

IT SHOULD BE RETIRED. 

Mr. Speaker, I think upon all accounts it is the duty of this House 
to pass this bill providing for the retiring and recoining of this trade- 
dollar. Asa question of honesty this House can not afford to defeat 
this bill. So long as this discredited coin floats about the country, so 


long will it be used as a means of cheating and defrauding the ignorant | 
and unwary, who can be so easily deceived by what appears to be and | 


what once was a genuine legal-tender dollar of the United States. 


I will not attempt to go on further with those provisions contained | 


in the first three sections of the bill, but will notice the third question 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] propounded. 
IS IT PROPOSED TO STOP COINING THE BLAND DOLLAR? 

‘What is the purpose of the fourth section? Is it to stop the coinage 
of the standard dollar?’’ Mr. Speaker, that brings me to the discussion 
of the question which was so thoroughly traversed by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. That gentleman objects to the fourth 
section of this billand proposes to strike it out, because he says it will 
delay the coinage of the standard dollar. He says it will prevent the 
purchase of bullion by the Government for four, five, or six months. I 


am willing to concede that the effect of the fourth section will be to, | 


in a greater or less degree and for a short time, interfere with the monthly 
purchase of bullion. That brings us to the direct question whether we 
prefer that those who own silver bullion should wait two, three, four, 
or five months for a market, or whether it shall be those who hold these 
trade-dollars, the tradesman, the artisan, the laborer, the miner, and 
the mechanic. The latter have held these trade-dollars for eight years, 


while these bullion men haye had the benefit of a market created and | 
sustained by the enforced monthly purchases by the Treasurer of the | 


United States by virtue of the Bland law, and at the expense of other 
producers equally worthy of Government aid. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. Would you vote to make the trade-dollar a legal 
tender and let it go right on? 

Mr. LACEY. I would not. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the difference between you and me. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, that is the difference. You are in favor of in- 
flation. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman stated that it was a question whether 
the holders of trade-dollars should succeed and others should wait. 

Mr. LACEY. 





I prefer to finish my remarks to-night; I do not care | 
But, Mr. Speaker, I will inquire whether | 


This bill will be the unfinished business after the | 


The holders of trade-dollars will not wait under the | 
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fourth section. I will reply to your question. The gentleman says 
that by making them a legal tender the holder of the trade-dollar will 
not have to wait. While | am in favor of protecting the holder of the 
trade-dollar, while I am in favor of doing everything proper to make a 
market for the producer of silver bullion, I can not afford to do it at 
too great a cost. The question as to whether silver shall continue in- 
definitely to be coined as a full legal tender in this country, whether 
there shall be free coinage of silver in this country, is one we should 
meet now. It is upon us; it is of great importance, and we ought to 
be willing to give some little time to hearing it discussed in this House 

The gentleman from Missouri says that he is willing to make thes 
dollars a legal tender. That would add to our present enforced year} 
coinage of 28,000,000 an additional eight or ten millions more of Bland 
dollars. I am not willing to vote for that. 

If this fourth section should be stricken out and if these trade-dol 
lars which are retired should not be applied on the monthly purchas 
of bullion I should be obliged to vote against the bill, because | think 
the duty I owe to the great interests thus placed in jeopardy woul 
be paramount, and I should better serve the poor man and laborer by 
voting against a measure which is destined to lead us by accelerating 
speed to a debased and depreciated currency, which always falls with 
direst force upon the wage classes. 

THE PRESENT CONDITION OF THE SILVER QUESTION 

What is the condition of the silver question in the world to-day 
The gentleman from Missouri demands free coinage of the Bland dol 
lars of 412} grains, worth 87 cents in the market. I ask that gent! 
man if there is a civilized nation on the face of the earth to-day that 
is coining silver except for subsidiary purposes? There are only two 
places in the world, to wit, Mexico and India, where there is free coin 
age of silver to-day. The great powers of Europe are limiting their 
coinage of silver to the amounts necessary for subsidiary purposes. And 
the great tendency among European nations is toward monometallism 
or a single gold standard, with silver as a temporary or subsidiary 
accompaniment. 


AN INTERNATIONAL RATIO AND FREE COINAGE 
Now I say to the gentleman from Missouri if an arrangement can be 
brought about between the great powers of Europe and the United 
States whereby a common ratio can be established between gold and 
silver with free coinage of both metals, I am for it with all my heart 
| But I ask whether there is any probability that such an agreement can 
at present be secured? I point the gentleman to the three conferences 
| which have been held upon the subject within the last few years, be- 
ginning with the conference of 1867. What were the results of these 
conferences ? 

Mr. BLAND. Let ime interrupt the gentieman to state that the dit 
| ference between us is simply this: that I am satisfied our country can 
take care of her own coinage, and by restoring silver to its proper po- 
} sition will bridge over the difference now existing in the value of silver 
and gold bullion. 


CAN THE UNITED STATES ALONE SAFELY ADOPT FREE COLNAGE 
|} Mr. LACEY. The gentleman says the difference between us is that 
he affirms and I deny the proposition that this nation can take care ot 
itself. 1 was just aboutto point him to certain factsin connection with 
that very matter. I say that there have been three international con- 
ferences upon this subject, and I wish to say that they were called }b 
those who were in favor of bimetallism, in favor of the free coinage ot 
gold and silver upon some agreed ratio; and yet, among the whole num- 
ber of those participating from the beginning to the end, no man was 
| found who dared to proclaim such views as those which have been just 
expressed by my friend from Missouri, that is to say, that this nation 
or even this nation and France combined, could sately take that posi 
tion. In point of fact many of the persons who attended these conter 
ences doubted whether this nation and the Latin Union with England 
| and Germany added could safely adopt such an agreement and entet 
| upon the free coinage of silver 
Mr. BLAND. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
Mr. LACEY. And the delegates from the United States in the last 
conference, and they were able men, too—Mr. Evarts, Mr. ‘Thurman 
Mr. Howe, and Mr. Horton—all men of world-wide fame, who desired 
| bimetallism, who were asking for an international ratio and the free coin 
age of silver, each and all are on record as plain as words can speak to 
the effect that it would be senseless, nay, worse than senseless, for this 
| nation alone, or for this nation and France combined, to undertake to 
| make an agreement as to an international ratio and the free coinage of 
silver under any circumstances. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not the gentleman know that France kept them 

at par as long as her mints were open ? 

Mr. LACEY. What was the gentleman saying ? 

Mr. BLAND. I say that France kept the two metals at par fo 
| seventy-five years—silver and gold—and could have done it up to this 
day but for her desire to spite Germany in changing her monetary reg- 
ulations 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman would simply ask a question I would 
gladly yield, but he must remember that my time is fast expiring. Th 
gentleman is correct in saying that the French ratio was maintained 
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for many years, but it miserably fell just as soon as the other great 
powers stopped the free coinage of silver. 
CONFERENCE OF 1867. 
Now, to resume: In 1867, at the time of the Paris exposition, twenty 
nations were represented in a monetary conference held in Paris, the 


United States being one, and this was the unanimous decision of that 
hody 


Arrived at the conclusion that a basis for the monetary unit ofthe future should | 
he soughtin the gold standard, with silver, if need be, asa temporary companion. 


That memorandum was adopted by twenty nations in 1567 without 
a dissenting voice. Then began the series of movements which led to 
the great depreciation of silver. 
growth of the opinion which had long been taking hold of European 
financiers, that wise statesmanship required a suspension of the free 
coinage of silver; it had become too bulky. 
to the people. 


It had become obnoxious 
This was soon after the great Australian and California 
mines had begun to deluge the world with gold, and they were under 
the impression that there would be gold sufficient for the monetary pur- 
poses of the whole civilized world. There was a corresponding indis- 
position on the part of the people to use silver, which was so much 
more bulky, and they desired a gold standard. This gave form to pub- 
lic opinion upon the subject to a very great extent, and led everybody 
to look toward the single gold standard as the true solution of a prob- 
lem which the world had never solved. 
GERMAN DEMONETIZATION. 

In 1870 and 1871, as it will be remembered, Germany took the initia- 

ve and wholly demonetized silver. 
mark, and Sweden, and Norway—soon followed, and after these the 
states of the Latin Union took up the subject and limited the coinage 
of silver, and thus completed its utter discomfiture by striking it down 
house of its friends. All the states of the Latin Union—France, 
Belgium, Italy, Greece—all of them, restricted the coinage of silver, and 
for the first time in history. So that the tendency among the nations 
of Europe from 1867 to the present time has been uniformly and steadily 

the direction of restricting the coinage of silver and toward the adop- 

1 of gold monometallism. 


n the 


CONFERENCE OF 1878. 
Eleven years had passed under this new order of things, when in 1878 
a new conference was called at Paris by the United States. Sixteen 
nations were represented. A full discussion was had, and this was their 
conclusion: 


That it is necessary to maintain ir 
ver as well as those of gold 
ave appeared 


the world the monetary functions of sil- 
but that the differences of opinion which 
fact that even some of the states which have the double 
standard find it impossible to enter into a mutual engagement with regard to 
the free coinage of silver, exclude the discussion of the adoption of a common 
ratio between the two metals. 


and the 


Consequently everything fell to the ground. Without the adoption 
of a ratio agreed upon between these high contracting parties all was 
ost. It was said the coinage of silver must be limited or stopped en- 


ly. 


tire 


CONFERENCE OF 1881. 


This conference of 1878 was followed by that of 1881, to which I have | 


alluded, when the United States and France combined for the purpose 
of calling an international conference which should establish an inter- 
national ratio between the two metals. In calling the conference to 
order, M. Magnin, of France, the minister of finance and the president 
of the conference, said: 

In order that the metal silver may recover its former value it is indispensable 
that it should be, as in the past, freely coined side by side with gold, and as no 
state either wishes to stand or could stand alone in resuming such coinage, it is 
absolutely certain that we shall not find our way out of the present difficulties 
until an international bimetallic treaty shall have been concluded. 

The gentleman who said this was the president of that conference, he 
was the friend of bimetallism, one of those at whose suggestion this 
conference had been called, and yet he says: 

No state either wishes to stand or could stand alone 


M. Pirmez, of Belgium, a delegate from that country, said: 

To resume the free mintage of silver without the co-operation of states now 
having the gold standard would be risking a disaster. 
ures to propose such an experiment. 

This was the language of the delegate from Belgium. Now here is 
the language of the delegate from France, M. Cernuschi, who is the 
friend of bimetallism and its most prominent champion all the world 
over. What does he say? 


The success of the conference and the fate of bimetallism then only depended | 


upon Germany and England. If these two join France and the United States, 
bimetallism becomes the monetary law of the world. 


oin, it would still be possible ; if both should refuse their co-operation, it would 
be condemned to remain impracticable. 


That is the language of one of the most earnest and most able of all 
the advocates of bimetallism. 


Now what did Mr. Evarts, who went there to secure bimetallism, say ? 
He says this: 


The problem that was too much for any one nation—the problem of a fixity 
of ratio between silver and gold, which should make one money out of the two 
metals for all the world, was to be made the subject of joint consideration by 
the nations most interested in that problem. 
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This conference of 1867 was the out- | 


The Scandinavian nations—Den- | 


| changes are concerned. 


Nobody therefore vent- | 





If one of them should | 
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The most important expression in this statement is this: 

The problem that was too much for any one nation. 

Mr. Evarts distinctly recognized that. And yet the gentleman from 
Missouri claims we should adopt our own policy, that this Government 


alone and single-handed should solve this great problem for the whole 
world. 


What did Mr. Thurman say at the same conference? He said this: 


Were a great group of the states of Europe and America to form and maintain 
a bimetallic union,such as that supposed in the question, would the result be a 


| great stability in the relative value of coined gold and silver? 


In my humble judgment that would certainly be the result of such union, pro- 
vided Great Britain and Germany were parties to it. 

Now, Mr. Thurman was as earnestly for bimetallism as the gentleman 
from Missouri can be or as any man in this House, and he went there 
with the earnest purpose of bringing about a common ratio between 
the two metals and the free coinage of silver; and yet he announces 
that without the co-operation of Great Britain, Germany, France, and 
the United States this must be a failure. 

Then what says M. Dumas, another delegate, from France, who ear- 
nestly advocated bimetallism and free coinage? Upon this question, as 
to whether this nation or France or both combined or united could 
handle this problem, he says: 

If one should say to-day “there is a nation which has the pretension, in the 
present state of the civilization of Europe and of the rest of the world, with 
the facilities of communication existing between all countries and with the 


enormous extent of commercial relations between one nation and another, there 
is, I say, a nation which has the pretension of fixing this ratio,”’ it would be 


senseless. 

That is the opinion of M. Dumas. And he was one of the delegates 
from France, a country loaded up with silver, struggling and pleading 
for the free coinage of the two metals on a common ratio. And yet he 
says it.would be senseless for any one nation to attempt it. And does 
M. Dumas know anything about the question? He says further: 

Whatever nation should undertake it would be punished for its presumption. 


A ratio of this kind can only be effectually adopted and permanently established 


when great nations, representing numerous populations, submit themselves to 
such a rule. 


These, then, are the opinions of the men who represented the United 


| States and other nations in this conference of 1881, the last one which 


has been held, and which assembled under the bill introduced by m) 
friend from Missouri himself and which passed by his vote and that o! 
others who share his views. These men, representing his opinions and 
representing the opinions of all who desire bimetallism and free coin- 
age of silver, are on record unanimously against the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Now, it seems to me perfectly clear that any one who has investigated 
this matter will agree with me when I say that it is futile, it is dan- 


| gerous, it is anact of desperation to continue on and adopt free coinage 


of silver in this country unless we can be joined by at least France and 
England and Germany ? 
FREE COINAGE IN INDIA AND MEXICO ALONE, 

What isthe fact to-day? As lasserted a few moments ago, there is 
not a civilized nation, at leastin Europe, coining silver to-day, except 
in very limited quantities and for subsidiary purposes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is not India coining more silver than the 
United States? 

Mr. LACEY. I said ‘‘ European nations.’’ There is free coinage of 
silver in India, as thereis also in Mexico, butnowhere else. Are we to 
put ourselves in that category of nations? Let me call your attention 
to the states which are to-day using silver. 

NATIONS USING GOLD STANDARD, 


The States which are under the gold standard to-day are Great Brit- 
ain, Germany, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Portugal, Turkey, Egypt, 
Canada, Brazil, Liberia, and Australia. ‘Those States are using silver, 
but only in a subsidiary capacity. That is to say, they have a gold 
standard, the silver coin being in fact redeemable in gold, so far as ex- 
The nations of the Latin Union are put down 


as bimetallic, yet we know that gold is practically the standard in 
those countries. 


’ 


NATIONS USING A DOUBLE STANDARD. 

Gold and silver are the standard in France, Italy, Spain, Belgium, 
Netherlands, Switzerland, Greece, Argentine Republic, Chili, Vene- 
zuela, Cuba, Hayti, and the United States. 

NATIONS USING THE SILVER STANDARD. 

Silver aloneis the standardin Austria and Russia,in Europe; of Trip- 
oli, Mexico, Bolivia, Ecuador, Peru, the United States of Colombia, 
India, and Japan. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the gentleman fails to mention India, which 
has over a billion of dollars of silver currency and 700,000,000 of pop- 
ulation. 

Mr. LACEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I put in India with 
$1, 200,000,000 of silver currency. 

Mr. CHACE. Will not the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
take off two or three hundred millions from the population of India ? 

Mr. BLAND. No, sir; I inelude all the Asiatic nations. 

Mr. LACEY. Of all these nations which I have enumerated only 
four coined any silver whatever last year. Spain coined a small amount 
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of subsidiary silver ; India coined silver as usual, and so did Mexico. 
Spain and the United States were the only nations, outside of those 
two, which coined any silver last year. Of all the remaining thirty-five 
states which I have enumerated, but two are coining any silver outside 
of India and Mexico. 

Yet the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] wishes us to enter 
into this fight single-handed, and to provide for free coinage of silver 
in the United States. 

RESULT OF FREE COINAGE IN THE UNITED STATES. 

What would be the result of that course? All the states of Europe 
are desiring to exchange their silver for gold. Of the $2,700,000,000 
of silver coinage in the world to-day, $1,200,000,000 are held in India, 


and fifteen hundred millions are held in Europe, the United States, | 
Of that $1,500,000,000 a certain | 


and the various American states. 
amount is necessary for subsidiary coinage. They would use in that 
way perhaps $500,000,000, and that would leave $1,000,000,000 to be 
emptied into our laps and to draw off our gold in exchange therefor. 
We would export $600,000,000 of gold and import a like amount of 
silver. 

Now, what is going on to-day? We are exporting $10,000,000 of 
gold a month, and we are buying each month $2,000,000 worth of silver 
bullion of the bonanza-mine owners, and in that way we keep the 
silver bullion from being exported. If we were not providing a ficti- 
tious market forsilver bullionin this country it would go abroad and pay 
our debts, and the gold would remain here at home. 
purchases for the mintage of an obnoxious coin make a forced market 
for silver bullion in this country, and our gold, which all desire, is sent 
abroad to pay our debts. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the gentleman hold that unlimited 
coinage of silver in this country would induce France to send her silver 
here? 

Mr. LACEY. Most assuredly it would. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. France would retain only enough for her subsidiary 
coinage. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And would the surplus come here ? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly it would. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio.- Would it be to the interest of any French- 
man to withdraw silver coin from the currency of France and send it 
here if we had free coinage in this country ? 

Mr. LACEY. Most assuredly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not at all. 
of any Frenchman to withdraw from that country the silver coinage. 

Mr. LACEY. The balance of trade must be settled either by gold or 
by silver. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] must understand 
that France has shipped to us within the past five years many millions 
of dollars of gold coin to settle for her breadstuffs. I pretend to say 
that with free coinage of silver in this country the coin sent to settle 
accounts with this country would be of silver, instead of gold, as hereto- 
fore, and the tendency and final result would be for the United States 


to receive all the surplus silver of the world and other nations would | 


take all our gold. 
GREAT CHANGE IN DEMAND AND SUPPLY. 


What is the fact in relation to this silver question? Are there any 


great changes going on in the world to bring about these dangers with | 


which we are surrounded ? 

I find that in the semi-decade from 1852 to 1856 there was annually 
produced in the world $145,000,000 worth of gold and $40,500,000 of 
silver, or the proportion of $100 of gold to $28 of silver. 


$41,220,000 of silver, or the proportion of $100 of gold to $32 in silver. 


In the next semi-decade the proportion of production was $100 of gold 
to $39 of silver; from 1867-71 it was $100 to $43, in 1872-’76 it was 


$100 to $62, in 1877-’78 it was $100 to $69, in 1879 it was $100 to $77 


Did, 


in 1880 it was $100 to $90, in 1881 it was $100 to $95, and in 1882 
the production was in the proportion of $100 of gold to $106 of silver, 
as will be seen by referring to the table published with my remarks. | 
This statement shows that from 28 per cent. in 1852 and 1856 the prod- 
uct has increased to 106 per cent. in 1882, and at the same time an in- | 


disposition to use this metal for coinage has appeared all over the 
world. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 


Mr. LACEY. 
at hand. 
Mr. CASSIDY. 


It is not included in these figures; I have not the dat: 


The gentleman wil] allow me to say that his state 


ment is misleading, because this change in the relation of the two metals 


comes from the falling off in the production of gold. 
Mr. LACEY. And from the increase in the production of silver. 
Mr. CASSIDY. The production of silver has passed the maximum 
Mr. LACEY. No; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The productior 


of silver in 1882 was $109,000,000, the largest amount the world has 
The production has risen from forty 


ever produced in a single year. 
millions in 1852 to one hundred and nine millions in 1882. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 





But the monthly | 


It would not be to the interest | 


In the next | 
semi-decade, 1857-’61, the production was $127,184,000 of gold and | 


Will the gentleman state the proportion 
of silver to gold in the production during the first half of the century ? 
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present relative value of gold and silver depends upon the relative pro- 
duction of the two metals ? 

Mr. LACEY. I say that it depends upon demand and supply. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. And while the production of silver has increased the 
demand has decreased. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mainly as the result of legislation. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. Ifthe gentleman can get an international 
agreement established by diplomacy and legislation, so as to provide 
for the free coinage of silver and gold upon a fixed common ratio, lam 
for that and with him. I think that would solve the whole difficulty. 
But to attempt to continue the coinage of silver without such inter- 
national concurrence is simply madness. 

Not only has this great disparity appeared in the production of these 
metals, but there is a greater disparity in the consumption in the arts 
and mannfactures. Of the $103,000,000 of gold produced last year 
$75,000,000 were used in the arts and manufactures, as estimated by 
the Director of the Mint, leaving us only about $30,000,000 to be used 
by the whole world tor coinage; whereas of silver only $35,000,000 
were used in the arts and manufactures, leaving over $60,000,000 to be 
used in the world for coinage. Yet, with this deluge of silver impend- 
ing, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is in favor of the 
United States stepping forward, single handed, and taking up the free 
coinage of silver. I say this is worse than idle—it is suicidal. 

WHO WOULD BE BENEFITED? 

What are the interests to be benefited by such a course? The min- 
| ing of silver has necessarily fallen into the hands of large corporations, 
possessing vast wealth, and the demand is that the bonanza princes 
who are producing this silver shall be specially favored and protected; 
| that we shall make a market for their product at the risk of depreciat- 
ing the whole volume of the currency of the United States 15 per cent 

Now, suppose by allowing the trade-dollars presented tor redemption 
to count as a part of the monthly purchase of bullion a depreciation 
of 1 or2 cents an ounce in the value of silver bullion would result, 
how much will that amount to upon the whole annual product of 
$46,000,000? The effect would be relatively infinitesimal. 


WHO WOULD BE INJURED? 


But suppose we go on and add at one stroke $10,000,000 to the pres- 
ent volume of silver coinage, and by this suicidal course precipitate a 
depreciation of 15 per cent. in the whole currency of the country, what 
would be the result ? , 

We find that the first to suffer and the last to receive help when in- 
| flation or debasement of coin has brought about depreciation of the cur- 
rency are the laborers and the wage classes. According to the official 
figures we find that in the United States during the census year, 1879, 
2,738,930 laborers were employed in manutacturing operations, receiv- 
ing $947,919,674 in wages. Now, I have gone on and taken the figures 
| as toagricultural laborers, domestic servants, and laborers not specitied, 
| as well as one-half of those employed in-trade and transportation; and 
| adopting substantially the same basis of wages as is shown to have been 





| received by manufacturing operatives, I find the wages of all these would 
amount to more than $3,000,000,000. This vast sum is no doubt much 
less than the sum actually paid as wages in the United States during a 
| singleyear. Now, if weshould cut dowa the purchasing power of ourcur- 


| rency 123 cents on the dollar, the reduction upon this amount of wages 

would be $387,000,000—a total loss to the wage classes in one year of 
| an amount equal to eight years’ output of all the silver mines in the 
United States. Now, in order to make a market for $46,000,000 of sil- 
ver bullion—that is, to increase its price by 1, 2, or 3 cents an ounce— 
| are you willing torisk precipitating a loss of $387,000,000 annually upon 
the laborers, the wage-receivers of the country ? 

Everybody knows that if the currency of our country were based on 
| silver—if a dollar of 874 cents were substituted for a dollar of 100 

cents—the rate of wages now paid would not for years advance to such 
| an extent as to counterbalance this reduction. It is equally well known 
that all property of a commercial character would instantly advance to 
fully meet the depreciation. Every article the laborer and his family 
| consumes would go up at a single bound, but his wages would advance 

if at all at the end of a long and painful struggle. It would be a fight 

of individuals against corporations, of large numbers without organiza- 
| tion against firms and corporations whose managers think quickly and 
act promptly. This, it seems to me, would make the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri appear ridiculous if we are able (as I think 
we are) to demonstrate that the continued and increased coinage of the 
Bland dollar would precipitate a fall to the silver standard and bring 
about the depreciation resulting therefrom. 

But that is only one of the effects it would cause. That applies not 
only to wages, but to fixed values and to fixed incomes and to the great 
mass of the commercial transactions of the country, which are beyond 
all computation. 


> | 


a 


i WHAT MAY BE SAFELY DONE. 


There are only two ways in which silver coin can now be safely used 
as money. One is by an international ratio between gold and silver 
| fixed by the leading nations of the world and that followed by free 


Does the gentleman mean to say that the | coinage as a full legal tender; and the other is, failing an international 
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agreement 


to use it as subsidiary coin or for local purposes, or, as you 
may say, for domesticand internal purposes. In my judgment we have 
already coined in this country all that is necessary for use under the 
second proposition, and without an international agreement it is the 
only way we can now legitimately and safely use it. We have to-day 
about $255,000,000 of silver of all coins in this country. That is more 
than sufficient for all subsidiary purposes; it is more than sufficient 
for all circulation below $5. 


00) 


NEW MEASURE PROPOSED. 


I had the honor of introducing a bill on Monday last which it seems 


to me would prevent any danger from using the present stock of silver 
dollars. It reads as follows 


Be it enacted, &c., That on and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to print and issue Treasury notes of a smaller 
denomination than % 

Sec. 2. That any holder of standard silver dollars or silver certificates may de- 
posit the same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States 
insums of not less than $10,and receive therefor silver certificates of the denom- 
ination, at his option, of $1 or $2. 

Sec. 3. That whenever the standard silver dollars in the Treasury not held for 
the redemption of silver certificates of the denominations of one and two dollars 
shall exceed the sum of $20,000,000, the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may suspend 
the coinage of standard silver dollars provided for in the act of February 28, 
1878, during the period such excess continues to exist 
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creased from 17 percent. in 1878 until it is now 414 percent. , and the con- 
sumption of India, the only considerable market in the world left. open 
for thesurplus product of the silver mines, has fallen off from $73,331,675 
in the year 1877-’78, to$19, 462.870 for the year1880-’81. These facts 
speak more forcibly andeloquently than can any words of mine. And 
I assure you, Mr. Speaker, that no one regrets that they do so speak 
more keenly than I do. 

I am anxious to utilize every ounce of silver that we can and avoid 
disaster. I believe that bimetallism and free coinage of both the yel- 
low and white metal is greatly to be desired, provided the great pow- 
ers of the earth will join in the adoptionof that policy and agree upon 
|} a common ratio. But, sir, all ourattempts in that direction have so far 
proved futile, and such being the case, only one road leads tosafety, and 
| that is not to be found by adopting the legislation proposed by the gen 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], which will increase instead ot 
| diminish the coinage of the standard silver dollar. 





APPENDIX. 


WORLD'S MONEY. 





Sec. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pealed 

It provides, as you see, for retiring all Treasury notes below $5; for 
issuing one-dollar and two-dollar silver certificates, and for suspending 
the coinage of the Bland dollar whenever the silver in the United States 
Treasury not necessary to protect the one-dollar and two-dollar cer- 
tificates shall exceed the sum of $20,000,000. That would make silver 
perform all the purposes necessary for money below the denomination 
of $5, and relieve us from any danger of being precipitated to a silver 
standard 

On the Ist day of November last there was in circulation in the United 
States ; 


One-dollar notes 
Two-dollar notes - ‘ 
Standard silver dollars 


SoU, 
> aed 
mwete 


TRS. 265 
510, 196 
410, 334, 922 


ee aeeneesewens — 98, 630, 393 


Under the provisions of the bill introduced by me, as will be seen, 
the silver dollar, or its representative certificates in denominations ot 


one and two dollars, could be utilized to the extent of $98,630,393, or | 


in round numbers say $100,000,000. These dollars or small certificates 
would go into the pockets of every person between the two oceans for 
every-day use in the current dailysmall transactions. Nobody deposits 
in banks these small notes, and no banker ever transports them to his 
correspondents in the commercial cities. Therefore $100,000,000 of sil- 
ver dollars and silver certificates would be diverted permanently from 
the great channels of trade, and would cease to imperil the medium by 
which the banks in the redemption cities settle their clearing-house 
balances or with which the Government is to pay the interest on or 
the principal of its bonded debt. In this m@nner the present volume 
of silver might be safely utilized, provided its further coinage should 


be suspended until there was further demand for these certificates of | 


small denominations. 
IN CONCLTUSION, 


But, Mr. Speaker, to return tothe proposition under discussion. 
good reason can be given for striking out the fourth section of the bill 
now before the House, as is proposed by the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri{Mr. BLAND]? I thinkitis sufficiently estab- 
lished that, according to all recognized authorities, even among the 
most sanguine adherents of bimetallism, free coinage of silver in the 
United States under existing circumstances is monetary suicide, and 
not to be thought of fora moment It seems to me equally true that 
continued coinage under the Bland bill of 1878 will in due time, ata 
slow pace to be sure, but just as certainly in the end, bring this nation 
to the same disastrous condition. Arewe then to look with any degree 
of favor upon this amendment, which will double the number of Bland 
dollars during four or five months to come, which are now required to 
be coined, and thus double the pace by which we are now approaching 
monetary disaster? Are we to stand out alone in this fatal attempt to 
stem the tide of destiny? Are we to continue to listen to these false 
prophets of the silver god? Have they not deceived us in the past? 
Did they not tell us in 1878 that the passage of the Bland bill would 
bring back silver to its old-time parity with gold? Has this proved 
true? 


Why, sir, on the day the Bland bill became a law silver bullion 1000 | 


fine was worth $1.208 per ounce in the city of New York, and the 4123 
grains of standard silver contained in the Bland dollar was worth 93.46 
cents. 
clined in the same market to $1.12 per ounce, and the bullion value of 
the same dollar was but 874 cents. Inthe mean time the world’s prod- 
uct of silver has increased, as compared with gold, from 69 per cent. 
in 1878 to 106 percent. in 1882. The relative proportion ofsilver to the 
entire stock of coin held in the Treasury of the United States has in- 


What | 


On the 12th day of the present month the same silver had de- | 


Paper . $8, 832, 920, 90 
Gold : ; nebeab en ; . 8,333, 433,000 
Silver (of which $2,277,649,000 is full legal-tender) . 2,712,226, 000 
i 
| I criss connn coven nenninsanoni westaiestinsesonveshinebeesesventainboninense gubenneuninn 9, 878, 579, 903 


INDIA—FALLING OFF IN THE DEMAND FOR SILVER. 


The India department of finance and commerce states the silver im- 
ports and exports of India, taking its trade with all countries for the last 
four years (the Indian fiscal year, like the British, ending March 31 
as follows: 


Fiscal year Imports. Exports. Netimports 


1877~ 





| 7 $78, 832, 660 $5,500,985 | $73,331,675 
} 1878-79 27, 968, 495 8, 115, 025 19, 853, 475 
1879-80 48, 025, O10 8, 676, 295 39, 348, 715 
| 1880-81 26, 580, 780 7,117,910 19, 462, 870 
| Table showing increase of circulation in the United States. 
a isa ce catia ; 
| Per capita. 
Date. Total circula- 
tion. 

| Paper.| Coin. Total. 
| 

October 1, 1880. : $1, 225,359,234 | $14 10 | $10 66 | $24 76 

OE Bi cis cngicncincisinntintcsnsmctienevewaeas 1,529, 548, 612 15 56 14 98 30 49 

Ee 1, 566, 659, 668 15 81 15 42 31 23 

I ce 17 6 16 8&8 34 51 


1, 730, 598, 074 


Total circulation in United States October 1, 1883. 


Gold $606, 197, 000 
SIND. « ceisiencoastilbivisiipmbonbedtidhdaioatieaidaiaeh 240, 399, 000 
| Paper 884, 002, 074 
Total 1,730, 598, 074 





Table showing increase of silver in the United States Treasury. 














| Date. Gold. Silver 
j 
Per cent. | Per cent. 
September 30, 90.2 9.8 
September 30, 93.5 6.5 
September 30, 83.0 17.0 
September 30, 76.2 23.8 
September 30, 63.3 36.7 
September 30, 4.7 35.3 
| September 30, 1 55.4 44.6 
| September 30, 58.5 | 41.5 
| 
Table showing proportions of world’s production of gold and silver. 
v re: , » ° 
Average yearly production Aeceeen 
Semi-decades. Proportion.| price of 
Gold. Silver. caver. 
| 1852-"56.... $145, 000, 000 $40, 500, 000 100 to 28 61y 
S7-"6 127, 184, 000 41, 220, 000 100 to 32 614 
123, 843, 000 49,755,000 | 100 to 39 613 
123, 251, 000 53,115,000 | 100 to 43 60} 
| 111, 383, 750 69, 490, 682 100 to 62 57% 
113, 892, 085 78, 338,158 | 100 to 69 53té 
105, 365, 697 81, 037, 220 100 to 77 513 
106, 346, 786 96,704,978 | 100 to 90 52 
107, 202, 733 102, 309, 675 100 to % Bly. 
108,161,532 | 109,446,595 100 to 106 51i 
| adil - a ee an 





\* 


*Pence per ounce in London. 
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Table showing average London price for silver bullion of British standard 
fineness and the equivalent price in United States money for fine silver. 

















8s 
® es 
Rs¢ 
~~, = 
Calendar year. ars 
> Man 
ge8 
- = 
52? $1 5.63 
5443) 1 (20.15 | 
52,%, 1 45.22 
512 1 12.34 | 
52y4 1 14. 67 | 
5lyg| 112.75 | 
51i 1 12. 89 | 
58, 1 10.83 | 
GOLD VALUE OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 
Cents. 
93. 46 
cones 87.5 





Table showing approximate estimate of wages paid annually in the United 
States, excluding those who receive over $1 per day.* 


How employed. Number. Amount paid. 


$947 















Operatives in manufacturing establishments. ........ 2, 738, 930 , 919, 674 
DE Piva ccccnis vi cinsimnesysntmntencsecrennnspueeenes 3, 323, 876 
EN INI III cccucicsintsancchnocsenseksicatecvasnccocsentecseeuns 1, 075, 653 
Laborers (employment not specified).............. ; 1, 859, 223 
One-half of those employed in trade and transpor- 
as ithidastokercnterrantnainesrionionsaneieans setae iaicmdaaeneneil 905, 128 
Total (average yearly wages estimated at 
Te atest 7,163,880 | 2,242. 294, 440 
I airs ithiiasasne sini tisseitieenstsinssendoennia 9,902,810 | 3,190,214,114 


* This is a partial statement, and does not purport to include all laborers. It 
simply includes a few of the principal groups. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. COX, of New York, moved 
that the House adjourn. 
Mr. DOWD. At the request of several gentlemen I now give notice 
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It carries the devices put upon it by our direction, and down to the time 


| it was by a second act of Congress demonetized and bastardized it was 


part of our legal silver currency. It is confessed that as a coin of the 
Government it was an anomaly from its creation. The standard of the 


| silver dollar had been established, as to the metals composing it, its 
| fineness, and its weight for years before the trade-dollar was authorized 


to be coined. 
When the necessity or desirableness of an additional coin of like ex- 


| changeable value of the silver dollar impressed itself upon the judg- 


ment of Congress, it was deemed proper, perhaps important, for some 


= | reason to depart from the usual, if not the uniform, practice of nations 


| having metal money, in only making pieces of like value in the mar- 





kets and exchanges of commerce to be of like fineness and same weight: 
and there was accordingly put in and added to the new coin 7} grains 
more of silver above what had been the standard of the silver dollar of 
the country, the value of which as money it was not in any sense to 
exceed. 

In attempting to discover the reason which induced the Forty-third 
Congress to pass the act authorizing this item of currency which the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report submitted 
to the present Congress, says ‘‘is to be blindly sought for in tradition 
or in the record of congressional discussion and is indicated in the joint 
resolution of 1876, which took away from this coin the legal tender 
quality of it and held down the coinage of it to the call for it for ex- 
portation,’’ I beg to occupy the attention of the House tor a moment 
while I recall, in part, the history of the silver-money coinage of the 
country. 

The question of currency and what shall constitute it has at all 


| periods of time, in connection with the affairs of nations, been the sub- 


ject of earnest and learned discussion. It was impinged by necessity 
upon the deliberations and consideration of the eminently wise gentle- 
men who framed our Constitution. They knew well that a govern- 
ment without a money medium and currency of its own could not claim 
the dignity and recognition of a power among nations, and therefore 
provided, ‘‘ Congress shall have authority to coin money, regulate the 
value thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights and 
measures. ”’ 

Congress did accordingly in 1792 declareof what the currency should 


| consist, namely, of gold and silver, and defined the denominations ofthe 


coins of each precious metal, and established the fineness, the weight, the 
form, and the device of each. 
The character and quality of the coin having been regulated by en- 


| actment of law, we may presume that the issue of the coin will be reg 
| ulated by two more especially contrelling circumstances—the demand 


that at the expiration of one hour and a half of further general debate, | 


to be equally divided, I shall move the previous question. 

Mr. BRUMM. We have had but one hour on our side and you have 
consumed all the other time. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I ask the gentlemen to withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ, as I wish to claim the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York, and Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, with- 
drew the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr. Speaker,-I regard the bill under con- 
sideration of considerable importance—important in that it seems to 
embody the integrity and fair-dealing of the Government with the citi- 
zen. It is not, sir, in my mind, a measure that addresses itself te the 
craft of the statesman nor the philosophy of the lawmaker; it seems 
shorn of these features of high distinction and levels down to a plain 
question of common honesty. The trade-dollar, to which it relates, has 
been the occasion of much annoyance to our people, and of pecuniary 
loss to very many of them who could illy afford to sustain a loss. For 


both this annoyance and loss the Government is at fault and responsi- 
ble. 


In what I shall say in the remarks I am about to make I may depart | 


from the higher line of debate which usually characterizes discussion | 


here. If I shal] be unfortunate in this respect I invoke the indulgence 
of the House. 


At any rate, sir, I shall not presume in the least to deal with the | 
collateral questions which deeper thinkers might choose to bring in re- | 


view with this bill—the effect of tariff duties on commerce, the mone- 
tary standards of nations, the policy of bimetallism or of monometallism, 
nor the ratio of value between them; nor the history of the currency of 
other nations, nor the conventions between nations on the subject of 
currency. 

I will not attempt to illustrate any of the relations of domestic or 
foreign trade—how to regulate it to restore and control balances. All 
these questions have had their day in court, and have been discussed 
upon this floor to exhaustive completeness. It will be my purpose 
simply and solely to recall the relations and responsibility of the Gov- 
ernment to and with the trade-dollar and the duty now resting upon 
the Government to its citizens in regard to it. 

This coin which the bill proposes to redeem and retire was made under 
and pursuant to a law enacted by Congress. It was worked at the mints 
of the Government. 





| tained for a money consideration. 


for a circulating medium to effect and facilitate commercial exchanges 
between the people at home and between them and the people of foreign 
countries; and, secondly, by the supply of the metal that composes the 
coin. 

The intrinsic value of the coin will necessarily be affected by a full or 
deficient supply of the metal out of which the coin is made, especially 
if the metal is an article of art commerce. 

At the time of the passage of the act establishing a mint and defining 
the metal currency, it well be remembered that Mexico was the chief sil- 
ver-producing region on ourcontinent. Her mines were vigorously and 
successfully worked. Their yield was molded into the Spanish milled 
dollar, which coin, with its pillared subsidiaries, was the principal silver 
coin circulating in the thirteen United States. 

It was important, therefore, that the silver ingredients of our dollar 
should be made to approximate, as near as it might, to the silver in the 
fresh-coined Spanish milled dollar. 

And it will be seen by reference to the act of April 2, 1792, it was 
ordained ‘‘that the dollar or unit shall each be of the value of the 
Spanish milled dollar, as the same is now current, and to contain four 
hundred and sixteen grains of standard silver.”’ 

The necessity of this equakzation of intrinsic value is patent. Ex- 
changes between the people of the same as well as with those of foreign 
countries of their respective commodities is not only desirable as a 
means of mutual benefit, but is often demanded to contribute to the 
comfort or to minister to the wants and necessities of mankind. 

These exchanges can not atall times be effected by barter—by trading 
one commodity for another. Often the thing sought can only be ob- 
This fact existing, and the payment 
being made in silver units equal in face value to a similar unit of the 
foreign country, the necessity of equal intrinsic value of the respective 


| units is imperative. 


by consent interchangeably received. 
j « eS . 


| 


Fiat can not create value. It will not increase nor can it secure circu- 
lation of currency created by it, at least not outside the country issuing 
it, and only within the limits of its boundary by reason of a superven- 
ing necessity. The coin must possess the intrinsic commercial! value of 
its corresponding and correlative coin of foreign creation. 

Wide inequality could not long exist in this respect if the coin were 
It would be but little space of 
time before the coin of largest intrinsic value would find its way to the 


| melting-pots of the small-value coin, and. the currency of the one coun 


It was stamped with the die-imprint of its press. | try would dwindle and disappear with rapid celerity, while the other 
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during this period of forty-odd years there were but $1,440,517 silver 
dollars coined. Of this amount $1,439,517 had been coined as early as 
1806, and the remaining $1,000 were coined in 1837. 

The first coinage wnder the new-weight act was (unless the $1,000 in 
1837 was under the act) in 1839, when $300 were minted, and from 
thence continued each year, except 1858, until 1873 inclusive, during 
which period the coinage, together with that under the first act, amounted 
original definition of the silver dollar continued unchanged until 1837. | to the sum of $8,045,838—the entire coinage of the silver dollar of the 
In that year, presumably from the fact that silver bullion existed only | country down to eleven yearsago. ‘At this point the issue of the trade- 
in a limited amount, and that the native silver dollar had ceased to dollar began, and from 1873 to 1878, the last inclusive, the whole sum 
circulate or had been recoined into more convenient shape, the weight of | of the trade-dollar issue was struck, amounting to $35, 846,838, as ap- 
the dollar was reduced from 416 to 412} grains troy of standard silver. | peats from the following table: 


the mines. 

It was for reasons like these that thecharacter of the coin was estab- 
lished as in the act recited. 

Much of what I have said may, Mr. Speaker, be entirely elementary 
in political economy and therefore axiomatic; but it is both experience 
and the truth nevertheless 


would increase with even greater rapidity, and without new supply from It will be discovered by referring to the records of the mints that 
I believe an examination of the statistics at large will show that the | 


Table showing the coinage of silver at the mints from their establishment down to 1883. 


SILVER COINAGE, 


Quarter- Twenty 






































Period dc — Dollars Half-dollars ccioon cain Dimes. Half-dimes. | Three cents. Total 

1793 to 1852 4 ‘ $2. 506,890 $66,249,153 00 $37,999,040 50 deeaie $8, 890, 062 50 $1, 823, 298 90 $744, 9: $79, 213. 371 90 
1853 to 1873 5,538, 948 33.506, 082 50 I iis taeceeniioen 5, 170,733 00 3, 083, 648 00 "536, cas 20 65, 928.512 70 
1874 d ceeesee) $3, 588, 900 , 1, 438, 930 00 + . | Sa 497, 255 80 aii ; 5, 983, 601 3K 
1875 5, 697, 500 2. 853,500 00 623,950 00 858 00 889,560 00 .... 10, 070, 368 06 
1876 6, 132, 050 4,085,525 00 4, 106, 262 50 263, 560 00 3, 639, 105 00 19, 126,502 5) 
1877 9, 162, 900 9, 746, 350 00 7,534,175 00 1, 440 oo 2, 055,070 00 28, 549. 985 00 
1878 11, 378, 010 8, 573, 500 3, 875, 255 00 3, 708, 027 50 142 00 760, 891 00 28, 290, 825 5 
1879 27, 227,500 225 00 112: ee 45 00 27° 207" 882 50) 
i880 27, 933, 750 3,275 00 3, 837 1,575 00 27, 942, 437 50 
1881 27, 637, 955 4,677 50 3, 638 3, 695 50 27, 649, 966 75 
1882 ; 27, 772, O75 5,537 50 3, 268 2,507 50 27" 783° 388 75 
1883 somantionins 28,111,119 2,759 50 4,079 7 717,511 90 28, 835, 470 15 
eee aetna —————_$ | —_ sq] —_———_—_— q— ue | — cca 

Total : 35, 959, 360 155, 301, 737 "422, 761,270 00 | 38,492,086 25 271,000 00 | 17,628,012 20 4, 906,946 90 | 1,281,850 20 | 376,602,262 55 

MINOR COIN, 

Period Five cents. (Three cents. Two cents. Cents. Half-cents. | Total 
a a a a aU $5, 276,140 00 | $805, 350 00 $912,020 00 | $4,886,452 44 $39,926 11 | $11,919, 888 55 
OO atlas ica ideas a a aes 244, 350 00 29, 640 00 137, 935 00 | 411,925 00 
1875 —— . senpuinbunenen ipmniecneameniatanpiiaivaieiad 04, 650 00 12,540 00 |. 123, 185 00 }... 230, 375 00 
1876 .. - eueninioneeieiiene ceciniestdaviineminstiamailasasanmaitlid 132, 700 00 7,560 00 .... 120, 090 00 260, 350 00 
i877. ; : beesseaeiianhs sannheneebeneennninnt I aia cen creel et 36,915 00 |... 62,165 00 
1878 .. saabiade seis ian iii ae taal clit 80 00 48 00 .... 30, 566 00 |... 30, 694 00 
1879 ieee oe eco OAT ied i) 1,175 00 984 00 ».... 95, 639 00 |... 97,798 0 
1880 : Se ee. nia cael 1.247 50 982 50 | 267,741 50 |... 269) 971 50 
1881 ¥ ebuild 77 75 32,416 65 372,515 55 |... 5, 109 95 
1882... iniatieialoniemmnalins sesieiatieipaiaeini aaiiniatenieemenlii telat 220, 038 75 104 25 424,614 75 644, 757 75 
1883 cibiodnoabiicopaeaidpoelanntiae | 1,022,774 40 858 57 | 404, 674 19 | | 1,428,307 16 

Total baie a" sisi asailatosl aideadilmdaiaiaiiasaaiaial 7,018,583 40 890, 483 97 912,020 00 6, 900, 328 43 | 39,926 11 15, 761, 341 91 


The act of February 12, 1873, under which the trade-dollar was | monetized the standard dollar of 1837, the latter being resurrected by 
struck and put upon the market, was in substance: The silver coin of | the coinage act of 1878. 
the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar or 50-cent piece, | Nevertheless both continued to circulate together in the interim, and 
a quarter-dollar or 25-cent piece, and a dime or 10-cent piece; and the | also after that act under which the immense issue was put out, which 
weight of the trade-dollar shall be 420 grains troy; the weight of the | now is the occasion of great alarm to the trading and banking classes 
half-dollar shall be twelve grams and one-half gram; the quarter-dollar | This was perfectly natural and to be expected, and would continue to 
and the dime shall be respectively one-half and one-fifth of the half- | be the fact at this time were it not for the glut of the 412-grain dollar 


dollar. | When this came the time had arrived for the actual demonetization, 
This, I believe, is the first departure from the English nomenclature and this coin quickly became the rejected of all, and was refused as a 

of weight-measure in connection with our silver coin. circulating medium at rates below its bullion value for recoining into 
The average American scholar knows quite well what the weight- | small coin. ; i a Pe 

measure of 420 grains troy is. He does not know quite so well what It is very proper, Mr. Speaker, in view of the provisions of this bill, 


12} grams are. This is too much French for him. He may find after | to inquire what has become of this coinage. Where are those trade- 
protracted search that a *‘gram’’ equals 15.432 grains troy. He nat- | dollars now ? ; . : : 
urally supposes and expects to find that 124 grams will equal 210 grains | | find from the report of the Director of the Mint submitted to Con- 
troy, one-half the silver in the trade-dollar. Such, however, does not | gress in 1879, at page 192, that the exportation of the trade-dollar to 
prove to be the fact, and this strategy in the use of borrowed means of | the far east of Asia from 1874 to October, 1879, was $27,089,817. Cer- 
expression indicates strongly a purpose to conceal a supposed disturbing | tainly a fair measure of success had been attained in the original pur- 
truth. | pose of exportation. It would ordinarily be expected that the main 
The act of 1873 provides: purpose of coinage would be to obtain a fitting medium, and that suc- 
cessful business pursuits and a healthy condition of finance wou!d be 
illustrated by the fact that the precious-metal money was retained at 
home. 
| Business did not depreciate in 1879; butafter the act of 1878 creating 
| the new dollar the demand for circulation of the trade-dollar ceased. 
| The purpose of the act of 1873 was to get rid, in a specious manner, of 
That the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a legal tender, and the Secretary of | surplus silver bullion. 
the Syenouny ishereby authorized to limit from time to time the coinage thereof | I avail myself of a table prepared by the compiler of the American 
ae san amount as he may deem sufficient to meet the export demand of the | Almanac, from official reports, and therefore semi-official and entirely 
correct and reliable, showing the production of the precious metals at 
This coin was evidently, as this resolution indicates, intended and | home as bearing upon and tending to show the influence and motive 
made expressly for foreign market and circulation. The legal-tender | that led to the making of this meddlesome dollar. 
quality gave it motive power. It was accepted by foreign countries as | It will be observed from the statement contained in the table that 


The silver coin of the United States shall be a legal tender at their nominal 
value forany amount not exceeding $ in any one payment. 





The legal-tender feature of the trade-dollar was continued until 1876, 
when Congress by its joint resolution enacted— 


money of the United States. Unfortunately, it permitted and secured | the production of silver from 1849 to 1858 was, by estimate, about the 
current circulation at home. Its emasculation by withdrawing from | sum of $50,000 perannum, or half a million all told; before that period 
it its legal-tender quality demonetized it, as had the act creating it de- | it had been very much less. 








1884. 
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Estimate of gold and silver produced in the United States from 1845 to | Table showing the bullion, currency, and commercial value, the coinage and 
export, of the trade-dollar, and the gold value of a dollar legal-tender note, 
from July, 1873, to April, 1879. 


1882, inclusive. 
[From official reports by the Director of the Mint of the United States.] 








Year. | Gold. Silver. | Total. 
$1, 008, 327 | $1, 008, 327 
1, 239, 357 |.. 1, 139, 357 
889,085 |... 889, 085 
10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 
40, 000, 000 |... 40, 000, 000 
50, 000, 000 |... 50, 000, 000 
55, 000, 000 |. 55, 000, 000 
60,000,000 |. 60, 000, 000 
65, 000, 000 65, 000, 000 
60, 000, 000 | 60, 000, 000 
55, 000, 000 |... 55, 000, 000 
55, 000,000 |... 55, 000, 000 
55, 000, 000 | 55, 000, 000 
50, 000, 000 * $500, 000 | 50, 500, 000 
50, 000, 000 | 100, 000 | 50, 100, 000 
46, 000, 000 150, 000 | 46, 150, 000 
43, 000, 000 2, 000, OVO | 45, 000, 000 
89, 200, 000 4, 500, 000 43, 700, 000 
40, 000, 000 8, 500, 000 | 48, 500, 000 
46,100,000 | 11,000,000 57, 100, 000 
53,225,000 | 11,250,000 | 64, 475, 000 
53,500,000 | 10,000,000 63, 500, 000 
51, 725, 000 13, 500, 000 | 65, 225, 000 
48, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 
49, 500,000 | 12,000,000 61, 500, 000 
50, 000, 000 16, 000, 000 66, 000, 000 
43, 500, 000 23, 000, 000 66, 500, 000 
36, 000, 000 28, 750, 000 64, 750, 000 
36, 000, 000 35, 750, 000 71, 750, 000 
33, 490, 902 87, 324, 594 70, 815, 496 
83, 467,856 | 31,727,560 | 65, 195, 416 
39, 929, 166 38, 783, 016 78, 712, 182 
46, 897, 390 39, 793, 57: 86, 690, 963 
51, 206, 360 45, 281, 385 96, 487, 745 
38, 899, 858 40, 812, 132 | 79, 711, 990 
36, 000, 000 38, 450, 000 | 74, 450, 000 
34,700,000 | 43,000,000 77, 700, 000 
32,500,000 | 46,800,000 79, 300, 000 
Total, thirty-eight years...........) 1,590,878,301 | 550,972,260 | 2,153,845, 471 


*From 1849 to 1858 the estimated product of silver was $50,000 per annum. 
The silver mines of the United States were discovered in 1859. 


In the following year the rich fields of silver deposit began to be dis- 
covered and developed, increasing tenfold the first year, and from the 
third year thereafter increasing regularly in volume until 1882, when it 
had reached the sum of $46,800,000. 

The yield in 1868 was $12,000,000, or two hundred and forty times 
that of 1847. The yield of 1873 (the birth of the trade-dollar) was 
seven hundred and twenty times the amount of 1847. The entire yield 
down to 1882 is $550,972,260; while the total coinage of silver of all 
denominations from the establishment of the Mint till 1882 has been 
$376,612,662.55. More or less of this amount was, without doubt, re- 
coinage of depreciated coin, and perhaps more or less of foreign coin 
and bullion. 


It is not open to doubt that this rapid increase in the production of 


silver bullion, going so far beyond the demand for consumption in manu- 
facture, and the arts, was the chief occasion of the authorization of the 
trade-dollar. 

The probable continuance of the yield determined by estimates care- 
fully made on explorations and data established by the output of worked 
mines disclose not alone the motive that led to the issue, but also what 
induced the measures adopted to persuade the trade into the channels 
of foreign commerce. It was to be rid of the certain surplus and to 
shed it in such way that it would not return. This end was adroitly 
consummated, first by increasing the silver ingredient seven and one- 
half grains beyond that of the theretofore standard dollar. 

The far East was to be the field of operation. The demand for silver 
dollars there was known to exist. Merchandise was waiting to be ex- 
changed for our money. Our choice was optional as to kind, whether 
payment should be made in gold or silver, of home or foreign mintage. 
Our selection was of course determined by the production of our silver 
mines, deluging the markets with their yield. This was the deter- 
mination of the citizen silver miner and importing merchant combined. 
The trade-dollar was contrived and adopted as the medium, the Gov- 
efnment being the willing abettor to the transaction. 


The increase in weight of component silver was rightly conceived and | 


correctly estimated as the proper method by which to reach and capt- 
ure the cupidity of our proposed customers. It proved a tempting 
bait. But one other element was needed to be added to give it char- 
acter and conceal the purpose of its issue. It must have a currency 








quality, a current value, and be placed on the same footing as that of | 


its less plethoric predecessor, the standard dollar. 
tender for like purposes and for like amount. 
hesitatingly added and gave it life and power. 

I read trom the table prepared by Mr. Burchard, Director of the Mint, 
which shows the result of this well-planned device and the successful 
consummation of the purpose conceived. 
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Table showing the bullion, currency, commercial value, & .—Continued. 
Ss = : ots 4 e 
7 pd = te S ~ - 
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August 88.9 88.9 99 par. $37, 962 
September ae) &o 99.5 par 513,325 
October ; 90.3 90.3 99.4 par. 11, 900 
Average ........... 88.8 88.8 99 par. ‘ 27, 089, 817 
*Commencement of coinage >Partly estimated. °Coinedtodate. ‘¢ Pas- 
sage of resumption act. ¢ Trade-dollar demonetized. f Purchase of gold for 
resumption purposes commenced Coinage suspended. » Passage of act 
for standard silver dollar. Total coinage. iSan Francisco, * Total ex- 


port October 31, 1879 


To repeat, from 1874 to and including the month of October, 1879, 
$27,089,817 of these trade-dollars had found a market in foreign coun- 
tries, principally Japan, China, and India. At that date there was left 
at home the balance of the coinage, about $7,869,543. It appears from 
the last annual report of this officer, who certainly is entitled to great 
credit for his evident diligence in a wide scope of inquiry, the details 
of his compilation, and the correctness of his conclusions, that the bal- 
ance at home has since been reduced to $7,000,000, a statement which 
seems to be in harmony with the views of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Where, Mr. Speaker, is this home balance? In whose keeping are 
these $7,000,000? There can be but one response as to the great mass 
of them. They are in the pockets of the laborer, the till of the small 
trader, or the stocking of the thrifty housewife, waiting the day of their 
redemption. There are many reasons why this conclusion should be 
reached. There is a natural avidity in the masses, generated by curi- 


osity, patriotism, or whatever it may be called, to become possessed of 


any new coin or coin of new device issued by the Government. It is 
very well known that it is not unusual for new coin to sell at a pre- 
mium, and when the trade-dollar was issued it is reported as having 
been worth in fact $1.04 paper currency. 

A further fact consisted in the untiring effort and persistent energy 
on the part of the first holder to divest himself of his needless ware. 
This first holder was the ore-producer or the bullion-broker. They had 
the bullion coined in order to enable them to get rid of it, and to them 
it mattered little in what manner it was effected so long as it brought 
return, nor in emergency would they hesitate for reason of the possi- 


ble effect upon the remaining unmined metal or the money interest of 


the country. 


Up to July, 1876, $15,631,000 of these dollars had been coined. 
Only $12,269,108 had been exported, leaving $3,361,892 in home circu- 
lation; more than one-half the amount in hand to-day. 

To put out this money all avenues were availed of, though perhaps 
not all equally acceptable. On the one hand foreign purchase and ex- 
portation in payment; on the other the paths of industry at home. 
The employer in his relation to the employed, the coal fields, the large 
manufacturing and money corporations, were the ready abettors in the 
scheme. Even banks became disbursing agents. These dollars were 
freely used to pay workingmen and as a substitute for small-bill cur- 
rency. The employed had no great reason to complain, no valid legal 
ground to refuse to accept it. It was legal-tender down to that time, 
lawful pay for more than his day’s earning and perhaps his whole 
week’s wages. They passed current at the grocery, the market, and 
the store for the gross sum of all his purchases. His employment may 
have depended upon acceptance, hence circulation was easily effected. 
Being established, it continued and grew upon itself. The first three 
and a half million were capable of enforced circulation; the remaining 
three and a half million were put in circulation clandestinely, under 
cover, and by reason of absence of any conceivable ability to detect 
them from the former. They were not counterfeit; they were the law- 
ful work of the mints of the Government. There was no crime com- 
mitted, no offense against law perpetrated, in putting them into circu- 
lation. 

For this and its accompanying possibility and the evils attendingit 
the Government is primarily responsible. It vitalized the dollar as 
amedium. It put upon it all the badges of legitimacy and honest pa- 
ternity. Why, sir, read this statute: 


Upon the coins there shall be the following devicesand legends: Upon the one 
side there shall be an impression of Liberty, with an inscription of the word “ Lib- 
erty”’ and the year of the coinage; and on the reverse shall be the figure orrep- 
resentation of an eagle, with the inscription ‘‘ United States of America” and oe 
pluribus unum " and a designation of the value of the coin; but on the gold dol- 
lar and three-dollar piece, the dime, five and three cent piece, the figure of the 


and fineness of the coin shall be inscribed. 


And more: with an insidious suggestion of high purpose in the Gov- 
ernment the obverse bears the inscribed motto, ‘‘ In God we trust,’’ 
arched with the emblematic stars of the original thirteen States of the 
Union. ‘“‘In God we trust’’—for what? In this connection seemingly 
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eagle shall be omitted, and on the reverse of the silver trade-dollar the weight 
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| that the trade-dollar may avail itself of liberty, vouchsafed by fraudu- 
| lent device, at least to wing its flight upon the back and by means of the 

strong pinions of America’s egis bird from out the ark of the Ameri- 
can mint, but, obstructed by more than forty days’ deluge of crude sil- 
ver ore, not to return to a home haven of rest forever more. To this end 
there was nota sign omitted, not an act left undone, so far as the Govern- 
ment could impress or perform, to give the coin creditor currency. It 
was accepted by the laboring classes and the masses of the people gener- 
ally and freely; if not freely, by compulsion. 

The law provided: 


Any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint to be formed 
into bars or into dollars of the weight of 420 grains troy, designated in the title 
as trade-dollar, and no deposit of silver for other coinage shall be received. 

The kings of the silver mines were certainly in favor, but not suffi- 
ciently so to satisfy their convenience and greed. The next seemingly 
unjustifiable action taken by Congress in connection with this coin was 
the passage of the joint resolution of July 22, 1876: 


The trade-dollar shall not be hereafter a legal tender, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to limit from time to time the coinage thereof to 
such an amount as he may deem sufficient to meet export demand for the same. 

It has been claimed that this resolution was a notification to the world 
that this coin had ceased to be money of the Government, and who- 
ever received it thereafter took it at bullion value and not face value. 
Concede it; what then? So far as foreign countries were concerned it 
was public notice by which they were bound. 

But not so in regard to citizens at home. I know it has been as- 
serted upon this floor in a past Congress that ‘‘all these coins held at 
home were put in circulation months after they had by this resolution 
ceased to bea legal tender.’’ I do not know by what authority of fact 
that declaration was made. 

But on the theory of home circulation to which I have alluded it is 
a moral certainty that the pieces then circulating would continue todo 
so, and the whole balance of the $7,000,000 now in the hands of the 
people could be placed there without possible knowledge in them that 
it was the issue subsequent to July, 1876. They thenare the innocent 
and unestopped victims of this wrong made possible and permissible by 
Congressional legislation. 

This resolution, Mr. Speaker, seems to the superficial observer at least 
to be another step in the interest of the bullion producers alone and to 
the exclusion of all others, except perhaps the speculators in the demone- 
tized coin. By that resolution the trade-dollar ceased to be honest 
money. To be sure, itscoinage might becontinued. To counterfeit is 
a crime; but itwas not money. Why did the people accept it and con- 
tinue to use it? It must be borne in mind that the time was not in 
the long past when the sight of a silver dollar was a luxurious feast for 
the eye to behold, when brass tokens stood in place of gold and silver, 
and pasteboard shinplasters had held the credit and confidence of the 
people in petty business exchanges, no matter by whom put out. 

It is not, sir, a surprising fact, nor a justification for inaction now, 
that the trade-dollar continued to circulate after its demonetization. 
To most, I doubt not, the passage of the resolution was unknown, or, if 
known, forgotten. It did continue to circulate, and so long as it passed 
for money at its nominal face value the fact of its debasement made no 
practical difference tothe impecunious holder; its use was not immoral; 
to them it was the bird of passage, in hand to-day and out by necessity 
on the morrow. It came to them asadollar; it went from them as a dol- 
lar. It would be doing the same errand to-day had it not been neces- 
sary to extend further and additional favors and privileges to the bullion- 
holding millionaires. 

In ante-bellum times the clipped sixpence and shilling of Mexican 
stamp, the punched quarter-dollar and fifty-cent piece were seldom re- 
fused at face value in trade. So this, of more intrinsic value than the 
new legal-tender standard dollar, would have gone its round as money. 

Was it not in the interest and for the benefit of those same mining 
companies and by their appliances that the act of February 28, 1878, 
became a law? Did they not procure the— 

Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be coined at the several mints of the United 
States silver dollars of the weight of four hundred and twelve and one-half grains 
troy, of standard silver,as provided in the act of Junuary 18, 1837, on which 
shall be the device and superscription provided by said act ; which coins, together 
with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United States of like weight and 
fineness, shall be a legal tender at their nominal value, &c.? 

Here was in one respect an act of justice performed. The dollars de- 
monetized by the act of 1873 were rehabilitated and re-established as 
legal money, necessitating their acceptance as money by the Govern- 
ment, 

But the end is not yet reached. This act of 1878 further provides: 


And the Secretary ofthe Treasury is authorized and directed to purchase from 
time to time silver bullion at the market price thereof, not less than two mill- 


ion dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast 
as so purchased, into such dollars. 


Is it necessary to ask or answer the question, in whose interest was 
this legislation? The trade-dollar act coined fer the bullion-owner, to 
| export to foreign markets, to get rid of as best he might. Did not the 

szovernment need silver-dollar money then as much as in 1878? A for- 
eign market was found for part of the hoard. Thecoin was demonetized 


2 
| to prevent its return. The foreign demand was supplied and the coin 
rejected. 
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But, sir, the mountains continued to give forth sounds of busy work- | 
men and truck-loadsofsilverore. The glittering nuggets withouta mar- | 


ket brought no benefit and proved of little worth. 
acustomerisfound. TheGovernment itself ceased to bea minting agent 
and became a minting owner of immense blocks of silver, and from that 
day to this the crucibles have sweat and the dies have creaked with- 
out intermission, and the bins of the Treasury vaults are strained to 
bursting from the pressure of 130,000,000 of these dollars, without any 
demand for them. 

With this glut, this deluge of $2,000,000 every thirty days, money 
owned and sought to be forced out by the Government, is it to be won- 
dered that the banks refused to receive as long as they could not be 
compelled to take the trade-dollar in payment or otherwise? The stores 
in self-preservation were compelled to follow the example of the banks, 


by all,’”’ and would not sell at the assay office for even its bullion value. 

‘I say the victims of this wrongdoing are the toiling, honest poor of 
our population. To them are to be added the outcoming immigrant to 
our shores. 
change before taking, or while on, ship his coin of fatherland, which he 
is told will be useless or inconvenient to use here, for these tokens of 
‘‘In God we trust.’’ 
lators do exist has been heralded daily through the press. They have 
become so flagrantly vicious in their purpose and methods as to neces- 


no effort to suppressit. I donot care to discuss this moral crime against 
the ignorant and unsuspecting in his property nor the manifold greater 


crime against the law-abiding and law-confiding citizenship of these | 


States. 

Can the Government afford, in view of its future well-being, to per- 
mit these practices to continue at the expense of its honor, its fair re- 
pute for honest dealing? Will it tolerate this conspiracy and traffic, 
even in the spurious money of its own coining, to defraud honest labor 
at home or to beguile and betray the immigrant seeking a homeas aciti- 
zen among us ? 

Has not enough been done by Congress for the few recipients of im- 
measurable favor to permit, to demand it to do one little duty-imposed 
act for and in the interest of the people? The Treasury vaults inlock 
130,000,000 silver dollars coined from material bought from these few 
with interest-paying bonds and higher-grade currency of the country 
and for which no demand exists. Is it too much to ask that there be 
taken from this useless mass 7,000,000 pieces and with them redeem 
these trade-dollars honestly earned by the sweat and aches of the toil- 
ing drudge, but nevertheless a man for all that and the peer of any of 
the silver kings, and when this exchange may be effected and an im- 
perative duty performed with so little cost to the Government? I think 
computation shows that each fifty-five trade-dollars will make fifty-six 
standard dollars. 

But the friends of the bullion aristocrats and seemingly autocrats say 
this will interfere with the coinage of $2,000,000 monthly of the bullion 
of their friends. They do not forget that the Government is directed 
to purchase that amount of bullion and melt it into dollars; for this pay- 
ment is to be made at market rates and in fact in high grade currency, 
which will soon be transferred into interest-paying bonds. Why do 
they notadd, what they know is truth, that this monthly increase is to be 
drayed to the Treasury and dumped into the vaults necessarily enlarged 
to receive, and there to rest indefinitely without opportunity of being 
used or made useful? If it be true that it will interfere one hundred 
days, what of it? Did it stop that purchase and coinage for all time I 
should not object, if its stoppage was necessary to the doing of this act 
of justice. 

It seems to me, sir, that there is no ground for apology, no conceiv- 
able excuse to relieve the Government from this pressing duty to redeem 
this coin promptly and at its face value and with the least possible in- 
convenience to the holder. 

A refusal to do this act of justice smells like repudiation, a repudia- 
tion that would be as pitiableas it would be parsimonious. It matters 
not what may have been the motives, the moving forces (and I do not 
hint at vicious appliances or unlawful practices), that brought about 
the enactment of these laws. In that of 1873 the faith of the Govern- 
ment was plighted, and its pledge must, in honor, be redeemed. Were 
it oppressed by poverty, an exhausted Treasury, anda clamoring debt it 
would not be justified for dishonorable neglect. But, sir, its coffers are 
full to repletion. It seeks relief from the load of surplus on accumu- 
lated revenue in extravagant largessesunder the guise of charity. Let 
justice be first done, then if we choose we may be generous. 

_The measure is pressed from all sections of the country and all classes 
of people. The President deemed it worthy of mention in his message 
and recommended the withdrawal. He says: 


A market is sought; | 


That organized bands of these fratricidal specu- | 





YAS I 


The Secretary of the Treasury in more elaborate phrase reports and 
urges. I read from his report: 


Asit is a coin ofthe United States, having the image and superscription thereof, 


| sanctioned as such by penalties upon the counterfeiting of it, and once dignified 





The trade-dollar was coined for the purpose of traffic in countries where sil- | 
ver passed at its value as ascertained by its weight and fineness. It never had 


a legal-tender quality. Large numbers ofthese coins entered, however, into the 


has now ceased, and they have thus become a disturbing element. They should 
not be longer permitted to embarrass our currency system, 


I recommend that | 


provision be made for their reception by the Treasury and the mints, as bullion, | 


at a small percentage above the current market price of silver of like fineness. 


| 385.8 grains. 


4 tion. 
volume of ourcurrency. By common consent their circulation in domestic trade | 


as a legal tender in payment of debts and dues, it should be restored to its first 
state or called in at its nominal value and melted. In the judgment of this De- 
partment it should be thus called in and melted. 

It is possible to make an estimate of the amount that would come to the Treas- 
ury for redemption if authority were given therefor. The whole issue of the 
coin has been $35,960,446. Some ofthat has disappeared in manufactured articles; 
it is estimated from one to two millions. It iscalculated that five-sixths thereof 
went abroad inthe beginning,and it is believed that but a small part of that 
has come back, and that there is now held by our people but from five to eight 
millions. Of that which remained abroad, there is good authority for saying 
that much of it found its way from China to India and into the melting-pot at 
the mint in Calcutta, and has been there cast into the coin of that country. The 


| overweight and value of the trade-dollar by the side of the Mexican and Span- 


“a . | ish dollar, with which it was cocurrent in China, brought much of it to the 
and soon the infamous trade-dollar was ‘‘respected by none, rejected | 


crucible there. It is understood in business circles that in China silver coin is 
used by weight and not by count, save in a few ports, where Mexican dollars 
and a few other coins are taken by tale. It is the practice of Chinese bankers, 


| so it is reported, to stamp with their own mark the coin which they take and 
| pay out. The coin thus defaced soon comes to the state and ree of bullion, 


He is being plied by speculators in this base coin, to ex- | 


and the presumption is that our trade-dollars have, many o 
treated and so suffered. 

Bear in mind, too, that from time to time for some years past, until of a com- 
»aratively late date, there has been inducement to reship this coin from China 
hither, because it has been free in circulation in most parts of the land and for 
most of the time at par with gold and silvermoney. There is reason to believe, 
then, that besides the sum of it in the hands of our own people an embarrass- 


them, been so 


| ing amount will not come to us from abroad. 
sitate action by the State Department, which I am informed hast sent | 


instructions to consuls and consular agents at the German ports to omit | 


A thorough and effective redemption of it can be brought about in this way: 
Let authority be given by Congress to the Treasury Department to barter for 
trade-dollars at their nominal value standard dollars at their nominal value, 
and melting the trade-dollars to recoin them into standard silver dollars, count- 
ing the trade-dollars got in this way as a part of the silver bullion which the act 
of 1878 empowers and directs to be bought and coined monthly. Should the 
trade-dollars have been so abraded in use as to have lost a material part of their 
original weight, which is not much to be apprehended, a deduction might be 
made from the price, and fractional payments made in subsidiary and minor 
silver coins. 

* . + ~ * * * 

It has been stated above that there is cause for belief that much which hag 
gone abroad has put off its character of a coin of the United States, and so is not 
able in that guise to come back for exchange. If, however, a serious apprehen- 
sion is felt that it will return in embarrassing volume, the time for the exchange 
might have a narrower limit, and instead of atwelvemonth, a quarter of a year 
be the period fixed. This Department would rather see all the trade~iollars 
that are afloat anywhere brought in and made bullion of, even at a cost to the 
Government, if thus we may be rid of a discredited and debased coin ; but if this 
may not be, it still will wish that those in the hands of our people be redeemed 
in the mode recommended, wiih safeguards against foreign holders, If it be 
urged that, whatever be the sum redeemed, there will be a loss to the Treasury 
in recoining the trade-dollars as bullion into standard dollars rather than in 
purchasing bullion in the market at ruling rates and coining it under existing 
law, it may be answered that the excess of silver in the-one over that in the 
other will be nearly if not fully enough to pay the cost of the manipulation ; 
and, again, that the seigniorage or profit now got from buying bullion at, for 
example, 99.8 per standard ounce, and issuing the same in nominal dollars at 
the rate of, say, 116;4 per standard ounce, is only a seeming total profit of the 
difference ; for in the redemption of the coin, which must be looked for and pro- 
vided for as to sooner or later come, the Government must, as arule, take it back 
at the same nominal value at which it was put forth. 


The Director of the Mint says in his official report : 

I would respectfully recommend— 

Third. The repeal of the act authorizing the coinage of the trade-dollar. 

Although its coinage is now discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury 
and has been suspended by him, the issue of this coin in any contingency should 
no longer be authorized or permitted at any of the United States mints. Orig- 
inally made in the coinage act of 1873 a legal tender to the same extent as the 
other designated silver coins, a considerable number had probably, before its 
demonetization in 1876, gone into circulation in this country. The statistics of 
coinage and exports show that at the latter date the number of pieces coined ex- 
ceeded the exportations by over $2,000,000. Probably from tive to seven millions 
of these coins are now held in the country mostly in the mining and manufact- 
uring regions of Pennsylvania and contiguous States and in the vicinity of 
New York, where they have been paid to workmen and laborers, and by them 
paid to and received from tradesmen in those localities. 

While the United States has incurred no legal liability, yet by the act of the 
Government the coins were at first put into circulation and given compulsory 
currency, and have fallen into the hands of those who can il! afford to suffer 
from the depreciation, and it would seem but an act of justice that the United 
States should permit these coins to be sent to the mints and exchanged for other 
silver coins, into which they could be profitably recoined. 

I doubt not that action of this kind would have long since been taken but for 
the apprehension that a large number of exported trade-dollars would be re- 
turned to this country. My own investigations and inquiries have satisfied me 
that the trade-dollars sent to China have gone to the melting-pots and become 
sycee-silver or disappeared in the interior of that country; for, although their 
value as silver bullion would be only about 87 cents, yet their commercial mar- 
ket value in New York city has, prior to the late movement to depress their 
price, fallen below 98 cents but once, and that for a short period, and has usually 
ranged for several years above 99 cents, and had it been possible to secure trade- 
dollars for import from China to this country, the profits on the operation would 
have brought them here long since. 


I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Coinage would find 
it practicable to propose to receive this coin at its face value in payment 
of all dues to the United States in the same manner and to the same 
extent as any other silver coin of the United States, and when received 
to retire and recoin the same into any authorized coins of the country. 
I availed myself of the privilege on the first call for bills and introduced 
a bill for that purpose. I was aware of the fact, as the statement al- 
ready made shows the fact to be, that this dollar can be converted into 
subsidiary coins at a profit beyond the expense attending the transforma- 
Assistant Treasurer Acton, if correctly reported, asserts this as 
a fact and explains— 


A trade-dollar contains 420 grains of pure silver. 


Now, suppose we chose to 
recoin into regular legal half-dollars. 


The weight of two half-dollars would he 
Therefore the trade-dollar would weigh 34.2 grains the most. This 








would give a profit of about 8 cents in the coinage of the trade-dollar into fifty- 

And yet, sir, notwithstanding the profit in the recoinage, when this | 
amount of precious metal, emblazoned with ‘‘In God we trust,’’ is 
offered at the assayer’s office 86.63 cents is the sum total the owner can | 
obtain therefor 

But, sir, I am entirely willing to waive any choice of preference as 
to the manner of redeeming and withdrawing or recoining. I care | 
nothing for the detail in this respect. To accomplish the act of re- 
demption is with me the desire paramount. 

Since the pendency of this bill before the House for its consideration 
this slip comes through the post 


New York, March 14, 1884 
Editor American Grocer and Dry Goods Chronicle 


I hold about fifty trade-dollars, taken in payment of goodssold upon the basis 
of one hundred cents to the dollar. I now find myself holding a money that 
my Government pledged itself to pay by permitting it to be coined and circu- 
lated as legitimate value. I fee] our Representativés in Congress should rescue 
the faith of the Government by providing for its liquidation 


W.S. HARTT. 
There are a great many traderssimilarly situated. Itisa shame that the Gov- 
ernment should hesitate to retire the $8,000,000 or thereabouts of trade-dollars now 
’ held by the peopk They were once a legal coin, so recognized and accepted by 
the Government. Its action gave the people faith in the coin. They can be re- 
tired with but little loss, and the recommendations of the Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury to that effect should be adopted 
Yes: let the coin be redeemed. Let our faith be rescued. Let the 
country be rid of this demoralizing quantity in finance. If it will be 
attended with a loss, the country can well afford to and can easily bear 
it. The much-talked-about and seemingly deplored surplus in the | 
Treasury may properly and constitutionally be applied to this purpose. 
We gave a few days since a half million dollars for the relief of citi- 
zens of States well able to take care of their own poor and unfortunate. 
The suffering occasioned by the devastating overflow of the Ohio River | 
did not permit a pause or inquiry for warrant 
\ little before we gave the half of that sum, to be augmented a hun- | 
dred times in amount, to experiment in endeavoring to exterminate a 
disease common to cattle the world over—a disease known to have ex- 
isted for more than 2,000 years. 
Our charity and philanthropy will be as mockery and hypocrisy if 
we refuse to supplement them by this act of simple justice, the prompt 
redemption of this our coin. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Iclaim the floor, and will yield to the motion to 
adjourn 
On motion of Mr. COX, of New York (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of 100 citizens of Ellis County, Kan- 
sas, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs 

Also, petition of 150 citizens of Kansas, asking tor increase of pen- 
sions to soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of citizens and soldiers of Delaware, and 
Bradenville, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, relative to pensions, 
bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of certain citizens of Washington Terri- 
tory, for Congressional aid in the construction of a wagon-road over the 
Snoqualmie Pass of the Cascade Mountains—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Resolutions of Cambridge City Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Indiana, relative to the equalization of boun- 
ties, &«.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 

Back Pay 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Memorial and petition of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of the city of Nashville, Tenn., of the mayor and city council 
of Nashville, of the Nashville and Burnside Packet Company, and of 

the Nashville and Cairo and Nashville and Evansville Packet Compa- 
nies, for the improvement of the Cumberland River by building locks 
and dams and removing bar at its mouth—severally to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRISP: Memorial of John F. Lewis, J. W. McKenzie, and 


Flint River, in Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Grand Haven, Mich., 
asking for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of J. R. Williamson and 35 others, in- 
ventors, for reduction of Patent Office fees—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents 

Also, memorial of the Chicago Trade and Labor Assembly, protest- 


and against any contraction of the currency—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


others, citizens of Montezuma, Ga., in regard to the improvement of 
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By Mr. FINERTY: Petition of officers of the United States Army 


| stationed at Fort Buford, Dak., and of the officers of the United States 


Army stationed at Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dak., relative to the reor- 
ganization of the infantry regiments of the United States Army and 
toregulate promotion and increase the efficiency of said Army—severally 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 


Also, petition from the Chicago Trade and Labor Assembly, asking 


for the passage of bills and joint resolutions dealing with labor inter- 
ests in the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 


3y Mr. FORAN: Bill providing for opening and improving the old 


river-bed channel at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


3y Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of William J. Keyser and 114 others, 


of Fort Scott, Kans., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ing against the passage of the bill granting copyrights to foreigners | 


By Mr. GARRISON: Petition for an appropriation to build a break- 


water in the Potomac River at or near Cockpit Point—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. GREENLEAF: Memorial 6f the Workingmen’s Assem)ly of 


the State of New York—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of W. H. 


Morhiser—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition relating to the claim of Martha J. A 
Rumbaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HOUK: Petition of James W. Bowman, for a pension—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HURD: Remonstrance of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Ex- 


change, against the passage of H. R. 5128 to regulate lake and marine 


shipping—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of M. D. Carrington and others, citizens of Toledo, 
Ohio, on the same subject—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Frank McAleer and others, citizens of Sandusky, 
Ohio, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Petition relating to education in Alaska—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of William 
Bailey and H. De Lord—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition for the improvement of the harbor at Plattsburg, Clin- 


| ton County, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. KASSON: Petition of citizens of Iowa, relative to the Chinese 
restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. KEAN: Remonstrance by property-owners, representing a 
capital of over $2,000,000, against the bill to bridge Staten Island 
Sound—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: Memorial and resolutions of colored men of 
Louisiana, regarding the tariff on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of G. Paulding and 105 others, citi- 
zens of Putnam County, New York, asking for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Cold Spring, N. Y., to the memory of the late General War- 
ren—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: Bill making an appropriation of $5,000 for the protec- 
tion and preservation of the harborsof Vidalia, La. , and Natchez, Miss.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $5,000 for the improvement of 
the harbor of Monroe and West Monroe, La.—to the same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $15,000 for the improvement 
of the Bayou d’ Arbonne, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $2,000 for a survey of the La 
Fourche crevasse, in Boeuff River, Louisiana, with the view of closing 
said crevasse—to the same committee. P 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $6,000 for the improvement of 
the Black River, in the State of Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation of $10,000 for the improvement 
of the Bayou Macon, in the State of Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition for the re-establishment of the infantry arm 
of the military service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of F. A. Smith, of Fairbury, for legislation against 
the adulteration of food—to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of E. B. Cottrell, P. B. Fox, and others, 
asking for legislation on subject of black-rot in grapes—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of the Women’s National Indian Asso- 
ciation, relative to the education of the Indians—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. J. F. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Guadalupe County, 
Texas, for the improvement of Pass Cavallo, Texas—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of citizens of Clinton County, Iowa, rela- 
tive to a soldier’s home in lowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of James B. Luby, for a pension—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petitions of citizens of Rock Island, I1., relative to 





By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Henry Lichty, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., relative to 
the Chinese restriction act—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the Western Railroad Association, 
protesting against the extension of the patent forcar-axle-box covers— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. S. J. PEELLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Col. 
Joseph Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Concurrent resolutions of the Kansas Legislature, 
asking Congress to make provision for the speedy settlement of the 
claims of the sufferers from the raid of the Cheyenne Indians in Kan- 
sas in 1878—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

3y Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to the claim of Elmira C. Swoope— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of T. S. Gardner and others, citizens | 


of Grayson County, Kentucky, praying the granting of a pension to 
Moses Stone, of said county—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Honora Mc- 
Carthy—to the same committee. 


By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Petition of George I. Watson and others, | 


for the improvement of Wysocking Bay and Pamlico Sound, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of J. F. Norman and others, and also of Luther Eboon 
and others, for educational aid—to the Committee on Education. 


By Mr. SINGISER: Memorial of the wool-growers of Colorado, | 


Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, and New Mex- 


ico, protesting against a further reduction of the tariff on wool, and | 


asking the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool and woolens—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Petition of citizens of California, asking for 
an increase of the duty on raisins—to the same committee. 
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subject. 


sy Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of 25 officers of the regular Army, ask- | 


ing for the passage of H. R. 3117—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Thomas Aldridge, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TULLY: Petition from Riverside, Cal., indorsing the grow- 
ing of raisins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Los Angeles (Cal.) Board of Trade, for an ap- 
propriation to complete the improvement of Wilmington Harbor, Cal- 
ifornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of wool producers of California, asking for the restora- 
tion of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition of interested raisin producers of California—to the 
same committee. 


3y Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Solomon Dozer and 50 others, citi- 


° : . . . ° | 
zens of Muskingum, Ohio, relative to the restoration of duty on wool-— | 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Henry S. Cohn and 
of Montgomery Howard—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of General 8. W. Price—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, petition of John W. Dickens, for- arrears of pension—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry Thierman and White 
Frost—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Henrietta 
M. Waugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Henry Chamberlain, Samuel Hess, and | 


others, citizens of Three Oaks, Mich., and of F. T. Wolfe, A. H. Will- 
iams, and others, citizens of Wakelee, Cass County, Michigan, asking 
for the establishment of a Michigan branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in the State of Michigan—severally to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 1, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Hunt ey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of the 28th ultimo, a statement showing what amount of the 
war tax of 1861 is due and unpaid, from what States due, and the por- 
tion thereof which has been paid by withholding moneys due to the 
States from the General Government; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 28th ultimo, 
copies of correspondence between the Departments of Justice and the 
Interior as to the present efficacy of the act of March 3, 1807, for the 
removal of persons and obstructions from the public domain; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 2334) to release the American Baptist Home Mission 
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Society from the conditions of the sale of the marine-hospital building 
and grounds at Natchez, Miss., was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. Lask that the bill may lie upon the table, and after 
the morning call of business I shall ask the Senate to take it up for consid- 
eration. It will take only a moment or two, but I will not ask it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be laid on the table for the present. 

* The bill (H. R. 5255) for the relief of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. Raw- 
lins was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The bill (H. R. 1327) 
by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should be glad to have the bill referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. That committee has charge of the 
There is such a bill now pending before it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Assistant Engineer John W. Saville a passed assistant en- 
gineer on the retired-list of the Navy was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of Benjamin F. Millard was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 


for the relief of J. H. Hammond was read twice 


| ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 254 
A bill (H. R. 267 
A bill (H. 


granting a pension to John Robbins; 
granting a pension to James King; 
R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 


| roll; 


A bill (H. R. 297) granting a pension to Violet Calloway; 

A bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Charles B. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 1075) granting a pension to Caroline Lauffer; 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. 
James B. Steedman; 

A bill (H. R. 1397) granting a pension to Albert O. Laufman, late 
second lieutenant of Comfiany A, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 1491) granting a pension to Sarah L. Harvey, mother 


| of G. B. Harvey; 


A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; 

A bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension to Laurena C. P. Haskins. 

A bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 2551) granting a pension to Charles Munroe; 

A bill (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Ander- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

A bill (H. R. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5259) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross; and 

A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
senate of the State of Kansas urging the passage of Senate bill 1587, 
authorizing the settlement of the claims of certain citizens of Kansas 
named therein; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


| fairs. 


Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of W. H. Norris, cashier of the 
Western National Bank of Baltimore, and others, citizens of Baltimore, 
| Md., praying for the refunding of certain taxes alleged to have been 
| unlawfully collected; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution of the Legislature of Kansas 
urging an appropriation for the payment of sufferers from the raid of 
Cheyenne Indians across the western part of Kansas in 1878; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the senate of the Legisla- 

ture of Kansas in favor of the passage of the bill providing for the pay- 

| ment of losses sustained by citizens of Kansas as found by a com- 

| mission appointed in 1859; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. FRYE. I present a memorial of the mail-carriers of the city of 





Lewiston, Me., remonstrating against the reduced appropriation for that 
| service. It is addressed to me, but evidently intended for Congress. 
| I ask that it may be received and move that it be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations. 





The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. FRYE. I present the petition of the New York committee for 
the prevention of State regulation of vice, officially signed, praying | 
that the jurisdiction and powers of the National Board of Health be 
specifically defined and limited. I do notknow what committee would 
have jurisdiction of the subject. 1 ask that it be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary, as it involves a change of law. 

Mr. GARLAND. The petition should, I think, go to the Commit- 
tee on Epidemic Diseases instead of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore If there be no objection the petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of William Webster, a citizen | 
of the United States, born in Maine, praying the assistance of Congress 
in the recovery of what he claims to be his just rights in a body of land 
comprising 500,000 acres, in New Zealand, which he claims that he 
bought 


from the native chiefs before the British Government acquired 
any possession or right of possession in that country; that his rights 
have not been respected by the British Government either in reference 
to the land or the timber upon it or in respect to compensation for the 





damages that he has sustained. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented resolutions adopted by Tippecanoe Post, 
No. 51, Grand Army of the Republic, of Monticello, Ind., urging leg- 
islation in regard to pensions and bounties toex-Union soldiers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented resolutions of Harrison Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a bill for the 
equalization of bounties and certain pension bills; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Ingham Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Canton, Pa., praying for the passage of certain pension 
bills; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of inventors, manufacturers, and others, 
of Erie, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House bills 3925, 3934, 
and 3617, and Senate bill 1558, in relation to patents on inventions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of wool-growers, farmers, and 
other citizens of eastern Ohio, praying for the passage of an act restoring 
the tariff on wool, fixed by the act of March 2, 1867; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. M. H. Dunn, widow of the late 
Col. E. W. Dunn, fleet-paymaster of the Mississippi squadron, United 
States Navy, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Charles Watson, of Lowell, 
Mass., praying for compensation for his services to sick and wounded 
Union officers and soldiers in Libby prison hospital during the year 
1864. This petition is in aid of a bill which has been already intro- 
duced. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented the memorial of David Ward, of Detroit, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 1441, authoriz- 
ing the construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. LAPHAM presented the memorial of Edwin C. Litchfield, of 


New York city, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1886) 


to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of 


Iowa, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of 158 citizens of Union, Oreg., praying 
that women be granted the right of suffrage; which was ordered to lie 


on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HALE. 


sundry amendments. 


row, or next day at the farthest. 

Mr. BECK. What was the notice the Senator gave? 
hear it. 

Mr. HALE. That I will, with the leave of the Senate, call the bill 
up to-morrow, or next day at the farthest; probably on the next day. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 657) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust and settle the expenses of Indian wars in 
Nevada, to report it back with a recommendation that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed, and with the statement that the report is not 
upon the merits but because it is believed that the act approved June 
27, 1882, making provision for the State of Nevada and other States 
and Territories, is sufficiently broad to cover the purposes of this bill. 
We know of no other construction placed upon it by the War Depart- 
ment and the proper accounting officers of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 


—— 














By direction of the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, with 
1 ask that the bill and report be printed, and 
give notice that I will call it up, with the leave of the Senate, to-mor- 


I did not 





referred the bill (S. 1304) to authorize the Secretary of War to ascer- 
tain the expenses incurred by the Territorial authorities and the people 


| of the Territory of Idaho in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 


years 1877 and 1878, known as the Bannock and Nez Percé outbreaks. 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 779) for a survey and esti- 
mates for a railroad from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a 
canal connecting the same with the Saint John’s River, for military 
and naval purposes, to report it adversely. I move its indefinite post- 
ponement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to have it placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


| endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 535) for the relief of the sureties of George F. Elliott, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1614) vacating the Fort Hart- 
suff and Fort McPherson military reservations, in the State of Nebraska, 
and restoring the same to entry, to report it adversely. A general bill 
having been reported to the Senate which takes in all the abandoned 
military posts, | move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 14) for the relief of Mrs. Jane 
Venable, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1360) giving a pension to Mina M. Gwynn, of Kansas 
City, Mo., submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Capt. Anson Northrup, of Minnesota, praying 
compensation for expenses incurred and services performed during the 
rebellion and in the Indian war’in Minnesota in 1862, have instructed 
me to report the same back to the Senate adversely and to recommend 
that the prayer of the petitioner be not granted. There is no bill 
with it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no bill, and consequently the case can 
not be placed on the Calendar. The adverse report has all the facts in 
it. It is a long report. 

The PRESIDENT pro &mpore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the adverse report of the committee be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let that motion lie over for the present, if the 
Senator from Missouri will consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1744) for the relief of Mrs. Martha L. Burch, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1724) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver 
certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association, reported it ad- 
versely; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a petition for the establishment of a soldiers’ home west of the 
Mississippi River, have instructed me to report the same back to the 
Senate and to ask that it be laid upon the table, as the Committee on 
Military Affairs have already reported a bill (S. 1404) to authorize the 
location of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in either of the 
States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or 
Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
mittee will be discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion and it will be placed upon file. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of Jefferson Fields, praying to be al- 
lowed a pension, toreport thesame back witha statement that the case 
is now under consideration before the Commissioner of Pensions. [ask 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration. 

The report was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1114) granting an increase of pension to William 
Shannon, submitted an adverse report thereon. 


I ask that that case be placed on the Calendar, if 
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Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 


Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of | 
War to furnish copiesof certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State 
of Ohio, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will venture to ask the Senate to pass the joint | 
resolution reported by the Senator from Illinois. I will simply say that | 
the Legislature of Ohio have ordered the publication of the muster-rolls 
of the regiments in the late war from Ohio, and it is necessary to have | 
the copies of certain rolls that are on file here to supply a defect in the | 
rolls at Columbus, Ohio. The passage of this resolution will enable | 
the publication of the document to proceed? It is a matter of local in- | 
terest and yet at the same time delay might be inconvenient. 
the Senate will pass it now. The reading of the joint resolution will 
show its nature and I have said all that need be said in explanation 
of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mous consent that the Senate now consider the joint resolution. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, required to furnish | 


to governor of Ohio, upon his request, copies of such muster-rolls as are filed in 
his Department, and other information from the records of his office as may be 
necessary to complete the military history of the troops that entered the service 
of the United States from the State of Ohio during the Mexican war and war of 
1861. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Ohio will consent to call 
that up after we pass through the morningecall. I object to its consid- 
eration now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I haveno objection to postponing its consideration 
for a few minutes. It is a mere matter of convenience to the State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over for the present. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1967) regulating the letting of mail 
contracts in Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1968) to make the certificates of gold 
and silver deposited in the Treasury of the United States a legal tender 
for public and private debts; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GROOME introduced a bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Will- 
iam T. West; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME. A citizen of my State thinks that she has a valid 
claim against the Government of the United States, and in order that 


it may be inquired into by the appropriate committee of the Senate I | 


ask leave to introduce a bill, that it may go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1970) for the payment of certain coupons of certain Indian 
war bonds of the State of California was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to 
Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias B. Glick, late surgeon of the For- 
tieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8S. 1972) for the relief of Edway 
A. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1973) to remove the 
disabilities of Robert D. Thorburn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1974) to amend section 4488 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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month’s extra pay to certain officers and employés of the Senate; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 





PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions and papers of the Methodist Episcopal churches of 
Arlington, Falls Church, Fairfax Court-House, Dumfries, and Mount Crawford, 
in Virginia, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. Jessie Benton Fremont have leave to withdraw her peti- 
tion and papers from the files of the Senate, under the rules 

Ordered, That Mrs. Mary L. Hawthorn have leave to withdraw her petition 
and papers from the files of the Senate. 


MARSHALS IN ALABAMA. 


| Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved,1. That the Attorney-General! of the United States is directed to in- 
| form the Senate whether a vacancy exists in the office of marshal of the middls 
| and southern districts of Alabama; and, if so, how such vacancy occurred, and 
how long that office has been vacant. 

2. Whether the duties of that office are now being performed, and by what 
| person, and under what authority he is acting, and from what date he has been 
| so acting. 

3. And that the Attorney-General will further inform the Senate whether the 
person who is exercising the duties of said office was at the time of hig appoint- 
| ment thereto, or at any subsequent time has been, indicted for any, and what 
crimes in the courts for which he has been acting as marshal; and whether 
| such indictments have been disposed, of, and when, and in what way, and by 
whose direction they have been disposed of. 


MRS. FASSETT’S ELECTORAL COMMISSION PAINTING 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed to 


inquire into the expediency and propriety of purchasing from Mrs. Fassett her 
painting of the Electoral Commission of 1877. 


OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the order of ‘‘concurrent and other resolu- 
tions ’’ is closed, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution that was read awhile ago and which is at the desk. It 
will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the 
Secretary of War to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the gov- 
ernor of the State of Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from ‘Ohio that there is a clerical omission of the word ‘‘ the’’ be- 
fore the word ‘‘ governor’’ in the text of the joint resolution. It now 
reads ‘‘to governorof Ohio.’’ If there be no objection thejoint resolu- 
tion will be amended so as to read: ‘‘ tothe governor of Ohio.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I haveno objection to the amendment except the 
delay that will result in sending it back to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not put the question 
on the amendment without the consent of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the phrase “‘ to governor of Ohio’’ would 
operate just as well. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


‘ 


NATCHEZ MARINE-HOSPITAL BUILDING. 


Mr. GARLAND. In pursuance of the notice I gave a few moments 
ago, I should like to have the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 2334) to release the American Baptist Home Mission Society 
from the conditions of the sale of the marine-hospital building and 
grounds at Natchez, Miss. I think it will take buta very few moments. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary reported a bill 
exactly like this with the exception of a proviso. I will offer that pro- 
viso, which the Secretary holds in his hand, as an amendment to this 
bill to come in at the end of it, after the word ‘‘ contained.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1975) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to take jurisdiction of and adjudicate the claim of the 
Piedmont Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Cleims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1976) for the relief of Young 
Brothers, of Newport, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1977) for the relief of Emerson P. 
Randle, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1978) authorizing the partition of | 
certain land in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols and 
the Government of the United States; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 77) granting one 





proviso: 

Provided, That by proper covenant, to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury,such society secures the appropriation of the proceeds of such sale to 
the construction of a school building at Jackson, Miss., to be used forthe purpose 
of education for the benefit of the colored people. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Inow move the indefinite postponement of Senate 
bill No. 833. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 833) to re- 
lease the American Baptist Home Mission Society from the conditions | 
of the sale of the marine-hospital building and grounds at Natchez, 


Miss., with a view to its indefinite postponement. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the bill for that purpose? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Arkansas moves that the bill be indefi- 


nitely postponed. That order will be entered, if there be no objection. 
FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair now lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar under the eighth rule, commencing at Order of Busi- | 
ness 165, being the bill (S. 230) toauthorize the Secretary of the Treasury | 
to settle the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures | 
made in suppressing Indian hostilities. This isthe bill reported by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] which has been passed 
over by unanimous consent to await the return of the Senator from 


Flor ida L Mi JON ES | If there be no objection, it will be again passed } 


over, retaining its place. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 190 is next in or- 


der, being the bill (S. 1448) to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. If objection should be made to this bill and on motion 
it should be determined to consider it notwithstanding the objection, 
it would displace this Calendar for probably four or five mornings. I 
am very anxious to have this bill considered. It is of very great im- 


portance and it ought to be considered before a great while, and if passed | 


by the Senate sent to the House of Representatives. I can not see any 
objection to making it a special order. There are now three special or- 


ders outside of the unfinished business. The Senator from Missouri | 


[Mr. Vest] desires to speak to this bill, and I understand the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] also. My judgment is that the bill can 
be passed or rejected in one day, that it will not create a great deal of 
discussion, and I ask that it be made a special order for Friday next at 
2o0’clock. I do this notwithstanding that there are already three special 


orders and with notice too from the Appropriations Committee that they | 


propose to call up their naval bill. But it is very desirable that this 
bill shall be acted upon within the next ten days, and if it is made a 
special order for the time I have named, I think it can be. I ask that 
it be made a special order for Friday at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDNET pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the further consideration of this bill be postponed until Friday next, 


) 


April 4, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, and that it be made the special | 
erder for that time. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the | 


Senator from Maine, witich requires a two-third vote. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will not next Friday be Good Friday? Because if 
it is I trust the Senate will not be in session on that day. 

Mr. GARLAND. Friday week will be Good Friday. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to have the special order made. It is 
very doubtful about its coming up on Friday because there are two 
other special orders ahead of it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest that it be made for some other day when 
the Senate will certainly be in session. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair what is the parliament- | 


ary difference between the postponement of a matter which is before 
the Senate to a fixed hour and the making of it a special order at that 
hour? The reason of my inquiry is that the motion put by the Chair 
would require a two-third vote, whereas the postponement alone could 
be effected by a majority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that special orders 
shall be made only on the vote of two-thirds of the Senate. TheChair 
thinks that, under the practice of the Senate and the previous interpre- 
tation of the rules, a motion to postpone to a particular day or a par- 
ticular hour of a day can be carried by a majority. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understand. When a measure is reached it has 
this advantage of its being within the power of the Senate to postpone 
it to any particular time by a bare majority, and that when it is post- 
poned to that time it stands like any special order for that time. Of 
course it may lose its place by other special orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand 
the rule. The Chair thinks that the postponement of a bill toa special 
hour or a special day without its being made a special order leaves ita 
general order for that time, and if there are any other general orders 
for that time preceding it undisposed of, they are entitled to be first 
considered. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. BECK. If this motion carries does the bill lose its place on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, where it now stands? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that if it be made 


a special order for any future time it will be taken out from the opera- | 


tion of Rule VIII and stand on the Calendar of Special Orders to be 
taken up under the rule applicable to special orders. 

Mr. BECK. I submit that if it be made a special order with two 
special orders pending ahead of it, that means that it will be a good 
while in all probability before it will be reached as a special order. 








The naval appropriation bill comes up to-morrow or next day. That 
has been added to by $6,000,000; seven new steamships are to be built, 
and a great many other things will occupy the attention of the Senate 
a good while if the recommendations of the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations are considered. I think the Senator from Maine perhaps 
would do as well to move notwithstanding the objection to proceeding 
under the five-minute rule which I agree can not be done, to proceed 
now, and perhaps in a couple of mornings this bill can be disposed of. 
I agree that I want to be heard on it. I favor the report of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Commerce; and I expect to occupy about 
thirty minutes in presenting my views favoring the minority report. 
I do not know how many others desire to speak; but of course the 
| members of the committee will speak. I believe the only way to get 
a hearing for this bill within a reasonable time is to move its consider- 
ation now notwithstanding the objection. It will not be reached for a 
very long time as a special order with so many bills ahead of it and 
with a naval appropriation bill which beyond all question is going to 
be a very long one and involve a great many debatable questions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I hope the Senator 
from Maine will not move to proceed with the consideration of this bill 
at this time or during the morning hour. The morning hour was not 
| intended for the consideration of bills of this character, but was in- 

tended for the consideration of bills to which there is really but little, 

if any, objection. There are a great many bills of that character on the 

Calendar, many of which have been reported from the committee of 

which I have the honor to be chairman, and the only chance there is 
| for the consideration of those bills is to devote the morning hour to 
them as it was intended to be devoted to their consideration when the 
present rules were adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to submit to the Senator from 
Maine a proposition. It will be difficult to discuss so important a bill as 
the one he desires to take up inthe morning hour. As I understand the 
| motion of the Senator from Maine, it is to take up the bill in the morn- 
| ing hour. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, to make it the special order for 
| next Friday. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The proposition of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck] then is to take it up in the morning hour and discuss it 
under the five-minute rule. 
| Mr. BECK. No, to take it out of the five-minute rule. 
| Mr. McPHERSON. That will have to be done by unanimous con 
sent. 

Mr. BECK. No, Rule VIII provides that when objection is made, 
then a motion can be made to proceed notwithstanding the objection, 
and if a majority agree to that the bill goes on with unlimited debate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The only objection I had was the difficulty of 
discussing a bill of so much importance under the five-minute rule. 
If there is no limit to debate I have no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. My anxiety is for the bill, and at the same time to ac- 
| commodate Senators. This bill certainly, if taken up in the morning 
| hour, will displace everything else on this Calendar for three or four 
| days and perhaps for a week. I do not like to do that. I would 
rather take my chance to get it as a special order on Friday or Satur- 
day, hoping that the bankruptcy bill, or the naval bill, or the bill to 
regulate practice in patent suits will be out of the way by that time. 
If they are not, if the majority of the Senate after this is madea special 
order determine on motion that they will proceed to consider this bill, 
they can doit. It is in the control of a majority of the Senate after it 
is made a special order, and can be taken up on Friday if the Senate 
says so if an appropriation bill is not in the way. I hope it will be 
made a special order for Friday and take its chance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed until Friday next at 2 o’clock and that it be 
made the special order for that time. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 32, noes 3, 
no quorum voting. 

Several SENATORS. Take the vote again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
again and Senators will please vote on one side or the other. 

The question being again put, the motion was agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 38, noes 6. 


REMOVAL OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The next 
| order of business on the Calendar is No. 192, being the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] providing 
| for the appointment of a joint committee to inquire into and report the 
cause of all removals of subordinate officers of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, &c. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest that that go over without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 
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BILLS OBJECTED TO. 

The bill (S. 660) to carry into effect the recommendation of the board 
of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved February 5, 
1879, in the case of Commander James H. Sands, United States Navy, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
bill under this rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
any prejudice. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I can not consent tothat. I have ob- 
jections to this bill, and it can not be considered under this rule even 
if the Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNES] who reported it were present. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Florida has all the papers in 
the case; he has submitted the report; and he will be here probably to- 
morrow. An objection would place the bill, I suppose, at the foot of 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; on the other Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It must necessarily go to that Calen- 
dar, for I shall object to its being considered under the five-minute rule. 
It is an important bill, and has been before Congress for years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
it when the Senator from Florida is here. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I shall not be ready to consider it un- 
der Rule VIII. It must go on the other Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and goes over. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The next two bills on the Calendar 
being the bill (S. 601) to carry into effect the recommendation of the 
board of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved Febru- 
ary 5, 1879, in the case of Lieut. Commander Charles D. Sigsbee, United 
States Navy, and the bill (S. 662) to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tion of the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution ap- 
proved Febfuary 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry Glass, United 
States Navy, are of a similar character, and I make the same objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be passed over. 


DISTRICT CHARITABLE CORPORATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1063) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. 


I object to the consideration of that 


I should like to have the bill go over without 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- | 
bia with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and | 


insert— 


That the following sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States of | 


America relating to the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, amended 
in the following manner, that is to say : 

Section 545, by striking out the words *‘ not exceeding twenty years ;’’ so that 
the same shall read : 


“Sec. 545. Any three or more persons of full age, citizens of the United States, | 


a majority of whom shall be citizens of the District, who desire to associate 
themselves for benevolent, charitable, educational, literary, musical, scientific, 
religious, or missionary purposes, including societies formed for mutual im- 


provement or for the promotion of the arts, may make, sign, and acknowledge, | 


before any officer authorized to take acknowledgment of deeds in the District, 
and file in the office of the recorder of deeds, to be recorded by him, a certificate 
in writing in which shall be stated— 

“First. The name or title by which such society shall be known in law. 

“Second. The term for which it is organized. 

“Third. The particular business and objects of the society. 

‘Fourth. The number of its trustees, directors, or managers for the first year 
of its existence.” 

Section 546, by adding at the end thereof the words “and other real and per- 
sonal property the clear annual income from which shall not exceed in value 
$25,000 ;"’ so that the same shall read: 

“Src. 546. Upon filing their certificates the persons who shall have signed and 
acknowledged the same, and their associates and successors, shall be a body 
politicand corporate, by the name stated in such certificate; and by that name 
they and their successors may have and use a common seal, and may alterand 
change the same at pleasure, and may make by-laws and elect officers and 
agents, and may take, receive, hold, and convey real and personal estate neces- 
sary for the purposes of the society as stated in their certificate, and other real 
and personal property the clear annual income from which shall not exceed in 
value $25,000: Provided, however, That this section shall not be construed to ex- 
- any property from taxation in addition to that now specifically exempted 

y law. 

Section 547, by striking out the words ‘annually, or oftener, elect from its 
members,” and inserting the word “ elect’ after the word “may,” in the first 
line ; so thatthe same shall read: 

“Sec. 547. Such incorporated society may elect its trustees, directors, or man- 
agers at such time and place and in such manner as may be specified in its by- 
laws, who shall have the contro] and management of the affairs and funds of 
the society, and a majority of whom shall be a-quorum for the transaction of 
business; and whenever any vacancy shall happen in such board of trustees, 
directors, or managers, the vacancy shall be filled in such manner as shall be 
provided by the by-laws of the society.” 

That section 549 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia 


pe and the same hereby is, repealed ; and in lieu of said section the following is 


“Sec. 459. Any property of the corporation may be leased, encumbered by | 


mortgage or deed of trust in the nature of a mortgage, or sold and conveyed 


absolutely, when authorized by a vote of a majority of the shares of stock of | 


the corporation, or by a vote ofa —— y of the directors, managers, or trustees 
of the corporation, at a meeting called for the purpose, and the proceedings of 
which meeting shall be duly ente 
proceed 
such corporation.” 
SEc. 2. That section 
lumbia be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
ration heretofore formed under sections 545 to 552, in- 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 


Sec. 3. That any co 
clusive, of the Rey 
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The bill goes over. 


I suppose the Senator will be ready to consider | 


) red in the records of the corporation ; and the | 
s arising therefrom shall be applied or invested for the use and benefit of | 


551 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Co- | 


- 


YADT 


| Columbia may avail itself of the provisions of this act by complying with its re- 
| quirements, and those that this act is intended to amend; 


but the right to repeal 
this act, and to alter, amend, or abolish any charter of incorporation granted 
under it, is expressly reserved to Congress. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Ishould like to hear from theSenator from Ten- 


| nessee, who reported this bill, an explanation of it. 


Mr. HARRIS. There is a printed report, which is very brief, and 
quite as brief as any explanation I can make. I simply ask that the 
Secretary will read the report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope that it will be read. 
| The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HArRRIs, 

from the Committee on the District of Columbia, February 11, 1884: 


| The sections of the Revised Statutes proposed to be amended by this bill pro- 
| vide the method by which societies for benevolent, charitable, educational, hter- 
ary, musical, scientific, religious, or missionary purposes, including societies 
| for mutual improvementor the promotion ofthe arts, may be incorporated with- 
| out special acts of incorporation. 

The only change sought to be made in section 545 is to strike out the limitation 
of “ twenty years” as the life of such corporations, leaving them to fix the term 
for themselves, subject only to the reserved right of Congress to alter, amend, 
} or abolish such charters of incorporation. 

Section 546 limitsthe right of such corporations to take, receive, hold, and con- 
vey real and personal property to such as may be necessary to the purposes of 
such society, as stated in their certificate of incorporation. 

As this limitation may be construed to limit the right to hold property other 
| than such as may be necessary for the offices of such society, property as a source 
of income, to be used for the purposes of such corporations, the committee rec 
ommend that it be so modified as to authorize such corporations to hold prop- 
erty the annual profits or income from which shall not exceed $25,000, which 
shall be devoted to the certified purposes of such corporation ; but this act not 
| to be construed as exempting any property from taxation not already exempted 
by the laws now in force. 

Section 547 provides that such corporations ‘‘may annually, or oftener, elect 
from its members its trustees, directors, or managers.”’ The bill proposes to 
leave such corporations free to regulate by their by-laws the time and manne: 
of elécting their trustees, directors, or managers, and does not restrict them to 
their members only. 

Section 549 provides that such corporations may, by a vote of two-thirds of 
| the shares of stock in such corporation, sell and dispose of any real estate ac- 
quired by it when such lot or building shall become ineligible for the uses for 
which they were intended. 

The committee recommends the repeal of this section, and in lieu of it a pro- 
vision authorizing such corporation, upon a vote of a majority of the shares of 
stock, or a majority of the trustees, directors, or managers, to lease, mortgage, 
or sell and convey any property of such corporation, the proceeds to be applied 
or invested to the use and benefit of such corporation, 

Section 551 requires that no corporation acting under sections 545 to 550, inclu- 
sive, ‘‘shall hold real estate more than five years, except so much as shail be 
necessary for the purposes named in its certificate.” 

The committee recommends the repeal of this section, believing that such cor- 
porations should not be eqmpelled to dispose of property at a sacrifice which 
| may be or may have been devised or given for charities such as these 

The committee submits with this report a letter from Mr. Justice Miller, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and one from Samuel V. Niles, esq., 
president of the Children’s Hospital, with the suggestions of which the commiit- 
tee fully concurs, and therefore report the bill back with amendments, and rec- 
ommend that it pass. 





[Re Senate Bill 1063.] 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, February 5, 1884. 


DEAR Sir: As president of the Garfield Memorial Hospital, organized under 
the general law of the District of Columbia, my attention has been called to 
serious defects in that law. 

These were perhaps of no great consequence when special charters could 
| easily have been obtained from Congress, and when occasions for such charters 
were few, but with the growth of the District in wealth, in culture, and in pop- 
ulation, much of which needs charitable and benevolent organizations, the re- 
stricted and limited character of the powers conferred by the general law needs 
reconsideration. 

A very well considered bill, introduced by yourself January 14, is before your 
committee, and I hope it will be pressed to a speedy passage. 

No such corporation, for instance, can expect to become permanently useful 
whose existence is limited to twenty years. 

And the limitation as to the amount of property, real or 
by such an institution is an effectual barrier to the establis 
hospital or library, or other useful public corporation. 

We have nearly completed a hospital with seven acres of ground. We have 
another lot in the city covered with buildings which, by the present law, we 
must sell within three years from this time, whether we get a good price or not, 
thus placing us at the mercy of any one desiring to purchase. 

However these restrictions may have been appropriate at the time of their 
enactment, the times and the city of Washington have outgrown them, and I 
beg leave to solicit your earnest attention and that of your committee to the 
necessity of the amendments embodied in the bill. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 





re to be held 
ument of any great 


SAM. F. MILLER. 
Hon. J. J. INGALLS, 
Chairman Senate Committee on District of Columbia, 


CHILDREN’S HospPItaL, Washington, January 11, 1884. 


Dear Str: I am instructed by the board of directors of the Children’s Hospital 
to request you to introduce the inclosed bill in the Senate. 

This hospital was organized in 1870 under the act of Congress of May, 1876 
(United States Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, sections 545 
to 552). 

This act limits the existence of corporations created under ittotwenty years; 
does not authorize such a corporation to mortgage any of its property, even 
though it be necessary for the advancement of the object for which it was organ- 
ized; does not authorize it to hold real estate more than five years, except such 
| as is in actual use of the corporation ; does not authorize it to sell its real estate 
unless it surrenders its charter, except the lot in actual use, in which case the 
proceeds must be invested in the purchase of another lot to be used for the same 
purpose ; and requires the election of trustees to be held every year, instead of 
in classes of one, two, and three or more years. The object of this bill is to re- 
move these obstacles. 

The Children’s Hospital is particularly anxious to have the amendment passed, 
| because several years ago Dr. J.C. Hall left it several pieces of unimproved real 
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estate, which yield no income, but are a burden to the hospital by the annual 
payment of taxes 

Hoping that you will comply with the request of the directors, and will also 
give the matter your favorable attention when it comes before your committee 
District of Columbia), and before the Senate, I have the honor to be, very re- 
spectfully, your obedient servant 

SAMUEL V. NILES 

Hon. Joun J. INGALLS President Children’s Hospital 

United States Senate 


The amendment was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in 


a | 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed 
The title was amended so as to read 


A bill to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes 


THE JEANNETTE EXPEDITION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1039 
Jeannette, and the widows and children of those who perished in the 
retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the Arctic seas. 

The preamble recites that the steamer Jeannette, while engaged in an 
exploring expedition by authority of Congress and under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy, was wrecked in the Arctic seas, on the 13th 
of June, 1881, and in consequence thereof the lives of many of her offi- 
cers and crew were lost ; and that a court of inquiry, appointed in pur- 
suance of a joint resolution of Congress to investigate the circumstances 
attending the loss of the Jeannette and the general conduct and merits 
of all the officers and enlisted men of the expedition, reported, after a 
thorough investigation, that while every officer and man so conducted 
himself that there was no occasion to impute censure to any member of 
the expedition, the constancy and endurance with which they met the 
hardships and dangers that beset them entitle them to great praise. 

Therefore the bill toreimburse the survivors of the officers and crew 
of the Jeannette for losses incurred by them, respectively, in conse- 
quence of the wreck of that vessel, proposes to pay to George W. Mel- 
ville, chief engineer, one thousand dollars; to John W. Danenhower, 
lieutenant, one thousand dollars; to Raymond L. Newcomb, naturalist 
and taxidermist, six hundred dollars; to John Cole, acting boatswain, 
six hundred dollars; to W. F. C. Nindemann, seaman, six hundred dol- 
lars; to James H. Bartlett, fireman, six hundred dollars; and to the 
remaining survivors of the crew, namely, Louis P. Noros, Herbert W. 
Leach, Henry Wilson, Frank E. Manson, Charles Tong Sing, seamen, 
and John Lauterbach, coal-heaver, three hundred dollars each. 

The second section declares that the 23d of March, 1882, being the 
date of finding the remains of the commanding officer and others of the 
expedition, shall be deemed and taken to be the date of the decease of 
the following-named officers and enlisted men of the expedition who 
lost their lives in the retreat from the wreck of the Jeannette: Lieut. 
Commander George W. De Long; Lieut. Charles W. Chipp; Passed Asst. 
Surg. James M. Ambler; Jerome J. Collins, meteorologist; William 
Dunbar, ice-pilot; Walter Lee, machinist; Henrich H. Kaack, Carl A. 
Gortz, Adolph Dressler, Hans H. Erichsen, Ah Sam, Alfred Sweetman, 
Henry D. Warren, Peter E. Johnson, Edward Star, and Albert G. 
Kuehne, seamen; Nelse Iverson, George W. Boyd, and Walter Shar- 
vell, coal-heavers, and Seaman Alexy. 

The third section directs the accounting officers of the Treasury to 
allow to the widow of any deceased officer or enlisted man named in the 
second section, or if there be no widow living, to the lawful child or 
children of such deceased, or if there be no widow or child living, to the 
surviving parent or parents of such deceased, or if there be no widow, 
child, or parent living, to the brothers and sisters of the deceased, if any, 
asum equal to twelve months’ pay, according to the rate of pay at which 
the name of such deceased was borne upon the pay-rolls of the steamer 
Jeannette. The legal representatives of the deceased officersand enlisted 
men named in the second section are also to be paid from the Treasury 
any arrears of pay due such deceased, the same to be computed up to and 
including the 23d of March, 1882. The relatives, in the order herein 
named, of Seaman Aniguin, one of the crew of the steamer Jeannette, 
and who, while connected with the expedition, died at Irkutsk, Siberia, 
January 5, 1883, are in like manner to be entitled to receive twelve 
months’ pay in addition to the amount due the deceased at the time of 
his death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a preamble. The question 
is on agreeing to the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 458) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 


ment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ six ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to William H. Crook, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
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wise appropriated, the sum of $4,000,as compensation for services as secretary 
to the President to sign land patents for the fiscal years of 1879, 1880, 1881, and 
1882, inclusive, and which services were additional to his regular duties as exec- 
utive clerk and disbursing agent,the amount being the same as was formerly 
paid for such service. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAMERON 
of Wisconsin, February 11, 1884: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 458) for the relief 
of William H. Crook, report as foliows: 

By the act of July 4, 1836 (R. S., sec. 450), Congress authorized the President to 
appoint a secretary with the title of ‘Secretary to the President to sign land 
patents,” at a salary of $1,500 perannum. This officer was continued down to 
1878, having no other duty imposed upon him except to sign, in the President's 
name, the patents issued by the Government on the sales and grants of public 
lands. Under the act above cited this officer, although in name a secretary to 
the President, was, in fact, and was recognized by the law, as an officer of the 
| Land Department, and during the greater part at least of the period above 

stated he occupied a room and desk in the Genera! Land Office, having no duties 
to perform and no place at the Executive Mansion. 

By act of June 20, 1878 (20 Stat 


, p. 183), the appropriation for payment of the 
salary of this officer was omitted, and the President was directed to designate 
one of his executive clerks to perform the duty of signing land patents. 

Mr. William H. Crook was then, and had been since 1871, an executive clerk 
acting as disbursing officer of the Executive Mansion, and also in charge of the 
reception-room. All of these duties he.-has continued to perform down to the 
presenttime. In addition to them, he was designated by the President, July | 
1878, as secretary to sign land patents, and since that time all the patents issued 
| on sales and grants of public lands have passed under his hand. 
| The number of patents issued since July 1, 1878, has averaged about 40,000 each 
| year, and has steadily increased. The labor of the secretary in executing sam« 
has been very onerous, each patent having two signatures attached, and all 
having to be checked off and aecounted for. On accountof his regular duties at 
the Executive Mansion Mr. Crook has been compelled to perform most of this 
extra work of signing patents out of office hours; but, notwithstanding this 
fact, we are assured that the work has been done more promptly and efficiently 
| than when an officer was charged with the performance of this duty alone. In 

fact Mr. Crook has, in addition to the other duties of his positign, since July 1 
1878, performed, without compensation in any form, labor for Which from 1836 
to 1878 the Government paid $1,500 per annum. 

We attach hereto, as exhibits, letters from Hon. J. A. Williamson, late Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and Hon. W. K. Rogers, private secretary 
to President Hayes, both of whom, from their official positions, were familiar 
with the labor performed by Mr. Crook and the time and manner of its execu- 
tion. 


It seems to your committee that he is in justice and equity entitled to a fair 
compensation 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be passed with the follow- 
ing amendment, namely: In line 6 strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “four.” 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 30, 1881. 

Sir: Your note of this date is at hand. I fully agree with you that you should 
have extra compensation for signing land patents. Before this additional duty 
was assigned to you the President's secretary to sign land patents was allowed 
$1,500 a year for that service,and I think the service was worth the amount. 
The responsibility of the position, in addition to the clerical labor, is very con- 
siderable, and should be paid for. I think you are fully entitled to extra com- 
pensation, and sincerely hope that it may be given you. 

Very sincerely, yours, 





J. A. WILLIAMSON. 
Col. W. H. Crook, 


Executive Mansion, City. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 18, 1881. 

DeaR Sir: I entirely agree with youthat you should receive extra compensa- 
tion for signing land patents. During the four years while I was private sec- 
retary to the President your regular duties as executive clerk and disbursing 
officer were sufficient to keep you employed all the time during office hours. 
The additional service you rendered in signing land patents was necessarily 
performed out of office hours, the greater part of it night-work. Upon the 
omission by Congress (the act of June 30, 1878) of the usual provision for the sal- 
ary of the secretary of the President to sign land patents, and the requirement 
that the President should designate one of the executive clerks to dise e the 
duties of the office, you were selected by President Hayes because of your famil- 
iarity with the work, having temporarily filled the position during the illness 
of the secretary appointed for the purpose by President Grant. Itisa laborious 
and responsible position, and the work was carefully; diligently, and faithfully 


performed. I earnestly trust Congress will allow you full compensation for the 
service rendered. 


Very truly, yours, 


W. K. ROGERS. 
W. H. Crook, 


Executive Clerk to the President. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee who reported this bill what salary this clerk was receiving? This 
bill seems to go on the idea that when an additional function or duty 
is devolved upon a public officer he is to have extra pay for it, and the 
report does not inform us what pay he was receiving for the work he 
was already doing. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My impression is—but I am not 
exactly certain about it—that he was a sixteen-hundred-dollar clerk. 

Mr. HARRISON. And this bill proposes to make his salary about 
how much annually ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Twenty-six hundred dollars—to 
add $1,000 a year to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not believe the bill is right; I do not think 
it ought to bedone. Whatever may be done prospectively with refer- 

| ence to the salary of an officer, I donot think it right to make it retro- 
active, and where simply an additional function has been devolved upon 
him to pay him back pay. If this rule is established we may carry 
| it through all the Departments and heads of Departments. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Claims has had | for the performance of the duty ever since it had been performed by aspe- 
a great many bills referred to it proposing an increase of salary to offi- | cialclerk. Now, if it had made another office and paid another officer at 
cers and clerks for preceding years. All those bills that have been re- | the Executive Mansion to perform the duties there, the argumennt would 
ported from the committee have been reported adversely except this bill. | be correct thatthereshould be nomore paid. But it made no new officer, 
The committee thought this case clearly an exceptional case. it provided no extra pay for the performance of a duty for whicha clerk 
If the Senator from Indiana had observed the reading of the report | had been detailed from the Land Office for years before; it simply threw 
he would have noticed that from 1836 until 1878 there was a secretary | upon some one there, somebody in whom the President had contidence 
to the President for signing land patents. Thissecretary receivedasal- | in his judgment and accuracy, the authority to sign the President’s 
ary of $1,500 a year. He had no duties to perform except the duties | name to all that great mass of patents which the President was required 
in connection with the signing of land patents. In 1878 the appropri- | to sign. The President selected among those persons in his office Col- 
ation that had been made for more than thirty years annually prior to | onel Crook to perform this duty, and be the officer in charge of the Ex- 
that time for the payment of this secretary was omitted, and the Pres- | ecutive Mansion, with all the duties pertaining to it, which had always 
ident was directed to designate one of the executive clerks for the pur- | before required the entire time and attention of an officer. Colonel 
pose of performing that duty. He designated Mr. Crook. Mr. Crook | Crook assumed the duty with the full knowledge that it was to be per- 
at that time had charge of the reception-room at the Executive Mansion | formed in addition to the full duties which he had been performing be 
and had charge of the expenditures at the Executive Mansion. Those | fore and would perform thereafter, and as he has informed me, and as 
duties required his attention during the day. During the evening and | the proof shows, the entire performance of this duty was after the busi 
night he devoted his time to the signing of land patents. He took the | ness hours for the performance of his regular duties at the Executive 
patents home with him, and frequently, as we are informed, worked late | Mansion, and occupied, as | am informed, in the press of business his 
at night in signing those patents and making the necessary entries on | time till 1, 2, and 3 o’clock at night before it was finished. 
thebooks. Heperformed this duty forfour years. Last year a provision It was the understanding both of the President and of the officer who 
was inserted in one of the appropriation bills giving the Executive Man- | rendered this service that Congress, as soon as it was understood, would 
sion an additional clerk. Since that time Mr. Crook has continued to | make an appropriation to meet the additional labor and additional ex- 
perform the duties connected with thesigning of land patents, butgome | pense. The service has been performed for the years mentioned here 
of the other duties that prior to that time had been imposed upon him | continuously out of office hours, and I agree with the chairman of the 
have been taken off his shoulders; so that this bill does not provide | committee—for I was a member of the committee at the last session 
that any compensation shall be made to Mr. Crook for signing patents | when this case was examined—that the service was rendered, requiring 
during the last year, but for the four years prior to that time. in good faith an additional payment, and I think the amount fixed 
The Committee on Claims fully recognize the fact that when the com- | here for that payment is reasonable. Congress itself afterward pro- 
pensation of an officer has been fixed and his duties prescribed by law | vided an additional clerk to perform these duties with an additional 
or by custom he has no right to come to Congress and ask for additional | salary, and that is being done now. It always had been done before 
compensation; and as I have already stated, that committee have never | up to the time when this account is charged for; it has been done by an 
reported in favor of a bill of this character except this one bill; and it | additional officer since. Senators must be aware of the responsibility 
was in the opinion of the committee so clearly outside of the ordinary | of a man who is to perform that delicate duty of signing the President’s 
run of claims of that kind, that they felt constrained, notwithstanding | name to the evidences of title to our lands. It should bein the hands 


the rule they had adopted, to report in favor of it. ; of some one that the President has confidence in; and it has been done 
Mr. GARLAND. I should like toask the Senator from Wisconsin— | in that way. 
I did not catch the reading of the report very clearly—if this is an ap- I have examined the subject very fully, and while I am as unwilling 


propriation for this particular case as an exception to section 1764 of | as any Senator here to vote additional payment to an officer on almost 

the Revised Statutes. any pretense who had accepted his place and had performed its duties 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is. on a given salary, yet when, as in this case, an additional amount of 
Mr. GARLAND. Did the committee find that the $1,500 he was | labor, as I am positiye from the inquiries I made when a member of 

allowed for his regular pay was not sufficient to meet this new labor | this committee of officers of the Land Office and of the officers in charge 

imposed on him? of the Executive Mansion, was imposed involving almost fuli night 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That was the opinion of the com- | labor upon this officer and it was faithfully and well performed, I am 

mittee, because the duties that were imposed upon him as executive | willing to make an equitable allowance for that service. 

clerk at the Executive Mansion were sufficient to occupy his entire Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan if 

time during the day, and he performed the duties connected with the | he knows the compensation received by this clerk outside of the extra 

signing of land patents outside of office hours. There is no doubt | compensation now proposed? 

about the fact. Mr. CONGER. I think it was $1,600 a year. I think that was the 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to argue the bill, but | compensation he received. 

merely to place on record the fact that I dissented from the majority of Mr. ALLISON. The law says $2,000. 

the committee in the reporting of the bill. Mr. CONGER. That is at present, but at the time this duty was 
Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to correct some little inaccuracies in the ; performed—lI will not be positive, but I think the salary was $1,600 

statement of my good friend from Wisconsin, who is generally so ac-| Mr. ALLISON. He received $2,000 per annum for all this period 

curate in his statement of these matters. As stated in this report, Mr. CONGER. I may be mistaken about it. 

under the act of 1836, which I will now read and which is section 450 | Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about that. There is the 

of the Revised Statutes, it is provided that— statute that put the duty on him, and that put his salary at $2,000. 


The President is authorized to appoint, from time to time, by and with the Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I supposed it was $1,600, but it ap- 
— and consent of the Senate, a secretary, at a salary of $1,500 a year, whose pears to have been $2,000. 

uty it shall be, under the direction of the President, to sign in his name, and for | OCKRELI. There ic ‘ : 
him, all patents for land sold or granted under the authority of the United Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about it. 





States. | Mr. CONGER. Ofcourse I am not certain about the amount; but 
In 1878 Congress passed this law (volume 20 of the Statutes, page | up to the time when Mr. Crook assumed the performance of these duties 
183): | a clerk was paid to perform them, as I understand detailed from the 


Land Office, and he had been paid for attending to them for thirty years 


For compensation to the following in‘the office of the President of the United : 7 ad . 
3y throwing them on Mr. Crook additional duties to a large amount, 


States: Private secretary, $3,250; assistant secretary, $2,250; two executive 
oe — Sg ee ee La ss 1,500; and ee employing night labor. continuously, were imposed upon this officer. 
nd usher, a ,200; in all, 300. And the duties prescribed by section of the Sten ecitiall ane dian miied ‘we: oid —e * 4 » i> amertia 
Revised Statutes numbered 456 The service was undoubtedly rendered extra from any other service 


Being the one Ihave just read— which he could have been called upon to perform, and he did it because 


the President desired him to perform it and he desired to comply with 

ees 20n eet of the executive clerks, to be des- | ae of the President. There wasa sort of confidential relation 
And who received, instead of $1,000, $2,000 a year, and this statute | There is no question but what if this officer had allowed himself to 
expressly devolved upon one of those clerks the performance of this | perform these duties during the ordinary business hours of the day it 
special duty, and practically abolished the other secretary and gave this | would have involved a running behind all the way, and those who were 
clerk $2,000 for the performance of the duty; so that this is a gratuity | anxious for their patents must have felt the inconvenience of it. The 
pure and simple of $1,000 a year extra, running his salary up to $3,000 | public good was subserved by the extra performance of this duty, and 
and within $250 of the salary of the private secretary. I see no reason why there should be any delicacy in making an appro- 
Mr.CONGER. That does not quite express the situation here. The | priation for it that is certainly limited compared with what has been 
officer who had signed the patents before had been detailed from the | paid before and limited compared with what is being paid now for the 
Land Office, performed for years and years this duty, and was paid for | same service that Colonel Crook performed with a fidelity and business 


it at the rate of $1,500 a year I think, or $1,600. | energy which commanded my admiration when I found out what had 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Fifteen hundred dollars. | been done. There is no reason why he should not receive a compensa- 


Mr. CONGER. Fifteen hundred dollars. Underthis provision there | tion which he has justly earned. 
was no allowance for an additional officer at the Executive Mansionto| ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment re- 
perform thisduty. The Government had paid $1,500a year continually | ported by the Committee on Claims. 
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COCKRELL. In view of the fact that this recommendation of 
000 was based upon the idea that he was receiving $1,600 a year and 
it was the intention to make his whole pay $2,600, I move to strike out 
$4,000 and insert $2,400. That will give $600 extra and make his pay 
year, the amount the committee determined he should be en- 


$4 


22.000 a 
titled to 


Mr. CONGER That motion is based upon the uncertain recollec- 


tic uncertain memory, which I had in making my statement. If 
the Senator from Missouri desires to have his private thrust at me, some 


+ 


yn, the 


ime whe 


n 


osition with a 


kind of subdued pleasure; 


to another is not in accordance with his usually generous, manly nat- 


ure. I know he would not do wrong to a cifizen because he wanted to 
make a thrust at me I think the chairman of the committee made the 
same mistake that I did. The point of what has been received was not 
the material point. ‘The point was whether in addition to the duties | 
for which he was receiving a given salary he had devoted himself with 
untiring energy for the interest of those who were anxious to have their 


? . 1 
patents and 


witl 


to have this work kept up tothisextra work. Senatorsall, 
iout any particular reference to it, know that under the homestead 


law and the vast increase of settlements in the West, the number of 
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land patents issued has been increasing continually year by year, and | 


was especially large during this period. But I presume my friend from 
Missouri now having made the proposition will withdraw it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, Mr. President, there is no Senator in the 
world that I would take more pleasure in accommodating than the dis- 


tinguished Senator from Michigan; but the whole committee was acting 


a 


on this, and I am simply bringing this bill down to the understanding | 
of the committee. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the committee meant to pay this man for 


hisnight-work. Hehadaduty imposed upon him, and if at the end of the 
fair, decent, honest business hours he had stopped and said, ‘‘ I shall not 
work any more to-day,’’ he would have drawn his salary, and nobody 
could have found fault with him, and if the patents had been delayed 
and piled up and accumulated in the office the investigation would have 
disclosed simply that Congress had pinched a little too closely. The 
committee found that this man, instead of going home, as he had aright 
to do, at sundown, sat there to accommodate these patentees who were 
entitled to their lands intothe night until 1, 2, and 3 o’clock in the morn- 
ing, and did this mass of work. 
the Senate thinks $2,500, instead of $4,000, would be a reasonable and 
proper sum, that is another thing, but the mere fact that the chairman 
stated—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say that the committee had evidence before it that this gentleman 
worked every night during these three years to 1 or 2 o’clock in the 
morning signing patents ? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the basis of this claim. 

Mr. HOAR. They had evidence of the extent of hisnight-work which 
was understood and reported by the chairman or whoever investigated 
the case. I do not undertake to affirm that every night he was up till 
3 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRISON. Can the Senator tell about what the average num- 
ber of patents signed per day was? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 0’clock has arrived, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If that bill can be temporarily laid 
aside informally until action can be had on the Crook bill I shall be 
much obliged. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not this bill come up to-morrow morning ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. How much time does the Senator think it will take ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Five minutes, I think, will do. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will consent for five minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Say ten. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, ten. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks that 
the Crook bill be further considered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not exceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it stand over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. I can not give unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Allow me to state that it appeared 
from the evidence before the committee that the number of patents 
signed by this clerk during each year exceeded 40,000, and he is required 
to sign each patent twice. 
ents received by him and to take a receipt for all patents delivered by 
him. He was required to keepa regular book in which the number of 
the patent was entered, and on which it appeared that that patent had 


been delivered to the person authorized to receive it from him; so | 


that his duties were really very onerous. 


Of course $1,000 is a round number; if | 


He was required to receipt for all the pat- | 





APRIL 1 


7 


Mr. CONGER. 
row morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
VIII. 


Will this bill come up under the same rule to-mor- 
It will come up at first under Rule 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 28th ultimo, approved and signed the act (8. 1847) to authorize the 


| issuing of a register to John 8. McQuin and J. Warren Wonson for the 
ve can carry it out in our own way I shall accept the prop- 


but that he should make the | 
occasion of even a misstatement of mine the opportunity of doing wrong | 


schooner Druid. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 31st 
ultimo, approved and signed the following act and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1692) to mit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 64) providing for the addition of $10,000 to 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
PLUMB to recommit the bill to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I said all that I cared to say on this 
bill early in the debate and shall be as brief as I can now in fortéfying 
arguments then made. I would not have said anything further had not 
the debate taken a wide range and the position assumed by me in the ar- 
gument heretofore made been assailed with a good deal of vigor and 
plausibility. 

I am opposed to this bill. I am opposed to it on constitutional 
grounds and I am opposed to it on grounds of policy and expediency. 
I do not believe that Congress has the constitutional power to pass the 
| bill, and if Congress does possess the power I believe it would be un- 
| wise and inexpedient to exercise it. 

This bill appropriates $105,000,000, to be expended over a period 
of ten years in the partial support of common schools in the several 
States of the Union. The money to be expended is to be raised by 
taxation upon the people of the United States. I do not believe that 
the common schoolsof the several States and their partial or their total 
maintenance is a subject within the jurisdiction or power of the Con- 
gress of the United States, and Ido not believe that the Congress of 
the United States has the power to tax the people of the United States 
in order to raise revenue to expend upona subject not within the juris- 
| diction of Congress. I believe, Mr. President, that the great power 
of taxation can be invoked only for the purpose of raising revenue to 
varry out and execute the powers of Congress. I do not believe that 
that great power can be invoked for the purpose of raising money to be 
expended on an object outside of the jurisdiction of Congress. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I do say that when gentlemen establish 
the power of Congress to pass this bill, to tax the people and appropriate 
this money, with the establishment of that power they establish the 
jurisdiction and the power of Congress over the common schools of the 
States. If Congress has jurisdiction over the common-school systems 
of the States, then Congress can tax the people and raise the money 
and expend it in the maintenance of those schools; but if the illiterates 
of this country are subject only to State control, if the common schools 
| of this country pertain only to the jurisdiction of the States, if Congress 
has no power to control and manage them, then I think as a logical 
consequence that Congress has no power to make appropriations for 
their support and to tax the people for that purpose. 

Gentlemen who desire this appropriation for the support of common 
schools in the States must take it cum onere. They can not claim it as 
a gift; they can not say that Congress has the power to tax the people 
to give money to the States for the school system and has no power to 
follow it and see to its administration and its disbursement. They can 
not say that, because Congress has not the power to call on the peo- 
ple of this country to contribute of their means for any other purpose 
than forrevenue. Revenuefor what? Revenue to be expended within 
the constitutional jurisdiction of Congress. 

My friend from Mississippi who spoke last and sits nearest to me 
[Mr. GEORGE] says I must prove that proposition. I can prove it. I 
will prove it to the satisfaction of any impartial gentleman whose judg- 
ment is not obscured by an inordinate desire for a big appropriation. 

Now I invite the Senate to the consideration of some authorities I 
will read upon this subject. They are brief; they will take but little 
time. I do not intend to detain the Senate long, and I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senators while I am on the floor. 

I hold in my hand Cooley on Taxation. Its author, Judge Cooley, 
is a constitutional lawyer of national reputation, and his law works are 
books of standard authority in our courts. Judge Cooley defines taxes: 

Taxes are defined— 

Says this author— 
as being the enforced 
| by the authority of t 
public needs. 

Not to enable the Government to make gifts, as the Senator from 
| Mississippi claims. 


| 





ae contribution of we and property levied 
2e state for the support of the government and for all 
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That is Judge Cooley’s definition of taxation. Again he says: 


They are the property of the citizen, demanded and received by the govern- 
ment to be disposed of to enable it to carry into effect its mandates and to dis- 
charge its manifold functions. 


Not to distribute as gifts on subjects outside of its jurisdiction. 
Again says the author : 


The power of taxation is an incident of sovereignty, and is coextensive with 
that of which it is an incident. All subjects, therefore, over which the sov- 
ereign power of the state extends are, in its discretion, legitimate subjects of 
taxation; and this may be carried to any extent to which the government may 
choose to carry it. 


Again, after enumerating a number of maxims on this subject, the 
author says: 


All these maxims assume that taxation is laid for the purpose of obtaining | 


arevenue. Within the definitions given, the burden would not be taxation if 
revenue were not the purpose. 

Yet my friend from Mississippi says that the people can be indefi- 
nitely taxed, not for the revenue, but to make gifts and presents to others 
beyond the jurisdiction of the Government. 

But again says the author: 


All definitions of taxation imply that it is to be imposed only for public pur- 
poses, and whatever difference of opinion may exist regarding the admissibility 


of taxation in particular cases, the fundamental requirement that the purpose | 


shall be public will be conceded on all sides. 

What is a public purpose but a purpose of the Government which 
lays the tax to do a thing within its jurisdictional power? 

But again, and here I ask the special attention of the Senate, because 
what I now read covers the whole question— 

In considering— 

Says the author— 


the legality of the purpose of any particular tax, a question of first impor- 


tance must always concern the grade of the government which assumes to levy | 


it. The * public” that is concerned in a legal sense in any matter of govern- 
ment is the public the particular government has been provided for; and 
the “public purpose” for which that government may tax is one which con- 
cerns its own people,and not some other people having a government of its 
own, for whose wants taxes are laid. There may, therefore, be a public pur- 
pose as regards the Federal Union which would not be such as a basis for State 
taxation, and there may be a public purpose which would uphold State taxa- 
tion but not the taxation which its municipalities would be at liberty to vote 
and collect. The purpose must in every instance pertain to the sovereignty 
with which the tax originates; it must be something within its jurisdiction soas 
to justify its making provision for it. The rule is applicable to all the subordi- 
nate municipalities; they are clothed with powers to accomplish certain objects, 
and for those objects they may tax, but not for others, however interesting or 
important, which are the proper concern of any other government or jurisdic- 
tion, State expenses are not to be provided for by Federal taxation, nor Federal 
expenses by State taxation, because in neither case would the taxation be levied 
by the government upon whose public the burden of the expenses properly rests. 
To provide for such expenses would consequently not be a purpose in which 
the people taxed would in a legal sense be concerned. 


Here is an authority which establishes in all its length and breadth 


the very proposition which I announced in the first speech I made on | 


this bill and which my friend from Mississippi so vigorously contro- 
verted. He says that the Government of the United States may tax 
the people for a public purpose not of the United States but of the sev- 
eral States. Judge Cooley says that the public purpose for which a tax 
may be levied must be a purpose of the government levying the tax 
and within its jurisdiction to provide for. 

I deny that the common schools of these United States are within the 
jurisdiction of the Congress or the Government of the United States. I 
deny that proposition. I say that they are within the jurisdiction of 
the governments of the States, that they are hedged about and encir- 
cled by the reserved rights of the States. I deny that the Government 
of the United States can enter that circle and take charge of those things 
embraced in it, or that the Government of the United States has the 
power to impose taxes upon the people for the purpose of going outside 
of its own jurisdiction into the jurisdiction of the States and expending 
the money so raised. 

The Senator from Mississippi says the Government of the United States 
has no jurisdiction over the schools in the States, yet he advocates this 
bill, which appropriates $105,000,000 to be drawn by taxation from the 
people, to be expended on schools in the States, when Congress, by all 
the authorities, has no power to tax the people except for a public pur- 
pose within its own jurisdiction. The Senator’s position is inconsistent 
and illogical. 

_ The Senator from Mississippi demanded of me to establish the posi- 
tion that the Government of the United States have no right to tax the 
people of the United States in order to raise money to make gifts to the 
States. I think I have done this, but will go further. The honorable 


Senator from Mississippi plants himself upon the doctrine of Mr. Mon- | 


roe. Mr. Monroe announced the doctrine that is now set up as the true 
doctrine, while the Senator believes that the Madison doctrine origi- 
nally was right. What does Mr. Monroe say on this subject? I have 
here an extract from Mr. Monroe’s writings read in a former but recent 
debate by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] from which I will read. 
Mr. Monroe says: 
Have Congress a right to raise and approp: te the public money to any and 


to every purpose according to their will anu pleasure? They certainly have 


not. The Government of the United States is a limited government, instituted 
for great national purposes, and for those only 
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‘* For great national,’’ not State, ‘‘purposes.’’ Again: 


It is believed that there is not a corporation in the Union which does not ex 
ercise great discretion in the application of the money raised by it to the pur- 
poses of its institution. It would be strange if the Government of the United 
States, which was instituted for such iniportant purposesand endowed with such 
extensive powers, should not be allowed at least equal discretion and authority 


Now mark you. Mr. Monroe says: 


The evil to be particularly avoided is the violation of State rights; shunning 
that, it seems to be reasonable and proper that the powers of Congress should 
be so construed as that the General Government in its intercourse with other 
nations and in our internal concerns should be able to adopt all such measures 
lying within— 


Mark you, ‘“‘lying within ’’— 


the fair scope and intended to facilitate the direct objects of its powers— 


‘‘Of its powers.’’ Are the common schools of the States within the 
powers of the Government of the United States? If they are, this bill 
is constitutional. If they are not, this bill is wrong and unconstitu- 
tional. According to Mr. Monroe, who announced the federal doctrine, 
the doctrine upon which my friend from Mississippi has chosen to rest 
his argument, it was intended that the Government of the United 
States— 
should be able to adopt all such measures lying within the fair scope and in 


tended to facilitate the direct objects of its powers asthe public welfare may re- 
| quire and a sound and provident policy dictate. 


Does that look as if Mr. Monroe intended to go into a State and to 
assert power overa State institution? That is the authority upon which 
the Senator frem Mississippi planted himself. Mr. Monroe has an- 
nounced a doctrine which concurs precisely with what I have just read 
from Judge Cooley. Taxation and appropriation must be intended to 
operate within the powers of the Government which levies the tax and 
makes the appropriation, and must be for a national purpose as contra- 
distinguished from a purpose within a State. There is no question of 
it. The proposition that one government may levy a tax to be expended 
in another government is preposterous. It is at war with every idea 
upon which any system of taxation in any representative or civilized 
government is founded. The taxation that under our Government is 
legitimate is taxation only for revenue, to enable the Government to ex- 
ercise its powers and supply its needs. 

We have theories of taxation. A tariff for revenue only is one; a 
tariff for revenue with incidental protection is another; but if the 
theory of the Senator ffm Mississippi prevails we must have a, third, 
and it must be a tariff in order to raise revenue to give away. 

The whole theory of taxation is that the Government needs it, and I 
plant myself upon the proposition that not one dollar, as Judge Cooley 
says, can be taken as taxes not needed to carry out the administration 
of the Government in the execution of its governmental functions. He 
says that any taxation not intended for that purpose is not taxation; it 
is simply taking it by superior force. 

Here is a bill before the Senate appropriating $105,000,000 to be ex- 
pended, not for a national purpose, says my friend from Mississippi, but 
for a purpose pertaining to the government of the States; this money 
raised by taxation not to be used as revenue, but to be delivered as a 
gift to States for a purpose over which he claims that the States have 
exclusive jurisdiction. I say that whenever he claims that the States 
have exclusive jurisdiction over public schools he will stultity himself 
to vote for this bill, and if he votes for the bill and the Federal Govern- 
ment chooses to take charge of theschools of this country he is estopped 
to deny their power or their righttodoso. There is no mode of getting 
away from that proposition. It can not be evaded; it can not be dodged; 
it is as inexorable as fate itself. 

If the Government of the United States has a right to draw money 
from the people by taxation to support the common schools of the States, 
it is because the common schools of the States are a public purpose within 
the powers of the Government of the United States for which those 
powers may be put into exercise, and the schools may be partially sup- 
ported, as this bill proposes, because the Government does not choose 
to do more; but whenever the Government chooses to do more and to 
take entire possession of them, the fact that they have the power to 
make the appropriation is conclusive upon their right to take them and 
to administer them, because the laws of Congress are supreme within 
the jurisdiction of Congress. 

In order to escape the force of that argument it has been said here 
that the Government grants public land, and that they have as much 
right and power to grant money as they have to grant land. The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], who was kind enough to give me 
a copy of his very able speech printed in pamphlet, devoted the great 
bulk of his speech to the proof of the fact that from the beginning of 

| the Government to the present time Congress has been granting public 
lands in aid of education. Nobody has ever denied this; I have never 
denied it. I have stated that I will vote to-morrow for a bill granting 
public lands to the States in aid of education, because we have a right 
to grant them; but we have not the right to grant the people’s money 
taken from them by taxation. The Senator from Arkansas devotes the 
bulk of his speech to showing instances in which the Government ex- 
ercised the power to make donations of land in aid of education in the 
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speech in favor of giving money as well as land: 
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And as the Senator from Florida well said, if you could grant lands you could 
of course grantthe money; if you could grant land worth a dollar and a quarter 
an acre you could grant the dollar and a quarter in money. 




















That is the Senator’s argument. 
sippi [Mr. LAMAR] stated in his speech that the refinement which 
: would make a distinction between granting land and money was too 




























































the other. That is the way I understood him. 

Mr. GARLAND. I hardly ever interrupt a Senator, but I should 
like to ask the Senator from Texas a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Arkansas’? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GARLAND. How did the United States get the lands that 
were given away by the Government in the instances that I mentioned ? 

Mr. COKE. They acquired some of them by war and conquest and 
some by purchase. They got the Louisiana ceuntry by purchase. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. COKE. They got the Western Pacific slope by conquest. 

Mr. GARLAND. Taking those that we got by purchase and for 
which we had to pay money, if we could pay the money for those lands 
and grant the lands after we bought them, could we not just as well 
have given the money as to have given the land? 

Mr. COKE. That is the argument that was made by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, which I would have come to presently. 
I was simply going to say with reference to that that Congress acquires 
land like that including the mouth of the Mississippi River, the Louisi- 
ana purchase, moved by great principles of public policy, and they get 
it under the treaty-making power, not under the general-welfare clause. 
Congress gets that land moved by a sagacity which looks far ahead and 
sees the time when this country will need all the acquired territory, 
and especially the mouth of a great inland sea like the Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. HARRIS. And especially to acquire the jurisdiction over it. 

Mr. COKE. And especially to acquire the jurisdiction over it, as the 
Senator from Tennessee suggests. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Texas permit me to interrupt 


him? 
Mr. COKE. Allow me to answer one at a time and then I will give 
way. TheSenator from Arkansas asks me, if Congress can pay for land 


money that is drawn from the people by taxation and can give the land 
away, why can they not give away the money? If we could imagine 
an American Congress corrupt enough to go to work to trade for land for 
the purpose of giving it away the Senator’s question would be pertinent; 
but when all the land we have ever acquired is acquired solely with 


the public land is the smallest incident connected with it, and the nght 
to acquire it includes the right to dispose of it. The right to acquire 
includes the jus disponendi. 

Mr. GARLAND. Does not that apply te money as well as to land ? 

Mr. COKE. Whenever you go to war with Mexico, or Spain, or Eng- 
land, or any other nation, and by conquest get hold of money, as a mat- 
ter of course you have aright to disposeof it; but I say when you make 
provision in advance for taxing the people for ten years you can not by 


the Constitution tax the people in order to give that money away. I 
will read something that Chancellor Kentsayson thissubject. Istated 


in my argument the other day a proposition which was controverted by 
the Senator from Mississippi, that the power of Congress over the pub- 
lic land was absolute. He denied it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Texas suspend 
fora moment? The Chair understands that President Grant is at this 
end of the Capitol with a personal friend, a gentleman who is attend- 
ing him. General Grant of course is entitled to admission on the floor. 
The Chair asks unanimous consent that General Grant’s friend may 
come with him on the floor. Is there objection? [‘‘None!’’] The 
Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COKE. Here is what Chancellor Kent, a high authority, a com- 
mentator upon our Constitution, one of the greatest lawyers and chan- 
cellors who ever lived in this country, says: 


Congress have the exclusive right of pre-emption to all Indian lands lying 
within the territories of the United States. This was so decided in the case of 
Johnson vs. McIntosh. Upon the doctrine of the court in that case, and in that 
of Fletcher vs, Peck, the United States own the soil as well as the jurisdiction 
of the immense tracts of unpatented lands included within their territories and 
of all the productive funds which those lands may hereafter create. The title 
is in the United States by the treaty of peace with Great Britain, and by subse- 
quent cessions from France and Spain, and by cessions from the individual 
States, and the Indians have only a right of occupancy, and the United States 
possess the legal title subject tothat occupancy, and with an absolute and exclu- 


sive right to extinguish the Indian tithe of occupancy either by conquest or 
purchase. 


Again, says the author: 


The Constitution gave to Congress the power to dispose of and to make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belong- 
ing to the United States and to admit new States into the Union. Since the 
Constitution was formed, the value and efficacy of this power have been magni- 
fied to an incalculable extent by the purchase of Louisiana and Florida; and, 


Here is where he makes the only argument that I find in the | ri ! : : 
. | large and magnificent portion of territory under their absolute control and dis- 


great for his comprehension, and that if one could be granted so could 





reference to great national exigencies and purposes, the ownership of 
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under the doctrine contained in the cases I have referred to, Congress have a 
posal. 


That is what Chancellor Kent says. I will now refer to what Judge 


| Story says on this subject, and Judge Story is authority anywhere and 
The senior Senator from Missis- | 


everywhere. In his Commentaries on the Constitution he says: 


The power of Congress over the public territory is clearly exclusive and uni- 
versal; and their legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and unlim- 
ited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in the cessions or by the ordi- 
nance of 1787, under which any part of it has been settled. 


There are two great authors, accepted aythorities on the Constitution 
of the United States, who say that the power of Congress is absolute 
and unlimited. Here is what Judge Story says again: 

In the view of this doctrine, what is to be thought of the recent purchases of 
Louisiana and Florida? If there was danger before, how mightily must it be 
increased by the accession of such a vast extent of territory and such a vast in- 
crease of resources? Hitherto the experience of the country has justified no 
alarms on this subject from such a source. On the other hand, the public lands 
hold out, after the discharge of the national debt, ample revenues to be devoted 
to the cause of education and sound learning and to internal improvements 
without trenching upon the property or embarrassing the pursuits of the people 
by burdensome taxation. The constitutional objection to the appropriation of 
the other revenues of the Government to such objects has not been supposed to 
apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands. 


Is not that a great authority? Yet the honorable Senator from Ar- 
kansas dismisses this entire question in three lines by saying, ‘‘ If you 
can appropriate land you can appropriate money raised by taxation.’’ 

I hold in my hand the act approved June 23, 1836, providing for the 
distribution of the surplus in the Treasury among the several States. 
At that time there was a surplus of some $28,000,000 found in the 
Treasury, and a bill was introduced into Congress providing for the 
distribution of it among the several States. That bill provided for the 
deposit with the several States of this money in proportion to their rep- 
resentation in the two Houses of Congress subject to the call of the 
Government of the United States, to be paid back whenever it should be 
called for. That bill produced a great debate in the two Houses of Con- 
gress. Mr. Benton, of Missouri, led the opposition to it. He said then 
what has proved true since, that the deposit was provided for only as an 
evasion of the constitutional objection to giving it to the States. He de- 
nounced it as a fraudulent evasion of the constitutional objection to 
giving it tothe States. Itwas money toothat came into the Treasury, for 
the most part, almost exclusively from the sale of the public lands. Mr. 
Benton contended that it would be unconstitutional to give that money 
to the States, and he said that the bill was framed in that shape, know- 
ing well that the Government would never call for it, in order to evade 
this constitutional objection. The Government has never yet called 
for a dollar of it, and Mr. Benton’s prophecy has been literally ful- 
filled. 

I challengegentlemen who have not examined that debate to examine 
it. They will find that the friends of that bill—the men who voted 
for the distribution—placed their votes upon the ground that there was 
a casual, unxpected, unusual, unlooked-for amount in the Treasury and 
they would vote for its distribution, but each one of them declared 
that he would never vote for and Congress could not constitutionaily 
legislate a surplus into the Treasury in order to give it tothe States, as 
the pending bill proposes todo. That wasdeclared by the friends of the 
bill—by the gentlemen who voted for it. They said they voted for it 
because the money was unexpectedly in the Treasury, and the General 
Government had no use for it, and therefore they would yote to deposit 
it with the States; but they deemed it necessary to say that they would 
never legislate to collect a surplus in order to distribute it, because 
they believed it would be unconstitutional to do it. The history of 
those times show these facts. : 

Mr. President, here are gentlemen claiming it to be in the power of 
the Government to tax the people, to send the tax-gatherer amongthem 
and take of their substance and give it away outside of the jurisdiction 
of the Government, who claim that that power exists because the United 
States Government has habitually been giving lands to the cause of 
public education. That is their great argument in supportof this bill. 
In the one case the very definition of the term ‘‘ taxation ’’ forbids any 
such disposition of it, while the other stands confessedly within the un- 
limited and absolute power of Congress, without any restraint whatever 
upon Congressional discretion. That is the difference between them. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE] hinged his argument 
very largely on the clause of fhe Constitution governing public land as 
including money under the term ‘‘or other property.’’ Section 3, arti- 
cle 4, of the Constitution reads thus: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States. 

The Senator from Mississippi says that the words ‘‘or other prop- 
erty’’ include money raised under the general-welfare clause by taxa- 


tion. I will read to the Senate from Paschal’s Annotated Constitu- 
tion. I have the report here on my desk to which herefers. Says the 
author: 


And the same power of making needful rules respecting the territory is in 
recisely the same language applied to the other property belonging to the 
Cnited States, associating the power over the territory in this respect with the 
power over movable or personal property—that is, the ships, arms, and muni- 
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tions of war which then belonged in common to the Statesovereignties. And it | 


will hardly be said that this power in relation to the last-mentioned objects 
was deemed necessary to be thus especially given to the new government in 


order to authorize it to make needful rules and regulations respecting the ships | 


it might itself build or arms and munitions of war it might itself manufacture or 
provide for the public service. (Scott vs. Sanford, 19 Howard, 436.) 


The court held in that case that this clause of the Constitution re- 


ferred only to the public lands and territory, and to the personal prop- | 


erty in possession of the Government at the time of the formation of 
the Constitution. One of their arguments in support of that position 


was that it would not be deemed necessary to give special power to Con- | 


gress to dispose of its ships and movable property that it should acquire 
afterward because the power to acquire would include the power to dis- 
pose of this property. But I find that this clause is still referred to 
and regarded by the different commentators on the Constitution as gov- 
erning later acquisitions of territory. But the argument of the court 
in the Dred Scott case shows that it was not necessary with reference 
to the newly acquired territory to have this clause, because if Congress 
had the power to acquire the territory, it had full power over it and to 
dispose of it; soit all amounts to the same thing anyhow. The hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi hinges his entire argument upon a con- 
struction of this clause which makes the words ‘‘or property’’ mean 
money in the Treasury and placed there by taxation, which he says Con- 
gress may give away at pleasure, just as Congress may give away the 
public lands. : ; 

I will refer in this connection to something that was said by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. In the beginning of his speech he said: 

That the phrase “‘ to provide for the general welfare of the United States ” used 
in the taxing clause which I have read is not a substantive, distinct, and inde- 
pendent power, under which Congress may do anything deemed by it to be con- 
ducive to the general welfare, is, | think, now well settled in the practice of the 
legislative and executive departments, as well as by the decisions of the courts. 
That the Federal Government is one of delegated, limited, and enumerated 
powers is not now, I believe, denied. 


It seems to be conceded that whenever we exercise a power we are bound to 
look to the Constitution for it; and that any exercise of a power not granted by 


the Constitution is on our part a pure usurpation. These are my views, at least,, 


and I shall adhere to them. 


Here is a declaration of State rights upon which Mr. Jefferson would 
have been content to have rested himself. He would have been will- 
ing to go to the world on it, for Mr. Jefferson never made a clearer or 
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if we may go outside of the objects embraced in the grants and pur- 
poses of the Constitution and appropriate the people’s money at will, 
give it away, as Senators say we can, on objects outside of the juris- 
| diction and powers of Congress? The power of taxation, which we all 
admit to be necessarily unlimited as to amount, when coupled with 
| the unlimited power of appropriation, without reference to the ends 


| 
} 
| 
j 


and aims and purposes prescribed in the Constitution, claimed by the 
supporters of this bill, creates exactly the despotism so graphically por- 
trayed by Justice Miller. 

The honorable Senator started out apparently to perform the impos- 
sible feat of riding two horses at the same time going in different direc- 
tions. He advanced State-rights doctrine in the commencement of his 
speech that would satisfy the mind of the strictest of State-rights people, 
and when we get through with his argument we find him asserting 
powers for Congress which in my judgment have never before been 
claimed by any public man of high position in the United States. 

The Senator is seeking to get a share in this bill without taking it 
with the conditions that attach to it. He says distinctly that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States have no power over the subject of educa- 
tion in the States. He says the Government of the United States can 
makea giftof this money, but that they have no power and no authority 
to say that a State shall takeit. There is where I take issue with him. 
The Government of the United States have no power to make this ap- 
propriation unless the purpose is one within its constitutional jurisdic- 
tion, and if it is within its constitutional jurisdiction it has the power 
to enforce it in the States. There can be no middle ground. You can 
not take this money and say the Government have no right to follow 
the money and prescribe the conditions under which it shall be expended 
and how it shall be expended. Youare seeking to establish the power 
of this Government to make this appropriation, and when you establish 
that power you establish the jurisdiction of the Government over the 
public schools of the States, because unless it has that jurisdiction it 
has not the power to make the appropriation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If it be true that the power to control the education 
of the States necessarily results from the power of Congress to make a 





3 : : donation or appropriation in aid of it, why does not that same result 
stronger statement of State-rights doctrine than the honorable Senator 


from Mississippi did in making this statement of the views which he 
says are his and which he says he intends to adhere to. In the very 
next column the Sénator from Mississippi says: 

Mr. President, if it were a new question, if I were at liberty to put for the first 


follow from an appropriation of land ? 
Mr. COKE. It is not an appropriation but a donation of land. 
Mr.GEORGE. A donation, then. Call it a donation. I shall not 
have a quibble about words. If Congress possesses the power to give, 


: es ee iete eth datehee en rag at eit ll Ha appropriate, to donate, or to use money in the aid of education, and 
connate the pn ee eee seasaiasaicmmenatiaedn ieee that power necessarily involves the power to direct and control edu- 
’ ° ~ 


must be by an appropriation of money to carry out some one or more of the grants 
specially enumerated in subsequent clauses of the Constitution. I believe Mr. 
Madison’s view on that subject was the correct one asan original question. But, 
sir, that construction is no longer possible. Congress has exercised, with the 
consent and approbation of the people from the very beginning of the Constitu- 
tion tothe present time, the power to appropriate money for purposes which they 
judged were for the general welfare and outside ofthe scope of the other powers 
specially enumerated in the Constitution. It is now settled that Congres may 
appropriate money not intended to carry out any specific grant of power, but 
solely to provide for the general welfare of the United States. 


His first would have made Thomas Jefferson happy; Alexander Ham- 


ilton would have gone into ecstacies over the last. 
of the Constitution that I read just now converts property into money. 


He says the clause | ject to the satisfaction of those who listened to me. 


ation in the States, then I ask the Senator to answer the question why 
does not the same result follow from the same power with reference to 
lands? 

Mr. COKE. For this reason, I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Now let us have it 

Mr. COKE. I think the Senator has not been paying much atten- 
tion to my remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been paying a great deal of attention to them. 

Mr. COKE. I flattered myself that I had already explained that sub- 
It is for this rea- 
| son: Congress, as Judge Story says, as Chancellor Kent says, as the 


He says that under the general-welfare clause Congress may tax indefi- | Supreme Court have said in numbers of instances, possesses absolute, 
nitely, and that under this other clause Congress may give away indefi- | Unlimited power over the public lands. 


nitely. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is your view of my position; that is all. 

Mr. COKE. I have your language here; let the country judge it. 
I would not misrepresent the Senator, but I do say that the honorable 
Senator has taken the ground here, and his speech is printed, that Con- 
gress may tax under the general-welfare clause, may appropriate under 
the general-welfare clause, outside of any specific grant in the Constitu- 
tion, and he steps down to this other section and by a violent transfor- 
mation, negatived by every judge and everybody else who has ever 
construed it, and changes the word ‘‘property’’ into ‘‘money,’’ and 
with the two clauses together gives Congress the power over the people 
of this country and their property and their revenues that the Czar of 


Russia in his wildest dreams never imagined himself possessed of over | 


his subjects. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in Loan Association vs. To- 
peka, reported in 20 Wallace, through its organ Justice Miller, discussing 
and denying the unlimited power of taxation and appropriation, said: 


It must be conceded that there are such rights in every free government be- 
yond the control of the state. A government which recognized no such rights, 
which held the lives, the liberty, and property of its citizens subject at all times 
to the absolute disposition and unlimited control of even the most democratic 
depository of power is after all but a despotism. It is true it isa despotism of 
the many, of the majority, if you choose to cal] it so, but it is none the less a 
despotism. It may well be doubted if a man is to hold all he is accustomed to 
call his own, all in which he has placed his happiness, and the security of which 
is essential to that happiness, under the unlimited dominion of others, whether 
it is not wiser that this power should be exercised by one man than by many. 
The theory of our Governments, State and national, is opposed to the deposit of 
unlimited power anywhere. The legislative, the executive, and the judicial 
branches of these Governments are al! of limited and defined powers. 


Where, I ask, is the limit to the taxing power of this Government 





Mr. GEORGE. That does not answer the question. The question 
| is whether, conceding Congress to have a certain power, another power 
| necessarily results from that. I do not deny the power of Congress to 





make the appropriation of land. I do deny that when Congress makes 
the appropriation it can control the educational system of the States. 
The Senator’s argument is as to money raised by taxation, that if you 


| grant the power to give, toappropriate, to donate, you concede the power 


to manage and control. Why does not the same result follow when 
you concede the power to grant land? Is there anything in the nature of 
land as compared with money which would make the distinction? 
Mr. COKE. The distinction is here: that Congress has no power to 
levy taxes and to collect money except for purposes within its consti- 
tutional jurisdiction, except to advance purposes over which it has con- 
stitutional power and where the duty rests upon Congress to give it. 
That is the theory of Mr. Cooley; that is the theory of Mr. Monroe; 
that is the theory of taxation itself. You can not lay taxes except for 
revenue, and revenue means money needed to execute the powers of 
the Government. I ask you what powers of the Government, under 
your construction, are being executed by the revenues paid into the 
States for the common-school system? In reference to land, the land 
is under the absolute and unlimited power of Congress. The principles 
applicable to taxation do not apply with reference to lands. All of our 


| authorities, our commentators, our statesmen, our judges, admit that 
the Government is the proprietor, the owner of the lands, and may do 
with them as the Government pleases —give them away, sell them, or 
do anything it pleases with them. 

Will you allow me to interrupt you again ? 
Certainly. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate and ofthe 


Mr. GEORGE. 
Mr. COKE. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
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Senator himself to the fact that he evades the question which I put to 
him The question is not as to the power of Congress to give this money 
or the power of Congress te donate land, but conceding them both for 
the purposes of the argument, the question I put to the Senator is, why 
is it that the constitutional power, if it exists, given to Congress to ap- 
propriate money involves the power to invade the States and to destroy 
their institutions when the same constitutional power to grant lands, 
unlimited asthe Senator says, does not involve the same consequence? 

Mr. COKE. It is in consequence of the difference between the pub- 
lic land and money raised by taxation. The Government has no right 
to raise money except when it needs revenue in order to enforce the 
powers of the Government, and land comes to the Government and is 
held by the Government as a proprietor, without limit, absolutely. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly 

Mr. BECK. The Government of the United States can give home- 
steads to men from all over the world as soon as they declare their in- 
tention to become citizens of the United States, and they doit. Can 
the Government of the United States tax the people to give those for- 
eigners money to buy the land with? 

Mr. GEORGE. 
land out of which it will give the homestead ? 

Mr. BECK. It never did, and never thought of it; but if it ac- 
guires the land legitimately, the right to dispose of it comes with the 
possession. The Government does give homesteads to foreigners, but it 
can not tax the people to give those foreigners money to buy land with. 

Mr. GEORGE 
Mississippi River 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs inthechair). The Chair 
wishes to ascertain whether the Senator from Texas, who is entitled 
to the floor, yields to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. 

Mr. COKE. I will yield for a moment longer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Every single acre of land that the United States 
ever owned west of the Mississippi River, every acre that it ever owned 
in Florida, Alabama, or Georgia, was bought by money raised by taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me just to add to that—— 

Mr. GEORGE. In a moment. 

Mr. BECK. I will sit down, then. I asked the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from Mississippi or to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. COKE. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would be glad to say a word. 

Mr. PECK. Just this moment and I am done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair intends to understand who 
has the floor 

Mr. GEORGE. 
having yielded to me. 

Mr. COKE. Iam willing to yield for a moment to either Senator. 





Mr. BECK. I did not expect to interfere in the matter, but I will | 


now ask the Senator from Mississippi whether or not this Government 
has the right to give homesteads of its lands to anybody, and if it has not 
done it? Has it not? 

Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your question? 

Mr. BECK. No; that is the first one. I assume that you will an- 
swer, ** Yes; it has.’’ Now, having done that, having done it right- 
fully, has the Government the right to tax this people to raise money 
to give to those men to buy land with? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will take the Yankee way of answering the Sen- 
ator, by propounding to him another question. If the Government has 
a right to give land for purposes of homesteads, has it a right to tax the 
people of this country to raise the money to buy the land to make the 
gift? I mean to say right here, that not one single homestead has ever 
been granted out of any land belonging to the United States except 
land purchased by the taxes of the United States. Then let me an- 
swer the Senator’s question further. I deny the right of the Govern- 
ment, as a donation to a private individual, to grant homesteads. I 


deny that the Government can select out A, B, or C, or the citizens of 


this locality or that locality, and donate tothem land. The homestead 
law is an offer to every man in the United States of land upon condi- 
tion of settlement. 

Mr. COKE. Now, I think I have been very courteous in yielding to 
Senators; and I wish to resume the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. COKE. With reference to land, when the Government goes to 
war and makes a conquest of the land, and when great commercial con- 


siderations, great considerations of State and national policy, make it 


proper that Congress should purchase land, as it did the mouth of the 


Mississippi and Louisiana and other territory, the ownership by the | 
Government of the land is a mere incident to the performance of a great | 


act of public policy. I grant the Senator that if he could find a Con- 


gress corrupt enough to go to work deliberately to make an appropria- | 
tion for the purchase of lands in order to get an opportunity to give | 


them away it would be evidence that the American Government was 
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And, let me ask, can it tax the people to buy the | 


Every single acre of land that we own west of the | 


I am entitled to the floor, the Senator from Texas | 
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about on its last legs anyway, and therefore I do not think that his 
argument upon that point rises to the dignity of respectable sophistry. 

*Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator’s argument is that the validity of a dis- 
position of lands made by an act of Congress does not depend upon the 
purpose and the end to which the land is donated or disposed of, but 
on the secret intent which the members of Congress may have had in 
reference to it. 

Mr. COKE. Oh, no; you can not put that construction upon it when 
you understand my argument, and as I think the country, so far as it 
gives any attention to the subject, will understand it. I mean to say 
that the great taxing powerof this Government, granted to enable Con- 
gress to discharge its functions and carry on the Government—that 
power which Chief-Justice Marshall described truly when he said ‘‘ the 

| power to tax is the power to destroy’’—can not be used because of limi- 
tations in the Constitution, and others not written in the Constitution 
but inherent in every free government, to raise money to be dealt with 
and used at the will of Congress, as the public lands can be, which Con- 
| gress confessedly have absolute, unlimited, and unquestioned power and 
control over. 

Mr. BUTLER. And land is acquired in a very different way from 
money. 

Mr. COKE. Ofcourse. They have been acquired by war, by diplo- 
macy, by treaty, and by purchase, not for the purpose of giving to Con- 
gress a chance to give them away, but in pursuance of a grand national 
policy looking to the future of a great people. Money raised hy taxa- 
tion was expended in their acquisition, it is true, but when acquired 
and brought into possession the Government became the proprietor of 
them, and the absolute power of Congress attached to them. To hold 
that because Congress in exercise of the unlimited power the Constitu- 
tion has given it over these lands has given them to the States for various 
purposes as donations, therefore Congress can use the great and de- 
structive power of taxation, limited and guarded as it is, confined and 
jealously restricted as it is in the Constitution, to raise money to give 
away, seems to me utterly devoid of reason or logic. 

The Senator from Mississippi is the only Senator who has essayed an 
argument upon this point. The argument of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. GARLAND] is contained in four lines. The Senator from 
| Georgia [Mr. Brow x] says the argument of the Senator from Arkansas 
is conclusive. The senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] says 
that the arguments which distinguish between the right to give land 
and money are too refined for his comprehension. 

Mr. LAMAR. The distinguished Senator from Texas has not done 
me the honor to give the attention to my argument which I always ac- 
cord to his. 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, that I 
read it very carefully, all of it. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will repeat what I said. My remark was that the 
subtleties about the distinction between the grant of lands and the ap- 
propriation of money were not beyond my comprehension, as the Sena- 
tor states it, but that they did not satisfy my mind. 

Mr. COKE. I will stand corrected. I did not intend to misrepre- 
sent you. 

Mr. LAMAR. The application, however, will also follow different 
from the Senator’s application of it. The distinction is as old as the 
| hills between the relation which the Government stands to its land as 
| a proprietor and its relation to its revenue, to which it stands simply 
as a fiscal agent for collection and disbursement. I understand that 
distinction; but my point was, and I will ask the Senator’s attention 
to it, conceding the distinction, supposing that you could drive a coach 
and four between the two classes of powers in the relation of the two, 
the intervention by Congress in the educational affairs of the State is 
| the same; in other words, that the appropriation of money to educa- 
tional purposes carries the Federal Government no further into a State 
than the donation of land carries the Federal Government into a State. 
| The constitutional objection, the danger apprehended, is not the thing 
| granted, but the purpose for which it is granted; and it makes no differ- 
| ence whether it be land or money, either carries the Government as far 
| into the State as the other and no further. 
| 
| 





Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the difference between the Senator and 
| myself is simply this, that I say the Government has not the power to 
collect money from the people for the purpose of paying for education 
| in the States, because it is not in pursuance of one of the powers of the 
Government, whereas having acquired land over which it has unlimited 
| power, it may give it to the States for education if it pleases. The dif- 
| ference is in the mode of acquiring the two things and in the powers 
given by the Constitution over them respectively. 
Mr. LAMAR. The Senator will permit me to state my point. IfI 
| understand the Senator, his point is that the appropriation of money for 
educational purposes beingattached toa limited power carried the Gov- 
ernment further into a State than the donation of land, which is the 
result of an unlimited power. 
Mr. COKE. The Senator does not understand me or I do not under- 
stand him, and I suppose we shall have to remit the matter to others 
to judge between us. 
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Mr. LAMAR. Owing to my obtuseness altogether. 

Mr. COKE. I do not say that at all. I only state the fact and I 
will let everybody determine where the trouble is. I do not under- 
stand the Senator or he does not understand me. I say that you are 
providing in this bill for an appropriation of $105,000,000 to be col- 
lected by taxation from the people, which you say shall be applied not 
in execution of any of the powers of this Government, but to sustain 
public schools in the States, a purely State institution. I say the very 
detinition of the word ‘* taxation,’’ the very definition of the term ‘‘ reve- 
nue,’’ shows that you have no right to collect this money from the peo- 
ple except in pursuance of a constitutional power to expend it upon 
some object within the jurisdiction of Congress. That is my position. 
It was not acquired forthe same purposeas land. We find land in the 
possession of the Government and the Government gives it away to any- 
body and everybody, gives it to soldiers and sailors as bounties, gives it 
to homesteaders, gives it to railroad companies, gives it to agricultural 
colleges, gives it for anything and everything just because Congress has 
an unlimited and unstinted and absolute power over it, in the language 
of Judge Story, and can give it just as it pleases. 

Any one who asserts that Congress has the same power by taxation 
under the general-welfare clause to fill the Treasury with money and 
then under the same clause give it away just as it would give away 
land asserts a construction which makes a government as absolute in 
the hands of Congress as ever existed on earth, without limitation and 
without obstruction in the exercise of its will. Gentlemen can not 
get away from it. No, Mr. President, the proposition is a plain one. 
Gentlemen can not escape it. He who votes for this bill estops himself 
to deny the jurisdiction of Congress over the subject of common schools 
in the States, because unless Congress has the jurisdiction over that 
subject no power rests in Congress to tax the people to raise the reve- 
nue to apply to that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I deny the unlimited power of Congress 
to donate public lands. I said this: 


Senators will not, I take it, contend for such an absolute and unrestricted 
power. Then there must be some limitation on it. Where do we find the limi- 
tation? I find it only in the general objects and purposes of the Constitution 
as expressed in the clause limiting the power of Congress in reference to taxa- 
tion; that the appropriation must be for the common defense or the general 
welfare of the United States. 1f this is not the limitation, there is none. 

Then again I said: 

But, sir, as money is property, and the clause relied on by the Senator from 
Texas gives the same power over “other property belonging to the United 
States’ as over territory or land, what authority is there for saying that the 
power given in this clause does not extend to money as well as to land, or for 
saying that all money is included within the power except money raised by tax- 
ation? There is none that I can perceive, and none has been suggested by that 
distinguished Senator, and none can be pointed out. So, sir, I insist that who- 
ever, like the Senator from Texas, holds that Congress may, under the third 
section of article 4 of the Constitution, give land to aid in education, must, as a 
grammatical as well as logical necessity, concede that Congress may give any 
“other property belonging to the United States,” including money. 

It was but the reductio ad absurdum of the Senator’s argument, and if 
the Senator is incapable of understanding my position he is incapable of 
understanding his own. 

Mr.COKE. Everybody can judge for himself onthis subject. I use 
my own judgment, the Senator may use his, and everybody else may 
use his. Here is the-language of the Senator from Mississippi: 


The limitation upon the power of Congress over the land is that the land shall 
be disposed of for the general welfare. 


Now, I take issue with him upon that, and say there is no limitation 
atall. Mr. Story says there is none, the Supreme Court of the United 
States says there is none, and Congress itself in hundreds of instances 
has said there is none by making grants of lands to particular States and 
particular charities and for purposes not affecting the general welfare. 
Congress can dispose of the lands as it sees proper, and the fact that it 
gives lands for agricultural collegesin all the States has never been held 
to be anything else thana grant to a particular interest in the particular 
States that received them. So with the individual who gets a home- 
stead; so with the individual who gets bounty lands for military or 
naval services; so with those who get lands as a gift for building rail- 
roads. These do not come within the purview of the general welfare 
as maintained by the Senator from Mississippi. Nobody ever con- 
tended that they did. Nor has anybody but the Senator from Missis- 
sippi that I ever heard of ever yet denied the absolute, unqualified 
power of Congress to deal with the public lands just as it suits the will 
and pleasure of Congress to deal with them. Congress has granted re- 
peatedly lands to individuals, to States, to corporations without refer- 
ence to the general welfare, and a grant has rarely if ever been made by 
Congress of lands under such circumstances as to affect the general 
welfare. 


Mr. President, universally on the other side of the Chamber Sena- 


subject of education in the States. With the exception of the Senator 
from Mississippi and the Senator from Arkansas everybody who has 
spoken in behalf of this bill on this side of the Chamber has declared 
it to be a duty of the General Government to take hold of this question 
of education in the States. If it is a duty, whence comes the duty? 
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Can a duty be devolved upon the Governmentof the United States ex- 
cept through its great organic law, the Constitution? Ifthe Constitu- 
tion, either the original-or the original with its amendments, as the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] said, as my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. PuGH] said, as all the gentlemen on the other side say, if the 
Constitution and the results of the war devolves the duty on Congress 
of taking hold of this question and making this appropriation, the Con- 
stitution never devolves a duty without conferring a corresponding 
power. If, then, there isa duty of this character resting upon Congress, 
there must be a corresponding power to take hold of the subject; and 
if the power to take hold of the subject exists, the power of Congress 
wherever it goes is paramount and superior to that of a State. When 
Congress takes hold of it, its jurisdiction over that subject is absolute 
and supreme. This is unquestionably true. I deny that any such 
duty exists. Gentlemen who demand this appropriation and assert the 
duty of Congress to make it estop themselves from denying the power 
of Congress to take hold of the subject of common schools and adminis 
tering it in all the States. You can not get around that proposition. 
If it is a duty resting on Congress, there is no duty resting on Congress 
without the power goes with it to execute it. 

My friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests 
to me that the bill requires, as I had forgotten to state, the consent of 
the States to its execution in their limits. Then it is conclusive upon 
the face of the bill that Congress has no right to make the appropria- 
tion, because if it had the right and the power to make it and it was its 
duty to make it, it would have the power without the consent of the 
States. There is no question about that. 

The honorable Senator from Mississippi says Texas need not take any 
of it unless she wants it. Unfortunately if the power exists with ref- 
erence to one State it exists with referencetoall. Texas can not exempt 
herself from the conditions attached to all the other States 
has the power to make this appropriation, if it is the duty of Congress 
to make it, Congress must necessarily have the power to make it, and it 
Congress has the power to make it Congress can enforce it upon Texas and 
upon all the other States whether they desire it or not. 

I believe there is no constitutional warrant for this bill. I am op- 
posed to it also as a matter of expediency and policy. I believe that 
this bill is but the beginning. I believe that it isa Pandora’s box from 
which only evil will come to the country. I believe that the Senator 
who votes for it if he lives five years will see that he has committed the 
mistake of his life in supporting it. 

Mr. President, as soon as this bill passes the confession is made that 
the National Government can take charge of the common schools of the 
States. The question becomes a national one at once; it goes into party 
polities atonce. Do you not know what that means down South? Our 
brethren of the North have, comparatively speaking, no negro popula- 
tion among them; it will not affect them, but it will affect vitally the 
States of the South. 

Look at our postmasters in the South; look at our other Federal offi- 
cers and at those who gather about them. My colleague and myself 
receive appeal afterappeal daily from people in my State, signed by hun- 
dreds, saying, ‘‘ For God’ssake try to keep the Postmaster-General! or the 
President from removing A B; he isa Republican, but he is an honest, 
good man, and acceptable to us, and if he is removed astranger that we 
know nothing about will be put in,’’ and when we go to the Postmaster- 
General or President what does it amount to? We can do nothing. 
Let your public schools be taken charge of by the Federal Government 
and your children placed under the charge of its instrumentalities while 
the present party remains in power, and you can imagine in every neigh- 
borhood, in every school-house, what the consequences wil! be; you can 
imagine how trouble will be fomented, how demagogues will stir up 
passion and strife, how the authorities of the Government remote from 
the scene will be made to believe things that do not exist in order that 
other things may be done more distasteful to you. Do you not know 
how things will go? +The honorableSenator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
the other day in his remarks said, ‘* We have mixed schools North; our 
people do not object to them.’’ How long would it take to raise the 
question of mixed schools? How long will it take to impress Northern 
sentiment, where they have mixed schools universally, that as the Gen 
eral Government pays all expense, the white and colored should go to 
the same schools in the South as in the North? How long wiil it be? 
It will not be two years. The negroes will be put up by bad men to 
demanding equality, mixture of schools, and it will not be two years 
before party platforms will be formed with planks in them on this sub- 
ject. 

These results I see as plainly as I ever saw anything in the future. 
And why shall we do fhis thing? Why shall we walk into what, 
whether so intended or not, will prove a pitfall and a snare? Why 


If Congress 


| shall we walk into it and surrender the powers of our home govern- 
c. 8 } ments? 
tors say it is the duty of the National Government to take hold of the | 


Has it never oceurred to any gentleman that if under the 
general-welfare clause Congress may make appropriations for the com- 
mon schools of this country, that if under the general-welfare clause 
Congress can take charge of a subject like that confessedly within State 
jurisdiction, it can take hold of anything else among the domestic con- 
cerns of a State, and there is nothing that Congress can not do, because 
Congress legislates for the general welfare, and is itself the judge of 
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what the general welfare’ requires; there is no limitation. 


S10! 


Congres- 
il discretion is the sole limitation upon Congressional power. A 
majority of Congress, if you admit their power over the common 


1e South, can take any other attribute of State rights and 
deal with it at will. Con 


schools of t} 


gress can regulate marriage and divorce, the 
descent and distribution of property, the laying out and making of 
roais—anything that Congress may determine is for the common de- 


fense and general welfare if this construction of the Constitution is to 
obtain and this bill is to pass Congress. } 
Mr. President, it requires no spirit of prophecy to predict what will | 
occur if this bill passes. I refer gentlemen who are skeptical to the 
utterances of the Senator from Ohio on the other side of the Chamber. 


Who voices the public sentiment of his party or of the North morethor- 
oughly and with greater fidelity than the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio on the other side? He is one of the great menof the Republican 


party, and in truth is one of the great men of the country. He says 
that he wishes, for instance, not to give Alabama a million dollars to 
be distributed as she pleases, but he desires Federal agencies to see to 


it that that million do 


llars is expended the greater portion of it in the 
black belt, because the mass of ignorance is there. Do you not see? | 
He asserts here 
ifthe United States have the right to appropriate the money, they have the | 
it t y upon what conditions the money shall be expended. If they say we 
h or the Southern States to educate their illiterate children, then 
ted States have the powerand the right to set out the principles and con- 

r tations of that grant fhe greater includes the less; and if the 
ike these appropriations at all, the power is also given tosay 
for whos« nefit the money shall be expended, how itshall be expended, where 
ioned, and for what purposes. That is as cleara prop- | 
n Euclid or any other mathematical work, 








and when and how apport 


osit t s in be shown 


[his is but the beginning; and when you read what the honorable 
Senator from Ohio says now you see that he claims full power over the 


entire subject. I deny it. You gentlemen who support this bill con- 
cede it of necessity. The whole power is not sought to be exercised 
now, but as surely as the sun sets in the evening and rises in the morn- 


ing it will grow and grow as party politics roll the question over, until 
the National Government will claim the right to take charge of the 
public schools and to administer them through itsown instrumentalities; | 
and if you admit the power of the Government to make this appropria- 
tion you inexorably estop yourselves from denying the power of the Gov- 
ernment to take full control whenever the Government chooses to do so. 

It takes no prophet to tell what will occur. Those who are familiar | 
with the course of events for the last twenty years will remember many | 
things that seemed extremely improbable which are accomplished facts 
now. The most pitiless, the most relentless, the most cruel and re- | 
morseless tyranny that ever moves men to action is partisan heat and | 
partisan spirit; and once let that question get into politics, and all the | 
negroes and their allies be warmed up on it, and they will claim the | 
last particle of power for the Federal Government and the Republican 
party will concede it to them. The money being expended by the 
National Government, they will say we have a right to control these | 
schools. They will control them, and the worst and most odious phase | 
of the race trouble will be upon you and be there to remain. 

Thatis my honest andcandidopinion. Gentlemen whoadvocate the 
bill on this side, all except the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator | 
from Alabama, who deny the power of control, all put it on the ground | 
of duty under the amendments to the Constitution, and that duty car- | 
ries with it necessarily the power to execute and discharge the duty. 

Mr. GARLAND. Does the Senator except the Senator from Alabama 
or the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COKE. I stated to-day that the Senator from Mississippi and 
the Senator from Arkansas were the only gentlemen who havespoken on 
this bill who do not claim it to be the duty of the Government, on ac- | 


count of the recent amendments and the results of the war, to take hold 
of this matter of education. 
Mr 


President, we have an overwhelming amount of testimony from | 
all quarters, and especially from Dr. Mayo, the great educator and phi- 
lanthropist, of Massachusetts, and Professer Smart, superintendent of 
schools in Indiana, both of whom have been all over the South and 
spent a great deal of time there, that the people of the South are doing | 
their whole duty heroically in the cause of general education, and that | 
they have accomplished wonderful results in the last fifteen years, and 
that great improvement is being made annually; indeed, that the im- 
provement is greater now than at any other time heretofore. 

This testimony presented by both the Senators from South Carolina 
and by the senior Senator from Mississippi shows that difficulties which 
seemed insurmountable have been overcome, and that the good work 
still goes on with ever-increasing vigor and earnestness. 

Why, when we are doing so well, shall we abandon the good work 
that our people are engaged in so successfully and so heroically, a work 
which when it is accomplished will make them feel like men who have 
achieved a great end? Why, I say, shall we throw difficulties in the 
way of the great work by lending means which will cause them to relax 
their own efforts and look alone to the National Government? 

Why not keep on with our own work ? 


As an American citizen, as | 
a patriot who desires to see men and women in this country, stalwart 
men and women, capable of grand and heroic deeds, men and women | 
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who can maintain local government at home and when necessary th, 
integrity of the Union against foes from abroad, I want to see that sort 
of population raised; they are the mainstay of the autonomy of th 
States and of the integrity of the Union. 

1 say let this bill alone: let the people alone; let them go on in thei; 
own way, for they are doing well now. The time is not far off whe 


| you will find all the illiterates of the South brought under education 


influences, and influences that are deeply rooted, because cultivated at 
home, influences that will last, and you will find prosperity all ove 
that land. 


Now, Mr. President, I have said about all I desire to say in referenc: 


| to this bill and a great deal more than I intended to say when I got 


up. I feel strongly, I feel earnestly and deeply, the unwisdom of th 
bill as well as its gross unconstitutionality. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of th 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the bill be recommitted to t! 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, itis with considerable embarrass 
ment that I rise to address the Senate after so able, exhaustive, and con 
clusive an argument as that to which the Senate has just listened. | 
think the opponents of the bill might well rest their opposition on th: 
argument which has just been submitted by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoKE], an argument that I think is unanswerable and conclusiv: 
of the whole question. But as I shall have to vote on the bill, I desir 
to make some remarks in justification of the vote which I shall give. 

At the commencement of this debate, or very early in the debate, | 
expressed my opposition to the bill and assigned some of the reasons 
on which that opposition is based. I then said that I did not believ: 
there was any constitutional warrant or authority for Congress to pass 
the bill, and that if such authority existed I believed the passage oi 
the bill would be injudicious and unwise. Subsequent reflection as 
well as everything that I have heard in the debate has but confirmed 
the opinion which I then expressed. All that I have heard satisfies 
me that there is no justification for the collection of revenue from thx 
people of this country and its application to the subject of education 
in the States; and all that I have heard in debate in reference to th 
impolicy of the matter has strengthened my conviction on that subject 
If the power existed, if Congress had ample authority to make the ap 
propriation of money, it would be the most unwise measure that has 


| passed the Senate for years. 


I ask the friends of this measure to point out the power upon which 
they predicate the right of Congress to pass the bill, for I confess that 


| after listening to all the arguments that have been presented there has 
| been no substantial reason deduced from the Constitution to justify th: 
| opinion that Congress has authority to pass it. 


The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] on another question, | 
believe upon the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB 
in reference to diseases among cattle, found authority in what is gen 
erally known as ‘‘the general-welfare’’ clause of the Constitution t 


| make that appropriation and to make all similar appropriations, and | 


think he referred to that provision as sustaining this bill. That Sena- 
tor gave a construction to that clause of the Constitution which be 
thought warranted the expenditure of money for the purposes mentioned 
in the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, and if I understood him, 
also for this educational scheme, and he cited various appropriations 
that had been made by Congress as justifying that construction. The 
only limitation the Senator from Arkansas placed on the power to appro 


| priate money by Congress was that it must be a matter of a public, gen 


eral nature, and if I understood his argument aright he contended that 
Congress had clear and indisputable authority to make appropriations 
from the public Treasury for any and every purpose that it might think 
promoted the general welfare. The views of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas have been adopted by all the friends af this bill to whom I have 
They haveall placed the authority for the pas- 


| sage of the bill on the clause of the Constitution relating to the general 


welfare. 

I can not concur in the construction placed upon that provision ot 
the Constitution by these Senators. If their construction is correct, 
there was no need for any of the specific grants of power given to Con- 
gress in the Constitution. Under that clause, if their construction is 
correct, there is no limitation upon the power of Congress in the ap- 
propriation of public money or the objects to which such appropriation 
Congress could have raised and equipped armies 
and built navies at pleasure without specific grants of power for that 
purpose. In fact, if under the general-welfare clause it could raise and 
appropriate money at pleasure and apply it according to its own will 
and discretion, many of the specific grants of power were not only un 
necessary but superfluous and unwise. 

I am aware, Mr. President, that the construction put upon that clause 
of the Constitution by the friends of this bill has been insisted upon be- 
fore. The advocates of every scheme to take money out of the public 
Treasury for any and every purpose frequently intrench themselves be- 
hind this construction of that provision of the Constitution; whenever 
no other authority can be invoked they fall back on the general-welfare 
clause and find authority in that for every purpose which they desire. 

The words ‘‘ general welfare’’ occurred in the Articles of Confedera- 
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tion, and their import as there used was plain and obvious. 
Articles of Confederation no authority was given to Congress to raise rev- 
enue by taxation of any kind; but Congress called upon the States for con- 
tributions, which were voluntarily made by the States, and formed a 
common fund for the maintenance of the Confederation. The eighth 
article of confederation provided: 

All charges of war and all other expenses that shall be incurred for the com- 
mon defense or general welfare, and allowed by the United States in Congress 
assembled, shall be defrayed out of a common treasury, which shall be supplied 
bv the several States in proportion to the value of all land within each State 
granted to or surveyed for any person, as such land and the buildings and im- 
provements thereon shall be estimated, according to such mode as the United 
States in Congress assembled shall from time to time direct and appoint. 

The meaning of the words general weltare as used in that article 
simply import that the common fund supplied by all the States should 
be applied to purposes in which all had a common interest in contra- 
distinction to local objects in which only some of the* States were in- 
terested. 

The same words incorporated in the eighth section of article 1 of the 
Constitution have the same meaning that they had in the Articles of 
Confederation, namely, that the money raised by taxation must be ap- 
plied to purposes in which the people ofall the States are alike interested 
in contradistinction to purposes in which only apart areinterested. Con- 
yress is to provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States by the application of the money which is collected in 
carrying out some one or more of the powers mentioned and granted in 
the Constitution. This was the construction contended for by Mr 
Madison and others who made the Constitution, the construction acted 
upon by the men who formerly sat in this Chamber, who knew what 
was intended by the fathers of the Government, and felt compelled to 
respect and obey that intention. Any other constryction of that pro- 
vision of the Constitution places the taxing power in Congress, to be 
used for any purpose which the whim or caprice of a majority of its 
members may declare to be for the general welfare of the country. 

Can any one believe that the members of the convention which made 
the Constitution or the States they represented intended to grant to 
Congress an unlimited power of taxation, unlimited as to the amount 
which might be extorted through this power from the people of this 
country and unlimited as to the objects to which it might be appropri- 
ated? We all know from the debates in the convention and from the 
history of that period with what reluctance the taxing power to any 
extent was conferred upon the Federal Government. The people of this 
country had felt the oppression of the taxing power claimed by the 
British Parliament, and had been driven by such oppressions into rev- 
olution to relieve themselves from it. They were therefore naturally 
reluctant to grant to the Federal Government, formed by the Consti- 
tution, any measure of the taxing power which had oppressed them 
while under British rule. Nothing but the failure of the States to re- 
spond to the calls made upon them for contribution under the Articles of 
Contederation would have induced them to grant any power of taxa- 
tion whatever to Congress. 

Can it be supposed that with this distrust and apprehension of Fed- 
eral power they intended to confer by anything in the Constitution an 
absolute power in Congress to lay and collect duties, imposts, and othe: 
taxes for any and every purpose and to any extent which the caprice 
and whim of a majority of Congress might suggest? Such a conclusion 
is not only unreasonable, but preposterous and absurd; yet such an un- 
limited power of taxation is claimed by the friends of this bill in the 
construction which they place upon that clause of the Constitution re- 
lating to the general welfare. Again, I repeat, if the construction con- 
tended for by the friends of this bill is cérrect, then many of the grants 
of power enumerated in the subsequent clauses of the eighth section of 
article 1 of the Constitution are useless, conferring no authority but 
what could have been exercised under the general-welfare clause. 

I ask, Mr. President, if this construction of that clause is correct, 
could not Congress, without any specific grant of power in that direc- 
tion, have raised armies for the defense of the country; could they not 
have raised and maintained navies for the defense of the country, and, 
in a word, could they not have done anything which in their judgment 
tended to promote the general welfare of the country? 

There have always been in this country, as there are to-day, persons in 
private and official positions who favor a loose and latitudinarian con- 
struction of the powers of the Federal Government. Such men were 
in the convention that formed the Constitution and endeavored to em- 
body in that instrument provisions which would give to the Federal 
Government the most ample powers and which would have deprived 
the States of rights essential to the welfare of the people. Failing to 
secure these extended powers in the Constitution, those who favored 
these views on Federal power have sought to obtain by construction of 
the Constitution the powers for the Federal Government which were 
denied by the convention. 

_ The struggle between the advocates of Federal power and those who 
insisted upon a strict construction of the Constitution had well-nigh sub- 
sided prior to the late war. The exigencies of that period furnished the 
excuse if not the necessity for the liberal construction of the powers of 
the Government, which was carried in some instances to the extent of 


palpable usurpation of authority. Whether we shall ever return toa 
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the rights 
of the States and the people under the Constitution is a problem which 
the future alone can solve. From what I kave heard in this debate I 
fear the day is distant when the limitation intended to be placed upon 
Congress over the subject of taxation will command that respect in this 
Chamber which tormerly obtained not only here but by thoughtful men 
throughout the country. 

Mr. President, if the construction now claimed by the friends of tl 
bill is correct, where is the limitation of the power of taxation by ¢ 


gress? The purpose of this bill is to exercise the taxing power 


1O 
mote common-school education. That is its avowed object But I say 
if they can exercise the taxing power for the purpose of sustaining o1 
establishing common schools for the education of the people, may they 


not under the same power establish schools of other g 
not establish colleges and universities, schools of the fine 
other description of schools whatever? Where is the limitation 
the construction put upon the Constitution by the friends of this bil 
correct, that Congress has the power to appropriate money for common 
school purposes in the States of this Union, I ask may they not exercise 
the same power for the purpose of establishing every other class and 
grade of schools whatever ? 

lam aware that the argument has been in this case that the edu 
tion of the masses has become necessary to the right discharge ot 
duties of citizenship; but the education to qualify men to read thei 
ballots betore they deposit them is not all that may hereafter be deemed 
necessary as proper qualifications for citizenship. 


rades M ‘\ they 


aris, Or any 


l 


Other qualitica 

tions may be considered equally necessary, such as moral and perhaps 
religious training, to elevate them higher still in the qualifications of 
citizenship. If you can educate for the purpose of qualification for 
citizenship at all, where is the limit? May you not educate to the 
highest point in morality as weil as in mere scholastic education? If 
this power exists for educational purposes in the States, | see no limit 
whatever to that authority, either in reference to the purpose for which 
the tax shall be raised or the character of education to which it may be 
applied. 

It will be noticed that this bill does not propose to appropriate merely 
the money now in the Treasury to educational purposes, but to raise 
Inthe remarks I made at the commence- 
ment of this debate I referred to the distinction between the distribu 
tion of the surplus in the Treasury in 1836 and the provisions of this 
bill, and the Senator from New Hampshire who has charge of the bill 
in some remarks which h@ made pointed out that I attempted to raiss 
a distinction between the appropriation of money already in the Trea 
ury and the exercise of the taxing power for the purpose of placing 
money in the Treasury to be distributed hereafter. Well, sir, that is 
not a new question. That question has been here betore. That was 
one of the questions that were before Congress in 1836 I desire to call 
attention to the discussion at that period on that bill as illustrating, 
as I think conclusively, that there is no authority in Congress to rais¢ 
revenue for the purpose of distribution or appropriation to educational 
purposes in the State or any other purposes of that character. 

The history of that bill for the distribution of the surplus inthe Treas 
ury in 1836 is familiar to everyone. Under the operations of the tariti 
of 1824 and the tariff of 1828 and the strict economy that was practiced 
in the administration of the Government there was likely to be a surplus 
in the Treasury for which the Government had no need, and General 
Jackson, President of the United States at that time, in his message 
to Congress in 1829, called the attention of Congress to the fact that soon 
the public debt occasioned by the war of 1812 would be discharged, and 
that there would be in the Treasury a considerable surplus to be dealt 
with, and as it was apprehended that if it remained in the Treasury it 
would lead to extravagant legislation on works of interna! improvement 
and for other purposes, he called the attention of Congress to the neces 
sity of making some provision for getting clear of that surplus. 
his message here. He was exceedingly anxious that some disposition 
should he made in order that extravagant appropriations of money by 
Congress might not be attempted. General Jackson doubted, however 
whether that surplus could be distributed among the States, which | 
thought was the very best thing that could be done with it provided 
there was constitutional authority for it. He doubted whether the 
Constitution allowed a distribution of the surplus then i: 
among the States and suggested an amendment to the Constitutior 
In his message of 1829, from which I will read, he said 


l have 





? \ Ty ; 1 
ithe treasury 


After the extinction of the public debt it is not probable that any adjus 


of the tariff, upon pring iple Ss satisfactory to the peoy le of the Union 





a remote period, if ever, leave the Government without a considerable surpl 
in the Treasury, beyond what may be required for its current service As the 
the per od approaches when the application of the revenue to the 1 
debt will cease, the disposition of the surplus will present a subject for the se1 
ous deliberation of Congress, and it may be fortunate for the country th 
yet to be decided. Considered in connection with the difficulties i ' 
ieretofore attended appropriations tor purposes of iternal | vemen 
with those which this experience tells us will certainly arise, wl t) 
ove such subjects mav be exer sed by the Genera Gover é 

rat uy L te the loption of some plan which wi 
fied of the States, and strengthen the bonds which unite the 
memb he | peace and in war, will be benefited by t 
ment of ' l ivigation and the construction of highways a the 
States Let us th endeavor to attain this benefit 1a mode wh 

sfactory t iha therto adopted has, by n y « r fe 
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been deprecated as an infract tn ( onstitution while he ts rs it has nom by every gentleman who expressed himself upon it; Mr. Calhoun e) 
viewed as inexpedient All feel that it has been employed at the expense o ER Ain > . ee i. ate Sad : . 
harmony in the legislative councils pressing a doubt of the power of Congress to distribute the surplus in 

To avoid these evils, it appears to me that the most safe, just, and federal dis- | the Treasury without an amendment of the Constitution. The consti 
position which could be made of the surplus revenue would be its apportion- | tutional objection, however, was obviated by making it a deposit with 
nent among the several States according to their ratio of representation, and ‘ 


should this measure not be found warranted by the Constitution, that it would the States for which the States should give certificates to be assignable 


be expedient to propose to the States an amendment authorizing it. I regard | to the Secretary of the Treasury without any intervention of Congre<s 
an appeal to the source of power, in cases of real doubt, and where its exercise | whatever. 

s deemec dispensable to th eneral welfare, as among e most sacred of « . } . : : 
ae an eee aa wee mong the most snered of all Ido not propose to detain the Senate very long; but the idea ex- 


hat time, while he 
favored an equitable scheme of distribution of the money among the 
several States of this Union as the best remedy for the relief of the 
Treasury to avoid unwise legislation, which he feared would obtain un- 
less some use was made of it 


pressed by Mr. Tallmadge was emphatically expressed by General Jack- 
son in 1832 in his veto message of the land bill. Iwill read an ex- 
tract from that message: 


Thus it will be seen that General Jackson at t 


It has been supposed that with all the reductions in our revenue which could 
. . be speedily effected by Congress without injury to the substantial interests o; 
suggested the doubtof the constitution- | the country there might be for some years to come a surplus of moneys in t 
ality and actually suggested the necessity of an amendment tothe Con- | Treasury, and that there was in principle no objection to returning them tot 
Nha ee a 1 ote : . ie se , | people by whom they were paid. Asthe literal accomplishment of such an ob 

titution in order that such a distribution might be made among the ject is obviously impracticable, it was thought admissible, as the nearest approx 


States That. it will be remembered, was a distribution of the surplus imation to it, to hand them over to the State governments, the more immediat 


then in the Treasury. It was not money to be acquired thereafter by | representatives of the people, to be by them applied to the benefit of those to 
ne .™ cealie . acini ‘eieeeniaaiaaal De ne hy whom they properly belonged. The principle and the object wer. to return t 

taxation of the yx pie, © it it was money that was in the Treasury at | ¢},. people an unavoidable surplus of revenue which might have been paid 

the time and for which the Government had no necessity. He repeated | them under a system which could not at once be abandoned; but even this 


the recommendation in his message of 1830, and so impressed was he that | source, which at one time seemed to be almost the only alternative to sav. 


. . . General Government from grasping unlimited power over internal improv: 
f the surnins remainec “re it s > j » It he » . ; prov 
if the surplus remained where it was then, in the vaults of the deposit | vents. was suggested with doubts of its constitutionality 


banks and subject to appropriation by Congress, it would lead to un- But this bill assumes a new principle Its object is not to return to the peopl 7 
wise and extravagant appropriations, that in 1830 he renews his recom- | 8" —— —_ of + tng paid aa ame but a a surplus fi 
“ae oa : . ; : ; . ‘ aistribution among 1e States t seizes 1c entire proceeds of one source of 
mend a disposit on to bn made of that surplus whic h would revenue and sets them apart as a surplus, =aiien necessary to raise th 
void that danger that he saw in the future moneys for supporting the Government and meeting the general charges from : 
Subsequently Mr. Calhoun introduced a bill in Congress for the dis- | other sources. It even throws the entire land system upon the customs for its 
‘ 7 . ies at ; hs , “ support and makes the public lands a perpetual charge upon the Treasury It 
tribu 1 of the surplus revenue then in the Treasury, amounting to one os pabiden 4i-tnasadieansean deanna aaeuiiaiie paid by ther 
over $30,000,000, and a distribution annually of any surplus at the end | to the Government, by which they are not wanted, but compels the people to 
of each year up to 1842 But Mr. Calhoun thought that such a dis- | pay moneys into the Treasury for the mere purpose of creating a surplus for dis 
. : ; : ‘ . tribution to their State governments, 
tribution of the money would require an amendment to the Constitu- . . - ~ ‘ 
tion I have his speech here upon that bill rhis is what he said: However willing I might be that any unavoidable surplus in the Treasury 
I have now stated the leading objections to the several modes of disposing of | should be returned to the people through their State governments, I can not 
the surplus revenue which I propose to consider, and the question again recurs, | assentto the principle that a surplus may be created for the purpose of disir.bu 
what shall be done with the surplus? . The Senate is not uninformed of my opin- | tion, Viewing this bill as, in effect, assuming the right not only to create a 
io n this important subject Foreseeing that there wolld be a large surplus surplus for that purpose, but to divide the contents of the Treasury among t 


and the mischievous consequences that must follow, I moved during the last | States, without limitation, from whatever source they may be derived, and as 
session for a select committee, which among other measures reported a resolu- | Serting the power to raise and appropriate money forthe support of every Stat 
tion so to amend the Constitution as to authorize a temporary distribution of | government and institution as well as for making every local improvemen 
the surplus among the States; but so many doubted whether there would be a | however trivial, I can not give it my assent 
surplus at the time that it rendered all prospect of carrying the resolution hope- a nf . : 
he ss My ol nion still remains unc aman d that the mensurt then enipeaelha as I hose were the views ol General Jackson upon the question Of rais 
1¢ best, but so rapid has been the accumulation of the surplus,even beyond my | ing revenue for the purpose of distribution. While he conceded that 
ian oo a ald reasing tie a e, Sa —— peo h a a n the _—— under exceptional cases it might become necessary to distribute among 
een remedy would now be too tardy o met 1¢ danger, and of course another 2 a . . . ° 
pemandir enmst bo devined uneee anontey in te action the States, if the constitutional power existed, any surplus in the rev- 
So that Mr. Calhoun when he introduced his bill for the distribution | ©®"° he emphatically declares that he can not give his assent to any 
conceded that an amendment of the Constitution was necessary even to | PTOPesition to raise money trom any source for the purpose of distribu- 
con hat an: m s as : ' \ 
mn . tion. 
bute among the States the money then in the Treasury. Mr. Cal- eee : ; ‘ 
houn’s bill was tor the distribution of surplus then in the Treasury and Phis bill is not a bill like that of 1836. There is no surplus in the 
an annual distribution of any surplus that should remain at the end of Treasury to-day which it is proposed to distribute or to appropriate to 
every vear until 1842. Mr. Webster. not believing that there was power | educational purposes. We have a public debt amounting to a billion 
to di sribute if ind vet to ari e amended the bill of Mr. Calhoun soas and a half of dollars, and there is a portion of that public debt which 
0 distri < i se. i I 4 ‘ AS - - m in 
to limit the distribution to the money then in the Treasury, and with to-day can be reached by the application of the money in the Treasury 
thet amendment tt wan seferved to nanlectesmmittes, Thak committee There is not a single dollar of surplus to-day in the Treasury but what 
reported back the bill, rejecting that part of Mr. Calhoun’s bill which | may be used in the extinguishment of a portion of the public debt. 
epor i ach plil, ‘yo itist ‘ ‘ J . ‘ ( : 


proposed to extend the distribution to 1842 and confining it to a dis- hanger ae a a oe Se ge ere ge to any eur- 
tribution of the surplus then in the Treasury, but also providing that pilus that is int at reneury, ut its whole intent ment and purpose Is 
instead of being an actual distribution of the money it should be a de- to exercise the taxing power conferred upon ( ongress for the purpose of 
posit with the States, and that certificates should be issued by the States Seng Honey for dist ribution Of aggreqraen to educational — 
und delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury as security for that de- | !@ the State—a very different and distinct question from that which 
posit Still an act of Congress was deemed necessary before that money —— before Congress in 1836. I repeat, that even that question, when 
seal bovendusedseetiehie andhenes the, Toleenenmaeel aan the surplus was on handand when it threatened to lead to extravagant 
ment that the certificates proposed by the committee should be made legislation and by some was thought not o be in very safe custody, as 
proj , : ; 
assignable by the Secretary of the Treasury without the intervention was distributed among the banks of deposit—some thirty-odd, I believe, 


t 
t 








. | ome Y ile 7ress WAS exce j r« ; i s ake s » ic. ie 
of Congress, that he might realize therefrom the money whenever the a ae oe , ae a a eal : 

: : * . $ ~ s, » > y , eve > 7 "x Ss y ¢ _ > - 
necessities of the Government should require it. It was in that shape ribution of that surplus, there were even then doubts existing as to the , 


that the bill passed. In the discussions upon that bill this question | POWer ot Congress without a constitutional amendment to distribute it 
as to the power of Congress to raise money for the purpose of distribu- | 200g the States; but with reference to raising revenue to be therenttet 
tion among the States was considered. Mr. Tallmadge in the debate distributed there was Besa single wee Congress = favor of any such 
said 7 proposition. Those who referred to that question spoke in the most 

s tenon eased thas t asight erente a tee great upendonse of the Giskenen the emphatic terms in opposition to any such measure. Mr. Tallmadge 
General Government. 1 will not now say anything of the constitutional ques- | expressed himself decidedly upon that question, as well as General 
tion further than to express my opinion that Congress has no power to raise | Jackson in his veto message of the land billof 1832. They did not ad- 
h ee ee eee Sonn ait tendiaines dopant i ele eee mit that Congress could exercise its taxing power for the purpose of 
ferent question, The time has now arrived, the contingencies have now hap- | raising revenue for distribution among the several States in any shape 


pened, when the President anticipated such a surplus; the surplus is on hand | whatever. 


snd it will continue to increase far beyond our appropriations, It isin vain to | 7 ean find no warrant in the Constitution for the passage of this bill. 
shut our eyes to the fact; we may deceive ourselves, but we can not deceive 


others. This surplus can not be disposed of by appropriations, unless of the | On the contrary, I think it is violative of the spirit and intendment of 


most extravagant character. Will the people tolerate appropriations forthe the Constitution. I do not believe that it was ever the intention of 


mere purpose of getting rid of asurplus? No, sir; Lapprehend not. They will | the people of this country, of the convention which framed the Consti- 


justify their representatives in making liberal appropriations for all objects of : . . . : : : 
national defense. Extravagant expenditures for the sole object of disposing of | tution or of the States which adopted it, to confer the taxing power 


the surplus revenue are, in my judgment, far more dangerous than any objec- | upon Congress to be used for any such purpose ; and with that convic- 
tions which I have heard urged against a distribution among the States. tion resting upon my mind I certainly can not vote for this bill. how- 
But that was a distribution of a surplus already in the Treasury, and | ever much benefit the State which I represent might derive from it. 
Mr. Tallmadge savs he does not admit that there is any right in Con- But I am opposed to this measure because I think it is impolitic and 
gress to raise revenue for the purpose of appropriation. That is ex- | unwise. I think instead of proving a blessing to the States of this 
actly what this bill proposes. The bill proposes to levy taxes and to | Union it will prove a curse. As was well said by the Senator from 
raise for the next ten years money to be distributed among the States. | Texas [Mr. COKE] this. morning, if you once induce the States of this 
That doctrine did not find asingle advocate in 1836. It was repudiated | Union to look to the Federal Government for appropriations for com- 
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mon schools you at once introduce into the States of the Union a bone 
of contention. What he said upon that subject meets with my hearty 
approval and concurrence. Once let it be understood that Congress 
proposes to raise money for distribution among the States, and what 
would be the consequence? Your Representatives in the other House 
would be elected on the question whether they would vote for large 
taxes and large expenditures for that purpose. Even Senators in this 
body would be selected in certain States in the Union with reference to 
the votes they would cast uponthat question. It would become a lead- 
ing political topic; the question of qualifications and fitness of men 
would not be the criterion by which they would be selected as repre- 
sentatives ineither branch of Congress; but the only question asked 
would be whether they would conform their votes to the wishes of 
their constituents to levy taxation upon the people for the purpose of 
distribution among them. 

Mr. President, if there were no other objections than the one I have 
‘ust named I believe that that is a sufficient objection to justify the re- 
‘ection of this bill. But I hold that that is not the only objection. If 
‘Congress possesses the constitutional power to appropriate money for 
educational purposes, it follows, as I believe logically and conclusively, 
that Congress may follow that money and direct its application. | 
firmly believe that if Congress can constitutionally appropriate money 
for the purpose of aiding the schools in the States of this Union, it may 
appropriate money for the purpose of establishinga Federal system of 
education in the States independent of the States themselves. 

Does not Congress now follow the money which it appropriates to 
various objects? Whena public building is erected in any of the States 
of the Union does not the Federal Government expend the money? 
When Congress appropriates money to rivers and harbors, who is it tha 
superintends the expenditure of that money? The Federal author 
If Congress can appropriate constitutionally money for educational } 
poses, Congress will have the power, as I believe, to follow that mone; 
and direct its application either to the common schools already existing 
in the States or to theestablishment of an independent Federal system 
of education in all the States of this Union. 

I do not believe that any such power resides in Congress over the 
subject of education, and therefore I do not believe that am 
exists in Congress to make this appropriation. If the one can be con- 
stitutionally done, I hold that the other can be. I do not say that it 
would be wise or proper in the Federal Government to attempt to tol- 
low the money if we make the appropriation. I am not sp 
the question of the propriety of doing it; I am only speaking of th 
right of Congress to follow the money which it appropriates, if it can 
appropriate it constitutionally. 

I say to my Southern friends on this side of the Chamber, who seem 
so anxious for this money, if they are prepared to surrender State con- 
trol over their educational interests they perhaps will be justified in 
voting for this bill, but if they are not prepared to surrender the Stat 
control of their educational interests to the General Government I can 
not see with what consistency they can vote for a measure which may 
lead, and probably will lead, inthe future to the control of their school 
systems, 

Mr. President, I believe that this bill is fraught with evil and only 


ny such power 


iking upon 


evil. Whatever amount of money we may give to any State, that State | 


will be ultimately the sufferer and loser by the appropriation. I know 
that a great many people desire to have appropriations from the Federal 
Government. I know that we are educating the people of this country 
to look to Congress for reliefin many things. As soon as a flood occurs 
in any section of the country forthwith an application comes up to Con- 


gress for relief; if a fire occurs it is the same; and the Senator from Ar- 


kansas [Mr. GARLAND] the other day went so far as to say that appropria- 
tions for the relief of persons injured by a cyclone would be within the 
constitutional power of Congress. We are educating the people of this 
country not to depend upon themselves but to look to the General Gov- 


ernment, and I think that it is an evil which we ought to correct by | 


refusing appropriations for any such illegitimate purposes. 

_In justification of this measure a great many instances of appropria- 
tions have been cited. Some of them were instances where appropria- 
tions could properly be made; for instance, the establishment of a naval 
school or of a military school falls legitimately within the express grant 
of power to Congress. Congress is authorized to raise and support 
armies, and as an incident to that to qualify men to take command of 
their armies and to establish a military school for that purpose. Con- 
gress 1s authorized to provide for the Navy, and as an incident to that 
has the right to establish a naval school for the training of men for that 
service. So that there is nothing that I can see in appropriations of that 
kind which are unauthorized by express grant of power. I believe the 
appropriation for the purpose of the centennial, which has been referred 
to in this debate as furnishing an illustration of the power to pass this 
bill, was a loan, to a certain extent, and I am not sure but that a part 
of the money then advanced has been returned to the Government. 
But there have been many appropriations made, I confess, for which I 
believe there was no warrant in the Constitution. It, however, can 
not alter the Constitution because such appropriations have been made, 
nor can unauthorized and improper appropriations heretofore made 
Justify similar appropriations now or hereafter. 
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I understood the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to say that 
if this was an original question then he would not insist that the ap- 
propriation should be made, but relying upon the precedents which 
had been cited as a construction of the power of Congress, he was now 
prepared to acquiesce in it. 


Sir, prec edents of the exercise of illegiti- 
mate power by Congress can never change the meaning of the Con- 
stitution. You can as well say that acts of injustice or acts of inhu- 
manity would justify further violation of the eternal laws of justice 
and of humanity as that an appropriation made by Congress for which 
there was no authority can justify other appropriations hereafter to be 
made of the same character. 

Mr. President, I hope the bill will not pass. I have expressed my 
opposition to it thus briefly as a justification for the vote which I shall 
give upon it. I shall detain the Senate no further. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose it is expected tha 
ply to the argument made by the Senator from 
I do not desire to make it this evening 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Mississippi if he would object to 
a motion to go into executive session or to adjourn ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I pre fer it, be« use I do at 

Mr. BLAIR. It is difficult to hear what is being said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


yield to the Senator from Florida ? 


[ should make some re- 
Texas [ Mr. CoKE}, but 


t want to co on now 


Does the Senator from 


MI ISSLS sippi 





Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. I make the statement that I do not de- 
1 1 Yy , + 
e to go on this evening; it is too late: but | should like to have the 
floor at 2 o’ clock to-morrow 
4 } + } + } 
Mr. CALI [ move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. BLAIR | do not hear the Senato 
Phe PRESIDENT pro temp Che Senator from Florida moves that 
~ ite do now adiourn 
Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator to ihold his motion for one mo- 
ment 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida with- 
draw his motion ? 
Mr. CALL. 1 withdraw it for a moment, si 
Mr. BLAIR I vield to the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like to have an opportunity of offering, so 
that they may be before the Senate for consideration, three propositions 
t | wish to offer as amendments to the b when it is again before 
e& me nate i nd Crp i iA ndfnen | prop , il if ‘is 8 i DY 
ibstituting what I send to the Chait 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois gives no- 
tice that at the proper time he will move an amendment, which will be 
read for information 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the first section of the 
bill by substituting for that section the following 
That for ten years next aiter the passa there s i lly 
appropriated from the money the Tre rwise appropriated the 
following sums, to wit: The first year, the wu): the sec id \ he 
sum of $17,500,000; the third year, the sum of the fourth year, the sum 
f $18,000,000; the fifth vear, the sum of $16,000,000; the sixth year, the im of 
$14,000,000; the seventh year, the sum of $12,000,000; the eighth year, the sum of 
$10,000,000: the ninth year, the sum of $8,000,000: the tenth vear, the sum of 
$6,000,000 ; ten annual appropriations in all, when appropriations under this act 
shall cease which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of 


common-school education to all the children of the school age mentioned here- 
after living in the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the amendment be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ialso wish to offer an amendment as an addit 
section, to come in after the last section now in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois gives notice 
that at the proper time he will move an amendment, which will be 
read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
additional section: 


ional 


It is proposed to add to the bill the following 


Sec.—. There shall also be appropriated and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, 
which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis as 
the moneys appropriated in the first section, which sball be known as the com- 
mon-school-house fund, to be paid out annually to each State and Territory at 
the end of the year on proof of the expenditure made during such year, which 








shall be expended for the erection and construction of school-houses, for the use 
and occupation of the pupils attending the common schools in the sparsely popu- 
lated districts thereof, where the local communities shall be comparatively un- 


able to bear the burdens of taxation. Such school-houses shall be built in ac- 
cordance with modern plans, which plans shall be furnished free on application 

| to the Bureau of Education in Washington: Provided, however, That not more 
than $100 shall be paid from said fund toward the cost of any single school-house 
nor more than one-half of the cost thereof in any case; and the State or Ter- 
ritory shall annually make full report of all expenditures from the school-house 
fund to the Secretary of the Interior, as in case of other moneys received under 
the provisions of this act 


Mr. LOGAN. Following that I shall propose at the proper time this 
amendment to be added to the bill as an additional section: 


Sec. —. No State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys received 
for common-school purposes equally for the education ofall the children, without 
distinction of race or color, shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. Mr 

Mr. BLAII 


These proposed amendments will 


President—— 
I have the floor. 
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Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yi ld to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. BLAIR. For a moment 

Mr. BECK I was endeavoring to see if I could not perfect an amend- 
nt tothe bill laying a tax not exceeding 2 per cent. upon all incomes 
is a special fund to meet the expenses created by the 


fil 


exceeding $5,000 


} 


will be disturbed in a month than New England pays for education in five vears 
Our boat was loaded to the water's edge with the poor people rescued from th, 




























































ood. Yet I was met by a deputation of your foremost citizens, and now fo, 


two nights this house has been crowded to hear me talk about the childre; 
Your colored people send me an address of welcome and ask me to tell them 
what I know of education. 


I remember that little more than twenty years ago Vicksburg was a battle. 


field, andaround me are the scars of war, and twice as many dead soldiers see; 
on your hills than living people walk your streets. ; 


I remember that again and 
gain since that day you have faced the pestilence, that even your river has 




















I come from a State that is renowned for its 
ind from the city of Boston, that perhaps on the whole does more for 


up and down this Southern land 


schools 


its children than any city on the earth. I am glad I come from that city and 
have my own honest pride in her great renown. But last Monday I came to 
your little city of Vicksburg. Inthe Statestributary to your towna larger terri- 
tory is under water than the whole State of Massachusetts, and more property 














' 9 , > vy nf - . veral Ser ~~ 22iTe : oak ; a 
Mr BLAIR I am informed that several Senators desire to spt ak. burned thocekd shouiéer, thatthe open eoumey for hundreds of miles about you is 
Che Senator who has the floor for that purpose the Senator from Mis- not yet on its feet from the overwhelming destruction of war. YetI find your px 
ssippi [ Mr. GeorGe], I understand would prefer not to go on to-night. | ple taxing themselves almost twice the percentage of Boston for public schools, 
If there is ny other Senator who would speak to-night I hope there still compelled to teach the children in unsuitable buildings, and even your oper 
: al Hl sa os aa . : 5 7 country imposing almost as heavy a tax on its valuation as our proud Athens 
will no adjournme but that he will take this opportunity to be | of the Bay State. When I see such things—and I see them inevery one of y: 
heard now twelve States through which I have traveled in the past four years—I thank : 
: ; : : . God that I live in the same country with the people of the South, who out of : 
| » f thy, anat Ines not sire ti ‘ . v . | y t : i out o 
M ul OG : - nate does not desire t : ad) urn now I will their poverty and amid all their difficulties are doing such things for the « 
surrender my rht to the floor and let anybody take it. | dren. It seems to me that a Congress that would turn its back on the cry of thes 
M 4LLISON Is ild like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- pelionn ot children ) — a ee and give them t 
' ; ‘ 4 Riad. thik tia a } ’ a » ees , | Stones of constitutional theory and sectional distrust and partisan policy 
vire view e fact that the naval appropriation bill is now ready stead, would be a Congress itself sorely in need of education, of patriotism, 
for consideration by the Senate, when it is his purpose to bring this bill | of that statesmanship whose highest achievement is in helping the peopk 
i toa ‘ some fol Oo he has any purpose on the subject 9 a ee giving to the ee Loy eee ara withth 
t ' 2 — o. o nf 7 . } . ‘te i as Ses mighty era iat 1s Already upon us, et our honored Senators an tepres nt 
M “- ire to br ns the bill to a vote immediate 1Y, | tives at Washington give one week to the children who will inherit the R 
tte wssible todo it. Senators have a right to be heard public and will write the history of what they are doing to-day. 
a tm. ee head. and e ne shi ’ freedo] j : . eee a . 
and have no power to . pA ae “ Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Mississippi design to speak 
‘ es . KNOW > no ee the ee ' ’ ~— ee . - Mr. LAMAR. Ido not; my object is accomplished. 
da s to he Senate never has exhibited any inclinatio > 1p - 1: . 
: , oe ol a ans Cx ally ao th ‘a ; on Mr. BLAIR. There are a few things that I want to put in the pos 
would much preter personally that the Gebate | -ocsion of the Senate, and I will do it now. They are in the nature o 
t, as there much to be said yet. If no Senator desires | ¢, .4. . 
vl ch eee ee adjo ak r he Ng : ane fae : As bearing upon the question whether in the Southern States the: 
. vish, however Say ‘ all ¢ > Senate | : , é : : . 1 
oe oe ’ ed 4 a 1 . ai ae se ; - es | is generally among the intelligent and educated and influential peopl 
a we morning 7 . ’ diate . » conclu- : : ; : 7 ; 
vy morning to take up the ; LEN tim y oe . ; dat U- | a desire for this appropriation based upon the necessity that exists to: 
oO the mornine hues eas ates "OCR. oO . > ar rt ° ° . = 
ir CAME eet” od —y p ae I > i ob a . os the Calendar, | it, I desire to read from a private letter to Dr. Curry, of the Peabod 
Ir. ( 4 of Wisconsit al at. . : . ; — Se 
-- ; = : os vena ae eee cam 1y obj | fund. It is from a distinguished professor in the State of South Caro 
; ~~ ne ~ x 1G wm T will | ous - ; riously objects. | Jina. I should betray no confidence in giving his name, because sin 
\ 4 yt isconsl! TION ; ject. | : : : 
ir. ( LAIR EB ae Tak 7 . a nr ; ,. | this debate has been in progress he has personally written to me avoy 
} | aot) < as veh agi at » se : 1eC- ° . . ° . - ° 
ten th 1 fe — a oa h er a h the ser1ous ObJeC- | ing the ‘authorship of this extract which Dr. Curry sent me without 
vy frien ‘ he ‘ . re i YY) > ' ao | ° . . _ ° . ° ae . 
ion of my friend, for he may change his mind by the morning. .| giving me his authority. This is a communication of Dr. Curry to m 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is not the least probability of | He says: c ‘ 
. | He says: 
sonal 
re A letter before me— 
Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President— naa kA a ‘ ; 5 3 
Mr. BLAIR. Idesire to add further, and then I will yield tothe | Which is from this distinguished South Carolina professor— 
Senator from Mississippi, that | shall ask the Senate to dispose of the | \ letter before me from one of the best scholars and most active school me: 
to-morrow, no matter how protracted may be the session I think | the South says: *‘The argument is unanswerable. Here we stand face to 1 
’ . : _ z . . » -essitV > his ate > ts 3 of » 2 . » C4 not 
act t to get, through with the bill to-morrow If we can not doit with the necessity. All over this State the taxes of the white people can not 
Be Wy ows we 5 . : ~s ’ | made to suffice for the education of both white and colored; with the utmos 
for the Senate to take such action as it may see fit, but I shall | good-will, the resources are deficient. Nothing but national aid can solv 
« for a conclusion to-morrow night some time j problem, and without it there is great danger that the effort may be abandon 
. — ’ . . } in despair. 
Ir. ALLISON I hope so. I hope the Senator will press the bill | Thar last sentence— 
I ote to-morrow ‘ 
. 7 > : Dr. Curry goes on to say— 
Mr. BLAIR Iam very anxious indeed todo so. I yieldto the Sen- | 268 mor 
from Mississippi is unspeakably important. If this Congress adjourns without the aid,I sha 
Na a eee cee gu 7 ; ‘ | almost surrender hope in reference to the future of our country. May God sa) 
Mr. LAMAR. Idesire to make afew remarks. I shall not consume | our land. 
me of the Senate for more than four or five minutes, and as a part a 
1v remarks I ser » Secretary’ sk : ‘tio “a lee » de- | gh Pe be : . : . 
remarks I send to the ey © ae ka portion of a lecture de Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me ? 
d by Dr. Mayo, at Vicksburg, on the 26th of last month. Mr. BLAIR. I yield for a question 
NT, . iD rr . : 7 7 ; , ta aie , Me i ° rhe \. g 8 ‘ é - . 
2 os : _ : _ oo eens — - a io a - ome a “ | Mr. BECK. How far does the Senator think intelligent suffrage wi 
em tine ni “Ses » e Ss ? ‘ - . 4 : : 
I — 7 = - aa : di Bt ¢ ie bill, - ee be likely to be promoted by the passage of the sixteenth amendment 
; 1 ASK the Seni 0 dispose O he b | : J . : , . . . 
aponetlapeendbptenie : py a : ii a . | reported upon favorably the other day, I believe, from his committe: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi having Mr. BLAIR. In reference to female suffrage ? 
. ° . Z ° »hal he *Tre > 3 > f wie : 
he tloor asks to have read a certain paper which he has sent to the Mr. BECK. Yes 
“SS 
3 It will be rez if ‘re be » objection. oe oo -. 
cuiercs ay “ys a ; es a | Mr. BLAIR. I should like to make a speech on that. 
A ihe hiel I read aS IoOLLOWS: pe ° . 
es Mr. BECK. I should like to hear it. 
I have been for 17> ye -— among the people of ee Sutth ned, without vee, | Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps it had better not be made now. 
1 tl k I may say know the situation and can speak in plain English a word | \ POL a> een: tee i of ~ if wae were 4 aneur +9 
to Senators from the North who do not realize the true state of the case, and to Mr. BECK. How far would it aid the people if we were to throw in 
se rs from the South who are troubled with constitutional scruples in the | all the negro women as voters ? 
premises. To Northern Sen ~~ I say, without fear of —_ radiction, — the; Mr. BLAIR. Thenegrowomenaresuperiortothenegromen. There 
~ hern people can not, from their own resources, supply the means to educate a. ats 4 , . . y 4 are ie s , . ol 
the idren in any such way as the nec@sities of American citizenship de- | 48 20 question about that, and I do not know that there is any question 
mand. To-day the sixteen Southern States have onthe ground a system of free | about the same fact in reference to women of any other race or of races 
. ls, for both races, for which they are paying $1 } 0000 annually. —7 generally; but I shall not at this moment, I think, be diverted from the 
mve built up this system within fifteen years, a little better each year; and no . . cn AR 
, ; . ; : | purpose for which I rose. 
people under similar circumstances ever did such a work for popular education, I . : . 
in so short atime, since the world began. The desire to educate the children is | I now read a communication received yesterday from the correspond- 
every day pen — Sones = — a a = es eee. | ing secretary of the National Education Society, of which I gave the 
1 have looked throughand throughthe whole shadow side of Southern life, anc Senate « _ oner : » — ‘ a2 oo : 
I see no evil therein that can not be gradually overcome by the education ofthe | * enate some account in my opening address on this bill. 4 
‘ dren a good common school ; for wherever that American institution ex- | Bishop M. Simpson, of Pa., President. Hon. J. O. Wilson. of D. C.. Treasurer. 3 
sts all good things come to the front and perilous things retire and the Ameri- | Professor C. C. Painter, of Tenn., Corresponding Secretary 3 
can idea prevails * . . rer : oon “i . aT * 
: . oc . . ieee Executive Commitice: Rev. M. E. Strieby, D. D., of New York, Chairman; Rev. J. ; 
ae OS <3 -~ a ‘Tose oe my wo | be pone | ©. Hartzell, D. D., of Louisiana; Rey. J. M. Gregory, D. D., of Illinois; Hon z 
La END ED Oe Se See pea © postpone it is to invite perils yet un- | J. L. M. Curry, of Virginia ; General 8. C. Armstrong, of Virginia; Rev. R. H. | 
knownand expose one-half our country to calamities that will make our past Allen. D. D.. of Tennessee: Rev. Dr Twing, of Ne ma York: President A. S 
r nD - lie 9 » = . elieve ‘ av g > 22 . ’ 3 S __= = , OF Ne . ’ oS ; 
‘ as light and endurable b 1 believe that money given to these | Haygood, of Georgia; Mr. Benjamin Tatum, of New York; Rev. C. R. Bliss, 
st 2 honestly and practically applied, and the result of such giving | of Illinois; Rev. Robert Colyer, D. D., of New York 
“ sore to bind our people together than all other means within the national acter eee or eee oa - is 
powe Senators from the South I would say your people need and ask Na TIONAL Ept CATION ( OMMITTEE. 
tor that education for their children which will help them to become good citi- | OBSECE—SATIONAL AID TO COMBON SUBOOLS. ) 
ens of the Republic An intelligent people can be trusted to take care of the | INDIAN RIGHTS Asso LATION, 5¢ GRANT I . ae 
Constitution, but no body of statesmen is wise enough to do it if the peopleare | Washington, D.C., March 31, 1834, 
ignorant. Ican not speak to-night what I feel concerning this matteras Igo | Degar Sie: As corresponding secretary of the National Education Committee 






I hand you a copy, for presentation to Congress, of a resolution passed by the 
vast assembly gathered at Ocean Grove last August to consider the dangers which 
threaten our Republic because of the appalling and growing illiteracy of the 
country. This wasthe second annual meeting of this organization. The assem- 
bly out of which it was created was so large in numbers and so widely represent- 
ative that it possessed a truly national character. Allow me to inclose a state- 
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ment of its first annual meeting, that you may have someidea of the truth ofthis the white population of the North there were fifty-seven more colleges 
statement. . 4 , . 5 Shes ‘ : :No ? ain, aeamibeiiaiipianiie seaimaneeia 
The constituency whom this committee represents have contributed since the in the Sc uth than an the Nc rth; the re were ¢ igh y-one more pt )tessors 
war for education in the South a sum of money aggregating, ® is estimated, | O! colleges in the South than in the North, and in the North an excess 
nearly one-half as large as that proposed in your bill. This My given a by | of students of only 1,989. And upon the matter of expenditure the 
our most enlightened and best citizens, and every dollar of it expresses their | o-count stood thus: For collegiate education within their own borders 
earnest conviction that the appropriation asked for is needed and must be granted . ee ; y ; 
if this work is to be done; for it is great beyond the possibilities of private the South expended $147,751 more than was expended by the North, 
charity and local self-help. I assure you their interest inthe workisnotsimply | and in academic education the North expended $335,622 more than 
that of Christian philanthropists, but of enlightened citizens, and they ask with the South 
almost absolute unanimity that as citizens, through national legislation, they . ee : ’ > : i : 
may be allowed to helpin this work by such an appropriation from the national I have here a compilation of the school laws of three of the South- 
Treasury. . ala ern States. There has been some inquiry in reference to the existing 
Phe teachers sent out by the educational societies represented on this com- | ctatus of school laws throughout the southern portion of our country 
mittee went South when to do so as teachers was to risk life; they prosecuted : er a . ; 
their work in spite of abuse, contempt, and social ostracism until they have con- and the Commissioner of Education at my request has prepare d this 
quered prejudices, disarmed hostility, and —— respect. bpd have dem. brief abstract of the laws of three States, North Carolina, Mississippi, 
onstrated to all doubters that the negro can be ec ucated anc convinces a and Louisiana. and I understand him to say that the features which are 
opposers that he ought to be educated, and now they have the most earnest : ; . : 4 m ae “sare 
co-operation and support of those who once bitterly opposed their work to be found in the laws of those three States comprise all the features 
{ fully believe that not one can be found a heroes and heroines in | or substantially all the features to be found in the laws of any of the 
this great fight, whose opinions, it is respectfully submitted, are entitled to some | oie Milahain was a a at e 5 Mhic is + i 
consideration, who does not earnestly support the chief propositions of your | * outhe rm States relating to their school system. This is the compila 
bill. That aid ought and must be given if this work is to be done, and that the tion: 














South may be fully trusted to discharge the trust with which this bill would North Carolina.—In North Carolina the State treasurer receives the school funds 
charge them. | : Sa : | and holds them as a special deposit. They are paid out only on the warrant of 
The resolution which I am commissioned to present through you from this | the State auditor, issued on the order of the State board of education in favor 
association isasfollows: ; ‘ . : ’ of county treasurers for moneys apportioned to the count ceording ¢ ’ 
“Resolved, That the constitutional duty to provide for the safety of the Re- | sehool population by the State board, the order to be duly indorsed by the 
public is in full force at all times and in face of all dangers; and that in urging | county treasurer in whose favor itis drawn. The funds are reapportioned by 
Congress to deal immediately and adequately with the problem of illiteracy, | the eounty boards to the several white and colored school districts according'to 
which has assumed appalling proportions, we are only asking it to meet this | the number of children in each between 6 and 21 vears of ag Kia counts 


obligation, the discharge of which can not be called an exercise of charity, the 
neglect of which must prove a fatal crime.” 
Yours, very truly, 


treasurer pays from the funds of the respective districts orders drawn by the 
district-schoo! committee, and in case they are for the payment of teachers’ sal 
aries they are to be indorsed by the teacher and countersigned by the county 


Cc. C. PAINTER, 


: . ; . ; | superintendent, whois todo this only after the teacher in whose favor it is 

Corresponding Secretary Nebraska Educational Commission. | drawn shall have made to him all required reports, and each teacher must be 

Hon. H. W. BLATR, | duly certificated by a county examiner. All officers handling the money are 
United States Senate. | required to give bonds with ample securities. 

. : as eis _. | Mississippi, 1880.—The auditor of public accounts distributes the common- 

As bearing upon the question whether the amount which it is pro- | .chool fund among the counties according to the number of children in each. 


posed to distribute here is exeessive I will send an article to the Sec- | The distribution is made by the issuance of auditor's warrants on the State 
retary and ask him to read it, prefacing the reading by the remark that | tTeasury, payable tothe county treasurer. They pay money out upon the order of 
oy ea a ade by the Bos J ali ; adi da} a i, | the county superintendent of education, approved by the board of supervisors, 
itisa condensation made by t 1€ Oston . ournal in an editorial Of avery | except in case of teachers’ warrants, which shall be paid upon 

extensive collection of statistics published in the Christian Union, and | superintendent alone. 

which have been collected with great effort and accuracy, and which I | Separate schools are maintained for the different races, but no preferences are 


; ° . ° ° } shown to either by the law 
think to be as reliable as anything that is available. : 





, f th 
approva ot the 








: ™ ay F , ' fh : | Each treasurer is duly bonded, and each teacher must be licensed by the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair The Sec- | county superintendent 
star "O« > ie Tr | Louisiana In Louisiana the State superintendent quarterly apportions the 
retary will read the paper. S ; mapS! 1 I 
Th Chief Clerk read as follows: State school fund, which is in the hands of the State treasurer, to the 
ie ne erk read as 1o110WS: according to the number of persons in them between the ages of 6 and | 
THE NATIONAL DRINK BILL. amounts apportioned are pa a by the State treasurer to parish treasurers They 
ah ‘ : Tonk . . . . are tl a solid *( local fi sand ret ortl ied b 1e@ paris by rads 
Che Christian Union publishes a graphie chart, exhibiting the direct annual | “, then consolidated with local f mn : ee 1 by the parish # 
. dale : = | of school directors among the several ward or school districts of th . uC 
cost to the consumers in this country of alcohelic liquors as compared with ex- | line to the number of persc! £ acl prs h. Th ss 
penditures for other purposes. The chart exhibits the relative outgo for eleven | COTG§S FO Mie number Of DErsons OF SCHOO! age Mr evel a re ee 





pays out the money to the credit of each district on warrants drawn by 


different purposes by means of heavy black columns of varying height—three- | 














quarters of an inch representing an expenditure of $100,000,000. At one side. ex- | — of a oe ive th men oF oe ae sao lg : ‘kent nee ] a a . 
tending over half the page, towers the column representing the national-drink | staple mat hanks at } 4 on an ae eee Seika: Uneaansines at al era 
bill; at the other extreme, and showing by contrast hardly more than a line, is | Th rene as aos 7 — 7 vitae sn Se eer ee Se - Sec utcs coi 
the block which stands for the total annual expenditures for Christian missions, | *.'° P* pacer acerah « eeamelamane er ater ate an t a tang frie 
home and foreign. The bill for drink is $900,000,000; the bill for missions is $,- os maine Sore eames = nan ab ape ‘oe ee wae . ia cea 
500,000. Between these come the expenditures for bread, $505,000,000; for meat, Parial, ren megane co ae pee. spe tiie. tea an ant deer Whee alameda ail 
$303,000,000; for iron and steel, $290,000,000; for woolen goods, $237,000,000; for | negee ee ae ae a “s od fi hha ee rh Es Ci as Baer wel toca 
sawed lumber, $233,000,000; for cotton goods, $210,000,000; for boots and shoes, | i -eagenags se eee ‘ ag re oa t a SUPPORT TSN ; ‘he State board of ed . 
$196,000,000; for sugar and molasses, $155,000,000; and for public education, $85,- | CAt!08_ May restrain the parish officers trom paying salaries to teachers and 
000.000 | officers who have not performed their duties, Parish boards and treasurers are 
. 1 = o - e. fF . - , y . } > -+ +) ' - 
The statistics on which this chart is based are drawn from the last census and it anon ] a Ses as one ie — a 4 3 es wa foe : . “o 
from other reliable authorities. Lest the figures of the drink bill be thought to | ‘C17 predecessors in office —. tie See eee gas wie 
be a wild and careless estimate, the manner in which they have been obtained | > hool funds has bee a ee, ee pe on cl, eee eae a ty tig 
should be indieated. The internal revenue on distilled spirits in 1883 was $74,- = eee eee ene On: SO ee el Oe SY eee DOMES OF ME 
- ci MOll 


08,775; the rate is 90 cents a gallon; and the quantity of liquor taxed is there- | 
fore 52,651,972 gallons. A certain part of this was used for mechanical and scien- 


| 
| 
| reachers are required to be duly certificated 
tific purposes, but most of it was drunk asa beverage. Sold by the glass, it would | With reference to the school laws in Kentucky, I learn on further in 
| 
| 






cost the consumer about $6 a gallon. The whole amount at this rate would ag- | 
gregate $495,791,832. The tax on fermented liquors in the same year amounted | a oh ° 4) 1 } 
to $16,900,615, which, at $1 per barrel. represents an equal number of barrels. | which thre w the education of the colored people prac tically upon them- 
containing, at 31 gallons to the barrel, 523.919,065 gallons At5 cents a glass, and | selves, instead ot being now pending in the Legislature of that State, 
twelve glasses to the gallon, this costs the consumer $314,351,439. The imported | } ] | ry ] j 
: — , ; , : . yet cer ena was consummated by e last Legisiature, t eoisiatul r 183] mn 
liquors estimated on asimilar basis cost the consumer at least $100,000,000, which | } ar aeeenner a 7™ ; rk os eae visa ew 
brings the total cost up to more than $900,000,000 | there is now no feature of equality in reference to the education of the 
herwhiche is taken of native wines, nor of liquor, “ crooked whisky,” and | school children of any State that is not to be found in the school system 
other which ese , cation: 2a . e may he cen asa fair offee » a on Se . 1 ° > . 
ray oer 1 escapes taxation; and the cost of these may be taken as a fair « ffset | of Kentucky. rhe distribution is upon the basis of school population, 
o the distilled liquor employed for mechanical and scientific purposes. The . } : . 1i4: car 
estimate of $900,000,000 is therefore by no means a high estimate. It is midway | W ithout any reference to race, color, or previous candition 
between the estimates of the New York Tribune and the National Temperance Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn 
Almanac. Fourteen years ago, when the Government revenue from distilled ( 
liquor was about $20,000,000 less than now, and the national income from fer- | 
mented liquor was one-third what it now is, Dr. Young, the Government statisti- | the Senate adjourned. 
clan, estimated the nation’s drink bill at $600,000,000. On this basis, the estimate | 
of = en Union article can not be excessive. Thisis only the direct cost, 
and takes no account of the burdens of pauperism, idiocy, insanity, and crime 
which are directly traceable to drink. These are facts and figures which should HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
arrest the attention of the most careless, and should strengthen ev ery reason- 
able effort which is made to restrain and diminish the almost immeasurable evils 
which flow from the drink habit. 


quiry that the repeal of the obnoxious law-—that is obnoxious to some— 


1 


The motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o’clock and 26 minutes p 


TUESDAY, April 1, 1854. 


Mr. BLAIR. Here are some figures. I put these facts in now be- | , abe Shouse ee He ee ee en 
cause Senators are entitled to know of their existence as early as possi- |S. LIN —— +P 14 | lof ] ; 
ble as bearing upon the condition of the Southern white population | ane ae eeneer om Se NS PeeneENER Ae Pa ONES Oh HN 
before the war and the bearing of the war upon their existing condition. | day. 





I read from a statement compiled from the census by Dr. Curry, of the Mr. WOOD. I move that the Clerk omit reading the mer 
Peabody fund. He says: ; ; part of introducing bills and joint resolutions 


> ° e ere “as ( ywectlo é ( it was 5 ve 
nit = census of 1860 the white population of the North was about 19,000,000, "} : - . ; * oo — -_ ara zs onmenes 

of the South about 8,000,000. The North at that time had 205 colleges, 1,407 1¢ Journal was then read and approved. 
proteases, and 29,044 students, while the South had 262 colleges, 1488 professors, 
and 27,055 students. For these institutions the North expended $1,514,688 and 


on academic institutions $4,663,749. For similar institutions 3 yu i” . . , 
3 $4,663 749. similar institutions the South expended, By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the followin 
respectively, $1.662,419 and $4,328,127. . | | 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Os 


: . 7 cases: 
That is to Say, with a white population a little less than one-third of To Mr. SNYDER, for five days, on account of important 
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lo Mr. GARRISON, for one week from to-day, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
lo Mr. FoRAN, for three days, on account of important business. 
lo Mr. GREEN, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 
GENERAL GEORGE BALDY. 
Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
and the same were referred to the 


Qn 1 10tion ot 


in the case of General George Baldy 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


MISS HARRIETT HEMPKEN. 


On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Miss Harriett Hempken, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

LEGISLATION FOR TAH TERRITORY. 

On motion of Mr. CAINE, by unanimous consent, the House ordered to 
be printed as a documer e memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Utah, protesting against the passage of bills now pend- 
1 Ci 33 or any other measures inimical to the people of said Ter- | 
ritory unt ter a full investigation by a Congressional committee; 
which was read yesterday, and referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
te 

i HINE, \ ERTOWN ARSENAL. 
SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
W tra tting a communication from the Chief of Ordnance sub- 
t tt ym the American Society of Civil Engineers with ref- 
ted States testing-machine at the Watertown arsenal 
und 1 yropriations to be made therefor; which was referred to the 
( } App 0} ons 
I I {ENT, DISI CT O OLUMBIA GOVERNMENT. 

M EDLEI I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 

l l [ ™ 1d to the desk 

| CER | solu i ll be rea ifter which the Chair 
Ww 

| ( l s 

W I the District of Colum- 
bia I i } es ke manner, and grave 
doubts ~ stoth rectness of the accounts rendered, owing to the loose 
I s ha I p I 

VW t ur it tthe taxes have not been collected in strict con 
for ‘ Cher 

B l tth Commiutt i e District of Columbia be 1d they 
are | ith zed t ive a thorough examination made of all counts 
& i 1ing to th 1ances of the District of Columbia, and they are em- 
po ~ 1 for books and persons ind to employ such expert accountants 
as t ma ‘ necessa all expense arising from said investigation to be 
cde t itingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ( better be referred. 


\LKINS That had 


} 


Mr. REED. I have no objection to its going to a committee, but I 
)any action upon it at present. 

Mr. FIEDLER Chen I ask its reference to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
House Calendar the bill (H. R. 4738) to authorize the increase of the 
capital stock of the Commercial National Bank of Chicago. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read 

Mr WELLER. I object. 

Mr. VANCE. Lam directed by the Committee on Patents to ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 672) to amend 
section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, with reference to the patent laws. 

Mr. WASHBURN. l object. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe morning hour for the call 
of committees. 


CLERK COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of sub- 
mitting a privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. Hew- | 


ITT that a clerk be allowed the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department during the sessions of this Congress, with a compensation at the 
rate of $ per day, 
business assigned to the consideration of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department under the rules of the House seem to justify the allow- 
ance of a clerk to said Committee during the sessions of the present Congress. 
They therefore recommend the passage of the following substitute, namely : 
“Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures inthe Treasury Department 
be allowed a clerk during the sessions of the Forty-eighth Congress, who shall 


be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the same rate now paid | a . 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


House committee clerks who are employed during the sessions only.” 


Is there objec ion to the present consideration of 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 1, 





The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substitute 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the employment of this clerk be lim- 
ited to the present session. I suppose there would be no objection to 
that. I move to amend, therefore, by limiting itto this session. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am not authorized to accept 
any such amendment as that, and I hope it will not be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The expense is to be paid out of the contingent 
fund, and if so, it ought to be confined to the present session. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I understand that has not been the rule with 
respect to the others. They have not been confined to the session only, 
but have been employed during the Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman charged with the investigations 


| to be made by that committee will state that this work is to extend be- 


yond this session, I will withdraw the objection. But if the investiga- 


| tion is to be confined to the session only, I do not see the necessity of 


having a clerk whose term of office will extend beyond the session. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I have no knowledge as to whether the in- 
vestigations or the work of the committee will extend beyond the session 
or not. 

Mr. REED. 
session. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It is impossible to foretell what are to be the 
duties of the committee in that regard. I presume that when they ar 
done with the clerk they will let us know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very likely. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana to limit the employment of the 
clerk to the pre sent session of Congress. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 22. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the adoption of the 
amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 11. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. ERMENTROUT were appoints d tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, noes &. 

Mr. WELLER. There 
I will withdraw the point that no quorum has voted. 

So (no farther count being demanded) the amendment as 
was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. 
amended. 

Mr. DUNN. LIrise toa questionof order. I think the last vote was 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The last vote was on the adoption of the substi- 
tute reported by the committee for the original resolution. The House 
referred to the committee a resolution, for which the committee re- 
ported asubstitute. The House hasjust agreed to the substitute. The 
question now is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The chairman of the committee will extend beyond this 


~ 


being such a decided vote in the affirmativ: 
amende: 


The question now recurs on the resolution 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 
lar order is the call of committees for reports. 
tions. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope we will havea call of committeesthis morn- 
ing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I make the point of order that it is not in 
order to move to dispense with the morning hour after the call of com- 
mittees has commenced. 

The SPEAKER. No committee had reported, and the gentleman 


The regu- 
The Committee on Elec- 


| from Louisiana was on the floor at the time the Chair announced the 


| first committee. 


respectfully report that the amount and importance of the 


A vote of two-thirds is required. 
The question being taken, the morning hour was not dispensed with 
(two-thirds not voting in favor thereof). 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 1629, a bill (H. R. 6402) to amend the naturaliza- 
tion laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the time for the 
presentation and payment of claims against the United States; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
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ALABAMA CLAIMS COMMISSION. LIGHT-HOUSE AT PORT SANILAC. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam alsoinstructed by the Committee on the Judi- Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 

ciary to report a bill in lieu of a number of bills referred to the com- | with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5337) for the construc- 

mittee relating to the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims. tion of a lake coast light-house at or near Port Sanilac, Lake Huron, 


Bills of the following titles, reported back from the Committee on | Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
the Judiciary, were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying | and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
report ordered to be printed: INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE. 

‘A bill (H. R. 683) amendatory of and supplementary to an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Ge- 
neva award,’’ approved June 5, 1882; 

\ bill (H. R. 4933) to define and supplement an “ act establishing the 
Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of 
the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award,’’ approved June 5, 
1882; 

A bill (H. R. 2336) providing for the payment of judgments when 
rendered in the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims; 

A bill (H. R. 3422) to extend the duration of the Court of Commis- 
sioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 3595) to authorize the governor of each State 
of the United States to appoint commissioners to establish a system of 
international commerce and to decide the practicability of establishing 
a bureau of international commerce. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid upon 
the table and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask that it be placed on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done. 

The bill was accordingly placed on the House Calendar, and the ac 
companying adverse report ordered to be printed. 


{ bill (H. R. 4400) to define and supplement an act entitled ‘‘ An | INSPECTION OF BOILER OF STEAMSHIP KENT. 
act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
for the distribution of the unappropriated moneysof the Geneva award,”’ | back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3337) author- 
approved June 5, 1882; and Z izing the inspec tion of the boiler of the steamship Kent: which was 

A bill (H. R. 1811) re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of | placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
\labama Claims, and for other purposes. be printed. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, in lieu of the MARINE HOSPITAL ON STATEN ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


above bills, reported a bill (H. R. 6403) to define and supplement an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Ala- 
bama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of 
the Geneva award,’’ approved June 5, 1882; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
ith an amendment the bill (HL. R. 4835) providing for the purchase 
of property on Staten Island for a marine hospital at the port of New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the 


Ww 


of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | “COM PSNSINS FEPOrr rdered to be printed. 
Mr. TUCKER. I request also that the views of the minority of th: PORT CHARGES OF THE WORLD. 
committee may be printed with the report of the majority. Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported adversely 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. the petition of the Maritime Association of New York, asking that the 
SECTION 840, REVISED STATUTES. book ent tled Port ( h inges an | Requirem« nts on Vessels in the Various 
Ports of the World be placed for reference in the seaport consulates 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- | of the United States: which w 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2576) to repeal section 8 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, aoe 
ordered to be printed. Mr. SEYMOUR, fronf the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6100) granting the 
consent of Congress to the erection of bridge sover navigable rivers upon 

Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, reported, | conditions therein stated; which was placed on the House Calendar, and 
as a substitute for H. R. 1713, a bill (H. R. 6404) to authorize the serv- | the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


is laid on the table, and the accompany 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


t 
1 
+ 


BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE RIVERS 


SERVICE OF PROCESS OF TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


ice of civil and criminal processes issued by Territorial courts within BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

ili “ws is -eservati -_ » Va s » Park: el} : ; : 5 
ee — rese — and = neon oma whi h Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ouse Calendar, and, | a. a substitute for H. R. 2382. a bill (H. R. 6406) to authorize the con- 


1 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point, 

NATIONAL BANK OF LARNED, KANS. within ten miles north and ten miles south of the town of Rulo, in the 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Banking and ar yh co ae ee . ee at ois Ps = ness 

Currency, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. ee Pore a : ceed aa * a ae ee ee 
R. 5747) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First Na- SE Ey ares ee pe 


tional Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exceed $250,000; which was | BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,| Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported 
ordered to be printed. back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4695) to amend 


INSPECTION OF LIVE-STOCK. ETO an ‘‘act authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
‘s z : : _— | River opposite to or within the corporate limitsof Nebraska City, Nebr. ,”’ 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, in lieu | approved June 4, 1872; which was placed on the House Calendar, and 
of sundry bills and a joint resolution referred to that committee, a bill | the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
(H. R. 6405) to provide for the inspection of live-stock, hog products, PRIVATE PROPERTY DESTROYED IN MILITARY SERVICE 
and dressed meats, and for other purposes; which was read a first and | Papen ea eee eee eet eet eee eee 
second time. . | Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
The SPEAKER. Does the bill make an appropriation ? back w ith an amendment the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the set- 
Mr. REAGAN. It does not. It contemplates the appointment of | tlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss 
officers by the Treasury, but they are officers to be paid by fees and of private property destroyed in the military service of the United States; 


not out of the Treasury. which was refer red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- | Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
panying report, ordered to be printed. A. P. FRICK. 
Mr. CLARDY. I desire leave to submit the views of the minority,| Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
and ask that they be printed with the report of the majority. ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2678) to authorize the President, by 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint A. P. Frick 
f The following bills and joint resolution, reported back from the | an assistant surgeon in the United States Army; which was laid on the 
Committee on Commerce, were laid on the table: table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


A bill (H. R. 1899) to prohibit imports from foreign governments 


’ . 8 ae ; _& FRANCIS M. KIRBY. 
who unjustly discriminate against the products of the United States; : 


A bill (H. R. 1905) authorizing the President to prohibit by proc- Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
lamation the importation of goods in certain cases; : back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3428) for the re- 
A bill (H. R. 4056) providing for the inspection and certification lief of Francis M. Kirby: which was referred to the Committee of the 
of the quality of meat products for exportation; and Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
S ; ° 7 . . ’ - . ° Te > rir » : 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 111) authorizing the President, during | ered to be printed 
the recess of Congress, to prohibit the importation of any imports in- DONATION OF CONDEMNED ORDNANCE STORES. 
Jurious to public health from those countries which on the same grounds Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 


prohibit the importation of any American goods or products. adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 75) authorizing the Seci etaries ot 
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Warand Navy to donate condemned ordnance stores to the Grand Army 
of the Republic of the Department of the Potomac; which was laid on 


the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ROAD TO NATCHEZ NATIONAL CEMETERY. 
Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 


back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3263) to construct a road to 
t ional cemetery at Natchez, Miss.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ALFRED HEDBERG 
MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3062) for the 
relief of Alfred Hedberg: which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
} 


dered to be printed 


M 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Post-Office 


und Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for joint resolution No. 194, 


joint resolution (H. Res, 222) to reappropriate and apply the amount 
approp! ited by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1877, to pay 
certain Southern mail contractors; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


Union, and, with the ace | 


ympanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LETTING OF MAIL CONTRACTS 
Mr. JONES, of Texas 


Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4494, a bill (H. R. 6407) 
to reguiate the letting of mail contracts; which was read a first and 
s ud time, placed on the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to br printed 


IU ETTI AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
Ir. SCALES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, as a 
ibstitute for so much of House bill 292 as relates to the same sub- 


ject, a bill (H. R. 6408) to forfeit dand granted to the State of Michigan 


to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, 
in said State; which was read a first and second time, placed on the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
Mr. BELFORD. 1 ask consent to present the views of the minority 
of the committee on the bill just reported, to be printed with the report 
of the majority 
rhere was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 
OCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin ; which was re- 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
Rt. 707) to provide for the erection of a public building at the town of 
Houlton, Me.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

Mr. BREITUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1139, a bill (H. R. 6410 
for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4789, a bill (H. R. 6411 
to provide for the selection of a site and erection of a new public build- 
ing at Detroit, Mich.; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. : 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE, IND. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, fromthe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, also reported, as a substitute for H. R. 368, a bill (H. R 
6412) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a public building at 
the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana;’’ which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. HOLTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1618 
to provide for theconstruction of acourt-house and post-office at Clarks- 
burg, W. Va.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CONVICT LABOR 
Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Labor, reported back with 


amendments the bill (H. R. 995) to prohibit any officer, agent, or serv 
ant of the Government of the United States of America to hire or con- 
tract out the labor of prisoners incarcerated for violating the laws of 
the Government of the United States of America; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WAGES DUE UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Labor, reported back with 


| amendments the bill (H. R. 4592) to pay to the employés of the Gov- 


fi to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, | 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
J. HW. BURCHARD. 
Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
wit] avorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of 


| ernment wages hitherto withheld in violation of the eight-hour law; 


J. H. Burchard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


be printed 


RELINQUISHMENT OF INDIAN LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered | 


favorable recommendation Executive Document No. 16, being a | 


message from the President of the United States, transmitting a com- | 


munication from the Secretary of the Interior of December 4, 1883, 


with draught of a bill to accept and ratify an agreement with Chief Moses | 
and other Indians for the relinquishment of certain lands in Washing- 


ton Territory 


JUSTICES OF PEACE IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Territories, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5639 
extending the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in Wyoming Territory ; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be’printed. 

TERRITORIAL ACTS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 2949, a bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure 
defects in certain acts of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST, FLA. 
Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. | 


reported back with amendments the bill (S. 229) to authorize the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key | 


West, Fla.; 


printed 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE H. FLUKE. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5999) granting an additional 
pension to George H. Fluke; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ADDISON M. COPEN. . 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4973) for 
the relief of Addison M. Copen; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

JOHN E. DENHAM. 


On motion of Mr. BAGLEY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5798) 


granting a pension to John E. Denham; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the following cases adversely ;and the same were severally laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 989) granting a pension to Anna M. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to W. H. Gifford; 

A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Jacob Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 2412) for the relief of Mary A. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Philemon B. Purvis; 

A bill (H. R. 2468) granting a pension to John Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Jacob Mayer; 

A bill (H. R. 2479) granting a pension to Ann Jane Mackey; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) for the relief of William Munion; 
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A bill (H. R. 4182) granting a pension to Ann Smart; 
A bill (H. R. 4829) tor the relief of Elizabeth Brain; 
A bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to Walter H. Wood; 


A bill (H. R. 5355) for the relief of Alvin Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 5661) granting a pension to Patrick Coffield; 
A bill (H. R. 5662) for the relief of Joseph Schuler; and 
A bill (H. R. 5790) for the relief of Sarah Gallagher. 


JANE HILTON. 


back the bill 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | W@S referred to the Committee of the 


LOUIS D. PETTY 
Mr. FY AN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


: an amendment the bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension 
A bill (H. R. 5087) tor the relief of William Munion; Petty: I 


JAMES HAWKINS. 


1 


reported w 
) ] OuLs 
Hloust 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed 


ith 


D> 


on 


Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins 
Whole House on the Private ¢ 


which 


. > e . > > $ P : =; “ “Al oO ( r ‘ ‘Tre ‘4 } « } | 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; | endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | 


WILLIAM REINHARDT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Reinhardt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. H. BOWMAN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of William C. 
H. Bowman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered | 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM HUGHES. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions | 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2077 
for the relief of the heirs of William Hughes, deceased; and the same | 


was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


HENRY J. GRAVES. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4149 
for the relief of Henry J. Graves; and the same was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

MRS. ANN CORBIN. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ann Corbin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

IRA M’NAIR. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira McNair; | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- | 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EMANUEL SULSGROVE 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 3614) for the relief of Emanuel Sulsgrove; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CALVIN KNICK. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Calvin 
Knick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1862) for an increase of pen- 
sion of James Buchanan; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH J. COLBERT. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3160 
granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Colbert; which was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the | 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following 
titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying reports to be printed, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 6105) to increase the pension of Mrs. Susan B. La | 


Monte; 
A bill (H. R. 1844) to increase the pension of Nick S. McCown; 


A bill (H. R. 1843) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis 


} 


\ 


I 


t 


| 





GEORGE ZIEFLE. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquon 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be laid upon tl 


table. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I object 


: | Mr. PRICE. The minority desire to submit their vi 
A bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pension to Matthew McDonnell; and | tion, to be printed with the report of the committee 


| bill be put upon the Calendai 


Hk. 


R 


al 





Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
ack the bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Ziefle; whic! 
vas referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Ca 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS 

On motion of Mr. HOUK, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
lischarged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2746 
the relief of John Seudgington; and the same was referred to the Com 
nittee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. HOUK, also, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5167 
for the relief of Charlotte Morrow; and the same was referred to the 

| Select Committee on the Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay 
| On motion of Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill ( H 
R. 2315) for the relief of Delia E. Grummond; and the same was re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation a petition of the following title; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed 
namely: 

Petition of Pearson C. Montgomery, asking compensation for th 3 
of steamboat New Nation 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 735) for tl ‘ 
Edmund Wolf. ® 

Mr. STORM. At the request of my colleague on thi mmit 
[Mr. WELLER], I ask that that bill be referred to the Calendar 

TheSPEAKER. The bill, with the adverse report, will be re ed 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar a 
adverse report printed 

INTEREST ON WAR LOANS 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 2463) to reimburse the several States for interest paid 
on war loans. in l tor other purposes ; which was reterre a { » the ( 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, wit! 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

HEIRS OF BLACK BEAVER 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also report 
| back the bill (H. R. 269) for the relief of the heirs of Black Bea 
| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on t! 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be pr l 

ADVERSE REPORT 
Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also rep 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5182) for 

relief of Edward Stearns; which was ordered to be laid on t] 

and, with the accompanying report, printed 

A. T. TERRILI 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War ¢ 3 
reported back the bill (H. R. 6413) for the relief of A. T. Terrill 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Priv ( 
| endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printec 

VACATION OF AN ALLEY, WASHINGTO? 
Mr. FIEDLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia 

ported back the bill (H. R. 4994) to vacate an alley in square 4 

the city of Washington; which was referred to the House Calend 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

COMMISSION ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFI 
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The SPEAKER. It will be placed upon the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. The minority of the committee 
\ o, without objection, have the right to submit their views. 

I ‘ no obiection. ‘ 

REDEMPTION FUND OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5043) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to invest the lawful money deposited in the 
lreas In trust by national banking associations for the rede mption 
of their cireulating notes: which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the a ompanying rey ordered to be printed 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER Chis concludes the call of the standing and select 
cominittec If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize gentle- 
mi ke reports who were not in their seats when their commit- 
t< | 

Phere 3 

rES 

Mr. | rH Post-Office and Post- 
I ! ‘ ‘ | ill (H. R.811) to amend 
Ss Sod he Revised Statutes ch was reterred to the House 
( nd, with the ame Iment and accompanying report ordered 

LIEF ¢ LILORS AND MARINES 
GO Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back with 
i é iat the bill (H. R. 5204) forthe reliefof certain 
Sa rime ‘ WW nich is referred to the Committee 
ol y ho HorfSe on tl state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
} e . } 
| lered to be ] d 
Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
{ ible recommendation the bill (H. R. 2378) restoring to the 
sion-roll the name of John Allee; which was referred to the Com- 
ee of t W hole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
I eport ordered to be printed 
RADE-DOI I 
Mr. DOWD i call for tl egular order 
he SPEAKER Che regular order is the unfinished business under 
ys t adjournment yesterday, being the bill (H. R. 4976 
th re rement and recoinage of the trade dollar. The centleman 
n | Mr. PusEy | is entitled to the floor, having thirty-five min- 
sof his time remaining 

Mr. PUSEY Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on Coin- 
we, Weights, and Measures, I desire briefly to submit some arguments 
in advocac y o! the provisions of this bill. 


Che trade-dollar in no sense constitutes any part of the circulating 
medium of this country to-day. Public policy and national good faith 
require its speedy retirement. Under the provisions of this short bill 
this can be accomplished without loss to the country or without loss to 
the present holders of this anomalous coin. 

The provisions of this bill are simple, direct, equitable, and compre- 
hensive. Section 1 reaches that class of holders who are remote from 
our subtreasuries. 
dred miles of them. Other gentlemen on this floor represent constitu- 
encies who have not a subtreasury within one thousand miles of them. 

Section 1 provides for those holders by making this coin receivable 
for public dues. They can walk across the street to the deputy collect- 
ors of internal revenue and buy their revenue-stamps, or they can go 
to the post-office and buy their post-office stamps and use the coin at 
par. Section 2 provides for the large holders in those great money cen- 
ters, where they can use it by going immediately to the subtreasury 
and getting the standard silver dollars in exchange. 


Section 3 provides | 


| be subject to just criticism in 1884. 


that these trade-dollars shall be sent by these treasurers and subtreas- | 


urers to the coinage mints of the country to be recoined into standard 
dollars, thereby giving to the country a uniform silver circulation. 
Now, I will say, Mr. Speaker, within parliamentary usage, I hope, 
that up to section 4 of this bill the committee were practically unani- 
mous, but when we reached section 
is @ minority report of this committee on the provisions of that section. 


of silver bullion by the Treasury. 
of the minority report, says: 
1878, interfered with.’’ 
terfere with it. 


Our chairman, who is the author 
**T do not want the law of February 28, 
I say in reply that practically we do not in- 
There is one provision of that law that requires the 
Treasury of the United States to purchase monthly not less than $2,000,- 
000 of silver bullion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the committee, why is it that 
that provision was put in there? Was it not to enable the Treasury of 
the United States or the mints of the United Statesto coin not less than 


4 there was a division, and there | 


i 


2,000,000 per month of standard dollars? It was not put in there for 
any such purpose as to make a steady market of $2,000,000 a month 


to silver-bullion dealers. We do not legislate in that direction. You 
practically do not affect the monthly coinage of standard dollars. The 


clink and music of the Bland dollar will be heard just as it is now. 
The Government of this country will still take $7,200,000 per annum 
as seigniorage on this money of the people. Now, is this a strike at the 
silver-bullion dealer? By no means. We are under no obligation to 
furnish a market for him. You ask, what will he do? He will do pre- 
cisely as my farmers do, store the product until there is a market for it, 
with the certain assurance that the Government is a purchaser within 
a very few months. 
In round numbers, 


there have been thirty-five millions of this anom- 
alous money coined. 


It is estimated by the statistics of our custom- 
houses, the manifests of our vessels, and the approximate amounts 
brought by im 


igrants tot 





his country, that all of this $35,000,000, 
with the exception of possibly $7,000,000, have, in those dusky nations 
of the East, gone into the coinage of the sycee-silver, into subsidiary 
coin, into ornaments, and into the arts, so that there is left practically, 
at the maximum calculation, in all not to exceed $8,000,000. 

[ think, Mr. Speaker, the argument on this whole bill should rest 
here. We have suffered ourselves to issue a coin, the trade-dollar, for 
foreign circulation. 


The Constitution gives us control over the coinage 
ol 


silver and gold, the regulation of its value, and th¢ 
eign coins within the United States. But here is a native coin for for- 
eign circulation. I will admit, Mr. Speaker, that it is the child of an 
impure alliance. Yet the Government finds itself in the position that 
it has to assume the guardianship of this prodigal. It has on it the 
devices and insignia of this Government, and the honor and good faith 
of this nation demand that it should be redeemed. 

It m LN be said that speculators of this 


regulation of for- 


have th Chat 


countr) iS coin 


may be true tosome extent. But is not that true of every commodity ? 
But the fact is that outside of the great moneyed centers this coin is 
scattered among the laborers of this country I will say as a practical 


business man that I know of thousands of dollars of this anomalous coin 


that are deposited in the banks of the country as a special ce posit Un- 


der the provisions of this law the man who has $10, $20, or $50 can walk 
right across the street and get dollar for dollar in revenue-stamps and 
postage stamps. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to pose as a doctrinaire upon any of the 


economic questions that may come before this House. I would rather 
be instrumental in crystallizing the intelligence and experience of this 
House in formulating some practical legislation before the country 

Mr. Speaker, when debate on this bill closed by reason of adjourn- 
ment on the evening of the 28th, it had been circumscribed to reasons 
for and objec tions to the adoption of the four sections of this bill pro- 
viding for the retirement of the trade-dollar. In the license and 
latitude given the discussion of all public measures before the House, 
this debate has not proven exceptional, but has encompassed the history 
of legislation since 1853 on the silver question. What may have been 
wise in 1853, with the changed statistics of our precious metals would 
The results immediately preced- 
ing and leading to the enactment of the silver legislation of 1853 are 
unprecedented in the history of this or any other country. 

In 1848 commenced what is known asthe golden era, which in one 
decade flooded this country with over $550,000,000 in gold, and during 


| which period the native product of silver scarcely reached $550,000. 
My people have not a subtreasury within five hun- | 


Add to this natural cause the fact that France had thrown her mints 
open to free coinage, and British India had adopted the silver standard, 
and you have thesolution of the silver legislation of 1853, by which our 
subsidiary silver coins were debased nearly 8 per cent. and gold and 
silver were forced to part eompany. This plethora of ‘gold stimulated 
every branch of industry, ran real estate up to fabulous prices, in- 
creased the price of living, and decreased the purchasing power of the 


| gold dollar, followed by reaction, which led to partial suspension of 


specie payment, to be succeeded in turn by national suspension of 
specie payment in December, 1861. 

In the mean time, however, what is known as the silver era in the 
United States had arisen. The product of gold had reached its max- 
imum of $69,000,000 annual product when the silver mines of Nevada 
and the States and Territories west of the Missouri began to pour into 
the market their tribute of silver, as a further evidence of the inex- 
haustible resources of this favored country, augmenting in volume until 


| the product of 1883 is in excess of that of gold by more than $20,000,000, 
That provides that when this coin is sent to the coinage mints it shall | thus restoring by natural causes, measurably, the normal ratio of our 


be treated as silver bullion and deducted from the monthly purchases | 


precious mentals, estranged by existing causesin 1853. What were the 
extraneous causes, aside from any absence of equilibrium in our pre- 
cious metals, which led to our legislation of 1873, which gave to the 
world the trade-dollar, and that of February 28, 1878, known as the 
‘silver flood,’’ and which was but a legitimate sequence of the legis- 
lation of 1873. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I entertain very pronounced convictions on this 
question—convictions forced upon me in a lifetime spent in the busy 
marts of trade and as a silent but somewhat observant student of our 
financial policy since 1865. And yet, speaking in this presence and to 
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the country, I do not know of a sentiment which I could utter, I do 
not know of a principle which I might seek to ingraft upon the legis- 
lation of this country on the silver question which might not be sub- 
ject to modification by the ceaseless and ever-changing tide of interna- 
tional commerce. When the war closed and a nation’s life had been 
preserved by the heroic sacrifices of her people, a policy, a financial 
policy, was adopted by those in power which has done more, in my 
judgment, to concentrate the distributed wealth of this entire nation 
into the colossal fortunes of the few than has all our wasteful endow- 
ment of our public domain upon railroad corporations. 

When the tragic history of our civil war has lost its glamour some 
Albert Gallatin may be found who will yet write the financial tragedy 
of this nation, commencing in 1865 and closing on that memorable Ist 
day of January, 1879, when the curtain dropped, bearing the inscrip- 
tion, ‘‘ Forced resumption by means of contraction.’’ I hope that his- 
tory in all its significant details may be found in that book which will 
be so opportunely cast upon the market a few weeks preceding the 
Chicago convention, whose author was a prominent actor in that drama. 
If so, it will be found that the policy of McCulloch, Boutwell, Bristow, 
and Sherman overshadowed the nation with a financial cloud of more 
than Cimmerian darkness, which left in its wake prostrate industries, 
ruined fortunes, paralyzed energies, filling our land with mourning and 
our streetsand byways with starving tramps—the fruitful mother of the 
riots of 1877, and the mournful episode to a nation’s triumph in arms. 

All honor, then, to the men who stood up in these Halls on the 28th 
of February, 1878, and passed the silver bill over the veto of President 
Hayes. In the full light of contemporaneous history, I believe it was 
the throes of a brdve people striving to utilize to the utmost the re- 
sources of our country—not to avert, but ‘‘to temper the winds to the 
shorn lambs.’? With our policy on the silver question, superadded to 
the more important fact that in the ten years embraced between 1873 
and 1883 the agricultural products of this country are estimated to have 
been twenty billions of dollars’ worth, of which we exported over six 
thousand millions in value, while other exported articles were enor- 
mous, in all far exceeding in the aggregate that of the forty years pre- 
vious, bringing us a balance of trade of over $110,000,000—in this 
you have the causes which made specie resumption possible. 

But was specie resumption on the Ist day of January, 1879, a truth- 
ful annunciation of the nation’s ability to pay its demand liabilities in 
gold? On that day there was outstanding, first, gold certificates, $21,- 
580,700; second, matured United States bonds, $22,140,642; third, ma- 


Pens 


tured interest, $4,081,903; fourth, legal-tender notes, $346,681,016; ag- 


gregate demand liabilities being $394,484,261. Gold in the Treasury, 


$135,382,639 to accomplish this. This is the way the books stood on 


that day after Sherman had sold $100,000,000 of our 45 per cent. bonds 
for gold tothe New York and London syndicate, paying them 4 to 4 pei 
cent. commission, and we have been paying and will have to pay interest 
on these bonds until maturity. Whataclimax to a prologue of consum- 
mate financial crime! Not one dollar of legal-tender notes was pre- 
sented for redemption, and our silver certificates have so steadily grown 
in favor that more than $90,000,000 of gold coin has been sent to our 
Treasury in exchange for them. You gentlemen from New England 
and the great financial cities of this country, who in this debate are 
clamoring that we should stop the coinage of the silver dollar, should 
have more respect for silver as a potent agency, as in truth the factor 
solving the problem of national finance. 

Now, how shall we treat this silver question so far as it may be in- 
volved in the requirements of section 4 of this bill. The United States 
unexpectedly finds itself heir to about $8,000,000 silver coin in the 
trade-dollars proposed to be recoined into standard dollars in order to 
afford a uniform silver circulation, which willsupply our coinage mints 
about four monthsin coining. The United States Government is, under 
this provision, not in the market during these four months as a purchaser 
of silver bullion. It isin the condition of the miller whose bins are full 
of grain to overflowing, and he stops the purchase until! he can grind his 
stock on hand, and if he buys it will be for speculative purposes. The 
Government has not only been unexpectedly supplied with silver bull- 
ion sufficient for coinage for four months to come, but has on hand, {o1 
which there is no present demand, 38,000,000 standard silver dollars 
over and above all demands upon it for redemption of silver certificates 
outstanding, as will be seen by the following statement which I have 
just received from the Treasurer 

Condition of gold and silver in our Treasury March 29, 1334 
Gold coin in Treasury and mints...... vnihebilbschaveitsubel Souls -» S150, 249,735 24 
NE MND rincdsdbarchsnadconsets iationutntrenimeniingueniees ‘ 60, 624, 333 10 


210, 974,068 34 


Gold certificates outstanding... 69, 854, $20 00 


141,919,248 34 


I euuie ; 5, 043, 824 61 
Standard silver dollars................0..000. 129, 002, 117 00 

: 134, 045, M41 61 
Silver certificates outstanding. .............cccssccsssesesseeseseserceseseeesceeees 95, 985, 821 00 





Again, if this bill becomes a law, the trade-dollars will be practi- 
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cally retired within ninety days after its passage, which will be an 
expansion of silver-certiticate circulation so far as that monthly re- 


| demption is in excess of the $2,000,000 silver bullion monthly “pur- 


chase which the Treasurer is required to make under one of the provis- 
ions of the law of February 28, 1878. Oursilver and gold, with their 
representatives, gold and silver certificates, together with the reserved 
authority of the Government over the volume of legal-tender notes 
to be issued, constitute the automatic power of the Government ove 
its monetary affairs, which in time will be self-adjusting, placing us 
where our Treasury has not been since 1865, beyond the control of the 
moneyed syndicates of the world. As the three hundred and forty mil! 
ions of national-bank circulation, founded on the debt of the nation 
shall be gradually retired by the redemption of the hypothecated bonds, 
the monthly issue of our gold and silver certificates will supply the de 
ficiency and fill the vacuum. 

What then, Mr. Speaker, should be the policy of this Congress in ref 
erence to our silvercoinage? Primarily, toreacha purer coinage. With 
our inexhaustible resources in mineral wealth, no country can afford a 
purer and better coinage than the United States. Anaxiomatic truth in 
trade is, ‘‘ Manufacture the best article and your market is assured 
Money derives its power from its quality of universal acceptability, and 
labor is the real measure of the exchangeable value of all commodities 
Gold and silver is the money of the laborer; give it them, as God has 


given it to us, in the greatest purity It isnot the money of the great 
corporation, of commerce, and the bank. They deal in the ** money of 


account.”’ 
But the toiling millions keep no bank accéunts; their money should 


not only at all times have the greatest purchasing power, but as far as pos- 


sible possess enduring and intrinsic uniformity in value lo preserve the 
natural ratio of these precious metals has been the problem of the ages 
In the days of Christ it stood as 9 tol. It has varied through all the 
centuries, and our present siandard is 16 to1. No country has any 


trouble with this silver question which exports more than it imports, 
or sells more than it buys. Legislation may do very much to sustain 
the equilibrium of these precious metals. Some go so fur as to say it 
may practically control it, through the metric system of coinage, when 


| the two metals are blended in their natural ratio. 


In this age of quick transit and almost constant contact of the great 
commercial nations of the earth revulsions can be but temporary; the 
ebb of the receding tide eastward but augments the flow westward for 
investment in our products. If we can fully restore the confidence ot 
the people in the preéious metals, begetting thereby the habit of priz 
ing our coin, it will lead to frugality and thrift, the surest foundation 
of a people’s permanent prosperity, placing in power those who are in 
full sympathy with our people on this question, and not under the 
domination of corporate power. We can infuse into our diplomacy a 
vigor and earnestness on this question which will be more powerful 
than the Latin Union, and which will take our money where our flag 
goes, to be received and respected by all peoples. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print some tabulated statements in ref 
erence to our product of the precious metals and the fluctuations in 
their value. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection 


Native product of gold and silver from 1859 fo 18 


Year Gold, Silver 
1359...... ° ° ecaveds ‘ . $50, 000, 000 $100,000 
1360 ioe . 416, 000, OOO 15h. OM) 
1861... $3. 000. 000 2 OOO O00 
1862 ai 36, 200, 000 1 5) OOO 
1863 r 40, 000, 000 & 500, 000 
1864... ; : — 46, 000, O00 11, 000, 000 
L865 53, 225, 000 11, 250, 000 
1866 53, 500, 000 10. 000. 000 
1867 ‘ wae 51,725, 000 13, 500, 900 
L168 : 18, 000. 000 12, 000, 000 
1869 : 49.500, 000 13. 000. 000 
1870 4. 000. O00 16. 000. 000 
L871 : 13.500. 000 22 O00. OOO 
1872 36. 000. 000 25, 750, 000 
143 ; - 16, 000, 000 6. OU ) 
PRODUCT WEST Ol THE MISSOURI RIVE! 
WeEtts, Farco & Co. EXPRESS AND BANKING 
San Francisco, January 1, 1884 
DEAR Sir: The followingis a copy of ourannual statement of precious meta! 


produced in the States and Territories west of the Missouri River (including 
British Columbia and receipts by express from the west coast of Mexico) during 
1883, which shows aggregate products as follows: Gold, $29,236,492; silver, $47,- 
229,649 ; copper, $5,683,921; lead, $8,163,550—total gross result, $90,513,612 


California shows a decrease in gold of $1,629,028, and an increase of silver of 
$969,844. Nevada shows a falling off of $1,59).755. The Comstock shows an in- 
rease of $392,468, but there is a decrease in the product of Eureka district of 


. 
$1,519,124. With the exception of Montana and Idaho, there is a decrease in the 
product of the other States and Territories 

The facilities afforded for the transportation of bullion, ores,and base metals 


by the extension of railroads into the mining districts increase the difficulty 
verifying the reports of the products from several important localities, and 
the general tendency is to exaggeration when the actual values are not obtain 


able from authentic sources ; but the aggregate result, asshown herein, we think 


i may be relied on with reasonable confidence a3 approximately correct 












































































































































Annual products of precious metals in the States and Territories west of the Missouri 


Gold dust and bull- 


States and Territories. ion by express 


California 


$13, 182, 188 


Nevada ; : anion wane . . 1,097,595 
Oregon ae ; ‘ linemen 387, 927 
Washington 42,117 
Alaska 85, 000 
Idaho epineneeeumbnane - 1, 077, 985 
Montana D 2 380. 000 
Utah os ; 27, 036 
Colorado 2. 341, 692 
New Mexico 123, 642 
Arizona ; : 340, 686 
Dakota ; 2, 448, 000 
Mexico (west coast 767, 836 
British Columbia 521,613 


2A, 823, 317 


The gross yield for 1883, shown above 


, segregated, is approximately as 
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Gold dust and bull- 
ion by other con- 
veyances, 









APRIL 1, 





River, 1873. 


Silver bullion by 


Ores and base bull- 
express. 


ion by freight. Total. 

















$659, 109 $1, 171,748 $660, 269 $15, 673, 314 
ssidinmneneni 5, 924, 252 1, 749, 77 8,771. 621 
193, 963 11,090 592. 980 

21, 058 | Sl 63, 526 
I ae a lieiaes sine A aa al atl cee 105. 000 
215, 597 692, 545 1, 819, 700 3, 805, 827 
119, 000 4, 900, 000 2, 480, 000 9, 879, OOM 
4,134 | 2, 398, 627 4, 587, 885 7,017. 682 
’ matinineti 4,434, 444 17, 533, 864 24, 310, 000 
50, 000 1,190, 977 2, 048, 900 3,413,519 
150. 000 4. 3,545, 630 8, 183. 74 
SEE.GD |, FRED Iecncce ccccccms-cesece smeecte 2 

‘in sie 870, 548 384, 000 5 

BID | Eoccncnatunieteccnspetg sietnntencaionncnesenenpepeumnwabibedanel 











1, 808, 264 


follows: 











ROR, Dee DCE COMB occ cccvccccececsceconcessccocetseseecs snbcnn adocns openeusessensesenseneneseusosesonssesousoossnee 
Silver, 52.30 per cent 
Copper 6.30 pe rcent sece 
Ry EE Ne MUN iicivesas vecunsstpesvissiniatinvss comanhonnueuseunanebameewrsansensaseanisamepiaaainia 
90, 313, 612 
Annual products of lead, copper, silver, and gold in the States and Territories west of the Missouri River, 1870-1883 
‘ J AzZize 

2 auxin 

= “s~ 2 | The net product of the States and Territories 

S Seauues west of the Missouri River, exclusive of British 

5 fests Columbia and west coast of Mexico, divided 

Year. "8h aS is as follows: 

eo eo = 

2 s3 ~ 

ae, Sefee an mn 

ae og - Lead. Copper. Silver. Gold. 
ITED cesta ssc ecipaloataalldeteiaaaieaac a a al $54,000,000 | $52,150,000 | $1,080,000 |... $17, 320,000 | $33, 750, 00 
a 58, 284, 000 55,784,000 | 2,100,000 19, 286,000 | 34,398, 000 
1872 62, 236, 959 60,351, 824 2. 250, 000 38, 177, 3% 
SIT ieicndhaliadensiihiienpalasioncnintidialesaesiaghidesnseaitaneapibcbasimaminansanieumeaitnianseniimniia daniicetincseneatemsiaaammmcnaseias 72, 258, 693 70, 139, 860 3, 450, 000 39, 206, 558 
STII -ieceiiinaitielsstaherenanienahieceas-nsiignsticpneataispiilisietteassiilt euaniianiblebeinticeninbitehiainatsaiiaietabaincaiie 74, 401, 045 71, 965,610 | 3,800,000 | 9, 38, 466, 458 
LS75 80, 889, 057 76, 708, 433 5, 100, 000 31.6 39, 968, 194 
ca ER a 90, 875, 173 87, 219, 859 5, 040, 000 39, 42, 886, 935 
IIT silsisitiainsealasihanteia lapels clbiicipaitesiatepiabehabdtsdnt mel aaiatphtapebdahaialaieh da cab oaes anes tein Adah dial eaeeceels iieiei ean 98, 421, 754 95, 811, 582 5, 085, 250 5, § 44, 880, 22 
1878 81, 154, 622 78, 276, 167 8, 452, 000 37,4 37, 576, 0830 
STI steiner ene cana ica italia 75, 349, 501 72, 688,888 | 4, 185,769 aenanil 37, 082,857 | 31,470,262 
ISSO 80, 167, 936 77, 232, 512 5, 742, 390 $898, 000 38, 033, 055 32, 559, 067 
SINE scipstbent:Neninn ouinis a sepa aetoniavatdtaisbeeniignlieistinestnniawsiamnssnhantnatieaicoivink wisn cnbteesedniakidenieoamanieilal 84, 504, 417 81,198,474 | 6,361,902 | 1,195,000 42,987,613 | 30,653,959 
1882 92, 411, 835 89, 207.549 | 8,008,155 | 4,055,037 48, 133,039 | 29,011,318 
1883 90, 313, 612 84,639,212 | 8,163,550 | 5,683,921 42, 975, 101 27, 816, G40 


The exports of silver during the present year to Japan, China, India, the 
Straits, &c., have been as follows: From Southampton, $33,260,237; from Mar- 
seilles, $851.840; from San Francisco, $4,498,546—total, $38,610,623, as against $43,- 
266,000 in 1882. 

JNO. J. VALENTINE, 
Vice-President and General Superintendent. 

Hon. W. H. M. Pusey, Washington, D. C. 

The following table of the relative value of silver at various times will be ox 
interest here. We quote the price for 412} grains troy, this being the weight of 
the standard dollars, and by adding to it the value of 7} grains, about 1} cents, 
the reader will have the relative value of the trade-dollar: 





Value Value, 
1848 100, 88 104. 06 
1849 101. 30 108. 52 
i aiiatetipeinsitnans 101. 83 . 103.68 
1851. . 108.42 102. 67 
il sheatpitesenatuein . 102. 57 -- 102.57 
i swninsintadeemnnens . 104. 26 -- 103. 
1854 . 104, 26 -- 102 
1855 . 186.9 ooo 208.5 
1856 . 186.8% - 102.3 
1857 . 104.69 . 102. 
1858 . 168.6 98. 56 
1859 105. 22 96. 43 
1860 104.58 89. 22 
1861 103, 10 92. 22 
1862 .. 104.16 88. 85 
1863 . 104.06 


Fluctuation in the price of silver like that since 1875 the world never wit- 
nessed before. In the month of July, 1876, it touched bottom, and the gold value 
of 412} grains of silver declined below 80 cents, recovered, however, as rapidly, 
and the average market value of the metal contained in the standard dollar during 
1883 has varied between 84} and 86 cents. 

Mr. CASSIDY. 
portion of the bill reported by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures which provides simply for the redemption and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. I believe that we are all agreed that this should be done. 
We differ only as to the manner. Uniformity in the silver coinage is 


Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to antagonize that | 





desirable, and it is quite as much desired by the friends of silver as by | 


its enemies. Notwithstanding that the trade-dollar is a better dollar 


intrinsically than the standard dollar (it contains several grains more of 


bullion), the enemies of silver have unwarrantably worked up a feeling | 


against it, until now no course seems open to us but to transform the 
trade-dollars into standard dollars. The trade-dollar was found by the 


enemies of silver to be the weak spot in the general subject where a 
successful assault could be made. It was lacking in the legal-tendet 
element. With the aid of jobbers and speculators it was not a difficult 
task to bring this coin into discredit and disfavor among the people. 
It is only an evidence of what the allied forces of the oppositon would 
do with the standard dollar if they had the power. 
3ut, Mr. Speaker, Iam opposed to that feature of the bill which 
provides that there shall be a suspension of the purchase of silver bull 
ion for coinage into standard dollars pending the redemption and re- 
coinage of the trade-dollar. I oppose it on the broad ground that it is 
a practical and substantial contraction of the volume of silver currency 
in circulation among the people. This is the vital point put in issue. 
Let me read section 4 of this innocent little bill, which is as follows: 
Sec. 4, That the trade-dollars so received at the coinage mints shall be re- 


~ | garded and treated as silver bullion, and, at their buMion value, shall be de- 


ducted from the amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the 
act of February 28, 1878. 

There you have it. The trade-dollar when redeemed is to be treated 
as so much bullion. There can be no mistake about that. And under 
this section we are called upon to suspend the operation of the law of 
1878 (a poor, half-way measure at the best) until all of the trade-do!l- 
lars in circulation among the people shall have been reconverted into 
standard dollars. 

Of course no man can tell how many of these trade-dollars are out- 
standing in this country. We can only estimate as to the number. 


| The Director of the Mint, who may have better facilities than any one 


else, estimates that the amount will approximate $9,000,000. He may 
or may not be correct in his estimate. Other well-informed sources 
place the amount at $15,000,000. Noone, I believe, goes above this latter 
sum. Weall knowthat there were withina fraction of 336,000,000 coined 
originally. We all know further that these coins were designed in the 
beginning wholly for the export trade, and we are morally certain that a 
very large proportion of them were absorbed by China and other Asiatic 
countries. But what proportion thus found their way out of the coun- 
try can only be conjectured. For the purposes of this argument let us 
take the estimate of the Director of the Mint as our guide and basis. 
His estimate is the lowest, and besides it seems to be semi-official. 
On this basis the monthly purchases of bullion of $2,000,000, as re- 
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quired by the act of 1878, would have to be suspended for four and one- 
half months. Is this desirable? Does any friend of the standard dol- 
lar want this? Is it not the entering-wedge to total demonetization in 
the near future if the enemies of silver can carry their purpose. 

Let no man be deceived into voting for this bill with section 4 in it, 
simply because it is backed up by a favorable report of the committee. 
It is replete with hidden dangers. Every member on this floor who is 


opposed to silver, every member who is in favor of striking down the | 


standard dollar and the closing of the doors of the mints against the fur- 
ther coinage of them, will be found voting to retain this obnoxious sec- 


tion. Watch the roll-call, and you will find every one of them recorded | 


on thatside. Iespecially warn Democrats, who are the friends of silver 


and of the people, to be careful of the vote they shall give on this im- | 


portant measure. 
The other side of the House will be found almost to a man in favor 
of destroying silver. They never miss an opportunity to degrade it be- 
fore the country. Section 4 is a direct infringement of the coinage law 
of 1878. Itmeans thatthe volume of silver currency shall be decreased 
to the amount of the trade-dollars found to be outstanding, the lowest 
estimate of which has been placed at $9,000,000, and it may reach 
$15,000,000. Are you prepared forthis? Is there a demand for it any- 
where except that which comes up from the national banks and other 
monopolists in the East? No one can successfully deny that until within 


a brief period these trade-dollars have circulated currently among the | 


people everywhere. They have occupied the place of an equal number 
of standard dollars. 


No person having the slightest regard for truth and fair dealing be- 


tween man and man will attempt to gainsay this proposition. It isa 
fact of manifest correctness on its face. Now, to treat these trade-dol- 
lars as bullion is simply to withdraw and contract the silver currency 
of the country in any sum ranging from $9,000,000 to $15,000,000. 
Nothing more, certainly nothing less, can be made out of it. It is 
equivalent to recalling and recoining from 9,000,000 to 15,000,000 of 
standard dollars. The trade-dollar is outstanding and has been in act- 
ive service as amedium of exchange among the people. It is for these 
reasons, briefly and imperfectly stated, that I am opposed to section 4 
of the bill. 

This leads me to some further observations on the general question of 
silver and of silver legislation. I do not propose to treat it as a local 


question, far itis not. It is a great, broad, national subject, affecting, | 


in my judgment, the best interests of all the people in every section of 


our common country. Stating it mildly, Mr. Speaker, the attitude of | 


the Government on this subject is wrong. The men of the East who 
oppose silver as one of the money metals of the land are also radically 
wrong. To my mind, and [ have learned something of the subject by 
contact and observation, there can be no question about this. The Goy- 
ernment ought not to be required to purchase $2,000,000 of bullion or 
any other sum per month for coinage into standard dollars. 

The law of 1878 requiring this is pernicious. The Government does 
not purchase and coin gold. It should have nothing to do with the 
ownership of either metal prior to coinage. Both metals should be 
placed on equal footing and the entire product of both should be minted. 
The proper function of the Government will have been discharged when 


it shall have established the ratio. Say, by law, how many grains of 


silver shall go into the dollar, and stop at that. Thenthrow your mints 
open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver and leave the producer 


to do the rest. It will be his business to get it into circulation after | 
you shall have made it a legal tender for all debts public and private. | 


This is, I say, the true theory. But the Government is not conducted 
on correct principles or sound theories, and hence we find a limitation 
placed on the coinage of silver. The maximum is $4,000,000 and the 


minimum $2,000,000 per month. As showing the hostility of Repub- | 
lican administrations to silver, the minimum has never been exceeded | 


in any single month since the passage of the law partially remonetizing 
silver in 1878. What we want is total restoration and full remonetiza- 
tion. We want the entire product of the mines of the West converted 
into money for the people. If the Government will but go back to the 


old, sound Democratic policy which was observed and maintained in | 
this country from 1792 down to demonetization by a Republican Con- | 


gress in 1873, it will have no difficalty and no embarrassments in deal- 
ing with this question. Certainly it will not be charged with the duty 


of hoarding the wealth of the people in its vatilts, under the false pre- | 


tense that silver is unpopular with the masses. You do not give ita 
chance. Your inventive genius is taxed to the utmost in discovering 
methods by which you can circumscribe the usefulness of this solid, 
indestructible money of the people. All of your aimsare in that direc- 
tion. You discredit and depreciate this great source of national wealth 
on all occasions. The Republican party stands as a menace to the sil- 
ver currency of the country. 

: Your President says, in his annual message to Congress, strike it down. 
Your Secretary of the Treasury says the same thing; and bills without 
number, all emanating from the Republican side of this House, are pend- 


ing here looking to the destruction of this metal as a measure of value. | 


We were confronted with similar recommendations and similar at tempts 


at adverse legislation two years ago in the Forty-seventh Congress. The | 
leading newspapers of the East are likewise in chorus. Considering all | 
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of these things, and particularly the attitude of the Administratior 
backed up by the dominant party and its press, is it amy wonder that 
the dignity of silver as a money metal seems destined at times to su 
cumb totheclamor? Nothing but the unconquerable will of the Amer- 
ican people and their deep reverence for the hard, stable money of the 
| past prevents it. You have swindled the people out of free, unlimited 
coinage. We shall insist now that you live up to the strict letter o 
the two-million-per-month-compromise law until you give us som¢ 
thing better in its place. Its plain provisions must not be infringe 
or rendered nugatory in any particular, under any pretext whatever 
It was a bad bargain tor the people; but I am here to insist on its ful- 
fillment to the letter until you give us something better. For the 


present, at least, full force and effect must be given to the act of 1878 


Mr. Speaker, from the very dawn of civilization silver has been the 
money of the people; it has a Biblical record: it goes back to the Abra 


hamic period: *‘Abraham was rich in silver and gold;’’ the high pries 
and patriarchs and chief scribes of the ancients used it, and to-day 
is the money of three-quarters of the people on the globe. True, a fi 


leading nations of the earth have demonetized it, but still, in point of 
numbers, the people who maintain it as a standard of value are vast] 
in the majority. When we consider that America is the greatest pro 
ducer of this nfetal, can there be any question as to which side th 
moral support and influence of this Government should be thrown? 
In my judgment that is an amateur description of statesmanship that 
| would discredit one of the chief products—a chief source of wealth 
of our own country. 
But let us look for a moment at the history of the silver legislation 
| in this country. Silver was the money of the fathers of the Republi: 
standard dollars of 4125 grains, 900 fine; and it continued to be the 
money of the people until our bonded debt and the national banks cam. 
| into existence. These are the influences that destroyed silver and that 
are still making war on it through the Republican party, betwee 
| which there is a close affinity, an alliance offensive and defensive. Trace 
the legislation. It is intimately associated and blended all along the 
| line. First the bonded debt of the Government was made payable in 
lawful money of the United States. That was the language of the law 
on which the bonds were originally issued. Greenbacks came within 
| the category of lawful money. Greenbacks depreciated in the markets 
| of the world. The bondholders and national banks became dissatisfied ; 
| they wanted more; they insisted on their pound of flesh from the Gov- 
| ernment and the people, these men and corporations whose appetites 
had been sharpened bygreed, men given up to avarice, which has been 
eloquently described as ‘‘the most debasing passion in the heavens 
above, the earth below, or beneath the earth.’ Then it was that they 
again approached Congress, through the Republican party, and secured 
a modification of the original law, making the obligations of the Gov 
| ernment payableincoin. Coin at that time meant silver as well as gold 
This was a great and beneticent measure, we were told, designed solely 
| to uphold and strengthen the credit of the nation. 
Mr. LACEY. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I would ask 
| whether the act of 1862, which provided for the first issue of greenbacks 
did not also provide that the customs dues of the United States should 
be payable in coin, and that this coin should be set apart as a fund secured 
| for the payment of the public debt; and I would further ask whethe 
the $1,000,000,000 which has been paid on the public debt has not 
| always been paid in pursuance of that sinking-fund act ? 
| Mr. CASSIDY. In reply to my friend from Michigan, I will say 
| that these interrogations do not disturb me at all. [am glad to have 
| them at any point in my remarks. I have no set speech. Regarding 
| the specie fund to which he has alluded, I answer that that was pro- 
| 





vided to meet the accruing interest on the public debt. 

Mr. LACEY. No; the interest and the principal. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. None of the bonds 
matured for many years, and this specie reserve was provided exclu- 
sively to meet the interest. But the point is immaterial. Whatever 
may have been the early policy, we have long since abandoned it. 
| Mr. BRUMM. Subsequent legislation brought in the principal. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I think the gentieman from Pennsylvania is right 
But that is a matter of legislative history which is not material as af 
fecting the general line of my argument. 
| But let us go back; let us not lose sight of the distinguished consid 
eration with which the Government treated a certain class of its cred- 
| itors. I had shown kew the lawful greenback had been relegated to a 

back seat in the interest of and at the bidding of the bondholder. He 
| had arranged to have his holdings liquidated in hard coin, and reason- 
ably he should have been happy and content. But this blissful state 
was not destined to be of long duration. He thirsted for gold, and gold 
alone; silver would not satisfy his craving, nor would the two metals 
| together suffice to drive him from the doors of this Hall. Then, at his 

instance, came the law of 1873, enacted by another Republican Con- 
| gress, striking down ata single blow the silver of the country and driv- 
ing it from the field in disgrace as one of the money metals of the land 
And what was the result? Mark well the effect. There was imme- 
diately preciptated such a panic, such widespread suffering and disaster 
as had never been witnessed before in this country. Utter stagnatior 
and financial ruin, universal and all-pervading, characterized ever) 
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section of the land. Values, confidence, credit, all were swept away in 
a day, and for the first time in our history, be it remembered, the 
’ made his appearance among us. Gentlemen may not beable 
to trace the connection between demonetization and the inauguration 
tramp’’ era, but I call attention to the fact that by a remark- 
able coincidence they are of even date The depression which hung 
like a pall over the country and every material interest thereof from 
1873 to 1878 is knownofallmen. Perhaps the demonetization of silver 
did not produce this unhappy state of affairs, but the circumstance is 
gnificant and supplies its lesson 

Mr. BELFORD. May I ask the gentleman from Nevada if it is not 
a fact that Germany, after the discovery of gold in California, absolutely 
demonetized gold in the interest of the Rothschilds ? 

Mr. CASSIDY. I believe the gentleman from Colorado is correct. I 
have seen it so stated, though I have nothing authentic on the subject. 
There can be no question that Germany at once proceeded to dishonor 
silver when she saw that we were producing it in large quantities. 

But let me not be diverted from my purpose to draw another lesson 
from the more recent legislation on the subject of silver. It is patent 
to all that a Democratic Congress partially restored silver to its old place 
in 1878, an act which was immediately followed by a period of unpar- 
alleled and unexampled progress and prosperity throughout every por- 
tion of our common country Nay, more, specie resumption, in my 
judgment and in the judgmentof many able financiers, was alone ren- 
dered possible through remonetization and the restoration of silver. In 
the face of these indisputable facts of history, who can say that this 
money of the people is not entitled to the fullest and fairest considera- 
tion at the hands of all men who seek toadvance the public weal. We 
know that demonetization in 1873 was succeeded by universal distress, 
while general prosperity followed remonetization in 1878. Thestates- 
man who is honestly striving to solve this question correctly can not 
and will not ignore the effect produced by these acts respectively. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that three-quarters of the people of the 
world use silver exclusively. Less than 15 per cent. of the people of 
the habitable globe employ the single gold standard. The average rela- 
tive value of the two metals for two hundred years prior to demoneti- 
zation in the United States in 1873 was less than 3 per cent. It has 


tramp 


of the 


it least s 


sometimes reached 5 per cent. since 1873, all owing to the false attitude | 


in which the United States had been placed on the subject. The coun- 
tries which use gold only as astandard of value are Great Britain, Den- 
mark, Sweden, Norway, Portugal, Turkey, Canada, Brazil, Argentine 
Republic, Persia, Cape of Good Hope, and the Australian colonies, with 
an aggregate population of 138,600,000. Those which use silver only 
as a standard of value are Russia, Austria, Mexico, Central America, 
Ecuador, Peru, China, British India, Siam, Burmah, Dutch colonies of 
Java, Madeira, Egypt, Tunis, and Tripoli, with an aggregate population 
of 772,000,000. Those using both gold and silver and having the double 
standard are France, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy, Greece, Roumania, 
Holland, Spain, United States, Colombia, Venezuela, Chili, Uruguay, 
Paraguay, Bolivia, Cuba, and Algiers, with an aggregate population of 
181,100,000. The population who use gold alone as a standard and 
those who use silver alone as a standard and those who use both are 
divided as follows: 


Standards, Population. | Per cent. 


Gold ; * ‘ een oneal lite sia 138, 600, 000 13 
Silver ‘ : saint ‘ ae ‘ 772, 000, 000 71 
Gold and silver...... i taal 181, 100, 000 lé 

OED cotnunciiinegid 1, 091, 700, 000 100 


This table embraces forty-five countries of the commercial world, and 
about all that are of any consequence in the consideration of this sub- 
ject. 

The Westminster Review and the Journal des Economistes, both em- 
inent authorities, estimate that the annual product of gold and silver 
throughout the world is less than $200,000,000. 
distinguished economists and writers claim that $60,000,000 of gold and 
$28,000,000 of silver are annually consumed in the arts and manufact- 
ures. The accidents of life, abrasion of coin, waste, and burials it is 


estimated will consume $30,000,000 more, making a grand total of | 
$118,000,000, and reducing the annual net increase in all the world to | 


about $80,000,000, an insignificant sum compared with the demands ofa 
rapidly expanding commerce and a growing population. In this coun- 
try in particular the maximum of production of the precious metals has 
long since been reached and passed. The flush bonanza days have gone, 
never to return. 

It is true that we will continue to produce for generations to come 
anywhere from $25,000,000 to $75,000,000 per annum, but there is no 
likelihood that we shall ever again reach the enormous figures of a few 
years ago. Hence it is to be said that not the slightest apprehension 
need be felt that there will ever again be an abnormal production of the 
precious metals in thiscountry. It is atheme of serious regret, in my 
opinion, that this important product is slowly but surely tending in 
the other direction. And do gentlemen know that when they strike a 


Soetbeer and other | 
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blow at silver they also cripple the production of gold? Wecannot mine 
for goldalone. In pretty much all of the ores of the West the two metals 
are held in combination in about equal parts. You cannot strike 
down one without injuring the other. Neither is silver an incident of 
gold mining. In all of the lower-grade mines (and the low grades are 
the rule and at the same time the more valuableand permanent) it takes 
both metals to yield a profit, and that too with silver in good demand 
and at a fair price. Whenever you do anything here which discredits 
and depreciates silver, bear in mind that by the same act you discour- 
age the production of gold, a metal which you all assume to hold in 
the highest and holiest esteem. 

I had not intended, Mr. Speaker, to discuss the general subject of 
silver, but I find so many billsand substitutes pending before the House 
that I can see no way open to me but to meet the whole question upon 
its merits. 

Let us now turn for a moment to the operations of the Treasury since 
silver was restored in 1878. Let us see whether we have been bene- 
fited or injured by the law of that date. 

The total volume of money in this country may be set down at (I deal 
in round figures) $700,000,000 in paper, $500,000,000in gold, and $259, - 
000,000 in silver. At the date of remonetization and specie resump- 
tion there was less than $300,000,000 of gold, and comparatively but 
a nominal sum in silverin thiscountry. The Treasury was practically 
destitute of both metals. The Secretary was authorized to sell $100, - 
000,000 of bonds for gold to make ready for and to maintain specie ré 
sumption. To-day he has more gold than he knows what to do with; 
the vaults are absolutely overflowing, and one of the serious problems 
confronting this Congress is what to do or how to dispose of the sur- 
plus. Was there ever anything like it known before in the history of 
governments? A surplus of gold of more than $100,000,000 for which 
the Government can find no immediate use. Thinkofit. And in thé 
mean time we have coined and placed in the Treasury 166,125,119 
standard dollars, on ninety-six million and odd of which silver certiti- 
cates have been issued, thus placing in circulation among the peopl 
approximately $150,000,000 in coin and paper without in any manner 
disturbing the gold reserve. Could anything be more satisfactory or 
furnish a more complete refutation of the senseless gabble that the 
standard dollars would inevitably drive all of the gold out of the Treas 
ury? More than this, Mr. Speaker, we have been told for years that 
silver would drive all of the gold not alone out of the Treasury but 
out of the country as well. Have any of these gloomy predictions 
and prophecies come true? Let us look into this matter briefly and 
see how it stands. I have here alittle table, prepared with great care, 
which tells the whole story. It shows the movements of these metals 
from the first year after remonetization down to the present time. It 
is a most potent and eloquent argument in behalf of silver, and gentle- 


| men will do me a great favor by giving special attention to the figures 


} 


| 


| importation of gold. 


The more I study this table the more I become convinced that the sing] e- 
standard advocates are unsafe financial doctors and should never again 
be allowed to interfere with the patient. 

Value of gold and silver imported into and exported from the United States 
From 1879 to 1883, inclusive. 


Exports. Imports. 


Year ended June 30— 


Gold. Silver. Gold. Silver. 


$4, 587,614 
12, 275, 914 


10, 544, 238 


$4,587,614 |$20, 409, 827 
3, 639,025 | 13,508, 894 
2,565,132 | 16,841,715 

32,587,880 | 16,829,599 


$5, 624, 48 
80, 758, 396 
100, 081, 259 
3 7, 4 

















vao-| 11, 600, 888 | 20, 219, 445 4, 149 
Total for five years......... 54, 980,539 | 87,804,480 | 238,525,806 46,258,344 


This covers the exports and imports for five years. The argument 
is absolutely unanswerable. I will not detain the House to analyze the 
table in detail or by years. It speaks for itself both in detail and as a 


whole. But let us contemplate the aggregates for the five years for a 
moment. Dropping the odd figures, we exported $54,000,000 of gold 


and $87,000,000 of silver, over $30,000,000 more of silver than of gold, 
which is not a bad showing when we consider that the silver was to 
chase all of the gold out of the country. But the figures for the other 
direction are even more significant; our imports can not fail to confound 
those who have predicted dire disaster from the rehabilitation of the 
standard dollar. 
Ponder well the astounding facts and see what becomes of all of your 
adverse criticism. Forthe five yearsour imports of gold were $238, 000, - 
000, while we brought to this country from ali sources and directions 
but $46,000,000 in silver, a clear excess of $192,000,000 in favor of the 
Is anything further wanted? Where are the 
prophets of evil and darknessand disaster? Who can repeat that through 
remonetization we are destined to attract the silverof the Old World and 
at the same time lose our gold? Where can there be found a single 
adverse circumstance on which to predicate a doubt? Point it out in 





all the length and breadth of this question if you can. It does not ex- 
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istanywhere. Our position, backed up as it is by the demonstrated facts, 
is simply impregnable. ae , 

All the talk and bluster about European silver finding its way hither 
isthe supremest nonsense. I am astonished that any man of ordinary 


intelligence—the most ordinary—should seriously put forth such an | 


argument. All European coins are debased; they are not equal to ours 


either in weight or fineness. There is also a marked difference in the | 


ratio. The ratio everywhere in the old country is as 15} to 1, while 
ours is 16to 1. Athomethey circulateat par with gold, while here they 
would rank below our standard silver. Noforeign coin can come here 
and enter the field side by side with our silver without sustaining a 
loss of from 3 to4 per cent. in depreciation, to say nothing of the cost 
of exchange and transportation. This is enough to keep them out for 
all time. A very moderate tariff would successfully exclude foreign 
silver bullion if there was any disposition for it to flow in this direction, 
which thereis not. Less duty would protect us from any real or imag- 
inary danger from this cause than is imposed for the benefit of pig-iron. 
But regarding silver bullion as avaluable asset and great source of 
wealth as I do, I would not place any restrictions whatever upon it. 
Having first shown that it was impossible for the foreign coins to enter 
this country, I merely suggest a way to control the influx of foreign 


bullion, should it be absurdly concluded that we were attracting too | 


much of it. But enough on this point; the figures given and the de- 
ductions made are more than conclusive of this branch of the case. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to direct the attention of the House 
to another distressing aspect of thissubject. There are those who affect 
to be seized with great terror and alarm the moment the current of trade 
turns against us. All such persons have my profoundest sympathy. 
But what are we going to do about it? In what respect does silver af- 
feet the case? Oh, but gentlemen say yonder pile of silverin the Treas- 
ury is driving all of the gold out of the country. How? 

Vhen we say that the balance of trade is against us we mean that we 
have bought more from foreign countries than we have sold to them. 
Under existing rules the balances between nations are payable in gold 
coin. We have lately been called upon to export some $13,000,000 to 
make good our balances. Our high war tariff is operating to exclude 
the products of the leading nations from our markets, and by way of re- 
taliation Germany and France discriminate against American pork, and 
England through her quarantine regulations is excluding our cattle. 
Che latter, for another reason which I shall give in a moment, is also 
looking elsewhere for her breadstuifs. 

lor these, and perhaps other reasons, the balance of trade is tempo- 
rarily against us, and the difference in accounts must be met and paid 
in gold. That is the status of the case as we find it to-day. Now, for 
the purposes of this argument, let us suppose that there is not a dollar 
of silver in the Treasury eramong the people. Or dump, if you will, 
yonder bulk of standard dollars into the bottom of the Potomac. 
Would you be any better off ? Could the situation be thus improved ? 
Would you not have to send out your gold balance then as now? In 
what way, or sense, or degree, or direction, may I ask in all fairness, 
dees silver affect the question? Blot it all out, if you please, and still 
you must pay your debt in gold. Can any man under the sun, in this 
House or out of it, give me a single logical reason why we should de- 
stroy our silver, simply because we are required to meeta gold obliga- 
tion with gold? And yet this is precisely what we are asked to do. 
have too much faith in the sound practical sense of the great mass of 
the American people to believe that they will ever permit it to be done. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to interrupt the gentleman just here, since 
he has alluded, during the course of his remarks, to a question that was 
asked on yesterday with reference to the coming to this country of Eu- 
ropean silver, and I wish, with his permission, to answeras I did then, 
that the circulation of silver in Europe is strictly on a par with gold. 
This is the case in Great Britain, in Germany, and in France, as well as 
in some of the other countries of Europe. Silver is on a par with gold; 
and so it is here, and it is at a par with gold there on a ratio of 154; 
that is to say that one ounce of gold in Europe is worth 15} ounces of 
silver, while here it is worth 1 to 16, and we lose consequently half an 
ounce in value on every 15} ounces of silver. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Precisely so. I have said that in substance. I 
thought I had made myself clear on that point. 

Mr. BLAND. In other words, we pay 16 ounces of silver for 1 ounce 
of gold, when in Europe they pay only 15} ounces of silver for 1 ounce of 
gold; consequently silver is worth more there than it is here. 

_Mr. CASSIDY. I thought I had argued out that whole proposi- 
tion. I tried to demonstrate that it would be impossible for the Old 
World to unload its silver upon us for the same reason which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri has so clearly set forth. No man 


who understands the question will attempt to dispute the soundness of 
this position. I thank my friend for the interruption. The author of 


“ standard dollar, he is always right on every phase of the silver ques- 
10n. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is abundant evidence to show that vast num- 
hers of our own people place quite as high an estimate on silver as on 
gold. Ifthe vaults of your Treasury are to-day overflowing with gold it is 
because it was brought there by exchanging silver for it. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury tells us in his annual report that he purchased 
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| public with reference to the accumulation of silver in the cotf 


| considerable depreciation of paper based on a coin foundation is simp) 
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$96,000,000 of gold with $96,000,000 of silver certificates, the operation 
being confined to a single subtreasury. Do these operations indicate 
any want of confidence in silver on the part of the people? Do they 
not show.that the people prefer silver to gold? Those who parted 
with their gold for silver certificates did so understandingly. They 
knew that the silver certificates, for which they paid gold, were re- 
deemable alone in silver. —" 

Who, then, has a right to assume that gold is held in higher esteem 
than standard silver or the paper based thereon? Where is the evi- 


dence of it? On the contrary, does not the transfer of 896,000,000 of 


A 
bling, stand out as an irrefutable answer to all of your clamor about 
the disfavor with which the people view the standard dollar? T 

T 


gold for $96,000,000 of silver, dollar for dollar, even up, and no grum 


truth is, and the whole truth, that you are constantly misleading t] 


the nation. Despite your assertions, the Government owns to-day less 
than $40,000,000 of all the standard dollars locked up in the Treasury 
The people paid gold forthem, or what is equivalent, for the silver cer 
tificates which they represent, and as a consequence the Government 
has parted with its ownership—the ownership thus vesting in the pe 


ple. In every calculation, therefore, it is but simply fair to treat 





$96 000,000. held for the redemption of an equal amout of silver cet 
tificates, as being in active circulation among the people. It is th 
same as though it were not in the Treasury at all, and should be est 
mated accordingly. Ihave here theofficial statement, which, howev« 

I shall not take the time of the House to read, showing al! ot lese 
transactions as I have represented them 

And now, sir, this brings me to a very brief consideration ot 

superiority of the silver certificate over any other form of paper mon 
in use in this country save the gold certiticate. It is vastly super 

to any and every variety and description of paper money based o1 
mere ability of the Government to pay, based on your credit, or on 
your debts. I have no hesitancy in declaring that silver certificates 
are the best and safest form of paper money that this count 

knew. | very dollar of them has something tangible, somethin } 
intrinsic value behind it All other forms are predic ted on tl 

and credit of the nation rhe greenbacks are in that condition, ) 
are the notes of tlre national banks And just here w 

man kindly tell me wherein a national-bank note is better than 
dinary greenback ? 

The bank note is‘based on the Government bond, and in tu e 

bond rests on the credit®f the Government. So does the greenb 

It is all credit; it is all debt The system may work well enough ina 
time of profound peace when everything is running smoot but | 
warn gentlemen that it will not stand the strain of a panie « 

war or other national disaster. Turn with me, if you please, to tl 
financial history of the Government during th ite wal Go to the 
darker days of that mighty struggle and see the ruin produced by a 
| depreciated currency— United States bonds, greenbacks, all rat be 


| low zero both at home and abroad. 


Why, sir, at a certain period of the war it required two hundred and 
sixty-six paper dollars of the Government to buy one hundred of the 
standard dollars that we have just been talking about For awhole year 
greenbacks were worth but 40 cents on the dollar as compared with 


ver, and it has not been seven years since silver bore a premium every 


where in this country. And, as I have just stated, there was a time 
when one hundred standard dollars possessed the purchasing power of 
two hundred and sixty-six of these Government promises to pay (nm 


I 
an impossibility. 


Take, for example, our silver certificates, which I claim to be the best 
paper money the world hasever known. The bitterest enemy of silv« 
will hardly deny that there is 88 cents of intrinsic value behind every 
dollar of them, measured by the London market for raw, uncoined bull 
ion; and London fixes the bullion market of the world. The use to 
which the standard dollar is put, the legal-tender power with which it 
is clothed, and the devices and inscriptions stamped upon it should ce1 
tainly impart to it something in addition and above its intrinsic bullion 
value, making it, as we claim, worth full 100 cents. Butdeery it and 
degrade it all you can, at the very worst it must always be worth 
trinsically about 90 cents. With the Government in trouble the t 
dency would inevitably be toward appreciation. So it transpires th 
under the most inauspicious ‘circumstances the silver certificate can 


never depreciate more than about 10 per cent., while we have all seen 


the promises of the Government, the greenback, go down 6U per cent 
\s asafe, stable medium of exchange can there be any comparison 
tween the two systems or any doubt as to which isthe better? Y 


credit system mdy be passably satisfactory in peace; it is utter! 
sound and unreliable in war. 

And in this connection let me remind gentlemen on this side of 
House that the old Democratic doctrine used to be hard money 
people and opposition to national banks. There is to-day a scar 
silver everywhere in this country, simply because your coinage la 
not properly and fairly administered. The shinplaster curren : 
another bar to the circulation of silver. I would instantly strike 
1 


every law providing for the issue of bank bills of a lower de 





2482 CONGRESSIONAL 








than $5. Repeal the laws authorizing the one and two dollar bills, and 
n one month there will not be a silver dollar left in the Treasury. In 
the very nature of things the last dollar would be required to make 



























































































































change among the people. On the Pacific coast we have always dealt 
exclusive 1 gold and silver: all of our transactions have been con- 
ducted on a hard-money basis, treating all paper money as a commod- 
tv: and I can assure gentlemen that nothing would induce us to aban- 
don it for the system prevailing among our brethren of the East. I 
can well understand that custom, having the force of education, has 
much to do with popularizing a particular species of money with a peo- 
pl The constant use of paper by the people of the East for twenty- 


odd years has engendered an ill-founded hostility to metallic money. 
Time alone, I fear, can bring you back to sound principles. 
[ will not be claiming too much, Mr. Speaker, when I assert that the 


product of the precious metals in this country is intimately associated 


and blended with the best interests of the whole people. Go back in 
nation thirty-five years and see the condition of this country prior 


also a public benefactor, because there can be no wealth without pro- 


e agriculturist may decay, but the wealth produced by 
the min s indestructible and imperishable. No matter if it costs $2 
ining to produce one, which it does not, mining with proper pru- 


out among the people, have not been lost, and another has been added 
to the general stock and wealth of the world. 

So Il might go on, M1 Speake r, ad infinitum, demonstrating that the 
welfare and prosperity of the whole people in every part of this Union 


1@ precious metals than any other section of equal extent on the face 
of the earth, | make no appeal from a local pointof view. As I said in 


directly and immeasurably the material advaneement of all the people 
Vhy, Mr. Speaker, can it be doubted that the agri- 
culturist, the farmer of the great Northwest, is as much interested in 
maintaining 


in every section. 


who produces it? 

Let me illustrate; let me show the House in what manner and to what 
extent hi interested 
ural products, and England usually buys where she can buy cheapest. 
India is a silver-using country, and a silver dollar there will go as far 


Does it not follow, then, as a natural sequence that the 
more we discredit and dishonor silver the greater the inducement we 


otier for the Englishman to purchase his food supply, his breadstuffs 


to degrade and depreciate? The 5or 10 per cent. advantage in the 
transaction is not a thing to be ignored by the thrifty Briton, and I say 


; 


dition of affairs which is to-day turning the balance of trade against us. 
; 


this not a preposition too plain to need elucidation ? 


the hour, when wheat is a drug at 80 cents in Chicagoand Milwaukee, 


and is everywhere in the Northwest rotting in the bins of the farmers, 


in so viial a part and thereafter muster the temerity to look an honest, 





to liscovery of the precious metals on the Pacific coast. Then fol- 
low along down the years and see what gigantic strides have been made 
in advancing and developing every material interest of the people. 
Witness the resistless march and ever-onward tread of empire toward 
ttingsun. See the railway and the telegraph stretching from ocean 
to ocean, and behold the advance everywhere made in the arts, sciences, 
il manufactures, lifting up the whole plane of human comforts and 
human enjoyments many degrees in this country. Where one used to 
have the good things of this life thousands have them now. Why, sir, 
the last thirty-five years has seen the world moved ahead in Christian 
‘ tion further than in any five centuries before since the stars sang 
together, and all this since the outpouring of gold and silver in the 
West. We have created new impulses and enlarged demands for the 
products of all of your industries. Mining for the precious metals isa 

higher type of industry than any other followed by mortal man. Be- | 
des lying at the very foundation of all progress, all prosperity, it 
awakens hopes and aspirations that can never be realized in any other 

}) su 

has been said by some one that he who causes a blade of grass to 

vy where none grew before isa benefactor. So heis; and he who mines 

ior the precious metals and adds thereby to the wealth of the world is | 


duction All else mere barter and exchange and interchange. And 
here again the superiority of our product asserts itself. It represents 
} ) i ; ; + ] 1¢} ] } . rs 7 
stable, solid, indestructible wealth, while the products of all ofhter in- 
dustries are ephemeral and perishable. The wheat and corn and blades | 


dence being as safe and legitimate as any other pursuit, the $2, going | 


are directly promoted by the production of the precious metals on the 
Pacific coast [In this view the question becomes one of greater breadth 
and depth than gentlemen on this floor have seemed to realize Al- | 
though representing a State which has produced a greater amount of 


the beginning, I regard this as a great broad national question, affecting | 


and upholding the dignity of silver as the miner himself 
England is the chief market for our agricult- | 


1 the purchase of wheat and corn as a gold dollar here. No one will | 


from India in exchange for a metal which we ourselves have aided him | 


to gentlemen here and now that this is an important factor in that con- 


By discrediting and discounting our silver we lose a market for our ag- 
ricultural products amounting to hundreds of millions annually. Is 


Chis, Mr. Speaker, is a great economic question, a dive question of 
with no outlet and no market for it in any direction orat any price. Un- 


der this state of the case, where is the man on this floor who by his atti- 
tude on this question can stab his country’s welfare and best interest | 
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intelligent constituency squarely in the face. Not the Pacific coast 
States, not Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Illinois, or the other great grain- 
producing States of the Northwest arealone interested in this question, 
but all of your States, North and South, should be enthusiastic support- 
ers of that policy which would insure a favorable market for our sur- 
plus agricultural and manufactured products, thereby attracting to ou: 
shores the gold of foreign countries in exchange for them, to enter into 
and quicken the pulse of all the channels of business and enterprise 
and shedding beneficence and prosperity throughout the length and 
breadth of our common country. And thus it is, Mr. Speaker, that | 
reach the conclusion that to strike at silvers to aim a blow at the pros- 
perity of the whole people. 

With the question fully and rightly understood, where should ther 
be found anywhere in this country the man opposing silver to its over- 
| throw and ultimate destruction as one of the money metals? We know 

that this solid money of the people is meeting with implacable and 1 

lentless hostility at every step. Where, then, does it come from? | 

answer most unhesitatingly, from the national banks, those soulless 
| pets of the Government and the Republican party, which have grown 
| great enough and certainly arrogant enough to dictate the financial pol- 
icy of this country. Examine the legislative history, examine the votes 
and the ro]l-calls, and every unbiased mind must become convinced that 
| the Republican party is in league with the national banks to destroy 

silver. 

That grandest of heroes, President Jackson, becoming alarmed at the 

encroachments of one national bank, representing a capital of less than 
| $35,000,000, struck it down, and the American people enthusiastically 
indorsed him for the act. In vetoing the national-bank bill President 
| Jackson used this language, which should be treasured in the heart ot 
every true patriot: 


| Itisto be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of gov- 
| ernment to theirselfish purposes. Distinctions in society will always exist under 
| every just government. Equality of talents, of education, or of wealth can not 
| be produced by human institations. Inthe fullenjoyment of the gifts of Heaven 

and the fruits of superior industry, economy, and virtue every man is equally 

entitled to protection by law. But when the laws undertake to add to thes« 

natural and just advantages artificial distinctions, to grant titles, gratuities, and 
| exclusive privileges; to make the rich richer and the potent more powerful, the 
| humble members of society, the farmers, mechanics, and laborers, who have 
neither the time nor the means of securing like favors tothemselves, havea right 
to complain of the injustice of their government. There are no necessary evils 
| in government. Its evils exist only in its abuses. If it would confine itself to 
equal protection and, as Heaven does its rains, shower its favor alike on the high 
and low, the rich and the poor, it would be an unqualified blessing. fn the act 
before me there seems to be a wide and unnecessary departure from these just 
principles. 

Nor is our Government to be maintained or our Union preserved by invasions 
of the rights and powers of the several States. In thus attempting to make our 
General Government strong,we make it weak. It is true strength consists in 
leaving individuals and States as much as possible to themselves, in making 
itself felt, not in its power, but in its beneficence ; not in its control, but in its pro 
tection; not in binding the States more closely to the center, but leaving each to 
move unobstructed in its proper orbit. 
| Experience should teach us wisdom. Most of the difficulties our Government 
now encounters and most of the dangers which impend over our Union have 
| sprung from an abandonment of the legitimate objects of government by ou 
| National Legislature and the adoption of such principles as are embodied in 
this act. Many of our rich men have not been content with equal protection 
and equal benefits, but have besought us to make them richer by acts of Con 
gress. By attempting to gratify their desire we have, in the results of our legis- 
lation, arrayed section against section, interest against interest, and man against 
man in a fearful commotion which threatens to shake the foundations of our 
Union. It is time to pause in our career, to review our principles, and if possi- 
| ble to revive that devoted patriotism and spirit of compromise which distin- 
| guished the sages of the Revolution and the fathers of our Union. If we can not 
at once, in justice to interests vested under improvident legislation, make our 
Government what it ought to be, we can at least take a stand against all new 
| grants of monopolies and exclusive privileges, against any prostitution of our 

Government to the advancement of the few at the expense of the many, and in 

favor of compromise and gradual reform in our code of laws and systems of 

political economy. 


That is the doctrine, Mr. Speaker. Equal.rights to all men; special 
| privileges to none. But what would Jackson think of two thousand 
and odd of the institutions against which he inveighed, with an agegre- 
| gate capital of more than $600,000,000, possessing the attribute of 

sovereignty to the extent of fixing and controlling the volume of the 

people’s money, with the power to contract or expand it at will, which 
carries with it, necessarily, the further power to destroy or inflate all 

values with equal facility. Monstrous doctrine and tremendous power, 
| one which should not be parted with by the Government, even though 
| it were delegated to a saint from Heaven! The right to regulate a 
people’s money is the special province of government, and this powe1 
should not be abdicated in favor of any mortal man or set of men, cor- 
porate or otherwise, under the sun. To say nothing of the dangerous 
power exercised by these banks, their franchise and special privileges 
in the past have constituted the most valuable grant on earth. Based 
on Government bonds, bearing interest in gold payable semi-annually, 
and free from taxation, their profits have been, and are still, enormous. 
But their profits are not so objectionable as their political power; the 
power to throttle the Government at will and compel it to do their 
bidding. On every important measure their influence is felt at both 
ends of this Capitol, and always on the side of monopoly and aggre- 
gated wealth. In the last Congress an iniquitous tariff law was en 
acted, simply because it carried a clause relieving the banks of $12,- 
000,000 in income tax. And so it has been,and so it always will be 
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while we maintain this system, and greed and avarice find lodgment 
in the human heart. 

It is not difficult, Mr. Speaker, to understand why the Republican 
party is for the national banks. It unquestionably proceeds trom the 
tact that the national banks are forthe Republican party. It is a close 
alliance, as I said a moment ago, offensive and defensive. The Presi- 
dent is with them, as he has frankly told you in his annual message, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is with them, as he has exhibited by 
indorsing his recomme sndation of two years ago. Give me your atten- 
tion while I read what he says. Here it is: 


There need be no apprehension of a too limited paper circuls om. The na- 
tional banks are ready to issue their notes in such quantity as the laws of trade 
demand, and as security therefor the Government will hoid an equivalent in its 
own bonds. 

The embarrassments which are certain to follow from the endeavor to maintain 
several standards of value, in the form of paper currency, are too obvious to need 
discussion. 

It is recommended, therefore, that measures be taken for a repeal of the act 
requiring the issue of silver certificates, and the early retirement of them from 
circulation, 

As is said elsewhere herein, the circulation of some sixty-six millions of = er 
certificates seems an inexpedient ada ition to the paper currency. They are made 
a legal tender for the purposes name d, yet have for their basis about 88 per cent 
only of their nominal value. There is no promise from the Government to make 

zood the difference bet ween their actual and nominal value. 


There we have it, Mr. Speaker; the whole administration moving as 
one man in favor of the national banks and against silver, the domi- 
nant idea being to drive silver from the monetary field and leave the 
banks in undisputed possession to shape the currency of the people. 
I may not be exactly authentic in all I say, but I am terribly in ear- 
nest on the main proposition and for the rights of the people. In this 
connection I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an article 
from my own paper, the Eureka Daily Sentinel, which states the case 
under consideration fully and succinctly, as follows: 

Legislation respecting the Government bonds has been aseries of enactments 
to increase the value of those bonds. Someof them were sold for a depreciated 
currency, and many of them were to be paid in lawful money. Silver was law- 
ful money and the bonds were made payable in gold only toenhance their value 
Then to make gold more valuable silver was demonetized. In almost every 
session of Congress since the war we have had some leg ion to enhance the 
value of gold and bonds. Sometimes this legislation was had under one false 
pretense and sometime ‘sunderanother. Under the pretense of paying our hon 
est debts in honest money, the bonds th: at were sold for less than 50 cents on the 
dollar were made payable in gold, Silver was surreptitiously demonetized a 








resumption of specie payments was enforced on a gold basis, This legislation 
added fully 20 per cent.to the value ofa large portion of the Government bondsand 
half as much to the value of gold. This whole series of legislation was simply a 
series of legalized stock-gambling and gold-board operations in gold and silver 
the same speculators acting as bulls for one metal and bears for the other, al- 
ways raising gold and depressing silver. And yet those of us who oppose this 
unjust legislation and object to having it continued, who object to being com- 
pelled to pay more than we contract to pay, and who object to having the profits 
of our mines destroyed by further unf riendly legislation, are forsooth, ** s 
lunatics’ and *‘ swindlers.”’ 


And why should the national banks be against silver, as I claim they 
are, backed up, too, by all of the Republican administrations since the 
first term of Grant down to the present time? No one will deny that 
= iyes vetoed the 3) per cent. funding act at the instance of the banks. 

But Hayes was a nobody, and his shortcomings need not be charged up 
against the Republican party. Two-thirds of them would spew him out 
to-day were the alternative presented to them, — on questions at- 
fecting the old Whig doctrine of national banks and opposition te silver. 
On these questions they are true to their antecedents and the banks. 

And why, Mr. Spe aker, as I inquired a moment ago, should the national 
banks be inimical to silver and the silver interest? Thatis a very sim- 
ple proposition. The nearer they can have the field to themselves the 
better itis for them. An eminent political economist states the case 
forcibly and better than I can, in these words: 

The more you reduce the volume of the money of the world, as by demonctizing 
silver and the paper based thereon, the more you increase the purchasing power 
of the remaining money, gold and the notes based thereon, and, other things 
being equal and unchanged, proportionately depress prices of industrial and 


commercial values and commodities, reduce rents, profits, and wages, thus im- 
poverishing investors and bankrupting debtors. 





Now, Mr. Speaker, everybody can understand the force of that para- 
graph, and I am about done with the whole question. I only regret 
that I had not made preparation to present the case more elaborately on 


its merits, for it is a just and an inspiring theme. The reason why the 


national banks are interested in discrediting and degrading the silver of 


the country is quite apparent; they want to control the entire monetary 
field. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am not unmindful that the public interest-bear- 
ing debt of the Government must be paid. There is no determination 
more fixed in the minds of the American people than that the last vest- 
ige of interest-bearing debt shall be wiped out of existence as fust as 
the revennes of the country and its resources will permit. 
the chief hope of the American people. 
the public debt the banks must go and other forms of mone y come to 
the front. That will be a proud day for silver when the last national 
bank shall have surrendered its charter. 
it ever is, the money of the future will be gold and gold certiticates, sil- 
verand silver certificates, and United States Treasury notes. At that 
period, yonder pile of silver in the Treasur y will become an important 
factor in our national financial system. When that day shall have ar- 


Herein lies 





With the extinguishment of 


With this accomplished, if 
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rived, which must arrive within the next quarter of a century if we 
keep faith, our silver reserye will be found a great source of wealth and 
comfort and strength to the monetary system of the Republic. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion allow me to say that I 
a communist; that I do 79 oppose capital for the 
but am willing to give it a fair and an even chance in every avenue o| 
life; that I am not against the national banks he ause , 
large a share of the aggregate wealth of the count 
abuse of the extraordin: iry power conferred erroneously upon them 
but I am opposed now and forever, irre vocably and eternally, t 
system and all systems which are caleulated to enrich the few at the 
expense of the many, and which, while under the specious pretext of 
affording protection to the capital of the country, would strike down 
our constitutional Union and usurp the liberties of the people. [Great 
applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nevada has trventy-two m 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Ido not takeany ten minutes. Iamamember ot 
the committee and am entitled toan hour in my own right. I will wait 
and take my own time 

Mr. CASSIDY. Very well. I tried to be as kind to my fri 
could. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Nevada, as the Chair undet 
stands, has been speaking in the time of the gentleman from Cali 
[Mr. TuLiy]. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The gentleman from California yielded his wh 
time to me. 

Mr. BELFORD. I appreciate the kindness of my friend from Ne- 
vada, but I desire to say that 


am not 
sake of opposition 


they contain so 
but bec WAS of the 


ouny 


il 


na as I 


represent the greatest silver-producing 


State of this nation; and when i contemplate this bill, with all its preg 
nant dangers, I do not propose to present the question to this House in 
ten minutes. Therefore, as a member of the committee, I desire to 


have an hour in my own right, although I do not expect to occupy ove 
twenty-five minutes. 
The SPEAKER 


(According to the list furnished to the Chair, the 


ua 


gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] would be next entitled t 
the tloo: The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Rhode Isla 
next after the gentleman from Colorado. The gentleman from Colorado 


will proceed , 
Mr. BELFORD. One of the great and supereminent causes that le 
to the adoption of the Federal Constitution was to secure a uniforn 


of our coinage. Any man who has studied the history of his coun 
will appreciate that fact. I am in favor of three sections of this bi 
upon that principle of procuring a uniformity of the coinage I smn 


posed to the fourth section because 
ple of this nation. 

You may say, because I represent a silver State, that this opposition 
on my part springs from personal interest. But it is not so, and I pro 
pose to demonstrate that fact to this House 1849 when gold 
discovered in California the Rothschilds sent a commission to America 
because they were afraid that bullion would become too cheap and t! 
had invested their bonds. They went over to the German Parliai 
and required that Parliament to demonetize gold. That is a truth of 
history. Afterward, when silver got cheap, in order to advance th 
value of their bonds they went to that same Parliament and demanded 
that it should demonetize silver. In both instances they carried out 
their purpose. Their object was to make their bonds valuable when 
gold was cheap and to make their bonds valuable when silver was 
cheap. And I appeal to my Democratic friends on the other side of 
the House whether they are going to vote for a bill that in my judg 
ment is in the interest of the Rothschilds, who control Germany on 
the question of gold demonetization and also on the question of silve 
demonetization. This is a question not appertaining to Colorado bu 
appertaining to the entire nation, and I sincerely hope that the good 
sense and sound judgment of my Democratic friends will not allow this 
bill to pass unless they strike out the fourth section. 

Let me request the attention of you Southern men. You are the me? 
I want to talk t Look at this Government up here. Of what mat 
rial isit composed? We have west of the Alleghany Mountains 3: 
000,000 of people, three-fifths of the population of this nation Yo 
have a President from New York, have you not? You have a Secretary 
from New York, have you not? You have that President sending to the 
Senate and to this House a message advocating the demonetization of 
silver, and I will come to the reason why he does that thing before I get 
through. 

Mr. RANNEY. Did the President recommend demonetization 
silver? 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, he recommended practically demonetizatior 
of silver, my dear friend from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RANNEY. When? 

Mr. BELFORD. Why, at the last Congress; and you read the me 
sage, if you were as diligent as you usually are. 

Here we have a President from the State of New York recon 


ing the demonetization of silver: and here we have a Secret 


is a covered fraud upon the peo 
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tLe 


om St New York making the same recommenda- 
also have a Secretary of the Navy from the State of New 

Of tl this country two-fifths only reside 
Mountains, and three-fifths reside on the other | 

Yet not one of that three-fifths of the popu- 
this country is intrusted with any duty in connection with 
financial interests of the country. 
venerable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], 
I have revered and respected. After he had gone to Ger- 
i consulted with that brutal tyrant, Bismarck, he comes back 
re and advocates practically the cessation of the coinage of silver. 
Mr. KELLEY. 1 beg leave to say to the gentleman that I am not 
yus of hav ] inGermany. Idid in my weakness stretch my 
where I three weeks, but had not the 
German statesmen there. 

House will 


We 
H hire 


‘ 


i the population ol 
(Alleghany 
. of the Alleghanies 


$s my 
lor ¥ ifs 


Lie 


ecn 


spent 


recollect, because I 


real them 
h that gentleman wrote after he 


. }?; vy } 
ince DiIsmMarcKk 


1 think it was. 


rightly it was five years ago. 


that is, if my arithmetic sustains me upon the 
) from lSs4 

M >ELFORD. The gentleman’s arithmetic 

{ m of when he wrote the pamphlet, but 


he last Cons 


Ke might sustain him on 


when it was produced, 
ress 
l talking about 


the alleged interview with Bis- 


get t 


us 0 another point. [Great 
he gentleman came back from Europe this 
»ved health, for which we should all be grateful, 
1is House to stop thi He 


day the protection ol 





t 


» bill into coinage of silver. 
a lvocate day aiter 
all know that ? 

t to interrupt the gentleman 


» right along 


Do not we 
wan 
it will not disturb me at 


: gentleman’s candor would prevent him 


the world 


wotld not do 


My desire 


basis; and my 


t 


Wo! ld-w ide use of silver 


which | be 


S$ to promote the 


bill 


England, 


relief 


well cal- 
silver and silver- 
her own arrogance by asking for 
tization of silver on this ancient basis, and that is the object 
h I aim 
BELFORD. Why did not the gentleman introduce a bill te pro- 
arrogant England on the subject of pig-iron? [Great laughter. ] 
The gentleman from Pensylvania stands here and asks us people from 
the West to protect pig-iron, and I have voted to do it. New Jersey 
stands here and asks me to protect her silk interests Connecticut says 
to me, *‘l want you vote to protect my cutlery interests;’’ and 
Louisiana says, ‘‘ I want you to vote to protect my sugar interests;’’ and 
[ have always voted in that direction. Yet there is a settled, studied 
polic yon the part of the monopolists of the East to discredit and injure 
and ruin the great industry of my State. 


Is Ont believe to 


the 
from 


arrogant 


1e for 


persecutor ol 
nations, to si 
the rem t 
to whi 
Mi 
tect 


et 


to 


Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether any of 
these monopolists failed to stand by him for the duties he demanded 
for the lead of Colorado—an industry scarcely second to her silver? 
And [ want to know if they failed to protect her pig-iron, nail facto- 
ries, and Bessemer rail mills? 

Mr. BELFORD. Iam glad the gentleman has asked me that ques- 
ion. I can tell him that Colorado needs no tariff on Bessemer steel. 


t 

It costs $14 toship a ton of Bessemer steel rails from the State of Penn- 
sylvania to the State of Colorado. All the tariff that is there needed is 
the distance which the rails have to beconveyed. And yet, absolutely 
knowing and recognizing this fact, I have generously stood up to protect 
the men in your State who have not shown through you the generosity 
which should have been displayed. That is what I say upon that sub- 


lect What does Colorado need protection for? 

Mr. KELLEY. For her lead 

Mr. BELFORD. It is 2,000 miles from here to there. The gentle- 
man manufactures Bessemer steel in Pennsylvania. Here is the cost 


Where are the railroads going to be built which 
will require these Bessemer steel rails? To the South and tothe West, 
th old Mexico, across the Isthmus of Panama, down south to 
Central America, then to the Argentine Republic, and over to Brazil. 
We have e mountains, solid mountainsofiron. We canrun 
a railroad train from those mountains down grade without an engine. 
And when we come to compete with the iron interests of Pennsylvania 


of transportation. 
roug! 


in mv Stat 


I can give notice tomy friend that we will not need to stand up here 
for a tariff on pig-iron 


Oh, you protected lead, but you destroyed the tariff on wool. 
Favors are equal and mutual on that subject; and when the effort was 
nade to bring that wool question before this House, and I tried to help 


yest 


it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL 1, 


-even 
iished 


it, my Democratic friends, with 60 majority, had not the courage 
to consider it under the leadership of one of the most disting: 
Democrats on that side of the House. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House to an- 
other question. 
A MEMBER. Come to the trade-dollar! 
Mr. BELFORD. I will come to the trade-dollar after awhile. I am 
‘getting in’’ my hour now. This is the first timeI have had an hou 
for eight years, and I am going to use it. [Langhter.] You recollect, 
Mr. Speaker (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair), and I hope you will 
incorporate it in the memoirs you are going to write as a sequel to those 
of Mr. Blaine—I have tried my hand at some and possibly failed, but 
I am in the line of succession—you will remember what was the con- 
dition of our currency previous to 1869. What did Congress then do 
with reference to the coinage of the silver dollar? It passed an act de- 
claring that the debts of this nation should be paid in coin. What was 
the coin of the Constitution? It was the silver dollar, which before 
we formed this Government was the unit of value; and the States only 
gave the right of coinage to the United States upon the express condi- 
tion that the General Government should keep on with this coinage 
That was the basis of the argument in the convention that formulated 
and brought forth that Constitution. The States never intended to 
give to the General Government the right to stop the coinage, but they 
said, ‘‘To allow you to make the coinage uniform, as we are to be a 
nation and a republic, we will give you the power of coinage.’? Any 
man who reads the history of that convention can reach no other con- 


Wi 


| clusion. 


But the great moneyed interests of this country are always wise, al- 
ways cunning, and everlastingly diligent in making money dear and 
everything else cheap. Whatdidthey doin 1869? You may say that 


nothing about the name 
Iam, above all and every- 
nation against either party that loans 
itself to monopoly of any sort. What did they As I said, they 
passed a bill providing that the national debt should be paid in coin. 
Silver had n the coin of this Republi 
it is alleged by a fraud. That word 

tion with an unquestionable meaning 
unit It had been the currency of all the Our great 

gold-producing fields had not been discovered (ud with that idea in 
the Constitution, this ¢ ess in 1869 passed a bill providing that the 
debt of this nation should be payable, not in gold, but in coin—the coin 
of the the coin of our fathers. And yet under the man- 
agement that they have there in the Treasury Department, with $260,- 
000,000 of debt that is open to redemption to-day, and with a surplus, 
as I have repeatedly declared, of 150,000,000, we are forced to pay in- 
terest to the bondholders and keep the money there in the interest of 
the bankers. 

I say it is time that we members of this House make war upon th 

theory that dominates this Administration, I care not whether it is 
Republican or Democratic. I find that communism has absolutely com- 
menced its devastating course in this country. Look at the riots in 
| Cincinnati. You may say that they sprang out of the attempt to ad- 
minister justice in an individual case. Oh, no; the mantle is too broad 
for that. You do not get an army that keeps a city in subjection for 
three or four days on that subject. It is because the people of this 
country are beginning to realize and feel that no man by honest and 
legitimate industry can earn twenty millions in one year and deprive 
the people of the currency that belongs to them in the legitimate exercise 
of their trade and business. Thatis what it means. And I advise you 
gentlemen who have control of this House to see to it that our cur- 
rency is not diminished while our population is being increased; be- 
cause with the increase of our population and the diminution of our 
currency you will see not a riot in Cincinnati only but a riot in every 
great city of this country, where millions of property will be destroyed, 
because men can not possess and enjoy by their honest labor a sufficient 
amount of currency to buy bread for their wives and children. This 
is a mighty and serious question, and before we act on this question 
we should ascertain for ourselves whether there is going to be a diminu- 
tion of the volume of our currency in the interest of the bankers aad 
bondholders of the East. 

It is said that I advocate the adoption of this measure because I am 
a large ownerin mines. I can truthfully say that my interest in mines 
has consisted in paying a large number of labofing men. [have worked 
many mines from which I never derived adollar, though I have spent 
thousands upon them. Iam looking at this as a broad national ques- 
tion. I commend it to the House, not on account of the trade-dollar, 
but on account of the volume of your currency. Let us not allow our- 
selves to have it diminished, to produce insurrection, to incite riots, to 
make men poorer an the one side and richer on the other. 

What is the fourth section of this bill but a covert attempt to stop 
the coinage of silver in the face of the act of 1869 and in the face of 
the Constitution itself? Let us equalize the coinage. That,was the 
object of the Constitution in a large degree. 

Mr. Speaker, let us strike out the fourth section of this bill and in- 

| form these gentlemen that under no state of circumstances shall they 
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be allowed to diminish the volume of our currency. There, and there | 
alone, is the path of safety for this nation in my judgment. 

Now, I voted the other day to extend the bonded period on whisky 
because I knew it would keep $70,000,000 out of the Treasury and let 
that amount of money remain in circulation among the people. And | 
yet this House, and I say it respectfully, voted it down by over 100 
majority. That, sir, was the result of the performance here the other 
day. Are my Democratic friends going before the country first with 
the declaration that they are opposed to the bonded-whisky bill, and 
then are they going before the country with the still further declara- 
tion that they are in favor of abolishing the coinage of silver? Are they 
going, in the third place, before the country with the open declaration 
of a reduction of expenditures in reference to the Navy of $8,000,000 
below the estimates sent in to Congress by the Navy Department? Are 
they going before the country with the declaration, in the fourth place, 
that they cut down the estimates of the Post-Office Department $4,000, - 
000? Gentlemen of the Democratic party, are we forever and forever 


to hold the White House at the expense of your absolutely silly blunders? | 
[Laughter andapplause.] Yes, you may smile, but it is nevertheless all | 


true. I think itwas General Grant who declared the Republican party 
could always trust for success to the blunders of the Democracy. 
{Laughter and applause.] Why, in the name of Heaven, why do not 
you men get some sense on these political subjects? [ Applause. ] 

I have promised to yield some of my time, and in the first instance 
I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BRUMM] for fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that in the introduction of 
this bill the committee saw fit to incorporate the entire silver question. 
I am so anxious to see this trade-dollar gotten rid of, and feel every- 
body on the floor of this House is in favor of disposing of that trade- 
dollar, that I am sorry you have put this rider on this bill, and in that 
way are absolutely coercing those of the House who want to get rid of 
this trade-dollar by adding this fourth section toit. Can it be possibl 
that the Congress of the United States has got so much afraid of this 
financial question that it can not take the financial question pure and 
simple and bring in one bill at least upon which we may discuss the 
merits and demerits of that question, without lugging into it, or rather 


lugging it in, and getting so much of this silver or any other portion of | 


the financial question disposed of, by bringing it in as a rider on a bill the 
subject of which the whole country is clamoring for and for which every 
man here is in favor? But I must vote for this bill whether you strike 
out the fourth section or not. I believe my friend from Nevada [ Mr. 
CASSIDY |] must vote for this bill whether you strike out that section or 
not. I have not heard from the first man on the floor of this House 
who will not be coerced into voting for this bill whether you strike out 
that section or not. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to correct the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and I can tell him that he will find that a majority of this House will 


vote against it unless that fourth section be stricken out of the bill. I | 


am in favor of the bill myself, but I can not vote for it as long as that 
fourth section remains in it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I am giving my opinion, and the gentleman from 
Missouri has given his, and we will see by the result which is correct 
As I have said, I must vote for it under the circumstances. I wish to tell 
you why, and why this House is acting unfairly and, in my judgment, 
cowardly in introducing this rider upon this trade-dollar, when you 
should allow the trade-dollar question to stand on its own bottom. 

The trade-dollar, Mr. Speaker, was coined as every other dollar that 
has ever been coined by the authority of the Government of the United 
States—that is, that it was made a legal tender for $5. A serpent or 
snake in the grass was allowed to crawl into this House by means of 
which the silver money was demonetized. With that the trade-dollar 
fell with the rest. At that time the trade-dollar was not in circulation— 
that is, in actual circulation out among the people. 
came the people demanded the remonetization of silver, and you left the 
trade-dollar out. The people then were forced—I mean the laboring 
people—to take these trade-dollars whether they would or not. I am 
arguing simply the justice of this question. I will read, in the first 
place, an extract from the Philadelphia Press, of February 14, 1884: 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR QUESTION. 


The proposed action of Congressin regard to the trade-dollaz has caused some 
buying of them by speculators. Thegeneral impression among dealers in them 
isthat some measure willbe adopted by Congress which will increase their value 
to par. It is estimated by Messrs. Zimmerman & Forshay, of Wall street, 
who have for a long time dealt in trade-dollars, that the number in circulation 
in the United States is from six to eight millions. The total amount issued was 
more than 35,000,000, and nearly the whole issue has found its way to China, 
where it has been stamped by that government. 

None of these dollars can be returned to the United States except as bullion 
Some dollars have been exported for speculative purposes to Germany and other 
European countries, but since the price of silver advanced the profit has been 
small. The dollars now in Germany will be held until it is decided what Con- 
gress willdo. The price on Wall street lately for large lots has been 9 cente, 
and some months ago a regular trade sprang up of buying and selling them. 
New York brokers have shipped a good many of them to Pennsylvania, where 
they have been used to pay off working people. For this trade individual bro- 


kers have shipped from $50,000 to $100,000 in this coin to Philadelphia weekly, 
for use as wages of operatives in that city and the mining regions. Ninety-one 


— a for trade-dollars, and a large amount could not be had for less than 93 
an ; 
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| there was no paper dollar in circulation, no silver dollar, or no 
| lar that was at a premium over and above any other paper, silver, or 
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| by striking out this fourth section 
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Mark you, this is in Wall street that this trade springs up. These 


| trade-dollars were used and bought up by brokers and speculators, and 
| were imposed upon the laborers in payment of their wages, especially 


on laborers in my district of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is not that a strong argument in favor 
of never issuing a dollar unless it is worth a dollar? 

Mr. BRUMM. Itisastrong argument in favor of never issuing a 
dollar unless you make it a legal tender, my friend. 

Mr. WELLER. Good enough! 


Mr. BRUMM. Itis nota question of intrinsic value. Why, this 


| very trade-dollar itself, containing more silver than the standard dol- 


lar, was at 15 per cent. discount when they were discredited. They 
were at this discount while the standard dollar went from all hands for 
100 cents all over this land. Your fiat gave it the 15 percent. premium 
over your trade-dollar, notwithstanding that it had 6) per cent. | 
intrinsic value than the other, which had no fiat value attached to it. 
No argument could be stronger in favor of the proposition that I have 
made than this very fact of the depreciation of an intrinsically more 
valuable coin when the Government discredited it. It is a warning t 
Congress never again to issue money unless it makes it a legal tend: 

and since you have interrupted me on that question, I wish te deny the 
proposition of my friend from Nevada [Mr. CAsstpy] by stating that 


; ; 
rold Go 


gold dollar. 
I deny the proposition that the greenback dollar, being at the rate of 


two hundred and sixty for one hundred of the standard dollars, ever 
| f 


was a dollar. It never was a legal tender, therefore it was not the d 
preciation of the greenback but the appreciation of the gold. Why, if 
you had made your duties payable in wildcats only, wildcats would 
have been at a premium. If you had made them payable in rattle- 
snakes or in copperheads, loathsome and repulsive as copperheads were 
during the war, rattlesnakes or copperheads would have been at a pre 
mium, and yet men tell us that is the criterion to go by in discussing a 
financial question! Mr. Speaker, it is a question of what the Govern 
ment chooses to make money, and of what it shall use as a legal tender 
and I care not, sir, as to how much intrinsic value is in the money, 
whether it be gold, silver, or paper, it must have the Government's fiat 
to make it a dollar. 

Now, to carry out my thought, these trade-dollars were bought up by 
the brokers. They we¥e sold to the corporations; and my county which 
comprises my district unfortunately is within the grasp of three or four 
corporations that control the entire anthracite coal business of the 
United States. These corporations bought this money at that time, 
paying 90 cents on the dollar for it, and being in absolute control 
over the laboring men in the anthracite region they made the work 
ingmen take this coin at par, and then when the crash came they were 
no more accredited by the bankers, for let me add the 
brokers of the large cities were the first to speculate in them when they 
bought them up, and were the first to take advantage of the specu 
tion when the crash came, and refused to take them over their count 


bankers and 


They got a ring in Wall street again, declaring that they would no m« 


take them except at the bullion value 
were being paid these dollars at 

Mr. LONG. Do the workingmen in your district hold them noy 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir,a great many of them, and when they wanted 
to pay their fare to get out of the country or travel on the railroad, the 
same corporations would not take the dollars when they were ottered 
them. The workingmen still hold many of them. Those that they 
do not hold are now principally in the hands of the business men o 
that region, because they had to take them for debts, and the business 
men, let me say, had to take them generally at 100 cents on the 
dollar, and they hold them now principally as depositors of banks 
That is a good argument for declaring them to be legal tender and lea 
ing them where they are, and a good argument why this bill should pass 
If the trade-dollar was leit 
merits alone, I can not for the life of me see how it can possibly affect 
even the question that has been generally proposed, i. ¢., th 
of absolute or unlimited coinage of silver. 

How many of these dollars exist? 


The workingmen at this time 
par by the corporations 


juest 


4j on 


You say some eight millions 


| Why, gentlemen, I believe that of these eight millions over one-half 


would be kept by individuals as mere relics of barbarism, if for no 
Most every one will want to keep one of these peculiar 
dollars, and they will be kept as relics to a large extent. But of those 
that do come in, I say in answer specially to the gentleman from New 
York, the burden of whose speech was that all the silver commissions 
that had been appointed by all nations had declared that unlimited 
coinage of silver would be a calamity to any country that undertook 
it 





The SPEAKER. 
Mr. BRUMM. 
finish this thought. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I yield to the gen¢leman five minutes longer. 

Mr. BRUMM. Supposing that you pass this bill with the fourth 
section out, I ask of you, gentlemen, in all sincerity, do you believe 
| that the few trade-dollars that are still in existence will in any way ma- 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I should like to have a few moments more just to 
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question of the unlimited coinage of silver? You 
ha ranched out upon that question on both sides as though the very 














g i marrow of this question depended upon the question of un- 
we or the question of the absolute stopping of coinage. 
rt es not affect that question direc’dy, nor at all in fact 
dollars can only affect it to the extent of the number that 
tence, and to that extent you are practically curtailing 
ire practically making the volume of your cur- 
) to th extent It is true your trade-dollars are not 
y mm har » hand; but they are being held by the business 
ho have de posited them 1 banks: and there they are to the 
‘ l f these business men as deposits or as collaterals And if these 
t s were ot ti e. the lid e to be some other kind of 
! r ere Therefore they are p cally rculation or serving 
y eS circulatior nd if you adopt this fourth section you 
pract ‘ racting tl y to that extent And while you 
( ( wtion of the curren by the payment of the 
I } llin h tirement the bank note. and assert 
t pro par hy do y weravate the contraction by 
le- witho supplying its place I ask in all 
j ) ( I ) e w ng to do that ec use 
t ) ‘ ad Ss! Slive ius make 
‘ t road and t extent the lore l t to cor- 
RGES ST Vv. BOYNTOD 
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} et pointed to investigate charges inst H. V 
| } t its report rhe resolution which concludes the re- 
10Us greed to b the committe There are som¢ 
! 4 ‘ ent on which the minority wish to have their views 
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1 here it¢ 
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\ H. R. 4971) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
p ses 
1 0 {. Res. 215 reappropriating the sum of 3125,000 
pen e 1 of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi 
rRADE-DOLLAR 
i House resum the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the 
t ie ot the trade-dollat 
Mr. BELFORD I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
ir. M ulter which I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr 
WaAl 
Mr. MILLS | only take the floor to ask the House to vote down the 
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measure the discussion which we have had and all that we are 
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oursel ve t ght we have been receiving by offering proper amend- 
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I ry ! t matt indeed for the numerous bills that are 
presented to this House and referred to the committees to get even a re- 
D ivorable or unfavorable, from a committee. But it is much 
t to get a bill reported by a committee up for considera- 
t House his important measure has overcome all these 
ervening obstacles and is now before this House for consideration: 
House will not permit its impatience to induce it to 
close down t ypportunity for debate and amendment on the measure 
w of perfecting it There are several amendments that have 
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Y simply to speak on them with the door closed in our face, 
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have it sooner or later. And now that we have this measure before us 
we ought to avail ourselves of the opportunity, so very rare in this 
House, to change this obnoxious law. 

I will not now, Mr. Speaker, enter upon the discussion of the dif- 
ferent coins that we have had and that we have repealed. If we get 
so that we can offer amendments, I will do so within four or five min 
utes. But it is important we should now consider this question; and 
I rose simply to ask the House when we get a vote to vote down the 
previous question in order that we may consider these amendments 

Mr. Speaker, lest I may not have the happy fortune to get the floor 
again on this question, I desire to ask to have printed as a part of my 
remarks the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States on the 
legal-tender question, both the majority and minority opinions. I send 

hem to the desk without asking to have them read, but ask that they 
may be printed in the Recorp. I do so because it is very rare copies 
of this decision can be procured I got this one from the clerk of the 
Supreme Court, who had to hunt for some time before he could get on 
copy I have not had time to read the opinions myself, but I desire to 
do so, and Task to have them printed in the RecorD for the 
tion of the House. 

Phere was no objection 


informa 


The decision of the Supreme Court and the dissenting opinion are as 

follows 
SUPREME COURT rHE UNITED STATES 
No. 9 October term, 1883 
\ugustus D. Juilliard, plaintiff in erro: Thomas 8S. Greenman. In error to 
reuit court of the United States for the southern district of New York 

Congress has the constitutional } ywertomake the Treasury notesof the United 

States a legal tender in payment of private debts in time of peace as well as 

n time of war 
Under the act of May 1878, chapter 146, which enacts that notes of the United 





ssued during the war of the rebellion under acts of Congress declaring 


states 





hem to be a legal tender in payment of private debts, and since the clos¢ 
of that war redeemed and paid in gold coin atthe Treasury, shall be reissued 
ept in circulation, notes so reissued are a legal t nde 
March 3, 1584 
M Tustice Gray delivered the opinion of the court 
Juijliard, a citizen of New York, brought an action against Greenman, a 
zen of Connecticut, in the circuit court of the United States for the southern dis 
trict of New York, alleging that the plaintilf sold and delivered to the defend 
t his special instance and request, one hundred bales of cotton, of 
val und forthe agreed price of $5,122.90, and that the defendant agreed to p 
in cash on the delivery of the cotton, and had not paid the same ora 


1 of 322.90 on account, and was no 


S100 


ept that he had paid the sun 
to the plaintiff therefor in the 


ereot, ex 


idebted sum of 





and demand 





dg t for this sum with interest and costs 
Phe defendant in his answer admitted th itizenship of the parties, the p 
el idelivery of the cotton j ent to pay therefor, as alleged 


and the agreen 


rred that after the cotton he offered and tendered t 





delivery of the 

















ntiff,in full payment, $22.50 in gold coin of the United States, forty cents 

silver coin of the United States, ar » United States notes, one of the de 

ition of $000 and the ot! ot nomination of $100, of the des 
kr nas United States | il-tender nots purporting by recital thereon t 

egal ter r,attheir respective face lues, for all debts, publie and priva 
except duties on imports and interest on the pub‘ic debt, and which, after ha 
ng been presented for payment,and redeemed and paid in gold co’ 
January 1, 1879, at the United States subtreasury in New York,had been 1 
issued and kept i ‘irculation under and in pursuance of the act of Cor 
May IS78, chapter 146; that at the time of offering and tendering these notes 
ind coin to the plaintiff the sum of 95,122.90 was the enti umount due and 





ow g in payment for the cott but the plaintiff declined to receive the 
in payment of .100 thereof; and that the defendant had ever sines 1 
and still was, ready and willing to pay to the plaintiff the sum of $5,100 in these 
notes, and brought these notes into court, ready to be paid tothe plaintiff 


would accept them 

rhe plaintiff demurred to the answer 

i new matter, was insufficient in and that the 

stated in the answer did not constitute any defense to the use of action alleged 
rhe circuit court overruled the demurrer and gave judgment for the defend 

ant, and the plaintiff sued out his writ of error 


upon the grounds that the defens« 


sisting of aw upon its face 


rhe amount which the plaintiff seeks to recover, and which, if the tend 
pleaded is insufficient in law, he is entitled to recover, is 35,100 Phere can 
therefore, be no doubt of the jurisdiction of this court tore ise the judgement 
the circuit court Act of February 16, 1875, ch. 77, sec. 3; 18 Stat., 315 

The notes of the United States, tendered in payment of the defendant's debt 
to the plaintiff, were originally issued under the acts of Congress of Februar 
25, 1862, ch. 33, July 11, 1862, ch. 142, and March 3, 1863, ch. 73, passed during 





war of the rebellion, and enacting that these notes should ** be lawful money 
and a legal tender in payment ofall debts, public and private, within the Unit 





States,’ except for duties on imports and interest on the public debt 12 Stat 
345, 532. 709 

rhe provisions of the earlier acts of Congress, so far as it is necessary for th 
understanding of the recent statutes to quote them, are re-enacted in the 





lowing provisions of the Revised Statutes 





Sec. 3579. Whenany United States notes are returned to the Treasury, they 
may be reissued, from time to time, as the exigencies of the public interest 
may require 

Sec. 380. When any United States notes returned to the Treasury are so 


mutilated or otherwise injured as to be unfit for use, the Secretary of the Tre 
ury is authorized to replace the same with others of the 
amounts 
Sec, S81. Mutilated United States notes, when replaced according to law 

and all other notes which by law are required to be taken up and not reissued 
when taken up shall be destroyed in such manner and under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

“Sec The authority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to make any 
reduction of the currency, by retiring and canceling United States notes, is 
suspended.” 


See 


same character and 


3582 


3588. United States notes shall be lawful money and a legal tender in 
payment of all debts, public and private, within the United States, except for 
duties on imports and interest on the public debt.”’ 

The act of January 14, 1875, chapter 15, ‘to provide for the resumption of 
a ie payments,” enacted that on and after January 1, 1879, ** the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then cut- 


standing, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant 





1884. CONGRESSIONAL 





treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than 
$50 :”’ and authorized him to use for that purpose any surplus revenues in the 
Treasury and the proceeds of the sales of certain bonds of the United States. (18 
Stat., 296.) 

The act of May 31, 1878, chapter 146, under which the notes in question were 
reissued, is entitled ‘*An act to forbid the further retirement of United States 
legal-tender notes,”’ and enacts as follows: os 
“From and after the passage of this act it shall not be lawful for the Secretary 
of the Treasury or other officer under him to cancel or retire any more of th: 
United States legal-tender notes. And when any of said notes may be redeemed 
or be received into the Treasury under any law from any source whatever and 
shall belong to the United States, they shall not be retired, canceled, or de- 
stroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation 
Provided, That nothing herein shall prohibit the cancellation and destruction of 
mutilated notes and the issue of other notes of like denomination in theirstead 
as new provided by law. All acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are 
hereby repealed.”’ (20 Stat., 57 

Che manifest intention of this act is that the notes which it directs, after hav- 
ing been redeemed, to be reissued and kept in circulation, shall retain their 
original quality of being a legal tender. 

The single question, therefore, to be considered, and upon the answer to 
which the judgment to be rendered between these parties depends, is whether 
notes of the United States, issued in time of war, under acts of Congress declar- 
ing them to be a legal tender in payment of private debts, and afterward in time 
of peace redeemed and paid in gold coin at the Treasury, and then reissued un- 


United States, be a legal 














der the act of 1878, can, under the Constitution of 
tender in payment of such debts. 
Upon full consideration of the case, the court is unanimously of opinion that it 


the 





can not be distinguished in principle from the cases heretofore determined, re- 
ported under the names of the Legal-tender Cases, 12 Wall., 457; Dooly vs. Smith 
13 Wall., 604; Railroad Company rs. Johnson, 15 Wall., 195; and Maryland rs. Rail- 





road Company, 22 Wall., 105; and all the judges, except Mr. Justice Field, who 
adheres to the views expressed in his dissenting opinions in those cases, are of 
opinion that they were rightly decided 


lhe elaborate printed briefs submitted by counsel in this case, and the op 
ions delivered in the legal-tender cases, and in the earlier case of Hepburn vs 








Griswold, 8 Wall., 608, which those cases overruled, forcibly present the argu- 
ments on either side of the question of the power of Congress to make the notes 
of the United States a legal tender in payment of private debts. Without un- 
dertaking to deal with all those arguments, the court has thought it fit that tl 


grounds of its judgement in the case at bar should be fully stated 

No question of the scope and extent of the implied powers of Congress under 
the Constitution can be satisfactorily discussed without repeating much of the 
reasoning of Chief-Justice Marshall in the great judgment in MeCulloch vs. 
Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316, by which the power of Congress to incorporate a bank 
was demonstrated and affirmed, notwithstanding the Constitution 
enumerate, among the powers granted, that ofestablishing a bank or creating a 
corporation, 

The people of the United States by the Constitution established a National 
Government, with sovereign powers, legislative, executive, and judicial. Phe 





ioes no 





Government of the Union,” said Chief-Justice Marshall, ‘though limited in its 
powers, is supreme within its sphere of action;’’ “and its laws, when made in 
pursuance of the Constitution, form the supreme law of the land.” “Among the 


enumerated powers of Government we find the great powers to lay and collect 
to declare and conduct a 








ces; to borrow money; to regulate commerce; ir; 
and to raise and support armies and navies. The sword and the purse, all the 
external relations, and no inconsiderable portion of the industry of the nation 
re intrusted to its government.’ (4 Wheat., 405, 406, 407 
A constitution establishing a frame of government, declaring funda: 





principles, and creating a national sovereignty, and intended toendure {i 
and to be adapted to the various crises of human affairs, is not to be inter} 
with the strictness of a private contract. The Constitution of the United st 
by apt words of designation or general description, marks 
powers granted to the National Legislature, but it does not undertake wit! the 
precision and detail of a code of laws to enumerate thi 

powers or to specify all the means by which they may be carried into execution 
Chief-Justice Marshall, after dwelling upon this view, as required by the very 
nature of the Constitution, by the language in which itis framed, by the limita- 
tions upon the general powers of Congress introduced inthe ninth 
first article, and by the omission to use any restrictive term which m 








he outlines of 
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subdivisions o 








section ofthe 


ight prevent 











s receiving a fair and just interpretation, added these emphatic words In 
considering this question, then, we must never forget that it is a constitution we 
are expounding.” (4 Wheat., 407. See also page 415 

rhe breadth and comprehensiveness of the words of the Constitution are no 


where more strikingly exhibited than in regard to the powers over the subjects 
of revenue, finance, and currency, of which there is no other express gr: t 
guay be found in these few brief clauses 

‘The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense ans 
fare of the United States; but all duties, h 
throughout the United States; 

“To borrow money on the credit of the Un 

‘To regulate commerce with foreign n&tions, an 
and with the Indian tribes; 


imposts and 
l general vel 


imposts and excises shall be 1 






ted States 








To coin money, regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix t 
standard of weights and measures.’ 
The section which contains the grant of these and other principal slative 
powers concludes by declaring that the Congress shall have power “to make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper forcarrying into execution the forego 





ing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Government 
of the United States, or in any Department or officer thercof 

By the settled construction and the only reasonable interpretation of this clause 
the words ‘‘ necessary and proper” are not limited to su a 
solutely and indispensably necessary, he powers granted miust 





h measures as: 





| without which the 
fail of execution, but they include all appropriate means which are conducive 
or adapted to the end to be accomplished, and which in the jud 





gmentoftCo ress 
will most advantageously effect it. 
That clause of the Constitution which declares that ‘‘ the Congress shall! 





bts 





power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States 
either embodies a grant of power to pay the debts of the United States or pre- 
Supposes and assumes that power as inherent in the United Statesasa sovereign 
government. But, in whichever atpect it be considered, neither this nor any 
other clause of the Constitution makes any mention of priority or preferenc: of 
the United States as a creditor over other creditors of anindividual debtor. Yet 
this court, in the early case of United States rs. Fisher, 2 Cranch held that 
under the power to may the debts of the United States Congress had the power 
to enact that debts due to the United States should have that priority of pay- 
ment out of the estate of an insolvent debtor which the law of England gave 
to debts due to the crown. 





ds, 





In delivering judgment in that case Chief-Justice Marshall expounded the 
clause giving Congress power to make all necessary aud proper laws as fol 





lows: “In construing this clause it would be incorrect and would produce 
endless difficulties if the opinion should be maintained that no law was au- 
thorized which was not indispensably necessary to give effect to a 
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be adopted for that purpose it might be 
said with respect to each that it was not necessary because the end might be 
obtained by other means. Congress must possess the choice of means and 
must be empowered to use any means which are in fact conducive to the exer 
cise of a power granted by the Constitution. The Government pay the 
debt of the Union, and must be authorized to use the means which appear to 
itself the most eligible to effect that object 2 Cranch, 396 

In MeCulloch rs. Maryland he more fully developed the same view, conclud 


power. Where various systems might 


Is to 





ing thus We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government are 
limited, and that its limits are not to be transeended. But we think the sound 
construction of the Constitution must allow to the National Legislature that 


discretion with respect to the means by which the powers it confers are to be 
carried into execution which will enable that body to perform the his 
gned to it in the manner most beneficial to the people. Let the er 
imate, let it be within the mstitution, and all mean 
ippropriate, which are p adapted to that end, which : 
ut consist with the letter Constitution 
i Wheat., 421 

rhe rule of interpretation thus laid down has been constantly adhered to and 
ucted on by this court, and was accepted as expressing the true test 
udges who took part in the f 
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iss! ibe legit 
s which are 
prohibited 


tutional 


scope of the ¢ 
Lin) t 


and spirit of the 
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ure consi 


by a thre 





rmer discussions of the power of Congress to mak« 





the Treasury notes of the United States a legal tender in payment of private 
debts 

The other judgments delivered by Chief-Justice Marshall contain nothing ad 
verse to the power of Congress to issue legal-tender notes 

By the Articles of Confederation of 1777, the United States in Congress assem 





bled were authorized **to borrow money or emit bills on the credit of the U1 
but it was declared that ‘‘each State retains its sovereignty, freedom 
and independence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by this 
confederation expressly delegated to the United States in Congress assembled 
Art. 2; art. 9, sec. 5; 1 Stat., 4, 7 Yet, upon the question whether, 
irticles, Congress, by virtue of the power to emit bills on the credit of the United 
States, had the power to make bills so emitted a legal tender, Chief-Justice 


States 


inder those 








shall spoke very guardedly, saying Congress emitted bills of credit toa larg 
amount, and did not, perhaps could not, make thema legal tender. This power 
resided in the States.’’ (Craig vs. Missouri, 4 Pet., 410, 435 But in the Constitt 


tion, as he had before observed in McCulloch vs. Maryland, “there is no phrase 
which, like the Articles of Confederation, excludes incidental or implied powers 
and which requires that everything granted shall be expressly and minutely 
ribed. Even the tenth amendment, which was framed the 
quieting the excessive jealousies which had been excited, omits the word ‘ex 


dies for purpose of 











pressly,’ and declares only that the powers ‘not delegated to the United Stat 
nor prohibited to the States, are reserved to the States or to the people thus 
leaving the question whether the particular power which may becon the 
subject of contest has been delegated tothe one government or prohib tothe 
other to depend on a fair construction of the whole instrument Phe who 
drew and adopted this amendment had experienced the embarrassments result 
ing from the insertion of this word in the Articles of Confederation, and proba 
bly omitted it to avoid those embarrassments t Wheat., 405, 4% 

rhe sentence sometimes quoted from his opinion in Sturges vs. Crowninshield 
had exclusive relation tothe restrictions imposed by the Constitution « the 
powers of the States, and especial reference to the effect of the clause prohibiting 
the States from passing laws impairing the obligation of contracts, as wil 
ippear by quoting the whole pgragraph “Was this general prohibit 
tended to prevent paper money Weare not allowed to say so, becaus 
expre ssly provided that no State shall ‘emit bills of credit ;’ neither could these 


words be intended to restrain the States from enabling debtors to discharge their 





debts by the tender of property of no real value to the creditor, because for that 
subject : so particular provision is made Nothing but gold and silver « 
be made a tender in payment of debts $ Wheat., 122, 204 
Such reports as have come down to us of the debates in the convention that 
framed the Constitution afford no proof of any general concurrence of op mn 
pon the subject before us Phe adoption of the motion tostrike out the words 


and emit bills”? from the clause 





to borrow money and emit bills on the cred 











United States”’ is quite inconclusiv Phe philippie delivered b t 
Lssembly Maryland by Mr. Martin, one ofthe delegates from that Stat ‘ 
voted aga tthe motion, and whodeclined to sign the Constitution wm ha 
be accepted as satisfactory evidence of the reasons or the motives of the m t 

the conve ition ser l I lliot’s Debates 345 0, vi some Of the mem. 

the convention, indeed, as appears by r. Madison’s minutes of the deb 

cpressed the strongest opposition to paper money. And Mr. Madison hasdi 
dosed the grounds of his own action by recording that ** this vote in the affirm 








by Virginia was occasioned by the acquiesence of Mr. Madison vho 
became satistied that striking outthe words would not disable the Govern n 
from the use of public notes, so far as they could be safe and proper; and would 
only cut off the pretext for a paper currency, and particularly for making th 
bills atend either for public or private debts.’ 
But he has not explained why he thought that striking out the wor i 
emit bills’? would leave the power to emit bills,and deny the power t ike 


inot be known how many f the 
lopted, intended neither to pro 
and were influenced by t 


them a tender in payment of debts. And it cat 
other delegates by whose vote the motion was a¢ 


claim nor to deny the power to emit paper n 


mey 


























argument of Mr. Gorham, who “was for striking out, without inserting any 
prohibition,’ and who said If the words stand, they may suggest a vel te 
the emission “The power,so far as it will be necessary or safe I i 
volved in that of borrowing 5 Elliot’s Debates, 434, 435, and note And t 
the first clause of the tenth section of the first article had been reported in the 
for in which it now stands, forbidding the States to make anything but ld 
or silver coin a tender in payment of debts, or to pass any law impuiring t 
gation of contracts, when Mr. Gerry, as reported by Mr. Madis entered 
nto observations inculcating the importance of public faith, and the propricts 
of tue restraint put on the States from impai he o ation of contracts 
ileging that Congress ought to be laid under th prohibitions,” and i 
tion to that effect, he was not seconded Ib. 46 As an illustration of 
t danger of giving too much weight upon such a question to the debates ia 
t votes in the convention, it may also be observed that propositions to author 
Congress to grant charters of incorporation for national objects were strongl 
opposed, especially as reg: rded banks, and defeated Ib... 440, 54 rit Lh 
power of Congress to emit bills of credit, as well asto ineorporate national banks 
ow clearly established by decisions to which we shall presentiy vefer 
The words “to borrow money is used in the Constitution, to des lk 
power vested in the National Governme for the safety and welfare of the whol 
people, are not to receive that limited and restricted interpretation and meat 
ing which they would have in a penal stat vv in an authority conferred, 
law or by contract, upon trustees or agents fo rivate purposes 
rhe power “to borrow money on the credit of the United States " isthe power 
to raise money for the public use on a pledge of the public credit, and may be 
exercised to meet either present or anticipated expenses and lhabilities of the 
Government It includes the power to issue, in return for the mone wed 
the obligations of the United States in any appropriate form, of stock, bonds 
bills, or notes; and in whatever form they are issued, being instruments of the 
National Government, they are exempt from taxation by the governments of 
the several States Weston vs. Charleston City Council, 2 Pet., 449; Banks vs 
Mayor, 7 Wall., 16: Bank rssSupervisors, 7 Wall., 26 Congress has aut { 
issue these obligations in a form adapted to cire ation from hand to hand in the 
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< ‘ nsa s of commerce and business. In order to promote and fa- 
‘ tate such circ tion, to adapt them to use as currency, and to make them 
mm rrent the market, it may provide for their redemption in coin or 
bx is ! ike them receivable in payment of debts to the Government 
s« - 1 bx i doubt, and was asserted or distinctly admitted by the 
idges lissented from the decision in the Legal-tender cases, as well as 
\ ne ‘ rred in that decision Veazie I ik vs. Fen 8S Wall... 533. 
48; H (in Law f 636; Legal-tend ses, 12 Wall., 543, 544 
rw) 
It is well setth hat Congress has the power to incorporate national 
banks the capacity, for their own profit as we . the use of the 
er ts mone transact 18. of S85 re s which under ordin ry « I 
st pas n hand to hand as ne at the ominal 1 1¢, and which 
whe { w has Vays I yrnize sa good tenderin payment of 
mo ss specif \ te to at the time of the tender United 
St | of ¢ yy } i Ward vrs. Smith, 7 Wall... 447 
} | ‘ ress t iartera nk was maintained in McCulloch rs 
M ‘ Oshn ur 1 States B k.9 Wheat., 738 
chic ! tit ppropriate means for carrying on the 
mm) e eG it. J Chief-Justice Marshall said rhe 
< t ~ + i vith individ s, is beli« al 
t f qirposes of governme! han it could 
‘ 4 vi rrv on this trade sala iltv 
| ‘ I ' st tut ol W he at sot 
\ I vh i i ith the rest of the court in uphold- 
ve te <, gave the further reason that it tended to 
g effect to “‘t t po ‘ rr cy of the country which the framers 
of the ¢ stit videnth tended to give to Congress alone Ib., 873 
Yr} , } Congress to provide a currency for the whole 
col s é . In Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wa 433, 548 
< < ( ! 1ion of the court, said It can not be 
ak t er the ¢ stitu n the power to provide a circulation of coin 
( 4 ttled by the uniform practice of the Govern- 
Nenrcie s, that Congress may constitutionally authorize 
. ‘ ( igress, having undertaken to supply a na- 
t ting ‘ ‘ asury-notes of the United States, and 
of ‘ c ‘rized to impose on all State banks, or na- 
t tte b ‘ paying out the notes of individuals or of State 
ba . ‘ Wwpon e amount of such notes so paid out Veazie 
I ‘ National Bank rs. United States, 101U.S., 1 rhe 
re s «stated by Chief-Justice Chase, and repeated by the 
present stice these words Having thus, in the exercise of undis- 
| it vers, undertaken to provide a currency for the whole 
co ‘ not be quest d that Congress may, constitutionally, secure 
the ’ f people by appropriate legisiation. To this end, Con- 
gress l ed the quality of legal tender to foreign coins, and has provided 
by ~ ‘ iposition of counterfeit and base coin on the community. 
I ‘ es iv res by suitable enactments, the circulation 
as notes not issued underitsown authority. Without this power 
mae ‘ pts to secure a sound and uniform currency for the country must 
lye =~ VV 49 tL, =~ 
I ‘ stitution of the United St ites the several States are prohibited from 
ce v.« tting billsof credit, or making anything but gold and silver 
co tene paymentofdebts. But no intention can be inferred from thisto 
a ( ss cither of these powers. Most ofthe powers granted to Congress 
are . ‘ < s« on of the first article; the limitations intended to 
he ‘ ers, 80 as to « ide certain things which might otherwise b« 
ta i the g il grant, are defined in the ninth section: the 
te “ s aidressed to the States only his section prohibits the States 
f t s which the United States are expressly prohibited from 
ak ‘ sfr cle g sol things which the United States are expressly 
ind from doing some things which are neither expressly 
lenied to the United States. Congress and the States 
‘ ul pressly prohibited from passing any bill of attainder or ex post facto 
iw, « ! ranvy title of nobility The Statesare forbidden, while the Pres- 
l te are expressly authorized, to make treaties. The Statesare for- 
bid mul Co ess is expressly authorized, to coin money rhe States arc 
p ed { tting bills .of credit: but Congress, which is neither ex- 
pr i rr expressly forbidden to do so, has, as we have already 
act C0! t ive the power of emitting bills of credit, and of making every 
pr i f ation as curreney, short of giving them the quality of 
lega te debts—even by those who have denied its authority to 
giv emt ‘ 
it pea to follow, as a logical and necessary consequence, that Con- 
ress 1¢ power to issue the obligations of the United States in such form, 
nd t ress uy them such qualities as currency for the purchase of mer- 
cha tl mavment of debts. as accord with the usage of sovereign gov- 
ernments rl mrw'e is incident to the power of borrowing money and issuing 
bills « tes of the government for money borrowed, of impressing upon those 
bills « tes lity of being a legal tender for the payment of private debts, 
Was a powe rsally understood to belong to sovereignty, in Europe and 
Ar ca, at the time of the framing and adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States. The governments of Europe, acting through the monarch orthe 
legislature, ace ig to the distribution of powers under their respective con- 
stitutions, had i have as sovereign a power of issuing paper money as of | 
| his power has been distinctly recognized in an important 
modern case, alls red and fully considered, in which the Emperor of Aus- 
tria, as King of H gury, obtained from the glish court of chancery an in- 
junction against t issue in England, without his license, of notes purporting 
to lx iblic pape oney of Hungary Austria rs. Day, 2 Giff., 628, and 3 D. F. 
& J..217 The power of issuing bills of credit, and making them, at the discre- 
tion of the Legislature, a tenderin payment of private debts, had long been ex- 
ercised in this country by the several Colonies and States; and during the Rev- 
olutionary war the States, upon the recommendation of the Congress of the 
Confederation, had made the bills issued by Congress a legal tender. (See Craig 
vs. Missouri, 4 Pet., 435, 458; Briscoe vs. Bank of Kentucky, 11 Pet., 257, 313, 334- 
336; Legal-tender cases, 12 Wall., 557, 558, 622; Phillips on American Paper Cur- 
rency, passim rhe exercise of this power not being prohibited to Congress by 
the Constitution, itis included in the powerexpressly granted to borrow money 
on the credit of the United States 
Chis position is fortified by the fact that Congress is vested with the exclusive 
exercise of the analogous power of coining money and regulating the value of 
domestic and foreign coin, and also with the paramount powerof regulating 
for and interstate commerce Under the power to borrow money on the 
eredit of the United States, and to issue circulating notes for the money bor- 
rowed, its power to define the quality and force of those notes as currency isas 


broad as the like power over a metallic currency under the powerto coin money 
and to regulate the value thereof. Under the two powers, taken together, Con- 
gress is authorized to establish a national currency, either in coin or in paper, 
and to make that currency lawful money for all purposes as regards the Na- 
tional Government or private individuals 

The power of making the notes of the United States a legal tender in pay- 
ment of private debts, being included in the power to borrow money and to 
provide a national currency, is not defeated or restricted by the fact that its ex- 
ercise may affect the value of private contracts. If, upon a just and fair inter- 





pretation of the whole Constitution, a particular power or authority appears 
be vested in Congress, it is no constitutional objection to its existence or to 

exercise that the property or the contracts of individuals may be incidental} 
affected. The decisions of this court already cited afford several examples of 
this. 

Upon the issue of stock, bonds, bills, or notes of the United States, the Stat, 
are deprived of their power of taxation to the extent of the property invested 
by individuals in such obligations, and the burden of State taxation upon othe: 
private property is correspondingly increased. The 10 per cent. tax, impos 
by Congress on notes of State banks and of private bankers, not only lesse) 

















the value of such notes, but tends to drive them, and all State banks of issu 
out of existence. The priority given to debts due to the United States ove 
private debts of an insolvent debtor diminishes the value of these debts, and th¢ 
amount which their holders may receive out of the debtor's estate. 

So, under the power to « 1 money and to regulate its value, Congress may. 
us it did with regard to gold by the act of June 28, 1834, ch. 95, and with regard 
to silver by the act of F iry 28, 1878, ch. 20) issue coins of the same denom 
nation as those already current by law, but of less intrinsic value than thos 
by reason of containing ss weight of the precious metals and thereby 

ble debtors to discha debts by the payment of coins of the less 

hue { contract to pay a certain sum in money without any stipulation as t 
the kind of money in which it shall be paid may always be satisfied by pay 
ment of that sum in any currency which is lawful money at the place and 
at which payment is to be made Ll Hale P. C., 192-194; Bac. Ab. Tender, B 
Pothier Contract of Sale, No. 416; Pardessus Droit Commercial, Nos. 204, 2 
Searight rs. Calbraith,4 Dall., 324 As observed by Mr. Justice Strong in deliy 


ering the opinion of the court in the Legal-tender cases, ‘* Every contract f 
the payment of money simply is necessarily subject to the constitutional pow 
of the Government over the currency, whatever that power may be, and the « 
ligation of the party is therefore assumed with reference to that power 


Wall., 49 
Congress, as the legislature ofa sovereign nation, being expressly empowered 
by the Constitution ** to lay and collect taxes, to pay the debts and provide f 


the common defense and general welfare of the United States,’ and ** to borrow 
money on the credit of the United States,” and ‘“‘tocoin money and regulate t 
value thereof, and of foreign coin: and being clearly authorized, as ineident 
to the exere of those great powers, to ¢ mit bills of credit, to charter nation 





ise 


banks, and to provide a national currency for the whole people in the form of 
coin, Treasury notes, and national-bank bills,and the power to make the notes 
of the Government a legal tender in payment of private debts being one of the 
powers belonging to sovereignty in other civilized nations, and not express] 


withheld from Congress by the Constitution, we are irresistibly impelled to the 
conclusion that the impressing upon the Treasury notes of the United States t! 
quality of being a legal tender in payment of private debts is an appropriat 
means, conducive and plainly adapted to the execution of the undoubted pow- 








ers of Congress, consistent with the letter and spirit of the Constitution ith 
fore, within the meaning ofthat instrument, ** necessary and proper for carry 


into execution the 

United States.”’ 
Such being our conclusion in matter of law, the question whether at any pa 

ticular time, in war or in peace, the exigency is such, by reason of unusual and 

pressing demands on the resources of the Government, or of the inadequacy « 
the supply of gold and silver coin to furnish the currency needed for the uses 
of the Government and of the people, that it is, as matter of fact, wise and ex 
pedient to resort to this means is a political question to be determined by Co 

gress when the question of exigency arises, and not a judicial question to b 

afterward passed upon by the cour lo quote once more from the judgment 

in MeCulloch rs. Maryland: ** Where the law is not prohibited, and is really « 
culated to effect any of the objects intrusted to the Government, to undertak¢ 

here to inquire into the degree of its necessity would be to pass the line w 

cireumscribes the judicial department, and to tread on legislative ground.” (4 

Wheat 23.) 

It follows that the act of May 31, 1878, chapter 146, is constitutional and valid 
and that the circuit court rightly held that the tender in Treasury notes reissued 
and kept in circulation underthat act was a tender of lawful money in payme 
of the defendant's debt to plaintifi 

Judgment affirmed 

SUPREME COURT OF 
No October term, 1883, 

Augustus D. Juilliard, plaintiff in error, rs. Thomas 8, Greenman. In error to 
the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of New Y 
Mr. Justice Field, dissenting. 

From the judgment of the court in this case, and from all the positions a 
vanced in its support, I dissent. The question of the power of Congress to im 
part the quality of legal tender to the notes of the United States, and thus mak« 
them money and a standard of value, is not new here. Unfortunately, it 
been too frequently before the court, and its latest decision, previous to this one, 
has never been entireiy accepted and approved by the country. Norshould th 
excite surprise, for whenever it is declared that this Government, ordained to 
establish justice, has the power to alter the condition of contracts between | 
vate parties, and authorize their payment or discharge in something different 
from that which the parties stipulated, thus disturbing the relations of co 
merce and the business of the community generally, the doctrine will not and 
ought not to be readily accepted. There will be many who will adhere to th 
teachings and abide by the faith of their fathers. So the question has come 
again, and willcontinue to come until it is settled so as to uphold and not i 
pair the contracts of parties, to promote and not defeat justice. 

If there be anything in the history of the Constitution which can be esiablished 
with moral certainty, it is that the framers of that instrument intendea to pro 
hibit the issue of legal-tender notes both by the General Government and by 
the States, and thus prevent interference with the contracts of private parties 
During the Revolution and the period of the old Confederation the Continental 
Congress issued bills of credit, and upon its recommendation the States made 
them a legal tender and the refusal to receive them an extinguishment of the 
debts for which they were offered. They also enacted severe penalties against 
those who refused to accept them at their nominal value, as equal to coin, in ex- 
change for commodities. And previously, as early as January, 1776, Congress 
had declared that if any person should be “so lost to all virtue and regard for 
his country” as to refuse to receive in payment the bills then issued, he should, 
on conviction thereof, be ‘‘ deemed, published, and treated as an enemy of his 
country, and precluded from all nie and iptercourse with the inhabitants of 
the colonies.” 

Yet this legislation proved ineffectual; the universal law of currency pre- 
vailed which makes promises of money vatuable only as they are convertible 
into coin. The notes depreciated until they became valueless in the hands of 
their possessors. So it always will be; legislative declaration can not make th« 
promise of a thing the equivalent of the thing itself. 

The legislation to which the States were thus induced to resort was not con- 
fined to the attempt to make paper money a legal tender for debts, but the prin- 
ciple that private contracts could be legally impaired and their obligation disre- 
garded being once established, other measures equally dishonest and destructive 
of good faith between parties were adopted. What followed is thus stated by 
Mr. Justice Story in his Commentaries: ‘‘ The history, indeed,” he says, * of the 
various laws which were passed by the States in their colonial and independ- 


powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of t 
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ent character upon this subject is startling at once to our morals, to our patriot- 
ism, and to our sense of justice. Not only was paper money issued and declared 
to be a tender in payment of debts, but laws of another character, well known 
under the appellation of tender laws, appraisement laws, installment laws, and 
suspension laws, were from time to time enacted, which prostrated all private 
credit and all private morals. By some of these laws the due payment of debts 
was suspended ; debts were, in violation of the very terms of the contract, author- 
ized to be paid by installments at different periods; property of any sort, how- 
ever worthless, either real or personal, might be tendered by the debtor in pay- 
ment of his debts, and the creditor was compelled to take the property of the 
debtor which he might seize on execution at an appraisement wholly dispro- 
portionate to its known value. Such grievances and oppressions, and others 
of a like nature, were the ordinary results of legislation during the Revolution- 
ary war and the intermediate period down to the formation of the Constitution 
They entailed the most enormous evils on the country, and introduced a sys- 
tem of fraud, chicanery, and profligacy which destroyed all private confidence 
and all industry and enterprise”’ (2d vol., see. 1371). 

To put an end to this vicious system of legislation which only encouraged 
fraud, thus graphically described by Story, the clauses which forbid the States 
from emitting bills of credit or making anything but gold and silvera tender in 
payment of debts, or passing any law impairing the obligation of contracts, were 
inserted in the Constitution. ‘‘ The attention of the convention, therefore,” says 
Chief-Justice Marshall, “‘ was particularly directed to paper money and to acts 
which enabled the debtor to discharge his debt otherwise than was stipulated 
in the contract. Had nothing more been intended, nothing more would have 
been expressed, but in the opinion of the convention much more remained to 
be done. The same mischief might be effected by other means. To restore pub- 
lic confidence completely it was necessary, not only to prohibit the use of par- 
ticular means by which it might be effected, but to prohibit the use of any means 
by which the same mischief might be produced. The convention appears to 
have intended to establish a great principle, that contracts should be inviolable.”’ 
(Sturgis vs. Crowninshield, 4 Wheat., 206 

It would be difficult to believe, even in the absence of the historical evidence 
we have on the subject, that the framers of the Constitution, profoundly im- 
pressed by the evils resulting from this kind of legislation, ever intended that 
the new government, ordained to establish justice, should possess the power of 
making its bills a legal tender, which they were unwilling should remain with 
the States, and which in the past had proved so dangerous to the peace of the 
community, so disturbing to the business of the people. and so destructive of 
their morality. 

The great historian of our country has recently given to the world a history 
of the convention, the result of years of labor in the examination of all public 
documents relating to its formation and of the recorded opinions of its framers 
and thus he writes: ‘‘With the full recollection of the need or seeming need of 
paper money in the Revolution, with the menace of danger in future time of 
war from its prohibition, authority to issue bills of credit that should be legal 
tender was refused to the General Government by the vote of nine States against 
New Jersey and Maryland. It was Madison who decided the vote of Virginia, 
and he has left his testimony that ‘the pretext for paper currency, and particu- 
larly for making the bills a tender, either for public or private debts, was cut 
off.’ This is the interpretation of the clause made at the time of its adoption, 
alike by its authors and by its opponents, accepted by all the statesmen of that 
age, not open to dispute because too clear for argument, and never disputed so 
long as any one man who took part in framing the Constitution remained alive 
History can not name a man who has gained enduring honor by causing the 
issue of papermoney. Whereversuch paper has been employed it has, in every 
case, thrown upon its authors the burden of exculpation under the plea of press- 
ing necessity.”’ (Bancroft’s History of the formation of the Constitution of the 
United States, vol. 2, 154.) 

And when the convention came to the prohibition upon the States, the histo- 
rian says that the clause ‘‘no State shall make anything but gold and silver a 
tender in payment of debts’ was accepted without a dissentient State So 
the adoption of the Constitution,’ he adds, ‘is to be the end forever of paper 
money, whether issued by the several States or by the United States, if the Con- 
stitution shall be rightly interpreted and honestly obeyed.’ (Vol. 2, 137 

For nearly three-quarters of a century after the adoption of the Constitution 
and until the legislation during the recent civil war, no jurist and no statesman 
ofany position in the country ever pretended that a power toimpart the quality 
of legal tender to its notes was vested in the General Government. There is no 
recorded word of even one in favor of its possessing the power. Al! conceded 
as an axiom of constitutional law, that the power did not exist. 

Mr. Webster, from his first entrance into public life in 1812, gave great consid- 
eration to the subject of the currency, and in an elaborate speech on that sub- 
ject, made in the Senate in 1836, then sitting in this room, he said: ‘* Currency, 
in a large and perhaps just sense, includes not only gold and silver and bank 
bills, but bills of exchange also. It may include al! that adjusts exchanges and 
settles balances in the operations of trade and business; but if we understand 
by currency the legal money of the country,and that which constitutes a legal 
tender for debts, and is the standard measure of value, then undoubtedly noth- 
ing isincluded but goldand silver. Most unquestionably there is no legal tender, 
and there can be no legal tender in this country, under the authority of this Gov- 
ernment or any other, but gold and silver, either the coinage of our own mints 
or foreign coins at rates regulated by Congress. This is a constitutional prin- 
ciple, perfectly plain and of the highest importance. The States are expressly 
prohibited from making anything but gold and silver a legal tender in payment 
of debts, and although no such express prohibition is applied to Congress, yet, 
as Congress has no power granted to it in this respect but to coin money and to 
regulate the value of foreign coins, it clearly has no power to substitute paper or 
anything else for coin as a tender in payment of debts and in discharge of con- 
tracts. Congress has exercised this power fully in both its branches; it has 
coined money, and still coins it; it has regulated the value of foreign coins, 
and still regulates their value. The legal tender, therefore, the constitutional 
standard of value, is established and can not be overthrown. To overthrow it 
would shake the whole system.’ (Webster's Works, vol. 4, 271. 

When the idea of imparting the legal-tender quality tothe notes of the United 
States issued under the first act of 1862 was first broached, the advocates of the 
measure rested their support of it on the ground that it was a war measure, to 
which the country was compelled to resort by the exigencies of its condition 
being then sorely pressed by the confederate forces, and requiring the daily ex- 
penditure of enormous sums to maintain its Army and Navy, and to carry on 
the Government. The Representative who introduced the bill in the House de- 
clared that it was a measure of that nature, ‘‘ one of necessity and not of choice ;”’ 
that the times were extraordinary, and that extraordinary measures must be re- 
sorted to in order tosave our Governmentand preserve our nationality. (Speech 
of Spaulding, of New York; Cong. Globe, 1861-62, Part 1,523.) Other members 
of the House frankly confessed their doubtas to its constitutionality, but yielded 
their support of it under the pressure of this supposed necessity. 

In the Senate alsothe measure was pressed for the same reasons. When the 
act was reported by the Committee on Finance, its chairman, whilst opposing 
the legal-tender provision, said: ‘It is put on the ground of absolute, over- 
whelming necessity; that the Government has now arrived at that point when 
it must have funds, and those fundsare not to be obtained from ordinary sources, 
or from any of the expedients to which we have heretofore had recourse, and, 

therefore, this new, anomalous, and remarkable provision must be resorted to 
in order to enable the Government to pay off the debt that it now owes and af- 
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ford circulation which will be available for other purposes Congressional 
Globe, 1861-’62, part 1, 764 And ypon that ground the prevision was adopted 





some of the Senators stating that in the exigency then existing meney must be 
had, and they, therefore, sustained the measure, although they apprehended 
danger from the experiment. The medicine of the Constitution,” said Sen: 
tor Sumner, ‘must not become its daily food.’ (Id., 800 A similar necessity 
was urged upon the State tribunals and this court in justification of the meas 
ure, when its validity was questioned 

The dissenting opinion in Hepburn vs. Griswold, referred to the pressure that 
was upon the Government at the time to enable it to raise and support an army 
and to provide and maintain a navy. Chief-Justice Chase, who gave the pr 
i 


vailing opinion in that case, also spoke of the existence of the feeli 





when the 











bill was passed that the provision was necessary. He favored the prov ) 

that ground when Secretary of the Treasury, although he had come to that e« 
clusion with reluctance, and recommended its adoption by Congress. Wh 
the question as to its validity reached this court, this expression of favor was 
referred to, and by many it was supposed that it would control his judicial act 

But after long pondering upon the subject, after listening to repeated arguments 
by able counsel, he decided against the constitutionality of the provision 
holding in his hands the casting vote, he determined the judgment of the c« 


He thus preferred to preserve his integrity as a judicial officer rather than | 


itesman. In his opinion he thus referred to his pre 


consistency asa s 
views: 
It is not surprising that amici the tumult of the late civil war, and unc 


influence of apprehensions for the safety of the Republic almost unive 
























ferent views, never before entertained by American statesmen or juri we 
adopted by many Phe time was not favorable to considerate reflection uy 
the constitutional limits of legislative or executive authority. If power was a- 
sumed from patriotic motives, the assumption found ready justification inp 
otic hearts. Many who doubted yielded their doubts, 1 iv who did not de 
were silent. Some who were strongly averse to making Government notesa 
gal tender felt themselves constrained to acquiesce in the views of the advo 
of the measure. Nota few whothen insisted upon its necessity, or acquiesced 
that view, have since the return of peace and under the influence of the calime 
time reconsidered their con sions, and now concur in those which we | 
just announced These conclusions seem to us to be fully sanctioned by 
letter and spirit of the Constitution 3 Wall, 625 

It must be evident, however, upon reflection that ifthere were any power in 
Government of the United States toimpart the quality of legal tender to its jn 
issory notes, it was for Congress to deteruiine when the necessity for its exercise 
existed: that war merely increased the urgency for moneys lid not add to 
the powers of the Government nor change their nature; that if the power ex 
isted it might be equaily exercise | when a loan was made to meet ordinary ex 
penses in time of peace as when vast sums were needed to support an army o1 
anavy intime of war. The wants of the Government could never be the mi 
ure of its powers. Butinthe excitement and apprehensions of the war thes« 
considerations were unheeded; the measure was passed as one of overrulit 
necessity in a perilous crisis of the country Now it is no longer advocated as 
one of necessity but as one that may be adopted at any time Never before was 
it contended by any jurist or commentator on the Constitution that the Gover 





money on hand than it knows what to do with, could issue paper money as a 


ment, in full receipt of ample income, witha Treasury overflowing, with mor 


legal tender. What was in 1862 called the ‘‘ medicine of the Constitution 
now become its daily bread... Soit always happens that whenevera wrong p 
ciple of conduct, political or rsonal, is adopted ona plea of necessity, it w 


afterward followed on a plea of convenience. 
The advocates of the measure have not been consistent in the designatior 
the power upon which they have supported its validity, some placing it on the 

















power to borrow money, some on the coining power,and some have claime 

as an incident to the general powers of the Government. In the present cas¢ 
is placed by the court upon the power to borrow money, and the alleged s 
ereignty of the United States rthe currency It isassumed that this powe 
when exercised by the Government, is something different from what it 
when exercised by corporations or individuals, and that the Government 

by the legal-tender provision, the power to enforce loans of money because 
the sovereign governments of European countries have claimed and exercised 
such power Phe words to borrow money,” says the court ire not to re 
ceive that limited and restricted interpretation and meaning which they 

have in a penal statute or in an authority conferred by law or by contract 
trustees or agents for privat purposes And it adds that the power, as 1 
dent to the power of borrowing money and issuing bills or notes of the Gove 
ment for money borrowed, of impressing upon those bills or notes the qua 
of being a legal-tender forthe payment of private debts, wasa power univer 
understood to belong to sovert itv, in Europe and America, at the time of the 
framing and adoption of the Constitution of the United States Phe gove 
ments of Europe, acting through the monarch or the legislature, accord 

the distribution of powers under their respective constitutions, had and h 
sovereign a power of issuing paper money as of stamping coin inal that 
exercise of this power not being prohibited to Congress by the Constitution, it is 
included in the power expressly granted to borrow money on the credit of t 
United States.”’ 

As to the terms to borrow money, where, I would ask, does the court f 
any authority for giving to them a different interpretation in the Constitut 
from what they receive when used in other instruments, as in the charters « 
municipal bodies or of private corporations, or in the contracts of individuals 
They are not ambiguous; they have a well-settled meaning in other inst: 
ments. If the court may change that in the Constitution, so it may the mea 
ing of all other clauses; and the powers which the Governinent may exercise 
will be found declared, not by plain words in the organic law, but by words « 
a new significance resting in the minds of the judges. Until some anthorit, 
beyond the alleged claim and practice of the sovereign governments of Kurope 
be produced, I must believe that the terms have the same meaning in all inst 
ments wherever they are used; that they mean a power only to contract for a 
loan of money upon considerations to be agreed between the parties. The cor 
ditions of the loan, or whether any particular security shall be given to tl 


lender, are matters of arrangement between the parties; they do not concern 
any one else. They do not imply that the borrower can give to his promise to 
refund the money any security to the lender outside of property or rights which 
he possesses. The transaction is completed when the lender parts with | 
money and the borrower gives his promise to pay at the time and in the mar 
ner and with the securities agreed upon 

Whatever stipulations may be made, to add to the value of the promise or to 
secure its fulfillment, must necessarily be limited to the property, rights, and 





privileges which the borrower possesses. Whether he can add to his promises 
any element which will induce others to receive them beyond the security which 
he gives for their payment, depends upon his power to control such clement 
If he has a right to put a limitation upon the use of other persons’ property, or 
to enforce an exaction of some benefit from them, he may give such privilege to 
the lender; but if he has no right thus to interfere with the property or posses 
sions of others, of course he can give none. It will hardly be pretended that the 
Government of the United States has any power to enter into an engagement 
that, as security for its notes, the lendershall have specia! privileges with respect 
to the visible property of others, shal] be able to occupy a portion of their lan« 

or their houses, and thus interfere with the possession and use of their property 

If the Government can not do that, how can it step in and say, as a condition « 




























































































































































A ender shall have a right to interfere with contracts be- 
| le pa = 
4 propo! m of the property of the world exists in contracts, and the 
( t - 1ore right to deprive one of their value by legislation 
y upon them, than it has a right to deprive one of the value of 
ngible property. No one, I think, will pretend that individ- 
_ Ss possess the power t mpart to their evidences of indebted? 
yw h the | ler \ | be able to affect the contracts of 
y stoth or WwW lany o pretend that Congress 
5 t part i tv tothe notes of the United States 
< “é i w i make IWS Hecessary ind proper to the 
ts powers I t suse, howeve loes not enlarge the expressly 
wers timer Vy states what Congress cou have done without tts 
t ‘ at Withou Congress could have adopted any 
~ ! ! rut t | riate for that pur 
6 y f . the « i wh 1 has respect to the 
: t to the r r t irities Ww i th rrower may 
p [ qua ‘ {f iegal te ier does not 
tra t is te Ww it it wor does it stand 
, 4 ng pledged, over wh ithe bor 
\ s som erest 
: ‘ 4 \ ler is substance 
is vl on of the « ality of 
8 ( “ luce parties to take them 
‘ i But the sar thing may be said 
i would to the holder of the 
é \ ., as r stance, that the notes 
inces of t yuuntry, or as a ticket 
11s from State and muni 
~ f the telegraph lines, or to a per- 
i ms I sume consequence, a 
‘ ind vet1 me would ptetend that 
~ i to the property of othe 
vy sense An appropriat 
5 “ 
' ‘ ides the power to wive evidences of the 
. <3 . ther fort is v be agreed between 
nis as W fit them for circuia- 
i eto bearer, and transferable by 
* " . best fitted to secure their ready 
to bearer such amounts as may suit the 
‘ ‘ subst e, says to parties with whom 
sh us with your products or your labor, 
v lasevidence of we will give yeu our notes 
‘ . ‘ your convenience, and enable you t 
i t demands due to us. In all 
i y between the Government andthe individuals 
| Ansa . er no others Che power which authorizes 
one 1 power t il betw parties to private con- 
( s ested d to compel the receipt of 
3 p eof thet ey for which the contracts stipulated, 
~ ul | tto the tormer tisa distinctand far greater 
i eval cont tion between the two; between the power to 
gx tolend and the power to interfere with the independ- 
' 4 I LOSSES of this latter power would justify the 
( er \ th vy rights of property of other parties, 
sa va t olders of the notes would lead to 
e,a t sf sh the needed means 
( yress t ney does not in my judgment fortify 
t . aflirms. So far from deducting from 
y to ess the tes of the Government with the 
ts"eXist« t ems to me inconsistent With a power to 
na legal tend rhe meaning of the terms “to coin 
s i it is substances into forms 
i stat impress of the Govern- 
ting valu > the unit of value estab- 
. ‘ ep s of eight and value, stamped 
of the G iment. If any doubt could exist that the 
\ ) ta substances only would be removed by the 
ediately »ws, authorizing Congress to regulate the 
“ 1 ) rl oin, and also by clauses making a 
ind rations of the General Government and 
St I . e « thorizing Congress to provide for the 
: . ter ting s ties and current coin of the United 
s s i tw 1e obligations and the coin of the Gov- 
l y 1 ed x ing mut it isa standard of value Noth- 
es t ird wh : rinsic value, or which is subject to 
y ‘lue. | the earliest period in the history of civilized 
20 | s of gold and silver used money hese metals are 
\ I sma uantities; they are susceptible of division, 
i : ssion, have e value in proportion to weight and size, 
3s ¢ ss by wear and ab on than any other material pos- 
SESS es i s l equires laborto obtain them they are not dependent 
5 ca es of the multitude ; they can not be manufactured 
‘ ‘ t v do not perish by lapse of time rhey have, 
t ‘ essarily, become throughout the world a standard 
‘ ‘ | x y ieces of tl 1 products requiring an equal amount 
i ! lily Wi the product and the piece of metal represent 
. ‘ ‘ r, or ipproximati to it, they are freely exchanged There 
, es titute f thes etals Says Mr. Webster, i A Speer h 
House presentatives in 18 
I g n of a commer l community must be that which is 
r ting medium of other commercial communities, or must be ca- 
‘ verted into that medium without loss. It must also be able 
\ pass in p pts among individuals of the same society 
the balance of exchanges between dif- 
s which has a value abroad as well as at 
vw re ec debts can be satisfied. The precious 
5 swe! hey alone, therefore, are money, and 
i relse is toy form the functions of money must be their representative, 
g turned i > them at will. So long as bank paper retains 
this y 5 bstitute for money ; divested of this, nothing can give it that 
cha ter Webster's Works, volume 3, 41 rhe clause to coin money must 
be read connection with the prohibition upon the States to make anything 
! gold lsilver 1 ider payment of debts. The two taken together 


» fabricated under the authority of the General 
a legal tender for debts, are to be composed prin- 
f gold and silver. Coins of such metals are 

he amount of their respective values without any 
e statute of the United States providing that they 
y declaratory of their effect when offered in payment. 
When the Constitution says, therefore, that Congress shall have the power to 
coin money, interpreting that clause with the prohibition upon the States, it says 
hall } the power to mak« the 
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that alone which is money can be a legal tender. If this be the true import of 
the language, nothing else can be made a legal tender. We all know that the 
value of the notes of the Government, in the market and in the commercial world 
generally, depends upon their convertibility on demand into coin; and as confi- 
dence in such convertibility increases or diminishes, so does the exchangeable 
value of the notes vary. Sofarfrom becoming themselves standards of value by 
reason of the legislative declaration to that effect, their own value is measured 
by the facility with which they can be exchanged into that which alone is re 
garded as money by the commercial world. They are promises of money 
they are not money in the sense of the Constitution ; 
in that instrument in several clauses 


but 
The term money is used 
in the one authorizing Congress to “* bor 
row money ;"’ inthe one authorizing Congress to “coin money ;"’ inthe one ds 
claring that “no money” shal] be drawn from the Treasury but in conseque: 
of appropriations made by law; and in the one declaring that no State s] 
mey.’’ And it isa settled rule of interpretation that the same term 
curring in different parts of the same instrument shall be taken in the s 


sense 


al 
unless there is something in the context indicating that a different mear 
ng was intended. Now, to coin money is, as I have said, to make coins out 
metallic substances, and the only money the value of which Congress can reg 
late is coined money, either of our mintsor of foreign countries. Itshould see: 
therefore, that to borrow money is to obtain a loan of coined money, that is 
money composed of the precious metals, representing value in the pure 
property and payment of debts. Between the promises of the Government, des 
ignated und this money the Constitution draws a distinct 
which disappears in the opinion of the court 

rhe opinion not only declares that 
notes of the Governmenta le 





Last 


as its securities 
it is in the power of Congress to make t 
al tender and a standard of value, but that under t 
power to coin money and regulate the value thereof Congress may issue coi: 
of the same denominations as those now already current, but of less intrins 
value, by reason of containing a less weight of the precious metals, and thereby 
enable debtors to discharge their debts by payment of coins of less real valu: 
his doctrine is put forth as in some way a justification of the legislation a 
thorizing the tender of nominal money in place of real money in payment 
debts. Undoubtedly Congress has power to alter the value of coins issued, either 
by increasing or diminishing the alloy they contain ; so it may alter at its pleas 
ure their denominations; it may hereafter call a dollar an eagle, and it may ca 
an « adollar. Butif it be intended to assert that Congress can make the 
coins changed the equivalent of those having a greater value in their previous 
dition, and compel parties contracting for the latter to receive coins with 
inished value, I must be permitted to deny any such authority. Any su 
declaration on its part would be not only utterly inoperative in fact but a sham: 
ful disregard of its constitutional duty 

As I said on a former occasion rhe power to coin money, as declared by 
this court, isa great trust devolved upon Congress, carrying with it the duty of 
creating and maintaining a uniform standard of value throughout the Unio 
ind it would be a manifest abuse of this trust to give to the coins issued by 
authority any other than their real value. By debasing the coins, when once 
the standard is fixed, is meant giving to the coins, by their form and impress, a 
certificate of their having a relation to that standard different from that whic! 
in truth, they possess; in other words, giving to the coins a false certificat« 
their value Arbitrary and profligate governments have often resorted to this 
miserable scheme of robbery, which Mill designates as a shallow and impudent 
artifice, the ‘least covert of all modes of knavery, which consists in calling a 
shilling a pound, that a debt of one hundred pounds may be canceled by th 
payment of one hundred shillings No such debasement 
tempted in this country, and none ever will be so longas any sentiment of ho 
influences the governing power of the nation rhe changes from time to tim 
in the quantity of alloy in the different coins has been made to preserve t 
proper relative value between gold and silver, or to prevent exportation, and 
not witha view of debasing them Whatever power may be vested in the Gov 
ernment of the United States, it has none to perpetrate such monstrous iniquity 
One of the great purposes of its creation, as expressed in the preamble of tl 
Constitution, was the establishment of justice, and not a line nor a word is found 
in that instrument which sanctions any intentional wrong to the citizen, eit 
nh war or in peace 

But beyond and above all the objections which I have stated to the decisio 
recognizing a power in Congress to impart the legal-tender quality to the notes 
of the Government is my objection to the rule of construction adopted by the 
court to reach its conclusions, a rule which fully carried out would change th 
whole nature of our Constitution and break down the barriers which separat 
a government of limited from one of unlimited powers. When the Constitutio 
came before the conventions of the several States for adoption apprehension ex 
isted that other powers than those designated might be claimed, and it led t 
the first ten amendments. When these were presented to the States they wer: 
preceded by a preamble stating that the conventions of a number of the States 
had at the time of adopting the Constitution expressed a desire, **in order to pre 
vent misconception or abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and re- 
strictive clauses should be added One of them is found in the tenth amend- 
ment, which declares that “the powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States re- 
spectively, or to the people.’ 

The framers of the Constitution, as I have said, were profoundly impressed 
with the evils which had resulted from the vicious legiSlation of the States 
making notes a legal tender, and they determined that such a power should not 
exist any longer They therefore prohibited the States from exercising it, and 
they refused to grant it to the new government which they created. Of what 
purpose is it, then,to refer to the exercise of the power by the absolute or the 
limited governments of Europe, or by the States previous to our Constitution ? 
Congress can exercise no power by virtue of any supposed inherent sovereignty 
in the General Government. Indeed, it may be doubted whether the power can 
be correctly said to appertain to sovereignty in any proper sense asan attribute 
of an independent political community. The power to commit violence, per- 
petrate injustice,take private property by force without compensation to the 
owner, and compel the receipt of promises to pay in place of money may be ex- 
as it often has been, by irresponsible authority, but it can not be con 
sidered as belonging to agovernment founded upon law. But be that as it may, 
there is no such thing as a power of inherent sovereignty inthe Government of 
the United States. It isa government of delegated powers, supreme within its 
prescribed sphere, but powerless outside of it 
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In this country sovereignty resides in the people, and Congress can exercise 
no power which they have not by their Constitution intrusted to it; all else is 
withheld. Itseems, however, to be supposed that as the power was taken from 
the States, it could not have been intended that it should disappear entirely, 
and therefore it must in some way adhere to the General Government, notwith- 
standing the tenth amendment and the nature of the Constitution. The doc- 
trine that a power not expressly forbidden may be exercised would, as I hav 
observed, change the character of our Government. If I have read the Consti- 
tution aright, if there is any weight to be given to the uniform teachings of our 
great jurists and of commentators previous to the late civil war, the true doc- 
trine is the very opposite of this. Ifthe power is not in terms granted, and is 
not necessary and proper for the exercise of a power which is thus granted, it 
does not exist. And in determining what measures may be adopted in execut- 


ing the powers granted Chief-Justice Marshall declares that they must be ap- 
propriate, plainly adapted to the end, not prohibited, and consistent with the 
Now, all through that instrument we find 


* letter and spirit of the Constitution 
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limitations upon the power, both of the General Government and the State gov- 
ernments, so as to prevent oppression and injustice. No legislation, therefore, 
tending to promote either can consist with the letter and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. A law which interferes with the contracts of others, and compels one of 
the parties to receive in satisfaction something different from that stipulated, 
without reference to its actual value in the market, necessarily works such in- 
justice and wrong. 

” There is, it is true, no provision in the Constitution of the United States for- 
bidding in direct terms the passing of laws by Congress impairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts, and there are many express powers conferred, such as the power 
to declare war, levy duties, and regulate commerce, the exercise of which af- 
fects more or less the value of contracts. Thus war necessarily suspend 
urse between the citizens or subjects of belligerent nations and the perform- 
The imposition of duties 


sto 


ee 
ance during its continuance of previous contracts 
upon goods may affect the prices of articles imported or manufactured so a 
materially alter the value of previous contracts respecting them. But these in- 
cidental consequences arising from the exercise of such powers were contem- 
plated inthe grant of them. Asthere can be no solid objection to legislation 
under them, no just complaint can be made of such consequences. But fur dit- 
ferent is the case when the impairment of the contract does not follow inci 
lentally, but is directly and in terms allowed and enacted. Legislation oper- 
iting directly upon private contracts, changing their conditions, is 
to the States, and no power to alter the stipulations of such contracts by direct 
visiation is conferred upon Congress 
Chere are also many considerations, outside of the fact that there is no grant 
the power, which show that the framers of the Constitution never intended 
that such power should be exercised. One of the great objects of the Constitu- 
already observed, was to establish justice 





forbidden 


, and what was meant by that 
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its relations to contracts, as said by the late Chiet-Justice in his opinion in 
Ilepburn vs. Griswold, was not left to inference or conjecture And in sup- 
port of this statement he refers to the fact that when the Constitution was under 


ing discussion ‘in the convention, the Congress of the Confederation was en- 
iwed in framing the ordinance for the iment of the Northwest Territory 
which certain articles of compact were established between the people of the 


iginal States and the people of the territory “for the purposes,’ as expressed 


rover 











instrument, “of extending the fundamental principles ofcivil and religious 
y, whereon these republics [the States united under the Confederation 
iws, and constitutions are erected Phat Congress was also alive to the 

: which the loose legislation of the States had created by interfering with th« 





ligation of private contracts and making notes a legal tender for debts; and the 
linance declared that in the just preservation of rights and property no law 
it ever to be made, or have force in the said territory, that shall i 
manner whatever interfere with or affect private contracts, orengagements, bo 
and without fraud previously formed 
fiuis principle, said the Chief-Justice, 
prohibition upon the States against 
which has always been recognized ** asan efl 
id the court was then of opinion that “it is clear that those who framed and 
se Who adopted the Constitution intended that the spirit of this prohibition 
should pervade the entire body of legislation, and that the justice which the Con- 
sitution was ordained to establish was not thought by them to be compatible 


h legislation of an opposite tendency after the Constitution 


found more condensed expression 
impairing the ol wets 


nt safeguard against injustice 


ligation of cont 








Soon was 





iwlopted the case of Calder ¢s. Bull came before this court, and it was there said 
that there were acts which the Federal and State Legislatures could not do with 
t exceeding their authority; and among them was mentioned a law which 


punished a citizen for an innocent act, and a law which destroyed or impaired 
the lawful private contracts of citizens It reason and : 
t was added, ** fora people to intrust a Legis! h powers, and, there- 
re, it can not be presumed that they have done it 3 Dallas, 388 And Mr 
Madison, in one of the articles in the Federalist, declared that laws impai 
the obligation of contracts were contrary tothe first principles of the so 
ctand to every principle of sound legislation Yet this court hok 
1easure directly operating upon and necessarily impairing private contracts 
ay be adopted in the execution of powers specitically granted for other p 
because it is not in terms prohibited, and that witht 
ind spirit of the Constitution. 
From the decision of the court I 


sagainst all justice, 


iture withsu 








ses tis consistent 


see only evil likely to follow There } 


n times within the memory of all of us when the legal-tender notes of 
United States were not exc hangeable for more than one-halfof their no 
value The possibility of such depreciation will always attend paper money 
Liis inborn infirmity no mere legislative declaration can cure. If Congress has 
the power to make the notes a legal tender and to pass as money or its equiva- 
ent, why should not a sufficient amount be issued to pay the bonds of the United 
States as they mature? Why pay interest on the millions of dollars of bonds 


th » pay the 
unlimited appropriat 
vrrovement, if the 


now due, when Congress canin oneday make 
\nd why should there be any restraint upon 
Government for all imaginary schemes of public im] 
press can furnish the money that is needed for them 
x The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado has fourteen min- 
utes of his time remaining. 
Mr. BELFORD. I yield that time to the gentleman from Ohio 
WARNER]. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, addressed the House. 
Mr. CHACE was recognized. 
Mr. CASSIDY. I will yield if the gentleman from Ohio desires 
further time. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I should be glad to answer one question. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CuAce] is recognized. 
Mr. CASSIDY. I desire to yield some additional time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. , 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is now speaking in the time of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island, who has the floor and the right to pro- 
ceed if he desires. 
Mr. CHACE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
_Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island 
; yield so that the gentleman from Nevada can yield me five minutes of 
: his time? : 
' Mr. CHACE. I should be glad to do so 
Mr. CASSIDY. Not of thetime of the gentleman from Rhode Island, 
but if he will yield the floor for five minutes I will yield the time. 
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nevada, of course, can not 
t take the gentleman from Khode Island off the floor. 
; Mr. CASSIDY. Except by his consent. 


smnoney tk principal 
the 


printing- 


ions bY 
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House is beginning to tire of this discussion 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY 


3 inter- | Tf 
l 
country. 


and treated 
the amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the act of Febru 


coined 


dollars may be coined into additional standard si 


a bill of this character, designed neither to diminish nor to enlarge the 
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The SPEAKER. 
Mr. CASSIDY 


Except by his consent 
I was appealing to him to allow me to yield five 


minutes of my time to the gentleman from Ohio, after which he could 
resume the floor and proceed in his own t 


ime 
I have no objection myself, but I perceive that the 
1 yield ten minutes to 


Mr. CHACE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire for a moment to call back the attention of 
he House to the bill which is before us. This is a proposition to author- 
ze the retirement of the trade-dollars that may be in circulation in this 


There seems to be no difference of opinion, Mr. Speaker, among the 


members of this House as to the propriety, under all the circumstances, 
of the Government’s retiring the trade-dollars that may 
try. The sole difference of 
fourth section of the bill, which provides 


} 


be inthis coun 


opinion that has risen has been upon the 


regarded 
e deducted from 


ge mints shall be re 


hal 


dollars so received at the 


at their bullion value, s 


coin 


That the trade 
is silver bullion, and, 


Sec.4 


1} 





ary 28, 1878. 
The gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. BLAND] objects to that section 
because the trade-dollars which are so received are to be treated 


silver bullion, and will, under this provision of the bill, be reckoned 


ind counted as part of the monthly purchases of silver bullion to be 


He desires to strike out that 
+] 





under existing |: section, 


yrder that the silver bullion which is purchased in 


} 
I 
} 


iw. 


ty 


1e form of trade 


Vel doll irs to those 


now required by law 

It seems tome, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Missouri, upon 
the trad 
rventieman 


ready t 


coinage of the standard silver dollars, but simply to retire 
them as bullion—I say it seems to me the 
is unreasonable ‘his House, I take it, 
mple retirement, 

But 


this bill, as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, 


dollars—retire 
asks that which 


tire the trade-dollars, provided it 


1 
Is rt 


sto be asi ind treat 


ment of these trade-dollars as silver bullion if there is to go into 


a proposition to 


increase the coinage of standard silver d¢ llars to the extent of the sil 
bullion that may be purchased in the form of trade-dollars, then there 
Will this House con 


is forced upon the House a new question, namely 
sent to the enlargement of the coinage of the standard silver dollars? 


The gentleman affects to gonsider this proposition as int 
the committee as something remarkable. But I wish to call 
tion to the fact that a bill precisely like the one which has been reported 
{ Weichts, and Measures was at the 


} 


roduced 


his atte 


rom the Committee on Coinage, 


first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, by a unanimous report of the 
committee, brought into th House, and that that bill after plan on 
to the House was passed by &@ unanimous vote on the 19tl t J 
1832 Not a single member of that House, not even th rentleman 
from Missouri, discovered at that time 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman vield to me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. For a correction, but not for a spec 

Mr. BLAND. The bill came from the Committee on Banking | 
Currency 

Mi DINGLEY Do you wish to correct my statement 

Mr. BLAND. I wishto say the bill was passed without consideration 


under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY It was passed in this House after an explanation at 
leneth by several gentlemen, and not 
all, as I take it for granted, thoroughly and intelligently understanding 


its provisions —objected to it. 


a single member of the Hous« 





Now, while I am ready to pass the bill as reported by the committee 
a bill which neither enlarges nor diminishes the coinage of standard 
silver dollars, lcan not consent, as muchas! desire these bastard trace 


be retired—I can not consent, if the bill shall be placed in 


dollars to 
such a condition as that, to indirectly vote for an increase of the co 


] 


age of standard silver dollars, and I do not think it is right 


upon a@ bb 


of this character to attempt to foist in an amendment the practical 
effect of whi h would be to increase the colnage ot those do! al | 
object, Mr. Speaker, to the coinage of those dollars 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have but a few moments and have not time to 
vie ld 

I say I ebject to the coinage of those dollars, because the numbet 


tates is larger 


already coined and to-day in the Treasury of the United = 


than the people of this country desire to usé lam ling to coin as 
many of those dollars as the people of this country desire to use but | 
do object to taking the money of this Government, to taking the gold 


that may be there from the Treasury of the nation, and using that to 


buy any product to be coined, even into standard silver dollars, to Ix 
piled up in the Treasury, when nobody wants them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not raise that question at this present tim<e 
I simply say to gentlemen I am willing, so far as this bill is concerned, 
to leave that matter as itstands now. But I am not willing to have an 
amendment foisted upon this bill that will increase the coinage ot 


standard silver dollars. 
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Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman just permit a statement? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I have but a moment. 
Mr. BRUMM. It will only take a moment to correct the gentle- | 


Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 
BRUMM. You say this bill will neither increase nor diminish 
he coinage. But will it not practically diminish the volume of cur- | 


Mr. DINGLEY Not at all Che trade-dollars are not in circulation 
to-day and are nota part of the volume of the circulating medium. 
They have been retired from the circulating medium as such and are 
in the hands of private holders, whosoever they may be. Therefore | 
say the proposition to strike out the fourth section is practically a prop- 

. to increase the coinage of standard silver dollars in this country. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, addressing myself to the other 
estion which has been discussed, that I for one believe in the use of 
woth gold and silver in the full legal-tender coinage of this country. 
But Is iy to gentleme you never Can succe ssfully use both metals un- 
less they are coined at a bullion value which shall be equivalent, and 
then, and then only. can you secure the full circulation of silver. 

Mr. CHACI I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York I agree with the gentleman from Maine 
DIN Y] in his proposition that this House shall not. sanction by 
ct tl ncrease of the coinage of the standard silver dollar. But 
l ntleman from Maine I think the time has 

come when this House should put its seal of condemnation upon the 
coinage of one single additional standard dollar. My friend from Mis- 
souri [ Mr. BLAND] has achieved, I was going to say immortality, but 
certainly great renown, by having identified himself with a measure 
| 1 according to his view has made 85 cents’ worth of silver equiva- 


the re 


in value to $1. He has done that by act of Congress, and he has 
done it on the principle of lifting ourselves by our shoulder-straps. 


friend from Missouri has discovered the philosopher’s stone, which 

would enable us hereafter to dispense with all human efforts and to 

provide ourselves with all the comforts and luxuries of life by a simple 
ol Congress 


Che gentleman from Missouri now comes into the House with another 
proposition, which suggésts the old nursery rhyme of Mother Goose: 


lbhere was @& man in our town 
And he was wondrous wis¢ 

He jumped into a bramble bush 
And seratched out both his eyes 


4 


nd when he found his eyes were out, 
With all his might and main 
He jumped into another bush 
And scratched them in agai 


Che proposition which the gentleman now makes to this House is the 
proposition of free coinage for silver. by the restricted coinage which 
goes on under his bill of $2,000,000 per month the Government is mak- 
ing on paper, as he said, $300,000 of profit per month. By opening the 


the Government of $300,000 per month and transfer a real profit of 15 
per cent. into the pockets of those who shall be fortunate enough to get 
in first through the open doors of the Mint with their silver bullion. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, let us apply to this novel proposition the test of 
fact and ols mpl prin iple. 

The unit of value by law in the United States is the gold dollar, 
weighing 25.8 grains 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When was it made so? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am merely stating a fact, and in 
the time I have I do not wish to be interrupted. It was in 1854 that 
that was don Now at 25.8 grains to the dollar an ounce of gold is 


worth $18.60. By law the relative coinage value of gold and silver is 
as one to sixteen. Therefore the coinage value of the ounce of silver 
is $1.16 We are able to go into the market to buy an ounce of silver 


at $1.01, and, taking the average of the last year, we are buying it at 
le less now than $1.01 per ounce. 


What is the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri? That for | 


the silver which we can buy in unlimited quantities in this or any 
other market in the world for 101 cents per ounce he would pay out 
of the Treasury of this nation 116) cents per ounce. In other words, 
he would give to every man who brings an ounce of silver to be coined 
15 cents more in coin than the market value of thatsilver and 15 cents 
more per ounce than it is or can be bought for by the Government for 
colming purposes. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I can not, for I have but a limited 
time 

Mr. BLAND. I am glad that I was more polite to the gentleman 
than he is to me 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will yield all my time to the gen- 
tieman. 


| while I have but fifteen minutes. 


ch experiments must always fail. If they could succeed, then my | 


nts to unrestricted coinage he would give up the nominal protit to | 
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Mr. BLAND. I do not want it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will yield all my time. 

Mr. BLAND. I yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes; butthe gentleman had an hour. 











Mr. BLAND. I will not interrupt the gentleman. 


RESULT OF FREE COINAGE, 






Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The controversy is one of fact. What 
would happen? Of course all the world who are now trying to sel] sil- 
ver for 101 cents per ounce will come to our mints, where they could 
sell it for 116} cents per ounce. It will be ‘‘the devil take the hind- 
most’’ in the rush to sell silver for 15 cents per ounce more than its 
market value 

And under his proposition the Government must take the silver and 
pay that rate for it. I suppose the gentleman from Missouri would pr: 
vide a bullion fund for this purpose. Has he ever considered the mag- 
nitude of the bullion fund which would have to be provided? T! 


nere 









| is supposed to be in existence in the world $6,000,000,000 of silver, 


and the holders of the whole ef that $6,000,000,000 would rush to 
our mints under the gentleman’s proposition. And if we were to buy 
it all and keep the mints open, the bullion fund which we would hav: 
to provide would have to be on the scale of magnificence proportioned 
to so vast an operation. It would certainly provide an outlet at once for 
the idle and useless fund of $126,000,000 of silver dollars now stored at 
great expense in the Treasury. 

But no such thing would happen; the limitation would be the coin 
age capacity of our mints. To the extent of the coinage capacity of our 
mints, which would probably not much if any exceed the silver pro 
duction of this country, which is about $40,000,000 worth per annum, 
the Government would be giving 15 per cent. more than the market 

| value of silver bullion in this or any other market in the world. 

| What is the next step? Every man who had thus received 116 cents 

| per ounce for that which is worth in the markets of the world only 101 
cents per ounce would hasten to put it into some form of useful valu 
First of all he would preter gold, for gold will buy everything else in 
every market in the world. The consequence would be that the rush 
for gold would immediately raise it toa premium, and the limit of that 
premium will be just the difference in the bullion value of silver and 

| gold. In other words, the premium would be 15 per cent., because, as 

everybody knows, gold and silver are dealt in by the money-brokers 

all over the world on a margin of one-eighth of 1 per cent. 

Then, when gold went up to a premium, the next rush would be to 
buy commodities with silver dollars on the old standard of values, and 
the price of commodities would alladvance. They are bought and sold 
to-day at gold value, but the price would then advance with the pre- 
| mium on gold, and they would thereafter be sold at silver values. In 
other words, all the necessaries of life would be rapidly advanced unt 
they would purchase as much gold as they did before the premium ex- 
isted. 
| WAGES OF LABOR, 


| Then the workingman who receives his wage of one or two dollars 
per day, as the case may be, and to whom the rise always comes last 
and sometimes never comes, would be compelled to buy his supplies at 
15 per cent. advance. This measure, therefore, would operate as a de- 
duction from the wages of labor of just 15 per cent. 

Then what next would happen? I shall be told that this proposition 
would enable the poor man to pay his debts at 15 per cent. deduction 
from what he had agreed to pay; that this is sound in principle and a 
most beneficent feature of the plan. In resisting it I shall be told 
that I represent the capitalistic class and am the organ of Wall street. 
Now, the rich man knows how to take care of himself. The poor man 
does not know and can not know how to take care‘of himself, and we 
are sent here as far as possible to take care of him, and it is for that 
reason I strive to-day to expose the fallacy of a proposition which ean 
only have the effect of making the rich richer and the poor poorer. 

I resist, then, this proposition of the gentleman from Missouri, because, 
in the first place, it would rob the poor man of 15 per cent. of Lis pres- 
ent wages, measured by its purchasing power; and in the next place 
it would rob him of 15 per cent. of the hard earnings which he has 
saved against a rainy day. The rich men hold property which would 
rise in value with the premium on gold. They hold bonds of railroad 
| companies, which by the letter of the contract are made payable in gold. 


SAVINGS OF THE PEOPLE, 


sut all debts not payable in gold would be solvable in silver. Where 
are those debts and to whom do they belong? The great lenders of 
this country are the savings-banks, the mutual insurance companies, 
and the incorporated companies which hold in trust the savings of the 
poor and the earnings of labor. Their loans are made payable in law- 
ful money, and will be paid off in the depreciated silver which will 
follow its free and unlimited coinage, for in the end the silver coins can 
have no greater value than the market price of the bullion from which 
they are coined. 
| Therefore when this depreciation of 15 per cent. takes place all the 
| loans made by savings-banks, trust companies, and mutual insurance 
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companies, amounting to more than 100,000,000, representing the earn- 
ings of professional men who live upon salaries, the savings of clerks, the 
sole provision for widows and orphans would be payable in silver, to the 
loss in my city andin my district of millions of dollars laboriously saved 
by the most deserving classes of the community, and who, since the 
recent decision of the Supreme Court of the Legal-tender case, have 
no other protection than in the wisdom of Congress. 

I represent a district in which there are but few capitalists. I rep- 
resent 150,000 people who earn their daily bread by their daily labor. 
They are an industrious and saving constituency. Their money is in 
the savings-banks of the city of New York. You will beastonished to 
know it, but in the State of New York over 3500,000,000 of the say 
ings of these people are to-day loaned out to be paid back in the money 
of the land. If that money be depreciated 15 per cent., then the peo- 
ple will lese 15 per cent. of all their accumulated earnings. And this 
depreciation is only the beginning of the downward course in the value 
of silver. The commercial world has outgrown the use of silver as a 
necessary tool of commerce. Gold and paper instruments of exchange 
have takenits place. Theyare better and cheaper tools of trade. Silver 
is relegated to its proper place as a convenient subsidiary money, of 
which the intrinsic value is of no consequence so long as there is local 
redemption for it within the area where it circulates 

But gold pays international balances, and is and will remain the sole 
standard of value in the great markets of the world. Hence, Mr. 
Speaker, I oppose the whole proposition of the gentleman to open our 
mints to the free coinage of silver, for the reason that thereby the na- 
tion would lose at once 15 per cent. on all the silver which would flow 





into this country from foreign countries now earnestly seeking an op- ', 668 8 a4 
portunity to get rid of the heavy load of silver which weighs them October 1, 1583 1, 730 4 
down and embarrasses their finances. Inthe Bank of France alone there 
are $200,000,000 seeking a market. The German Government stopped l vat United 8 p 7 
the sale of its silver when it went below 55 pence to the ounce, and is | Gold 
waiting a chance to unload another one hundred millions on anybody Foner oak 
that will buy it. 
But outside of these countries, whence I have heard it said on this Potal 0, O08 
floor silver could not come because ‘*the people of this country were 
not such fools as to buy the wortiiless stutf’’—ontside of these countries Table showing increase of 3 United Sta 
are India and China, the sinks of silver for more than two thousand 
vears. In these countries gold is already at a premium of 15 per cent I ( . 
as compared with silver; and men who could bring silver from India to 
this country and convert it into gold, as the gentleman from Misso z 
would allow them te do by his proposition tor free coinage, would of | g. semper 30. 187 ° ‘ 
course make all speed to gather up from all quarters the vast fund of | September 30,1877 
silver in those countries, and dump it down upon the people of this | September 30, 187s : 
land, where the loss will fall upon the laboring classes, who, unless we anager ; . 185 
interpose for their benefit, will be helpless to protect themselves. Se} r 30, 188 
Gentlemen who flatter themselves that the silver of the world will not | Sep r 30, 188 i i 
seek the market where bullion fetches the highest price deliberately shut | °°? eee ; 
their eyes to the inexorable laws of trade. Silver circulates in Frane 
at the ratio of 153 to 1 of gold only because there is no coinage of silver Table showing proportions of world’s producti f ) and 
by the Latin Union. This coinage was suspended simply to avoid the 
depreciation of silver coins to the bullion value, which would otherwise Average ye product 
have taken place. Give it a market at more than its bullion value, | ann tials 7 | s ; 
and it will be replaced with gold as surely as the air rushes into G S ‘s 
vacuum, 
The depreciation of our silver coins, Mr. Speaker, would occur at 
once if the mints were now opened to the free coinage of silver. What | 22->¢ +s sata " vo 5 
would occur at once in that event is just as sure to occur, if you allow 186° be 123° 843 om ‘9 ma ry) ) . , 
time enough, under the limited coinage aet of $32,000,000a month. This | 1867-71 1 1, OOK 115,000 WO to 4 f 
depreciation will be the slow but sure work of the monster steadily dig- | 1572-776 I a a 69, 490, OS2 to ¢ 
ging away at the foundations of the wealth and prosperity of this coun- 1870 ‘ 365 ‘0 on cane 0) aa ; 
try, so that in a little while we shall be brought tothe silver basis; and | 1ss0 06, 346, 736 5: 704, 978 t 
then all the consequences I have predicted will occur just as certainly | !*>! oo LOZ, 309, ¢ ‘ 
as if the gentleman were able to carry out his plan of free coinage at - mien 
once. In that proposition he is perfectly logical. If we are to go on 
with the coinage of silver at all, the unlimited coinage which the gen PUnee per ounces in Lon 
tleman proposes is the only defensible position and ought to be put into Mr. CHACE. [I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North ¢ 
eifect, ifit were not for the disastrous consequences which would send a | olina [Mr. YORK 
flood of ruin over this land. Mr. YORK. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes allowed me o 
But, as I have said, those consequences are unavoidable, whether we | question I wish to say in the outset that I desire to add m 
continue the limited coinage or institute the free coinage of silver. | the passage of this bill, for the simple reason that I believe it 
Twice in my life have I witnessed the transfer in this country of vast | tect the poor and laboring people of this country. I wish to se 
masses of wealth from the possession of those who havecreated it, to the | trade-dollar retired and the standard dollar in plac The Go 
ownership of those who were shrewd or fortunate enough to profit by | ment in the outset issued these trade-dollaps to the people tor 100 ¢ 
the situation. Once was when the legal-tender act was passed and cred- | in the dellar; but the Government lias not kept fait th the peop 
itors were forced to take 40 cents in payment of 100 cents, which wastheir | The speculator has stepped in between the Go tand the peop! 
just due. Again, when the resumption of specie payment took place | and thus the value of the trade-dollai been depreciated in the har 
in 1879, persons who had borrowed 11) cents were forced to pay the debt | of the people to 85 cents. By this depreciation t laboring men 
with 100 cents. No tongue can describe the ruin and the misery caused | poor people of the country, have been the sufferers. The Governnu 
by this wholesale transter of property, the wrecks of whichstillsurvive should now step in for their relief; and hereafter, when the Government 
in every State in this Union. It is because I hope tobe spared thesad | puts its stamp upon a dollar, whether of silver or gold or pa 
spectacle of another such unjust and uncalled-for reversal of the laws | want it to be a dollar all over the land 
which ought to govern the acquisition and transfer of property, that I The rich man has his gold; he has his bonds: he has his paper mone) 
oppose, and shall oppose, the degradation of the standard of value, | but the money of the poor people of this country is the silver d 
whereby one class of thecommunity, and the most deserving as #t isthe | Hence the poorer classes of our people have suffered by the deprecia 


most helpless class, is pillaged by law for the benetit of those who li 
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by the sweat and toil of their less fortunate and more coniiding teliow- 
men. [Applause. ] 
| Here the hammer fell 


APPENDIX 
INDIA—FALLING OFF IN THE DEMAND FOR SILVER 
The India department of finance and commerce states the silver im 
ports and exports of India, taking it 
l 


four years (the Indian fiscal year, like the British, ending Mareh 31 
as follows: 


s trade with all countries for the last 


Fiseal year. Imports Exports Ne rorts 
1877-"78 &7x 8 BO 35 500). 985 « - 
1878-79 97. O68. 495 8.11 25 j 
1879-'80 : {8 025. 010 8, 676, 295 0, 348 
1880-81 26, 580, 780 ;, 117,910 19,4 
‘y* } }, on ° / } r / 7 wy ; 
Table showing inerease of ¢ l i e United Sta 
I i 
Date : ieee 
Pat ( 
October 1, 1880 $1, 225, 359, 234 S14 j 
October 1, 1881 , 1,529, 548, 612 ID 5 i »4 


October 1, 1882 








} } ms 4 1 1 
of the value of the le-dollar 
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’ this bill will give the 
ain that they 


M Sp ake nat the passage of 
" rand the banker a large amount of ill-gotten g: 
c ot to have They have bought up this money at SS cents on 
and the passage of this bill will make it worth 100 cents on 


but we see 


time we do justice to the pe ople of the 


( t if this billshould not pass those Same spec ulatorsand bankers 
’ S this currency again into the hands of the peopl it would 
i bought up; so that the laboring community are the sufferers 
i throug! 
\I “p Ke I do not knov it ft ie | would be improved by 
tri} , the fourth sect t shall feel it my duty to vote fo 
‘ | th the fourth section, because I believe this bill will give the 
re the people of the cou ‘ ! [ feel that the people of the 
t \ be the sufferers so long as t uie-dollar is in existence, 
LTISe eis no way hw in prevent the bankers and spec 
tM posing up Class Ol pPeopic 
‘ t e pa ft the c itry is the best paper 
l [ bel e that the gold and sil- 
t unt e upon an equality But we find that 
Tes as orth 100 cents, the trade-dollar, 
one ¢ ns I vearing the stamp of eur Government 
1x ia | only &5 cents I believe it to 
eG to 1 this trade-dollar and to issue 
adollal Ib e when this is done it 
f t he countr ind the poor 
| é ‘ tl ights and interests, 
{ ) 0 to l cet 
l Mr. Speaker, many of the poor farmers 
lepreciation of this trade-dollar. Many 
t ‘ have en unable to spend it except at 
t! “ it | the bankers had circulated all 
t i tracde-dollar Was t a current 
l iy { “4 t up at S85 yu | liar 
\ LI \\ Pp t ma l to 
rit I S i oP i PAssSuce of 
‘ pp 
Sil kK ’ , 
- \ 
t “en \I iNSON SUM 
( iW ! i : Poe to release the 
\i ~ ‘ m l of the sale of the 
i UJ Le min i \ i W th al 
ye i Was requ st 
! e passage of joint resolution (H. Res. 21¢ 
War to furnish copies of certain muster- 
{ ‘ 0 st ot Ohio 
we e passage of the following bills: in which 
l the ef of the survivors of the exploring 
s l ldren of those who perished 
‘ that vessel in the Arctic seas: and 
1 te ed Statutes of the United State 
‘ ) via, and for other purposes 
\DE-DOLLAI 
I i House esumes the consideration of the spe 
( ecognizes the gentleman from Rhode Island 
Mr. ¢ 
Mr. CHAC \ Speaker, I am satisfied that the House is anxious 
t id therefore I shall not consume the 
| i n elf entirely to th provisions of 
[ shoul e been glad to answer some of the state- 
ed to co vert some of the errors which the gen- 
Mis M | ND] brought to view vesterday. He 
: ) ”) 1 ssion the silverquestion inits broad 
h now t House back to the provision of the 
’ s i st anomalous monetary system. We 
s the subs ( six kinds of legal money: gold coin 
: i ‘ co which is full le gal-te nder: legal- 
t which are receivable tor all dues, public and private, ex- 
sam ( ticates, which bear interest and occupy 
po ras gold « silver certificates, which are receivable 
lues, b his 'v a strange provision ingrafted on the new 
p . s ‘ re mad ceivable in the settlement of clear- 
l ! e Dala 1 the of N York, an atte mpt on the part of 
t ‘ ‘ } ) er currency to force the silver cer- 
t ites 1 ol we ve ie national-bank note, which 
i is it d l — s receivable for excise taxes, for 
ent tor public lands d tor all other dues to the United States 
except duties Litis ] ‘ the United States for salaries of 
f loyes of the Gove n debts due to individuals and cor- 
poratio! ' t es mands Of the people this trade- 
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dollar, which was made, as has been stated, a legal tender to the amount 
of $5 by accident. However that may be, the Government is responsi- 
ble for the condition in which that coin is to-day, and it is an act 0; 
simple justice to the holders of it that it should be redeemed. 

Gentlemen have said, why not make ita legaltender? There is every 
reason why it should not bemade a legal tender. The coin of the Goy 
ernment should be of such character that every man, every woman, and 
every child should be able to distinguish it by the touch. Where is th 
man who can test it? What becomes of your test-scale? All over th 
land brokers and bankers and dealers have test-scales, one end to we 
and the other end to size. Ifyou have two sizes and weights of a do] 
lar, how are you to distinguish which is the 1eal dollar? 

I might goon, but it seems to me it can not be possible gentlemen w 
really think of putting out two kinds of dollars both with a legal-tend 
quality, one of 412) grains and the other of 420 grains. Therefor 
shall pass from that subject. 

The gentleman from North Carolina asked a question, which I think 
has been answered three times in this debate, as to why we were in an 
danger respecting a large influx of this coin from China and the East 
And this coin, instead of being attracted in considerable amounts, ha 
not been procured by the brokers and bullion dealers of New York 
any considerable extent, although they have been offering during th: 
last three years 99 cents forit. Thatis satisfactory evidence to the mind 
of the Director of the Mint and to coin dealers and other gentlemen th 
all but the 7,000,000 which can be traced to this country, or at least 
greater bulk of it, has been used in the manufacture of sycee-silve1 
in China, or recoined in India, or else melted up in the arts. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me to say that for the | 
three years these dollars have been exported instead of imported ? 

Mr. CHACE. But the movement has been inconsiderable. The o1 
objection to this bill, Mr. Speaker, that has been urged so far is tot 
fourth section. Now let us examine that section fora moment. ‘Thy 
present law provides that there shall be coined not less than two mill 
10n dollars’ worth of silver bullion each month into standard dolla 
and not more than 34,000,000 permonth. This bill in no sense atfect 
that proyision of the law of 1+ It will not reduce the amount 
d It can not doit. The statement, therefore, of t! 

Mr. BLAND] that that section would reduc 


is. 
one dollar. 


colmmage 


gentleman from Missouri 


the coinage of standard dollars is a mistake. It will not reduce t 
coinage. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. CHACE. I must decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAND fhe gentleman would not misrepresent me, | 
sure. 

Mr. CHACE I have no intention of doing so, but I must decline to 


yield to the gentleman. I heard him say it myself. If he wishes 1 
retract it, | will yield for that purpose but not tor a speech. 


Mr. BLAND. I said this—— 


Mr. CHACE. I heard the gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. BLAND And the gentleman is mistaken in his inference 

Mr. CHACE. I saw it also in print. I saw it in the Republican ot 
this city. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, well: I do not belong to that side of the House. : 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. CHACE. That is very likely: but the reporters were listening 


and I have no doubt that they made a correct report of what the gen- 
tleman said. 

Mr. BLAND. What I said was this—but if you decline to yield to 
me, of course I can not correct the misapprehension. 

Mr. CHACE. No, I can not yield now. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not say what the gentleman says I did. 


Mr. CHACE. Then the gentleman is not opposed to the fourth s« 
tion? . 
Mr. BLAND. Iam glad to say that I was more polite to that side 


of the House. There seems to be adisposition to put medown. What 
I said was, however, that the difference between striking out the fourth 
section and this bill as it is will be $10,000,000 more in circulation a 
year hence than to leave the section in; that is all. 

Mr. CHACE. That is not what the gentleman said. 
thing else that he said, and it is just as incorrect as the other. 
have no earthly effect one way or the other. It can not haveany. 
coinage will be just the same. 

The law provides for the purchase of $2,000,000 a month of silver bull- 
ion for the coinage into the standard silver dollars, and this fourth section 
of this bill has no effect upon that law. The gentleman’s statement, 
therefore, is contradictory and entirely erroneous. There is no such in- 
terence or effect to be drawn from this section. It is only an attempt 
on the part of the gentleman from Missouri to prejudice the minds ot 
those who are in favor of bulling the silver market. That is all. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman pretend to say—— 

Mr. CHACE. I can not yield. 

Now, on the other hand, let us see the effect of the gentleman’s pro- 
posed amendment. We have, as I have said, this provision for the coin 
age of two millionsin value of silver bullion, which will make $2, 300,000 
If his amendment passes, it increases that by just the amount of trade 
dollars which are put into the mint each month. In other words, not 


That is some- 
It will 


The 


" 
“ 








‘ 
i 
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man seems to have overlooked. 
gold in the city of New York within the last two months have come 
to this Treasury and demanded silver certificates, which the New York 
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satisfied with coining silver dollars here until you have pited up $166,- 
000,000 in the Treasury, which the people refuse, which they sparn—— 

Mr. WELLER (trom his seat). That is incorrect. 

Mr. CHACE. And which they do not want, for you have been able 
to force upon the people only thirty-nine millions of the whole of it, yet 
you propose to go on and coin from seven to ten millions more in the 
same way. . 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me eall attention to one fact which the gentle- 
Is it nota fact that the men who hold 


treasurer refused to give them? 

Mr. CHACE. Oh, that is an absurd story. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, answer the question. 

Mr. CHACE. It has been concocted for the purpose of influencing 
opinion. But I will answer the gentleman by saying that if the bal- 
ance of trade continues adverse to us he will find, I apprehend, some 
difficulty in getting gold for his silver certificates. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is eminently conservative. Its provisions are 
of such a nature as to avoid any sudden change in the circulation. 
These dollars, being receivable for public dues, afford every holder an 
opportunity to redeem them without expense or loss. They go into 
the Treasury and into the bullion fand, making no disturbance and 
no appreciable effect upon the silver market. The two years’ time ob- 
viates any hurry; and when the time arrives or the period is ended 
within Ww hich they are receivable, we shall have relieved the people of a 
coin foisted upon them without expense to the Government, without 
loss to any one, and will have done justice to all. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me? 
man contend that this bill, with this section, the fourth section, in, 
not contract the volume of money now existing ? 

Mr. CHACE. It will not contract it a dollar. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, let me ask y 
tional Bank of Washington city has in its vaults one 
dollars placed there by its depositors, and your bill passes with the 

fourth section in, will not those trade-dollars be taken to the T 
and melted without any increase of dollars to take their place 

Mr. CHACE. Why, certainly not. Standard dollars will be paid 
out for them. 

Mr. BRUMM. But here are a thousand dollars deposited in the 
hank- 


Does the gentle- 


will 


If the First Na- 
thousand trade- 


ou a question. 


e mr 
ASU 





| struction of the committee he 


Mr. MILLS. 
amendments. 

Mr. DOWD. I willsay the understanding of the committee was, and 
such was the opinion of the Director of the Mint, that no amendment 
such as that suggested by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. LAcry ] 
was necessary. Still I wilFaccept that amendment 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman trom North Carolina [Mr. Down] 
hascalled the previous question; and, having done so, he is notin a posi- 


I hope an opportunity will be given to vote on all 


tion to accept amendments. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina demands th 
previous question on the amendment proposed by the gentleman frot 
Missouri [| Mr. BLAND] and on the engrossment and third reading 
the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. 
for the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire 
the gentleman from Missour? 
tion from any others. 

The SPEAKER. 
lina once or twice during the debate that the committee had instructs 
him to allow that amendment to be voted upon 

Mr. KASSON. But I submit to the Chair that that amendment 


when the amendment proposed b 
[| Mr. BLAND] became pending in distin 


} 


The gentleman from North Carolina accepts my amend 


In order to do so he must withdraw the deman: 








i 


It was stated by the gentleman from North Caro 





a 


no more pending by the action of the House than any other amendment 


I submit that that is not a matter within the option of one man 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is correct. Unless t 
gentleman from Missouri offered the amendment before the prey 
question was moved it is not covered by the previous question 
Mr. BLAND. | 
hy the committee that I should offer it and I did. 
The SPEAKER. 
trol the proceedings of the House. 
Mr. BLAND. I offered the 
North Carolina included it in his demand for the previous 
The SPEAKER. The Chair-unde gentleman trom 
Carolina to demand the previous question and tl 


The understanding in the committee can not c¢ 


question 
rstood the 
en to sav that bi 
would allow the amendment of the gent] 
But the point 


ott red. 


man from Missouri to be 
} 


the rules of the House an amendment can not be offered after the pre 


") t} 
( l 


vious question is demanded If the demand for the previous q 


Mr. CHACE. But they are not in circulation is withdrawn it can thengbe offered. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are they not in the volume? Mr. LACEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHACE. Not at all. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Unquestionably they are. | Mr. LACEY. Thisamendment which I have oftered was offered beti 
Mr. CHACE. Iyield tothe gentieman from Vermont [ Mr. PoLAND the previous question was demanded.  {t was before the House ju 


Mr. POLAND. Thad atheory on this subject of trade-dollars which 
was embodied in a proposed amendment I offered here. My only anxi- 
ety was to have the Government keep faith with the people and redeem 
the money it had put out. This bill of the committee comes so near to 
and accomplishes so much of what I wanted toaccomplish, that I desire 


to say I will not press that amendment, but will vote for the previous 
question when called, and vote for the bill as it is. 

Mr. WELLER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DOWD. I takethe floor tor the purpose of'moving the p1 us 
question 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Down] 


in charge of the bill moves the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand if the previous question is ordered the 
amendment to strike out the fourth section will be pending 

Mr. DOWD. As to amendments, I have no power under the in- 
struction of the committee to yield for any amendment except that of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], to strike out the 
section. Before asking the Chair to put the question on ordering the 
previous question, as some gentlemen have been cut off from addressing 


fourth 


the House, I hope unanimous consent will be given to all gentlemen TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks not; because that would take tl 
who desire to do so to print remarks on this bill in the REcorD. control of the bill entirely away from the gentleman reporting it fi 
Mr. MILLS. I hope the demand for the previous question will be | the committee. 
voted down. Mr. BLAND. [rise to a parliamentary question. 
Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from North Caro- Mr. CALKINS. The Chair will hear me. 
lina whether it is understood that one amendment, and only one, will Mr. BLAND. I want to ask a parliamentary question 
be entertained; and, if so, I inquire further by what authority that The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. CALKINS 
one is to be entertained and all others are to be excluded ? the floor on a point of order 
Mr. DOWD. By direction of the committee. Mr. CALKINS. Will the Chair hear me for a moment on the point 


Mr. KASSON. I think I must object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Dowp 
ask unanimous consent that gentlemen who have not had an opportu- 
nity to address the House on this bill may have leave to print theii 
remarks in the ReEcorbD. Is there objection to that ? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will per- 
mit this amendment to be considered as pending, to be added to the 
second section. I will read it: 


>. y * 74 . o , , ' 
: Provided, That no trade-dollar which is chopped, defaced, or mutilated shall 
€ received, exchanged, or redeemed under the provisions of this act 


much as the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 


The SPEAKER. It could not be offered, because the House had not 


reached that stage in the consideration of the bill when it could 
offered according to the practice prevailing here 

Mr. DOWD i 
gentleman from Missouri was pending 
offered it 

Che SPEAKER But the Chair will state again that the House h 
| not reached that stage in the consideration of the bill when an ame 


I desire to say that I supposed the amendment 


ment was in order. 
Mr. CALKINS 
bill was being considered, not 


I desire to submit a parliamentary question 
n Committee of the Whole, but in t 
House. And it was competent at any time during the discussion 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that according to the usual pr 
tice when gentlemen obtained the floor for the purpose of debate «umne1 
ments were not in order. 

Mr. CALKINS. But in the House ana 


time during the 1 


mendment is in order at 
consideration of the bill. 


of order? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. CALKINS. I think I am certainly right in regard to the p: 
tice of the House When a bill is under 


consideryition in Commit 


When I[ propose the amendment it was understood 


unendment and the gentleman from 


North 
lli- 


is made that unde1 


re 


} 
ne 


of the Whole no amendment is in order until the general debat: 
been closed and the consideration of the bill has been begun und { 


five-minute rale. But whena bill is being considered in the House 
amendment is always in order whenever a member can obtain t! 

and send his amendment up to the Clerk’s desk and have it read. 1 
amendment is aly 


that is 


has been the universal practice. Az 


the House provided it is in the right degree ; 





| understood him to say he had 


























































































































i } amend nut tot amendment 
' ‘ ime to the s yt t When a bill 
ynsidere t House ember who obtains the floor can 
t reac ym t ( s desk, and it is then 
a ent pend pv to the b 
L\KRER But in fact no amendment was so offered prior to 
he previous ques Phe ( will cause the Jour- 
ead desired, and from it will appear that no amend- 
“ i During e I WTCSS ¢ the debate the gentle- 
\Lisso I BLAND gen ian from Texas | Mr 
) gentle n. stated iey would offer 
to 1 | proper tim endment was 
{ ~ i ii l take ) u 
) t t e } ( t n from North 
{ mOW i \\ ‘ I I i pre vious ques- 
1endme! to be offered 
( 1as SO ed 
il aw thed mdi r the pre- 
( i ore Tit l I l M SSO UT 
IN el n { u 
”) ) 1 th re us ques Ol 
S t l section of t 
) 1 tor tl pl ous ai 
| isso Mr. BLA oves 
tourth section: and the gventl 
) Ca OW D) den Md he previous question 
j ‘ ‘ eTK ¥ i read the ou th Ssec- 
s ect Awe be 1 
t n value, s ed 
i pu ise ‘ ‘ 
. ) ine I . a the Clerk 
‘ ac i pt tali ad 
draw s | On 
ER was idrawn to allow ur l from 
iT ) nh ame } n he did, and en 
\ 
: | ype t H WW te yw he demat I ‘ 
a tha amendments may be oikered 
Kiel lhe question is upon ordering the previous ques 
) un unendment and the engrossilent al i third read 
1lesbtlon Was Oo dered 
. rh rst question is upon the amendment of the 
Miss Mr. BLAND] to strike out the fourth section 
.\ 1 has been read 
\ND We had better have the yeas and nays on that 
ques s taken upon ordering the yeas and nays d ther 
j 1th 1 LaATLV« 
So re 1 one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
jues was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 119, not 
4 is to WSs 
YEAS 
A et Low Skit PA 
Alex i Fo y MeCoid Springer 
\ Fya MeMilli Stewart, Charles 
tine Ge y Matso1 Stockslager 
csdale Giascock May \ Sumn er,C. A 
Graves M r,J.F Sunmine D.uU 
ird Halse] Mills raylor, J. M 
Ham Mone; Thompson, 
I t Ha Mix An rhrockmorto: 
~ igre Hat Muldrow Tillman, 
I g He I Murray Pulls 
‘ ea Henley Ne rurner, H.G 
Hepburt Ni lis rurner, Osear 
| i Herbert ON Ty Valk 
H Paig Vance 
ve Hoblitzell Patt Van Eatol 
Holman, Pays \ 
Holmes Pieres Warner, A. J 
Hopkins Pe Ss. W We 
‘ Houseman, Peters Wellbor 
. Jeffords, Post Weller 
: ; Johes, J.H Pric: W 
( 38 Jones. J. K Pryo Vi ms 
< Jones, J.T Reaga W $ 
son, D, B Jorda Reese Wilson, W. L 
‘ Ke Riggs VW ins, E.B 
K y Robertso Wise, G. D 
’ K Robinson, W. I Wolford 
I Ro s, J.H Wood, 
Lamb Rogers, W. I Worthington, 
Lanhat R ns Yaple 
Ti - York 
I < 


Mr. 
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NAYS—119, 


Ad s, G.I I ‘ Kelley Ray, Ossia 
] ‘ I : lf Ketcham Reed 
Ba r Lacey, Rice 
Be i I llay Lawrence, Robinson, J.S 
Belmon Funston Lewis Rockwell, 
B 1 Gott Libbey, Rowell, 
Be G leaf Long Russell 
Brewer, F.B G ithe Lyman Seymour 
Brew LH Hanback McComas, Shelley 
Brow r.M Hancock McCormick, Skinner,C.R 
Brown, W. W Hardy Milliken, Slocum 
B el Harmer, Mitchell, Smalls 
Ca ell, J. M liar Mort Spooner 
( Lh Hat H.H Morrison, Spriggs 
Chase Ha s Morse Steele, 
a . Hemp! Moulton Stephenson 
’ 1 son,T.J. Nelson Stewart. J. W. 
Cu ~« w.Ww H L.S Nutting Storm 
Culle His O Hara strait 
Cutcheo Hi O'N Charles Taylor, E.B 
Darg iH Park Taylor, J.D 
Davis, G.R I Pay Tucker 
D s,R.7 iH Peelle, 8. J Van Alyst 
D ter Hu Perkins Wa 
D Hurd P ps Wakefield, 
Ding James Poland White, Milo 
Dorsheimer, Johnso Potter Whiting 
Dowd Jones, B. W Pusey Winans, John 
D Am, Kass Ranney, Woodward 
I 8, I.N. Kean Ray,G. W. 
NOT VOTING—72. 

Ld aw Co st Hoope Scales 
4 - ( : Hutchin Se 
At s Co rtor Kellogg St 
Bar Cox, W.R Lor Snyd 
! ne David MeAdoo, s s 
Pe tt Davis H McKinley, ms, ’ 

abes D : Millard St ) 
Bla irt Ka Miller, S.H ialdpott 
Bow ! s M rey, thomas 
Boy l Mu low hend 
Bra rd Ermentrout Murphy Wadsworth, 
B 1 F< Mutchiler, Wa er, Richa 
b ge G 5 Oates VWashburi 

s Geddes Oc! ree, Wempk 

( ns Gibs Pett Wise. J.S 
( pb Felix Gree Re White. J. D 
Cal er Hewitt,G. W Ranki Wilso Ja < 
‘ Holt Ryat Y ng 

So the motion to strike out the fourth section was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 


is DeC 


iid: My colleague, Mr. TALBOTT, h nsudder 


Mr. FINDLAY s 


alled home, and could not obtain a pall He desire me to say that 
present he would vote against striking out the fourth section of this 


il, and would vote for the bill with or without the tourth section 
Mr. BRUMM Mr. Speaker, I have voted on this question, forget 


ting that I had agreed to pair with my colleague, Mr. ERMENTROUT, on 
striking out this fourth section But I find that the gentleman from 
Georgia [| Mr. CANDLER] is also paired with my colieague on this ques 
am I leave my vote stand, 


The written statement at the Clerk’s desk says that I am paired with 
] 


tion, therefore 


my colleague ‘‘until further notice,’’ as though we were paired on all 


quest ons, which Is not correct My colleague and I are both in favol 
ef the passage of this b [ shall therefore vote also upon that ques 
Lion. 

rhe following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 


Mi 
Mr 
Mh 
Mr. 


Mr 


TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, until the &th instant. 
MORSE with Mr. MILLEr, of Pennsylvania, until the 7th instant 
VEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON, until the 3d instant 
SEN®SY with Mr. BIsBEE, until the Sth instant. 
MUTCHLER with Mr. ATKINSON, until the 3d instant. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. BENNET?, until the 7th instant 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. ERMi on the sibver bill, ifthe fourth 
section is retained 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. MCKINLEY, on all political questions, for 
this day. Mr. MCKINLEY would vote ‘‘no’’ on the amendment of M1 
BLAND to the trade-dollar bill and ‘‘ay’’ upon the passage of the bil! 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. Cook, on the Bland amend- 
ment to the trade-dollar bill. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAs. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. Coss with Mr. HoLTon. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. SCALES with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. STRUBLE. 
following-named gentlemen were announced as paired for this 


NTROUT, 


The 
day 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ELLIS with Mr. KELLOGG. 

GEDDES with Mr. OCHILTREE 

CONVERSE with Mr. Morey 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated 


wy ttc lhe AA a yt sO 
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Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was 
The bill as amended was order 


to. 
ed to be engrossed for a third reading; 


and was accordingly read the third time. 


Mr. DOWD. 


The previous question was ordered. 


Mr. KEIFER. 
bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 48, noes 126— 


I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of this 


more than one-fifth in the affirmative. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 198, nays 45, not vot- 


ing 79; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 

Beach, 
Belmont, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Blount, 

Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead. 
Browne, T, M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brum, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 

Cabell, 
aldwell, 
‘ampbell, J. M. 
annon, 
arleton, 
‘assidy, 
lardy, 

‘lay, 
‘lements, 
‘onnolly, 
‘osgrove, 

‘ox, S.S. 
‘risp, 
ulberson, D. B. 


dn fm fe fn fm fn fin fm fn tm fim fim fi 
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Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Ellwood, 
Evans, I. N. 


Bagley, 
Belford, 
Boutelle, 
Chase, 
Collins, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, G. R. 
Deuster, 
Dingley, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 


Adams, J. J. 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Buchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cook, 


‘ulbertson, W. W. 


YEAS—198. 


Everhart, 
Evins, J. H. 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H 
Henderson, D. B 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T 


Jordan, Robinson, J.5 
Kelley, Robinson, W. E. 
Ketcham, Rogers, J. H. 
King, Rogers. W. F. 
Kleiner, Rosecrans, 
Laird, Rowell 
Lamb, Seymour, 
Lanham, Shaw, 
Lawrence, Shelley, 
Le Fevre, Singleton, 
NAYS—45. 
Haynes, Lacey 
Hemphill, Libbey 
Henderson, T. J. Long, 
Hewitt, A. S. Lyman, 
Hiscock, Milliken, 
Horr, Mills, 
Hunt, Morrill, 
Hurd, Morrison, 
James, Morse, 
Kasson, Parker, 
Kean, Patton, 
Keifer, Perkins, 


Lewis, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F 
Mitchell, 
Morgan 
Moulton 
Muldrow 
Murphy 
Murray, 
Neece 
Nelson 
Nicholls 
Nutting 

O Hara, 

O' Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J 
Paige 
Payne, 
Payson 
Pierce 
Peel, — VW 
Peelle, S. J 
Poland 
Post, 
Potter 
Price 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Rankin 
Ray,G. W 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 


NOT VOTING—79 


Covington, 
Cox, W. R. 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Garrison, 
Geddes,, 
Gibson, 
Green, 
Hancock, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Holton, 
Hooper, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. Cook was announced as paired with Mr. Ray, of New Hamp- 


shire. 


Mr. DOWD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


Houseman, 
Hutchins, 
Kellogg, 
Lore, 
McAdoo, 
McKinley, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, 8S. H 
Money, 
Morey, 
Muller, 
Mutcehler, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
Pettibone, 
Randall, 
Ray, Ossian 
Ryan, 
Scales, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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I call the previous question on the passage of the bill. 


Skinner,C.R 
Skinner, T.G 
Smalls 
Spooner 
Spriggs 
Springer 
Steele, 
Stephenson 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager 
Stone, 
Storm 
Strait, 
Sumner, €. A 
Sumner, D.H 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, J. M 
Thompson 
Phrockmorton 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Pully 
Turner, H.G 
Purner, Oscar 
Valentine 
Van Alstyne 
\ ance 
Wakefield 
Ward 
Warner, A. J 
Weaver 
Vellborn 
Weller 
White, Milo 
Whiting 
Wilkins 
Williams 
Willis, 
Wilson, W.I 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, Johr 
Wise,G.D 
Wolford 
Wood, 
Woodward 
Worthington 
Yaple, 
York. 


Peters 
Phelps, 
tanney . 
Reed, 

Rice, 
Rockwell 
Russell 
Stewart, J. W. 
Wait. 


Seney, 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stevens, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E.B 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J.8 
Young. 


UNDERVALUATION., 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the fo! 
lowing message of the President; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

In response to a resolution of the House of Representatives of January 15 
1884, requesting the President to forward to the House information, including 
reports from consuls and others, concerning the undervaluation, false classifies 
tion, and other irregular practices in the importation of foreign merchandise 
and to recommend what legislation, if any, is needed to prevent such frauds o1 
the revenue, I have the honor to transmit herewith a letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the 28th ultimo, inclosing a draught of a bill on the subject 
together with copies of reports taken from the files of the Treasury Departm« 
concerning the information desired. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 1, 1554 


PAYMENTS MADE BY SPAIN. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the Hous 


| the following message of the President; which was referred to the Con 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


To the House of Representatives of the United States 

I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State and accompanying } 
pers, furnished in response to a resolution of the House of Representatives 
January 16, 1884, calling for information as to the payments made by Spair 
accordance with the terms of its treaty with the United States concluded F« 
ary 17, 1584 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR 
EXECUTIVE MANSION 
Washington, Ap 1, 1884 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

by unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the tol 
cases: 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, until the 15th of April, on account of important 
business 

To Mr. MCKINLEY, for five days, from the 2d of April 

To Mr. MOREY, for five days, on account of important business 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for three days 

To Mr. JAMES, for four days. 

To Mr. BENNETT, for five days, on account of important business 


COMMON-SCHOOL BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the fo 


| lowing resolution. 


The Clerk read as foléows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 4980) to aid temporarily in the support of com 
mon schools be fixed for consideration on Tuesday, the 15th of April, 1854, a1 
the consideration thereof to be continued from day to day until finally disposed 
of, not to interfere with general appropriation or revenue bills or other pr 
orders 


Mr. TUCKER. I object. 
And then, on motion of Mr. KiNG (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m 
the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Mrs. Annette Conner, for reliet 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of Samuel Wilkison, jr., and 134 others 
citizens and tax-payers, of H. C. Bostwick and 137 others, of J. W 
Sprague and 137 others, of J. V. Meeker and others, of A. H. Minsch 
and 10 others, of John M. Bell and 12 others, of M. H. Eldon and 
others, of Silas Smith and 13 others, of P. J. Hunt and 16 others, of 
O. M. Amiss and 18 others, of C. C. Pagett and 19 others, of Robert 
Wilson and 29 others, of Isaac W. Anderson and 40 others, of J. R 
Dickenson and 41 others, of D. A. Maulsberg and 84 others, of H. Koes- 
ter and 115 others, of J. H. Wilt and 130 others, all of Pierce County 
of William P. Winans and 27 others, of Walla Walla County; of the 
mayor and common council of Cheney and 64 others, of Spokane County 
of Fred. S. Jones and 87 others, of George S. Brocke, mayor of Sprague, 
and 87 others, all of Lincoln County; of George F. Dueber and others, 
of G. M. Stevens and others, of William J. Calkins and 24 others, ot 
John Tucker and 21 others, of J. F. Gales and 73 others, all of Lewis 
County; of Frank Longmire and 13 others, of Thomas M. Cavanaugh 
and 121 others, all of Thurston County; of A. M. Patterson and 14 
others, citizens of Cowlitz County; of E. Grover and 187 others, ot 
| Yakima County, all in Washington Territory, praying that the North- 

ern Pacific Railroad Company be allowed to retain its land grant, &e 
severally to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Tacoma 
Wash., against forfeiture of land grant for branch of Northern Pacific 
Railroad over the Cascade Mountains—to the same committee 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition relating tothe claim of John H. Thed 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of J. H. Hill, Isaae Kear, Ralph Plum) 
and 103 others, ex-soldiers in the war of the rebellion, of Streaton, I 
asking for the passage of certain bills therein named for the relief 0 
Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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“>, 
for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in the State of Mi higan—to SENATE. 
the Committee on Military Affairs. , ° 
1 . , . > . > 7 cs , i » SS 
Also, petition of Turrill Post, No. 144, Grand Army of the Republic, WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1884. 
. nt af sahio eaking oreaa _ . “dl ¢ . . » ; ai ities 
Department of o higan, a king Congress to grant one hundred and Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
« t eres of lang ‘ 4 << 2 > » is . —_ 2» Sele” T : . ; . 
ay Ot f land to each soldier, &c., of the late war—to the Select The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. ' ’ REDENTIAI 
acaeamaaania nie . pw CREDENTIALS. 
By Mr. FUNSTON: Papers relating to the pension claim of R. W. 2 = ° : , 
Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


By Mr. HANBACK: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of | credentials of Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, a Senator-elect from that State 
Kansas, relative to Cheyenne raid and reimbursement therefor—to the | The Chair will state that the Chair understands that these credentials 
Committee on Indian Affairs. are sent to the Senate in order to correct some informality that existed 

By Mr. HARDY: Memorial of Charles Bathgate and others, citizens | in the previous credentials that have been filed. The credentials will 
of the twenty-third ward of the city of New York, requesting Congress | be read. 





to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton The credentials were read, and ordered to be placed on file, as follows 
and his associates for the entire work of improving the Harlem River I, George Hoadly, governor of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify that on the 
New York. && to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 15th day of January, 1884, being the second Tuesday after the organization of 
- ¥ A, . i BLTALALA A < ‘ . bd 


a . - . _| the Legislature of the State of Ohio, chosen at the State election held on the 9th 
Also, petition of Max Boehm, Joseph H. Geis and 50 others, residents day of October, 1883, Henry B. Payne was duly chosen and elected to the offic« 


of the city of New York, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the | of Senator in the Congress of the United States from the State of Ohio, in the 
Com ittes on Foreign Affairs form and manner following, to wit: 


ee , —— . . . ie ‘ A majority of all the members elected to each house of said Legislature being 
By Mr. HARMER: Two petitions of officers of the United States present, each house separately did openly, by a viva voce vote of each member 
Army in favor of the passage of H. R. 2613—severally to the Commit- | present, name one person for Senator in Congress from said State, and the name 
tee on Military Affairs of the person, viz, the said Henry B. Payne, so voted for, who received a ma- 
: : ae 7 , . rr >on s inh; " jority of the whole number of votes cast in each house, was entered on the jour- 
lso, memorial of the Indian tights Association of | hiladelphia, I a, nal of that house by the clerk thereof, and at 12 o’clock meridian of the following 
relative to the education of certain tribes of _Indians—to the Commit- | day, to wit, the 16th day of January, 1884, the members of the two houses, having 
tee on Appropriations convened in joint assembly, the journal of each house was duly read, and it 
ag —— — ; . . . : ; o4s appearing therefrom that the said Henry B. Payne had received a majority of 
By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of Daniel E. Gurley and others, an all the votes cast in each house, he was then and there declared duly elected to 
zens of Tawas and East Tawas, Mich., in favor of the establishment of | the office of Senator to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress of the United 
a branch of the National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—to the Commit- | rere years, beginning on the 4th day of March, 
tee on Military Affairs | In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: Petition of William Dowd, president Bank | of the State of Ohio to be affixed, at the city of Columbus, this 17th day of March 
of North America, and other capitalists of New York, requesting Con- ieee . GEO. HOADLY 
gress to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stough- By the governor. Sl : 
ton and his associates for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, JAS. W. NEWMAN, Secretary of State. 
New York, & to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. J. T. JONES: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange for as _ a ie 7 . ' : 
ip} ropri ition to enlar Signal Service Bureau—to the Cemaaitian on The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
‘ I ALIO a) Lil Ert ath ‘ ivi ; > “< ; i ° . * ° , ° . ° . ° 
A ppropriatior tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
Appropriations : : s ”, ; 7 ee : 
“* Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. W. Smith and 24 others. citizens of | @ Tesolution of the 20th ultimo, copies of contracts with certain English 
_ By . ; i J 4 th 2 t " en C 0 son den i eases ys leet a at ~ on 
Vermontville, Mich., in favor of the establishment of a branch of the | manulac vane ‘A for and copic = ee oe pase ng beg a hase 
7 : 5 1 . " “eT ; % i ac Ts é f-plé St Tr a- 
National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military irom ce rt un 2 me rican m nu uturers 0 at mor ?P ite ind other ma 
A ffair “ | terials for the ironclad Miantonomoh; which, with the accompanying 
By Mr. LANHAM: Memorial of Juan S. Hart. administrator of the | P®Pe™S: Was referred to the Committee on Naval Affars, and ordered to 
» , «il ‘ ‘ . « , « S « . 
; be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


estate of Simeon Hart, deceased, relative to the payment of certain lost 


+} 1} PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
checks—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Augustus King, Mr. GARLAND. I present the petition of Mrs. M. D. Garrett, of 
widow of John Ek. King—to the Committee on Elections. Van Buren, Ark., praying for relief on account of money paid to the 


By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Gershon Anthony and 21 citizens of | sureties of her late husband, W. H. Garrett, late agent of the Creek In- 
Frostburg, Md., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Com- | dians. I believe that the general rule has been to refer petitions of this 
mittee on Foreign Affairs character to the Committee on Finance, and I move the reference of 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Boston marine underwriters, of Boston, | the petition to that committee. 

Mass., and others, praying for legislation regarding the improvement The motion was agreed to. 
of the merchant service—to the Committee on Commerce. Mr. PLATT. I have a memorial signed by citizens of Connecticut, 

By Mr. PETERS: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kan- | addressed to the Senators from that State but manifestly intended for 

sas, relating to the payment of sufferers from Cheyenne Indian raid in | the Senate, in opposition to the bills relating to the practice in patent 


Western Kansas in 1878—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | suits. I ask that it be received, and move that it be referred to the 
By Mr. POTTER: Memorial of T. B. Wakeman and others, citizens | Committee on Patents. 

of New York, asking Congress to authorize the Secretary of War to The motion was agreed to. 

contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work Mr. HAWLEY. I present three letters, signed in each case by a 


of improving the Harlem River, New York, &c.—to the Committee on | number of junior officers of the Army, favoring the passage of Senate 
Rivers and Harbors. bill No. 1677, to increase the efficiency of the cavalry, artillery, and in- 
By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Frank Sigerist, for a pension—to the | fantry. They are addressed to me personally but are substantially pe- 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. titions intended for the Senate. Iask that they be received, and move 
By Mr. RAYMOND: Petition of Marietta M. Bones, that Dakota | their reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Territory shall not be admitted as a State—to the Committee on the | The motion was agreed to. 


Territories. | Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Kate Garnett Wells, president, 
Also, memorial of Ralph Eley Post, Grand Army of the Republic, in behalf of the Moral Education Association of Massachusetts, asking 

for equal justice to all soldiers and sailors of the Union Army—to the | for the insertion of certain limitations in any bill that may be passed 

Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. by Congress to amend the act entitled ‘‘Anact to prevent the introduc- 
By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition relating to the claim of the heirs of | tion of infectious and contagious diseases into the United States and to 

the late Elijah Hutchison—to the Committee on War Claims. establish a national board of health;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Faribault County, Min- | mittee on Epidemic Diseases. , 

nesota, praying that no reduction of the present duty on flaxseed may Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, praying 

be made by Congress—to the Committee on Ways and Means. for such amendments to the Chinese restriction act as are satisfactory 
By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of Alexander Wallace and others, | to the Pacific coast delegations in Congress; which was ordered to lie on 

of Vandivier Nott and others, of J. H. Rogers and others, of S. J. | the table. 

Allison, A. L. Griswold and 44 others, of Michael Ely and others, of | He also presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, praying that 

R. S. Russell and others, of Isaac Green and others, of W. B. Patter- | jetties be built at Corson’s Inlet and Townsend’s Inlet, on the coast of 

son and others, and of 8S. G. Rogers and others, all citizens of Ohio, | New Jersey, adjacent to Ludlam Island; which wasreferred to the Com- 

praying for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—severally to | mittee on Commerce. 

the same committee He also presented a memorial of shore-owners, citizens of New Jersey, 
By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of Daniel McGuire and 116 others, of | remonstrating against the passage of the bill to bridge Staten Island 

Wymore, Nebr., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Commit- | Sound; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

tee on Foreign Affairs. Mr. LAPHAM presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
By Mr. YORK: Petition of citizens of Iredell County, North Caro- | of Albany, N. Y., urging the enactment of a general bankrupt law at 

lina, asking aid for educational purposes—to the Committee en Edu- | the present session; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

cation. He also presented the memorial of William B. Welles, of New York 
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city, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet 
title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, 
and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Torbert Post, No. 218, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Arcade, N. Y., urging the passage of 
certain pension and bounty measures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Arent B. Sorenson, praying compensation for his prop- 
erty taken for public use, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 5261) making appro- 
priations for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1300) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him 
upon the retired-list of Army officers, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the petition of Enoch Jacobs, praying compensation for 
services rendered the Department of State, reported a bill (S. 1983) to 
compensate Enoch Jacobs for services rendered to the Department of 
State; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 76) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan the governor of North Carolina certain tents and camp 
equipage for the use of the militia of the State, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the joint resolution was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. HoOAR to the bill (H. R. 5459 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1979) for the relief of Gibson 
Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1980) to provide for a supervisory juris 
diction of the powers of district courts and judges exercising circuit- 
court powers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1981) for the relief of D. W. Hatch; 
which was read twice by its title, and, withthe papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES, introduced a bill (S. 1982) to refund to Dr. F. O. 
St. Clair $97.80, duties on a monument to the memory of Francis J. 
Townshend, late of the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1984) for the relief of Susan E. Alger: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 

Mr. MAXEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


KANAWHA RIVER BRIDGE. 
On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That one hundred copies of the letter of Lieut. Col. William P. Craig- 
hill, of the Engineer Corps, United States Army, concerning the construction of 
bridges across the Great Kanawha River, be printed for the use of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


AWARDS UNDER SPANISH TREATY. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested 
to institute negotiations with the government of the King of Spain for a refer- 
ence to an umpire for decision of the question whether the treaty of 1819 has 
been fully carried into effect by the United States, and whether the Government of 
the United States is bound in good faith to pay the full amounts awarded by the 
judicial tribunals, to whom the same was referred, forthe payment of the losses 
sustained from the forces acting under the orders of the United States in 1818-19, 
including interest and damages thereon; also, all other questions arising un- 
der said treaty in which it is claimed by the Government of Spain that the United 
States of America have failed to perform and carry out the same; and to settle 
and finally decide what amounts, if any, remain to be paid by the United States 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


WA message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4976) for the 
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reg ue sted the 


retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar; in which it 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of 
War to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the 
State of Ohio. 

FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘* concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays betore the 
Senate the Calendar under the eighth rule, commencing with Order of 
Business 165, being the bill (S. 230) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle the claim of the State of Florida on account of ex 
penditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, which was laid over 
yesterday on account of the absence of the Senator from Florida [ Mr 
JONES]. Ifthere be no objection it will be again gassed over, retain 
ing its place on the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection. The cor 
sideration of the next bill on the Calendar will be resumed. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 458) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

The PRESIDENT pro le mpore. The bill has already been read as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri | Mr. COCKRELL] to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Claims. The amendment 


| to the amendment will be reported. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 6, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘four thousand’ and to insert ‘‘two thousand four hun 
dred.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. All the evidence in support of this 
claim was submitted to the Committee on Claims and carefully con 
sidered by that committee. After considering such evidence the con 
mittee was of the opinion that a thousand dollars a year was no more 
than a fair compensation to pay this claimant for the work that he per 
formed in the matter of signing land patents. The judgment of th 
whole Senate, however, is probably better than the judgment of any 
nine members of the body, and if the Senate is of the opinion that 
$600 a year instead of $1,000 a year is a sufficient compensation, thi 
Committee on Claims will not object to that amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator“rom Missouri to the amendment of the con 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend 
ment proposed by the committee, which will be re ported 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ th 
committee propose to strike out ‘‘six > and insert ‘** four:’’ so as to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to pay to William H. Crook, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated, the sum of $4.000, as compensation for services as secretary 
to the President to sign land patents, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tl] 
third time, and passed 


} 
he 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM TINDER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 953) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate 
of William Tinder, deceased. It proposes to refund and pay to H. B 
Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased, $5,000, 

| in full satisfaction of the claim of the estate of Tinder for money paid 
by that estate upon a judgment of forfeiture upon a bond for the ap- 
pearance of one Evans, whd was charged with crime by indictment in 
the circuit court of the United States for the district of West Tennes- 
see, and who was afterward captured by the administrator and returned 
to the custody of the court, and convicted and punished for the crime 
with which he was charged. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there a report accompanying the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. , 

Mr. CONGER. Or will the chairman of the committee state the sub- 
stance of it? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The report is very brief, and proba- 
bly the facts will appear as succinctly from that as from any statement 
that I can make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan ask 
for the reading of the report ? 

Mr. CONGER. Ora statement of the facts. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I can make a statement of the facts in the 
case in two minutes that will be satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It will not take two minutes to read 
the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let the report be read, then. 
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Che Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAM- 
ERON, of Wisconsin, February 11, 1884 


rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 953) forthe relief 


of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased, have 
considered the same, and report thereon as follows 
That about the year 1878 one Evans was indicted in two cases for counterfeit- 
w Che defendant was arrested, and Tinder, the intestate, stood bail for him 
each case in the sum of $000. A trial was had in one case, and the jury dis- 
greed At the next term of the circuit court of the United States for the west- 
n district of Tennessee the accused, Evans, made default. Such proceedings 
vere had in both cases that judgment final was rendered against Tinder for the 
ul itof each bail bond. Tinder died, and his administrator, Wilson, paid 
he costs in both cases and one of the judgments, the United States releas- 
g the other After this the administrator and some creditors of Tinder, whose 
estate was made insolvent by the payment above mentioned, instituted a search 
f Evans, and finally succeeded in procuring his arrest. Evans was convicted 
‘ sown plea on both indictments, and sentenced tothe penitentiary on both, 
cm gto law, and is now serving out his sentence 
Phe administrator and creditors claim a return of the $,000 paid as above. 
Judge Hammond, presiding in the court, recommends a return of the money 
rhe committee belie that the money ought to be refunded rhe object of the 
iil-bond was not to ike money, but to secure the appearance of Evans and 
s punishment guilty his has been accomplished by the efforts and the 
ey of the ba | all costs due the United States have been paid. We re- 
ithe passage « ihe 
Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
thir é nd passed 
WILLIAM G. FORD ° 
e Senate is in Committee of the W hole. proceeded to conside I the 
) 5. 875) for the relief of William G. Ford, of Memphis, Tenn. It 
fers to the Court of Claims the claim of William G. Ford, of Mem- 
yl Tet tor the proceeds of tifty bales of cotton, containing 25,563 
pounds, seized under the captured-and-abandoned-property act at Mo- 
bile, Ala., in May, 1865, by acting Quartermaster Samuel Lappin, and 
pped by him on the bark Ada Carter to the chief quartermaster at 
New York, and which was sold, and the proceeds paid into the Treasury. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let the report be read so as to show what the bill is. 
Che Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Cam- 
ERON, of Wisconsin, February 11, 1884 
I Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 873) for the relief 
\ um G. Ford, of Memphis, Tenn., have considered the same, and submit 
owing report 
fhe petitioner is a citizen of the United States anda resident of Memphis, 
Ie In the month of May, 1865,8.8. Webb & Co., of Mobile, were the owners 
of tifty bales of cotton, stored in warehouses in Mobile, Ala., weighing alto- 
gether 25 68 pounds 
rhis cotton was seized by the authorities of the United States Government at 
1 surrender of Mobile, April 12, 1965, and by Capt. Samuel Lappin, assistant 
iartermaster, United States Army, at Mobile, on the 19th day of May, 1865, de- 
ered on board the bark Ada Carter, consigned to Brig. Gen. Stewart Van 
Vliet, chief quartermaster, United States Army, at New York,and by him turned 
over to Simeon Draper, United States cotton agent, Treasury Department, and 
sold, and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the Unjted States 
On the 7th of July, 1865, the said cotton, or the proceeds, were sold by Webb 
& Co. to the petitioner, who, in 1866, he alleges, filed his claim and proofs with 
the Secretary of the Treasury for settlement. 
Here, it is alleged, the case was delayed and a hearing postponed from time 


to time, until the petitioner was notified by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
that Department had been entertaining jurisdiction of such claims under a mis- 
take as to their authority, and that all such cases must be referred to the Court 
of Claims 

It does not appear when this notice was given to the petitioner, but he alleges 
that he at once took steps to have proceedings instituted in the Court of Claims, 
when he was informed that his papers, proofs, and exhibits had been mistaid in 
the Treasury Department, or lost, which occasioned delay until September, 1868, 
when they were found. He was then advised by his counsel that by the provis- 
ions of the statute of limitations in such cases, passed March 12, 1863, (volume 
12, page 820), he was barred from that court; that the statute began to run in 
August, 1866, and expired in August, 1868, about one month before he procured 
his papers from the Treasury Department. 

The statute referred to provides as follows 

Src » 3 And any person claiming to have been the owner of any 

such abandoned or captured property may at any time within two years after 
the suppression of the rebellion prefer his claim to the proceeds thereof in the 
Court of Claims 

The act of May, 1872 (vol. 17, p. 134), authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to settle for cotton seized, does not apply to this case, for the reason that it covers 
only cases of seizure which occurred after June 30, 1865. Thiscotton was shipped 
to New York in May, 1865, having been seized April 12, 1865. 

The proceeds of this cotton was paid into the United States Treasury under 


; . 


the abandoned-and-captured-property act, and is there held in trust in that fund | 


for whoever may in the Court of Claims establish their right to it according to 
law. (See reply of Secretary of the Treasury McCulloch to the Court of Claims, 
and printed evideace in Dominick O'Grady vs. The United States, 1870; also 
United States vs. Kline, 13 Wall., 128 

But in response to an inquiry made of the Secretary of the Treasury in regard 
to this claim he says, under date of January 18, 1878: * * “ The records of 
this Department do not show the filing at any time of the claim of William G. 
Ford for fifty bales of cotton seized in May, 1865, at Mobile, Ala.”’ 

rhe original petition states that the * petition, with vouchers and papers in 
the Treasury Department, thereafter to be attached, referred to as exhibits, was 
accordingly drawn and forwarded from New York to Washington, and peti- 
tioner supposed timely proceedings had been instituted until some time after- 
ward, to wit,in September, A. D. 1568, the papers were ascertained to have been 
mislaid in the Treasury Department, and the statute of limitations had inter- 
posed 

Phere is a supplemental or amended petition, which goes more into detail as 
tothe losing of papers in the Treasury Department, which is sworn to by the 
petitioners 

Phe testimony herein alluded to is all that bears on the question of diligence 
on the part of the claimant or negligence on the part of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in mislaying papers 

The petitioner asks Congress to pass a bill authorizing him to prosecute his 
suit in the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the statute of limitations ; and your 
committee, being satisfied that the petitioner ought to “ have his day in court,” 
report the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage 


Mr. CONGER 


* 


The report itself shows that this property was capt- 








ured with the capture of Mobile; that it was properly taken in the 
conflict, in the capture and seizure of thatcity. Ido notknow by what 
rule of law or construction of evidence property taken in that way comes 
under the class for which settlement was to be made by the United 
States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
the capture of Mobile. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course; the army could not take it until it got 
in there, I admit. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understand that. This property 
was in Mobile at the time of the capture of Mobile, belonging to the 
individual named in the report, and after the capture of the city the 
cotton was seized. 


This property was captured after 


Mr. CONGER. At the surrender. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. After the surrender, of course 

Mr. CONGER. At the surrender, the report says. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. — It is not strictly accurate if it says 
that. 


Mr. CONGER. And the person making this claim was not the own- 
er, he does not claim to have been the owner of such abandoned o1 
captured property. It seems to me that by the terms of the report this 
is as plain a case of property abandoned in the capture of the city at 
the surrender, as plain a case of property captured in the conflict or 
struggle as any case that could bestated. [havea greatsuspicion of thes« 
captured-and-abandoned cottonclaims. I think thereare lying around 
loose several million of dollars’ worth of claims of that kind, and I think 
this one is lying around about as loose as any claim I ever saw reported 
upon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think not. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not think the committee concentrated its ener- 
sies on this case with any great effort. I submit if this had been an 
application for the payment of this money or a restoration of the prop- 
erty by act of Congress it never could have had this report, but throw- 
ing the responsibility on the Court of Claims it gets by the watchfulness 
and care of the committee; and you have a very nice-precedent for any 
assignee, any of the lawyers who have bought up this great amount of 
claims and have filed them away in their pigeon-holes, to come in as 
assignees and go to the Court of Claims, removing the limitation. There 
was a propriety in the law which said that after a certain date they 
might claim, because that date was after the war had closed, after the 
proclamation of peace. Property taken then was not taken as the prop- 
erty of anenemy. There is not a word said about the owner of this 
property having been loyal or disloyal. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Under the law it does not make a 
particle of difference. 

Mr. CONGER. Notif it was takenafter the war closed; but this was 
taken in April, 1865. The property the benefits of which this bill re- 
mits the assignee of the property was taken in April, and by the report 
itself the statute did not begin to run until August, 1865, after the proc- 
lamation of peace. After that there was reason why property should 
not be taken. It was not being used by the enemy; the war was closed; 
peace was restored. The property that was wandering about could not 
then be used by the opponents of the Government. The property to 
which the act did not apply was to be captured as if it was the prop- 
erty of the Confederate States. That to which the act did apply there- 
fore might be returned. But this property was taken while the war was 
going on. I think the committee need a little suggestion now and then 
| about this classof cases. I do not think the chairman made this report. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes; the chairman made it. 
Mr. CONGER. I think somebody else must have prepared it. 
| Mr. ALLISON. Suppose we pass the bill over for the present. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. Let us hear what the chairman says. 
Mr. CONGER. Yes; I was merely making these remarks to call out 


the views of the chairman. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Michigan appears 
to be of opinion that the committee did not concentrate all its energies 
upon this claim before the report was made. This claim was consid- 
ered by the Committee on Claims during the last Congress, when my 
friend from Michigan was a member of that committee. It was favor- 
ably reported from the Committee on Claims during the last Congress, 
and that report had the assent of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I guess not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is no use guessing about it; 
the record will show that it did have. At that time all the members 
of the committee except the Senator from Michigan concentrated their 
energies upon the report, and they were aided by the Senator from 
Michigan. 

This claim does not stand ina different position from any other of the 
cotton claims. After the capture of Mobile this cotton was seized under 
the captured-and-abandoned-property act. It wasshipped by the Gov- 
ernment to Simeon Draper, the cotton agent of the Government at the 
city of New York, and sold by him, and the proceeds were deposited in 
the Treasury, where they remain to this day, as a trust fund for the 
benefit of any person or persons who should be able to show in the 
Court of Claims that they were entitled to the fund. The Senator, if 
I understood him, appeared to beof the opinion that the captured-and- 
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abandoned-property.act only applied to cotton captured after what he 
calls the proclamation of peace. 

Mr. CONGER. After June 30, 1865. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The proclamation of peace was made 
and applied to all except Texas on the same day, in August, 1866, so 
that peace legally did not exist in Mobile until August, 1866. The | 
captured-and-abandoned-property act was passed in 1863, and it pro- 
vided by its terms that that statute would not commence to run until 
the close of the war, that is, until the legal termination of the war, 
and that it would continue in force for two years from that time. This 
claimant, like many other claimants, supposed that the Treasury De- 
partment had jurisdiction of this and similar claims. The Treasury 
Department was of the opinion at that time that it did have jurisdic- 
tion of these claims; it entertained and considered the claims. The | 
claimant, in pursuance of that understanding, filed his claim in the De- | 
partment, and his papers and proofs were lost while in the Treasury 
Department. After a while it was concluded that the Treasury De- 
partment did not have jurisdiction, and he was informed that he must | 
prosecute his case in the Court of Claims. When that conclusion was 
reached the papers could not be found, and were not found until about 
a month after the period within which he might have instituted a suit 
in the Court of Claims had expired. Now, all that the bill does is to 
remove the bar of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the special ground, the loss of the papers ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The lossof the papers. The claim- 
ant was prevented from bringing the action within the two years in con- | 
sequence of the loss of his proofs, and those proofs were lost by the 
carelessness and negligence of the Treasury Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Wis- 
consin has expired. 

Mr. GARLAND. I believe that the showing for the removal of the 
bar of the statute is a good one in this case, but there is one thing to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate in the second section 
of this bill. It makes the testimony already taken by Ford competent 
in this case. I would suggest a qualification of that ‘‘so far as the tes- 
timony is now competent, ’’ and not to make it absolutely competent, as 
proposed by this section. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
ment. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
ond section entirely. 

The Chief Clerk read the section proposed to be stricken out, as fol- 
tows: 


I have no objection tothat amend- 


I think it would be better to strike out the sec- 


Sec. 2. That the evidence her@tofore taken in the case and filed in the Treas- 
iry Department, and the evidence and papers on file before Congress, shall be 
admitted and heard by the court the sameas if taken over again under the rules 
and orders of the court; and either party may take additional testimony, and 
shall have the right of appeal as in other cases. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that clause be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion isto strike out the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. CONGER. 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the second section. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think the section may as well go 
out. 

The PRESIDENT, pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] to strike out the section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


But I want the whole clause read before the vote is 


JOHN P. WALWORTH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John P. Walworth. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to John P. Walworth $2,820, being the 
proceeds of the sale of certain funds, to wit, $4,700 in bank notes of 
the issue of the Louisiana Bank of New Orleans, and which were, in the 
month of August, 1863, on deposit in that bank to the credit of John 


P. Walworth, and received from the bank by Col. 8. B. Holabird, chief | 


quartermaster at the post of New Orleans, La., by order of Major-General 
janks, and sold, and the proceeds thereof, to wit, $2,820, atterward cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SECURITY ON APPEALS AND WRITS OF ERROR. 

The bill (S. 835) to amend section 1000 of the Revised Statutes, in 
relation to giving security in cases on appeal or writ of error, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the damages 
in section 1000 mentioned for which a bond shall be taken, when it is 
to operate as a supersedeas, shall be held to cover the value of the use. 
rents, and profits of any personal property or real estate the possession 
of which is continued in the plaintiff in error or appellant by such 
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writ of error or appeal during the time that the supersedeas may be in 
operation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

The bill (S. 554) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment, was in section 3, line 6, after the word ‘* thou 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

The additional law clerk and examiners of office decisions shall receive a 
salary of $2,000 a year each. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill 
if this increase of force in the Land Office is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior as absolutely necessary to the efficiency of that 


| office ? 


Mr. MORGAN. LlIamnot incharge of the bill. I suppose the chair- 
man of the committee is in charge of the bill properly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand it is so recommended. 
port accompanying the bill made by me. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is proper that the report should be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The report of the committee will b 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. DoLru 
February 11, 1884: 


There is a re 


The Committee on Publie Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 344) to pro 
mote the efficiency of the General Land Office, makes the following report 

Having duly consideréd the bill, the committee recommends that, for the rea 
sons stated in the letter from the honorable Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to the honorable Secretary of the Interior, dated January 21, 1854, and 
the letter from the honorable Secretary of the Interior to the chairman of this 
committee of date January 28, 1884, which are hereto appended, marked A and 
B, the bill do pass as amended 

B 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 28, 1884 
In response to request of your committee, dated 7th instant, for an « 
pression of the views of the Department on Senate bill No. 554, ‘to promote the 
efficiency of the General Land Office,’ I transmit herewith a copy of a letter: 
the subject addressed to me on the 2ist instant by the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, with whom I fully concur that the 
Very respectfully, &@, 


SIR 


bill should pass, 


H. M. TELLER, Secreta 
Hon. P. B. PLuMs, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate 


A. 


INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIC! 
Washington, D. C., Jannary 21, 1884 

Sir: Lam in receipt, by your reference of the 15th instant, of a letter from 
Hon. P. B. PLUMB, chairman Senate Committee on Public Lands, transmitt 
for an expression of your views thereon, a copy of Senate bill No, 554, 
mote the efficiency of the General Land Office.”’ 

I have the honor to report that said bill is in accordance with my views in reé 
spect to the present and pressing needs of this office. 

The first section increases the salary of the Commissioner to $5,000 a year I 
have recommended this increase as due to the office of Commissioner, irre 
spective of the person who may hold the position. I deem such increase duc 
the character, importance, labor, and responsibility of the office, which certainly 
should not be rated second in dignity to other bureaus of the Executive Depart 
ments not so closely connected with vast material interests of the peopl 
Neither do I think it expedient as a matter of public policy that strikingly i 
adequate Salaries should be paid to officers invested with such powers as are 

| committed to this office. The latter remark is applicable to the several positions 
| for whicha moderate increase in compensation is provided by Senate bill No. 554 

The second section provides for the appointment of an assistant commissioner 

There is great need of such office in this bureau. A similar provision is made 
| for other bureaus not having more,if as much, necessity for it as the General 
| Land Office. 

The Patent Office has an assistant commissioner at $3,000. The Pension Office 
has two deputy commissioners, at a salary of $3,600 each. The Auditors of th: 
Treasury, six in number, have each adeputy auditor; there is an assistant treas- 
urer for the office of United States Treasurer; the First and Second Comptrollers 

| of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Currency have each a deputy; there 
is an assistant Register of the Treasury, and a deputy commissioner of internal 

revenue. Upon none of the heads of these bureaus are duties imposed more 

arduous, exacting, or comprehensive than those which pertain to this office. 

The third section provides for an additional law clerk and two examiners of 
office decisions, at salaries of $2,250 each, and ten chiefs of divisions, at $2,000 a 
year each, and increases the salaries of the law clerk and chief clerk to $2,500 a 
year each. ‘ 

The duties and responsibilities of the chief clerk of this office are greater than 
those usually devolving upon similar officers. He is not only required to exer- 
cise supervision over official details and discipline, but he shares the higher 
responsibilities of important adjudications, and in the absence of the Cor 
sioner performs the duties of the head of the bureau. 

The present salary of the law clerk is disproportionate tothe position. The 
salary proposed by the Senate bill is the least the Government should fix forthat 
office. 

A clerk of the fourth class is now detailed as additional law clerk, with duties 
and responsibilities similar to those of the law clerk. The compensation of « 
fourth-class clerk is not adequate tosuch service. The increase proposed by the 
Senate bill for the law branch of this office is no less moderate than just and ex 
pedient. 

Two clerks of the fourth class are now detailed as examiners of office decis- 
ions. Their duties are to read all letters and to examine decisions prepared in 
the several divisions of the office before the same are presented to the Comn 
sioner for his signature. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 
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to pro 


ninis- 


It being physically impossible for the Commissioner 


to read all the papers he signs, he is compelled to rely largely upon the judg- 
ment passed by the examiners in cases not specially submitted to him 
The responsibility and importance of the work performed by the examine 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
first amendment of the Committee on Public 
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Lands. 


A law clerk, I observed from the reading. 





I did not hear it distinctly. 


were ruled out on points of order. 
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and fidelity required in that service full 
y proposed by the Senate bill 
Executive Departments chiefs of divisions are paid 
In the Patent Office the salary is $2,000, exclusive of 


The Land Office has certainly been 
very fairly provided for so far as the Committee on Appropriations has | 
Perhaps the laws for it were reported by the 


The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to say 
that the Committee on Appropriations have been very kind tothe Land 
but the difficulty has been that for the want of legislation when- | 
ever questions were made of the character presented in this bill they | 
I have been trying for four years to 
get proper compensation for the clerks in this bureau, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have been acting with me as far as they could, 
but we have always failed in consequence of points of order. 

Is the bill an increase of force or an increase of pay ? 
An increase of pay and one additional man. 

is necessary to have an increase of force. 

I stepped into the room of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations just now while this report was being read, knowing that we had 
irge increase in that bureau; and I find that in 1879 
there were 169 persons employed there and that we have increased the | 
being an increase of 162 in that single bureau in 


The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to say 
that while that is true, every man in that office is employed diligently 
at work not only during the regular office hours but during a large por- 
tion of theother time, for which he gets no compensation; and there are 
not less than 150,000 undecided cases in the Land Office, and that 
oflice will remain behind and the people will be deprived of their land 
unless we come to their relief. 
mended for the last ten years by every Commissioner who has been in 
that office and every Secretary of the Interior, urgently demanding of 
This bill increases the force only | 
by one assistant commissioner, but it gives some additional compensa- | 


He is there now. 


There is one law clerk now, but I understand the 
bill to provide for an additional law clerk. 
: No, that is only a change of name. 
one increase of force in it, and that is the provision for an assistant com- 
It is physically impossible for the Commissioner of the Gen- 
al Land Office to perform the labor that is devolved upon him in that | 
He can not properly oversee the business of the office from the 
mere engagement he has in signing his name to papers other people have 
to prepare for him, which he has no leisure and no opportunity to read. 
There is not a Department of this Government that is so much neglected 
by Congress as the General Land Office, and there is none in which the | 
are so much interested to-day as they are in that Department. 

The question is on agreeing to the 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The 
in 


And chiefs of divisions shall receive a salary of $2,280 a year each 


section 
hundred and fifty;’’ 


° 
~, 


line &, 


after the word 


so as to read: 


The amendment was agreed to 


next amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
‘**thousand,’’ to insert 


This matter has been recom- 


Lands. 
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y command The next amendment was, in section 3, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ line 
9, to strike out 


And all provisions of law for the appointment of principal clerks of publi 























ul rs, who receive from #2,400 to $3,000; inthe Pension Office, $2,000; in the | lands, private land claims, and surveys are hereby repealed. 
i Office, $2,000; in the Office of the First Auditor of the Treasury Depart- 1 i + in lieu thereof 
22,000; of the Second Auditor, $2,000; of the Third Auditor, 32,000; of the And insert in lieu thereof: 
Luditor, $2,000; of the Fifth Auditor $2,000; of tl e Sixth Auditor =, 000 And the ten chiefs of divisions shall hereafter be appointed by the President 
ed States Treasurer's Office, $2,500; in the office of the First Comp- | by and with the consent of the Senate. 
: (0: of the Second Comptroller, $2,1% n the oft if Comptroller of 2 0d 
ency 200: in the Register’s Office, $2,000 tl ternal Revenue Mr. HAWLEY. Am I to understand that there are to be ten addi- 
$2,250 J th bureaus »f the Post-Office Department eee ipwards. | tional officers or only one ? 
office ry Departs nt are cl Is of divisions required to pertorm > , > nm 7 - s a i 7 aati —_— 
portant duties t the General Land Office. but in this office the or Mr. PLUMB. The number is the same as now , only they are called 
established at early period still remains. Chiefs of now principal clerks, and they are called by this bill chiefs of division, 
public lands, prix sims, and surveys) are detailes : which they are in fact, and have been ever since the department was 
rt} iss ad ore pay than other fourt! i ‘ rks . 7 
: : ater i ee established. It adds nothjng to the number. 
her offices « - sons are ippointed as such an receive a . aon p sa 
rate of compensa he classified clerks. I inclose herewith a Mr. HAWLEY. My question about the amendment bears upon th 
poe ae , ft eaus and Departments, show- | appointment of these officers by the President. Why should not these 
a ome ee H appears bo me wnreasone"© | chiefs be promoted from the very excellent clerks already there ? 
proposition t] se the Senate bill to repeal the provision Mr. MORGAN If the Senator will allow me to explain it to him, 
oveding for the ap ‘principal - < of public lan a a — as the law stands now, enacted a good many years ago, perhaps fifteen 
rk of} at a ims, And a principal clerk of surveys is designe a seinen: elim ie i Nii as Tisae: Bie a Ws coe eae 
she te neeniin with the proposition to authorize the appointment of | YE@TS ago, there are three principal clerks in the Land Office. — hey are 
Me s of divisions, which would include the three principal clerks now | the clerks of the public land division, of the private land claims divis- 
pelaliy pe ded f aici ' seiatiin tel ion, and the clerk of surveys. Those were required by the statute to 
hh st section of the b which shoul © numbered sectior Instead OT sec- ag . . 2 2 ee & i x . “i a . aie . alla iia ie 
. propriates moneys received for making copies of records to payment | appointed by the Preside nt and confirmed by the Senate before they 
y the work. This provision would relieve the office of the necessity of | could enter on their office. The bill as introduced permitted the Sec- 
g clerks belonging to the ge " ral clerical — er a = proper du- | retary of the Interior or the Commissioner to appoint all these ten clerks 
- make out cop ot papers or the use o priva € parties 1@ provision nh . ‘ . = = . . P 7 at 7 3 ail c 
i e of convenience and an advantage in the administration of this office. Phe committee thought we could get a he tle r class of mate rial and 
[ respectfully recommend favorable action on Senate bill No. 54 | dignify the office by requiring that all these chiets of division should be 
Very respectfully en tieieteeeiet | appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate, as the three 
‘ war ‘ky s ommissioner. i - a 
H ee ee ' | were by the old law and as the three are now. Three of the twelve 
| clerks are now appointed by the President and confirmed by theSenate, 
Mr. BECK. I have not quite comprehended the full scope of the | and the other nine are merely appointed under the regulations of the 


| department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Am I to understand, then, that there are no new 
officers created, but the name is changed and the power of appointment 
changed from the Secretary of the Interior to the President ? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I believe the amendments reported by the committee 
are now disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. They are. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am instructed by the committee to propose some 
further amendments recommended by the department. In line 3, sec- 
tion 3, after the word ‘“‘ division,’’ I mov® to insert: 


Publiclands; private land claims; 
lands; accounts; 


The question is on the amendment 


surveys; railroads; pre-emptions; swamp 
minerals; special service; and drafting. 

This amendment merely enumerates the divisions for which the ten 
chiefS are to be appointed. Itisa mere clerical matter, but it is deemed 
necessary by the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let meask the Senator from Oregon whether or not 
it is necessary to fix these chiefs by law? It seems to me that some time 
a Commissioner of the General Land Office will desire to make some 
modifications in the organization of his office, and he would find this 
law inhis way. The Departments are organized usually by the head of 
the Department without signifying or designating in law the particular 
divisions. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that the amend- 
ment was suggested by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
himself and it was brought before the committee and the committee 
approved of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. These divisions are inevitable and have been in actual 
existence for many years. They can not be dispensed with, and I think 
it is proper that the law should create them just as it has created divisions 
and bureaus in the other Departments of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin the chair). The « 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon f 
DOLPH ]}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer also the following amendment: In line 
tion 3, after the word ‘‘ division,’’ insert *‘and the recorder.’’ 

In explanation of this amendment I will state that it was supposed 
by the committee that the recorder was included in the increase of sal- 
| ary to $2,000 per annum. That appears not to be the case, and it is 
now proposed to amend by inserting the recorder, so as to increase his 
salary to $2,000 a year. The committee were unanimously of the opin- 
| ion that the increase ought to be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. [I also offer the following amendment, to be added to 
section 3 as a proviso: 


ues- 


Mr. 


There is but 


é, SeCc- 


two Provided, That whenever the office of recorder shall become vacant, or in case 


of the sickness or absence of the recorder, the duties of his office shall be per- 
formed ad interim by a chief of division to be designated by the Commissioner 
| of the General Land Office. 


The amendment was agreed to. 











i 
‘ 
; 





i Ree 


alin een Tis her 


i's 





1884. 





Mr. HAWLEY. Before the bill passes to the next stage I should like 
to ask some member of the committee whether this bill really will be 
of any material assistance to the Land Office in disposing of the vast mass 
of work that has accumulated there, beyond the fact that it attempts 
to secure some able chiefs of division? Is not more room needed? Has 
not the work been reported to be in most important cases left to the 
decision of men not qualified by age, skill, or learning? The bill is 
well enough as far as it goes, but it gives only one additional officer to 
the Land Office, elevates the rank of others, and increases their pay. 

While I am not, from my location, interested as much in these mat- 
ters as Western Senators, and am not so familiar with the business, yet | 
I have known well some gentlemen in that office, and it has been a 
chronic complaint for years that it needed reorganization and enlarge- 
ment, and that vast interests were neglected simply by the unwilling- 
ness or procrastination of Congress. Why not go more thoroughly into | 
the business if we are going to reorganize at all? 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I can not betteranswer the inquiry of 
the Senator from Connecticut than by asking to have a portion of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of the General Land Office relating to the in- 
crease of clerical force read. This bill as introduced did not céver that 
matter, and while it is undoubtedly a very important matter for legis- 
lation, the committee did not deem it advisable to attach it to this bill. 
I ask for the reading of the part of the report which I have marked in 
the document sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The extract will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The General Land Office has been deficient in clerical organization fromthe 
beginning. There has at no time been asufticient number of employés to dis- 
pose of current work. The increase provided for from time to time has never 
been proportionate to the increase of business. The volume of work in arrears 
atthe close of each fiscal year has steadily and rapidly grown larger. At the 
same time, the dmount of work accomplished has been greater in proportion 
than the increase in clerical force. This has resulted from improved system 
and continued efforts to promote efficiency. But in late years the increase in 
the amount of work thrown upon the office has been almost overwhelming. 
The increase in working force and appropriations has been doled out in pit- 
tances, and seemingly more to accommodate the Department than to meet the 
demands ofthe service. It isno personal advantage to yourself or the Commis- 
sioner that work should be disposed of, but it is of public consequence that this 
official work should be performed, 

It is a matter of deep complaint and is felt to be a public shame that men upon 
the frontier who are developing the country by their enterprise and laborshould 
suffer delay and have their rights imperiled through a false or simulated econ- 
omy in the necessary disbursements for the conduct of public business, 

In 1876 the amount of land disposed of under the public land system was 
6,000,000) acres, In 1883 the disposals were 19,000,000 acres, an increase of 200 per 
cent. The actual amount of new business brought into this office during the 
last year embraced 226,088 entries, covering 19,430,032.80 acres (exclusive of filings 
and of areas previously reported), with receipts exclusive of fees for certified 
copies amounting to $11,705,765.65, against 161,396 entries, 14,309,166.40 acres, and 
$8,287 ,927.29 the previous year, being an average increase over 1882 of 39 per cent. 
and an increase over the year 1881 of 82 per cent. 





The increase in clerical force allowed by the last annual appropriation was | 


only 10 per cent., one-half of which was absorbed in the entirely new work of 
protecting the public lands provided for by recent legislation. 

A large volume of work is annually thrown upon the office for which no pro- 
vision is made in the usual estimates for clerical force. This consists in the prep- 
aration of official reports and answers to Congressional and other inquiries 
Much of the time of a large number of clerks is occupied during the sessions of 
Congress, and frequently at other periods, in this manner. 

There are now pending before this office 600,000 claims of record in some stage 
of inception or progress under general laws, exclusive of railroad grants, swamp 
and mineral lands, and private land claims. The pending agricultural claims 
alone involve an adjudication of title to 90,000,000 acres. If but one-half of these 
claims should be perfected into title it would take the present force employed 
upon this work three years to complete the adjustments, leaving the whole 
volume of business that might come up within that period unprovided for. 

I have asked for one hundred additional clerks for the service of the next fiseal 
year. This estimate was made before the completed returns and accounts had 
disclosed the extent of the increase in business during the year and without 
fully considering the inadequacy of such estimate. It is my most conservative 
opinion that two hundred additional clerks of the higher grades are immedi- 
ately needed, and could be employed with economy to the Government for a 
number of years tocome. Provision for a grade of examiners of land titles, 
corresponding to the grade of principal examiners in the Pension Office, would 
be extremely desirable. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator in charge of this bill to strike out 
the amendment in lines 11 and 12 of section 3, or rather that a separate 
vote be taken on that amendment. It provides for the appointment of 
these chiefs of divisions by the President of the United States with the 
consent of the Senate. I submit that that is a bad precedent. There 
are chiefs of divisions in every Department of the Government, and if 
we begin by appointing them in this manner al! the other Departments 
of the Government will at once ask the same thing, and then there will 
be some other steps from time to time looking to advanced compensa- 
tion and so on. 

In addition to that, it is bad policy itseemstome. The Secretary of 
the Interior—the Commissioner of the General Land Office primarily, 
and the Secretary of the Interior in the second place—is responsible for 
the conduct of this office immediately, and should have the selection of 
these chiefs of divisions, it seems to me, without reference to a confir- 
mation by theSenate, without reference to whatever usually follows an 
appointment by the President. 

I submit that this is a very bad precedent to begin with here. I 
know the Senator from Alabama will say that three of these officers are 
already so appointed. That is true under the old organization, but 
they were not called chiefs of divisions; they had specific designations 
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then. But even if these three officers were so appointed, it does not 
constitute a reason for the appointment of ten, and 1t was bad policy in 
the beginning to have the three so appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I take issue with the Senator from Iowa in regard 
to the policy of this bill as proposed by the committee. All of these 
chiefs of divisions have to deal with the 500,000 cases that the Com 
missioner speaks of in his report that has just been read at the desk 
a great number of them cases of interference of every kind, which con- 
tain judicial questions, many of them of a very difficult character 


| There are now principal clerks at the head of these different divisions 


before whom records come that involve millions of dollars; many ot 
them involve more than a million dollars and more than a thousand 
pages of manuscript records for investigation. ‘They are merely ap 
pointees or servants of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
They have no independent standing in the Government; they have m 
personal responsibility except to the one eye which appoints and over- 
sees them. I would like to dignify these positions, and I would like 
the Senate to have a word to say in respect to who shall fill these judi 
cial stations, for they are judicial stations of more consequence, taking 
them separately, than so many judges of the district court of the 
United States. They have great cases to try; they have cases of great 
importance to try; and not only should they be rewarded suiliciently 
to get a high range of ability, but the gentlemen who preside in these 
divisions ought to have the distinction of being appointed by the Presi 
dent and confirmed by the Senate. Of course they will be selected 
practically by the Commissioner of the General Land Ojjice or by the 
Secretary of the Interior; his recommendation will be quite sufficient 
to justify the President in the selection of men for these places; and 
in that respect the Commissioner of the General Land Oflice and the 
Secretary of the Interior will have full control over them. They will 
be removed by the President if they are not efficient and are so re 
ported by these officers or if they are guilty of dereliction of duty, and 
other men will be put in their places. 

Allow me to say that while I have perfect confidence in the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and I can say that also in respect to 
those who have preceded him as far as I know, we are contiding to him 
a very enormous power, and it is a power which he does not necessarily 
exercise under his own personal supervision, but through a sort of con- 
fidence that springs up between an employer and an employé. One ot 
these gentlemen at the head of one of these divisions takes a case and 
has it prepared for decision and makes his ruling upon it. The Com- 
missioner of the General®Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior: 
have no opportunity, have not time to investigate the case, and they 
must rely on the judgment of these subordinate officers. Now, what 
is one of them really? Here is responsibility thrown upon the Com 
missioner, we will say, without his having really the power to contro! 
the subordinate officer, for he has not time to revise his decisions. The 
responsibility in the case ought to-rest upon the subordinate who makes 
the decision. There is the place to get a valid judicial ascertainment 
of the rights of the parties. There is the place from which these de 
cisions virtually come. They come in fact from the heads of the differ 
ent divisions; and while the Secretary of the Interior or the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office may be held responsible in a certain 
sense for these decisions, the truth is that the responsibility rests upor 
| the subordinates. I would dignity these subordinate officers; 1 would 
throw the responsibility upon them; I would let them feel that they 
are officers of higher rank than they are now, and we should then get 
a better character of public service, I think, from them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if 





these places are not all filled now by thoroughly competent and worthy 
gentlemen ? 
~ Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isit proposed to substitute others for the gentlemen 
who fill these places? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly not by me; for what influence have | 
over the appointing power inthe United States Government? Not the 
slightest. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust a very great deal. I know that the Sen- 
ator ought to have great influence over such matters. But it seems to 
me that if these officers who are now in position and have grown up 
there and have shown themselves competent for the discharge of these 
duties are not to be changed in this particular case, there is no neces- 
sity for substituting a new mode of appointment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was called to my feet by a question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Iowa having 
spoken once can only occupy the floor in the time of the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not desire to occupy the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. If he asks me a question my answer is in his time 

Mr. ALLISON. I only want a vote on the amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in all 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole exce pt the one re 
served by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendments were concurred in 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reserved amendment will be | 
read | 

The Corer CLERK. At the end of section 3 the Senate, as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, added the following: 


And the ten chiefs of divisions shall hereafter be appointed by the President, 
by and with the consent of the Senate 















































The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in this 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would inquire of those who have charge of the 
bill and have given it more attention than I have whether it would | 
be in order to offer an amendment increasing the clerical force of the 
Land Office in accordance with the wishes of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course it would be in order to offer an amend- 
ment of that kind, but it would lead to a protracted discussion, I dare 
say, and the Committee on Appropriations having always considered 
questions of the increase of clerical force, it is not one of those cases 
in which we must have a statute providing for so many clerks. The 
Committee on Appropriations have jurisdiction of that, and we did not | 













































































































want to invade their province, but allowed them to dispose of that | 
matter as they thought best, all things considered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say that whenever that isin order I shall 
vote for a liberal increase of the clerical force of the Land Office. In 
my intercourse with that office I have found it greatly crippled by the | 
want of proper assistance, and I know of no bureau of this Government | 
that is so useful to the people and so badly equipped to perform its | 
proper duties. 

I will not detain the Senate with remarks which I might indulge in 
if the matter was properly before the Senate; but I hope when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have a proper bill in charge this matter will 
not be ove rlooked. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

Mr. MORRILL. I notice that Senators having in charge the next 
two bills [Mr. HALE and Mr. HARRISON] areabsent. I presume that 
they both desire to be present when they are considered. I therefore 
ask that they be passed over without prejudice. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to passing over with- 


of the officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who par- 


vised Statutes of the United States, relating to paymasters’ clerks of 
the United States Army? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those bills can not be disposed of under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have them passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to their being passed over and 
going on the other Calendar, so as not to remain on the five-minute 
Calendar 

Mr. MORRILL. Let them remain where they are for the present. 


mous consent that the two bills referred to be passed over informally 
without prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the effect of that be other or different than the 
effect of an objection to them? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Entirely so. If the request of the 
Senator from Vermont is agreed to by the Senate, these bills hold their 
place at the head of the Calendar under Rule VIII. If objected to, they 
pass to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall be obliged to object to their remaining on the 
present Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator can make the same objection when 
the Senators having them in charge are present, and therefore it would 
be more courteous to wait until they are present. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. 


the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none; and the bills are 
passed over without prejudice. 


I ask that they be pased over for the purpose of taking up a bill that 
I think no one will object to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator object to the three 
bills referred to? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the three bills are 


Order of Business 215, being Senate bill 1459. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE COINAGE. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1459) relating to the improvement of the coinage. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that this bill as amended has re- 
ceived the unanimous approval of every member of the Committee on 


ticipated in the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day | 
of March, 1862, and the bill (S. 207) to amend section 1190 of the Re- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont asks unani- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of | 


Mr. MORRILL. The next three bills have been reported adversely. | 


passed over, being Senate bills 971, 972, and 809. The next bill is | 


Finance. I ask that it be read as amended, as a large part of the bill 
was stricken out by the committee, and it only relates to the improve- 
ment of the coinage and nothing else. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that there are various amendments scattered through 
the body of the bill, and therefore it is better to read the bill as it was 
introduced and then the amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I supposed we could get along with less reading by 
taking the amendments as the text of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why read from section 3 forward when all those 
sections are struck out? 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the amendments be taken as the text 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that course 


| will be taken, and the Chief Clerk will report the bill as amended. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is on agreeing to 


| the amendments reported by the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask whether the bill gives any discretion 
about the kind of coinage and the title of coins or anything of that 
kind ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Nonewhatever. It provides for nothing except as 
to the character of the designs and improvement of the designs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It speaks of the relative value of the 
minor coins. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear that read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This commission is to decide in respect 
to the relative value of the minor coins. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; it does not decide on anything. Itonly makes 


| report to Congress. 


Mr. CONGER. Doesit give any authority to give new names to coins 
or new values? . 

Mr. MORRILL. Nothing of that kind. It only provides for a re- 
port to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment will be read. 

The amendments of the committee were read, which were, in section 
1, line 4, after the word ‘‘five,’’ to strike out ‘‘ artists or;’’ in line 9, 


} : | Ger\ . .| after the word ** value,’’ to insert ‘‘ of the minor coins;’’ in line 13, afte1 
out prejudice the next two bills, being the bill (S. 867) for the relief | 


the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five hundred;”’ in the same line, 
after the word “‘any,’’ to strike out ‘‘artist or;’’ in line 15, after the 
word *‘paid,’’ to strike out ‘‘the’’ and toinsert ‘‘a;’’ in the same line, 
after the word *‘sum,”’ to strike out the word ‘‘ of’’ and to insert ‘* not 
exceeding ;’’ and in line 17, after the word ‘‘adopted,’’ to insert *‘ to be 
determined by the Director of the Mint;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Director of the Mint is hereby authorized and directed to employ, 
| temporarily, five persons distinguished in departments of art or in knowledge 
of coinage and medals, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
| shall investigate and examine the whole subject of our existing system of coin- 
age, with a view to its improvement and greater perfection of execution as to 
| metals, relative value of the minor coins, and also as to devices, legends, and 
inscriptions; and the artists or persons so employed shal! each be paid out of the 
contingent fund provided for the support of the Mint the sum of $2,000; and any 
person whose designs for any coin shall be accepted and adopted as hereinafter 
| provided for shall be paid a sum not exceeding $750 for each design so accepted 
and adopted, to be determined by the Director of the Mint. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word ‘* sub- 
mitted,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ by the artists or other persons as;’’ 
so that the section will read: 

Sec. 2. That on or before the lst day of December, 1884, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of State, and the Director of the Mint shall examine the 
work and designs, together with any explanations submitted mentioned in the 


preceding section, and shall transmit the same, accOmpanied by a report, to 
| Congress, with such recommendations as they shall judge most expedient. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be read. 
Mr. MORRILL. All the rest of the bill is stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open toarmendment. 
Mr. BAYARD. There are other amendments of a more important 
| character. Sections 3, 4, and 5 are stricken out entirely and should be 
| mentioned separately. 

The PRESIDING GFFICER. The question then will be put on 
| agreeing to the amendment striking out those sections. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was following the Clerk in his reading, and I was 
not aware that the Senate had agreed to the amendment striking out 
the third, fourth, and fifth sections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sections which the committee 
propose to strike out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the third, fourth, and fifth sections, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That when the report provided for in this act shall have been adopted 
by Congress the fellowing provisions and regulations shal! be observed and car- 
ried into effect : 

First. All new coins shall be based on the metric system. 

Second. All new fractional silver coins shal! contain an amount of silver equal, 


in proportion to the nominal values respectively represented, to the standard sil- 
ver dollar. 


Third. In lieu of the 5-cent and 3-cent nickel coins a new 6cent silver coin 
shall be coined. 
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Fourth. In lieu of any coins made chiefly or in part of copper a new I-cent | (S. 1481) forthe relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster at Houston, Tex., respect- 
coin of pure nickel shall be coined. fully submits the following report: 

Sec. 4. That whenever the new coinage of silver shall be authorized underthe | A bill identical with that before the Senate has been reported to the House, 
provisions of this act the fractional silver in the Treasury shall be used for the | to wit, H. R. 1566. The report of the House embodies the report on the case of 
new silver coinage, and the amount so used shall be in lieu of an equal amount | the Auditor for the Treasury Department, which is conclusive of the ease. Said 
of silver required to be purchased monthly under existing laws for the coinage | report of the House hereby adopted is as follows 
of the standard silver dollar; and any new silver coins shall be exchangeable ‘This claim is based upon the following facts: O. L. Cochran was postmaster 
at par at the mints, at the discretion of the superintendent, for any other silver | at Houston, Tex., in the year 1861. His account with the Government was 
coins heretofore authorized by law. settled in 1867, when he was found indebted to the United States in the sum of 

Sec. 5. That at the expiration of each fiscal year the Director of the Mintshall | $568.71, which he paid under protest that he was not indebted 
cause an examination to be made of all the medals executed at the Mint in Phil- ‘In this settlement he did not receive any compensation for his services as 
adelphia; and the sum of $1,000 shall be paid, out of the contingent fund for the | postmaster at Houston for the months of April and May, 1861, for the reason 
support of the Mint, to the engraver whose workmanship shall appear to have | that if his returns had been rendered they were never received by the Auditor's 
distinguished merit. Office or by the Post-Office Department for the months named 


PEA Tc oD > Tha $e c res . ; | “Subsequent to this payment, under protest, Cochran submitted a duplicate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment return as postinaster for the months of April and May, 1861, which would have 


of the Committee on Finance to strike out these sections. | reduced his indebtedness in the settlement made in 1867 from $568.71 to $145.86, 

The amendment was agreed tw. | showing an overpayment made by him of $422.85, which is now justly due him 
. Q : ‘All this is certified by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
» Senate as ¢ > “dd ¢ >< > > ) q I 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | |... 

were concurred in. _ | “Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.’’ 
Mr. CONGER. I want to be very positive that this does not leave in | wt 

the bill any authority to change the character or value or mode of our Ouesus ep tan Averven 68 van Tamaacar 

coinage. Idonot see any place where it can be, unlessit is that clause FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


. . ° . ° ° ° Tashi 1. C., January 3 
which authorizes the Director of the Mint to do certain things. Sr aaty Wassmngion, D. C., Sanwary 2, 1084 
Sir: In answer to your inquiry for the facts in the case of Owen L. Cochran 


Mr. MORRILL. This 18 only intended to give the opportunity to the | who was a postmaster at Houston, Tex., I have the honor to submit the follow- 
department to make some improvement in the characterof our coinage. | ing statement: 


It is at the present time almost, I might say, disgraceful. We have| A settlement was made in this office of Mr Cochran's account in the year 1867, 
‘ 7 paid anv attenti to the style or skill scientific beauty of | when he was found indebted to the United States in the sum of $568.71, which 
hardly paid any attention \ 1€ Style OF § or scientinic auty OF | he paid under protest that he was not indebted 


our coinage from the foundation of the Government. While other gov- | In the above settlement Mr. Cochran did not receive any compensation for 
ernments are at large expense and sending out commissions to travel | his services as postmaster at Houston forthe months of April and May, 1861, for 
. he whol rorld to exami th lifferent mints and the woccpe | the reason that if the returns had been rendered they were never received by 
over the whole world to examine the difierent mints and the processes | the Auditor's Office or by the Post-Oftice Department for the months named 
and the designs, we have done nothing of that sort. I assure the Sen- Subsequent to this payment under protest Mr. Cochran submitted a duplicate 
ator from Michigan that there is nothing more in the bill, and what- | return as postmaster for the months of April and May, 1561, which would have 
; he c Sonal lo is tol nei ted to C sress for its acti after | reduced his indebtedness in the settlement made in 1867 from $568.71 to $145.86, 
ever the commission do is to be reported to Congress for its action after | snowing an overpayment made by him of $422.85, and the sum of $422.85 is justly 


it has been done. due to Mr. Cochran. 





Mr. CONGER. I know; but this bill started with a proposition to Respectfully, 1 WLELA ito? 
take the French system, the metric system, and I was a little afraid | yon. Cuarces STEWART, House of Representatives pr 
there might be something left that would lean a little that way in the | Wherefore the committee reports S. M8i without amendment, and recom 
bill, and, if so, I wanted to have it go over for further examination. _| mends that the same do pass. 


Mr. MORRILL. That is all out. | Mr CONGER 

Mr. CONGER. I take the statement of the Senator from Vermont ae, ’ es 
on that subject. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


This is one of those cases where the postmaster in 
| the vear 1861, being in aState which at that time became in rebellion, 

under the orders of the postmaster-general of the confederacy, retained 
| all the property and money im his hands and did not make report thereot 
| to (and that was the reason why the report was not received by) the 


GEORGE W. KINGSBURY. | Postmaster-General of - United States. I shouid want more preot 
The bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Lieut. George W. Kingsbury was | that this postmaster settied with the Government, carried on the busi- 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. ness of his office, and did not pay over to the postmaster-general of the 


Mr. ALLISON. I object to that. | Confederate States the money and stamps and property in his hands at 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. | that time. That is the reason [ desire that the case shall go over until 
CHARLES ©. HILL. I = find when me order of eee Ree ae was 

7 : a .- . oe s — made to pay over this money and the time from which this officer must 

; (S. 87 > relie arles C. rbana, . : ; ea 

re The bill (S. ; 7 ) a the — es — . Hill, of Urbana, Ohio, | jayemadehis reports tothe postmaster-general of the Confederate States. 
MN eee ae ieee Pl eee a onted ateossly. and placed on the | ., The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
eee eC Dili Was reported adversely, and placed on the | it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
Calendar at the request of the Senator from Ohio who is absent from ; : 


. . . ° ° hess. 
the Chamber [Mr. SHERMAN]. I ask thatit go over without prejudice. Ey . ‘ 
’ . ; TOE ny . : : Mr. MAXEY. I wish to make a single remark in reply tothe Sen: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey asks | 4.) from Michigan ae oe eer eee te ee 
unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice. Is The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 


there objection? The Chair hears none. from Texas will be indulged. 
CAMP DOUGLAS RESERVATION. Mr. MAXEY. I wish to say that the Auditor for the Post-Office 
The bill (S. 478) to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and | Department states, under date of January 30, 1884, that the sum of 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the Camp Douglas | $422.85 is justly due to Mr. Cochran, and I presume he knew what he 
military reservation, in the Territory of Utah, was announced as next | Was saying. 
in order. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the unfin- 


Mr. WILSON. I object to the consideration of that bill. ished business by title. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 
0. L. COCHRAN. | Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a privileged question. Yesterday the 


The bill (S. 1481) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster at | Senate passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary 
Houston, Tex., was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- | % War to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the 
vides for the payment of $422.85, collected from him by the Post-Office | State of Ohio. i desire to enter a motion to reconsider, which is avail 
Department on the 26th of November. 1867. and which amount is in | 2ble under the rules, and I also accompany that with a motion for a 
excess of what he was indebted to the Department request to the House of Representatives to return the joint resolution 

Mr. CONGER. _I object to that. wet. “ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
Mr. MAXEY. Will theSenator from Michigan let the report, which tered. a ie : ” ’ 
is very short, be read, and I think he will find his objection answered Mr. COK KR ELL. lhe latter motion that | make, to request the re- 
by the report. If the report is read I think he will be perfectly sat- | t¢rm of the bill to the Senate, is to be disposed of immediately undet 
isfied. ; the rule. I hope it will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan with- | _,The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
draw the objection ? of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate request the House to re- 

Mr. CONGER. Iam willing to let the bill go over without prejudice turn the bill referred to ? 
and hold its place. , Phe motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MAXEY. Let the report be read; I think it will be conclusive. JOHN G. ROSE. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; let it be read. Mr. MCPHERSON. On Friday, the 28th of March, the bill (S. 717 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn; the re- | for the relief of John G. Rose was postponed indefinitely in my absence 
port will be read. from the Senate. It had been reported adversely, but at my request 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY | jt was placed on the Calendar, I ask unanimous consent for a recon- 
February 13, 1884: sideration of the bill, with a view to again placing it on the Calendar. 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
portot common schools, the pending question beingon the motion of Mr. 
P {1b to recommit the bill to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I feel very deeply and very pro- 
foundly the gravity and importance of the measure now before the Sen- 
ile | know of no measure like ly to engage the attention of this Con- 
gress Which has so much in it of weal and of benetit to the people whom 
i represent in part upon this floor and also to the people of the United 
state 

W ire met, those of us who advocate the bi by two ve ry serlous 
Oye ms, one urged by the Se nato irom Te xas who sits betore Ine 
i Mr. COKt who denies our power to pass the bill, and the other urged 
by | colleague |[Mr. MAXty] as well as by himsel!, that the passage 
ol if constitutional, would be fraught with the greatest dangers, the 
greatest evil, to the people whom I re present 

[ have gravely considered this question. I have looked at it with 
reference to the power of Congress to pass the measure, and also with 
reference to its effect upon the people, not only of Mississippi, but of 
the United States. Iam satisfied that whatever might have been the 


original and proper interpretation of the Constitution of the United States 
upon this subject, now there can be no valid objection to the exercise of 
the power which we assume. I feel also satisfied that the injuries and 
the dangers predicted by the two Senators from Texas will not result 
from the passage of this measure, but, on the other hand, the greatest 
benetits in the elevation and advancement not only of the colored peo- 
ple of the South whoso much need it, but also of the unlettered portion 
of the white population of that section and throughout the Union. 

The Senator who sits before me [Mr. CoKE] has assailed the position | 
in my argument which I first delivered to the Senate upon this subject, 
and with so much of personal application to myself, that I feel I am 
bound to restate it, as he misunderstood it, and to re-enforce the position 
which I then assumed. 
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to any purpose of a national and general character, not merely local and 
private, which the Congress might deem essential to the general wel- 
fare and common defense of the people of the United States, and that it 
conferred or recognized no further power. 

Let us see if I have misunderstood Mr. Monroe upon this subject. 
Let us see whether I have not other authorities as high if not highe: 
than Mr. Monroe himself to sustain me. I quote first the language of 
him who is regarded as the father of State rights in American politics 
no less a person than Mr. Jefferson himself. In an official opinion, when 
he was a member of General Washington’s Cabinet, given to guide the 
President’s official action, he used this language: 


for t} ‘ 
tor the iS to | 


To lay taxes to provide general welfare of the United States 
taxes for the purpose of providing for the general welfare 


If taxes can be laid for the purpose of providing for the general we 
why may they not be expended for that purpose ? Does it help th 
general welfare to gather money into the Treasury to lock it up unde 
a construction of the Constitution which makes Congress powerful! 
enough to collect the money yet impotent to disburse it? I read fur- 


ther from Mr. Jefferson 


fare, 


For the laying of taxes is the power and the general welfare the purpos: 
for which the power is to be exercised. vress are not to lay taxes ad libitu 
for any purpose they please, but only to pay the debts or provide for the wel- 
fare of the Union. In like manner they are not to do anything they please 
provide for the general welfare— 


on 


‘ 
Lo 


‘In like manner’’—I repeat the quotation—*‘ they are not to do any- 
thing they please to provide for the general welfare.’’ as contended by 
the Senator from Texas— ‘ 


But only to lay taxes for that purpose. 


The language which I have quoted from Mr. Jefferson shows that the 
distinction which Mr. Monroe took was correct, and that the one which 
I insisted upon in my tirst argument upon this subject is also correct, 
that there is a power granted in the Constitution to levy taxes and to 
appropriate money for the general welfare, without conceding as an in- 
separable incident to that power, as contended for by the Senator from 


| Texas, another, a distinct, substantive, and independent power to contro! 


| the object tor which the appropriation is made. 


In that argument I admitted that as an original question I would be | 
s 4 


inclined to adopt the view of Mr. Madison, which would contine the 
appropriating power of Congress to the specific objects enumerated in 
other and subsequent clauses of the Constitution than the first, but I 
stated that the practice of this Government from its earliest day to the 
present time had been in opposition to that view, and I felt bound to 
acquiesce in that settlement of the question. I stated that distinctly 
as wy position; yet the Senator does not assail my position by denying 
that acquiescence in an acknowledged power of the Government for a 
] 
long period of time by the Congress was a suflicient reason for adopting 
the constitutional construction thus settled. 
allude to that. He assumed that at a hundred years very nearly 
from the adoption of the Constitution it lies within the breast and con- 

of each Senator to put what construction he pleases upon that 
instrument, regardless of the practice of those who have preceded us in 
the administration of the Government. 


not 


Science 


this subject. TheSenator denies that [have adopted those views. He 
insists that Mr. Monroe took an entirely different view of this question 
from the one maintained by me 
Now, let me state the question before I read the authorities to show 
that 1 am right upon this subject. My position is that the words to 
‘provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States,’’ in the first clause of the granted powers of the Constitution, do 
not confer an independent and substantive power, but that they do 
confer or recognize a power of appropriation beyond and outside of the 
limits of the subsequently enumerated powers 
not say they confer or recognize a power of appropriation beyond the 
enumerated powers of the Constitution, but only beyond those powers 
which are subsequently enumerated, because the power to lay and collect 
taxes and to appropriate money for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States is an enumerated power in the Constitution. 
My position is, as Mr. Monroe’s was and as has been the practice of the 
Government, namely, that while discarding the idea that ‘‘to provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States’’ con- 
ferred a substantive and independent and distinct power, which iftrue 
would have made all the subsequent enumerations of power in the Con- 
stitution utterly useless, yet that the power to appropriate money might 
be applied to objects outside of the subsequently enumerated powers, 
provided only they were for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States 
Let me state the position again, because I do not wish to be misun- 
derstood. I deny that the words ** to provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States ’’ give a substantive, distinct. 
and independent power to the Congress of the United States; but I do 
say that they are a qualification and limitation upon the otherwise un- 
restricted power of appropriation and faxation conferred by the taxing 
clause of the Constitution, so as to authorize the appropriation of money 


T 


long period of time by the people and the exercise of that power for a 


I will read further from Mr. Jefferson. I have almost quoted his 
words in what I have just said. After saying that to provide for the 
general welfare does not authorize the Congress to do anything else but 
to lay taxes for that purpose and pay it out, he proceeds: 

ro consider the latter phrase— 

That is, to provide for the general welfare— 
not as describing the purpose of the first 

Which is to levy taxes— 


but as giving a distinct and independent power to do any act they please 
which might be for the good of the Union would render all the preceding and 


: .” | subsequent enumerations of power completely useless 
In all his argument he did | ' 


That is the very position which I announced in my first speech upon 
this bill. I repudiated the idea that a substantive and independent 


| power could be got from these words expressly upon the ground stated 


Remember that I do | 


by Mr. Jefferson; that to concede that would be to wipe out all the 


| balance of the Constitution and leave Congress an unlimited power, ex- 
I also stated that I had adopted the views of President Monroe upon 


actly the same power which the Senator who sits before me conceives 
that it has with reference to the land of the United States. These are 
Mr. Jefferson’s views. 

Now let us see what were in fact Mr. Monroe’s views. I have not 
only Mr. Monroe’s words here, about which there can be no mistake, 
but I have the construction put upon them by Judge Story, and asim- 
ilar construction was put upon them by the great author of modern 
Democracy, Andrew Jackson himself. 

Mr. Monroe says, referring to this same grant.of power to lay taxes 
‘*to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States,’’ and referring to the latter part of that 
grant—I quote from first Story on the Constitution, section 980: 

Src. 980. That the second part of this grant gives a right to appropriate the 
public money, and nothing more, is evident from the following considerations. 


Then he goes on to argue at length, and Judge Story, in a note to 
this same section, says: 
There is no doubt that President Washington fully concurred in this opinion, 


as his repeated recommendations to Congress of objects of this sort, especially 
of the encouragement of manufactures, of learning— 


It seems that General Washington recommended to the consideration 
of Congress the encouragement of learning under the taxing power of 
the Constitution or the appropriating power of the Constitution— 
of a university, of new inventions, of agriculture, of commerce and navigation, 
of a military academy, abundantly prove. 

I proceed further to read from Mr. Monroe. I admit that this is 
dreary reading; I admit that I am consuming to a very large extent 
the time of the Senate in reading at length this authority; but I read 
none of it in my first argument, and the Senator who replied to it has 
selected certain phrases disconnected from the context, and he claims 
for them that they have a meaning different from that which Mr. Mon- 
roe expressed fully and freely in this message. 
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In the next place, because, if the clause in question— 

That is the taxing clause— 
is not construed merely as an authority to appropriate the public money, it 
must be obvious that it conveys a power of indefinite and unlimited extent 

Just as Mr. Jefferson said— 
that there would have been no use for the special powers to raise and support 
armies and a navy, to regulate commerce, to call forth the militia, or even to 
lav and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. An unqualified power to 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare, as the 
second part of this clause would be if considered as a distinct and separate 
grant, would extend to every object in which the public could be interested 

That is the construction which I repudiate. That is the construc- 
tion which the Senator from Texas says is the inevitable and logical 
necessity if we were to make the appropriation proposed in this bill. 

A power to provide for the common defense would give to Congress the com- 
mand of the whole force, Kc. 

Chen, in section 931, in further argument of this question, he uses 
this language: 

But the use or application of the money after it is raised is a power altogether 
of a different character. It imposes no burden on the people, nor can it act on 
them in a sense to take power from the States. 

The power to appropriate money can not act, says Mr. Monroe, upon 
the people of the States or upon the States themselves in the sense of 
taking power from them; yet the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] ar- | 
gued with great force that the two powers were inseparable; that they 
could not be divorced. 

Again, turning to section 985 of Story on the Constitution, I tind these 
words, being stillthe language of President Monroe: 

Sec, 985. It is contended on the one side that, as the National Government is a 
government of limited powers, it has no right to expend money except in the 


performance of acts authorized by the other specific grants according to a strict 
construction of their powers— 


Exactly the position which the Senator from Texas takes— 
that this grant, in neither of its branches, gives to Congress a discretionary 
power of any kind, butis a mere instrument in its hands to carry into effect the 
powers contained in the other grants. 

That is the exact position taken by the Senator from Texas before me 
[Mr. CoKE] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] who 
addressed the Senate yesterday evening. But what does Mr. Monroesay: 

To this construction I was inclined in the more early stage of our Govern- 
ment; but on further reflection and observation my mind has undergone a 
change, for reasons which I will frankly unfold 

Sir, I took the exact position he did when I said that the inclination 
of my mind, if it was a new question, was to deny the power, but I 
was obliged to change because the practice of the Government had been 
to the contrary. But Mr. Monroe did not place his change alone upon 
the practice of the Government. He goes on to argue at great length 
and with great force to show that his first position was unsustainable. 
Let it be remembered here, and not be forgotten, that when this mes- 
sage was written Mr. Calhoun, the great author of Southern States’ 
rights, was a member of Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet, and it is to be presumed 
that he must have consented to so important a document as this. 

In respect to tue construction put upon this clause by the Senator 
from Texas says Mr. Monroe: ‘*I was inclined to in the more early 
stages of our Government, but on further reflection and observation my 
mind has undergone a change for reasons which I will frankly unfold.’’ 


I will read some of those reasons, though I am not bound from the po- | 


sition which I took in the first instance to defend that construction of 
the Constitution except upon the idea that it has been acquiesced in 
for so long a time that we are not at liberty to disregard it; but it is 
well to know that it is the construction assumed by Mr. Jefferson, Gen- 
eral Washington, Mr. Monroe, and every other President to the time 


of General Jackson, including him, and that they had reasons, and | 


good and plausible reasons, for the ground upon which they ‘stood. 
Says Mr. Monroe, section 986 of Story on the Constitution: 


Src. 986. The grant consists, as heretofore observed, of a twofold power: the | 
first to raise and the second to appropriate the public money; and the terms | 


used in both instances are general and unqualified. Each branch was obviously 
drawn with a view to the other, and the import of each tends to illustrate that 
of the other. The grant to raise money gives a power over every subject from 


which revenue may be drawn, and is made in the same manner with the grants | 
to declare war, to raise and support armies and a navy, to regulate commerce, | 


to establish post-offices and post-roads, and with all the other specific grants 
to the General Government. In the discharge of the powers contained in any 
of these grants there is no other check than that which is to be found in the 
great principles of our system, the responsibility of the representative to his 
constituents— 


The very position which I announced in my speech. 


f war, for example, is necessary, and Congress declare it for good cause, their 


constituents will support them in it. 
Again, he says, in the same section: 


The power to raise money by taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is alike un- 
qualified; nor do I see any check on the exercise of it other than that which 
applies to the other powers above recited, the responsibility ofthe representative 
to his constituents. 


Again, in section 987, Mr. Monroe proceeds: 


If we look to the second branch of this power, that which authorizes the ap- 
propriation of the money thus raised, we find thatit is not less general and un- 
qualified than the power to raise it. More comprehensive terms than to “ pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare’ could not 
have been used. So intimately connected with and dependent on each other are 
these two branches of power, that had either been limited the limitation would 
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have had a like effect on the other. Had the power to raise money been con 
ditional or restricted to special purposes— 

As contended for by the Senator from Texas who sits before me [ Mr 
CoKE]— 
the appropriation must have corresponded with it; for none but the money 
raised could be appropriated, nor could it be appropriated to other purposes 
than those which were permitted. On the other hand, if the right of appropria 
tion had been restricted to certain purposes, it would be useless and impropet 
to raise more than would be adequate to those purpeses. It may fairly 
inferred 


Says Mr. Monroe 
that these restraints or checks 
Which the Senator from Texas says exist in the Constitution 


have been carefully and intentionally avoided fhe power in each branch is 
ilike broad and unqualified, and each isdrawn with peculiar fitness tothe othe 
the latter requiring terms of great extent and force to accommodate the fort 
which have been adopted, and both placed in the same clause and senter 
Can it be presuined that all these circumstances were so nicely adjusted by me 
accident? Is it not more just to conclude that they were the result of due ds 
liberation and design? Had it been intended that Congress should be restricts 
in the appropriation of the public money to such expenditures as were autho 
ized by a rigid construction of the other specific grants, how easy would it have 
been to have provided for it by a declaration to that effect. The omission of 
such declaration is therefore an additional proof that it was not intended tha‘ 





| the grant should be so construed. 


In section 933, in speaking of these same two powers, the power to 
levy taxes and the power to appropriate money, Mr. Monroe says 

Sec. 988. It was evidently impossible to have subjected this grant in eithe 
branch 

Either as to the raising of the money or the appropriation of the 
money— 
to such restriction— 


The restriction contended for by the Senator from Texas— 


without exposing the Government to very serious embarrassment. How carry 
it into effect? 

Says he: 

If the grant had been made in any degree dependent upon the States the Gov 
ernment would have experienced the fate of the Confederation. Likeit, it would 
have withered and soon perished. 

* * * * * * * 

Had it been declared by a clause in the, Constitution that the expenditure 
under this grant should be restricted to the construction which might be gi 
of the other grants— 


The very position taken by the Senator from Texas 
such restraint, though the most innocent, could not have failed to have had an 


injurious effect on the vital principles of the Government, and often on its most 
Important measures, ° 





So Mr. Monroe says that the construction contended for by my friend 
trom Texas, if adopted, could but have the most injurious eifect upon 
the vital principles of the Government, and often on its most impot 
tant measures. 

Mr. Monroe continues 


Those who might wish to defeat a measure proposed might construe the 
power relied on in support of it in a narrow and contracted manner, and in that 
way fix a precedent inconsistent with the true import of the grant At other 
times, those who favored a measure might give to the power relied on a forced 
or strained construction, and, succeeding in the object, fix a precedent in the 


| Opposite extreme. Thus it is manifest that, if the right of appropriation | 


contined to that limit 
That is the limit of the other specific grants of power in the Const 

tution— 
|} measures may oftentimes be carried or defeated by considerations and motives 
altogether independent of and unconnected with their merits. and the severa 
powers of Congress receive constructions equally inconsistent with their true 
import. No such declaration, however, has been made; and, from the fair iu 
port of the grant, and, indeed, its positive terms, the inference that such wa 
intended seems to be precluded. 

Mr. Monroe’s position is that putting this construction—the one which 
| I contend for and which is denied by the Senator from Texas—upon 
| that clause in the Constitution hasthe effect not as insisted upon by the 
| Senator from Texas to expand the powers of the Government, but quite 
a contrary effect, for if that construction, the construction contended 
| for by the Senator from Texas, be adopted, argues Mr. Monroe, then it 
would result that when an appropriation is manifestly needed for some 
| particular purpose, when the public necessity demands it, and the com 
| mon defense and the general welfare impel every man to vote for it 
and can not look for a power under these terms to make the grant 
Congress will resort to some other power, and in construing that power 
enlarge it unduly beyond the terms of the Constitution. 

So the construction contended for by Mr. Monroe is not one of en- 
larging the powers of Congress, but quite the contrary. He proceeds 
further in section 989: 


Many considerations of great weight operate in favor of this construction 
while I do not perceive any serious objection toit. If it be established, it fo 
lows that the words “ to provide for the common defense and general welfare 
have a definite, safe, and useful meaning rhe idea of their forming an original 
grant with unlimited power, superseding every other grant, is abandoned 


And that is exactly my position. 

They will be considered simply as conveying a right of appropriation 

Not the right, as contended for by the Senator from Texas, of juris- 
diction and control, but simply and solely the right of appropriation— 
a right— 

Says Mr. Monroe-— 


| a right indispensable to that of raising a revenue and necessary to expend 
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under every grant. By 
taken from the States, the money to be appropriated being raised under a power 
wiready granted to Congress. By it, too, the motive for giving a forced or 
strained construction toany of the other specific grants will in most instances be 
diminished, and in many utterly destroyed. The importance of this considera- 
tion can not be too highly estimated, since, in addition tothe examples already 

ven, it ought particularly to be recollected that, to whatever extent any specific 
wer may be carried, the right of jurisdiction goes with it, pursuing itthrough 


bh it neidents., 


kt 
1 


That is trne, he says, with reference to the specific grants in the Con- 
stitution, but he denies it with reference to this: 

The very important agency which this grant has in carrying into effect every 
her grant is a strong argument in favor of the construction contended for. 
All the other grants are limited by the nature of the offices which they have 
severally to perform, each conveying a power to doa certain thing, and that 
< nly 


I am nearly through reading from Mr. Monroe, but it is important. 
As the Senator from Texas asserted that I had no just authority for 
stating Mr. Monroe was in favor of the view which I advocated, it 
seemed it was demanded of me to make this proof complete and irre- 
sistible. 

If then 


T 
I 


says he— 


the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted to the ex- 
penditures under the other specific grants, according to a strict construction of 
their powers respectively, is there no limitation to it? 


The Senator from Texas says there is none; he says that unless the 
limitation is found in the other specific grants of the Constitution the 


r 


t 
i 


gled ideaot the autocratic power of Congress over the public domain and 


other property belonging to the Union, is absolutely unrestrained and 
nlimited. Now, let us see what Mr. Monroe says on that subject: 


ili 


Congress a right to raise and appropriate the public money to any and 


ry purpose, according to their will and pleasure? They certainly have 
Phe ¢ nt of the United States is a limited government, instituted 
r great national purposes, and for those only. Other interests are committed 
» the States, whose duty it is to provide for them. Each government should 
to the great and essential purposes for which it was instituted, and confine 
the I \ State government will rarely 


rovernine 


x 


irposes 


He does not say, like the Senator from Texas, it can not, but it will 
ly exercise an admitted and conceded power of the State to apply 


money to national purposes 


rare 


f ever apply money to national purposes without making 


it a charge to the 
Phe people of the State would not permit it 


iation 


He does not say a State can not do it, but that it will not do it from 
motives of self-interest. It will not tax its own people for national pur- 
poses, and so he says: 

Nor will Congress be aptto apply money in aid of the State administrations 

yr purposes strictly local 


Not that it-has not the power to do it, as contended for by the Sen- 

itor, but that having the power it will not be apt to exercise it for mere 
ocal purposes- 
n which the nation at large has no interest, although the State should desire 
t The people of the other States would condemn it. They would declare that 
Congress had no right to tax them for such a purpose, and dismiss at the next 
election such of their representatives as had voted for the measure, especially 
f it should be severely felt 

That is his limitation on that power, the responsibility of the repre- 
sentative to his constituents. Will the Senator say that this object of 
education, considering the condition of many of the States, especially 
in that section of the Union in which he and I reside, is a mere local 
measure, not connected with the general welfare of the whole Union, 
and of every man, woman, and child in it? I suppose he will not say 
that. 

Now I come to the last quotation which I shall make from Mr. 
Monroe; and that is in regard to the practice of the Government, the 
ground on which I place my acquiescence in this construction of the 
power: 

Sec. 991. In regard to the practice of the Government, it has been entirely in 
conformity to the principles here laid down. Appropriations have never been 
limited by Congress to cases falling within the specific powers enumerated in 
the Constitution. 

That was the fact from Washington down to the days of Monroe, as- 
serted by him, and asserted with the acts named, and page and book 
referred to by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], and which 
the Senator from Texas saw proper entirely to overlook in the speech 
which he made on this subject. 

A ppropriations— 

Says Mr. Monroe— 


have 


| 
it, as already observed, no new power will be 


the Constitution the one under which 
be made? 
as in the relief of the St. Domingo refugees in 1744— 

I believe George Washington was President in 1794 and he signed the 


appropriations of that sort can 


| bill, and if I err I happen to be in the best company in the world, with 


; . a ; : : | exposition of 4th of May, 1822 
ght of appropriation of money out of the Treasury, like his new-fan- | 


George Washington and his Secretary of State, Jefferson, and with Mr. 
Monroe, and, as I will show, with that other great leader of the Democ- 
racy, Andrew Jackson. He gives instances as follows: 

As in the relief of the St. Domingo refugees in 1794, and the citizens of Vene- 
zuela, who suffered from an earthquake in 1812. An illustration equally forci- 
ble of a domestic character is in the bounty given in the cod-fisheries, which was 
strenuously resisted on constitutional grounds in 1792— 

I believe Washington was President then— 
but which still maintains its place in the statute-book of the United States. 


As Washington said by his approval of that bill, and as our prede- 
cessors and we ourselves, by allowing the act to remain on the statute- 
book, assert that we may pay bounties to cod-fisheries. Then can we 
not make an appropriation to aid the States in removing from their 
limits ignorance and its consequent vice? I will read now froma note 
by Judge Story to this last quotation; and I have a right to refer to it, 
because the Senator alluded to him in his speech as a great constitu- 
tional lawyer, and he was. He was appointed, I believe, on the bench 
by President Jefferson. Says Judge Story, in a note: 

It would be impracticable to enumerate all these varicus objects of appropria- 
tion in detail. Many of them will be found enumerated in President Monrve’s 
, pages 41 to 45. The annual appropriation acts 
speak a very strong language on this subject. Every President of the United 
States except President Madison seems to have acted upon the same doctrine 
President Jefferson can hardly be deemed an exception. In his early opinion, 
already quoted (4 Jefferson’s Corresp., 524), he manifestly maintained it. In his 
message to Congress (2d December, 1806, Wait’s State Papers, 457,458), he seems 
to have denied it. In signing the bill for the Cumberland road, on the 29th 
March, 1806 (acts of 1806, chapter 19), he certainly gave it a partial sanction, as well 
as upon other occasions. See Mr. Monroe’s exposition on 4th May, 1822, page 
4l. But see 4 Jefferson’s Corresp.,457, where Mr. Jefferson adopts an opposite 
reasoning. President Jackson has adopted it with manifest reluctance ; but he 
considers it as firmly established by the practice of the Government. See his 


veto message on the Maysville road bill (27th May, 1830,4 Elliott’s Deb., 333 to 
335). 

I adopt it with manifest reluctance; but the reluctance shows the 
power of the circumstances which force the construction upon the action 
and mind of the party. I have not Jackson’s message here, as my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. Brown] has, and I should be glad if he would 
here read to the Senate the expressions of Andrew Jackson upon this 
subject. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I propose to read, as requested by the 
Senator from Mississippi, from the Maysville road bill veto of General 
Jackson, remarking that that veto was mainly on two grounds, one 
that the road was strictly local, starting from a point on the Ohio Rivet 
and running forty or fifty miles in the interior in the same State; the 


other, that the condition of the Treasury did not justify the appropria- 


never been limited by Congress to cases falling within the specific pow- 


ers enumerated in the Constitution, whether those powers be construed in their 


broad or their narrow sense 


No latitude of construction, says Mr. Monroe, has been sufficient to 


cover the appropriations made by Congress— 


and in an especial manner appropriations have been made to aid internal 


mprovements of various sorts, in our roads, our navigation, our streams, and 


other objects of a national character and importance. In some cases, 


not si- 


lently but upon discussion, Congress have gone the length of making appro- 
priations to aid destitute foreigners and cities laboring under severe calamities— 


tion until the payment of the publicdebt. On the questions connected 
with the argument of the Senator from Mississippi I will read trom 
General Jackson’s veto message, as follows: 


The ground taken at an early period of the Government was th® t whenever 
money has been raised by the general authority, and is to be applied to a par- 
ticular measure, a question arises whether the particular measure be within 
the enumerated authorities vested in Congress. If it be, the money requisite 
for it may be applied to it; if not, no such application can be made. The docu- 
ment in which this principle was firstadvanced is of deservedly high authority, 
and should be held in grateful remembrance for its immediate agency in rescu- 
ing the country from much existing abuse and for its conservative effect upon 
some of the most valuable principles of the Constitution. The symmetry and 
purity of the Government would doubtless have been better preserved if this 
restriction of the power of appropriation could have been maintained with- 
out weakening its ability to fulfill the general objects of its institution, an effect 
so likely to attend its admission, notwithstanding its apparent fitness, that every 
subsequent administration of the Government, embracing a period of thirty out 
of forty-two years of its existence, has adopted a moré enlarged construction of 
the power. It is not my purpose to detain you by a minute recital of the acts 
which sustain this assertion, but it is proper that I should notice some of the 
most prominent, in order that the reflections which they suggest to my mind 
may be better understood. 

In the administration of Mr. Jefferson we have two examples of the exercise 
of the right of appropriation which in the consideration that led to their adop- 
tion and in their effects upon the public mind, have had a greater agency in 
marking the character of the power than any subsequent events, I allude to 
the payment of $15,000,000 for the purchase of Louisiana and to the original ap- 
propriation for the construction of the Cumberland road, the latter act deriving 
much weight from the acquiescence and approbation of three of the most pow- 





Will the Senator from Texas point out among the specific grants of ! 


erful of the original members of the confederacy, expressed through their re- 
spective Legislatures. Although the circumstances of the latier case may be 
such as to deprive so much of it as relates to the actual construction of the road 
of the force of an obligatory exposition of the Constitution, it must, neverthe- 
less, be admitted that so far as the mere appropriation of money is concerned 
they present the principle in its most imposing aspect. No less than twenty- 
three different laws have been passed through all the forms of the Constitution, 
appropriating upward of two millions and a half of dollars out of the national 
Treasury in support of that improvement, with the approbation of every Presi- 
dent of the United States, including my predecessor, since its commencement. 

The views of Mr. Monroe upon thissubject were not left toinference. During 
his administration a bill was passed through both Houses of Congress confer- 
| ring the jurisdiction and prescribing the mode by which the Federal Govern- 
| ment should exercise it in the case of the Cumberland road. He returned it 

with objections to its passage, and in assigning them took occasion to say that 
| in the early stages of the Government he had inclined to the construction that 
it had no right to expend money,except in the performance of acts authorized 
by the other specific grants of power, according to a strict construction of them ; 
| but that on further reflectionand observation his mind had undergone a change; 
that his opinion then was ‘“‘that Congress have an unlimited power to raise 
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| 
money, and ine - its eee they have a seennens pawn, nae | Is this bill a bill for the purpose of raising taxes? Does the Senator 
only by the duty to appropriate it to purposes of common defense and of gen- | ¢ ; . : I Pig ee -. he a oa 
eral not local, national, not State benefit ;’’ and this wasavowed to be the gov- from Texas en a that there - = a on Se this bill whi h affects 
erning principle through the residue of his administration. The views of the | taxation and which raises revenne? Or doeshe contend that revenue 
last administra‘ion are of such recent date as to render a particular reference to | means only money which ean be used by the Government for the pur 

| pose of carrying out its specific powers? If he insists upon the latter 


them unnecessary. It is well known that the appropriating power, to the ut- 

most extent which had been claimed for it in relation tointernal improvements, ; : . ; ; . 

was fully recognized and exercised by it. | as being the true rule, then I ask him where is his authority for such 
This brief ee Senne —_ be outiclons to shew the difficulty, | a position? Revenue does not define any purpose for which it shall be 

if not impracticabuity, of bringing back the operations o ne Government to |, Si ANS ai , See . a = — : - 

the construction of the Constitution set up in 1793, assuming that to be its applied. It meen simply the money which has been gathe red or my 

true reading in relation to the power under consideration, thus giving an ad- | be gathered into the Federal Treasury not only by taxation but by any 

monitory proof of he Seren of uaptiontion, and the nosessity of wee. _ other means by which it may be in the power of the Government to 

Constitution with sleepless vigilance against the authority of precedents which sili a ” ia ss aie lieee .. wee . ~ratead fr at 

have not the sanction of its most plainly defined powers. For although it is raise money. It may be raised from tolls; it many be raised from Koya: 


the duty of all to look to that sacred instrument instead of the statute-book, to ties on the mines; it may be raised from the Post-Office Departme nt; it 
re ree <a times a — its sree Wee are too apt to be | may be raised from the sale of land; and yet the Senator read gravely 
effected by the conjuncture of peculiar and facilitating circumstances, It Is not a neice : . ; ; » far reve > : neuen 
less true that the public good and the nature of our political institutions require to the Senate yesterday that waEaston must be for revenue, as a proo 
that individual differences should yield to a well-settled acquiescence of the | that we have no power to pass this bill, which simply provides for an 
people and ae nee in puplonter seen of the Cor- | appropriation of revenue. He either made no progress with his arg 
stitution on doubtful points. Not to concede this much to the spirit of our ; ; . ‘ ; = bt eawa 7 ~~ liad , 
jnatitationn would inmair Ghote siability and defeat the obdests of the Conatitu- | = nt or he meant that the term revenue could only he applied to 
tion itself, such portion of the money that might be raised as might be, ought 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very much obliged to the Sen- be, applied, as he contended, to the legitimate purposes of the Gov 
ator from Georgia for reading these extracts from the message of Gen- | ¢™ment. But money raised and in the Treasury is revenue, whether 
eral Jackson. It will be seen that General Jackson adds to the torce | }t be appropriated to one purpose or another; it is revenue even if it } 
of the position upon which I rested my acquiescence in this construc- —— little fort i aie 
a $ “ “y > On: ttle . oy » 1s gee + is xt ropositiol 
tion the duty of Congress and the President to acquiesce in the settled I ’ nwe goalittierurther. Let us see what Dis Next proposition 
"ae. ~~ ° ° <a - 1) he ore atit ‘ ‘ r > ms 
construction of the Constitution. He says, different from my friend and, . papediae A. co ig ar 1 titutional lawyer —— weny OSs Pe 
from Texas who sits before me and from the Senator from Delaware says that nee wee ee laic — — othe: ae Ne BON re } mi 
» se . ce o etr "Se ot cTe ith) him 
who spoke yesterday, that we can not set up our individual and private the purpos oe puOtecting Saas. UF COMED I do not agree wit aa 
opinions against a settled construction of the Constitution placed on it | ©" that subject, nor does the Senator; but I mention that simply to 
hy Congress atter Congress and by every department of the Govern- show that the great constitutional authority which he brings here is 
. oe 5 aber . . ; a ' . ar < » at les ) . +}, ae ee 
ment. He also states the opinion of Mr. Monroe as developed in the somewhat mistaken in judgme nt, at least when tested by py psreeciay-tcedia 
document I have read and illustrated in actual practice by his admin- | 0P!™0"S and by mine. The next authority which he read was fron 
‘stration ; the same author. He read a long extract which is copied in his speec! 
this morning, but he stopped just before he got to a clause which qua 


Now, sir, I have made good my first position that there was powe1 . ; i] 7 ; 
under the grants in the Federal Constitution to Congress to make the itied and took back all that the author pane hen applied to I = ra 
appropriation proposed in this bill. I have made it good by the opinion ee Phis is what the author says after the quotation re ad »y the 

. . . * . Sern: > S 
of Jetferson and of Monroe and of Washington and by the practice of | ° enator from Texa 
every Congress from the beginning dow n tothe present time, and I have This is the general rule: someapparent exceptions there unquestionably are 
shown, too, by the message of General Jackson that when such construc- | Where the nation and the State have common interests and a common duty, such 

: - ; 2 ; as may require the action of both— 

tion has been put upon the powers of Congress we are not at liberty to ; 
deny it. The Senator from Texas, notwithstanding that was the basis Has not the State and the nation a common interest in removing illit 
on which my firstargument was made, never condescended to allude to | eracy trom among the people ?— 
that position. He did not think it worthy of his notice, notw ithstand- and would justify the levy of® tax by either or both to accomplish the one ob 
ing it had the sanction of General Jackson, and very well he might think | ject. An illustration would be the case of a tax for the common defense against 


so, because the answer could not be found. Even his great abilities are | the public enemies, which a be levied by each, because the purpose would 
unequal to the task. 1h BSE Sone Ne EEN eS Ao SO 
I call his attention and I call the attention of the Senate and of the How does the clause of the Constitution under consideration read ? 


country to the other instances of the exercise of this power specified by | It reads: 
the Senator trom Arkansas. Here was a gift made since I have been To pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
in the Senate, passed unanimously, I suppose by the vote of the Sen- | the United States 
ator who sits before me, giving $500,000 to the sufferers from the over- ee eda 6 bcs fh . 
flow of the Mississippi Valley in 1882. Where did the Senator get the ee ee en een ae 
power to do that unless he got it under the clause to which I have how can the Senator say that the Federal Government may aid the 
alluded? And during the present session of Congress we have passed | States in common defense and yet may not do so in the general wel 
a similar resolution giving $500,000 to the sufferers from the overflow | te? They have been indissolubly joined together by the framers ot 
in the Ohio River. That was passed unanimously, voted for of course the Constitution, and no man can divorce them. So, if the Federal 
by every Senator, including the Senator from Texas; and if that can | “OVeTPMent may aid the States in their common defense, it may aid 
be done, under what power can it be done except under the one to | them in that which pertains to the general welfare. aes 
which I havealluded? There certainly is no authority for these appro- | _, Mr. COKE. If the Senator willallow me, because it isthe duty of the 
priations in any other grant of power te Comanenn : General Government to defend the States against invasion. Ifan enemy 
The Senator said—that was his position—that Congress could not ap- | Should invade a State, does the Senator say that the General Govern 
propriate money raised by taxation for the purpos a of education. | | Ment must wait until called upon before it could move against the in- 
. . a > P - e,° . - 2 ré ar »pret« > ‘ av 
challenged him to the proof of that position. He met the challenge, vader? ‘ I do 4 unde rstand it that Ce ae ne ee :, 
and this is the way he proved it: His first proof is a definition of taxes | _ Mt- GEORGE. The gentleman + the difference arises in the dif- 
by Cooley, whom he describes as a great constitutional lawyer; and what | 'eTence 1D the duty. Would it not be the duty of the Federal Govern- 
is in that definition which excludes the power of Congress to make this | ™€@t just as well under this same clause of the Constitution, because 
appropriation? I read: = no more power is conferred in reference to one than the other, to aid the 
Taxes are defined as being the enforced proportional contribution of persons pena ar sae “g arr nets icra sai 
and property, levied by the authority of the state for the support of the govern- | the United States? P ete 
ment— | The words ‘‘common defense and general welfare’’ run all through 
That is not all— | the Constitution, and when they are not written they are implied. The 
and for all public needs. very object of forming the Constitution, as recited in the preamble, was 
Who is to decide what is a ‘‘ public need?’’ The courts can not de- | to provide for the common defense and promote the general welfare ot 
cide it. Will the Senator say that the education of the people is not a | the United States. | Will the Senator say that where a specific power 
public need? If so, he denies the power of every State in the Union has been given under the Constitution to provide for the general wel- 
to levy a tax for that purpose, because the very ‘book from which he | 4T Congress may not exercise it, and yet it may exercise it when ap- 
reads is not a disquisition upon the powers af Wetineh Joneiien. took | plied tothe common defense? There is no authority for the distinction 
upon the powers of taxation generally in the States os coal as in the | I read the words ‘‘ general welfare’’ as implied throughout the Consti- 
Federal Government: and if the “public need’? does not include edu- | tion as a limitation upon all the powers granted by it. I say they 
cation, then there is no power in any State of the Union to levy a tax are to be read everywhere in the Constitution as a limitation upon every 
for educational purposes. And yet setem ko Gemater read thet he aaa power granted by the Constitution to Congress, Just like they are in- 
sidered that he had made great progress in the way of proving the un- serted in reference to the first power, now more particularly in contro- 
gres > wa} g 


constitutionality of this bill. “a —the power to — taxes = ee 
The next proof which the Senator made is found on page 9 of Cooley 7 1e Constitution gives a es ee to borrow money on the 
on Taxation: credit of the United States. here is the limitation upon that powe! 


. ee unless it be that the borrowing shall be ‘‘ to pay the debts and provide 

All these maxims assume that taxation is laid for the purpose of obtaininga ! ¢.. he e lefe ae 1 general lf PS af l 1 j is P 97? 
revenue. Within the definitions given the burden would not be taxation if rev- | 17 the ee SS eS ee vo of she United mates 

cnue were not the purpose. | Does the Senator from Texas insist that there is an unlimited powe1 
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one ke there is an unlimited power, according to his 
dispose of the land and other property of the United States? 
rh ite « merce with foreign nations, and among the several States, 
I tribes 
[ow must that power be exercised ? According to the caprice of Con- 
yress, according to the wish and interests of any particular man, or shall 
e exercised strictly in accordance with the provision inserted in the 
rst clause, with a view to ‘‘the common defense and general welfare 


lited States ? 


th 


1 naturalization 


the I 


SO Wi 


that must be done in the same way. Con- 
ess can not pass any naturalization law properly to aid any political 
party or to put down any political party or for the private end of any 
person United States Phe power must be exercised as all other 
I get through) the power 


the common defense and general 


in the 


are, including (as I shall show before 


powers 
to dispose ol the public domain for 
welfare of the United States.”’ 


So with the grants of power ‘‘to establish post-office sand post-roads,”’ 


to coin money,’’ *‘to provide for the punishment of counterfeiting,” 


and ‘‘ to constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court.’’ Are not 
these limited by the provision or the understanding or the implication 
that what they authorize must be done in accordance with and in sub- 


servience to the general welfare of the people of the United States? If 
not, Congress may establish a Federal court in every county in the 
United States, and put a judge there on a salary of $5,000 a year, and 
and a clerk, all paid for by taxation out of the people of 
nited States. There is no other limit upon this power except the 
igment Congress to exercise it only for the general 
welfare of the people of the United States. 
So with reference to the power ‘* to provide and maintain a navy,”’ 


a marshal 
the | 


ut and discretion of 


to declare war,’’ and *‘ to raise and support armies.’’ Has Congress 
an unlimited power in these respects? May it cover every sea with 
ronclads at an ¢ x pense of Willions of dollars tothe people of the United 
States at its will’ May it raise an army of 100,000 or 200,000 men, as 


? May it do these things? No, 
: the same limitation is implied upon the power of Congressin these 
s as is implied in the first Congress must act alone for 


s raised in Europe in times of peace 


clause, 


respect 
the g welfare 

Not only is every power of Congress restricted in that way, but every 
r of the Executive It is true he has the unlimited, the unrestricted 
nominating whom he pleases to office, but the Con- 


in making his selections he shall select men whose 


veneral 


power, 1f you will. of 


stitution impli s that 


services will be for the general welfare of the people of the United States. 
He has no right to select an officer upon any other ground. He has no 
right to select an officer because he is his friend, because he likes him, 
because he belongs simply to his own political party. It is true there 


thi int 


Ss not Ing 
inworthy exercise of power. It is like the power defined by Mr. Mon- 
Its limit is in the responsibility of the Executive to the people of 
United States. This runs all the way through the Constitution. 
If the Senator has established the proposition that the public lands 
can not be disposed of (and I will come to that directly) without refer- 
to the general welfare of the United States, he has succeeded in 
establishing with reference to that something which does not exist with 
reference to any other power which is granted. 
Then the Senator read from another authority, from Cooley. 
is what Judge Cooley says 
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Here 


It is the 
shall be 


first requisite of 
a public purpose 


lawful taxation that the purpose for which it is laid 


I admit that; nobody who votes for this bill denies that. Will the 
Senator say that it is not a public purpose to educate the illiterate peo- 
ple of the States? If he does, as I before remarked with reference to 
another position which he took, the States themselves can not levy the 
tax, because the necessity for a public purpose is just as great in State 
taxation as it isin Federal taxation. On page 72, the page from which 
the Senator read, there are some other cqnsiderations on that subject 
which the Senator has not read and which [ desire to read. Judge 
Cooley says 


A municipal government is one of delegated and limited powers, whose author- 
ity is generally to receive a somewhat strict construction, and which must find 
the purposes for which it may tax clearly confided to its charge by the State. It is 
not sufficient that a purpose may seem to belong properly to its jurisdiction, or 
that the court may believe it ought to have had authority over it, but it must be 
seen that the authority has been conferred infact. Itis otherwise with the State, 
which has all the power of taxation not withheld from exercise in the making 
of the State and Federal Constitutions and in support of whose action conse- 
quently the most liberal intendments are to be made. It is otherwise with the 
Federal Union also, for though its powersare not general like those of the State, 
but are limited and defined by the Federal Constitution, yet as they concern the 
most important matters of government and relate to subjects not of domestic 
concern merely but of international intercourse and to other matters which 
sometimes call for broad and comprehensive views and makea policy of liberal 
expenditures wise and statesmanlike, it would be neither reasonable nor pru- 
dent to subject its action in the matter of taxation to critical rules. That which 
it decides to be an object of public expenditure must generally be so accepted, 
and error in its action must be corrected by discussion and through public opin- 
ion and the elections 


I believe I have noticed all the citations which the Senator made with 


a view of proving his proposition that Congress could not appropriate | 


If I have omitted 
I will state that I 


money out of the Treasury as proposed by this bill. 
any it is because I can not now call them to mind. 
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did not receive a copy of the RECORD in which his speech is printed 

until after my arrival at the Senate, when it was nearly 12 o'clock, 

and I have not had time to read the Senator’s speech as printed. 
What is the Senator’s proof that Congress has no power to pass this 


bill? First, that taxation must be for the public needs, and this is not 
a public need. Second, taxation must be for revenue, that is, to put 
money in the Treasury. Third, that it must be for a public purpose. 


This is not a public purpose, and that is all. Thatis the proof the Sen- 
ator brings in favor of this proposition. Can any impartial man say 
this is sufficient proof to establish his proposition ? 

I have done with that part of the Senator’s argument, and I come to 
his other point. I may as well call the attention of the Senator, before 
I proceed to the other part of his argument, to the fact that in the res- 
pective positions which the Senator and I at one time in this debate 
occupied, it seems to me from his speech that we have changed places 
In my first argument on this subject I placed the power to pass this 
bill exactly where I place it now I assailed the position taken by the 
Senator that Congress has unlimited power of disposition of the public 
domain, to give it to any public or private purpose, and asked for his 
authority for that position. He read, interrupting me, as follows 

Mr. CokKE— 

Interrupting me— 

I stated that Congress had the power to make donations of land in aid of edu- 
cation in the States, and I stated it upon the authority of section 3, article 4, of 
the Constitution, which reads 

‘The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States 

He said in his speech to which I replied that Congress had not the con- 
stitutional authority under the taxingclause. Now it appears, unless | 
have misunderstood his speech of yesterday, that my position is that the 
power comes from the clause just quoted as read by him, and that his 
position is a very different one from that. If I misunderstand the Sen- 
ator he can correct me. 

Mr. COKE. I will not interrupt the Senator to correct him now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I say that it seems now in his last argument to be 
his position that this clause of the Constitution only referred to land 
and other property owned by the United States at the time of the adop 
tion of the Constitution. Is that the Senator’s view? 

Mr. COKE. That isa part of it. The Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Dred Scott case determined that. I stated in my remarks 
vesterday that the commentators upon the Constitution still regard that 
clause as referring to public lands acquired since the formation of the 
Constitution, and that it made no difference whether they were right 
wrong. Whetherthey were right and the Supreme Court were wrong, 
or the other way, the argument of the Supreme Court in the Dred 
Scott case sustained the right of Congress to dispose of land acquired 
since the Constitution was framed just as fully and plenarily as that 
Congress could have disposed of the land before acquired. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that the power of 
the disposition of public property now rested as an incident to owner- 
ship, the jus disponendi, as I understood him to say. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. COKE. The power to apply property acquired since the forma- 
tion of the Constitution would carry with it the jus disponendi, whether 
the clause ofthe Constitution which the Senator has just read were there 
or not, and so whether it refers to lands acquired subsequent to the for- 
mation of the Constitution or not makes no difference. That is my 
position. 

| Mr. GEORGE. Your position then is, as I understand it, that Con- 
| gress has the power under this clause to make any disposition that it 
may see proper with reference to subsequently acquired property, and 
that it has the same power as incident to its ownership. I understand 
that to be the Senator’s position. 

We will see what the Supreme Court has said in the celebrated case 
of Dred Scott. By the way, I was a little astonished at this late day, 
when I consider all that has occurred since the decision ef the Dred 
Scott case, that that case should be cited as an authority for the powers of 

| Congress in reference to the publicdomain. That case, as I understood, 

decided two things which belong now to the history of the past: first, 
that Congress had no power to exclude slavery from the Territories; 
second, that a man or woman of African descent was not and could not 
be a citizen of the United States. Both of those points have been over- 
ruled they have been expunged, one by constitutional amendment and 
the other by the adoption of a contrary construction of that instrument. 
But there is a very important statement made in the opinion which I 
desire to call to the attention of the Senate, especially in this case re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Texas, to show that whatever else it may 
decide it decides this also. Says the court in its opinion: 


or 


A power, therefore, in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies 

and dependent territories over which they might legislate without restriction 

| would be inconsistent with its own existence in its present form. Whatever it 

acquires it acquires for the benefit of the people of the several States who cre- 

ated it. It is their trustee, acting for them, and charged with the duty of pro- 

moting the interests of the whole people of the Union in the exercise of the 
powers specifically granted. 


| So this decision overturns the favorite theory of my friend from Texas 
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that as to the public domain the Congress is without any restriction; 
that it may make any disposition of it that it sees proper. 

Now, I propose to address myself to that subject to see how the law 
stands. The Senator says that under the authority of the jus dispo- 
nendi as an incident to ownership and under the provision of the Consti- 
tution in relation to‘making rules and regulations concerning the pub- 
lie property and the power to dispose of the land and other property of 
the Union the power of Congress is absolute, unlimited, to make dis- 
position to any purpose it may see proper; and it is upon that ground 
the Senator justifies the donation of land for the purpose of education 
in the States. I say that Congress, the Government of the United 
States, has no property, can have none, except in trust for the people 
of the United States. There is no such thing in this country as an au- 
tocratic and unlimited power in the Federal Government with refer- 
ence to anything. Every power which Congress has, every power 
which any agency of the Federal Government has, even that Govern- 
ment itself, its own existence, depends upon the Constitution. It was 
created by the Constitution. Destroy the Constitution, and you have no 
Government of the United States. Every function, every power, every 
prerogative it possesses, every species of property which it can hold or 
acquire it possesses and holds and acquires under the Constitution and 
for the purposes mentioned in the Constitution, and for no other pur- 
pose whatever. 

If that be true, what becomes of the doctrine of the Senator from 
Texas, that as to the public domain Congress has unlimited, absolute, 
autocratic power? Under his view, and I charged it on him in the 
argument which I first made, Congress might donate the public land 
to its own henchmen. to its own favorites; it might donate it for im- 
moral purposes, it might donate it to a crowned head in Europe, and 
the Senator did not deny it, but claimed that the jus disponendi, exist- 
ing in the United States as it existed in a private individual, authorized 
Congress to make any disposition of this property that it saw proper. 
That is a doctrine before unheard-of in this country, and it is without 
warrant in the Constitution. He read from Kent to prove that. Let 
us see what it proved. 

Said the Senator, reading from Kent: 

Congress have the exclusive right of pre-emption to all Indian lands lying 
within the territories of the United States. This was so decided in the case of 
Johnson vs. McIntosh. Upon the doctrine of the court in that case, and in that 
of Fletcher vs. Peck, the United States own the soil as well as the jurisdiction 
of the immense tracts of unpatented lands included within their territories and 
of allthe productive funds which those lands may hereafter create. The title 
: in the United States by the treaty of peace with Great Britain and by subse- 
quent cessions from France and Spain, and by cessions from the individual 
States, and the Indians have only a right of occupancy, and the United States 
possess the legal title subject to that occupancy, and with an absolute and exclu- 
sive right— 

Not to dispose of it as it might see proper, as was argued by the Sen- 
ator from Texas, but— 
to extinguish the Indian title of occupancy either by conquest or purchase 


‘* The absolute and exclusive right ’’—— 

Mr. COKE. Read on. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwill. The Senator invites me to read on, and I 
will read on the next page and I will read beyond that, because I think 
it is fair to an author to read all he says upon a subject in order to as- 
certain what his meaning is. On the next page Chancellor Kent says: 

The Constitution gave to Congress the power to dispose of and to make all 


needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property beleng- 
ing to the United States, and to admit new States into the Union. Since the 


Constitution was formed, the value and efficacy of this power have been magni- | 


tied to an incalculable extent by the purchase of Louisiana and Florida; and, 
under the doctrine contained in the cases I have referred to, Congress have a 
large and magnificent portion of territory under their absolute control and dis- 


posal, 

The Senator says from that absolute control and disposal they may 
make any disposition of it which they see proper. Now let us see what 
Chancellor Kent says on the next pageta fer this last. If the Senator 
had pursued his studies a little further he would have discovered that 
that great judge never gave the sanction of his name to such a heresy 
in constitutional law as that Congress had an absolute, unrestricted, and 
unlimited power over anything; that all Congress possesses is a grant 
by the Constitution for the purposes named in the Constitution, and 
that is for the common defense and general welfare of the people of the 
Union. Speaking of the lands now owned by the United States, Chan- 
cellor Kent said: ‘ 

The lands so ceded were intended to be, and were considered, as constituting 
a common fund, forthe benetit of the Union. 

Not, as the Senator from Texas says, considered and conceded to 
be a fund at the private disposal of the Congress of the United States 
and of the Government of the United States according to its will and 
pleasure. So that sustains the same doctrine that the Dred Scott case 
sustains. 
of this domain. Was it ever heard before that a trustee could dis- 
pose of the trust fund according to his private will and pleasure with- 
out reference to the interests of the cestui que trust? And who is the 
cestui que trust in thiscase? The people of the United Statesof America, 
the general welfare of the people, as suggested by my colleague [Mr 
LAMAR]. I have said that that is the animating spirit of every clause 
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or not, between the lines which record and grant any power given to 
the United States. The power to declare war is unlimited in one sense, 
because there are no circumstances mentioned in the Constitution unde 
which it should be declared; but the power must be exercised, as I 
have before said, under the limitation that it shall only be declared for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States. So 
with every other power, as I have shown in a previous part of my argu- 
ment. 

Oh, but the Senator says that his position is based on precedents 
When I quoted precedent after precedent, when the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. GARLAND] brought up precedent atter precedent and ransacked 
the whole statute law of this Government as authority forthe exercise 
by Congress of the power claimed inthis bill, the Senator did not even 
consider that those precedents were worth his notice; but when he 
launches upon this new-fangled idea of the unlimited autocratic power 
of Congress with reference to the public property he resorts to prece- 
dents. Let us see what his precedents amount to 

Gift of the land for homesteads is one. Does the Senator say that 
that includes the power, and is derived from its exercise by the General 
Government, to make a disposition of the public land for the privat 
welfare of any individual? If so, he has found a power that nowhere 
else exists in the Constitution. It is true the recipient of the land is 
a private individual who has received a private benefit, just as the re 
cipient of a pension receives a private benefit; but for what purpose can 
we grant a pension, for what purpose can we grant land to a private in 
dividual? It is only for this purpose, that we do before we make the 
grant decide that the particular grant will be for the general weliare of 
the United States, and of course that it happens to be also for the pri 
vate welfare of the individual does not destroy its character as being for 
the general welfare. The only means by which we can reach the gen- 
eral welfare is to make the private welfare of everybody else consistent 
with it. There is no such thing as a visionary, floating, general wel- 
fare that does not touch the population of the United States. The gen- 
eral welfare is compounded and made up of the private welfare, not of 
single individuals here and there, but of the private welfare of the great 
mass of the American people. 

The grant of a homestead to a man is made not because Congress 
wants to benefit that particular man, but because the Government de 
sires to have the public land settled, improved, to bring the waste 
places of this country into civilization, and join them in the march of 
progress with the other postions of the country; and this grant is not 
made, as the Senator would assume, to any particular class of indi- 
viduals, all others being excepted; it isnot made to all the men who live 
in Massachusetts, excluding those who live in Texas; it is not made to 
men having a particular lineage, all other lineages being excluded; it is 
not made to men having a particular profession or calling, excluding 
other professions or callings; but it is an offer to every man in the 

United States who is 21 years of age to go upon the public land and 
settle on it and remain there for a certain length of timeand then have 
it. That is what it is, and it is not private in any particular; it is 
general. The Senator can go, I can go, every citizen of the United 
States can go and pertorm for the Government—no, not for the Gov- 
ernment, but perform for the people of the United States the great 
benefit and blessing of extending commerce and civilization and our 
free institutions in the waste places in our far West. Does that prove 
that, because this grant may be made in that way, land may be 
granted at the autocratic will and power of Congress to anybody ? 
No, sir. 

Bounty lands are given. They are given in the same way that pen- 
| sions are given. Although a grant of bounty land-operates as a private 
benefit to every individual who receives it, it is given upon the idea 
| that the donation of these lands will operate to the general welfare by 

encouraging in time of war men to volunteer and defend their country. 

Right here in the speech of the Senator from Texas on yesterday the 
Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BECK ] interposed, whose attention, [ have 
no doubt, was called to this debate by hearing the words ‘* taxation for 
revenue, ’’ for it seems the Senator from Kentucky dreams of ‘‘ revenue,”’ 

| ‘taxation for revenue,’’ ‘‘tariff for revenue,’’ ‘‘sees’’ it ‘‘in clouds,”’ 
‘*hears’’ it ‘‘in the wind;”’ itis his morning lullaby, if I may sosay, and 
his last requiem at night. When those portentous words had been pro- 
nounced by the Senator from Texas, ‘‘taxation for revenue,’’ the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky was: no longer able to keep his silence, and so he 
put in an interrogatory which he thought, I suppose, settled the whole 
principle, and that was this: he asked me if I thought that Congress 
could donate money to a private individual. If I were to answer that 
it could not donate money to a private individual, he supposed that he 
had made out his case; that there was a distinction between land and 
money. 

Well, now, Mr. President, Congress has donated money; it does do- 
nate money to private individuals. The other House of Congress, with 
a sturdy Democratic majority, has recently passed a bill donating to 
the Mexican veterans, each one of them, $96 a year. The Senator from 
Texas will vote for that bill when it comes up here and so will I. But 
then I might ask the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
Texas who sits before me if Congress could give the money for which 
it sold a quarter-section of land to the same individuals and under the 
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same circumstances that it could give the land? The Senator from Texas Government never granted to railroad companies any land upon the idea 
argues, if I did not misunde rstand him, that the power of Congress, | that it was to benefit exclusively the railroad. Every grant, so far as 


either under the jus disponendi principle or under that clause of the | I know, wasagrantof an alternate section lying along either side of the 
Constitution to which he alluded, giving to Congress authority to dis- | road within specified limits, the other sections being reserved to the 
pose of land and other property, remains just the same as to the money | United States, the price of them being doubled, and the grant was justi- 
for which the land may be sold as to the land itself. If I am wrong | fied upon the ground that the United States would be indemnified for 
the Senator can correct me. I know I am right, because the Senator | the odd-numbered sections of land which it granted by the increased 
voted for a bill in 1880 which donated the proceeds of the sales of the | value of the even-numbered sections which it retained. So the Senator 


public lands to education, absolutely to education can not get from that this idea of autocratic, monarchical, and unlimited 
Then I might ask him and ask the Senator from Kentucky, since the | power in Congress over the public domain. It does not exist. 
power of Congress is just as absolute and autocratic over the proceeds So the position of the Senator from Texas, if I understand it, fails 


of land as it is over the land itself, what prevents Congress from giving | According to the Senator, the United States has two kinds of property 
to anybody it sees proper, to all our friends and relatives, to those we | It has money in the Treasury derived from taxation, that is one kind 
like, to those who voted for us and who fought political battles for us, | and it also has money in the Treasury derived from other sources; it 
$200 apiece out of the proceeds of the public lands, that being exactly | has wild, unappropriated land in the States and Territories; it has pub- 
the value of a quarter-section of public land at a dollar and a quarter | lic buildings in all the States; it has this Capitol and the numerous 
anacre? How are you going to work that with your autocratie and un- | public buildings in this city. 
limited power over the proceeds of the sales of the public lands and Let us enumerate this property again. On the one side standing so}- 
over the lands themselves? itary and alone in the Treasury of the United States is the money 
But here I want to call the attention of the Senator from Texas and | raised by taxation. The Senator saysif you touch that under the genera! 
the attention of the Senate to the main point in controversy upon this | welfare clause, if you make any disposition of that for the general wel- 


subject. I do not care, it is not necessary for my argument, because I | fare of the people of the United States not in pursuance of the specified 
do not place the power to make this donation under the clause of the | and enumerated grants you destroy the Constitution; that only has 
Constitution to which the Senator alludes—I do not care so far as my | this fatal and deadly effect upon our institutions. But as to any money 


gument is concerned, though I should like very much if the Senator | that happens to be in the Treasury which is derived by patent fees, by 


would answer whether Congress has autocratic power over the land or | post-office receipts—supposing them not to be taxes- —by sales - th 


not Phat is not the point in issue between the Senator and myself. | public lands, by sales of the public property, by captures in war, by pri 
He very ingeniously, I thought, evaded the real point in controversy. | vate donations—as to all that the Government of: the United States is 
This is the hinging point ol the controversy between the Senator and | absolute owner, not trustee, the people of the United States, hav ing ho 


myself, and though I tried and the Senator from Arkansas tried to get | interest in this, can not complain as to what Congress may do; but 
the Senator from Texas to answer the question, yet if he did it escaped | touch but the hair of the head of a dollar or the figure of Liberty on a 


me, and if he desires to answer when I put it again hecan do so. The | dollar if it happen to get into their control by the taxing power, the: 

point in controversy between us is this, and I will read his words lest | the country is ruined! That is the position, I understand, of the Sen 

I might misstate him. Hesays ator from Texas—a most remarkable one. If that be true, if this ai 
if the constitutional power exists in Congress to levy and collect taxes from | tocratic, unlimited power exists over all this property, then what pr 

the people for the purpose of partially defraying the expense of public schools | yents the United States having in practice what the Senator says it has 
1 the States, it exists for the purpose of paying the entire cost of the public 


already in theory, a government of unlimited powers so far as this prop 
erty is concerned ? 
Let ussee now what it may do, according to the view of that Senator 
‘ There is no restriction upon the powers of Congress when it comes to 
I hold it to be an undeniable proposition that if Congress has the constitu- : aon a ame . ‘ ati ‘ot 
tional power to appropriate money for the public schools it also has the power | Money that is derived from any other source than taxation. Cofigress 
to regulate its disbursement, to say who shall receive its benefits, and to appoint | may sell all this property and get money and do what it pleases with 
its own agents to distribute and administer it, and to prescribe in general and | jt; it may go begging throughout the world, making promises to th« 
oh achat reciente kal coiticna ate ae She sures eh Noman | crowned heads of Europe for subserviency to them and get donations 
admitted that Congress has the powerto levy and collect taxes in order to raise | from them; it may go to the money kings in the market and buy their 
revenue to be expended in the several States in maintaining public schools, I | money by promises of influence and of benefaction; it may declare wat 
eemanand anniet the cuhiven end the wee > akeeene a de aan against our weaker neighbor, Mexico, and capture all that magnificent 
instrumentalities can not be controverted, because the powers of Congress are | country, with its splendid mines; it may go further, it may go to the 
supreme wherever its jurisdiction extends | Straits of Magellan and capture all South America, make the land and 
That is his doctrine in reference to this bill; that is his doctrine in | the mines the property of the United States, sell them, put the mone) 
reference to the unlimited power of Congress as claimed by him, the | in the Treasury, and after that it has unlimited power, and it may do 
autocratic power of Congress over the public domain. Why, sir, Con- | what it pleases with the money thus obtained! 
gress may give it away in unlimited quantities to the States for the pur- Mr. President, that seems to be a singular result of constitutional 
poses of education, and when it does that the power to go on further is | law; but what is worse than that was suggested by the question asked 
not conceded, but denied. In other words, Mr. President, the Consti- | by the Senator from Arkansas yesterday. Not only that may be done, 
tution makes two grants of power: one to grant money to public schools, | but the money in the Treasury raised by taxation may be expended 
the other to grant land to public schools. From the one, the grant of | for the purpose of acquiring new property. You can not touch a dollar 
money, a8 a necessary consequence, as a logical necessity, results, in the | of that before it is expended except for the specific purposes mentioned 
opinion of the Senator from Texas, the power to control and manage | by the Senator from Texas, but having expended it to acquire prop- 
them and from the other no such power exists! I must confess that | erty and having acquired property with it, then suddenly the United 
Ihave not been able to see why a power acting on land or the proceeds | States by some sort of political necromancy has been invested with 
of land—for the Senator will admit that the proceeds of land are the | autocratic power over it. 
same as the land itself—shall have no effect to give power to interfere I understand the Senator’s position to be that it is only money raised 
with education in the States when the same identical power operating | by taxation that must be disposed of under constitutional limitations. 
upon money raised by taxation has the extraordinary and pernicious | What are you going to do with money that is borrowed on the credit 
effect to which the Senator has alluded. That is a proposition which | of the United States? Can we go into the markets and borrow all the 
the Senator has not proved, and which I take it is beyond his power or | money that anybody may see proper to lend us, and as that money does 
that of any other human being to prove. not get into the Tressury by taxation have we unlimitec power over 
The power to give in one instance means the power to interfere and | it? If we have an unlimited power of borrowing money, what pre- 
control; the power to give in the other instance, derived from the same | vents it, if this is so according to that Senator’s view? Then we have 
instrument, gives unlimited j urisdiction over the subject to which the | a Post-Office by which we can make a good deal of money. We can 
appropriation pertains! If the Senator thinks there is any additional (supposing the revenue from the Post-Office is not taxation) pay the ex- 
weight to his argument on that point from his new discovery of the | penses of the Post-Office under the views stated by the Senator from 
power of jus disponendi on account of the ownership of the property or | Texas out of money raised by the United States from taxation, and 
of the money for which land is sold by the Government, I respectfully | we may make profit out of it. As to this money so raised we are 
all his attention to the fact that the Government owns the money also | autocrats; there is no responsibity, no limit to our power. And then 
that is in the Treasury, and the jus disponendi would be as safe and as | comes another means of having money so recently sanctioned by the 
good and as strong in the one instance as in the other. | Supreme Court of the United States. We have nothing to do in order 
But it is said by the Senator from Texas that the Government gave | to make everybody rich, to make all our friends rich by this absolute. 
lands to railroads. That looks like a private purpose. Why, sir, in the | unlimited, and autocratic power, but to set the printing-presses to work 
first place, a grant to a railroad is not exclusively fora private purpose. | and print all the greenbacks we want and put them into the Treasury. 
All tax laws which have been passed and enforced giving aid to railroad | They are not revenue raised by taxation; they are there, as I under- 
companies are based upon the idea that they are public as well as pri- | stand, simply to relieve the people of taxation. They are put there as 
vate, that the public have an interest in them, and so all the decisions | a substitute for taxation. I suppose now acc ording to the Senator’s 
of the courts which concede to the States the power to regulate the traf: | argument as toall that currency the unrestricted jus disponendi applies, 
fic on these roads are based on the idea that they are public. But the | it not being raised by taxation, and over it we have this unlimited and 


schools of all the States whenever Congress shall choose to exercise it 


Chat is the pot to which I direct the attention of the Senator and 
ot the Senate He proceeded 
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‘ ‘ratic power. As to the money raised by taxation the specific | be known, whether by the name of tribute, tithe, tallage, impost, duty, gabel, 
autocra ° ae : . : pe he SL ies a >, | custom, subsidy, aid, supply, excise, or other name 
grants of the Constitution apply, but as to all the rest we are all of us, | : 
every one of us connected with the Federal Government, duplicates of | __ In order to be a tax it only has toy be a contribution to the public 
the Czar of Russia. We may do what we please with it for our own | rreasury imposed by public authority. The fes of the Patent Office 
present welfare and the welfare of our friends—the people and the gen- were a contribution required and imposed by the law of the | nited 
eral welfare having no claim on it whatever. States, and they were paid into the Treasury of the United States. 
But the Senator from Texas was pressed by the Senator from Arkansas | Tucker in his Appendix to Blackstone s Commentaries gives the same 
upon this proposition. The Senator from Arkansas said: You say you | definition as Judge Story. Mr. Cooley, in his work on Constitutional 
can not take the money raised by public taxation for public schools, | Limitations, gives substantially the same definition _ Webster's Dic- 
but you can take it and buy land with it. So, according to that view, | tionary gives also substantially the same definition. So, sir, every dol- 
there being $105,000, 000 involved in this bill, we can not give that lar that goes into the reasury that results from a contribution ini- 
to the States for the illiterate people of this country, but we can take | posed by law upon the citizen comes from the power of taxation, and is 
it and buy Canada with it and the next day after we have made the | Money raised by taxation. I will read from more authorities on that 
purchase divide out the land for purpose of education. That is a very subject, because I do not want to have that misunderstood. Tax is a 
singular result of constitutional law, one that needs in order to support general name, it is a nomen ge neralissimum. It includes all species of 
it more than the word or assertion of any Senator, however learned or | taxation, and the Supreme Court of the United States in 1796 said 
however distinguished he may be. The term duty— 
But the Senator from Kentucky, having had his attention drawn to Used in this taxing article— 
this question in the a which I have explained, volunteered an €X~ | is the most comprehensive next to the generical term tax; and practically in 
planation on this subject, and it was about this: That while we can not | Great Britain (whence we take our general ideas of taxes, duties, imposts, ex- 
take the money and buy property for the purpose of making the dona- | cises, customs, &c.) embraces taxes on stamps, tolls for passage, &c., and is not 
tion, yet having bought it for some other purpose and being the owner | ©OMned to taxes on importation only. (3 Dallas, 175.) 
of it, then wecan make the appropriation for education. That is pretty Blackstone, in his Commentaries, has also given us an instance of what 
good logic; I do not object to that; but Mr. Monroesaysthatis exactly | duties are, which I will read. Speaking of the means of revenue that 
what we can do with money paid into the Treasury from taxation. He | the kings of Great Britain have, Blackstone, on page 321 of his first 
says there is no such thing as raising money confined to specific pur- | book, says: 
poses ; it is all raised for general purposes. Another very considerable branch of the revenue is levied with greater chee 
Now in section 981 of Story on the Constitution Mr. Monroe is | fulness,as, instead of being a burden, it is a manifest advantage to the publi 
quoted as saying this—and so the Senator from Kentucky has very good I mean the post-office, or duty for the carriage of letters. 
authority for the distinction which he took. Mr. Monroe says: A duty is a tax, and hence charges made ‘by the Post-Office are 


But the use or application of the money after it is raised is a power altogether | taxes. oo ; 
of a different character. The Senator may say that it is not a tax, but acharge only for doing 
work. I would answer him in two ways. In the first place, according 
to Blackstone and all the commentators, it being a contribution for 


Meaning different from the power of taxation. 

It imposes no burden on the people, nor can it act on them in a sense to take eed ; : ae re a ra 
power from the States, or in any sense in which power can be controverted or the public Treasury, imposed by public authority, he is wrong I hen 
become a question between the two governments. The application of money | I would answer him on the fact, it is not a charge as compensation fo! 
raised under a lawful power is a right or grant which may be abused. labor ; it can not be. If that were so the charges upon carrying letters 

So, sir, to sustain Mr. Monroe, the distinguished Senator from Ken- | Ought to be proportioned to the work done. There would be no pro- 
tucky says that having acquired the land in a lawful way, though it | priety in making the same charge for carrying a letter from the north- 
can not be bought specifically for education, it may nevertheless be used | €ast corner of Maine to the southwest corner of Texas or to Alaska 
in that way. I say his position is, the position of the Senator from Ken- | that you make for carrying it ten miles. So, sir, when Texas needed 
tucky is, that having acquired the land in a lawful way we may useit | this aid, when the Senator from Texas wanted this aid for common 
for lawful purposes, though we could not use it specifically for those schools of his State, there was no objection found to hav ing not only 
purposes. The same thing happens, according to Mr. Monroe, with the proceeds of the publiclands, but also the proceeds of taxes—money 
reference to money raised by taxation. Having acquired it under an | 'ised by taxation—applied to education. At was all right in 1880 to 
undisputed power of the Constitution to levy taxes, we may appropriate | Vote money raised by taxation to purposes of education, but is all wrong 
it tothe lawful uses prescribed in the Constitution for the general wel- | 20W, absolutely unconstitutional, destructive of the powers of the 
fare, among which I suppose now it will not be denied that the educa- | >ttes. 
tion of illiterates is included. Mr. President, I have a good deal more to say, but I will not detain 

Mr. President, I have been speaking longer than I expected. There | the Senate much longer. I have already detained it too long; butit isa 
are $0 many serious errors, asit appears to me, on the other side of this | matter in which | feel a great interest. Itis a matter in which my con 
question, that it would take some time to run them all downand to ex- | SUtuents feel a great interest. | have endeavored to follow the Senator 
pose them. Iam going toshow now from Texas and to show that he is in error and to maintain the con 

Mr. VOORHEES. Would it not suit the Senator before he leaves | Stitutional power of Congress over the subject. Thereis only one other 
that point to allow me to ask him a question? This Government hav- | position of the Senator to which I will allude, and that is that Con- 
ing paid seven millions of money for the purchase of Alaska, I ask | gress can not make a gift toa State. 
whether the doctrine is tenable in his mind that, not being able under Mr. President, Texas was admitted into the Union in 1545 undera 
the Constitution to give $7,000,000 for school purposes, we might not resolution which exempted the United States from any responsibility 
now sell that territory and give the proceeds to a fund of this kind? | for her debts. The original proposal made before that contained that 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose so, according to the argument made by the | 48 one ol the specifications. After that time Congress paid Texas 
Senator from Texas and according to the views of the gentlemen who $10,000,000 for an adjustment ot the line between Texas and New 
agree with him. We can do that all the time. You can not give the | Mexico. Five million dollars of that was reserved in the Treasury for 
money, say they, but you can buy Alaska one day, sell it the next, take | the creditors of Texas who had a pledge of the customs of that State 
that money and divide it out among the people of the States for edu- | before herannexation. That was all right. But in 1855 there was an 
cation, and then the next day go to the Treasury and take money out | other act passed, not only paying the $5,000,000 which had then been 
raised by taxation and buy Alaska back and on the next day sell it | Teserved out of the purchase money for the line between Texas and 
again, and in that way provide a fund for the education of the people | New Mexico, but an additionalsum of $2,750,000 was given for the pur- 
of this country. An argument which leads to such an absurdity hardly | poseof paying the debts of Texas. There was no obligation to pay, and 
merits answer. For it is an unquestioned truth that we can not do in | there being no obligation on the part of the Government, it was not the 
this indirect and sinister way what we can not in a direct and honest | payment of adebt. Being not the payment of a debt or the discharge 








way. of an obligation, it was a pure voluntary gift. 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas has given us the sanction But the Senator says that the fact that the State must accept the gift 


of his great name and authority for voting money raised by taxation for | shows that Congress has no power to make it, and yet in that very act 
the purposes of education. The Senator voted for the Burnside bill of | the consent of Texas was required; she gave it, and the gift was made 
1880, and that contained a clause donating to education in the States | [t seems to me sometimes that our forefathers, Washington and others, 
the receipts in the Treasury from the Patent Office. Those receipts are when they met in national convention to form a constitution for the 
taxes; they are called fees; but they were not fees limited and paid to | thirteen States which they were supposed to represent, must have for- 
the officers who rendered the service. They never got thematall. The | gotten their duty and ignored the States of the American Union then 
officers were paid by the United States directly out of the Treasury, and | ¢xisting; but reversing the action of the Senator from Texas, he living 
those fees were paid directly into the Treasury by the persons upon whom | in the past and discarding the present, they, equally discarding the 
they were imposed. Now let us see if money thus raised comes within | Present but with prophetic ken looking alone to the future, discovered 
the definition of taxation given by all the authorities. Judge Story, | that in a province of Spain adjoining our borders was a magnificent ter- 
whom the Senator compliments for his great learning, and very justly, | Titory then not inhabited but which in the future would become in- 
too, defines taxation to be this: ia “| habited by a great and enterprising people, and that these people would 

In a general sense all contributions imposed by the Government upon indi- in time be admitted into the Federal Union; and so dazzled were the) 
viduals for the service of the State are called taxes, by whatever name they may | by the prospects of this magnificent country being a part of the Union 
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and at the extension of our institutions over this great, imperial, and 
magnificent State, that they made no provision for the other States, but 
made a constitution for Texas, and for ‘Texas alone. 

So we see in 1880 and in 1876, when land and the proceeds of land, | 
and when taxes the proceeds of patents, were to be given, Texas then 
through her Senators said ‘‘ We need it.’’ I wish I had time to read, | 
for I have it here before me, the magnificent and splendid presentation | 
then made of the wants and needs of the Southern people for aid in ed- 
ucation, arising, as was said, in a large measure from the large infusion 
of Africans into their citizenship. Texas was included. Texas then 
wanted help. Texas did not pretend to be overand above or better off 
than the balance of her Southern sisters. I refer to the splendid speech 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. I wish I had time to read 
it; I had marked it to read, but I can not detain the Senate, though I 
call the attention of Senators to it. It was made in favor of the passage 
of both those bills—one in 1876 and another in 1880. Then the Con- 
stitution was big enough and broad enough to make this grant. Now 
Texas, we are informed by the same Senator, is able to take care of her | 
own; and he informed us also that he is to act for Texas, that he can 
not know or consider the condition of Mississippi or any other South- 
ern State; that he stands here as the representative of Texas, and as 
Texas does not need this he will not have it. And his colleague comes 
along and helps him in this by proving that we can not do it, by prov- 
ing that what they did in 1880, when Texas needed the aid, was all 
constitutional and right, but to-day is all unconstitutional and wrong ! 

Sir, I am not justified in saying, in view of these historical facts, that 
the Constitution seems to have been made exclusively by our forefathers 
for the benefit of the State of Texas, a glorious State, a great State, a 
State that I will not say I voted to admit into the Union because I was 
notold enough then to vote, but Idid all Icouldinthatway. Iam proud 
of her, and I think we are well justified in her admission. I admire the 
prescience of our forefathers. Instead of making a government for the 
old thirteen States they seem to have devoted themselves exclusively to 
the benefit of Texas, giving the Constitution automatic power of expan- 
sion and contraction. When Texas wants money, the proceeds of the 
publiclands, the proceeds of taxes, as I have shown that the Patent Office 
fees are taxes, the Constitution then stretches itself out enough to give 
the power. When our friends, bya good fortune which I do not envy 
and do not grudge, have outstripped in their growth the other States, 
when thousands of immigrants from beyond the seas and also from the 
older States of the South are flocking into her borders, making her still 
richer and still greater, until she has got into a condition where she does 
not need the aid that this bill gives, then there is no power to act! 

Mr. President, I apologize for having detained the Senate so long. 
I might say more, but I have already taken too much time. I shall 
only say in conclusion that the sad consequences which the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] predicted may follow from this bill in the way of 
Federal usurpation I can notadmit. I have no right to anticipate such 
a result from the action of Senators on the other side; but I will say 
that if Southern Senators refuse so gracious an offering made by the 
North as is contained in this bill, giving them and their people the ad- 
ministration and government of this fund; if there is a belief, as the 
Senator from Texas seems to assume there is, that Congress may inter- 
pose directly in the education of the people of the South—I say if we 
refuse this, it will be but an invitation to those who entertain that 
opinion and who think we have failed in our duty to put in exercise 
the power which they believe to exist. There is where I believe the 
danger comes from. But however that may be, I see in the South 
millions of unlettered children; I see in the South, wasted and deso- 
lated by war, an inability to educate them; I see on the part of these illit- 
erate children of both races and of their parents an anxiety that they be 
educated; I see on the part of the property classes of the South a will- 
ingness to help them; but with all this desire, with all this willing- 
ness there is in many of the States, my own among them, an inability to 
meet the demand, and I gladly, in behalfof the suffering population of 
the State of Mississippi and of the other Southern States, give my vote 
in support of this measure. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi announced 
when he arose that it was only for the purpose of fortifying arguments 
made when he addressed the Senate before. The Senator has occupied 
now within eight minutes of three hours. I draw the conclusion that 
the Senater holds the opinion that his argument which he has been 
rebuilding had been very badly damaged, judging from the length of 
time he has taken in repairing it. 

So far as the argument of the Senator is concerned in reply to that 
made by myself, my argument is printed in the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD; the Senator’s will be printed to-morrow morning in the RECORD; | 
and whoever feels curious to examine them can determine the merits of | 
the pending bill so far as they are exhibited by the discussion. 





to say, being entirely content to leave the discussion where it now 
stands. The Senator has placed a construction on this bill peculiarly 
his own, one given to it, if I may judge by the expression in this de- 
bate, by very few on thisside, and so far as I believe universally repu- 
diated on the other side of this Chamber by those who support the bill, 
to wit, that the appropriation can be accepted by the States without 
implying a right on the part of the National Government to intervene 
in the management or administration of the schools. I simply desire 
to suggest to the Senator that however conscientious he may be, and I 
know is in his views and opinions, as to the action proposed by the bill, 
whatever may be the strength of his faith in their correctness, yet con- 
sidering not only the probability but the certainty that a large major- 


| ity of those who will vote with him for the bill hold opinions exactly 


the reverse of his on the vital point indicated, his support and advocacy 


| of the measure under these circumstances, although he intends other- 


wise, in substance and effect aids and assists in bringing about the re- 
sults he so much deprecates as fully as if he intended them. I have 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me 
for a few moments? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will, retaining the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, being en- 
titled to the floor, yields to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I desire this opportunity only to 
make a fewsuggestions, not in the nature of aspeech on this matter, but 
more particularly to obtain information as to some of the details of the 
bill. We have now had two solid weeks and more of speeches as to 
general principles and as to the Constitution, so that I think by this 
time we fully understand that instrument; but it would seem from the 
nature of the discussion thus far that one great feature of this bill, after 
all, is not to be attained, and that is the peace-offering character of it. 
It was supposed that this bill appropriating over $100,000,000 would be 
received as a peace offering from one side to the other, but evidently it 
is not received in that spirit. Therefore that feature of the bill, I take 
it, will have to be eliminated. 

Then it comes down to the proposition that this money is to be ap- 
propriated purely for education, the education of the illiterate children 
in the South and not only in the South but in the North also; and here 
it would seem necessary that a little attention should be paid to details, 
because if we appropriate as we propose over $100,000,000 and spend 
week after week in discussing the great question of its constitutionality 
and leave the details of the measure without any sort of consideration, we 
shall be precisely in the situation that the Senator from Kansas a few 
days ago said we should be, that after a year or two had advanced dis- 
satisfaction would grow up as to the expenditure of this money, com- 
plaints would be made to Congress, and resolutions for committees of in- 
vestigation would necessarily have to be adopted so as to see whether 
this money was being spent as the originators of the measure intended. 

I have been listening in order toascertain the situation of affairs now 
in the States where it is claimed that the most illiteracy prevails and 
what guarantee there is as to the proper application of this fund. A 
long time ago I asked my friend from New Hampshire as to the guar- 
antee in another matter. I asked him what guarantee had been given 
for the exercise of the elective franchise in certain States of this Union, 
when assurance on that point would strengthen the proposition. My 
friend very frankly said that there was no such guarantee, that the fran- 
chise was not exercised as was intended by the Congress and by the 
nation which made that gift. The Republic made that as a gift to the 
Southern States, because it presented them with a large number of ad- 
ditional Representatives on the floor of Congress, and therefore it was 
a gift of great value to them; and yet vhat gift of the elective franchise 
has not been bestowed and provided for as those who originated it 
intended. 

Now this gift comes asI understand in the same way—$105, 000,000 
in money to be expendedinten years. Therefore it is that I have been 
listening to find out the status of the South; I have examined the sta- 
tistics to learn just how many school-houses there were in the Southern 
States, becanse we must speak of the Southern States when we speak 
of the education of illiterate colored children. I have been striving 
for two weeks while this discussion has been going on to hearsome sug- 
gestion as to whether, and to what extent, school buildings were pro- 
vided in the States where illiterate colored children live, especially in 
those portions of the States that are sparsely settled, the agricultural, 
the working portions. I desired to know that, because I think the laws 
of those States provide that the colored children and the white chil- 
dren shall not be educated in the same school, in the same building. 

Now I would ask my friend from New Hampshire, who has given so 


I have this to say, however, that upon an examination of the Sena- | much time and attention to this matter, if there are any statistics any- 


tor’s argument it will be found that he has utterly failed to meet any 
substantial point that I made. I donotmeanto say that he has evaded | 


or that he has dodged the real points and issues presented in my re- 
marks and arising out of the bill. I simply mean to say that he has | 


not met them. 
With one more remark, Mr. President, I shall have nothing further 


| where which show the number of schools in the Southern States for the 


education of colored children. 

Mr. BLAIR. There isa table in the speech which I had the honor 
of making some time ago. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does the table state that? 

Mr. BLAIR. It does; it gives the statistics of the last five years. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I thought I had read all the Senator’s speech | 
and all the statistics on the subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will proceed with his remarks, I will | 
find the table for him. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have been looking for it anxiously fur the last | 
two weeks, for this reason: The tenth section of this bill provides that | 
none of this fund shall be used for constructing buildings. I offered 
two amendments some time ago, but no progress on the amendments | 
will be reached during this session apparently, and therefore I desire 
to get the information now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Table 8, on page 2198 of the REcorD of the 19th of | 
March, ‘‘ Colored schools and colored-school enrollment in the Southern 
States for five years, from 1877 to 1881, both dates inclusive [prepared 


by the United States Bureau of Education],’’ shows that the number | 


of colored public schools in 1877 was 10,792; in 1878, 14,247; in 1879, 


The normal schools for secondary instruction, universities, and colleges, 


schools of theology, schools of law, schools of medicine, schools for the | 
blind and deaf mutes, are all contained in the same table relating | 


wholly to colored students, and of course the Senator will hardly care 
to have me read the details. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; that is not necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
ways a school-house where there is a school. 
lection of statistics there are general data as to the number of school- 
houses. If that information is not in this table it is in a report which 
I had the honor to submit. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like to know as to the number of school- 
houses. What is the area covered by the table the Senator read ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The colored children in the Southern States. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
ber of school-houses for colored children? 

Mr. BLAIR. I say that it is fair to assume that there is a school-house 
where there is a school, and the number of these schools by the latest 
returns we have of an official character is 17,248. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I probably omitted to look at that table in 
reading the Senator’s remarks. What is the comparison between the 
number of schools for colored children and for whites ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That aggregate will be found in the table. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Has the Senator any general idea as to the pro- 
portion ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not state the proportion now. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That was the fact I desired to know. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is over a third, and very nearly one-half, I think. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. A third in these States. There are one-third as 
many schoois for the education of colored children as for the education 
of white children; and yet in these States or in some of them the illit- 
erate colored children exceed the illiterate whites. Therefore youstart 
with a majority of children needing education with a minority of the 
schoois. That is the point I desired to get at. 


This bill prevents the expenditure of any of this money for building | 


school-houses, and why? You pass this bill, and in one year when com- 
plaint is made that this money is not equitably distributed so that the 
colored children may reap its benefits, you will be answered then by the 
fact that your very bill prevents it; your very bill prevents an equality 
of education among the illiterates in the South, because the biil itself 


says that none of this money shall be used for the construction of build- | 


ings. 
Mr. BLAIR. It ought to bestated in that connection that the super- 
intendents of education for the Southern States, quite a number of them 
and the best-informed educators having local knowledge, say they will 
find buildings, thongh they may not happen to be constructed as school- 
houses, specifically for that purpose, to hold their schools until they can 
construct them. If they can obtain money to pay teachers and can get 
books, they will establish schools and build houses of a permanent 
character hereafter. There areinnumerable buildings of a public char- 
acter, and many of the mansions of the South, the plantation houses 
all through the South that are unoccupied, and yet on the whole suita- 
ble buildings which may be occupied for schools. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator permit me. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator from Nebraska to say that 


the statistics presented here exhibit the disproportion of one-third of 


the colored children to two-thirds of white children ? 
_ Mr. VAN WYCK. No; that was in regard to school-houses, build- 
ings 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that the school fund is equally distrib- 
uted in my own State and everywhere else in the South as far as I know. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The proportion stated is the opinion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say a word further to the Senator from Ne- 
braska. His point is that there is no way tospend the first year’s money 
because there is nowhere to hold the schools the first year. I have replied 
to that and in a way that is satisfactory to those who are interested in 
the education of the Southern children. But there is an amendment 
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| to get on temporarily until school-houses could be built. 


| agrees with me that that section should be stricken out and that pro- 
14,341; in 1880, 16,669; in 1881, 17,248; and the enrollment of colored 
children has increased gradually from 571,506 in 1877 to 802,372 in 1881. | 


| expenditures of this money, and of course that is the important thing 
| The section provides: 


In regard to the number of school-houses, there is al- 
In other parts of the col- | to} ? 

children of the school age prescribed by the law of the State or Territory 
| wherein the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to each child an oppor- 
| tunity for common-school and, so far as may be, of industrial education ; and to 
| this end existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be aided, and 
| new ones may be established, as may be deemed best in the several localities. 


Has the Senator any information as to the num- | 
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offered here to which I personally will give very hearty support, the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Dlinois [Mr. LoGan] look- 
ing to the immediate stimulation at least of the construction of perma- 
nent and suitable school-houses. There is no doubt, I think, that thot 
is a deficiency in the bill. I would have been very glad to have in 
cluded originally a provision in it looking to the construction of school- 
houses, but it seemed to be thought by the Southern people that if they 
could only get money to pay teachers, in some way they would contrive 
It is for that 
among other reasons that I felt a very strong opposition to any amend- 
ment of the bill which looks to the fettering of the local power in the 
expenditure of the fund for the construction of school-houses. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Since the Senator is satisfied that the bill needs 
amendment in that respect, I need dwell no more on that point. He 


vision should be made for building school-houses. So he sees the torce 
of the fact that if we do not so provide, in a year or so we shall be an- 
swered by the statement that the bill prevented it. 

I desire, because we are on details now, to refer to the next section, 
which I should like to call the Senator’s attention to, as it refers to the 


Spe. 11. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used in the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as 
to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privileges to all the 


I wish to know the intention of this language, ‘‘not sectarian in 
| character.’’ I have an amendment to strike that out, but that will 
evidently not be reached this session on account of the great constitu- 
tional question that is being discussed. 
| Mr. BLAIR. To relieve the Senator I suggest that he move to 
| amend that section by striking out all after the semicolon at the end of 
the word ‘‘education,’’ in the eighth line. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwas only anxious to know why this clause 
crept into the bill, the expression ‘‘ public schools not sectarian im 
| character.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I will then explain to the Senator, although saying 
that to save time I shall be perfectly willing that his amendment be 
adopted provided it tales out the entire section after the semicolon, in 
line 8. There are many public schools in this country which receive 
assistance from public funds which are sectarian in character. Many 
| of the statesmen of this country have thought that in no event should 
public money derived by universal taxation be expended for the pro- 
| motion, however indirectly, of the interests of any one denomination; 
and we have as the Republican party, I think, proposed at one time an 
amendment to the Constitution that none of the common-school money 
| of the country should be expended for sectarian purposes. 

It seemed to me in drafting the bill, and I still look at it in that 
light, that in perhaps New Orleans and other cities of the South, and 
in those cities of the North where there is assistance furnished to Cath- 
olie schools, and they are the only means of instruction of a large mass 
of the school population, there would be a very natural inclination to 
appropriate a part of this money tothe support of those sectarian schools; 
and so as to schools of the Episcopalian and other denominations which 
maintain public schools, substantially public in their nature; and unless 
there was an inhibition in the bill they might come to be partially sus- 
| tained by appropriations from the Treasury of the United States if this 
bill should become a law. 

Therefore it was that this clause was added to the section; but it hav- 
ing been objected to by the Senator, and as I really think that other 
| provisions in the bill provide explicitly in such a way that no money 
can go to the support of sectarian schools, I am perfectly willing that 
this clause shall be stricken out of section 11. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Dol! understand the Senator to say that there 
are public schools, common schools—because I understand public schools 
to he common schools—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not, necessarily. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Are there any common schools in any State of 
this Union that are at all sectarian ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that I feel like occupying the session 
| by taking time to answer that question, because the term ‘‘ common 
| schools’ is not used in the particular section which is being now dis- 

cussed; the term is ‘‘ public schools,’’ and I have given to the Senator 
my explanation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Public schools are those that are sustained out 
of the public Treasury, I understand, by a tax upon the people or by 
the proceeds of public lands, or by whatever fund the public may 
supply. Can the Senator call our attention to any public schools in 
any State that are at all sectarian in character ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it of conseyuence to the Senator if he can have his 
amendment adopted without the consumption of further time? Ihave 
given my reasons, and if it was necessary to take the time I could sus- 
tain them. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK 


Now we are getting on very well. We are get- 





























































ting the details of the bill in reasonable shape. The Senator desires, 
or evidently will consent, to my amendment; but I wondered how a pro- 
vision like that as to ‘** public schools notsectarian in character’’ could 
creep into this bill from this Committee on Education and Labor 
Some days ago I proposed an amendment to strike out the words ** not 
sectarian in character \t the present rate of progress the amend- 
ment will probably be not reached this session, and hence I desired the 


Senator in charge of this bill to explain just what was meant by the 
words I wish to have stricken out 

Phere are no public schools of a sectarian character. Then why these 
words as a gratuitous thrust against a sect which has done more foredu- 
cation than any other? The world is indebted to the Catholic Church 
trom the time of the Dark Ages, when she preserved the literature of the | 
centuries preceding, and in our earlier history, when she established 
missions and schools among the Indians, until now she is aiding toedu- | 
the 1 man, and gathers her own children into parochial 


cate colored 
schools 


{ religion whose creed we may not indorse and whose faith we may | 
not believe is preferable to infidelity hid under the mask of “liberal | 
Christianity.’ l'o-day nothing is so intolerant as this boasted liberal- 
ism, which, under the pretense of blotting out sects, has united with 
sectarianism inthe attempt to drive the Bible from the common schools, 
and is ever trying to weaken that sentiment which steadies the progress 
of reform in the State, which sanctions the pure and good in society, 
tending to make liberty more enduring. 

I have said this much in regard to these words which were thrust 
into this bill evidently without any purpose or any object. I could not 
be and did not, and do not now, that it was in deference to the | 
system of infidelity which I have characterized in these few words, and | 
I rejoice that gentlemen advocating this bill are willing that the clause | 
should be stricken from it 


neve 





The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it have suited him better to have omitted the 
clause and have provided that this aid should be given to public schools 
which are sectarian in character ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; there was no occasion that there should 
be anything in regard to *‘ sectarian ’’ in the bill; but the Senator has 
spoken of the Catholic Church, and if because Catholics choose to edu- 
cate their own children in some belief rather than that they should be 
brought up and taught infidelity, this clause was meant as a thrust at 
them, then I desired to characterize it as I have. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was no such purpose, and the Senator can not 
expect success in the use of any language that would have a tendency 
to impute to me the purpose ofan insult to the Catholic Church. 
millions of our fellow-citizens are within the pale of the Catholic Church 
to-day, and I respect her for what she has done for mankind. I never 
rejoice more than I do when she extends her borders, save when the 


Does the Senator from Ohio yield ? | 


to conquer the world and to give salvation to mankind. 
had no peculiar reference to the Catholic Church. 
are schools under the bounties of other denominations, and their schools 


stances; 
no other way. But it did seem to me proper when we are taxing all 


denominations and people of no denomination for the money which 


at large, that we should make provision that if any of this money were 
appropriated to the maintenance of what are not properly common 
schools, but which are yet properly public schools— publicsubstantially 
in their character—none of it should be appropriated for the mainte- 
nance of denominational or sectarian schools. So far as the Catholic 
Church is concerned, I respect it quite as much as I imagine does my 
friend from Nebraska 

Mr. VOORHEES rose 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that the Senator will withhold that motion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I make it subject to the wish of the Senator from 
Ohio 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
Hampshire ? 

Mr. BLAIR. As I gave notice last night, I desire to ask the Senate 
to remain in session in order to dispose of the bill, and under no cir- 
cumstances to adjourn at this early hour. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is utterly impossible from my knowledge 
of what is to come. I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from New York? 


Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


What is the object of the Senator from New 
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Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President 
Mr. BLAIR. Ido not object to the Senator’s amendment. I under- 
stand the purpose of it. | 


Eight | 


Protestant forms of religion, in which I more especially believe, go forth | 
These words | 
All over the South | 
are substantially public—public to the colored children in many in- | 
public to white children of the South who get education in | 


is to be expended for the removal of the illiteracy of the United States | 


Does the Senator from Indiana yield | 






») 


am, 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I do not, unless for formal business. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask the Senator from Indiana to 
withdraw the motion to adjourn that I may submit a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business and then adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that neither motion will prevail. We may as 
well test the matter on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VOORHEES. insist on my motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question, and declared that the 
ayes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for a division. 

Mr. BLAIR. The yeas and nays may as well be taken. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). The Senator 
from Iowa[ Mr. ALLISON ] was compelled to be absent from the Chamber 
for a few minutes, and I paired with him. I presume that he would 
vote *‘ nay ’’ on this question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know; I presume so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw my vote in consequence of my pair 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote is withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


I ask for 


YEAS—18 
Bayard, Farley, Jackson, Vest, 
Beck, Garland McPherson Voorhees, 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Williams. 
Call Hampton, Morgan, 
Coke, Harris Pendleton, 


NAYS—27 


| Blair, George, Lapham, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome Logan, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Harrison, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Conger, Hawley Miller of Cai., Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Dolph, Hoar Mitchell, Wilson. 
Edmunds, Lamar, Pike, 

ABSENT—31 

Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Fair, Kenna Sawyer, 
Anthony, Frye Mahone Sherman, 

| Bowen, Gorman Manderson Slater, 

| Butler Hale, Morrill, Vance, 

| Camden, Ingalls, Palmer Van Wyck 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Plumb, Walker. 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the Senator from Ohio prefers to 
proceed with his remarks in the morning rather than proceed to-night. 
It is now half after 5 o’clock. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was called). I 
desire to say that my colleague [Mr. MANDERSON ] is paired on the edu- 
-ational bill with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 
| The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
| 29, nays 15; as follows:9 
YEAS—29. ~ 
Bayard, 


Garland, Lapham, Ransom, 

Beck, Gibson, Logan, Sewell, 
Call, Groome, McPherson, Van Wyck, 

| Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 

| Coke, Harris, Miller of N.Y., Voorhees. 

| Dolph, Hawley, Morgan, 

Farley, Hill, Pendleton, 

| Frye, Jackson, Plumb, 

} 

NAYS—15. 

| Blair, Edmunds, Lamar, Platt, 

| Brown, George, Miller of Cal., Pugh, 

| Colquitt, Harrison, Mitchell, Wilson. 

| Conger, Hoar, Pike, 

ABSENT—22. 

| Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Allison, Dawes, Kenna, Saulsbury, 

| Anthony, Fair, Me Millan, Sawyer, 

| Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, Sherman, 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Slater, 
Camden, Ingalls, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Palmer, Walker, 


Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, Wiliams. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After eight minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
| p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1884. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
D.D., LL. D., bishop of lowa. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read and approved. 


Prayer by Right Rev. W. S. PERRY, 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
210) requiring the Secretary of War to furnish copies of certain muster- 
rolis to the governor of the State of Ohio; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
on account of sickness. 

ADDITIONAL FOLDERS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iask by unanimous consent to introduce 
for reference to the Committee on Accounts the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is here- | 


by, authorized to employ twelve additional Jaborers in the House folding-room 
for the purpose of folding speeches, to be paid out of the contigent fund of the 
House, at the rate of $720 per annum while employed: Provided, That the said 
twelve additional employés shall be dropped from the roll ofthe Doorkeeper at a 
period not more than one month after the expiration of the present session. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is the usual resolution. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was received and referred 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I now send to the desk. 
I am satisfied that there will be no objection made to it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of each member of the House one 


copy of the hearings had before and testimony taken by the Committee on | 


Ways and Means on what is known as the * Morrison tariff bill.”’ 


Mr. ANDERSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be referred. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. 

a memorial for reference. 


The SPEAKER. The title of the memorial will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


This is already in print, I will say. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer 


Memorial of the bondholders of the Northern Pacific Railroad praying to be | 
heard before the Committee onthe Public Lands on the bill declaring the forfeit- | 


ure of the lands granted, and asking Congress to protect their interests. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the memorial will be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk, and put the same upon its 

e. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1212) to extend the duration of the Court of Commissioners of Ala- 
bama Claims, and for other purposes. 


a RANDALL, Mr. HOLMAN, and others demanded the regular 
order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded is equivalent 
to an objection. 

The regular order is the morning hour for the call of committees for 
reports. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
of committees. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House do now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of general appropriation bills, my object being to call up for con- 


I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call 


sideration the bill making appropriations for the Indian service for the | 


next fiscal year. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading of the 
bill for information be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, if the House will give me its attention 
for a few moments I will endeavor to give such an explanation of the 
bill as I hope will rob it of n i friction and prevent much useless 
debate. 

The bill under consideration is divided into seven distinct heads 
Under the first will be found the appropriations for the current and con 
tingent expenses of the Indian service. The estimates under this first 
head for the next fiscal year, as submitted by the Department, amount 
to $313,300. 

The bill recommends the appropriation of $198,900, or less than the 
estimates by $114,400, and $1,500 in excess of the appropriation for the 
current year. Under this head, sir, are made appropriations for the sai- 
aries of Indian agents, regular and special, of interpreters, inspectors, 
school superintendents, and their incidental and traveling expenss 
The great difference between the estimates submitted by the Depart- 
ment and the amount recommended by the bill is accounted for prin: 
pally in this way: In nearly every case the Department has estimated 
for an increase of the salaries of Indian agents. Inmy judgment, sir, 
careful attention should be paid to the question of the salaries of the 
| Indian agents. We had not the time, nor had we the information, to 
| enable us to determine how or in what manner the increase of salaries 
| should be made. My judgment is that if the Department expects to 
command the services of Indian agents of character, of reputation, of 
undoubted honesty, the Government will ultimately be obliged to in- 
crease their salaries. In the main the salaries provided for by this bill 
are exactly those of the last year. In one or two instances there is a 
| slight decrease. In the case of the Indian agent at the Navajo agency 
there has been an incred&e of $500, especially on the recommendation 
of the Department, and which seemed to be absolutely necessary to thi 
committee. His being in charge of 17,000 Indians, scattered over a res- 
ervation one hundred miles square, encountering great difficulties in 
their management, requiring great judgment and an immense amount 
ofindustry and activity, we deemed it due to him that thesalary should 
be restored to $2,000, which it originally was when he went there and 
took charge of the agency. 

Under the second head will be found the appropriations for the ful- 
filling of treaties with Indian tribes. Some of the amounts fixed by 
treaty are absolute, and in such cases the full amount has been appro- 
priated. Inother treaties the stipulations in regard to the support are 
flexible, and the appropriations have been decreased. 

I would call the attention of the House here to the policy, which in 
my judgment is a wise policy, which has been inaugurated by the Gov- 
ernmentin regard to the support of the Indians, the idea being to grad- 
ually withdraw their support so as to encourage them to industry, to 
make them feel that eventually this support must cease entirely, and 
then upon their own exertions will depend their existence and their 
progress. 

The estimates under this head called for $3,681,826.31; while the 
amount appropriated for the current year was $2,671,085.91; and the 
amount recommended in the bill is $2,551,703.10, or less than the ap- 
propriations for the current year by $119,382.81, and less by $1,130,- 
123.21 than the estimates. 

The decrease from the bill for last yearis found in the declared policy 
| of the Government to which I have just made reference. That is, grad- 
ually making the Indian tribes self-supporting. And in order to do 
this we must gradually withdraw their support, teaching them this sup- 
port must decrease and thus stimulating them to habits of indusiry and 
labor, and making them independent. The vast difference of $1,130,- 
123.21 between the estimates and the amount recommended by the bill 
is accounted for by the fact that the estimates are drawn upon the basis 
of all that could possibly be due to the Indians under the treaties. For 
instance, thesixth article of our treaty with the Navajo tribe of date June 
1, 1868, provides that the United States shall furnish a school-house 
and a teacher for every thirty Indian children who could be induced to 
attendschool. The Department estimates for a school-house and teacher 
for every thirty of these children of that tribe and asks for the sam of 
$189,100; while the fact is that there are but twoschools, with an attend- 
ance of less than one hundred pupils. The bill gives under that item 
$10,000. In allowing this sum we were guided by the fact that the 
process of education must be gradual. We believe that $10,000 would 
organize three new schools and support them, and that if the Indians 
showed a disposition to avail themselves of educational advantages the 
schools could be gradually increased in numbers year by year. 
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this single illustration as explanatory of the reasons which exist for 
the great difference between the estimates of the Department and the 
amount recommended by the bill. 

There is one of these treaties which calls for special attention in our 


legislation. I refer now especially to the treaty with the Sioux tribe; | 


and in this connection I might mention the treaty with the confeder- 
ated bands of Utes. I regard both of these treaties as ill-advised, prej- 
udicial to the interests of the Government, and also prejudicial to the 
interests of the Indian, because provision is made in them that is in 
fact eternal for the support of those Indians. Weare obliged absolutely 
to support every man, woman, and child of those two tribes as long as 
time lasts. 

In my judgment, sir, this is wrong. In my judgment, if we thus 
invite the Indian to idleness and vagrancy he will accept the invitation. 
I believe that this treaty should be modified so as to make the amount 
of their support gradually decrease from year to year, letting them know 
in the course of time it will cease, that they may be stimulated to habits 
of industry. 

Under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous supports’’ are to be found appro- 
priations for the support, care, education, and civilization of various 
Indians amounting to $1,117,000, which is $471,300 less than the esti- 
mate, and $64,000 less than the appropriation for the current year. 

Nearly all the items under this head have been decreased under the 
policy to which I have had reference with the view of rendering these 
Indiansself-sustaining. A few of the items have been increased because 
of insufliciency of appropriation for the current year. The bill for the 
current year was most carefully and ably drawn by my friend and col- 
league on thecommittee, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]; but 
estimating for certain Indian tribes of Montana and the Haulapais In- 
dians, he did not take into consideration the fact that the game had en- 
tirely disappeared from those reservations, and he did not foresee that 
if drought and frost should occur it would ruin the crops. This could 
not be foreseen, and therefore no human foresight could ‘have provided 
against this deficiency. 

In regard to the items for these Indians, those facts have been taken 
into consideration and the amounts have been increased. 

Under the fourth head will be found the appropriations for the sup- 
port of the schools. Under this head provision is made for the sup- 
port of established Indian schools. Theestimate was$1,600,300. The 
bill recommends $785,000, which is $815,220 less than the estimates, 
but is in excess of the appropriations for the current year by $134,880. 

The problem of Indian education, in my judgment, is solved in favor 
of the Indian. The reports from all the schools show the most com- 
mendable degree of progress on the part of Indian pupils both as to 
mental development and a disposition toward industry. Instances 
almost pathetic in their details are given of the eagerness of the Indian 
for instruction. The policy recently adopted of extending the benefits 
of education and industrial training to Indian girls as well as boys is 
attended with the most gratifying success. The bill under considera- 
tion aims to develop the head and the heart of the Indian and to train 
his hands to useful labor, and not to sustain him in idleness. I am 
profoundly convinced that this is the true policy. 

Since I have been engaged in the preparation of this bill I have seen 
more than twenty men, the representatives of various tribes, who were 
educated, robed in the habiliments of civilization, well-mannered, and 
perfectly capable of taking care of themselves in the arena of life. 

Fifth. Under the head of general, incidental, and miscellaneous ex- 
penses will be found provisions for the pay of Indian police, for ex- 
penses of telegraphing, for purchasing and transporting supplies for the 
support of Indian industrial schools, and for the establishment of other 
schools. The estimates for this purpose amount to $1,127,913, while 
the appropriations for the current yearamount to $565,800. Theamount 
for this purpose recommended in this bill is $599,800, or $528,113 below 
the estimates, and $34,000 below the amount appropriated for the cur- 
rent year. The increase over the appropriations for the current year 
is owing to augmented recommendations for educational purposes in 
the establishment of industrial schools. 

That the amount recommended by the bill for this purpose is nearly 
$600,000 below the estimates is attributable to the tact that large esti- 
mates have been made for certain tribes that appear to be doing well 
enough now, and there are included also in the estimates certain agree- 
ments with certain tribes which are too vague and indefinite to form 
the basis of any considerable expenditure. 

Sixth. Under the head of interest of trust funds and stocks, the rec- 
ommendations of the bill are exactly in accordance with the estimates. 
They are fixed by law, and are precisely the same as the appropriations 
for the current fiscal year. The estimates for this purpose amount to 
$95,170, and the recommendation of the bill is for the same amount. 

The total amount estimated by the Department for this service is 
$8,466,809.91. The appropriations for the current year were $5,360,- 
655.91. The total amount recommended by this bill is $5,347,653.10, 
which is $3,119,156.81 Jess than the estimates, and $13,002.81 less than 
the appropriations for the current fiscal year. If we deduct from this 
bill the item of $20,000 for the starving Hualapais Indians, which isa 
deficiency, and urgent in its character, the appropriations contained in 
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| 
the bill are really $33,002.81 less than the appropriations for the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

I think it proper now to call the attention of the Committee of the 
| Whole to some provisions of general legislation contained in this bill. 
I may say here that I am opposed in principle to general legislation on 
appropriation bills. But there were some items that seemed to me so 
apposite and so germane to this bill and so urgent in their character that 
I thought it proper to ask the Committee on Appropriations to place 
them on the bill. The committee unanimously agreed with me. 

One of the provisions, based upon the most urgent recommendation 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, aims at preventing and utterly 
breaking up the whisky traffic among the Indians. The great curse of 
the Indian tribes, the great difficulty in the way of the civilizing influ- 
ences with which we seek to guide these people aright, is the whisky 
traffic as pointed out by report after report of the Indian agents. The 
Department asked for $5,000 for the purpose of detecting, prosecuting, 
and punishing men who surreptitiously séll liquor to the Indians. The 
committee have framed such a provision and have proposed an amend- 
ment to two of the sections of the Revised Statutes. 

By sections 2139 and 2140 of the Revised Statutes, I think, it is made 
a sufficient defense to any prosecution of any person for selling liquor 
to the Indians that it was done by authority of the War Department. 
Those two sections have been amended so as to take away that de- 
fense. 

An amendment which will probably be offered by my friend from 
Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS], and to which I have no objection, and 
which I think is right, perfectly guards officers and soldiers of the 
United States Army in regard to having and keeping liquors for their 
own use at forts and military posts within Indian reservations. I call 
upon the House to sustain the committee in this item of general legis- 
lation. If they will peruse the reports of the Indian agents they will 
find that liquor-selling to the Indians is the curse of the Indian. Nat- 
urally a savage, he is made more so when inflamed by liquor; and all 
the efforts made to educate him and civilize him, to bring him to the 
light in which we walk, are constantly thwarted, and he is driven back 
from the course in which we seek tolead him. It behooves us as intel- 
ligent, humane, and enlightened men, caring for these people, peculiarly 
and particularly the wards of the Government, to takeaway from them 
this temptation. 

Another item of general legislation will be found in the last section 
of this bill. It requires all Indian agents every year to make a com- 
plete census of the Indians at their agencies, or upon the reservations 
under their charge; the number of males above 18 years of age; the 
number of females above 14 years of age; the number of school chil- 
dren between the ages of 6 and 16 years; the number of school-houses 
at each agency; the number of schools in operation, and the attendance 
at each, and the names of teachers employed, and the salaries paid such 
teachers. 

This is absolutely necessary in order to give future committees on ap- 
propriations and future Congresses intelligent facts by which to guide 
their action. We have to make appropriations for the school children 
pro rata, and if we do not know the number of them we can not know 
what amount to appropriate. 

Under certain stipulations in certain treaties we are obliged to give 
girls above the age of 14 years somuch clothing and boys above the age 
of 18 so much clothing. And unless we know the number of Indians 
above those ages, or within those ages, it is impossible for us to legis- 
late intelligently. We should therefore have this information. 

In the preparation of this bill I have been struck with three facts. 
One is that the Indian is wholly without the courts. I believe that 
the benefits of the courts should be extended to him. I believe that 
he should have the means to coerce men to keep their contracts with 
him, men or corporations. I believe that the courts should be seized of 
jurisdiction of offenses committed by the white man against the Indian 
and also by an Indian against an Indian. 

I believe if the paternal care of the Government was extended over 
him and he could be made to feel that he was protected by the laws of 
the United States it would develop in him a loyalty and a tendency 
toward civilization. I believe it would tend to make him feel that the 
United States did have care for him and that he was more and more a 
man. But the committee had not time to consider a question of such 
magnitude and which should employ the very best qualities of states- 
manship in its consideration. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman; I believe that we should soon take 
steps toward making these people citizens. I believe the door of citi- 
zenship should be opened to them. I believe that if we could make 
them citizens, if we could interest them in the Government-—of course 
this must be a gradual process, it can not be done all at once, but if, as 
they attain certain degrees of intelligence, certain degrees of education, 
a certain measure of independence and self-support, they should be in- 
vested with citizenship—if this can be done, attachment to the Govern- 
ment, attachment to the flag, attachment to the traditions of the coun- 
try would come, and we would find it would make of them good citizens. 
Mr. LONG. And the barbaric element would go? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir; as the gentleman from Massachusetts remarks, 
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the barbaric element would go, and I believe we should take this step | 
very soon. These people now feel that they are ostracized, that they | 
are outside, that the Government has no care for them except to keep | 
them from the warpath. They feel no interest in the Government | 
whatever. And I do not wonder at it after the hundred years of dis- 
honor which has characterized the actions of the Government toward | 
them. Citizenship, the courts, and the schools—these are the agencies. 
which are to solve the Indian problem, and solve it in the interest of 
humanity and of Christianity. 

Mr. Chairman, in walking toward the Senate did you ever pause in 
that corridor beneath the great Dome where art has given to immortal- 
ity some of the most striking scenes in American history and look at the 
figures which appear in bas-relief over the four doors which lead to the 
Rotunda? If you turn to the eastern door, there are figures represent- 
ing the Indian meeting the Puritan Fathers, as their shallops scraped 
on the rocks of the New England shore, with ears of corn in his hand. 
If you turn to the northern door, another group illustrates the Indian 
striking hands with William Penn and entering into a treaty of amity 
and friendship. If you turn to the western door, another group illus- 
trates the oft-told story of the Indian maiden shielding with her form 
and hands and supplications the white man from the uplifted blow of 
the war-club. 

If you turn to the southern door, there is the reward of the Indian. 
The pioneer with one foot on the body of a slain Indian is in deadly con- 
flict with another whose unguarded and exposed side is about to receive 
the deadly knife. I never pass there without thinking of the conduct 
of the Government towardtheIndian. And I trust, sir, that youand I 
and all present may live long enough to see another group added. I 
trust that some genius will give there another group which will repre- 
sent the atonement of the Government. I would have it the genius of 
Columbia raising from the dust and ashes of his supersition, of his idle- 
ness, of his savagery, thisred man. I am no enthusiast. I do not 
believe in the ideal Indian. I believe in taking him up from all he now 
is, clothing him in the habiliments of civilization, developing his head, 
Christianizing his heart, and pointing him on the upward and onward 
path toward a continued and peaceful prosperity. terrae 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I would beg any gentleman who desires any 
further information about this bill to ask me any question, because 
probably in that way, this being a business bill, I hope it will be at- 
tended with as little debate as possible and put through as rapidly as 
possible. If any gentleman desires information I will be glad to give 
it to him. 

Mr. KASSON. I should like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana a 
question touching the eighth section. I desire first, however, with great 
sincerity, to congratulate the gentleman from Louisiana not only on the 
clearness of his statement touching the contents of this bill, but more yet 
on that enlightened appreciation which he seems to me to have shown of 
the entire Indian problem. I always fear in these Indian appropriation 
bills that the boast of a member of the Appropriations Committee will 
be that he has cut down right and left in the mere matter of retaining | 
money in the Treasury of the United States. I renew my congratula- | 
tions to the gentleman, and the committee which has authorized him in 
this respect, that he has seemed in this bill to endeavor to provide for 
the growing demands of the policy which the entire country approves 
of advancing the civilization of the Indian. 

With these remarks by way of expressing my appreciation of what 
he has said, I now call his attention to the eighth section of the bill, 
which provides for the case of fraudulent or erroneous accounts. It 
provides— 

That any disbursing or other officer of the United States or other person who 
shall knowingly present or cause to be presented, &c. 

Referring to the presentation of fraudulent accounts. 

Reading further in the same section, beginning with the twentieth 
line, I find it provided— 

That the officers and persons by and between whom the business is transacted 


shall be presumed to know the facts in relation to the matter set forth in the 
voucher, account, or claim. 











This clause seems to me to eliminate the usual feature of punitory 
laws, that an act to be punishable must be willful, must have been com- 
mitted with a fraudulent or criminal intent. I simply speak of the 
matter now so that attention may be given to it when we reach that | 
part of the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. This provision is precisely the same as that adopted | 
last year. It seems to me to explain itself fully. But when we reach 
it in the consideration of the bill by paragraphs I shall be very glad | 
indeed to hear and accept any suggestion from the gentleman; for I | 
a that in statesmanship and wisdom he has hardly a peer in this | 

ouse. 

_ Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. ELLIs] a question in regard to the provision beginning at 
line 993 of the bill, ‘‘for care, support, and education of Indian chil- 
dren at industrial, agricultural, mechanical, and other schools.’’ I de- 
sire to know whether this appropriation is large enough to provide for 
the extension of that mode of caring for Indian children. 

Mr. ELLIS. We have endeavored to make it so. It is a large in- 
crease over the appropriation of last year. 
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Mr. CHACE. How much was the appropriation last year ? 

Mr. ELLIS. The general appropriation for 1884 was $75,000, the 
same as this; but in this bill we have made separate provision for the 
Lincoln school at Philadelphia, the support of which for the current 
year is taken from the general appropriation. The appropriation in 
this bill for the Lincoln school is $33,400, which is substantially an 
addition of that amount to the appropriation made last year. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I could wish that every appropriation in this bill 
for day schools for Indians on reservations had been taken out and 
transferred to a separate item, because it is my deliberate judgment 
that none of the day schools on reservations are of any earthly use. 

Mr. CHACE. Then I understand that the gross increase in the ap- 
propriation for the support to schools is about $33,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHACE. What is the decrease of the appropriation for mis- 
cellaneous supports? 

Mr. ELLIS. The appropriation for miscellaneous supports is $64,- 
000 less in this bill than the appropriation for the same purposes last 

ear. 

Mr. CHACE. Is there any provision in this bill—I have not been 
able to find any—by which the Government will fulfill its agreement 
with the Dakota Indians under a treaty made with them? I refer to 
those Indians that were before the House in the emergency appropria- 
tion bill in the early part of this session. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that by the terms of the treaty to which I refer these Indians were 
to relinquish their reservation to the Government in consideration of 
which they were to receive $50,000 per annum. I am informed, and 
I believe correctly informed, that the Government has never ratified 
that treaty, but has taken the land, has removed the Indians from it, 
and has only paid them $35,000 a year. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman refer to the Moses band? 

Mr. CHACE. I do. 

A MEMBER. And to the Blackfeets. 

Mr. ELLIS. This matter was not brought to my attention until 
after the bill had been framed and passed through the committee. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman from Rhode Isiand [Mr. CHACE] 
refers to the Blackfeet tribe. 

Mr. ELLIS. I thought the gentleman referred to the Moses band, 
with whom the treaty has not been ratified. 

Mr. CHACE. Although the treaty has not been ratified, the Gov- 
ernment has taken the land, has possessed itself of the property of the 
Indians, without fulfilling the conditions of the contract. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is entirely characteristic of the policy of the Gov- 
ernment toward the Indians, a policy which I hope is soon to cease. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish tosuggest right here that this would be a most 
excellent time for the committee to change that policy and introduce 
into this bill an appropriation to pay those Indians the money that is 
absolutely due them by contract. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The committee in this bill has raised the amount 
$25,000; the last Congress gave but $45,000. 

Mr. CHACE. Why should not the appropriation be raised to the full 
amount? 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] is re- 
ferring to the appropriation for the Montana Indians. The item of 
which the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] speaks is to carry 
out the treaty which was made between the Secretary of the Interior 
and Chief Moses in regard to his band. That treaty has never been 
ratified by the Government of the United States. This matter was not 
brought to my attention until after this bill had been considered by the 
committee. It involves the whole question of the ratification of that 
treaty. My judgment is that the whole matter should be brought be- 
fore the Senate committee for its action. 

Mr. CHACE. I infer from what the gentleman from Louisiana says 
that if it can be considered in the Senate the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will not be indisposed to lend it its favorable action. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it is to be done at all, Mr. Chairman, why 
should it not be done here and now. If it is proposed not to be included 
in this bill, if it is not to be included here at this time, expecting that 
it will be inserted in the Senate, it seems to me to be a very strange 
proceeding to omit it from the bill and at the same time give notice in 
advance to the Senate that if it be inserted by them we will indorse it 
as soon as it reaches the House again. If it is right and is to be done 
at all, it ought to be done now. 

Mr. CHACE. I agree with the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman from Louisiana is right that this 
appropriation involves the ratification of an agreement. The case re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Rhode Island is the case of the Black- 
feet Indians. Some years ago the Government went on and made a 


| treaty with these Indians by which they were to give them $50,000 a 


year. That treaty was never ratified, but the Government went on to 


| sell the Indian lands just the same as if the treaty had been ratified. 


In the mean time Congress commenced to cut down the appropriation 
from $50,000 a year to $40,000, and then to $35,000 a year, until at last 
it was cut down as low as $25,000. That was one of the occasions of 
the deficiency supplied by the committee. I see by this bill the Com 

mittee on Appropriations has raised it to $45,000. 
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ELLIS. I will say wherever a treaty provided for a fixed sum 
paid the Indians that sum has been appropriated in this bill. 




















































































Mr. MAGINNIS. But there was no treaty to guide the committee 
in this case 

Mr. ELLIS. None 

Mr. MAGINNIS. But the facts are as I have stated them. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That part of the bill to which I wish to 


call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois provides that the 
rate shall not exceed $167 for each child. I have in my district an in- 
dustrial training-school for boys, in which many of the children of the 
poorer classes in Chicago are trained in the industrial arts. They have 
some twenty or thirty from the wild Indian tribes. I remember when 
I visited that institution last autumn I was told that this rate of $167 
was insufficient. Now, I desire simply to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill whether that amount has simply been taken from last year’s | 
figures, or whether the Committee on Appropriations have considered 
the question whether it can not be raised to the advantage of the In- 
dians without substantial loss to the Government? 


Mr. CHACE. Does the gentleman from Illinois refer to the Carlisle 
school ? | 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. No; but to the industrial training-school | 
in Illinois. I believe the same is the case everywhere. Now, at that | 
particular institution to which I refer in Illinois the rate last year was | 
$167 for each child, and it was alleged that was not enough. I do not | 


profess to be familiar with the subject, but I simply ask the gentleman 
from Louisiana in charge of this bill whether that question has been 
| hope the rate will be increased beyond $167 for each child, 
and I believe it will be not only to the advantage of the Indians them- 
selves, but will not result in any material loss to the Government. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I know that some of the best industrial schools in 
this country, on the Indian reservations, will take these children, if the 
Commissioner will send them there, for $100 apiece. 

Mr. ELLIS 
Appropriations, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois. 


raised 


In some 


ing are higher, it was considered that $200 was not an exorbitant rate. 
Out in the West, nearer the Indian reservations, we regarded $167 was 
enough 

Mr. STEELE. The colloquy going on between the gentleman in 
charge of the bill and other members of the House seems to be more 
in the nature of a private colloquy. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
gentlemen upon the floor, and the attention of the Chair has been called 
to it. It is impossible for gentlemen in other portions of the Hall to 
hear what is goingon, and the Chair therefore will request gentlemen 
taking the floor to address the House to comply with the rule which 
requires them to address the Speaker. 

Mr. ELLIS. If no other gentleman desires to ask me a question | 
will yield the floor, as I understand the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
HARDEMAN | desires to say something on this bill. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Mr. Chairman, when St. John the Divine wrote 
his book of Revelations he wrote an injunction to the seven churches of 
Asia, saying to them: ‘‘ He that hath an ear let him hear what the Spirit 
saith unto the churches.’’ I would like, sir, toemphasize that injunc- 
tion upon the ear of the membersof this House to-day during the short 
time that I will occupy the floor in this discussion. Recognizing, as I 
do, in all of its fullness the obligations of the General Government to 
carry out its treaty stipulations with the Indians, and knowing as I do 
that the interests of this bill will be ably conducted by the gentleman 
[Mr. ELiis] having it in charge, I shall say nothing upon it, but shall 
endeavor to bring to the consideration of the House the question of the 
propriety of taking from the Speaker’s table a bill reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture by the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
AIKEN ] proposing to make the Agricultural Department one of the Cab- 
inet bureaus of this Government, and ask its consideration and passage 
by this House. 

Not belonging, sir, to any of the standing committees that gives an 
individual a right to the floor when he pleases and to speak when he 
chooses, I have to avail myself of the latitudinarian rule applicable to 
the Committee of the Whole in addressing the House on this question, 
aud I merely ask a hearing for a short time while I shall endeavor to 
present the claims of that bill and the importance of the subject with 
which it deals. And for this privilege I am indebted to the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee [Mr. RANDALL], the able member 
{Mr. Exits] who has the bill in charge, and to my young friend who 
stands as the right bower of our Speaker, and whom I have learned to 
regard as one of our most useful, important, and efficient public officials. 

I mean Mr. Crutchfield. 

I am glad I can now consistently and cheerfully vote to sustain the 
report of the Committee on Agriculture in their recommendation to 
elevate the Bureau of Agriculture to a Cabinet position. As I said when 
the pleuro-pneumonia bill was under discussion, I had rather uphold 
than weaken the arm that would strike a blow on this floor to secure 
for agriculture a proper recognition from the law-makers of the country. 


| are too close and important to be ignored by our legislators. 


That question was considered by the Committee on | 


Indian schools, especially those further east, where the expenses of liv- | 


It has been objected to by quite a number of | 
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For what does the committee ask? Simply to give to agriculture that 
position in the councils of yourGovernment which her importance and 
vast capabilities and necessitiesdemand. The interests to be subserved 
by such a course are many and all-controlling, for upon them rest the 
prosperity of this country and the general welfare of the people. No 
one will gainsay the fact that agriculture is the foundation upon which 
is built every otherindustry. It enlarges our income, furnishes our ex- 
ports, builds up our commerce, supplies our factories; in fine, enters into 
every art, every calling, every trade, every industry in the land. No 
business is independent of its aid, and no government can afford to ig- 
nore its claims. As has been said by Dr. Johnson, ‘‘it not only gives 
riches to a nation, but the only riches she can call her own.’’ Itis the 
barometer that marks the rise and fall of nations. 

Rome’s decay dates from the decline of her agriculture, and every 
nation that does not foster and encourage it retards its own growth, if 
it does not court its own downfall. Its relations to our Government 
It is the 
very life and soul of the Republic. It stretches out its arm and lays 
hold of that country’s business in all its channels and ramifications. 
Look at your trade relations and tell me, what would they be without its 
supportand supply? Look at yourexport trade, amounting in the last 
fiscal year to $804,223,632; of this large amount agriculture furnished 
$619,269, 449—77 per cent. of the total value. It may be a matter of in- 
terest, considering its bearing on this question, to mark its growth in the 
export trade of the country. In 1850 it furnished $108,605,713 worth 
of products; 1860, $256,560,972; 1870, $361, 188,483; 1883, $619,269, 449; 
nearly doubling every decade. Of this last amount for 1883, $247,328,- 
721 came from the raw cotton of the cotton-growing States; $208, 040,850 
from the grain and cattle growing States. Now, sir, from what invest- 
ments came these large exportations? There are in the farms in this 
country 536,081,835 acres farm land, valued at $10,197,096,776; farm 
implements, valued at $406,520,055; live-stock, valued at $2,467,868, - 
524. 

Inaddition tothe capital invested, see the number of persons engaged 
| init. By your last census out of a population of 36,761,607 persons 
above the age of 10 years 17,390,990 were engaged in different occupa- 
tions; of this number 7,670,493 persons were engaged in agriculture, 
| 3,837,112 persons were engaged in manufacture, leaving 5,883,385 per- 
sons engaged in all other occuptions 

You see, sir, how many of your fellow-countrymen (nearly one-half 
| of those having any calling) are engaged in the noble work of agricult- 
ure. How many are enlisted in your armies and how many are afloat 
upon your waters? A comparatively small number, and yet to look after 
these soldiers and sailors and the interests they are organized to protest 
you have two Departmentsof the Government and spend annually mill- 
ions of dollars. While I make no war upon these Departments, I have 
thought both economy and efficiency demand they should be united 
under one head. But that is foreign to this discussion, and I only al- 
luded to it toshow, if it was important to have these two Departments, 
I assert, because of the great growth of agriculture in this country and 
of the magnitude of the interest connected with and dependent upon 
it, there is also an urgent necessity forthis Department of Government, 
and the vital interest of the country demands that the labor of the 
country, comprising, as I have shown, about half of your population 
over 10 years of age, should have a voice inthe councils of the Govern- 
ment. This is an age of progress and development in art, in science, 
in mechanics, and manufacture. These industries are mostly in our 
cities and towns and can avail themselves of all the appliances and 
essentials to growth and advancement. 

Agriculturists, from the nature of their vocation, are scattered and 
segregated, and can not therefore be reached as readily with sources of 
information and supplied with means of improvement; hence the greater 
necessity for an organized head who can look after the agricultural in- 
terest of the country, its industrial policy, its far-reaching influences, 
who will successfully stimulate improvements in culture, in fertiliza- 
tion, in scientific methods and soil tests, and above all who can present 
her claims around the high council board of the country. Upon what 
subject for Cabinet discussion has she not some interest, direct or re- 
mote? Who more interested in domestic or foreign commerce, in the 
carrying trade of the country, in the financial policy of the Govern- 
ment, every change of which effects them as sensitively asthe weather 
changes do the flowers; in its commercial relations, in its educational 
systems, in its social and political economy, in its laws of revenue and 
taxation, than the agriculturists of the country? And yet, sir, agri- 
culture has no voice around your council-boards, while others less strong 
in numbers and certainly no more useful members of the body politic 
have there their heads of Departments to guard their interests and ad- 
vance their cause. 

**But,’’ say you, ‘‘this can be done under the present organization of 
| the Department.’’ Sir, I deny it; asat present organized the very efficient 
| head of that Department can do but little else than formulate tables 

and distribute seed. His hands are tied by his subordinate position 
| and his efficiency is impaired because he has to speak through another 
(often not in full sympathy with him) of the wants of his Department, 
| of the industrial necessities of the country and the policies most essen- 
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tial to the growth of our industries and the advancement of that pro- 
fession which underlies our prosperity as a people and our greatness as 
a Government. How long, sir, will the labor of the country, which at 
last is the capital of the country, be denied its proper place in the coun- 
cils of that country? Here is a spectacle at which you can look with 
ever-increasing wonder: that the great industries of the nation, those 
that make its commerce, run its factories, fire its forges, dig its mines, 
build its cities, populate its workshops, and feed and clothe its people, 
industries in which every man, woman, and child in this broad land are 
deeply interested, are voiceless in the councils of your Government. 
Are not those who make the wealth of the country entitled to some of 


the benefits and honors of the Government? Are not the arts of peace | 
as essential to a nation’s prosperity and growth as those of war? If so, | 
let them stand upon an equal footing in the high courts of your Gov- | 


ernment. Let it not be longer said that agriculture (and I might add 
other industries) occupies a more subordinate place and has less done for 
it in the United States than in most of the civilized nations on earth. 
‘‘In 1877,” said the master of the last National Grange, in his excel- 
lent address, ‘‘ France appropriated for agriculture and commerce over 


$20,000,000; Russia, for agriculture and public lands, nearly $15,000,- 


000; Austria and Hungary, for agriculture alone, $5,500,000; Great 
Britain, $800,000; Sweden, $650,000; the United States for the same 
year, only $174,686. 

* T hold, Mr. Speaker, that it is to the interest of the Government that 
every member in that Government should feel his own personal relation 
to it, hisdependence upon and connection with it. Sucha feeling nerves 
his patriotic impulses and instills into his bosom a greater love for that 
Government; and the closer that relationship (if it be not a forced one) 
the stronger will be that attachment. Acting upon this principle, | 
would bring the farmer face to face with the powers that govern. 1 
would have him feel that his great industry is receiving from the Gov- 


ernment the consideration it deserves; not in the way of burdens, for | 


we all know how much of the burdens of Government are borne by the 
agriculture of the country. Sir, she is willing to bear her proportional 
part; this she will do without complaint; and she is further willing, 
sir, if necessary, in your tax laws raising revenue for the general pur- 
poses of the Government, that you should give (as far as can be done 
justly) incidental protection to the struggling industries of the country, 
for labor sympathizes with labor the world over; but, sir, while assent- 
ing to all this, she demands, while you tax her products, while she con- 
tributes to your export trade more, largely more, than all other indus- 
tries combined, while she has more persons engaged in her pursuits 
than in any other calling, who have so long and so patiently borne the 
inequalities of your tax laws, of your transportation systems, your trade 
laws, and your cold neglect—I say, in view of all these facts, she only 
demands a representation among those who shape the policy of Govern- 
ment and control its affairs. 

I ask you, sir, in view of the great interest involved, the large num- 
ber interested, the great benefits that will accrue from it, is this an un- 
reasonable request of the farmers of the country? Sir, the policy of 
this Government toward agriculture has been instrumental in retarding 
the growth of the country. As the great and gifted Webster said, Agri- 
culture, as far as the Government is concerned, is left to swim if it can, 
sink if it must. She has been isolated on account of governmental 
neglect, and has not realized in all its fullness the importance of manu- 
facturing industries to her success. Sir, this policy should cease, and 
agriculture should be drawn from her isolated position and brought in 
contact, close and intimate, with the manufacturing and other indus- 
tries of the country, for these are absolutely essential to her growth and 
prosperity. Let labor be brought in association with labor. - Bring her 
out from the retirement into which your neglect has driven her and let 
her take that high position in matters of government that her impor- 
tance and vast resources demand. Make for her, and other industries if 
you prefer, adepartment of state, known as the department of agricult- 
ure and industry, where they will have a voice in defending and ad- 
vancing their interests. Let that department have every facility neces- 


sary to accomplish the great objects contemplated in itscreation. Equip | 


it for practical and scientificexperiments. Make its botanical, entomo- 


logical, statistical, chemical, and mechanical branches equal to the pro- | 


gressive spirit of the age. Enable it by analyses of soils, vegetable 


products, fertilizers, and other materials to satisfy the growing demand | 


of the farmers of the country for this information, so important to suc- 
cessful culture and development. 

; Who, sir, can overestimate the value of the statistician, the entomolo- 
gist, the botanist, the chemist to the agriculturist, ay, sir, to the coun- 


try? The elevation of the bureau to a Cabinet position will enthuse | 
new life into the Departments and new hopes and new courage into | 


the hearts of the honest tillers of the soil, and these will redound to 
the best interests of the country. Make this department, then, one 
worthy of the Government and its greatest industry, not simply a bureau 
of seeds and Congressional canvass plants, and the agriculturists of the 
country will realize from your action that justice, though tardy, has at 
last been awarded them by a government so dependent upon them for 
material prosperity and financial independence. ‘‘ But,’’ says one, ‘‘ it is 
creating an additional office and thereby increasing the expenses of the 
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Government.’’ Sir, it isnot adding to the number of officers; it is only 
elevating the office and officer to the dignity of a Cabinet position. 1 
grant you it will cost a few thousand dollars more. Suppose it does. 
Who bears the burdens of your Government? Who pays more into your 
Treasury, who brings you more prosperity than your agriculturists, 
and who, therefore, should be more entitled to a fair and equitable con- 
sideration from the Government? As you elevate and advance this in- 
dustry you advance the growth and wealth of your Government. 

No one can deny the assertion that agricultural organizations and 
bureaus have been instrumental agencies in elevating agriculture, in- 
creasing its production, and enlarging its power and usefulness. And, 
sir, as agriculture grows in position and independence she stretches out 
her arms after other industries, and in these diversified pursuits may 
be found the grand elements of a nation’s wealth and a people's pros 
perity. The Government could adopt no wiser policy than to encour- 
age and foster it. Aid it by all the means in your power, and as you 
develop its great resources, other industries, that necessarily go hand in 
hand with it, will spring up, manufactures will be established, cities 
will be built, and this country, already made rich from field and farm 
j and dairy and workshop, will grow in greatness as she grows in years 

1 am aware, sir, there is a disposition among some to ridicule every 
attempt to advance art, science, physics, and mechanics that is ahead 
of the intelligence of the age. This has been the history of progress 
for generations. Morse was ridiculed asa visionary and a wild enthusiast 
in the Halls of our Congress when asking for aid to his electric inven- 
tion, yet his ridiculers are dead and forgotten, while Morse’s name will 
be transmitted to posterity as long as his electric current encircles the 
civilized world. The astronomer, looking through his lenses and his 
simple telescope made of rude materials, was ridiculed as a star-gazing 
simpleton or a moon-stricken monomaniac, yet the starry spheres will 
hymn forever the praises, of Kepler and Herschel, while Jupiter and 
Saturn will sound on and on down the ages the name of Gallileo 

The scientists were subjected tocriticism and derision as they watched 
in thoughtful study the boiling water and the humble vessel that con- 
| tained it, yet the world now bows in homage to their discoveries, while 
| the mighty engine wheeling across continents the commerce of nations 
carries to the generations the fame of Watt, and the bursting billow 
ploughed by the ocean steamer dirges in eternal cadence a requiem to 
Fulton. As it was in the past so is it now. Seeptics doubt, while sci- 
ence progresses. The world is demanding a higher civilization. The 
earth is developing newsmines of wealth, and improved science must se- 
cure her treasures. The heavens marching to the music of the spheres 
invite to other conquestsin the far-off worlds in the infinity above. Old 
ocean, lashed by the fury of the storm or calm as the nature of ‘‘its own 
mysterioussource,’’ sings a ceaseless song of progress, while science levies 
tribute upon its waters, and commerce interlocks the hands of nations 
| amid the surges of its billows. Nature in all her elements speaks of 
progress and development and we can not as a people stop to listen to 
the jeers of the sneerer or to place the fingersof the doubting Thomases 
of the age. 

Labor, sir, asks for aid to keep pace with this progressive age, and, 
| recognizing her just claims, I will do all in my power to elevate agri- 
cultural and mechanical industries and thereby enlist in their pursuits 
more of the young men of the country. I believe a proper recognition 
by the Government of these industries would dignify and encourage the 
labor of the country. It is for the tillersof the soi! and for the sons of toil 
I speak to-day, and ask this humble recognition of their claims by the 
Congress of the United States. Your soldiers are represented by your 
War Department, your sailors have a mouthpiece in the Navy Depart- 
ment, your bankers and merchants and bondholders are heard through 
your Treasury Department, your judiciary has been supplied with a De- 
partment of Justice; why not provide a department of agriculture and 
labor for the toiling millions engaged in the industries of the country ? 
My appeal is indorsed by a convention of nearly three hundred delegates 
of intelligent agriculturists of my own State, whose memorial I have 
laid upon your table. Its indorsement comes from every factory in the 
| land, whose poorly paid operatives often strike for bread; it comes from 
| your furnaces and forges, whose fires are too often extinguished because 
| of an improper estimate by capitalists of the wages of the toilers therein; 
| it comes from the fields of our agriculturists, where every upturned sod 
| tells of mortgage-deeds and credit-liens. From every section of this land 
whose history is being written in the tears of toil ‘‘and the sweat of the 
poor’’ the appeal comes—honer and dignify the labor of the country. 
Heed that appeal, my countrymen, to-day, or that long-neglected labor 
may hold up the garments bleeding Caesar wore and point to the rents 
| and cuts made by Cassius, the envious Casca, and beloved Brutus, that 
they— 








May ruffle up your Spirits, and put a tongue 

In every wound of (Toil) that shall move 

The stones themselves to rise and mutiny. 

| Protect your labor, and it will protect you; elevate it, and it will 
| redound to the welfare of your country; advance and nourish it, and joy 
will brighten the face of toil with smiles, comfort will gladden every 
homestead, happiness crown every altar, while general prosperity will 
smile upon your country, already the idol of its people, the exemplar 
of nations, a model for the world. [Applause. ] 














Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I now ask that the bill be read by para- 
graphs, for debate and ai.endment under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I would like to be heard for a time upon 
this bill in the general debate. 

Mr. ELLIS. Would the gentleman from Texas indicate the time 
that he wishes to occupy ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I suppose not exceeding half an hour. 

Mr. ELLIS. Lask the question because I would like to fix the time, 
if possible, in which the general debate will close. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I shall be as brief as possible. 

Mr. ELLIS. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Chairman, in arising to address the 
committee upon this bill I wish to say that I do not take the floor for 
the purpose of opposing the bill particularly, but with the view of call- 
ing the attention of the committee to some of its features and also to 
give expression briefly to my views upon our Indian policy. I believe, 
sir, the management of our Indian affairs is erroneous in almost every 
respect. I believe our Indian policy is detrimental to the Indians, and 
results in little good to the Government. I believe that the Indian 
affairs of the country, by adopting a different policy than the one here- 
tofore pursued, can be carried out much more economically to the Gov- 
ernment and with far greater benefits to the Indians themselves. But 
















































that subject at this time. I desire merely to call the attention of the 
committee to some of the features of this bill, more with a view to their 
correction in future legislation than to attempt to improve upon the 
pending measure. 

We find upon examination of the bill that there is a provision made 
for the salaries of sixty Indian agents, and also for the salaries of four 
special agents. It is clear to my mind, and it has been the view of 
many members of Congress heretofore familiar with the subject, that 
this expenditure for the salaries of these sixty-four Indian agents could 
all be saved to the Government. The amountappropriated by this bill 
for sixty regular agents and for four special agents is $96,$ 


needs and with their habits than any agents who can be selected from 


of Army officers that can be spared from the regular line of duty and 
assigned to these agencies without detriment to the Army, and with 


and laws, the obligations of the Government and rights of the Indians, 


faithfully executed and the Indians protected in their rights in fullest 
manner. 


more confidence in them. They are in familiar intercourse with them, 







remain in idleness. 














annually. 











$12,500, of these inspectors now appointed from civil life. 
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I do not propose to enter to any great extent upon the discussion of 


Now, Mr. Chairman, we have an army and we have officers of that 
army who are far more familiar with the Indians, with their wants and 


civil life and appointed to manage their affairs. We have an abundance 






great benefit to the Indian service. By selecting Army officers for this 
duty you secure men familiar with Indian character, and who from long 
habit, experience, and thorough training would understand the treaties 










and who would, from interest and duty, take pride in seeing the laws 


From my own experience, and long acquaintance with many Indian 
tribes, I can safely say that they prefer and have requested, time and 
again, that officers of the Army should act as their agents. They have 


and when in war they have been taught to dread and respect these 
officers. And, sir, by doing away with the appointment of these agents 
from civil life officers of experience could be selected from the retired- 
list of the Army who would rather be employed in that manner than 


As I have already said, the Indians have respect for the officers of the 
Army. They have not been unfairly treated by them. They have not 
been robbed, defrauded, or cheated when they have been in contact 
and dealing with them. Therefore, and to dismiss this part of the sub- 
ject, I believe it would be a wise policy on the part of the Government 
to change its entire law so far as the appointment of these Indian 
agents is concerned. It would be a saving of from $80,000 to $100,000 


There is another feature of this bill to which I wish to cal] attention, 
that provides for four Indian inspectors. What is the object of these 
inspectors? I suppose the object is to visit the different agencies and 
see that the agents fulfill their obligations to the Government and to the 
Indians. Why would it not be best, sir, for the Government to appoint 
five officers of the Army doing military service in the region of country 
where these Indians are located that they may make the inspections and 
repert to the Government whether the obligations of the agents had 
been properly discharged and the supplies furnished the Indians such 
as the contracts required. If that was done it would save the salaries, 


I desire to call the attention of my friend from Louisiana [ Mr. ELu1s] 
who has charge of this bill, and also of the members of the Committee 
of the Whole, to some other features of the bill. On pages 6 and 7 of 
the printed bill I find an appropriation ‘‘ for contingencies of the Indian 
service, including traveling and incidental expenses of Indian agents, 
and of their offices, and traveling and incidental expenses of agents, 
and for pay of employés not otherwise provided for,’’ &c., of $40,000. 
What does that paragraph mean? It must mean that for the travel- 
ing and incidental expenses of these agents, and employés of the whole 
Indian service generally, there is to be used the sum of $40,000. It 
strikes me that that is a large appropriation for the purpose; yet it may 
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be necessary. I have just noticed the paragraph on pages 6 and 7 mak- 
ing this appropriation, which evidently alludes to the traveling and in- 
cidental expenses of all the Indian agents. On pages 42, 43, and 44 of 
the bill we find various appropriations for incidental expenses. The first 
one is ‘*‘ for general incidental expenses of the Indian service, including 
trave a e oe of agents in Arizona, support and civilization of In- 
dians,’’ &c., $25,000. Now, that is in part a reappropriation for the 
same seman -onndimagnaien, incidental and traveling expenses; that is 
appropriated for on pages 6 and 7 of the bill. What part of that is fox 
traveling expenses? And so it goes on. In every paragraph on pages 
42, 43, and 44 an appropriation is made ‘‘ for general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents,”’ 
&e. Is that necessary? I respectfully ask why these various appro- 
priations for the same service and for the same purpose are made ? 

Mr. EATON. Has the gentleman summed up the total amount of 
these appropriations ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. No, sir; I have not had the time, but it is 
a largesum.* I propose now brie 7; to notice that part of the bill relat- 
ing to the Indian schools, and will ‘call the attention of the members 
of the Committee of the Whole to those appropriations. On almost 
every page of this bill, down to about page 42 I believe, there is an ap- 
propriation for schools and for school-houses. Those appropriations in 
part are made in pursuance of treaty stipulations with the different 
tribes and bands of Indians. As a matter of course that is right. 
Where treaties have stipulated for these schools and school-teachers 
the Government should carry out the contract to the very letter, even 
beyond the letter of the treaty, so far as my judgment goes. But I 
desire to call the particular attention of the committee to page 7 of this 
printed bill, where will be found this item of appropriation: 

For school buildings and teachers, as provided for by article 7, treaty of October 
21, 1867, $5,000. 

Then immediately following is this item: 

For pay of physician and teachers, $2,500. 


These two appropriations are for the same tribes of Indians and are 
made under the same treaty. You find in two contiguous paragraphs 
two appropriations for the same purpose, which I think is not war- 
ranted by the treaty. Theseappropriations are for the Apaches, Kiowas, 
and Comanches under the treaty of October 21, 1867. That treaty will 
be found in volume 15, Statutes at Large, commencing on page 581. 
Article 7 of that treaty provides: 

In order to insure the civilization of the tribes entering into this treaty, the 
necessity of education is admitted, especially by such of them as are or may be 
settled on said agricultural reservations; and they therefore pledge themselves 
to compel their children, male and female, between the ages of 6 and 16 years, 
to attend school; andit is hereby made the duty of the agent for said Indiansto 
see that this stipulation is strictly complied with; and the United States agrees 
that for every thirty children between said. ages who can be induced or com- 
pelled to attend school a house shal! be provided and a teacher competent to 
teach the elementary branches of an English education shall be furnished, who 
will reside among said Indians and faithfully discharge his or her duties as a 
teacher. The provisions of this article to continue for not less that twenty years. 

This is the provision of the treaty whence comes the authority for 
making the appropriation for school buildings and teachers contained 
in the first paragraph which I have read from page 7 of the printed bill. 
In the same treaty, article 14, it is provided: 

The United States hereby agrees to furnish annually to the Indians the phy- 
sician, teachers, carpenter, miller, engineer, farmer, and blacksmiths, as herein 
eontemplated, and that such appropriations shall be made from time to time, 
on the estimates of the Secretary of the Interior, as will be sufficient to employ 
such persons. 

‘* As herein contemplated;’’ that is, contemplated in article 7 of this 
same treaty. Now, does article 14 of this treaty, which binds the Gov- 
ernment to furnish teachers ‘‘as herein contemplated,’’ justify or war- 
rant this reappropriation for teachers? Provisipn for teachers must be 
made once under this treaty, but there is no warrant in it for a reappro- 
priation, and I do not see how the Committee on Appropriations can 
justify the appropriation of $2,500 ‘‘ for pay of physician and teachers’’ 
made in the second paragraph which I have referred to. 

I do not know how often these reappropriations occur in this bill; I 
have not had the time to go through the bill to ascertain. Gn page 8 of 
the bill, line 169, I find this item: 


For pay of physician and teachers, as per thirteenth article of treaty, $2,100. 


That is the treaty with the Cheyennes and Arapahoes. In that treaty 
will be found precisely the same provision which I have read from the 
treaty with the Kiowas and Comanches. In article 13 of that treaty 
will be found the provision that a teacher shall be provided for, &c. 
Then immediately following the pa ph I have read is another mak- 
ing an appropriation of $5,000 ‘‘ for school buildings and teachers.’’ 
There is no warrant in the treaty for it, and there is no necessity for it. 

Then, on page 28 of the printed bill, for the Shoshones and Bannocks 
will be found an appropriation for teachers in each of two different para- 
graphs. Yetthe provisionofthe treaty with those Indians is the same as 
the provision I have read from the treaty with the Kiowas, Comanches, 


”? 





*In response to Mr. Eaton's inquiry, in addition toithe general appropriation 
of $40,000 applicable to the Indian service, * ‘including traveling and incidental 
expenses of Indian agents,” on pages 42,43, and 44 there are special appropria- 
tions for various agencies,“ including traveling expenses of agents,”’ the further 
sum of $134,000. How much of this sum is to be allowed for traveling and in 
cidental expenses I can not determine, as the bill is silent on that subject. 
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and Cheyennes. I do not know whether there are other appropriations 
of the same character in reference to other tribes of Indians. But they 
do occur certainly in regard to the three tribes I have mentioned. 

Now, sir, further in regard to these schools for Indians. I find by 
footing up the amounts that there is appropriated for schools under 
treaty stipulations, at the agencies or on the reservations where these 
Indians live, the sum of $279,744. Then, on pages 38 and 39 of the 
pill. there is a general sum of $400,000 appropriated, as follows: 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, for construction and repair of school build- 
ings, and for purchase of cattle and sheep for schools, $400,000; and no portion 
of this sum, nor of any other sum appropriated by this act for the support of 
Indian schools, shall be paid for service rendered by any scholar taught in said 
schools, &e. 


I am not advised, nor do I know under authority of what treaty this 
appropriation has heretofore been made, or is now to be made by Con- 
gress. Ido not oppose it. I amnot disposed to oppose it. Iam will- 


ing to extend every aid and encouragement to the Indians in the way | 


of education that Congress can extend. But, sir, there are features in 
regard to these schools and the education of these Indians which, it 
strikes me, are entirely erroneous and ought not to be adopted or con- 
tinued by Congress. 

In addition to that, I find on page 39 an appropriation of $15,000 
for education of Indians in Alaska. Is there a treaty or any other ob- 
ligation upon which to base this appropriation? Has any stipulation 
been entered into by the Government of the United States with the 
Indiansof Alaska? I find also an appropriation of $31,500 for a school 
at Arkansas City; an appropriation of $76,000 for a school at Carlisle, 
Pa.; an appropriation of $45,500 for a school at Forest Grove, Oreg.; an 
appropriation of $21,500 for a school at Genoa, Nebr. ; an appropriation 
of $21,900 for a school at Hampton, Va.; an appropriation of $60,230 
for a school at Lawrence, Kans. ; an appropriation of $33,400 for the Lin- 
coln school at Philadelphia, Pa.; anappropriation of $4,000 for the East- 
ern Cherokees, and $75,000 forall other schools in any State or Territory. 
So that we have appropriations under the various treaties for schools on 
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the reservations and at the Indian agencies of something over $270,000; 
for Alaska, $15,000; for the Arkansas City school, for building for em- 
ployés at said school and pay of superintendent, $31,500; for support 
of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, for transportation of children to 
and from said school, and an allowance to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in charge, 
the sum of $76,000; for support of Indian industrial school at Forest 
Grove, Oreg., pay of superintendent, purchase of land and erection of 
buildings, $46,500; for the school at Genoa and pay of superintendent, 
$21,500; for support and education of one hundred and twenty Indian 
children at Hampton, Va., and transportation to and from school, 
$21,900; for support and education of three hundred and forty children, 
pay of superintendent, teams, wagons, and farm implements, for manual- 
labor school, at Lawrence, Kans., $60,280; for care and support and 
education of two hundred Indian children at Lincoln school, Philadel- 
phia, $30,400; and for other schools not herein provided, $75,000; thus, 
sir, making a total of more than $1,000,000 appropriated by this bill 
for schools, support of schools, buildings, &c. 

Mr. Chairman, allow me to state the great objection to the appropri- 
ations for these schools. Take, for instance, the school at Hampton, 
Va., and the schools at Carlisle and Philadelphia, in theState of Penn- 
sylvania. These are located thousands of miles away from where the 
Indians reside, and a part of these appropriations is for the expense of 
transporting Indian children to and from those several schools. If the 
Government is to do this work, why could not schools be established in 
some civilized portion of the western country contiguous to the Indians 
to be educated? Are not the people of Kansas, of lowa, of Nebraska, 
of Oregon, of California possessed of sufficient enlightenmentand scholarr 
ship to justify the Government in establishingschools there, instead of 
locating them in these States remote from where the Indians reside? 

It strikes me it is time for Congress to halt in these wild and loose 
appropriations. You may examine this bill from beginning to end with- 
out being able to sift out and determine specifically the purposes for 
which the different appropriations are made. You find paragraph after 
paragraph providing appropriations for ‘‘support and subsistence and 
civilization ’’ of these Indians. Now I would like the committee to 
inform us how much in these several cases is for ‘‘support’’ and how 
much for ‘‘civilization.’”” Why not get down to the true rule and 
make the appropriations specific, naming in the bill the exact purpose 
for which each appropriation is made? No one can gainsay that such 
is the proper mode of making appropriations. 

Taking up this question of civilization, I desire to call the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole to the different paragraphs in this bill 
appropriating enormous sums for the civilization of these Indians. Un- 
der what authority of treaty has the Government undertaken to do 
these things? Let me call attention to a paragraph in one of the trea- 
ties—and my criticism will apply equally to other cases—to ascertain 
whether these enormous appropriations for the civilization of Indians 
are justified by any treaty stipulation. I read from one of these treaties 
atrandom. On page 583 of volume 15 of the Statutes at Large I find 
the following: 


In order to insure the civilization of the tribes entering into this treaty, the 
necessity of education is admitted, especially by such of them as are or may be 
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settled on said agricultural reservations ; and they therefore pledge themselves 
to compel their children, male and female, between the ages of 6 and 16, to at- 
tend school; and it is hereby made the duty of the agent for said Indians tosee 
that this stipulation is strictly complied with; andthe United States agrees that 
for every thirty children between the said ages who can be induced or compelled 
to attend school a house shall be provided anda teacher competent to teach the 
elementary branches of an English education shall be furnished, who will re- 
side among said Indians and faithfully discharge his or her duties asa teacher. 
The provisions of this article to continue for not less than twenty years. 

This is the modest and seemingly wise provision of the treaty. It 
specifies how the civilization shall be brought about, what the Govern- 
ment shall do in order to secure the civilization of the Indians. It is 
provided that a school-house shall be built for this tribe; that a teacher 
shall be employed competent to teach the elementary branches of an 
English education. But when we look at the appropriations in this 
bill for the particular tribes of Indians with whom this treaty stipula- 
tion was made we find on page 34, at line 811, the following: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kio- 
was, Comanches, and Wichitas, who have been collected upon the reservations 
set apart for their use and occupation, $390,000. 

Now, I ask my friend from Louisiana [ Mr. ELLIs], the chairman of 
the subcommittee, who has this bill in charge, how much of this appro- 
priation of $390,000 is for subsistence and how much for civilization ? 
Has not the committee made ina previous part of the bill, on the sixth 
page, all the appropriation that the treaty requires the Government to 
make for the civilization of these Indians? 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I think you have. 

Mr. ELLIS. I disagree with the gentleman. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Then the bill goes on, in the next para- 
graph: 

For subsistence and civilization of Arickarees, Gros Ventres, and Mandans: 
For this amount, to be expended in such goods, provisions, and other articles as 
the President may, from time to time, determine, in instructing in agricultural 
and mechanical pursuits, in providing employés, educating children, procuring 
medicine and medical attendance, care for and support of the aged, sick, and 
infirm, for the helpless orphans of said Indians, and in any other respect to pro- 
mote their civilization, comfort, and improvement, $40,000. 

Now, there is provision in the treaty with these Indians for the build- 
ing of school-houses and the employment of teachers, and that is pro- 
vided for in another paragraph of this bill. Yet we have this additional 
appropriation for subsistence and civilization; and so the matter runs 
on through the bill, paragraph after paragraph. There are appropria- 
tions in the bill for *‘ subsistence and civilization,’’ and ‘‘support and 
civilization,’’ and ‘‘ education and civilization,’’ &c., for ‘‘ pay for em- 
ployés,*’ &c., under the head of miscellaneous supports, to the amount 
of $757,000. There is no means by which to determine how much is 
for support, or for civilization, or other purposes mentioned. 

I have thought, Mr. Chairman, that it would not be-inappropriate to 
call the attention of members of the Committee of the Whole to some 
of the provisions of this bill. I know that appropriations have been 
going on year after year, and sometimes there has been a gradual re- 
duction; but it does appear to me that we should strike at the root of 
this entire policy which has been so long pursued by the Government 
in the management of Indian affairs. 

There can be no justification for its continuance on the ground of 
humanity or religion—of benefits conferred upon the Indians or econ- 
omy to the Government. Why, then, should not officers of the Army 
be assigned as agents and inspectors, instead of employing persons 
brought up in civil life far remote from the Indians, and who know but 
little of their character, habits, or needs? Such a change would work 
energy and efficiency in the service, and would bring about a system 
of accounts in the receipts and disbursements as accurate and system- 
atic as that in the quartermaster and commissary departments of the 
Army. It would not only promote energy and efficiency, but it would 
secure to the Indians every cent of the appropriations made for their 
benefit, and at the same timesecure a large saving annually to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no one upon this floor or anywhere else who 
has more at heart the welfare and the advancement of the Indians of 
the country than I have. I believe that the Government sbould ex- 
tend its protecting arms over them wherever it can; wherever there is 
an opportunity to do so it should secure their advancement and civili- 
zation. But, sir, we have in our statutes already enacted, in’ pursu- 
ance of treaties made with these Indian tribes and in appropriation laws 
enacted year after year, legislation that does not tend in my judgment 
always to the advancement and welfare of the Indians or to the eco- 
nomical administration of their affairs by the Government. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will it disturb my friend from Texas if I 
should ask him a question at this point? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Not in the least. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should like a member so well accom- 
plished in this matter as the gentleman from Texas to tell this com- 
mittee why it is they get along with the Indians in the Dominion of 
Canada so much better than we do, while dealing with the Indians is so 
costly and expensive and troublesome in our own country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And fatal to the Indians as well. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I will allow my friend from Montana to 








answer that question. 






CONGRESSIONAL 


2524 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, thereareoneor two reasons for that. 
In the first place, with pretty much the same number or about the same 
number of Indians. this country since the Declaration of Independence 
has increased to over 50,000,000 of population, and consequently the 
Indians have been crowded back, causing more points of irritation be- 
tween the Indians and the white men, while the Canadian people in 
the same time have only grown to a population of 4,000,000 of people. 
{nd that very fact of the greater increase of our people in population 
s the reason of greater difficulties between our people and the Indians. 

Mr. CHACE And let me suggest to the gentleman from Montana 
that we started with a great many more Indians than the Canadians. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. In another sense we started with a wrong policy, 



































































































were foreign nations. I have heard it charged that the Government of 
the United States had treated the Indians w#th great cruelty and hard- 
ship. I have ‘‘a century of dishonor,’’ and yet I 
have to say if you take the intention of the laws and treaties with the 


Indians of the Government of the United States from the foundation of 


re ad books about 


this Government down will be agreed that no nation on the face of 
the earth has been so kind, so charitable, so mindful of the interests 
of these peopl Yet, sir, it seems sometimes as if the very loose- 


ness 


and cleverness with which we have treated these conquered and 
aying people has been the very worst policy we could have adopted. 
We have seen in Mexico, under the iron rule of the Spaniard, under the 
merciless treatment beginning with Cortez and his Conquistadores, that 
notwithstanding that crue] treatment of the Indian tribes there they 
have not only survived to the present day but have become important 


dex 


become the rulers of the land and Juarez recently the President of the 
Mexican Republic; while in our country, under our alternating sys- 


with the greatest kindness, to-day making war upon them and to-mor- 
row supplying them with rations, arms, and clothing—I say under this 
alternate policy our administration of Indian affairs has been not only 


adopted. It is a remarkable fact that when Custer and his people were 
massacred on the Big Horn this country saw two armies, one its own 
legitimate, organized Army, uniformed and paid for by the Government, 


powder, and each put into the field one against the other by the same 
Government. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But that does not answer my question. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. No, it doesnot; and yet it is an important matter 
to be considered in this connection. 

Another reason, Mr. Chairman, why in the Dominion of Canada they 
have not had so much trouble is because they adopted the policy from 
the beginning that instead of allowing the Indians to govern themselves 
as if they were separate sovereignties, instead of having one law for the 


were placed under the same laws of Great Britain, and that policy was 
carried out to such an extent that if a white man killed or in any way 


killed or in any way injured a white man he was tried under the same 
laws, and if convicted was punished precisely as a white man would be 
under like circumstances. 
best adapted to all conditions of men. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Now, sir, in pursuance of the thought 
suggested by my friend from Montana, and recurring to the idea that 
these Indians should be under the control of the War Department, I 


depredate upon the property or lives of the citizens of the United States, 
and they have furthermore agreed that if any such depredation took 


nuities whatever damage had been done to our citizens. 
Now, what has been the result of these stipulations ? 


We have seen, 
and California and Texas to Kansas. 
in violation of the treaties. 
violation of their treaty obligations. 


seven or eight of the men and wounded four others of-the party, where 


and property they could not carry away, and then leisurely returned tc 


that is, the policy of making treaties with these Indian tribes as if they | 


1 . . | 
factors in the communities where they live, so that some of them have 


tem, sometimes of fighting the Indians and sometimes treating them | 


costly and troublesome but about the worst that could have been | 


and the other the Indian army, both equipped, armed, furnished with | 


Indians and another law for the white people, both whites and Indians | 
injured an Indian he was tried and punished for it, and if an Indian | 


That is the policy of simple justice, and is | 


desire to make this statement: that it is a matter of notoriety, and espe- 
cially on the frontier, that these Indians have entered into treaties with 
the Government, that they have attended councils and received pres- | 
ents, that they have signed agreements and treaties that they would not 


place on the part of any members of their tribes they would give up the 
offender to be punished by our laws, and that if they did not give up 
the offender to be punished by our laws then they would make good 
out of the appropriation under the treaties to them in the shape of an- 


Mr. Chairman, the laws violated every day in the year, and year after 
year, until the blood of our citizens has dyed the frontiers from Oregon 
All their frontiers have been 
deluged with the blood of our citizens; the lives and property of the 
people of these States and Territories have been ruthlessly destroyed 
I call upon this committee now to point 
out a single instance where any Indian has ever been punished for a 


There is but one case on record so far as my information extends, and 
that, sir, was in pursuance of the laws of my own State, when three of 
the chiets and their followers attacked a Government train, murdered 


they had tied one of the wounded men to a wagon-wheel and burned 
him to death, destroyed the Government supplies, burned the wagons 
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their reservation with their plunder and boasted of their achievement. 
This happened almost under the eye of General Sherman. When he 
was in Texas inspecting the forts he narrowly escaped being massacred 
himself by the same band. The troops pursued the Indians to the res- 
ervation at Fort Sill When General Sherman reached there these 
chiefs, the leaders of the massacre, and their braves, with their trophies, 
scalps, and the sixty mules taken from the wagon-train which was car- 
rying provisions to the soldiers at Fort Griffin, were on the reservation 
parading about in defiance of the agent and his authority. General 
Sherman acted promptly, had the three chiefS arrested and sent them 
to the civil authorities of Texas, where two of them were tried and sen- 
tenced to the penitentiary. One of them died in the penitentiary and 
the other was released at the solicitation of the Indian Department, and 
for another disobedience I believe is now in a prison of some other part 
of the country. 

This is the only instance, I believe, where these people have been 
punished under criminal law for a violation of their treaty obligations. 
So that this policy which we have pursued toward the Indians, this 
appointment of agents who have allowed or been powerless to prevent 
these depredations, cruelties, and outrages, has had as a natural con- 

| sequence the result of inducing the Indians to believe that they could 
with impunity violate their treaties and set at defiance the Army of 
the country and the laws of the land. 

Mothers and daughters have been captured, and in the presence of 
each other subjected to cruelties and atrocities too horrible and shock- 
ing to be recounted. Women have been carried to the reservations, 
| where their friends and neighbors have followed and found them, and 
yet were not permitted to approach near enough to converse with them; 
and only after weeks and months of cruel torture and painful solici- 
tations and negotiations for ransom were they released. And all this 
known to the agents and under the very eye of the military power of 
the Government, which was powerless though willing to redress the 
outrage, because not allowed or invoked under the miserable policy so 
long pursued by the Government. Would an officer of the Army, re- 
sponsible to the War Department as an agent have permitted these 
things? No,sir. If officers had been agents, with the power of the 
| Army to enforce obedience, these outrages would not have occurred. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does not the gentleman from Texas know that in nine- 
teen cases out of twenty the cause of the outrages has been the encroach- 
ments of the white man upon the Indians? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I undertake to say that the gentleman 

| from Louisiana knows nothing about it; nothing. 

Mr. ELLIS. I undertake to say that I do. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Well, suppose that the gentleman from Louisiana 
is right, was not the Government at fault all the same for not punish- 
| ing these white men and restraining the Indians? It is the business of 
all governments to prevent such outrages. That is the cause not only 
of the destruction of the whites but of the Indians. 

But even if the gentleman’s position be right, it was, I maintain, the 
| plage of the Government to step in and punish the white man and re- 
strain the Indians from going to war. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louis- 
iana has spent a very useful life in one of the civilized and enlightened 
cities of our Republic. I have spent my life from early boyhood upon 
the borders of Texas, and I know whereof I speak. There have no 
doubt been a great many instances where the white people have been 
the aggressors and brought about Indian wars. I know that the cu- 
pidity of white men, the inhumanity, the treachery, it may be, which 
| has often been exercised toward the Indians, and in a manner that can 
| not be approved, has often led to outbreaks. But for forty years of my 
life have I known of Indian wars and depredations and there have been 
wery rare cases in my State where the Indians have committed depre- 
dations incited by wrongful acts of white people. 

It was our fortune in the days of the republic and afterward when 
we were a State to have one of the kindliest and most enlightened states- 
men of this or any other country as president and governor; a man be- 
loved and revered by the Indians everywhere throughout the South and 
West; a man that inaugurated in Texas in the days of its infancy an 
enlightened and humane Indian policy 

Mr. COX, of New York. Houston. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Houston; and yet with all of his sagacity 
and love for the Indian people, with all of his humanity and determi- 
nation to protect them, they violated over and over again the treaties 
made with them. They signed the treaties, and, after making them, 
committed depredations year after year. Always in Texas from the 
| days of the republic until within the last few years, when civilization 
reached her with the arteries of commerce and girdled her with iron 
| arms, there has been one continued scene of cruelty, murder, and rapine. 
It was not occasional, not only yearly, but even monthly and weekly, 
and only since the railroads have penetrated the interior of that region 
and crossed the length and breadth of the State has it been that peace 
has been restored. 

Mr. Chairman, while I say these things with the view of calling at- 
tention of the committee to them, it is with no feeling of hostility to 
the Indians. I have mingled with them, made treaties with them, and 
have friends among them whom I esteem and whose interests I desire to 
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promote. I feel and know that I am esteemed by the Indians whose 
treaties I have been reading to-day. 

It is for their benefit, it is for humanity’s sake, it is for the econom- 
ical administration of this Government, it is for the promotion of the 
civilization and advancement of these Indians, that I speak to-day. 
Take the five civilized tribes of Indians, the Cherokees, the Choctaws, 
the Chickasaws, the Creeks, and the Seminoles, erect them into a ter- 
ritorial government, give them a governor from among their own num- 
ber—and they have among them men of talent, ability, and enlighten- 
ment—make them citizens, give them a Territorial government and 
give them a Delegate on this floor to represent their interests; abolish 
their agency and deal directly with their authorities, and you will do 


more for their advancement and for their good and for the good of the | 


country than has been accomplished by all the legislation from the 
time the first treaty was made with these Cherokees and the other na- 
tions mentioned in the earlier history of our country. 

Take the other Indians where they are settled on reservations, where 
they show a disposition to become herdsmen or to cultivate the soil; 
give them the rightof citizenship, the right to appear before your courts 
and obtain redress for their wrongs and grievances; establish courts for 
them; break up these vast landed estates given them by the Govern- 
ment into severalties, so that every one shall have his quota of land, 
and whenever they have shown a disposition to remain on it for any 
length of time, to cultivate it, to graze it, and a willingness to send 
their children to school—when they advance this far, become attached 
to their homes, and many of them have already reached that point, 
give them a patent, give them the fee-simple to the land. When youdo 
these things you will solve this great Indian problem in a way that will 
redound more to their benetit and the glory of our country than any 
other legislation that Congress can enact. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would ask the gentleman from Louisiana in 
charge of this bill what provision is made in it for additional educa- 
tional facilities among the tribes, for the establishment of new schools 
and the extension of the educational system ? 

Mr. ELLIS. One hundred and thirty-four thousand dollars in ex- 
cess of the appropriations of last year. The gentleman from Michigan 
will find the items beginning at line 929. 

Now I ask that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that the bill 
be read by paragraphs for amendment. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs, and read the fol- 
lowing under the head ‘‘ Pay of sixty agents of Indian affairs:”’ 

At the New York agency, at $1,000. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘$1,000’ and insert ‘$1,500; so that it will read: ‘‘ At the New 
York agency, at $1,500.” 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. This New York agency includes the 
whole State of New York, and $1,000 for an agent located in one part 
of the State is not a sufficient compensation. 


Mr. ELLIS. As to this item I will state that the amount hitherto | 4) 


has been $1,200. That was decreased by the committee $200. We 
thought these tribes were in a good condition and that very little duties 
accordingly devolved upon theagent, and that $1,000 was sufficient com- 
pensation. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. These tribes are scattered all over the 
State of New York, and as the agency is situated at one point I think 
$1,000 is not enough. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 37, noes 40. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point as tellers the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. ELLIs, and the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the Chair that the point of no quorum 
was not raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the call for tellers was based 
on the ground that a quorum had not voted, and therefore ordered tell- 
ers without submitting the question to the committee. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 57, noes 59. 


So (further count not being called for) the amendment was notagreed | 


to. 


Mr. HORR. I desire to propose an amendment to both lines 108 and 
109, which are as follows: 
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the duties of the agent there. We have in that State about 8,000 In- 
dians. They are scattered all over the State into five or six different 
divisions. Difficulties are constantly arising between the Indians and 
the settlers, who are attempting to wrong them in some way in refer- 
ence to their lands. Other questions of supervision are constantly aris- 
ing, so that we need an agent all the while to protect these tribes. The 
agent now only gets the paltry sum of $100 per month. I submit to 
this House that 31,200 per annum is in no way excessiv This bill, as 
I think without any reason, cuts down the compensation to 31,000 

While saying this I wish to say to the House that as a whole this 
bill in my judgment is made in a spirit of fairness. It is as a whole 
a just bill, and I am heartily in favor of it as it is now framed, and as 
it comes from the Committee on Appropriations. But I do think in 
these two little items it will be an improvement to put the pay of those 
agents back to what it has been for years, and which is not in any 
sense excessive. Ido not believe that any one who is familiar with 
the dutes of these two offices will for a moment dispute that if those 

| agents do their duty they earn $100 per month. I do hope the Com 
mittee of the Whole will amend the bill in these two little items 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman 
trom Michigan a question. 

Mr. HORR. Very well. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that the amount named in the bill of last year for this purpose was 
$1,200? 

Mr. HORR. Yes; $1,200 a year for each of these agents. There is 
no dispute about that. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. And do I understand the gentleman 
also to say that the Michigan and New York agencies are the only agen 
cies where the compensation of the agent is eut down? 

Mr. HORR. Yes; the only agencies that I now recollect I have 
no recollection of any other reduction of this kind in regard to agents 
where they have precisely the same amount of work to do that they 
have had todo for years past. Ido not think any one can possibly vote 
against the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr] applies to the New York agency. 

The CHAIRMAN. And also to the Mackinac agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation for the New York agency was 
voted on but a moment ago. 

Mr. HORR. That wag a proposition to raise the compensation to 
$1,500 a year. I now move to make it $1,200 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does the gentleman get back to the paragraph 
relating to the Mackinac agency ? 

Mr. HORR. That was passed when I was called out by our clerk 
while I wasgone. I did not suppose that under the circumstances any 
body would object to my moving an amendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order was made on going back to the 
paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill not object to it 
reason for not voting for the amendment. 

The remarkable feature about the matter is that these agencies are 
kept up at all; that isthe remarkable feature, that they are kept up at 

My friend from Michigan must bear in mind that the very Indians 
who are to be under the supervision of these agents are legal voters in 
the State of Michigan; are they not? 

Mr. HORR. A great many of them are. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are they not as a body legal voters? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly they are. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And here is the remarkable fact, that we are pay- 
ing for an agent to look after a part of the voters—a part of the sov- 
ereign people of the State of Michigan. That is the remarkable fact. 

Mr. HORR. Is that all you have to say ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not absolutely all, but I think that ought to be 
enough. [Laughter.] Is there any other class of my friend’s constit- 
uents that he wants to have an agent to lookafter? Is there any other 
portion of the voters of the State of Michigan which he wants to have 
under the control and care of an agent? 

My friend speaks of the bagatelle that is paid these agents, of the 
miserly salary of $100 a month. There are many people of the State 
of Michigan who do not get $100 a month, a great many of them. I 
have no doubt that to the great body of the people of Michigan, as well 
as of my own State, a salary of $100 a month would be a very hand- 
some provision. I have no doubt that there are many laboring men in 
my friend’s own district—I should not be surprised if there were many 
in his own town—who would regard half that salary as something far 
better than beggarly. 


oe 





I only want to give my 





At the Mackinac agency, at $1,000. 
At the New York agency, at $1,000. 


I propose to strike out ‘‘$1,000”’ in each line and insert in lieu of 
that amount ‘‘ $1,200.” 

I wish to say to the committee that these two agencies in New York 
and Michigan are the only two to my recollection that were stricken 
down in this entire bill, and the work of these two agencies has been 
in no sense diminished since last year. I can not speak so advisedly as 
to the New York agency as I can as to the Michigan agency, for I know 


I admit that when you come to compare that amount with the amount 

of salaries paid by this Government toits employésit seems quite small. 

| But when you compare that amount with the compensation which is 

received by men in the various employments of the country it cer- 
tainly is not to be characterized as an insignificant sum. 

But my main point of objection to the increase proposed here, and to 
| the increase of any salary at all, is the fact which I have mentioned, 
| that these Indians are a portion of the sovereign people of the State of 
| Michigan, are voters in that State under the laws of the State, and si 
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far as I am aware are quite intelligent men. I have no doubt my friend 
consults with them in regard to political affairs; I have no doubt of it. 
I have no doubt that he has gone into the region of country where they 
are to consult them about the public good. I should think that such 
persons would be able to look after themselves. If they are able to take 
part in the political affairs of the great mass of the people in the selec- 
tion of those who are to control the affairs of a nation of 50,000,000 of 
people, and control and direct our legislation here, I think thay may be 
permitted to get along by themselves. I have not heard that they are 
asking for any agent there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that I have said about these Indians in Michi- 
gan is true, and more than true of the remnants of Indian tribes in New 
York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. 

Mr. HORR. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose of 
saying that I have been very much entertained by the remarks of my 
Indiana friend [Mr. HOLMAN] in reference to these Indiansin my State. 

The agent that has control of this matter lives in the district of my 
friend and colleague, Mr. ELDREDGE, who will say to you that although 
he differs from him in politics, the agent is an able lawyer, a man who 
is in every way calculated to look after the best interests of these Indians, 
and who devotes a large portion of his time to looking after their inter- 
ests 

The fact that they are voters does not in any sense prevent their 
needing the care and attention of an agent. I want the House to un- 
derstand distinctly that this amendment of mine is not an effort to raise 
the salary of theseagents. This bill proposes to cut their compensation 
down from $100 a month, or $1,200 a year to $1,000a year. My amend- 
ment simply proposes to place their compensation where it now is under 
the law. 

I know that this conflicts with the Indiana idea of economy. I un- 
derstand that. I recollect that during the last Presidential campaign, 
after Indiana had gone Republican, the New York World published a 
statement that one of Indiana’s most distinguished Democrats, when 
he found how the election had gone, said he ‘‘ felt awfully ’’ about it— 
that actually he would not have had it happen for 25 cents. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, at that time I thought the New York World did injustice 
to the Indiana Democrat; but I had not then all the information I have 
to-day in regard to Indiana notions of economy. 

This amendment of mine is simply in the interest of fair play toward 
these men who are doing this work. I believe members of this House 
will agree with me in this view. I hope my amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment of 
my friend from Michigan. I had hardly thought it possible to drag in 
the general politics of this country upon this little item, and therefore 
I did not feel authorized to state what this agency is kept up for. 

Mr. HORR. Go ahead ; let us have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say that my friend from Michigan is more eco- 
nomical than the man in Indiana that he speaks about; for the Indiana 
man was willing to pay that quarter out of his own pocket, but my 
friend from Michigan, in order to keep up the political drifts to organ- 
ize and arrange the political currents through this agency, is desirous 
to take this small sum of money from the public Treasury. That is 
the point of difference. [Laughter.] The Indiana man was willing to 
run political movements out of hisown pocket; my friend wishes to do 
it out ofthe public purse. He stands right here in the presence of the 
representatives of 50,000,000 sovereign people and begs us for an ad- 
ditional $200 to give greater efficiency to his agent, that he may be the 
better able to move around through the southern portion of Michigan— 
through the pine woodsand along the marginof that beautiful little isl- 
and of Mackinac, quite famous in history—hunting up voters! [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the point that the 
gentleman from Indiana makes against the agency in Michigan will not 
hold good in reference to that in the State of New York. With us the 
Indians are not voters; they are the wards of the Government. They 
are scattered through the whole breadth of our State. The Indian 
agent has generally been located in Cattaraugus County, and he is 
obliged to go to Oneida, to Onondaga, to Saint Regis, and variousother 
points remote fromeach other. He has togo tothe tribes beyond Buffalo. 
His time is almost entirely occupied in the distribution of articles in- 
tended for the Indians and in protecting their interests. For a salary 
of $1,000 a suitable man to do this business can not be obtained. We 
have always had in this office either a professional lawyer or at any rate 
a man of good sound judgment who would be able to command in any 
business a salary of from $1,200 to $1,500. I thought that the good 
sense of this House would recognize the propriety of giving this agent 
at least the salary heretofore paid; it was my honest belief that he 
should have $1,500. 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr] fixing this salary at $1,200, which I 
think this Committee of the Whole ought to be willing to grant. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Horr, it was 


~ 


not agreed to; there being—ayes 56, noes 62. 
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Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, as there seems to be a distinction 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and some others 
between the agency in New York and that in Michigan, I move to amend 
so as to appropriate $1,200 for the salary of a New York agent. 

In the State of New York the Indian tribes are scattered from Cat- 
taraugus, on the Pennsylvania line, to Saint Regis, on the Canada line. 
In the intermediate region are the Tonawandas, the Senecas, the Ca- 
yugas, the Onondagas, and other tribes scattered at different points, 
For these various tribes a large amount of work is required to be done. 
Therefore a salary of $1,200, as proposed in my amendment, is none too 
much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that the proposition em- 
braced in this amendment has already been voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition originally voted upon was to 
insert $1,500. The present proposition is to insert $1,200—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Michigan cov- 
ered—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair does not refer to the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan, but to the original proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman from Michigan moved to increase 
both salaries to $1,200—that at the Mackinac agency and that at the 
New York agency. That proposition was voted down. 

Mr. HORR. That was a joint proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion submitted by the gentleman from 
Michigan was to amend line 108 and also line 109—the two agencies 
being joined in one amendment. The proposition now offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] is a distinct amendment to 
line 109. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the merits of this question, I will only say 
that these two agencies stand on the same footing. There is no reason 
why either should be kept up. 

The question recurred on Mr. PARKER’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 68. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move to strike out the paragraph just 
read and in lieu thereof to insert the following, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War shall detail five officers not under the grade of cap- 


tain of the Army who shall act as Indian inspectors. Said officers may be 
changed at any time the Secretary of War may deem proper. 


Mr. CANNON. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order is that it changes existing law 
and on its face does not appear to reduce expenses. It does not affect 
the amount of the bill. The whole question was up in the Forty-fourth 
Congress and fully considered when the proposition was made to trans- 
fer the Indian Bureau to the War Department. 

Mr. EATON. I can not hear my friend from Illinois in the state- 
ment of his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order, as the pending 
question is an important one. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the Chair that this isa propo- 
sition to detail Army officers to act as Indian inspectors under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior. When the proposition was 
made to transfer the Indian Bureau from the Interior Department to 
the War Department in the Forty-fourth Congress, when Rule X XI was 
not nearly as stringent as it is now, the whole matter was discussed on 
a point of order at length, and the then Speaker of the House, the bill by 
agreement being considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
held at that time that the proposition was not in order, and for the 
reason that it was a change of existing law and did not on its face re- 
trench expenditure. He held furtherthat under Rule X XI, with which 
I have no doubt the Chair is familiar, the proposition must necessarily 
retrench expenditures where it changes existing law, and that it must 
appear on its face affirmatively that it does retrench expenditure. I 
will ask that the third clause of Rule XXI be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. Nor Shall any provision in any such bill or 
amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the re- 
duction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re- 
duction of the compensation of any person paid out of the ee the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, 
That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the com- 


mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which 
amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the biil, shall retrench ex- 


But I acquiesce in the amendment of the gentle- | Penditures. 


Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no desire to state anything further on the 
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point of order except to say that it will be admitted at once that it | 
does change existing law and yet it does not retrench expenditure in 
either one of the three ways provided for by the third clause of the | 
first rule, which has just been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 
Does not the amendment reduce the number of officers, and does it not | 
in that way retrench expenditure ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The amendment is clearly germane. It relates to 
the subject-matter of the bill, and does retrench expenditure. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me, before the gentleman proceeds, to finish 
my statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to make my point of order complete by 
making an additional remark, so the gentleman from Texas can have it 
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before him when he comes to address the committee on the subject. 

The point of order goes to the whole amendment and to each pro- 
vision of the amendment. There are two provisions in the amend- 
ment: one is to dispense with these Indian inspectors, and the other is 
to substitute Army officers. Particularly to the second provision of the 
amendment I make my point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not see how the gentleman can rely on a dis- 
tinction of that kind. The amendment is a substitute for the clause 
which provides for the appointment of necessary Indian inspectors by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the payment tothem of $12,500. The 
amendment strikes out that appropriation of $12,500 and provides 
for officers who are salaried officers now under the Government, and it 
does on its face to that extent substantially save the Treasury to the 
amount stricken out. Therefore the amendment is not only germane 
to the subject-matter proposed to be stricken out, but it does clearly on 
its face reduce expenditure. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The ruling cited by the gentleman from L[llinois 
was a ruling between two different systems, where it could not be shown 
which ultimately would be the cheaper, and consequently the amend- 
ment was ruled out. But thisis a proposition to dispense with five In- 
dian inspectors and authorize the Secretary of War to putin their places 
officers of the Army whose pay is already provided for by the Govern- 
ment. I can not see, therefore, how the point of order can possibly be 
maintained against it. It is not only in consonance with the rule, but 
in my judgment it is one of the very cases which the rule was made to 
cover. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word, Mr. Chairman, upon the latter part 
of this proposition. The point of order is made upon two distinct propo- 
sitions, namely, to strike out and to insert. The motion to strike out 
is clearly not subject to the point of order. It has never been held, 
sir, where. a proposition would not of itself be in order, or is neces- 
sarily dependent upon a proposition that is in order, and where the two 
taken together constitute one proposition and retrench expenditures, 
that the point of order will lie against it. 

Now, here the striking out and substituting instead of five inspect- 
ors a corresponding number of Army officers are propositions dependent 
upon each other, and together they reduce expenditures. The one is 
necessarily the result of the other. I submit, therefore, that there is 
no possible ground for the proposition that under the third clause of 
the twenty-first rule the proposition is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. An additional word upon that point. 

I admit, sir, that the proposition to strike out the paragraph is in or- 
der. But that is a proposition that will stand alone. It is a substan- 
tive proposition. The other substantive proposition is to throw upon 
Army officers the burden of performing the service which is now per- 
formed by these inspectors. It is therefore a change of the law. It 
puts upon the shoulders of the Army officers burdens they do not now 
have to.bear, and for the life of me I can not see how it can retrench 
expenditures. Certainly it does not retrench expenditures in any one 
of the three ways mentioned in this rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me make a suggestion to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. ; 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Suppose the proposition was to strike out these five 
inspectors and devolve the duties which now rest on them upon five 
other persons namedinthe bill. I ask, would not the two propositions 
taken together retrench expenditures? And would not the two taken 
together reduce the number of officers provided for by the bill? 

Now, that is just what is proposed by this amendment. You strike 
out five persons whose salaries are covered by the bill and substitute 
live persons who are already employed by the Government. The Chair 
in ruling upon a point of order of this character must take ofticial no- 
tice of the fact that the persons proposed to be employed on this serv- 
ice, in lieu of the five inspectors, are already in the employ and are 
paid by the Government. 


ment of expenditures must appear affirmatively on the face of each 
proposition. 


or supposition that is a confession that the point of order is well taken. 
Mr. REAGAN. 


proposition: 


A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible. 


Clause 7 of Rule X VI would seem to determine this 





| Illinois permit the Chair to submit to him this question ? 
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It seems to me that that covers exactly this case. The two propo- 
sitions can not be segregated; they must stand together; and hence 
the amendment is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I remember very well the 
position taken by Mr. Speaker Kerr and his ruling upon that subject. 
I think I myself made the point of order. It was on the Army bill, 
with reference to the transfer of the Indian Bureau. 

How can there be a doubt of the fact that this retrenches expendi- 
tures? Twelve thousand five hundred dollars are carried by this pro- 
vision which it is proposed to strike out. It is therefore a saving of 
expenditure to that extent. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it say so on its face? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Here also the duty is devolved upon offi- 
cers who are already salaried by the Government. The subject needs 
no argumentation to show the saving of expenditure. The object of 
that rule, the old Rule 120, was to meet just such a case. 

This does not change the law. It only gives to other gentlemen or 
agencies the power to execute the same law. Therefore the point of 
order is not well taken. The Army officers are the other agents; the 
law remains the same; and we save $12,500 of expenditure on the part 
of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair agrees with the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] that the proposed amendment must not only re- 
trench expenditures, but that the retrenchment of expenditures must 
be apparent on its face. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Texas, if adopted, would 
obviously strike from the proposed bill the provision appropriating 
$12,500. The Chair cannot do otherwise than hold that it would, to 
that extent, fall within the third class, covered by the third clause of 
Rule X XI—that is, a reduction of the amount of money covered by the 
bill. 

The Chair wishes to say, though, in this connection, that he is not 
familiar with the precedent to which the gentleman refers as having 
occurred some years ago, in which Mr. Speaker Kerr, it seems, ruled 
in conformity with the opinion of the gentleman from Hlinois with 
reference to a proposition which was then pending. The Chair, how- 
ever, is under the impression that that proposition involved a change 
or substitution of systems in reference to the Indian policy, and the 
Chair can understand how such a proposition would not fall within this 
rule. 

This, however, is a different proposition, and the Chair overrules the 
point of order. ° 

Mr. CANNON. Temporarily, if not permanently, I wish to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, so as to get the opinion of the Chair 
upon another branch of the point of order that seems to have escaped 
the attention of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the appeal. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to have the amendment read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, sir, there are two propositions in this amend- 
ment. The Chair has ruled upon the point that the first proposition, 
to strike out lines 122, 123, and 124, isin order. But I do not under- 
stand the Chair to have ruled upon the other proposition in the amend- 
ment. And I would be glad, if I am in order, to call the attention of 
the Chair to the precedents that make it competent in Committee of 
the Whole to make a point of order not only to an amendment, but to 
each provision in an amendment under this clause of the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto, changing ex- 
isting law, be in order except such, as being germane, Kc. 

Now, this second provision of the amendment, which throws on the 
Army officers a duty that they now do not perform by law, does change 
existing law, because it isa duty nowhere provided for in the statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is conceded that it does change exist- 
ing law. Thereisno controversy about that. Willthe gentleman from 
Suppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas were adopted; that would 
strike out lines 122, 123, and 124; would not the agreeing to that amend- 
ment reduce the appropriations of the bill to the extent of $12,500? 

Mr.CANNON. Certainly. But, may it please the Chair, while there 
is no doubt that portion of the amendment is in order, the point of 
order runs to the other provision. There are two propositions in the 
amendment, and the point of order applies to the second provision, sep- 
arating it from the first. That point of order, if I can get the favorable 
ruling of the Chair, will absolutely exclude that portion of the amend- 
ment which devolves this duty upon the Army officers. 

This isnota new question. Itisaquestion that has been determined 
time and again in Committee of the Whole. It has been determined, I 


| say, that it is competent to make the point of order on each substan- 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the precedents are that the retrench- | 


tive provision of an amendment, and if that provision he subject to the 


| point of order the Chair sustains it so far as that provision is concerned 


Whenever you have to show retrenchment by argument | 


and the amendment stands as to the other provisions. 

I had no notice that thisamendment was to be offered; otherwise I 
should have been prepared with the precedents. I have however the 
original decision made by Mr. Speaker Kerr. I will send it up to the 
desk and ask the permission of the Chair that it may be read 2s marked. 
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The Clerk read as follows 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard with great pleasure the suggestions of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania; he appreciates their force and 1s most will 
ng to say that they contribute in great part to the embarrassment the Chair 
feels in reaching a conclusion on this subject. But the Chair must take official 
notice of the fact that in this bill no appropriation is made for the Army or for 
the performance of any of its duties in any of its several bureaus or depart- 
nents; and the Chair must further officially know that in the ordinary course 
of legislative proceedings such an appropriation bill must be introduced and 
enacted before the session expires as of necessity will embrace the further and 
more complete regulation of this entire subject. Now the Chair can not look 
forward into that legislation and say upon anything that appears on the face of 
this section that such legislation will in all respects coincide with, sustain, or 
affirm the provisions of this section and carry out the proposed retrenchment 
ndicated in it In other words, the Chair desires to be distinctly understood 
that the point upon which his decision in this case turns is that from the face of 
the section it does not appear that the provision comes within the requirement 
of this rule, which is that it shall be germane to the subject-matter of the bill 
and “shall retrench expenditures.’’ It does not affirmatively appear upon the 
face of the bill or the laws of the land or the usual and customary mode of pro- 
ceeding of this body that this section, if enacted in this bill, will retrench ex- 
penditures 

In the judgment of the Chair this rule should have a liberal construction in the 
interests of retrenchment. The purpose of the rule is the most beneficent and 
proper, and the Chair under any circumstances not attended with extreme 
doubt would hold it to be his duty to enforce the rule 

The Chair would be further disposed, acting upon a principle of law, to assume 


rima facie that the judgment of the House in its construction of this ruleshould | _. . : . . mn . . 
Te ocdicceneel Maraieacdlitindie aime iead Reina ; vide the means for paying him his salary. These five inspectors are 


be adopted by the Chair where that judgment had been reached after discussion 
and consideration. Lut here there is such a novel presentation of the proposi- 
tion to retrench, having relation to matters to be done in the future, being in 
itself essentially incomplete, that the Chair does not feel at liberty to decide that 
the section is in order; and he therefore sustains the point of order. 


Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to say 
that that decision was upona proposition to transfer the Indian Bureau 
from the Department of the Interior to the control of the Secretary of 
War? lt was a proposition involving the transfer of the whole bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but the greater includes the less. This is a 
proposition to devolve upon the Army certain duties touching the In- 
dians which, under existing law, it does not have to perform, namely, 
the performance by five Army ofticers of the duties of Indian inspectors 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I have asked the Journal Clerk to find the precedents made during 
the last Congress and the one before, but I have not yet received them, 
in which it was held that it was in order to make the point of order on 
each and every provision of an amendment. I would not have sought 
to contend with the Chair in reference to this matter if 1 had under- 
stood the Chair to rule upon the second provision of this amendment. 


Mr. REAGAN. There is no doubt a point of order can be made to | 


each separate provision of an amendment when there are separate pro- 
visions; but in this case there are two propositions, which, under the 
rule, can not be separated. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have listened to the reading of the de- 
cision of Mr. Speaker Kerr, and it all comes back to me plainly. The 
proposition on which that rule was made was to give the Army charge 
of Indian affairs and transfer the Indian Bureau from the Interior De- 
partment to the War Department. We had had that for a week under 
debate. It was a very complicated question. No one could unravel it 
so as to say whether or not there was economy in the proposition. For 
one I argued against it. I thought and believed then it was not eco- 
nomical to give the control of that burean tothe Army. The Speaker 
says in effect in his decision the matter is so incomplete, so nebulous, 
so indetinite, he can not say whether or not the proposition reduces ex- 
penditure. But who doubts as to this present motion? It appears on 
the face of it that it does cut down expenses. All it does is simply to 
say, ‘‘ You, sir, of the Army, now drawing a salary payable by the Gov- 


ernment, shall act in this particular capacity and not in another.’’ The | 


law remains the same; the mode of inspection remains the same; all is 
the same except that the Army officer does the work instead of the 
other man. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest as to the point of order that a cer- 
tain number of agents is provided for in this bill. Suppose the motion 
was to strike out five inspectors and substitute five of the agents pro- 
vided for by this bill and devolve upon them the additional duty; will 
any one say that that does not reduce the number of officers ? 

Another point: The opinion which has been read expressly mentions 
the fact, and repeats it time and time again, although it is a short 
opinion, that certain facts shall be taken notice of officially. The Chair 
takes notice of the fact officially, as the presiding officer of this Com- 


mittee of the Whole, that the Army officers designated here are officers | 


of this Federal Government who perform certain duties; and this pro- 
posed amendment devolves additional duties upon them; that and 
nothing more. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, and proceeded with 
the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 
Mr. KEIFER. I donot desire to enter into a discussion of this ques- 
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tion, but simply to make a suggestion with reference to the effect of the 
proposed amendment, which suggestion, as I understand, has not been 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] or by any othe: 
gentleman. 

It is assumed that so much of the proposed amendment as would 
strike out lines 122, 123, and 124 of the printed bill would of itself op- 
erate to reduce expenditures. That can not possibly be in the present 
condition of our legislation. These five inspec tors are provided for by 
law, and they would continue to hold their offices and be entitled to 
draw their pay the same whether this clause is in or out of this bill. It 
is true that the bill might be passed without making any provision fo: 
the payment of the salaries of these five inspectors; but they would be 
entitled to those salaries, and by all rules and precedents we would be 
bound to make an appropriation to pay them in a deficiency bill. 

Mr. EATON. The gentleman says that these officers are provided 
for by law. Is not that the very thing we are now proposing to do, to 
pass a law on the subject? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] is 
quite intelligent enough to understand that where an office is created 
by law, and the salary of that office is fixed, and a man is put into the 
office, it becomes the duty of the Congress of the United States to pro- 


appointed by the President of the United States in pursuance of law; 
they are now holding their offices, and will continue to hold them, even 


| though this clause should be stricken out of the bill, and they will 


| continue to be entitled to draw their salaries the same asif this clause 
| should be left in the bill. This is merely an appropriation clause in 
| an Indian appropriation bill, and striking it out would not have any 
| effect to reduce expenditures. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMOoR- 
roN |] and myself have perfected an amendment which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] whether or not, taking his view of the case, this 
|} amendment woufd not still fall within the third of the methods by 
which expenditures may be retrenched ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not the rule before me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the provisions of the rule. There are three ways by which ex- 
penditures may be retrenched: one, by a reduction of the number and 
| salary of officers of the United States; the second method of reduction 
is by reducing the compensation to be paid to any person out of the 
| Treasury; and the third means of retrenching expenditures is ‘* by the 
| reduction of the amounts of money covered by the bill.’’ Does not 
this amendment unquestionably reduce the amount of money covered 
by this bill ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Undoubtedly it comes within that provision of the 
rule. But the amendment proposes to change existing law, notwith- 
standing that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is conceded. 

Mr. KEIFER. It does not follow that there is anything in the mere 
proposition to change existing law which would bring the amendment 
within any one of these special provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not within the provision reducing the 
amount of money covered by the bill ? 

Mr. KEIFER. When I started to argue this question it was upon 
| the theory advanced by the Chair, as I understood, that the proposed 
| amendment would operate to reduce expenditures. It is now sug- 
gested that the amendment would still be in order because it proposes 
to reduce the amount covered by the bill; and if it stood entirely alone 
upon that ground the Chair would be right in holding the amendment 
in order. 

But there is a proposition to change existing law, which proposed 
change in and of itself does not reduce expenditures and does not 
| operate to affect the amount involved in the bill. It must be borne 
| in mind that whenever there is anything objectionable in a proposed 
| amendment the whole amendment falls. If the gentleman from Texas 
| [Mr. REAGAN] is right that the proposition to strike out and insert is 
indivisible, and there is anything objectionable in what it is proposed 
| to insert, then the point of order holds good against the entire proposi- 
| tion. We all agree to that. 

But this discussion may be entirely unnecessary, as the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] suggests that he has changed the 
amendment entirely, which he has a right to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. This discussion has been going on on an appeal 
from a ruling of the Chair, and that appeal must be disposed of. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the amendment is withdrawn I presume the ap- 
peal will be withdrawn also. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIs] 
| proposes to withdraw his amendment and substitute another, which he 
| has a right to do, then I am willing to withdraw my appeal from the 
ruling of the Chair, because it would fall with the amendment to which 
it relates, and then let the question come up on the changed amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which I 
now send up. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 122, 123, and 124, and insert in lieu thereof the following 

“The office of Indian inspector is hereby abolished, and the Secretary of War 
shall detail five officers of the Army, not under the grade of captain, who shall 
act, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as Indian inspectors ; and 
the Secretary of War shall change such officers at any time the Secretary of the 
Interior shall request the same to be done.” 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of orderonthatamendment. That 
part of it which provides that the office of Indian inspector shall 
hereby be abolished of course is not subject to a point of order. The 
remainder of the proposition, constituting a substantive proposition to 
detail five Army officers to perform certain duties, is a change of exist- 
ing law and does not upon its face retrench expenditures. I again 
call the attention of the Chair to the language of the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in such bill or amendment thereof changing existing 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill 
shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 
officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts 
of money covered by the bill. 

This proposition does not appear upon its face to retrench expendi- 
tures in any of the three ways indicated by the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis ready todecide this question. With 
reference to the precedent which has been cited here—a ruling made by 
Mr. Kerr when Speaker of the House—the Chair, as already indicated, 
sees a very broad distinction between the case upon which that decis- 
ion was made and the one now presented. Of course, if that decision 
were applicable to this case, the present occupant of the Chair would 
simply bow respectfully to its authority and follow it. But for the 
reasons which have been stated, it could not appear upon the face of 
thatamendment, which proposed to transfer the whole machinery of the 
Indian service from the Interior to the War Department, that expend- 
itures were retrenched in one of the three ways provided for in the rule. 
Hence the application of that decision to the present case the Chair is 
unable to see. 

Now, recurring to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER], the Chair desires to say it is clearly admitted that this 
amendment does change existing law. That being conceded, the next 
question to be determined is whether it retrenches expenditures. And 
the retrenchment must be in one of the three ways indicated in the 
rule. It must either reduce the number or salary of officers of the 
United States, or it must reduce the compensation of some person paid 
out of the Treasury, or it must reduce amounts of money covered by 
the bill. The Chair holds that this amendment does reduce the appro- 
priations made in this particular bill. 

With reference to the point last suggested by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], as to the divisibility of this motion to strike out 
and insert, the Chair will direct the Clerk to read from clause 7 of Rule 
XVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible. 


Th€ CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that this proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Texas must for the purposes of this point of order be con- 
sidered as a whole; it is not divisible. The Chair, therefore, rules that 
the point made by the gentleman from Illinois is not well taken. The 
question is now on the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Upon that appeal I desire to be heard by the com- 
mittee for a moment. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of the House of Representatives has been to 
discourage general legislation upon appropriation bills. Such legisla- 
tion is notin order on bills of this character, except under certain con- 
ditions, specially provided for by the rule. 

This policy is most wise. The appropriation bills must pass, and now 
if we legislate upon these bills toany great extent they will not only 
appropriate the money but also drag through much crude and unwise 
legislation. 

Members of the House in the aggregate have always been jealous of 
the tendency on the part of the Committee on Appropriations to con- 
trol not only the appropriations but largely the whole business of the 
House; yet individual members of the House are anxious to tack their 
pet schemes for legislation to these bills for the reason they know they 
must pass. 

It is the duty of the Committee of the Whole and the House to see 
to it that no legislation is ingrafted upon these bills except such as 
comes strictly within the rule. 

If the committee will bear with me for a moment, I will trace very 
briefly the history of the rule upon this subject. From 1838 to the 
close of the Forty-third Congress, in 1875, the rule was as follows—I 
read from Barclay’s Digest, page 192: 

120. No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bills or 
be in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 


objects as are already in progress and for the contingencies of carrying on the 
several Departments of the Government. 


; Under this rule it was held that an amendment was in order increas- 
ing the salaries of public officials, but was not in order decreasing such 
salaries. 
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In the Forty-fourth Congress, first session, January 17, 1876 (see 
Smith’s Digest, page 130), Rule 120 was amended by striking out the 
words: 

And for the contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the Gov 
ernment. 

And inserting in their place the following words 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex 


isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

Under the operation of this rule as amended the Committee on Appro 
priations absorbed almost the whole business of the House. Theappropri- 
ation bills covered not only the money but nearly all the legislation; the 
other committees of the House became mere ornamental dress-parade 
organs of the House, and the members of the House not on the Appro 
priations Committee were of but little use except to vote. The atten 
tion of the country was attracted to the operation of this rule, and while 
much valuable legislation was had under it, the demand of almost all 
members of all parties was that it should be so modified as to further 
restrict the power of the Committee on Appropriations and of | 
tion on appropriatien bills. 

When the present rules were revised it was provided in the third 
clause of Rule X-XI as follows: 


“rTS | 
eCyisla- 


Nor shall any provision in any such [appropriation] bill or amendment 
thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
subjeci-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures |1] by the reduction of the 
number and salary of the officers of the United States, [2] by the reduction 


the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
or by the reduction of the amount of money covered by the bill 

Now, I submit that the committee should see to it that this rule as 
finally modified should not be frittered away by unwise or strained con 
structions. The object the House had in view by the final amendment 
to this rule was to cut up by the rootall legislation upon appropriation 
bills except for the special objects and in the mamner specified 

This matter was very fully argued in the last Congress, when M1 
Robinson, of Massachusetts, now governor of that State, presided as 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole. I regret that since this 
amendment was offered I have not had time to examine the arguments 
which were made at that time, and the ruling of the Chair upon the 
question. But I recollect them very well, especially for the reason that 
I then had charge of the legislative appropriation bill, and amendments 


| raising this question came in all along theline. Time and again where 


the proposition was to stfike out and insert, and the matter to be in 
serted involved two or more substantive propositions, points of order 
were made and sustained as to some propositions in amendments, and 
overruled as to others. 

Now, let us see what would be the effect of the ruling of the Chair ? 
It is proposed to repeal the law providing for five Indian inspectors 
That is in order—why? Because it decreases expenditures by reduc 
ing the number of office-holders. But it goes a step further and pro- 
vides—this is the second substantive proposition of the amendment 
that five Army officers shall, under the direction of the Secretary of th 
Interior, do this work.. Now if you can provide in this way upon a 
general appropriation bill for detailing five Army officers, you may de- 
tail five hundred Army officers. If you can change the law in this way 
to make a detail of five Army officers, you can by a different proposi 
tion authorize the use of the Army to run the whole Indian service, 
withdrawing these military officers to that extent from the duties now 
assigned them by law. 

Well, sir, some one says has not Congress the right to dothat? Cer 
tainly it has, provided the Senate and the House concur; but this House 
is proceeding under itsrules. Whatareitsrules? That appropriations 
shall be made under existing laws. I have stood here Congress after 
Congress and have heard maledictions rained down upon the A ppropria 
tions Committee from the very beginning because that committee had 
absorbed nearly all the business of Congress. How? By making ap- 
propriationsand changing thelaws. Therefore this rule was wisely made 
to circumscribe the power of that committee. How? By prohibiting 
them from legislating upon an appropriation bill except when it should 
retrench expenditure. And even further than that, except when it re- 
trenched expenditure in one of three ways. What are they? It must 
be germane and it must retrench expenditure by reduction in the num- 
ber and salary of officers of the United States. Does this amendment 
so retrench expenditure? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It does to the extent of these five Indian in- 
spectors. 

Mr. CANNON. I have talked in vain if I have failed to make my 
friend understand that my point of order runs to the second provision 
and not to the first. Ifthe proposition stood alone providing for a re 
peal of the law authorizing these tive Indian inspectors, I would have 
no objection to it so far as this point of order is concerned. But there 
is a second provision to which I have objection. And wherein does that 
second provision come within the rule? Does it reduce the number or 
salary of officers of the United States? No. Does it reduce the com 
pensation of any person paid out ofthe Treasury? No. Does it reduce 
the amount covered by the bill? No; and that is admitted by the 
Chair in his decision. 
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But the Chair holds that a motion to strike out and insert is not di- 
I will not stop to discuss that question, be- 


le under another rule 


ca for the purpose of this discussion it may be admitted to be the 
erally But what are you going to do with the provisions of 
Kule XX] Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto changing existing law be in order,’’ &c. ? 
M EATON Read the ex« eptions 
Mr. CANNON I have already spoken of that. The ruling of the 
Cl nullifies this clause of Rule X XJ, while the universal rule of con- 
struction is that where two rules conflict that construction should be 


given that will allow both to operate If I stood alone, Mr. Chairman, 

this were a hew question, it m ght have a te ndency to weaken my 
conviction about it But it is not a new question; it has been decidéd 
again and again Mr. Robinson, of Massachusetts, decided that Rule 

XI changed the other rule referred to by the Chair in this one in- 
stance, namely, that where the question arises On an appropriation 
bill the point of order can be taken not only on the whole amendment 
Hut on « wh provision of it 

Some one may say that I place too much stress on this ruling. So 
f this particular amendment is concerned, I should not have con- 
sumed the time of the committee beyond a moment. If it were not 
that this decision nullifies Rule X XI, setting aside previous decisions 
and precedents, and making in order the putting upon appropriation 
bills every species of legislation, provided only it shall by one provision 
be germane and retrench expenditures, while every other provision may 
have the effect to increase expenditures and not be germane. It is to 
prevent this absurdity, this sacrifice of the substance to the shadow, 
that I take an appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

I hope the committee will fully understand the importance of this 
point of order and see where we are drifting before we sustain the Chair 
ina ruling that I am satisfied he would not have made had there 
been time to furnish the precedents and call his attention to what the 


practice ol the committee has been heretofore 

Mr. REED was recognized 

Mr. HAMMOND addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REED Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to be heard in 
opposition to the point of order? Ifso, I will y ield to him. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I rise for the purpose, as I believe the committee 


is in full possession of all the facts that it requires to come to a proper 


understanding of this subject—to make a motion, if it be admissible, to | 


lay the appeal on the table 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that would not be in | 


order in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED. I would like to hear the views of the gentleman from 
Georgia, as this is an important matter. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is not my wish to add anything to what has 
been said upon the pointof order. I only desire in some way to cut off 
this discussion and proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the very great importance of this matter 
is the only excuse I have for participating in or prolonging the debate 
upon it, and I desire to address what I have to say to the Chair mainly, 
for the Chair must recognize the great difficulty that the committee has, 
and the disadvantage at which it is placed in attempting to overrule a 
decision of the Chair. It is rather unusual for the committee to do so, 
and therefore a great many gentlemen would hesitate to vote for it. 
But the very great importance of this matter makes me desirous of urg- 
ing upon the consideration of the Chair the propriety of giving the sub- 
ject a special and further examination. 

rhe decision which has already been urged applies to a rule which 
does not exist now. The rule which exists now was intended to con- 
fine the Committee of the Whole to propositions, and to propositions 
alone, which retrench expenditures in the ways that have been so repeat- 
edly specified here to-day. It was notintended that a proposition which 
reduces expenditures should serve as a means for dragging along proposi- 
tions totally disconnected from it, and which did not in themselves re- 
duce expenditures. Otherwise the Chair will see that in order to change 
the whole existing law on any subject in an appropriation bill all that 
is necessary will be to have an introductory sentence which would re- 
duce expenditures and append to it anything you choose. 

Now, this rule was intended to cut off any such extravagant powers 
on the part of the Committee on Appropriations and of the Committee 
of the Whole when acting upon appropriation bills. Consequently, the 


rule hitherto has been interpreted in such way that if the proposition | 


or if the proposed amendment in addition to a proposition which re- 
duced expenditures contains other propositions which do not retrench 
expenditures, it vitiates the whole amendment, and it must be rejected 
or excluded from the bill 
this rule 

Just consider for a moment the result of overturning the salutary 
decision of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] now the 
governor of that State. Its effect would be to allow every amendment 
to be made upon an appropriation bill which human imagination can 
conceive of, provided you prefix to it a sentence which, standing by 
itself, reduces expenditures or the amount of money covered by the 
bill, or in any one of the three ways specified in the rule. 
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That is perfectly clear as the meaning of 


APRIL 2? 


[ call the attention of the Chair to the language of this rule again 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment— 


Now take out the unnecessary words— 

Nor shall any provision in any * * * amendment thereto, changing ex 
isting law, be in order, && 

That recognizes distinctly the fact that there may be an amendment 
like that which is now presented, which is composed of different and 
distinct propositions. Now, the rule says ‘* any provision in any amend 
ment,’’ and if the amendment consists of three provisions any on 
which is open to the point of order, all of them are obnoxious to it, an: 
must be ruled out. In other words, the bad provision vitiates the «a 
missibility of the whole amendment under this rule. In that sense a) 
in that construction it is plain that it isa wise and asensible rule. 
any exception to it, or any extension of the rule which enables one good 
proposition to carry with it two bad ones into the bill, is something 
which the House ought not to permit itself to concur in now or to es 
tablish as a precedent for the future. 

I do not know, sir, that I can add to the force of what I have said 
if I have been fortunate enough to make myself understood. I want 
to warn the House against the result of such decisions whereby you 
render nugatory and worthless all the salutary restrictions which ou 


| rules impose; and I sincerely hope that the Chair, in the light of th 


discussion, may see fit to reconsider and change his opinion upon th: 
subject, and permit this rule as it has hitherto stood to prevail in this 
House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee informally rose ; and Mr. SPRINGER took the chai: 
as Speaker pro tempore 
A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. . 
Mr. HISCOCK. In discussing this point of order I desire to ask 


| this question of the Chair and the committee: Suppose the amend 
| ment offered was merely the second proposition of it: 


The Secretary of War shall detail five officers of the Army, not under t 
grade of captain, who shall act, under the direction of the Secretary of the | 
terior,as Indian inspectors, and the Secretary of War shall change said officers 
at any time the Secretary of the Interior shall request the same to be done. 

Now, the question that I submitto you, Mr. Chairman and the com 
mittee, is this: Suppose that amendment was offered to this bill, would 
| you hold it in order? You would promptly say, sir, it was not ge1 
| mane, and you would rule it out of orderon thatground. You would 
say it was an attempt upon this Indian appropriation bill to chang: 

the law with reference to the Army, to impose new duties upon Army 

officers. You would say that under our rules a provision of that kind 
was not germane to this bill at all; and upon that single question ot 
whether it was germane or not you would rule it out. 

Supposing, Mr. Chairman, to illustrate the point further—suppos 
upon this bill was offered a provision to transfer the duties now devol\ 
ing upon the Commissioner of Agriculture to some other officer, to tak« 

| them away from the Commissioner of Agriculture and impose upon 
that other officer the discharge of those duties; you would promptly 
rule such a proposition out of order again, I say, upon the ground that 
it was not germane. Now, the proposition which I submit to you is 
| this: whether by striking out of a bill an appropriation for an officer 01 
for the payment of an agent you can attach to that a proposition to re- 
| peal any statute you please—that is what is here contended for—to leg 
islate as you please and hold that to be in order simply because a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert is indivisible. That is the proposition 
| which I submit to you and which I submit to the committee. If you 
are right in your decision—and I desire to impress this view upon th 
committee—if you are right in the decision, then it would be compe- 
tent at any time to move to strike from a bill an appropriation to pay 
| a particular officer, and in connection with that to change the Revised 
| Statutes as you choose. 

If you can insert a provision of that kind in an appropriation bill you 
can transfer the whole Indian Bureau to the War Department by an 
| amendment of this kind. A gentleman on the other side shakes his 
| head. I think there can be no doubt about it. If this rule can be in- 
voked that a proposition to strike out and insert is always indivisible, 
then I say if the motion to strike out is germane and proper, there is 
no limitation upon the affirmative legislation that you can incorporat« 
in an appropriation bill. The point, therefore, that I make is that you 
must inquire whether the provision which is sought to be inserted is 
germane; whether that would be proper upon the bill standing by itsel!, 
standing alone. The rule which has been read here simply means that 
you may strike out and insert substance which is germane, which prop 
erly can go upon the bill. It means that, and means nothing else 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. May I ask the gentleman from New York a 
question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I yield for a question, because I regard 
this as the most important point that has ever been submitted under 
these rules of the House. 
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Mr. HOBLITZELL. A motion to strike out and insert by way of | 
an amendment the gentleman admits is indivisible ? 
Mr. HISCOCK. I certainly would admit such a motion is indivisi- 


ble. the committee and discuss it for the purpose of determining the ques- 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. Now, then, whatistheamendment upon which | tion which is before the committee. 

the Chair determines whether it is germane or not? Is it not the! It is sufficient to say that the object of the clause which is now 

whole proposition to strike out and insert? | the bill is to secure an inspection of Indians by officers appointed fron 
Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no, sir. The gentleman has failed to appre- | civil life at an expense of $12,500. That inspection is secured 1 

ciate or understand my argument. It is this, that if an amendment so | proposed amendment, and the $12,500 is saved to the Treasury; the 

far as it strikes out is germane and proper, you can not by a motion to | amount of money covered by the bill is reduced to that exten 

strike out and insert bring into the bill that which is improper and not I do not deem it necessary to discuss the proposition that we eat 

germane. That is my proposition. And I shall ask the gentleman | attach to the striking out of a provision in the bill the inset ot 

from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who I observe is about to rise, and for | something that is not germane to the bill. I do not of course argue th 

whose judgment I have the greatest respect, and who I believe will try | question whether we can repeal the whole of the Revised Statutes 

to discuss this question as a lawyer and from a non-partisan stand- | illustration which has been made by the gentleman from New \ 

point—I shall ask him when he comes to reply to me to tell me if under | [Mr. Hiscock ] two or three times—on the motion to strike out some 

this decision it is not possible to repeal the Revised Statutes; if it is | thing that will reduce expenditures. That is not the question b 

not possible to transfer the whole Indian Bureau over to the War De- | the committee. All that I propose to insist upon is that by this ame 

partment; if there is no limitation upon the legislation which can be | ment we will reduce expenditures, and at the same time se¢ 

accomplished upon an appropriation bill under the decision made by | service sought; and the whole proposition is germane to the 0 

the Chair. The point—and I desire to impress it upon the chairman | paragraph of the bill 

and the committee—the point I make is that the substance which you Mr. CHACE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas « 

would insert in the bill under the motion to strike out and insert must | question 

be germane to the bill, and must be germane to the pending provision The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 

of the bill, something which is pertinent, to do something which, if I | Massachusetts [Mr. Lona } 

may use the expression, properly betters the provision of the bill—new Mr. LONG. [rise to make an inquiry of the Chair in order to un 

language which is more apt in its phraseology, which more clearly ex- | derstand fully the ruling which he has made Do I understand the 

presses and defines the purport, something which bears upon the same | Chair to say that, admitting all that the gentleman from Maine 


question. That is what is contemplated shall be offered and put in 
the place of that which is taken from the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam reluctant to detain the Committee of the Whole 
by any further discussion of the point of order, and would not do so but 
for the purpose of calling attention to what seems to me to be the error 
of the argument presented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ] and by some of the gentlemen who have preceded him. The 
substance of his argument is that if by striking out a clause of a bill, 
thereby reducing the number of officers provided for, something can be 
inserted in lieu of it not germane to the bill, then we might proceed 
on an appropriation bill to repeal the whole of the Revised Statutes. 
If you will allow the truth of his premises, then his conclusion is cor- 
rect. But that is not what we are talking about. 

The decision of the Chair is undoubtedly correct under the rules 
unless the gentleman can show that the pending proposition is divisi- 
ble. To determine that question and to determine the one which the 
gentleman from New York has discussed, allow me to say that the pend- 
ing motion is to strike out the provision of the bill which authorizes 
the employment of five persons from civil life to act as Indian inspect- 
ors, and to insert in lieu of it a provision that officers of the Army 
may be detailed to perform the service which the five Indian inspectors 
would perform should the original provision of the bill be allowed to 
stand. I submit that that statement shows that the proposition to 
strike out and insert is altogether germane to the object of the bill, and 
the second clause of the proposition is germane to the first. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, right here, because, of course, we are trying 
to get at the truth of the matter, at what is just and right, I ask the 
gentleman from Texas if the proposition to insert which is involved in 
this amendment would be germane to the bill if offered alone ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I may admit, and I do admit, that it would not be 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is all that I ask. 

Mr. REAGAN. But it is not alone, and, therefore, the premise of 
the gentleman does not meet the case. The proposition to insert must 
be taken in connection with the motion to strike out. The object of 
the bill is to make an appropriation in order to secure inspection of the 
Indians by means of five inspectors appointed from civil life. The 
amendment reduces expenditures proposed by the bill by the sum of 
$12,500, and secures the inspection contemplated by means of officers 
of the Army. The inspection of the Indians being the object to be at- 
tained by the law, the mode of securing that inspection is secured by 
the proposed amendment. That is all I think it is necessary to say on 
the subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to supplement the question which I asked 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] by another. I would ask 
the gentleman if the test as to whether matter shall be introduced into 
the bill is not whether it is germane ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the test. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly; it must be germane. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If you do not make that the test, then I ask if there 
is any limitation upon the substantive matter which can be placed in 
a bill in connection with a proposition to strike out? 

_Mr. REAGAN. I know the gentleman has already presented that 
view of the case. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 





| 
| 
| 


I want to follow it to its legitimate consequences. 


If you do not make the test whether it is germane or not as an inde- | 
pendent proposition, then can you not put in an appropriation bill by 
that method a provision to repeal the Revised Statutes ? 
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mittee. 
proposed, and I do not propose 


| REED] has said, yet, in view of the fact that this is a motion to sti 


| and you come 
| vision 
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Mr. REAGAN. 


I repeat that that question is not before the com 
The committee has before it the amendment which has been 


+ 
t 


o take up a case which is not before 


LM 
out and insert, which motion is indivisible, therefore the whole propo 
sition is in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. | Inresponse to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LONG], the Chair begs to state that his decision 
was made before the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] 
his suggestion; but he has not discovered anything in that suggestion 
which leads him to change the ruling he had already made. The ruling 
of the Chair is simply that the amendment in question provides that 
five Army officers shall be detailed to perform certain duties, instead of 
five civilians, and that that amendment is an entirety and not obnox- 
ious to the point of order urged against it. 

Mr. LONG. I undérstand the motion is to strike out, 
thing, and also to insert a provision, which consists of two substanti 
propositions. 


threw out 


which is one 


e 


The CHAIRMAN. That is not the amendment; that is, to insert 
two substantive propositions. 
Mr. LONG. I ask that the amendment may be again read 


] 


The CHAIRMAN. k 
read the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out lines 122, 125 and 124, and insert in lieu thereof the ny 

* The office of Indian inspector is hereby abolished, andthe Secretary of W 
shall detail five officers of the Army, not under the grade of captain, who sha 
act, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as Indian inspect 
and the Secretary of War shall change such officers at any time the Secre 
of the Interior shall request the same to be done 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
hear one further suggestion, the divisibility of this pending amendment 
does not consist in the fact that the matter proposed to be substituted 
contains two different substantive propositions which ought to di- 
vided, but lies in the fact that the proposition is to strike out and insert 

Mr. LONG. 


If there is no objection, the Clerk will again 


low! 


} 
‘ 


wi 


iM 


This is exactly what I wanted to ascertain. «Now, if 
understand this case, here is, first, a motion to strike out, then a mo 
tion to insert; and the motion to insert covers two distinctive propo 


sitions, the first of which is to abolish the Indian inspectors, and the 
second to confer certain powers upon the Secretary of War. Now 

understand the Chair to admit that while the first of these distincti 
propositions does reduce expenditures, the second, if standing alon 
would change existing law without reducing expenditures. Therefore 
this motion to insert, if it were not coupled with a motion to strike 
out, would contain a proposition changing existing law but not reducir 


1 


r 












expenses, and the result would be that the whole thing would be ruled 
out. 

But the Chair says that this motion to insert is coupled with a mo 
tion to strike out, and he refers us to clause 7 of Rule XVI, which says 
that a motion to strike out and insert indivisible But what does 
the word ‘‘indivisible’’ mean as used in this rule? Not indivisible in 


every sense; not indivisible against the world. We all know that the 
word ‘* indivisible’ as used in thisconnection means simply indivisible 
so far as putting the motion is 1: that is, regards the 
parliame ntary putting of the question you can not separate the 
That is the 
indiv as there used 
But when, passing from this rule, which refers to ° 
precede nts."’ subject of the bills and 
bills changing existing law, then you approach an entirely 
itive rule which declares th 
amendment is obnoxious to the 1 


concernes 


i 


1 
noto 


out from the motion to insert 


} 


- : ’ 
to strike entire extent al 


scope ol t word ° isible ’ 


motions é 


and tl 


vou come to the ndment 


trie 


‘ 
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under a substar e it if an 


in a bill or ile the 
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osition shall be [t seems to me the Chair is carrying too far 
the *‘indivisible,’’ which by all parliamentary pre- 
cedents is limited to the mere question of putting the motion. But 
under Rule XX1, the construction of which, together with the reasons 
for its adoption and the precedents, has been stated by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED}, if any provision in a proposed amendment 
changes existing law and does not reduce expenses the whole amend- 
ment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





excluded 


torce of the word 





































































The question hefore the Committee of the Whole 


decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I be heard on that question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuchas the Chair has permitted this debate 
to run along without any limitation whatever upon gentlemen who have 
desired to speak, 
[Mr. SPRINGER] 

Mr. SPRINGER reference has been made to the decision of 
Mr. Speaker Kerr in the Forty-fourth Congress upon a proposition some- 
what similar At that time, during the pendency of the bill 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government, a motion was made to add a section trans- 
the Indian Bureau from the Interior Department to the War 
Mr. Speaker Kerr held the amendment not 


Pome 


to this. 


lerring 
Department 
under the rule. 

The present question is to be considered in connection with the pro- 
vision now contained in our rule that an amendment coming from an 
individual and not from a committee must retrench expenditures in one 
of three des 
number and salary of officers of the United States.’’ 

The present amendment does propose to abolish certain offices. It 
contemplates the discontinuance of five Indian inspectors and the transfer 
of their duties to Army officers already receiving pay, for their services 
under the appropriations for the Army. 

Now, the question arises upon this amendment whether the proposi- 
tion retrenches expenditures. It does retrench expenditures; 
stop the payment of five Indian inspectors and confer their duties upon 


tional pay on account of this additional duty. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Under this rule, is not the first test whether 
any or all of the provisions in the amendment are germane? Is not that 
the first question rather than the question of retrenchment? ‘* Being 
germane’’ is the language of the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idid not know that any question had been raised 
as to whether this amendment was germane or not. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Thatis the only question—whether it is germane 
upon this bill 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will give way, I move that the committee do now rise. 

rhe motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6092) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 


and had come to no resolution thereon. 
GENERAL 


purposes, 


RECEPTION OF GRANT. 

Mr. RANDALL 
on the floor to-day General Grant. There are no words necessary to an 
(American in so far as he is concerned; but we will do ourselves honor 
by taking a recess for fifteen minutes and give members an opportunity 
to shake him by the hand. [Applause.] I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to take 
a recess for fifteen minutes for the purpose of receiving our distinguished 
fellow-citizen, General Grant. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. RANDALL. Unanimously. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; unanimously. 

The House (at 4 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) took a recess; and 
Mr. Speaker CARLISLE and Mr. RANDALL escorted General Grant to 
the area in front of the Official Reporter’s desk, where he was pre- 
sented to the several Members and Delegates. He was greeted with 
applause when he came down the main aisle, and also when he left the 
House 


resumed its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the return of joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of 
War to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the 
State of Ohio, yesterday passed by the Senate without amendment. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which con- 
currence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John P. Walworth; 


is on the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON ] from the | 
lhe question is, Shall the decision of the Chair | 


the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois | 


in order | 


ignated methods, one of which is ‘* by the reduction of the | 


it will | 


Army officers now receiving pay as such, and who will not have addi- 


RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 2, 





A bill (S. 953) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the 
estate of William Tinder, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1459) relating to the improvement of coinage; 

A bill (S. 873) for the relief of William G. Ford, of Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 835) to amend section 1000 of the Revised Statutes, in re- 
lation to giving security in cases on appeal or writ of error; 

A bill (S. 554) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office; 


| and 


A bill (S. 458)-for the relief of William H. Crook. 
RETURN JOINT RESOLUTION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 


OF 


| the Senate: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 2, 1884 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representatives 
to return to the Senate the joint resolution of the House requiring the Secretary 
of War to furnish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State of 
| Ohio, yesterday passed by the Senate without amendment 


There was no objection, and the request of the Senate was agreed to. 


IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message of the President; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 


In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives, of 5th of Feb- 
ruary last, respecting the arrest and imprisonment of certain American citizens 
by the authorities of Colombia, at Aspinwall, I transmit a report of the Secretary 
of State. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 2, 1884 


PROTECTION OF RIVER LEVEES. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House the 
| following message of the President; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Represe ntatives 

I transmit to Congress a communication from the Secretary of War, embody- 
ing the views of the president of the Mississippi River Commission upon a re- 
port from Major Stickney, of the Engineer Corps, in relation to the protection 
of existing levees from destruction by the floods in the lower part of the Mis- 
sissippi River. It appears that there is an urgent need of an appropriation of 
$100,000 to be used for this purpose, and that an enormous destruction of prop- 
erty may be thereby averted 


MISSISSIPPI 


various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other | 


At 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m. the recess expired, and the House | 


Mr. Speaker, we have the honor of having with us | 


I recommend an immediate appropriation of the sum required for the pur- 


pose, to be expended under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 2, 1884. 
LEAVE 
Mr. LAMB, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence for 


OF ABSENCE. 


one week, on account of important business. 


LEAVE PRINT. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 


TO 


print remarks on the bill granting a pension to Septimia R. Meikleham, 
| sole surviving grandchild of Thomas Jefferson. 


And then, on motion of Mr. BUCKNER (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 


p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition for the relief of Emanuel E. Downham 


and Henry Strauss—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of John Dixon and William Con- 


| way—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Petition of Henry T. Knox, of Burlington, 
N. J., for change of rating of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 





By Mr. CLAY: Petition of the city of Owensborough, asking for the 
erection of a breakwater in the Ohio River at that point—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. Grand Army of the Republic, Crof- 
ton, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Chase, Mich., relative to 
postage on seeds, &c.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Papers relating to the claim of Cyrenus Beers 
and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Memorial of the bondholders of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad, praying to be heard before the Committee on the 
Public Lands on the bill declaring a forfeiture of the land granted, and 


99 


ony, 


| asking Congress to protect their interests—to the Committee on the 


Public Lands. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring 
an appropriation for the education of the Indians—to the Committee 
on Education. 
By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial as to pensions by members of Grand 
Army post of Monticello, Wis.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KELLOGG: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of 
George Baldey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. KING: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Davidson, ex- | 
ecutrix of Edward C. Davidson, deceased—to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of James Rather—to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Moral Education Society—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition and papers relating to the claim of 
Joshua Newcomer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Bv Mr. MORGAN: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, relat- 
ing to the coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Protests of druggists of the city of Saint 
Louis, against the bill to prepare and publish a pharmacopceia for the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the senate of the State of Kansas, 
asking Congress to make provisions for the payment of certain losses | 
sustained by citizens of Kansas as ascertained by the commission of 
1859—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the senate of Kansas in relation to 
certain losses of citizens of the State—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of professors in and trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania, praying for the appointment of a scientific | 
commission to ascertain what plan of organization is best adapted to 
promote the usefulness of the National Observatory—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of Kitty 
A. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of Kentucky relative to the 
Life-Saving Service at Louisville—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Petition of Samuel Corson and others, for 
a port of entry at Wilmington, N. C.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Memorial of Post No. 218, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of New York, in favor of pension and bounty law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Petition of Union veterans of the late war, 
for pensions, &¢e.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

\lso, resolutions of Mooney Post, Mooney, Jackson County, Indiana, 
for legislation to secure to the Union soldiers of the late war what was 
promised them at enlistment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of B. F. Tabler and 88 others, soldiers 
ind citizens of Osceola County, Iowa, asking for the appropriation of 
$260,000 to be expended in erecting a soldiers’ home to be located in 
the West—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of M. G. Entery, 8. A. H. McKim, and | 


Lemuel Gaddis, for relief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Mankato, 
Minn., protesting against the passage of an act fixing the head of nav- 
igation of the Minnesota River at New Ulm—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 3, 1884. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit to Congress a communication from the Secretary of War, embody- | 


ing the views of the president of the Mississippi River Commission upon a re- 
port from Major Stickney, of the Engineer Corps, in relation to the protection 
of existing levees from destruction by the floods in the lower part of the Mis- 
sissippi River. It appears that there is an urgent need of an appropriation of 


$100,000 to be used for this purpose, and that an enormous destruction of prop- | 


erty may be thereby averted. 

I recommend an immediate appropriation of the sum required for the pur- 
pose, to be expended under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission 

; CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 2, 1884. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a tracing of the plat of 
survey of the unconfirmed private land claim, in the Territory of New 
Mexico, ofthe heirsof Francisco Garcia; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dol- 

lar was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BECK. I holdin my hand a joint resolution passed by the Legis 
lature of Kentucky. It is very short, and I desire to have it referred 
appropriately, if it be proper for reference. It reads thus 

Resolution No. 43 
Resolution in relation to the life-saving service at Louisville 


Whereas the almost annual recurrence of disastrous floods in our rivers, at- 
tended by great destruction of human life and property, renders more and more 
apparent the imperative necessity of maintaining an etlicient corps of | 


, — 2 ile-savers 
at Louisville: Therefore, 





Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentuck That our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, quested to 
use their best efforts to obtain an increased compensation for the gallant mem 
bers of the life-saving crew now stationed at Louisville, whose heroic conduct 


and noble self-sacrifices in hours of peril so well merit deserved reward 
rhe governor ishereby requested to forward a copy of these resolutions to the 
Kentucky members of Congress 
CHAS. OFFUTT, 


Speaker of the Hous Representatives 
BEN. 8S. ROBBINS 
Pro te mpore Speake of the Senate 


Approved March 27, 1884 
J. PROCTOR KNOTT 
By the governor 
J. A. MCKENZIE, 
Secretary of State 
It being in the nature of a memorial, I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read at the 
desk. 
Che Chief Clerk read the resolution 
Mr. BECK. I have read it first, perhapsimproperly, because I was 
not sure, as it is addressed to the members of the Kentucky delegation, 
whether it was properly in the form of a memorial. I now ask that it 
be treated as such, and move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to 
Ir. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
| of lowa; which was read, and referred tothe Committee on Publi 
as follows 


eo 
Lands, 








Joint Resolution No. 9 
Joint resolution in regard to grants of publi nd to railroads 
Be itresolved by the Gene isseml of the State Tou 
| First. That in view of the rapid absorption of the public lands of the United 
States fit forsettlement, we do hereby earnestly request our Senators and Rept 
| sentatives in Congress to use@heir influence sothat where grants of public land 
| have been made directly to any corporation to aid building 1 roads, andthe 
| terms of said grants have not been substantially complied with, steps may 
immediately taken to hav he unearned portion of such lands revert to the 
United States, that the san may be thrown open to settlement 
| Second. That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to tr mit 
lac ypy of the foregoing resolution to each of o r Senators and Repres« itives 
in Congress, 
Approved March 27, 1884 
| Mr. Meé PHERSON I present aresolution of the Board of Trad of 
| the city of Newark, N. J., which reads as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States 


The Board of Trade of Newark, N. J., adopted the following petition 

‘Resolved, That this board respectfully but earnestly petition your honorable 
body that the bankrupt bills now before you may not become a law And vour 
petitioners will ever pray 


Signed by the president and secretary of the Board of Trade 
As a billon this subject has been reported, I move that the resolution 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr.CALL. I presentaresolution of the Board of Tradeand Exchange 
| of Pensacola, Fla., which reads as follows: 


Whereas the withdrawal of this fast-mail service will be a great deprivation 
to the people of the Southeast and the business interests of this section : 

Resolved, That we earnestly petition the Senate of the United States to replace 
said allowance for the fast-mail service of the Atlantic Coast Line, as the discor 
| tinuance of this service will involve the loss of an entire business day to this 
| whole section, and that it will deprive us of postal facilities to which our busi- 
ness interests have become adjusted, and will retard the development of this 
whole section of country. 





I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This paper appearing to be in print 
can not be received under the strict head of petitions, but if there be 
no objection it will be received as a paper, and referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Samuel Ward, a citizen of 
| the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, praying to be reimbursed for 
| certain property taken from him during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a paper directed to me by citizens of 
Mansfield, Ohio, but evidently intended for the Senate, remonstrating 
| against the passage of the bill (S. 1558) to protect innocent purchasers 

of patented articles. I ask that the paper be received, and move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of soldiers and citizens connected 

with the National League, and indorsed by the governors of the States 
) of Wisconsin, Indiana, Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa, and Colo- 
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rado, and also indorsed by the high officers of state in those Common- Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1987) to amend 
+} 


wealths, the signers numbering about 8,000 citizens and soldiers in | the patent laws; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
those States, praying that a pension of at least $3 a month may be | Committee on Patents. 


granted to all honorably discharged soldiers of the Union Army and Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1988) for the government and con- 
sailors of the Navy who served during the late war. trol of the Saint Mary’s Falls Canal, Michigan ; which was read twice 
The petition is accompanied by a communication from Corydon Mil- | by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
rd, late chaplain of the Fourth United States Heavy Artillery, now Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1989) for the creation of a silk-cult- 
haplain of the National Soldiers’ Home at Milwaukee, urging upon | ure bureau and the establishment of silk-culture stations ; which was 
Congress the granting of the prayer of the petition read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
[ desire to say, without intruding upon the province of the Commit- | and Forestry. 
tee on Pensions or anticipating the judgment of the Senate upon this im- AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


rtant reaues } it is true ere is a V larve number of iers oe coe . , 
aS SOQ, Vas 15 Oe Ore ther i very large number of soldier Mr. GARLAND submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


ds ra noun, lane leh » mere loss of e once { r : . aa a , : : 
| sailors who have been unable by the mere loss of evidence and other by him to the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain claims re- 


misfortunes to prove to the satisfaction of the Pension Office the tacts ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
which undoubtedly exist upon which a claim to the pension granted ment: which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
by the United States Government is properly based. The rules of the be printed. 
Pension Office place obstacles—I dare say necessary and wise rules in GENERAL WASHINGTON’S SWORD. 
nost instances—in the way of establishing the undoubted and unques- : : : 
tioned proof; anda great many persons, perhaps most persons who served Mr. GROOME by request ) submitted the following resolution; 
dur the entire war. we ibstantially impaired in health mentally | Which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
or pl cally for the rest of their lives, although their disability is not Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be directed to inquire into the 
suai il a eatiaiite ontation ents : expediency of purchasing from the Lewis family, for the United States, the 
ee "S ' : sword worn by General George Washington upon the occasion of his resigning 
pheretor vithout entering upon the general question of the policy | his commission to Congress at Annapolis, Md., on the 23d day of December, 1783, 
f granting this prayer it seems to me that the Committee : ; EE B ; 
tanh eee sake ar sie ortioes Wiis ttention to the framing of some CONGO COUNTRY IN AFRICA, 
- ‘ 5 . 
shall relieve cases of undoubted suffering and merit Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ill the States and which are within the experience of all ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
s of t ~ te Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of Senate report No. 393 of the present 
I ve that the petition and ac ompanying letter be referred to the — Sa r with document entitled ‘‘Africa No. 3,’’ be printed for the use 
; ee ae a MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Mankato (Minn. A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Board of Trade. remonstrating against the passage of any act that shall | Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
effect abridge, restrict, or limit the navigation of the Minnesota | 223) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the mayor of Rich- 
hich was referred to the Committee on Commerce. mond, Va., a certain amount of flags and bunting for use at a fair; in 
He also presented the petition of George Wallace Hall, late private | W hich it requested the concurrence of the Senate. : 
of Company A, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteers, praying for | The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
y the removal of the limitation of time prescribed by the act of | ing bills: ae om ; 
[R80, in regard to applications for bounty; which was referred A bill (8. 1027) for the reliefof James H. Woodard; and 
Committee on Military Affairs A bill (S. 1819) to print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Damariscotta, Me., | the late Thomas AMen. 
praying that an appropriation be made for education in Alaska; which AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 
rred to the Committee on Appropriations. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Calendar under the eighth rule. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move totakeup the unfinished business at this time. 
It will be remembered that at the close of the session yesterday the 
honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] was about to address 
the Senate. Itis convenient to him to go on at this time, and as the 
debate has been protracted and it is desirable to close it as soon as pos- 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. sible, I hope there will be no objection to the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 


message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the joint 
solution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of War to furnish copies 

{ certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State of Ohio. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the following bills, reported | , rar ; 
t] liv without amendment 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
hem severarly l ( ame 3 TT . . . “ 
\ bill (S, 1885) for the erection of a public building at Wilmington schools. The question is on agreeing to the motion. ; 
D Mr. COCKRELL. I do not propose this morning to antagonize the 


motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, so far as I am concerned. 
There are a number of Senators who desire to speak on the educational 
bill, and I am willing to take it up now; but I give notice that here- 
after I shall insist, so far as I am concerned (and I think a number of 
other Senators will do the same), upon giving the morning hour to the 
consideration of the regularCalendar. Asa numberof Senators desire to 
speak to-day upon the educational bill, I shall not interpose any ob- 
jection to proceeding to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean after the educational bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that all such 
motions under the present rules are not open to debate. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools, the pending 
question being on the motion of Mr. PLUMB to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

a , . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 

Mr. FRYE (by request introduced a bill (S. 1985) to authorize the DLETON ] is entitled to the floor. 
appointment of a commission of naval architects and marine engineers | wr COKE. I ask the courtesy of the Senator from Ohio to yield 
to examine and report upon new designs for steamships; which was | to me for a few minutes. , : 


\ bill (S. 1810) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 
Cal and 

\ bill (S. 1279) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Asheville, N. C 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 304) to give the assent of Congress to the construction of a 
free bridge by the mayor and city council of Nashville, Tenn., over the 
Cumberland River, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1721) for a bridge across the Missouri River at White Cloud, in Doni- 
phan County, Kansas, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1425) to grant the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad | 
Company the right of way through the public lands and the right to 
construct bridges over navigable water courses, reported it with amend- 


ments 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


read twice by its title. | Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred tothe Com-| yr COKE. Mr. President, I listened to the remarks of the Sen- 
mittee on N wal Affairs, if there be no objection. , ree | atorfrom Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] yesterday until I supposed his ar- 
Mr. FRYE. To the Committee on Commerce, if the Chair pleases, as gument was about concluded and was absent for a few minutes from 
the matter is being heard before that committee : the Chamber before its conclusion. Near the conclusion of his speech 
The PRESIDEN [' pro tempore. The bill will be referred tothe Com-| | gnd this morning in the REecorD what I did not know yesterday 
mittee on Commerce evening had been stated by him. I read from the Senator’s speech: 


Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1986) to authorize the tei! 
wine ; f : i “ch: : hi r designs: whicl rag read Mr. President, Texas was admitted into the Union in 1845 undera resolution 
construction of a merchant s lp upon new designs; which was rea which exempted the United States from any responsibility for her debts. The 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. original proposal made before that contained that as one of the specitications. 
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After that time Congress paid Texas $10,000,000 for an adjustment of the line be- 
tween Texas and New Mexico. Five million dollars of that was reserved in the 
Treasury for the creditors of Texas, who had a pledge of the customs of that 
State before her annexation. That was allright. Butin 1855there was another 
act passed, not only paying the $5,000,000 which had then been reserved out of 
the purchase-money for the line between Texas and New Mexico, but an addi- 
tional sum of $2,750,000 was given for the purpose of paying the debts of Texas. 
There was no obligation to pay,and there being no obligation on the part of the 
Government, it was notthe payment ofadebt. Being notthe payment of adebt 
or the discharge of an obligation, it was a pure voluntary gift. 

But the Senator says that the fact that the State must accept the gift shows 
that Congress has no power to make it; and yet in that very act the consent of 
Texas was required ; she gave it, and the gift was made. 

I desire to say that in this statement, as in many others the Senator 
made yesterday, he has fallen into a most grievouserror. He entirely 
misapprehends, and is utterly mistaken as to the great historical facts 
he assumes to narrate in this statement. 

After the annexation of Texas there arose a controversy as to the boun- 
dary line between Texas and New Mexico. It involved what was then 
known as the Santa Fé territory. In order to adjust that controversy 
the United States agreed, if Texas would surrender her claim, to pay to 
Texas $10,000,000 in interest-bearing stocks. As the creditors of the 
republic of Texas held a lien upon the customs of Texas, which were 
transterred to the United States when Texas was annexed, and the credit- 
ors were insisting that the United States Government had assumed lia- 
bility for their debts after they had received the right to collect the 
customs dues upon which they had the lien, the Government of the 
United States, in order to shield itself from the responsibility, reserved 
the right to hold 35,000,000 of the $10,000,000 interest-bearing stock 
for the payment of the creditors who claimed this lien. 
to this. 

It took some time to adjust and audit the debt of Texas. It was not 
done until 1855. In the mean time the interest was running on the 
reserved $5,000,000, and when in 1855 the United States Congress, after 
the Texas debt had been audited, came to make an appropriation of the 
money for its payment, it was found that $1,250,000 of interest had 
wcrued. That was added to the principal, $5,000,000, making 
$6,250,000. In addition to that, there was pending a claim against 
the Government of the United States for the depredations by Indians 
helonging to and under the control of this Government upon the repub- 
lic of Texas and afterward upon the State of Texas. .This claim had 
been formally presented and was being urged. In the adjustment of 
this matter, as the debates show when the appropriation was made, an 
additional sum of $1,500,000 was added to the 36,250,000, making in 
all $7,750,000, which was appropriated, and as the concluding section 
of the act of appropriation of February, 1855, shows, upon the express 
condition that it should be assented to by the State of Texas, and that 
the State of Texas should withdraw and abandon her then pending 
claim against the Government for Indian depredations. 

So the $2,750,000 which the Senator from Mississippi says was pre- 
sented as a gilt to Texas by the United States consisted of $1,250,000 of 
interest upon the stocks of Texas held in the Treasury of the United 
States and $1,500,000 which was paid to Texas in compromise of her 
claim against the Government for Indian depredations. 

Mr. MAXEY. And those funds were interest-bearing bonds 

Mr. COKE. Of course. I said that it was interest-bearing stock. 

Now, the Senator from Mississippi says that the 32,750,000 was a 
gift, and that Texas accepted the gift; and that is a point which he 
makes in his argument in favor of this bill. In making that point the 
Senator simply shows that he had not made an examination of this ques- 
tion, which if properly made (and which he should have made) would 
have led him to the true facts. 

Mr. President, this is about all that I desire tosay. I wished to make 
this explanation and to refute this statement because it affects my State 
and because it ignores great historical facts, shown by the legislation 
of Congress, by the debates of that period, by the compromise bill of 
1350 under which the first arrangement for the sale of the Santa Fé 
territory was made. The Government of the United States has never 
given Texas one single cent, and there is in the Treasury now, uncalled 
for, $60,000 of the $7,750,000 appropriated for the creditors of Texas. 

Any other misstatement or misapprehension of the Senator (and I 
will state that there are various of them in his speech) I shall not ad- 
vert to, because I am satisfied that the record of the debate will take 
care of itself. What he has said is in print and what I have said is in 
print; but this matter had not been referred to before, and therefore I 
deemed it necessary and proper that I should make this explanation 
and vindicate the truth of history. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Texas who has just addressed 
the Senate makes the same success in pointing out the many other er- 
rors which he says exist in my speech as he has done in the one to 
which he has called special attention and no more, he would be well 
excused from making any attempt on that subject. 

_I said that Texas had been made the recipient of a gift from the 
United States and she had accepted the gift. I was well aware that 
the act under which the gift was made contained a provision that she 


Texas assented 





should withdraw an unfounded claim which she had set up against the 
Government of the United States. The United States undertakes and 
assumes no responsibility, recognizes none, to pay for Indian depreda- 
tions either on the citizens of foreign countries or on our own citizens, 
and the fact that Texas assumed and presented a claim of that character 
against the Government only proves, what I said in my speech yester- 
day, that Texas seemed to have considered that the Constitution of the 
United States and the Government of the United States was made for 
her especial benefit, to give her rights and privileges not granted to the 
other States of the Union. 

It is very evident, it is a proposition which I asserted in my speech 
yesterday, thatifa payment be made out of the Treasury of the United 
States where there is no obligation to pay, where there isnodebt, noduty 
to pay, the payment is a pure gift, and you can not make anythingelse out 
of it. And so, sir, with reference to some other provisions alluded to by 
the Senator in his remarks this morning, Texas seems to have assumed 
an exceptional right against the Government of the United States 
Claims were presented against the United States to pay the debt of Texas 
because, forsooth, the customs, the revenues from importations by Texas 
had been surrendered by herannexation tothe UnitedStates. The same 
thing happened when the Constitution was formed in 1789 I 
State prior to the formation of the Constitution had the right to 
customs duties. They were theirs, and yet they were all surrendered 
by their incorporation into the American Union under the Constitution, 
and no State on that account was recognized by the United States 


very 
levy 


as 

having a right to call on the United States to pay its debts 

This is a full answer to the position of the Senator from Texas 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator trom Ohio allow me a moment fur 
ther? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, si! 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi said 

But in 185 there was another act passed, not only paying the $000,000 which 
had then been reserved out of the purchase-money for the line between Texas 
and New Mexico, but an additional sum of $2,750,000 was given for the purpose 


of paying the debts of Texas. There was no obligation to pay, and there bein 
no obligation on the part of the Government, it was not the payment of a debt. 


»~ 


I have shown that $1,250,000 of that 32,7 
crued on bonds belonging to Texas. 

Mr. GEORGE. On that point I admit I was mistaken as to 
amount of the gift; but the question between the Senator and my 
was not so much as to thegmount, as to the fact that a gift was made 
One million two hundred and fifty thousand dollars was given 

Mr. COKE. Well, then, the Senator is forced to admit that he w 
wrong as to more than half of it. When the republic of Texas had a 
claim which her authorities were pressing at the time of annexation for 
Indian depredations, when that claim, after annexation, was taken up 


90,000 was for 


interest ac 


the 


self 


bs 


by the State authorities and was being urged, and when, as I can show 
in the debates on this subject, Mr. Clay said ‘Texas was entitled to 
$3,000,000 on this score, the honorable Senator from Mississippi, for 


the purpose of making a point in his argument, undertakes to decide 
that the claim had no validity, that the United States had no right or 
power to negotiate with the authorities of Texas and compromise it, 
and that therefore it was a pure and simple gift. An argument based 
upon such a hypothesis can not certainly go very far nor have much in- 
fluence in this country. 

Mr. MAXEY. Allow me to say that the Senator from Mississippi 
not only undertakes to decide what my colleague says, but undertakes 
to decide that the Senate and House that passed that bill and the Pres- 
ident who approved it did not know what they were doing 

Mr. COKE. Of course. The Senator from Mississippi sets himself up 
to review the past conduct of this Government about this matter, and 
for the purpose of making a point in his argument assumes that what 
this Government in all its branches thought was the right thing to do, 
to wit, to pay a million and a half of dollars in the settlement of this 
claim, was a perfectly void and invalid act, in order that he may 
strue it as a pure and simple gift. I am entirely willing that the Sen- 
ator’s statement may go for what it is worth. 
reasoning on this bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope I may be indulged one remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar 
is entitled to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will yield for one remark. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never the Senator fi 
that this was a perfectly void act of the Congress of the United States. 
It was he who asserted that gifts made by the United States to the States 
were void. I insisted that the Government had a right to make a gift, 
and I cited it as an instance in which it had made a gift. That is the 
distinction. I madeno such assertion. Icriticisednobody. Idid not 
criticise Texas even for accepting or the Government for giving it I 
cited it to show that the power to give by the Government to a State 
had been exercised in that case by the consent of the United States and 
of the State of Texas. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, the length and scope of this de- 
bate make it very difficult to say anything which is either new in 
or new in its guise. I shall not endeavor ther Indeed, I 
would have been very content to follow my usua ibit of giving my 


con- 


It is a fair sample of his 


The Senator from Ohio 


vr . 
asserted, as om LeXa@s says, 


tself 


to do ei 
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vote in silence and not troubling the Senate with my reasons, if I were | floor of the Senate I felt an honest pride that these men, showing such 
not in this case a little divided as betwixt two. My judgment is very | magnanimity, such self-reliance, such heroism in doing their duty, were 
lear as to what ought to be done. My sympathies and sensibilities to | our brethren according to the flesh, descendants of the same blood and 
some extent impel me in a different direction, and therefore I have | race, coheirs of the same liberty, and worthy to be codefenders of the 
thought it right to explain very briefly to those who are interested the | same free Government. 
view on which I shall give my vote upon this bill. ft have noticed—and who has not ?—the courage, the fidelity, and per- 
We have had several definitions of this bill. The honorable Senator | sistency of the honorable Senator from New Hampshire in charge of 
vho introduced it and stands sponsor for it on the floor [Mr. BLAIR] | this bill, who has defended it so ably. I am sure that I may say with 
said in the course of his remarks that it was a bill to fit the voters to | the concurrence of all gentlemen on this floor, and without trenching at 
<ercise intelligently the franchise. The honorable Senator from Ar- | all upon the limits of propriety, that they have seen with admiration 
kansas [Mr. GARLAND] defined it as a bill to extirpate illiteracy. | the facility with which he has been willing to amend his bill to make 
Other Senators have spoken of it as a bill to relieve the States, to per- | it conform to the views of all gentlemen who are in favor of the same 
petuate the Union, to strengthen the Government, to perfect the scheme | general scheme, and the entire fairness with which he has treated the 
emancipation, or perhaps to compensate some of its consequences, motives and the purposes of those who are directly opposed to the whole 


according as Senators have followed the dictates of their own fancy or | system which he seeks to introduce. 
the different appreciation they may have of the value of these respective I yield to no man in my estimate of the value of educational train 
esults ing, not even to the honorable Senator from Mississippi, whom I do 


in plainer language, Mr. President, this is simply a bill to appropriate | not see now in his place [Mr. LAMAR], who with more than his usual 
$105,000,000 to the purposes of education within the States. That | force and felicity spoke of the power of intellectual training in freeing 


amou to be paid in ten unequal annual installments. It is to be paid | men from the bondage of their passions and prejudices and supersti- 


proportion to the ignorant people within the limits of theStates. It | tions. I think that training is of inestimable value to the man in iso- 
to be taken from the Federal Treasury, into which it is first to be | lation, tothe man in society, to the man in government. It makes him 
ithered by asystem of taxation which, if the Constitution be obeyed, | a better man, a better neighbor, a more important and influential 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. If taxation is to be | factor in the great problem of free government. I distinguish, as did 
mited to the ordinary expenses of the Government, then additional | the honorableSenator from South Carolina so eloquently the other day 
taxation shall be imposed to raise the amount. If $300,000,000 have | [Mr. BUTLER], between intelligence and intellectual vigor and mere 
d for the expenses of the Government heretofore, then an addi- | book learning. I do not compare them; I do not contrast them. They 
il 315,000,000 for the first year and something less afterward must | are both important, they are both essential, and the one supplements 
increased taxation in order tomeet the appropriation which | that wherein the other fails 

t ks to mak Education mitigates the low and groveling conditian in which our 
process is very simple \ new tax bill must be devised; a new | grosser passions and vices find a congenial and productive soil. As the 

t t be levied upon tea or coffee, or an additional tax upon woolen | moral and intellectual powers increase, the opportunity and the nec« 
nulactures or iron manufactures imported into the country, or upon | sity for mere brute force in government diminish. The man governs 
te © and whisky produced within its limits. Fifteen milliondollars | himself, and in the practice of that high quality of character he learns 
a ve raised; all the people of all the country are tocontribute, and | and he practicesthat divine charity whose maxim is, ** Bear ye one anoth- 
teen millions are to be expended not in the proportion in which | er’s burdens,’’ and of that still diviner justice which says, ‘‘ Do unto 
a | contribute, but in a different proportion those as a rule receiv- | others as you would that they should do unto you a As these are the 
ing most who have contributed the least essential elements of a high moral character, so they are the best con- 
It seems almost unnecessary to say, and yet it appears to me very | stituents of a high civic character devoted to performing the duties of 
usetul to recall to ourselves and to each other that the Government has | a citizen. Nature made an impassable gulf between man and the brute 
no independent fortune; that it has not one cent of money except that | creation. There is an immeasurably greater distance, happily not 
which is contributed to it by the people; that every dollar of appropri- | impassable, between those whose faculties, dull and dimmed and im 
ation means a dollar of taxation; and that if we were wise and logical | bruted, lie all dormant, and those whose faculties, awakened, vivitied, 
we should in the first section of every bill imposea tax and provide the | energized, alert, appreciate and employ the opportunites of develop- 
exact amount which in the second section of the bill we authorize to be | ment which lie all around them. Intellectual training removes the 


expended. It would aid us, I think, to understand this particular bill if | man from close proximity to the beasts that perish, and, carrying him 


its draughtsman had provided in the first section thus: That in ad- | through all the gradations of beneficent development, places him finally 
dition to all the taxes now levied by law there shall be levied and as- | where we are told that God and nature intended him to be, ‘‘a little 
and collected 3 cents a pound upon coffee imported into the United | lower than the angels, and crowned with glory and honor.”’ 
States, or 22 cents upon tea, or 31 per cent. ad valorem in addition to It was a noble son of New England, himself one of the best illustra- 
the 60 per cent. now levied upon all woolen goods and clothing and | tions of the benefits and beauties of culture, who, in contrasting the 
blankets imported into the United States, or 38 per cent. ad valorem in | character of the ignorant and the educated man, said that to the igno- 
addition to the 40 per cent. duty (if I state correctly the figure) imposed | rant man the earth and air and sea and sky, the glorious pomp of day, 
upon all iron and steel manufactures, or 6 cents additional upon every | the sparkling mysteries of nightare but an outward pageant governed by 
22 cents in addition upon every gallon of whisky | ungoverned chance, valued only as they minister to the supply of sensual 
that is produced; and that the second section should provide that all | wants; that to him all nature was silent; but to the man whose mind 
the money collected from these additional taxes shall be distributed to | is stored with knowledge the mystery is unfolded, the veil is uplifted 
aid in the education of citizens within the several States. as one by one he turns the leaves of the great volume of creation, mental, 
I have taken some pains to look into this matter, and I think I state | moral, and physical, whose every page is inscribed with characters of 
fairly what would be the additional taxation upon any of these articles | wisdom and power and love; that to him all nature is vocal, and he hears 
necessary to raise the $15,000,000 a year, at least forthe first year, which | the echoes of that divine language in which ** day unto day uttereth 
as provided by this bill shall be expended. It ought to bea tax bill as | speech, and night unto night sheweth knowledge.”’ 


sessed 


pound ol tobac co, OT 


well as an appropriation bill. There ought to be a levy of additional Mr. President, if the alternative were the passage of this bill advo- 
taxes in the early part of the bill, that we may understand what its | cated by the honorable Senator from New Hampshire and this illiteracy 
scope and nature is when we come to examine the later portions. with all its weaknesses and all its vices and the loss of these incompara- 


Mr. President, I have listened to this debate with all the attention | ble benefactions, I should be sorely tempted to lay aside all constitu- 
and interest which its importance demands. Sympathizing as I do | tional objections, all the conservative wisdom which the honorable 
with the desire that every child in the Republic throughout all its | Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] enforced so strongly the 
limits shall have the benefits of education, I have waited anxiously, | other day, and to stand side by side with those who are in, favor of the 
listened patiently for a complete vindication of the constitutionality | passage of this measure. But that is not the alternative. There is 
and expediency of this bill, if it can be made. Not one word has been | another way, a better way, a wiser way, 4 more constitutional way ot 
said in favor of the advantages of education to which my judgment has | accomplishing the same purpose. 
not given its most hearty assent. Not an appeal has been made to ele- I have scrutinized very carefully the Constitution for the purpose of 
vate those who were property and not men, at least not citizens before | finding a power to pass this measure. I can find it in none of the ex- 
their emancipation, which has not awakened every humane impulse | press grants; I can find it in none of the inevitable implications. It 
of my heart. Not one word has been said so eloquently by the honor- | may be there; I have not been able to find it. I have not been so in- 
able Senator from Georgia who sits before me [Mr. BRowN] of the suf- | structed by this discussion that I could intelligently put my finger upon 
ferings and losses of the Southern people during the war and as its | it. So far as I have been able to follow this discussion I have not seen 
consequence which did not evoke from me a feeling of sadness that men | that there was a standing-place for the friends of this bill except where 
so worthy had met with such adverse fates. I heard with the greatest | the Senator from Arkansas stands and where he seeks to put the au- 
pleasure the statements that were read on this floor from gentlemen | thority to pass this bill. He places it in that clause of the Censtitution 
who have devoted themselves and their lives to education, not only as | to provide for the general welfare, which he thinks is an independent, 
to the temper and spirit of the people of those States, but as to the | separate power. I can not yield my assent to his interpretation of this 
heroic efforts they were now making to do the very thing for themselves | clause. I can not bring my judgment to the conclusion that in a writ- 
that this bill provides they shall be aided in doing. When I heard the | ten Constitution of defined and limited powers, made with extreme jeal- 
statements of Mr. Mayo and some of these gentlemen read here on the | ousy and caution by those States which came together to frame it, the 
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instrument wherein so many pages are expended in defining the powers 


of the Congress, its authors would sweep all limitations aside, and under 
a power to provide for the general welfare should leave it to the discre- 
tion and judgment and conscience of the legislator as to what he shall 
do and what he shall not do in the attainment of the purposes of the 
Government. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire in the course of his very 
able remarks in the opening of this debate said that the Government 
of course had the power to perpetuate itself. Standing upon that pos- 
tulate, his reasoning is very clear and obvious. Education, says he, is 
necessary to the intelligent exercise of the right of suffrage; the intelli- 
vent exercise of the suffrage is essential to the perpetuity of the Govern- 
ment; therefore, under the power to perpetuate itself the Government 
of the United States may enter within the limits of the States and ed- 
weate the voters. I submit to the honorable Senator that he passes 

vay beyond the provisions of the tenth amendment, which declares 
that all power not granted by the Constitution is reserved to theStates 
and to the people respectively. 

I deny the proposition that the Government has any such power to 
perpetuate itself. The power of this Government for its own perpetu- 
tion stands on no such unsubstantial basis. The fathers when they 
organized the Constitution and Government knew that it would be 
issailed, and they provided inexpress terms and by direct language the 
powers it might exercise in order to its own perpetuation. I repeat, 
as I said before in the debate on a bill involving the powers of the 
Federal Government, that it is only within the limits of that book 

holding up the Constitution] that you must find the powers of the 
Government, and if they are not to be found there the scheme must 
tail, even though the alternative be the life or death of the Govern- 
nent. 

What says this Constitution as to the power of perpetuating the 
Government? ‘‘The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes;’’ but if the resources of taxation should fail at any time and it 
necessary to have money to perpetuate the Government, the Con 
gress may ‘‘ borrow money on the credit of the United States;’’ and if 
its perpetuation depends upon any of its commercial relations, th 
many and the varied interests that grow up in the constant and ready 
intercourse which in these modern times exist between nations, ‘‘ the 
Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
ind among the several States.’’ If danger threatens from abroad, ‘* the 
Congress shall have power to declare war, grant letters of marque and 
reprisal,’’ and in order to do this effectively ‘‘the Congress shall hav 
power to raise and support armies; to provide and maintain a navy; 
to make rules for the governmentand regulation of the land and naval 
forces;’’ and in case of domestic insurrection, in case of sudden in- 
vasion, in case of any of those emergencies which sometimes arise which 
are not war, but nevertheless require the intervention of force **th« 
Congress shall have power to provide for calling forth the militia to exe- 
cute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions. ’’ 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

should like to do so at this point. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask him if the Constitution was the same as it now 
is, providing for the establishment of a government in the legislative, 
executive, and judicial departments, and all the other powers which it 
now contains as expressly granted powers and powers granted by impli- 
cation were therein, save only the express grant which it now contains 
of the power to levy and collect taxes, there being no such grant as that 
of the power to levy and collect taxes—I ask whether he thinks that the 
power to levy and collect taxes to carry out the other powers, to estab- 
lish and continue the Government, would or would not exist? 

Mr. PENDLETON. That would depend altogether upon the way in 
which the Constitution was framed and on the language in which th 
powers were given. In the absenceof a direct power to levy taxes ther: 
might be an injunction upon the Government to do certain things which 
would require money, and then it might levy taxes. 

Mr. BLAIR. My question supposed the Constitution to be just as it 
now is, its phraseo'ogy precisely what it now is, minus simply the ex- 
press grant of power to Wvy and collect taxes; and was whether or 
not then he thinks we should have a Government of the United States ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I think we should have a very poor Govern- 
ment of the United States unless it had.some power to collect taxes. 
by the very fact that the Government is established, in express terms 
there is not carried along with it the power to levy and collect taxes in 
order that it may exist and carry out the powers which it unquestion- 
ably possesses and which it can not exercise without the power to levy 
and collect taxes ? 

While I am on the floor, having put that question, if the Senator will 
permit me to follow it with another I shall not trouble him again. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Well, sir, Iam happy to yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. I feel as though I had no right to intrude in this de- 
bate so often, but since the Senator pointed his remarks to me some- 
what, I think he will excuse me in asking this additional question 
We all start with the concession that intelligence is necessary to the ex- 
istence of governments republican inform. Weclaim that the National 
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Government is a government republican in form, and we devolve upon 
it not only the duty to protect itself and to exercise its own powers as 
such government, but the additional duty of guaranteeing to the States 
governments republican in form. 

Now I ask whether, when intelligence is indispensable to the exist- 
ence of a national government republican in form, and the parent neg- 
lects to educate the child that is to be the citizen as well of the State 
as of the nation and as well of the nation as of the State, and the State 
included geographically within the territory of the nation fails to edu- 
cate the child within its geographical borders, and thus illiteracy be- 
comes a universal darkness throughout the entire extentof the national 
territory, that national government has not from necessity the right, if 
it has the right to live at all, to exercise this power which neither the 
parent nor the State has exercised, in order that it may create the 


American citizen ? 


I am aware that this ground is not a ground on which gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber have placed the debate: butit isa ground 
to which no Senator has addressed himself as yet on either side of the 
Chamber who objects to this bill, and I should be glad to hear some onc 
of stronger powers who comprehends this matter clearly reply to that 
position. 

Mr. PENDLETON Mr. President, I have been endeavoring te say 
that I did not see anywhere in the Constitution a provision empowere- 
ing the Federal Government to educate the children of the State I 
do not find it here 

Mr. BLAIR. I would inquire of the Senator if he thinks that is es- 





sential to the education of the child that is to be the citizen of both 
nation and State? 

Mr. PENDLETON I think it is essential to the interference of the 
Government of the United States with the education of children within 
the States that the Government should have the constitutional power, 
and I do not find such a power here 

Mr. BLAIR Very well: I think it is there: but it is a matter of 
opinion 

Mr. PENDLETON Certainly it is a matter of opinion and ru 
ment. Ido not find it here I do not find it in the provisions which 
have been made by the Constitution for power in the Federal Gov 
ernment to pe rpetuate itself While I find that it may use force, that 
it may levy taxes, that it may borrow money, that it may raise and sup 
port armies, I find the extraordinary omission, if it were not really in 


tentional, of a power to & into the limits of the States to educate thi 
children there 

Now, to answer the gentleman’s question as clearly as I can, | c: 
imagine a constitution so framed, a constitution of the United States 
f you please, so framed as that a necessary implication would be that 
taxes should be levied and collected: and I can imagine, if a person 
may be allowed to imagine an act of idiocy on the part of those who 
framed the Constitution, that it might be so framed that without that 
express gri 


int there would not be the power to le vv a dollar of taxes, 

ind that if the Government could not be supported without that dol 
lar it would have to die 

I am one of those who believe in the strict construction of the Con 
stitution. It is nothing to say to me that if the Government does not 
exercise certain powers the Government can notgoon. Then it is because 
the Government has not the power to go on. Ido not find in the Con- 
stitution any provision—I have not found it; 1 have sought for it dili 
gently; I would like to find it—any power to provide for the education 
of the voters of the United States. Ido not find it. I was answering 
the argument of the Senator from New Hampshire made some time 
ago that the Government has the right to perpetuate itself, and I think 
I have shown that the powers which the fathers thought necessary to its 
perpetuation are defined and granted. I donot find this grant which the 
gentleman invokes among them. The Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT], seeming to adopt this idea of the Senator from New Hampshir« 
that there is some power of self-perpetuation which did not need to be 
found in any of the express grants, limited the power to those cases in 
which there was inability on the part of the State to provide for the 
education of its citizens 

Mr. President, if there is anything in the argument of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that literacy is necessary on the part of the voters 
to the preservation of the Government, then the limitation of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut seems not to be well taken. I] literacy is as inju- 
rious where the State is able and unwilling as where the State is unable 
to educate its children: and if it be that the Federal Government must 
educate the children of unwilling States “Aas well as unable States, 
we come to the result that it has the power and should educate the 
children wherever illiteracy exists. The honorable Senator from Mis- 
souri who sits behind me [ Mr. Vest] completely disposed of. that sug- 
gestion when he turned to the clause ef the Constitution and read that 
the qualifications of } 
by the State for electors of the most numerous branch of the State Leg 
islature That is utterly inconsistent with the idea that there is an ol 
ligation upon the Federal Government to go into the States and pre 
vide that all children shall be literates with a view of provid 
illiteracy shall be a disqualification under the Constitution 

The result is, Mr. President, that the whole st ‘ject of education is 


voters for Federal offices should be those pre scribed 
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illowed to remain within the States as one of the essential attributes 
{f-government, of local government, without the power to control 
h there could be none of the autonomy ol! the State 

able Senator from Florida who sits beside me [ Mr. JONES], 
is he always is, unable to find a grant in the Constitution any- 
finally said that he thought we must look to the amend- 
ments to the Constitution providing tor the emancipation of the slaves 
for this powel ot education. 


ihe Honor 
acute 
where clas. 
Sir, if the gentleman had contented him- 
Vv saying that he thought the necessity was great by reason of the 
emancipation of the slaves and the throwing of this large body of igno- 
rant people within the States, I quit with him; but when trom 
the exercise Ol a Wal to emancipate he seems to deduce the peace 
[ must say that I can not follow him 

is might readily happen, that these men 
they have not, paupers and 

g nds inthe States; would he claim thatthe power of the Federal 


auret 
powel 


LOSE 


er of educating t people 


reasoniny Suppose, 


bt 
ul t irned outt 


incipated hi to be, as 


(70 imenD foes to e extent, Uo sit were nece ssary to exercise it, of 

esti poor-houses, infirmaries, and jails there? Suppose they 

h ilent—I mean turbulent not in the sense of insurrection, 

mulent in the community—would it be the duty of the Govern- 

se it had exercised this power of emancipation and thrown 

( it people Within the States, to go there and establish soup- 

eir physical comfort and jails tor their imprisonment? I 

ind yet the argument is as perils in the one case as In the 

I owe educating is to be deduced from the fact that the Fed- 

ral G nia has thrown into the States a great mass of ignorant 

es ot follow as an inevitable conclusion by the same method of 

~ Dy Wing these same people upon the States pauper- 

ve have ee n ed t is the duty of the Federal Crov- 

( ‘ » relic act of these unhappy consequences and for their 
p shmer care or support 

The honorable Senator from Mississippi now in the Chamber | Mr. 

G leduces this power of education trom an unlimited power ot 

taxation, as I understand him—lI mean unlimited within certain ranges; 

l am not pressing that point too far—unlimited within the range ot 

ippropriation to subjects of a general and public interest. I submit to 


that gentieman, Who ls 8o fore) rhe and so logical, that the argument goes 
too far; that if t } unlimited 


2) 
Fede rai 


{,overnment 


nere an powel ol 


appropriation in the 
under the Constitution, then, as every act ol the 


t 


Crovernment 


needs an appropriation, every subject is brought within 


thy : ‘ 


scope of its powers, and that it is only necessary to superadd very 
little of the doctrine announced yesterday that if Congress may appro- 
priate money it must have the jurisdiction to define the methods of the 
expendi of that money and power over the subject upon which it is 
expended to convert this into an unlimited Government, in which all 
gran 1d all limitations are alike unnecessary. If the right exist to 
ppropriate money for all purposes whatever except those that are ex- 
pressly prohibited, and there be a right also to follow that appropria- 
tion and to see to its proper expenditure, | want to know where is the | 
limit upon the powel of the Federal Government ? 
Mr. President, something has been said here as to the precedents 


which have been made, and I have noticed that gentlemen relied very 
yreatl in the early history and even in the later 


y upon the fact that 


history of the Government there have been large appropriations of land 
for the purposes of education. That is true, sir. ButIcallthe atten- 
tion gentlemen who stand so much upon that suggestion to the fact 
that the original policy in regard to the appropriation of land, so far as 

pplied to all the donations of the original States, including that 


; 


magnificent domain which the liberality of Virginia ceded to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, was adopted before the formation of the 
tution, during the period of the Confederation. The resolution 
of 1780, the ordinance of 1784, the ordinanceof 1787 were all passed by 
the Congress of the Confederation, in which, having equal vote, the States 
that gave and the States that received appropriated certain proportions 
of the land for the purpose ol education. 

This Government came into operation finding that policy already in- 
augurated, that it had been carried out in all the surveys of the lands 
which had been made prior to the adoption of the Constitution; and al- 
though I have not been able to trace it up, I put to gentlemen whether 
in the fact that this policy had been inaugurated with the consent of 
all the confederated States they do not find the origin of that provision 
in the Constitution upon which the Senator from Texas placed so much 





stress, that Congress shall have power to make rules and regulations re- | 


specting the territory or othe®property belonging to the United States. 


Mr. MAXEY. Willthe Senator allow me to make a remark ? 
Mr. PENDLETON. I yield. 
Mr. MAXEY. In addition to what the Senator has so well stated, 


the Congress of the Confederation was in session at the time the con- 
vention Was in session 

Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. The ordinance of 1787 was adopted by Congress on 
the 13th of July, 1787, both bodies being then in session. The con- 
vention was in session and the Constitution was finally adopted in 1789, 
and the very outset of the Government was followed by the disposition 
of the Northwest Territory adopted by Congress under the Constitution 


~ 


as laid down in the ordinance of 1787. 
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Mr. PENDLETON. The suggestion of the Senator from Texas is 
very apropos, and I am very glad that he has made it. It adds force to 
the idea that I was endeavoring to enforce upon the Senate at that time. 

But, Mr. President, not only was the policy adopted and in opera- 
tion at the time of the formation of the Constitution and the inaugu- 
ration of the Government, but in all the early history of this Govern- 
ment, and I am not prepared to say but that in all the later history, 
whenever a State was admitted into the Union there was an express 
exemption of the lands sold by the United States for five years after the 
sale from any taxation by State authority. That was made a consid- 
eration, inadequate it may have been, a sharp bargain it may not have 
been, but that was one of the considerations on which the grant for 
various purposes connected with education was made to the States. 

Besides that, as has already been said here, the Government of the 
United States was a large owner of land, and under the provisions ot 
the Constitution it felt itself authorized to give away some of those lands 
in order to improve the rest. It felt authorized to make donations for 
various advantages which would accrue to it in the sale of the residue 
of those lands. It was upon that idea that all the grants to railroads 
have been made; it was upon that idea that the grants to educational 
purposes were made. I find no similarity between a case of that kind 
and the case of levying taxes and giving money, notwithstanding the 
acuteness with which gentlemen have argued that if the Government 
can give lands it can give the money which would buy the land or the 
money for which the land would be sold. I find no authority in this 
precedent of giving land for the claim that is now made that the Gov- 
ernment may enter upon a career of taxing the people in order to make 
appropriations for the benetit of education. 

So, Mr. President, without spending more time upon this branch of 
the subject, I have not been able to bring my mind to the conclusion 
that there is constitutional authority to do the thing proposed by this 
bill, much as I would be glad, in one sense at least, to use that power 
if I could find it here. 

We have been told that the figures offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire show that this bill is intended mainly and chiefly for the 
benetit of the Southern States. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to say that it is not be- 
cause they are Southern States. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Not at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is simply because the rivers and harbors of ignor- 
ance happen to be located there just now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understood thoroughly the ground on which 
it is said that the benefits are to be derived by the Southern States, not 
because they happen to be located in that part of our country, but, as 
the gentleman has said, because the rivers and harbors of ignorance are 
there. 

Mr. President, if that is the purpose of this bill, the bill would com- 
mend itself to me if that purpose were definitely and distinctly ex- 
pressed. If there be constitutional power to pass this bill because of 
the existence of illiteracy in those States and the necessity of getting 
rid of illiteracy, then I desire to confine its operation to the States 
which have not the power to remove this curse, if it be a curse, which 
exists by reason of circumstances over which they had no control. 

I have no disposition to tax Massachusetts or lowa to provide for the 
illiterates of Ohio or any of the other States which are abundantly able 
to take care of their own illiterates; and if 1 must say it, I have no dis- 
position to tax Ohio for the benefit of those States which are quite as 
able as Ohio and quite as willing to take care of the system of educa- 
tion within their limits. 

But suppose, sir, it is true that the benefits of this bill are to accrue 
chietly to the Southern States, what sort of a feast is it to which they 
are invited? The honorable Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPpH] has in- 
troduced an amendment to this bill which provides that Federal oflice- 
holders shall be appointed and sent to the Ntates to interfere with the 
administration of this fund and to appropriate it according to their dis- 
cretion under the authority of this law, always taking care to consult 
the State authorities. The honorable Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HAR- 
RISON | made a statement here the other day which may have a great 
deal of truth in it, that the experience of giviag develops the fact that 
one dollar raised by self-sacrifice and seli-defiial is worth ten dollars 
given to any people to aid them in any work of thissort; and it seemed 
to me that the extent of the gentleman’s charity is to stimulate the 
people of these Southern States to do for themselves rather than to help 
them do. 
| My honorable colleague [Mr. SHERMAN] has introduced an amend- 
ment to this bill, which provides that it shall be a condition precedent 
to any money going into any one of the States of the South that it 
shall pass an ordinance providing that this fund shall be distributed 
according to illiteracy down through the counties and cities and town- 
ships, even when practicable to the smallest possible school district. 

These gentlemen, in varying terms and doubtless with most excellent 
intent, all of them say in effect to these people of the Southern States 
‘** You are needy; you are poor; the results of the war have left you in 
that condition; you can not educate the ignorant and the poor who by the 
circumstances of the war have been thrown upon you; we want from our 
abundance to aid you, but your habits, your education, your traditions, 
' your ways of dealing with these colored people have been such as that 
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vou can not be intrusted with the administration of this fund, and we 
will expend it either by our own officers, or we will prescribe that you 
shall by the solemn act and covenant of your State give guarantee for the 
fidelity with which you will exercise this high trust that we propose to 
repose in you.’’ Ido not know how gentlemen feel about it; but to me 
it seemed very much, when I heard one or two of the speeches in this 
debate, as if Senators were saying to these gentlemen of the South, 
‘We will give you of our abundance, you shall be the recipients of our 
bounty, but in order to entitle you to it you must put your hands 
upon your mouths and your mouths in the dust before us.’’ 

Mr. President, is that an invitation which will be accepted? Is it 
in invitation that will be invited? Whatis it? ‘*Giveupyourauton- 
omy; confide to us the education of your children; abandon your home 
rule; give up this which is the very essential of your State organiza- 
tion’’—and forwhat? Merely that these Southern States may receive 
wut of the Treasury of the United States that which they themselves 
have put into it; merely that there shall be distributed to them again 
by Federal authority out of the Federal Treasury that which these same 
recipients have themselves contributed to it. 

Where does this money come from? From taxation. Who pays all 
the taxes? The twelve or fourteen or sixteen million of our Southern 
brethren, as wellas those at the North—I discard the words ‘‘ North’? and 

South’’—as well as those of the States which propose to give to the 
needier States this bounty. They are taxed upon all their clothing, 
they are taxed upon all their agricultural implements, they are taxed 
:pon their shoes, they are taxed upon their hoes and their spades, they 

e taxed upon the growth of their lands, they are taxed in their full 
proportion of the amount that goes into the Treasury of the United 
Now they are asked to give up one of the dearest rights of 
tatehood in order that they may hereafter go through the same proc- 
ess of paying into the Treasury that which is to be paid out to them 
sain. The taxation upon these and the other States has given to the 
freasury of the United States last year a surplus of $130,000,000 or 
wereabouts, this year $85,000,000, and for next year $106,000,000 I 

ink are estimated as the probable surplus, an average of 100,000,000 


States, 


ear. 
Now, Mr. President, so adjust your system of taxation that instead 
f having a surplus of $100,000,000 a year you will have a surplus of 
$10,000,000, if you think so much is necessary, then enough money 
will remain in the hands of the citizens of these States to supply for 
themselves all the educational interests of the States. This is upon the 
basis of the enormous expenditures of the Federal Government. Go 
ther. Reduce those expenditures to their proper limit, cut off the ex- 
travagance which has gotten to be one of the banes of our presentsystem, 
let the Federal Government be reduced to the simple and narrow limits 
prescribed for it by the Constitution, let your revenues besinalland your 
taxes low, and then these gentlemen who are to be benetited, as you 
suy, by this bounty will themselves keep at home within their own 
limits a fund as large as this which you propose to give to them, and 
devote itaccording to their own good judgment in the education of thei 
people. Reverse this whole system ,economize your expenditures, break 
down the system by which bounties are paid to private interests at the 
expense of those people whom you propose now to benetit. 

It has been said, I do not know with how much truth, that unde 
our present system of taxation where one dollar goes into the Treasury 
live go the support of private interests; but in any event, whether the 
statement is exaggerated or not, we know that in its incipiency the 
system has this fundamental idea that there shall be bounty and ther 
shall be protection. Cut it all up by the roots, reduce the expendi- 
tures, reduce the revenue, limit the taxation, lessen the burden, abandon 
this system of taking away from the people with one hand in order that 

ou may give back to them with the other. Leave them their money, 
and above all leave to them the regulation of their own affairs, and 
especially their school system. 

This, Mr. President, I think is the better way and the wiser way 
ind the constitutional way of which I speke. linvoke gentlemen upon 
the other side, I invoke gentlemen upon this side who stand in eithe1 
supporting or opposing this bill, to lend their best efforts to remitting all 
the burdens that have been put upon these people, and allowing them 
to expend the amounts so remitted, rather than to first levy a tax upon 
them and then distribute the proceeds to them afterwards. 

I believe that with a system of that kind, fairly inaugurated, doing 
detriment to no interest in this country, doing injury to no single inter- 
est in it that is avowedly in the care of the Government, the necessity 
ot the passage of this bill can be obviated I believe that you will have 
a better system of education, that you will have a better system of 
schools. I rejoice that a way is open to us to aid these heroic and mag- 
nanimous men who according to the testimony to which I have alluded 
have already done so much by their patient fortitude to rescue them- 
selves and their fortunes from the losses which the war entailed and 
to do justice to that great body of people who challenge our compas- 
sion and who were thrown on them for support without their concur- 
rence. 

___1 rejoice that these Southern States are so able to perform this duty. 
They have suffered, God knows; misfortunes have attacked them on 
évery side. Thehonorable gentleman from Georgia who sits before me, 
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in a way that was as painful as it was graphic, told us how on every 
side they were beset by losses; but still they are magnificent Common- 
wealths in this confederation of States. They have a salubrious cli- 
mate; they have a good soil; they have rivers and railroads and means 
of communication in all partsof their land; they are gathering strength; 
they are doing a noble and heroic duty; they are carrying forward 
education now to a better point perhaps than it will be carried if this 
Federal Government interferes with it, and they have increased in pop- 
ulation 47 per cent. within the last ten years. Their social troubles 
are disappearing; their labor system is becoming settled; they are be- 
ginning to prosper; they are trying the experiment of hant facturing, 
with the raw material, the fuel, the breadstuffs, all close at hand, 
with transportation abundant and cheap. They are successful 

The Senator from Connecticut | Mr. HAWLEY | shakeshis head. Four 
millions have been the increase of these States since 1°70, if there i 
faith to be placed in the official records of the Census Department. 
Chey have increased in population. Their valuation of property does 
not show as it did before the war, because those who were counted as 
property then are counted as men now. I do not believe that their 
power to bear taxation is substantially diminished; but if it were and 
I were required to aid them, it would be done in the way that | have 
indicated, by remitting the burdens that are imposed upon them by the 
extravagance and wasteiulness of the Federal Government 


ind allowing 
them to help themselves out of those resource Ss, Instead ot exhausting 
them for the benetit of private interests in the rest of the country. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Mississippi not now in his 
seat | Mr. LAMAR], witha felicity of diction which is peculiarly his own, 
said the other day that institutions and governments and laws and al 
the fixed facts of society are not instituted by statute, but they are the 


retiections of the hopes and aspirations and inner life ef the people 
themselves; and he said that treedom which is the culmination of all 
these institutions which go to make up free government, was that great 
and final and consummate blessing vouchsated to those who are brave 
and courageous and faithful and enduring, who think right and do right 
in all the exigencies of individual and national life 

He was right, and I would like to submit to | 
whether it is not a dangerous experiment upon which he proposes to 
enter when he seeks to lead men who have shown themselves according 


} } 


O him uw he were here 


to that high test so worthy of freedom and to be supporters of a fre 
government to look away from their own seli-denial, their own sel f-re 
liance, their own willingn@ss to labor and to wait, and turntheir eves 
to the beneficence of a p iternal government 

If it be true that this consummate flower of all the beautiful and be- 


neficent institutions with which Heaven has blessed man in his best 
estate depends upon himself, grows upon the sturdy and hardy and 
heroic virtues which consist in self-training, in self-abnegation, selt 


reliance, in industry, in fidelity to high purposes 


it that be true, is if 
not a dangerous experiment to lead such a people, who have d 


these qualities so magniticently, to turn away from their cultivation 
and to lean upon the paternal arm of the Government ot the United 
States? For myself, Mr. President, | prefer the other way Gentie- 


men must walk in the way they think best according to their conscience 
and their judgment. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, for some time atter this bill was reported 
| regarded it as a sort of sentimental proposition, which would hardly be 
seriously considered, and I have no idea now that it will be at the othe 
end of the Capitol It has, however, called forth learned and ver 
divergent views on the constitutional powers and limitations of ( 
CTeSS, 

[ am content to stand on the position so well maintained by the 
Senator trom Texas | Mr. COKE His able and exhaustive argument 
has not been and, in my opinion, can not be answered. | had assumed 


that we would earnestly address ourselves to the reduction ot t 


and the removal of burdens trom the people, and not to devising plaus 

ble schemes to maintain them by squandering the surplus revenu 
' 

which has in the last nine months reached 382,000,000 Independent 

of all questions of power, I am opposed to this and all kindred schemes 


which I regard as so many devices to furnish additional excuses 


maintaining high taxation. The surplus revenue now needless 
wrongfully collected to the detriment of all business interests is by this 
scheme to be absorbed to the amount of 3105,000.000, the faith of the 
Crovernment being pledged for ten vears to come to m@intain taxation 
on an average of over S1L0,.000,000 annually bevond the needs of the 
Government, even under its present extravagant management. 

Other plausible schemes looking to the same end are betore the Sen- 
ate. One is to pay now all the interest on the outstanding bonds that 
are payable in 1891 and 1907 in excess of 2) per cent. and issue in lieu 
of the bonds now outstanding others bearing 2) per cent., thus getting 
rid of about $200,000,000, without reducing the principal of the debt, 
for the sake of paying less interest hereatte1 \ needless sinking fund 
of $50,000,000 a year is sought to be maintained; many millions are to 


} 


be absorbed DY pensions and all S0rts ot claims, bv stee ] cruisers ind 


i aul 
big guns on patriotic pretenses; in short, every device is resorted to 
which will maintain the present high rate of taxation and enable 
Republican party to enter the canvass denouncing all our efforts at re 
form or reduction of taxes with the cry that all we now col 


lect is neede 
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for education, for sinking funds, for pensions and claims, for ships, for 
guns, tor bonds, such as the banks want; in short, for anything that 
will keep the high protective tariff up to its present rate. 

I d this newly de veloped affection for the Southern people on 
the part of the most ultra Republicans as more dangerous than the 
violent assaults they made upon them, their institutions, and their 
property during all the years of reconstruction len years of wal 
lalied »v inquish the Trojans, but Troy tell when het leaders accepted 
the fatal gift from the Greeks len years of oppression, unparalleled 

modern history, marked by every atrocity that human malignity 
could devise, stands as a monument of Radical tvranny in the South. 
| fear thei prott red gifts m than I did all their persecution Lhe 
mailed hand is now concealed the lken glove Their hatred of 
all the white people of that region is as intense to-day as it was when 
the enfranchised their forme s] s and dist hised them: drove 
tl rroes into the lo le es ler Freedmen’s Bureau agents and 
( vet-bag e1 hacke« Feder bayonets, in order to complete 
t é ulation of the dominant white race When I think of all 
t s, and | e same men now prating about the necessity 
‘ ‘ I controlling the ballot-box in these States, yet reporting 
ce itional amendments to invest all the intensely ignorant negro 

\ the ™« th with the igh to vote while protessing an anx- 

l »D oft } su ltl re among the Southe n people 
I ve 1thes er ’ their professions 
regard this measur ‘andora’s box, filled with nothing but evils 
I g-wedge to absolute Federal domination over education 
he State lhe present ! does not profess half that it means, but 
it paves the w for all Mixed schools will be the first demand Chat 
‘ erted, there be strife between the races, which will be 
1 and e1 ed, soas to alienate the colored race from 
{ ( he Republ i iTt ther pportunityv to con- 
i \ Liing to nish the ** forty 
i ‘ 1 ¢ ‘ ike promises or tot ake good the 
freedman’s ba in leel th they have now st 
! e negro vot h they « is ‘ e prop 
ne of t ie pre ted bet ha ew nthe Demo 
y ae iLL ( ol the S nem St cs ihe ree l 
t I l nts j is hee ( red ( 1 l ) e Dan- 
t al e Copiah ders have f otwithstandir th 

i 1of trumpets with 1 ch Senate ( ittees have paraded 

t ) e promise ol ccess ival of the bloody shirt Ch 

| ne pr | rcise of Federal authority ove 

» I i Wialrst s ae secLor the negro vote yon | 

cation 18 the most piau ( ina they i soon make it the most effect- 
ua é of producing discord and furnishing excuses for the exercise 
of Federal authority, while it will enable them to get rid of an immense 
amount of surplus revenue and prevent a reduction of tariff taxation 

I MWNAZ me to hear gentlemen « xpress gratitude for the generosity 
exhibited in the offer to pass this bill. Generosity, indeed! This 


Crovernment 


j 


LLeSss 


IS il pauper. 
ly wrung by 


Every dollar it proposes to give by this bill 
the ly and cunning if not the most 
form of taxation out of the needs and wants of the laboring 
Every dollar it is proposed he the 
country $5 before it reached the Treasury. Wealth and property as 
such are exempt from all burdens, and when a demand is rising from 
one end of the country to the other for relief and reduction of taxes 
until it can no longer be resisted, a flank movement is made under pre- 
tense of providing for education in the South so as to absorb one hun- 
dred and five millions and thus keep up taxation in the interest of the 
protected classes. The distribution is based upon illiteracy now. It 
may be on the color line next session. It may be confined to mixed 
schoolsin a year. If gentlemen who are so devoted to the South will 
allow them to import cotton and other machinery duty free, so that 
their infant industries may compete with those of New England, which 
have been protected for twenty-five years, and if they will return to 
those States, to be applied annuaily in payment of State taxes, the 
964,000,000 which was wrongfully taken from them by an unconsti- 
tutional tax on the raw cotton exported, they will build up their own 
industries, establish and maintain schools for whites and blacks, and 
develop an intelligence, prosperity, and independence which the ‘‘ soup- 
house’’ system proposed by this bill will never accomplish. 

I propose now—“it may possibly be the only chance afforded me—to lay 
before the Senate and the people the iniquities of the present tariff sys- 
tem of taxation, which it is the main object of the Republican advocates 
ot this bill to maintain and perpetuate by squandering money on any- 
thing that is plausible. I shall make plain the unjust methods by 
which the so-called conference committee of the last Congress imposed 
it upon the country by the confession of the Republican leaders them- 
selves, and I shall appeal to the country to reverse their action. In the 
mean time | shall insist in regard to this and all other schemes that 
the Democratic party owes it to itself and to the tax-payers of the 
country to resist all such temptations and to work with an eye single 
to the reduction of revenue the point needed for public purposes 
only, leaving all other expenditures for education as well as for all 
else to be provided for by the States and people as they may think their 
interests and necessities require, 
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I am glad that the two great political organizations of the country 
will soon have to appeal to the people to decide what our future policy 
shall bein thatregard. Ihope that each will state its position so plainly 
that there can be no misunderstanding or charge of double dealing 
through misleading or obscure phrases. 

Honesty is the best policy. I am one of those who believe that the 
danger ahead, in this Republic of equal States and citizens with th 
various and conflicting interests, lies in the overshadowing centralizing 
power and tendency of the Federal Government, operating espe \ 
through its taxing power, with an overflowing Treasury and constantly 
increasing patronage, ust das itis to perpetuate the supremacy of the 
party in power. And one of the alarming signs of the times is th 
avidity with which re prese ntatives of States and localities seize ip 
any plausible pretext for conferring authority on the Federal Gov 
ment when it proposes to expend money in the interest of their imnx 
diate constituents 

This is not a paternal government, where rulers are masters. Our 
temporary rulers have no hereditary or divine right. It 
of and by the people, through paid representatives acting for them 
unlimited power of taxation means an unlimited power of demorali 
tion and corruption. I believe that taxation in all its forms should 
strictly limited to the wants of an economically administered federal go 
ernment; and that whenever we 
spec ial privile ves oO! bounties to favored classes, or to distribute surD 
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11n 


IS agovernment 


Ay 


impose taxes on the people to 


States, wh 
estions presented, or for any ot] 
individuals ought to and but for Federa 
for, sare encouraging extravagance, fos- 
] ) } ] oe } 
individual and local self-re 


revenue, unnecessarily collected, even for education the 
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] the several States and th 


] believe 


legislate on these principles, limiting the taxing power to the purpo 
set forth in the Constitution. These principles will sooner or 


control the policyof the country. This people are proud of their 
stitution and jealous of their individual rights of personal and yx 
cal equality. They believe in local self-government; they know that 
they can manage their own affairs in their families, churches, school] 
housesand districts, townships, counties, and States in all regards mo 
efficiently and more economically than Congress can, and they want no 
interference from Washington with their matters. All they ask or di 
sire Congress todo is to maintain the honor and dignity of the country 
at home and abroad; to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States; to see to it that all our citizens shall have 
fair play and full protection in their commercial dealings and contests 
with foreigners and with the people of other States. They did not pro- 
pose to trust even their own Congress with the power to impose burdens 
on their domestic relations or dealings on any pretext; therefore they 
established absolute free trade among all the States and all the people 
| thereof, and they prohibited the imposition of taxes in any form on 
the goods they might see fit to export. They knew that the power to 
tax conferred the power to destroy; therefore they limited that power 
strictly to necessary public purposes, to taxes that should be uniform 
throughout the United States, which when collected should be applied 
for the prescribed purposes of paying the debts and providing for the 
common defense and general welfare of the whole country. Nine- 
| tenths of our people would be shocked if they realized that their 
representatives had used the taxing power to enrich favored classes at 
their expense or had given to foreign nations a monopoly of the carry- 
ing trade of the ocean, so that we are now prostrate and at theirmercy, 
with hardly a ship, a sailor, or a gun to do our work or defend our- 
selves against our enemies. They know that prohibition is protection 
run mad; is, in short, the most odious and oppressive form of taxation, 
especially when imposed to promote the interests of a favored few by 
imposing burdens on the wants and needsof the laboring poor. Nin 
tenths of them would assert with most pronounced emphasis that 
the only legitimate exercise of the power of taxation by Congress 1s 
to raise the revenue needed to support the Federal Government. That 
| amount they will cheerfully pay in any form their representatives 
may think best to impose it, provided always that they are satisfied 
it is honestly imposed in the public interest and applied forthe promo- 
tion of the general welfare. They recognize the fact that taxes are 
burdens to be imposed only for public purposes and not as private 
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bounties. They know that all the judicial tribunals in the land, from 
the Supreme Court of the United States to the humblest courtin every | 
State, have invariably so held in ianguage too pronounced to admit of 
doubt or uncertainty. 

No decision of the Supreme Court is better understood or more cor- 
dially indorsed than that delivered by Justice Miller in the case of The 
Loan Association vs. Topeka (20 Wallace, 657), in which he clearly detines 
the limitations of the taxing power, saying, among other things: 


The power to tax is therefore the strongest, the most pervading ofall the powers 
of the Government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the people 
It was said by Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs, The State of 
Maryland, that the power totaxis the power to destroy. A striking instance of 
the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the existing tax of 10 per 
cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other banks than 
the national banks drove out of existence every State bank of circulation within 
a vear or two after its passage. This power can as readily be employed against 
one class of individuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class and 
give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limita 
tion of the uses for which the power may be exercised. 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation 
is a decree under legislative forms. 

Nor is it taxation. A “ tax,’’ says Webster's Dictionary, ‘is a rate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property ofa citizen by government for the use 
of the nation or state.”’ ** Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the leg 
ture upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes.”’ 

Coulter, J.,in Northern Liberties vs. St. John’s Church, says, very forcibly, 
‘‘I think the common mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that 
taxes are a public imposition, levied by authority of the government for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the government in all its machinery and operations; that 
they are imposed for a public purpose.”’ 


It 


isla- 


In that case he calls attention to a very large number of authorities. 
Judge Miller says further: 

If it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ploysecapital or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the inn-keeper, the banker 
the builder, the steamboat-owner, are equally promoters of the public good and 
equally deserving the aid of the citizens by forced contributions. Noline can be 
drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of the pub- 
lic treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or 
town. 
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I understand these to be the principles of the Democratic party and | 


the meaning of its platforms relative to taxation. 
tain a revenue tariff. We are neither free-traders nor prohibitionists; 
both extremes are equally fatal to the raising of revenue. 

Free trade under the provisions of the Constitution means direct tax- 
ation, to be apportioned among the States in proportion to population 
as ascertained by the last preceding census. That, as the census re- 
port shows, would require each man in Alabama to pay over $8 on the 
assessed value of the property in the State for every dollar paid by a 
citizen in Rhode Island on the assessed value of the property in that 
State, which would be more unequal and therefore more unjust than 
indirect taxation now is, even under our present oppressive tariff sys- 
tem. 

We know that with all internal taxes abolished except upon distilled 
spirits, malt liquors, and tobacco, somewhere near $150,000,000 a year 
must be raised by tariff taxation for needed revenue. No one proposes 
to reimpose taxes on any article now free from tax or duty, no matter 
how fruitful a souree of revenue it might be. All we expect or propose 
te do is to reform existing abuses and reduce the burdens now imposed 
by law, tariff duties being still maintained at war rates, while the 
burdens of internal taxation, to compensate for which they were avow- 
edly increased temporarily while war was flagrant, have long since been 
removed. 

Nine-tenthsof the dutiable articles now imported, perhaps more than 
that in value, correspond with articles produced or manufactured in 
some portion of this vast country, so that the home producer can sell 
his product to the home consumer, if it is as good as the imported arti- 
cle, at the foreign price of the article imported with the tariff tax and 
freights added. He has no competition from foreign goods if he asks 
less for his thanthat. Combinationsamong home manufacturers main- 
tain the prices they charge home consumers nearly up to that point 
‘Therefore no revenue tariff can fail to afford incidental protection or ad- 
vantages, call it what you will, to the home producer of articles similar 
and equal to those imported. 

Ihave no doubt that someday the people of this country will demand 
that a part of the necessary revenues of the Government shall be raised 
by a taxonincomes. Wealth, as such, is now untaxed; labor is heavily 
burdened by taxation on all it needs. Itis a disgrace to our legislation 
that the millionaires of this country should pay no more to support the 
Federal Government than the men who drive their coaches do. 

If education must be adopted as part of the obligations of the Federal 
Government, let a tax on incomes in excess of $5,000 a year be imposed 
and set apart as a special fund for that purpose. Even the English aris- 
tocracy do not now dare to ask am exemption of their incomes from taxa- 
tion and demand that the needs and wants of labor shall supply the 
revenue; yet it is boldly asserted in this Republic by the protection- 
ists that all internal taxes on whisky and tobacco must be removed, and 
that the present protective-tariff system of taxation must be maintained 
and all needed revenue raised by it, as though taxation on the necessaries 
of life was a blessing and a boon maintained in the interest of the Ameri- 


We propose to main- 


-— 
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can laborer. While, in truth, by this system, everything he and his 
family must have is increased in price so that the purchasing power of 
his wages is reduced 40 per cent., yet this is claimed to be for his pro- 
tection, and specific rates of duty are substituted for ‘‘ad valorem °’ 
rates, so that the cigar worth 1 cent pays the same duty as one worth 
10. The wines of the Rhine, worth 30 cents a gallon, pay the same as 
the madeira, worth $5. The blanket worth $1 pays the same as that 
worth $5, and so on throughout the list, discriminating always against 
the poor in favor of the rich in the interest of American labor! 

I am glad that the two great parties of the country have at last placed 
themselves in a position before the people which requires them to avow 
and defend their principles on the question of taxation, which over 
shadows all others—a tariff for protection, with all its consequences 
being the battle-cry of the Republicans, anda tariff for revenue, limited 
to the wants of the Government, being inscribed on the Democrati 
banner. It may break up some old party associations; there may be 
a new alignment insome sections; be itso; the great body of each party 
will move on to victory or defeat on that issue. 

The two propositions now pending before the Senate relative to our 
merchant marine, which is made a special order, open the battle fairly 
one proposing protection and subsidy, the other free ships and the re 
moval of restrictions to trade and’ commerce. We may be defeated 
here, but we will renew the contest next fall on a broader field. 

I admit that we have not been able to present a very satisfactory bill 
for relief from tariff taxation in the House of Representatives, and the 
Constitution prohibits us from introducing an original tax bill in the 
Senate; yet the House bill has forced the Republican protectionists to 
avow that they oppose any and all reductions, that they maintain and 
propose to perpetuate the existing tariff; and while there is over $100 
000,000 of surplus revenue beyond even the appropriations they dare 
venture to make, no relief will be permitted, no matter what interests 
may sutfer by the excessive taxation, because protection up to the pres 
ent point must be maintained and all sorts of wild schemes to squan- 
der the surplus must be devised. The ‘*‘ Morrison bill’’ has at least suc 
ceeded in developing the position of its enemies Che Republican party 
has advanced its lines up to the tariff-tor-protection stronghold slowly 
and cautiously, keeping its line of retreat open for a tong line, until it 
now thinks that it 1s securely intrenched and ean defy all its enemies 
Its course illustrates the truth of what the historian of the Middl 
said after he had traced, step by step, the progress of centralization ind 
paternal government in Evrope over the ruins of popular liberty and 
right. 


Ages 


We find in the history of all usurping governments time changes anomaly 
into system and injury into right Examples beget custom, and custom ripens 
into law, and the doubtful precedents of one generation become the fundamental! 
maxims of another 

The present position of the Republican party is not only absolutely 
subversive of the principles and policy of the founders of the Republi 
and of all the statesmen who have been regarded as the champions of 
American industries, but also of the pledges given and the doctrines 
announced in the Congress of the United States by the present Repub 
lican leaders time and again, as I will abundantly prove. To doso | 
must refer to the records of the country. The history of the American 
Colonies was, as is well known, one long-continued struggle against the 
high protective tariff, the restrictions on trade and commerce, and the 
prohibitions on their shipping interests which England imposed on 
them, and in favor of free trade, free ships, and sailors’ rights. Taxation 
of a very mild type, as compared with ours, was the spark that exploded 
the magazine and resulted in converting the Colonies into free and in- 
dependent States. Mr. Burke knew the character and temper of the 
American colonists, and he warned England in Parliament not to press 
them to the wall. He said 


In other countries the people, more simple and of a less merecur 
of an ill principle in government only by an actual grievance 
pate the evil and judge of the pressure of the grievance by the badness of the 
principle. Theyaugur misgovernment at a distance and snuff the approach of 
tyranny in every tainted breeze 


il cast, judge 
here they antici 


Hon. David A. Wells speaks thus of the principal causes which led 
to the American Revolution and of the men who were leaders in it 


By the statute of 1650 the export and import trade of the English colonies was 
restricted to English or colony built ships; but by the statute of 1663 nothing 
was allowed to be imported into a British plantation except in an English-built 
ship ‘‘ whereof the master and three-fourths of the crew are English 

Pa « * se * % 

The enactment of arbitrary laws on the part of Great Britain to prevent her 
American colonists from freely participating in the ¢arrying trade and commerce 
of the ocean was, however,a sore grievance, and ultimately, as is well known, 
constituted one of the prime causes of the American Revolution. They were 
furthermore, from the very first either openly or secretly resisted and evaded 
and under their influence the colonists became a nation of law-breakers. Nine 
tenths of their merchants were smugglers. One-quarter of all the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence were bred to commerce, to the command of ships 
and to contraband trade. Hancock, Trumbull 
ton were all known to be cognizant of contraband transactions and approved 
ofthem. Hancock wasthe prince of contraband traders, and, with John Adams 
as his counsel, was appointed for trial before the admiralty courtin Boston at the 
exact hour of the shedding of blood at Lexington in a suit for $500,000 penaities 
alleged to have been incurred by him as a smuggler 

* * ” 


Brother Jonathan), and Hamil- 


* ‘ . * 


Every evasion of such statutes wastherefore, in their view, a blow iv favor of 
liberty. Hence also the origin of that countin theindictment against the King 
of Great Britain embodied in the Declaration of Independence 


of cutting off 
our trade with all parts of the world 
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Buch wer _ views of the a who S hundre ' Ane ey epee’ penditures, and all efforts to reduce these taxes to something like 

the wisest of merican patriots and statesmen put nowadays to adopt the asinnin . ; i. ane . = . er . - . 

principies of Hancock, Trumbull, and Hamilton, to advocate the tree owner- revenue standard are denounced by protectionists as TulnoUs to Ame rl 
ship and employment of ships, and to oppose the enactment of statutes the can industries. 

avowed pa of which is to restrict or pre pe tha satiepcenee lig eas Mr. Clay had no such ideas as are now maintained by Senators on th, 
ti e and commerce is to Invitethe accusation of being enemies to the industry ; — . "he . . . Ste B le - 

‘ intry and in league with foreign nations to impoverish our own people, other side of this Chamber. In the great debate in the Senate in 184 





while defending the compromise tariff of 1832, under which all duti: 


Mr. Wells adds aay “ : ; 
“ were brought to a uniform rate of 20 per cent., Mr. Clay said: 








Inthe treaty of commerce entered into between France and the United States ee . 

78 the commissioners of the two nations, Franklin, Deane, Lee. and Gerard, If the compromise act had not been adopted the whole system of protect 
evidently determined to attempt to inaugurate a more generous policy and es- would have been swept by the board by the preponderating influence of th 
tablish a precedent for freer and better commercial relations between different | {10us man then at the head of the Government (General Jackson) at th« 
countries than had hitherto prevailed. It was accordingly agreed in the treaty | 2€Xt Session after its enactment 
in question to avoid “all those burdensome prejudices which are usually sources , . . ° 
ee ee ee ee eee Yet General Jackson is sometimes quoted as a protectionist. 
agreement the most periect equality and reciprocity And they further stated Again Mr. Clay said: 
the pr | hich tl had adopted as a guide in tl r negotiations to be that 
a Pieced , : the ve ’ “6 aa ‘ a ; , \ <8 oo o ss a hits aa As tothe compromise, he had already said that it was his purpose, as lo: s 

, oun i the viva ges of commere SOlE OT cl Oct utilit am . = 
th aah weal Gann iabeenniaes — i ; should remain in the Senate, to maintain that the original principles of th: 
. . — “ee P should be carried out faithfully and honestly; and if in providing for an 
During the debate on the Tariff Commission in this body I had the | quate revenue for an economical administration of the Government they 
_ tn lav { th —_ ban T » Tettun a at the same time afford incidental protection, he would be happy if both 
honor to lay before he senate a letter from Thoma Jefferson to Ed objects could be accomplished 
mund Randolph, written from Annapolis, then the seat of government, 
~ > + . rE aa 
December 16, 1783, which shows that the American commissioners pro- Again 
posed in the definitive treaty of peace w ith England absolute free trade There was, he said, one common ground on which all parties could unit 
: tatehedd totes nai Hail : he hict eg ; tine ang | &f providing an adequate revenue for the administration of the Governm: 
nd unrestricted intercourse between the high contracting parties, and If in doing this incidental protection can be afforded to home industry, | 
that the proposition was rejected his is his language: voked every patriot to unite in effecting that object 
treat had beet ece ed by the Presi 0 . _ago am 1." , ‘ ‘ ' . . } 
t letter fr ar uniaieters. "Th . tage a te f nwneiats ‘pr ; These views of Mr. Clay must sound very much like he would 1} 
a“ itt er om our tninisters sx © Us An accOoUNnLO i i sUS Propo- ° . o . 
sitions and steps taken on both sides in the negotiation which preceded the | Democrat if he was here now to the admirers of and colaborers w 
definitive treaty. Mr. Hartley was the British negotiator with America. He | the Senator from Maine [Mi FRYE], who, in a carefully considere: 
te toagreetothem. O ann bert is ee a ; free aaeseaaeanen speech, delivered in the Senate February 10, 1882, after berat 
iis I ers yagree to é ministers pposeda free it : , = > a . -. 
every part of the British dominions and the United States, having the rights of soundly the Democratic party for its opposition to the doctrine ot pr 
their chartered companies. Mr. H. approved of it, but his court declined as- | tection, added: 


5 : ; , : : , 7 ‘ And yet, sir, right in the teeth of these savage denunciations, fidelity t 
\ll the French spoliation claims before 1800, which have so often compels me to declare that I ama protectionist from principle. If there w 


passed either the House or the Senate and both twice being vetoed by | pubtic debt, no interest to pay, no pension-list, no Army and no Navy to s 
Presidents Polk and Pierce. grew out of attacks upon our commerce, port I still should oppose free trade and its twin sister, tariff for revenue o 

1 _ > : © and favor protective duties 
which was then assuming sufficient importance to excite the jealousy : 7 ; 
and animosity of France. who depredated upon it in plain violation of rhe leading protectionists had previously met in convention at (|! 
her treaty obligations, while the war of 1812, caused by English retal- | cago and resolved unanimously— 
latory orders in council against Napoleon’s Berlin decrees, was waged That the American people intend hereafter to keep this market for thems« 
successfully for free seas, free trade, and sailors’ rights. Up to that | that the tariff must be protective. 


time the leading nations of the world were seeking to destroy each The Senator from Maine, while bolder and more outspoken than t 
other; then protective tariffs, embargoes, restrictions, and prohibitions | o]der and more cunning leaders of his party, only voices the real s 
were the ruleeverywhere. The American colonies had not,been allowed | timents and purposes of the organization of which he is a distinguish: 


to develop their manufacturing industries; they came out of the war representative. They may not state it as frankly and as honestly 

for their independence bankrupt and exhausted; England was mistress | their platform when they meet at Chicago as he does—the farmer 

of the seas, and prohibited them from trading with her or her colonies | the West might rebel—but they will carry out his programme no mat 
except upon almost impossible terms. After they became United States | what they profess, as every combination of protected iaterests thoroug! 
theircondition was one of constant peril. A prosperous republic was | ynderstands. Of course these taxes are not avowedly imposed for the 
then regarded as a standing menace to the institutions of the Old World; | penefit. but in the interest of American labor, and to enable them t 
they were liable to insult or attack from any quarter by land or sea; | jnerease the wages of their workmen. 

treaties with them were lightly regarded; they had to become self- | The Senator from Maine presented the issue on his side fairly in th 
sustaining and ready for war at any time. Of course they had to speech. Speaking for myself, as I Go not propose to control anvbod 
prepare for all emergencies in time of peace, and they were compelled, | | hope the Democracy will meet the protectionists with equal frank 
as best they could, to raise the necessary revenues for their support with | ness. and avow that they will stand or fall on the principles of a revenue 
very limited credit, while fostering and developing their then truly | tariff limited to the wants of an economically administered gover 
infant industries. They could not allow foreign nations, with capital | ment, and adjusted, as nearly as may be after this lapse of time. up 
and machinery, to crush out the efforts of their own people to manu- | the principles of the tariff of 1846; reaching the rates of that day by 
facture needed goods, and then withdraw supplies whenever they could | slow reductions, so as not to destroy any interest or industry which ha 
find a pretext for war, while the nations that proposed to furnish manu- | heen even unnaturally or artificially stimulated by the extravagant 
factures cheaper than they could then be produced here either closed | pounties bestowed by the present oppressive war tariff. | propose 
their ports against American products or excluded them by onerous | introduce Republican authority in support of my position, and show 
discriminatory duties. Self-preservation is the first law of nature. | that a gradual return to the revenue tariff of 1846 would not be a re 
Supplies for war they knew must be provided in time of peace; yet | olutionary measure, and we can soon return to it if we do not squande! 
under all these circumstances so careful were the men who framed the | our surplus revenue and create new and heretofore unknown sources 0! 
Constitution not to cripple trade and commerce beyond their absolute | expenditure by educational and other schemes of at least doubtful cor 
necessities, that the average of the first tariff tax was only about 8 per stitutionality, as there can be no question that with the improved ma 
cent. ad valorem. All the powers of Europe combined would not now | chinery and methods of to-day there is less than half the human labo 
think of invading our soil. We need not prepare for war, yet we main- | employed to produce the same products now that was needed thirty 


tain a tariff tax of over 40 per cent. years ago, and consequently there is that much less need for protection, 
Che country and its resources had grown and developed immensely | 4s jt will hardly be contended that machinery and patents need it. 
before the war of 1512, but that struggle by sea and land with the most | The distinguished Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON ], now a leading 


formidable naval power in the world required taxation to be increased | member of the Finance Committee and chairman of the Committee o! 
to the highest possible point, the net ordinary expenditures for the five Appropriations of this body, made a very able speech in the House o! 
years from 1812 to 1816, inclusive, being $126,366,500, while for the | Representatives on the 24th and 25th of March, 1870, he being then a 
twenty-one years from 1791 to 1512 they had amounted to only $100,- | prominent member of the Committee on Ways and Means, in which 
B22, 000 E / he spoke of the*tariff of 1846 as follows: 
Yet in 1815 Mr. Clay, w ho is constantly paraded before the country The tacl® of 1008, although contiesediy and profesasdly a tariff for revenu 

by the protectionists as their great champion, in the debate on the tariff | was, so far as regards all the great interests of the country, as perfect a tariff as 
then proposed to be increased in order to raise the money to pay off the | any that we have ever had. If any interest was depressed under the tariff of 


on : ; 5. it ws wes > nek Halters aS acai cx aleeanved 
} re. . 2: Tr ce “ad of 20 per 1846, it was the iron interest _ Ido not believe that thi interest, as compar 
war debt, only urged a tax on imports of 25 per cent. instead of 20 per with other interests, had sufficient advantage under that tariff; yet when we 


cent compare the growth of the country from 1540 to (50 with the growth of th« 
country from 180 to 1860—the latter decade being entirely under the tarifl 
1846 or the amended and greatly reduced tariff of 1857—we find that the increas« 
in our wealth between 1550 and 1860 was equivalent to 126 per cent., while it was 
only 64 per cent. between 1540 affd 1850, four years of which decade were under 
7 7 the tariff of 1842, known as a high protective tariff, but the average rate of whi 
Nearly seventy years have elapsed since then, yet 41 per cent. average | was about 70 per cent. below the existing rate, or 27 per cent. under the tariff « 
tariff tax is maintained in time of profound peace, almost at the highest 1542 as against 44 per cent. upon all importations under the present tariff. Our 


: . : : industries were generally prosperous in 186), with the exception, possibly, of th: 
Tr r $100,000,000 surplus ; ally . se : . ceL ' : 
war rates, with ayer $100, : of surplus annually flowing into the j,5), interest. This wasihe silent off tiv Ginnie: af Unamnant cm Cole Soot 


Treasury beyond even the present extravagant, not to say wasteful, ex- | during the discussion of the tariff of 1864. With regard to the condition of the 


In three years,”’ he said, ** we could judge of the ability of our establishments : 
to furnish these articles as cheaply as they were obtained from abroad, and could 
then legislate with the lights of experience He believed that “three years 
would be sufficient to place our manufactures on this desirable footing 
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stee] industry in 1860, the stee] manufacturers in 1866, memorializing Congress 


for increase of duties on steel, stated that— 


* It was reserved for Pittsburgh to bring about the first substantial and enduring 


success in the year of 1860; and encouraged by our example numerous establish- 
) Chis 


vaiorem 


ments have sprung into existence, as already indicated in this paper 
shows that under the revenue tariff of 1857, which imposed only an ad 


duty of 12 per cent. on steel, a substantial success was achieved in the stee] man- 


ufacture in 1860. I have read the language of the memorial.” 


*. . . > : . 
I regard that indorsement of the act of 1846 and of the principles of 
a revenue tariff as entitled to greater consideration than anything | 


could say. 


Hon. Robert J. Walker, Mr. Polk’s Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, who framed the tariff of 1846, addressed a letter to the people of 


the United States on the 30th of November, 1267, in which he to« 


k oc- 


casion to refer to the tariff of 1346, and contrast its principles and pro- 


visions with those of the present system. 


Atter showing what amount 


he thought would be sufficient for the wants of the Government eco- 


nomically administered, he said: 


This revenue of $244,000,000 a year, as a maximum, I would derive from thre 


sources alone: 

l. By a tariff for revenue. 

2. By an excise on wines, malt and spirituous liquors, and tobacco; abo 
all other internal taxation. 


3. By a tax on our national banks, based upon just 
* * * 


* 


and fair « quivaients, 
* * x 


A tariff for revenue, as experience has shown, instead of depressing improves 
all industrial pursuits, including manufactures, and vastly augments the wealth 


of the country. Under the tariff of 1846, as shown by the census, our wea 
creased from 1850 to 1860 126.45 per cent 
was only 64 per cent. ; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per ceft.,and from 1820 to 1 
cent. So, also, from 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products incre 


ise d 9% per< 


ing ratio of increase. 


itih it 
; whereas from 1540 to 1850 the inere 


ise 


S30, 41 per 


and our manufactures 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any preced- 


So, also, our exports, imports, and revenue nearly triple¢ 


in the same period of time, and our domestic trade rose nearly in the same ratio 
Thisaugmented ratio is not the result of increase of population, which from 1859 


to 1860 was less than 36 per cent. 


The Irish famine was supposed by my oppo- 


nents to account for the increase the first year, although the decreased price paid 
abroad that year for our cotton nearly equaled the additional sum paid by E 


land for our breadstuffs and provisions. Butthe next year and the next 





before 


any gold had reached here from California, our exports and revenue went on 


augmenting in a corresponding ratio, rising in eight years from $22,000,000 u 
the tariff of 1842 to $64,000,000 under the tariff of 1846 


nder 


I think Mr. Walker answers fully the boast of the great feat accom- 
plished by the Morrill tariff, by ‘‘ transtorming ad valorem duties into 


specific,’’ in the following sentence: 

There is another insuperable objection to the specific system, namely, t! 
unnecessarily and invariably taxes labor vastly more than capital, a 
in a much greater proportion than the rich, upon the goods consumed. | 
the system of specific duties of so much per pound, or yard, or gallon, & 
specific duty is the same. 


y, tha 
nd the poor 
nder 


it 
it 


the 


the same specific duty, pay, in proportion to value, less than one-half what 


paid by the poor, who purchase a cheaper and less costly article. If w« 


ence against them exceeds $20,000,000 a year. Such is the immens« 
tax exacted from labor under the system of specific duties. 


The rich, who purchase the costly article bearing only 


take all 
the costly articles purchased by the rich bearing under the present tariff the same 
specific duty as the inferior article bought by the poor, we will find the differ- 


additional 


Think of the injustice of a system under which the laboring man 


pays 90 per cent. tariff tax on the only kind of blankets he can atiord to 


buy, while the Senatorand his lordly friends pay less than 60 per cent. tax 


on such as they use and in like proportion for all else. 


How long would 


a law stand in the State of New York that taxes the residence of M1 
Vanderbilt or Mr. Stewart, worth $2,000,000, no more than the resi- 
dence of their coachman, worth $2,000? That isspecific taxation. Ad 


valore.n, or a fair per cent. tax on each according to its value, is the 
system adopted by the American people in all their State governmental 


affairs, and is the only just system. 
views of all disinterested intelligent men when he says: 


Mr. Walker but expresses the 


Our present system of taxation is the most onerous ever imposed upon any 


people, and is utterly destructive of the prosperity of our country. 
Our present tariff is also most unequal, oppressive. and unjust. It is 


ously onerous upon agriculture, commerce, 


navigation, ship-building 
. = 


griev- 


«ec, 


The present tariff, besides the tax of $150,000,000 a year upon imports, 


the duties on which are paid by the people into the Treasury in gold, exacts an- 
other tax of at least $350,000,000 a year in the enhanced prices of rival protected 


domestic articles. 


in gold of such domestic articles with the prices of similar articles produced 


other countries. 
tent of $500,000,000 a year, of which only $150,000,000 goes intothe Treasury 
the remaining $350,000,000 go into the pockets of the protected classes 


This can be readily proved by comparing the prices current 


n 


Thus, the tarifftaxesthe people of the United States to the ex- 


and 


Mr. Walker understood too well the real purpose of the clamor about 
protection to American labor and the wages of operatives to be deceived 


by it. 


He knew that the $350,000, 000 of taxes taken from the people 


which did not reach the Treasury went into the pockets of the protected 


classes and not into the pockets of their operatives. 
report to Congress on the 11th day of December, 1848, which | 


wisn 


He made a great 


} 


every laboring man in the United States could read, whether he works 


in a factory or on a farm. 
perusal. 


Even Senators would be benefited by 


On the subject of specific and ad valorem duties Mr. Walker says 


If the importation of protected articles would rapidly decrease when the 
eign were high in price and specific duties operated as a protection, under 


tariff of 1842 from 41 to 243 per cent. (per Table H, compiled from Treasury re- 


turns in 1844), what must not have been the decline of importation and 
enue when the foreign article fell, as it has in many cases, 50 per cent., | 
up the specific duty from 41 to 82 and from 243 to 486 per cent 
trates another objection to the specific duty, namely 
to be stationary, it is in fact constantly augmenting from reduced prices of 
eign articles, Experience proves that from improved machinery, new 

tions, and reduced cost of production the foreign articles are constantly dir 
ishing in price, while, the specific duty remaining unchanged, it is co 


This fact 





‘ 


r 


increasing in ratio as an equivalent ad valorem, and the protection augment 


e7 


its 


I 


for- 


re 


that although it professes 


every year. Thus, if the price of s 


cents, it would be equal to 50 per ce 


ugar cents 


nt. ad valorem 


was 6 a pound and the duty 


but if the price of sugar f 
















to 3 cents the duty would have risen to 100 per cent. ad valorem, thus dout 
the protection and continually augment ng with decreasing foreign prices unt 
the duty becomes prohibitory and the revenne on such articles disappears 
whereas the ad valorem bears under all changes of price the same exact ratic 
to the cost of the foreign fabric, and therefore is the mi st just and equal,as a 
necessarily insuring a larger revenue 

In this aspect of the case, the objections to the spec c ¢ es as a per ul 
system, with a view to revenue, are insuperable, while their unjust « 
upon labor, in imposing so mucl r duties as an ¢ va t ad va 
the cheaper than the more costly es of goods, cat t be success y 
fended 

* * 

That which our manufacturers now desire is what they regard a 
duties, made specific in certain cases t these specific duties w is \ ‘ 
shown, be found constantly augmenting in ratio under the oper 
eral principle by which the foreign article is continually t 1 ‘ 
ished price whereas the ad valorem, always bearing the same proport 
the value of the import, is therefore alwayvsthe most dequala \ 
the largest revenue rhe augmented reve: inderthe tariff of 1846 has} 


that ad valorem duties can be fairly assessed and colleete 


We know that the clamor now raised about frauds and underva 
tions is simply a means of securing higher specific protective dut 
was well illustrated in the case of 
mer steel-rail specific duty of 
cent. when imposed, English and German invent 
esses then known here by the parties interested, who had secured 
patents, but concealed from Congress and the publi: 
rate instead of the ac the 
the 


the now somewhat notorious 


S28 a ton, which was equal to 4 


but by 





li The spec 


valorem was secured to 


$28 


Congress 


per ton specific soon became 110 per cent. ad valorem, whi 





25455 


} 


home competition, so much talked about, had nothing to do with the 


reduction, as the home product continued to be sold at the torei 
with the tariff tax added, to our people in Texas and elsewhere 
a ton more than it was sold tor across the bridge at Laredo 
after being transported in bond through the United States 
is that with honest custom-house ofticials and commercial 
ean be no serious frauds by 


rn pt ( 


or > 


Che tru 
agents 
undervaluation There were 
Mr. Walker’s administration, and if the party now in 
obtain them, they had better retire and let us try 

Returning to Mr. Walker's report: In speaking of the 
ples of tariff taxation and its effect on the 

The adoption by each nation of high tariffs isa war upon the labor of 
world. As labor is more productive, capital is more rapidly increased and 


augmented ; yet the tariff, by compelling each nation to employ a portion of 
industry in articles which egn be produced more cheaply abroad and refus 


power 


} 
wages of labor, | 


le Says 


the exchange, forces labor throughout the world into less profitable pursuits, and 


as a consequence diminishes the products of labor as well as its wages. I 
if silks can be manufactured at a less cost in Europe, and b 

cheaply in this country, and by high tariffs we prevent the import of silk 
while by similar tariffs abroad or their inability to purchase 

ve will not take their fabrics in exchange our breadstuffs are 


greater or less extent from their markets and their silks from our t 


in Mexico 


hone unde 


eral prince) 


s here 
froin us becau 
excluded to 


Own, lanportl 





readstulffs more 


both countries is forced into less productive pursuits and both parties have sus 


tained a loss International tariffs diminish the aggregate value of the 
of labor to the extent of hundreds of millions of dollars every year 
correspondingly the wages of labor. It would be most 
tariffs of all nations and ascertain how much labor in each 
into less productive pursuits 


usef 


is there 


hese tables have never yet been collected 


and redu 
ful to examine tl 


by diverte« 


protits 


« 


if of the thousand million people of the earth the labor of 200,000,000 is thus ren 


dered less profitable to the extent of 1 cent a day for each, the annu 
be $600,000 000 





Man was commanded to labor; but he was permitted by his Maker toemp!| 


oss wou 


his industry in each country in those pursuits for which it was best suited, an¢ 


where his labor would be less severe and better rewarded 
by high duties, diminish the products of his industry, thus augment his 
of toil, and deprive him of the time designed by his Creator for the acquisit 
of knowledge. These lawsalso, while diminishing the wealth of 
duce discord between them, each by high tariff’ proclaiming 


g war upon the 
dustry of all others. Under tree trade each nation will profit by the labor 


But the laws of ina 
hou 


nations pr 


every other; each will employ its industry in those pursuits for which itis best 


adapted, and the surplus of each will be thus exchanged with the others by 


reciprocal commerce beneficial to all parties. The true industrial interests of 
nations are identical, and in exchanging with each other the products most 
cheaply produced by each, labor everywhere benefits labor, man his brother 


man,and nations each other, and their only antagonism is introduced by hum 
legislation. The doctrine of 


free trade is the petition of labor to employ itse 


every where in those pursuits best adapted by nature toevery country and yield 


ing therefor in each the largest productsand highest wages. It looks upon 


race everywhere as friends, as brethren, as equal in rights, and united in inter 


est and destiny 
man and man, and nation and nation, and between capital and labor 
* = * * * * « 

We seethe benefits of reciprocal free tradle among all the States of this U1 
although their wages, products 
nations, yet all the States find it their true 
of each other. The benefits of this unrestricted re« iprocal com 
the great bond of interest, constantly augmenting, which keeps 


sas tho 


and fabrics are as variou 







the 


ree ‘ 


interest to admit free produ 
nsti 


towether the 


tut 


Rightly understood, there is perfect unity of interest between 


» of separate 


rious parts; but if the protective doctrine be true, it would be the real interest of 
each and all of these States to impose duties upon similar products in others fo 
the protection of the people of each State. Yet, clearas is this proof of the 





fits of reciprocal free trade between the States of this Union, the prim ple 








question of political economy, is the same extended to other tun 
with us underthe same government rhe difference in their al imst 
tions can not affect the great principles of commerce rl local laws of O| 
and Louisiana, of Mississippi and Massachusetts, are more variant. in some 
spects than those of many other states beyond the limits of the Union. N 


while we acknowledge the be 
thus differing in their local institutions, wages, and products, tl pre 
tionists deny t ld be beneficial to establish reciprocal unrestricted « 

with other states beyond our limits Yet variant 


efits « reciprocal free trade between these 
states 


hat it wou 


meree forms ot 


goverpme 


can make no difference as to the ecipl il benefits of commer@e If free track 
be beneficial among all republican states it migh t least xtended to thet 
although monarchies were excluded; but none will maintain that nationsshe 
restrict their commerce with each other because they e! t form 
government Aithough gover ents may ditler, we are o er u 

it the globe; the t x millions who inhabit ‘ s nd as 





















































































al economy the benefits of free 


tates beyond or within the 


trade must be the same 
limits of the same govern- 


by some catastrophe from 





ough separated hereafter 
alike still 





vould be benefited 





























ver ) ciprocal free trade among 
the wl r their commercial interests would not change with the separation 
fror tine deracy 
Whenever the laws of nature are beyond the reach of man there is pertect 
r he direction of Almighty power; but whenever an can disturb these 
iws discord and injury are sure to ensue The earth. the sun, and countless 
syste s wheeling through universal space move onward in pertect order and 
beauty; but even the harmony of the spheres would be disturbed if the legis- 
4 of man could interfere and arrest the laws of nature Phe natural laws 
vi 1 control trade between nations and reg ite the relations between capital 
fits on the one hand and wages and labor the other are perfect and 
ous, and the laws of man which would etlect a change are always in- 
ur Che laws of political economy are fixed and certa Let them alone 
is all that is required of man; let linternat ml exchanges of products move 
as freely in their orbits as the heavenly bodies in their yheres, and their order 
and ha ny will be as perfect and theirresults as benelicial as is every move- 
mer ler the laws of nature when undisturbed by the errors and interference 
in 
l bor is dear here and low abroad, in exchange of products we get more of 
the forasmallera ours, and gain by the exchange Phe cheapness 
gn labor isan argument in favor of exchange with them rhus, if we 
mnoede as linens that Europe, from cheap labor, could afford tosell two yards 
for what one w d cost here, it woul dbe to our interest to purchase from them 
atthe reduced price But according to the protective theory the cheaper the 
vt labor and the lower the price of its products the more should we ex- 
the vy higher rates of dut In the absence of duties we will exchange 
o s products for their cheaper fabrics, and our labor being applied to 
the t f articles thus exchanged abroad, ,wages will be enhanced here 
by ning more extended markets for our pr niucts and getting for them a 
ure ‘ ty of usefu cles at lower prices In the absence of tariffs the 
divis f labor would be cording to the laws of nature in each nation, and 
t surplus of each would thus be exchanged among the whole, each employ- 
gv its bor only in the most preductive pursuits, and therefore the aggregate 
I we ibe largest. If labor were so low inany foreign country that they 
‘ | furnish us goods at almost nominal prices, and these cheap articles were 
su us we wanted here, it would be our interest to purchase them in exchange 
for ou products, and the cheaper the foreign articles the greater would be our 
rain in the exchange It isa strange objection to the purchaser of foreign arti 
cles that the price is too low 
* . . > - > * 


rhe argument that we must encourage our infant industries was always fal- 
wious, for they would encourage themselves as soon as the country was adapted 
tothem. But are they now infant manufactures? We have called them so for 


sixty years, and will they ever cease to be infant manufactures until weaned 
from legisiative protection ” 


. * * * 


A vast majority of the labor of this country is employed in agriculture, com- 
merce, navigation, and the non-protected pursuits, and if these are depressed 
their profits are reduced, the wages of those employed in such pursuits fall, 
many are thrown out of employment, and thus a general fall of wages ensues, 
and the protected manufacturer eventually obtains labor at a reduced rate. The 
effect of a protective tariff, in truth, is not toenhance wages, but todepress them, 
and render capital invested in manufactures more profitable by enhanced prices 
of the protected fabrics. Wages throughout the whole country become lower 
than they were before because the aggregate profits of the capital of the nation 
engaged in all its industry is diminished. Wages in one branch of industry can 
not be high when they are low in all others, for wages, like all other commodi- 
ties, unfortunately will soon findthe same level. The aggregate profits of all the 
labor of the country and not of any particular branch of industry constitute the 
fund out of which wagesare paid, andif that general fund is reduced by dimin- 
ished protits wages throughout the whole country musteventually fall. If, then, 
the great mass of labor in this country and of capital is invested in agriculture, 
commerce, navigation, and such branches of industry as require no protection, 
and these pursuits are injured by a protective tariff, either by diminishing the 
market for the surplus raised by those thus employed, reducing the price of 
what they sell, or compelling them to pay more for what they buy, there must 
be in time a general fall of wages throughout the country, even though a par- 
ticular branch of industry may have been rendered more profitable by a pro- 
tective tariff. This duty, then, instead of a protection is a tax upon the whole 
industry of the country invested in pursuits requiring no tariff 

* * * * * . ~ 


But if the system of reciprocal taxation is wrong, what argument can be offered 
in favor of high duties upon fabries of foreign nations when they receive our 
exports at a nominal duty inexchange? Formerly protectionists admitted that 
if Great Britain would freely receive our breadstufts we should take their fabrics 
at low duties or free of duty in exchange. Then the corn laws were in full force 
in Great Britain, and it was supposed would so forever remain. But the sys- 
tem was repealed, and our chief agricultural products are now invited free of 
duty, or at a nominal duty, on the Ist of February next, into all their ports. 
Our protectionists now abandon their former position and maintain that it in- 
jures our farmersto purchase British fabrics at low prices, even though England 
will take our breadstuffs at a nominal duty in exchange 

* > > > 


* * * 

Our arguments for low duties, as has heretofore been conceded by our most 
distinguished protectionists, insured the repeal of the British cornlaws. Argu- 
ments here in favor of protection present to all nations the supposed benefits of 
restriction, and would therefore persuade them all to enact high tariffs. 

* . * * . * . 

rhe protective system is agrarian and a war upon property. It attempts to 
organize labor and capital by law, adding to the profits of one pursuit by re- 
ducing that of another. It is incompatible with the security of capital or labor; 
for capital is but the accumulation of the gains of labor, and, therefore, what- 
ever destroys the security or profits of capital results in an equal injury to labor 
Besides its injurious effects upon industry, it isan arbitrary and despotic power ; 
and if the people should become accustomed to its exercise, looking for legisla- 
tive support and protection, it would terminate in a struggle for the division 


and distribution by Congress every year of property, profits, and capital among 
the favored classes. 


I hope I have read enough to induce Senators to read the whole re- 
port; imleed, I think I would do the country a service by making it all 
part of the RecorD for the edification of the people. 

I leave it to the protectionists to answer the arguments of Mr. Walker 
as best they can without further comment. I think they will find it 
difficult to persuade the intelligent unprotected, laboring, tax-paying 
men of this country that his presentation ofthe facts is not true. 

When the Morrill protective tariff of March 3, 1861, was pushed 


through Congress in its closing hours, after Southern Senaters had left, 
° 
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} were then at peace with the world, was further impaired by the wit) 





~~ 


APRIL 


the protectionists obtained by it all the bounties any of them supposed 
Congress would ever venture to give, at least in time of peace; but a 
great civil war followed, and the energies and resources of the country 
were strained to the utmost. In addition to the legitimate sources of 
revenue on such products as whisky, beer, manufactured tobacco, &: 
taxation of a character unknown before was resorted to and increased 
from time to time. Incomes, sales of manufacturers, railroads, hotels 
lawyers, doctors, auctioneers, peddlers, insurance agents, deeds, legacies 
successions, were alltaxed; inshort, every dollar that could be squeezed 
out of the people by hook or crook was taken by internal taxation fo 
revenue purposes 

The 


total of this domestic tax 
Mr. ALLISON said in his speech referred to 


amounted in the fiscal year 1565-66 to the enormous sum of $310,000,000, and u; 
manufactured goods alone to the sum of $128,226,784 


A tax of 2cents, and afterwards of 3 cents, a pound was imposed on raw 
cotton, which in about two years and a half amounted to $64,000,000 
Of course the cost of home production was vastly increased, and ¢] 
ability of our manufacturers to compete with foreign producers, who 


drawal of our ships from the ocean, and the transfer of the operat 
from the farms and workshops tothe Armyand Navy. Increased tarif) 
taxation became necessary for the combined purposes of revenue and 
protection. The tariff was temporarily increased in 1362; 50 per cent 
was temporarily added to all duties in the early part of 1864 Phe 
sweeping act of June 30, 1864, embraced all tariff and internal taxa 
tion; tariff duties were raised to the highest possible point; perhaps 
they were obliged to be, when everything in the country was taxed 
so oppressively. The onerous internal taxes then imposed have, how 
ever, all been removed, most of them fifteen years ago, except on liquor 
and tobacco; and the tax on distilled spirits has been reduced from 


oS 


$2 a gallon in 1864 to 90 cents now, and tobacco from 40 cents a poun 
to 8 cents. Yet the oppressive war-tariff duties of 1364, in spite of t! 
repeal of the internal-revenue taxes to compensate for which they wer 
avowedly increased above the protective rates imposed in 1861, in spite 
of the pledges and repeated assurances of its managers, made at thi 
time in order to induce Representatives to support the bill, are sti 
substantially maintained, in many instances they have been largely i: 
creased, for no other purpose than to enrich by law, at the expens« 
all the people, a few combinations of the protected pets of Congress 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] had charge of the bill 
1864 in the House of Representatives. His speech made when he pr: 
sented it will be found in the Globe of June 2,1264. He said among 
many other things: 


The Treasury requires a larger supply of means, and such sources of reve 
as have not already yielded their maximum contributions must now be soug 
so that we may fill the measure of our wants. This has made an increase of 
ternal duties necessary, and that increase to aconsiderable extent imposes up 
us the duty as well as affords us the power of obtaining an increased reve 
from duties on imports from abroad. The withdrawal of the large number 
men now in the field from industrial pursuits leaves a paucity of numbers at 
home, thereby advancing wages and the cost of living, so that a bushel of cor 
a pound of wool, a yard of cloth, or a ton of iron can not now, even reducing the 
currency toaspecie standard, be produced at the same cost that they were thre: 
yearsago. With the tariff considerably increased, and even if we had no inter 
nal taxes to pay, our people will hardly find it less difficult to compete with for 
eign productionsand manufactures than they did intimes of peace without an) 
increase of tariff. And when we impose a tax of 5per cent. upon our manufact 
ures and increase the tariff to the same extent upon foreign manufactures, w+ 
leave them upon the same relative footing they were at the start, and neither 
has cause of complaint. The rates proposed are high nominally and may be s 
regarded by foreign nations, but considering the weights carried by our ow: 
people, other nations will still be able to continue the race with us upon near 
the same terms as heretofore 

* * 7 * * * 


In making an estimate of the effect of such a war tariff as is now proposed 
is important that we should bear in mind that a# we increase the cost of 


any 
article we diminish the number of those who are able to consume it 


Again, he said: 


Protection was never defended on any other ground than that in the end 
the consumer obtained his supplies more cheaply. I know sound policy di 
tates that for proper encouragement of manufacturers all raw ‘naterials should 
be free, and where nations manufacture for exportation no other policy can !x 
maintained. This accounts for the course of France and England upon this 
subject. They export largely ; we do not 


Who would suppose that the man who uttered these sentiments would 
impose such taxation upon the country as he did by the conference r 
port of March 3, 1883? Again, he said: 

The tariff of 1861 upon cotton goods was based upon the idea, then true, that 


fine, light goods cost more than coarse and heavy. But now the high price of 
cotton makes coarse and heavy goods often the dearest. Then a duty of | cen! 


| was placed upon ordinary cotton sheetings, though none could be imported 


|} and they were worth from 8 to 10 cents per yard. 


Now they sell at 45 cents per 


| yard, and we place a tax upon them of 5 per cent. ad valorem, or 2 cents and 2 


mills per yard, and it must be noted the raw cotton is also taxed 2 cents per 
satel, which makes nearly 1 cent more per yard. Self-preservation, therefore 
demands very much higher rates in the tariff on all cotton goods. Absolute 
protection would be better than a policy which continued a tariff upon foreign 
importation, but at so high a point as to relieve manufacturers from all check 
and all competition. When the profits of any business are suddenly increased 
new and inexperienced men rush in, and in a short period create the severest 


competition which trade and manufactures ever have to encounter. 


* * * * * * * 


This is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must as 
such give it our support. 
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Again, on the 28th of June, 1866 (see Globe, page 3468), the Senator 
from Vermont apologized to Congress and the country for the imposi- 
tion, even during the war, of the enormous duties he seeks now to 
maintain. He said: 

The present bill is not likely to suit everybody, and I regard it as only atem- 
porary measure, fit to be introduced because of the imperious necessities of oun 
present condition 


(gain, he says: 


Although our present tariff, in ordinary times, would be likely to be de 
ounced as prohibition, * * * the present bill is indispensable to preserve 
gregate of our internal revenut 





I attach great importance to these pledges and assurances given by 
the Senator from Vermont because they were the authorized utterances 
of the party in power, made and given in its name by the distinguished 
manager of these important measures. All of them have been ignored 

nd disregarded, and the oppressive war taxes then imposed are now 
sought to be perpetuated by the united power of the Republican party 
I dg not believe that their conduct will be approved by the people at 
the polls. 

{s early as 1870 many distinguished Republicans, among them Gen- 
eral Garfield, denounced the attempted continuance of the war tarifl 
None did so moré earnestly or vigorously than the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in the speech to which I have already 
referred. He said: 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the growth of the present 
tariff. In 1861, at the close of the Thirty-sixth Congress, the policy of the Gov 
ernment was changed by the passage of what was called the ‘‘ Morrill 
1 tariff? prepared in the interest of protection, and distinguished fro1 
of 1846 and of 1857 by the imposition of heavy duties upon articles: 

this country and by admitting free of duty many raw materials 

anufactures. This tariff was modified twice during the year 1861 for the } 








ose of increasing the revenue, but upon leading articles remained substan 
illy the same until July 14, 1862, when a thorough revision of the tar 1 
was made. By this revision the tariff was increased generally to c sate 





r the internal-revenue tax, and upon a few articles for the purpose of inereas 
g the revenue. Mr. Stevens, in debate, said that the principle adopted was 
the one that was mentioned when the tax bill was under consideration, namely 
e additional duty was fixed, as nearly as possible, atthe same rateas t I 
except in a few cases, where necessary to correct errors in the present tarifl 





Mr. Shellabarger, then a member from Ohio, rose in his seat, and asked Mr 
Morris if there wasany increase of duty over and above the tariff of 1861, save 
ind except the compensating duty made necessary by i \ 1 
Mr. MorR1ILu said in reply that there was no increase except for that purpose 
for the purpose of revenue upon articles not produced in this country 








Mr. ALLISON added: 


At the close of his speech Mr. Morr1ILL made this 


pledge 
rhis is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must g 
t our support as such.”’ 
(Again, he speaks of it as ‘‘a war measure, imposed by the necessities 


Government, the scarcity of laborers, and the enormous direct taxat 


On the following day Mr. ALLISON, again resuming, said 


rhis large internal-revenue tax was made the excuse and the cause of 
vance of the tariff of July 14, 1862, and June 30, 1864. IT quoted the 
vesterday of the then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 


Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, himself a protectionist, and certainly in favo | 
tection of the great interest of Pennsylvania, iron. He madea pledge up: - 
loor in 1862 that those additions of duties upon manufactured articles ported 


n this country were made necessary because of the internal-reve e taxes 
Both heand Mr. MORRILL, subsequently chairman of the Waysand Means ¢ 
mittee, declared that the act of June 50,1864, was a temporary meas 
measure, and was not intended as a measure which should remain 
statute-book as a protective tariff in the time of peace 





Mr. ALLISON yielding the floor for a moment to Mr. Cox, that gen- 
tleman said: 


I desire to say, in addition to what has been said by the itleman f 1 lowa 
Mr. ALLISON], that I was on the committee of conference upon the tariff 


i8h4. The reason why that conference report was made as it was made, the is 
given by Mr. MORRILL and Mr. Fessenden, was that the internal tax had 
raised, but that the moment that tax was reduced they would be in favs 
ducing the custom duties. That was understood when the report was d 


ipon the tariff of 1864; it was one of the conditions leading the conference 
mittee to report that measure. 


Mr. ALLISON said further: 


t is admitted by all that the increase of the tariff was commenced and earried 
on upon the basis of the protective duties of the Morrill tariff of 1861; the in 

ease of direct taxation. added to the prec of domestic manufactures, rendered 
in increased tariff necessary in order to prevent our country being flooded w 
cheaper foreign productions. Certainly, then, upon the decrease of internal 
taxation the tariff may be, and ought to be, decreased in proportion, the dan ! 
being no longer in existence which was sought to be averted by these inere 
duties. . 

But I may be asked how this reduction shall be made. I think it should b« 
made upon all leading articles, or nearly all; and for that purpose, when I get 
the opportunity in the House, if no gentleman does it before me, I shal! move 
that the pending bill be recommitted to the Ways and Means Committee w 
ustructions to report a reduction upon existing rates of duty equivak 
per cent. upon the existing rates, or one-fifth reduction. Even this w 
a full equivalent for the removal of all internal taxes upon manufactures. 
will not be difficult to make a reduction upon this basis 


[he Morrison bill is substantially the proposition made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa in 1870. I hope we may secure his aid in its passag 


the speech he made then would secure it, and surely it would be fa 


more applicable now than it was then. The surplus revenue is larger 


the bonds payable before 1891 will not last three years at the present 
rate of taxation, the business of the country is seriously disturbed by 
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their rapid payment; exports of many important manufactured products 
are cut off by the high tax onraw material: nearly 90 per cent. of all we 


can send abroad consists of heavily taxed and wholly unprotected agri 














cultural products The machinery of the protected industries is now 
as perfect as any in the world, and has since 1570doubled its power to 
displace human labor in the production of manufactures 
rhe act of 1883 has proved to bea delusion, if not a wud nits pre 
tenses of relief from tariff taxation; that is no longer doubt } 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his report to Congres ( ) ul re 
ports from the Bureau of Statistics, fal 1 ] S une ISN 
tions that 375,000,000 or anything een take 
trom the burdens of the tax-payers ni the d 
tinguished Senator from Iowa is tound in the 1 the ) 
tectionists now 
Pe rhaps L may ust as well make a digression het ind say to t 
Senator from lowa that I am glad he had nothing t ow 
erable conference re port fit mav be d vl tied with the name 
ference, which fastened the present law upon the country re 
may not have seen interviews, to which I propose to allude 
ticularly before I close my remarks. which the Senators from Ver 
and Ohio, Messrs. MORRILL and SHERMAN, saw fit to ed 
try with after Congress adjourned last year; in which inte) 
he and I were made to figure Mr. SHERMAN, an othe 
said in the Commercial-Gazette of Cincinnati, March 14, 1583 
rhe truth is,there was a grave fault »constitul thre 
of the Senat« The two ! ers of the i e t \ 
were put on the cx tere © committe vier DV « “ i} 
J Es, of Nev ia, s i ve been al ! ‘ I \ 
rhe resu vas that es » New ! = i 
ithey é sed tot ‘ 
rease Oo wor na t is 
Ido not propose to stop now to look into the truth of these 
serious charges by one protectiot ‘ nst a Perl 
the protectionists who dictated the conferees, as they did the Tarif 
mission, had too da rec ection of the attacks the Senator Ire 
lowa had made on the tee e tari in ( pee ) hf 
ust read so freely to trust him on that conference committe He 
ever that may be, I feel warranted in asserting thatthe bill asit p 
the senate would not have been al undoned as it was, and nyu 
additional taxation would not have been heaped upon the peopl 
Senator from Iowa had ten a controlling member o Iw )) 
of these interviews at the proper tim 
I am now se king to pro , as I said | ould, that the pre 
on of the Repub can party In opposing a l reduction of the 
of 1264, and their unqualitied support of taxes for protect 
revenue is not needed, is in ylation of the principles of the Const 
on, antagonist to allt policy and traditions or t 
in direct opposition to the solemn pledges of the men wl ‘ 
even the moderate reduction proposed the Morrison 


L Mr. MORRILL. in as veech made the Senate Mav 9. 1870 


i i 

ging the main ceo i dutie I | some 
of the pledges he had g He sa 

At ie Same t t } 

le EXtre es = 

I hop he 1 tshno Ca 1 Lect i ‘ 
be raised after the ) re ‘ n proposed by t NI 

3 made It he ca Lot i ! ray n } ) 
pledges that wa i I tn ) ) } 
1 time of peace He proceeded th 

Whatever percen 
terna ixes u ‘ 

livaiel 

Protect has 
direct taxes ar 

The Senat e to his friends no ! 
in 1°64 anv lk \ » s of protectio 
have called it ‘ nade 
ternal taxes had been estab Hi : ry 
teen more \ Sot p 1 now 1 p 
them much han | his 
rendet nd h es 
ot hich ( m to be t ‘ \ 

ire the cham} ot vit t ‘ 
by taxati If they succeed in 1 | ‘ 
which they have imposed to ¢ to t Is be e 
thei special friends and advocates ‘ thie \V prove that 
war taxes, like a great national debt national blessing, and 
o be maintained What, Task, w 1} become of the wages 
laborers in 1870 and since if the ir taxes Imposed in 1864 had 
repealed then, as Senator MORRILL insisted they ought 

It car t be pretended { i ecter ite } mie 
helpless as they oTOW older and as the machinery bece ‘ ! ‘ 
more a substitute for human handsand brains ly has be 
plea lor many years Is it dotage 
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M P lent, the truth is, that protectionists at last believe that 
the i ontrol t egislation of the Government, and not only hold 
‘ to tl sidies the now receive, but many of them clamor for 

rganizations are perfect, and ramify every part of the 
( | he elect deteat Senato nd hepresentatives in many 
| k b x their interest; they own a powerful and 
portion of the public press; they can afford to spend and 
lreds o lions rather than have their privileges cur- 
their bounties diminished They have their operatives, many 
of t L Vel ntelligent men, so dependent uponthem for the support 
of t r families that the can by threats of reducing their wages, if 
( to luce ‘ sub é make the orkmen, against 
the terest d otte wa t the will, protest gorously by peti- 
t ‘ ‘ iinst all redu m of taxation Dismissal trom 
\ sal t ite and protest as they are expected and 
ot dered to do | move ce well-trained veterans in every 
conte k that e tax-p ng masses have no combinations 
) have | press, and no paid advocates. The pro- 
tect il reg na conflict with raw militia. Union 
er, and common interest is a strong bond 
‘ | ‘ e power of public plunder animates the consol- 
ipon the public Treasury. With all their 
pret l ze rt velfare of their operatives, they look upon them 
did upo eir re ers; as bearers of burdens, to 
! ‘ ‘ ( horses, born saddled and 
1 and spurred ready to ride them 

: 
pproached their present position cautiously, with 
theiz treat ope rhe speeches of Senators ALLISON and MoR- 
el ny more ist like them on the records. 
vecause they are now the chairmen of the 
( tte \ppropriations and Finance of this body, and therefore 
ull matters relating to taxatioh and expendi- 
end tl] peech to an unwarrantable length if I should 
( mate ( receded the passage Of the act of June 6, 

87 d i e war tariffshould be reduced, and refer 
( made time and again by leading Republican Members and Sena- 
te e solemn pledges that they would be, whenever the internal- 

removed which bore specially on manufactures. In 
obedience to e general demand the then chairman of the Committe: 
on W | Means, now Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. DAWEs], on 
l \ 1872 | before the House ‘‘a bill to reduce duties 
‘ H. hk 533%) ] is then a member of his con tte 
i : i then submitted by pub 
H re Republican reduced the rate of tariff 
au ore i l ea the lear ie ticies Ol Manu- 
Me son bill now proposes to reduce them For 
‘ i s to be taxed $ ton n ores, 10 per cent. ad 
u of iron not otherwise provided for, 30 per 
ent i rem Now p ron is taxed 56.72 per ton, which is nearly 
‘ el at $6 would ha been L872; iron ore is 75 
ce m 1) per « it. ad valorem Manutactures of 
iron 15 per cent., with the 20 per cent. or one-fifth proposed by the 
Morrison | would still leave i tax of 54 pe r cent, 
But | d not go into details Che Dawes bill of 1872 is printed 
I hold hand. It gives in parallel columns the rate of duties 
inder the then existing laws, substantially the rates which were im- 
post l i it @X1s iM ch 3, 1883, the rates under the 
ucts of M i 1857, J 10, 1846, and August 30, 1842, so that Sen- 
tors can 1 ce the co iparison for themselves. That act, as is well 
km 1, did not become a law, but a horizontal reduction was made of 
10 per cent. on the same plan as now proposed by the Morrison bill by 
tl ct « J 6, 1872 
Chat act, s s it reduced tariff duties 10 per cent., was repealed 
February 8,.1875, on the pretense that it was necessary to increase tariff 


taxation in order sacredly to provide for the (so called) sinking fund by 


paying some $40,000,000 every year, although we had then paid over 
$225,000,000 in the aggregate towards the reduction of the principal of 
l n onal debt ; more than it was ever contended that the laws rel- 
t oO the 1 <ing fund required 

Che restoration of the taritf by the act of 1875 to the highest point 


1e protectionists had ever ventured to ask, even when war was fla- 


gra nd internal taxes enormous, was of course a great victory for 
It was won by false pretenses rhe plighted faith of the nation, 
the h of the eountry, the integrity of the sinking fund, were the 
rallyin es Che Democratic party met the issueat once with most 
pronounced emphasis, against the protest of the same class of Demo- 
crats who now deprecate all efforts to reduce taxation. The most prom- 
né nd important plank in the platform at Saint Louis in 1876, upon 
whi e elected M [ en, reads thus 
We denounce the present tariff levied upon nearly four thousand articles asa 


master-piece of injustice equality, and false pretenses. It yields adwindling, 
not a vearly r 
a few It prohibit 





imports that might purchase the products of American labor. 
It has degraded American « merce from the first to an inferior rank on the 
high seas. It has cut down the sales of American manufactures at home and 


sing rev ue it has impoverished many industries to subsidize | 
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abroad, and depleted the returns of American agriculture, an industry followed 
by half our people. It costs the people five times more than it produces to t] 
Treasury, obstructs the processes of production, and wastes the fruits of la 
It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials, and bankrupt 
honest merchants. We demand that all custom-house taxation shall lx 
revenu¢ 








If Mr. Tilden had been allowed to take his seat the tariff would hav 
been promptly reformed on a revenue basis. His failure to do so w 
not the fault of Democratic voters; that is all I care to say on that su 
ject. The House of Representative s, however, was Democratic, and th, 
country expected it toredeem the pledges the party had made. Subs 
quent events proved that its organization orsomething else was deficient 
The Chief Magistrate, whose zeal and wisdom would have guided t} 
counsels of the Representatives and strengthened their hands for th: 
work of revenue reform, *aving been defrauded out of his position, ] 
followers were without a leader, or at least without one leading in t] 
direction he would have led them; therefore they stumbled, blund 
divided, and failed. 

The protectionists then thought that the Democratic organization yas 
stronger, wiser, and truer to its principles than it proved to be, and ike 
prudent men they prepared to make the best terms they could when 
the tariff reform so urgently demanded and so solemnly promised was 
brought before Congress. These organizations met and consulted all 
over the country. They knew large reductions of their bounties ought 
to be made; they believedthey would be. After agreeing among then 
selves, they selected one of the ablest Republicansin the House, its for 
mer Speaker, then a leading member of the Ways and Means Commit 
tee, Hon. N. P. Banks, of Massachusetts, to represent them. He did 
so faithfully on the 7th of May, 1868, saying among other things: 











These papers which I hold in my hand bear the official signatures of th« 
thorized representatives of one hundred and twelve manufacturing cory 
tions and firms of New England, in which they themselves suggestand cons« 
to reduction of duties upon an extended and complete list of articles of foreig 
manufacture which come actively and directly in competition with the ind 
tries in which they are engaged, rising from 10 to 20, 30, 40, and 50 per c« 
upon the present schedule of duties upon suchimportations. Morethana}! 
dred and twelve corporations and firms of cotton and woolen manufa 


alone, of their own choice and after repeated conferences, in which all the 





terests of the textile fabrics of thiscountry were considered, high and low 
this proposition . 2 As it was with the cotton manufacturers, so 


with the we din a certain sense 
ommended, as of their own accord, a reduction of duties of from 23 to 24 


en manufacturers. They consented to ar 





* * * 


Mr. Hooker. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him why these inter 


isked a diminution of the tariff 





Mr. BANKS. Because their attention had been called to the subject It 
their duty to make known to the Government what they desired Phe, 
when they brought their representative men together from all parts of the 

ry that the duties could be reduced and they could still pursuetheir voc 
with moreor Ss Suc ss,and like honest and honorable citizens they m 
declaration to the Government And so did the wool-growers from ( I 
to New England rhey assembled in the State of New York for the same } 





pose, and after long and anxious conference one with another and with t 
woolen manufacturers they agreed, as did the silk manufacturers, to what ext 
they would recommend a reduction of the duty 

re : 

He laid before Congress a liberal schedule of reductions, which, if it 
had been adopted, would have given great relief to the country. The 
failure of that Congress to reduce taxation consolidated all the pro- 
tected interests and enabled them, with an army of well-paid officials, 
many of them afraid to turn over their books, by the aid of enforced 
political assessments, liberal contributions among themselves, and from 
those who sought high positions, to run the Dorsey-Brady campaign of 
1880 successfully. Still they were not happy. The present Chie! 
Magistrate, in his first message to Congress of December 6, 1881, said 

In view, however, of the heavy load of taxation which our people have already 
borne we may well consider whether it is not the part of wisdom to reduce the 

| revenues, even if we delay a little the payment of the debt. Itseemsto me that 
the time has arrived when the people may justly demand some relief from thei 


present onerous burden, and that by due economy in the various branches of 
| the public service this may be readily afforded. 





These suggestions evidently alarmed the leaders of the protectionists 
They had succeeded in the former Congress in passing a bill for a tariff 
commission through the Senate, aided, I admit, by Democratic votes, 
placing the whole subject in the hands of the President, which I knew, 
and thought everybody ought to kaow, which the protected combina- 
tions and their advisers here thoroughly understood, that a Democratic 
House of Representatives would never agree to. Of course it did not, 
and they gained at least a year more of subsidy by preventing action 
during that Congress 

In December, 1881, both branches of Congress became Republican. 
The Senator from Vermont was ready to secure at least another year of 
bounty for the favored classes whose special champion he had become, 
notwithstanding his solemn and oft-repeated pledges that the people 
should have relief from their exactions. As soon as Congress met he 
reintroduced the Tariff-Commission bill, referred it to the Committee 
of Finance, of which he was chairman, supported it with a long, care- 
fully prepared speech, and of course carried it. A Republican House 
of Representatives surrendered, as he knew it would, its constitutional 
prerogatives over tax or revenue bills to the commission, although it 
had both a long and ashort session ahead of it, the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee of that body [Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania] be- 
ing in full accord with the Senator from Vermont. Another year of 





pans tat as 


orbs 


1884. 





good picking from the popular goose, who seemed to enjoy the process, 
was secured to their pets. The House, however, before the close of the 
long session sent to the Senate a bill reducing internal-revenue taxes, 
carefully excluding from it everything relating to the tariff, which, be- 
ing a revenue measure, subject to amendment, enabled us to add modi- 
fications of tariff taxation to it. Ido not care to say much about the 
Tariff Commission. I had occasion to express my opinion of it and its 
work pretty freely last year while considering the propositions it sub 
mitted for our consideration. The letter of Mr. Kenner to Mr. Ames 
and to his glucose friend, and the letter from Mr. Porter to Judge KE! 
EY, read on this floor, and other equally damaging facts show: 
the conduct of others, proved that the commission was utterly unwort! 
of public confidence. Indeed, the public interest was ignored b; 
paraded two vast volumes of so-called testimony, which it wholly dis- 
regarded. It turned over each of the scheduleto the parties interested 
n maintaining the highest possible rates of duties, and allowed them, 
by cunning changes of classification and changes trom ad valorem to spe 
fic rates and to specifics based upon ad valorems, to increase the | 
dengof taxation, while pretending to make reductions. In fa 
artfully concealed or was ignorant of the effect of its own work, as the 
very plausible report accompanying its billshowed. Its professions and 
its practices were so variant, that one of the leading merchants of Boston 
after a careful study of it concluded that the proper course tor Congress 
to pursue was to adopt the report and defeat the bill. The most char- 
table construction to place on the repeated statements of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is, that they even deceived him. He 
opened the debate on the bill January 10, 1883, by assuring Congress 
that the proposed tariff reduction would amount to $45,000,000. Again, 
on the 6th of February, he said: 











I desire to appeal to the Senate to know, even from those who may dif! 
ly from me as to the theory of a tariff bill, whetherthe bill that is n¢ I 
consideration does not propose as large and as radical a reduction of the rates 
f duties as would be proper under any circumstances to suddenly adopt id 
is large as are likely to be obtained for some vears to come? 





Even after the bill had passed and Congress had adjourned, as late 

\pril 28, in his carefully prepared interview in reply to that of Sena- 
tor SHERMAN, the Senator from Vermont, still lauding his work of re- 
duction, said: 


foo much money flowing into the Treasury was an evil scarcely less than 


vould have been too little. It depleted every man’s pocket, while at the same 
ne it engendered a too lavish expenditure. The surrender of laws heretofor« 
yielding seventy-five millions of revenue was beyond dispute a great meas 
lof course excites astonishment abroad that it was attempted with so littl 
flourish. It was the work of Congress, and not ‘‘cut and dried ya 


( net premier. 


Senator SHERMAN, in hisinterview from which I have already quoted 
grees with him in regard to the great reduction that had been mad 
He says: 

It is a rare thing in the history of any nation to be able to repeal taxes ld- 
ng 375,000,000 a year. 

In the face of such assertions by both the leaders of the protection- 
sts it will not only ‘‘excite astonishment abroad’’ but at home when 
t is made apparent that outside of the reductions made on sugar, raw 
vool, and silk goods there is no reduction, at least in the burden of 
tariff taxation. takingall theschedules together. Onthecontrary, there 
is a positive increase of taxation on many important classes of goods 
used by all the people, so that whatever of reduction of revenue may 
follow will come from prohibition of imports and consequent increas¢ 
i! price to consumers of the home product, and of course an abandon- 


ment of all efforts to build up an export trade. 


| propose to pre ve that 
} ’ 3 


y the official statements of the Secretary of the Treasury and of 
Bureau of Statistics. 

Che Secretary of the Treasury, in his last report, speaking of the 
Tariff Commission, quotes the following from their report: 


Early in its deliberations the commission became convinced that a subst 
reduction of tariff duties is demanded, not by mere indiscriminate popular 
clamor but by the best conservative opinion of the country, including that which 
has informer times been most strenuous for the preservation of our 
ndustrial defenses. Such a reduction of the existing tariff the co 
regards as not only a due recognition of public sentiment and a measu f 
t to consumers but one conducive to the general industrial prosperity, and 
which, though it may be temporarily inconvenient, will be ultimately b« l 
to thé special interests affected by such reduction. 











Again— 


Entertaining these views, the commission has sought to prevent a scheme of 
tariff duties in which substantial reduction should be the distinguishing feat 
rhe average reduction in rates, including that from the enlargement of the 
list and the abolition of the duties on charges and commissions, at which the 
ommission has aimed, is not less on the average than 20 per cent., and it is the 


pinion of the commission that the reduction will reach 25 per cent. 


The Secretary, speaking from the official records, proceeds to say 


rhe chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, in explanation of the 
| before the Senate last year, which after various amendments became a law, 
estimated at $45,000,000 the reduction of the revenue which would follow the 
changes in the tariff proposed thereby. These intentions and calculations have 
not been verified. 





} 





Che Secretary adds: 

There was general agreement that asubstantial reduction of the tariff should 
be made. The estimates of the Tariff Commission and of the Senate commit- 
tee show what wasthe contemplated reduction. The actual results so far ob- 
tained indicate that the reduction labored for has not been effected by the 
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tariff act It is to be considered, too, that the failure is not to be char 
increase of importations keeping up the amount of custon nue. 1 
tistics of our foreign commerce show that there has not be creas 
ible thereto 
. = 2 . « 2 

In the report of this Department last year the re is applied to 
principal classes of dutiable articles was considered somewhat \ 
adhering to the v vs there expressed, ar etition of them is 





In the former report to which the Secretary refers he says 
































I 
In reading the - ‘ the Tariff Cor ssion it is ‘ s ‘ 
with scarcely anex e represent ery industry, w 
that b! ‘ re i e tari? is pro] ‘ 
S pecul l is t red t 
Wi et ws i“ i icturers a < ‘ 
ev W é i t izres pon ared < A Ta 
He was not aware that they had been allowed by the Taritf ¢ 
sion to make up the respective schedules in their own erest a 
done so in such a cunning way as to ease their « b 
preten yr to g e rele \cau he say 
I isses hand pay the larges 
l low vr n leSugar and S ‘ 
! L stee at n act i é 
sot ce« ul y I ~ 
3 As stant hh s ! 
ended And s li eve t l 
! es 0 early ‘ 9 ‘ \ 
feasible 
* x * 
The cott riff is 1 x and sistent, a 3 
iat st e ¢ irser ¢ ‘ sour 
pete with the world without protection 
The President, in his message in December, 1882, had been eq 
emphatic in his demands for the reduction of t: { { H 
ndorses the Secretary of the Treasury, sayil 
Tt t pprovet = ry sreco 1 ‘ 
{ sinthea eS ¢ ( ‘ ‘ remit 
i urged 1 thre 1 ( ress ast s pol 
eving \ enterpris« é try hey 
essial tuxatic i ~ < t esti i - ti i 
xyes ire t 1 ns ‘ Ve er Wise Vv i } y } 
the havealways ‘ ry WwW ‘ @ 
best m¢ is rais natic ' s. and 
\ x S i be based ‘ ‘ s 
i < ‘ i t es oug 1 S 
wis i im ftheG ( | 
e1 cee dt lu “ 
1 SI i x es W < } t reas ‘ r to Vv I t 
ear ¢ LJ SS1. ft s S é 27.00 000 00K 
fiscal year ended l Juke t s ( 
e} of theS etarv s \ vi 1 } 
ih ive iswe « f S 
florded i ‘ 
But Il t eX] \ 
the na lebte ss a 
tisa Ss i i 
y ‘ 
1 V 
rt} ih (ry 
t i = t ee * 1 
an i ‘ 
‘ ir \ = i 
has ta I 
It was id ) s . ~ 
S nm ar ae Ss ( bia 
iu < 1 ithe ge 
sof both Houses. I se of @uilicting giews, as tet 
— 4 hy at px ~ i O} ‘1 ‘ 
is yet bee iped 
No man ean make a better Democrat peech to-day than the P 
then did He serts that all taxes are burdensome, howeve pru 
imposed that all taxation should be levied only tor revenue sufi 
support a wise and economical administration of the Governme 
I 
the large surplus now produced was cause for serious appreli 
it would be de voted to ext iwagant ex pendit ire. wl h ‘ 
bane of an overtlowi treasury. [These are the issues. we 
pressing; they are more urgent now than when the President 
sented them 
I thought it best to refer to the message of the President and 
port of the Secretary, which were sent to the last Congress at the 
ing of its last session in order to emphasize the demand tor 
; ’ 
tial Jona fide reduction of tariff taxation and not of increa 
y . 7 , 1 , 4 4 4 ’ 4 6 . 
by prohibitory legislation which should amount to at lea 0 
cent., in order to make the failure to grant any substantial reliet 
act ot March 3, 1883, more prominent Che statement of the S 
n his last report that the failure to give rel 
the increase of importations keeping up the amor 
revenue, as the statistics show that there | not bee 1 increas 
imports, is the most damaging of all the its shown, as the | 
tionists have always alarmed the count und « pe il the Ork 





with the ery that on a reduction of duties the products of foreign pa 





labor would flood the country, force them to close thei: 
their laborers starve, unless they worked at greatly reduced wage 
ports have diminished instead of increasing since the act of Mar 
1883, took effect: but wages have not increased, nor have the wor 
been more constantly employed. Protectionists can not deluds 
man who has capacity to read or to think with that humbug o1 
bear any longer. 


Now, as to the proof of the truth of the statement of the Secret 
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ked him 


the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] asl what faith 


there was to be placed in their report on anything else after such con- 
duct as tl was developed, Mr. ALLISON answered 

I ! se to express my opinion of their report on anything else. 

Mr. BUTLER. With permission of the Senator from Kentucky, I 
will read the following extracts from the Charleston News and Courier 
of April 1, as bearing on the point he is now discussing: 


ITTON AND THE TARIFI 


OF 


REPRESENTATIVE COTTON MANUFACTURERS IN FAVOR 
ABOLISHING THE ENTIRE SYSTEM 


Mr. H. H. Hickman, president of the company owning the cotton-mills at 


p es of tl protectionist leaders, in and out of 
( i Bure 1 of Statis s of the Treasury Ly 
I } te fo 8 p n the Uni 
) } ti BL od / 
1 iw SS. 
Ad ve 
\ ) ted. rate 
col 
Pe 
‘ 23" 180. HO 
‘ 4 } hey 
\ ‘ 199, 42 2 
, 
\ 
2 f { 
‘ 74, 202 
| 2, 4K 87 +, 045, G2 
1 uw » ) 629, 658 
19, 999, 1 11, 738, 469 
4, 423, 14 1, 896, 705 
4 1 2 327.660 
S », O 06,142 
7 27) 
| S < s M ant 
( tion ol 30 pel 
- Senat Mr. MORRILL } 
} } the bill he advo 
ton goods 1e act of 1883 has increased the 
iss O ods on the average of imports 
S37 | ) i | lred dollars vorth mported, to $40.07, 
‘ f $2.46 on each $100 on the value of the 
”) mported last year, which amounted to 
~() ) ver S825.000. leaving out the consequent corresponding 
Ce 4 otton goods manufactured at home. That in- 
‘ » « «ijusted by the Eastern manufacturers, who 
"1.3 . : 
thy ‘ | t 0 lled conterence committee, that 
‘ ma the coarser classes of cotton manu- 
, ne prot ) nd in the production of which the 
p So e rapidly surpassing their New England competi 
tors ‘ overt their disorganized and unskilled 
) und workshops, in fair competition under 
them and New England, with her skilled, 
) I l LA ery, obtained by t quarter ota 
protection when she had no home competition. If in 
‘ er needed prot m against those that are well or- 
| | ) built up by long-continued subsidies. 
D their goods, the Southern cotton manufact- 
‘ v Ey und Yet they have won under free 
" Eng s pretense of liberality now bv reducing 
{ FOO vhich the South has taken from her; but 
lm than all of it, by $2.46 on each one hundred 
ial table shows), to the vais she still retains 
‘ ‘ gy South the right to buy her cotton ma 
i tw confer a blessing upon her which 
‘ l ‘ ly white and black, by the gen 
Y 1 this school fund will be permanent 
l e substant evidence of good-w Instead 
\ s was the work of the New England man 
\ : : : 
\ er Co s nor the Tariff Commission had anything 
t e was fixed up so cunningly that Mr. 
S . < 
ih iss ss ith e but an expert can inderstand it 
In regard 1 . Mi ALLISON said in this Chamber, on the 
> Feb Iss : Ry » Ot that date page 2030 
N Ww . ‘ 1 regard to the Tariff ¢ ssion report 
t h is that the Tariltf ¢ on did not ex- 
~ vy as we be said t} floor of the Sen- 
$ s ithe Tariff Com: ssion report 
vas i mn manuf rer fro Boston with in expert 
N Yo | the Tariff Commission accepted When the 
| it fa i ne I had no particular faith in the Tariff Com 
this « schedule, and therefore I examined it as best I 
se } th " esses, reading the testimony, and hearing 
peo} l supposed knew nething about it and in whom I had faith 
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partment, our highest off ial authority. The following official table 


shows it all 

















ted States. with the amount of duty and the ad valorem rate of duty collected 
1g the six months ended De ember 31. 
Ur rt w law—1883 Increas¢ Decreas« 
1loren Ad valorem 
f duty Value Duty collected. rate of duty Value. Ad valoren 
ected collected 5 
ent Per cent Pe 
12.65 $235, 898, 104 $96, 514, 13¢ 40. 91 $24, 958, 128 
2.17 16. 800. ¢ >: 601 19.40 2 368, 360 9 
12 23. 698, 9 7. 924, 225 33. 44 § 800, 489 a F 
55. 46 1,07 11 4.7 1, 188, 826 
19 267, 704 45.458 180,554 f 
27.79 1, O87, O94 25. U2 R39, 405 9 
66. 71 22 15, 202, 183 68. 90 3), STD 2 
7.61 1,835,714 10. OF 2, 900, 219 9.4 
Os. ¢ 21, 286, 252 10,617, 057 19. 85 1, 287,133 ss 
12. 55 >, 824, YI 1, S30, 3¢ 17.85 - 598, 195 j 
54.49 943, 197 2,18 2 ». 47 28, 108 
71.22 2,945, 001 2, 659, 312 1). SU 2, 258, 624 
44.45 1) 25), 823 18,10 21, 45 
JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chief of Bure 
Vaucluse and G eV S. ¢ n reply to the question as to how muc!l 
would be injured by the modification of the tariff « cotton goods, said N 
at all On the contrary, we would be in favor of an absolute abolition of 
ntire tariff system, were that possible 
Mr. C. H. Phinizy, president of the Augusta Cotton Mills, the largest est 
ishment of the kind i tl South, says rhe cotton factories as well as 
cotton producers of the South would be greatly benefited by the total abolit 
of all tariff duties 
Mr. Charles Estes, president of the John P. King Mill Company, says rl 
abolition of all duties on cotton goods would rt ure us at all rhe tariff 
a positive clog upon the development of our cotton-manufacturing industries 
Mr. George C. Riehardson, the nt in Boston for Lowell, Lawrence, Lew 
ton, and other cotton-mills, admits that the profits of most of the mills are ve 
large, and declares that ‘* the cotton industry could now thrive under free trad 
Mr. Richardson recommends that the duties be stricken from raw materials 


iwhok 


Mi 
momen 


tion 


ALDRICH 


+” 


Senator allow me 


Will the 
If he prefers, I shall 


to interrupt him fo 


let him finish and then ask him a 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. The article proceeds 

Mr. W. H. Young, president of the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing ( 
pany t Columbus, Ga., declares that if the tariff were removed on all arti 
that enter into the manufacture of cotton goods this « ntry could command t 
markets of the world, and the supremacy of England in this trade would 
ended He believes that if the tariff were entirely abolished this country wo 
find in England a large market for manufactures of cotton and wool 


During the last four years the Canadians have congratulated themselve« 











the extension of their cotton manufactures under the stimulus of the protectis 
tariff Yet it has been shown by the New York Bulletin that while in 1879 und 
a revenue tariff 2,265 operatives earned an average of $250 a year each, in 188 
unde! protective tariff, the 10.200 hands employed earned an average of $1 
eacl 

Mr. W. F. Herring, a native of Georgia, who has all his life been identified w 
Southern cotton-manufacturing interests, and conducted an agency in New Yor 
for the sale of Southern cotton goods for many vears,in a recent letter to 
friend in Georgia who had written to him for advice in regard to the purchas 
of some property on the Oconee River, near Athens, Ga., said If 1 felt sure « 
free trade in this country within three years, Il would not hesitate to buy the pro} 
erty referred to With free trade, I think it would quickly quadruple in value 
because there would be little risk in utilizing it for cotton-mills But | wou 
ot invest in new cotton-mills or in shoals upon which to build them now, b 
cause the development in that line has nearly if not quite reached the lit 
which it is restricted by our tariff. In other words, I think we are making 


many goods as this country needs. Our protectivé system interposes so many 
foreign markets w ] 
ire well-nigh nullified I 

the stock which I own in cotto 


now 


obst lesand hinderances to our ith our woods tha 


ural advantages 
trade with t 


to) per cent 


rent Ine 


ait 
our nat 
had fre« 


mills at les 


Mr. BECK. 


over other countries 
orld [I would rate 


higher than I rate it 


we ne W 


is 


’ 
so that 


Will the Senator cut that out and hand i+ to m« 
I may make it a part of my remarks? 

Mr. BUTLER. These 
whom I know, and gentlemen of the highest 
in the South 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wanted—— 

Mr. BECK. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not wish to interrupt the Senato1 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will allow me to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON in the chai The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island ? 

Mr. BECK. I wish to try to get my remarks into shape. 

{ Mr. ALDRICH. I want to call attention to the fact that some of 
the opinions there quoted from some gentlemen of the North are not 
their opinions, but the statement of some newspaper gentlemen. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not prepared to vouch for anybody, except 
that I know the gentlemen from my immediate neighborhood, and I 
know it expresses their opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not doubt that. 

-Mr. BECK. Iam glad that the Republican party make the justice 


are the opinions of gentlemen almost all « 


intelligence and characte1 


yi 
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f that part of their tariff an issue before the people. Not content with | Taw maheriol, the a nd the othe ‘ 
. » +3 " TenTM »& 7 ++) - . therefore, a lot of thes« goods s t 
that. in order to still further cripple Southern opposition to their monop- in 21 000 and one-half of that ist 


olv they had so long enjoyed, they by the act of 1883 largely increased | cost of manufacture. The duty on $500 
the tariff duties on cotton card clotffing and other cotton machinery fully compensated for and more than 


. : : . 3 rhen, as to the duty as levied, not as 40 
New England being amply supplied and being largely engaged in its | pth ave which is all the mar oes 
sanufacture, while the Southern States need everything of that sort. | per cent. on the thousand, thus ¢ : 


f 


| have exact information furnished by one of the largest builders and | on the cost of manufacture. It seems t 
mporters of cotton machinery in the East, who furnishes the Southern eee 
1 ople with it, perhaps more extensively than any other establishment 

do not propose to give names; that seems to be seized upon by the 


In proportion to the manufactures 


Che tax is a compound one, { cents 

















: nas : . . 3: 4: . ‘ 43 valorem I knew then that cr 
ier Side at once as a convenilent form ot diverting attention from the . } 
: . 1 ‘ , means everybody, were being cheats 
n «ue stion. or of causing men to be perse cuted at home ford a ‘ : = . , ’ 
a ° . rr en is Vas not an expel nor a deal 
» tell anything against their interest Chey have every protected o1 ; ; .. 
_ . , . . : myseil in commun ition last fail wit 
\ization at their backs, with every fact or assumption favorable to h v] as 
. 9 > e — reach Who were engaged 1n that Dusihe 
em put in the most plausible form Yet the experience of last winter | , t] ' hia] aa 
. both accurate and reliable which w 
-howed that every gentleman who dared to say anything against the : ; : ' 
5 ws P the protectionists ll the subject reach 
<u bsidized classes was denounced and persecute d. lett 1 1 
: . i¢ er written by a lead al 
{| will not hereafter expose gentlemen, who give me facts for publi the as re 
1 . 1 1 ol le law Which Wa miposedl Upon the 
ise, to such treatment. Imentionthisonce forall. Atterstating fu ny ‘ t . 
: . » he Writer says to iiie 
irious prices of card clothing, my correspondent says: ; - F 
ales > c ! ast irch we had our wool @ is ad 
You therefore see that the new tariff is an advance on l costing below turers wot thé 34 nil S 
ts per foot in England anda reduction on all costing over70 cents prot onthe frac ormaterially reduced 
5 per cent. of all card clothing imported costs less than 70 cents, there be- | peen mad prohibitory by the act of M 
¢ little demand for dearer grades i 
e given you prices from 39 cents to 58 cents per square foot, wh is said been furnished w 
overs nearly all of our importations : } 4} 
bh Ui in\ ‘ 1iOW } 
Cts Cts ct ( r 
sh price in England 3900 42.00 45.00 49.00 52.00 , 2 an ! y mee ! ICTe’Use os 
ee per cent,, pac king and de- l iru 1 cs AML 
very free on board steamship 1.17 1.35 lL. 47 a | 74 coods which the pla nest peop ise 1 
ee wae = a t t I m up to 80 ") 
lotal cost, free on board 10.17 43.2 16.35 50.47 53.5 t , 4 . ; t 
5 per cent. on free-on-board ! 0 VOIUMIROUS FO S l 
aks 14.05 { 16.22 17.6 7 83 2 subject the inspection S 
, a ~ = i a structive tab ( 
cost, including packing and LI 5 ; 
very free on board, and oUnel kasses OF Ti ‘ YUU 
> per cent., added - 54.22 58.40 62.57 68.13 72.31 76.48 ( they give no1 L rely | believe | 
ost, free on board, as before 
steag — ee 26 46.35 50.47 4 | SO ) MaKe Uo MCU Piao 
t duty, 25 cents per square : - ; 
» 25.00 9 2 " 9 » i 
- . = = dial ( . 
7 8. 2¢ 7.4 8 s 84.74 ] ? ' ] 
1,1 ‘ 
i ‘ tv-five cents per square toot 
jual to (per cent duty of f 50.5 55.5 {s { “ 1 
rhe last figures indicate the present rate per cent. as compared th s 
35 per cent. imposed prior to March, 1883, it being now 64 per cent. | square yard 
m goods costing 40 cents, and 43 per cent. on goods costing 60 cents, Pata ald 
nstead of 35 per cent. on all classes. 
My correspondent takes up the present and former rates of taxatior 
cotton machinery, and after giving in detail all the costs, cl es, |, ; 
d other expenses unde the former rate of bo pet cent. ad ) 
present rate of 45, making all proper allowanc nd additions for ts 
parts composed of steel and iron, he adds: 
Where we paid formerly M1.14 we pay now 445, ora t ‘ ‘ 
the old duty. s 
hese are some of the classes of goods which the protectionist sae 
lnot be interfered with, and denounce the Morrison bill and s 
supporters as disturbers of the peace and prosperity of the co 
daring toask anv moditication of these extortions For one | ept tl 
; . . il > yO ) ) 
ssue and am willing to appeal to the people at the polls pat 
Returning to Mr. Nimmo’s official table, in regard to wool L wor ee ; 
ens, Senator MORRILL, when he laid his bill before the Senate, said that ne sae 
the proposed reduction on that class of goods would amount, in his | , oe 1 See ee 
. ca ite . - a ‘ i 7 ‘ iro a the 
pinion, to $4,845,000. Che official tables show that while clothing , y th | 
wool was reduced from 56.46 per cent. to 44.73, combing-wool from 50.19 | adva d 
13.48, and carpet-wool from 27.79 to 25.02, the taxes on manufaet- | 276 Made ins ; be ene 
ires of wool were increased from an average of 66.71 to 68.90, or taxed alent a 
ibove what they were under the old law $2.19 on each one hundred dol Lot ata Tew 
lars’ worth. The importsof woolen goods last yearamounted to $51,100 Fae 
000, the increased tax on which, at $2.19 per S100, amounts to consid ty voods a ilwavs 
erably over a million of dollars annually, and the increase is very much | no low goods, at the prices noted 
greater than that on the classes of goods in which the large manufact- | "© Sauere yara : ee ree oe eee 
urers are specially interested. That isanother of the benetits the pro the case shipped back or sold ond 
tectionists have conferred upon the country, which the farmers and } in not rebond them, but is o ed to se 
boring classes are called upon to rise up and defend against the assaults Nee ae gag oes? 
: : : ista \N ! , 
i of the Democratic party. It will be observed that duties were not only cost 199 } , t 
: ; creased’ on fabrics which the small woolen factories throughout thé value; so, when we t thos 
| . are > } 84 \ tw 
country could manufacture. They were reduced on many of then , ct. ae ot decal May 
¢ They were raised only on the classes of goods for the making of which | When we take fine French goods of high 
the largest and richest concerns in the East have the requisite ma goods can not be Thus the poor peopl 
chinery. Indeed, the plea for increased taxation was made on behalf | PUL TOM) Poeun ys any rican Inatufae 
of infant machinery, and not for human labor. They did not get quite | selves. They knew well, when they ha 
all they wanted. Senators may recollect that for two or three days last | is equally prohibitory with the old rate 
2 winter we resisted, as best we could with the information attainable at |, . cin gai heron ee 
° Ps 3 : : : : he sa just punishment to LeEse 
. the time, the proposed increase, and with the aid of the Senator from | back to where they were before the war 
* Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] defeated it; but the committee obtained leave to | away with these compound duties 
a reconsider it, and finally passed it,in a modified form. Senator SHER To test somewhat the accuracy of the 


MAN said, during the debate: to the last offic 
That about one-half of the cost of these woolen goods is in the cost of the | Nimmo, dated 





ial summary of exports 
March &, 1884, and tind that the 


se tables ands 
and Imports tu 


imports ol 














f ( scal year 1883 was 42,471,779 pounds, and 
of 1884, 49,532,153, or an excess of imports of 
( 74 Turning to women and children’s dress 
( ime mest! that n 1883 45,826,786 square 
‘ ort d 1884 35,931,393 square yards, a falling off 
5 ‘ l ol the ¢ rent fiscal year 
‘ theretore verity v it \ rrespondents say, that 
( dyusted the tal 80 as To ¢ ipen the wool 
1Oy east € COS goods they produce 
‘ ‘ D s prohibitory, and thus 
i ) ( t i vi prices this too, 
! he Oo s, b March 3 
~~ } ‘ ery W » the very 
, y buy ich more is 
' us ds, iS 1 v taxed 60 pet 
1 f every one hundred dollars’ worth 
th protective system, which could 
‘ oppré terna enue taxes, and 
f the count1 nd from the oppressions of 
1, the \ s ver cent | 
) this 1) e class of go 
. | n 
i re now posed 
Wwe i 1 60 per 
e down thi 
s ls mi 60 to 50 per 
l 1 high! favored 
‘ h pocrisy 
i 1 cat mn } ud 
{ wring poor; the pur 
by st 4 rc 
' \ Yor] } } fam 
} ‘ (, ent tne! ) ewho 
} S diren to ¢ And mo st 
. cot 3 eke 1 ¢ \ 
a ) t t ie Same s «lo 
\ Che J ore pe would 
] e, tos l crovernm«e 
( é ) yn wants a 
! : £ tax on tea and coffee, both 
n e cheap ere t ere, the E1 h laboring man who 
‘ S ‘ s not taxed one penny to support 
1 { nt { t | t l His v wes have their full pul is 
l benefit He can clothe himself, his wite, 
: l and procure all he eds in the cheapest 
of orld. He can buy everything except provisions 
1 s ’ ‘ \ t the A can Or has to pay for like ar 
tick hie gets nine and a hail pou ls of sugar for the same money 
tI t! American gets Six fo1 In short, the tax-laws of England re 
‘ we ud property of the kin und the luxuries they 
{ l to ipport tl covernment We exempt wealth and property 
dera i 1a I ure the int nd necessities of lavor to 
the Fed Government and to furnish subsidies far beyond 
the Government takes to enrik a favored class by law, who re- 
i 1 ess tl Vy are ibsidized from the wages ol labor The 
peo] ire learning that these things are true I repeat that the posi 
tior rw taken by the Republican leaders, namely, that no relief from 
e present system of taxation will be tolerated, ought to hurl them 
fro ce and power, and it will if the Democratic party is true to its 








| ples, to itself, and to the interests of the unprotected masses of 
the people whose only protector it is against the avarice and rapacity 
of the combinations of subsidized corporations which have been built 
up by Congressional class legislation 
But, independent of its injustice and extortions, I insist that the act 
of March 3, 18853, ought to be and will be condemned and repudiated 
by the American people, because of the manner and the methods of 
position upon the « \ It is in no proper sense an act passed 
(merican Congress; it was never even allowed to be read in the 


presence of the Rep itatives of the people (who have the only con- 
ls imposing taxes upon the country), far 
the last Congress show con- 
It was called up in the House its title January 
>} (RECORD page 1585 No part of the body of the bill was 


lt was proceeded with by schedules and paragraphs, and dis- 


stitutional power to originate bil 


less considered by them, as the records ot 


and read by 


vely 


cussed till the 17th of February, the sugar schedule having been then 
re 1; and none of the schedules relating to tobacco, provisions, liq- 
{ 2 ttor and cotton coods he mp, lute, &e., wool and woolens, silk 


goods, sundries, or the free list 


, were read when the bill was abandoned: 
19th of February Hon. W. D. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, who 
1 charge of it, announced that the Senate was maturing a bill, and 


ion 





Yet possible that the two Houses may be brought to an agreement on a tariff 


He was looking, of course, toa committee of conference as the last and 
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Safest resort 


the relore the prote ctionists ae te rmined to abandon the 


bill presented by them to the House When the bill passed by the 
Senate was sent to the House the RECORD shows that it was not even 
then allowed to be read; members were denied the privilege of voting 


for it; the rules were changed—revolutionized is a better word—so that 
a majority could take it up and declare a disagreement with the Senate 
ind for a committee of conference, and could do nothing else. 
Even a majority, however pronounced in favor of the Senate bill, were 
prohibited from voting for it. Mr. BLACKBURN, of Kentucky, a mem- 
ber of 


nal 
ask 


90-= 


the Committee on Rules (see RECORD, page 3370 


g , charged on the 
floor what the ‘* Keifer-Boynton’’ investigation has since verified. if 














ny proof was needed, when no man denied what he alleged. 
Unwilling 
: . 
He SAL 
to trust to a count which, if common rumor is to be credited, has been carefully 
rad i 1 j ritten agreement signed by members on the othe: 
side, bindingand <« gating themselvestostand for this report and tostand forth 
notion of nor neurrence; though with care and particularity, as rumor has 
ind J yuubt not correctly), you have taken time since the Kasson resolutix 
vas sentt ( ! t ‘ Rules, two weeks ago, to marshal your forces 
lig el ever) anner that is binding, unless it be in an open | d 
‘ g i roved securities for the performance of the contract; in t 
face of this, t majority side of the House dare not allow a motion, which is 
revery parliamentary law, or parliamentary rule, or parliament- 
ractice ever know1 wumong ci zed men You dare not allow a vote to 
} t < ; Myer ite am id ‘ its t th text of the } 
Mr. Co of Ne You said 
It isa frau parliame iry law fra that is just and fa i 
7 ry 
Mr. H se. ¢ Tennessee, said 
It is an open, unblush ttempt to concoct in the secret chamber of a p: ed 
re ( tariff t Ww t promoters of this movement know 
ca | ] ie flo f this House ider the rules which gover 
] n } ‘ é e, arbitrary, revolutionary act to wrest fror 
repres ve the pe é right of slat to tie their hands, and 
t of ting the ‘ es against it 
Not ¢ itent hp curing committee ot high protectionists to con- 
fer with the Senate about a bill that the House had never seen and, of 
course, I era ores l with the senate about, the leaders of the combi- 
natio order to make it impossible for any Senator to be a confere¢ 
on the part of the S¢ who proposed in good faith to sustain its ac- 
1 
tion and mau n the provisions of the bill it had passed, thx vy ordered 
their conferees to tell the conferees on the part of the Senate that. in 
the opinion of the House, the action of the Senate in passing the tarifl 
egislation it ] was unconstitutional, and therefore null and void, 
und after they had done so, if necessary, which meant if the Senate 
. . ; : 
had appointed conferees who proposed in good faith to do their duty 
+1 : 


and istain the action of the Senate, th v were to report to the House 
in regard to these constitutional objections. That action was ke pt sep 
arate from the resolution ; ppolnting conterees,so as not to drive oft 
their allies, if such were appointed Senate conferees In plain English, 
the protectionists in both Houses determined to defeat the Senate bill, 
but they were afraid of the pe yple and 


could not trust their Represent- 


atives in the lower House. The leading protectionists in the Senate 
were the secret enemies of the Senate bill, and they soon proved that 


they were only too glad to abandon the measure the Senate appointed 
Senator Bay- 


RD and myself laid the facts before the Senate, and declined to be par- 


them as its representatives to defend in the conference. 


ties to such a transaction, and the Senate sustained us. 

Of course no Democrat would serve. The bill ofthe Senate was atthe 
and in secret conclave they So far disregarded the 
of a majority of both Housesas to make a bill which would 
suit the most exacting of the high protectionists. 


mercy of its enemies, 


known will 


Phat done, asa mat- 
ter of course the constitutional objection was not raised by the House 
conferees: all parties had secured all they wanted. 
port had to be voted on as a whole 


The conference re- 
; the relief given by the repeal of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation saved it, as they knew it would. It was the 
most shameless combination to override and disregard the rights and 
interests of the people that was ever successfully perpetrated. Yet the 
perpetrators of thes« ss have the audacit) denounce all at- 
tempts to modify or repeal any of the burdens they, not Congress, im- 
posed upon the country under such circumstances. I hope the Demo- 
cratic party will accept the issue they tender, and lay bare their con- 
duct in every nook and corner of the land. That done, there will be 
an end of such legislation, and new men will fill the places of the per- 
petrators of that great wrong in these halls. The methods adopted to 
get these (so-called) conferees appointed, coupled with the resolution 

which they knew would drive from it 


wron now t« 


denouncing the Senate’s action, 
any Senatars who respected the rights of the Senate, were bolder usur- 
pations of power and more reckless violations of the precedents which 
had always controlled legislation than even the substitution of Mr. 
Hayes for Mr. Tilden by the Electoral Commission. 

These proceedings soon developed how little regard the great pro- 
tected combinations of wealth and power, made rich and potent from 
the taxation they hadsecured for their private emolument, had for law, 
precedent, or justice. When they saw that Senators and Representa- 
tives were determined to curtail their subsidies they did not look to 
Congress or either branch of it for support. They defied both. The 
conference committee was their reliance. 


They knew that the men who 
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controlled that conference in both Houses were their friends. When- 
ever any bill got into their hands on any terms they knew that their 
conferees would set the action of either House or of both Houses at 
defiance. I say their conferees because the report they made was inti- 
nitely more oppressive on the people wherever they made changes than 
the Senate bill was, and’ in many important regards far more so than 
the partial action of the House warranted upon the schedules on which 
ithadacted. Itincreased the burdens of taxation largely on important 
classes of goods when there were no disagreeing votes between the two 
Houses, indeed when both had agreed. to lower rates. It added new 
paragraphs with increased rates of taxation to both the woolen and cot- 
ton schedules that neither House had ever seen or heard of; itincreased 
taxation on many articles of prime necessity to the poorest of our peo- 
nle, even beyond the highest war rates. 

“ In short, that conference committee violated every principle of law, 
justice, and precedent, and now they and their partisans make the issue 
before the country that all the outrages it was guilty of shall be sus- 
tained and approved. The Democratic party has accepted that issue 
We denounced it in both Houses at the time. We are seeking 
modify if we can not undo the wrongs they committed. We will appe 
to the people if we fail here. It is, I repeat, the great oversh: 
issue of the opening campaign. It will not down at anybody’s bidding 
Noflank movements on Danville riots, Copiah murders, Tewksbury hor- 
rors, or Cincinnati riots or ‘* burkings’’ will divert the American people 
from passing upon the injustice and the wrong both of the matter and 
the manner of the legislation of March 3, 1883, which we will insist and 
prove was not imposed upon the country in any proper sense by Con- 
cress, or either branch of it, but against the known will of both branches 
by a conference committee acting in the interest of protected monopo- 
lists, and in utter disregard of the rights and interests of the peopl I 
know that the protectionists derive great comfort from our 
hesitation and division. Of course we will have some strag 
we will get ten recruits for each straggler, and they will enlist for the 
war. Does any one suppose that any Democratic constituency wil! 
dorse any man who supports, maintains, or defends the work of that 
conference committee and avows his determination to perpetuate the 
oppressive burdens it has imposed and seeks to fasten upon the coun- 
try? Or that the Democratic national convention will fail to denounce 
the policy and practice of these oppressors? Or that we either can o1 
ought to shrink from the responsibility of meeting that issue? Or that 
we can decently ask the people to turn the dominant party out of ] 
if we propose to continue their policy, or if we dare not say we oppose 
it? The people despise hypocrisy, and they ought to. 

If the protectionists are to be sustained in their subsidies, obtained 
and retained by false pretenses and revolutionary proceedings, let it be 
done after an open, honest, manly resistance. Sneaks and cowards 
never command respect. If there are Democrats who sustain that *‘con 
ference bill’’ and its taxation, let them so vote and avow. We can 
stand defeat in a good cause, with justice and right on our side. Om 
principles may be crushed to earth; they will rise again, and rise with 
renewed strength. The young men of the country are all studying po- 
litical economy; all the trash and clap-trapof sectionalism is now clear 
ing away, and the two great parties stand arrayed against each other 
on the issue of a protective or a revenue tariff—one seeking to tax all 
to enrich favored classes under the pretense of protecting infant indus 
tries that were old and well-established before 
other demanding equal and just laws, which impose only such taxation 
on capital and labor as will produce revenue sufiicient to support an 
economical administration of the Federal Government. Young men 
will array themselves under the Democratic banner; they will repeal 
the barbarous navigation laws, utilize the ocean highway, and pull 
down the wallserected to protect the barons and their retainers. They 
are the men I am looking to to fill up the ranks of the Democracy and 
control the future policy of the country. 

Returning to the action of the conference: I said the Senate con- 
ferees were opposed to the measure they were selected by the Senate as 
its representatives to defend and sustain. Mr. SHERMAN, in the inter- 
view from which I read, charged that his New England colleagues, 
Messrs. MORRILL and ALDRICH, controlled the conference in the inter- 
est of the cotton and woolen manufacturers, and increased the taxation 
on certain grades of these important classes of goods in that conference. 
He alleges that although the woolen manufacturers themselves had 
prepared the woolen schedule, the New England conferees in the con 
ference committee increased the taxation on both woolen and cotton 
goods far inadvance of the then existing law. I had better read what 
he said, as I regard the charges he made as very serious reflections on 
his colleagues; at least I would so regard them if made in relation to 
my action as a Senator, bound to disregard any personal opinions and 
wishes of my own, and compelled, from the nature of the obligation 
I had assuined, to sustain the action of the Senate, whether I liked it 
ornot. Mr. SHERMAN said: 


now to 


rdowing 











owe}! 


hey were born: the 


By the mew tariff the whole reduction falls on the wool-grower. It is true 
there is a reduction of the specific duty on woolens equal to the reduction or 
wool, but that only leaves the manufacturer in statu quo, while the former loses 
one-fifth of his protection. The protective duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem in 
favor of the manufacturer remains unchanged, and in important branches is 
changed to 40 per cent. ; and the classification is so changed that none but an ex- 
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pert can understand it. Evenin the conference con ttee addit 
were put on both cotton and woolen goods of certain grades far in ad 
existing law The wool-growers, who did not understand the be 
what was going on, felt, and still feel,no doubt, that their teresis wet 
ficed by a reduction of duties on wool without a corresponding redu 
woolens, and with an absolute increase on some grades 


It will be observed that there is no suggestion in these alle 
Mr. SHERMAN that the tax on woolen and 
on the demand or even by request of the House contereé tr} 
tion, if not the allegation, that the New ] nd Senate e 
had it done; indeed, the House conferees could not well 
gestion as to either the cotton or woolen schedules. as the 
been reached or even read in the House when i 
on the 17th of February, as I have alread 
and his own relations to the measur 
feelings in regard to it, Mr. SHERMAN shows t 


to be placed in a position to undo what the Senate had 


l il 





stats —— 


passed bv th Si 


happy to surrender all the reductions the Sen 


regret being that he could not get his ¢ 


less to their trust. He said 
Mvy h »p had beenthatthe b would 
House conferees were right on all these d 


This oceurred: 














CORRESPONDENT. Whateffect 
ators BAYARD and BECK? 
senator SHERMAN I innot say t it it ulanvy« 
to patch up a tle the iron schedule is | ve stat l 
drawal gave the Re} i feres i 
ia ou v1 ‘ . 
Ag 1 he said 
The ees W ) kK s resp 
med a nh spa i v i ~ i 
ie I l I | { been « 
‘ R \ Ss i I 
t De { party was host t 
allyaD ratic S 1 witl 
t 1 sts id Rep 
have 1a tsq a I t i s Ww \ 
‘ my \ l A ~ i 
NI Mo ILL answ ed M SHE! < 
4 \" 
pri 2s nd pub : yew \ | ) Li 
ivoids the truth of t charges H i left iL 
MAN was as deep in the mud as | was { 
Both did their b to show lt \ es} 
W OL the Senat 1 thgugh neither ¢ l 
take he trust ot sus ning thea ( ( ) ) t 
unless they we deter ad to ma du re 
1 } } 1 ) . 
every honorable means, whether they approved it ¢ not it 
fully apparent trom their own statements that neither of t 
did so or attempted to do so. Mr. Morri 
rl 3 euished Ser 5 ema \ 3 
was ¢ lently tia st \ 
o ra land hasty state t He « s 
conte \ fro v I i 
that to beara malign s 1 1 f 1 
mie 3 ‘ ere ‘ i \ ~ ‘) 
ner a t eene { 1 
white iad ‘ s ~ \ 
} 
Again, he says 
B Senat ( i \ ‘ 
fer comn . 
(gain, he says 
Only a proviso was inser lin the « eren yt tt ‘ 
class of cotton cloth should be s i { \ 
same or a little lesst the ex 
And adds: 
This is not much above the rate fixed n, and can hardly be 
local fav 
These interviews show that the conterees so called. paid no sort 
respect to the wishes of the two Houses They made the tar 
now cursed with to suit themselves. . One accuses the other of 
ing the burdens on cotton and woolen goods, and the other 1 
by charging h s accuser with having nereased the taxes o1 
ware, pig and Da mn nd rt he th ys in ti ! i ‘ 
senate had er and over a& 1 Ut ited I 1 wi t I 
impose them upon the country on this tloo: 
Mr. MORRILL adds 
The Senatorsought to raise in the Senate the rates fixed on tte 
i yt si E is t LS " \ - 
rallv the r ir-iro S 4 
‘ tis serves s ule ke t i ™~ th De 
‘ uldr | e the 1 L res aLlor 4 ia 
mnifer Vas a sing risk I i resp 
Sena SHERMAN tf iking ha Is et the } 
comniissk s iro r ‘ is ghasa saw I ré emibe 
He was right in saving that 
A restorat ofthese d es i S ( ttee, w 
promising risk 
Phe Senate bill had passed on the 22d day of February | 
12 to 19: vet the confers e report Was passe yy ote ot ¢ 
(ga hi. he said 
Some o hi cts, t igh few i ~ temy ‘ 
t i wot l remedied t t 1 
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i i i ive tor 
i ip 
r 
my y On 
" ‘ » nave 
’ “sé 
) ) ie peo 
peate ist 
x-1 of this « ne- 
i ( ed ‘ ’ posed 
( i ‘ oO p tected 
y t all the professions of reduc 
s pre S, a lt e! re | 
( 1 | da l ny i tine last 
‘ ( I i i ithe coun 
‘ I ison b I y take 
( eople. All 
i »s ymit to the ex- 
, t ! ee’s bill of March 3, 
! n power; twenty years 
1¢ Shortest time within which 
1) l t the position that the 
~ ) 5 ) lit ymfort inside 
) t1o co ention act ind R pup 
‘ n rhe is W nite with OW 
l to come ™ tors 
vie the « erd by the Comm 
h ! of cor 
‘ 0 l 
~ i > \I 
pr 
At 1 
. } 
‘ ~ 
t _ = : ; 
v ‘ | i 
i t | = ft is 
i 1 
i \ 
s ead 
WwW 
i y i that 
i re f uy do 
‘ \ ré es 
vy of the situation 
() i n over S104,000,000 in 1TSS81 to 
Si > | d ile to be our best customer; she 
! d ‘ | made on our commerce and our agricult- 
l tine! na ms, and her demand for che ip food 
’ { ’ isin Ac rding to her official tables the value 
‘ ”) ’ to rland in 1840 was £27,599,431, in 1880 
1454 O01? a £157,015,581, or S685,000,000, being tive 
' it ported in 1840 She took from us in 1880 
ro them agt tural products, valued at £107,031, 260, 
un ) ) £37,954,192 worth of manufactures to pay 
for t s ruggling to get a larger portion of her food supplies 
elsewhere, and | she will succeed | have just read a verv able arti- 
cle on wages a vy Mr. Schoenhof, of New York, in which, after 
a very exhaust gument relative to wages and products, he sets 
forth the eff ’ ‘ tries to obtain the necessariesof life « heaply 


He 


Every spot of the globe held by civ 


likely to become tributary, tot 


SaVsS 


ized government is now tributary 


ood-wants of any country 
* * “ 


or 





he f 


eld of the above-mentioned new sources of 
the exports of cereals of Russia, Austria, India, Aus- 


the 
ty 


To show possibilities of the y 


state that 


supply, 11 
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> 
ralia, and Canada, which were in 1870 $140,000,000, rose to $350,000,000 in 18s 
indalthough India had not than 9,875 miles of railroads in 1881, vet her ¢ 
port f wheat rose from 35,500,000 in 1880 to ¥643,000,000 in LSs2 Me t ‘ . 
xports in breadstuffs, which were $285,000,000 in L880, de d to S185.« wn 


S82, and 3207 ,000,008 1 LSS 


I saw it stated somewhere that England got one-third of her bread- 


stuffs from India last year 
Ches tacts worthy of serious consideration Wecean not afford to 
solate ourselves from the world’strade and commerce: we are no y 
niants in anything; we have grown great rapidly in spiteof unjust 
equal tax We had empires in the We st tO Giveaway and we ‘ 
them with a lavish hand to railroads, to settlers from thx 
States and from all parts of the world About 600,000 peo) 
past immigt d here annually from Europe, the ma 
me being to take » the lands we had thrown open. Get 
irnished nearly hali of them: at least 50,000 men fit for milita 
iS Many as compose the American Army, come here 
from that country No wonder Prince Bismarck is discontented 
of the relations between Germany and France: no wonder the world 
shing to our shores No amount of tariff taxation will keep px 
who are landless and hopeless of ever acquiring farms or freeholds 
their own country from coming here and accepting such gifts as 


ive bestowed. 

We are and in many regards prosperous, in spite of oppress 
taxation, not because of it Wages in all sorts of industries wi 
ed must, always be higher here than 
With a continent open and free to all co 


emptions on public lands held out as ind 


orTreat 


de elsewhere (no thanks to t 


manufacturers I01 


vith homesteads and pre 
them, almost without money and without 


ments to all who will accept 


price, how can it be otherwise? It requires high wages in othe 
pations to keep men from seeking homes on the free public lands. © 
great railroad systems coupled with our land systems increase agric 


beyond the possibility of home consumption 


lependent on the open markets of the 


agriculture, as Mr 


ural products far 


make u nd 


more and more ¢ 


Commerce, the handmaid ot 


Jetferson expressed 





needs tostering care 
We are to-day prostrate at the feet of foreign nations in the ma 
the world, almost without a ship or a sailor Paxation and prote 
tio ise the cost of our manufactures so that they form an absolut 
portion of our export Machinery now performs f 
lanut ur oO bor than all the human muscle of the combin« 
| could pertor Far less than half of the number of operat 
now needed to ish the manufactures this country car 
in La ould h been required to produce the results now | 
duced tw it ears ago The home Capacity to consume agricu 
products is relat y diminishingas machinery takes the place of hu 
inn 
Obviously, we must open foreign markets for our manufactures 
Mexico, Central and South America, China, Japan, and the less ad 
anced nation the world in manufactures are open to our tra 
while European nations must take a large amount of our provisions 
whether the lil itor not; their self-interest regulates that Red 
ixation, give our people cheap raw materials, liberalize commerce, stop 


rive oul peopl iré 


the 


ships 


the nonsense of retaliation and prohibition, 
| 1} 


( . it lil regain a flair share ol world’s trad 

Then operatives in our manutacturing establishments, instead ot 
ing deluded into support of protection by temporary high wages 
fora fi gn mths « high p es at home, to be followed by 
tarvation fi s tories while the glut of overproduction is b 

ng worked o have 1,500,000,000 consumers whom they can 
supply, instead of 55,000,000 as now Then there will be steady worl 


round for t 


the veai 


wice as many as are now employed by fits and 
starts, and their w: ] 


will be increased in purchasing power at least 


some of the results I hope to see produced by 


wes 


25 per cent These are 


relief from the burdens of oppressive taxation. High wages and in- 
telligent, well-fed operatives always produce better and cheaper prod 
ucts than ignorant, half-starved paupers can or will England has 


doubled the wages of her operatives and the 
their food in the last thirty years 
highet 


ll, till they are seeking 


quality and quantity ot 

She pays, on an average, o') per cent 

continental nations do, and undersells them 

| all, y in protective tariffS for their paupers 
against her skilled workmen We can pay 30 per cent. more than she 
does, and with cheap and abundant food and raw material, with the 
most energetic and intelligent people on earth to manage the machinery 
that produces the fabrics, we can, at least, secure a large share of the 
trade of Central and South America and Eastern Asia with its teeming 
millions. 

Mr. President, I repeat, these are the objects I am struggling to reach, 
and I will not vote for any scheme on any pretext, however plausible, 
looking to the maintenance of the present system of taxation, which 
destroys all hope of their accomplishment by appropriating the surplus 
revenue either to educate negroes or whites: I will leave that to the 
States and the people. I seek to give both a chance to become pros- 
perous and able to educate their own children by removing all the ob- 

| stacles to their prosperity which Congress has piled mountain high by 
the taxation which the Republican leaders are determined to perpetu- 
ate. While I would deplore the consequences I foresee as inevitable 
from Federal interference with education in the States, if it is deter- 


wages than the 


reluge 






























































mined on, I now think that I will vote to provide a fund which shall 
be set apart to sustain it; which fund can readily be raised without 
oppressing any one by the imposition of a tax of 1 or 
ncomes exceeding $5,000 a year; that done, we might reduce taxa 
tion as I propose. I observe from an article in the New York Herald 
that Mr. Vanderbilt tells his confidential friends that his property 
s worth $290,000,000, and his income trom it per cent 
$12,000,000 a year; 2 per that is $240,000; and there ar 


2 per cent on all 


ticle 


averages 6 
cent. on 
hundreds of others who can afford to contribute largely, as they pay no 
more to support the Federal Government than the men who drive their 


oaches do. I protest against squandering money wrung from the ne« 
nd wants of poverty and labor in order to indulge in pretended schemes 
philanthropy and benevolence, when every dollar of the money 


en costs the people SD under our tariff 3\ stem bdetlore 1 reaches 


Lreasury. 
[ will do nothing to furnish an excuse for the maintenance h 
system. I will try to give prompt relief from its oppression, and, if 


need be, tax the incomes of the rich, whose property 
have to maifitain armies and navies to protect agai 

ce. Let these men support and maintain the education an 
venceneeded to defend their estates 

One word more, and [am done. Perhaps | 

om Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] an excuse for seving 


ist 1znorance and 








sterday, whether for the purpose of expressing rt 
iowledge of these questions or not or for what othe I do 
snow He then said: 
Right here in the speech of the Senator f n Texason yesterday, thes 
Kentucky |Mr. Beck] interposed, whose attention, I have ( 
ito tl is debate by hear er the words taxation rreve 
e Senator from Kentucky dreams of revenue taxation fo \ 
irlif for revenue, sees’ it n clouds hears t nthe w i . 
rning lullaby, if I may so say, and h ist requiem at night W 
entous words had been pronounced by the Senator from ‘Ts 
revenue,’ the Senator from Kentucky was no ver able to keep h 
dso he put in an interrogatory which he thou L suppose, sé al 
ple, and that was this: he asked me if I thought that Congress « 
ite money to a private individua If | was to answer that it 
mney toa private individual, he supposed that he had made out his 
was a distinction between land and money 
fo begin with, the Senator from Mississippi was mistaken n 
said that I interfered in order to ask him a question. I have the RE 
mp before me, The Senator from Texas [ Mr. Cok! sont! Loo 
nd I said to the Senator trom Texas while he Ss speaking 
Will the Senator from Texas allow me to make a suggestic 
Ir. CoK} Certainly 
Mr. Beck. The Government of the I i States can ‘ 
ull over the world as soon as thev dex ( el ite 
ns of the United States and they do it Can t (rovernment 
States tax the people to give those foreigners money to buy the nad \ 


That was the question I put, not tothe Senator from Mississip 
the Senator from Texas. Then the from Mississippi ros 
though he was expected to answer the question, whether it w 


senator 


was his special prerogative to instruct everybody or for w] 
reason I do not know, and said: 

(And let me ask, can it tax the people to y the land out of wh 
the homestead” 

Hle rose to ask that question. I had asked him nothit 

Mr. Beck. It never did, and never th ht of 
egitimately, the right to dispose of it com vith the possess 

ent does give homesteads to foreigners. but it can 1 x 


those foreigners money to buy land with 


Then, after some more wrangling, I did say 
I did not expect to interfere in the 








Iw 1 Vas = 

Mississippi whether or not this Governm« sth tht tog 

its lands to anybody, and if it has not done it Ilias it not 

Mr. GEORGE. Are you through with your quest 

Mr. Beck. No; that is the first on I assumeé hat + w inswe Yes 
t has Now, having done that, having done it t v. has ( 
the right to tax this people to raise money give »% d 
vith? 

Mr. GrorGe. I will take the Yankee way of answering the Senat 
pounding to him another question If the Government has a right to ve nd 


for purposes of homesteads, has it a right of this « 


tot +] le 
tO taX Lhe peo © ¢ 
raise the money to buy the land to n 


wke the gif 

So that the Senator from Mississippi was mistaken in his premis¢ 
saying I had interfered to ask him a question. 

I will say further that. however he may belittle my anxiety to re- 
duce the revenues of the country down to a revenue standard, it is as 
respectable tor me to devote my time to that and to seek to give reliet 
to the people from one end of the country to the other as it is for him to 
be devoting his great power and energy to see how to squander th 
revenue atter it is collected upon matters of very doubtful constitu 
tionality. 

I had occasion to spend some of the best years of my life in endeay 
oring to resist the oppressions of the people of the Southern country 
against the very system that I believe will be inaugurated now if this 
bill is earried. In the State of Mississippi, with all the pretenses the 
Republican party made that they were going to educate the negroes, 
when they had control of that State in 1869 and 1870 and 1371 and 
education was the cry then as it is now, a man by the name of Corne- 
lius McBride was whipped in the county of Chickasaw. He wasan intel- 
ligent man, from the State of Maine. He came before us and he showed 


eds 
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the marks upon his back We examined him, and developed th 
ate of facts that will be shown by his testimony, pa 373 of the 
port of the minority of theso edku k cK committe Hestated tha 
they had some two hundred schools i ( mint ot ( hicl isaw t} 
ney paid the r schoolmasters trom 360 to S100 and 2150 amonth: that 
whenever twenty-five children of school age could be got together. whit 
ir black, they had a righ oO demand ascl They had bnilt schoo 
ises, had furnished the und had ] i t solk 
L the pro] ty of the | ple, white a | Ch }) X Se 
roiling oO ie turthe Mix Chat es > ( © ¢ ) 
vent wWithesses we t belo rid ‘ | 
‘ tax Wi i po on o he S ‘ 341 
otton Db Wo l not pa his ta id h 1 
en Sin th sta that he was one ot ndred 
ed i the State ot Miss ssipp dia or tl | 
ero LO make Story ort, the minority of the 
erm ( C< es oO ad k ) t Live a id sta | 
wweuage I vy Lnow read Cha 1nority is Lot . 
mi De Vi Mr. BA ARI the Set or | \ \I 
HEES|, the then Senator mm Missou ( \I 
Cox of New York, M Van Trump of Ol ( W 
‘h is the mMguace used 1 ad to thes i rs 
Men w ‘ ss \ t 1 
ct i ‘ t i 
Ww es} ‘ \ ~ }) i 
ta V ca { Missis ! 
ile l thie { t 1 des Mel ‘ 
‘ tw ‘ Ty i ‘ ~ 
. - l I \ ch i “ 
l \ ‘ 1 W 
tv = i we \ { 
I tra ers ud ea oO 
ss - “ 1 wW 
| ‘ 
1 dh | 
‘ t ! Mel 
| \ 
ea st is | 
Chess 1 oe t 
aings ‘ i | 
und i i | 
i i ‘ , el 
( <A ( tu ‘ 
vas > . ( 
if 
i r ! es 1 
ir. Baeke 
. A was 
ty 4 rs Ww } 
i 
it . 
\ \ 
W hen ‘ ‘ tionot t ‘ ~ i ¢ 
\ ‘ i is wi sin M ‘ ‘ 
thet > ore cout oO ( Oo ‘ erm i ( ( i 
= = i i 
= t M sippibvi soi ¢ ri 
bit ‘ > i 
} . ; ‘ 
ru upo wm all a 1 aim \ I i Ss. i 
to support the pendin neasu Ik em 
iT >) cr lp) Ith 1 ‘ } | 
I ‘ I ep i | l 
ol of } sO 5 l aes 
rupt ollowed the é | |) ( | i 
wWiva ed } ‘ nts 0 itnes L ck ‘ } | » 
in pal too he is ont oats Oo ho I) 
on iv Pp eTrust } 1 the Senat [ NI } ‘ 
ferstome as! not re ithe brain et n 
id by day. drea nd thinking of nothing ¢ e him 
thi »s ct int L ik ‘ I il th Lue ‘ 4 , 
of trade and commere« he true to ¢ prosperity to his peo 
ple instead of the me that he th ‘ he best t« lop I \ 
is urgent as he is to | el Vie ‘ lopt a 
not because of anv dis e OI eithe o the syste ot edueat 
or to the people « ie Sou or any other p ot the e« ti t 
ilLS¢ the ntervention ot the Federal (ro ime! mt any | 
iocal State allairs iS Viclous 
Mr. WILLIAMS obtained the floor 
Mr. GEORGI I hope I mav be allowed a word. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WiLson in the chair Does 


KV V1el¢ 0 the Senator 


irom Mississippi 


Senator from Kentu 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; for 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. } 

Kentucky [Mr. BEcK In the 

day I did not mean in any way 

of the tariff. The Senator very well knows that I 


a Short time ior an eExpianat 


Presider I am astonished at the Senato 
made to him yester 


preciate his kno 


jocular allusion I 


to he little or ade 


ave the hi 
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lerful knowledge upon the various details of the | tained this through thirty-five years of angry and bitter discussion 


tariff su But, sir, though I may say that the expression used by | the Halls of Congress. I think they persuaded themselves into 
od lerstood but the Senator to be purely jocular, | conviction, as men very often do, and maintained it until the cont 
ave some istification and verification from the fact | of opinion resulted in a disastrous war, in which they lost both slaves 
day after I made it the Senator from Kentucky | and their theory. 
but several hours of the time of the Senate Mr. MORGAN May I ask the Senator a question? 
g ed to the consideration of this bi 1 the dis Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course I yield. 
re to do with this bill than it has Mr. MORGAN Were they not honest in their opinion? 
gy e up this bod Mr. WILLIAMS. I am satisfied they persuaded themselves—th: 

[LLIAMS I thought the Senator shed to make a personal | absolutely believed in an erroneous view 


Mr. MORGAN. An honest view. 
GEORGI Am I t mal t ? Lauchte1 Mr. WILLIAMS. No doubt it was honest; I am satisfied about 


vil [AMS I Senator 1s stal r to make an elaborate that; butthere is no de ny ing the fact that the general-welfare clause 
ipparent in the Constitution, and it is there to stay, and the only way to get 
¢-ESIDING OFFICE] I S tor from Kentucky is entitled | clear of it is to amend the Constitution and strike it out, as the c« 


federate convention at Montgomery, Ala., did when they mad: 


pies | ) \ \ he Ss colleague constitution 
ent es about! will not allow me time Now, sir, I take it that all proper governmental powers are vest: 
Is ‘ unother opportunity somewhere. Under our dualsystem, those of 1 . local character and 
IS I ‘ p ) ] vorld to oblige the | plication by the Constitution were reserved to the States; those 
~ . he disposed to adjourn general character, that could not be attended to so well by the St 
| tis the pendir cue stion ? Laughter in their several inde pende nt — ties, were granted to the com: 
I t 3 the | behavior of both parties Government Therefore the local welfare was left to the States 
Ms ( est in asking the question | the general welfare was intrusted tothe National Government Phe 
() ( p j ques I m the mo- | are m\ ews 
K is | Mr. PLUM to recommit the bill | Every government must possess some elasticity, some power of « 
\ wuchte | pansion to adapt itself to the growth of a nation. If it were n 
ING OFFI ] b S. 398) to aid in the estab- | this Constitution of ours would not have stood through two generat 
, t of common schools of men. It would be as ridiculous to expect a fully grown man toy 
Mr. | ent, may I ask what is the pending | the clothes of his boyhood as for a nation of 60,000,000 of activ 
| restless people like our own, with their hundreds of cities, with all 
ING OFFICER The pending question is the motion | varied industriesand complicated commercial relations, moving forw 
1 Ka Mr. PLUMB] to recommit the bill to aid in | with that accelerated speed which electricity and steam have imp 
tl porary s ipport of common schools. | to modern progress, to be controlled and Love rned by the simpl 
Ms I t] 1k the Chair for the niormation } which were ample for two or thre millions of pe weful farmers scatte 
1 with so much pleasure to the very able | over the thirteen original colonies that composed the Union at the 
CO e, and by the irresistible force of his logic | of the formation of the Government 
out to s that I lost my reckoning and required Sir, the enumerated powers granted to the General Government 
to port and to collect my thoughts and concen-'| very few in number in the Constitution. There is no attempt 
before the Senat« It is not my purpose | enumeration of the reserved powers. The lines between Federal 
Ke engthy discussion of the subject. It has | State jurisdiction are not always vé ry ele arly defined or stron¢ rly marke 
been ¢ eady for three weeks, and certainly I can not hope to | and when a conflict comes the true interpretation is, if the question 
d l 1 of the constitutiona spect of the ques- | too 1 ¢ to be handled by a State then it becomes a national on 
d able and profound arguments from the ablest law | comes under the jurisdiction of Congress. 
LI ec l add nothing am sur to what has been | I do not know how these views may strike the learned doc? 
I we have bee entertained to a treat of law and elo- the law, but they are the views of common sense, and sometimes 
d t 1 ‘we made much progress toward a settlement of | mon sense arrives as near at the proper conclusion of a law questi 
s the law of the case the ablest and most learned lawyer, sometimes even more so, as 1 : 
l t attempt to add anything to the argument upon the consti- | able friend on my right [Mr. RANsoM] says. 
‘ measure, for 1 think that the arguments of the Sena- But, Mr. President, I did not propose to discuss the constitutional] 
\rkansas | Mr. GARLAND] and the Senators from Mississippi | of this measure. We have been led away from it. This debat: 
heen answered by any gentleman on the opposite side taken a range as wide as the famous debate on the Foote resolutio1 
O ly as to th tter of the general welfare I wouldask, | It has embraced not only the economic concerns of our own count 
is to be done for the general welfare by the Congress of | but has gone into our foreign relation and has hardly touched the ques 
I ted States in any contingency, why is it placed so prominently | tion for the last week or ten days. The whole time of the Senate | 
( st You find sir, in the very forefront of th been occupied in discussing the constitutionality, and not the merits o! 
( titution. You find he preamble that the chief purpose for | the bill. 


; : “ ee ; 
which this Constitution was made and for which a better Union was , A great many objections have been urged to it. I listened to n 
to prov mumon defense and for the general wel- | colleague’s speech. There is nothing in it to which I am required t 
fare; and in that clause of the Constitution giving to Congress power reply because he did not touch the pending bill at all except simply t 
over t subject of taxation, the very highest prerogative of sover- | say that it was a corrupting measure and when we got it through and 


eign e x ) tax, was limited to three purposes, in these words: | got the money into the South they would want Republican carpet- 

I ( gress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts,and | gers down there to take charge of our schools. Mr. President, this 
eee has been the cry for thirty years whenever there was a proposition for 
For what purpose the Government to make any grant of land or money to the people; 
to pay the debts and prov ide for the common defense and general welfare of has been said that it would be a bribe to the States, an entering-wedg 
the United States for the Federal Government to control State institutions and State at 

lhese words are words of limitation upon the power to tax, and but | thority; but we all know how much we have got from the Nationa 
for them the taxing power would have been absolute. Itake that tebe | Government. My State has two splendid colleges that owe their e1 
lear. Congress has power to tax but for these three purposes, to pay | dowment entirely to it, and there has been no interference by the Fed 
the debts and provide for the common defense and the general wel- | eral Government. Not one of the friends of this measure on the othe: 
ul Now, 1 I ask, if Congress has the power to impose taxes for | side has favored such interference; the very leader himself has declared 
the general welfare, has it not the power to apply them? Who shall | against it. The bill does not propose that the National Government 
say what are the objects to which the taxes thus collected shall be ap- | shall follow this money into the States and take control of the schools 
plied Mr. President, this is a proposition so manifestly humane and just 
While it is true that the power to provide for the general welfare is | that it is difficult for me to see how anybody can withhold his support 


not a distinct atlirmative power enumerated among the granted powers | from it. Whatever objections Senators may have to the details of this 
in the Constitution, neither is the power to provide for the public de- | measure, not one of them can withhold his sympathy from the nobl 
fense They are the two great purposes for which this Constitution | purpose of the bill, which is to enlighten the ignorant masses of our poo- 
was formed. They are generic, broad; they embrace every other power | ple by placing within the reach of every child, black and white, in this 
granted to Congress or to any Department or officer of the Government; | whole country the means of a common-school education. The bill pro 
they cover the whole. It is irresistible logic. I know that Southern | poses to distribute among the States upon the basis of illiteracy about 
statesmen always clung during the prevalence of slavery to the strict- | $105,000,000, beginning with $15,000,000 the first year, $14,000,000 
est construction of the Constitution. They did that to defend their | for the next, andgeducing on down by the sum of $1,000,000 a yea 
slave property. They maintained that Congress had no power to do | until the whole term is covered. This fund is to be turned over to the 
anything whatever under the general-welfare clause, and they main- | State authorities, to be by them applied through their own educational 
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machinery to the purpose of common-school education, and not, as th 
opponents of the bill on this side of the House declare, to be controlled 
by the Federal Government. 

And yet, sir, a bill so philanthropic, so patriotic as this, meets with 


very determined and resolute opposition in the American Senate. Some 
of the gentlemen oppose it on the ground of constitutional objections 


grain 
the ground that they are not willing to trust the Southern people with 
the distribution among their children of their portion of the fw 
My able friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] said 
that he had grave doubts as to the constitutionality as well as policy of 
the bill, and that he would give the benefit of his doubts to the Treasu1 


others upon grounds of policy and expediency, and others ag 


upon 
} 


} 
1a 


y 

of the United States. 
I have no doubts in regard to this matter at all, either as to the 
constitutionality or as to the wisdom of the measure; and if I had, 


I should give the benefit of those doubt 


bu 


not to a plethoric treasury, 
to the poor, ignorant human souls living and dying in ign 


| 


and vice. I would try to throw some rays of light into the dark cells 
of their prison-house that might bring them up to a higher plane of 
manhood and freedom. 

Ah, sir, our fathers who framed our system had no doubts or scruples 


on this subject. They founded ar public and based it upon the in 
ligence and virtue of the people, and hence we find it to have 
steady policy of every adminstration and the cherished purpose of : 
Jeading statesmen from Washington down to encot } 


been the 


rage DY every meal 


in their power the dissemination of useful knowledge among the p 
ple. They gave away vast portions of the public domain, that 


magnificent inheritance with which God ever blessed 
gave it to endow universities, colleges, high schools, and even comme 
schools, for I may say without exaggeration that the whol 
tem of this country is founded upon national endowment. 
But itissaid that there is a wide difference between land and 1 
J must confess that my perceptions are too dull to perce the nic 
samer thread of that argument. The men who heretofore opposed the 
grants of land never saw any distinction, andif you will read 1 
on the proposition to grant land for the agric 
read the veto message of Mr. Pierce, he measure approp. 
public lands for the erection of insane asylum fferent 
you will see that no distinction was the t Senators nov 
that there is a wide distinction. | 
from the vetoof Mr. Pierce, to be found in the Congr: 
1, second session Thirty-fifth Congress, pages 714 and 


a pe ople ‘ 


Ve 


] } 
ne deb 
t 


ultural colleges, if you w 


vetolns 
in the 


Ye 


read one 


a 


n made 


will short p 


l 
ss1onnl Globe pa 


i115. He says 





Ihave been unable to discover any distinction, on constitutional gro is or 
grounds of « xpediency, between an appropriation of $10,000,000 dire 
the money in the Treasury for the object contemplated and the appro t 
lands presented for my sanction; and yet I can not doubt that if the 
posed $10,000,000 from the Treasury of the United States for the sup 
indigent insane in the several States the constitutional question involved in t 
act would have attracted forcibly the attention of Congress 

[respectfully submit that in a constitutional point of view it is wholly 


material whether the appropriation be in money or in land. 


Then there was no difference. Now, if the precedent of sevent; 


eighty years has established that Congress may grant lands, how 
these strict-construction lawyers find a wide distinction between land 


and money ? 


\ 2 


There is no distinction. Whose land was it 

gave away? Whose money do we propose TIVE The 
money. The public domain was achieved by the common blood and 
common treasure of all the people; and when the Government giv: 
back to them for purposes of education or any general public pur 
pose, it returns to them that which was already their own; and 
we distribute a surplus in the Treasury for the purpose of educating 
the illiterate people of the country, we but return to the people tl 
which was theirs. To whom does the money belong? To whom does 
the land belong? The people, not the Government. * 

isa pauper. It holds everything in trust for the use a 
people. There is no humiliation, there is no degradat 
corruption, there is no loss of manly independence by 
the Government that which is your own and which the 
holds only in trust for you. 


w 





when 


¢ 





Mr. President, the provision of this bill to distri I 
the basis of illiteracy instead of Federal numbers i i 
ceived in a spirit of the broadest statesmanship and py I 
is a voluntary surrender by the richer and better-edu es tot] 
poorer and more illiterate ones of immense advantages in the distrib 
tion; and it can not be denied, for it is obvious, that by this magi 
nimity of the North the people of the South will get the lion’s share of 
this muniticent endowment, and I can not see how it is possible for a 
Southern Senator to withhold trom his ignorant people this magnitice: 


benefaction. 

This inequality of distribution is not only a magnanimous concession 
from the better-educated States to the more illiterate ones, but it 
founded upon principles of justice because of the inequality of the bur- 
dens to be borne. ; 

Now, what are the facts? That by the war between four and five 
millions of half-civilized slaves were manumitted, very few of whom 
could read or write. They were invested with freedom | 
intelligence enough to understand the value of that blessing. They wer 


wetore they had 


} 


made citizens before they were instructed in the duties and responsibil- 
ities of American citizenship. They were armed with the ballot before 
they were taught the use of that form ble weapon LOT rood or tor 
evil, and the control and the teaching and the tion of all th 
dense mass of ignorance fell upon seven or eight millions of Southern 
whites, impoverished and ru ned by a desolating war, in which th lost 
all the ir property, in which half their young men perishe Ll bv the sword 
in which their cities and towns were consumed, their fair homes dese 
lated, and even their brood-stock destroyed. 

\ principal actor in this terrible drama wrote to his « ak 
chief in regard to one of the fairest and most fertile p of that 
stricken land in these graphic words: ‘* Desolation reigns and 
it is indeed a desert, over which a crow may not vensure to ily without 

wrying his rations with him.’ (li the institutionsof the Sou s ! 
educational, economic, and industrial, were swept away in this 
ersal cataclysm of ruin Atter the war came reconstructi with 

attendant horrors Vice and ignorance came to the front and t 
control of the State governments, while virtue and intelligence \ 
thrust into the background and disfranchised Hordes of hung 

edy id enturers 1n the shape of carpe naorve $s came down ire it 
North upon these defenseless people id the robber took whi 

vord had spared 

ihe overt! ww of the iho em made e negroes idle, lazy 
grant ll nh s They d teel that they could enjoy ( 
reed upo T old pla LLLO! tl wandered off to the 

oO the un eeing the sights, attending political m« 

drin gy mi lisky, and saving the country generally 
- ied to think it the country ows living, and that 
ld without labor vy thoug the Freedmen’s Bure 
( pport llenes ur ( ived They waited 
ry ( t t * and w nt | 
d and tl ) op en for the f tin 
r h S wel ie White man could un 
é t Almighty Go ul i e sweat of | face mal 
t lays of his When they found t 
( Kt ie bi e old plantat i went to work 
negro property id const ted ha wealth of the Sou I 
Peopric ma i s loss the deteri l alue from 60 t 
pe cent nad in many stances eve more 1 that, nd even tl 
the carpet-bagger undertook to i te excessive taxati 

N President, aiter all these « es and the frequent tati 
of velle fever and « flow we must admit that the cup of misery 
he s hern people W tilled the brim, t no people in all histo 

re tried as they have been, and tl] they should have ul 
a Te it | hat the ‘ 1 have orked or striven, that tl 
sho ive prese! ed their} “l i it we have “ 
yest authority it ty of t lucator of the Nort 
South, that t every Sout State of this Union the 
| on a system of c 1 schools with | the machine ‘ 
ry to make hem | ent a 1e 0” In an State of tl 
d all t W gy to give Me it efhicien i oO 

) \ hwtl to run ( 

Ni sir, by the terms of t s bill the people ol the South 
three I s of the fu ( 

Mr. MORGAN Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me t 

mn i lle ? on , , 

Mr. WILLIAMS Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN Isit his op nthatif the number of oolmaste 
and the number of school-l ses had been doubled du the cala 
tous period he talks about the negroes of the Sout oO have be 

Mr. WILLIAMS I do } eve educatio makes a negroa Dett 
itizen and a better laborer, makes anybody better, for I have tried 
mvyselfon my own } LI te oO 1 intelligent1 } 1 

ice as MUCH as 1 lg rant ma i Dore met he ditterens 
tween the croes down South an Kentucky, where all of th 
have more or less et 10 for eau nm Otccon red to 
house it is derived so trom association W ntelligent people 

from that as well as from the school-h¢ O eur 

n Kent Lave nts gence enough to manag mn i 

ell nator from Alabama In} cou ou na a 
1any blacksmiths, p ( S d carpe h ( 
work all farm machinery Chev are the |} ‘ ( eh 

Mr. President, there is no people this« " ixious fort 

dvancement and ed of tl it ) e people of the So 

It is to them a neces Phe KK must be educated 

st ec! zed l i“ to} ’ “ They know th 1 
tectlv well: al eve od 0 » Sou h nderstands that intellige 

W make a mal b te, a better « tizen and a hetter laborer 

Il am so that my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
is not in his seat, for I regretted the other day to hear him express hi 














self in terms of 


people 
portio 


South 


well 


as To Sa 
n of thi 
tor eV 


us ] do, 


k 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 












} 











such distrust of the justice and fairness of the 


he 


‘ 


\ 


ry 


nows well that there is 
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an 
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ot trust them with the dispos 
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who knows the negro as well as I do 
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1e Sout Che negroes understand 
‘ ’ » tronhbls es t once to 
3 to the South s 
| Lbo T i al 
“ the egrTo 1s 
( i ‘ states ora 
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at so | 
l ive z 
io 
vo rad ny 
) destroy and damage in 
y I W say that it is bad pol 
l ( ew hund d dolla be 
l t ipon his ithe nd destroy his 
‘ ot! ) | that start these 
und ( ] Y s round whe 
: be son ed and univers h 
Ss to con th ivantaces 0 he 
ro ] aad th Gosrx thy 
Whe sha e ca d thes 
) t dark wks and co 
) s su rm foun 
e€ ignorance udice pre 
r s not h the 
Senate sat down I did propose t 
speet L¢ i¢ isT Se or iro i 
S Spoke! ni lea Ou 0 l 
st Senator I must say it Lhadsuy 
i ) SCUSS 1 ta jues } S ) 
e Senator trom Kentuck Mr. BECK 
) ten has dons retotore, and as I 
e Se from Ke cky y 
s ‘ ‘ m to one ¢ wo points of his 
‘ s ng tl ypPpo! ty to address 
i l Te I is doubt 
iSsIng when it is legitimate] 
i é ] sses himse is som it doubt 
\I Mol SON W eve le Senate 
I ( tintry enco iwement om these 
ul exp ( the Senator from Kentucky If it 
« i 4) it hat b was not to come to thi 
é Lt} itest measure of relief that the coun- 
Lime 
\ { est 0k abroad ind we find that almost every 
ecies of prop s being depressed and going lower day by day in 
t \ sso with agricultural products, it is so with 
d sso with stocks I had a letter this morning 
. | sf e of the first merchants there, in which it was 
siness t was fa and but for the agitation and un 
actic the House on the tariff the writer thought 
tlong prosperously 
Mr. Pres the Senator from Kentucky of course has made an 
sp e always does, and it has been decorated with the usual 
I ‘ iss juotations trom speeches made on this side of the 
Chamber whicl most frequently presents. So far as his castigation 
hipping of myself was concerned, I must say very much in the words 
the little boy who was being flogged by his own mother, and when 
‘ ed she asked him why he was crying. ‘‘Why,’’ said he, ‘‘I 


your strength begins to fail; you don’t strike me so hard 
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But, Mr. President, he recovered his strength when he came to dea] 
with the recusants of the Democratic party, and intimated that t] 
é sneaks d coware f they did not support the Morrison bill, ai 
aga I thoug he recovered it ttle when he got after the Sen 
ym Mississ p (r FOR! 
But, Mr. Pres there is one great error in the whole state 
the S« to om tucky that I can not forbear even at this late | 
o rete ‘ nd that is in relation to the amount of percentag 
esen I ompared with tl riff before the last act was passed 
) W t < : it ot o nporta ms as the wie 
thd Tune, 183 ai put t mount the iil! 1) 
| tind that the « ted rate of red from the 
vas n b It is fa 1] 
t h st d 1 it 1 ret iit est i he A at ] 
out perhaps to be the fact no tha to sa on, bessemer-steel ra 
‘ description « voolen goo ery description of cotton g 
have gone down price ind | ever the du s le dasa sper 
of c when you come to translate it into an ad valorem it will ay 
Ss 2 greater percentage 
t, Mr. President, I mainly rose tosay this, that the Senator from 
Kentucky having brought this subject before the Senate on a quest i 
that was wholly inappropriate, I trust the Senate will hereafter give 
me f no othe Senator chooses to discuss it, an opportun tv to make 
] te number of the propositions that wer 
from Kentucky, and I promise that I will not 
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tte on of the Senate 1 del 
Mr. BAYARD obtained the 
Mr. HOAR. LI ask the Ser 


I vive 
Mr. BAYA 


notice of some am 


RD Certainty 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


} aaa 








: . 
speech as was taken by the Senator from 





no objection. the amen: 








ments Ww be recs ed and pri ed 
Mr. HOAR I will not detain the Senate with having these amend 
ments read at length if they may be printet ithe RECORD and also 
printed formal] 1. document for 
The PRESIDING OFFIC] Che amendments will be printed in 
ie RECORD if there be no objec l Che Chair hears none 
| mendments of Mr. HoAt re as tollows 
\ st mn ‘ . or t te s¢ } 
i ra ‘ ’ ! s K iter “ 
‘ 1 y is “shall « s i ~ i 
' 
Phe rst year the sum of 57,000,000 e st ! arthes r> mn wt 
ar the s of $15.000.0% h ur im of $ 10.000 e fifth 
v tl sul > WO.000 the sixth ve i sum 7Y000 000, the seve y r 
ie Ss 1 of S7.000.000. t eigh v i of § 10.000 
= u ithe ele ‘ mt ‘ chatd { 
\ hout ~ t pM re Ch 
! l h la poru ’ 
! nu , > ~ ~ 
i iws 
I tio strik t word “States ie f nd ins ~ 
I sla whe ‘ 9 e ce ~ RAL) 
Mr. HOAI I wish to say, if I may trespass on the indulgence of 
he Senator trom Delaware, that the principal change that the amend 
ents which I move makes is that instead of beginning with $15,000,000 
a roing down to a very small amount, I suppose it may be likely 
tl of the States may not be prepared to make so large an in 
rease in their expenditure, and will not have the machinery ready the 
first veal ind my amendments propose to give 57,000,000 tor th lirst 
year; ten millions for the second een millions forthe third, and then 
to go down, diminishing two millions a year, to five millions, when the 
rrant is to stop; and it ends in eight years instead of ten, not carrying 
the operation beyond the census of 1890, when by the bill as it now 
stands ther li be a ve small amount to be divided and on an al- 
together different principle of distribution rhis reduces, therefore, the 
whole amount which this bill provides for from one hundred and five 


} 
] 


millions to seventy-seven mil] 
Another amendment which 
change of phraseology, 
expend That is already in. 
Mr. HARRISON 
Mr. BAYARD 
Mr. HARRISON 
pending, to the effect that 
exceed the amount expended 


Yes, sit 


school purposes, excluding school buildings. 


Ss 1 n j 
l LO req 


Will the 


I offered 
the 


ion dollars. 
I propose 


uire the 


which, being merely a 


pa) 


Ss one f 
States ts as much as they 


Senator from Delaware yi ld to me? 


the other day an amendment, which is 
amount allotted to any State should not 
by that State in the preceding year for 
Of course that amendment 


made necessary some preliminary report from the State in order that the 


Secretary of the Interior in making the distribution might 
mueh had been expended in the preceding year, 
I desire 


will provide for that preliminary report, 


tribution for the first year. 


know how 
and so make the dis- 
to offer an amendment now that 
and also for striking out en- 


tirely from the bill the District of Columbia, upon the idea that we ad- 
minister directly the law with reference to the District of Columbia now, 


and that it would simply be « 
into the bill. 


onfusing things to introduce the District 


I have not embodied in the amendment which I now present the idea 
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contained in the amendment I suggested the other day, that the dis- | ized to loan to the mayor of the city of Richmond, Va., or to such commnitte 3 
: . = onus, © n be ointec v the R Lee camp to ct the s e, sl flags and 
tribution should be confined to States having an illiteracy exceeding we ‘oa a —— REI ee receive the sam ich flags and 
, x é ; juNntINg as ca ce conveniently spared Oo be used i the dec 1 ‘ 
10 percent. I have omitted that feature from this amendment, being armory of the First Regiment of Virginia Volunteers on t] n ofa 
of the opinion that if so much money even as is proposed by the Senator | t be held there in May, 1884, toraise funds to build a home a i dis 
. . . - . : ' able co teder © SOLE = t su | st rity I { t ! s. ‘ 
from Massachusetts is to be given it should go to all the States, but still | poe y oo : a rn ; oe ied. Tha See eee aon 
. . . . ° sa as « ly deem hnecessal ed bat the trarsportatio1 i fl ~< 
upon the basis of the illiteracy of the total population. There are | bunting to and from Richmond shall be withou nse ernment 
some other changes proposed, b se are > DI al es. al = . on : : 
me oO ; g S pr } 1 ut the t ire the principa on . and I Che SPEAKER Is there objection to the present cons deration o 
need not detain the Senate to explain the others. LIaskthat we may 4, Saath : 
. . ° . Lilie CSOLULIOI 
have a reprint of the bill with these amendments and with the amend- rh being no obiection. t] n ] HER ™ 
+ ‘ ‘ > ere welng no ¢ rection, the joint resolution Res, vas i 
ments offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, so that they may be first 1 nd til lere 4 a 
. * 1 rst ant secon ime, ordered to be ecngrossed [ol third 1 au 
together before the Senate to-morrow morning. : } ; ve 
1 DVT : a read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment appear in italics in the b ; SARAT 7 : 
. > > : Mr. GEORGE D. WISE moved to reconsider the 
Mr. BLAIR. Let them be printed as separate amendments, not in 1 4] 
: ; : joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reco 
corporated in the text of the bill. - 7 he laid Lo tall 
arenes . . ,| Slder be laid on the table 
Mr. HARRISON. Ido not mean to incorporate them in the text of . 3 
; : : ; - Che latter motion was agreed to 
the bill, to be treated as the text of the bill, but simply that they may 
be printed with the bill in italics, so that Senators may see just what is EULOGIES ON THE LATE THOMAS ALLEN 
stricken out and what is proposed to be inserted, instead of having to Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to tak 
refer to line 7, for instance, and see what comes out there and what is | from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 1319, to print certain eulo 
inserted and work it out in that way delivered in Congress upon the late Thomas Allen, of Missouri, and pr 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that the same upon ts passage. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition The SPEAKER Che bill will be read. subject to objection 
of the Senator from Indiana[ Mr. HARRISON]? If there be no objec The bill is as follows: 
tion that order will be made, and the bill and amendments will be Be it enacted, & That there be printed of the eulogies delivered ( 
printed as suggested. gress upon the late Thomas Allen, a member of the Forty-seventh Con 
sug , from the State of Missou 12.000 copies, of which 4.00 d ve f ( 
Mr. BAYARD. I understand that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | O™. {be Se = aa ; {the H rr avene oy 
: - . s bt . he enate an WO tor the sc ol ‘ ise oO tep se atv i i ~e 
GEORGE | desires to make a short explanation of his remarks, possibly | retary of t Preasury is he y dir l to have | lay 
ot yesterday. I shall ask the tavor of the Senate of their attention f Thomas Allen to a IN Panny d eulogies l forengray i | \ 
. short time to-morrow. I desire to express my view upon this meas : ‘d oe oa - _ 00, or so much " y ssa 
} ] 2 +7 . oO , iv mo V in e Treasur not ot \\ upp 
ure I shall not do so to-night. [ will theretore yield ton the purpose ry } } hill ] } : 1 
. . here being no objection, t nilwast entrom the Sp { 
of allowing the explanation to be made by the Senator from Mississippi ee ee es . : : : ' 
Mr BLAIR. In this immediate connection will the Senator fron ‘ 
} 1s : time, and pass d 
Delaware allow me to say a word’? In order to facilitate the desires ‘ TT : .* 
<_-* ; ; . Mr. BROADHEAD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil 
of Senators I should like to give notice that to-morrow at the close o nm 1 +] 1 \ 1 
: . . vas passed; and also moved t t the motion t ynsid ‘ do | 
the morning business I shall move to take up the bill so that the Sena ‘ : ee ve ! : nw 
tor from Delaware may be early heard Th lat : 
. : . ‘ - ‘ ie latter Motion Was agreed to 
Mr. BAYARD. I shall assist the Senator by my vote for that put m z 
pose. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi for the purpose of an TAMES H. WOODARD 
explanation. Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speak Lous Const 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was inte rrupted when I was mak- take from the Speake r’s table Senate bi , r th reil 
ing the explanation which I thought was due to the Senator from Ken- | James H. Woodard, and pu® it upon its passage I will state th 
tucky [Mr. Beck]. I wish to add only a word or two to what I have | report has been made by the War ¢ ms Committee, th 1 the 
said in reply to the Senator from Kentucky. I desire to repeat my ex- | tleman from Ohio [Mr. GEpDEs], for a simiiar bill in the House 
pression of my regret that he should ascribe a remark of mine (made The SPEAKER bill will be l, subje » objection 
perhaps in a too playtul spirit) to a disposition to undervalue his great Che bill is as tollows 
service to the country on the questions of the tariff. I disclaim an e it enacted, &c., That the Paymaster-G of the At ‘ 
such purpose. Almost at the very moment the Senator entered upo to pay to James H. Woodard, late adjutant of the One h ed Ltw 
his retort upon me I was expressing to a brother Senator [ Mr. SLATE! eighth Regiment oo ees Volunteer Infantry, the | renee 
: . . . : llant of infan Vy from e il al of 11 t t ie 
my admiration of his great and endurjng contribution to the thought 4. Payment shall | ude t the t \ { 
ind learning of the country upon the Subject. present year 
In one thing the Senator I have no doubt will, upon reflection, se« The SPEAKER Is there objec 1 t ! t copsiderat 
that he has done me injustice. If he will look again at the debate a the b 
it is reported he will find my remarks (alluded to by him) were in r¢ There being no objection, tl ll was taken tr he Speaker’s t 
: ply toa question propounded by him to me, and not, as he stated, to th read a first and second time, ordered to hird ul he thir 
Senator from Texas. time, and passed 
Sir, if I have said anything in this debate, or if I should at any time Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote b 
say anything unacceptable to him, | hope he will attribute it to the bill was passed; and also moved tha 1“ } to 1 d ) 
intelicity of extempore speech, or to any cause other than a want of | on the table 
admiration for his talents or respect for his character, or gratitude f Che latter motion w iwreed to 
essential and great services rendered by him to my own State at a tin DI NAL I | 
1 . LLION I it " 
when ghe had to rely on others than her own sons to defend he Mr RUCKNER ae 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn } ee ee ee a ee ree se 
ry ‘ a : the Committee on Accounts a resolution 
, rhe motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o'clock and 34 minutes p. 1 4 ie SPEAI 1 “ | 
the Senate adjourned. Cb ae . ‘ uuion uf 
7 The Clerk read as \ 
] 2 it ( zed i I 
tol | i it i é Hl i 
during the present sessic 
Ty ‘ , _ . ‘ . TY , rr r , ‘ rh 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Phere being no objection, the res 
mn > —— Conimittee on ( I 
PHURSDAY, April 3, 1854. ey 
ane I I ( 
Che House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Jonn Ne oO I re to of ( 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. a : ; 
The Journal of ve ‘dav’ } , } ] mittee on indian <A or p t ‘ 
‘ { yesterday ’s proceedings was read and approver : * wines 
: phe si LAKE! i! epol ( 
; LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS. Che Clerk read as $ 
On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, the Committee Phe Committee I \ : 
on Invalid Pensions was granted leave to sit during the sittings of the Hon— ; : 
House. Bi s 1, That the Secreta f the Inte ind s here i 
1d request t : t | < t 1intot . 
LOAN OF FLAGS, BUNTING, ETC. Indians of Dr. Ma ; W in a others the Columbia iver 
, St: GEORGE D. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for massacred hd acer of i? “. wl = . ved or escane aa ceenave ‘ 
the introduction and present consideration of a resolution which I be- | times and places), and now living h their present places of abode 
lieve will not be objected to after it is read. oy -gtelp ace ream ateraplaegsinang? Vipsiecitier sedges 2 d, and to report any and all fa 
y » @ 7. -.— . ° . . . ring tosaicd sssacre, and to make such recommendations the premises 
‘ The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair facts ascertained by him seem to justify ee ; 
R will ask for objections. beg leave to report that the massacre of Dr. Marcus Whitman and others ' 
: The Clerk read as tollows: dians, in the year 1347, was an event in the history of the early settle: it of tl 
es a - Pacific Northwest, and the claims of the survivors are entitled to consideration 
" on the ae and House of Represe ntatives of the United States of America | There appears to be much valuable information in the Interior Department, and 
gress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- | accessible to the officers of the Indian Bureau. Your committee think that 
ae 
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ly rted to ¢ gress, kx a matter | accounts of members in regard to theirdocuments. Then there is one pers 
A Visable Your co tee there employed on a speech-book, keeping an account speeches; one for S ~ 
1 the re ‘ at that it pass neous work, a man-of-all-work around the department, who is considered one 
R rhe on is on the adoptir of the resolution of the most important men 
to The folding-room is now being filled up, and a greater number of 
‘to de ‘te bh 1 the solution | these books and documents will be received from now on Within the 
” 1 that tl ‘tion to reconsider be laid on | next ten days the Agricultural Reports will be in to the number of 
100,000. This statement does not include the reports, &c., that are 
being constantly received for folding. If, therefore, anything is to be 
d done to utilize this organization for sending out our speeches we must 
; pass the customary resolution 
! I p i ) p the joint Mr. RANDALL Nobody objects to having this work dons But 
u ; sensation to C my judgment is, and I believe it is formed upon experience, that it can 
i s ynsideration be bette done by boys than b men And there ought to be a co hes 
! ect to objec | tract limitation. There ought to be a fixed price of $1, $1.25, or $1.5 
per thousand, and not a wide discretion to pay any price. The pay of 
these laborers would be 360 per month. And therefore I sugg 
! to 1 esen S ition Of | the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] an amendment providing tl 
the work shall be » by boys, and that it shall be done ata cont 
1 comes POM A | price From one dollar toa dollar and half per thousand I think would 
, be the right price. 
1 in terms With a Teso- Mr. KASSON. Let it be the usual price heretofore paid. 
; s, which has been referred Mr. RANDALL. I would have it the usual price. But I would 
‘ ttee of the Whole House on the state of | jike to give these boys this work at any rate. 
Mr. KASSON. More work would be done in that way. 
Mr. RANDALL. I believe it would be done quicker and bette: 
rael Mr. COX, of New York The Doorkeeper tells me the work can not 
G-ROOM be done in that way 
n om s I directed Mr. RANDALL. Ido not care what the Doorkeeper says. 1 
oO . one <t pent ;, n which t | been here longer than he has been 
simementh sed leratic Mr. COX, of New York And I have been here longer than the 
, tleman from Pennsylvania 
ead R . ‘ tic hers he SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania moves to a 
: . 1e House folding-room | the resolution by striking out ‘‘at the rate of $720 per annum 
s , at of the ngent fund of the | inserting a provision that boys shall be employed and paid at the u 
2 Sauanint asa ee | contract price 
present sess , Mr. COX, of New York. What is the usual contract pric 
oo Mr. RANDALL. A dollar or a dollar and a quarter a thousa 
sips speeches, I believe. 
ew ; Ey Mr. McMILLIN. It was a dollar a thousand in the Fort 
. ssista Congress, when boys were employed for the purpose. I agree w 
, gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. RANDALL | that this work 
I t th k should be done by | then by boys. My experience has not gone in the direction of t! 
ai ow ersons It can be bett perience 0 ie gentleman from New York | Mr. Cox] So 
v } é oO Y) ' t ding one-half of the speec hes lost by reason ol eine im] 
ne. as t | folded, I e not found that any were lost 
5 f this w » be done. but I think Mr. REED. Can these speeches be folded in the way th« é 
( 7 1e I suggest folded in the last Congress at any such price as was paid for fol 
\ York [answ f d trom Pennsylvania b them in the Forth-sixth Congress? The method used in the | 
suggests of having work done bv boys | Seventh Congress was superior go that in the Forty-sixth Congr 
has he ind tter ire “QO Mr. MCMILLIN, Let the Fic be fixed at a proper rate al 
e £0 d as to be wo ss: five hundred o work will be done properly, if care is exercised in the selection of b 
r ¢ hev f lout in th ding-root for the purpose when there is work for them to do I have seen t 
S »o »wW ike so care 1 this bus time when the folders were there with nothing to do, when there 
not speeches adequate to the number of employés. And the very sa 
: E84 s the same as was introduced | thing will occur under the resolution of the gentleman from New Yo 
d is the « y resolution. as I find bv looking Mr. Cox] if it is not amended as suggested by the gentleman 
' Che Doorkeer t my suggestion, this morning | Pennsylvania [| Mr. RANDALI 
S ent « s. which I will submit tothe Hous Mr. RERD. Ido not want to interfere in this question of econo! 
ester 3s matter Chere are 25.000 speeches now | for of course no Republican has any right to do that in this C 
it folding-room, and after a little, after a fortnigh eress—— 
er t Preside il campaign becomes more active Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman has no tendency thatava 
‘ ten times as man’ Mr. REED. I simply want to say that we do not desire to hav: 
Penns . How manv v here be of vour | inferior folding done; that isall. That isour department and we hav: 
: a right to speak about that. 
Oh. Iw yt sav anvthing about the tariff Mr. McMILLIN. And in that you will meet a concurrent sentiment 
vyentien ho { ut the re are 75,000 copi sof my | 00 this side of the House 
ess [ hope for the general and common | _ Mr. KASSON. It is a mere matter of the proper construction of th 
rmed by th per there are 50,000 speeches now force 3 ba : . , . 
v ting to be folded There are 30.000 books and Mr. SPOONER. This resolution provides for a force in the folding 
eeches, now on hand to be folded which require to be | 00m such as has been heretofore provided in previous Congresses. 


on : - 
ge of 12,000 of these books and documents 


| daily in this immense folding-room 
How 1 employes are there there? 


(bout twenty-five 











many are em ed in folding? 
New York I think only four or five now 
What do the rest do? 
‘ ’ ! T } ‘ . f 4 x" +} 
1 Ork [ have a statement here of this work in the 
AT T } t 4 . , , 
Mr. | of Maryland, who reported a similar resolu- 
is Tar formed by the Doorkeeper and the superintendent 
! ‘ sonst ployed in folding documents and speech < 
a Mi are em loved in receiving al 1 send ng the 
dey ! { great many members of Cor 
I r its mailed dire from the folding 
re iave them sent to their rooms Four are employed } 
f embers. One isemployed in keeping a register of 


That force seems to be necessary in order to do the work with which 
that office is burdened during the long session of each Congress. The 
Committee on Accounts have examined the matter and believe that 
this additional force is required, and they have reported back the reso- 
lution in the form in which it was submitted to them. 

[ do not know that the committee has any special desire as to whether 


men or boys should be employed for this purpose, or whether those em- 
ployed should be paid at a fixed salary per month or at a contract 
price That I think the committee are quite willing to leave to be de- 


cided by the 


tion on the 


judgment of the House 


I will move the previous ques- 
resolution and amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe work is to be done under contract, I donot 
want the number of boys employed to be limited. That will depend 
upon the amount of work to be done. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman proposes simply to employ an ad- 
ditional force. 
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Mr. RANDALL. A force of lads from time to time sufficient to do 
the work at a contract price. 

Mr. KASSON. Would it not be well also to provide that the terms 
shall be approv ed by the Committee on Accounts, so that they may reg- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be,and is 
authorized to employ an additional force of boysin the House folding- 
oom for the purpose of folding speeches, to be paid out of the contingent fund 


iO 


ilate the prices to be paid for different classes of work ? of the House at the usual contract price while employed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I think that is well enough. Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The words ‘‘to be approved by the Com- , 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ihope the amendment wil ll not be adopted, | mittee on Accounts’’ should be added. 

r it will be equivalent to doing nothing to relieve the folding-room from TheSPEAKER. The first question is upon that portion of the amend 
he pressure now upon it. Besides, I am not certain that there is any | ment of the gentleman from Pennsy lvania which proposes to strike out 


iw fixing a contract price. t 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think the gentleman should say that my 
mendment will be equivalent to doing nothing to relieve the pressure 
ipon the folding-room, when I provide for the employment of a sutli- 
ient force. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to say that the Committee on Accounts 

ve given this matter some consideration, and agreed to report the 
esolution as submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

it inasmuch as it will cost less to the country to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] than it will 
to discuss it, I hope the member of our committee having the matter 
n charge will accept the amendment and let the resolution be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment as pro- 
posed to be amended. 


t 





lhe Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is 
,ereby, authorized to employ an additional force of boys in the House folding 
om for the purpose of folding speeches, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
f the House at the usual contract price : Provided, That the said additi ores 
boys shall be dropped from the rolls of the Doorkee per at a peri dof not more 
1an one month after the expiration of the present session. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] sug- 
vested a further amendment, which was that the contract prices should 
eceive the approval of the Committee on Accounts. 
Mr. KASSON. If there is no question as to what the usual contract 
is that would not be necessary. 
Mr. STORM. What is the use of the proviso in the resolution in 
iew of the fact that the work is to be done by contract ? 
Mr. RANDALL. The latter part of the resolution should bestricken 


+ 


so as to have these boys discharged when the work is done. 


Mr. KASSON. I think the work will be done by the time named 
on SPOONER. — At the request of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Hitt] I withdraw temporarily the demand for the previous question 


that he may be heard. 


Mr. HILL. I trust the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will_not be adopted. Boys were em- 
ployed in the Forty-sixth Congress for this purpose. They have been 
¢ — in this Congress. The other day when we had the Morrison 


iff bill printed and distributed to members, when it came to be folded 
» found laid upon our desks in the same packet a print of the journal 


of the Reconstruction Committee of the Thirty-ninth Congress, and in 
some cases they were sent out by members as the tariff bill. 

Mr. STORM. I deny that the boys were guilty of that trick of foist- 
ing upon members of Congress a document not intended to be sent to 
them. That was done by somebody connected with the office of the 
superintendent of the folding-room. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not say by whom it was done. 

Mr. STORM. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. Itis one of those things which may occur whenever boys 


are employed. 

Now, where the work is done at a stipulated price by the thousand, 
the boys are so anxious to make money rapidly that they get the doc- 
uments pasted together and mixed up in every conceivable manne 
Why not let the Doorkeeper employ a force of competent men . assist 
him in the folding-room, with instructions to discharge them when he 
does not need them? We might as well give him discretion in = em- 
ployment of men as in the employment of boys. What is the differ- 


ence? I know that these boys in the folding-room do their he as 
well as they can; but the trouble is they are crowded too much. Be- 
sides, members should recollect that this is the Presidential year; and 


every member wants to make a campaign speech; so that there will be 
three times as much work to do as usual. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to that kind of economy which begets 
negligence in public affairs. It is false economy, and will not do credit 
toany party here or elsewhere. The Forty-sixth Congress is nocriterion 
hy which the work of this Congress can be judged. We have thirty o1 
lorty more members here now than there were in the Forty-sixth C on- 
gress. We have a larger constituency than members of the Forty-sixth 
Congress had. It requires more force to do the work of this Congress 
and I hope the House will be generous enough to give it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], which, as the Chair under- 
stands, includes a proposition to strike out the proviso of the resolution 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. Let thisadditional force be employe dso 
long as may be absolutely necessary and no longer. If this fore« 
required for three or four months during the they can be em- 
ployed. , 

The SPEAKER 
gentleman from Pe ennsylvania will be read. 


pe 


recess, 


ayes 18, 


of Mr. 


The resolution as proposed to be amended by the 


he proviso at the end of the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatshould go out entire 
The question being taken, it was decided in tl 
noes not counted. 

The question being taken on the remaining portion of the 
RANDALL, it was not agreed to; there being 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for the reading of the 

The SPEAKER. It has not been modified. 
upon the adoption of the resolution as reported by the committe 

The resolution was adopted. 


- 
iV. 


1e negative; 


amendn 
«7 


aves 52, noes 67 
resolution as modified 


} 


The question 1s 1 


Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 








Mr. ELLIS. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereot 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

ELLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of continuing the 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill; and pending that motion 
I move that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the pending ap- 
peal be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that debat 
upon a question of order in Committee of the Whole is a matt 
the control of th¢ ae n. 

The SPEAKER Che Chair does not think that the House « con 
trol this question. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I call for a vote on my original motion 

The motion that the House*esolve itself into Committee ot the Whi 
House on the state of the Union was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the \ ( 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. WELLBORN in the chan 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriatlo 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treat pulations with various Indian tribes, for the y« 
ending June 30, 1885, and for o purpose 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending iestion is on the appeal of tl 
ventleman from I]linois | Mr. CANNON | trom the decision of the Cha 

HOBLITZELL. Mr. Chairman, I would not trespass upon the 
patience of the committee but for the fact that distinguished gent] 
men on the other side of the House ‘i taken ypon th 5 gp al ang 
olous positions, which in my judgment are w thout foundation in re 
son or in a fair construction of the rule, and are calculated, on ac 
of the parliamentary ability of the gentlemen who have taken those ] 
SITIONS, to mislead the judgment of the Committee of the Whol 
action. 

The rule, I submit, was adopted for the purpose, as ted, o 
ing the action of the Committee on Appropriations as well as the ( 
mittee of the Whole in any attempt to change existing law, and 
designed to restrict such changes in accordance with tl ondit 
pressed in the rult 

Now the provision of the bill under consideration does not attem] 
any such change of existing law; but this question arises upon th 
amendment submitted, which does seek to change existing law, an 
isto this question that the attention of the committee is directed 

I submit that amendments proceed in one of three modes: either | 
a motion to strike out, or by a motion to insert, or by a motion. b 
strike out and insert. 

Under the common parliamentary rule all amendments are adm 
sible whether they are cognate to the proposition under d sion ¢ 
not. Under this special rule an amendment is only admissible when 
it is cognate to the proposition. Under the common parli imental iW 
a motion to strike out and insert is divisible, but the first must be put 
before the other. But under the special 1 ules of this House that cor 
mon parliamentary rule has been abandoned, the House declaring 
its rules that it shall be indivisible. 

The first question to be determined is, is the amendment german 
How are you to ascertain that fact? What is the amendment? It 
the entire proposition to strike out and insert. Simply to strike ¢ 
would place you in the position stated by the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. KEIFER]. This proposition of the bill is simply an endeavor o 
the Committee on Appropriations to meet the condition of existing lay 


providing for these civil Indian inspectors and their pay at so 
year. The amendment seeks to change existing law at 
time strike out the appropriation. The motion to strike out 


and 
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Statement 
. we are working 
or the rule that 
common rule of parliamentary law 
gentleman from New York 


Now, Mr. Cha 
The general 








liamentary bodies 


very thing that the 
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and the gentleman from Maine state in taking the position that 


are taking on this question, and that is to break down th pro 


the rule which says that the proposition to strike out and in 


Mr. REED Che gentleman will permit me tosay that there is 
ing in that 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. The gentleman from Maine knows 
that any amendment under the common parliamentary law may 
ered, whether germane or not, and it is admissible for consid 
Whether it shall be accepted or not is a question for the determ 
if the House But in this Committee of the Whole, under th: 


e or the general rules adopted for its guidance, the duty ds 


sp 
ipon the Chair to determine wh ther a proposition is german 
and being germane, whether it retrenches expenditure That « 


rv the Cha who has held that it is germane, b 


iat the rule shall not opel ile 

Mr. REED The gentleman must see that that is only on 
putting the question to the Hous 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. What did the gentleman say 

Mr. REED. That the question of dividing the 
one way of putting it to the House; that is all 

Mr. VALENTINE Let me ask the gentleman from Mary 


iold the proposition to impose this duty now performed by « 


| rOposit1o 


nspectors upon Army officers to be germane to the subject-m 
h ill simply because it is ann d to a motion to strike out 
Mr. HOBLITZELL The motion to strike out and insert 
Sipi¢ and s admissible as ons ind visible propos tion Lol the rea 
the first place, that the motion tostrike out does retrench « xpel 
and secondly, the motion to insert does change existing law 
cognate to the matter under discussion 

Mr. VALENTINI Then all that is necessary to m 

7 } ; 


ment germane to the subject-matter, according to the consti 


gentleman from Maryland gives it, is to first retren 


AKO a 





h expend 
strike out ‘*ten’’ and insert ** five ind then add to it someth 


? 


+ 
=“) S { 


» make the proposition indivisibl ; 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. No, sir: it can not be germane unless it 
nate to the proposition 
Mr. VALENTINE But according to you 


co mite ( 


ona f coupled with a proposition which would not in itself b 








missibl Now, the proposition standing alone without the mot 


e out would 1 ern 
Mr. HOBLITZELI rhe gentleman will understand me to 
of course that you can not segregate the motion to strike out and 
Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, this presents an important ques 
to the committee It is very mportant that the rules shall be 


istered uniformly and correctly Cherefore no person who is te! 


Ml 


rarily in the chair should have any pride of opinion with referer 
a decision of any question of orde1 and the only question to be « 
} 


termined is, what is the proper construction to be given to the 1 
‘ 7 





} 
; 


call the attention of the comn 





Now ] will state one or TW 


tee to them, before proceeding to the discussion of the point ol 0 
that is now to be determined. Prior to the Forty-sixth Congress t 
had been a rule adopted whic! is formulated and introduced by 
colleague In the Forty-fifth Congress it was found that much le¢ 
lation was often put upon appropriation bills, which led to very gr 
difficulty When the rules were codified in the Forty-sixth Congr 
the 1 e now under discussion was somewhat m« dified by the gent 


man from Illinois [Mr. MorRISON], and a substitute offered by 


was adopt d, after iong debate n p! we of the rule as it had been p 

uusly adopted rhe true construction of that rule gave rise to m 
discussion it was comparatively new The House had not opel 
unde t nor had the committe 


1 


sented 


Mr. Robinson, of Massachusetts, then a member of the House pre 
ted an amendment, which materially reduced the amount upon t 
face of the bill and then added a proviso not connected with that redu 
tion; and the then presiding officer, whois now the Speaker of this Hou 


stated he was in doubt as to whether the provision as offered by t! 


I 
1 


gentleman from Massachusetts was in order, but he would overrule the 
point of order for the purpose of having the committee determine 
point I have that decisien before me I will not stop to read it 

\{t that time, however, the committee was satisfied with the decisi 
of the Chairand noappeal was taken; so that the first construction tl 


this rule had was from the present Speaker of the House, procured b 






the gentleman from Massachusetts, who had offered a proposition b 
which he proposed to reduce and did reduce by his amendment tl 
amount carried by the bill, but added a proviso to it immediately 
connected with that reduction 

This took place in the Forty-sixth Congress. In the Forty-seventh 
Congress—it is true the political comple xion of the House had changed, 
but that made no difference about the administration of the rule, be- 
cause the rule is to be administered by all parties the same way ol 
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it 


ought to be—in the Forty-seventh Congress the question arose again, 
first, I believe, on the Post-Office appropriation bill. A point of order 
was immediately made—and I have the decision before me—the point 
of order was immediately made that the amendment was obnoxious to 
the rule, for the reason that upon its face it did not retrench expenditures 
and that the portion of the amendment reducing the amount was made 
simply for the purpose of getting another substantive proposition be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
criticised very harshly the ruling of the Chair. I have before me the 
debate that took place. The Chairthen remarked that he was follow- 
ine the decisions of Mr. CARLISLE and Mr. CONVERSE, which were pre- 
cisely in point, but that whenever the point was made against any sub- 
stantive proposition he reserved the right to rule upon that point when 
it came up. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him sim- 
ply to call his attention to the point that in each of those cases the sub- 
stantive proposition offered was not an execution of the original purpose 
intended to be carried out, while this is intended to carry out the very 
object of the original proposition ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I will come to that in a moment. 

I have those decisions before me and the debates that took plac 
Subsequently on the Post-Office appropriation bill in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, while the same gentleman was presiding, it was moved the 
gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. BLAND] to reduce the amount of money 
rried under a certain clause in that bill and add: 


DY 





Provided, That it shall not be lawful for any contractor hereafter to sublet ~ 
contract, but he shall be required to fulfill the same according to law 

Che amount that was carried by that clause of the bill was reduced 
it ndment and this proviso foll dl. Mr. Robins Massa- 
in the amendment and this proviso followed. r. Robinson, of Massa 
chusetts, made the point of order not against the whole amendment but 
against that clause of it which changed existing law, although it was 
vermane to the proposition—and this answers my friend from Texas | M1 
REAGAN ]—it was germane to the very proposition then under consid 
eration and for which the amount to be appropriated had been reduced 
which brings it precisely within the point. here being discussed Mi 
Robinson made the point of order. After a very careful consideration 
the Chair made the following decision, which I will ask the Clerk to 

ad 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Phe CHarRMAN, The Chair will state that this is the first time, so far as is 
been able to learn, that the precise point of order made by the gentleman f 
Mas husetts has been made. Points of order going to the entire amendn 
have been made in the last Congress and inthe present during the mnsiderat 

iis bill, but the precise point now raised by the gentleman from Massach 
setts has never before been made under the rule since it was amended. Whe 
t Chair decided a point of order raised upon an amendment reduc x t 
mount covered by this bill an appeal was taken from the decision, as me : 
“ recollect, upon the point that where the amount was reduced for the pur 
pose simply of attaching tothe reduction a new substantive proposition t 
essarily connected with it, it was not within the purview of the rule Phe Chair 
upon the point as then presented, maintained the same doctrine held by t 
gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. CARLISLE! and others when occupying the 
in Committee of the Whole in the last Congress 

rhe Chair now holds that a point of order against a substantive provis 
which upon its face has no relation to the amount which is reduced in anothe 
substantive proposition is well taken. In this case the amendment embraces 
tw propositions, One Is to reduce the amount covered by the b Tot i 
substantive proposition a point of order will not lie because it is within the ru 
But as the second proposition—that “it shall not be lawful for any cont i 
hereafter to sublet his contract, but he shall be required to fulfill the same ac 
cording to law ’’—is nota necessary part of the reduction of the amount covered 
by the bill, a point of order will lie against it. 

Mr. CALKINS. ‘That was the first decision made under this rule. 
It was followed through the Forty-seventh Congress and has so far 
been followed by every chairman who has occupied the chair in this 


Congress. And here is another decision by Mr. K Asson, of lowa, when 
occupying the chair in the Committee of the Whole in pursuance of 
that decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that it is impossible to know what that means unless he lets the pre- 
cise amendment be read on which the ruling was given. 

Mr. CALKINS. I can state it quicker than it can be read. The 
proposition was to strike out a certain amount in a clause or to reduce 
the amount and then add a proviso that no contractor should sublet 
his contract. 

Mr. REAGAN. That still leaves it uncertain as to whether the 
second part of the amendment was executive of the original proposition. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was connected with itand was germane, but was a 
change of existing law, just as I shall claim this is. I think further on 
the gentleman from Texas will be satisfied by my remarks without 
taking up the time now further in reading. I ask the Clerk to read th 
paragraph which I have marked of the decision of the chairman 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fails to observe the language of the rulk 
namely: It must be an effect of the amendment objected to that reduces the 
amount covered by the bill; for otherwise any amendment would be in order 
when you added to it a reduction of $1 as an independent clause, and there 
would be no distinction between the proposition of the proviso andthe propos 
tion inthe main body of the rule. It isnot enough that some part of the amend- 
ment retrenches expenditure in a general way. The new legislation must d 
in a special way. The Chair will keep close to the rule, and therefore susta 
the point of order. 


. 
>i 
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Mr. CALKINS 
guage of the rule: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, on that point observe the lan- 


Nor shallany provision 





That is, a substantive provision, a provision containing a single point 
which when stripped trom everything else is something substantive 

Nor shall any provisior 

Says this rule 

in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing law be in ord 
It does not stop there. It goes on ‘* except such as, bein rman 

to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures,’ & 
What shall retrench expenditures? The ** provision in any s 
or amendment ’* must of itself retrench expenditures; the part i 
provision, a substantive proposition itself, must reduce expend s 
or else it is obnoxious to this rule if it changes existing law 
That brings me to the proposition before the committee hich is 
first, to strike out a clause in this bill and thereby get rid « ‘ 
ofticers. That will reduce the amount carried by the bill, because it 
abolishes certain offices and therefore abolishes their salaries \vains 
thatasa substantive proposition no point of order will lis \\ Le 
cause it is within the rule; it abolishes the offices, it abolishes salaries 
and thereby retrenches expenditures 

Then what do you come to? You come then to ibstar 0 

sition to substitute in lieu and place of the clause stricken ot l 

persons provided for in that clan othe persons that isa ) ‘ 
proposition What does that do It change s existing law Does 
retrench expend ts face No lone dor ret ‘ 
penditures one dollar or one cent 

Mr. REAGAN I would inquire of the gentleman what ] ‘ 
clause 7 of Rule XVI, which prohibits the division of an amend n 
Mr. CALKINS I will speak to that, for I may as well sp 

here as at any time We ha two les, both fora purpo | mn 
rule sa that a motion tostrike out and insert is not s re 
© that But the not rule, whi t ence toa 
et i ( iss ia ro} 1 l ] ley ( 

‘ law sha ve rile . Nv . Wy 7 

thereto changing existing law shal ord ) 
the amendment: vou simply la } \ ) inet 
order, and the Chai tosay wh } pro i 
standing alone Is lh ordet und th le iit ! } 

There is no division of theaamendment nti ¢ ( ( 
The rule‘which pro des that » propos ‘ ‘ i 
hall be divisible simply means t] mu can not ¢ mara 

one upon the motion to strike out 1 another on tl on 
sert Phat is what it means It means tha ‘ ° 
ite vote upon the two propositions contained ‘ 

Mr. REAGAN That answers the whole of the gent 
ment, if you Can not ca 1 tor division on the ol 
Mr. CALKINS You can not have the endment « 
ote. But when you come to construe that rulk th t] i 

other rule, providing that no appropriation bill or amendment t oO 
shall contain a provis nging existing Ia iless th p on 
of itself retrenches expenditures, then you can launch a point o le 
iwainst it without hav it divisible. The question for the ¢ ti 
decide Does that proposition con thin the ru Lhiat 
the Committee of the Whole must determine; whetherthe propo 
comes within the rule 

What does this amendment propose? It proposes, first, t 
the clause providing for five Indian inspectors. That is all rig 
point of order can lie against that. What else does it do ? It p OPOse 
to change existing law; it proposes to put in something in place ot 
existing law. What is that? 

It simply proposes to tear from the statute-book a section of the 
and under refuge of an appropriation bill to make an amendment t 
law and change existing law. Now, if you leave this door open yo 
rule is gone, just as was said when the chairman of the Committee « 
the Whole made his decision in the Forty-sixth Congress ist 
said by the gentleman from Illinois; you can revise the whole R 
Statutes under such a construction of the rule as that 

Now, a further point. If the point which seems to he ( 
hy the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] should pr 
then lose the whole benefit of this rul There must be some time { 
place where a point of order can be made against any and eve substia 
tive proposition ina billoramendment. Ifyou can take re f ler the 
two rules as they seem to be construed by my friend from Texas | Mi 
| REAGAN], and introduce an amendment containing two or more prop 
ositions, and say that one rule is not ipplicable to them because anothe 
rule says the proposition shall not be divided, that the one rule shut 
the other, then there is notimeat whicli a point of order may be launc 
against any single substantive proposition in any amendment t 
has been voted into the bill, of course no point of order will lie against 
it And the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. REAGAN] says no p 
order can be made upon it before it is voted in because the 1 Says 
| can not be divided. So the rule catches the House up, and g 
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ora point of order to be made at any time against such asub- 
stantive proposition 

What is the question here? It seemstome tobeinanutshell. First, 
we | e the motion to strike out 
itse ‘obody disputes that 


order, tor the 


As a substantive proposition it is in 
ommittee can at any time strike out a provision of the 


bill containing an appropriation for the salaries of officers 

Chen there is a second proposition, to substitute in place of that which 
is to be stricken out another proposition. What does that other propo- 
sit 0? It proposes to change existing law; all admit that. Is it 
obnoxious to the rule? The rule says that you shall not by any pro- | 


vision in an amendment or appropriation bill change existing law ex- 
cept by retrenching expenditures But the gentleman from Texas says 
that it is simply tosupply the vacuum made by striking out the clause 


in the bill, and therefore it connects itself with the bill. That is the 
very thing which the rule was made to prevent. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I need to say on this 
question 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter into a 
dis sion of the subtletiesot the point of order. | propose to address 
mvself to a statement of facts in reference to this matter. This is of 
course an entirely different proposition from the transfer of the Indian 
Bureau to the War De partment It simply proposes that certain offi- 
cers shall be assigned to the performance of certain duties; it adds no 
new duties to those now belonging to officers of the Army. 

It will be remembered that some years ago there was great scandal 
in the country in regard to the manner in which supplies were deliv- 


ered to the Indians. We were told, for instanee, that when ten sacks 
of flour were delivered for the use of the Indians receipts were given 
for a hundred; that when a few cattle were delivered at a corral, the 
herd was driven around three or four times, and receipts given for three 
or four times as many cattle as were actually delivered. 

In order to put an end tothe scandal and correct abuses of this kind, 
an order was made which is now in force and has been ever since that 
time, that no distribution of annuity supplies should be made unless 
the supplies were inspected and their distribution witnessed by an 
Army officer. That order has been and is to-day carried out. The 
abuses have been reformed. The delivery of supplies for the Indians is 
now regularly witnessed and certified to by an Army officer under the 
direction of the Secretary of War without any mandatory provision. 

Che present amendment simply provides, in the same direction, that 
the general inspection of the books of the agencies and their whole con- 
ductshall be made by Army officers. It assigns to these officers no duties 
different from those already performed by them under the law. It does 
not transfer the Indian Bureau to the War Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if the amendment is not a change of law, what 
necessity is there for its adoption ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Because it is a good thing. It ought to be agreed 
upon in this House by unanimous consent. Iam sorry that a point of 
order has been raised against a provision so well adapted to promote 
the efficien Vv ol the Indian service. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the committee now rise for the purpose of 
closing debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment 

Mr. ELLIS. Very well; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, if the proposition made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and other gentlemen on that side of the House be 
true, then under the rules no amendment can be received which does 
not simply strike out. Under the construction which they lay down, 
you can offer no amendment which strikes out one thing and inserts 
another 

The point of difference in regard to this proposition I understand to 
be this: the object of the provision in the bill is to provide for inspec- 
tions by five officers who are to be paid under the bill at the rate of 
$2,500 a year each, making $12,500. The amendment proposes simply, 
not to change the existing law but to execute it by a different agency 
already provided by law. 

Mr. CALKINS. My friend fallsintoanerror. When you strike out 
the provision which it is proposed to strike out there can be no execu- 
tion of the present law; that law is gone; yousimply provide a new law. 

Mr. REAGAN. Gentlemen haveall the time ignored clause 7 of Rule 
XVI. They insist that this proposition embraces twoamendments, when 
in fact, under our rules, as has been well explained by the gentleman 
trom Maryland, it is but one amendment, and by virtue of a special rule, 
modifying the ordinary parliamentary law, is indivisible. 

There can be no question that the whole amendment taken together 
reduces expenditures to the amount of $12,500 and does not change ex- 
isting law, except to provide a different agency for doing the very thing 
now provided for by law 

The CHAIRMAN. It was stated yesterday by the gentleman from 
Maine | Mr. REED] and possibly by other gentlemen who discussed this 
appeal that their remarks were designed, in part at least, to invite the 
Chair to review the decision he had made, with a view to securing a 
reversal of that decision by the Chair himself. Suggestions coming 
from such respectable sources the Chair could not decline to entertain. 


Is that a substantive proposition of | 
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He has therefore re-examined the grounds of his decision as made ves- 
terday. Inasmuch as this review of the question has not resulted in 
discovering to the Chair any error in the decision of yesterday, but on 
the contrary has brought added confidence in its correctness, the Chai: 
desires to state briefly the reasons which constrain him to adhere to his 
ruling. 

For the information of the Committee of the Whole the Clerk wil] 
report the amendment as first presented by the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. THROCKMORTON ] and then the amendment as subsequently modi- 
fied upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Montana [ Mr. MAGrn 
NIS]. 

The Clerk read the original amendment, as follows : 

Strike out lines 122, 123, and 124 and insert the following 

hat the Secretary of War shall detail five officers not under the grade of « ay 
tain of the Army,who shall act as Indian inspectors. Said officers may bh 
changed at any time the Secretary of War may deem proper.”’ 

The Clerk also read the amendment as subsequently modified, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out lines 122, 123, and 124 and insert in lieu thereof the following 

‘* The office of Indian inspector is hereby abolished, and the Secretary of War 
shall detail five officers of the Army, not under the grade of captain, who shal! 
act, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as Indian inspectors 


and the Secretary of Warshall change such officers at any time the Secretary of 
the Interior shall request the same to be done.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now read that portion of the third 
clause of Rule X XI on which the point of order rests. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of 
the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States,or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no dispute about the fact that this pro 
posed amendment changes existing law. It is therefore obnoxious to 
the clause of the rule just read, unless it possesses two requirements: 
First, it must be germane to the subject-matter of the bill; in the se 
ond place, it must retrench expenditures in one of the three ways pointed 
out in the rule ; that is, ** by the reduction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, or by the reduction of the compen 
sation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, o1 
by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill.”’ 

With reference to the first of these requirements, that is, that th: 
amendment must be germane to the subject-matter of the bill, th: 
Chair finds on investigation that his decision of yesterday is unan 
swerably sustained by the precedent referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. That precedent so referred to was the ruling 
of Mr. Speaker Kerr on an original provision in the legislative, execu 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill. In order that the committe: 
may understand exactly what that ruling was, the Chair will have th 
Clerk read the provision on which that ruling was had. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Give the page of the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 2820, April 28, 1876. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION OF RULE 120. 

The following section upon which a point of order was raised in the commit 
tee and postponed for the decision of the House was then read: 

“Sec. 4. That the management of all Indian affairs, and of all matters arising 
out of Indian relations, be, and the same is hereby, transferred from the Depart 
ment of the Interior to the War Department, and the same is hereby placed 
under the Secretary of War, agreeably to such regulations as the President may 
prescribe: And provided further, That the office of Commissioner of Indian Af 
fairs is hereby abolished, and the execution of all laws and parts of laws appli 
cable to the management of Indian affairs and of matters arising out of Indiat 
relations is hereby lodged with the Secretary of War: And provided furthe 
That the duties now being intrusted to and performed by Indian agents and 
other officials and employés of every kind and description will be performed 
by officers, soldiers, and employés of the Army.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the decision of Mr 
Speaker Kerr on the point of order made against that provision, that 
is on the point of order whether or not the provision which the Clerk 
has just read was germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Much has been said on the question whether this fourth section is germané 
to the subject-matter of this bill. The subject-matter of the bill is indicated in 
its title, ‘A bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
purposes.’’ The purpose of the bill further is to regulate the salaries of officers, 
and in some cases to retrench expenditures by the abolition of officers, and neces- 
sarily of their salaries, In other words, in the judgment of the Chair the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill is so comprehensive that it can not be said that a provision 
proposing in specific terms the abolition of numerous officers is not germane to 
a bill which regulates many offices and fixes the salaries thereto attached and 
abolishes other offices and their salaries. The Chair has to say, therefore, in 
conclusion on this point, that he is not embarrassed by the question whether or 
not this seetion is germane to the subject-matter of this bill. 








The CHAIRMAN. The Chairhas to remark in connection with that 
decision that the present case is much stronger than the case on which 
Mr. Speaker Kerr ruled, because the bill which contained the provision 
objected to was the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill. It had no legislation in relation to the Indian service; it made no 
appropriation for the Indian service nor was there any reference what- 
ever in the bill tothe Indianservice. Andit was mainly on this ground 
that it was insisted that the provision was not germane to the bill. 
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General Garfield, who participated in the discussion of the point of | 
order, thus presented this aspect of the question: 


Now, on the score of its being germane, I invite the attention of the Speaker 
te a fact which he may not have considered. Suppose I had offered this transfer 
section as an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill, nobody would 
doubt that the Speaker would rule my amendment out of order on the ground | 
that the Post-Office appropriation bill is not at all related to Indian affairs. But 
I call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that there is not one line, not one 
word in the whole bill, outside of the fourth section, that even names Indian 
affairs or that refers directly or indirectly to the Bureau of Indian Affairs. That 
subject is as clearly absent from this bill as though this were the Post-Office ap- 

yropriation bill. There is no hook in this bill on which there can be hung a 
jurisdiction over this subject. 

Yet even in that case, as we have just seen, Speaker Kerr said he had 
no embarrassment in holding that the provision objected to was ger- 
mane. Fora much stronger reason is the present amendment germane | 
to the subject-matter of the present bill. The bill concerns directly | 
and exclusively the Indian service and the amendment relates directly | 
and exclusively to the same service. That the amendment is germane | 
to the subject-matter of the bill the Chair thinks is a conclusion at | 
once clearly dictated by reason and impregnably confirmed by au- 
thority. 

Now in reference to the second requirement. Does the amendment | 
retrench expenditures in either of the three ways pointed out in the 
rule? ; 

The Chair will have the Clerk read the clause of the bill which the 
amendment proposes to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment be agreed to, that clause is 
stricken out, and the Chair has no difficulty in holding that in that way 
retrenchment is effected by the *‘ reduction of the amounts of money 


covered by the bill.’ Unquestionably the amendment strikes from the | 


bill an item of $12,500. 

But it is said, and on this point the Chair desires to be definitely un- 
derstood, that the amendment involves two propositions, one being the 
proposition to strike out and the other beinga proposition to insert; that 
the former proposition does retrench expenditure, while the latter does 
not. To that position the ready answer is that a motion to strike out and 
insert, under the rules of this House, is indivisible. 

But it is said further that the matter—and that seems to be the point 
most strongly relied on by some gentlemen—that the matter which the 
amendment proposes to insert contains two distinct and independent 
propositions, that one of these propositions is obnoxious to the rule, and 
therefore the whole amendment is vitiated. And in support of this a 
ruling is cited, made during the last Congress. The Clerk will read the 
ruling. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Chair now holds that a point of order against a substantive provision 
which upon its face has no relation to the amount which is reduced in another 
substantive proposition is well taken. In this case the amendment embraces 
two propositions. One is to reduce the amount covered by the bill. To that 
substantive proposition a point of order will not lie because it is within the rule. 
But as the second proposition—that ‘it shall not be lawful for any contractor 
hereafter to sublet his contract, but he shall be required to fulfill the same ac- 
cording to law"’—is not a necessary part of the reduction of the amount covered 
by the bill, a point of order will lie against it. The Chair holds that under the 
rule a point of order may be made against any substantive provision not directly 
connected with the amount covered by the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. New, the Chair thinks he is notin antagonism | 


with this ruling, but concedes that if an amendment contains two inde- 
pendent substantive propositions, one of which retrenches expenditures, 
while the other does not, a point of order would be fatal to the whole 
amendment, at least until it is so perfected as to be cured of the vice. 


Such, in the opinion of the Chair, is not the case with the present | 


amendment. 

What is the amendment? Simply this: It proposes to devolve on 
certain military officers duties now performed by five Indian inspectors, 
and thereafter the employment of these Indian inspectors shall cease 
and be determined. The chairman submits that these two clauses, the 


one which provides for devolving on certain military officers certain du- | 


ties now performed by inspectors, and the other, which terminates the 
employment of these inspectors, are not independent substantive prop- 
ositions, but are congruous and coherent parts of one proposition. 


_The Chair feels that he might go further and safely assert that one | 
of these clauses, that which provides for the termination of the em- | 


ployment of the inspectors, is the necessary and inseparable incident to 


the other, which transfers the duties of the inspectors to the Army offi- | 


cers, 


But to present the matter in yet anotheraspect: The proposition of 
the amendment is to carry on a particular and existing branch of the | 


Indian service. Now, if the two clauses be separated, that is, if the 
clause which devolves upon Army officers the duties now performed by 
the inspectors be eliminated, the proposition of the amendment is de- 
stroyed, because the service is left altogether unprovided for. In any 


view which the Chair has been able to take of the question the two 


clauses are not independent and substantive propositions, but connected 
and necessary constituents of one proposition. 


ts 5 
| ment and manage it through the officers of the Army. 


| 


| are employed by aud under the Indian agents. These peopl 
| formation and make special reports of their inspection. They 
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Being still of the opinion, therefore, that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, while it changes existing law, is still germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill and does retrench expenditures in the way 
named, the Chair is constrained to adhere to his decision of yesterday 
overruling the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois: 
and from this decision the gentleman from Illinois appeals to the com 
mittee. 

The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee? 

The question was taken. 

Mr. CANNON. As this is an important question I shall ask for a 
division. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask fora vote by tellers? 

Mr. CANNON. No; a division will be all that is necessary 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 14. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas who offered the 
amendment is recognized. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Ido not care specially to occupy the floor 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. Unless the gentleman from Texas desires to be heard 
first in support of his amendment, I wish to say that I am opposed to 
it. The proposition embodied in that amendment is one that can not, 
in my judgment, be worked out satisfactorily in practice. [I'am not 
prepared to say now that it would be bad policy, to say the least, to 
put the control of the whole Indian Department under the War Depart- 
Chat is a ques 
tion which is yet to be determined. But I do think it would be very 


| anomalous to undertake to mix up the War Department and the Int 


rior Department, as here proposed, in the control of the Indians 
By law there are five of these inspectors authorized to be appointed 

whose duties place them under the control of the Interior Department, 
and specially under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
These five civil officers of the Government go wherever the Commis 
sioner sends them for the purpose of looking into the managenient ot 
the Indians, and are under his charge for that purpose. They examine 
and report upon the conduct of the Indian agents and the police that 


give in 
have no 
well-defined duties, but aye subject to the orders of the Interior Depart 
ment. New, it is proposed by this amendment to abolish this plan otf 
appointing civil Indian inspectors, and impose the duties now performed 
by them upon certain officers of the Army, five in number, and to be ot 
not less rank than that of captain. 

This seems to me to be a very objectionablechange. It isin the first 
placea very anomalous thing in our Government to require Army officers 
to report for duty to the Secretary of the Interior and be made subject 
to his ordersand placed under hiscontrol. The officers of the Army have 
clearly defined duties, partly by law and largely by practice; and they 
are under the control of a given discipline as fixed in the Articles of War. 
What would govern them; what would control them while performing 
duties such as are performed by civilians under the direction and orders 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior ? 
Are these detached officers to be taken permanently from the control of 
the Secretary of War and that of the General of the Army, and put in 
| the performance of duty for which they are not specially qualified; du- 
| ties which they are not authorized or required to prepare themselves 

to fill? Or are they to be left to do those duties which are prescribed 
| by law and the orders that they are to be subjected to? If the time 
| shall come when the whole control of the Indian Department is to be 
placed under the Secretary of War, a harmonious scheme or plan of op- 
erations will no doubt be devised by which these Indian agencies would 
be controlled in a systematicand orderly manner. But here we under- 
take to encroach upon a policy that is working well; and it is a policy 
where we find no difficulty in getting along with these civilian officers 
against whom no charges can be made. No person has complained of 
any one of them. No charges have been made against these inspectors 
| that they have failed todo theirduty. The factisthat these five inspect- 
ors are selected because of their integrity and capacity to go forth and 
deal with questions which are presented to them. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, this is not a proposition to trans- 
| fer the Indian service or any part of it to the care and keeping of the 

War Department. It does dispense with the services of these officers, 
Indian inspectors, and imposes the duties of these officers on other sal- 
aried officers of the Government with no other work to do. 

One of the many things which I do not understand is the growth of 
expenditure, the increased cost of the Indian service. It seems to me 
the more we expend in preparing the Indians to take care of them- 
selves the more we are required to pay annually for the cost of taking 
care of them. 

| Inthe time of Mr. Buchanan, whose administration all claim the 
right to abuse, our Indian service cost no less than $3,000,000. Fifteen 
years later, in 1875, it went up to more than $8,000,000. In 1878, 


| 


complaint of extravagance, it got down again to less than 
on In 1582 it went up again to over nine, nearly ten, mill- 


ire no more Indians now than formerly; I believe only about 


In fact, we have a less number to treat with and care 


merly Now that we have expended great sums of money, 
re land than money, in building railroads, in cheapening the 
s of reaching them, we certainly can feed them cheaper than we 


ly could We can fight them and kill them as cheaply as we 
could, and if we can not rob them at as little cost as we could 
n people are greatly mistaken in the 
later years in our Indian policy 


ve or more yeal 


Ss We have made i 





e here a statement of the annnal expenditure for the Indian 
ct the vears from 1556 to 1283, inclusive It is as follows 
/ fa nary ¢ wenditures hy fiseal years for the 
Indian sert 
: 12955 187 107,938 15 
1 i307 18 7,426,997 44 
i 8S yl SZ 7,061,728 82 
25,027 24 18 7,951,704 8 
: l : 74 6, 692, 462 09 
2 8 28 | 1875 8, 384,656 82 
5 | iste 5. 966. 558 17 
1.3% “ », 277,007 22 
a x7s 1 629 ~ Pm 
a ye RTO 5. 2M 4) ON 
247° 064 56 188 5. 945, 457 09 
1 j - 6.514.161 09 
t B2 32 ‘ ’ 6,747 40 
12 xs 362. 500 34 
[want to say is, that just why the Indians should 
more than formerly is to me unexplained. After diligent 
e never been able to find where the more than 59,000,000 


é ‘pended in 1882 was appropriated, eve 1 including det 





In tact, it see hat this subject of expenditure and appro 
it an exact science after all It is ever changing, and | 
VW ul wel I LS 1 io he ch 
rea very caretully prepared table or statement made by that 
capable, conscientious, and to the public most useful man 
) ‘ mal t \ppropriations Committee, Hon Mr. At 
[t will show how appropriations rise and fall without any 
l ( ison rr such a difference ol appropriations fol years 
) ter the other or following immediately one after the other 
ference in appropriations for 1383 and 1884 seems to be about 
O00 Deficiencies mav account for part but neither here no! 
I find any « xpl ination or excuse for what seems to m«¢ 
) ito pro crate ex pt Te ire 1 the i Lan service 
pprop tions fort sca ¢ [R83 d 
[xx i ed by Forty th Co Ss 
A 1m u l ~ Decrease 
LW 
188 ss4 SS 4 Sd 
~ S100, 000, 000° 00 Ss >» O00 00 - 5. 000) O00 
vy A em 5.557 O4 8 GST 5 g ‘ 
», 000 00 670, 000 00 295, OOM . 
l dip 
1, 2 » OO 1, 296, 755 00 10. 1K 
14 1, 976 80 15, 804, 434 2 1,074, 4 i 
) 44.6148. 900 OO 14, 489.520 00 Ld sooo 
5, 229 374 Ol », 358,655 91 129, 281 90 
27, 258, 000 OO 24, 681,250 OO » 576.70 OO 
i execu 
i i al ) 038. 000 65 1). 454. 246 22 i 245 57 
\ \ 25. 589. 358 OF 23. 67 575 44 1. O00. 782 62 
t Colum 
1. 695. 098 O4 1, 700, 697 23 5. 509 1 
ind harbor 18, 738, 875 00 a 18,738,875 00 
ency 25, 689,951 10 2,749,941 49 22, 40, 009 61 
tura $27. 280 00 105.640 OO 5 "1.640 OO 
ane - cts 4 4 l 12.723 88 7. 500. 890 OS 
< and t sls H. 510. 689 & 230. 187.096 90 160,684 09 67,284,297 05 
230. LST. 096 90 1. 960. GS4 OK 
‘ Cas iws 
RN der 
s fo RS 65, 323, 542 o 65, 323. 542 o€ 
ew guns, and tests of same, for armament of seacoast fortifications 
vo! on three hundred thousand dollars is given for new steel cruisers 
i for engines and machinery forthe monitors. The Bureau of Construc- 
und Repair is reduced $650,900, Steam-Engineering $600,000, and ‘‘pay of the 


it = lOO 
nsportation by star-routes is reduced $2,000,000 and by steamboats $200,000 
er branches ofthe service are increased tothe amount of this reduction, 
sum stated above 
iis increase is mainly on accouat of schools for Indian children 
here is transferred from the Army to the legislative and sundry civil bills 
t enlisted men acting as clerks and for the Signal Corps, about 


$842,000 Reductions are made as follows: Pay of the Army, $300,000; subsist- 


$400,000; regular supplies, $560,000; incidental expenses, $261,000; trans- 


portation of the Army, $814,000; barracks and quarters, $180,000. 
‘This increase is principally on account of transfer from the Army bill of the 


yunts for enlist 





d men acting as clerks, &c., in the Departments 
ons for public buildings are reduced $1,888,700 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. 

I can not reply to what my colleague [Mr. MORRISON] proposes to 
incorporate as a part of his remarks, a statement by a former chairn 
of the Committee on Appropriations as to the amounts of appropria 
tions for the Indian service in former years. I may do so later, whe; 
it is printed in the RecorD and I have a chance to see it. What con 
nection it has with this amendment I do not know, but I may find 
when I read the REcORD to-morrow. F 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] says this is not a prop 
osition to transfer the Indian Bureau to the War Department. I thin] 
that is true: but itis a proposition totranster a part of the Army tot 
Indian Bureau. That is, you do not take Mahomet to the mount 
but you take the mountain to Mahomet. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Connecti 
{Mr. Warr] 

Mr. WAIT. I cannot permit this change to be made in the existing 
laws, which are intended to protect the rights of the Indian tribes 
without entering my protest against the same. If I understand 
proposition of the gentleman from Texas, it is to repeal that sectio 
the law which gives to the Interior Department tne appointment oft 
inspectors and to select tive Army oflicers to discharge the duties wh 
are now performed by the appointees who are taken from civil ] 
is, in short, to remove from office a body of men who have been selects 
with greatcare by the Secretary of the Interior, under the advice ot 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on account of their fitness for the p 
who have had long training and valuable experience gained in the d 


charge of their official duties, and to substitute men who, though 
likely able and accomplished military officers, have had no s] 


I 
them to take the places of the present trained and experience 


is 
perience in Indian affairs and no particular training that would « 
ors It is, in short, to remove competent, efficient, and trained o 
ind to substitute for them men who have seen no service in the 
ed. What are the d 


of these five inspectors? They pass from tribe to tribe under the 


duties which these inspectors have dischar 


of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, see that the provisions, clot] 
ind other articles which the Government provides tor the Indian t 


ionestly furnished and equitably distributed, that members of 
tribes are protected in their rights, that they enjoy the education 

ntages that the Government is pledged to bestow upon them 
report their condition to the Interior Department 

rhe gentleman now at the head of the Indian Bureau can be 
itatingly trusted to discharge all the duties of his very important « 
with ability nd delit E ery one who knows him can bea 
mony to his great executive ability and unbending integrity. H: 
selected the present inspectors, and his large experience in Congress 
at the head of the Indian Bureau eminently qualifies him to d 
correctly What the interests and necessities of these tribes re jul 
to select fit men who can properly discharge the responsible duties 
volving on the inspectors. Ican not entertain a doubt but that he 
appointed those who by inquiry and examination he found qua 
on the ground of personal fitness and business training to disch 
the duties of this offic Some of them have been in the employ of t 
Department for years. The Commissioner knows just what wor! 

t what special duty each man can best perior 
ese men out of places they have so well fill 
and to put military men, untrained in these duties, in their p! 
would, I think, be an impolitic step for Congress to take, and untfort 
unate certainly for the Indian tribes. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that we are under every obligation to t] 
Indians of this country to do everything in our power to protect, ¢i\ 
ize, educate, and socially advance them. We should certainly aim 
qualify them to enjoy the privileges and exercise,the rights of citizen 
ship. What few descendants of the old tribes that used to possess C 
necticut still remain are recognized as citizens, enjoying their lands 1 
severalty, many of them industrious men, as farmers, mechanics, 0 
laborers, and are respected in the social positions which they fill. Th: 
children mingle with the white children in our public sciools, an 
many of the descendants of the old Mohican Indians are respected 
their industry and moral worth. 

Again I say, Mr. Chairman, that I hope that the pending amend 


assign to each man, ji 


and now to legislate 


meni will not prevail; that the able head of the Indian Bureau will not 


be embarassed in the proper and efficient discharge of his duties by an) 
change in his subordinates. I should certainiy be earnestly opposed 


I havesaid before, to have untrained and inexperienced men substituted 


for those whose training and experience eminently qualify them for th: 
proper discharge of the varied duties of the positions they now fill. 
Mr. COX, of New York. In 1872 we had a very large range of dis 


failed of consideration in the Senate 


rhis difference includes the following, charged as deficiencies on acc 
ihe fiscal year 1882, namely: Pensions, $16,000,000; postal service, 33,266,659. 


naval service, 425,000; Indian service, $1,036,000 ; public printing, $865,000 ; Tenth 
Census, $620,000. Except the sum for the postal service, these items may be 


called additional rather than “‘ deficiency appropriations.”’ 


i This difference includes $1,660,000 for public buildings under special acts, ant 


$1,535,279 for water supply for Washington city 


ian 


\ riverand harbor bill appropriating 38,047,000 passed the House March 1, but 





; 
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cussion on the proposed transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War De- | 
partment. There was a very thorough discussion at that time. I 
happened to take some partin it. Someof the best men of this House 
on both sides, and notably Professor Seelye, took the ground that it 
would be wise to keep the Indian Bureau where it was, under civil in- 
fluence, and not allow the Army to control it. I believe, sir, we were 
wise at that time in turning the Indian Bureau over to the War Depart- | 
ment, for there was not then the same class of officers in the Army and 
there was a disorganization on our border which the Army tended more 
or less to reduce to further chaos. 

But this amendment now offered by the intelligent gentleman from | 

Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON] does not propose to transfer the Indian 
Bureau to the War Department. It simply says, ‘‘Let us try an ex- | 
periment in one locality, with five good soldiers, not below the rank of 
captain, to be inspectors.’ Inspectors of what? Inspectors of the 
supplies to be furnished to the Indians ; inspectors of the agents who 
are appointed, sometimes very recklessly, and who after one or two 
years’ service are found to be not the best or wisest choice. 
* Why should not these supplies furnished the Indians be inspected ? | 
Perhaps the worst thing that has happened to the Indian service has | 
heen the corruption attending the suppiies furnished the Indians. In | 
fact, many of the wars on our borders came from the manner in which | 
contractors have fulfilled their contacts to furnish supplies to the In- | 
dians, and they have been called ‘‘contractors’ wars.’’ 

Why is it, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON] well put 
it a moment ago—I mean the distinguished gentleman who is not giv- 


ing me any attention as I speak [laughter]—why is it that the gentle- | 


man is making an outcry for information, and wants to know why it is 
that our Indian affairs are costing us so much more than they used to 
cost, running $300,000 a year, when he and I first came to Congress, 
up to seven or eight millions a year now? It is because we do not 
pursue toward the Indians the practice and conduct which character- 
izes the Canadian system. 

In 1872 I had information from Lord Dufferin himself, then gov- 
ernor-general of the Dominion, to the effect that in Canada it cost only 
32.35 per capita to care for the 87,000 Indians there, while in the 
United States, with 300,000 Indians scattered over 200,000 square miles, 
it costs $60 percapita, Why does it cost more here? Because we have 
not cared for the Indian properly. 


In Canada they make the Indian an integral part of the empire; they | 


give him citizenship; they give him land in severalty I believe; they 
pay him annuities according to their treaties, and pay him, too, in the 
right kind of money, such as an Indian can appreciate. They try to 


litt him up, not to put him under the army, but to make him police his | 


own soil, to make him his own soldier, a part of the government. There- 
fore he stands higher there than the great body of Indians do in our 
own country. 

Mr. BELFORD. I am always delighted to hear any remarks that 
are made by my most affectionate friend from the State of New York 
{Mr. Cox]. He has never been encompassed and surrounded by these 
Indian troubles, and therefore he talks most vigorously against the 
proposition pending before the committee. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I belong to Tammany. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BELFORD. ‘‘ Belong to Tammany !”’ 
fit that the Tammany tribe has been the worst we have ever had in 
the politics of this country. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. It has not cost ydéu anything. 

Mr. BELFORD. What is this proposition? Are you Democrats 
never going to learn any sense [laughter] or acquire any information 


in the very front, as Shakespeare says, ‘‘the very forefront and pres- | 
ence ’’ of a Presidential election? You cut down the naval appropria- | 


tion bill, as I said the other day, $8,000,000. You cut down the Post- 
Office appropriation bill $4,000,000. You have cut down this appro- 
priation bill over $4,000,000. I suppose that you are all going to float 
out before the county on the sweet and aromatic wave of economy. 
What are we required to do in the government of these Indians? 
Control them by the Army. We have got to subdue their outbreaks 
with the Army. The officers of the Army are honorable men in every 
respect, and we should trust them in preference to the appointment of 


Indian agents who go there for the sole purpose of speculation, ad- | 


vancement, and profit. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am on your side in that. 

Mr. BELFORD. We men who live in the West, who have encount- 
ered the ravages and the devastations and the murders and the deso- 
lations of these wild tribes, know just exactly what our requirements 
demand of us. I am therefore in favor of subduing these Indian 
tribes by the strong military force of this Government. 

What have we been doing for years but supporting a class of idle 
paupers? Yes, I say it advisedly, ‘‘idle paupers,’’ who will not work. 
I say that a man who will not work, whether he isan Indian or a white 
man, should starve. That is my theory of the Indian question. 

If we are going to appropriate every year millions of money for the 
support of an idle, vagrant, malevolent, malicious race, then let us go 
to work and take on our hands all the paupers of the United States. 
Who can tell us where a distinction should exist between the white 


I will say for his bene- | 
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pauper who can not obtain employment and the Indian who will not 
work? I would like to have some man tell me 
Mr. BRENTS. Will my friend 
Mr. BELFORD. Just wait a minute. I would like to have some 








| gentleman on the floor of this House tell me upon what basis—— [The 


chairman raised his gavel.] Keep that gavel up a minute, Mr. Chair- 
man. [Laughter.] I would like to have some gentleman tell me upon 
what basis the distinction rests. We vote millions to support Indian 
paupers, and would not vote a dollar to support a white man. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, let itdrop. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KASSON. I should like to teli my friend from Colorado [ Mr. 
BELFORD] one distinction between an Indian pauper and a white one. 
As everybody knows, we have taken the lands of the Indians and given 
them to the whites to prevent the whites from becoming paupers. So 
long as the Indian civilization, which was as distinct and peculiar as 
ours, continued the Indians supported themselves. They not only 
asked no help from the white man but they asked the white man to 


| keep away from them. My own State, fair and beautiful, supporting 


nearly two millions of people, furnished ample support for the old Sac 
and Fox tribes that inhabited it and controlled nearly the whole of it. 
But we forced them away to take up their abode where their mode ot 
livelihood could not be by hunting. 

But I can not go into that question; there is no time. I only wish to 
say that a moral obligation rests upon the United States to change by 
proper and humane methods the system by which the Indians formerly 
lived, a system of which we deprived them, into the system of the 
white man which we are urging upon them. 


i 

! 

| Now, coming to this distinct proposition, my objection to it does not 
‘ , 


| rest upon the question whether it might or might not be advantageous 
to introduce military control into the government of the Indian tribes 
| A measure which I introduced in a former Congress, the Thirty-ninth, 
and which, having been earnestly advocated by me, passed this House, 
if [remember correctly, bya majority of four votes, but was defeated in 
| the Senate, was perhaps the first proposition made here to transter the 
Indian Bureau to the control of the War Department. 
Hence I have no prejudices upon this subject. In my opposition to 
| this particular amendment I speak to gentlemen on both sides of the 
| House from another point of view. When-+this House voted in favor of 
changing the relation of the Indian Bureau from the Interior Depart 
| ment to the War Department that was believed to be the only mode of 
| curing the evils of administration which then prevailed. Those evils 


have ceased to exist. Noone is complaining now of general dishonesty 
or corruption in the administration of our Indian laws or in the pur- 
chase and distribution of supplies. Those matters are no more liable 
| to abuse than the purchase of supplies for the War Department itself. 
Therefore, in the present condition of things, we gain nothing so far as 
I can see in honesty or in safety of administration by making this pat 
tial transfer of Indian management to officers of the Army 

On the other hand, do we not losesomething? I submit to the judg- 
ment of the committee that we do. We have now as inspectors five ex- 
perienced men, whose politics are not even known to us, who have no 
relation to anything except the just and humane administration of the 
Indian laws. I do not personally know one of them; I only know that 
they are approved by all men of all parties interested in Indian civil 
zation. 

Now, I say to my friend from Montana, we can not and ought not to 
make this a question of the mere inspection of supplies, a duty which 
of course an Army officer can discharge as well as a civilian, perhaps 


| better. But these men are detailed for other and greater uses. They 
inspect the schools; they inspect the progress of the new system of In 
dian civilization. They must be men who have a heartin the work, who 


are in accord with the feeling of this House and of the country on this 
subject. What assurance have we that military officers will carry on 
this work to the same extent that civil officers do? We have none 

I think, sir, that a measure of this kind should certainly not be 
| adopted until the Committee on Indian Affairs, having proper jurisdic 
| tion of these subjects, recommends the measure. The Appropriations 
| Committee has not asked it; the Committee on Indian Affairs has not 
| asked it. Weare requested to make this change in the present system 
upon individual motion simply, without examination by the proper 
committees and without recommendation from persons directly charged 
with Indian administration. I do not think we ought to do it, and I 
hope it will not be done. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate. [ Cries of ** Vote!’ “Vote!” } 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. ELLIs] 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. ELLIS. I doso if we can have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
| tleman from Texas. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman from Louisiana 
or the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] to state all the du- 
ties of an Indian inspector. I do not know what they are, and I wish 
to find out. 








































Mr. MAGINNIS I will state them. While the Secretary of the 


Interior has the neral control of the Indian Bureau, its administra- 
tion mediately under the control of the Commissioner of Indian 
A fair [hese inspectors were provided for some years ago In an ap- 


such as we have now under discussion, there being at 
in the Indian Bureau These inspectors are not amen- 


propriation bi 


LDUSses 





ible to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They are appointed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and are his officers, their duty being to in- 
ve rate t wencies, to examine the accounts of agents, to inspect the 

wls, to make general report on the conduct of the agents and the 
: é y of administration at the different agencies They are not, as 
nas een stated, men Of very great exp ence, trained to this work. 
I nture to say that of the five Indian inspectors now in the service 
of the Government there is not one whose commission is three years 
old. Ido not think there is one whose commission is two years old. 
These officers are ch inged stas any other political offic rs are changed, 
by politic pressure; they are appointed by political patronage 

l KASSON ‘Oo, 8 

Mr. ADAMS, of I s. What I wanted was simply an enumer! 
+ of thy dt eS 

NI MAGINNIS If the argument in regard to training and experi 
en rth anyt i it isall in favor of the amendment, because thes« 
An ers are 1ined to perform the very class of duties now de- 
vo r thes spectors As to the ob ction that we propose to 
pu ‘ du won these Army officers, that will not stand \lready 
Ay e being detailed to inspect the supplies and annuities 
ai ese agencies to these Indians. They are detailed as these 
o dl be There is not a single distribution made at any of 
t e ag ‘ iny of these Indian tribes which has not been in 
spected a ed to by an Army officer under the control and dire 
tion ( missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the In 
tel t tis proposed in this cast Instead of an invasion it is to 
perfect system 

NI ELLIS ] ve iat e commuitt rise for the purpose of¢ Os 
ing ce ‘ 

Mr. COX, of New York i desire to make a correction 

\ ELLIS How long 

Mr. COX. of New ¥ One minute I suppose I can do it in my 
‘ 

Mr. ELLIS No: but I will withdraw the motion to ris¢ il vield 
to the gentleman from New York for one minute 

Mr. COX, of New York Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a correc- 
tion When up awhile ago I did not state the figures of the expenses 
of t Indian service with exactness When I first came to Congress 
n 1856 it was $2,769,429.55 It ran along, being a little more ora 
little less than $2,000,000, until after the war In 1865 it ran up to 
>), 000, O00 In 1366 it was between three and four millions; in 1871 
it Tose $7,426,997; in 1872 it was $7,061,728: in 1873, $6,692,000 
and 1874, $8,384,656. In 1876 it was 35,996,000. Mark the time 


from eight to five millions. It was when the matte 


by the time the Demo 


powel this « xpense Was lessened, to the great discust of 


opped 
} i 


i 


was administered party of economy Every 


racy came into 


my friend from Iowa [ Mr. KAsson | 

The CHAIRMAN rhe gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. KASSON. 1 think I should reply for one minute after that 

M ELLIS I will vield for one minute 

Mr. KASSON rhe gentleman will observe it arises from the proc 
ess by which the Indians were reduced from wild barbarism to civiliza- 
tion (nd under it we had no Seminole war, costing from $20,000,000 
to 530,000,000 in money It was expended lor processes ol civiliza- 


inder treaty stipulations 
had Modoc. 


tion ind 
COX. of New York You 
. 1 4} 


M1 
dozen other Indian wars besides, and they 


Cheyenne, and a half- 
were nearly all contractors’ 
wars 


Mr. KASSON 
Mr. ELI 


\ + 
Vota i 


IS I move that the committee rise for the purpose of clos- 


ing vate on this paragraph 
Che motion was agreed to 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


1 
| 


RN reported 


~ 


WELLB 


on the state of the Union had had und 


that the Committee of the Whole House 
r consideration the bill (H. R. 
6092) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 

Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


ol the 


purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon 
Mr. ELLIS. I move that debate on the pending paragraph of the 
Indian appropriation billand all amendments thereto be closed in thirty 


second 


Mr. 


\DAMS, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will give enough 
time to answer the reasonable questions I asked a few minutes ago. I 
have listened to every 
formation, and I have not got it yet 

Mr. ELLIS I will make it five minutes and give it all to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois 


The motion was agreed to 


speaker, following every word, simply for in- 
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Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union 
The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee resumes the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill, and by order of the House all debate on the 
pending paragraph is limited to five minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will yield it all to the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will employ the time yielded to me by 
the gentleman from Louisiana by repeating the request which I have 
alre ady made, for information as to the duties of these Indian inspectors 
under existing law, and I shall yield the floor to any gentleman who 
will be kind enough to enumerate their duties. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
the gentleman will find on an examination of the statutes, this board 
of inspection is constituted for the purpose of traveling about among the 

ifferent Indian agencies and making a general inspection of the Indian 
service. They inspect the accounts ofthe Indian agents, the schools, the 
proy isions or other articles furnished by contractors and sent there, such 
as beef cattle, flour, &c., and make reports of their examination to the 
Interior Department. That, I believe, includes the general substance 
ot their duties. 

Mr. KEIFER 
general] 

Mi 
dition 

Mr. PERKINS. And there are but five of these age 
this service for the entire Government? 

Mr. ELLIS. That is all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will yield the floor for that purpos 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Suppose these tive Army officers that you propose 
to assign to this duty shall be called into activ 
forms the duty of inspection ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I suppose the 
places re filled 

Mr. REAGAN. The four hundred supernumerary Army 
could certainly furnish enough for that service 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If there is any gentleman who thinks the 
statement as to the duties of these Indian inspectors is incomplete, | 
vlad to \ ield the floor to him to answer further the question J 


on 


I have not the statutes before me, but in general, as 


And to inguire about the condition of the 
Lily 


ELLIS. Yes, sir; everything pertaining to them and their con- 


t 
its 


+} y ¥ 
nen per 


. service, who ] 


duty will be left unperformed until their 


a 
] omicers 


7h 
shall tx 


hay asked 


Mr. ELLIS 


The gentleman from Illinois will find that the state 


ment I have given covers about the substance of the statute defining 
their duties 


Mr. GEORGE. I would like to add that the inspectors of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior occupy about the same relations with him in regard 


to the Indi 


an agencies and their affairs as the post-office inspectors do 
in regard to the postal matters and the general business of the postal 
to the Postmaster-General 
Mr. PERKINS. And they had 
post-office s and other 
\rmy officers as these Indian agencies? 

Mr. GEORGE. Just as well develve that duty upon Army officers 
as this : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is a matter of argument, and I only 
ask forinformation. I will not detain the committee any longer 

The CHAIRMAN. The agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 54 

Mr. KEIFER. Tellers. : 

The CHAIRMAN. are in favor of taking this vote by 


tellers—— 


Mr. KEIFER. No quorum has voted 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is made too late. 

Mr. KEIFER. But tellers are always ordered when there is no 
quorum 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


SPTV 1ce 
just as well assign the duty of in- 
connected therewith to 


specting the business 


question is on 


As many as 


When that point is made. 

Mr. KEIFER. The result of the vote had not been announced 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order teliers. 

Mr. KEIFER and Mr. THROCKMORTON were appointed tellers 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 91, 
noes 67. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. KASSON. I would suggest to the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether there ought not to be added to the amendment just adopted 
the words: 


} 


Or when required for other service under the direction of the Secretary of 


| War 


In other words, the amendment as it stands requires him to make 
this change at the request of the Secretary of the Interior. But in 
case the Secretary of War wants one of these officers for general serv- 
ice it leaves it open to doubt as to whether some provision should not 

| be made to meet that case. 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. The regulations would cover that. 

Mr. KASSON. It provides that he shall have the right to change at 
the request of the Secretary of the Interior; but, as I say, the question 
is open to doubt 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I think that under the general regulations of t 
Army he would have the right to change him anyway. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not object; but I think it is provided for already 
in the general regulations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk.read as follows: 





he 


For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, including inci- 
dental expenses of inspectian and investigation, $5,000 

Mr. ELLIS. I now offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
by instruction of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out of lines 145 and 126 the words ‘** Indian inspectors,’ and in lieu 


thereof insert the words * Ariny officers detailed as Indian inspectors 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Let me inquire whether when these Army officers 


are simply detailed, as they will be here, they will not be on detached | 


service, and of course receive mileage also ander the appropriation made 
for the military service? 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Not in this case. 
Mr. HOLMAN. = It seems to me that they would. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Ithink the usual practice is to pay their expenses 


when underthe service of the Interior Department. We have now de- 
tailed officers performing the service of making inspections, and their 
expenses are paid. 

Mr. ELLIS. The expense is incurred in the Indian service, and the 
Indian appropriation bill ought to cover the amount necessary to 
meet it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It should be prov ided for, of course, unless it is paid 
elsewhere. But if the same provision is made in the Army bill they 
may be paid twice. 

Mr. ELLIS. It ought to be 

Mr. CANNON. I desire 
which I send to the desk 

Che Clerk read as follows 


in this bill. 


to offer an amendment to the amendment, 


Add the following proviso 
Provided, No payment shall be made t h 
penses in this service except as provided in this | 


Army officers for travel r eX- 


Mr. ELLIS. Taccept that amendment 
Che amendment as modified was agreed to 
Che Clerk read as tollows 
Pay of one Indian sehoo! supe rintendent, $3,000 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
Che Clerk read as follows 
Amend by striking out in lines 128 and 129 the words “ thie iousand d 
lars’? and inserting the following 
lwo thousand nine hundredand fifty dollars: Provided, That it shall be the 








uty of the Secretary of the Interior to organize within the Indian Bureaua 
livision of Indian education, of which said super ndent of Indian schools 
all be chief; and the Secretary of the Interior shall assign to said div 
Indian education a sufficient clerical force for the transaction of its busin 





It shall be the duty of said superintendent of India 
inaugurate such additional Indian schools as may be provided for f 
time; to prepare plans for and superintend the tion of new scl 
or the remodeling of old ones 


n schools to locate and 


om tim 





ere 01 build rs 








to select and employ suitable te said 
schools; toarrange and establish courses of st y torthe different schools, and to 
modify or change such courses from time to time as may be needful; toattend to 


and conduct the necessary pure hases of books maps, apparatus, and school sup- 








plies for such schools, and, so far as practicable, to visit and inspect all Ind 
schools, and to make such suggestions to those in charge as will, in his « . 
Increase their usefulness and efliciency i to make an annual rej » the 
Secretary of the Interior covering the transactions of his division during 


year, and the st 


atistics relative to Indian educatior 


Mr. ELLIS. I make the point of or that amendment that it 
changes existing law, that it is new legislation, that it most 
tionably increases expenditure, and that it is not 
to a matter of department administration, 
entirely to another bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 


ler on 


unqgues 
vermane, as it relates 


and if enacted at all 


I hope the gentleman from Louisiana will with- 


draw his objection for a moment, that I may speak to the amendnient 
1 have offered. 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the poi nt of order 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I have not aa a a nt 


strictly of my own motion, but for the following re 
to he design: ated as one of a ot 
the Congregational churches of the 

to present to Congress the subject ot 
tee has formulated, in substance, the 
Whether or no it is amenable to the } 


ason I had the honor 
tive by the national council of 
nited States at their last meeting 
Indianeducation. That 
amendment which | 


point of order raised by the 


commit- 
now over 


honor- 


able gentleman from Louisiana it is not necessary to discuss for the time 
being. 
The purpose of the amendment is simp ily to define the duties of th 


present officer knowl as the superintendent of Indian schools, and to 
further organize the de partment of Indi: in education by the establis! 


ment of a “division ot Indian education’’ within the Indian Bureau 





ject of 


| question still before us. 


| have been nations to make treaties with until we 
| great domain; 
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| Whether or no it would increase expenses I think does not appear on 
| the face of the amendment. 


It reduces the salary of the superintendent 
by $50, and therefore it does upon the face of it reduce expenditures. 
And it does not call for the appointment of any additional clerks in the 
department, but simply provides for their assignment. 

I will not speak further on the question of order. But I desire to 
call the attention of the House very briefly to a few points on this sub- 
Indian education. This subject, Mr. Chairman, one of the 
great humanitarian problems of the day, and is well deserving the ear- 
nest attention of Congress. The race questions are among the 
questions which have perplexed and troubled the American people. 
Ever since the formation of our Government we have had the negro 
question before us. After that was substantially settled were 
troubled by the Mongolian or Chinese question. That has been put 
in shape and laid away on the shelf. And now we have the Indian 
And I may say the Indian is like the poor 
we have him always with us. From the time our fathers set foot on 
this continent this has been one of the troublesome questions we have 
had to deal with. 

There have been several different ways tried of dealing with this ques- 
tion. We have at one time treated the Indian tribes as independent na- 
tions, with whom we could make treaties as with foreign powers.. They 
have obtained their 
but we have not recognized them as nations for the pur 
pose of maintaining and observing treaties on our part after we had 
gained possession of their lands. 


is 


rreat 


we 


Again, we have treated them as wild beasts without the rights of hu- 
manity, to be hunted with bloodhounds as they were in the Florida 
wars, and not entitled to the usages of civilized wartare 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan bas 

| expired. 

Mr. LONG was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I thank the gentleman from Massachusetts for 


his courtesy 

We have begun, Mr. Chairman, within the more recent period of our 
history to treat the Indians as human beings, rational 1ortal, 
who may be civilized, educated, and Christianized. This |: is the 
one plan that promises the ultimate solution of the Indian problem 

I believe that the friends of Indian education have themselves been 
surprised at the success of the new method and the readiness w 
the Indian children take to’education. 

The old idea that ‘the only good Indians are dead Indians ”’ 
given the lie at Carlisle, at Hampton, at Forest Grove, 


and imn 


1 


h which 


has been 


Lincoln School, at 





among the Dakota schools, and, in fact, wherever the educational plan 

has been faithfully tried 

Th is que stion of how to treat the Indian problem must be met. The 
old lea that the Indians are ‘* dying out’ is not a true one \t the pres 
ent time they are increasing, and they will hereafter increase more rap- 
idly They are soon to become factors in our States and lo« communi- 
ties It is only a question of a few vears when they are to become 
citizens, and it is for us to prepare them for the rights and duties of 

‘itize nuship. The first thing is toeducate the children. Little can be 
done for the older Indians but to keep them as peaceable and contented 
a r their changed relations as practic ible 

But our hope is in the young. The first thing for us to do is tocarry 
ut our treaty stipulations with these Indian tribes. In the last report 
ot the superintendent of Indian schools, upon page 7, I find the follow 
ing, which I will read 

Additional day-schools are also required at several of the age I " 

} with this matter, I present a table showing our treaty obligat sto sev 
eral of the tribes named above, and others not icluded thea ‘ st, by 
which it will be seen what our failures have been Due consideratic s also 
given to what has been done for each tribe named. It will be seen by1 rence 
to this table that the amount which would have been required to fu these 
treaty obligations up to and ling the present tiscal year would have been 
<3. 759. 400 

Under our treaties with these several tribes we are bound to main 
tain one school for every thirty children of school age in the tribe, and 
one school-house and one teache1 There is due to these tribes, under 
these treaty stipulations, for this purpose, the sum of $5,759,400, as 
tollows 

Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Ind 4, 200 
Ba ck Indians 14.200 
Chevenne and \rapah Indians 100 
Crow Indians 200) 
Navajo Indians 42,100 
Northern Cheyenne ind Arapaho lh ins ;, 800 
Shoshone Indians 141,700 
Sioux Indians ; 1,491, 600 

Ute Indians ongeeran 292, 500 

Total 3, 799, 400 

At the date of the last report of the superintendent there are seventy 
five schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, at a total 
cost of $339,968.17 for the last fiscal year I call attention here to ar 
itemized table giving financial statistics of Indian boarding-schools for 

the year ending June 30, 1833 

The table is as follows 
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Warm Springs 
White Earth 





Winnebago & Omaha 


Fort Peck 
Sisseton 
Navajo 
Standing Rock 


Cheyenne and 
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Cheyenne River 
Santee 

Do 

Tk 

Do 
Yankton 
Colville 


Do 
Do 
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Pueblo 
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Washingt'n 
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Nebraska 


Washingt’n 


Nebraska 


Washingt'n 
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Indust 


Crow Creek boarding 
Fort Hall boarding 
Industrial boarding 
lowa industrial boarding 
Menomonee industrial 





trial boarding 


Wichita industrial boarding 
Klamath industrial 
Yainax industrial boarding 
Lower Brulé boarding 
Industrial boarding 


Nevada boarding 


Kamiah boarding and indus- 


trial 
Lapwai boarding 


Chehalis industrial boarding 
Puyallup industrial boarding 


Kaw boarding 
Osage boarding 


Otoe industrial boarding 
Industrial boarding 


Pima boarding 


Ponca boarding... 

Pottawatomie boarding. 

Kix kapoo boarding 

Quapaw industrial boarding 
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dotte industrial boarding. 

Quinaielt boarding 

Industrial and boarding 

Absentee Shawnee 


bor boarding 
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boarding. 


Industrial boarding 


Siletz boarding, 


Wind River boarding 
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Ascension industrial 
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Indian girl's boarding 
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Industrial and boarding 
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Red Lake boarding 
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Industrial boarding 
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Industrial boarding 
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Good Will Mission boarding 


Navajo boarding 


Agricultural industrial board- 
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Mission and boarding 
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Normal training and boarding 
St. Mary’s boarding 
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Boys’ boarding .. 
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Male boarding 


Female boarding 


Boys’ boarding 
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Pueblo industrial boarding 
Female industrial boarding 
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trial boarding. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. The first thing we have to do for these Indians 
is to fulfill our treaty stipulations with them; to do simply what we 
have agreed to do; to put at their disposal for educational purposes 
this fund which we owe them, as honestly owe them as one man can 
owe another any honest debt. 

The second thing we have to do is to require of them to hold their 
lands in severalty. The very foundation of civil order is the ownership 
of property and the responsibility for its use. It gives, first, local at- 
tachment and individuality; second, it inculcates respect for the rights 
of others; third, it creates a regard for law and order and a dependence 
upon orderly government. It inspires the spirit of patriotism and at- 
tachment to the Government which protects them and their property. 

In the third place, we must give them civil rights under civilized law, 
and political rights as rapidly as their tribal relations are dissolved. 
Until these people are made amenable to the laws of the Commonwealth 
within which they reside they will progress but slowly and under great 
disadvantages. They must be incorporated into the great body of law- 
acknowledging and law-abiding citizens, and then they will quickly 
assimilate in manners, in progress, in religion, and to those around them, 
and, swept along in the great current of civilizing influence, they will 
mingle in the common mass, and the ** Indian problem ’’ will be finally 
solved. Butto this end we must provide the adequate means, and the 
first and most important of these is to keep all our treaty stipulations 
in the matter of education. 

I am thankful for the noble words spoken yesterday by the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill [Mr. ELLIS], and I trust they may be potent 
in this Chamber to induce a treatment of this subject worthy of the 
great Republic of the nineteenth century, which ought to Keep its treaties 
with the weakest more scrupulously than with the strongest power. 

Mr. ELLIS. I renew the point of order against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is raised upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [| Mr. CUrcHEON} that it 
changes existing law and does not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. ELLIS. And is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has nodifficulty in deciding the point 
of order. It is true that the amendment does propose to reduce the sal- 
ary of the superintendent by the amount of 350. But associated with 
that proposition to reduce the salary of the superintendent is also a prop- 
osition having no natural connection with it whatever, requiring the 
Secretary of the Interior to organize in the Indian Bureau a separate 
division of education, and to assign a clerical force to that division, «ce. 
The Chair sustains the point of order against the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and incidental 
expenses of Indian agents and of their offices, and traveling and incidental ex- 
penses of agents, and for pay of employés not otherwise provided for, and for 
pay of the four special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, S0,000, 

Mr. ELLIS. By instructions of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I move to amend the paragraph just read by inserting between the 
words ‘‘of’’ and ‘‘agents’’ the word ‘‘special;’’ so that it will read 
‘traveling and incidental expenses of special agents.’? That is ren- 
dered necessary in order to designate which class of agents are here 
provided for. There are two kinds, special agents and ordinary agents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. By instructions of the committee, I move to further 
amend the paragraph just read by adding the proviso which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That special agents shall be allowed $3 per diem for traveling and 
incidental expenses while traveling a1 d actually on duty in the field, exclusive 
of cost of transportation and sleeping-car fare. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is also rendered necessary in order to fix the com- 
pensation which these special agents shall receive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following, under the head of ‘‘ Fulfilling treaties 
with Indian tribes—Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches:”’ 

For pay of physician and teachers, $2,500; in all, $4,700. 


Mr. ELLIS. By instructions of the Committee on Appropriations, | 
move to amend the paragraph just read by inserting between the words 
‘‘and”’ and ‘‘teachers’’ the word ‘‘two;’’ so that it will read “for 
pay of physician and two teachers.’’ That is to render certain the 
number of teachers and the compensation they shall receive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
last read that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas by the agreement now existing between the United States and the 
confederaied bands of the Ute Indians of Colorado, as set forth in the act of 
Congress entitled ** An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation 
in said State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations 


a carrying out the same,” approved June 15, A. D. 1880, it is, among other 
things, provided that ‘‘the Southern Utes agree to remove to and settle upon 


the unoccupied agricultural lands on the La Plata River in Colorado; and if | 


there should not be a sufficiency of such lands on the La Plata River and in its 


Vicinity in Colorado, then upon such other unoccupied agricultural lands as | 


my be found on the La Plata River or in its vicinity in New Mexico ; and 
hereas it now appears that it is impracticable to carry out the intent of said 
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agreement as to the location of the lands thereby intended to be allotted to the 
members of said Southern Band of Ute Indians, for the reason that no sutticient 
quantity of such lands as are contemplated in and by said agreement exists in 
the several localities and vicinity thereof designated in said agreement and act 
out of which the allotments therein provided for can be made: Therefore 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

America in Congress assembled, That instead of lands on the said La Plata River 
and vicinity in Colorado and New Mexico, as provided in and by said agre¢ 


ment, lands be allotted to the said Southern Utes in that part of the Territory of 
Utah known as the Uintah reservation, or in the vicinity thereof, the same in 
all cases to be surveyed, selected, and allotted in manner and form in all respects 
the same, except as is hereinafter provided, in severalty, tosuch and every mem 
ber of said Southern Band of Utesentitled to receive lands under the provisions 
of said agreement as therein is provided touching the lands therein mentioned 

Sec. 2. That a commissioner shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall proceed to carry out the pro- 
visions of the condition secondly set forth in the first section of said act, in all 
respects as therein provided, as though this act had not been passed, save that 
in making apportionment of the moneys appropriated by Congress for the } 
poses In said second condition expressed one-third thereof shall b« ipportioned 
to the Southern Utes who shall settle on lands in said Uintah reservation, o1 
the vicinity thereof; and they shall perform all other duties imposed upon them 
by the several sections of said act in all respects as therein provided, except that 
they shall file copies of the report in the second section of said act required 
the General Land Office and in the offices of the surve vors-general of Colorad 
and Utah only 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be surveyed nder 
the direction of said commissioner, lands in the said Uintah reservation. or in 
the vicinity thereof, instead of lands in the localities mentioned in said act fe 


allotment to the said Southern: Utes, sufficient in quantity to secure the: settle- 
ment in severalty on said reservation of all of said band; and said commission 


ers shall make allotment to each and every of said Southern Band, out of t 


lands so surveyed, of one-half the quantity of agricultural lands and of tri; 
the quantity of grazing lands as in said act provided; and the President of the 
United States shall cause patents to be issued to each and every allottee unde 
the provisions of this act for the lands allotted them severally, with the sar 
conditions, restrictions, and limitations contained therein as are provided j1 


said agreement touching the lands therein provided to be allotted to said Indian 

and the Southern Utes receiving allotments of lands severally under the pro 
visions of this act in said Uintah reservation, or in the vicinity thereof, shall 
be deemed and held to have received and accepted the same in lieu of the nd 
he would have been entitled to receive under the provisions of said agree 


ment ifthe provisions thereof hereby modified had remained unchanged 


he ors 


Sec. 4. That of the proceeds of the sale of the lands released and conveyed t 
the United States by the confederated bands of the Ute Indians, to be applied 
in payment for the lands (at $1.25 per acre) which may be ceded to the said I 
dians by the United States outside of their reservation, as provided in the third 
section of said act of June 15, 188), so much thereof as shall be required (in the 
proper execution of the said provision) to pay for the lands ceded and to be 
lotted to the White River Utes within the Uintah reservation under the terms 
of the existing agreement, and also for the lands that shall be ceded and allott« 
to the said Southern Band within the said reservation under the provisions of 
this act, shall be deposited in the Treasury ofthe United States tothe credit of 


the Uintah Band of Ute Indi&ns residing upon said Uintah reservation, and draw 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, which interest shall be paid to the 
said Uintah Band, or members thereof, or used for their benefit, as the Preside 
may direct, annually forever 

Sec. 5. That before any of the provisions of this act shall be executed, the full 


and free consent of said Southern 





ind of Ute Indians shall be obtained to th 
exchange of lands on the La Plata River and vicinity (in Colorado and New 
Mexico) for lands within the Uintah reservation, or in the vicinity thereof (in 
Utah), as provided in effect. in the first section of this act, and also to the pro 
vision in the third section changing by decreasing the quantity of agricultural 
lands and by Increasing the quantity of grazing lands to be allotted to each 


and every of said Southern Band, which consent shall be expressed in writing 








and signed by not less than three-fourths of the adult male Indians of sai 
Southern Band, and shall bear the certificate of the agency interpreter, if there 
be one in the employ of the Southern Ute agency at the time of obtaining said 
consent ; and if not, then of such other interpreter or interpreters as may be en 
ployed by the commissioner charged with the duty of procuring the said cor 
sent as hereinafter provided Phe said consent in writing shall also bear t]} 
certificate of the agent in charge of said agency at the time, and of the cor 
sioner aforesaid The certificate of the interpreter or interpreters sh: st rth 
and exhibit the fact that all of the provisions of this act requiring the consent 
of said Indians were read and explained by him or them (as the case may ! 
and were thoroughly understood by the said Indians before signing said « 


sent, and also the date and place when and where said consent was signed 
The certificate of the agent and commissioner aforesaid shall set forth and ex 
hibit the fact that they witnessed each and every signature thereto, and tl 
the provisions of this act requiring the consent of the Indians were carefully 
} read to and fully understood by the said Indians before the signing of said co: 

sent by them, the said Indians: the date and place when and where said cor 
sent was signed; and that the signatures thereto represent not less than three 
fourths of the adult male members of said tribe of Southern Utes. Whereupx 
said consent shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and the provisions 
of this act shall be held and deemed to be in effect 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have power to make all! net 
ful rules and regulations to carry into effect the provisions of this act 

Sec. 7. That all provisions of said agreeinent, and said act accepting and rat 
fying the same, which are inconsistent with the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed and held hereby wholly and forever set aside and of no effect 


Mr. ELLIS. Whatisthat? Is not that a Senate bill pending on 
the Speaker’s table ? 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like my friend to reserve his point of 
order. 

Mr. ELLIS. I make a point of order upon this amendment under 
the fourth clause of Rule XXJI. This is a bill pending before the 
House. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like my friend to reserve his point of 
order until I can explain the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 

Mr. BELFORD. This does not change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the point of order. The point is 
that this is a bill pending in the House. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, we are dealing with Indians; we have in 
this bill provisions for the Kiowas, the Comanches, and other tribes; 
| but when I want to deal with the Utes, the gentleman from Louisiana 
| refuses to allow me even to present the case to this House 







































































If the gentleman wants to make a speech I will with- 
i the point of order for a moment. 

BELFORD. Ifthe amendment is ruled out, I move to amend 
by striking out the last word of the pending paragraph. Mr. Chair- 
man, of course | took up that Senate bill not as a Senate bill but as an 
imendment which I desired to offer to this bill. Ihad not time to copy 
t 1amendment. Ihave always been friendly with my friend from 
Louisiana, and I thought he would not make a point of order on this 
proposition simply because I had not time to copy it. Of course itisa 
Senate bill; but you know very well and I know very well that we 
have not gone to the Speaker’s table once during this session of Con- 
TESS We have never taken up any Calendar except on private-bill 
diay. We have been restrained and restricted by the infernal rules of 
this House, which my friend from Louisiana has helped to perpetuate. 

What is this bill? It does not change existing law. In 1880, when 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was Speaker of this 
House, we passed here a bill authorizing the transfer of the Ute Indi- 
ans to Utah, taking them away from the White River agency. It was 
further provided in the bill that the Southern Utes should be trans- 
ferred to the La Plata River and located there, provided land could be 
found for the purpose The Government sent out a commission, which | 
reported to the Secretary of the Interior that adequate and suitable 
land could not be found on that river for the support of those Indians. 
What is this amendment but an attempt to locate them with the White 
River Utes, who were sent over to the Uintah agency and given a mag- 
nificent tract of land provided they would consent to the transfer? 
Yet the gentleman from Louisiana, living a thousand miles from my 

rises up in his majesty and wrath and makes a point of order. 
Instead of doing these Indians good, he is absolutely doing them in- 
jury; because the region of country to which I propose to send them is 
better than that they now occupy 

Here the hammer fell 















































































































The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his pro forma 
imendment ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, sir; I give it up. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will say to my friend from Colorado that I made the 
point of order not in any spirit of unfriendliness to him, but in a spirit 
friendliness to the country. 
rhe Clerk read as follows 


For interest on $390,257.92, at 5 per cent. per annum, for education, support of 
he government, and other beneficial purposes, under the direction of the gen- 


ral council of the Choctaws, in conformity with the provisions contained in the 
nth and thirteenth articles of treaty of January 20, 1825, and treaty of June 22, 
1855. $19.512.89: in all. $30.082.89 


Mr. BRENTS. I move to amend by adding to the paragraph just 
read the provision which I send to the desk. 


Che Clerk read as follows 

Columbias and Co es.—For the purpose of carrying into effect the agreement 
entered into at the city of Washington on the 7th day of July, 1883, between the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and Chief 
Moses and other Indians of the Columbia and Colville reservations in Wash- 


gton Territory, which agreement is hereby accepted, ratified, and confirmed, 
iding all « xpenses incident thereto $85,000, or so much thereof as may be 
required therefor, to be immediately available: Provided, That Sarsarpkin and 
the Indians now residing on said Columbia reservation shall elect within one 





year from the passage of this act whether they will remain upon said reserva- 

non the terms therein stipulated or remove to the Colville reservation: And 
p led further, That in case said Indiansshall elect to remain on said Columbia 
reservation, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the quantity of land therein 
stipulated to be allowed them to be selected in as compact form as possible, the 
same when so selected to be held for the exclusive use and occupation of said 
Ii ins,and the remainder of said reservation to be thereupon restored to the 
public domain 


Mr. ELLIS. I reserve a point of order on that amendment 

Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Indian Affairs, hav- 
ing had under consideration the message of the President of the United 
States recommending this appropriation for carrying out this treaty, re- 
ported on the day before yesterday in favor of this proposition with a 
single exeption; thatis, thatthe amount be immediately available. It 
is a matter ofthe utmost urgency and importance that immediate action 
should be taken to carry out this treaty. 

Some seven years ago we had what was called the Nez Percé Indian 
outbreak, extending through Northern Idaho, Eastern Washington, 
and into Montana. The next year we had the Bannock outbreak, ex- 
tending nearly through Idaho, Eastern Oregon, and Eastern Washing- 
ton. At that time Moses and his band were ready to join the hostile 
Bannocks, but were prevented by the patrolling of the Columbia River 
of his band committed depredations upon the whites, and a family by 
the name of Perkins and some others were murdered. The next year 
an indictment was found against Moses for complicity and participation 
in those murders. He resisted arrest, but after a battle was captured 
and put into the Yakima jail. Being sent for by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, he came to Washington. He was allowed, in an agreement made 
here, nearly three million acres of public land, set apart as a reserva- 
tion by executive order. It included a part of lands which had been 
for years and was still occupied by miners, and of course they had to 
suspend their mining operations. Their machinery, costing large out- 
lays, was going to decay, and they importuned the present Secretary 
of the Interior to open up a part of this reservation. This was done 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


some time last spring. 
Indians. The Secretary of the Interior sent for Moses, Sarsarpkin, and 
other principal chiefs. They came on here, and in July last entered 
into this agreement, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 





and the destruction of the ferry-boats, skiffs, and canoes. But many | 
I 
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Of course it produced trouble again with these 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In the conference with Chief Moses and Sarsarpkin, of the Columbia reser- 


vation, and Tonasket and Lot, of the Colville reservation, had this day, the fol- 
lowing was substantially what was asked for by the Indians 


Tonasket asked for a saw and grist mill, a boarding-school to be established 


at Buonaparte Creek to accommodate one hundred pupils, and a physician to 
reside with them, and $100 to himself each year 


Sarsarpkin asked to be allowed to remain on the Columbia reservation with 
I 


his people, where they now live, and to be protected in their rights as settlers, 
and, in addition to the ground they now have under cultivation within the limit 
of the fifteen-mile strip cut off from the northern portion of the Columbia reser- 
vation, to be allowed to select enough more unoccupied land in severalty to 
make a total to Sarsarpkin of four square miles, being 2,560 acres of land, and 
~ach head of a family or male adult one square mile, or to move onto the Col 
ville reservation, if they so desire; and in case they so remove and relinquish 
all their claims on the Columbia reservation, he is to receive one hundred head 
of cows for himself and people and such farming implements as may be neces- 
sary 


All of which the Secretary agrees they should have,and that he will ask 


Congress to make an appropriation to enable him to perform 


The Secretary also agrees to ask Congress to make an appropriation to en- 


able him to purchase for Chief Moses asufficient number of cows to furnish each 
one of his band withtwo cows; alsotogive Moses $1,000 for the purpose of erect- 
ing a dweliing-house for himself; also to erect abuilding and maintain a school 
therein; also to construct a saw-mill and grist-mill as soon as thesame shall be 
required for use; also that each head of a family or male adult person shall be 
furnished with one wagon, one double set of harness, one grain-cradle, one plow, 
one harrow, one scythe, one hoe, and such other agricultural implements as may 
be necessary. 


And on condition that Chief Moses and his people keep this agreement faith- 


fully, he is to be paid in cash, in addition to all of the above, $1,000 per annum 
during his life. 


All this on condition that Chief Moses shall remove to the Colville reserva- 


tion and relinquish all claim upon the Government for any land situate else- 
where 


Further, that the Government will secure to Chief Moses and his people, as 


well as to all other Indians who may go onto the Colville reservation and en- 
gage in farming, equal rights and protection alike with all other Indians now 
on the Colville reservation, and will afford him any assistance necessary to en- 
able him to carry out the terms of this agreement on the part of himself and his 
people. That until he and his people are located permanently on the Colville 
reservation his status shall remain as now, and the police over his people shall 
be vested in the military, and all money or other articles to be furnished him 
and his people shall be sent to some point in the locality of his people, there to 
be distributed as provided. All other Indians now living on the Columbia reser- 
| vation shall be entitled to six hundred and forty acres, or one square mile, of 
land to each head of family or male adult, in the possession and ownership of 
which they shall be guaranteed and protected. Or should they move onto the 
Colville reservation within two years they will be provided with such farming 
implements as may be required, provided they surrender all rights tothe Coluna- 
bia reservation. 


All of the foregoing is upon the condition that Congress will make an appro- 


sriation of funds necessary to accomplish the foregoing, and confirm this agree- 
I 3 g 


ment; and also with the understanding that Chief Moses, or any of the Indians 
heretofore mentioned, shall not be required to remove to the Colville reserva- 


tion until Congress does make such appropriation, &c 


Ht. M. TELLER, 
Secretary of the Interior 
H. PRICE, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
MOSES, his mark 
TONASKET, his + mark 
SARSARPKIN, his + mark 
GEORGE HEREING, his + mark, 
Interpreter for the Indians 
J. F. SHERWOOD, 
Interpreter for the Government. 
FRANK D. BALDWIN, 
Captain, Fifth Infantr: 


Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, I will also request the Clerk to read 
the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, transmitted with the 
special message of the President, in relation to the matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, November 6, 1883 

Sir: In the spring of 1879, Chief Moses, who during the preceding summer 
had been under arrest at Yakima City, Wash., for alleged complicity in the 
murder of a white family, and who had been taken in charge by Agent Wilbur, 
came to this city. 

Several conferences were held with him by Secretary Schurz, as the result of 
which Moses signed an agreement on the 18th of April, 1879, to the «effect that in 
consideration of a reservation therein described, to be set apart for the perma- 
nent use and occupation of himself and his people, and such other friendly In- 
dians as might elect to settle with his consent thereon, he thereby relinquished 
to the United States all right, title, or interest, possessory or otherwise, in and 
to any and all lands then or theretofore claimed by himself or people in Wash- 
ington Territory 

He further agreed that he and his people would immediately remove to the 
reservation described and settle upon the same, and that they would not leave 
said reservation without the consent of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

By an executive order dated April 19, 1879, a tract of country was withdrawn 
from sale and set apart as a reservation for the permanent use and occupation 
of Chief Moses and his people, and such other friendly Indians as might elect 
to settle thereon, with his consent and that of the Secretary of the Interior. The 


| boundaries were the same as those described in the agreement above mentioned, 


and are as follows, namely : 

‘**Commencing at the intersection of the forty-mile limits of the branch line of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad with the Okinakane River; thence up said river 
to the boundary line between the United States and British Columbia; thence 
west on said boundary line to the forty-fourth degree of longitude west from 
Washington; thence south on said degree of longitude to its intersection with 
the forty-mile limits of the branch line of the Northern Pacific Railroad ; and 
thence with the line of said forty-mile limits to the place of beginning.” 

It is stated in the annual report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the 
year 1879 (page XVI) that it was deemed expedient to accede to the earnest de- 
sire of Moses to have a new reservation set apart for his occupancy, because of 
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the hardship and unjust treatment to which he had been subjected and in ac- 
knowledgment of his valuable services in controlling the disaffected and in | 
eserving the peace during the excitement occasioned by the hostilities of the 
By this arrangement an expensive war was undoubtedly avoided. 
It having been the desire of Chief Moses that all that part of Washington Terri- 
tory lying between the Columbia and Okinakane Rivers on the east, and th 
forty-fourth degree of longitute west from Washington on the west, the bound- 
ary line between the United States and the British Possessions on the north, and 
soe far south as to include Lake Chelan, should be included in the reservation, 
and the line of the branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad having been so 
amended as to permit it, an executive order was issued March 6, 1880, adding | 
to the reservation that portion of the country above described which had there- 
tofore fallen within the forty-mile limits of said railroad. 
this addition are described as follows: 

“ Commencing at a point where the south boundary line of the reservation 
created for Chief Moses and his people by executive order, dated April 19, 1879, 
intersects the Okinakane River; thence down said river to its confluence with the 
Columbia River; thence across and down the east bank of said Columbia Riverto 
a point opposite the riverforming the outlet to Lake Chelan; thence across said 
Columbia Riverand along the south shore of said outlet to Lake Chelan; thence 
following the meanderings of south bank of said lake to the mouth of the Shehe- 
kin Creek; thence up and along the south bank of said creek to its source; 
thence due west to the forty-fourth degree 
thence north along said degree to the south boundary of the reservation created 
by executive order of April 19, 1879; thence along the south boundary of said 
reservation to the place of beginning.”’ 

The area of the reservation as enlarged was estimated at 2,992,240 acres. 

Soon afterthe executive order of April 19, 1879, was issued, representations 
began to be made that the northern portion of the reservation contained valu- 

able mines which had been discovered and worked previous to that date, in 
conseguence of which the Department, on October 11, 1882, directed Inspector 
Gardner to investigate the matter, and also the location and requirements of 


pr 
Bannocks. 


the Indians. 


Inspector Gardner, under date of November 29, 1882, reported that Moses was 
living upon the Colville reservation, in accordance with permission granted 
him by Department telegram of May 17, 
bered two hundred and twenty people, of whom one hundred and forty-four | 
resided upon the Columbia or Moses reservation ; 
located in the northern portion of tht reservation, the mines being considered 
very valuable both in gold and silver; that prior to the executive order of April 
19, 1879, white men had settled upon, discovered, claimed according to law, and 


worked their claims; and that it would appear that, as an act of justice, the 


that 


CONGRESSIONAL 


of longitude west from Washington ; 


that the mining district was 


prior rights of these parties should be respected and protected 


Inspector Gardner recoinmended that the entire reservation be restored to the 
public domain, Chief Moses and his people to be located on the southern por- 
tion of the Colville reservation, and as the ¢ 
him and his people in good faith, that they should be compensated for the res- 
As compensation for the relinquishment of 
there be allotted to Moses and to each 
male adult or head of a family belonging to Moses’ band three hundred and 
twenty acres of agricultural land, which should be inalienable and free from 
taxation for twenty-five years, at the expiration of which time a patent should 
issue ; that $20,000 be appropriated to be expended for their benefit, to make 
provision for their support, and in the purchase of agricultural implements 
and that the sum of $10,000 be appropriated there- 
after annually for the period of eight years, to be expended for the sole use and 


teration of this tract of country 
the reservation he recommended that 


wagons, harness, and tools; 


‘olumbia 


benefit of said Indians, as the President might direct. 


In view of this report it was decided to restore to the public domain that por 
tion of the reservation upon which the mines were located, leaving the question 
of the restoration of the remaining portion of the reservation and of compen- 
sation for future consideration 
ordingly, on the 23d of February, 1883, an executive order was issued re- 
storing to the public domain the following-deseribed tract of « ] 

‘Commencing at the intersection of the forty-fourth degree of longitude west 
from Washington with the boundary line between the United States and British 
thence due south fifteen miles; 
River; thence up said river to the boundary line betweenthe United States and 
British Columbia; thence west along said boundary line to the place of begi 


A 





Columbia; 


ning.”’ 


It is estimated that the tract restored contains 749,200 acres, leaving an 


» due east to the Okinakane 


2,243,040 acres at present included within the reservation 


In April last the commanding general of the Department of the Columbia rep- 
resented that the action of this Department in restoring the 
above described had occasioned much excitement 
whose disposition was much more hostile than friendly, 
ity to send Chief Moses, with one officer and an interpreter, to Washington, in 
order that such action might be taken as would restore peaceful relations be- 
tween all concerned, 

The Department, on the recommendation of this office, declined to grant the 
authority, but subsequently (May 1, 1383 
ment bring Moses and two or three other 
Washington, if it had the necessary funds at its disposal, 
ference regarding the pending difficulties 

Accordingly, Chief Moses and Sarsarpkin, of the Columbia reservation, and 
Tonasket and Lot, of the Colville reservation, under the charge of Capt. F. D 
Baldwin, Fifth United States Infantry, visited Washington in July last, and en- 
tered into an agreement,a memorandum of which was signed by Moses, Sar- 
sarpkin, and Tonasket, and by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, on the 7th of July last. 
This agreement, if ratified by Congress, will restore tothe public domain some 


2,243,040 acres in addition to the 749,300 acres restored by the executive order of 
1883, in case the Indians elect to remove to the Colville reservation, 
acres only will be required to allot 
agreement 
agree to relinquish their claims to this vast 
tract of country, are regarded as favorable to the Government, the amount of 
money required to carry the agreement into effect being comparatively small, 
while the proposed disposition of the funds is such as will promote the educa- 
Won and civilization of the Indians, and eventually render them self-supporting 

It is not considered desirable that this large reservation should be long held 
It is clear, however, thatthey are entitled 
to some compensation for its relinquishment, as it was given them by the offi- 
cers of the Government in whose assurances they must have had confidence 

I have therefore prepared the draught of a bill providing forthe ratification of 
the agreement andthe necessary appropriation for carrying it into effect 
the nature of the stipulation, it appears to be impossible to submit a detailed 
Ihave named a sum, $85,000, which it is be- 


February 23, 
whileif they decide to remain, some 
the quantity of land stipulated in the 


The terms upon which the Indians 


for the few Indians who live upon it 


estimate of the funds required. 
lieved will be sufficient for the purposes re« 

As the agreemeni leaves the question of the removal of certain of the Indians 
to the Colville reservation optional with them, I have inserted a section requir- 
ing them to decide within one year from the passage of the bill whether they 
will remain or move. f 


I respectfully recommend that this draught be submitted to Congress with a 
‘request for favorable action. 


recommended that the War Depart 
prominent Indians of the band to 
forthe purpose of con- 


Copy inclosed 


The boundaries of | 


his total adherents num- 


reservation Was given 


ountry 


fifteen-mile 
among the Moses Indians, 
and requested author- 
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[inclose two copies of this report, three copies of the proposed bill, and two 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 


Mr. BRENTS. 





I 


copies of the agreements of April 18, 1879,and July 7; 1883 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


H. PRICE 


I now ask the Clerk to read an extra 
| of Brigadier-General Miles, who commands the military district, in ref- 
| erence to this matter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THI 
Vancouver Barracks 
Srr: I have the honor to forward herewith th 
with inclosures, and respectfully invite attention to the higher authorities tothe 
| same, with the request that the subject be laid be 
| as practicable 
2st spring the Indians interested in what 
became much disturbed by the encroachment of white settlers and the cutting 
| down of their reservation by executive order 
| other Indians throughout Northern Washington and Idaho 
| onetime threatened toinvolvea large section of country in a serious Indian war 


f 


This disaffection 


fore Congressat 


Commission 


trom a letter 


UMBIA, 


December 3, 1883 


report of Captain Baldwin, 
as early a day 


is known asthe Moses reservation 


extended to 


rerritories, and at 


After fully investigating the difficulty, I requested authority to send the chiefs 


to Washington to explain and, if possible 
| was granted by the Secretary of War ordering them to Washin 
They were sent under charge of Captain Baldwin, and it resulted 


able escort. 


settle 


their difficulties 


rhis request 


rton with suit 


in an amicable and most judicious settlement between the honorable Secretary 


of the Interior and the Indians 


By the terms of this agreement the Indians surrenderthe valuable and ext 


sive reservation, comprising some 2,649,600 acres of territory 


recommend that the terms be faithfully complied with on the 


ernment 


It will require 


ernment 
33,000, 000 


This is a case where the Government has the opportunity and, by fair dealings 
and proper consideration for the interests of the Indians, can, fora v« 


an appropriation by Congress of 386,960.30 the 
second year $8,800, and the third year $6,300, to fulfill the oblig 
public domain 





a tract of 





except what lar 


the few families remaining take in severalty), in consideration of the Gover 

ment giving them protection on the Colville reservation and the means of mak 
| ing themselves self-supporting. This settlement is most beneficial to the Gov- 

ernment, the white settlements of the country, and to Indians, and I earnestiy 


art of the Gov 


first year, the 


ons of the Goy 
worth at leas 


ry inoderate 


consideration, locate a very large number of Indiansin severalty or by families 


and put them in a way tomake themselves self-supporting ar 
| ductive, prosperous peopl 


to promote the success of this measure 


The experience and good judgment of Captain Baldwin, judge 


Department, has been of much benefit in bringing about this sett 


id to become a pro 
I earnestly request that every means may be taker 


ulvocate of the 


ement, and I 


would respectfully request that he be ordered to Washington to fully explain t 


the authorities or to the committee 


interests involved in this settlement 
your obedient servant 


Iam 


Official copy 
To the ASSISTANT 
Divi 
Mr. BRENTS. 
that this treaty should be 
out the obligations of the Government thereunder 


very respectfully, 


A DJUTANT-GENERAI 
*residio, San F 


of Congress the importanes 


NELSON A 


frigad -Giene? 


of the var 


MILES 


mmand 


0. D. GREEN! {. A.G 


S¢ 


‘I he 


Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of most urgent necessit v 
‘atified at once and provision made for carry 


1 
time has come 


for the planting of spring crops and the beginning of the season’s work. 
They expected the implements of husbandry, teams, seed, and other ar- 
ticles specified in the agreement to have been provided and the treaty ear- 


ried into effect before now. 
threaten to go upon the war-path. 


ervation 


They are becoming distrustful, 
Settlement is pressing upon the res 
The Indians, though not very numerous, will probably 


restive, and 


hHecin 


their depredations upon the whites, and another outbreak may ensue 


While it can not be a very formidable one, 


it will doubtless cost the 


Government much more tosuppress it than the amount required to ful 


the treaty. 


Indians. 


The treaty is favorable to the Government, and fair to the 
Good faith and good policy both demand of us that we should 


keep the agreement with these Indians, as indeed we should alway 


keep our agreements 


vith all Indians, 


and all others, 


and that thi 


appropriation should be made, and made now It is urgently recom 
mended by Captain Baldwin, judge-advocate of the district, who, pei 
haps, had more to do in negotiating and bringing about the treaty thai 
any other man; the commander of the district, Brigadier-General Mile 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior, th 


President, and the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
point of order will not be insisted on, and that the amendment v 


| adopted. 


Mr. ELLIS. 
amendment of the gentleman from Washington Territory 


I earnestly hope the 


Il he 


I have no authority to accept for the committee tl 


But I wish 


to stateto the House it is one of these cases where the Government 
the United States has made a treaty with Indians and has teken hol 


of their end of it by using the lands and yet 
or paid what they agreed to pay 
fied, and I believe this amendment should prevail. I believ 


have not ratified the treaty 
L believe this treaty should be rati- 


the GOV 


ernment’s obligations to the Indians should be held sacred. If we 


expect to draw the Indian to truth an 

and honorable ourselves. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. ELLIS. 
Mr. BRENTS. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


CROWS. 


honor we should be truthful 
i believe the amendment should prevail 
Does the gentleman withdraw his point of order ? 


I ask for a vote on the amendment. 


For third of twenty-five installments, as provided in agreement with the 
| Crows, dated June 12, 1880, to be used by the Secretary of the Interior ucl 

















































































nner as the President may direct, $30,000; and $3,000 of this sum shall be ex- 
pended for educational purposes 
Mr. MAGINNIS I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and $3,000 of 


sum shall be expended for educational purposes,’’ because in my 








i that money spent for day -schools is only wasted 

Mr. ELLIS lam willing to agree to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che Clerk read as follows 

For settlement, support, and civilization of Kickapoo Indians in the Indian 
lerritory ately removed from Mexico, including such as may be removed 

eafler, M,000 nm all, $8,493.24 

Mr. ELLIS. By direction of the committee, I offer the following 
mendment 

The Clerk read as follows 

After e 3O8 insert the following 

Phis amount, to enable the President of the United States to carry out the pro- 

visions of the third article of the treaty made with the Kickapoo Indians dated 
Jur - 4 t paid wh rules as the Secretary of the Interior may 
I 5 p é n Kickay Indians who have become citizens of the United 
States eat gy their proy 1 of $100,000 provided for said tribe for 
ed and er ief il purposes under treaty of May 18, 1554, $5,716.21 
ur he Secretar rf Interior is directed to pay also to the said eleven Kick- 
uy . Pp f etr fund held in trust by the United States, and 

} Ss l t ‘ l ‘ » ates Cre i” iry $3,.716.2 

Mr. ELLIS. That is in strict accordance with the provisions of the 
treaty referred to. These eleven Kickapoo Indians have become civil- 
ized; they have become citizens of the United States and are entitled 


under the provisions of the treaty to this proportion of their tribal fund. 


It was by accident it was not included in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Phe Clerk read as follows 

MIAMIES OF EEL RIVER 

For permanent annuity, in goods or otherwise, per fourth article of treaty of 
August 17), Sooo 

For permanent annuity, in goods or otherwise, per articles of treaty of August 
~i, IME, Sw) 

For permanent annuity, in goods or otherwise, per third and separate articles 
f treaty of September 30, 1809, $350; in all, $1,100 

Mr. ELLIS. Underinstructions from the committee I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk It is offered at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] 


ii) 
The ¢ 
A 


lerk read as follows 


411 insert 
Matilda Teresa Rousseau 
entitled to her pro rata share 


t the end of line 
Provided, That 


of Saint José ph County, Indiana 
shall | 
ebuaii “ 


of money heretofore alowed the Miami 


tribe of Indians by the act of March 3, 1881, notwithstanding she was not included 
in the enumeration provided in that act; and the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized and directed to allow her the sum that will be due as provided.’ 


Mr. CALKINS. That is right. 
The amendment wWas agreed to 
The Clerk read as follows 

Omahas 


For second of twelve installments, being last series, in money or otherwise, per 


fourth article treaty of March 16, 1554, $10,000; $7,500 of which shall be expended 
for educational purposes 

Mr. ELLIS. By instructions of the committee, I offer this amend- 
ment 

The Clerk read as follows 

On page 19, in line 448, strike out the word ‘shall’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words *‘ may in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Bannocks 

For school buildings and teachers,as provided for by article 
treaty, 33,000 

Mr. BUDD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars.”’ on page 29, in line 682: 

For paying the claim of J. M. Hogan, of Stockton, Cal., for depredations com- 

mitted by the Shoshone Indians,and which said claim has been examined and 


allowed by the Secretary of the Interior and reported to Congress for the sum 
of $6,600— $6,600 


Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the point of order until I can hear from the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state to the committee that 
these Indians, for which we are about to make an appropriation of some 
twenty-odd thousand dollars, some years ago committed depredations 
upon the property of J. M. Hogan, a resident of the city of Stockton, 
Cal., a man whom I have known for over twenty years, and destroyed 
thousands of dollars’ worth of such property. They also wounded him, 
and he has been a cripple ever since from the effects thereof. 

The claim has been presented to the Department of the Interior, as 
by law required, and has been fully examined into and allowed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. It has been reported by the Secretary to this 
Congress for a special appropriation, which the law requires in such 
cases. It was so reported December 5, 1883, and reported to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs on December 14. The allowance was for the 
sum of $6,600. 

Under the law as it now exists the Secretary of the Interior may 
allow a claim, but has no authority to pay it until Congress makes a 
special appropriation for that purpose. Under the law passed in 1770, 


Shoshones and 


7 of the same 
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and which was in effect until 1834, the Government guaranteed to all 
persons payment for all damages caused by Indian depredations. In 
that year (1834) the law was amended and broadened so that the pay- 
ments might come directly out of the Treasury of the United States, 
This law was changed in 1859 or 1860. The act of 1872 requires the 
Secretary to investigate these matters, to pass upon theclaims, to allow 
them, and to report to Congress for a special appropriation to be made 
for their payment. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask the gentleman if this claim has 
been before any committee of this House? 

Mr. BUDD. I believe it has, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. Has it been reported from any committee ? 

Mr. BUDD. It has not been, so far as | am aware. 

This amendment is, Mr. Chairman, merely a matter of absolute jus- 
tice. There is the utmost propriety in the payment of this claim. It 
is a claim with which I am somewhat acquainted, for I have inquired 
into the facts carefully. I know personally that Mr. Hogan is lame and 
has been so for some years past, and that the claim was allowed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. Now if a white man injures an Indian or 
destroys his property or steals it the Government of the United States 
guarantees the right to that Indian to have the white man prosecuted 
in the courts, and to recover double the amount of damages done. 

If the white man has not the money, then the Government of the 
United States pays to the Indian, out of the public Treasury, the amount 
of the claim. Why, then, should it be otherwise in the case of the de- 
struction or depredations committed upon the property of a citizen of 
the United States by an Indian’? Here is the case of a man, healthy, 
vigorous, attending to his business, who is pounced upon by the Indians, 
robbed of his property, and maltreated and severely wounded by them. 
He can not pursue the Indians within their reservation; he can not sue 
them in the courts. There is no remedy open to him except by act of 
Congress, which has thrown a mantle of protection over the redskin 
Now, under the law, as I have said, the Department must examine the 
matter and must pass upon it. In this case it has already examined and 
passed upon the meritsand recommended that this amount shall be paid. 
After a thorough examination the Secretary of the Interior reports to 
Congress for a special appropriation. So far all is well. The law has 
thus far been carried out, and all that remains to be done is to make 
the special appropriation to pay the allowed claim. 

Mr. ELLIS. Was a bill introduced ? 

Mr. BUDD. Yes, sir. And I simply ask you gentlemen of the com- 
mittee at this time to allow this matter to go in as a special appropria- 
tion under the head of the appropriations for the Shoshones, who com- 
mitted the depredation. And I beg the gentleman from Louisiana not 
to raise that point of order. 

Mr. ELLIS. I must insist on the point of order that this is new 
legislation and does not retrench expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUDD. I move pro forma to strike out the last word of the para- 
graph. This simply exemplifies the extreme kindness we show to the 
Indians of the United States. We appropriate to their sole use $60 a 
head as has been asserted to-day; in all, some $9,000,000 a year. Ifa 
white man sells them liquor or harms them, he is punished. But they 
are the wards of the Government and far above the law. There is no 
remedy left open toa citizen of the United Statesas against them. When 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] a short time since said 
he did not see why we should support these Indian paupers in prefer- 
ence to supporting our own paupers, the learned gentleman from Iowa 
replied that we had taken charge of them and ought to have some sym- 
pathy forthem. He said equity had arisen in their behalf. 

I ask gentlemen whether the equity is not much greater in favor of 
a settler who the Government of the United States.says may go on or 
over the public land and be protected? Here is a case where a man 
twenty years ago suffered as I have described at the hands of this very 
Indian tribe that you are now patting on the back, feeding, and pam- 
pering till they get fat and strong enough and audacious enough to go 
out and commit the most diabolical outrages on man, women, and 
child, burn hamlets or village,or commit some other crimes. Then 
when the case goes before the Department, as the law directs, it will be 
fully examined into and allowed: but when in due course it comes be- 
fore Congress in the shape of a bill, that bill goes to a committee and 
if reported goes on the Calendar and under the rules it sleeps forever, 
because not reached. 

If one wishes to advance it and tack it onto the very clause of a bill 
making appropriations for the same Indians who did the damage, a 
place where it ought to be, a point of order is raised and the bill goes 
over again. I introduced this amendment knowing it was subject to 
the point of order, but hoping that, in view of the action of the Depart- 
ment, the point would not be made, as the claim must be paid some 
time; but should the point be made, I desired by my proposed amend- 
ment to emphasize the outrageousness of the Government policy in 
favor of the Indians and against persons who bear the burdens of Gov- 
ernment. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Forsubsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilization, as per agree- 
ment ratified by act of Congress approved February 28, 1877, $1,225,000: Provided, 
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That the supplies issued under this ap} a not be issued for a greater Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think such an amendment will be nec- 
length of time at any one time of issue than ten ¢ ays. essary, for I have carefully examined the bill and do not tind in it anv 
Mr. ELLIS. By direction of the committee, I offer the amendment | provision for the survey of that reservation. 


which I send to the desk. Mr. KEIFER. It is an amendment to the general clause, to be found 
The Clerk read as follows: on page 46 of the bill. 
In line 734, after the word “‘ dollars,”’ insert ‘‘and not exceeding $70,000 of this The amendment of Mr. ELLIs was then agreed to 

amount may be used for the transportation of supplies from the termination of The Clerk read the following 


railroad or steamboat transportation; and in this service Indians shall be em- 


ployed wherever practicable.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph 


For support and civilization of Joseph's Band of Nez Pereé Indians in the 
Indian Territory, $15,000, 


Mr. ELLIS. By instruction of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
| move to amend the paragraph just read so as to increase the appropria 


tion to $20,000. I will state that that increase is made at the request 


Mr. BELFORD. I have been styled a barbarian from the West, but | of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The amount of the increas 
I wish to say I am willing to do more for the Indians than these civil- | $5,000, is to be subtracted from the amount named in the bill, in lines 
ized Christians in the East. I desire, therefore, to increase the appro- | 925, 926, and 927, for the Yakamas. It merely changes the positio 
priation for these Indians who have been removed trom my State to | the appropriation from one item to another 
another. The amendment was ayrreed to. 

I offer this amendment because I have discovered a disposition in this The Clerk read the following 


For pay of employés at the several Ute agencies, $5,000; in all, $63,020 














House to decrease the appropriations instead of increasing them. | For subsistence and civilization of the Yakamas and other Indians 
want to expend some of my sympathy on the Indians. Iwant to open | agency. including pay of employés, $20,000 
the vaults of the Treasury [laughter] and contribute some of the sur- Mr. ELLIS. By instructions of the committee, I move to amend 
plus millions of money there to feeding these magnificent examples of striking out ‘‘$20,000°* and inserting ‘‘$15,000."" The 85.000 tak 
American civilization... Therefore I desire this appropriation to be in- | from this item of appropriation is to meet the increase made in the ite 
ae . . eee> > mt? 5 > 1° , : 
creased from 363,020 to 950, 020. =a.* for Joseph's Band of Nez Pereé Indians 
It is very delightful to sit on the floor of this House and hear gen- The amendment was agreed to 
tlemen who live in the Eastern States and who have stolen every acre The Clerk read the following 
that they possess and enjoy trom the Indians, to hear them read us ts ? 
lectures about God and morality. That is a spectacle we witness almost ret ee ee ae a eco a as 2 a ; 
every day. purpose s1 t hereinafter provided fo for «¢ oO i r 
For my part I have no practical or actual sympathy with any Indian | buildings, and for purchase of cattle and sheep \ 8, $400,000; 2 
tribe whatever. I believe a worthless people should depart from thi oe ts : Sane oe i eT ott ne oid a D SPETOPIIMe? * this act for U 
7 ; . 4 ot dian schools, shail e par or service renderes Vvany s« ur 
face of this earth, and that no race that will not work should be paid | said schools during the p« stein bintvnttion asantih 4 rcess Of 
as the beneficiaries of this nation. But to show my great respect for | overand above cost of tuition and support, or either, furnished by the G 
the Christian religion and the merciful character of this Government I | ™°™' 
commend to the support of my friends in this House the amendment Mr. MAGINNIS [ move to amend the paragraph just read | 
| have indicated. striking out the word ‘‘day ind inserti n lieu thereot’ t W 
Oh, I wish you could kneel on your knees on the Western frontiers | “‘ boarding,’’ so that it will read **for support of Indian boarding ai 
while they took off yourscalps. [Laughter.] I wish you could travelon | industrial schools,’’ & In this connection I ask the Clerk to read 
stage-coaches with a revolver across your knees and acting perpetually | extract I have marked from the report of the subcommittee 
as a sentinel in getting to a given point. I know your soul would | special committee of the Senate appointed to visit the Indian t1 
also be inspired by that pity which falls like the dew drops from heaven | Northern Montana. ® 
upon the dry and thirsty souls of the people. The Clerk read as follows 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired It is, after all, upon these boarding-schools on the reservations that w 
Mr. BELFORD. I ask for a vote on my amendment. depend for the civilization of the Indian. It is useless to expect any go 
oe A : : ; . ‘ on suits from the day-schools, no matter how earnest and hones iy beth 
rhe question being taken, there were—ayes 8, noes 37. Wen tatienn cvs In shin nitierg lition. a restle nad , 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not | will not submit their childre » the re tendance and sy ‘ 
avreed to required by any day-school which can expect st ess lt t >the ad 
a “a . : ; ent tribes in Montana we did not finda single day Lo 
Che Clerk read the following paragraph: ihiuaean deen in olenetine the tdi cliieen. Tha aeet Sai 
For instruction, support, and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including | wrong from the foundation and can nev ecessfu In our vinnie 
pay of employés, and medicines, $30,000; and not exceeding $1,200 of this another dollar should be thus wasted, but let the money now thrown aw 
amount shall be paid for a clerk. lay-schools be devoted to industrial boarding-schools alone Nor should this 
} ) } ¢ ‘ 
: : 7 7 p , s questio %” approached as a denominational one, or in the nterest « ‘ 
Mr. ELLIS. Under instructions from the Committee on Appropri- | ligioussect against another. The great and overwh« ng question worthy tt 
ations, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. oes — 7. and had ae ee ne F seein ce pened ater 
TT ’ ie rac an £ — educate and cry ZA hie naar imnmdthe bounty of the Gover ent sh tid 
rhe Clerk read as follows: that instrumentality, without regard to dogma or creed, wl ican best 
In line 904 strike out the word ‘“‘shall"’ and insertthe word *‘ may sothat it | the great result 
will read M MAGINNIS ad | i . oe C — : 
* Not exceeding $1,200 of this amount may be paid for a clerk r. MAG ha report Was prepared by Senator ¥ E> ine 


was concurred in by Senator DAWES and I believe by the entire com 

. y TE Po nes rT ) ie ames —— . co th a a : ; . ; 
Mr. WHITE, of Ke ntucky. Will the gentleman state what is the | mission. We found that inall these day-schools the children who went 
object of this amendment ? one week would not vo the 
: Mr. ELLIS. Hitherto they have been obliged to pay $1,200 for a bands somewhere else. At the Crow agency, where we have expended 
clerk. By this amendment if they can get one cheaper they may doso. | foy the last twenty 


next week, but would go off with the 


years thousands and thousands of dollars fo 











That is all. education of the children, at the time of our visit we found but tive st 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the attention of the gen- | gents at the school 
tleman having the bill in charge to this question. This is for the in- At the Blackfeet agency we found that the only possible way to in 
struction, support, and civilization of the Navajo Indians. I ask the | qyee the children to attend the day-school was to have buckets of hard 
gentleman from Louisiana, would it not be better to appropriate part tack, the contents of which were distributed to the children, and 
yg money for ascertaining the reservation of those Indians, so that eels ian the buckets were emptied of the hard-tack the childre a voul 
there may be no conflict about the school-houses after they ge € mea. Ta difieanie ts , , | ho da 
built ? As I understand it, there is no settled ia . ne — . th " ee fu = oe hens ; 4 
; ; ] ’ t ar) ‘ rations were issued and the days when rations were not issued was 
tion on which these Navajo Indians should be located; and there is a | the difference between 50 and 200. 
contest going on at the present time with settlers, who are trying to take We witnessed one very singular and strange instance of the way this 
the best or better lands, as there are no best, away from the Indians matter works at the Crow a cain Sa ener to . duce the child = te 
themselves. I desire to know whether the committee has made any attend Scasinal hie toadner then ell . Mats oad on of sug se ind 
provision for ascertaining definitely the boundary of the reservation to | Very much to the surprise of the teacher om mornin; he found that the 
which the Navajo Indians belong. bucks of the tribe were oc upying the children’s seats, while the ¢} 
Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman will find a little further on in the bill | dren had been driven away. 1 oridl asks tien Cnekk to weed anothet 
_ a general appropriation is made for the survey of Indian reserva- | tract from the report of the subcommittee to visit the Indian tribes 
ons. Montana. The extract refers to the Jesuit school, fo at was the « 
; Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I find on page 16 of the bill an appro- ee ae ~ auntie equally ees ll to the ee ed bh ; 
priation of $00,000 “‘for survey and subdivision of Indian reserva- | qgenominations 
hons,”’ &e. The Clerk read as follows 
Mr. ELLIS. And a portion of that amount will undoubtedly be ap- | 6, centember 8. aft seminal : f eighteen 1 long tl 
plied to the survey of the Navajo reservation. of the Ta a Re ver, \ t rit ie ; “és Caluiaiia wae ’ hed Sa nt Ign at 2M 
Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say that I have prepared an amendment | sion, situated ina beautiful rolling country, and three miles the 
; to make it obligatory on the Department to make a survey of this Nav- | tue, Mission pn en ee ee ee 


ajo Indian reservation. 


the school, and it is now ina flourishing condition Phe sche as \ 
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« irs, about equally divided between the sexes, and the Govern- | for the support and education of each scholar; pay of superintendent, $1,500; in 
ys $100 annually for the board, tuition, and clothing of each scholar up | all, $21,500 
of eighty The boys and girlsare in separate houses, the former a S . ” nary ius 2 , 22.2. 
3 of five teachers, three fathers and two lay brothers, and the girls Mr. ELLIS I move to ame nd the paragraph just read by striking 
ee sisters and two half sisters, Father Van Gorp being at the head of , Out ** $167 and inserting P20U. 
ym The children are taught reading, writing, arithmetic, gram- The amendment was agreed to. 
i geography, and their recitations, all in the English language, are The Clerk read as follows: 
. f white children in the States of the same ag: 
has a saw and grist m and planing and shingle machine For supportand education of one hundred and twenty Indian children at the 
oys, several hundred head of cattle and horses, and three hun- | school at Hampton, Va., $19,000; transportation of children to and from said 
es of land belonging to the mission, cultivated successfully by the male school, $2,500: in all, $21,500 
s t roduct being sufficient to furnish enough wheat, oats, and vege- TT . , : > 4) 
| i" t ig f to furnish enough wheat Ee 1 \ _ Mr. CHACE. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
I poses ie girls e also taught \ 1e sisters, besides tl 2 $ ; : ; : 
s we have mentioned, mus sewing, embroidery,and housekeeping. | bill why we should not raise the allowance per scholar for this schoo} 
: this school was only for es, and sult was that the young | at Hampton, Va. 
Ww ter being educated, marri« norant half-breeds or Indians, an - . . > . 
: acon rr apetimetee: p, | o cow ee thar Boa Pati pat ee ai d it a pane, end Mr. ELLIS. Because that school has a large charity support 
worse, if possible, than that of the husband andtribe. Now, afterthe establish- Mr. CHACE. That is to say, because the charitably disposed peo- 
ment of the department for! s, the young people when they ' ive school in- | ple of this country are willing to contribute their funds to support th« 
tert rr leach couple be mes anucleus for civilization ar eligion in the > - 
: iene anaes taaen. Sanetenammamanann ore ie “ wards of this nation, the Government should go on and let them do it 
( house and preparing their little farm for raising a crop. Two ex- Mr. ELLIS. The school at Hampton is a private institution, not a 
‘ t school-houses are vy being erected, one wit 1 sixteen rooms, and a dor- Government school. 
mit r fifty boys, and t the th twelve rooms for the female schoo), all ‘ . , ; ial 
ooh sen A hey tanto — = Mr. CHACE. Very true; but everybody knows it is the best school 
— : in the whole lot. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. It was ourdeliberate judgment that every dollar} Mr. MAGINNIS. TI do not admit that 
which had spent for the purpose of k ing ul se day-sc s : ; 
which had been spent for the purpose of keeping up these day-school Mr. ELLIS. Nordo I admit it. In the second place, this school 
I ‘Iidren n t at ac 1] ars — . ‘ ie : . ; ; ; 
tne indian Chudren migat just as well ha been sunk in the ocean. | asks no more than the amount given in the bill; in the third place, it 
The only way to educate these children is to take the boys and girls and | is not a Government school; in the fourth place, if charitable people are 
1+ +} - 7 . , gs bnta hools ae ho recer e : : . ; : 
put them in boarding and industrial schools close to the reservations. | willing to help this poor Government, I am willing they should do it 
: +} 14 al + 1. } - ala ' ; . —_— J —s ; ara . 
Une o e difficulties about the schools at Carlisle, Hampton, and other Mr. CHACE. They are not willing to do it in this way; they only 
. ‘ + 4] ~~ ‘% ee | hat at . : 7. . : . : . 
places is that the Indians are often unwilling to allow their children | do it because they consider it a matter of necessity. 


to go So far away Irom home Chey are a very affectionate people, very Mr.RANDALL. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken; they take great 
much attached to their children, and are opposed to the idea of sending pleasure in doing it. 


vRY UCR 8 CIS from them Mr. CHACE. Thereare plenty of other charitable purposes for which 


relic if the ndustrial schools were established near the reserva- 


a ; they can employ their means. 
ere the Indian boys and girls could go and be educated, be Mr. ELLIS. I will state that there is another institution, the school 
taught to work, be instructed in the mechanic arts, on the principle of | gt Philadelephia, that only asks $167 per scholar ; the managers say 
ool referred to in the extract which the Clerk has just read, it | they have funds from charitable sources and can get along with this 
i doa great deal of good he system of day-schools I believe to | allowance from the Government. 
be utterly and entirely worthless. Among the Pueblos and other set- Mr. CHACE. The gentleman refers to the Lincoln school. 
tled Indians it may be that some good has resulted from such schools;| Mr. MAGINNIS. Those in charge of the mission school about 
but among the wild tribes [ venture to say that you can not find asingle | which the Clerk read a while ago are willing to take all the children 
scholar who in all the years we have been appropriating money for their | that may be sent there at $100 each. 
education has been taught to read and write the English language. Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Louisiana what 


Mr. ELLIS. Iam sorry to disagree with my friend from Montana | has been the usual allowance made by the Government for the support 
i 


Mr. MAGINNIS], for I know he has had far more practical experience | of these Indian scholars. 
» +) ld trl ’ . ] } Mia . al . 
among the wild tribes ol his ferritory than I possibly could have had. Mr. ELLIS. The amount we have paid has never been more than 
But I do radically and totally disagree with him, not doubting in the | $900 or less than $167. But it is found that when a school is supported 
] + ++ . 41x . _ a , oO . . a 2 ou 
slightest that he has correctly portrayed the condition of things in Mon- | entirely by the Government, $167 is not adequate. The schools that 
tana Territory. But there are Indians outside of Montana; and I find | are now getting along or will get along in the future with an allowance 
+} : 


mong them one hundred and seventeen day-schools—— 


Long _ | of $167 for each scholar are supported partially by private charity. I 
Mr. MAGINNIS. My remarks do not apply te any settled band of 


refer to the Hampton school and the Lincoln institution at Philadel- 


Indiane : : : ‘ ; ; , ; 
— , “3 : phia. After careful examination and earnest inquiry, the Committes 
Mr. ELLIS. This is a general appropriation for the support of day- | on Appropriations arrived at the conclusion that in the case of the other 
schools among the Indians. I find there are one hundred and seven- | schools an allowance of $200 per scholar is necessary. This includes 
teen of these schools in operation among the Indian tribes. I find that | elothing. support, and all that kind of thing. 
twenty-three have been opened during the past year, and are in suc- The Clerk read as follows: 
ast] oT T MOT nad th the _—. Si recT j cr ST l ‘ 7 - ~ > 
et il operati mn I tind that the day-school i a Te ruiting station fo1 For support and education of three hundred and forty children, at $167 per 
the boarding-school. I find that the influence of the teachers upon the | annum each, at the Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., $56,780; pay of superin- 
families to which the Indian children belong is most excellent and ad- | “we Wome eH teams, wagons, and farm implements for manual-labor 
: 2s . ‘hool, $2,000; all, $60,280 
mirable. For these reasons I believe that this provision for day-schools | 200% S<°80; Mm all, em , 
should be maintained The day-school is, as it were, the reveille Mr. ELLIS. The amendment which I now send to the desk is necessi- 
breaking upon the ear of these people and telling them that the day of tated by the change made in the amount of the allowance from $167 to 
: ae ; : we, 9 
education has come. I believe that the provision in the bill for the a=U0. : 4 
maintenance of these schools should be retained. he Clerk read as follows: 
The amendment of Mr. MAGINNIS was not agreed to. On page 41, in line 980, strike out the words “three hundred and forty”’ and 
\The Clerk read as follows in lieu thereof insert the words “two hundred and eighty-four.’ 
- Se Se See In line 981, strike out the words * one hundred and sixty-seven” and in lieu 
For support of the industrial school near Arkansas City, $25,000; for building | thereof insert the words “two hundred. 
for employes at said school, $5,000; pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; In line 983, strike out the words * seven hundred and eighty” and in lieu 
in all, $31,500 thereof insert the words “eight hundred 


; : In line 984,strike out the words “one thousand five hundred” and in liew 
Mr. ELLIS By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, I | thereof insert the words ‘two thousand.” 
move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ where it first oc- In lines 986 and 957, strike out the words “two hundred and eighty” and in 
: lieu thereof insert the words “eight hundred, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


curs in the paragraph just read, the words ‘and said sum shall be dis- 


bursed upon the basis of an allowance of $200 for the support and edu- 


‘ 


* cation of each scholar.’’ 


Che committee are of opinion that an increase from $167 to $200 as For care, support, and education of two hundred indian children at Lincol!: 
wees nies ; an . A» gis ve", | school, Philadelphia, Pa., at a rate not to exceed $167 per annum for each child 
the allowance per scholar is absolutely necessary. This change does | $33 400! 
not ine se + corer. ‘ it . as . riati ‘ ‘ - . . ‘é . ee . ve . 
not Increase the aggregate amount of the appropriation at all. Mr. ELLIS. I move to strike out ‘‘school’’ and insert ‘‘institu- 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 


wie ; tion,’’ that being the charter name, ‘‘ Lincoln Institution.”’ 
Che Clerk read as follows 


The amendment was agreed to. 


For support of Indian industrial school at Forest Grove, Oreg., $30,000; and The Clerk read as follows: 
said sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of not exceeding $167 . : 
for the support and education of each scholar; pay of superintendent, $1,500; For care, support, and education of Indian children at industrial, agricultural! 
purchase of land and erection of buildings, $15,000; in all, $46,500 mechanical, or other schools, other than those herein provided for, in any of the 


| States or Territories of the United States, at a rate not to exceed $167 for eacl 
Mr. ELLIS. In conformity with the amendment just adopted, and | child, $75,000; and of this amount not exceeding $5,000 may be used for the es- 
carrying out the same view, I move to amend by striking out, in line tablishment and support ofa boarding-school for the Pottawatomie Indians; an 


and 5 a sie , (ten + of said sum not exceeding $5,000 may be used for the transportation of Indian 
963, the words **$167,"’ and inserting ‘‘ $200. children to and from said schools, and also for the placing of children from all 
The amendment was agreed to the Indian schools, with the consent of their parents, under the care and con- 
The Clerk read as follows trol of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to give 


such children moral, industrial, and educational training, for a term of not less 
For support of industrial schoo! for Indians at Genoa, Nebr., $20,000; and said | than three years, under arrangements in which their proper care, support, and 
sum shall be disbursed upon the basis of an allowance of not exceeding $167 | education shall be in exchange for their labor. 
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Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois I move to strike out the words “‘ata rate 
not to exceed $167 for each child, $75,000,’ and in lieu thereof to insert 
as follows: ‘‘at a rate not to exceed $200 for each child, $90,000." 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that this section places all these 
schools which are mainly occupied in the education of white children, 


in which a comparatively small number of Indian children are put with | 


a comparatively large number of white children, upon the same footing 
I desire for the committee to consider that for the same reasons stated 
by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] a boarding-school 
is superior to a day-school; for the same reason a scholar at Carlisle is 
better than a scholar on a reservation; 
Indian children are put with five hundred white children better for the 
purpose of industrial training and education than a scholar in a school 
devoted altogether to the training and education of Indian children. 

That these institutions have not asked for $200 for each child may 
be true. They have not asked to take care of these Indian children. 
The Government has urged them to do so. Circulars have been issued 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and sent all over the country 
Responses have not been made, because $167 is not enough. 

I believe it is in the interest of the people that a considerable num- 
ber of these children should be educated in this particular way. I be- 
lieve the Government should offer a larger inducement than heretofore 
to have these Indian children taken into these industrial schools. It 
seems to me this $15,000 will be money as well invested as any the 
United States ever appropriated. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no objection to the adoption of the gentleman’s 
amendment. I am not authorized to accept it, but I would concur in 
it. I see no reason why the appropriation should be increased $15,000. 
All the boarding-schools have been provided for already, and $75,000 is 
adequate for the purposes of the Department for the next year. 

Mr. REAGAN. Dol understand the gentleman from Illinois to say 


a large number of white children as well as Indian children are provided | 


for in this bill? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. No, sir; what I have said is that Indian 
scholars in industrial schools where there are ten white children to one 
Indian child are more likely to be civilized and get a better education 
than in schools where the children are all Indians. 

I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Louisiana, and will 
leave the amount of $75,000 as it is in the bill. 
increase the rate from $167 to $200. 

Mr. REAGAN. These Indian children are to be supported out of 
the appropriation under Indian treaties ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Yes, sir; and the Government has been 
trying to get these industrial schools all over the country intended for 
the training and education of white children to take a limited number 
of Indian children. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for a division on the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 19. 

So the amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For this amount, for survey and subdivision of Indian reservations, and of 


lands to be allotted to Indians, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, $50,000. 


Mr. KEIFER. I move to add the following. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And $5,000 of this sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used 


for the survey and defining of the boundary of the Navajo agency. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the agent of the Navajo Indians, 


who is a very intelligent man, appeared before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and I certainly state what I think was universally ad- 


mitted by the committee, that he gave an exceedingly clear view of the 
condition of these Indians. 


It turns out that this reservation has not been surveyed, and its 
The boundaries have not been fixed, and 


limits are not well defined. 
this people are constantly being encroached upon by white settlers, by 


people who are herding stock; and as a necessary result there are con- 
It should be re- 


stant conflicts between the Indians and the settlers. 
membered that the Navajo Indians never ask the Government of the 
United States to give them support or supplies. 
selves, 


They have their own herds, their own flocks of sheep. They 


work and toil, and are in no sense a burden upon the Government. 


They make blankets and sell them, and by their own labor supply al 
that they need for themselves. 


reservation. It has become almost impossible to protect this tribe o 


Indians, so that it has become essential that there may be a barrier 


fixed, a line specified where the Government has power to check th 
encroachments of other settlers. It is necessary, therefore, to fix the 
limit of their reservation, and it is for this reason that this tribe, whicl 
you do not support in the ordinary way, in my judgment are entitle 
to have this special survey made. 
to be made, but the general appropriation will probably cover them 
and I think I express the view of the committee when I repeat tha 
the boundaries of thisreservation should besurveyed and defined at once 
Mr. ELLIS. I would like to hear the amendment again reported 
The amendment was again read. 


and so is a scholar where fifty | 


All I wish to do is to | 


They support them- 


But they are in danger on every hand 
by the encroachments of the voracious people about them upon their 


There are other surveys that ought 
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aw? 
Mr. ELLIS. I think that is right; I have no objection to it 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
in the following language: 


1 offer a substitute for the amendment 


For surveying and defining by fixed and marked stones the boundary of the 
Navajo Indian reservation as provided by articie 2 of the treaty of June 1, L868 
to be expended under the direction of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, or so much thereof as may be ne« 


| 


essary, 35,000, 


I am not particular about the work being done by the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, nor have I any objection whatever to its being done by 
the Interior Department; but I offer this for the simple reason that the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey have already triangulated that 
| portion of the country, and by the second article of the treaty of June 
1, 1868, with the Indians it is declared: 


The United Statesjagrees that the following district of country, to wit : bounded 
on the north by the thirty-seventh degree of north latitude, south by an east-and 
west line passing through the site of old Fort Defiance, in Cafion Bonito, east 
by the parallel of longitude which if prolonged south would pass through o 


| Fort Lyon, or the Ojo-de-oso Bear Spring, and west by a parallel of longitude 
| about 190° 30’ west of Greenwich, provided it embraces the outlet of the Cafior 
de Chilly, which cafion is to be all included in this reservation, shall be, and the 


| same is hereby, set apart for the use and occupation of the Navajo tribe of l 
dians, and for such other friendly tribes or individual Indians as from time to 
| time they may be willing, withthe consent of the United States, to admit among 


them; and the United States agrees that no persons except those here 


iuthorized to do, and except such officers, soldiers, agents, and employés of the 
Government or of the Indians as may be authorized to enter upon Indian res 
| ervations in discharge of duties imposed by law or the orders of the President 
shall ever be permitted to pass over upon, or in the territory de 
| scribed in this article 
Now, it will be observed by the committee that the degrees of latitude 
and longitude defining the boundaries of this reservation will be mor« 
readily ascertained from the surveys already made by the Coast Survey 
than by any other mode of doing the work, and if it has been already 
done in part by them, let them go forward and complete the work. 


settle reside 


Besides, the ordinary surveyor is not supposed to understand triangu 
lation, while the Coast and Geodetic. Survey not only understands it, 
but they have been at work already in that country; and with the lines 
already run by them one-tenth of the money to be expended by the 
Land Office will complete the work. I offer theamendment, therefore, 
in the line of economy, the Coast Survey having already done a large 
part of the work. Not that I am unwilling, sir, to trust the Land 
| Office at all; but having done that work, I think they may properly con- 
tinue it. If this amendment shall be adopted, I desire to say furthe 
that in accordance with the treaty of June 1, 1868, with this tribe of 
Indians, whereby among offer things we obligated this nation to pay 
them $150,000, yet only $40,000 of which is appropriated by this bill 
| we should, therefore, go on and subdivide their landsinto sections and 
quarter-sections, and then the gentleman from Ohio can offer his amend 


ment to that end. That properly comes under the Land Office to sub 


divide their lands into sections and quarter-sections in order that-—-and 
| I read now from the treaty 
Any person over 18 years of age, not being the head of a family, may in like 


manner select and carse to be certified to him or her, for purposes of cultivation, 
a quantity of land not exceeding eighty acres in extent, and thereupon be en- 


titled to the exclusive possession of the same as above directed, 





Until the subdivisions are made it is impossible to comply with that 
part of our treaty with the Indians. 

By another clause of this treaty we are under an obligation, as I have 
already said, to appropriate $150,000 to carry it into effect. Now in 
this bill, as I have also said, only $40,000 are appropriated. That band 
| of Indians who make and sell blankets, that work like people here 
among ourselves, living on the poorest land, I am told, in all of New 
Mexico, with a very few acres out of the many thousands in their 
boundary when it shall be ascertained that can be en'tivated, digging 
a poor subsistence out of that miserable sgil anable to tell which 
is their home. The agent there, who Las to deal with and settle ques- 
tions that may arise between the Indians themselves or between them 
| and the people who encroach upon them, is unable to say where the 
| boundary lines of their lands begin or cease. I hope, therefore, that 
the substitute will be adopted. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to call the attention of my friend from. Ken 
tucky to one feature of the discretion of the Secretary which hisamend 
ment would destroy if adopted in the present language. The present 
| reservation is insufiicient for these bands of Indians t is cont 

plated to add a large portion of territory westerly and easterly of the 
reservation as now existing. If this amendment is adopted it would 
restrict the survey to the treaty of 1862. It is contemplate d, I think, 
by the Indian Office, and is at all events recommended by the Indian 
agent, to add a large territory to’the Indian reservation. If this amend 
ment is adopted it would cut that off. If it is left, in general language 
the Secretary would be authorized to mark the boundary, as we hope it 
will be finally arranged. I trust the gentleman will withdraw that 
art of his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would have no objection to w 
drawing my amendment if I thought that would help matters ai 
But here is the treaty made in 1868. Already some outrages have o 
curred there. This has not arisen from the bad disposition of the 
dians on the one hand or the recklessness of the whites on the other. 
It has been | of the uncertainty of the boundary 
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ago that land was not considered of sufficient value to induce any white | ents they will proceed in such manneras may be required of them by the agent 
t t} Pint ther : wt. ns Pit eune 1 he ll able or by the officer charged with their removal, to the reservation here n provided 
n 1 ti » there bu the re are portions ol it now found to be valuable. for, the United States paying for their subsistence en route, and providing a rea 
ihe a ilty is as to obtaining wate! The Indians who are there | sonable amount of transportation for the sick and feeble. 
‘ t good water to drink t the ag , Which is the most . - 2 . . : 
; a : At the agency mich Bs tin In article 5 of the same treaty is the following: 
favored spot in the reservation, they can not get good water to drink. . ; ’ sicieaien tien Genii aihiteeit 
Vhat ] 2 e t} } — - . i ion o ae . ny person over 15 years 0 age, no elng 1¢ head Of a lamily, may in like 
\ nay 4 & k that the present reservation shall be urveyed. manner select, and cause to be certified to him or her for purposes of cultivation 
Mr. CALKINS. Let me say to the gentleman from Kentucky that | a quantity of land not exceeding eighty acres in extent, and thereupon be ent 
at for the purpose of extending the reservation of these Indians down | tled to the exclusive possession of the same as above directed. 
ae urses, So that they may get more water, that I ask him to with- I know that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will mak 
] y } substitnt “ 
4) iy uD iLtute 


Hs § ec. the point that this amendment does not reduce expenditures. But |] 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky It is for the purposes of the men who | ¢q}] his attention to the fact that $150,000 is due to this tribe of In- 


i 


here troubling the Indians dians. If that is so, then the sooner we survey their reservation, fo 


Mr.CALKINS. Oh, no ; this wasrecommended by the Indian agent, | which the Committee of the Whole, by adopting the amendment of the 


who impressed himself on the committee and on every one with whom | gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], has appropriated $5,000 to survey 
he came in contact as one of the best and most valuable men in the | the outside boundaries of the reservation, thesooner we can appropriat 
Se ce of the Indian Department. ; _ | part of this $150,000 which we owe these Indians for the purpose of su} 
Mr. KEIFER I think we ought to make no mistake about this | gividing the reservation into sections and subsections, the sooner will 
matt Che proposed substitute would simply limit this to carry out enable these families who can make blankets, who know how to work as 
the pro ons of an old treaty and it isnot proposed to do that at all. civilized people do, tomake suitable prov ision for their support and mail 
rhere have been negotiations going on with a view to adding certain | tenance. This tribe of Indians is as orderly and well-behaved as a 
portions of country west and south so as to give the Indians the advan- | ¢jyilized community. It is but a matter of simple justice to sury: 
t land where they can drive their herds and get water. Some | their reservation, so that they can find their sections and quarter-se 
propo ave been made and considered with reference to damming | tions of land. 
the « nso as to provide water that can be used for irrigating pur- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
po for the purposes of the Indians alone They have very little Manv MEMBERS. Vote. vote. 
water that can be utilized for that purpose, and they are often in very The CHAIRMAN. There isa point of order pending, submitted 1 
great straits to raiseany sort of vegetables atall. They have tolive upon | the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
mutton most of the year round. They have no game, but they have| Mr, HOLMAN. I make the point of order that this is new leg 
f sheep, on which they live, and they have not asked the | jation 
rove! t to give them anything The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire for information 
i ‘ ernment proposes to be very liberal and to give them in that changes any existing law? 
very poor country the very best land that is there. What I object to| Mr. HOLMAN. It is not authorized by any existing law. 
t ibstitute offered by the gentleman from Kentucky is that it Mr. KEIFER. It is authorized by treaty. — 
would restrict the Department that they could not do justice to these Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on that p 
+vagO Inc us 2 en , : | order. I suppose the gentleman from Indiana is a lawyer and 
Mir. WHITE, of Kentucky Will the gentleman tell me where there | rely on the laws of our country, and the treaty with these Indians 
h proposition or any such bill pending before a committee? | part of the law. 
He on the other hand, is an agreement signed by the Government Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw the point of order. 
and the chiefs of the tribe ten years ago Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Ithinkitis well enough to withdra 
Mr. CALKINS. Twill say to the gentleman from Kentucky that! Mr, KEIFER. One moment. I wish to say that, as I understan 
I . zent has recommended this measure to the Commissioner | the Navajo Indians do not wish this subdivision of their lands beca 
Indian Affairs, and the Commissioner has called attention to it. | they can not occupy their lands by allotment as other Indians do 
: Secretary of the Interior in his report has submitted it, and it is These Indians live in villages; they have their herds, and drive t 
, : House for consideration where they can obtain feed and water for them. They could not 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentuck Is not the Indian agent asking for this | on quarter-sections of land if allotted to them, for they would 
ninety-nine cases out of one hundred, without water and without 
Mr. CALKINS. The Indian agent wants the survey, and wants it place to go to get it. They have now to go out on the plains where t! 
L | tated it. It is to be hoped that in this matter everybody will | is no water. They have adopted their own method of dividing t] 
the suggestions of the Indian Department lands. They live in villages, and if the Government should r 
Mr. STEVENS Lr se to a question of orde r them to do what this amendment proposes, to live on allotments, 
The CHAIRMAN The gentleman will state it would not be able to support themselves. 
Mr. STEVENS. This colloquial discussion may be very interesting The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of K« 
to the gentlemen who take part in it and might be very useful to us if | tucky. and it was not agreed to 
we could hear it But the gentlemen seem to be discussing the mat- The Clerk read the following 
{ among themselves without any reference to the rest of the House. ceili BRE ae Sean Sees eae Nee ill hi ies thes 
The CHATAMAN. The pointof order is welltaken. But the Chair in ang Seahuar whatsoever Tenens, wines, bos r or any ldeuieating hover 
Will 8S." that 1 has no prac tical application now, as the colloquy seems | whatsoc ver to Indians upon or belonging to any Indian reservation, $5,000, A 
to be finished. {Laughter.] The question is on the substitute offered | Section 2139 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended by striking 
te . "a . cs . | all after the word * dollars”’ in the eighth line of said section; and section 214 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurre] for the amendment of | 4; the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended by striking out all after t 
the gentlerman from Ohio | M1 KEIFER }. The question will first be | word ‘ country,’ in the sixteenth line, down to and in luding the word 1X 
taken on the stbstitute partment,”’ in the seventeenth line 
Mr. WHITE, of Kenta.y.. I ask that it be again read for the infor- Mr. MAGINNIS. I make the point of order on the last clause 
mation of the committee that paragraph, that it changes existing law and does not reduce « 


} tiny : . . . . 
Objection was made. penditures. I think the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] is 


Che question being taken on the proposed substitute, it was not quite willing that the clause shall go out of the bill if an amendment 
igreed to which I have prepared is adopted 
Che question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. KEIFER, The clause referred to by Mr. MAGINNIS was as follows: 


t e oo } . . 
it was agreed to. And section 2139 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended by strik 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I offer as an amendment, to follow the | ing out all after the word “dollars,” in the eighth line of said section; and se 
amendment just adopted, what I send to the desk. | tion 2140 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended by striking out a 

The Clerk read follows: after the word “ country,” in the sixteenth line, down to and including the wor 

ihe erk read as 1OLOWS: | “Department,” in the seventeenth line 

For the subdivision of the Navajo Indian reservation into sections and quarter- | . . : . . | 
sections and defining the same by marked corners, $10,000. F oe Mr. ELLIS. I think the point of order should be sustained, and ! 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman. I offer this amendment | 2™ willing that the clause shall be ruled out and the amendment pr 


for the reasons which I shall proceed to state. I desire to call the atten- a by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIs] adopted in its 
tion of the committee again to this treaty with the Navajo Indians of | P/“C- | ae : . : . 
the Ist June, 1868 ” : The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on the amendment that the clause referred to out of order. ; ; : 
it is new legislation and does not retrench expenditures Mr. MAGINNIS. I now move toamend by inserting, after the words 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on the | | “P0? or belonging to any Indian reservation, $5,000,” that which | 
. aN. _ ‘ Ale ‘ ee ask 
point of order now, or does he reserve it until the gentleman from Ken- | 5¢4 to the Clerk s desk. 
tucky [Mr. Ware] shall have been heard in explanation of his amend- Che Clerk read as follows : 7 
ment? And no part of section 2139 or of section 2140 of the Revised Statutes shal! be 


: ’ : . . . a bar to the prosecution of any officer, soldier, attaché, or employé of the Arm) 
Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order for the present. of the United States who shall barter, donate, or furnish in any manner what 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky Article 11 of the treaty with the Nava- | soever liquors, wines, beer, or any intoxicating beverage whatever to any lh : 
joes provides | dian. 


The Navajoes also hereby agree that at any time after the signing of these ey Mr. CALKINS. I suggest to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 


wieb roe 


is 
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MAGINXIS] to insert in his amendment the words ‘‘ sutler or store- 
keeper’? after the word “‘soldier.”’ 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That is right, and I modify my amendment as 
suggested. . | 

Mr. BUDD. I move to amend the amendment by adding to it that | 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any act which when done by a citizen of the United States would be a crime 


resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 


| R. 6414) appropriating $75,000 for the protection of the Government 
| property and communication with said property, and the improvement of 


shall be, and is hereby declared, equally a crime when done by any Indian upon | the Ohio River at Jeffersonville, Ind.; which was reada first and second 


or belonging toany Indian reservation ; and such Indian committing such crime 
shall be subject to the same jurisdiction and amenable to the same process as any 
citizen would be in like case. And no Department or officer of the United States 


of America shall have or exercise power or authority to shield or protect such | 


Indian criminal from just punishment, nor shall any money herein or hereby 
appropriated be used for that purpose or to that end. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Bupp] that it would be better for him to withhold his amend- 
ment until the one I have offered shall have been acted on, and then 
offer it as an independent proposition. 

Mr. BUDD. I willaccept the suggestion, and withdraw my amend- 
ment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment offered by 


the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] which has been read by | 


the Clerk. 


‘The question was taken on the amendmentof Mr. MAGINNIs, and it 


was agreed to. 

Mr. BUDD. I now offer the amendment which has been already 
read, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purpose of constructing irrigating ditches at Indian agencies, $50,000. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLts] 
will consent now that the committee rise. It is 5 o'clock. 

Mr. ELLIS. I did hope we should get through the bill to-night; 


but I see that the committee is getting restless, and, at the request of | 


many gentlemen, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let my amendment be read and be considered 
as pending. 

Mr. ELLIS. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the pending paragraph the following 

For construction of bridges onthe Santee-Sioux Indian reservation in Nebras- 
ka and the Ponca Indian reservation in the Territory of Dakota, $12,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available 

Mr. ELLIS. I now renew my motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. | 


| time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
SOLDIERS’ BOUNTIES. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill 
H. R. 6415) to equalize the bounties of soldiers of the United Stat: 
who served in the late war to suppress the rebellion; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment 

of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move that the House adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 1 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's des! 
under the rule, and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of E. C. Frost and others, relative to pat 
ent laws—to the Committee on Patents 

By Mr. 8S. 8S. COX: Memorial of the New York Mereantile Exchange 
and merchants and citizens of New York city, relative to silver co 
age—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition for the relief of H. C. Ewald 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of R. D. Salmons 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Resolutions of Post No. 75, Grand Army of th 
Republic, Eskridge, Kans., relative to pensions and legislation in favor 
of the same—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Mrs. Agnes Crawford, for a pension 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HART: Remonstrance of M. Boggs and others of Chillicoth 
Ohio, against the passage &f a bankrupt law—to the Committee on th 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. McCarty Post, Grand Army of the Republic, ot 
Fayetteville, Ohio, asking for the, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. 307, Grand Army of the Republi: 
| Fayetteville, Ohio, favoring pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of John M. Barrere Post, Grand Army of the Re- 


6092) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses | public, of Hillsborough, Ohio, asking for the passage of pension laws— 


of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 


various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial of the city government of Manchester, 
| and petition of 359 citizens of the same place, asking for the erection ot 
a Government building in that city—severally to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Trefethen—to the Com- 


the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- | mittee on Claims. 


lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (S. 1027) for the relief of James W. Woodard; and 


By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Remonstrance of the Eureka and other 
manufacturing companies and individuals of Sterling, [11., against the 


A bill (S. 1819) to print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon | passage of H. R. 3925 and S. 1115 and all like bills, &c.—to the Com- 


the late Thomas Allen. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


mittee on Patents. 
$y Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Willie and Rosalie Powers, of Deca- 


Mr. BUDD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed | tur County, Iowa, asking that the military bounty due their father, 


in the REcoRD remarks on the Indian appropriation bill. 
? LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SLocum, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BEACH, for three days, on account of sickness in his family 
To Mr. BARR, for one week, from April 7. 
To Mr. WORTHINGTON, for ten days from to-day, on account of im 
portant business. 


PLANS FOR CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to offer for imme- | 


diate consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be directed to cause to be printed, 


for the information of members of the House, 500 copies of a description of th 


plans for a new Congressional Library building, referred to in Senate bill 1139, 


which was made a special order for April 3. 


ing ? 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have seen these plans; they cover fiv 
or Six pages of printed matter. I think the cost will be but trifling. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which th 
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now deceased, be granted to them—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, petition of A. Hamilton and 100 others, members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Leon, Iowa, asking for additional legislation on 
the subject of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, petition of J. B. Wells and 90 others, veteran soldiers of the 
| rebellion, asking for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in the State 
~ | of Iowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Henry S. Williams and others—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. KING: Petition of the New Orleans Produce Exchange and 
| Mexican Exchange of New Orleans, for the passage of the bankruptcy 

bill pending before Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Samuel Kelley and 214 others, for a 
e | branch of National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Grand 
Ledge, Mich.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition from citizens of Washington County 





Mr. HOLMAN. What will be the probable expense of this print- | Pennsylvania, for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
e By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of John S. Sargent and others, to 
change the home port of vessels—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Eskridge Post, Grand Army of the 
e | Republic, asking for the passage of the Robinson bill for pensioning pris- 














































































































































oners of war, and of S. 1 and 46 and H. R. 355, 1983, and 2022—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. NELSON: Petition of George W. Hall. in reference to an al- 


lowance of bounty—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. 8S. J. PEELLE: Petition of the post of the Grand Army of 
the Republic at Southport, Ind., asking for the passage of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. PEELLE for the relief of Harland Richardson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavits relating tothe claim of Mary Lemmon— 
to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, resolution of Eskridge 
public, 
affecting ex-soldiers 


ul 


+ 
Post, No. 75, Grand Army of the Re- 
Department of Kansas, asking for the passage of certain bills 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Petitions from citizens of Dakota, in favor of 
H. R. 3856, relative to the homestead law—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Lieut. John B. Eaton and others; 
of Lieut. H. Ludlow and others:of Lieut. W. B. Homer and others, and 
of Lieut. William L. Geary and others, all officers of the Army, for favor- 
able action on 8. 1677, extending the provisions of section 1207, Revised 
Statutes, to lieutenants of the line—severally to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs 

By Mr. VANCE: Paper relating to the claim of Thomas C. Dickey 
for money lost in mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of Post No. 80, Grand Army of the 
of Edgerton, Minn., praying for a pension to Samuel Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., urging the passage of the national bankrupt act—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WELLER: Petition of Mrs. A. E. Phillips and others, wid- 
ows, for the immediate passage of H. R. 4009, for increase of widows’ 
pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of DeliaGrummond 
mittee on Pensions 


Republic, 


to the Com- 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 4, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
lhe Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 210) requiring the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish copies of certain muster-rolls to the governor of the State of Ohio. 

This joint resolution having passed both Houses, the Chair will state, 
was enrolled and signed by the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and by the President pro tempore of the Senate, but the signature | 
to theenrolled bill here has not yet beenannounced. The Senator from | 
Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] not now in his seat entered a motion to re- 
consider, and the House was requested to return the resolution, which 
has beendone. The Chair thinks that it is his duty toinform the Sen- 
ate that before the motion to reconsider was made he had signed but 
not announced the signature of the enrolled resolution, and it is not 
yet announced. The rules seem to provide that it is the duty of the | 
Chair on signing an enrolled bill to see that it is delivered to the Com- | 
mittee on Enrolled Bills for presentation tothe President; but the Chair 
thinks that the proper construction of the spirit of the rule is that if a | 
motion to reconsider be entered in time, as it wasin this case, to with- 
hold the announcing of the signature and to leave the enrolled bill to 
await the determination of the Senateon the motion to reconsider. If | 
there be no objection, therefore, the joint resolution, with the motion | 
to reconsider, will be placed on the Calendar, and the signature of the 
enrolled resolution will not be announced. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would not the better course be to let the bill lie on | 
the table awaiting action on the motion to reconsider, subject to be | 
called up by the Senator entering the motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will stand on the Calendar. to- 
gether with the motion to reconsider, and can be moved at any time 
in the morning hour after resolutions are through, or after the morning 
hour, on motion, under the ninth rule. It does not seem, in the opin- | 
ion of the Chair, to put it at a disadvantage to place it on the Calendar, | 
as other motions to reconsider bills are. The Chair will receive a mo- 
tion to lay it on the table if the Senator from Tennessee prefers. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; I do not see, under the view expressed by the | 
Chair, that there is really any difference. It is subject to the call of | 
the Senator who entered the motion in either position. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of | 
Ordnance relative to the case of Wilhelm Tegethoff, a disabled skilled ' 
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workman recently employed at the Springfield armory; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial of H. B. Caverly and other citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of any law to re- 
ceive trade-dollars other than at their market value as bullion; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of 8. P. Powles and 222 other citizens 
and business firms of New York city, praying for the suspension of th« 
coinage of the standard silver dollar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Professor M. A. Newell, Mary- 
land Statesuperintendent of public instruction, Henry A. Wise, superin- 
tendent of Baltimore (Md. ) city schools, and the members of the Balti- 
more city school board, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 398) to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition of citizens of Iowa, praying that 
a pension be granted to David Galbraith, Nelson D. Bates, and William 
Ross Wallace. The petition describes in detail the military service of 
these three persons. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of N. B. Howard Post, No. 92, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for an amend- 
ment of the pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, against 
the proposed repeal of the law authorizing the manufacture of vinegat 
by the vaporizing process; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of H. H. Fieldand other citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the bill granting pensions to those who served 
in the United States Army during the war with Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Anna Ginn, of Kirkville, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of an act granting to her a pension on account 
of the death of her husband from disease contracted in the military serv- 
ice during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a statement relative to the United States 
powder depot at Dover, N. J., prepared by Maj. J. P. Farley, United 
States Army, showing the necessity for an additional appropriation for 
that work; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present the petition of Miss Herr- 
mine Thomson, of California, praying that she be permitted to pre- 
empt one hundred and twenty acres of land within the reservation at 
Camp Independence, California, This is a young girl 18 years old, the 
daughter of a deceased soldier, who served in the Army of the United 
States for twenty years, including the late war. He died from the 
effects of wounds received in the late war, and was buried on the land 
which she desires to take up as a home, and I hope the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which I move that the petition be referred, will give 
this matter careful attention. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of a large number of soldiers 
in the late war in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1028, to equalize 
the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Mr. VOORHEES presented resolutions adopted by Hall Samuel 
Simmson Post, No. 226, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 


| Indiana, Charleston, Ind., favoring certain legislation in behalf of ex- 


Union soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the redemption or legalization of the trade- 
dollar, which I move be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

In this connection, if I may be permitted a single remark, I desire 
to present what to me are interesting figures collected by a member of 
Congress from my State in relation to the number of trade-dollars held 
in that State. He addressed letters toall the bankers and depositaries 
of money, and generally circulated through the press of the State in- 
quiries in relation to the subject. The result of his inquiries in answer 
to those letters is that banks, bankers, and trust companies hold at par 
in that State $796,749 of these dollars; private individuals and societies 


| hold $1,641,134; and at a discount from 10 to 15 per cent. in all by the 


banks and by private individuals there are held $123,044. 

I simply desire to say that so far as my State is concerned there is 
very great anxiety that there should be some relief on this subject; but 
at the same time I think the public opinion of my State will be very 
strongly against the enactment of such a law as the proposed measure 
which has come to the Senate from the House if it shall result in an in- 
crease of the silver coinage, but that it will be far wiser at this time at 
least to proceed as far in the settlement of this question as to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his discretion to suspend that coinage. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the | 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of Catherine B. Arnold, widow of 
Maj. Ripley A. Arnold, late major, Second Regiment United States Dra- 
goons, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying for the passage of the bill making that place 
a port of entry; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the affidavits of William Lockhart, 
Daniel Steele, Dr. Louis H. Westerly, and the joint affidavit of Elijah 
Price, Wiley Cope, and E. H. Brant, a letter from the Adjutant-General 
dated December 17, 1883, and a letter from the Second Auditor dated 
December 15, 1883, to accompany the bill (S. 517) granting a pension 
to William Lockhart. I trust the Committee on Pensions will give early 
and favorable consideration to the bill. This is all new evidence and 
is now submitted for the first time. I move the reference of the papers 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Chicago, Ill., expressing their opinion that the continued coinage of 
silver dollars is opposed to sound financial policy and is consequently 
subversive of the highest commercial interests of thiscountry, and ask- 
ing that authority be given to the President to appoint a committee for 
the purpose of examining into certain questions in reference thereto. 1 
move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of Miles Carroll Post, No. 111, of 
the Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for 
certain legislation in favor of ex-Union soldiers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Curtis Post, No. 84, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, praying for general legisla- 
tion favorable to ex-soldiers of the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Quincy, I1., protesting 
against the passage of the patent-right bill now pending in the Senate; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions of Coblentz Post, No. 272, Grand Army | 
of the Republic, Department of Illinois, indorsing the recommenda- 
tions of the pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic in 
regard to pensions for Union soldiers; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Lieut. L. B. Copeland Post, No. 28, 
of the Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, Raymore, 
Mo., praying for the equalization of bounties of soldiers of the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Army officers, praying for the reor- 
ganization of the infantry arm of the service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago Trade and Labor As- 
sembly, protesting against the repeal of the present patent laws and 
against passing any law to contract the currency; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of manufacturers of Sterling, Il., re- 
monstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1115 and House bill 
No. 3925, amendatory of the patent laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1890) to provide 
tor the erection of a post-office at Fortress Monroe, Va., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1725) for the erection of a public building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y., 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accompany 
the bill (S. 1885) for the erection of a public building at Wilmington, 
Del., reported by him yesterday. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1947) to authorize the appointment of a commission by the 
President of the United States to run and mark the boundary line be- | 
tween a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, in con- 
nection with a similar commission to be appointed by the State of | 
Texas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. 
Polar, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 774) for the relief of Melissa.G. Polar, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. : ; 


EXPORT-TRADE COMPILATION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to provide for 
printing certain documents relating to customs revenues and domestic | 
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exports for the use of Congress, to report it with sundry amendments, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be treated as read in Com- 
mittee of the Whole if there be no objection, and the first amendment 
reported from the Committee on Printing will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 4, in section 1, after the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word **two”’ and insert 
‘seven;’’ and in line 7 to strike out the word ‘‘Senate’’ and insert 
‘said;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print, 
for the use of Congress, 4,700 copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 46 
first session Forty-sixth Congress, with additional data, to be furnished by the 
compiler of said document, showing the imports for the fiscal years ended June 
30, 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883, and a compilation of exports the growth, pro 

duce, and manufacture of the United States from 1789 to 1883, inclusive (ninety 

four years),in which the quantity, value, and value per unit of quantity of each 
article are given by fiscal years and decades; also the value exported to each 
country and value from each State, with other additional data, prepared by 
Charles H. Evans, of the Treasury Department 


Is there objec tion to the present coh- 


‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, before the word ‘‘copies,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘one thousand’”’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen hundred;”’ in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘Senate,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘fifty for the House 
library, fifty for the Senate library, fifty for the Congressional Library, 
fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘one hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

That the documents described in the foregoing section be stitched and bound 
as one volume; that 3,000 copies of the same be for the use of the House of Rep 
resentatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 100 for Ways and Means 
Committee. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Before that amendment is agreed to I should like 
to know exactly the proportion of these documents that is allotted te the 
Senate and to the House. I may wish to offer an amendment rhe 


Senator from Maryland can explain it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The number allotted to the House is 3,000, and to 
the Senate 1,500. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. The usual way. 

Mr. GORMAN. The usual way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is the way, I have nothing further to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. As amended the joint resolution 
provides for 3,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
for the use of the Senate, and 100 for the Ways and Means Committee 
and 100 for the Senate Committee on Finance by a subsequent amend 
ment. The question is on agreeing to amendment last reported 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Printing was, at the end 
of line 7, section 2, to add the words ‘‘and one hundred for the Senate 
Committee on Finance.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GORMAN snbsequently said: I ask unanimous consent te cor- 


| rect a verbal mistake in the joint resolution just passed by inserting 


the word ‘‘of’’ before ‘‘the’’ in the twelfth line of the first section. 
It is a mere typographical error. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 


| unanimous consent to correct the phraseology of the joint resolution 
| just passed by inserting the word ‘‘of”’ after the word ‘‘ exports,”’ in 
| line 12, so as to read: ‘‘ and a compilation of exports of the growth, pro- 
| duce,’ &e. If there be no objection this correction of the phraseology 


will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it 


| is agreed to. 


CONGO COUNTRY IN AFRICA. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
port favorably the following resolution: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of Senate report No. 393 of the present 
session, together with document entitled ‘‘Africa No. 3,’’ be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


| lution. 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the document? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that it is a 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, made at this session, on 
the Congo country in Africa. Only the ordinary number was printed, 
and the copies are all exhausted. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


| resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1990) for the relief of Hollis G. 
Parker: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1991) granting a right of way to 
the Utah and Northern Railway Company; which was read twice by 
e, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1992) granting a pension to George Dame; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pe hsSiloOns 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1993) authorizing 
he appointment and retirement of wounded and disabled officers ot 
the regular Army who were honorably discharged under the act of 


July 15. 1870: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1994) to amend the patent laws; which 
vas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents 

Mr ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1995 ranling a yw nsion to John 
Rh. Hurd; which was read twice by itst nd reterred to the Com- 
iittes Pens 1s 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1996) to pay William F. Martin, of 
Mo \ the value of one hundred half-boxes of tobacco illegally 
eized and sold by the collector of internal revenue at New Orleans; 
\ s read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
( 

\] Cl 


LOM introduced a bill (S. 1997) to increase the pension of 
Sacriste; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1998) to establish an assay 
office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice 

ts title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ir. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John K. Le 
Baron; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES 


> 


Mr. JONAS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) making an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for the protection of existing levees on the lower 
Mississippi River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. JONAS. In this connection I wish to call the attention of the 
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chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON] to a mo- | 


tion which I think he intended to make 

Mr. ALLISON. Ididintend to make a motion with reference to the 
message of the President upon this subject which was yesterday re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. The message itself has 
been sent to the Public Printer, and therefore is not yet in the posses- 
sion of the Committee on Appropriations, but such subjects have never 
been considered by that committee. In looking the matter over I find 


that a million dollars was appropriated a month or perhaps six weeksago | 


for the Mississippi River improvement, including perhaps levees, and the 
Committee on Commerce or the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River had charge of that bill. I do not know its condition. 
I suggest, therefore, if it is in order, that the message of the President 
take the same direction that the bill just introduced has taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 


the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from the farther con- | 


sideration of the message of the President of the United States on the 


subject of the bill just introduced, and that the message, with the ac- | 


companying papers, be referred to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River. That order will be entered, if there be no 
objection 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 


Mr. VOORHEES. A few days ago I obtained an order from the 
Senate to withdraw certain papers that I supposed were on the files of 
the Senate. I find that they are in the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. I ask the following order, in order to enable the claimant to 
obtain the papers from the clerk of that committee: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be discharged from the | 


further consideration of the petition and papers of Jessie Benton Frémont, and 
that she have leave to withdraw the same from the files of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the rules. 
OHIO MUSTER-ROLLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. «Day before yesterday I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the action of the Senate in passing the joint resolution (H. Res. 
210) requiring the Secretary of War to furnish copies of certain muster- 
rolls to the governor of the State of Ohio, and accompanied that motion 
with a request to the House of Representatives to return the joint reso- 
lution to theSenate. The House has returned the joint resolution to the 
Senate, and I now ask that the motion to reconsider be agreed to, and 
that the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Neither Senator from Ohio objects to this, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 





The order will be granted, subject to | 


The Senator from Missouri moves | 
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that the vote of the Senate passing the joint resolution indicated by him 
be reconsidered. The question is on agreeing to the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The motion was agreed to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. That order will be en- 
tered, if there be no objection. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 223) authorizing the Secretary of Wa1 
to loan to the mayor of Richmond, Va., a certain amount of flags and 
bunting for use at adair, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia desired to call the attention of the Senate to this 
joint resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
wish to express about it. 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 


I am obliged to the Chair, but I have no 
Let it be referred to the appropriate com- 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAI! 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
*RUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the act (S. 74) to enable the State of Col 
orado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
found to be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado th: 
benetit of the act of July 2, 1862, entitled *‘An act donating publi 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts.’ 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘* concurrent 
or other resolutions,’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before th: 
Senate the Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to move at this time to proceed to the consid 
eration of the unfinished business, being the educational bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is On agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 39, noes 
1; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid 
eration of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools, the pending question being on the motion 
of Mr. PLUMB to recommit the bill to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it was my intention originally upon 
the introduction of this bill to content myself with voting silently upon 
it, but the debate which has progressed has disclosed to me more and 
more the interest and the importance of the measure. 

Not only have I been deeply impressed by the practical importance 
of some measure of relief to large and populous sections of this country, 
but just in proportion as the importance and extent of that relief have 
been impressed upon my mind has grown the necessity for finding a 
justification for my support of it. 
| Overstatement of any proposition is never wise, and to deal in super- 
latives of language is only to weaken really a strong feeling. But I do 
not think I can be mistaken in thinking that seldom has a measure 
been brought before Congress that would be fraught with more profound 
| results upon the practical workings of the form of government under 
| which we live than that which is now pending for our consideration. 

It is a proposition to exercise the taxing power of the Government of 
the United States for a term of years in aid of the education of the peo- 
ple of the respective States ;’ in other words, to assume not only an inter- 
est, but an interest coupled with conditional powers, over the common- 
school system of the various communities of this country, the States of 
the Union. The condition under which the money is to be appropriated 
is the proportion of ignorant classes. Where education is nore preva- 
lent and ignorance less dense the appropriation is to be less, and where 
illiteracy, as it is termed (I suppose as asynonym for ignorance), exists, 
there more is to be expended; so that it isan appropriation based upon 
| a condition controlled by the discretion of the General Government. 

It is always right to seek to understand truly the effect, the necessary 
| consequences that await our action; and never is it more essential than 
where we are exercising not our own individual rights and powers but 
acting as representative men executing the great trust of public power, 
and executing it, as we all do in this country, under the limitations of a 
written charter to which we are not only bound by civil penalties but 
by those of religion superadded. 

In a public newspaper of large influence, ably and intelligently con- 
ducted, of which one of the proprietors, and perhaps one of the editors, 
is one of our most honored associates in this body, I mean the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], I find a careful editorial 
on the subject of this bill which I commend to the consideration of the 
Senate. After discussing the Blair bill, as it is called, after the dis- 
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tinguished Senator who presents it for the consideration of the Senate, 
the writer says: 

The more honest, as the more truthful way of putting it would perhaps be to 
say that the necessity has arisen from the exercise of ultra-constitudional but 
necessary authority, and that it is a logical consequence of the emancipation 
and enfranchisement of the negro, these being the inevitable results of the war 
of the rebellion. : 

It is not at all irrelevant, however, to inquire whether the means will secure 
theend. The committee finds that five-twelfths of the school population of the 
country are growing up in ignorance of the English alphabet; that in eighty- 
six cities, containing a schoo! population of over 2,000,000, over one-third of the 
children never enter a school-room. New York city has 114,000 children not en- 
rolled at all, and of a school population of 385,000, there is an average attendance 
of only 132,000. Some of our New England villages exhibit statistics which are 
simply appalling. The South excuses herself on account of emancipation and 
poverty; the North explains herself by the inundation of a foreign population. 
Whatever the causes, and they are clear enough, the facts are to be admitted and 
faced. The prevailing sentiment is, that the State shall no longer be responsi- 
ble for the education of herchildren, but they shall be educated by the National 
Government, the State doing so much as Congress shall require. This is to be 
understood, however, when the Federal Government undertakes this business, 
as of right and duty it has assumed, and the States have conceded that it has full 
and sovereign authority. It will be bound to look out forthe “ general welfare ”’ 
in this behalf, according to its best judgment and highest wisdom. The schools 
must conform to its idea of virtue and its standard of education. 

Mr. President, I concur in the result stated by this writer. I say 
nothing of the statistics of ignorance presented for I am disposed to 
think that in regard to them there is inaccuracy. I donot believe that 
the number of children who receive careful education in the homes of 
their parents, the best place they could receive it, or children who at- 
tend select schools paid for from private funds, are excluded from this 
great mass of alleged illiterates. In that respect I am disposed to be- 
lieve the figures produced by the committee are more alarming than in 
truth they ought to be. 

But I believe that the logical results of this bill, should it become a 
law, are fairly stated, and that if those who consider that it is wise and 
right, that it is justifiable in them as members of the Government and 
subject to the oath to support the Constitution, if they shall conside1 
it wise and right to accept this appropriation in the form and mannet 
in which it has been tendered, let them consider fairly that it is done 
in disregard of that mode of preserving liberty and promoting the gen- 
eral welfare, which was ordained by the founders of this Government 
in the charter which they have left for our guidance. 

Mr. President, it may be pardoned if I speak of my personal feeling 
in connection with this subject. Never before was the conflict bet ween 
inclination and the sense of duty so severe with me as now. The great 
fact grows upon my mind as I live under this Government, that only by 
the higher qualities of humanity can it be maintained; by the virtue, 
the self-control and intelligence of the citizens alone, can we expect the 
blessings of liberty shall be secured to us and to our posterity. This 
subject of education, what Emerson called *‘the miracle of intellect- 
ual enlargement,’’ has been treated with force and eloquence by men 
in this Chamber who possess my affection and command my respect. 
The impression made upon me by the speech of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], I may say of both the Senators from South 
Carolina, of the Senators from Mississippi, of the Senator who has charge 
of this bill [Mr. BLAIR] and who by his earnestness and straight- 
forwardness has gained my respect for his attitude in regard to the 
entire subject; the statements read here from such men as Dr. Mayo, 
as my honored friend, Dr. Curry, and from the superintendent of State 
instruction of Indiana—all of these speeches and statements have im- 
pressed me profoundly, and have impelled me to the strictest self-exam- 
ination of my grounds of dissent; and therefore I have felt bound in 
what our forefathers called ‘‘a decent respect for the opinions of man- 
kind,’’ to state the reasons why I do not feel justified in voting to aid 
public education in the States in the way now proposed. 

Mr. President, [comprehend the condition of the South. It has so 
happened that since I became a member of this body I have been, until 
the present session, assigned to duty upon every committee connected 

? . . 
with the investigation of their internal affairs. It was commenced in 
1871 in the State of North Carolina and rapidly extended over every 
State south of the Potomac River. I have gone among those people and 
visited their homes and cities. I have heard the inmost history of their 
domestic affairs brought forward by a multitude of witnesses. I have 
realized in my heart and by my mind the extent of their material loss 
by the war, the flower of their manhood slain, their strong men and 
warriors crippled, the desolation of their homes and cities, the upheaval 
of their social system, the absolute wiping out of all forms of property 
in the shape of credit. All these were surely enough to prostrate and 
annihilate the strongest and the bravest. But there was one thing wors« 
than all, there was one cause more devastating than all, and that was 
that after this plowshare of desolation had passed over that land, and just 
at themoment when every self-governing agency that law could supply 
was most needed for their protection, it was the unhappy policy, it was 
the most unfortunate decree of the party then controlling the Federal 
Government, absolutely to interdict and prohibit every vestige of local 
self-government throughout that entire region. Sir, it was in that hou1 
of extremest peril, when the spirit of law that alone was left to survive 
that terrible period was then most needed to teach men self-control and 
self-respect, when it was most needed to protect the fragment of prop- 
erty that was left, and most needed to exercise American citizens in 
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practice and duties of local self-government, that by military decree it 
was annihilated and absolutely wiped out of existence. I cite it not 
for the purpose of reproach, not for the purpose of crimination, but I 
cite it as part of the truth of history, and because it has created a con 
dition of things to which I have turned with the deepest anxiety, and 
in the face of which I have felt at times almost hopeless. 

Why, Mr. President, the earlier traditions of the Southern States of 
our country are the common glory of usall. The name of Washing 
ton ever will be the watchword of American liberty and the password 
to every American heart. The roll of heroes of that portion of om 
country is long and lustrous with the yery highest virtues that attach 
to our nature; and if it were needed that new testimony should be 
brought of the courage and the virtue of the men of the Southern 
States, I could call no better witnesses nor could I call more willing 
witnesses than those who confronted them for four years upon the bat 
tlefields of the war of secession, and many of whom I am glad to say 
are our honored associates in this Chamber. 

But, sir, I believe that history will place the achievements of the 
Southern men and Southern women in adversity since the war as their 
highest title to the respect, the affection, the confidence, the sympathy 
of good men and good women everywhere. When the great military 
leader of the South laid down his arms and surrendered all but his 
honor, his counsel to his brethren in arms was worthy of himself: ** Gen 
tlemen, we must now cultivate our virtues; ’’ and these words have sunk 
into the hearts and minds of his countrymen, and the growth of the 
South toward prosperity; her advance in the arts of peace and civiliza 
tion has been absolutely marvelous, considering all the adverse circum 
stances in which she was struggling and which have combined at almost 
every step to prevent her onward progress. 

Mr. President, I came into this Chamber but a few years after thi 
war had nominally closed, and my main object in coming into public 
life was to assist in binding up the wounds of civil war in my coun 
try, and in the restoration of all the States to their proper position of 
equality in the Union To that end I have opposed steadily every 
measure that I deemed unequal and unjust, and I have not hesitated 
to denounce every act ot unjustified power by the Exeentive o1 Dy 
Congress where I thought it tended to the inequality of the citizens of 
he Union or of the States of the Union before that law whose chiet 
glory was that all men stood equal betore it Inall this I have sought 
to do my full duty tothe South as to my brethren and my fellow-coun 
trymen. I have been in this Chamber when not a single true repre 
sentative of the interests and the opinions and the sympathies of the 
Southern people was found in the Chamber as a representative from the 
Southern States, and when the representation so called was in truth 
scandalous misrepresentation, which was the result of revolution and 
confusion. Now the case is different. Every State has now its chosen 
representative. They can speak and vote as they deem best. The cur 
rent of a large public opinion has risen too high for the narrowness of 
party hate further to assert itself, and propositions for the overthrow 
of States and of Legislatures, which were abundant and common here a 
few years ago, are now not even suggested, and should only be remem 
bered for the purpose of warning against their recurrence. 

Sir, I am grateful to God that the day has come; and yet my theory 
of the Government of this Union remains still unchanged. It is a union 
of equal States, what Mr. Madison called the compound Republic of 
America. I am opposed to the domination of any State or any section, 
as much as I ever was to the oppression of any State or any section; 
and the love or the mistaken sympathy for none w#ll ever tempt me 
knowingly to invade the harmony of our political system. 

In this view let me inguire does this bill invade the harmony of our 
political system? Does it transcend the powers given to Congress to lay 
taxes? Does it invade and occupy that field of self-exertion which | 
think it must be conceded remains unimpaired in the States in regard 


| to this most intimate and important function that a @»mmunity can ex 


ercise toward the individuals that compose it ? 

I do not propose here to.discuss what is the power of a community 
untrammeled by a written constitution to interpose its regulations be 
tween parent and child or the relations of humanity, and supersede 
those duties which may well be called Heaven-created in the human 
breast. But suffice it to say it is the right of self-preservation of a com- 
munity to prevent the growth of vice, of pauperism, of ignorance; and, 
recognizing that, Iam prepared to agree and to follow up by my vote and 
action, as 1 believe [ always have as a private citizen and as a legislator, 
the duty of the State to see to it that the crime. the negligence, or the 
poverty, or the ignorance of the parent should not prevent children of a 
tender age incapable of self-protection from being guarded against il] 
health of mind as against ill health and misery of body. But that is 
not the question here. The proposition is now under the powers of the 
United States Government to commence and continue for a period of ten 
vears an outlay to carry on the common-school systems within the re- 
spective States, and for this purpose to lay taxes under the authority ot 
the Constitution. It isnot a fund already in hand that is to be appro 
priated, but it is to provide for the creation of a fund in the future, which 
can only be accomplished by the exercise of the taxing power of Con- 
“ress, 
~ Mr. President fl 


t would be very superfluous for me to meet and an 
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swer the objection in regard to the power of Congress to make appro- | Pennsylvania Republican State convention and to the pamphlet pub- 
priations or donations of land for the purposes of education or forother | lished by one of its most intelligent and distinguished leaders, was only 
purposes than those of education and the right of the same Congress to | intended as an illustration of the doctrine which I repeat lies imbedded 
ippropriate money for like purposes. A case was cited and has been | within this measure we are now considering, and it becomes therefore 
the frequent subject of citation on this side of the Chamber by Mr. Jus- | not a question as to the principle, but simply as to the degree to which 
tice Miller, of the Supreme Court, in which he not only strictly limited | this doctrine shall be followed. 


the exercise of the taxing power anywhere by Congress or its still more I do not know what the personal apprehensions of my friend on the 
untrammeled exercise by the States to public objects within the juris- | other side may have been in regard to this question, nor do I know what 
diction of the taxing power, but his language was that to lay the hand | his personal views may be about it, but I do know what the declaration 
of power upon the property of one citizen for the purpose of conveying | of the party with which he acts has been on the subject in his own State 
its benefits to another was robbery under the forms of law. and I believe that I have referred to it in terms of sufficient accuracy 

That was the unanimous decision of the court of which he is a mem- There is to-day confessedly under our taxing system, external and 
ber; and yet not in one case but in a hundred cases, not ina singleline | internal, with all the extravagance and all the robbery that we know 


of authority or the current of authority, but what Judge Black called | are going on, and which the administration confesses it has been unab): 
the torrent of authority has admitted the power of the Government to | to stop, a surplus of more than $100,000,000 annually, for which vw 
deal with the public lands for the purposes of education, for the purpose | must seek with some ingenuity a means of expenditure; and it is th: 
of the remuneration of soldiers, for the purpose of inducing immigra- | doctrine of those of the school of the gentleman whose pamphlet I hav: 
tion, for encouraging the growth of timber, for the purpose of facilitat- | referred to and of the party that adopted his declaration that it is right 
ing railroad construction. There may be founda hundred decisions by | and proper and a due exercise of constitutional authority, for the Gen 
the same court which distinctly as words can permit have denied the | eral Government of the Union to lay taxes and collect revenue in ex 
authority to exercise the power of taxation for any but a public purpose | cess of objects which were confided to its care, and to redistribute th: 
committed to the jurisdiction of the Government that sought to exer- | surplus and excess to the people who had originally paid them 

it - Mr. President, my objection to this bill is that it is plainly in the 
Mr. President, the system of laying and collecting taxes adequate to | line of such a policy, and when you embark on it it becomes a mere 
the requirements of both the State and the Federal Government, by the | question of degree. If you have the right to collect money by the 
action and power of the Federal Government alone will not and can not | powers of the Federal Government not for the purposes of the Union 
be restricted to a single subject; but it must soon logically, bythe very | not for the uses of the General Government, not to carry out any power 
nature and growth of its own powers, occupy the entire field of taxa- | designed for the Federal Government, but to go beyond it, then you can 
tion within and without the United States. By the Constitution the | logically and necessarily according to the will of any majority of Con- 
entire field of exterior taxation is exclusively committed to Congress. | gress occupy the entire field of taxation, and American local self-govern- 
No State can lay a duty upon imports, or if even by consent of Con- | ment will die in atrophy, it will shrink to nothing from the disuse o! 
gress it lays any duties the net proceeds must be paid into the Federal | its own faculties, and the spring of our liberties will be dried at its very 
Treasury under the Constitution. To-day under the exclusive power | 


; ‘ 
cise 


| source. 
in Congress to lay duties upon imports, imposts, and excises, we havea | Mr. President, if a man be poor andif he need aid, I can see no better 
system that has raised the rates of duty, not for the object of colleeting | means of assisting him than not to take from him unnecessarily the 
revenue, but for the purpose of stimulating and assisting competition | little that he has. Whence comesthe$15,000,000 the first year and the 
on American soil conducted behind the barrier of these external taxes. | $14,000,000 the second and so on until you shall come down to half 
We have a result that persons who do not produce or manufacture the | the sum at theend of ten years? Whence comes the $105,000,000 that 
commodities upon which such duties are laid are incidentally taxed four | ten years are to supply? Let it be understood I cavil not at the sum 
times, tive times the amount of revenue that is paid into the Treasury | If it were in my power to vote from myself many times over my indi 
of the United States. | vidual share of that tax and bestow it for the purposes which have been 
This system of occupying the entire field of taxation, and as a pro- | so graphically presented, I should feel it a duty and a privilege so to 
claimed right, has at last by the growth of time found its way intothe | do. I am not caviling at the amount, I do not say it is too large; if it 
public declarations of one of the great parties of the country. In the | can effect the cure it can scarcely be too large; but I am speaking ot 
rich, populous, and powerful State of Pennsylvania the dominant party | the principle which I think so all-important for the preservation of this 
have by declaration to the public claimed the power as legal and ad- | Government, and I am speaking also of a measure which [ think from 
vised its execution, that the present scale and rate of Federal taxation | its very nature would be unsuccessful. 
should be increased and expanded, more taxes laid, and more articles | To-day the condition of public education under State and local con 
included and embraced in the schedule of taxation for the purpose of | trol is one of the most honest causes for American pride that America! 
creating a surplus which may be in accordance with the line of this | institutions can disclose. 





bill redistributed to the people from whom it was already drawn. Mr. MITCHELL. If it will not interrupt the Senator 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a word at that point? | Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator means now to refer to the resolution 
I should be glad to be enlightened in regard to any such action by the | of his State convention, I will ask him to bring it in a little later. 
Republican party of the State of Pennsy!vania. There have been few things in regard to which the American people 


Mr. BAYARD. I believe I can produce to the satisfaction of the | have responded more liberally than they have in respect of providing 
Senator the resolution of a Republican State convention passed approv- | for the education of the masses of their children, of those who by the 
ing the scheme, which originated with Mr. Wharton Barker, of the city | accident of poverty, the restricted fortunes of their parents, were not able 
of Philadelphia. I had a pamphlet from that gentleman; I know that | to secure that enlargement of the intellect, as Emerson calls it. There 
it was widely circulated, recommending the very scheme to which I | are few things more pleasant to consider than the munificence of private 
have referred, and I believe that I have seen, and I think I can produce, | donations to the cause of education in this country; and be it noticed 
the indorsement of that plan by the party of which Mr. Wharton Bar- | that it is not from the great scholars, it is not from the men of learning 
ker is an influential and honorable member. | itis not from the men who have been the professed educators of the 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not wish the Senator from Delaware to un- | country that the greatest aid has come, but it has been from the strong 
derstand me as saying that the Republican party did not in its platform | minded men, who have fought their way through adversity and under 
commit itself bygesolution to that plan, but I do not understand that | circumstances of great trial, to whom the equitable institutions of this 
plan to go so far, or nearly so far, as the Senator states. | country have offered an easy road to fortune and advancement. It is 

Mr, BAYARD. Well, if it be necessary I will hereafter produce that | those men who, touched by a sense of their own deficiencies and of their , 
resolution, if it be worth while to criticise the precise words; but the | own early denials, have nobly determined that the poor and vnfriended 
Senator will not deny that the principle avowed was that which I have | boys of their own land shall not suffer for want of opportunities that 
stated, and that it was intended and recommended toallow the General | were denied to them. Therefore you see the college of Girard rise, and 
Government to lay greater taxes and collect more revenue than it needed | of Packer, and of Hopkins, and of Vanderbilt, and of Lennox, and of 
for its own purposes, and take care of the expenses of the States by re- | Rush, and of Peabody, and of McDonough, and of Astor, and of Pardee, 
turning to them sufficient for the payment of certain of their local af- | and Corcoran; and this list, so pleasant to recite, so honorable to our 
fairs, such as education, especially the common schools of the State. people, could greatly be prolonged. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, but I| Sir, the other day I met a most intelligent man, a native of one of 
think it may be proper that the subject should be properly under- | the New England States, now an honored member of the other House 
stood, and I wish to say in this connection that that proposition has | of Congress, who speaking to me of the manner in which the States had 
never so far received my assent, although the party to which I belong | dealt with this question of public education, was most generous in his 
passed a resolution on the subject. I think, however, it does not goso | praise and appreciation of what he considered the superiority of the 
far as to justify an increase of taxation for this purpose, but only re- | States of the western part of the country in their institutes of public 
lates to a distribution of the surplus which may be in the Treasury | education over that of New England itself. He told me that the great 
under existing laws. It does not propose to increase taxation in any | State of Texas had placed the public education of the people of that 
way nor to interfere with existing legislation in relation to the subject | State upon a broader and a deeper basis than that of any State im the 
of taxation, but to provide for a proper division of the surplus in the | Union. 

Treasury, as those who favor that plan understand it to be. Sir, in such a rivalry let us all join and joyfully give the crown of 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my reference to the action of the | excellence to the State thathas best deserved it, not in reproach toany, 
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but simply in eommendation and thanks to those who have carried this | ing power toCongress. ‘‘ Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
public duty to the highest degree. This is the true progress of Ameri- | taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay the debts.’? Whose debts! 
can self-government and the conduct by the State of those things inti- | The Government was the Government ofthe United States. It certainly 
mate in its relations to the State, and which can not be comprehended | was not tolay taxes to pay the debts of the respective States, nor could 
by those who live beyond its borders and therefore are not cognizant | it possibly provide for the welfare of the respective States. To adopt 
ot the demands of the locality for the exercise of the beneficence re- | any other construction would throw the whole plan of the Constitution 
ferred to. into utter confusion and reduce local self-government to a ciphers; but 
Mr. President, it has been said that it is to the interest of this coun- | the General Government would provide for every local expense by Fed- 
try and for the general welfare of this country that vice, ignorance, | eral taxation and cover the whole field according to the theory of a por- 
illiteracy should be lessened by all lawful means, and the power of | tion, if not the whole, of the Republican party in the State of Pennsy! 
Congress to assist in this in various localities has been alleged to be | vania 
found in the words providing for the general welfare of the Govern- Now, Mr. President, as to the ‘* general weliure."’ there is a construc- 
ment, accompanying the first grant of the power of taxation to the | tion which, it seems to me, this bill must be founded upon, and which 
Congress of the United States. The words occur but twice in the Con- | has been accepted here in debate, that, in my judgment, would render 
stitution. They are used in the preambie todescribe the great ends for | the rest of the Constitution entirely superfluous if it were adopted, and 
which the Constitution was ordained, in the same connection with the | that would be to grant an unlimited authority, and for any and every 
words to ‘establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for | purpose whatever, of taxation by the Congress of the United States 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- One moment as to this power of taxation. It is the most sovereigu 
ings of liberty to ourselvesand our posterity.”’ Thatisarecital. There | power conceived of by man. It extends to everything that he can create 
is no doubt that the general welfare of the people of the United States | by his industry and which may be taken from him under the power ot! 
was the object for which the National Government was formed by a | taxation. It is essentially unlimited in every republic as in the most 
union of the colonies which had become independentStates by maintain- | unlimited of monarchies. It has no other limit chan the discretion ef 
ing their declaration of independence from the Crown of Great Britain. | the agency to whom it is confided, and this is the power that isclaimed 
‘The pursuit of life, liberty, and happiness’’ had ended with the be- | for the Government of the United States, and justly claimed where the 
lief that these great objects of the human heart had been secured by the | objects of its exercise are such as have been confided to its care by the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution. The formation of the Union | Constitution. But the moment that you shall say that not only is the 
under the Constitution was the means whereby the general welfare, | power of taxation by the Congress unlimited, but that the application 
like liberty and happiness, had been secured to the American people, | of the fund so raised is unlimited and the purposes of the taxation are 
not otherwise. | unlimited, then you have a government that it is idle to speak of as 
How was the general welfare under that plan of government to be | having any limitation on its power except the will and pleasure of the 
secured? How was it provided for? By leaving it to the Executive, | dominant majority. 
or to the judiciary, or to the Legislature to ‘‘ promote’’ as any or all of On this subject what has been said? Where is the writer, where is 
them combined should see fit? Certainly not. It was to be secured | the commentator upon American constitutional law who has ever said 
by the agency and under the form and under the conditions of a care- | anything like this? Itseems idle at this time, but going back to the 
tully worded charter to which the delegates of each State set their | very foundation of the Government and coming down to the present 
hands, George Washington at their head, and the ratification of the | day, take any one recognized as authority on constitutional law and 
several States thereto. When it had been so ratified by nine States it | discover if you can any such meaning. Alexander Hamilton has been 
should be their government. It was almost immediately ratified by | cited as a centralist of power, as the antipodes to the theory of Thomas 
eleven, and two years after unanimously by the whole thirteen. But | Jefferson. I have often had occasion to cite authority in the last fifteen 
the object of that government, among which was the general welfare, | years in the Senate for constitutional restraints upon executive and Con 
was to be secured by means of that Constitution itself by its ordination | gressional encroachments, and I mean here to say that no American 
and according to its plan, and not in any other way. Other ways how- | living or dead has been more impressively cited to prevent the centra 
ever seductive, other ways however desirable, were excluded by the | ization of power than AlexAnder Hamilton. He says—I read from page 
ordination and adoption of the plan of government which we have all | 145 of the thirty-third number of the Federalist: 
here assembled to support, and this is the Chamber and this is the body If individuals enter into a state of society the laws of that society must be 
where of all others this distinction between the powers of the National | the supreme regulator of their conduct. Ifa number of political societies enter 
Government and the governments of the States is to be recognized, de- | {pt larger politcal society; the laws which the latter may enact: pursuant to 
fended, and strictly upheld. The other branch of Congress represents | those societies and the individuals of whom they are composed. It would 
the national principle; this body represents the federal principle, and | otherwise be a mere treaty, dependent on the good faith of the parties and not 
ours is a government in which those two were blended. It was not | government, which is only another word for political power and supremacy. 
intended to impair or destroy either one or the other, but from the | are not pursuant to its constitutional powers, but which are invasions of the 
union of the two to promote a harmony that should secure to each the | residuary authorities of the smaller societies, will become the supreme law of 
powers necessary to promote the general welfare of the people of the ——— SRODS WEE BO ERESSTy AUN OF UORTAMON, ANS WE Ceeteve te he treated 
United States, and to secure the blessings of liberty to them and their | © ‘ ; Px. ee oe: 
posterity. After speaking of the necessity for a concurrent jurisdiction over the 
Hence it is that all essential powers of sovereignty are found in the | power of taxation, he says—I read from the preceding number of the 
Government of the United States, and the great powers of peace and | Federalist by Hamilton: 
war, the sole power to create armies and navies and control them, the The necessity of a concurrent jurisdiction in certain cases results from the di- 
power over every individual in the Union wo call him into its SEEVICC States Saeki ee Sean, Faatohen as ae ee x fel 
whenever needful, the power of unlimited taxation in order to sustain | vigor, is not only a theoretical consequence of that division, but is clearly admit 
all those great powers of government and to perpetuate the existence of | ted —— whole a oe pet Reon — a — 
‘ Tati ¢ _ . . ‘ sed Cons on. e there tl at, notwithstanding the affirmative grants 
Bee ean ee wee a to thos nee ser | of general a eiehen ron has been the most ootnted pm in aaeie cases x here 
: ’ = J¢ y all powers incident it was deemed improper that the like authorities should reside in the States to 
ally and impliedly necessary to make those powers enumerated fully | insert negative clauses prohibiting the exercise of them by the States. The tenth 
effective were also to accompany them. Giaeus to-a-cvter testleasige at tien sacle of Gus euumeitien. aut Seenbines role 
This Constitution enumerated these powers. It made them the su- of interpretation out of the body of the act, which justifies the position I have 
preme law of the land, paramount throughout the Union. It did not | advanced, and refutes every hypothesis to the contrary. 
define them, for this is not a charter of definition; it is a charter of And be it remembered that that was written before the adoption ot 
delegation and enumeration; and I know but a single definition in the | the tenth article of amendments, which recited in express language the 
Constitution, and that is of the crime of treason. The powers are doctrine here laid down by this commentator upon a government whose 
enumerated, but definition of the powers is left to the legislative and genius he is proved to have comprehended as time has goneon. It was 
judicial departments. not the question of what his original theory was of what this government 
We find in the Constitution of the United States two governments | ought to have been; it was not the question that he would have made 
plainly recognized, or what Chief-Justice Marshall calls a dual govern- | a more centralized government had his plan been followed; but when 
ment, a Government of the United States and a government of each of | the p!an of others than his own, when the plan of Jefferson and Madi- 
the respective States. The tenth articleofamendmentexpressly declares | son, that is to say a plan in accord with theif judgment had been pre- 
that the powers not delegated to the United States nor prohibited by it pared, it found in Hamilton as able and as ardent an advocate as if it 
to the States were reserved to the States respectively, and every article | had been his own original proposition. Let me read a word on this 
of the Constitution could be appealed to to show that it contains just | subject from the thirty-second number of the Federalist 
such clear recognition of this duality of powers. The powers necessary I am willing here to allow, in its full extent, the justness of the reasoning 
for each are here recognized. Those for the General Government are which requires Guat the individual penaninasieperesan se independe . and un- 
» * - . . - . . tre é e al orityv ‘aise ne ow! evenues to e suppiv ot theirowtu 
te - enenee are reserved. 1 hey did — ated making this concession, I affirm that (with the sole exes pt ion of 
% or that which they alre ady pos- | duties on imports and exports) they would, underthe plan of the convention, re 
sessed; all remained in them which had not been delegated to the Gen- | tain that authority in the most absolute and unqualified sense; and that 
eral Government or which were not expressly inhibited to them. tempt on the part of the National Government to abridge them in the exercise 


Tow a . - of it would bea violent assumption of power unwarranted by any article or claus 
Now, let us carry this in mind when we look at the grant of the tax- | Of its constitution 
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4n entire consolid f t 


ation of the States into one complete national sovereignty 
ply an entire subordination of the parts, and whatever powers might 
ain them would be altogether dependent on the general will. But as the 
plan « 1e convention aims only at a partial union or consolidation, the State 
< rnments would clearly retain all the rights of sovereignty which they before 

and wl i were not by that act exclusively delegated to the United States 
Phis ex sive delegation,or rather this alienation of State sovereignty, would 
‘ exist in three cases: where the Constitution in express terms granted an ex- 
sive authority to the Union ; where it granted, in one instance, an authority to 

n,and inanother prohibited the States from exercising the like author- 
ty; and where it granted an authority to the Union, to which a similar author- 
ty in the States would be absolutely and totally contradictory and repugnant 
terms to distinguish this last case from another, which might appear 
resemble it 


se them 


Now let us turn for one moment to his great compeer, the man who 
stood with him inthe Cabinet of Washington, and as Mr. Webster said, 
with the hand of Washington resting upon the shoulder of each—Mr. 
Jefierson spoke on this subject I find in a letter to Albert Gallatin, 
one of the most distinguished leaders of the Jeffersonian party: 
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ently reposed. Therefore it does lie among what Chief-Justice Marshal} 
calls the ‘‘immense mass’’ of powers that lay reserved for the contro) 
and the exclusive control of the States. 

That was his language when he clothed the skeleton of Federal powe1 
with the strongest muscles it possessed. The case of Gibbons rs. Og- 
den was the declaration of vitality to the powers of the nation. It de- 
creed one commerce for the people of the United States and one powe: 
alone to govern it; and he, with all that serenity of wisdom that marked 
him in his high place, said, while clothing the National Government 


with essential powers for self-preservation and control, he must not forget 


rhe act was founded avowedly on the principle that the phrase in the Consti- 
tution which authorizes Congress *‘to lay taxes, to pay the debts and provide | 
for the general welfare,’ was an extension of the powers specifically enumer- 


ated to whatever would promote the general welfare; and this, you know, was 
the Federal doctrine. Whereas, our tenet even was, and, indeed, it isalmost the 
only landmark which now divides the Federalists from the Republicans, that 
q 
restrained to those specifically enumerated; and that, as it was never meant 
they should provide for that welfare but by the exercise of the enumerated pow- 
ers, 80 it could not have been meant they should raise money for purposes which 
the enumeration did not place under their action; consequently that the speci- 
fication of powers isa limitation of the purposes for which they may raise money. 


wish to cite not Mr. Jeffersonalone, not Alexander Hamilton alone, 
but shall I take Mr. Justice Story. He has been cited and recited. 
here is one word of his that I think I should like to read, because it 


may be called his parting salute to the question. He had gone over it, 


ipparentiy changing his mind from time to time or rather making vari- 
ous expressions of his judgment in regard to this very indefinite power 


hut at the end he says—I read from section 980 of Story on the 


onatl tion 


qualified power to pay the debts and provide for the Common defense 
i general welfare, as the second part of this clause would be if considered asa 


. ct and separate grant, would extend to every object in which the public 
ro i be terested. A power to provide for the common defense would give to 
Congress the command of the whole force and of all the resources of the Union: 
but a right to provide forthe general welfare would go much further. It would, 

1 effect, break down allthe barriers between the States and the General Govy- 

rninent, and consolidate the whole under the latter 
That is the effect of the construction which has been contended for 
here in debate; and do we stand here professing deliberately to con- 
solidate all the powers of this Government, to destroy all loeal self- 
vovernment, to annihilate all State power? In other words, do we 
stand here to vote to revolutionize the system under which the bless- 

ngs of liberty were intended to be secured to ourselves and our pos- 


mt 2 
LeTITy 


Sir, there is a writer of to-day, a man learned in the law and learned | 


n more than the law, Dr. Francis Wharton, who I think now is filling 
the chair of international law in Harvard University, who has given 
in the present year his Commentaries on American Law to his country- 
men, in which he has carefully and elaborately reviewed the historical 
tield, and the progress of this evolution of our Government, this growth 
of institutions which we have heard referred to. But the question is 
whether evolution has resulted in revolution, for that it seems to me is 
in two words the result that would be reached by adopting the construc- 
tion asked for by many who favor this bill. 
Wharton’s Commentaries on American Law: 

Phe first observation to be made on this clause is that the words “‘ provide for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States’ are a qualifica- 
tion of the taxing power. The taxation is ‘“‘to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense,’ &c. Congress, at least by this clause, has not power to 

provide for the common defense and general welfare.’ How far it can dothis 
is determined by subsequent clauses. Whatever it has power to do undersuch 
clauses, this clause authorizes it to impose taxes to pay for. 

Mr. President, is the power of the education of the citizens of the 
various States committed by the Constitution to Congress? Certainly 
no one will contend that it is by any express grant. Is it by implica- 
tion that iseven arguable? Will not any implication of that kind, as- 
sented to, lead inexorably to the overthrow of the whole theory of our 
form of government, to the absorptien of every power in one of these 
dual governments under which we live and which were intended jointly 
to secure all the needs of government? Sir, it is to me quite as fatal, 
quite as treasonable in the modern sense of the word, quite as unfaith- 
ful to stab this system of ours in one mortal part as in another; but so 
tar as [am concerned the hand which inflicts the wound shall never 
be mine : 

Chis power of the education of the children and the people of the 
community by its very nature—for that is the rule which Hamilton laid 
down for the construction of constitutional powers—belongs to the States 

n accord with the Constitution. In the nature of things to each com- 
munity, who knows its needs, local self-government includes as its most 
important function the moral health and mental training of its citizens. 
Necessarily in the nature of things it must belong to the States. By all 


the canons of construction there being no delegation of this power to | 
( 


the General Government, there being no inhibition of it to the State 


governments, it lay with the government where it had always inher- 


ngress had not unlimited powers to provide for the general welfare, but were | 


I read from page 404 of 


the States out of which it was constructed and upon which it must rest 
for its strength and security. And so after prescribing the delegated 
powers and conceding them unlimitedly to the General Government, 
he referred to that ‘‘immense mass’’ of undelegated powers that re- 
mained in the States, and which include their powers of self-government 
and all that go to make men competent for self-government. Among 
these none is more intimate and essential than the education, care, and 
training of the children. Deprive a community of control over the 
public education of its children and it is idle to speak of it as possessing 
local self-government. 

No State has ever divested itself of the power nor can it ever divest 
itself before God of the duty to look after the ignorant, the unfortunate, 
the degraded within its limits. Nature demands it; our scheme ot 
government requires it; and when Congress invades and takes posses- 
sion of that field, overstepping the bounds of its power, we are throw- 
ing into confusion this beautiful fabric designed by checks and bal- 


| ances to secure liberty and justice among countless millions of people 


whose right it is to be left to control themselves in all the duties that 
relate to a just exercise of American citizenship. 

Sir, this question of education is one of the gravest that can be stated. 
There is a power of the parent that the State may not invade; there is 


| a duty of the parent that the State may possibly be called upon to fulfill 


should the parent neglect it; but if you seek to cure a disease, moral 
or physical, must you not remove the cause? Is it not common sense 
to go below the surface and treat the cause of the disease ? 

Now, Senators, which is the parent and which is the child; pauper- 


| ism orignorance? Ignorance will beget pauperism; pauperism will be- 


get ignorance. No man who has dealt—and I claim to have sought to 


| understand the practical bearings of this question—no man who has 


dealt with the very poor, those who are borne down to the extremity 


| of pauperism, but will know that the first step to relieve them is to 
| create a healthy body as the tenement of the healthy mind. 


Reason- 


| able and sufficient food, warmth, shelter, cleanliness, decency of ap- 





parel, and comforts in life—these are almost the prime necessities be- 
fore you shall begin to raise the mental condition. Every one knows 
that when we see a poor boy in the streets neglected and abandoned 
by his parents, the first thing is to make his body comfortable, to cloth: 
him and warm him, to nourish him, and then when his physical facul- 


| ties are in a proper state, to approach the higher part of his creation and 


permit his mind to rise to a comprehension of social duty. Can Con- 
gress do this? The States can do it. A wisely governed State does 
do it and ever will do it. Can Congress do this? Can the poor of the 
States, the sick, the maimed, pass here under the eye of -this central 
power? Is there anything in our knowledge that befits us to enter 
upon this field of local examination? Sir, the best-hearted man here 
can do little of that which is required for local purposes and charities 
in Delaware or California. 

So, sir, I hold that the power of Congress to provide for the general 
welfare is in the way contemplated and authorized by the Constitution 
and noother. The money proposed by this bill is to be raised by taxa- 
tion by the General Government for what? To accomplish only such 
things as Congress is commissioned to do, over which Congress has juris- 
diction, which were committed to its care by the Constitution, but over 


| matters not committed to its care Congress has no jurisdiction; it has no 


power to tax in order to sustain them. 

Mr. President, the concession of this power to Congress must end 
in the withering of the States and in the destruction of their necessary 
and reserved powers. The power of taxation is the most far-reaching 
and comprehensive power confided to Government which caa be exer- 
cised in such way and under such conditions and to such extent as 
Congress shall see fit in its discretion. From the necessities of the sub- 
ject it rests solely, and is restrained only by the discretion of the depart- 
ment to which it isdelegated. The measure of the tax busden Congress 
alone can control; the subjects of the burden are restricted by the Consti- 
tution expressly as in the case of export duties and impliedly as to the in- 
strumentalities of the States; but if it be conceded that the power to lay 
taxes can include subjects not within the jurisdiction of Congress but 
expressly and admittedly and necessarily under State control, then I say 
you have embarked upon a principle never before heard of or claimed, 


| and which is dangerous in the extreme. I know this bill will be held 
| as a precedent, in my judgment a most dangerous one, which will go far 


to destroy all demarkation between the powers and the duties of the 
General Government and the powers and duties of the State govern- 
ments. This to me is alarming, and because I can not pass it by in 
silence I have said thus much. 

Aristotle gave as a definition of intellect ‘‘that by which we know 
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terms or boundaries.’’ ‘‘ Teach the boy,’’ says Emerson, ‘‘ the differ- As the convention was an important one and the article is short 
ence between similarand the same.’’ Mr. President, is notthisaccuracy | which describes it, I will send it to the desk and ask the Secretary to 
of thought essential to fidelity as an American citizen to know the | read it. 


terms and boundaries of this dual and complex system of State and The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair). The See- 
national power under which we live? Itisthe first duty of the Ameri- retary will read the article. 

can citizen; it is the main duty of the American Senator, and this is Che Secretary read as follows 

the council chamber where the terms and the boundaries between the OVERPRODUCTION OF COTTON GOODS—SOUTHERN MANUFACTURERS TAKE STEPS 
power of the nation and the power of the pillars that support the nation TO REMEDY THE EVIL. 

should be carefully insisted upon and guarded. The safety and secur- ’ AuGUsTA, GA., April3 
itw of each are i ve lved ; A meeting of the owners of cotton-mills throughout the South was held here 
ity OF enon ate Invotved. to-day for the purpose of discussing the question of the supply of and demand 


Confusion and distress must arise and will ensue from confounding | for cotton goods. It was stated ina circular issued by the Augusta mill-men 
the similar and the same in our lawmaking, and so I stand to-day to i esa ach mera the — a —— ad w = their a lie Fea the put 
. - ant - ~ Vabtee « ee a P ~ 4 een damnation chasing power Is not equal tothe supply, anc iat forthe benefit of all concerned 
insist upon obedience to the letter and the spirit ol the fundame ntal it was of the greatest importance that some plan should be agreed upon to reduce 
law. Reverence for law is a potent element in the mind of a self-gov- | the production of cotton goods. President Hickman, of the Graniteville Mann 
erning people. As we sit here to-day the proofs ofa spirit of lawlessness oe Se: a = eae to — a won 7 er pee Ly : 

7 ~& ¢ nee 7s 2 . n ae : +. | acturers oO ugusta. J. F anson, Of 4acon, Was elected president ane 1 
come to us from a great city filled with wealth and culture, and in let Felachall, of Clifton: &. ©. secretary. Mr. Hanson sald the manwhacturing in 
ters of blood and by the light of her burning records we can read the | terests just now were in anything but a satisfactory condition, and he hoped that 
dangers of departing from law: and here we stand sent by the States | united action would result in = — anne rs of the — 

° ° ° ° le sentatives were p > s 5 i 265 000 s dies and 8.2235 
to represent them, and shall we not deliberate in the seclusion of our beset wrth ucopitaliontion ef te 560.000 Vacaee teens of Enaleend Phosaix 
Chamber and set the example of absolute and strict adherence to the | Mills, Columbus, Ga., sent a letter expressing regret that he could not attend 
fundamental law which is the government of the American people? na — the a ee bya ee a nt ripe pe ee 

» Deesi 2 Sort 723 ~anrnassed } : eile ties jobbers were now buying and trading from hand to mouth and compelling 

Mr. I resident, the subject can not be surpass ed in importance. It factories to carry goods formerly bought in bulk He thought that limiting the 
could be considered under so many phases, there are so many points of | production would hurt needy operativesand engender strikes. The committee 
view, there could be so many illustrations, that the discussion would be | on ee ae eo — a of an eanociation to be k nown 
. 2 ee ac ‘ 'e F 2 oO “yj , + resti . , | asthe Southern anc estern Manufacturers ssociation, the object and pur- 
as € ndless, as to a lover of the country it would be interes ting; but the pose of said association to be of the same general character as those of the New 
time of decision has come, and I have given at greater length than I had | England Manufacturers’ Association. 
intended some reasons why, despite my sympathy, despite my feeling : In —s = an crop of ae pe committee also nas 
: " FE ER ae ee eo 2 “ph ee aeniiens taal a the adoption of a resolution ‘‘ recommending that our spinners and manufact 
almost of despair in contemplating the difficulties and the dangers whic i | Scena Sechann cate production in proportion to the reduced quantity of raw ma- 
confront my brethren in other States where this terrible race question | terial now in the country.” 
exists, I can but feel that their States and their welfare and their lib- The a — oe a a ann rere ee —_ — wis 

> ras > a 28ETV e y > r Tr] re mienti ei go. | Unanimously adoptec 1e resolution looking toareduction of the production 
erty can be best preserved by me by adhering to my conscientious SON ae teen at length, all the speakers agreeing as to the necessity for a cut 
ment of what is the true government ot the American people. tailment of the production of yarns and cloth, the only difference being as to 

All of the money now proposed to be appropriated came from the | the mena of ace ae the result. a several hours - discussion ey 

; : : : : Governor Bullock offered the following ‘ as unanimously adoptec 
pockets of the people—and a reduction of excessive taxation will leave Snes Sc Seen ee Seen, Cones eae Uaeeenomy AGomer 


‘ . 5 Resolved, That it is the unanimous sense of this meeting that the production 
a much greater sum in the hands of the people, who ¢an and will apply of varns and cloth be curtailed pending definite action by our committee 





it more usefully to the great needs of public education. The committee of fifteen to whom was referred the organization of a Southert 
. PD Nr £ Reh Se EEE ; - fend the | Manufacturers’ association were instructed to formulate a plan for reducing the 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, on yesterday when my friend the production of yarns and cloth. This wasthe largest and moet influential meet 


honorable Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BECK |} was delivering his able ing of cotton manufacturers ever held inthe South The result shows harmo 
and lucid argument on the educational question he happened inci- Oe ee ee Seen oe eee that tl 
dentally to allude to the tariff question, and during the able remarks | j, rity of manufacturers in attendance stand on the tariff plank in the Ohio Dem 
which he made on that question the honorable Senator from South | oeratic platform 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] interrupted him, and with his consent read cer- 
tain extracts from a newspaper, relating to a number of very worthy 
gentlemen, some of whomeare my constituents, giving their opinions on 
the tariff question and the bearings of that question upon Southern 
manufactures. By the request of the Senator from Kentucky the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina cut out from the newspaper the slip he read 
and gave it to the Senator from Kentucky to be incorporated in his 
remarks, and I find it in the RECORD of to-day. Those worthy and 
distinguished manufacturers take substantially the position that South- 
erm manufacturers would be better off if the tariff were abolished en- 
tirely and we had absolute free trade. Of course they take this position 
in full view of the fact that we are obliged to raise over $300,000,000 a 
year by taxation to support this Government and meet all its obliga- 
tions even when economically adminstered. Theadvocacy of free-trade 
is therefore the advocacy of direct taxes, to raise from the people by 
” internal-revenue sy stem or by direct taxation this enormous amount | ANAN, of the House of Representatives, and as the opinions of Presi- 
if money, several times as large as the whole State tax now collected in Rak Saeee teem & ule lebbor. are unt & the vneerd br the fen- 
each State. If the tariff is abolished the direct tax must necessarily —_ rn er. Be — 3 er, are ” upon the record by the! en 
follow, as they must all admit. : a from South Carolina anc _Kentuc ¥; 3 seems to me it would be 
yut fair play that the reply of President Hanson should accompany 

those opinions upon the record. I therefore, without any intention 
whatever to discuss the merits or demerits of what has been said by any 
body in this connection, will send the letter of President Hanson to the 
desk and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will he read, if there be 
| no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, as you will observe by hearing thy 
document just read at the desk, Mr. J. F. Hanson, of Macon, Ga., was 
elected president of this large association of Southern manufacturers 
It is stated there that a letter was read from President Young, of Co- 
lumbus, giving the reasons why he could not attend. By reference to 
the record of yesterday’s proceedings, and to the extracts read from the 
newspaper by the Senator from South Carolina, giving the opinions of 
prominent manufacturers that no tariff was necessary to enable them 
to prosper in their business, the opinion of President Young is referred 
to in very strong terms on that line. He is a very worthy gentleman 
and an able man: his opinions are entitled to great weight; butas othe 
Southern manufacturers do not agree with President Young, and as Mr. 
Hanson, the president of the convention referred to, who is a prominent 
manufacturer in Macon, Ga., has replied, I think, with a great deal of 
force. to the letter of President Young, written to Hon. HUGH Bucu 


However, it is no part of my purpose to discuss the tariff question in 
this connection, and I donot intend todo so. I donot arraign the Sen- 
ator from Keutucky for the remarks he made on it in his speech yes- | 
terday, because the bill before the Senate is one to appropriate money, 
and when we are making large appropriations it is very proper to in- | 
quire how we are to raise the money to meet the appropriations. It 
seems to me, therefore, that it is proper, if the Senator desires to do so, 
on every appropriation bill to discuss the tariff question. I make no 
sort of objection to it, but simply say that I do not desire to enter into | COTTON MANUFACTURING IN THE SOUTHERN STATES AND IN NEW ENGLAND—THI 
that discussion now, and will not during the present discussion on the | 40\.o,; wn. voUNG's BUCHANAN LETTRRD HANSON 
educational bill. . . The positions of Mr. Young, president of the Eagle and Phenix Manufactur- 

Sut as the newspaper slips referred to were read and spread upon the | ing Company, of Columbus, Ga., and myself in reference to the position of South 
RECORD, and they reflect the opinions of a portion of my constituents, | ¢r™ cotton manufacturers as compared with those of New England and Great 
I think it just to another portion of the same constituency that their | B™t#im have of late eee Seer ee Sey oe Sere aoe 


: : ; : written to Hon. HUGH BUCHANAN, member of Congress from the Columbus 
opinions on the other side of the question should be placed side by side | district, by Mr. Young, which letter was read before the Ways and Means ¢ 


om 

with the opinions spread yesterday evening upon the RECORD. mittee, and my eeeee before the same —— A copy os Me Young ‘ 
‘ alae $ Siete y es ieee one letter will be published with this reply. My testimony is in the hands of the 

It happened that on the very day those opinions were spread upon | committee. Of this I have no copy. I shall restate here the positions I main- 


the REecorD here the Southern manufacturers were in convention in | tained before that committee, with the facts and arguments brought forward in 
Augusta, Ga., examining this very question, the question of overpro- ee _ —_ a wine] 

8 Fa . + ee S ae m : a c all he question of cotton manuiacture in 1e South is of vital importance to th 
duction, hard times, difficulties in making the ends mee t, and trying tO | people of this section. It is of interest to the country and the world. The opin 
arrive at some conclusion as to what is best to be done. They were 1n- | ions of both Mr. Young and myself will be tested by the factsin the case. When 
terviewed last evening by a reporter of the Chronicle and Constitu- | the sentiment engendered by the former shall nerepenen d, the latter, strength- 
tionalist, and the result of the interviews is summed up in the Washing- | ree ne ieee Ot es eet in cotton mamufactuctne it the South une we 


>, Pan: . and profitable investments in cotton manufacturing in the South must rest. If 

ton Post of this morning: Iam in error, lam willing to be set right. To me this is a business question 

; like merchandising, banking, or planting Neither can be profitably or per 

he ¢ hronicle interviews with members of the convention show that the manently followed upon theories unsupported by experience I will accord to 

inajority of manufacturers in attendance stand on the tariff plank in the Ohio Mr. Young the same position; then, stating the case as lapprehend it, submititto 
Democratic platform. the judgment of the pub 
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There are two theories in reference to the position of the South in cotton man- 
ture One is that we have overwhelming advantages in raw material, cli- 

and labor, while inall other respects we are equally as well situated as the 
mill-ownersof New England. This I understand to be the position of Mr. Young. 
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The other 
s i mate, while it is doubtful if we have anything in labor, and that in 
are at great disadvantage, notably in distance from our base 


machinery, repairs, and findings, and in deficient skill in con- 


her respects w 
lor 


str ind operation of mills, as these conditions affect cost of mills and 

juantity, quality, and diversity of production fo this latter opinion I am 
il by experience and observation both to adhere 

So far as public opinion, in the South especially, is concerned, the former are 


itly exaggerated and the latter 
Mr. Young is largely r 


» this fact, for 
wasteful and reckless 


unwisely underestimated. Tx 
attribute the 
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nent of money in all sorts of cotton mills in the South, for several years 
past, and the grave situation of this interest here at present. I stated to the 
Ways and Means Committee that the Eagle and Phceuix had made the largest 
ssion upon the country of any mill South, with reference to the advantages 
it existed here for anufacture For this reason, as well as for con- 
ve nee and forcible illustration of the error of Mr. Young in many if not all 
tatements, I propose to sustain my position by the reports of this com- 
pa ind stand or fall by the same I shall not go outside these reports and 
Mr. Young's Buchanan letter, except for a few facts and illustrations not cov- 
ered by them 
Mr. Young, in his Buchanan letter, says that his consumption of cotton is fifty 
bales a day, and that a New England mill would have to pay for this cotton $350 
more than it costs his company his, it will be seen, is $7 per bale. Taking 
the weight of the bale at four hundred and seventy pounds, this would make a 


difference of 1.48 cents to the pound 

Che market reports published in the daily papers of Columbus will show that 
the price of middling cotton in Boston will not average the year round more 
than 1 cent per pound above middling cotton in Columbus 

It must be true, then, that this is the difference, and all the difference, that Mr. 
Young has as an advantage in the cost of his cotton. This is so plain, and the 
proof so accessible, that I am surprised that Mr. Young should have overlooked 
it. He will find that every man engaged in the cotton trade will fully sustain 
this proposition 

If he has any such advantage, in the cost of his cotton, his report of last year 
fails to show it, as his mills did not earn $7 a bale on his consumption of cotton, 
as he only reports $93,800 earnings, while his consumption of cotton for the time 
the mills were in operation, according to his report (page 3), 298} days, at 350 a 
day, would have amounted to $104,387.50 

Chere is no method of determining, accurately, climatic effects. In winter we 
require less fuel for heating the mills, and for the operatives less fuel and cloth- 
ing than in New England. This is clear, and is an advantage. How far it is 
counterbalanced by the length of our summers, the malarious conditions, and 
lassitude to which we are subjected by reason of the same, is an open question. 
I have no data upon which to attempt a statement covering this point. So far 
as lam advised nothing definite is obtainable. Individual opinions, in the ab- 
sence of well-authenticated results, settle nothing. 

I am inclined to the belief that in labor we have no advantage. 
cheaper here per capita, it is less efficient. 
understood. The wage of an operative per day is notthe question with manu- 
facturers. They look to the cost per pound of product. This may be cheaper 
with efficient and higher-priced than with indifferent and lower-priced labor. 

This fact may not have suggested itself to Mr. Young. If it had he must have 
overlooked itwhen he stated in his Buchanan letter that labor was higher in 
England than the South 

With all respect to Mr. Young's age and experience, I must be permitted to 
challenge this statement and demand the proof. His unsupported assertion will 
not settle this question. I mightrefute it now, but as no man, in law, is required 
to prove a negative, I will not consume time for this purpose. It is his state- 
ment, and is an important statement, but he must prove it by the relative cost 
per pound of given classes of cotton goods before it can be accepted as a basis 
of investment in Southern mills, or as a safe indication of Government policy in 
reference to the tariff question. I beg the reader to bear in mind the true basis 
of determining the cost of labor, skill, and efficiency, determined by quantity 
and quality of products, as I shall have occasion to allude to results that will 
fully sustain my position on this question 

Maintaining that the South has an advantage of 1 cent per pound on cotton 
over New England, and that this is all she has, let us take into the account the 
serious drawbacks against which she has to contend 

rhe distance from which our supplies of machinery repairs and findings ot 
every description have been drawn is a serious tax upon the mills of theSouth. 
It involves on coarse miils from five to six car-loads of machinery for every 
thousand spindles put in operation before a mill starts, and is perpetual on all 
renewals and supplies that are necessary for its operation. It will amount to 
10 percent. on the cost of machinery at the shops 


While it is 
Both these facts are well known and 


pensive and faulty construction. The latter is followed logically by expensive 


erly constructed and arranged 

New England has better skill than we have. She hasthe accumulation of fifty 
years of active experience among her population 
best men, and keepsthem. We are forced to take our supply from those who, 
as a general rule, can not sustain themselves upon her standard of efficiency ; 
hence we are largely in the hands of men she would not employ in positions we 
are forced to place them in 

We have, asa first result,expensive mills, as I have before stated. Upon this 
company made in February last. On page 4 of same I find that he puts down 
the entire value of the real estate and machinery of his company at $2,039, 902.50. 


erty 
the business of the company it should come out. 
sary, it properly belongs to the cost of plant 

three mills, as | remember, is 44,000 
spindles, and we get $46.11 per spindle as cost. 


If, on the contrary, it is neces- 


spindles 


the cost of this property 























ling of its business. 

















than at present 
cerned, it is fearfully true 
the results of such high cost? 
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It has always been maintained by the Eagle and Phenix. (While Mr. Young | 
has not been the president of that company from its organization, he has been 
regarded as its leading spirit 


is that we have decided advantages in raw material, something pos- | 


he absence of proper skill in constructing mills has often resulted in both ex- 


and imperfect production. These resultsarise also from want of skill in super- 
intendents and heads of departments, and even the labor, when mills are prop- | 


She knows the value of her 


vital point I propose torefer tothe report of Mr. Young to the stockholders of his 


In the real estate charge, among other items, I notice “city and Alabama prop- 
If this is not used or is not necessary for the successful prosecution of 


The number of spindles in the 
Divide the cost of plant by the number of 
This will be further modified if 
the number of wool spindles in the mill is not included in the total number of 
I will take the number of spindles as stated, however, and the cost 
of the plant as including ‘city and Alabama property,” and will venture to sug- 
gest that no better evidence of the evils of our situation could be produced than 


A mill, to duplicate the production of the Eagle and Phoenix, in kind, quality, 
and quantity, can be constructed in New England for less than $30 per spindle, 
including all the storehouses, dye-houses, &c., necessary for the successful hand- 
It may be said that much of this work on Mr. Young's 
mills was done when the machinery and materials of all kinds were higher 
I know this is true, and so far asthe Eagle and Phcenix is con- 
But how are we to account for the fact, or escape 
I attribute it largely to mistakes, bad manage- 
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ment, and the inconveniences, not to say insurmountable difficulties, in our way 

and from which every mill in the South has suffered. If the property cost $16.11 
| per spindle more than a new mill of same value would cost in New Engiand 
now, it would seem to indicate that good policy on the part of Mr. Young would 
beto write off the excess of cost. This, however,would be fatal to his theories— 
the theories upon which so much money has been invested in Southern mills 
To reduce the value of his property on his books to New England standard 
would place it in his assets at $1,320,000 instead of $2,039,000 as at present, and 
with one stroke of a pen sweep away his “ reserve fund,” and leave him with 
a deficit instead of a surplus. This reasoning is based upon information as to 
cost of machinery, real estate, building material, &c., in New England, on the 
| one hand, and Mr. Young's official report to his stockholders on the other. Hy 
has not a square foot of floor space occupied by machinery, or a machine in his 
mills that are worth in earning capacity more than it will cost to replace them 
If he purposes to run New England out of the market on coarse cotton goods 
it must be admitted that this wide gap will have to be closed, or in lieu thereot 
much of whatever advantage he enjoys will be canceled by it. 

Skill in the management of New England mills, as this relates either to th 
manipulation of the work in the mills orthe product of the mills in the markets 
is another point at which Southern mills are at serious disadvantage. Georgia 
444 sheetings of three yards to the pound weight have for some time sold all ove: 
the country for 6 cents a yard, 18 cents per pound, freight paid by mill to point 
of sale. These goods are made of about number 13 yarns. They can not I» 
marketed as fast as they are produced at that price. It costs | cent per pound 
to weave these thirteen yarns into cloth afterthe yarnsarespun. Rhode Island 
yarns, number eights, made of one grade better cotton, are selling in Philade! 
phia and other Eastern markets for 19 cents. Now, putting the difference 
} spinning number eights and number thirteens at the difference in value of stock 
of which they are made respectively, and it will be seen that the varns of Rhock 
Island, in cops as they are doffed from the mules, are selling at 1 cent per pound 
above Georgia sheetings. Add to this the cost of weaving the cloth, 1 cent pe: 
pound, and the l-cent cotton advantage is lost, and another cent on top of it 
| The same rule will apply to Eastern-made brown sheetings, but with possibly 

only one-half the show of a loss to the South as between the yarn and cloth. In 
| short, Eastern goods sell higher than Southern goods made on the same styles 

of machinery, of the same grade of stock, and sold in the same markets. This 
| every dry-goods merchant in the country will corroborate. This establishes the 
proposition that the skilland managementof New Englandare higher and abler 
than with us, and count for a great deal when stripped of all delusive shams 
Our mill products are forced to find sale on their own merits in competition with 

the same classes of goods made in New England. 
| I know but little of the quality of Eagle and Phanix products, as from some 
| cause or causes, better understood by Mr. Young than myself, they have been 
| largely, if not almost entirely, supplanted with our dry-goods trade by other 
| brands of goods. I understand the same thing is true of most of the cities in 
j 
' 
| 
| 





Georgia, or at least with the wholesale trade of the State. It may be that Mr 
Young can not compete with the manufacturers at other points, who are sup- 
plying our merchants with the same classes of goods that are made by the 
| Eagle and Pheenix, and many of which, notably common cotton plaids, the 
| largest item in his manufactures, come from Philadelphia. 
| Pursuing the question of relative cost of production in the South as against 
} the East, in which, as it will beseen, quality is at last an important item, I beg 
| tocallattention to the fact thatat Augusta, Ga., where there is located more cotton 
machinery than at any point in the South, and where manufacturing has paid 
as well or better than at any other point, and where I am bound to maintain 
the management of mills is as able as elsewhere, the presidentsof the Augusta 
Enterprise, Sibley, King, Graniteville, and Langley Companies, joined by Mr 
Cawthon, of Wesson, Miss., having recently united in a call for a meeting of 
Southern and Western spinners in Augusta on the 3d of April, to consult to- 
gether in reference to the production and consumption of Southern goods 
They suggest an overproduction, and it is universally agreed that the only 
| remedy for the situation is in stopping the machinery wholly for a time, or par- 
| tially until stocks are absorbed. This action is wise. It is taken by men who 
| have the wisdom to understand and the courage to acknowledge the gravity 
| of the situation. If any such concerted action has been taken by their Eastern 
| competitors it has escaped my attention. They are working close, and here 
} and there a millis stopped. The instances where this has occurred have been 
| few, except in case a strikes, and these have been as infrequent as at many 
| other times. The indications are that the New England mills are in better con- 
dition to pull through than the Southern mills. Will not Mr. Young admit that 
| such results strengthen the positions I maintained before the Ways and Means 
Committee, and which I am, substantially, restating here? 


In Mr. Young's letter to Mr. BUCHANAN he says: 


“The South is now engaged in manufacturing standard or heavy-weight 
goods, and which are mainly consumed by the masses of our population South 
and North, and now the South sends her surplus production to the North, where 
they displace all (italics mine) such heavy-weight goods as were formerly made 
there and sent South.”’ 

This statement is not entirely clear. If Mr. Young intended to say that we 
are replacing the heavy goods consumed in the South which were formerly 
made North, lagree withhim. If he intends to say the heavy goods at the South 
displace all the heavy goods made North, I beg to differ from him. I will not 
rest the case on an assertion of mine as against an assertion of his. Perhaps 
Mr. Young has never heard of the Appleton, Atlantica, Boot, Massachusetts, Tre- 
| mont, and Suffolk Mills at Lowell and Lawrence, Mass., or of the Stark and 

Amoskeag, at Manchester, or other mills at Great Falls, N. H., Lewiston, Me., 

and various other points wherestandard heavy goods are made. Investigation 
will show, I think, that the South manufactures less heavy goods than New Eng- 
land. 

I have not the data to settle this question. It must be settled, however, and 
Mr. Young must in this case, as in that of the dearer labor of Englend compared 
with this country, bring the proof to sustain his assertion. I wiil admit it on 
nothing short of the proof, in the absence of which I challenge the statement 
I state as a fact within my knowledge that Philade!phia is selling cotton plaids 

| to Georgia. This is the leading article of the Eagleand Pheenix’s product. Mr 

Young's report shows he has an enormous stock on hand, and also, as I shal! 

show before I get through, that his profits are next to nothing. If he has the 
| superior advantages he claims, and isso partial to the ‘“ home trade,’’ why does 

he allow Philadelphia to supplant him with a trade only a hundred miles from 
his mills? Where are Mr. Young's boasted advantages, if he is powerless to com- 
pete with this Northern competition, and allows the weaver of Philadelphia to 
sell his cloth in Georgia, while Mr. Young puts his product in his warehouses’ 

These are questions that must be answered. They must be met by recovering 

the trade that has been lost by the Eagle and Phenix, and is now in the hands 

of men that Mr. Young tells Congressman BUCHANAN can not compete with the 

Eagle and Phenix. 

I beg now to call attention to the reported earnings of the Eagle and Phanix 
for the past year. The capital employed in the plant of the company and put 
down in Mr. Young’s report to his stockholdersas * assets '’ amounts, as I have 
already stated, to $2,039,902.50. His earnings for 1883 are set down at $93,823.05 
Nothing is said about depreciation on account of wear and tear of machinery 
&c., for the year. I therefore take the amount set down as “ profits’ to be 
gross protits for the year, which area fraction over 4} per cent. Now, Mr 
Young will notdeny that at least 2} per cent. on value of plant should be car- 


1884. 


ried to “sinking fund"’ to cover depreciation from wear and tear for the year. 


This low estimate presumes that his plant will last, with ordinary repairs, forty | 


vears. If 2} percent. is thus disposed of, he will have but 2 per cent. profits, 
provided he realizes the prices for all stock on hand January l,at which same 
was invoiced in taking stock, preparatory to making up his accounts. 

I notice that deposits in savings-bank department of the company amounted 
to $1,100,000. On this interest is paid, as I understand, at the rate of 6 per cent. 
per annum. The stock of material of all kinds, in the mills and warehouses, 
manufactured and in process of manufacture, exclusive of raw materials not in 
process, such as **supplies,”’ “‘dyestuffs,”’ ** cotton,’ and “ wool,” foots up 966s,- 
000. Now it will strike any man who knows anything of the conditions upon 
which profitable manufacturing depends, that the business ofa cotton-mill isin 
anvthing but a prosperous condition when it has to be done at figures so close 
that it will not permit the carrying of 2} per cent. per annum to a special fund 
to cover depreciation and pay the people owning its stock, and who put up the 

,oney to build it, over 2 per cent. perannum. Thissuggestion isthe more per- 
tinent and forcible when goods made on such close profits have to be carried to 
the amount of over half a million of dollars on money from the savings depart- 
ment of the same company, and on which depositors get 6 per cent. interest 
Chis is not a high rate of interest, however, but on the contrary is cheaper no 
doubt than could be obtained for such a business in any other way. 

In this connection I desire to quote again from Mr. Young’s Buchanan letter 
Hie says: “ [have visited England three times, and have investigated the cost 
of labor compared with the South and found it more, or higher than here.” 

And again: ‘I alsoinvestigated the cost and selling price of heavy cotton goods, 
and concluded (italics mine) I could sell in England ata profit, but to do so l must 
adopt their peculiarities of style, and I prefer a home market.” 

Mr. Young’s large accumulation of goods did not commence with last year, 
according to his report (page 3). Speaking of the operations of 1883, he says 
* Our sales have exceeded the products.”” How? Why? Because, I suppose, 
he had fewer goods on hand at the close of 1883 than at the same time the year 
preceding, and during 1883 he had pushed guods to sale that he had stored the 
vear before. Trade was not better in 1883 than 1882. Notsogood. Atthe close 
of the former year accumulations of stock were not solarge with Southern mills 


generally as in 1883. It must have been that Mr. Young could not meet the | 
prices of 1882, when other Southern mills met the market and closed out their | 


stocks. He did sell his product in 1883, and also reduced his accumulations from 


the preceding year, and, as every man knows who has been familiar with the | 


course of prices, sold on a worse market than he stored on. I wish to make it 
plain that Mr. Young had ample time between his determination to hold goods 
in 1882 and his conclusion to sell in 1883 to have tested his ability to sell goods at 
a profitin England. If he was able to do this he owed it to his stockholders, 
whose interests were in his hands, to have done so, and Lam persuaded he 


would have “ changed his styles,’’ and even waived his preference for **a home | 


market,” and sent his product to England at once if he had known he could 
dispose of same there at a profit. It will strike every one as a bad policy to 


have paid 6 per cent. interest to carry the product of a mill paying only 2 per 
cent. per annum on its cost with savings-bank deposits, on which he was paying 
three times this amount in interest, and when, as he ‘concluded,’ he had a 


ready demand for his product in England. To have utilized the latter market 


he had only to ‘‘ change styles "’ and lay aside his preference fora ** home mar- 


ket.” 


Mr. Young's conclusions and actions were not consistent, and I will venture 
to suggest that we shall never be able to dispose of competition from New Eng- 
land until we show greater capacity to adapt our styles to profitable demand for | 
our products, and learn to sell the same upon the business principle of selling in 
the best market, as against any sentimental preference for other and unprofit- | 


able markets. 


For the reasons I have stated Iam convinced that as yet the South has no | 
overwhelming advantages over New England in cotton manufacture even on 
standard heavy goods. This was substantially the line of my argument before 
the Ways and Means Committee. The testimony here presented, taken from the | 
reports of Mr. Young’s company, sustains the argument. If this is true, and if | 
protection as at present secured to the cotton-mil! interest of New England is 
necessary to sustain that interest, then the same necessity exists for protection 
to Southern mills. That this protection is necessary to existing cotton manu- 
factures East is shown in the fact that the present rates of duties on cotton yarns 
and cotton fabrics vo: the fine grades has not been sufficient to develop their pro- | 
duction in this country. Hence they are imported largely to supply a demand 
eurown millsare not preparedto meet. The same difficulties I have pointed out 
as existing ia the South to our disadvantage when compared to New England 


exist in New England when Great Britain is compared with her. 


There is no mystery in such a situation. It isthe result of agencies and forces 
that are perfectly apparent. England has the better skill, greater ability, and 
larger experience necessary to compete for this trade than New England has, 
just as New England has the advantage of the South in these particulars on the 
goods for the production of which they are now competing. These facts may 
not be admitted now, but the time is coming when they will be seen and ac- 
knowledged of all men as conditional in any great manufacturing supremacy 
the South is ever to obtain. Neither Mr. Young nor myself are responsible for 
the facts in the premises. I am endeavoring to deal with them in theory just 
as I find them developing in the practical handling of the cotton-mills under my 
charge, and in which all I have and more is invested. I can not retire from the 
field, if | would, without ruinous sacrifice. Ithink, however, that I am no worse 
off for acknowledging the situation as I find it than I would be were I blindly 


to ignore its difficulties and dangers. 


Mr. Young’s position in favor of free trade, whether he realizes it or not, is in 
direct conflict with the interests of his stockholders. He would get ‘free ma- 
chinery” as a result of this policy, cheaper dyestuffs, and lower-priced wool. 
On the other hand, the enormous cost of his present property would preclude the 
possibility of operating it successfully in competition with new mills which 
would be built and supplied with lower-priced machinery and on a lower basis 
of cost. He would find that, as in his case, compared with New England on cost, 
he would be at the same disadvantage with his new competitors in the South. 
Free trade to the Eagle and Phenix meansa large reduction in value of its prop- 
erty, even on present basis of New Englandcost. The latter puts him at disad- 
vantage of $16 on every spindle he operates, and free trade would still further 
scale that value. To put the case mildly, both combined would shrink his assets 
fully $1,000,000, or four-fifths of the par value of his capital stock. If Congress ; ; si ee 
will support Mr. Young and shape the policy of the Government to correspond | government, and which in every age and in every stage of civilization 


with his theories he will surely “ hoist himself with his own petard.” 


J. F. HANSON. 
Macon, Ga., 1884, 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Hanson, the author of the letter just read, the generally the form of government: when in the hands of one man, a des- 
sit , S| potism; when in the hands of a few, an oligarchy; and when divided 
a citizen of my State. He is a gentleman of the highest order of in- | among the many, a republic. Can it be possible to preserve the liberty 
tegrity, of fine ability, of great energy, and of great usefulness; and as | of the many, these institutions of self-government, after a wide chasm 
he has gone extensively into this question in his reply to Mr. Young, | shall have been created separating the wealthy classes from the vast 
and as the opinions of Mr. Young were quoted on the floor yesterday, ‘ 
it occurred to me it was only an act of justice to have spread upon the 
RECORD the opinions on the other side of the question so that both | minion far greater than the Government itself? How far do such con- 


president of the manufacturing association of the Southern States, i 
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may go to the country together. That is the only purpose I have in 
view at present. I may ata future time when the tariff question is 
betore the Senate have some further remarks to make in connection 
with it. I do not desire to do so at present. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, | would not solicit the courtesy ot 
the Senate to make any remarks upon the bill to aid education in the 
States if I did not feel, after so many Senators have spoken, that by‘ny 
silence I should fall short of my duty to make known the zeal and the 
etforts of the people of Louisiana in the cause of popular education and 
the inadequacy of their resources to meet the public needs in respect 
ot it. 

| In my opinion, reflecting men in all parts of the country who have 
considered the relations that exist between the present political condi- 
tions of society and these institutions of self-government have formed 
the deliberate judgment that the education of the people, the enligh 
enment of the suffrage, the elevation of the popular character and th: 
| popular conscience, the awakening of a loftier and healthier sentiment 
| of national patriotism, is absolutely indispensable to the preservatio 
of constitutional liberty. 

In the beginning there were no impediments to the establishment ot 
free government in America. Our forefathers brought with them all 
the guarantees— Magna Charta, the Petition of Right—the Bill of Rights 
the Bible of English liberty; for these were their entailed inheritances, 
| their birthright. 

After the war of independence wealth was evenly distributed, and the 
country was sparsely inhabited. Every man felt that by the practice 
of frugality and industry he could achieve an independence in fortune 
Every family possessed its own home. The manners and habits of the 
people were simple, their morals sound, and an ardent and heroic sen 
timent of unselfish devotion to country, excited by common trials and 
sacrifices, pervaded the entire community. 


Then none was for a party, 
Then all were for the state ; 
Then the great man helped the poor 
And the poor man loved the great 
Then lands were fairly portioned 
Then spoils were fairly sold ; 
The Romans were like brothers, 
In the brave days of old. 


| But, sir, a transformation has taken place in the moral and political 
conditions of American society, in the habits, thoughts, and occupations 
| of the people, as striking as that whichis exhibited in the material ap- 
pliances and agencies of l#e. The aspect of affairs has completely 
changed. A revolution has been wrought in the constituent elements ‘ 
| and springs of action and power; wealth is no longerevenly distributed 
but concentrates more and more in the hands of a few, and vast num 
| bers of our people live from hand to mouth upon their daily wages, de 


| pendent foremployment upon those who control organized capita! 
Taking on the corporate form, the aggregations of accumulated wealth 
| have reached such enormous proportions andare endowed withso many 
| and such powerful rights, privileges, and franchises by the laws that 
their agents and directors are enabled, whenever they come in conflict 
| to override the safeguards of local self-government in the municipal 
ties and in the States and to confront and challenge the supremacy ot 
the Federal Government itself. Appeals come up from many quarters 
of the Union invoking the interposition of the national authority to 
defend the people by legislative enactments against the unjust discrim 
inations, the heavy burdens and exactions that organized wealth im- 
poses upon their occupations, their earnings, and their resources. 

It is proposed that the Federal Government shall purchase or contro! 
the railroads of the country, the telegraph lines, and adopt measures 
to prevent such discriminations as may destroy the value of property in 
one locality and greatly enhance it in others by artificial means, or that 
enable these overshadowing corporations and commercial combinations 
for speculation to fix a price upon the food and necessaries of life and 
to determine the value of labor. 

There can be no doubt about the fact that the rapid accumulation ot 
wealth in the hands of a comparatively few persons has caused a deep- 
seated discontent throughout the most densely settled parts of this 
country, and that we are on the eve of an epoch in which it will require 
all the conservative intelligence and influencesof the people and all the 
resources of a wise statesmanship to solve the problem which is pre- 
sented by this disproportionate distribution of property—how to recon- 
cile the concentration of wealth in the handsof a few with the diffusion 
of political rights among the many, a problem as old as the science ot 


has taxed the wisdomof men. For history teaches that wealth and au- 
| thority are closely connected, the latter the inseparable prerogative of 
the former, and that upon the laws controlling its distribution depend 


| majority of the people constituting the poor, dependent for their daily 
livelihood upon associated wealth, in its various forms exercising a do 
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ditions of society lead 


’ to a despotic government on the one hand or to 
alism on the other? How long will it be before we hear that the 


popular discontent can only be removed by the application of force, or 
that the popular wants and grievances can only be supplied by thespolia- 


tion of property or by the exertion of paternal power by the Federal 
(;sovernment under the plea that society must be saved from the dis- 
orders or anarchy that threaten it 

moment ago to the recent occurrences in the city of Cincinnati as teach- 
lesson to Senators in this Chamber and warning them to be more 
faithful in their observances of the limitations upon power and in their 
fidelity to the guarantees of the Constitution. I read in the light of 
these disorders and conflagrations a different lesson. I see in them the 
mportance, nay, the necessity, of educating the people in order that 
they may understand better than they do how to govern themselves; 
that they may comprehend not only their rights, but the duties and 
responsibilities of self-government. The cause of these disorders, causa 


ng a 


ausans, is not to be found in any imperfections of the machinery of | 


yovernment nor in a want of observance of the limitations of constitu- 
tional provisions, but, as I understand it, they arise out of the incom- 
petency, the immorality, the want of self-respect and of intelligence 
among the people and in the officers they had elected to administer 
tents 
Che remedy is not to be found, therefore, in any readjustment of the 
framework of government or in interpretations of the Constitution, but 
in the forces that make up the daily life of the people, the cultivation 
of a more enlightened and humane spirit, of a higher sense of justice 
their relations with one another. In other words, there must be 
self-discipline, and self-discipline can alone come from education. 
While this isthe development of society in one partofthe country, what 
re the conditions in the other? Vast numbers of negro slaves were sud- 
denly emancipated and made citizens of the Republic, and under the force 


iaws 


fh 


the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution they have been enfran- | 


hised. Uponarace suddenly émerging from the long night of barbarism 
into the sunlight of freedom have been imposed all the re- 
ties of participating in the Government of the communities in 
! Jsit to be wondered at that they should be unable to 
eet these responsibilities with an intelligent judgment and in that spirit 


of self-restraint and a comprehension of public affairs which can only 


wd Siave4ry 


Sponsipi 


ich they lvé 


ome from long training? Isit to be wondered at that there should be in 

h communities, espe in those where they equal in numbers the 
white race, their former masters, that there should be difficulties almost 
nsurmountable in the preservation and efficient working of these com- 


plex institutions; of self-government that are wholly dependent upon 
tue and intelligence of the people who are to conduct them? What 
result of this state of affairs ? 

You tind that the white people in the South have been forced in 
der to preserve their inheritance of constitutional liberty and the 
emnant of their property—I may say their civilization—by the very 
nature of things to act together in a solid body in one political party, 
while the emancipated slaves have from apprehensions that their liber- 
ties might be put in jeopardy joined in a solid mass almost the oppo- 
site political party. It was feared by the white people who had been 
the controlling class that if their State governments should be turned 
over to their recently emancipated negro slaves that, in the exercise of 


Tne Vil 


+} 
Ss the 


the power of taxation without a limit, their property wouid be confis- | 


cated and that internal convulsions and disorders would result similar 
to those that followed the emancipation and mastery of the negro race 
in San Domingo. Iam glad to say that the relations between the two 
races have been gradually growing better, but it can not be hoped that 


there should be a readjustment of the political forces in society so | 


long as the percentage of illiteracy and ignorance remains to such a 
fearful and pernicious extent. And until this illiteracy is removed 
there can be no division of parties in the South. 
great. All questions of reform in the Government, all measures, all 
policies, all politics in fact, are merged in this one single issue of intel- 


ligence and property on one side insisting on supremacy with ignorance | 


on the other, distrustful and incompetent. 

Considerations of public policy induced Congress, in order to prevent 
the aggravation of the conditions unfavorable to constitutional liberty, 
to prohibit the immigration of the Mongolian race, the Chinese, into 
this country, and to deny to them any participation in the rights and 
privileges of American citizenship. 
coveries in science, and expressions of the highest morality, owe their 
origin to this race which in their own land have achieved the highest 
civilization to be found outside the limits of Christianity. 

I must confess that my experience has led me to look more and more 
to practical measures for the improvement and elevation of the people, 
the source of power, rather than to statutes and constitutions that be- 
come lifeless forms unless constantly invigorated by the virtues and in- 
telligence of those upon whom they are intended to operate. 

These institutions of self-government do not grow and flourish in 
every soil, nor can they be maintained without the exercise of constant 
vigilance and the most strenuous exertions on the part of the govern- 
ing and governed. They find their root, their nourishment, their sup- 
port, not in numbers merely, norin property diffused or concentrated, 
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Che distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] alluded a 


| we are called upon to administer and the State governments which w: 


The perils are too | 


And yet some of the earliest dis- | 
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but in virtue and intelligence and the capacity of the people to govern 
themselves. The very qualities that enable a man to govern himself. 
to restrain his own passions, to help the weak, to injure no one, but to 
be just and kindly in all his relations and firm in the defense of | 
own rights, are the very qualities which must prevail among a peo) 
who wish to enjoy the blessings of free institutions. 

I submit to the candid consideration of Senators if the conditions 
which I have endeavored to fairly state do not exist in both sections 
of the Union to an extent that excite in their minds the deepest solici- 

| tude and anxiety for the welfare of both the Federal Government which 


ii 
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} 
Ne 


represent in this august body. Are there not forces at work which it 
| not adjusted and reconciled with these forms of government may de- 
| stroy them? What is the remedy? We know what the remedy is 
| among every other civilized people in the world but this. We know 
| that among the most powerful and civilized nations of Europe great 
| standing armies are held in readiness to enforce the law, to suppress 
discontent, to hold in check every exhibition of violence, and that 
| the people are held down and oppressed and robbed of their earn- 
| ings upon the plea that civilized governments may not be upheld and 
order and life and property preserved without the bayonet. We are 
trying the experiment of an intelligent ballot, and it does seem to 
me therefore that every resource of statesmanship should be brought 
to bear to enable the people of this country to prepare themselves }y 
education to form a sound political judgment upon the measures and 
men who are to conduct their public affairs, and that they should bx 
enabled to read the ballot which has been placed in their hands for 
good or for evil. Otherwise I can see in the ignorance and vice in my 
own country the sure source from which will spring those forces that 
| will destroy ultimately these institutions of self-government and es- 
tablish upon their ruins a chilling and blighting despotism. 

The Senators who oppose this particular bill have expressed thei 
sympathy for the cause of education and their conviction of the abso 
lute necessity of affording the people of this country the opportunit 
to qualify themselves to discharge the duties that they owe their inst 
tutions of government. But it was said by the Senator from Kentuck 
[Mr. Beck], and repeated by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
| ARD] to-day, that this is a measure to override the jurisdiction 

the States, to supplant the family, to take the child from its moth 
and father, and to subvert all the existing relations of society in t! 
States where the fund is to be applied. This opinion rests up 
misapprehension of the bill itself. If such a purpose existed and was 
either concealed or expressed on its face, I for one would oppose it, fo 
no one can appreciate more than I do the supreme importance 
family organization as the indispensable unit not only of a free 
but of Christian civilization. 

I can not see how a grant of a few hundred thousand dollars or 
of a million dollars to the States in this Union to aid education ther 
out of the surplus fund in the Treasury, or from the sales of the pub! 
lands or the lands themselves, could have the effect to paraly: 

| efforts, to weaken the energies, to destroy the self-reliance of the 





ple, or to overturn the family organization or their local schools or their 
| colleges and universities. It must be remembered that the grant mad 


by this bill to the States is intended to help the States in proportion as 
the States help themselves to educate not only the citizens of the State 
but the citizens of the United States who live in the several States of the 
Union. And the means which enable us to make this grant, and the 
grant itself, are not possessed by the Government as an independent 
and separate entity, but belong in fact to the very people for whose 
benefit we are about to apply them. 
| I recognize our form of dual governments and the necessity of ob- 
serving carefully the boundaries of power and of duties separating one 
| from the other. This is the Government of the people of the States. 
This is not an alien government, but within its sphere the Federal Gov- 
ernment is as much the government of the people of a State as the State 
| government itself, and the resources which we are about to apply to 
remedy this great evil come from the earnings of the people. 

The argument against this bill, then, is not that the grant is not needed 
by the people, it is not that the evil to be remedied does not exist, it 
is not that education is already too widely diffused or that the needs 
in this respect have already been supplied, but the entire objection ex- 
pressed by the opponents of this measure has been exclusively to the 
source whence the grant has been derived. They confess that if a mill 
ion dollars were voted by the State government to education in the Stat 
it would be a great blessing and benefit to the people thereof, but that 
a million dollars voted by the National Government, deriving its resources 
from precisely the same source as the State government, namely, the 
people, instead of being a blessing to the people of the State will in fx 
bring unnumbered woes upon them. 

It is said by our opponents that such a grant by a State government 
toeducation would be beneficent because a warrant for itcould be found 
in the Constitution of the States, but that a similar grant to aid the Stat: 
in the accomplishment of the same high purpose on account of the in- 
adequacy of the resources of the State would be injurious when made 
by the Federal Government because it would be done in violation of 
the Federal Constitution. Andif the grant be injurious when made by 
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| 
the Federal Government of money raised by taxation, I can not see why 
it should not be equally injurious if it consists of money taken trom the 
surplus revenues of the Government or from the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, or if it be made by a donation of the lands them- 
selves, for in every case before the benefits or the evils that are likely 
to be produced by the grant can occur the donation must be converted 
into money. In other words, no matter what may be the character of | 
the grant or the kind of property, it must be finally resolved into money 
before it can be enjoyed or applied. Hence the practical results must 
be the same upon the communities in whose behalf thesé grants are 
made, whether they consist of one kind of property or another. 

If it be true there be no authority in the Constitution of the United 
States for this legislation, then for one I can not favor it, for it will not 
do to put a strain upon the Constitution or to override that great char- | 
ter which is the safeguard of all the rights and all the liberties that we 

JOSSESS. 

Where, then, I ask is tobe found the constitutional authority to make 
a grant of any kind to aid the States in the education of the citizens of | 
the United States and of the States therein? It can not be found in 
the proposition suggested by the distinguished Senator from Georgia 

Mr. Brown], who observed that inasmuch as the emancipation of the 
negro was a necessity of the Union in war, it had become a necessity fo1 
the preservation of the institutions of the Union in peace that heshould | 
be enfranchised and educated. While I might admit the urgency of 
this suggestion and the equitable grounds upon which it rests, I can 
not regard any consideration whatever of public exigency tothe extent 
of what in my opinion or in the opinion of others might be an absolute 
necessity as a justification for the exertion of any power by this Gov- 
ernment. All laws of the Government that do not rest upon constitu- 
tional authority are null and void, and must be so pronounced by the 
Supreme Court, and contain in themselves all the elements of usurpa- 
tion. The exercise of unwarranted power is not merely unconstitu- 
tional, but deals a deadly blow both to the Constitution and to the lib- 
erty which itordained and established and in which it is incased. The 
tyrant’s plea has always been that of necessity, and under constitu- 
tional forms of government every measure that was despotic has sought 
to find its vindication in the notion that it was a necessity for the pres- 
ervation of the life of the nation. I can find in it, therefore, no firm 
ground upon which may repose the legislation which we are attempt- 
ing to conduct. It points the way rather to— 

That Serbonian bog 


Betwixt Damiata and Mount Casius old 
Where armies whole have sunk 


Nor can I find in the war amendments of the Constitution any au- 
thority for this legislation, as was indicated the other day by the ac- 
complished Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNES}e As I understand them, 
these amendments gather up only and embody in the organic law the 
fruits of the civil war with respect to two questions that were more or 
less involved. Of course I need not explain that the chief purpose of 
the amendments was to establish a direct relation between the citizens 
of the United States and the Federal Government under which an alle- 
giance superior to any to the States would be due tothe Federal Govern- 
ment, and thus the principle of secession was eliminated from the Consti- 
tution. It will be observed that to accomplish this great purpose as well 


as the emancipation of negro slavery it was necessary to change by | 


amendment the framework of the Government. It could not be per- 
mitted to remain as it had been. 

The Supreme Court in 1856 held in the Dred Scott decision the fol- 
lowing language: 

_But there are two clauses in the Constitution which point directly and spe- 
cifically to the negro race as a separate class of persons, and show clearly that 
they are notregarded asa portion of the people or citizens of the Government 
then formed. One of these clauses reserves to each of the thirteen States the 
— to import slaves until the year 1808 if it thinks proper, and the importation 
which it thus sanctions was unquestionably of persons of the race of which we 
are speaking, as the traffic in slaves in the United States had always been con- 
fined to them, and by the other provision the States pledged themselves to each 
other to maintain the rights of the master by delivering up to him any slave 


who may have escaped from service and be found within their respective terri- 
tories. 


Now, the thirteenth amendment of the Constitution declares that 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall exist within the United 
States; and the fourteenth amendment, that all persons born or natu- 


ralized in the United States, or subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are | 
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside; and | 


the fifteenth amendment goes a step further by providing that the right 
of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 

It will be perceived that the purpose and effect of these amendments 
were, first, to extirpate negro slavery as it had existed more or less in 
all these States from their first settlement, and to declare that persons 
of the negro race should become citizens both of the United States and 
of the States, and finally, that they should not by reason of theirrace be 
denied the right to vote either by the United States or by the States. 
But the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution was only a limitation 
or modification of the second section of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion, which declares that ‘‘the electors in each State shall have the 


| State Legislature.’’ 
| the qualifications for the voters therein, but there is one qualification 
| that they may not any longer impose and that is the one based on race 


qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
It is competent, then, for a State to determine 


color, or previous condition of servitude. 

The right to vote in the States comes from the States, but the right 
of exemption from prohibited discrimination comes from the United 
States. The first has not been granted or secured by the Constitution 


| of the United States, but the last has. It was declared in the case of 





Minor ts. —, (21 Wallace, page 178,) by the Supreme Court that 
the Constitution had not conferred the right of suffrage upon any 
one, and that the United States have no voters of their own creation in 
the States. The fifteenth amendment has invested the citizens of the 
United States with a new constitutional right, which is exemption from 
discrimination in the exercise of the elective franchise on account ot 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. While, therefore, th: 


| effect of this amendment by the prohibition which it contains is to 


allow negroes to vote, it can not be held that it directly confers the sut 
frage upon them. Nor dol believe that it affords any constitutional 
jurisdiction to Congress over the qualifications of voters in the States 
or over the elections held therein further than to see that the States 
themselves have observed the prohibitive mandate contained in th 
amendment to the Constitution. 

There is no analogy between this provision, which is purely a prohibi 


| tion on the States, and those positive grants of power upon the Goven 


ment of the United States itself. Prohibitions are to be found in man 
of the provisions of the Constitution—I was going to say perhaps in a 
majority of the clauses of that instrument—prohibitions on the States 
as well as on the United States. The whole of sections 9 and 10 con 
sist of prohibitions, prohibitions with respect to the emigration and 
portation of certain persons, with respect to habeas corpus, bills of 
tainder, ex post fucto laws, capitations and other direct taxes, regulations 
of commerce, appropriation of money, titles of nobility, & And every 
one of the ten amendments first made to the Constitution is a prehibi 
tion upon the Government of the United States and limitation upon its 
powers. Nor can I find in the history of the Government any legisla 
tion with respect to these prohibitions which have carried the jurisdi 
tion of the United States further than the limits I have described 

The three last amendments or war amendments are limitations and 


| restraints upon the power of the States. But such prohibitions do not 
| afford a basis for affirmative Jegislation or for an extension of the juris 
| diction of the Federal Government further than to require that the 


prohibitions merely shall be observed. And any legislation of the 
Government which may attempt to exert a power beyond these limits 
I believe to be unconstitutional and void 
Nor can I see any warrant or justification for the pending bill or for 
any grant whatever in the second clause of section 3 of the fourth article 
of the Constitution, which reads as follows 
The Congress-shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States; and nothing inthis Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States, or of any particular State 
I have felt the force of the observations of the able and eloquent Sen 
| ator from Texas [Mr. COKE] upon this clause of the Constitution, but 
I am unable to concur with him in his conviction, as I understood him, 
that this clause confers on Congress any absolute power over either the 
territory or other property belonging to the United States. I can not 
| find in it any justification whatever for the exercise of the power to 
make a grant either of the territory or of lands, or of any kind of prop 
| erty belonging to the United States. In my opinion, the power to dis 
| pose of and to make all needful rules and regulations means simply in 
the one case to sell or control the property, and in the other to erect 
temporary governments in the Territories of the United States until in 
| the judgment of Congress they may be admitted as new States into th 
| Union. 
| Itis true, sir, that under the Articles of Confederation a grant was 
| made by the State of Virginia of her northwestern domain to the States 
| then leagued together, but it has always been held that the donation 
| was accepted by the States in their individual capacity, and that the 
conditions that were imposed upon it in the first place by Virginia and 
| by the confederation of States were afterward submitted to the State 
of Virginia for confirmation and approval. The disposition, there- 
fore, of that vast territory was provided for before the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States vader a compact made between the 
| States as independent and sovereign communities, and this provision of 
the Constitution which I have read was placed here for the purpose of 
carrying out in good faith a solemn agreement which was binding upon 
the States at the time that the Federal Government was established 
But the public lands which have been acquired since from Georgia, from 
Spain, from France, from Mexico, have been paid for out of the reve 
nues derived by the taxes imposed under the first clause of section & 
article 1, of the Constitution upon the people of the United States 
by their common blood and sacrifices in wa 
Now, this territory and property of every kind and description is held 
by the Government in trust for the people of the United States unde 
1 the enumerated powers of the Constitution for use or for settlement by 
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the citizens of the United States, upon fair and equitable terms, or for 
It is clearly not held by any compact between the States as was 
western territory, as f have explained, for, if it were so held, 
then the Government of the United States could exercise no proper 

irisdiction over it without the direct consent of the States. The 
States have governments themselves to take charge of and control and 
to hold for their own exclusive benefit all lands and property that may 
belong to them as separate and distinct communities. Any exercise of 
power by Congress with respect to such land or property would be an 
absolute and unqualified usurpation. It follows then that the terri- 
tory and property acquired by the United States in the manner that I 
have described is properly within its jurisdiction and as far removed 
from the powers of the State as any other matter exclusively within 
the cirele of authority conferred by the Constitution upon the Federa] 
(,overnment 

It is held by the opponents of the pending bill that the land thus 
acquired may constitute a legitimate grant of the Federal Govern- | 
ment, not merely to aid education in the State, but to aid any purpose 
or to accomplish any object approved by the discretion of Congress. I 
can not understand how such property or land referred to in this pro- 
vision of the Constitution may be so disposed of when it is held that 
the very money for which it may now be sold can not be made a grant | 
of by the Federal Government for the same purpose. You may take | 
money out of the Federal Treasury to buy lands with, and then donate | 
the lands to the States; but you may not donate the money itself. 
You may sell the lands and take the proceeds arising from the proceeds 
thereof and donate them. In other words, you may make a grant of 
the lands which you buy outof the Federal exchequer, or of the proceeds 
of the sales of those lands, but you can not appropriate one dollar of 
the money with which the lands were purchased. Here is a distinction 
that I can not comprehend and that I do not believe can lawfully ex- 
ist. If you make a grant of lands, or the proceeds that arise from the 
sales of the lands, it is to all purposes equivalent to granting the very 
money which was used in the purchase of the lands. But I undertake 
to say that under this provision which I am now considering there is 
no authority whatever of appropriation or to make a grant either of ter- 
ritory or of the lands which may be embraced in it or of any property 
whatever 

If the Government may surrender by virtue of this clause of the 
Constitution any of its jurisdiction or rights or powers over the terri- 
tory, the lands, or other property of the United States to any State or 
corporation or to anybody except in some manner pointed out by the 
Constitution, it might also surrender all the other grants of power dele- 
gated to it by the same instrument—the power of declaring war, of 
laying duties, or of coining money, which is an assumption of a right 
on the part of the Government to destroy the instrument of its exist- 
ence and to dissolve the Union which it was established to maintain. 
[ can see no difference between a grant of the public lands or a grant 
of the proceeds of the sales ef the public lands and a grant of the sur- 
plus revenues of the Government or a grant raised from the customs in 
principle or in effect. They constitute the sources of revenue to sup- 
ply the wants of the Government and to enable it to carry into execu- 
tion the powers conferred upon it and the duties imposed upon it by 
the Constitution. 

For every acre of land donated for any purpose or for every dollar 
taken from the proceeds of the public lands for any purpose, and for 
every dollar taken from the surplus revenues of the United States for 
any purpose, sooner or later another dollar must be raised by taxation to 
supply its place. No matter in what way the contributions for grants 
or donations are made, whether from the lands or the proceeds arising 


the north 


from the sales of the lands or from taxes, they are taken in point of fact | 


from the available resources of the people, which can be used only for 
the supportand maintenance of the Government according to the powers 
delegated to it by their Constitution, and it will not do tosay that the 


burdens will fall more lightly upon them if their lands are taken, which | 
were purchased by their money or the proceeds of the public lands, than | 


if they were made from taxes. It all amounts to the same in the end. 
It is a contribution by the people, equally burdensome whatever form 
it may take, and a contribution drawn, whatever may be its guise, from 
their resources. 

[am aware that large land grants and that large grants of money 
derived from the sales of the public lands have been voted, and of val- 


uable property, for various purposes, but I do not believe that the au- | 


thority was derived or could be properly derived from this clause of the 
Constitution which we are now considering. This clause must be con- 
strnued in connection with the other provisions of the Constitution, and 


I have endeavored to show that the disposition of the public lands can | 


only be made in the execution of the powers and for the purposes set 
forth inthe grants of powers in the Constitution, and that it can not be 
held in any case to confer upon Congress any absolute and unlimited 
power. 


I have thus endeavored to show thatthe position of the Senator from 


Texas with respect to his interpretation of clause 2, section 3, article | 


4 of the Constitution was not tenable, and I think a consideration of 
the consequences of that interpretation would more fully perhaps ex- 


| as the work of the architect of the Pantheon itself. 





pose its fallacy. Under such a construction the Louisiana territory, a 
third larger than the whole area of the Union at the time of the pu 
chase, might be held to-day as a dependency over which the Federal 
Government might still be exercising an imperial and absolute power, 
and to this domain we might in time add Mexico and Canada and thus 
set up over the greater part of this continent and of the people a Goy- 
ernment as unrestrained as that of Russia. It can not in the nature of 
things be that the Constitution, which was ordained to form a mor 
perfect Union, establish justice, and to secure the blessings of lib 
erty toourselves and our posterity, could be made the basis for the estab 
lishment of such a gigantic system of unlimited power that would b 
as fatal to the liberties of those who should exercise it as it would by 
debasing to the subjects of it. 

We come now to the consideration of what are called the eighteen 


| enumerated powers of the Constitution, and I will say at the outset that 


if the authority for this legislation is not to be found in the first clause 
of section 8, article 1 of the Constitution, I am at a loss to find it any- 
where. The section reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide forthe common defense and general wel 


fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts,and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 


I have endeavored to show that the lands or other property consti- 
tute one of the sources of the resources and revenues of the Government 
and can only be applied to the purposes and in the exeeution of the 
powers conferred by the Constitution. The other source of its revenue 
is the power given under this section which I have read. I undertake 
to say that not an acre of land nor one dollar of the revenues of the 
United States derived from any source whatever, whether it be from 
the sales of its lands or other property or from the taxes, can be appro 
priated in any manner or for any purpose except as provided for in the 
eighteen enumerated powers of the Constitution. 

Three different constructions have been suggested of this clause of 
the Constitution: first, that it containsa grant of power todo whateve1 
Congress may regard as necessary or proper to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare; secondly, that the words ‘‘ to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare ’’ are a limita- 
tion upon the power to lay taxes; thirdly, that they do not exist as a 
limitation, but that they contain no real significance and constitute 
sort of supplementary preamble orsummary indicating in general terms 
for what purposes the enumerated powers that follow may be exerted 

It is not necessary to discuss the first interpretation, because if such 
a power were conferred upon Congress the power to exercise any juris- 
diction that within its discretion it might deem proper to provide fo1 
the common defense and general welfare would in fact nullify and 
render useless, utterly useless, any other grants of power as being su 
perfluous. It would indeed establish a government without limits or 
restraints. I can nothelp but regard the third interpretation as equal]; 
faulty and unwarranted. The general purposes for which the Consti- 
tution was ordained and established are set forth by the framers where 
they should be properly found in the well-known preamble which stands 
like a magnificent facade of Corinthian columns to the temple that they 
were about to dedicate to liberty. 

Every part of the Constitution bears some relation to the whole and 
gives a harmonious symmetry and proportion to all its parts as perfect 
No word is with- 
out a meaning. There is no repetition, there is nothing superfluous, 
and it will be remarked that the language inthe preamble is appropri- 
ate toits place, namely, ‘‘ to promote the general welfare,’’ but that when 
the Constitution comes to make its grants of power the whole eighth 
section and all its clauses is used for that purpose and that alone. Dif- 
| ferent language is employed, butlanguage appropriate. Itis no longer 
‘*to promote the general welfare,’’ but ‘‘ to provide forthe common de- 
fense and general welfare.’’ 

The general welfare may be promoted and was intended to be pro- 
moted by every article and every section and every clause in the Con- 
stitution, but the general welfare can be more properly ** provided for ”’ 
| by the exercise of the power of taxation, by which means and supplies 

may be obtained. The history of the proceedings of the convention with 
| respect to this phrase indicate that it had a definite meaning and that it 
was not inserted by accident but by design and for a necessary purpose, 
and therefore any construction which renders these words meaningless 
and superfluous, and is in effect equivalent to expunging them from the 
| Constitution, must create a doubt against its correctness. It was said 

by the distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] that these 

words were discovered by the framers of the Constitution and that they 

were employed by them as I have before observed to indicate merely, to 
| point out the way to the enumerated powers which follow. No phrase 
in our language has a more ancient and honorable origin or a clearer or 
more definite historical signification. It grew out of Magna Charta 
itself, which, as Senators will remember, was confirmed upward of thirty 
times by kings and parliaments. 

In the reign of Edward I, in order to protect the people from the 
sovereigns’ right to levy taxes at their will and to extort subsidies to 
supply their prodigalities,a statute was enacted entitled confirmatio 
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hartarum, that all private property should be secured from royal spo- 
liation and placed under the safeguard of the great council of all the 
realm. It reads as follows: 


Moreover we have granted for us and our heirs as well toarchbishops, bishops, 
abbots, and other folks of holy church as to earls, barons, and to all the com- 
monalty of the land that from no business from henceforth we shall take such 
manner of aids, tasks, nor prices but by the common consent of all the realmand 
for the common profit—the general welfare ‘ thereof.” 


And from that day to this the greatest struggles among English- 
speaking people have been to secure their earnings, not for particular 
classes and special interests, but for the common profit, the general wel- 
fare of the whole people. This phrase was found in the project of the 
constitution itself offered by Edmund Randolph, which, as we all know, 
was the germ out of which grew the Constitution under which we live. 
But, strange as it may appear, the first draught ofthe Constitution, which 
was presented by the committeeof fiveon August 5, 1787, omitted these 
words, and perhaps the Constitution as it then stood on that day would 
justify the construction which Senators are placing upon it now, or that 
other interpretation which would leave the power to lay and collect 
taxes unlimited and absolute. 

On the 25th of August, 1787, Mr. Randolph moved an amendment 
for its insertion in the Constitution, but it was defeated on a vote ot 
ten States in the negative and one in the affirmative. Finally the com- 
mittee of revision restored these words to the Constitution, and when 
it was adopted in the following form on the 17th day of September, 
1787, ‘‘Done in convention by the unanimous consent of the States 
present, ’’ which declaration was signed by the members of the conven- 
tion, these words were found in it, and have remained and will remain 
until they are expunged by an amendment to the Constitution. They 
constitute a limitation upon the powers of taxation. Taxes may be 
laid to pay the debts and provide for the common detense and the gen- 
eral welfare. To tax for these purposes, to raise money for these pur- 
poses, is not an undefined and unlimited power of discretion. The power 
to tax is unquestionably unlimited, for it is within the discretion of 
Congress to say how much money shall be raised, but the power of ap- 
propriation is limited to pay the debts, to provide for the common de- 
fense and general welfare. This construction of the Constitution was 
the one adopted early in the history of the Government, and has been 
steadily adhered to. 

Mr. Justice Story says, section 922: 

A power to lay taxes for any purpose whatsoever is a general power. A power 
to lay taxes for certain specific purposes is a limited power. A power to lay 
taxes for the common defense and general welfare of the United States is not in 
commen sense a general power. It is limited to those objects. It can not con- 
stitutionally transcend them. If the defense proposed by a tax be not the 
common defense of the United States, if the welfare be not general, but special 
or local, as contradistinguished from national, it is not within the scope of the 
Constitution. The power then is under such circumstances necessarily a qual- 
ified power. If it is so, how then does it affect or in the slightest degree trench 
upon the other enumerated powers? No one will pretend that the power to lay 
taxes would in general have superseded or rendered unnecessary all the other 
enumerated powers. It would neither enlarge nor qualify them. The power 
to tax does not include them. No one will pretend that the power to lay a tax 
necessarily includes the power to declare war, to pass naturalization and bank- 
rupt laws, to coin money, to establish post-offices, or to define piracies or fel- 
onies on the high seas. 

It is said if Congress may lay taxes for the common defense and general wel- 
fare the money may be appropriated for those purposes, although not within 
the scope of the other enumerated powers. Certainly it may be so appropri- 
ated, for if Congress is authorized to lay taxes for such purposes it would be 
strange if when raised the money could not be applied to them. That would 


be to give a power fora certain end and then deny the end intended by the 
power. 


Mr. Monroe submitted a message to Congress on the general subject 
of internal improvements May 14, 1822, and I presume it embodied 
the views of his Cabinet, which was then composed of John C. Cal- 
houn, John Quincy Adams, William H. Crawford, besides other dis- 
tinguished statesmen, who must have concurred in the opinions ex- 
pressed in this state paper: 


A power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises subjects to the 
call of Congress every branch of the public revenue, internal and external, and 
the addition to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare gives the right of applying the money raised; that is, of appropriating it 
to the purposes specified according to a proper construction of the terms. 

It imposes no burden on the people, nor can it act on them in a sense to take 
power from the States, or in any sense in which power can be controverted or 
become a question between the two governments. The application of money 
raised under a lawful power isa right or grant which may be abused. It may 
be applied partially among the States or to im »sroper purposes in our foreign 
and domestic concerns; but still it isa power not felt in the sense of other powers, 
since the only complaint which any State can make of such partiality and abuse 
1s that some other State or States have obtained greater benefits from the appli- 
cation than by a just rule of apportionment they were entitled to. The right of 
“ppropriation is therefore from its nature secondary and incidental to the right 
of raising money, and it was proper to place it in the same grant and same 
clause with that right. 

Che last part of this grant, which provides that all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States, furnishes another strong proof 
that it was not intended that the second part should constitute a distinct grant 
in the sense above stated or convey any other right than that of appropriation. 

It is contended on the one side that as the National Government is a govern- 
ment of limited powers it has no right to expend money except in the per- 
formance of acts authorized by the other specific grants according to a strict 
rei of their powers; that this grant in neither of its branches gives to 
pgp ate discretionary power of any kind, but is a mere instrumentin its hands 
ti iz into effect the powers contained in the other grants. To this construc- 

on I was inclined in the more early stages of our Government, but on further 


reflection and observation my mind has undergone a change for reasons which 
will frankly unfold. 
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If, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not restricted to 
the expenditures under the other specific grants according to a strict construc- 
tion of their powers respectively, is there no limitation toit? Have Congress a 
right to raise and appropriate the public money to any and to every purpose ac- 
cording to their will and pleasure? They certainly have not. The Government 
of the United States is a limited government instituted for great national pur- 
poses, and for those only. 

It is believed that there is net a corporation in the United States which does 
not exercise great discretion in the application of the money raised by it to the 
purposes of its institutions. It would be strange if the Government ofthe United 
States, which was instituted for such important purposes and endowed with 
such extensive powers, should not be allowed at least equal discretion and au- 
thority The evil to be particularly avoided is the violation of States rights 
showing that it seems to be reasonable and proper that the powers of Congress 
should be so construed as that the General Government in its intercourse with 
other nations and in our internal concerns should be able to adopt all such meas 
ures lving within the fair scope and intended to facilitate the direct objects of 
its powers as the public welfare may require and as sound and provident policy 
dictate. 


Mr. Calhoun spoke as follows in the House of Representatives Feb- 
ruary 4, 1817: 

The first power delegated to Congress is comprised in these words: ‘ To lay 
and collect taxes,’ &c. First the power is given to lay taxes, next the objects 
are enumerated to which the money accruing from the exercise of this power 
may be applied, namely, to pay the debts, provide for the defense, and promote 
the general welfare; and last the rule for laying the taxes is prescribed, to wit, 
that all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform. If the framers had in- 
tended to limit the use of the money to the powers afterward enumerated and 
defined, nothing could have been more easy than to have expressed it plainly. 
I know it is the opinion of some that the words “to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare,’ which I have just cited, were not 
intended to be referred to the power of laying taxes contained in the first part 
of the section, but that they are to be understood as distinct and independent 
powers granted in general terms, and are qualified by a more detailed enumer- 
ation of powers in the subsequent part of the Constitution 

If such were in fact the meaning intended, surely nothing can be concéived 


| more bungling and awkward than the manner in which the framers have com- 


municatedtheirintention. If it were their intention to make a summary of the 

powers of Congress in general terms which were afterward to be particularly 

defined and enumerated, they should have told us so plainly and distinctly; and 

if the words ** to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 

welfare’? were intended forthis summary, they should have headed the list of our 
powers and it should have been stated that to effect the general objects the fol- 

lowing specific powers were granted. I ask members to read the section with 

attention, and it will, I conceive, plainly appear that such could not have been 
the intention. The whole section seems to me to be about taxes. It plainly 
commences and ends with it, and nothing could be more strained than to sup- 
pose that the intermediate words “to pay the debtsand provide for the common 
defense and general welfare’’ were to be taken as independent and distinct 
powers. Forced, however, as such a construction was, 1 might admit it and 
urge thatthe words do constitutg a part of the enumerated powers. The Con- 
stitution gives to Congress the Bow r to establish post-offices and post-roads 

I know the interpretation usually given to these words confines our powers 
to that of designating only the post-roads; but it seemsto me that the word “ es- 
tablish ’’ comprehends something more. But suppose the Constitution to be si- 
lent, why should we be confined in the application of moneys to the enumerated 
powers”? There is nothing in the reason of the thing that I can perceive why it 
should be so restricted ; and the habitual and uniform practice of the Govern- 
ment coincides with my opinion. Our laws are full of instances of money ap 

provriated without any reference to the enumerated powers. We granted bya 
unanimous vote, or nearly so, $50,000 to the distressed inhabitants of Caracas 
and a very large sum at two different times to the St. Domingo refugees. If 
we are restricted in the use of our money to the enumerated powers, on what 
principle can the purchase of Louisiana be justified? To pass over many othet 
Instances, the identical power which is now the subject of discussion has in sev 

eral instances been exercised. To look no further back, at the last session a 
considerable sum was granted to complete the Cumberland road. In reply to 
this uniform course of legislation, I expect it will be said that our Constitution 
is founded on positive and written principles and not on precedents. I do not 
deny the pesition; but I have introduced these instances to prove the uniform 
sense of Congress and the country (for they have not been objected to) as to our 
powers; andsurely they furnish better evidence of the true interpretation of the 
Constitution than the most refined and subtle arguments 


I find on page 424 of Kent’s Commentaries the following: 

That Congress possesses the power to appropriate money, raised by taxation 
or otherwise, for other purposes, in their discretion, than those pointed out in 
the enumerated powers, is a question that has given rise to very able andacute 
discussions; andthe affirmative side of the question has been sustained and suc- 
cessfully vindicated by the practice of the Government, and the weighty au- 
thority, among others, of Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Monroe, in celebrated docu- 
ments under their official sanction 

It may beasked, is there then no limit tothe responsibility of Congress ? 
I answer, unhesitatingly, that the responsibility is to the people, and 
in the frequency of elections. It will not do to say the power does 
not exist because of its liability to abuse, for all powers of the Govern- 
ment are subject to the same infirmity, but when the people have 
framed a constitution we can neither enlarge nor abridge it on the ground 
of inconvenience or because we may regard some of its provisions as 
unwise or impolitic. The Constitution must stand as it is written, 
and not as we would write it now. 

I will not weary the Senate with any longer discussion of the con- 
stitutional aspects of the question, nor will I cite any further from the 
commentators thereon or from the speeches of the distinguished states- 
men who have been engaged in the administration of the Government 
Let us discover if we can the pathway on which the Government for 
the last hundred years has actually moved. 

Let us see not what has been written or said, but what has been actu- 
ally done by the Government, operating through its House of Represent- 
atives, its Senate, and its Executive. Surely the acts of the concurring 
Departments for so long a period of time must command the respect of 
every man even with the most limited experience and with the least 
practical acquaintance with the grave affairs of the administration of 
a government so powerful and august as this. The policy of a govern- 
ment determined by settled maxims and fixed in its habits and methods 
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and confirmed and approved by the people for a hundred years must be 
considered as a development of its organic and constitutional life. 

One of the first acts of this Government was to afford aid in the en- | 
forcement of the quarantine laws of the States as early as in 1797, with | 
the view of preserving the health by aiding States in their efforts in 
this respect. The statistics show that more than one hundred million 
acres of lands have been donated to the States for education, and I need 
hardly refer to the distribution of the surplus revenue among the States in 
1836, and again the distribution of the public land revenue and assump- 
tion of the State debts in 1841, when we find a bill for such purpose 
carried by such leading statesmen as Clay, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Mangum, Porter, Rives, John Q. Adams, R. C. Winthrop, and others. 

When General La Fayette visited America in 1824 he was not only 
welcomed with every demonstration of enthusiastic affection, but Con- 
yress added substantial rewards by voting him $200,000 and 24,000 
fertile land in Florida the amounts that 
we have paid out in pe bounties since the establishment 
of the Government? | what one of the enumerated powers can 
he found of the revenue power, for the pro- 
tection to American industries, or to pay bounties to fishermen or pen- 


iers, Or to adopt the navigation laws, or to establish courts 
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veyond the sea, or a adepartme nt of agriculture, or of fish culture, or 
national cemeteries, or to participate in expositions, or to make grants 
of lands or money to railroads, to blind asylums, or to endow colleges 
) in ersities 7 Chese t! rs have been done an | all this legislation 
f her outside of the Constitution, unlessitis within under the first 

aust section 8, article 1 of the Constitution, or derived by strain- 
ng other ¢ ises beyond a 1 bounds 


Che Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK] in his able and interesting 
esterday upon the tariff declared that there was no warrant in 


the Constitution, if I understood him, for protection, and Lagree with 


speech 


him fully if he means that it is not to be found in the enumerated pow- 
ers of the Constitution. Does the distinguished Senator mean to say 
that the Government has been administered for the last one hundred | 


years by administration after administration in daily and yearly viola- 
tions of the Constitution? For since the first tariff bill introduced by 
Mr. Madison himself protection has been afforded American industry. 
The act introduced by him July 4, 1789, declared that ‘‘ whereas it is 
necessary for the support of the Government, for the discharge of the 
debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of 
manufactures that duties be laid,’’ &c. 

I do not say whether it has been incidental or otherwise. As a matter 
fact, there never has been a tariff bill on our statute-books that did 
Even the tariff of Robert J. Walker,which is 
called a free-trade tariff, discriminated in favor of American productions 
and manufactures, and the very form of the bill which I have quoted 
above, introduced by Mr. Madison, shows that he derived the power to 
protect American industries from the general-welfare clause; that is, 
from the first clause of section 8 of article 1. The question I submit is 
not whether the protection shall be small or large, incidental or direct, 
but whether there be any constitutional protection at all in any degree 
and measure. I agree with the Senator that there can be no constitu- 
tional protection whatever unless it be found in the general-welfare 
clause; and if it be not lodged there, the whole history of the Govern- 
ment with respect to the tariff has been a series of flagrant violations of 
the Constitution, in fact a lawless usurpation. 

I hope the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me if I invite his at- 
tention to the celebrated address to the States by Mr. Madison in favor 
of raising the revenue by a taxon imports, in which he declares ‘‘ that 
taxes on consumption are al ways least burdensome because they are least 
felt, and are borne, too, by those whoare willing and able to pay them, and 
that of all taxes on consumption those on foreign commerce are most 
compatible with the genius and policy of free states.’’ I do not mean 
to say, Mr. President, that there are no abuses under the system of 
tariff taxation and that it ought not to be revised, and that it could not 
be lowered with safety and benefit to the American people, but perhaps 
I may take this occasion to observe that I believe that the burdens and 


, 
ol 


not afford protection 


inequalities, nay, even the outrages, of the internal-revenue system are | 


greater at the present moment than those which the Senator himself 
has so eloquently depicted. The abuse of the tariff system has unques- 


tionably led to the creation of monopolies, which impose heavy burdens | 


upon the general public and add largely to taxation, while yielding 
little or no revenue. 

But I can not shut my eyes to the fact that the internal-revenue sys- 
tem has also created gigantic monopolies in the interest of manufact- 
urers, while it deprives many of the States of this Union of sources of 
revenue that belong properly to the people of them, and that if not di- 
verted would pour forth a plenteous stream of wealth to fill their de- 
pleted exchequers and to fertilize their exhausted energies and war- 
wasted fields; a system of administration that is maintained at an 
immense cost by an army of partisan officials and spies, and by the en- 
forcement of laws and regulations violative of all our notions of personal 
liberty, of freedom, of labor, and the inviolability of home and fireside. 

[t must be clear to every one who has given attention to our taxing 
systems as at present applied that not asingle step can be taken toward 
the reform of the tariff with a view to revenue and not protection which 
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| will not result in largely increasing the receipts of the Government 
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And I am therefore at a loss to understand how the advocates of rey- 
enue reform for the purpose of reducing taxation insist upon maintain- 
ing the highest rates upon articles that yield little or no revenue tothe 
Treasury, while they afford large bounties to the manufacturer, and at 
the same time reduce the rates on articles which may be called revenue 
articles, yielding large revenues to the Government and little or no 
bounty. Nor can I understand why it is that the revenue reformers 
should insist upon keeping up internal taxation which would be wholl\ 
unnecessary upon an intelligent reformation of the tariff the effect 6: 
which is to create monopolies as indefensible as those which are pro 
duced by the tariff system. But extremes meet. 

The advocates of the manufacturers, who are enjoying large bountie< 
at the expense of the people and block the way to reform, join the 
fenders of whisky and tobacco manufacturers to prevent any reductio: 
on these articles in the interest of the producers, and both propose t 
unite in putting upon the free-list those very articles that now yield th 
largest revenues to the Government. A reduction of the tariff will not 
reduce taxation unless it is made upon articles on which the present 
rates are so high that they are rich in bounties but afford little or n 
revenue, and a reduction on these articles will therefore increase thy 
revenues. But ifa reduction is made upon articles that yield a larg 
revenue and little or no bounty a reduction may be made in the receipts 
of the Government, but taxation will be increased. Is the object mere] 
to reduce revenues or is it to reduce taxation and the burdens that a1 
placed upon the people? It will be observed that every dollar collect: 
trom revenue articles goes into the Treasury and back to the peopl: 
They get the benefit of the tax. The articles upon which the rates ar 
high or prohibitory yield large bounties to the favorite few, but pa 
nothing into the Treasury and constitutea heavy burden upon the peop 

The defects and abuses of the tariff system can only be removed with 
out doing injustice by a careful consideration of all its details and by 
adhering strictly to the rule of looking to a reduction of taxation as 
well as of revenues. A blind and heedless attack may work a revolu 
tion but not a reform, and produce the very opposite results from thos 
which are really desired. The evils of the inland taxation I will not 
now undertake to point out, but I concur with the observations of M: 
Madison in his celebrated reply to the Rhode Island objections, Decem 
ber 17, 1782, ‘‘that taxes on possessions and the articles of our own 
growth or manufacture, whether in the form of a land tax, excise, « 
any other, are more hurtful to trade than impost duties.’’ 

But I refer to this matter only to call the attention of the Senate to 
the construction of the Constitution insisted upcn, as I understand it 
both by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], which does not allow to Congress any power 
from the first section of article 8. I insist that their arguments in «i 
fense of this position are addressed not so much to a consideration o! 
the Constitution itself as to the abuses which have grown up and ar 
likely to grow up by the exertion of any power under the general-we! 
fare clause, and I have shown that the tariff system has stood from th: 
very beginning on a power that they deny. It appears to me that they 
construe the Constitution rather as they would have it than to ascet 
tain what it really is—the lex scripta. 

The limited and narrow construction on which they stand is that 
which was advocated in the defense of the peculiar institution of th¢ 
South when stress of circumstances, the peace and safety of Southern 
society, the security of property and life in that section induced South- 
ern statesmen to place the strictest construction upon the Constitution 
and to extend to the utmost the reserved powers of the States. I beg 
now to call attention of the Senate to the fact that the construction 
which the opponents of this measure place on the Federal Constitution 
is precisely that which was adopted by the statesmen of the South when 
| they formed a constitution for the late confederacy. In lieu of the first 
| clause of section 8 of the Constitution of the United States they adopted 
| the following in the convention which assembled at Montgomery: 


The Congress shail have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises for revenue necessary to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
| fense and carry on the government of the Confederate States; but no bounties 
shall be granted from the treasury, nor shall any duties or taxes on importa- 
| tions from foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry 
and all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the Confeder 
ate States. 


Here you will observe that it was deemed necessary to leave out the 
clause to provide for the general welfare, and expressly to deny au 
thority to grant bounties or to promote or foster any branch of in- 
dustry. It will not do therefore to say that a constitution with these 
forbidden clauses in means precisely what a constitution does from 
which they are rejected. 

I think I have now shown to the satisfaction of every candid and re- 
flecting man that there is constitutional authority for the Congress of 
the United States to make a grant of land or of money to any purpose 
clearly within the general welfare; as for instance, to aid the States in 
the education of the people therein. It is admitted by the opponents 
of this bill that the Government may make a grant of lands or of the 
proceeds from the sales of the public lands. They insist that such a = 
grant does not carry with it the jurisdiction of the Government. But % 
they contend that a grant of money derived from taxation for any pur- 
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se carries along with it the jurisdiction of the \°ederal Government, 
and that by the passage of this bill the officers of the Federal Govern- 
ment will be entitled to follow the money into the State, to take charge 
of the schools, to appoint the teachers, and to direct the studies of the 
children, and in fact to administer the grant in all its details and put 
in peril every safeguard of local self-government. 

I must confess that it has been impossible for me to make the dis- 
tinction between these different grants, and while the proposition has 
been again and again pressed upon the attention of Senators I have not 
heard a single reason given to show that the extent of the jurisdiction 
of the Government depends upon the kind of grant that is made. Ifit 
be a grant of land or of money from the sale of land, jurisdiction is not 
carried by such a grant into and over the States, but if it be of money 
from taxation then the jurisdiction necessary goes along with it. Upon 
what reason or authority can such a conclusion be based? I can see 
none. There isnone. The very character of the beneticiaries of the 
grant terminates the jurisdiction of the Federal Government when it is 
complete. Allschools of learning, free schools, scholars in universities, 
are among the charities enumerated in the statute of Elizabeth, and 
from that day to this the law has always in this country recognized all 
trusts, donations, or grants for the benefit and uses of schools and col- 
leges as gifts for a charitable object, and it must be clear that the Gov- 
ernment, from the very nature of the transaction, parts from its juris- 
diction when it parts with the property by executing the donation o1 
grant. And it hasnot been shown, for it can not be shown, how a dona- 
tion or grant of any kind extends the jurisdiction of the Government. 
No single instance has been mentioned of the invasion of the States, 
their reserved rights, or their liberties under the guise of a grant 

I believe that if the Senators;who at the outset of this debate 
pressed doubts as to the disposition of the Southern people to deal fair'y 
in the application of this fund had read over the testimony of the 
distinguished educators who have traveled through the Southern 
States and made themselves familiar with the sentiments of the peo 
ple, they would do themselves the justice to dismiss all apprehensions a 
groundless and unworthy. I can not believe the distinguished Sena 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who has been so long connected wit! 
public affairs, will shut his eyes to the bright record which has been 
placed before the Senate by the Senator irom New Hampshire [M1 

BLAIR] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], as well as 
the Senators from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR and Mr. GrorG! 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON |, 
devotion of the people of the South to the cause of popular education and 
the large sums that they annually tax themselves to educate not onl 
theirown children but the children of their former slaves 

Hear what Hon. J. H. Smith, a native of New Hampshire and for 
many years superintendent of public instruction of Indiana, say 


My opinion is that the Southern people are willing to do all they can to curs 
this great evil and remove this great wrong, and, so far as [| have observed, the 
work that has been done under existing circa 
work. The Southern people have made a heroic effort certainly in 
four States that I have visited to do the best that could be done for these color: 
people. I want to say that throughout the length and breadth of the > t 








States, without one exception, the colored people are iven the im il 
tages that the white people are given And I believe, from what I w, tl 
we are able to trust the existing State organizations represented ] 
tlemen; we are able to trust them with whateys m 3 Ww in appropriate 
and I speak after some investigation and after deliberation 

I must forbear to weary the Senate with testimony on this point 


and I will offer only one or two more witnesses out of the many hun 
dreds qualified by actual observation to speak 

And now I invite the attention of Senat 
Dr. J. L. McCurry, general agent of the trustees of the 


With probably the most extensive acquaintance with school officers in 
South possessed by any man in the Union, acquired by person inte irs 


rs to the remarks o 








with them, I make bold to affirm that no departments of government ‘ t 
qualified, more patriotic, more trustworthy, more en! listrator 
What is needed for success in making education univ re Fed 

supervision, subordination of State school to cen | ‘ 





t 
guarded and adequate appropriation of money 


exhibiting the zealous 
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~alamity of illiteracy anywhere in the world to-day as in the South 
as the deliberate result of two years of observation in twelve States 


I givethis 


Could testimony be stronger ? 
I will be pardoned if I refer for one moment to my ownState. I de 


sire to invite attention to the observations of the superintendent of the 


tances has been a} velous 


Hon. Hugh Thompson, formerly superintendent of public instruction 
I | 


of South Carolina, and now governor of that renowned Commonwealth 
SAVS: 


I will call the attention of the committee to the fact that there are now 
Southern States about 5,000,000 children ready and needing the opportu : 
education. It would take at the lowest calculation $30,000,000 to furnish the 
portunities of education to our children in the South 
knowing the spirit of the people, and knowing th« 
have not the means to furnish this education 


Gentlemen, I say as ¢ 


limited resources, that 


[ beg now to call attention to a brief quotation from one whose na 
the accomplished Senator trom Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] has 
ored by coupling it with Horace Mann, of Massachusetts, the 


plone 
of publie education in that State. Hear what Rey. Dr. A. D. M 
Massachusetts, says: 
Practically, within ten years every one of these Southern State 





statute-book a system of public school practically, within this tim 
trict of country in the South has received something that can be called 
Phis school public, as we may call it, consisting of State officers, of seh 
cers, of superior teachers, of thoughtful people all overthe South, is to my rn 
the most forcible, the most persistent, the most devoted school public now 
any part of the world. There is no body of superior teachers doing so nm 
work for so little pay and under such great disadvantages as in the South t 
day. There is no minority of people working so hard to overcome this tert 


AGS 


publie schools of New Orleans, a gentleman of the highest order of ea 
pac ity, who has devoted his life to the cause of education and who re- 
flects the sentiments and aspirations of the people of Louisiana Hon 
William O. Rogers says 





I know of no feeling antagonistic to the education of the negro. Onthe con- 
trary, there is a growing opinion, so far as I can judge, in favor of ext ling ) 
that class of our people the fullest and fairest opportunities Phe kindly spirit 


relation of the two races in this city and State extends 
Chere are no contentions or wnimosities Teachers 
of equal vrade are sent sometimes to the schools of colored pupils, or again to 
the white 
means of insufficient funds in which the whites do not equ 


which characterizes the 
to their respective schools 
s,and [ know of no hardships to which colored pupils are exposed by 


illy share 
(gain: 


arish s h ”> 
It would 
now kept open for one, two, or three 
numbers of children from idleness and i 


What would national aid do for Louisiana? It would enable ] 
boards to open schools where there are none now for want of funds 
sessions of schools which are 

It would draw larg: 
norance to the school buildings, and it would enable school boards 


prolong th 

months only iy 
uild and other 
authorities to ¢€ mploy trained competent tea ‘hers, who should he pa reasona 
ble ilaries Without education we have unskilled labor, a discontented class 
of society, thriftless, heedless, with brutal passions and degrading vices, ready 
when roused by fanaticism or demagogism to hurl against the peace of society 
yr the best institutions of the country a compact and powerful voti 


balance of power between the two great political parties 








Sir, this is not only the testimony of a philanthropic scholar as to 
the state of sentiment among the people of Louisiana, but his obser 
vations upon the ill effects of ignorance 
the peace » worthy of the most en 
lightened statesman. Mr. President, I will quote no more. Why should 
I multiply testimony when [ have but to appeal to the constitutions 


and the perils with which it 


mecnaces society are 


and stability of 


and laws of the Southern States to vindicate them from every charge 
of discrimination or inditference 

In my opinion, the most hope ful sign of the times is the profound ind 
universal enthusiasm in favor of the education of the people throughout 
the Republic, and nowhere has this sentiment taken a stronger hold 
t} people of Louisiana. irge sum by 
taxation from resources that are hard pressed with the never-ending 
battle against the great river that is to them what the sea is to Ho! 


land, there has been recehtly formed among the wealthiest and most 


lan upon the Besides raising a 


public-spirited eitiz * Louisi 


ina Edus 


untary contributions to aid inthe establishment and extension of schools 


ns of that State a corporation, sty led the 


tional Society,’’ for the purpose of collecting means by vol 


children, without distinction of race or color 


Lh heard, sir, of many such corporations having been formed for the 
it of enterprises for individual protit, and even for the higher ob 


ect of founding academies, colleges, and universities, but I venture to 


say that this is the first instance in thiscountry or inany other where the 
leading « is, not of a single city but of a whole State, have united 

energies and resources in a Corporate form, not to build a rail 
\ . not to establish a bank or a line of steamers, not, in fret, fo 


their individual advancement or benefit, but to blessing 


ition among the poor children of the Commonwealth 


spread the 


The gentlemen engaved in this beneficent work are worthy to rank 
th tl mnders of cities and States,and to be the countrymen of 


] 


Paul Tulane, who has crowned the close of a long and honora 





dedicating his fortune tothe establishment of a university in Ne 


Or] is, to use his own words, ** tor the promotion and encouragement 
il education, and for the advan 


Among the bene 


l, moral, and industri 


ment of learning and letters, the arts and sciences 


wtors ofmankind—the Peabodys, the Johns Hopkinses, the Corcoran 
he name of Tulan ll shine with resplendent luster, brighter anc 
righter from generation to generation, as long as free government ¢ 
‘tters or sciences find a votary in Louisiana or the sentiment of gra 


tude a lodgment in the human breast 
I appeal now to the candor of Senators if such a people are not o1 
} and admiration 


worthy of trust but of sympathy t people whose 
s them, but who, like the pn lican, which is t 


rhnment not only taxe 


1 


ylem. take freely from their own substance and lift nlood to ed 


nourish their young 





‘ iil 

lam not here, sir, on their behalf to solicit favors nor to catch the 
crumbs that may fall from the table of a paternal government, and c¢ 
tainly not to indulge in appeals to the bitter memories or contro 3 


of the past, still 


in Senator, oI 


; 7 
to do all I can in a proper and I 





elfare and ad ncement of the Am can people 

Under my interpretation of the Constitution I am justified in vot 
for this bill, because I believe that the general education of the peopl 
and the diff: t knowledge are the surest reliance to correct the « 
In our politi tLand social ¢ mditions, and to preserve nd maintain these 
institutions of free government. Whocan tell how many young min 


] hn . 2 ; ; “S a 1 ; 
iv lie buried like precious stones and gems in darkness and neglec 


less to make any apologies; but | am her as an Amer- 
t { 


mate manner for the 


t 


that by the spread of light mav be brought forth to direct the councils 
ol state 1 r¢ ilt the hearts of the people with songs of al ne melody, 
or to enlarge the realm of civilization by still proudet conquests from 









































































































































































































secrets of nature, or who may perhaps discover new and better guar- 
tees for the rights of men and the guardianship of liberty—minds 
é s to aid the generous aspirations of the people afte: 


Nobler modes of life 


With sweeter manners, 


OFFICER 


purer 


Mr. VOORHEES 


iaws 


The PRESIDING in the chair The 


tin th t 


s on the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to 
recommit the bill 
Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I should be at a great disadvantage 
the presentation ol my views on this question 1 my purpose was to 
enlighten the Senate or the country either on the question of consti- 
Lut nal law in 


volved in this great bill, for we have been listening with 


attention and with every opportunity for instruction for the bet- 
te! part of three weeks to the opinions expresse d by the most profound 


oy t 
prea 


constitutional lawyers in this body upon the proposition whether. we 


have the authority to pass the bill. So I will be content to inform my 
constituents of my reasons for the vote I will give 

Che measure is the most magnificent inits proportions that was ever 
brought into the Senate of the United States. It is the first bill in 
which there is sought to be made an appropriation exceeding $100,- 


000,000 by a single act for a specific purpose, and that not a govern- 
mental purpose, but a purpose, ] may sale ly style it, of charity or of 
pub benevolence, of public improvement, public cultivation. A 
measure having for its purpose the bettering of the condition of the 
private citizen, the mere unit, the atom in our great body politic. 

One hundred and tive millionsof dollars to be appropriated by a sin- 
gle act of Congress is the broadest proposition that has ever been pre- 
sented to the consideration of American statesmanship; and when that 
sum of money is require d tor a single generation of people, to say noth- 


ing of the repetition of this and other greater sums that we may be 


? 


forced to supply for the cultivation of succeeding generations of peo- 


ple, we must recognize the fact that we are laying broader foundations 
tor benevolence and charity by this act than have ever been attempted 
by any act of the American Congress 

The Legislatures of the States, so far as I am informed, have none of 
them instructed their representatives, or even advised them, that they 


should come here and appropriate $105,000,000 out of the Treasury for 


the purpose of Pp iblic education Not only have I not received such 
the Legislature of Alabama, but I have received no 
expression of opinion from the people of that State of any important or 
general character which would lead me to believe that they had _ pre- 
pared themselves for the introduction and the passage of this great 


instructions trom 


measure at this time 


Che measure has been received in the Senate on both sides of the 
Chamber, without respect of party and without respect of sectional di- 
visions, with rather a cold welcome, especially among some at least of 
the older members of this body Chey are afraid that they do not pos- 


a t} 
st Lil¢ 


the bill 


indicate at 


onstitutional power to do that which is required of them by 
| think the opinions which have been uttered in the Senate 
least that there is a very large division, if not about an equal 
of opinion upon the grave question of the constitutional power 


ss to pass this proposed law 


aivVision 
ot Congre 
As the 


its SCOP 


subject is new, as it is important, as it is very far reaching in 
it would seem to be a wiser policy to defer final action upon 
this measure until the people have been consulted throughout this great 
Union to ascertain whether they are willing that Congress shall exer- 


cise this new and hitherto untried power of appropriating money out 


of the Treasury of the United States for the education of their children. 
We have also made great progress during this session of Congress in 


the Senate in the passage of important bills. I am informed that we 
have passed now more than one hundred and sixty bills,which lie upon 
the Speaker's table in the House of Representatives. Only thirteen of 
our bills have so far been considered in that body, and four of the joint 
resolutions we have passed out of eleven. This admonishes me that 
while the great length of time spent in this debate is not wasted, for it 
has been, | dare say, of greatinstruction to the people, it will be futile 
during this session of Congress, for the House of Representatives, we 
must understand, with the accumulation of business that it now has 
before it and with the appropriation bills still incomplete in that body, 
can scarcely give such attention to this subjectas to warrant it in pass- 
ing final judgment upon it at this session. 

We are various amendments that are put in 
here by Senators that the bill is not satisfactory in its details to many 
ofthem. The Committee on Education and Labor have given to it grave 
consideration, but they have discovered in the progress of the debate 
many infirmities in the bill which they themselves confess ought to be 
remedied by some amendment, and other Senators have suggested very 
important arrangements for the management and disposition of this 
fund, for 


ill 


admonished also by 


teracy and some upon the basis of population, differing entirely from 
the suggestions made by the committee. 

I would content myself with a vote to recommit the bill, as it unques- 
tionably should be recommitted, but for the fact that I have no expectation 
that any amendment that will be put upon the bill will make it more 
acceptable to me. The amendments, on the contrary, in the direction 
that they have taken indicate a purpose to make the measure a machine 
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or an engine of control of the States by Congress in the administration 
of this fund. Those Senators who have offered amendments to t] 
bill have not offered them in the direction of restraining the power ot 
Congress in the management of this fund after it shall have reached 
the States, but to the reverse, their amendments nearly all looking to 
the proposition that Congress shall] retain larger power over the schoo] 
fund than the committee have retained for it in the bill as they hav: 
reported it. 

Hence I have no expectation that the bill will be put into any bet 
ter shape than it is now, so far as my views of it are concerned, by an 
amendment that may be offered or that may be passed in the Senat« 
Yet I shall be disappointed if some of the friends of the bill, on th 
side of the Chamber, in their eagerness to get hold of the money whic! 
now stands so temptingly before us will not yield very much more tha: 
they have done in committee, or than they have done in their speeches 
to the demand of Congress to contro] this fund after it shall have reache 
the States in which it is to be expended. That is the drift of sent 
ment on this question. When we have laid the foundations of thisnew 
assumption of power in this bill, as proposed by the committee, wit} 
such amendments as may be ingrafted upon it by a compromise or con 
cession between the gentlemen on this side of the Chamber and the ven 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber, we shall then find ourselves 
in the opening march of that great progress toward thorough centrali 
zation which will result-in the overturning of those conservative view 
of government which have alwayscharacterized the great party of whic! 
I happen to be an humble member. 

It may be thought necessary for the general welfare that: that co: 
servative political organization should disband, but I am not prepared 
for that result as yet 

Mr. President, I say it in no offensive sense, but if there was not 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury to-day, and if there was-not a tax system 
yoked down upon the shoulders of the people of the United States 
which will yield a hundred million surplus revenue annually until we 
repeal or amend it, I venture to say that this bill would never have 1 
ceived one hour’s consideration in this body. If the revenues of thx 
United States Government had been limited to the necessary purposes 
of government alone, and if we were deriving through our tax system m 
more revenue than is necessary to execute the great purposes of the 
Government, if we had a treasury which emptied itself regularly fo 
the purpose of supplying the Government with its needed resources lo 
expenditure, this bill would never have fluttered upon the table of the 
President except in its death agony. It would have been passed by as 
an idle declaration in respect of the powers of Congress, having no im 
mediate fruit to be distributed through the votes of Senators in tl 
body, and therefore no useful purpose. But I feel, and every Senato 
here must feel, that we are standing to-day in the presence a grea 
temptation, a temptation that I would rid myself of for two reasons 
first, personal to myself as an inducement to be extravagant and wast 
ful in the use of revenues collected from an overtaxed people to pay 
public debt and to get the country from beneath the terrible difficulties 
engendered by war; and a temptation to take part in a propaganda ot 
benevolence which appeals to the warmest sympathies of my natur 

It is not necessary tor me to announce upon the floor of the 
that I am the friend of education. I have sufficiently experienced its 
wants to know its value. I was raised among a class of people who 
were compelled to work for their living and to educate themselves at 
the same time. While they are not a learned class of people they are 
still not ignorant. Many men who have been raised among them with 
out the advantages which are now possessed by those who have an o1 
dinary common-school education are now performing important publi 
functions in the United States and elsewhere inthe world. Whatever 
therefore, would contribute to place within reach of their children the 
advantages of better education than their fathers had must appeal natu 
rally to my warmest sympathies, although I may not feel that they will 
ever dishonor their unlettered fathers by their ignorance of the learn- 
ing of the books. More than that, I have had the opportunity on the 
floor of the Senate of expressing my views on this question in former 
days both by speeches and by votes, and I have never failed *o add what 
of encouragement I could to the cause of publiceducation. i have only 
been careful to act within the limits of my duty in such matters. 

Then, because a large proportion of the money which may be received 
under the bill by the State of Alabama may be applied to the educa 
tion of the negro children who are in that State is a matter that also 
appeals to my personal sympathy and arouses within my heart a sen- 
timent of strong desire that they should receive every advantage in this 
direction that we are capable of bestowing upon them. Not that I have 
realized in my experience (and therefore I must say solemnly I do not 
believe) that the South is in the calamitous condition that has been 
represented here by Senators who seemed to think that an argument 
drawn from the misery of their people is necessary to justify their course 
upon this bill. 

I stand here to deny upon facts and figures this accusation against us 
of extreme and lamentable ignorance in the South. I realize that it 


senat 


must be better for any community in the world that every man, wo- 
man, and child in it should have the opportunity to learn, and should 
In other words, it would be a 


be capable of, reading and writing. 
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blessing if every child should have the foundations of a good English 
education laid as far as may be by the exertions of his father, or his 
friends, and, as far as may be necessary, by additional assistance of the 
vovernment under which he may reside. But the education of a child 
by the exertions of its parents is a twofold blessing, in which each is 
benefited and made better. 

Nor, in rejecting this overture made to the people of the South through 
this broad act of benevolence, as it is alleged to be and as I have no 
right to assume that it is not, am I in the slightest degree moved by 
any feeling of jealousy, pride, or resentment, or any of the lingering 
hates, if there were hates, existing between us in former times. These 
reflections came to me as an embarrassment upon my conduct, for | am 
averse to standing upon punctilios, but they shall only make me more 
cautious in my action, and not less resolute. My motives may be mis- 
understood, but my votes here must have the approbation of my own 
conscience. 

The bill appropriates $105,000,000 to the cause of public education 
in the United States, excluding some of the States from its provisions, 
those that have not 8 per cent. of the whole population who can not 
read or write, and it requires the Secretary of the Treasury upon cer- 
tain certificates being made by the governors of the States to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior—— 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is confused by the recent reprint of the 
bill. He was correct in his first statement. It is $105,000,000 to all 
the States and Territories. He refers to the reprint with the proposed 
amendments, not amendments made but amendments suggested. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I see it is the reprint. 

Mr. BLAIR. The original bill is not in italics. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon a certificate made by the governor of the per 
formance of certain acts by the Legislatures of the States, and by him 
also as the executive of the State, to the Secretary of the Interior and 
hy the Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of the Treasury, he is 
required to pay out the money annua!ly on or before the Ist day of July 
each year, and that includes a period of ten years. 

Now, let us see in a plain, practical, common-sense view of this qes- 
tion what this is. It is called an appropriation. I do not think that 
in the proper sense of the term ‘‘ appropriation ’’ wecan take out of the 
rreasury by a bill now the money that is to be found in it ten years 
atter date. The language is, *‘ there shall be appropriated;*’ it should 
be ‘‘distributed.’’ Suppose the bill should provide that the first in- 
stallment of this money should be supplied out of the Treasury of th 
United States in the year 1900. That would scarcely be said to be 
within the purview of the power of this Congress, at least not within 
the usual practice. This is a distribution of money rather than an ap- 
propriation. A fund is to be called into the Treasury through the tax- 
ing power of the United States which the bill is to distribute among the 
States. If it were an appropriation it could well be challenged upon 
the ground that it was not an appropriation for a governmental purpose, 
but when we come toconsider itnakedlyas the truth is, itis the future 
distribution of a sum of money to be hereafter collected into the Treas- 
ury through such agencies of taxation as Congress has prescribed by 
law or may hereafter adopt. The act operates presently to distribute 
money that is to be gathered into the Treasury year after year until the 
whole sum has been raised and expended during a period of ten years 
to come, 

Now, how is this money to be got? We say that this law shall take 
effect now. We say that the Secretary of the Treasury in the first year 
after its passage shall commence to expend the money, and then he 
shall expend $15,000,000. Where is the money to come from and in 
what way are we to get hold of it? 


This is a mere mortgage upon the 
resources of the Government. 


After the States have modiiied their leg- 


islation, as is required by the bill, so as to produce at least one-third of 


the amount of money that we appropriate during the first year, the 
arrangement may be said to have the nature of a contract between the 
Government and the States; and then if war shall come, ifextraordinary 
expenditures shall be made necessary for ordinary governmental pur 
poses during the period of ten years, we have got a mortgage by contract 


upon the Treasury of the United States for the distribution of this 
money for the period of ten years to come. 

It becomes a debt that we must meet, for we appropriate it, dis- 
tribute it now, and it becomes an obligation that rises to a high 
dignity than a mere moral duty. It is a grant of money to the States 
that we can not in honor or justice recall. 

How are we to get this money? Only in one of two ways under th 
Constitution, either by taxation or by borrowing it. Suppose I should 
put into the bill by way of amendment this provision: ‘* Provided 
that the money that is to be distributed to the States shall be raised by 
being borrowed by the Congress of the United States.’’ I would throw 
such a cloud over the bill by an amendment of that sort as that the 
people of the States would receive it with great reluctance if they re- 
ceived it at all, for they would see in a moment that their credit was 
to be pledged by Treasury certificates or bonds representing loans fo1 
the raising of money in future for distribution among the States. They 


would see that they were being burdened with debt as a means of 


compelling them to exceed their present tax-paying ability for the 


i 
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education of their own children 
methods of making them perform a natural duty. 

When the old deposit act was passed and some 528,000,000 were dis 
tributed to the States, the money was in the Treasury It was gotten 
rid of in that way because Congress could tind no other way to get rid 
of it. We had no debts to pay, we had no prospect of war ahead of us 
which might absorb it, we had nogreat governmental works that we had 
projected which might take up that amountof money. It was there a 
dead surplus in the Treasury for distribution. This bill, being a bill 
for distribution and nothing but a bill tor distribution, instead of dis 
tributing money in the Treasury distributes the credit of the people to 
the States during the period of ten years to come, as « means of com 
pelling them to educate their children in the common school 

Did Congress ever have the power to borrow money for the purposs 
of being distributed among the States? Did anybody ever conceive 
that Congress had the power to borrow money for a purpose like that 
Yet that is this bill, for either we must maintain our power to tax this 
surplus out of the people for ten years to come, in order to meet the 
obligation at whatever expense to their personal welfare, or else we 
must resort to the borrowing power to provide means for compelling 
the people to contribute to the general welfare. 

How is it that Senators, on this side of the Chamber, at least, 
treat with levity the argument that was made yesterday by the hon 
orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], a powerful and masterly 
argument against prolonging and keeping in force the taxing power of 
the present tariff, which is considered to be very unjust and very one 
When he said that he was unwilling to rely upon that power to 
supply this money, and that the Congress of the United States 
now meet the public demand for reducing taxation of every kind to the 
level of actual necessary expenditures by the Government, he stated a 
most important fact. And to that I will add that it must result that 
the $105,000, 000 pledged in this bill must be raised by its being bor- 
rowed unless the country is to be ruined. We must either keep this 
onerous tariff upon the people in order to raise the money, or else we 
must go to borrowing in order to get the money for distribution 

That is the attitude of affairs, and this brings up questions reaching 
very much further into the subject than the mere volume of public debt 
or expenditure. It raises constitutional questions, and those of a ver) 
dangerous as well as of a yery serious and important characte1 In the 
attempts which have been made to justify the passage of the bill it has 
been treated as a bill that appropriates the money as if it was now in 


The \ would resent such compulse ry 


could 


ous ? 


should 






































hand, and the question has been asked, has not Congress the power to 


t 
appropriate whatever may be in the Treasury, whether it comes from 


taxation, whether it comes from the sale of public lands, from tines o1 
forteitures, or from duties laid upon patent-rights o1 
Can Congress discriminate, asks one Senator, between a dollar on that 
side and a dollar on this side of the Treasury, and say we have the 
power to appropriate this and we have not the power to appropriate 
that ; Phat was the reductio ad absurdum, 1 contess, but the absurdity 
lies further back than all that; it lies in the fact that we are pretend- 
ing to ourselves that we are making an act of appropriation here and 
now to operate through ten years to come of money that we have not 


other things ? 


yet got in the Treasury, when the truth is that we are merely provid- 


ing that we shall distribute whatever money may be in the Treasury 
among the States for the purpose of education, and go in debt if the 
money runs short. 

In order to justify this measure, Senators have recently found an im 
mense importance to be attached to what the 


[Mr. GARLAND], quoting from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves 
calls the ‘‘ blanket clause’’ of the Constitution, the general-welfare 
clause If the Congress of the United States has the power to use that 
** blanket clause ’’ whenever it pleases to justify any excesses in its ow 


conduct, the Constitution of the United States is something that rest 


only in the discretionary will of Congress 


Senator from Arkansas 


That is the Constitution under the ** blanket clause’’ as Senator 
construe it, and not the Constitution handed down to us by our tathe 
tor if we have the right under this ‘* vagrant clause’’ ot the venet 
welture ’’ to determine the objects to which we w illapply the money ofthe 
people, and also to determine the power which we possess to compel them 
to supply the inoney, and also to measure by our own will the control 
that necessarily belongs to the power that appropriates money over its 
distribution and application—if we have got all that in our reach and 
if we can conveniently fall back upon this ** blanket clause’’ to justif 


our action, then there was no need of our fathers bequeathing to u 


liberties that are guarded, restricted, and preserved in a writt 


stitution. That ‘‘ blanket clause’’ wasall that could be necessary fi 
the future action of the Government of the United States All else 
was idle waste of words. 

The will of Congress declaring what is *‘ the general weltiare.’’ he 
much money it takes to supply *‘ the general welfare,’? in what m 


ner this money shall be used in supplying “‘ the general welta do 
to the least particulars of its application, that, sir, is the constituti 
of the *‘ blanket clause.”’ 

It was not that ‘* blanket clause’ that I was brought up to revere as 


thesoul of the Constitution. I was bronght up to believe that I had be 
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ome in common with my countrymen at least a legacy of | they understood in respect of the general welfare, still left, as has been 
mal law and right and justice, limiting the powers of Con- | said, some ‘‘ vagrant power’’ conferred upon Congress, to be deter- 


eRe eel, 





I vell as the powers of every other department of this Govern- | mined by themselves as toits efficiency, its boundaries, its strength, and 
ment If the limitations upon the powers of Congress are stricken out, | the time and method of its application; or did they mean when they 
ttle matter is it to me whether I am under the despotism of acongress ordained the Constitution that that instrument itself expressed what 
c despotism of a king or an autocrat There is not a body of civil- | was their full, complete, and perfect idea of the general welfare ? ’ 
| legislators in the universal world which claims toitself the power I take it that when we want to understand what the general welfare ¢ 
that has been claimed under the ‘* blanket clause ’’ of the Constitution | is, in the sense of the Constitution of the United States, we must go to 
by Democrats on this side of the Chamber. The most autocratic gov- | that system of government, we must examine all the powers that are ‘ 
rnment on earth that pretends to have conceded to its subjects any | incorporated in that instrument, whether they are given to one person 2 
rights whatever of a permanent, fixed, and organic character denies to | or political body or another, and there we shall find what is meant by 
itself the right to determine what is for the general welfare to the ex- | general welfare. It means that part of the welfare of the country which + 
tent of enacting laws to take taxes and property from the people and | has been intrusted by the people in the ordination of this great Gov 
apply them to suit itself, without question and without answer toany- | ernment into the hands of the three great departments of the Govern- 
body as to the purpose or manner of its application ment—the legislative, the executive, and the judicial It is not Con- 
Che ter general welfare,’’ as found in the Constitution, must have | gress alone that has to deal with the general welfare. There is not an 
some boundary If the words have no boundary and no definition, they | appointment sent in here by his excellency the President that does not 
are the only terms in the Constitution that have none. If our fathers | relate to the general welfare. There is not a treaty that is ratified by 
have left to us this unbridled and unlimited right of definition of Con- | the Senate, after having been made by the Executive, that does not re- ¢ 
gressional power and have not given to us some authentic definition of | late to the general welfare. No judge pronounces a decision on the 
what they meant when they put those words ‘‘ to provide for the gen- | bench that does not relate in some sense to the general welfare. The 
eral welfat in the Constitution, instead of having bequeathed to us | power to act for the general welfare is by no means confined to Congress. 
onstitutional liberty they have bequeathed to us merely the power of Let me call the attention of the Senate to some of the distributions 
making slaves of the men whom we presume to represent upon this | of the power to control the general welfare that are made by the Con- 
foo nd dependent provinces of the States which sent us here stitution: 
There must be some definition of the term ** general welfare ’’ as used Each State shall have at least one Representative. 
n the Constitution. Where are we to look forit? This phrase is used : } ‘tl ; . : 
1} : . . When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the executive 
wice, first int reambi e istitu and i Trwar *oOn- , P ] ; 
twi iy h th he preambie to a OnE ee - id alte! 2 urd. in es authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 
nection with the taxing powe! ne great publicists of the past, the Wn . . . ie . . . 
‘ ppend_secg I here is a portion of the general welfare intrusted to the States of 
men who framed the Constitution itself, never pretended that the re- rr . 
‘ ‘ . this Union and to their governors: 
cital of the purposes for which the Government was formed in the cap- and if : , ; . ; : ru 
n af tha atitntins Bia ‘ne the “ és aes ey | nd if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise, ¢ uring the recess of the 
tion of the ‘ onstitution whic n contain th Ue rm the st ne ral we fare Leg slature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint 
was Of itself any definition of the power of any part of the Government | ments until the next meeting of the Legis!ature, which shall then fill such vacan 
of the United States, either the legislative, the judicial, or the execu- | cies. 
ce . } mr ln . aftar “d nd tl caf . . . 7 , ss A ’ 
tive hose words occur only once alterware » and n ut ” in connec- The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
tion with the taxing power. It has been confessed in this debate, I | sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the 
believe on all sides and by almost everybody, that where they occur in | Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to 
. : . a. s » place f choosing Senators 
connection with the taxing power they are intended as words of limit- | *¢ Pisces of choosing sae y a ene 
ation upon the power of Congress to tax, not substantive grants of power W hat a very important portion of the general welfare rs intrusted to 
for legislative purposes, but mere words of restraint upon the power of the States themselves by that article of the Constitution! 
taxation No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any imposts or duties on 
a the eo ‘ caring Diba : ae -| imports or exports, except what may be absolutely necessary for executing its 
_ Was there any reason appearing in the history of the ordination Of | inspection laws; and the net produce of all duties and imposts, laid by any Stat. 
the Constitution which gave to that view pertinency and force? You | on imports or exports, shall be for the use of the Treasury of the United States 
remember that under the Confederation no tax could be raised for war | 2nd all such laws shall be subject to the revision and control of the Congress 
or peace to support the Government or for any purpose whatever ex- Here are the State and Congress acting in concert for the general wel- 
cept by the concurrent votes of nine States of the confederacy. When | fare. 
our fathers first united themselves into what we might call the nebu- Each State shall appoint, in such manneras the Legislature thereof may direct, 
lous form of government under the Articles of Confederation they | @ number of electors, equal to the whole number of Senators and Representa- 
S ~ ‘ . : : oe sto whie » Scate may be entitled in the Congress. 
expressly prohibited Congress from taxing the people of the States for tives to wae mene ay ee oe ee 
the purpose of raising money for any purpose whatever unless nine And that is for the general welfare. 
States should concur When they ordained this new form of govern- The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of 
. . ‘ “iti s > se ‘ tates 
ment and instituted two tribunals, the House and the Senate, to be | ““7°"s '® ~ — sas ts . 
invested with the great legislative functions of the Constitution, and And that is for the general welfare. 
when thev further prov ided that a maioritv vote could pass all bills A person charged in any State with treason, fel my, or other crime, who shall 
ie = Aim Sand ; : ‘to by tl .pP : he } rielded ] flee from justice, and be found in another State, shall, on demand of the execu 
unless In the instance of a ve¢ to yy the Fresident, they yleided up t 1€ | tive authority of the State from which he fled, be delivered up, to be removed 
taxing power into the hands of a mere majority not of States but of | to the State having jurisdiction of the crime. 
individual representatives in these two bodies. But, thinking that the a - en eae F ae w 
1 . f the had . legislative tribunal ht af’ all } The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican 
cdivision of the bodice S into two legisiative tribun us might alter ail be form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and on 
not quite a sufhcient restraint upon the power of taxation, they then application of the Legislature, or of the executive (when the Legislature can not 
resorted to this provision: that ‘‘ for the common defense and the gen- | be convened), against domestic violence & ‘ F 
ra} lfare? vress micl aa s enforcin vati This is; a . : 
eral welfare Congress might pa law entore ing taxation. This isa And the members of the several State Legislatures, and all executive and judi- 
restraint upon the power of taxation. Chat is the way it happened to | cial officers, both of the United States and of the several States, shall be bound 
be put into the Constitution, not as the grant of a substantive power by oath or aflirmation, to support this ¢ onstitution 
of Jegisiation, but & restraint upon the power of Congress in respect of 4 well regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the 
taxation Ihese facts of history will not be disputed. Being undis- | right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. ; 
muted, they control the question of the interpretation of the words 
Pp “ ' > ee 1g: 4 ; : = the : In choosing the President, the vote shall be taken by States, the representa- 
general wellare '" found in the Constitution. ; ; tion from each State having one vote; a quorum for this purpose shall consist 
Mr. President, is there any power named in the Constitution of the | of a member or members from two-thirds of the States, and a majority of all the : 
United States, whether it is granted to or reserved by a State, or whether | 5ttes shall be necessary to a choice ; 


it is granted to the Federal Government, to the President, to the judi- And then it prescribes the places of meeting, &c., and Representa- 
ciary, or to the National Legislature, that is not for the general wel- | tives in Congress shall be chosen every two years by the people of the 
fare? Did the convention putinto the Constitution any deed of power | States. 

to be exercised by any person whatever except for the general welfare ? These are all matters relating to the general welfare as presented in 
They put in nothing for local welfare, however, as the Senator from | the Constitution of the United States; and I wish to ask all Senators 
Kentucky who sits behind me [Mr. WILLIAMS] remarked. All was | who think that the ‘‘ blanket clause ’’ in the Constitution enables them 
for the general welfare. Now, what were those powers? Every power | to appropriate money or to tax the people for the general welfare if they 
enumerated as mentioned in the Constitution, it makes no difference | believe that they can tax the people of the United States for the execu- 
whether it was given to one body or another, is a power for the general | tion of these parts of the general welfare which are intrusted by the 





welfare, and only for the general welfare. Constitution to the State Legislatures and their executives. 

Was it intended by the use of the term ‘‘ general welfare ’’ to put into Mr. MAXEY. While the Senator from Alabama was speaking there 
the hands of Congress some vague and indefinite power outside of and | occurred to my mind a very important letter on the direct point from 4 
above and beyond all that great scheme of government which is por- | Mr. Madison to Mr. Edmund Pendleton, then governor of Virginia, 
trayed and fully planned and definitely settled in the body of that in- | dated the 21st of January, 1792. : 


strument? Did anybody believe that the States of the American Union Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator do me the kindness to send it t 
in the formation of that Constitution, after they had formed the entire | the desk and have it read ? 


plan with the utmost care and consideration and had expressed all that! Mr.MAXEY. I thinkithas not been read in this debate, and Ishould 
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I have given the date. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I have reserved for you a copy of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
on manufactures, for which I hoped to have found before this a private convey- | 
ance, it being rather bulky for the mail. Having not yet succeeded in hitting 
on an opportunity, I send youa partof it ina newspaper, which broaches a new 
constitutional doctrine of vast consequence, and demanding the serious atten- 
tion of the public. I consider it myself as subverting the fundamentai and char- 
acteristic principle of the Government, as contrary to the true and fair as well 
as the received construction, and as bidding defiance to the sense in which the 
Constitution is known to have been proposed, advocated, and adopted. If Con- | 
gress can do whatever in their discretion can be done by money, and will pro- 
mote the general welfare, the Governmentis no longer alimited one, possessing 
enumerated powers, but an indefinite one, subject to particular exceptions. It 
is to be remarked that the phrase out of which this doctrine is elaborated is cop- 
ied from the old Articles of Confederation, where it was always understood as 
nothing more than a general caption to the specified powers, and it is a fact that 
it was preferred in the new instrument for that very reason, as less liable than 
any other to misconstruction, 


Mr. MORGAN. Among the authorities on the construction of the 
Constitution of the United States I have never found any that I thought 
were more reliable and more satisfactory than the writings and speeches 
of Mr. Madison, for he had unquestionably more to do with the fram- 
ing of that instrument, the adjustment of its language and of its parts, 
than almost any other American citizen. Mr. Jetferson’s expositions of 
the Constitution were not those of a person who was in the convention 
and participated in its debates, and who therefore had the opportunity 
to see the bearing of every part toward every other part. Mr. Jeffer- 
son was also radical in his views in respect of human liberty. The old 
Constitution as it was ordained did not contain a full expression of his 
views, and he may be more truly said to be the father of the amend- 
ments containing the American bill of rights than he was the father of 
any other portion of this great system of government. I therefore, in 
accepting a guide among contemporaneous interpreters of the Constitu- 
tion, rely with more confidence upon Mr. Madison’s opinions than I do 
upon those of any other man. What he has said in the letter which 
has just been read is a mere summarizing of the whole subject. I will 
present to the attention of the Senate after a while an argument made 
by Mr. Madison in Congress upon the cod-fisheries bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ifthe Senator will pardon me a moment, I wish to call 
his attention to the date of that letter, January 21, 1792, when the whole 
matter was fresh in the mind of the members of the constitutional con- 
vention. 

Mr. MORGAN. And thespeech which I propose after a while to read 
from was in the same year, February 7, 1792, while his mind was drawn 
to the subject not only by the bill in Congress but by various interpre- 
tations which other persons were placing upon this phrase. 

I insist, Mr. President, that it was never intended that we should 
have States with no exclusive powers over subjects relating to the gen- 
eral welfare of the people subject to their jurisdiction, or that Congress 
at its discretion should have all power over the general welfare of all 
the people of the United States atlarge. The Constitution of the United 
States extends everywhere within the limits of the United States, and 
its mandatory power and its protecting power and its prohibitory power 
and its enabling power is found free in all those limits; but the juris- 
diction of Congress to enforce its mandates and its protection is far from 
being as extensive as the Constitution. That is limited, while the 
Constitution is universal in its bearing. 

The power of Congress is limited or prohibited in every one of the in- 
stances to which I have just called attention relating to the general 
welfare. In the matter of choosing a Senator to this body Congress, 
though it may do some things in respect to that election which are sup- 
posed by the Constitution to have reference to the general welfare, can 


. ‘ 1 | . . . 
not choose the men who elect any of us as Senators here, or who are to | the burdens which the God of nature and the affections of your 


elect those who are to be our successors. Congress can not control the 
whole subject of election, though it has a limited jurisdiction over it. 
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the powers of Congress in respect of the general welfare are by no means 
as extensive as the powers of the Constitution of the United States ox 
of the States. No, sir; westop far shortof it. The fathers when they 
intrusted powers to this body put fetters and limitations on our powers, 
and they designated in the enumeration of our powers the subjects in 
respect to which we might control or prov ide for the general welfare 

The very first clause in the Constitution of the United States limits 
the jurisdiction of Congress. The very first pen that was put to paper 
for the purpose of describing the powers of the Federal Government 
wrote astern limitation upon the powers of Congress: ‘‘ All legisla 
tive powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United 
States ;’’ not universal legislative power, not power commensurate with 


like to have it read. I ask the Secretary to read the marked passage. | gress, and in that instance, as in very many others in the Constitution, 
| 


the idea of Congress, whatever that might be, of the general welfare, 


but the legislative power ‘‘herein granted”’ is contided to and vested 


| exclusively in Congress. As Senators supporting this bill would read, 


necessarily, this part of the Constitution it would be ‘* all legislative 
| powers herein granted ’’ and all else that may comport with the gen 
eral welfare according to the honest opinion of Congress are vested in 
Congress. 

We find, then, not only this restriction upon the extent of the gen 
eral-welfare clause, but we find various other restrictions in the body 
of the Constitution, even down into the amendments. Fearing that 
they had not sufficiently guarded against the usurpation by Congress of 
powers which the people never thought of intrusting to it, and especially 
when those powers came in conflict with those to be exercised by the 
States, our fathers immediately after they adopted the original Consti- 
tution placed still further limitations and restrictions upon the powers 
of Congress. These are found in the amendments tothe Constitution 
Mr. President, when I was elected a Senator from Alabama it never 
occurred to me or to any member of the legisiature who did me the 
honor to vote for me or to the people of that State, or, | suppose, to 
| anybody, that one part of my mission here was to raise school! funds to 
| educate the people of my State, no more than that I was to come here 
and get supplies for the insane hospital, for the institution for the deaf, 
dumb, and blind, or for the poor-houses of the respective counties, o1 
| for the improvement of the common roads of the country, orany other 
subject that might relate to the general welfare of my people. We have 
got a eonstitution in my State and a Legislature elected under it, and 
in that Legislature may be found men of equal ability with any who 
| are here or have been Shere from my State upon the floor of either of 
these Houses. Limited powers are prescribed to them in the constitu 
tion, but ample power is given on the subject of public education; plen 
ary power is given to them almost on that subject. Encouragement is 
| expressed in the constitution itself for this great purpose, and those 
legislators are designated as persons who by law must measure out thi 
proper quantum of relief and assistance to public schoolsthere. It neve 
occurred to me that I had come here for the purpose of raising funds by 
begging or by legislating for the purpose of building up schools in my 
State. I have not come here as a mendicant apostle of a propaganda 
in Alabama that requires money to be begged out of gentlemen of the 
North to sustain and support us in those industries and enterprises and 
| duties which we ought to perform for ourselves. 

Sir, I have the honor to be the father of a family, an honor that I prize 
as much as anything that I have enjoyed in this world, and I could not 
receive a greater insult than for aman to come to me and say to me, “*I] 
desire to clothe your children for you; I desire to furnish them food; | 
| desire to furnish them a common-school education; I want them to be 
well raised in point of physical energy and power; | want them to be 
decent in appearance; 1 want them to be people who can associate re- 
spectably in common society; and, therefore, 1 propose to relieve you of 


heart 
have devolved on you, burdens which are so dear to you, which so stim- 
ulate your manhood,'which so build you up in all your efforts to try to 


But suppose that when the time came for the election of a Senator | earn a living and a respectable standing for yourself and for them—I 


it should be stated in this body that the State treasury was empty; that 


want to take these out of your hands; you are hardly competent for 


there was no money to pay the representatives of the people to assemble | these duties, anyway, and you can enjoy yourself so much better in the 


at the capital of the State where the election of a Senator was about to | 


lassitude and ease and indulgence that you can afford to take if I am 


occur; that the election of a Senator relates to the general welfare of the | just permitted to take off these natural burdens which the God of nature 
country; and that it was therefore necessary that Congress should make | put upon your shoulders; and I will do it by an act of Congress, and 
an appropriation to pay the expenses of the State Legislature in order | somebody else will pay all the expenses.”’ 


that they might elect a Senator. 


That would offend me, Mr. President, and if he rightly understdod 





Suppose the proposition was stated here that the State of Alabama | it, it would offend the blackest man who works in the cotton-fields of 


had refused to make any appropriation at all for the purpose of holding 
an election for members of the House of Representatives. That relates 


to the general welfare; and while the States have the power to regulate 


almost everything in respect to such elections, and while Congress has | you are going not only to educate his child, but to make the ed tior 
the power to revise their statutes upon that subject, would any Senator 


arise here and offer a bill that Congress should appropriate money 
enough to have those elections conducted in Alabama, or would any 


| my State; for if you have the power to tax that man and his neighbor 
| to educate his child—and perhaps you have, and I know you have un- 
» | der the State constitution—he, if he understands it, when he tinds t! 





wucation 


compulsory, will say: ‘‘Sir, I would rather do without your money 
and have the control of my child.”’ 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question 


gentleman put an amendment upon a bill to raise $100,000 by tariff| Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 


taxation or otherwise for the purpose of conducting Congressiona 


] Mr. BLAIR. Is it any more disgraceful to that negro that thisdut 


elections in the State of Alabama, and state a pretext for it that the | if undone by any other power, should be performed by the Nat 


State had omitted or refused to make such an appropriation ? 
_ There, sir, is a matter relating to the general welfare; but it is a sub 
ject towhich the power of the State extends, and not the power of Con 


rit VALI th 
Government than bythe State government? Do not each equally take 
- | from him that paternal duty which he fails to discharge? 
-| Mr. MORGAN. That is very true, Mr. President; the argument 
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a good one, so far as the disgrace to the man is concerned. At the same 
time, to any man who has the ability to educate himself or his children, 
it is by no means a compliment for a State legislature or for a national 
legislature to come and take the job off his hands. It is no compli- 
ment to him, and it is scarcely fair to him that it should be done, espe- 
cially if you go to the other step, which you have the perfect right to go, 
after having taken the first one, and that is to compel him to send his 
ld to school, and to your school. 

Now I insist, Mr. President, that the entire Constitution, and all that 
belongs to the Government it ordains, is the truedefinition of the gen- 
eral welfare it was intended to promote. It can not be narrowed so as 
to exclude from the definition anything that belongs to the Government 
of the United States, nor can it be stretched so as to include in such 
detinition any power not therein granted expressly or by necessary im- 
plication to the Government by the people who ordained it. They or- 
dained it under this restriction: **The powers not delegated to the United 
tates, Dor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States re- 
Spective ly. or to the people 7 

But Congress is very far from having in charge all this broad field of 

the general welfare It can promote and provide for the general 
welfare as far as its powers extend, but there it must stop. So much 
of the general welfare as is confided to the care of Congress it can pro- 
mote and provide for, but so much of the general welfare as is confided 
to the States Congress can not promote or provide for, either by laws 
designed to control the same or by appropriations to provide for the 
expense ol promoting the same It has the power to raise revenue in 
several ways and to appropriate the same for any matterrelating to the 
general wellare which the Constitution, either expressly or by neces- 
sary intendment, places within the jurisdiction of the Federal Govern- 
ment. But Congress can no more enlarge than it can contract the pow- 
t Government by its own mere declaration. That would 
make a new constitution every time that Congress might conclude to 


make a new declaration of its powers. 


chi 


ers of tha 


Now, let us look at another phase of this question in thelight of his- 
tory. 

When the Constitution was formed, the States that I will proceed to 
name had certain constitutional rights which they certainly never gave 
up, and in reference to the delegation of which, by the States to the 
United States, there is not the remotest hint in the Constitution. 

Sir, you may search with all the anxiety possibile, and you will find 
no word in the Constitution that relates to public charity, to public 
benevolence, to public education, to insane asylums or deaf and dumb 
institutions, or to public roads, except post-roads—no hint of it. If it 
had been the intention of our fathers, who then had written constitu- 
tions in their respective States, to have placed within the jurisdiction 
of Congress power to touch questions ol this kind, either by the ap- 
propriation of money or by the taxation of the people or by legislative 
expedients, would there not have been some man found who in the 
convention would at least have made such a suggestion ? 

Sir, there was not a man who ever arose on the floor of that conven- 
tion and hinted at the idea that the subject of public education was 
one of the subjects that they intended or expected to intrust to Congress; 
and in the absence of all expression on this subject, and while the State 
governments had made in their constitutions express and ample pro- 
vision for the exercise of these particular powers by those State govern- 
ments, are we to infer that our fathers were so blind and so indifferent 
in respect to the powers to be conferred upon this new and limited Gov- 
ernment as that they should never refer to it by a word in the Consti- 
tution to indicate the thought or by the expression of a single sugges- 
tion in the convention which framed the Constitution that the general 
welfare for which Congress was to provide by taxation included the sup- 
port of common schools in the States ? 

Now let me call attention to some of the constitutional features that 
then existed in the different States, and I do it with a view of suggest- 
ing the inquiry whether these States intended to give up to the Con- 
gress of the United States the powers that they in their constitutions at 
that time had expressly charged upon the State governments and ex- 
pressly reserved tothem. Here is Delaware, in her constitution of 1792: 
Sec. 12. The Legislature shall, as soon as conveniently may be, provide by law 
for ascertaining what statutes and parts of statutes shall continue to be in force 
within this State; for reducing them, and all acts of the general assembly, into 


such order, and publishing them in such manner, that thereby the knowledge 
of them may be generally diffused; for choosing inspectors and judges of clec- 


tion, and regulating the same, in such manner as shall most effectually guard the | 


rights of the citizens entitled to vote; for better securing personal liberty, and 
easily and speedily redressing all wrongful restraints thereof; for more certainly 
»btaining returns of impartial juries, for dividing lands and tenements in sales 
by sheriffs, where they will bear a division, into as many parcels as may be, 
without spoiling the whole, and for advertising and making the sales, in such 
manner and at such times and places as may render them most beneficial to 
all persons concerned; and for establishing schools, and promoting arts and 


sciences 


Now I will turn to the State of Georgia. In 1777 Georgia had this 


provision in her constitution 
ArT. 54. Schools shall be erected in each county and supported at the general 


expense of the State, as the Legislature shall hereafter point out 


Some Senators I suppose will think that under the ‘‘ blanket clause’”’ 
that was a mistake of Georgia, for although she put it in her constitu- 
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tion that schools should be established and supported by the State, the 
real intent was that they should be supported by the Federal Govern- 
ment under the general-welfare clause. Did Georgia ever mean to give 
up that power to the Federal Government, either directly or by impli- 
cation? Did she in authorizing the Congress of the United States to 
legislate for the general-welfare, if you wish to have it in that way, 
yield to Congress the power to establish schools in her State or to tax 
her people for their support? Never did she do that. Georgia held 
on to this rightful reservation of power, and in 1798 it was repeated. 
In her constitution of 1798 it is said: 

Sec. 13. The arts and sciences shall be promoted in one or more seminaries of 
learning ; and the Legislature shall, as soon as conveniently may be, give such 
further donations and privileges to those already established as may be neces- 
sary tosecure the objects of their institution ; and it shall be the duty of the Gen- 
eral Assembly, at their next session, to provide effectual measures for the im- 
provement and permanent security of the funds and endowments of such insti- 
tutions 

Now, turn to Maine in 1820. I refer to Maine because she was a part 
of the original territory of Massachusetts, and down to the time of her 
separation the constitution of Massachusetts applied to her. In the 
Maine constitution of 1820 it is provided: 


ARTICLE VIII. 
LITERATURE. 


A general diffusion of the advantages of education being essential to the pres- 
ervation of the rights and liberties of the people, to promote this important ob- 
ject the legislatures are authorized, and it shall be their duty, to require the 
several towns to make suitable provision, at their own expense, for the support 
and maintenance of public schools; and it shall further be their duty to encour- 


age and suitably endow from time to time, as the circumstances of the people 


may authorize, all academies, colleges, and seminaries of learning within the 


State 
Massachusetts says, in her constitution of 1780: 


Arr. 3. As the happiness of a people and the good order and preservation of 
civil government essentially depend upon piety, religion, and morality, and as 
these can not be generally diffused through a community but by the institutions 
of the public worship of God and of public instructions in piety, religion, and 
morality: Therefore, to promote their happiness and to secure the good order 
and preservation of their government, the people of this Commonwealth have 
a right to invest their Legislature with power to authorize and require, and the 
Legislature shall,from time to time, authorize and require, the several towns 
parishes, precincts, and other bodies politic or religious societies to make suit- 
able provision, at their own expense, for the institution of the public worship 
of God, and for the support and maintenance of public Protestant teachers of 
piety, religion, and morality in all cases where such provision shall not be made 
voluntarily 


Mr. ALISON. I ask the Senator from Alabamato yield tome that 
I may move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw that mo- 
tion for a moment while I give notice of an amendment which I pro- 
pose to offer to the pending bill. I ask the Secretary to read it so that 
it may be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Kwithdraw the motion for that purpose. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendmentof Mr. BUTLER; which 
was to add to the bill as a new section: 

The money to be provided for in this bill shall be raised by a direct tax, to be 
levied annually upon each of the States of the United States, which shall be ap- 
portioned among the several States according to their respective numbers 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 4, 1884. 


The House metat12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REPAIRS TO THE EXECUTIVE MANSION CONSERVATORY. 

The SPEAKER, by nnanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, inclosing a communication from Col. A. 
F. Rockwell asking for an appropriation for repairs to the conservatory 
of the Executive Mansion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

LIGHTING THE EXECUTIVE MANSION, ETC. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Col. A 
F. Rockwell, United States Army, asking for an appropriation of $4,000 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for lighting the Executive 
Mansion and public grounds, and for repair and care of the Executive 
Mansion for the present fiscal year; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

HEIRS OF FRANCISCO GARCIA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a tracing of plat 
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of survey of private land claim of heirs of Francisco Garcia, New Mex- 
ico: which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
KANSAS RAILROAD GRANTS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. 6416) to provide for an adjustment of land grants made by 


Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the State of | 
Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CANDLER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 

on account of sickness in his family. 
EX-PRISONERS OF WAR 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I have a petition from a number of 
soldiers in my district, asking for the passage of a bill for the relief of 
ex-prisoners of war. I hope there will be no objection to allowing it 
to be printed in the RECoRD without the names. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There will be no objection if a like per- 
mission be granted to my friend from Iowa [Mr. WELLER], who has 
been seeking even since Congress began for a like privilege. 

Mr. WELLER. I thank the gentleman from Indiana for his sug- 
gestion. 
~ The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. With the understanding that the names in both 
cases are not to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNOLLY then presented the following petition; which was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD without the names: 


SCRANTON, PA., March 4, 1884 
Hon, D. W. CONNOLLY, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


DeaR Str: We would respectfully ask your support of the pension bill now 
before Congress, known as Senate bill No. 44 and H.R. bill No. LLS9. 

In no class of soldiers of the late war is there such a large percentage of dis 
abled persons as among the ex-prisoners. In the majority of cases they are per 
manently disabled from work or bear in their bodies the seeds of incurable dis- 
ease, The number now living is comparatively small, as the diseases contracted 
in confederate prisons and the severity of the treatment there tended to shorten 
the lives of all who were prisoners for any length of time Asa rule they were 
ittacked with ‘scurvy in the course of a month or two after being subjected to 
the prison ration, and this disease opened the way for all other diseases. Lack 
of medicines made it impossible to treat these diseases, and they became firmly 
fixed in the systems of the sufferers, and the great majority have never recov- 
ered. The longer the captivity of a prisoner the less the probability of ultimate 
recovery: hence the graduating of the pension to the length of captivity. Being 
separated in many cases from their friends, companions, and regiments, and the 
lapse of years having obliterated remembrance of names and residence of fel- 
low-prisoners, they are unable to furnish evidence required to procure pensions 
as is the case with other applicants. 

We trust you will give this bill your earnest support, and iff doing so contrib- 
ute to the relief of a class of old soldiers who are, as the laws at present exist, 
almost totally debarred from any governmental relief. 


SURVIVING SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE LATE WAR. 


Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, presented the following pe- 
titions; which were ordered to be printed in the RecorD without the 
names: 

Preamble and resolutions 

Whereas twenty years have now passed since the “ Boys in Blue,’ by their 
valor on sea and land on many a hard-fought field, by their patient endurance 
under the irksome restraints of military life, by their sacrilices for and devo- 
tion to the cause of national unity, rendered possible the final triumph and suc 
cess of the Union arms; and 

Whereas many of the surviving soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebell- 
lon are now aged; many are almost physically incapacitated for laboring for 
the means of support for themselves and families, and at the same time, under 
the present laws, and for lack of sufficient evidence, are utterly unable to se- 
cure pensions, while all (or nearly all) are suffering more or less from the hard- 
ships and exposures incident to military life; and 

Whereas the wounded, maimed, and partially disabled of our comrades hav- 
ing been at least in a measure provided for under existing laws, we feel that the 
time has now come when all should be recognized and receive some consider- 
ation: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by J. V. Carpenter Post, No. 104, Department of Iowa, Grand Army 
of the Republic, That it is declared the sense of this post that all pensions of a 
lower grade than $8 per month should be abolished, and that all the surviving ex- 
Union soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war, holding honorable discharges 
or certificates of the same, should receive a uniform pension of $8 per month dur- 
ing the remainder of their lives. ° 

Resolved, That we respectfully ask of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress that they use all honorable means to secure such legislation at this sess 
of Congress as will accomplish this end 

rhe above preamble and resolutions were submitted to the post at its regular 
meeting, on Saturday, January 12, 1884, and unanimously adopted by a ris 


vote, with request that the same be forwarded to Hon. L. H. WELLER 
of Congress from this district. 


on 


member 


H. B. CARPENTER 
Commander Post 104, Departme nt of lowa 
Grand Army of the Republi 


Attest 
A. J. WARNER, Adjutant Post. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled 

rhe undersigned, ex-soldiers and sailors of the late war.and their friends do 
most respectfully and earnestly petition your honorable bodies to enact the 
lowing laws: : 

First. To appreciate our pay to gold value at the time it was due, together 
with annual interest until paid. 

Second. To equalize the bounties. 
Believing that these measures are emine ntly just and, in accordance with prot 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOU 





ZOO 





ises,a very important part of the obiigations which this great nation owes to its 
defenders, who, through untold hardships, dangers, and death upheld her flag in 
the dark and trying hours of the rebellion, restoring her unity and all inherent 
interests secured thereby, enabling her people to resume with grander pros- 
pects the pursuits of happiness and prosperity unknown to any other nation, 
and hoping that the representatives of this Government will concur in the jus- 
tice and equity of the above measures, your petitioners will ever pray 


PRIVATE BUSINESS 


TheSPEAKER. This being Friday the regular order under the rules 


| of the House is the morning hour for the call of committees for reports 


of a private nature. 

Mr. ELLIS. In order that the House may proceed with the consid 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill, which is now nearly finished 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, I move 
that the morning hour to-day be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That motion requires a two-thirds vote 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70), noes 1 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the 
morning hour has been dispensed with. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is private-bill day, Mr. 


Speaker, but the 


| gentleman from Louisiana in charge of the Indian appropriation bill 


tells me the portions of that bill which still remain to be considered are 
merely formal, and he does not think they will occupy more than an 
hour of the time of the House. Therefore I will not insist upon pro 
ceeding to the consideration of the business on the Private Calendar 
for the present, and will withhold the motion to go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar until after the appro- 


i 


| priation bill has been disposed of. 


Mr. STEELE. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar at once 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged motion. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move, for the present, that the consideration of the 
private business be dispensed with 

The SPEAKER. The motion that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar has precedence, 
this being Friday. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But 1 thought that motion was withdrawn 

The SPEAKER. No, the gentleman from Tennessee suid that he 
would withhold the motio& for the present, but the gentleman from 
Indiana has insisted on making the motion at once. + 

Mr. STEELE. I will withdraw my motion and let the question be 
taken on the motion to dispense with the consideration of the private 
business 

Mr. KEIFER. It is not necessary, Mr. Speaker, to dispense with 
the consideration of the private business for to-day, but the House may 
gointo the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
after the Indian appropriation bill has been disposed of we can then go 
on with the private business. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I so understood; and in that view, after the 
morning hour for the reception of reports from committees of a private 
nature was dispensed with by a two-thirds vote, I consented to with- 
hold tor the present the motion togo into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar for an hour, in which time I have been 
assured by several gentlemen the Indian appropriation bill wiil be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. STEELE. If the Indian appropriation bill can be disposed of in 
an hour, and that is the understanding, I will not object 

Mr. REED. Let the netion be made in that way, that we go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union tor one hour to 
proceed with the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope not. : 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam willing to agree to that proposition, for t! a- 
son that I think in an hour the Indian appropriation bill can be dis- 
posed ot. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana agrees to the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, with the 
condition that if at the end of an hourthe House should be engaged in 
: roll-call it shall be continued until completed. 

Mr. STEELE Lam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think it ought to be done, and I hope my 
colleague will allow this important bill to be taken up this morning 
and completed, even if it takes more than an hour. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It may take an hour 

Mr. ELLIS. Ido not think it will take more than forty minutes. 
I move that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. 


and five minutes 


The motion was agreed to 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the turther consideration of the In- 


dian appropriation bill, and the Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment 
























































































































































2600 


Phe Clerk read as follows: 

After 1130 insert the following 

For struction of bridges on the Santee-Sioux Indian reservation in Ne- 
braska and the Ponca Indian reservation in the Territory of Dakota, $12,000, or 
80 much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available 

Mr. HOLMAN I shall have to reserve the point of order on this item. 


M ALENTINE { think the point of order comes too late 

Phe CHAIRMAN The amendment had not been submitted to the 
House until this moment, and the Chair thinks the point of order is 
made in time 

Mr. HOLMAN If the gentleman will withhold the amendment for 
the present, with a view of submitting it if necessary at a different part 
ot the b ] think it will be better 

Mr. VALENTINI I thought that this was the proper point; but 


if the gentleman makes the point of order on that ground, I will with- 


araw 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not onthat ground. This is a proper enough place 
if the amendment is in order I am reluctant to raise the question of 
order here, but as now advised, after consultation with the members of 
the ( mittee on Appropriations, it is thought for the present best that 
the point of order should be raised I now make the point of order that 
this is not authorized by any existing law. 

Mr. VALENTINI I do not know of any particular law which au- 


thorizes it, but it is in the line of expenditures made by Congress, and 


in the two preceding lines of this bill you will find an appropriation of 
$50,000 made for irrigating-ditches on these reservations. It is a class 
of expenditures that Congress is constantly making 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without acting upon this amendment at all, I sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent, with the point of order pending, it be 
passed ove for tiie present 

Mr. VALENTINE | have no objection to withdrawing it with the 
privilege of recurring to this part of the bill after the remainder of it 
shall be concluded 

The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTEREST ON TRUST-FUND STOCKS 

St For payment of interest on certain abstracted and non-paying State 
stocks | g to the various Indian tribes, and held in trust by the Secretary 
of the Inte for the year ending June 30, 1834, namely 

For trust-fur nterest due Cherokee national fund, $26,060 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas. Il offer the amendment which I send te the 
desk 

The Clerk read as follows 

Insert after line 7 of section 2, ** $2,000 to be paid George H. Pettigrew for dep- 
reda » his property at Vinita, Ind. T., by Cherokees, the same being the 
umount allowed said Pettigrew by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior and the Committee of this House on 
Indian Affairs to be paid out of the Cherokee Indian fund. 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment, mak- 
ing it, of course, under clause 4 of Rule XII, that a bill is now pend- 
ing before a committee of a similar tenor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no difficulty in sustaining the 
point of order if insisted upon. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas. I am aware that the point of order, if in- 
sister will be sustained. But the difference between this amend- 
ment and the one offered by the gentleman from California, on which 
the point of order was made yesterday, is that this has been reported 


1 upon, 


by the committee 


Mr. KEIFER. Is the point of order insisted upon ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it is. 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas. This claim, I will say, has been not only 


adjudicated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but its payment has 
been recommended by the Secretary of the Interior as well as by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House. And, as I have said, the 
in favor of this amendment is that this has been before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and reported back favorably to the House, 
and is now pending before the Committee on Appropriations. I can see 
no real reason, therefore, why the point of order should be made upon 
it, or why it should not go into this bill. 


difference 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is raised by the gentleman 
from Lousiana against the amendment just read. The Chair sustains 
th » po ( ‘ rde1 

The Clerk read as follows 

Ss he i y disbursing or other officer of the United States, or othe r per- 
son. who s knowingly present, or cause to be presented, any voucher, ac- 
‘ i »any officer of the United States for approval or payment, or 
or ose of securing a credit in any account with the United States, re- 
ating s tter pertaining to the Indian service, which shall contain any 
mate esentation of fact in regard to the amount due or paid, the 
nar ‘ miract f the article furnished or received, or of the service rendered, 
or t ‘ ) hase, delivery, or performance of service, or in any other 
particu shall not be entit ed to payment or credit for any part of said voucher, 
recou ind if any such credit shall be given or received, or payment 
mince ly ed States may recharge the same to the officer or pe rson recely- 
ing the r payment, and recover the amount from either or from both, in 
the s rasother debts due the United States are collected: Provided, 
That where an account contains more than one voucher the foregoing shall 
apply to such vouchers as contain the misrepresentation: And provided 

arthe That the officers and persons by and between whom the business is 
transacted sha presumed to Know the facts in relation tothe matter set forth 
inthe voucher count, or claim: And provided further, That the foregoing sball | 
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be in addition to the penalties now prescribed by law,and in no way to affect 
proceedings under existing law for like offenses. That where practicable this 
section shall be printed on the blank forms of vouchers provided for general use 


Mr. ELLIS. My attention has been called to the second proviso of 
that section, in these words: 


And provided further, Thatthe officers and persons by and between whom the 
business istransacted shall be presumed to know the facts in relation to t} 
matter set forth in the voucher or claim. 


account, a 

I did not notice the language particularly of that section, it having 
been copied from the law of last year, but it occurs to me that that 
presumption of guilty knowledge is not right. These men are subject 
to trial; mistakes may occur; and I do not believe the presumption of 
guilty knowledge should be drawn from the mere fact that the office: 
made the transaction. I think that ought to be made clear in the course 
of the proceedings, and I therefore move to strike out the second proviso 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana whether that is not the present law ? 

Mr. ELLIS.  Itis. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then why strike it out? 

Mr. ELLIS. Because I believe it to be wrong. I believe it to 
wrong for the reason that intent is the soul of every crime, and guilty 
intent isacrime. Now, under this proviso the very fact that the trans 
action occurred between certain parties is on the face of it a presump 
tion of guiliy knowledge. Ido not think it ought to remain in th 
statutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman gives more force to this claus« 
of the bill than it is entitled to have. This is a mere presumption 
which may arise; but it does not in any sense involve a guilty know] 
Itis very usual incriminal statutes. Wherean officer is charged 
with the proper custody of a fund it is provided that he shall be pre 
sumed to know that he pays it out properly and in accordance with thx 
law. That is not conclusive, however, of the fact that he has guilty 
knowledge of any erroneous transaction. That would be a matter tor 
proof. He may show that he is not guilty. There are many such 
statutes relating to treasurers of States or counties. In my own State 
where money is paid out the officer is bound to know that he pays it 
out in accordance with law; but it is only a presumption at last, whicl 
may be rebutted by proof. 

I do not think this clause of the bill is subject to the construct 
which has been suggested by the gentleman trom Louisiana. 

It is a very wise and proper provision in a law that the person wh 
has charge of funds shall be presumed to know beforehand that he is 
paying them out properly, and if he is makinga mistake, while the pr 
sumption may be against him, it is not conclusive against him. I wou 


edge. 


be opposed to this proviso myself if it were intended to establish a con- 
clusive presumptjon against him which could not be rebutted in case ot 
atrial. But it is a very proper thing to provide that an officer whos 
duty it is to pay out a fund should be presumed to know he pays it out 
properly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I regret the motion to strike out this proviso has 
been made by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLs], for I scarce] 
think the proviso is subject to the interpretation the gentleman pla 
upon it. In the law of my own State it is made the duty of a pub! 
officer to know the fact touching a transaction between himself and an 
other publicofficer. I donotsee how youcanavoidthat. Torinstance 
the two most important officers connected with the administration ot 
the finances of a State are the treasurer and the auditor. Certain] 
those officers ought to be presumed to know the nature of a transaction 
between them. The same principle applies to transactions betwe 


other officers of the Government where the « o-operation ot two or more 
persons is necessary for the adjustment of an account. 
I believe this has been the law for some time, ahd it is not necessary 


really to incorporate it in this bill. 
has been the law for some years. 

Mr. ELLIS. It has been the law , I wish to ask m1) 
friend from Indiana this question: Suppose a criminal prosecution for 
embezzlement, for instance, grows out transaction between such 
officers, could the mere fact that the accused party had been a party to 
the transaction be used against him to convey to him the guilty knowl- 
edge and the intent to defraud ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, sir, if he puts the fund as a public officer 
within the reach of another public officer, who makes the embezzlement, 
the fact that he has done so should be charged upon him. But if 
important a provision of law as this is to be changed would it not be 


It is the standing law, and I think 
for some v« 


ars. 


ol a 


So 


better to take a little more time for its consideration? This is a very 
important provision. And evenif the words *‘and between’ should be 


stricken out, the words ‘‘ the officers and persons by whom the business 
is transacted’’ ought certainly be retained, although the other words are 
the important words, I admit. The clause would then read: 


That the officers and persons by whom the business is transacted shall be pre- 
sumed to know the facts in relation to the matter set forth in the voucher, ac- 
count, or claim. 


Now, this is but a presumption, and why is not that presumption @ 
correct one ? 

Mr. ELLIS. In the case of a criminal prosecution growing out of a 
transaction the presumption of the law is that the accused party is in- 
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nocent till his guilt is proved. But here that presumption is changed The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Louisi 

and the law presumes him guilty from the very fact that he was a par- | ana [ Mr. Eu! Is] MOV ing his amendment ? 

ticipant in the transaction. Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman has a right to modify his amendment 
Mr. HOLMAN. That isthe law in my friend’s own State, [have no | or to withdraw it and move another. 

doubt. Ido not know any State where it is not the law. Mr. ELLIS. I withdraw my motien to strike out and move, as I 


Mr. ELLIS. As suggested to me by the gentleman from Missouri | have indicated, to insert after the word *‘shall’’ the words ‘‘in all 
[Mr. CosGROVE], this unquestionably shifts the burden of proof, requir- | civil actions.”’ 
~ . 





ing the officer who may be prosecuted to prove he is innocent. Mr. HOLMAN. That presumption of course is indulged in regard 
DS < . es ' 7 
Mr. HOLMAN. I donot think you could ever convict any person | to civil proceedings. 
charged with embezzlement if you struck out this presumption. I The amendment of Mr. ELLIS was agreed to. 
suggest to the gentleman from Louisiana whether he could not do this— The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: 
whether he could not strike out the words ** and between ”’ and leave Sec. 9. That hereafter each Indian agent be required, in his annual report, to 
the others— submit a census of the Indians at his agency or upon the reservation wider his 
That the officers and persons by whom the business is transacted shall be pre- | ‘ harge, the number of we 18 years of age, the number of fem les abov 
sumed to know the facts in relation to the matter set forth in the voucher, ac- | M4 years ofage, the number of s« hool children between the ages of 6 and lt 
7 the number of school-houses at his agency, the number of schools in operat 


‘twin, } 
count, or cla and the attendance at each, and the names of teachers employed and salaries 


Mr. ELLIS. I haveno objection to that if the gentleman will agree | paid such teachers 


to add this: ‘* but in case of a criminal prosecution such knowledge shall Mr. ELLIS. The Committee of the Whole gavé unanimous consent 
not be construed to impute guilty knowledge or intent to defraud.” to recur to page 47 of the bill for the purpose of considering the amend- 
Mr. HOLMAN. The accused officer would certainly know himself | ent submitted by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINI 
what he had done in regard to a given voucher. The object of this is | {he CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report theamendment on page 47 
to prevent the raising of vouchers. The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. MAGINNIS. And signing them in blank. 


= . 7 : : : ‘ After line 1130 insert: 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; and signing them in blank. It was that For construction of bridges on the Santee-Sioux Indian reservationin Ni 


practice more than anything else that induced the adoption of this pro- | braska, and the Ponca Indian reservation in the Territory of Dakota, $12,000, o1 
vision. Here is an officer charged with the disbursement of a fund. | 5° ™uch thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available 


He furnishes either a false voucher or a blank voucher for somebody Mr. VALENTINE. If members of the Committee of the Whole will 

else to execute. He does this in violation of the law, and the other | cive me their attention for a few moments, I will endeavor to « x plain 

person fills up the voucher and uses it improperly. this amendment. t refers to two small agencies, one situated in North 
Mr. MAGINNIS. That is one of the ordinary practices. ern Nebraska and. the other in Southern Dakota. The Santee Sioux, 
Mr. HOLMAN. In that case why should the officer who furnishes | referred to in this amendment, is the smallest band of the six nations 

the voucher not be charged with a knowledgeof the fact that the other | of the Sioux. the most civilized of those bands. 

person was to use it tor a fraudulent purpose ? \ few years ago the Santee Sioux band asked to be taken from thi 


Mr. ELLIS. Ina civil suit it ought tobe so. But my pointisthat | great Sioux reservation and allowed to go over into Nebraska. where 
a criminal prosecution may grow out of these transactions; and this | they might become agriculturists. The President of the United States 
might be construed to change the whole principle of law in regard to | hy an executive order selected from the public domain in Nebraska a 


the presumption, and shift the burden of proof from the Government | small reservation, and this band was placed upon it. Running entirely 


affirmatively to the accused. through the reservation is the Bazile, a stream which for a large por 
Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Louisiana knows very well that the | tion of the year is impassable. 
more common case contemplated by this proviso is where a person The other reservationgthe Ponca reservation, is located in the fork: 
charged with disbursement furnishes a voucher to another in blank, as | between the Missouri River and the Niobrara River, both of which are 
suggested by the gentleman from Montana, and that other person uses impassable streams for the entire year. They are not bridged, and 
that voucher in such a manner as to perpetrate a fraud on the Govern- | there are no ferries at that point. ; ; 
ment. The criminal act was furnishing the voucher in blank so that it it will be remembered that a few years ago the Poncas were taken 
could be used for a fraudulent purpose. Why, then, should the person | hy the Government and transported undet an Army escort to the In 
who furnished it not be charged with guilty intention, because the first | dian Territory. A portion of these Indians have returned to their old 
act which he has done is a guilty act ? reserve and are now living there and are attached to the Santee Sioux 
Mr. MAGINNIS. A man may get blank vouchers anywhere; and it | yeserve, which is twelve miles distant. These Indians can not com 


seems to me the man who signs the voucher is the one Wvho ought to municate with the avent nor the agent with them for a great portio 
know what is in it. He says to the other officer: ‘* Get for me adozen | of the year by reason of the two streams running between them 
vouchers in blank, and I will fill them up afterward.’’ He does that, The agent has recommended to the Commissioner of Indian Affair 
and that is where the abuse arises. that an appropriation be made to construct bridges across these ty 
Mr. KEIFER. I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the | streams. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has recommended it t 
Whole, and especially the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. ELLIs |, tothe | the Secretary of the Interior, and on the Ist of February last the S« 
context in which this clause is found, for the purpose of suggesting that |! retary of the Interior sent a special communication to th * Conimiittec 


it does not relate to criminal proceedings at all, but applies here simply | on \ppropriations of this House urging upon Congress to make the 
to the settlement and adjustment of accounts with the proper account- | small appropriation of $20,000 for this purpose. For some reason o1 
ing officers, and it would not at all be in the way of an ordinary prose- | other unknown to me this communication was never laid betore the 
cution in a criminal trial. It is only for the purpose of raising a pre- | committee and was not considered by the subcom mittee or the full Cor 
sumption against the officer when settling his accounts with the De- | mittee on Appropriations in the consideration of the bill now bet 


partment. Take the whole section and it will be seen that it has no | the committee. 


reference at all to criminal statu‘es or criminal proceedings. In my can not procure the document I have referred to because a mem 
opinion it iseminently proper that it should remain in the bill as herein | of that committee carried it out of the committee-room for the pury 
set forth. of Jooking at it, and, as he told me, ior the purpose of preparing a ] 
Mr. ELLIS. If I can have unanimous consent, I will modify my ision to be inserted in this bill. He has that communication som 
amendment. where, I do not know where, and he is not now in the city and hi 
Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman has the right to do that. been in the city since this bill came before the Commiittee « \ppro 
Mr. ELLIS. Then I modify my amendment by withdrawing the | priations for consideration. It is from no fault of mine or of the Com 
motion to strike out, and instead thereof moving to insert after the | mittee on Appropriations, so far as | know, that this provision was no 
word ‘‘shall,’’ in line 21, the words ‘‘in all civil actions;’’ so that it | inserted in the first draught of the bill I think, so faras the member 
will read: of the Committee on Appropriations are concerned that had the ni 
That the officers and persons by and between whom the business is transacted | munication been presented to them they would have inserted sucha pro 
shall in all civil actions be presumed to know the facts in relation to the matter | yjgjon in the bill 
set forth in the voucher, account, or claim. It will be noticed that the amount which I name in my amendmen 
Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to that; I think that is what it | is only $12,000, while the amount asked for by the Interior Departme 
means now. is 290). OOO From personal knowledge of the location of the strear 
Mr. HOLMAN. This is not a casual matter on an appropriation | and from consultations with practical bridge-builders, | undertake to 
bill, but is a provision of law which has received the sanction of suc- | say that two substantial bridges can be erected for the purpose desired 
cessive Congresses, and it relates to some of the most delicate business | at an expense not to exceed $12,000. I have therefore reduced 1 
relations of the Government, relations between agents of the Govern- | amount estimated for by $8,000. 
ment not under the eye of the chief officers—contractors and subcon- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
tractors. It seems to me that a well-established principle of law should Mr. HOLMAN. Not waiving the point of order, I wish to inquii 
not be changed or modified without very careful consideration. Itrust of my friend from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] whether I understand 
my friend will allow this section to remain for the present. him correctly that this appropriation is to construct a bridge or bridy 


Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman object to the modification of my to furnish communication between bands or parts of the same tribe 
motion ? Indians ? 






































CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. VALENTINE Yes, sir; on the Santee Sioux reservation it 
rhe bridge across the Niobrara will place the Poncas in a posi- 

tion to reach the agency The agent of the Santee Sioux has charge 

30 of the Poncas, who have returned to the old reservation. 

Mr. HOLMAN Now, as I understand, the importance of this bridge 
is to e1 a part of the tribe to reach the agency. 

Mr. VALENTINE Yes, si 

Mr. HOLMAN. The agency from which they get their supplies ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sir. Now, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I \ make a further statement in his time, as my time has ex- 
pire a 

Mr. CHACI As I understand—I wish to know whether my under- 
standing is correct—the Santee Sioux Indians and the Poncas are both 
under the same agent 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sit 

Mr. CHACE (nd it is necessary that this bridge be constructed so 
that the Indians may be able to communicate with their agency ? 

Mr. VALENTINE Yes, sir: that is it exactly; to communicate 
with their agency and get their supplies 

1 wish to state one thing further, which I think it due to the House 
[ should state at this time \ few years ago, when I first came to Con- 
yress, there was on the part of the white residents a feeling of hos- 

lity toward the Santee Sioux, a feeling so strong that the white people 
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of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes, and had directed him to report the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments. 


treaty stipulations with 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, I shall ask for a separate vote on the amend- 
ment to the second proviso of section 8. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 21, section 8, after the word “ shall" insert the words “in all civil actions 
so it will read as follows: 

‘Sec. 8. That any disbursing or other officer of the United States, or other per 


| son, who shall knowingly present, or cause to be presented, any voucher, ac- 


were almost ready to take their shotguns and drive these Indians away | 


from that portion of the country. But since that time a better feeling 
and I have heretofore attempted, and hope during the 
present Congress to be able, to secure the passage of a law which will 
allow the Santee Sioux to occupy lands in severalty upon a part of their 
reservation in Nebraska. These Indians in Nebraska have now 


has grown up 


present 


no title to their lands. They belong to the best class of Indians in the 
West They are becoming agriculturists. 
Now, through this reservation passes the Bazile, a stream which is 


This reservation is 
the center of a county, the county seat lying on the north of 
t and a large settlement on the south. <A portion of the people of the 
county can not reach the county city a large part of the time because 
the stream is not bridged and they can not get over it. 


mpassable during a large portion of the year. 


’ + ' 
“ilhos l 


Mr. HOLMAN. This stream is within the reservation ? 

Mr. VALENTINE Yes, sir 

Mr. HOLMAN. How have the people been able to cross the stream 
heretofore 

Mr. VALENTINE. During a portion of the year they could not get 
across; they have had to wait until it became passable. I have crossed 


it by swimming my horses, but I could not carry many supplies in 
that 


way 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have no boats, vessels, or anything of that 
kind ; 

Mr. VALENTINE No, sir; none at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What kind of bridges are these to be, wooden 
structures ¢ 

Mr. VALENTINE Yes, sir: | understand so 

Mr. CHACE. Of course they must be the cheapest kind. No doubt 
thev will be wooden structures 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ihave not determined what they shall be; |! 


shall leave that question to the Indian Department. 


Mr. HOLMAN. One other question and Iam done, I believe. Has 
it been the practice of the Government heretofore to build bridges within 
the limits of these reservations ? 

Mr. VALENTINI It has. In other reservations lying within my 
State—the reservations of the Winnebagoes and the Omahas—all the 


streams running through the reservations are bridged, and well bridged. 
They have been bridged at the expense of the Government. 


Mr. HOLMAN Are any bills pending in Congress to divide up this 
reservation, to open it up to settlement ? 
Mr. VALENTINE. No, sir; so far as I know, none at all. I hope, 


however, before this Congress adjourns, to procure the passage of a bill 
llowing t Indians—the Poncas and the Santee Sioux—to take 


veralty as rapidly as they may be able to do so. 


hese 


and in se 


Mr. HOLMAN And sell a portion of the land? 

Mr. VALENTINE. No, sir; no part of it is to be sold. 

Mr. HOLMAN Mr. Chairman, after the explanation of the gentle- 
man I do not feel justified in insisting on the pointof order, although I 
know nothing at all about the merits of this proposition exeept from 

e statements made here 

Mr. ELLIS I will state that the Department of the Interior urges 


most strongly that this appropriation be made; but the papers came to 
us after the bill was framed 

Mr. VALENTINE There certainly can be no objection to it. 

Che amendment of Mr. VALENTINE was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House with a recommendation that it be passed as amended. 

The motion was agreed to 

Che committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
ate of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
iking appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 


chat 


nthe st 


count, or claim to any officer of the United States for approval or payment, or 
for the purpose of securing a credit in any account with the United States, relat- 
ing to any matter pertaining to the Indian service, which shall contain any ma 
terial misrepresentation of fact in regard to the amount due or paid, the name 
or character of the article furnished or received, or of the service rendered, orto 
the date of purchase, delivery, or performance of service, or in any other par- 
ticular, shall not be entitled to payment or credit for any part of said voucher, 
account, or claim; and if any such credit shal! be given or received, or payment 
made, the United States may recharge the same to the officer or person receiving 
the credit or payment, and recoverthe amount from eitherorfrom both,in the 
same manneras other debts due the United States are collected : Provided, That 
where an account contains more than one voucher the foregoing shall apply 
only to such vouchers as contain the misrepresentation: And provided further, 
That the officers and persons by and between whom the business is transacted 
shall in all civil actions be presumed to know the facts in relation to the matter set 
forth in the voucher, account, or claim: And provided further, That the forego- 
ing shall be in addition to the penalties now prescribed by law, and in no way 
to affect proceedings under existing law for like offenses. That where practi 


| cable this section shall be printed on the blank forms of vouchers provided for 


general use.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Louisiana in 
charge of this bill go further, so that this proviso shall apply not only 
to civil actions but to the settlement of accounts. If the gentleman 
will agree to that amendment in reference to the settlement of accounts 
it will perhaps make the amendment safer. 

Mr. ELLIS. I donot object to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to; and then the 


amendment as amended was concurred in. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the other amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
will be concurred in. 

The was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 


| bill. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the yeas and nays will be taken 
on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


225, nays 5, not voting 93; as follows 
Y EAS—225 

Adams, G. E, Dargan, Hiscock Miilard 

| Aiken, Davis, G. R. Hitt Miller, J. F. 
Alexander, Davis, L. H Hoblitzell, Milliken, 
Anderson, Davis, R. T Holman Mitchell, 
Arnot, Deuster, Holmes Morgan, 
Atkinson, Dibble, Holton Morrill, 
Bagley, Dibrell Hooper Morrison, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Horr Morse 
Barksdale, Dockery, Houk, Moulton 
Barr, Dorsheimer, Houseman, Muldrow, 

|} Belford, Dowd Howey, “Muller, 
Belmont Dunham, Hunt Murphy, 

| Blanchard Dunn Hutchins Murray 
Bland Eldredge Jeffords Mutchler 

| Boutelle, Elliott Johnson Neece 
Boyle Ellis, Jones, B. W. Nelson 
Breckinridge, Ellwood Jones, J. H Nicholls, 
Brewer, F. B. Everhart, Jones, J. K Oates, 
Brewer, J. H. Evins, J. H Jones, J. T. O'Hara 
Broadhead, Ferrell Jordan, O'Neill, Charles 
Browne, T. M Findlay Kasson, O'Neil, J. J. 
Brown, W. W. Follett Kean Paige 
Buckner, Forney Keifer Parker 
Budd, Funston Kelley. Peel, 8. W 
Caldwell, Fyan Ketcham Peelle, 8. J. 
Campbell, J. M. Creorge King Peters 
Cannon, Glascock, Kleiner Phelps 
Carleton, Goff Lacey Pierce 
Cassidy Greenleaf Laird Poland 
Chace Guenther, Lanham Potter 
Clardy Halsell Lawrence, Price 
Clay, Hammond, Lewis Pryor 
Cobb Hanback, Libbey, Pusey 
Collins Hancock, Long Randal! 
Connolly Hardeman, Lore Rankin 
Converse Harmer, Lowry Ray, G. W 
Cosgrove, Hart, Lyman Ray, Ossian 
Cox, 5.8 Hatch, W. H. MeCoid, Reese 
Cox, W. R. Haynes McComas Riggs 
( p Hemphill, McCormick, Robertson 
Culbertson, W. W. Henderson, D. B. MeMillin, Robinson, J. 8 
Cullen Hepburn Matson, Robinson, W. E. 
Cutcheon, Hewitt, G. W. Maybury Rock wel 
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Rogers, J H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Seymour, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 


Culberson, D. B. 
Reagan, 


Adams, J. J. 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blount, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Bruinm, 
Buchanan, 
jurleigh, 
Jurnes, 
Cabell, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Clements, 
Cook, 
Covington, 


Stevens, 


Stewart, Charles 


Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
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Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 


NAYS—5. 
Throckmorton, 


Turner, Oscar 


NOT VOTING—22. 


Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Dunean, 
Eaton, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, H. H. 


Henderson, T. J. 


Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. 8S. 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Hurd, 


So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, 


names was dispensed with. 

Iam paired with Mr. BAYNE, of Pennsylvania, on 

all political questions; but not regarding this as such, I have voted. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. Morey. 


Mr. YOUNG. 


Mr. GEDDES with Mr. JAMEs. 
Mr. Cook with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 


James, 
Kellogg, 
Lamb, 

Le Fevre, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
McKinley, 
Miller, 8S. H. 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Ranney, 
Reed 
Rice, 


Russell, 


Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MorRILt. 


Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BAYNE. 


Mr. McApoo with Mr. THoMAs. 
Mr. GREEN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. DUNHAM with Mr. SMITH. 
Mr. Cops with Mr. Hotton. 


Mr. FoRAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
Mr. SCALES with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. LAMB with Mr. RICE. 


Mr. Post with Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Kasson with Mr. BEACH. 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. OCHILTREE. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, until April 8. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. BISBEE, until April 8. 


Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Worthington 
Yaple, 

York, 


Young. 


Wemple. 


Ryan, 

Scales, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Thomas, 
rhompson, 
Townshend, 
Turner, H.G 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
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of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 


| further consideration of that bill, and that it be referred to its proper 
| calendar. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What is it about? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of 
desertion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is unquestionably a general bill, and should 
not have been placed on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MATSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish toask whether that bill was not introduced 
into the House by the committee in lieu of one or more private bills 

The SPEAKER. It was; and the Chair will state that owing to 
that fact this bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
Private Calendar. It was reported by the Committee on War 
Claims in lieu of quite a numberof private bills referred to that com- 
mittee. The Chair, of course, not knowing the contents of the bill, 
but only hearing its title read, supposed it contained the names of the 
same persons referred toin the private bills, and consequently directed 
its reterence to the Private Calendar. It is now stated, however, that 


| it is a general bill, and applies to all soldiers of the late war who were 


Warner, Richard 


Washburn, 
White, J. D 
Winans, John 
Wise, J. S. 
Woodward. 


the reading of the 


Mr. BENNETT with Mr. JoHN S. Wisk, until April 7. 

Mr. HuRD with Mr. MCKINLEY, until April 8. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RusseE.1, until April 8. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. STEELE, until April 8. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. Bowen, until April 15. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. CALKINS, on this vote. 

Mr. GARRISON with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Money, for this day. , 

Mr. KASSON. I find myself paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. BEAcH. I have voted, but I submit to any gentleman on 
that side of the House if this should be regarded as a question on which 
the pair should be maintained. ~Ifso, I will withdraw the vote. 

Mr. ELLIS. This is not a political question. 

Mr. COBB. I am paired on political questions; but not regarding 
this as such, I have voted. I will, however, withdraw the vote if any 
gentleman on the other side desires me to do so. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. CRISP. Irisetoa privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. It appears, Mr. Speaker, by the Private Calendar, that 
House bill No. 3935 is placed thereon, and has therefore been referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. That 
is a public bill; it is a general law, and was doubtless inadvertently re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


charged with desertion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me ask if the House had not entered upon the 
consideration of that bill on the last private-bill day ? 

The SPEAKER. It was considered by the Committee of the Whole 
on last Friday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
ence ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Then is it not now too late to change the refer- 


The fact that the committee had entered upon th: 


| consideration of the bill does not deprive the House, by a direct vot 


I move, therefore, that the Committee | a member on this floor 


of the privilege of making the change 

Mr. DINGLEY. But not upon a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. No, it would require a vote of the House. 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a correction of the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. There is a matter of privilege already pending 
before the House. The gentleman from Georgia moves to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the con- 
sideration of this bill and refer it to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union.*® The Chair thinks if that is done, that it 
should take its place on the Calendar as of the date it was reported to 
the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, its consideration having been already 
entered upon, will it not lose its position as unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER. It will 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. STORM. This bill a week ago to-day was considered in this 
House and quite extensively discussed. It is the only bill that gives 
relief to a large class of soldiers in whom many of the members are in- 
terested. If it does not remain on this Calendar, many of the bills 
members are anxious about can not have a hearing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us discharge the Committee ofthe Whole 
House on the Private Calendar from its consideration, and consider it 
now in the House as in Committee of the Whole. It ought to go tothe 
House Calendar anyhow. It is evidently improperly referred to the 
Private Calendar; but I do not think it belongs to the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a general law, and should be considered on 
a different calendar. The Friday calendar is for the benefit of private 
claims, and should be exclusively for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I rise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. On last Friday this bill came up for con- 
sideration. It was considered and discussed for an hour or more, and 
I think fully discussed. It seems to me it is entirely too late now for 
the House to determine whether it will or will not discharge any of its 
committees from the further consideration of a measuré 
far considered 

The SPEAKER. It is never too late for the House to determine 
whether it will or will not discharge any of its committees from the 
further consideration of any measure 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask adivision of the question of discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the con- 
sideration of this bill and its reference to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt the motion to take from the Cal- 
endar a public bill is always in orden 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I want to apprise the House that if that a 
tion is taken with reference to this bill it should give it the same status 
that it has now or one that will secure it early consideration. 

This bill relates to a matter connected with which there are, | should 
suppose, more than one hundred private bills. In effect there is hardly 


from the northern section of the country 


that has been so 
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has not one or two or more bills seeking to have the record of a dis- 


: : 
harged soldier corrected. 


Mr. STEELI rhe bill the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RAN- 
AJ has referred tois House bill No. 4083, which has passed the House 
ind is in the Senate he only difference between this and the other 
| that it provides for men that have enlisted, deserted, and enlisted 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is in 
part correct. The bill he refers to as having passed the House does 


grant some relief, but it leaves out a large number of soldiers. Unless 
s bill is passed a large number of soldiers would be left without rem- 
edy, such for instance as those who went from one regiment and en- 
listed in another—who did not actually in fact desert the service, but 
changed their military authority 

Mr. STEELE. There are half adozen bills pending in the House like 
that, but not more than half a dozen 

The SPEAKER The Chair is advised that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] was to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further considera- 

of the bill and refer it to the House Calendar. 


Mr. CRISP That is my motion 
Mr. RANDALI [ understand, if the suggestion of the Speaker is 
adopted as to the date of reference being preserved, it would place the 


ly it the head of the House Calendar I would further suggest that 
t re as unfinished business. 


nace l 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a parliamentary 


(i Lihe 





The SPEAKER Che gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WELLER. Ifa vote is had on the motion to take this bill from 
te Calender and put it on the other Calendar and that motion 
ited, will not then this bill be considered to-day in its regular 
the Private Calendar? 
| SPEAKER Ifthe motion is defeated the bill will be considered 


t some other time in its orderon the Private Calendar, when- 
the House shall proceed in Committee of the Whole to the consid- 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I hope the House will vote down the motion 
[the gentieman trom Georgia. 

Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 

ikes the suggestion that the bill be placed on the House Calendar and 
be considered as unfinished business of that Calendar. 

Mr. VANCI The effect of that will be that you can only reach the 
bill by going to the consideration of the House Calendai 
The SPEAKER. That can be done by a majority vote of the House 
ter the morning hour. 
Mr. REAGAN. But it could only be done to-day by a vote of two- 


thirds 


} 
i 


e SPEAKER. The Chair has submitted that proposition simply 

i Suggestion or request made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
not as a motion 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw it if the disposition of the House is to 
vote down the proposition. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I wish to say this: The bill which the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs reported to the House, and which has passed 
the House and gone to the Senate, provides for a very large number of 
cases of muster-out and correction of record. Itgxcludes a few cases 
which would be included in the bill about which we are speaking. 

But I apprehend that a portion of those cases to which my friend from 
Pennsylvania alluded as not being provided for in that bill would be 
justly excluded, because the soldiers in those cases were bounty-jump- 
ers. But thereis a portion of those soldiers who were excluded in our 
bill who probably ought to beincluded. We think the speediest way to 
reach that is to reach it in the Senate, and then if the bill comes back to 
the House act upon the amendment of the Senate favorably here. That 
will save the time of the House and the necessity of passing another 
bill, which covers mainly the same ground as the one we have already 
passed. I have no doubt all that ought to be done and which the House 
would be willing to have done could be done in that way much more 
expeditiously than by undertaking to consider this second bill. There- 
fore I hope the Committee of the Whole House will be discharged from 
the consideration of it as a private bill, and that it will be put on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the pending motion should be rejected, would 
not a motion be in order to go into Committee of the Whole House for 
the purpose of considering the Private Calendar, which would bring up 
the consideration of that bill at once? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. The motion I made was made in the interest of the 
orderly conduct of the business of this House. It appears that through 
nadvertence a public bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. Even in the limited experience I have 
had here I see that on private-bill day the House is thin; but few mem- 
bers are present. That is not the case when public legislation, legis- 
lation affecting the whole country, is anticipated. 
This bill in my judgment should go to the House Calendar; and when 





placed there the House can reach it whenever they get ready by going 
to the House Calendar. They can do that by a majority vote. And 
the suggestion of the Speaker is that it take its place on that Calendar 
as of the day when it should have gone there. I submit to the House 
whether, because they favor any particular measure, it is wise or proper 
to disregard the rules of this House, or to fail to correct what is con- 
ceded to be an improper reference, simply that some particular bill or 
law may be passed. Had we not better observe the rules, and by the 
rules reach legislation, and not attempt to legislate in spite of or over 
the rules? I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
question, if he will permit me. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WELLER. The question I wish to ask is whether the effect of 
this motion would not be to defeat the passage of the bill this session? 

Mr. MORRISON. It will not defeat anything. It is entirely right. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion I believe is divisible? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask for a division of it 

The SPEAKER. The.vote will then be first taken on that part of 
the motion which proposes to discharge the Committee of the Whol 
on the Private Calendar from the further consideration of the bill indi- 
cated. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 43, 
noes 64. 

Mr. CRISP. Inasmuch as this is a question affecting the observance 
of the rules of the House, I must ask for the yeas’and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There seems to be some confusion resulting from 
the division of the question. I therefore withdraw the demand for a 
division of the question, so that the vote can be taken on the entire 
motion. 

TheSPEAKER. Thedemand fora division having been withdrawn, 
the question now is upon the motion to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar from the further consideration of th« 
bill indicated, and to place the same on the House Calendar. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 33, 
noes 90. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No quorum has voted 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Crisp and Mr. DINGLEY were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Would it not be better toadjourn? We 
are really doing nothing now. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 52, noes 118. 

So the motion to discharge the Committee of the Whole was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. BUDD. I rise to a correction of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. On yesterday an amendment submitted by me to the 
Indian appropriation bill was objected to on a point of order raised 
under subdivision 4 of Rule X XI, that the amendment was the sub- 
stance of a bill pending before the House, and the Chair very properly 
sustained the point of order. The RECORD makes it appear that the 
amendment was objected to under subdivision 3 of Rule X XI, which 
objection would not have been sustained by the Chair. I ask that the 
RECORD be corrected so as to show that the point of order was raised 
under subdivision 4 of Rule X XI. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the correction will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
until I can have an improper reference of a bill changed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it will not give rise to any debate. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Itwillnot. Isend uparesolution to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be discharged from the further 


consideration of the bill of the House No, 6335, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


Mr. VALENTINE. The Pacific Railroad Committee is the proper 
committee to consider that bill. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I am inclined to object to that. 
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Mr. VALENTINE. I knew you would. Let the bill be read; itis 
very short. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not yield further. I must demand the reg- 
ular order. We have already taken up two hours of the day and done 


nothing. 
Mr. VALENTINE. I think that if the bill is read nobody will ob- 


ject. Iam sure the Speaker, when he hears the bill read, will say that 


the reference to the Committee on Public Lands was improper. Itisa 
bill granting the right of way toa railroad through the Yellowstone 
National Park. 
Mr. BLAND. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed with an amendment, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a joint resolution of 
the following title: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to provide for printing certain docu- 
ments relating to customs revenues and domestic exports for the use of 


Congress. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I nowinsist upon my motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. The Clerk 
will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of 
desertion. 

Mr. MULDROW. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MULDROW. When the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar rose last Friday it had under consideration House bill No. 
1000, for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines. The bill had been read, and 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROovVE] had the floor upon it, 
and yielded to a motion that the committee rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the REcoRD to be exam- | 


ined in order to ascertain. 

Mr. STEELE. And I hope the Chair will also ascertain how the bill 
in relation to charges of desertion came to be passed over. I believe it 
was passed over with the understanding that it should come up for con- 
sideration to-day. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- | 
sissippi [Mr. MULDROW] that the bill to which he refers was not con- | 


sidered on Friday last. 

Mr. MULDROW. I have the REcorpD here, and ask that the ¢ lerk 
read the portion I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1000) for the re- 
lief of Myra Clark Gaines 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 


“ * * = * 
_ Mr. Ho~man, I believe this bill is reported by the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Ropstnson]. It will undoubtedly give rise to a very prolonged debate, and 


i suggest to that gentleman that it be passed over informally. 
Mr. CosGrRove. The bill was not reported by the gentleman from New York 


Mr. Ropinson, of New York. I introduced the bill originally, but the gentle- 
man from Missouri |Mr,. CosGRove} reported it from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and has charge of it. I have no objection to any arrangement 


which the Committee of the Whole may make 
Mr. CosGrove., I certainly do not want to consent and will not consent that 


this bill should be passed over; it should be disposed of in itsorder. This ques- 
tion has been before Congress for years, and there have been three or four re- 
ports of committees favorable to this claim. Here is another report in favor of 


the claim, and I think the Committee of the Whole should now proceed to act 
upon it, 


Mr. Hotman. I trust my friend from Missouri will not insist on the com- 
mittee proceeding with this bill to-day. I am not only opposed to the | nits 
main features but I am opposed especially to the issue of land-scrip I would 
rather see the Government do anything else than that. I think no policy 


would be more fatal. 

There are several bills which have been laid aside to be reported favorably 
which should be acted upon by the House, and it has been agreed that the yeas 
and nays shall be taken on one of them, which will occupysometime. I there- 
lore move thatthe committee rise. 

Mr. McMILurn. I would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that before 
that is done he should allow the report accompanying the bill to be read, in or- 
der that it may be printed in the REcorD and examined by those who are to act 
upon it hereafter. 

Mr. HotmMan. Very well; I withdraw the motion until the report is read. 

Mr. CosGrove. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor; and I do not 
understand how gentlemen can take me off the floor by the motion that the 
committee rise, 

Mr. McMiiurn. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGRovE] has the floor 

Mr. CosGRoveE. I have no objection to the report being read, neither have | 
any objection to the committee now rising, but I do not want this bill to be dis- 
placed. I want it to be considered in its order on the Calendar, If gentlemen 
want the report to be read I have no objection to that. 


The CHARMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from Missouri that if 


the committee should now rise the pending bill will not be passed over, but wil 
retain its place on the Calendar to be considered when the House shall again g« 
into Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. McMILLIn. I am willing that instead of the report being now read it sha 
be printed in the Recorp 

Mr. HOLMAN, The report is quite a long one, and there is scarcely time enough 
for its reading now ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN} asks unar 
mous consent that the report be printed in the Recorp without being read. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HoLMAN. I think it is entirely too long a report to be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD, and we all have it in our rooms 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw the request as to the printiag of the report, and 
move that the committee rise and report its action to the House 

Phe motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MULDROW. The REcoRD shows that the gentleman from Mis 
souri [Mr. CosGROVE] had been recognized as entitled to the tloor upon 


| the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. When the bill to relieve certain soldiers of the lat 
war from the charge of desertion was reached, I believe it was passed 
over informally though I do not recollect the exact manner in which 
it was passed over. 

Mr. STORM. I have the RECORD here. 
second column on page 2582: 


I read from the top of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that the pending 
be passed over for one week. Is there objection? 
There was no objection 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over for one week. Now 
I make the point—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is that this measure was, in the 
language of the chairman of the Committee of the Whole, as accepted by 
the Committee of the Whole, ‘‘ passed over for one week.’’ The House 
now at the end of a week goes again into Committee of the Whol« I 
submit that while the bill to which the gentleman from Mississippi { Mr. 
MULDROW | has called attention is in fact unfinished business, still a bill 
which was first reached on the Calendar and which was passed over for 
one week resumes now its place on the Calendar and takes precedence 
of the other bill. 

Mr. MULDROW. The point I make is that the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Gaines is unfinished business, and comes up now just as though 
the House had not adjourned on last Friday at the precise moment 
when it did adjourn 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide this matter— 

Mr. STEELE. I want to call the attention of the Chair to pag 

The CHAIRMAN. Tpe Chair is pre pared to decide the question 
The committee not having entered upon the consideration of the bill to 
which the gentleman from Mississippi has called attention, that bill can 
not be considered as unfinished business: it was laid aside to retain its 
place on the Calendar. But the consideration of the bill ‘‘to relieve 
certain soldiersof the late war from the charge of dlesertion’’ was entered 
upon; that bill was considered, and it is the bill which now comes be 
fore the Committee of the Whole. 


RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

The Committee of the Whole House resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the 
charge of desertion. 

Mr. LYMAN. Iam requested tostate that the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. GEDDES | is absent from his seat to day on account of sicknes 
As the introducer of this bill, he ought perhaps to be here during its 
l am requested, therefore, to ask that the bill be laid 
aside without prejudice, to be taken up on another oceasion. 

{ MEMBER Let it be laid aside for one week. 

Mr. STEELE. Make it two weeks 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair will state, for the information of the 
committee, that the gentleman from Ohio| Mr. GEDDES | has requested 


consideration. 


the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. JONES], who is next in order upon 
the Committee on War Claims, to represent him in the consideratior 
of this bill 

Mr. LYMAN. Then I withdraw my proposition 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I do not insist that this bill be consid 
ered to-day, if by going over it will not lose its place on the Calendar 

The CHAIRMAN lhe Chair will state that it will not lose its pla 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. W ARNER, of ¢ hio Le tit goove!l till my ct lle ague | Mr. Gt IDES 
shall be here 

Mr. HOUK Although the bill may not lose its place by going o 
will it stand as the first business for consideration on the next private 
bill day ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will unless otherwise ordered 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope we shall proceed with the consideration of 
the bill to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Objections to laying the bill aside coms 
from every quarter. Therefore I think it best that tiie consideration 
of the bill should proceed to-d Ly 

Mr. LYMAN. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JONE 
will proceed 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, there has been sent to the 
Committee on War Claims— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana Before the gentleman begins, I des 
to inquire whether there are not certain proposed amendments pendin; 
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o the b If so, I would be glad if they could be stated now, for the 
rmation of the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN rhere are no amendments pending. The gen- 

eman lrom W isconsin will proceed 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I wish to have read, for the information 
the Committee of the Whole, a letter from the Secretary of War, 
i ven received by the Committee on War Claims since last 

I ( read as follows 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Wash i City, April 3, 1834 

Sit I ent has been called to the terms of my letter to you of the l4th 
fj lar leg ition proposed to authorize the removal of 
he ry e record of certain soldiers of the late war, and 
ipon refi it I should have been more particular in that let- 
! refer tions to be placed upon the Secretary of War in 





deserted from their original regiments, and 
t through the latter enlist- 


referred to 


rved without fau 


isk your ik et nodify the le 


tter above n this regard 

wes which have attracted my attention have been those where the ting 

f the desert ind of the new enlistment were suchas to indicate 

wW doubt, that desertion was not inspired by a desire toabandon 
the s ‘ to secure any personal benefit other than a change of personal 
relat Casting out of ymsideration the small bounty of $100 given by the 
Government under the act of 1861, the first bounty of consequence offered by the 
G ent was $300, under a general order dated June 25, 1863; but on August 
4 iraft was ordered if any State did not before the lth of August, 1862 
1 of a call for 300,000 men Phe records of this Department do not 

show when local authorities began to offer bounties for recruits to fill their quotas 
the cl vcter and amount of such bounties; but it is believed that the above 
\ rust 4 ~t iv be taken asa time before which certainly no local boun- 

ties were offered, and before which no substantial pecuniary inducements ex 
sted f lesertion and a re-enlistment in another command, By that time also 
a we il knowledge of military duties had been acquired sufficient to inform 
vs ‘ hat leaving one regiment and going to another without authority, 
pretext, was a serious military offense for which he should bear all 
‘ sequences. If, therefore, you will permit me to amend the last clause 


tter so that it will read Il would, therefore for the considera- 


the committee, while considering the proposed amendment, the propri- 


suggest 


a furthe unendment giving the Secretary of War, under such restrictions 
scem proper, the discretionary power to remove the charge of desertion 
| against soldiers who subsequently, but prior to August 4, 1862, enlisted 
received an honorable discharge after faithful service in another regiment, 
suggest will not include a condonation of the offense of bounty-jumping 
eserting d re-enlisting to procure a bounty 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN 
Secretary of Wa 
Hon. Grorce W. GEDDES 
( wan nmittee on War Claims 
House of Representatives Washington, D. C. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee | Mr. HOUK 
Mr. HOUK Mr. Chairman, one fact is certain: there are numbers 
of soldiers who served faithfully in the last war against whom the charge | 
of desertion undeservedly stands on the records. Something must be 
done, or these men are left with this badge of infamy uponthem. Now, 
s utterly impossible, as the experience of everybody in legislation 
and all other human transactions shows, to adopt any general rule which 
iv not be in some cases abused 
(nd if we pass this law undoubtedly there may be exceptions to the 
yeneral rule and some unworthy person may take advantage of.-it 
But | apprehend there is not a gentleman on the floor of this House 


who has investigated this subject, who has looked into it and analyzed 
the character of the soldiers against whom this charge stands upon the 
records of the War Department, who will pretend tosay that anything 
& majority, o1 indeed any considerable portion of the men to be 
the passage of this act, come within the position assigned 
the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
who seems to think the entire proposition is for the benefit of bounty- 
jumpers, and bounty-jumpers alone 

There is another fact to which I shall briefly allude. You gentle- 
men who were in the service on either side know it to be true that every 


LLKE 
relieved by 
to 1 l 


hem by 


I 
has been entered was not 
actually or intentionally a deserter from his command. 
i t 


aesertion 


man against whom the charge of desertion 


entered down against any man’s record depends in a great 
measure on a combination of circumstances. If a man was absent from 
his command without leave, without any intention of deserting, down 
goes the mark against him upon the records of the War Department. 
Every man who was absent without leave stands, as I understand it, 
in the War Department as a deserter unless he had the sagacity to go 
to work at once and have the matter properly adjusted either by the 
action of his supe rior officer or through the medium of a court of in- 
quiry. This is well known to those who are cognizant of the military 
Who that was in the military service does not know that this 
charge of desertion was entered against soldiers who were absent with- 


seTvice 


out leave, but without any intention or purpose of desertion, and who, 
supposing the matter capable of full and fair explanation, and taking 
it for granted that such explanation was accepted, as a matter of course 


neglected to take the necessary steps to have the charge examined and 
the record corrected. Now, as I understand it, this bill does nothing 
more or less than invest the Secretary of War with the power to look 
into all such cases and analyze them for the purpose of ascertaining by 
the proof whether or not the soldier did or did not have the criminal 
intent to desert from his command. If the case be one where the sol- 
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The mark of | 


dier was absent innocently, then relief ought to be afforded, and it is | Chairman, that previous to March 17, 1863—bear in mind the dates 








APRIL 4, 





in such cases, as I understand it, that this bill does afford the neces- 


sary relief. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman has not carefully con- 
sidered this measure. It provides that the charge of desertion shall be 
removed where the soldier deserted one command in the Army and then 
joined another command from which he received an honorable dis 
charge. 

Mr. HOUK. ‘*‘I thank thee, Jew,’’ for that word. That explains th: 
whole thing; for if the soldier joined another command in the Army and 
was honorably discharged from the service, it is the strongest evidence 
which could be presented that he did not intend disgracefully to desert 
his command, but was loyal to the flag of his country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. HOUK. 
ume. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOUK. lLask the gentleman from Wisconsin to yield to me 
for one minute longer. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. Another thing in connection with these deserters is 
this: This charge of desertion, marked down against the soldier upon 
the records of the War Department, frequently resulted from the bad 
temper or ill-will of the officer in command, taking advantage of a 
mere technical desertion, without any intention on the part of the sol- 
dier todesert his flag. Itdepended on the relations between the officer 
and the soldier whether the soldier was marked down as a deserter o1 
not. Every one acquainted with the military service knows soldiers 
were wrongfully and improperly entered as deserters by their superior 
officers through malice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. How much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eighteen minutes. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I will reserve that 
from the other side. 

Mr. STEELE. I will take the floor, Mr. Chairman, and yield for 
ten minutes to the gentleman from New York | Mr. Hiscock ]}. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, | approach the discussion of this ques 
tion with something of the diffidence of my friend from Michigan | M1 

Hork], perhaps more, because I rise to oppose the bill. First, I have 
felt I could oppose this measure under the leadership of such gentle- 
men as my friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON], and my friend from Indiana [Mr. Browne}, all 
of whom were distinguished and faithful officers of the Union Army, 
without having questioned either my patriotism or my disposition to 
do everything which could properly be done by the Government in be 
half of men who served loyally in the Union Army. 

There are some things to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House before members are called upon to cast their votes. Unquestion 
ably it is proper certain men should be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion which has been improperly entered against them on the records 


The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 


I hope the interruption will not be taken out of my 


time until I hea: 


| of the War Department; but I fearthe committee in preparing the second 


section had in view certain aggravated cases, and, intending only to cover 
such cases, have gone further than is proper for us to go under all the cir 
cumstances. In the brief time I have I propose to state the effect th 
passage of this measure will have upon the public Treasury as an inci 
dent to the effect it will have upon the class known as deserters. | 
doubt not its effect upon the public Treasury will meet the cordial sup- 
port of my genial friend from Colorado [Mr. BELForD]. [Laughter. 

Mr. Chairman, I have before me letters from the Pension Bureau tell- 
ing me that the number of claimants under the arrearages act that will 
be relieved by this bill is 2,500. Lam further informed that the amount 
which will be paid to them as arrearages will be $2,500,000. Now, I 
ask gentlemen on the committee having charge of this bill if they have 
thoroughly investigated these 2,500 claims and made up their minds 
that they wish to relieve even one-tifth of that number, and allow, 
under the provisions of such a bill as this, $2,500,000to be taken out 
of the public Treasury and paid them simply as arrearages without 
regard to the merit of the party ? 

Mr. WELLER. Asa member ofthe committee I willsay to the gen- 
tleman that I would take out $2,500,000 very quickly for the soldiers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, there is no man who would be more 
willing to take out or to pay out $2,500,000 for the benefit of certain 


| classes of our soldiers, to those who were meritorious and deserving, 


than I. But, sir, you want to bear in mind here that there are 2,500 


| of them covered by this bill, and you want to make up your mind 


clearly whether or not all of them are entitled to this clemency and 
gratuity before you are willing to pass such a bill. 

Now, this is a bill not simply to allow the stain of desertion to be re- 
moved from the military records of these men, but it is a bill to allow 
a certain class of claimants to collect their arrearages under the pension 
law and to have pensions paid them for all future time. 

But I have some information here from the War Department to which 
I desire also to call the attention of the committee. We find, Mr. 
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previous to March 17, 1863, the desertions from the Army amounted to 
41,038. It is impossible to tell from any of the records of the Depart- 
ment what proportion of these men who deserted re-enlisted. You will 
remember, sir, that it was about August, or perhaps in the fall, of 1862 
that local bounties amounting to $1,000 began to be paid by the coun- 
ties and cities. The bounty varied in certain localities, but that was 
near the amount that was paid. Now, previous to the March follow- 
ing, 91,000 had deserted. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Does he say that it was in the fall of 1862 that these bounties 
were offered, or does he mean the fall of 1863? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Usually the large bounties were offered, I think, 
in the spring of 1863. But the call for 300,000 additional men was 
made, us the committee will remember, in August, 1562. 

Now then, Mr. Chairman, from March 18, 1863, to December 31, 1563, 
during nine months of that year, the desertions were 33,296. Well, sir, 
we will take the number of desertions now from January 1, 1864, to 
December 31, 1864, when the largest bounties were paid, and you wiil 
doubtless be startled to learn that in these twelve months the desertions 
from the Army reached the number of 90,840 men. From January 1, 
1865, to December 1 of that year the desertions were 58,420, making 
in the aggregate of all the desertions during the war a total of 278,000 
men. Now the question arises whether the members of this committee 
should not be a little more careful in the provisions to be adopted here, 
and look to it critically and see what classes of men the bill actually 
And I put this question to them, having presented the bill for 
our consideration: Is it safe to puta provision into this bill which may 
have so wide a range, simply because it covers one particular man that 
a gentleman has in his mind who presents a meritorious case and whom 
he may desire specially to relieve from the stain resting upon his name? 
That is the question presented. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible, as I have already intimated, to tell 
at the War Department the number of men who deserted and re-en- 
listed. But in the letter which I have before me I will read what issaid 
by the Adjutant-General of the Army with reference to the amount of 
money that in his judgment will be necessary, fromthe best informa- 
tion that he is able to obtain, to meet the requirements of this bill in 
its present form. He says: 


covers, 


As to the probable amount of money involved in the bill (House bill 3935, to 
relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion), I can only state approxi- 
mately that it is believed it will take from thirty to fifty millions of dollars. 

{gain I appeal to gentlemen of this committee if it is safe to put a 
provision in a bill that will cover some particular meritorious case that 
you have in your mind when it may go further and cover the cases ot 


200,000 deserters who ought not to be relieved, and at the same time | 


take from the public Treasury of this country anywhere between thirty 
and tifty millions of dollars? I believe, sir, for it is a matter that does 
not admit of serious question, that there is a certain class of cases that 
ought to have relief extended to them; but what I object to is that this 
provision of the bill has not had the consideration that I believe it 
ought to have before it is adopted by the House. And I do not be- 
lieve that such eminent gentlemen as the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, General RosECRANS, who will always guard the 
rights of the soldiers, my friend from Indiana, General BkowNE, whose 
voice is ever heard in advocacy of the soldier, my friend who sits imme- 
diately behind me [Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa], who comes here « crip- 
ple from the war, and the gallant gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
sitting behind him, I do not believe, sir, that these gentlemen would 
give misleading information or that their wise advice ought to be dis- 
regarded in opposition to the adoption of a loose provision in the bill 
that will open the door as wide as this does and that takes from the 
Treasury the sums of money I have mentioned, sums large enough in 
the aggregate, as I intimated at the outset, to satisfy my friend from 
Colorado [ Mr. BELFORD] in his efforts to dispose of the ‘‘surplus”’ in 
the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in this connection I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read the report of the Provost-Marshal-General for the 
period from March 17, 1863, to March 17, 1866. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman trom New York has 
expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will yield to 
me two minutes longer. 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is the report of the Provost-Marshal-General 
on desertions. I do not care myself to adopt the language he has em- 
ployed. I desire simply to have his report read. It will be profitable 
at least to have it considered, and I hope we will have order while it 
Is being read, for it is very important as bearing on this question. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

DESERTIONS. 

lt appears beyond dispute that the crime of desertion is especially character- 
istic of troops from large cities and of the districts which they supply with re- 
a The ratio per thousand of desertions to credits throughout the loyal 

ates 1s 62.51. In the State of New York it rises to 89.06, and in the small States 
near New York city it is still higher. In New Jersey it is 107; in Connecticut, 
117.23; in New Hampshire, 112.22. Yet the general ratio of New England is but 
‘4.24, the ratio of Massachusetts being 66.68; that of Vermont, 51.75; and that of 


Maine, 43.90. 
to 45.51. 


It is probable that a more minute 
than has yet been made would reveal the fact 
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terior to relieve soldiers coming within those classes from the charge of 
But I think I have demonstrated that this second provision 
has not had that consideration that it ought to have. I think I have 
that itis in the interest of the claim agents rather thanin 
the interest of the and faithful soldier. I think I have demon- 
this Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar not the proper place to formulate the provisions which should be 
the House And what I desire, sir, is this, that this bill 
be recommitted to the committee, that the committee may consult 
e Secretary of War and with the Commissioner of Pensions and 

ivestigate and determine what classes ought to be relieved, 
ind then bring inal But I hope no 
pted because this man or that man has in his mind 


demonstrated 
honest 


strated tha 


a bill here relieving those classes. 
ision will be ado 


the case of some neighbor perhaps who is suffering great hardships that 


are yvered bv the bill | hope | say, no provision will be adopted 
which in covering one such case will give relief to one hundred and fifty 
professional bounty-jumpers—in that proportion [am sure that a 
provision can be formulated that will not be liable to the objection I 
} mad 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has 
remaining 


The CHAIRMAN The 
five minutes ot hist 


mie 


Ir. STEELE I desire to reserve that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that some time I may be recognized in my 
own right, and then! will yield some of my time to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE], as I have used up so much of his time 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin As it may change somewhat the current 
of debate, I wish now to give notice of an amendment which I will offer 
at the proper time for the purpose of making this bill conform some- 
what to the ideas of the Secretary of War { ask that the amendment 
be reius 

Che Clerk read as follows 

Add to section 2 of the bill the following 

I Phat the provisions of this act shall not be applicable to any soldier 
who willfully deserted for the purpose of obtaining a bounty by re-enlistment; 
and the granting of relief in each case shall be discretionary with the Secretary 
of War, after an investigation of the facts 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania | M1 

Mr. WELLER I desire to know the order of debate on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. STORM | 
is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to be recognized, as a member of the com- 
mittee reporting this bill, when the proper time comes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide upon that when the proper 
tim« |Laughter.}| The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
STORM | is entitled to the floor 

Mr. STORM. I have paid serious and thoughtful attention to the 
remarks made by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] who 
has just addressed the committee. I wish myself that the considera- 
tion of this bill could have been postponed for one week 


STORM | 


comes 


that there may be important and serious consequences hanging upon 
our action upon this bill which should be very thoughtfully and care- 
fully considered by this committee 

I would say to the gentleman from New York that the Committee on 
War Claims when it considered this bill did not probably take into 
consideration all the consequences that would follow upon its passag¢ 
For instance, they did not go into the question of how many soldiers 
might be affected by the provisions of this bill. I do not think that 
would be a proper method of considering a question of this kind. If 


these soldiers are entitled to the relief which this bill seeks to afford 
them, they ought to have it without regard to the consequences to the 
public Treasury. If they are not entitled to it, then of course there 
should be no provisions at all made for them. It is hardly a proper 
way to consider legislation to first consider whether we can afford to pay 
for that which is right or just to the soldiers. And I will say that we 


did not consider the question in that aspect 

What have we done, and what is the complaint which is made here ? 
The bill which the Committee on War Claims has reported is precisely 
the bill that was passed at the first session of the Forty-seventh Con 
[tis precisely that bill, word for word, with two exceptions. One 
change which we have made is to add to the second section these words 
‘or who subsequently enlisted in another regiment or company.”’ 

That is an addition to the act of 1882, which was made at the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of War, who said that provision should be 
made f (nd the amendment proposed by my col- 
league committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. JoNEs], 
and which has just been read at the Clerk’s desk, will if adopted obviate 
the objection of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] that 
bounty-jumpers might claim the benefits of this bill if passed in its pres- 
ent sham 


gress 


or that class of soldiers 


on the 


lhe other change we have made was to omit from the fourth section 


of the act of 1882 the second proviso, as follows: 

That no soldier, nor the he legal representatives of any soldier, who 
served the Army a period of less than twelve months, or who intentionally 
deserted, shall be entitled to the benefits of the provisions of this act 


Che Secretary of the Treasury held that that second proviso annulled 


the act, so that it did not give him any more power than he had before 
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that bill was passed. I presume that the Secretary of War, in constru- 
ing the section, when the question came up as to whether a soldier in- 
tentionally deserted or not, felt himself bound by the record before him 
that the soldier had deserted, and held that that record was proof con- 
clusive of intentional desertion. The Secretary of War recommended 
that the second proviso of section 4 of the law of 1882 should be omitted. 
and we have done so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was not that second proviso to which the gentle- 
man refers inserted in the bill by the Senate, and was not in the bill 
as it passed the House? 

Mr. STORM. I am glad to be informed of that. It was not, then. 
the action of the House, but was the action of the Senate. Therefore 
the bill which we have to-day before usis precisely the bill which passed 
the Forty-seventh Congress and was approved by the President, with 
the exception I have stated. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Did not the bill of 1882 contain the words ‘or 
who intentionally deserted,’’ and have not those words been left out of 
this bill? 

Mr. STORM. They were in the law of 1882, and the Secretary of 
War recommended that they should be left out of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin I now yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. RowELL], a member of the committee. 

Mr. ROWELL. As a member of the committee reporting this bill it 
was my desire to be recognized in my own time, so that I might discuss 
this question deliberately. It has seemed to me that there has been a 
disposition to take us off the floor, and therefore I accept the ten min- 
utes so kindly yielded to me by the gentleman in charge of this bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will correct the gentleman in that re- 
spect. No gentleman has spoken except members of the committee o1 
gentlemen to whom members of the committee have yielded their time 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] spoke in the time of a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, unquestionably this bill may need 
some amendments; but that the purpose of section 2 is wise and benefi- 
cent I think no gentleman on this floor having a proper consideration 
for the honor of the Union Army will deny. If the measure is in the 
interest of absolute justice, the question whether it may cost more o1 
less money ought not to be considered; but how a bill which provides 
that this restoration of a man tothe rolls shall give no title to back pay o1 
bounty can entail any additional expense, except to the extent that it 
may add to the pension-roll, I can not understand. Nor can I unde 
stand the mathematies by which it is determined that because there are 
2,000 applicants for pensions who have the charge of desertion marked 
against their names, therefore this bill will create 2,000 additional pen- 

| sioners. In other words, I see no reason for the assumption that ev« 
one of those applicants, if the charge of desertion be removed, will bx 
able to make the necessary proof to entitle him to a pension. 

It must be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the Union Army was 
made up of volunteer soldiers. They were not men educated in wat 
they had not made war a profession. They were men accustomed to 
the freedom of civil life; they were not habituated to the severe rules 
of army discipline. In the early days of 1861 so anxious were young 

men all over the North to serve their country that they hurried to en- 
roll their names as volunteer soldiers. The result was that men of dif- 
ferent temperaments were associated together. Men frequent lv became 
| members of companies in which they were not acquainted. In many 
cases men were put under officers who were their inferiors in inte!li- 
gence, in social standing, and in everything that goes to make up man- 
hood. Those men, thus suddenly brought under the severe discipline 
| of the Army, were at the same time in many instances brought in con- 
junction with uncongenial companions and placed under officers unfit 
to command them. On this account the desertions were more numer- 
ous than they otherwise would have heen—not for lack of patriotism, 
but because men left a particular company or regiment for the purpose 
of seeking better associations, with better opportunity of serving the 
ountry. Besides, we all know that in the fall of 1862, by reason of 
certain untoward influences which existed throughout the Nerth, many 
men were induced to go home who afterward, under the proclamation 
of the President, returned to their commands. 

Now, the question is whether we are to treat these men as we would 
professional soldiers making the business of arms their life pursuit, or 
whether we are to treat them as men who knew nothing about mili- 

| tary life when they enlisted, who enlisted to fight and did fight, and 
who, in many cases, when they had deserted went back to the Army, 
served faithfully and well, and came home wounded and disabled. 

The fact that we have received from the War Department the sug- 
gestion that there are six or eight classes of men who ought to be re- 
lieved is a sufficient evidence that there ought to be something done 
which was not done by the bill which passed this House to relieve 2 
class of men not included in this bill. 

I am ready to confess that I never had the experience of my brother 
from Indiana with ‘‘ bounty-jumpers.’’ I never had the experience of 
men deserting on the battlefield and then coming back to the Army 
again. 


| Mr. STEELE. 
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I ask the gentleman what reason he has to infer from 
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anything I have said or from anything he knows in regard to me that | 
I have had any experience with ‘‘bounty-jumpers?” = sat 
Mr. ROWELL. I can answer the question. The objection raised 


to this bill by the gentleman from Indiana was that it would benefit | 
‘‘hounty-jumpers’’ and those who deserted on the battlefield. He | 


seemed to have a great fear that under this bill some dishonorable sol- 
diers would receive the benefits designed for those who served their 
country honorably. I would rather be deceived a thousand times a 


went into the Army and on the battlefield imperiled their lives for their 
country. 
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While there was a large list of desertions, one-half of those desertions 
could be accounted for by the fact that when a man by any accident 


was absent without leave his officer marked him on the records as a de- | 


serter, though he may have been as gallant a soldier as the man whoso 
marked him and having no more intention to be a deserter. A large 
number of men marked as deserters went home from hospitals to die. 
Numbers of others started back to their regiments and were unable to 
reach them, and so anxious were they to fight that they enlisted in 
other regiments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
such cases? 

Mr. ROWELL. No,sir; not a single soldier who deserted and after- 
ward enlisted in another regiment is covered by that bill. Every man 
who deserted from one regiment and afterward went back and fought 
in another stands upon the records of his country as a deserter, though 
he may have come home with a leg or an arm off. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not the gentleman believe it possible to form- 
ulate a measure which will cover such cases? 

Mr. ROWELL. I do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. There will be no objection to adopting 
a measure which will cover that class of cases. But I have pointed 
out that the provisions of this bill would cover 150,000 others. I have 
made no argument against removing the charge of desertion in such 
cases as the gentleman describes. WhatI complain of is that this bill, 


Does not the bill already passed cover 


while designed to cover such cases, does also in fact cover cases which | 


no one wants to relieve. 

Mr. ROWELL. I stated in the outset that possibly this bill would 
have to be amended; but Ido not want to see it amended in sucha 
way as to exclude all those who should be the beneficiaries under it. 
You can not adopt any general rule which may not in particular cases 
work some injustice. That result can not be accomplished either in 
civil or in military life. While we should endeavor, as far as possible, 
to exclude the bad cases, I would not make a law so rigid that it would 
exclude the good ones. I know that on the pension-rolls are many 
men who ought not to receive pensions. 
a general law which bad men in some cases will not take advantage of. 

All those for whom I have been pleading are practically excluded 
from the other bill, and the gentleman who reported that bill nowseems 
to be opposed to their being included under this proposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You have stated a proposition here 
that attracts my attention very warmly. In other words, you say there 
was a class of men who went home to hospitals, who were put into hos- 
pitals and died there, and who have been carried on the rolls of the 
Army as deserters. Ido not know that is true. You refer also toa 
class of men who were marked as deserters, and yet who were wounded 
in battle. I asked a question a moment ago whether the bill we have 


already passed does not cover that class of cases as well as the bill which | 


the gentleman is now advocating ? 
Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman misunderstands me. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just wait for a moment. 
_Mr. ROWELL. I can not wait a moment longer. I have not the 
time to wait. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But I have not finished my question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- | 


pired. 
Mr. ROWELL. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will yield to 
me for a minute longer. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 
said men who had deserted—— 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 
remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is five minutes remaining on either side. 
_ Mr. ROWELL. I said that men who had deserted and then enlisted 
in other regiments and who were afterward killed in battle. The bill 
does not cover such cases, and indeed does not cover any one except 
those who deserted and returned to their command and died after re-en- 
listment in hospital, or after they had returned home. 
the original bill 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
other does. 

Mr. ROWELL. 





If one bill does not cover them the 
I can not yield. 


XV——164 


But I repeat, youcan not make | 


| it. The question is, what shall that legislation be ? 
year than be always suspicious of my fellow-men, especially those who | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have yielded to others 
most of the time under my control, and I only wish to add a few words 
to the debate. All gentlemen concede that some legislation is neces- 
sary on this subject. The eminent gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] concedes it. The gentlemen of the Military Committee con- 
cede it; every one who has given the subject any consideration concedes 
I submit that 
with the amendment which the committee have authorized me to offer 
to the bill, and which cures the defects which have been suggested, we can 


| afford to pass this bill for the benefit of a large class of men who have 


been marked on the rolls as deserters inadvertently and improperly 

There were large numbers of brave soldiers who went early to the 
war, who stood by the flag during all the hours of the nation’s danger 
and shared in the rejoicing of the last great victories, who were anxious 
to see home and friends, and who, when there were no longer any bat- 
tles to fight, did not wait for the tedious delays that sometimes pre- 
ceded the final and formal discharge. 

Mr. MAGINNIS rose. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 
maining I can not yield. 

The origin of this bill is this: There have been introduced by many 
members large numbers of special bills for the relief of soldiers who 
were beyond all doubt brave and worthy men, whose standing and 
character in their regiments and at home were above reproach; but 
in many cases they found to their surprise that the rolls at the War 
Department contained a record of their desertion. What should be 


I beg pardon; in the few minutes re- 


| their roll of honor was a record of their disgrace, and of unmerited 





| instances. 


| iment. 


| jumpers than any one else. 
| ogist. 


disgrace. In the few moments remaining I can not enumerate these 
I will only refer to one instance which came to the notice 
of our committee and which now occurs to me. 

A young soldier who was as true and loyal as the average Union sol- 
dier—and that is honor enough for any man—learned while in Ten- 
nessee of serious illness in his family at home. Anxious as any of us 
would have been under such circumstances, he told his trouble to his cap- 
tian. The captain, who perhaps was more kind-hearted than wise, told 
him to go home, and to return as soon as the condition of his family would 


warrant. He went to his home. His regiment moved on toward the 
front. After a few weeks the soldier returned to and rejoined his reg- 


In the fortunes of ,war his captain was killed. The young 
soldier fought bravely, like his comrades, until the end of the rebellion. 
Time passed on, and when he made application for a pension he was 
told that the rolls showed that he who had ventured everything he 
had on earth was a deserter. 

Probably every member of this House has had brought to his atten- 
tion some case where a soldier was entitled to relief of the kind which 
this bill will afford. 

The committee are not disposed to insist strenuously upon the lan- 
guage of the billortheamendment. What we desireissome bill which 
will meet the great number of cases now meriting relief. The Secre- 


tary of War recognizes the importance of some action upon this subject. 
| His views are contained in the letter which I have caused to be read 


The objections of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] are 


| fully met by the proposed amendment. 


It is proposed that in every case the facts shall pass under the scru- 
tiny of the Secretary of War; that no charge of desertion shall be re- 
moved unless the Secretary believes, in view of all the facts, that the 
relief oughtto be given. It is not fair toassumethat in every case such 
soldiers will be entitled to a pension. They must first satisfy the Sec- 
retary of War that the charge of desertion is unjust. They must then 
prove, like other soldiers, their disability. If they can pass these or- 


| deals they ought to have their pensions, and it would be simply an out- 
| rage to deny them. 


And now I will say that I have no greater admiration for bounty- 
I shall not become their defender or apol- 
It is barely possible that while ninety-nine brave fellows will 
have removed from their military record an undeserved stigma and dis- 
grace one bounty-jumper may also obtain a relief which he does not 


| deserve; but that shall not deter me from doing justice to the deeply 
| wronged men for whose benefit this bill is framed. 


| nfent. 
Mr. Chairman how much time have I | 


As I understand | 


While my time remains I move that the committee rise for the pur- 


| pose of limiting general debate. 
Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman from Iowa has takenupmy time. I | 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Allow metosend upa proposed amend- 
I believe after gentlemen hear it they will accept it. I have 
that confidence in it. 

Mr. STEELE. Who does the gentleman yield to? 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I insist on my motion that the commit- 
tee rise for the purpose of closing general dehate. The gentleman from 
Indiana can offer his amendment hereafter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it in order to move that the bill be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims with the pending amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not be until general debate has been ex- 
hausted; then amendments will be in order. 

The motion of Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
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the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had, according to order, had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and particularly the bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain 
soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion, but had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I move that all general debate on the 
pending bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar be limited to one hour on each side. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend by making it thirty minutes, fif- 
teen minutes on each side. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the motion as amended was | 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, moved that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the | 
charge of desertion, and, by order of the House, all general debate has 
been limited to thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I did not understand the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana to limit this debate to thirty minutes, fif- 
teen on each side. My understanding was that thirty minutes on each 
side were to be allowed. I should be glad to have a statement from 
the Chair upon that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
House all general debate on this bill has been limited to fifteen min- 
utes on each side. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I must confess myself a little sur- 
prised that upon a bill involving a matter of such magnitude as is in- 
volved in this bill, the time for this discussion should have been thus 
restricted. It has been shown already, by a number of gentlemen 
who have addressed the committee, preceding me, that this bill possibly 
involves the expenditure of some millions of dollars, and to my mind 
matters of more consequence than even the millions that have been re- 
ferred to, and that is, the welfare and well-being of those of our gal- 
lant soldiers who served well in the Army during the time of our na- 
tion’s peril, but who, influenced during the last days of the war by the 
hardships and perils they had so patiently and courageously endured to 
that time, and believing the war had practically closed, and haviag be- 
fore their mind’s eye and their soul’s door the memory of home and 
loved ones, left for that home and those loved ones and stood not on 
the order of their going; nor had they thoughts of the possible conse- 
quences to their reputation as valiant soldiers and honorable men, 
neither the questions of how their said acts might affect their purse, 
their standing as to patriotism, or the possibilities of tarnished reputa- 


The Chair will state that by the action of the | 





tions as a lasting heritage to wife, children, childrens’ children, and 
other relatives and friends. 

I am exceedingly regretful, therefore, that my time should be lim- 
ited to fifteen minutes, for I desire, as a member of the committee who 
drafted the bill, to present my reasons fully and to elaborate carefully 
the grounds that induced me in the Committee on War Claims to sup- 
port the bill and which induce me now to give it my sanction. 

I find that there has come to me in the last few weeks a large num- 
ber of cases wherein desires are expressed and requests made that they 
be relieved by act of Congress from the charges of desertion resting 
against them, and also I am in receipt of the most urgent appeals by 
gallant soldiers against whom no charges of desertion rest that an act 
be passed by this Congress relieving their comrades from such blight 
on their otherwise fair name and fame. While I have no time in the 
brief moments allotted to me to read much of the correspondence that I 
have on my desk, I now ask permission to print such of it in the REc- 
ORD as a part of my remarks as may seem proper to further disclose my 
views and the reasons for the position I assume. 

The following letter, sent to me by Hon. 8. Kirkpatrick, of Ottumwa, 
Iowa, indicates the views of an old soldier and as true a man to the 

s~ause of the Union as can be found in the State: 
OTrumwWaA, Iowa, January 28, 1884. 


DEAR Srr: I return you the letter requested. I am of the opinion that it was 
the intention ef the father of the bill referred to that the charge of desertion 
should be removed from all soldiers who willfully left their commands at the 
close of the war. Their actions in the literal construction of the law woul@ be 
desertion, but not in a very aggravated form. The father of the bill (Ben. But- 
terworth, I think, of Ohio, now deceased), after consultation with that class of 
deserters, presented the bill, and he understood that it should apply to those 
men who, tired of service and knowing full well that the war was virtually at 
an end, left their commands and are regarded as deserters. They have never 
been discharged. Neither have they received pay for a considerable length of 
time before quitting their commands. As near as could be ascertained there 
were about ten thousand of these men, and they now ask for relief, to be dis- 
charged, and to receive compensation for their services. I think the case has 
been wo presented, and in their behalf I ask your honorable self to act. 

ours, 


Hon. L. H. WELLER. S. KIRKPATRICK. 


I sent this particular letter to the honorable the Secretary of War, | 


Robert Lincoln, and from him received the following reply: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, January 22, 1884. 
Sir: In reply to your letter of the 19th instant inclosing one addressed to 


yourself by Mr. 8. Kirkpatrick, in which he states that an act of Congress was 

several years ago by both Houses, and signed by the President, remoy. 
ing charges of desertion against certain soldiers and stating that the Secretary 
of War, naming myself, in some way declared some “ technicality” in the law 
and thus made it a dead letter, you asking in your letter to be directed to the 


law and to the ruling of the Secretary of War and to the method of correcting 


| the technical objection declared by the Secretary, I have the honor to advise 


you that the statute referred to by your correspondent is undoubtedly the 
act ‘‘to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion.” 


| approved August 7, 1882 (22 Stats. at Large, 347). 


The ‘“‘technicality ” referred to by Mr. Kirkpatrick is a provision which was 
inserted in the act while it was considered in the Senate after it had passed in 
the House of Representatives, that no soldier should be entitled to the benefit 


| of the act who intentionally deserted, which will be found in the fourth section 


of the act. Therefore, when it has appeared in an application that the soldier in 
whose case the application is made was a deserter, it has been uniformly held 
that he was not entitled to the benefit of the act. The subject was discussed by 
me in answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives, and my answer 
to the House on the subject under date of December 15, 1882, is printed as Ex. 
ecutive Document No. 20, House of Representatives, Forty-seventh Congress, 
second session, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. I believe that in that 
communication all of your questions are answered as fully as I am able to re- 
spond to them. 
The letter to you from Mr. Kirkpatrick, which is dated Ottumwa, Iowa, Janu- 
ary 14, 1884, is returned to you herewith as requested. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. L. H. WELLER, 
House of Representatives. 


Said Secretary also inclosed to me, asa part of his reply, the following 
communication made by him in response to-a resolution on the part of 
the House of Representatives, calling for information relating to the 
act of August 7, 1882, which is in words and figures following, to wit: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 15, 1882. 


Str: In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives, adopted 
on the 12th instant, by which the Secretary of War is directed to furnish the 
House the following information, namely, what action has been taken, under the 
act of August 7, 1882, ‘‘ to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of 
desertion,” what changes in the former law have been decided by the War De- 
partment to have been made by said act, and what classes of soldiers charged with 
desertion have been considered by the War Department to be embraced by the 
said act, and, further, what additional legislation is deemed necessary to enable 
him to carry out the provisions of the firstand second sections of said act, I have 
the honor to state that no action has been taken under the above-mentioned act 
other tham a careful consideration of its terms and of various official views and 
professional arguments as to its effect, and the preparation of adecision by my- 
self, which was at the time the resolution was adopted in readiness to be given 
to the Adjutant-General for his guidance in the disposition of cases presented 
tothe Department. A copy of this decision is herewith submitted. 

It will be seen therefrom that I consider myself compelled by the terms of the 
act to exclude from its benefit any soldier who coe aes who, in other words, 
quitted the military service without leave with the intention of not returning, 
certainly at any time before the 20th day of August, 1866, the date ascertained by 
the Supreme Court of the United States for the termination of the war. 

No case has been brought to my attention of a volunteer soldier who enlisted 
** for three — or during the war” and deserted after thatdate. By that time 
nearly all the volunteer forces had been mustered out of service. 

Inasmuch, therefore, as I consider myself prohibited by the act from removing 
a charge of desertion when it was originally entered correctly and in accordance 
with the facts, and as on the other hand the Secretary of War hasalways deemed 
himself authorized by law to remove or correct a charge when he was satisfied 
that the soldier in question had not committed the military crime of desertion 
as above defined, but not to remove it if correctly entered, it is considered that 
no increase of authority in removing charges of desertion has been given by the 
act. It may not be improper to add here that it has not been, as Iam advised, 
the practice of the Department in any case to remove literally or expunge a 
charge of desertion. The record of a soldier once so charged will always show 
the fact that the charge was made. Any removal or change is merely indicated 
by a subsequent entry to that effect. 

In response to the last inquiry, as to what additional legislation is deemed 
necessary to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the provisions of the first 
and second sections of said act, it will be necessary to consider the two sections 
separately. Under the first section of the act read alone it would be the duty of 
the Secretary of War in all cases to remove a charge of desertion now standing 
on the rolls against any soldier of the volunteer service who served in the late 
war if he served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment or un- 
til the 22d day of May, 1865, or was prevented from completing his term of serv- 
ice by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty. 

The section embraces all cases inthe three clasges, and that without regard to 
the length of their service previous to desertion. Its operation is, however, re- 
stricted by the last proviso of the fourth section, which says that no soldier who 
served in the Army a period of less than twelve months, or who intentionally 
deserted, shall be included in the benefit of the provisions of the act. In my 
opinion, therefore, further legislation repealing the last proviso of the fourth 
section is necessary to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the provisions 
of the first section. 

No additional legislation is deemed necessary to carry out the provisions of 
the second section, as it stands alone, for the reason that it is not considered to 
give any new authority to the Secretary of War, as it merely directs the correc- 
tion of the charge of desertion erroneously made. If, however, it did give such 
new authority, it should be remarked that the last proviso of the fourth section 
excludes from its operation soldiers who served less than twelve months. 

The views which I have expressed as to the operation of the bill have not been 
reached without much reflection, and even hesitation, for they are in effect that 
the bill which passed the House on the7th of April, 1882, the provisions of which 
were plain and harmonious, was, by two of the subsequent amendments, one 
in the second section and the other in the fourth section, so changed that as 
finally passed by Congress, instead of authorizing as it did when it first passed 





the House certain action in a particular class of cases for which authority did 
not before exist, it directly prohibited such action. No other conclusion has 
seemed to me possible without ascribing to the crime of desertion as referred to 
in this act some element as yet undefined in addition to those which have so 
long without question been held to complete the offense. I find no authority in 
the act for so doing. 

Very sempactialy, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 


| The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MEMORANDUM. 


| The first section of the act of Congress approved August 7, 1882, entitled ‘‘An 
| act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion,” 
' makes it the duty of the Secretary of War to cause the charge of desertion 
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y teer soldiers to be removed in cases where it shall be made to ap- 
a his satisfaction, from the official records, or from other satisfactory testi- 
mony, that the soldier so charged had— ; 
First. Served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment; 
Second. Had served until the 22d day of May, 1865; or, ; 
Third. Was prevented from completing his term of service by reason of 
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intention of not returning, but that distinction should be made, taken 
from the motives of the soldier, his own personal circumstances, or the 











| situation and probable direction of the command of which he was a part, 


wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty, the Secretary being | 
directed by this section to remove the charge of desertion in cases coming within | 
its provisions where, by reason of absence from his command at the time it was | 


mustered out, a soldier failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable 
athe Seond section is’simple in its provisions, and governs those cases in 
which the soldier returned 
never having intended to desert. : 

The third section — = issue of a certificate of discharge upon the re- 

r cha of desertion, 

nee ae eae, after providing for oe of withheld pay and bounty, 
provides that no soldier who served in the Army a period of less than twelve 
months or who intentionally deserted shall be entitl 
isi of this act. 

‘The two principal questions raised under the act requiring decisions are as 
en It is urged that no volunteer soldier who enlisted for three years or 
during the war can be properly held to have deserted after the 22d day of May, 
1865. This is urged on the ground that, from the whole act, it appears that Con- 
gress has decided that the war ended on the 22d day of —« 1865. As the act 
now reads, it is certainly difficult to — any good reason for the use of those 
words in the first section, but it would require more definite expressions of 
Congress than are to be found in the act to assign a date for the termination of 
the war other than the 20th of August, 1866, which is the date ascertained by a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States for its termination, under 
which the Attorney-General (16 Opinions, 675) decided that volunteer soldiers 
who in July, 1875, committed the acts constituting the crime of desertion, were 
properly charged with that crime. The Attorney-General said: 

“So long as, inthe judgmentof the political department, the objects of the war 
had not been attained and secured, the Army was to remain upon the alert to 
resist any violence, direct or collateral, principal or incidental, that might arise 
to jeopardize success. In sucha condition of things, it seems impossible to al- 
low soldiers to draw distinctions involving the degree or direction of the pro- 
fessional service which they are to render.” 


to the benefits of the pro- 


r unauthorized absence and served faithfully, he | 


and that this intention of Congress is to be gathered from the whole act, 
and particularly from the use of the words ‘intentionally deserted,’ in- 
stead of the simple word ‘deserted.’ ”’ 

The finding and conclusion of the Secretary of War was that he was 
unable to perceive any distinction between the words “intentionally 
deserted ’’ and ‘‘deserted.”’ 

I have no desire to be a party to placing bounty-jumpers and willful 


| deserters on the same footing as honorably discharged soldiers, but I 


hold te the statement that there were hundreds of patriotic men who had 
suffered all the ills and hardships and perils of war life, who could no 


| longer resist the temptation to leave for home to see the loved ones and 


Second. It has been suggested that in excepting from the benefits of the act | 


soldiers who “intentionally deserted,’ Congress did not intend to exceptall sol- | 


diers who left the military service without permission with the intention of not 
returning, but that distinctions should be made, taken from the motives of the 
soldier, hisown personal circumstances, or the situation and probable direction 
of thecommand of which he was a part, and that this intention of Congress is 
to be gathered from the whole act, and particularly from the use of the words 
“intentionally deserted,” instead of the simple word “ deserted.” 


I am not able to perceive any distinction between desertion and intentional | 


desertion, desertion being a clearly defined military crime which can not be com- 
mitted without intention. To desertis to quitthe military service without leave 
and with an intent to remain permanently absent therefrom. If a soldier ab- 
sents himself without leave, but there is in the case an absence of proof, either 
in his declarations or in the circumstances attending the act, or in his subsequent 


conduct, that he had theintention of not returning, his offense is not desertion, | 


butabsence without leave, - If, therefore, it was, as urged, the intention of Con- 
gress that the charge of desertion should be removed from the record of a sol- 
dier (he having served at leasttwelve months) whoserved faithfully (1) until the 


expiration of his term of enlistment, or (2) until May 22, 1865, even if he then | 


quitted the service with the intention of not returning, then, in order to carry 
out the actual legislative intention, it would be necessary to disregard the ex- 
ception above mentioned as repugnant to the body of the act, for sucha soldier 
intentionally deserted, and would be within the exception. 

It is not, however, clearly within the meaning of the act, or any part of it, that 
it was to benefit a soldier who absented himself without leave with the intention 
of not returning, or in other words, who deserted. The act itself is not an act 
for the relief of deserters, but of those charged with desertion. A fair construc- 
tion of the first and third clauses of the first section would seem to be that the 
absence referred to was of a character susceptible of explanation, and that the 
soldier, if present at the muster-out of his command, would have been entitled 
to an honorable discharge. Each case mentioned in the first section is carefully 
described not as a deserter, but as one “‘ who, by reason of absence from his com- 
mand at the time the same was mustered out, failed to be mustered out and to 


receive an honorable discharge,” and if the deserters (or intentional deserters, if | 


the expression is preferred) are excluded from the benefits of this act, it still de- 
scribes a very large number of cases of soldiers charged with desertion, but 
against whom there is no evidence of desertion in its proper sense other than 
the charge on the rolls. 


| 
There would seem, therefore, to be no room for the application of the rule of | 


construction which requires that an exception should be disregarded which is 
repugnant to the body of the act, and the charge of desertion will therefore not 


be removed in any case where it appears that the soldier, before the expiration | 


of his term of enlistment, quitted the military service without leave with the in- 
tention of not returning, as, in my opinion, such removal is prohibited by the 
express terms of the act. 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
War DEPARTMENT 


December 12; 1882. 
I find in these communications that there is a widespread desire 


among many honorable and patriotic men to have these charges of deser- | 


tion wiped out from the records of the War Department, and to have 


such parties placed on the muster-out rolls of the proper Department as | 


being honorably discharged. By the said report of Secretary Lincoln 
it will be seen that the bill which passed the House during the Forty- 
seventh Congress was so amended in the Senate that it became wholly 
inoperative in giving relief in any case that came to the attention of the 
War Department—first, for the reason that it was held that no soldier 
could leave his regiment or the service without permission before the 
20th day of August, 1866, the date ascertained by the Supreme Court 
of the United States as the date of the termination of the war, except 
the charge of desertion be attached, saving of course, that he quitted 
without the intention of returning; and I aver that none intended to 
return who left for home, wife, and loved ones after May 1, 1865. 
_, Dhesaid Secretary in his said response, on the third page thereof, states, 
It has been suggested that in excepting from the benefits of the act 
soldiers who ‘intentionally deserted ’ Congress did not intend to except 
all soldiers who left the military service without permission with the 





j 


j 


| » [SEAL.} 


to care for, provide for, protect and cherish them, and therefore stood 
not on the order of going, nor had care of contingent results. 

I here present a letter received by me from a soldier residing in my 
district, but who was detailed for service near the close of his term of 
enlistment, and at the date of the muster-out of his company he was far 
absent from the rendezvous of his command, and therefore failed to 
receive his proper vouchers for honorable discharge from service and is 
to-day accounted as a deserter. 

This letter is accompanied by a certificate made and signed by the 
adjutant-general of the State of Wisconsin, certifying the fact of en- 
listment and such absence with no record of honorable discharge, which 
said certificate is in words and figures following, to wit: 


BROWNVILLB, IowA, March 31, 1884. 
DEAR Str: I have a claim against the Government for services in the volun- 
teer service as member of Company D, Thirty-ninth Wisconsin Regiment, for 
which I have never had any pay. I was on detached service in Madison until 
about four weeks before the regiment came home. I was then ordered to re- 
port to the regiment in Milwaukee, when they returned on the 12th of Septem- 
ber, 1864. I enlisted in Company K, First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, and wag 
in Madison when the Thirty-ninth returned, and failed to get mustered out ef 
the Thirty-ninth. 
Will you please put the case before the proper Department, and oblige, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
J. B. NOBLE, 
Hon. L. H. WELLER. 


STATE OF WISCONSIN, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 

This is to certify that the recogis of this office show that James B. Noble, late 
a private in Company D, of the Thirty-ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry 
Volunteers, enlisted at Burlington, Wis., on the 18th day of May, 1864, for the 
term of one hundred days; was mustered into the military service of the United 
States at Camp Washburn, Wisconsin, on the 3d day of June, 1864, by Capt. J. B. 
Collins. 

There is no muster-out rol] of Company D on file in this office, but the records 
of the office show that the Thirty-ninth Regiment was mustered out at Camp 
Washburn, Wisconsin, 22d day of September, 1864, on the expiration of its term 
of service. 

The records further show that said soldier when enlisted was 18 years of ag@: 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at the capitol in the city of Madison, this 8th day of March, A. D. 1884. 

Cc. P. CHAPMAN, 
Adjutant-General. 

I believe this bill is one that has already been too long delayed. 
Relief to such us are mentioned in the terms of this bill should have 
been granted long ago. Indeed, the stigma that now rests on their 
names can no longer serve the purposes of good government or invoke 
patriotism on the part of those that suffer under its baneful influences. 

I was not at the front in the hour of our country’s peril, but I had 


relatives there very near and dear tome. [Laughter.] Mr. Chair- 


| man, I will desist until we can have order in the gommittee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. WELLER. And because of the sufferings and inflictions which 
I know they underwent, I desire that the relief proposed by this bill 
shall be granted, not only to such as may be near and dear to me, but 
also to the multitude who are of no kin but who served the country 


| faithfully, but by reasons of rulings of a superior power and their lack 


of great and very particular caution, under the temptations which the 
circumstances of the then present occasion presented, they left the serv- 
ice without proper permit, and to-day are—not only themselves, but 
their relatives and friends also—under the stigma of desertion. 

I am certain of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that there are thousands who 
went to the front and fought valiantly for the old flag and for the life 
of the nation who are now suffering under the stigma that rests against 
their names in the War Department. 

Mr. HANBACK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HANBACK. I understand you to say that you are interested 
in this bill because it applies to kinsmen of yours who are near and 
dear to you. 

Mr. WELLER. I notonly said that, sir, but I said also that I was 
interested in the bill because it applied to thousands of others who 
were not of blood kin to me and who had served their country faith- 
fully. 

Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANBACK. Do I understand, then, that you have kinsfolk 
upon the rolls of the country who were deserters? 


Will you permit another question? 
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Mr. WELLER. I have [great laughter], and under this bill I want 
to say that they are relieved by proper form of law from an unjust stain. 
J to say further, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Kansas, that I have kinsfolk that fought for the life of this Union in 
the hour of their country’s peril, and who went through such suffer- 
ings as that they were inspired in the closing hours or days of the war 
to leave the Army to go to their homes to see mother or father or wife 
or children, and at a time or under circumstances that they had not 
time to return, had not time to get proper certificate or formal rec- 
ord of discharge, and the result was that they are placed upon the rolls 
as deserters. This was the case with men who were as true to the old 
flag as ever went to the front at any time. But yet to-day not only | 
these people but their children and their children’s children are living | 
under the ban of desertion, and I would have them relieved of that 
stain. 

The objection is made to this bill by the gentleman from New York | 
[ Mr. Hiscock] that it will take millions of dollars out of the Treasury. 
I want to know what those millions are there for. I want to know why 
we shall not take these millions out and pay them to those that suf- | 
fered for years as thousands did at the front. Too long have the soldiers 
been paid in undying gratitude; now let us pay him in hard cash, | 
honest silver dollars. I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, I believe that there 
is but one single objection that can be or will be urged, in very truth, to 
having these millions paid out of the Treasury, and that is that it 
would increase the volume of money in circulation. [Laughter.] I 
know what the effect upon the business interests of this country would 
be by increasing the volume of money in circulation. It would take 
the business interests of the great Northwest and the West and the 
Southwest and the South out of the hands of the Shylocks that con- 
trol the finances and the commercial interests of this country, and they 
are to-day residing on Wall street in New York, and Chestnut street in 
Philadelphia, and have their syndicates scattered throughout all of the 
large cities of the Union. That is the great objection, and it is really 


want 


bill for the payment of back pay and bounty years ago. 

Now, in the time that is left me I wish to read a petition that is 
being sent to me by the hundred from the soldiers of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. I have been trying, as was stated by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], for weeks to get this petition before this 
House and secure for it an honorable place in the records of the pro- 
ceedings of this body. I will now read it: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, ex-soldiers and sailors of the late war, and their friends do 
most respectfully and earnestly petition your honorable bodies to enact the fol- 
lowing laws 

First. To appreciate our pay to gold value at the time it was due, together 
with annual interest until paid. 

Second. To equalize the bounties. 

Believing that these measures are eminently just and,in accordance with 
promises, a very important part of the obligations which this great nation owes 
to its defenders, who went through untold hardships, dangers, and death, up- 
held her flag in the dark and trying hours of the rebellion, restoring her unity 
and all inherent interests secured thereby, enabling her people to resume with 
grander prospects the pursuits of happiness and prosperity unknown to any 
other nation, and hoping that the representatives of this Government will con- 
cur in the justice and equity of the above measures, your petitioners will ever 
pray 

It istrue that by the aid of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
I this morning received the recognition of having this petition, which 
I have tried here for weeks to have printed in the RECORD, so printed. 
I did not secure th®@ printingofthe names. I now propose, in my time, 
to read the names attached to this petition: 

S. N. Brace, of Fredericksburg, Iowa; H. A. Pond, A. J. Warren, 
James Mitchell, Colonel Whitcomb, R. W. Kidder, William Case, R. B. 
Gardiner, M. P. Butler, R. D. Blake, Otis Lyze, J. D. Dahnall, J. Ellis, 
M. R. Benedict, B. B. Botler, M. V. Box, John Brockway, General Milo 
L. Sherman. 

And here I wish to say in regard to the name of General Milo L. 
Sherman that not only did he go to the front in the hour of our coun- 
try’s peril, but he is recognized through the State of Iowa as among the 
most brilliant and patriotic of men that left home and all to followand 
fight for the flag and to secure a victory for the nation as a union of 
States under a common constitution. 

I now read the other names following: 

Thomas Miner, John H. Ellison, H. B. Carpenter, John Dayton, Frank 
M. Appleberry, Joseph Ellison, Henry Beaver, E A. Churchill. 


of others have been praying in season and out of season to the Congress 
of the United States to grant the relief that is indicated in this petition. 
Why have they not had it all these years? 
piled in the Treasury, locked up from circulation, doing no more good 


thirds of the life-blood circulating in our bodies if taken out and put in 
a receptacle and laid away. What has been the reason? I repeat, and 
I want to emphasize the statement, the only reason in the world is that 


culation and take the business interests of the country out of the hands 
of those who have been preying thereon for years, and who are at the 


the only objection that has in truth and fact been raised to passing the | 
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Not only these men whose names which I have read, but thousands | 


There have been millions | 


to the business interests of the country than would one-half or two- | 


to do justice to the soldiers would increase the volume of money in cir- | 
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head of every corporate monopoly that is sucking the life-blood out o; 
the people 

Returning again to this bill, I will say I am in favor of the amen 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JoNEs]. Wh 
I am in favor of that, I will say that I only accede to it for the reaso 
that I doubt whether the bill would pass without it. I have been mos: 
agreeably surprised to find that the gentlemen, with a few exception: 
on the Democratic side of the House have been generous, so far as m 
knowledge of their acts this session is concerned—have ever been ge) 
erous in their propositions to aid the soldiers who were in the Unio 
armies, while I find several gentlemen on the Republican side of ] 
House who are making strong and determined opposition to the relic; 
proposed by the terms of this bill, which terms, as I understand 
are practically indorsed by the present Secretary of War, Robert Li: 
coln. 

I deplore it. I deplore the fact that any Republican can be found «) 
this floor who is less willing to be generous, as indicated in this }) 
than many others present who served under the confederate flag. Th. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] makes a computation of t! 


| sum of money that it would take from the United States Treasury 


this bill were to pass, and he and his compeers seem to be using ever) 
element of power and eloquence they are the possessors of to hold su 
soldiers who served so faithfully to the strict line and letter of the la 
that existed at the close of the war, yet making no allowance, prope: 
seems to me, for circumstances surrounding, inducements presented that 
were an overpowering temptation to leave the service without such jx 
mits as would leave them an honorable standing among their fellows 
who are in truth and fact no more worthy than they, but were the hap 
possessors of less impetuosity, more stolid indifference to home and hony 
influences and home surroundings. 

Why should we not give immunity to these men? Here we find 
those who served in the army against the Union, those who were in t]. 
army of the rebellion. But these confederates have been granted im- 
munity, have had their political disabilities removed, the right of fran- 
chise restored, and that means a restoration of citizenship; and yet 
forsooth, because of desertions under circumstances such as enumerate 
by the chairman of our Committee on War Claims [Mr. GEDDEs] and 
others, no proper relief can be had as in my judgment ought to be granted 
I can not see why such a distinction should be made, except that th: 
one class could not hope for or expect to receive any dollars from th: 
United States Treasury, while it is certain that the others would. 

I had a brother who was in the Army. He served faithfully beyond 
his term of enlistment ; he was weary and sick with forced marches, had 
provisions, worse water, and outrageous lack of attention ; he had been 
anxiously looking and longing for the time to come when he could leay: 
the service and go to his home and see mother. He was heart-broke: 
with homesickness, and when the news came that he was to be pe! 
mitted to go,to leave for home—he was then on the shores of the Missis- 
sippi River—he started to the boat-landing with others, and I am i: 
formed by one who claimed to be an eye-witness that he died with over- 
joy,coupled with physical weakness, and was there hurriedly buried 

It requires no stretch of imagination to come to the conclusion that 
only a slight inducement coupled with favorable circumstances would 
have induced my brother John to have deserted the service as thou- 
sands did, concluding that their time was fairly out, or that the wa: 
was really at an end, or the more potential reason that absence from 
home and the loved ones for months or years had induced conditions ot 
mind and body such as to subject their judgment to its ruling sway, 
and moved them to disregard a wiser course, perchance, and await th: 
red-tape methods of the officials under whom they served. 

In conclusion, I desire to state my hope that the Democratic side 0! 
this House will show its magnanimity, in return for the immunity 
granted to the confederate soldiers by restoration of citizenship and as 
they have in other instances of like character this session, to the so!- 
diers and vote for this bill. If opposition must come, I hope it wil! 
come as it appears so far to have come, from the Republican side ot! 
this House as represented by the two gentlemen from indiana [ Messrs 
STEELE and BROWNE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. HIs- 
COCK ]. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEELE. I yield three minutes to my colleague from Indiana 
[Mr. BRowNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will employ, Mr. Chairman, the thre 
minutes allotted to me in asking the attention of the committee to an 
amendment which I now offer, if it be inorder. If not in order now, it 
will be when the bill comes to be considered by paragraphs for amend 

|} ment. I hope the committee will give attention to its reading. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


+ 





Strike out the first and second sections and insert: 

‘“* That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, in his disc retio! 
| and upon satisfactory evidence, to relieve from the charge of desertion the fo 
lowing: 

‘First. Men charged with desertion who voluntarily returned within thirty 
days and served honorably to the end of their term of service. 

“Second. Men who deserted from hospital, or from furlough given from a ho- 
pital, while suffering from wounds, injuries, or disease received or contracted 1! 
the service and line of duty, and who on recovery returned voluntarily to th: 
service, and served honorably until discharged, or who died from such wounds 
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iniuries, or disease while so absent, and before the date of muster-out of their 


riments. ‘ . 
. e Third Men who returned under the President's proclamation and served 


honorably until discharged. : \ y 
~~ Fourth. Men who left the service without proper authority (and thereby be- 
me deserters) for the purpose of relieving their families residing within the 

ne onate lines from distress or want, and who returned voluntarily and served 
honor ably until discharged. a 

Fifth. Men who, while awaiting exchange, deserted from parol camp, or 
while on furlough from 4 parol camp or other authoritative source, and who 
voluntarily returned and served honorably until discharged. en 

sixth. Men who deserted froma furlough given by any authoritative source, 
:nd who, during such absence died from wounds inflicted by the enemy or dis- 
ease contracted in the service before the muster-out of their commands. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I have any time remaining I will 
return it to my colleague [Mr. STEELE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has 
twelve minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWNE] will include in his amendment those also who left their reg- 
‘ments after the close of the war, which I believe was May 25, 1865. 

Mr. STEELE. Inowyield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. RosECRANS]. ; 

Mr. ROSECRANS. ‘There are a few points to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole. The first is that the | 
Committee on Military Affairs had before it some fifty or sixty private 
hills for correction of muster-rolls and for relief in cases of this kind. 
All of those bills were considered by the committee and a general bill | 
prepared and reported to the House which it was believed would cover 
almost all the cases before the committee. That bill was House bill | 
No. 4383, and it passed the House on the 18th of February last. 

Since we reported that bill we have learned of two or three other 
classes of cases which were not covered by it and which probably ought 
to have been included. As the main provisions of that bill were care- 
fully considered and adapted tosecure substantial justice without open- 
ing the door too widely, and as the bill isnow before the Senate, I think 
legislation satisfactory to almost all gentlemen on this floor whose | 
friends through them have been asking for relief can be more speedily 
reached by the proper amendments to be made in the Senate. I think 
the bill of the House, properly amended by the Senate, will meet the ad- 
ditional eases which had escaped our attention. 

With regard to the bill now before the Committee of the Whole, sec- | 
tion 1 proposes to correct the record of any ‘‘soldier who served faith- 
fully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or until the 22d 
day of May, A. D. 1865.”’ If that shall pass it will provide for those 
proper and just cases where soldiers technically deserted after the 25th | 
of May. There may be a great many bad cases that would be included, 
but I think words can be chosen so as to exclude the bad onesand give 
relief to the others. 

Section 2 of the bill as it now stands will open a very widedoor. It 
provides for granting relief to any soldier charged with desertion who 
‘voluntarily returned to his command or who subsequently enlisted 
in another regiment or company and served in the line of his duty until 
he was mustered out of the service and received a certificate of honor- 
able discharge.’’ That would admit those who deserted for the pur- 
pose of re-enlisting and gaining a bounty. I willsend up tobe readan | 
amendment which I wish to offer to section 2, if it be now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is not now open to amendment. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask that it be read as a portion of my remarks, 
and give notice that I will offer it at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the words ‘“‘ who subsequently enlisted in another regiment or 


company,”’ the words “ without having done so to escape punishment for mis- 
conduct, or without having received any bounty or pecuniary reward therefor.” 


Mr. ROSECRANS. For reasons which I have already stated to the 
committee, in my opinion we shall reach the results which are desired 
by the friends of and honest soldiers by a shorter process if we 
lay this bill aside and do nothing with it, and depend upon having in- | 
serted in the House bill now before the Senate the amendments which 
can be shown to be just and proper, or to have the proper amendments 
made after the bill shall have been returned to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] in his 
remarks on Friday last, referring to me, said that his experience with 
bounty-jumpers had probably not been sogreatasmine. And the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] to-day said the same thing. Now, | 
I want to say to those gentlemen that they can perhaps reflect upon 
me, but they can not reflect upon my regiment. 

I served from April 23, 1861, until the close of the war, and nearly 
ten years subsequently, and I say that no man, I care not where he | 
comes from, ever served with more gallant men than I did, both in the 
volunteer and in the regular service. From first to last there were 1,560 





names on the rolls of the regiment to which I belonged; and when we 
came to be mustered out in July, 1865, there were but three hundred 
and fifty-five of them left, and there had been only sixteen desertions 
irom the regiment. 
I belonged to an army and to a regiment that were never whipped. 
We had no bounty-jumpers; we had no men whodeserted and enlisted | 
again. I did not belong to an army that on the 29th day of August, 
1862, lay within the sound of our own gunsand the sound of the enemy’s | 
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guns without ever moving a foot to the assistance of their fellow-soldiers. 
I can not say as much for the gentleman from Nebraska. I do not lay 
the fault with him or his comrades, but to his corps commander; but I 
say that I was fortunate in not being with such a command. 

If my regiment was whipped at all, it was because the army of Chick- 
amauga was whipped in 1563. If we were whipped then, my regiment 
and probably my division was whipped. But I give you my word of 
honor that I did not know it, nor did my regiment know it until after 
we had marched back to Rossville, Ga., where we arrived after mid- 
night on the 20th of September, 1863, and no regiment of that gallant 
army left the Chickamauga field after mine. : 

Now, a word in regard toall this slopping over about the soldiers and 


| the quoting of the gentleman from Indiana as having a heart steeled 


against them. Do gentlemen recollect that on the Sth day of Febru- 


| ary I reported back to this House ninety bills looking to the removal of 


charges of desertion; that I hal cxamined every one of those bills, ex- 
amined them carefully, and in their stead reported back a general bill 
which has been passed by this House, and which covered every meri- 
torious case? Of those ninety cases only three were cases of men 
who had enlisted in one regiment and then deserted from it and gone 
to another. I have introduced and by direction of my committee re- 


ported a bill mustering officers and enlisted men who were commis- 


| sioned and not mustered through no fault or neglect on their part, and 
| it passed the House. 


I have introduced and by direction of my com- 
mittee have reported a bill, which is on the Calendar and I hope will 
pass, that make enlistment, acceptance into service, sufficient evidence 
of soundness prior to enlistment and give arrears to soldiers and widows 
who have applied or may since July 1, 1880; also, a bill to equalize the 
bounties—a sufficient answer, I hope. 

But, Mr. Chairman, men who after enlisting in one regiment de- 
serted and enlisted in another regiment have not the temerity as a rule 
to come here and ask for relief, because they in most cases belonged to 
the class of men known as ‘‘ bounty-jumpers.’? You say by this bill 
if a man enlisted in one regiment and re-enlisted in another, that it 
should not be treated as an offense. I grant you that there are in- 
stances of that kind where no blame may attach; but suppose a man en- 
lists in one regiment as ‘‘ Smith’ and deserts, enlists in another regi- 
ment as “‘ Jones ’’ and deserts, enlists in another regiment as ‘‘ Brown ”’ 
and deserts, and so on until finally when the war closes he occupies a 
position probably as teamsteg, hospital nurse, or some other position 
involving no danger; should the charge of desertion against him be re- 
moved because at last he received an honorable discharge, although dur- 
ing the course of the war he may have re-enlisted twenty or thirty times, 
receiving a bounty eachtime? How are you going to find out that such 
was not the fact? There is no way of doing it. 

Why, sir, at Indianapolis, Ind., while the bounty-jumping was going 
on, there wasa case in which four men were shot; and one of those 
men—my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER} will remember the case— 
confessed that he had deserted and re-enlisted thisty times. In New 
York, as I have been informed upon authority which I do not doubt, 
men went from one recruiting office to another, enlisting again and 


| again, making it a matter of business and realizing large amounts of 


money, though probably they never went to the front until the close 
of the war. 

Another objectionable feature in this bill is that it requires no service. 
A man may have enlisted on the 15th of May and deserted on the 23d 


| of the same month without having performed any service; yet this bill 
| relieves him. 


I wish to say that in the bill already passed provision is made that 
where men served conscientiously till the close of the war and then 
in the exuberance of their joy, after May 1, 1865, went home to their 
families without awaiting formal discharge, the charge of desertion 
shall be removed. That class of men is provided for by the bill already 
It also—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
time for general debate, as limited by order of the House, has now ex- 
pired. The first section of the bill will now be read, after which the 
bill will be open for amendment. 

The first section of the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any 
soldier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed in all 
cases where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 
from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that any such 
soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or until 
the 22d day of May, A. D. 1865, or was prevented from completing his term of 
service by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line of duty, 
but who, by reason of absence from his command at the time the same was mus- 
tered out, failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable discharge. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer a substitute for both 
the first and second sections. May I make that motion now, or must 
I wait until the second section has been read ? 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I have an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to offer an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move te strike out the first section 
and insert the provision which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are not amendments designed to perfect the section 
in order before a substitute? I send up such an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana proposes to strike 
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out the first section altogether and insert a new provision. That motion 
may be pending; but before the question is taken on striking out the 
first section amendments to perfect that section are in order. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland proposes an amendment to perfect the first sec- 
tion, which will be read, after which the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. This bill being 
the substance of another bill already passed, would a point of order lie 
against its further consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the point of order comes 
too late. The consideration of the bill has already proceeded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Another good reason why the point 4 
order would not lie is that this bill is not like the one already passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not consider that question any 
further. The amendment of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hos- 
LITZELL] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 10 strike out ‘‘22d"’ and insert ‘* 1st,” 
of May, 1865.”’ 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. This amendment is necessary in view of the 
fact that the disbandment of the Army of the Potomac was at an earlier 
date than that of the Army of the Southwest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment is similar to the one which I 
sought to offer. I hope it will be adopted. It simply puts the first 
section in the same shape in which it passed this House in the Forty- 
seventh Congress. 

The amendment of Mr. HOBLITZELL was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the first section of 
the bill and in lieu thereof to insert what I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


so as to read “‘ until the Ist day 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, in his discre- 
tion and upon satisfactory, evidence to relieve from the charge of desertion the 
following: 


First. Men charged with desertion who voluntarily returned within thirty 
days and served honorably to the end of their term of service. 
Second. Men who deserted from hospital, or from furlough given from a hos- 


pital, while suffering from wounds, er disease received or contracted in 
yho on recovery returned voluntarily and 


the service and line of duty, and w 
served honorably until discharged, or who died from such wounds, injury, ordis- 
ease while so absent and before the date of muster-out of their regiments. 

Third. Men who returned under the President's proclamation and served 
honorably until discharged. 

Fourth. Men wholeftthe service without proper authority and thereby became 
deserters for the purpose of relieving their families residing within the enemy’s 
lines from distress or want, and who returned voluntarily and served honorably 
until discharged. 


Fifth. Men who, while awaiting exchange, deserted from parol camp, or 
while on furlough from the parol camp or other authoritative source, and who 
voluntarily returned and served honorably until discharged. 

Sixth. Men who deserted from a furlough given by any authoritative source, 
and who during such absence died from wounds inflicted by the enemy or dis- 
ease contracted in the service before the muster-out of their commands. 

Seventh. Men who deserted or left one command solely for the purpose of 
joining another, and did join another command within thirty days thereafter 
and served until the end of the war and were honorably discharged. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the first six clauses con- 
templated by the amendment are those suggested by the Secretary of 
War, andif gentlemen of the committee have paid attention to the read- 
ing of the amendment they will have discovered it includes certainly 
every possible case of merit. But it was thought by gentlemen the 
classes suggested by the Secretary of War did not sufficiently include 
those men who were to be relieved by the bill, and I therefore inserted 
a seventh class, covering those who deserted one command solely for the 
purpose of joining another command and who did join such other com- 
mand within thirty days thereafter and served until the end of the serv- 
ice and were honorably discharged. I do not in these classes exclude, ex- 
cept by the word ‘‘solely,’’ those who may have deserted for the purpose 
of procuringan additional bounty. But certainly the word ‘‘solely’’ is 
sufficiently comprehensive. 

All these cases are left subject to the Secretary of War, just where 
they should be. It is impossible by arbitrary terms to define just such 
persons as are entitled to this relief. There is no better tribunal to 
which these may be left than to the Secretary of War and to his Adju- 
tant-General, because they will be reviewed by the Adjutant-General 
to be submitted for the action of the Secretary of War. Sothe amend- 
ment provides for the relief of seven separate and distinct classes, in- 
cluding the class named by this original bill, and leaves the relief in 
every instance to the Secretary of War, who shall judge of the pro- 
priety of giving it on the evidence which may be submitted to him. 

I do not think there is any gentleman here who fears in this regard 
the present Secretary of War or any other who may succeed him of either 
of the two political parties. I do not know of what political party the 
next Secretary of War may be, and so far as this question is concerned 
I do not care. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer 2n amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
is a substitute for the first section. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have an amendment to come in at the end 
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of the seventh class in the gentleman’s amendment, and also another 


amendment to be added as an eighth class. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first amendment to the 
amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the seventh class “‘and who received no other additional 
bounty under such second enlistment.”’ 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That makes it conclusive. If themotive 
for desertion was to obtain the large local bounty offered in 1864, then 
I think they ought not to have the benefit of this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
man on the first enlistment did not get any bounty ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have used the words “‘ additional boun- 
ty’ in my amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. That would be no additional bounty, because it 
would be his first bounty. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can not yield. The classes named in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana ought all of them to 
be relieved from the charge of desertion, but beyond that men who left 
their regiments after the war ended, after the proclamation announcing 
the war was closed, many of whom said their obligations to the Gov- 
ernment were over, having fought gallantly to its close, who in sight 
of their homes left their commands, should also be relieved. 

They left for no other motive than merely to get back home. Such 
persons, as is well known, left for other motives frequently than the 
mere object of gettingoutofthe Army. Some of the soldiers left sweet- 
hearts behind them and were in a hurry to get home, and I do not 
blame them. All such classes ought to be relieved from the charge 
against them. It was not desertion in the strict sense of that term. 
But that class of men who deserted for the sake of re-enlisting in order 
to draw the large bounties offered, and especially that class who went 
in gangs, as we know they did in 1864, under the last call of the Presi- 
dent, from city to city, from capital to capital, and from rendezvous 
to rendezvous, enlisting, drawing the local bounties and deserting the 
same day, going with their attendants from place to place, ought to be 
excluded; and we must be more careful in drawing a bill of this char- 
acter so as not to admit such classes to the benefits which it proposes 
to grant to worthy men. We must not give a bounty for desertion. 
That is dishonoring the honorable soldier who did his duty faithfully. 

This bill, I think, ought really, then, to be recommitted to the com- 
mittee, and when the proper time comes I shall make a motion to that 
effect, in order that it may be thoroughly revised. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him, how can it be possible to find out whether persons who received 
bounty deserted or not? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is easy to know it where they received 
that bounty from theGeneral Government. It is more difficult to ascer- 
tain in reference to the local bounties. But 1 will statetothe gentleman 
from Alabama that in most of the States there are records still accessi- 
ble, and from which a great deal of information can be obtained upon 
the subject. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But did not the bounty-jumpers enlist 
under different or assumed names? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, asarule. They enlisted in dne regi- 
ment under one name, and then deserted and joined another, perhaps 
under a different name. Or they deserted after enlisting without being 
assigned to a regiment; and there are cases where men who had de- 
serted after enlisting again enlisted and served to the end of the war 
under the name of their final enlistment and obtained an honorable dis- 
charge under that name. How many would come under the provisions 
of this bill I donotknow. But none of the class that I have mentioned 
ought to be permitted to enjoy the benefits it confers. Therearea few 
that left their regiments and re-enlisted in other regiments, perhaps in- 
tending to desert when they left, but reconsidered the idea and served 
during the war. I have no objection to relieving them, but I desire to 
exclude the class of bounty-jumpers totally; they should never be re- 
lieved. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman,I want to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] whether in offering this proposed amendment 
it is designed to be an addition to-the bill which was recently passed by 
the House, the bill No. 4383, that passed the House on the 18th of Feb- 
ruary? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That, if the gentleman from Maine wil! 
remember, is a bill which covers the point of desertion subsequent to 
the 1st of May, 1865. As that point is covered in that bill, I do not 
think it necessary to inclv4e it in this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then [ understand this is not a substitute for the 
bill that was passed ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly not; it is supplementary to the 
other bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now yield tomy colleague from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
in the form of an additional section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that is not in order 
now. There is.an amendment to the amendment: now pending, and 
an additional section can not be offered until we get through with the 
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bill. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. STEELE. I move tostrike out the last word simply to ask my 


colleague from Indiana in what particular point his amendment differs 


from House bill 4383, already passed? 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Was the interrogatory addressed to me? 


Mr. STEELE. It was. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think if my colleague had listened to 
the reading of my amendment he would not have needed to ask the 
question. 


Mr. STEELE. It was impossible to hear it in this part of the Hall. | 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. He would have seen that it differed in 
many and very material respects from the bill to which he refers. The 


bill to which he refers is a bill, if I understand it correctly, that sim- | 


ply relieves from the charge of desertion those who left their commands 
subsequent to the close of the war. It relieves that class only, and my 
amendment leaves that class solely out. This is one of the differences 
I think my colleague will understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that an amendment to the 
amendment is now pending, and the gentleman from Indiana is speak- 
ing by unanimous consent only. The Clerk will report the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of class7 the following : 

‘Who received no additional bounty under such second enlistment.”’ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I am permitted to doso, I am willing 
to accept that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will be considered as modified by the acceptance 
of the amendment just read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, now I move to strike out the last 
word. The bill No. 4383 does include another class of men. It in- 
cludes the class that went home—deserted, if you please—and who re- 
turned under the President’s proclamation and served to the close of 
the war. It relieves them where they voluntarily returned and pro- 
vides that the charge of desertion shall be removed, although the pro- 
vision of the bill was more particularly intended for soldiers who, by 
their officers’ permission, went home to look after suffering families or to 
bury some relative, or for other causes, and then voluntarily returned 
and served until they were killed or until the close of the war. 

The bill now in the Senate passed by the House covers that class of 
cases. This bill No. 4383 in addition makes it incumbent on a man to 
have served at least six months before he shall have any benefit from 
the provisions of the bill. The bill that is proposed here does not make 
any limit. If a man had enlisted on the 15th of May, or even on the 
21st, and deserted on the 22d day of May, although he might have re- 
ceived a thousand dollars bounty and seen no prior service, he would 
come under the provisions of the bill under consideration. These men 
who had seen no service should have gone down to Texas as part of the 
army of observation, as it was called, and those men who had served 
through and till the close of the war ought not to have been called to 
go down there. The bill which passed the House provides they shall 
have seen six months’ service before they can have the benefit of the 
act. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last word. I 
would like the Clerk to read the first clause of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First. Men charged with desertion who voluntarily returned within thirty 
days and served honorably to the end of their term of service. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. The suggestion I make tothe gentleman 
from Indiana is that I think the phraseology should be ‘‘ who volun- 
tarily returned to their command.”’ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think so, too; and I will be glad if the 
committee will give consent to the insertion of those words. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no soldier shall be entitled to the benefits of this act against 
whom more than one charge of desertion shall be found to exist: And provided 
| further, This act shall apply to the Navy as well as the Army. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. [understand the gentleman trom Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWNE] has no objection to that being incorporated with his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I accept the gentleman’s amendment. 
And I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of saying a few 
words further. 

Mr. CURTIN. I wish to understand from the gentleman from In- 
diana whether he has accepted the amendment of the gentleman trom 
| Maryland [Mr. HoBLITZELL]. According to that amendment, if a man 
is charged with desertion, merely charged with it, he is excluded. I 
think the gentleman should not accept that amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the Clerk to report again the 
amendment offered by my friend from Maryland, that I may see whether 
it is subject to the criticism of the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no soldier shall be entitled to the benefits of this act against 
whom more than one charge of desertion shall be found to exist: And provided 
further, This act shall apply to the Navy as well as the Army, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think my friend from Pennsylvania 
is correct, and I hope the gentleman from Maryland will consent that 
the phraseology shall be changed. 

Mr. CURTIN. I would suggest that in place of the words ‘‘ found 
to exist’’ the language should be ‘‘established by sufficient proof.’’ 

Mr. KASSON. The word ‘‘proved’’ would cover what the gentle- 
man desires. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Laccept the suggestion and modify the amend- 
ment so that it shall read ‘‘ against whom more than one charge of deser- 
tion shall be proved.’’ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think I can meet some of the sugges- 
tions made by some of the gentlemen about me. This whole bill, if this 
amendment shall be approved by the committee, submits the questions 
arising under the several clauses, including persons to whom relief may 
be given, to the discretion of the Secretary of War. It does not arbitra- 
rily determine that any one person coming within any one of these 
classes shall have the relief simply because he belongs to the class, but 
allows the Secretary of War to hear the evidence in the case in what- 
ever shape it may reach hifn, and determine when he has the whole 
question before him; first, does the soldier belong to one of the classes 
contemplated by this legislation; and, secondly, are the surroundings 
in this particular case such as to commend it to the clemency of the War 
Department? I think it is left just where it ought to be left. Wecan 
not by adopting any arbitrary language give relief to those who ought 
to have it and exclude from it those who are entitled to it. But when 
we have fixed a class and authorized a tribunal to determine upon the 
evidence, then we may hope that those only who merit clemency will 
receive it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
he thinks this power should be given to the Secretary of War orto the 
Commissioner of Pensions? I do not know, myself. I only ask the 
question for information and desire to call the gentleman’s attention 
to it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. By all means it should be given to the 
War Department. 

Mr. KASSON. Where the records all are. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the first place, because the War De- 
partment has exclusive control of the records; and in the second place 
because the War Department is presumed to understand something 
about military law, while the Commissioner of Pensions may be a mere 
civilian. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman this question—— 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to have read for the information of the Com- 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Th AIRMAN ces 1) he | Mittee of the Whole the bill which has already passed the House, so 
niin cio i ay ma gy ae | that gentlemen may fully understand its provisions. That bill pro- 


Arkansas accepted by the gentleman from Indiana. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. One other suggestion I desire to submit | 


rt It is whether or not the recog- | ¢ - oni 
nition of the principle of allowing a man to desert one branch of the from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 


to the consideration of the committee. 


vides that all which may be done shall be done in the discretion of the 
| Secretary of War. I ask that the bill may be read as a part of my re- 
| marks. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make this suggestion to the gentleman 


It is very likely that under one of the 





service and go into another branch of the service has not in its very nat provisions of this bill the question of desertion will be established by 


ure a tendency calculated to impair the efficiency of the service. So 
far as I am concerned, I would not recognize that principle. If you 


proof outside of the record. I imagine that in most cases the class of 
persons who enlisted then deserted and re-enlisted were persons who 


permit men to go fromthe cavalry into the artillery, fromthe artery | Teatlsted unde erent names fom, tho on ne on 
into the cavalry, from the infantry into the artillery, from the artillery : : e ° 


into the infantry, you can not uphold the discipline of the Army. I 
say we should not recognize that principle. If these gentlemen who 
are dealing with the cases of their comrades are disposed to recognize 


not be more apt to have that kind of evidence than the War Depart- 
ment. 


Mr. STEELE. [ask to have read as a part of my remarks the bill 


it I am willing to go with them; at the same time stating to them I which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 


think it is a bad principle and one that ought not to be recognized, and 


that will result in the end in impairing the efficiency of the service. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. [offer as an amendment to the amendment of 


the gentleman from Indiana what I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion 


Be it enacted, &c., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any 
soldier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed in 
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cases where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of | 
War, from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, thatany | 
such soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or 
til the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, or was prevented from completing his term 
ce by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the lineof duty, 
but who, by reason of absence from his command at the time the same was mus- | 


f serv 


tered out, failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable discharge. 
a Phat the charge of desertion standing on the rolls and records in the 
office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any soldier who | 
| 


n the late war in the volunteer service shall also be removed in all cases 
where itshall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, from 
su rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such soldier 
ed with desertion or with absence without leave, and after such charge of 
lesertion or absence without leave voluntarily returned to his command and | 
n the line of his duty until he was mustered out of the service, and re- 
ceived a certificate of honorable discharge. 

Sec. 3. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the provisions of this act from the record of any soldier who has not received a | 
certificate of discharge, it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the United | 
States to issue to such soldier, or, in case of his death, to his heirs or legal rep- 
resentatives, a certificate of discharge 

Sec. 4. That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the pro- 
visions of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or, in case of his 
death, the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive all pay 
and bounty which may have been withheld on account of such charge of deser- 
tion or absence without leave: Provided, however, That this act shall not be so 
as to give to any such soldier as may be entitled to relief under the 
provisions of this act, or, in case of his death, to the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of any such soldier, the right to receive pay and bounty for any period of 
time during which such soldier was absent from his command without leave of 
And provided further, That no soldier, nor the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of any soldier, who served in the Army a period of less than six months 
shall be entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act. That the provisions 
of this act shall apply also to the soidiers of the war of 1812, Black Hawk war, 
andthe war with Mexico 

Src. 5. That all actsand parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say a word in opposition to the amend- 


served 
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server 


construed 


absence 
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ment which was offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hos- 
LITZELL ], and to suggest to him that I have prepared an amendment 
to be offered to the second section of this bill, and for that reason I hope 
he will not insist upon his amendment to the first section. I ask that 
the amendment I have prepared may be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section two the following: 

‘Provided, That no such soldier shall be entitled to the benefits of this act against 
whom more than one charge of desertion shall be found to exist, or who obtained 
more than one bounty, or when it shall appear that the cause of desertion was 
to obtain a bounty for re-enlistment.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] that the amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. HOBLITZELL] has been accepted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] as a portion of his amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not know that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. HOBLITZELL] had been accepted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. I desired to suggest that that 
amendment to this section be not insisted upon, but that I may be per- 
mitted to offer to the second section the amendment which has been 
read. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that it is my judgment that this bill 
is not open to the criticisms of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock } and of other gentlemen who have addressed the committee. 
It has been suggested that when men deserted from one organization and 
enlisted in another they re-enlisted under assumed names; that, for in- 
stance, a man would enlist under the name of ‘‘Smith,’’ and then would 
desert and re-enlist in another regiment under the name of ‘‘ Jones.”’ 
The provisions of this bill would not be applicable to cases of such 
men. It must be made to appear thata man who enlisted and then de- 
serted re-enlisted in some other organization and served in it and was 
honorably discharged. Ifa man enlisted in one regiment as ‘‘Smith”’ 
and then deserted and re-enlisted in another regiment as ‘‘ Jones,’’ he 
could not make it appear that ‘‘Smith’’ had served in another organ- 
ization until honorably discharged. In order to avail himself of the 
benefits of this bill he must show that he deserted and served in a sub- 
sequent organization until honorably discharged; and he could not 
show that ‘‘ Jones’’ was the identical man who deserted as ‘‘ Smith.”’ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment I suggest is that when it is made 
to appear that a man has deserted more than once, or that he has re- 
ceived more than one beunty, or that he deserted in order that he might 
secure a bounty for re-enlistment, he can not avail himself of the ben- 
efits of this act. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As the proviso offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HoBLITZELL] including the Navy in the operations of 
this act may be open to the criticism of being somewhat vague, and as 
the Marine Corps is not technically covered by the term ‘‘ Navy,’’ I de- 
sire to ask him to accept a substitute for his proviso which will cover 
the ground more fully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. HoBLITZELL] has been accepted by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BRowNE], and is included in his amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask that my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall be, and is hereby, authorized 


and empowered to apply the provisions of this act to all cases of appointed or 
enlisted men ofthe Navy and of the Marine Corps who served in the late war. 
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Mr. HOBLITZELL. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think that is right, andifI can doso I 
will accept jt as a part of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], and which has just been 


read, will be considered a part of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BRowNE]. And the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana as modified will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the first section after the enacting clause and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, in his discre- 
tion and upon satisfactory evidence, to relieve from the charge of desertion the 
following: : 

‘** First. Men charged with desertion who voluntarily returned to their com- 
mands within thirty days and served honorably to the end of their term of sery- 
ice. . 

“Second. Men who deserted from hospital or from furlough given from a hos- 
pital while suffering from wounds, injuries, or disease received or contracted in 
the service and line of duty, and who on recovery returned voluntarily to the 


| service and served honorably until discharged, or who died from such wounds 
| injury, or disease while so absent, and before the date of muster-out of their regi- 


ments, 

“Third. Men who returned under the President's proclamation and served 
honorably until discharged. 

**Fourth. Men who left the service without proper authority, and thereby be- 
came deserters, for the purpose of relieving their families residing within the 
enemy’s lines from distress or want, and who returned voluntarily and served 
honorably until discharged. 

‘Fifth. Men who while awaiting exchange deserted from parol camp, or while 
on furlough from a parol camp or other authoritative source, and who volun- 
tarily returned and served honorably until discharged. 

“Sixth. Men who deserted from a furlough given by any authoritative source, 
and who during such absence died from wounds inflicted by the enemy or dis- 
ease contracted in the service before the muster-out of their commands, 

“Seventh. Men who deserted or left one command solely for the purpose of 
joining another and did join another command within thirty days thereafter 
and served until the end of the war and were honorably discharged, and who 
received noadditional bounty under such second enlistment: Provided, That no 
soldier shall be entitled to the benefits of this act against whom more than one 
charge of desertion shall be proved: And provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Navy shall be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered to apply the pro- 
visions of this act to the cases of appointed or enlisted men of the Navy or 
Marine Corps who served in the late war.”’ 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. 
osition that the word 
** proved. ”’ 

Mr. KASSON. The meaning is the same. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The amendment as just read does not in- 
clude that class of men who left their regiments after the war was all 
over. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are covered by the other bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I intentionally omitted that class of men, 
because they are provided for by another bill which has passed this 
House and is now in the Senate. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does not that bill include also several of 
the classes embraced in the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think it does. Besides, I supposed this 
was probably intended to be a bill which, if passed by the House and 
the Senate, would be the only act on this subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole, and especially the gentleman from Indiana who offers 
this substitute, to what seems to me to be an omission. I listened 
carefully to the reading, but as I heard the substitute it is not limited 
to any war or to any particular period, nor is it specified whether it 
applies to volunteer forces or the regular Army orto both. I would ask 
that the first part of the substitute be read again, so that we may see 
whether it is limited in that respect. 

Mr. STORM. The bill contains that limitation. 

Mr. PETERS. There is no reason why the substitute should be lim- 
ited to any particular war. If the principle is correct in relation to the 
last war, it is correct in relation to all our wars. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] by inserting before the classi- 
fication the words ‘‘or who left their regiments after May 1, 1865.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itseemsto me thatin view of the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTCHEON] and other sugges- 
tions which have been made on the floor, the wisest policy for this Com- 
mittee of the Whole is to recommend to the House that the bill be re- 
committed to the committee which originally reported it, and that when 
reported back to the House it take its present place upon the Calendar, 
and stand precisely as it stands to-day, as the unfinished business on the 
Private Calendar. This course will delay the bill only a week; and the 
advantage to be gained is that the committee which originally framed 
the bill will be able to consider it in connection with all these amend- 
ments and suggestions, and also to examine it in connection with the 
bill on thesame subject already passed by the House; so that when this 
bill shall be finally passed we shall not be repeating ourselves in legis- 
lation. I move therefore that this bill be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it be recommitted, and when reported, with or 
without amendments, it shall retain its place on the Private Calendar 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 


I suggest to the gentleman offering this prop- 
‘‘established’’ be substituted for the word 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This bill is 
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now confessedly on the wrong calendar. Now, I ask whether a motion 
can be entertained that when the bill comes back tothe House it shall 
again go upon the wrong calendar ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
has nothing to do with that question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wanted to call the attention of the House to 
that point. 

Mr. HOUK. Ifthe gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] will 
modify his motion so as to require that the Committee on War Claims, 
to whom he proposes to recommit the bill, shall report it back not 
later than next private-bill day, and that the bill shall then take its 


present place on the Calendar, I, as one of the friends of this bill, will | 


vote for his motion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from New York is | 
not in order. The only motion which the Chair can entertain is a mo- | 


tion to amend or to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not in order to move that the bill be reported 
to the House with a certain recommendation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The Committee of the Whole can rise with the 
view of taking such action in the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the | 


Whole House had, according to order, had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and particularly the bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain 
soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I move that the bill, with the amend- | 


ments pending thereto, be referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 


that the bill shall retain its place on the Private Calendar without prej- | 


udice. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I make the point of order this bill does not be- | 


long to the Private Calendar, and that if it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims it must when it is reported back from that com- 
mittee go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which it properly belongs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not in the House, but in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the House can not 
recommit it to the Committee on War Claims until it has been brought 
back before the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Letme make asuggestion: that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin move the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 


it be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims, and that when re- | 


ported back from that committee, with or without amendment, it shall 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
retain its place as unfinished business. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order to move to strike out the enacting 
clause ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not in the House, and that motion must 
be made in committee, where the bill is. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. That isa motion requiring unanimous consent, the 
House having this morning refused to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the point of order it was improperly referred to that 
committee. ’ 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire tomakea parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


_Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the motion should prevail, when the 
bill comes back from the Committee on War Claims will it be con- 
sidered in the House, or go to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar? 


The SPEAKER. It will be reported back to the House for reference 


to its appropriate calendar, whatever that may be. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I shall object unless I have unanimous consent 


to offer an amendment, to be printed in the RECORD and go to he Com- 
mittee on War Claims with the other amendments. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not before the House. 


SANTIAGO DE LEON. 


; The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 1724) for the relief of 
Santiago de Leon, reported from the Committee of the Whole Honse | 


on the Private Calendar with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What has become of the motion to recom- 


mit? 
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until the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar was 
discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understood the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. But it required unanimous consent to submit that 
motion, and objection was made. The bill is not pending in the House, 
but in the committee. 

The pending question is on the bill (H. R. 1724) for the relief of San- 
tiago de Leon, on which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to put a parlimentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the bill for the relief of certain soldiers of the 
late war from the charge of desertion come up as unfinished business 
next Friday. 

The SPEAKER. It will, of course, when the House resumes the 
consideration of the business on the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. HISCOCK. The Committee on War Claims, then, can in the 
| mean time consider the various amendments which have been proposed 
and be prepared to submit a proposition which may be deemed best to 
cover the cases which properly ought to be relieved, and in that way 
the same result will be accomplished as if the bill had been recommitted. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. It was agreed in Committee of the Whole House 
| that a yea-and-nay vote should be taken on the bill for the relief of 
Santiago de Leon, the object being to take a test vote as to claims grow- 
ing out of the late war which were cognizable before the Southern 
| Claims Commission. It was for that reason I demanded the yeas and 
| nays. 
| Mr. BLAND. Pending that, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
| Mr. KEIFER. That would of course cut off the night session for 
| pension bills, and I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would that motion, if adopted, dis- 
pense with the night sessions? 

The SPEAKER. It will for this evening. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Isa motion to take a recess in order, pending the 
motion to adjourn, or is it a motion of a higher privilege than the mo- 
tion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn takes precedence. The 
question now is on the mdtion of the gentleman from Missouri, that 
| the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 83. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now take a recess until 
half past seven this evening. 

Mr. MATSON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
| that he modify his motion by moving to take a recess in accordance 
with the previous order of the House providing for Friday evening 
sessions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; I will make the motion in that form. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at 4.30 p. m.) took a recess until 7.30 p. m. 








AFTER THE RECESS. 
| The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) resumed its session. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House donow resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to 
consider pension bills under the special order of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committeeof the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of pension bills on the Private Calendar, and the 
Clerk will report the first bill. 


WILLIAM J. LEE. 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 1073) 
granting a pension to William J. Lee. 
Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to pass over that bill in- 
formally, allowing it to retain its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection. 
ELENOR STOUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.1164) 
to restore to the pension-roll the. name of Elenor Stough; reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions with an amendment. 

The bill and report were read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 
| Mr. HORR. Is there any one who knows the circumstances of this 
| case? Itseems to me to be a very unusual thing to restore a person, 
once married and by her own act dropped from the pension-roll, again 
to the position which she occupied. I do not remember of a single in- 
stance within my experience of that kind. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There have been one or two instances, 
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Mr. HORR. It seems to me there should be some stronger ground 


for granting this pension than is set forth in the report. Is there any | 


precedent for it ? 

Mr. MATSON. Ican recalltwo or three. The daughter of Andrew 
Johnson, ex-President of the United States, was restored to the pen- 
sion-rolls by the last Congress undersimilar circumstances. The widow 
of Colonel Bass, who was killed in action, is another. Her name was 
restored under almost precisely similar circumstances. These two in- 
stances I recall. I think, however, the precedents so far have been 
confined to the cases of widows of persons killed in battle. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, there are precedents in the action of the 
Pension Office for this. I know of a case myself where a widow mar- 


ried and wasdropped from the rolls, but was subsequently divorced | 


and her name wasagain taken upon the rolls. The marriage was de- 
clared void and she was restored to the pension-roll. 

Mr. MATSON. That was probably a case where the marriage was 
void ab initio; it was not a legal marriage. 

Mr. HOUK. The reasons would be the same. 

Mr. HORR. Nota bit of it. It seems to me in the case referred to 


by my friend from Tennessee the marriage must have been absolutely | 


void in the first instance. Now I concede where a case occurs of that 
character the party whose name was dropped from the roll on account 
of being married and the marriage was set aside subsequently as illegal 
ought to be entitled to restoration. 

Mr. MATSON. Asitis evident, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is going 
to provoke a discussion, and I should like Judge GEDDEs, the author 
of the bill to be present, and since it was passed over on account of his 
illness on last Friday evening, I ask now that it be again informally 
passed over 

Mr. HORR. I hope that will be done, because before I should vote 
for it I would need to have an explanation of the circumstances that 
would make it a stronger case than it now appears. Ido not think the 
precedent ought to be set. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will beJaid aside in- 
formally. 

There was no objection. 

ROWLAND WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4180) 
granting an increase of pension to Rowland Ward, with an amendment. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Rowland Ward, late a private in 
Company I, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, to $30 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received by him,the increase hereby granted to com- 

. mence from the passage of this act. 


The report is as follows: 


The case of Rowland Ward is an exceptional one. Probably there is not an- 
other similar toit in the history of the late war. The petitioner enlisted in Com- 
pany E, Fourth New York Heavy Artillery, on the 29th day of September, 1862, for 
three years,and in a battle at Ream’s Station, Va., on the 25th day of August, 
1864, was wounded bya bursting shell, which resulted in the total loss of the 
lower jaw. The disfigurement is most remarkable and repulsive, and can not 
but excite in the beholdera sentiment of pity. Coupled with the disfigurement, 
which is permanent, there is the additional disability of not being able to par- 
take of solid food. The power of mastication is destroyed; the muscles em- 
ployed in swallowing are impaired, and the unfortunate man can not but be 
rendered uncomfortable and unhappy. In the abstract of testimony presented 
with the application for an increase of pension the following appears : 

J.C. Lyon and J. H. Simon certify “that claimant is unable to perform any 
manual labor other than light work in his garden, and can not masticate food, 
but only eat such as is prepared in liquid form, which does not give him suffi- 
cient strength for any hard labor.” 

Examining Surgeon William B. Alley says that Ward had his underjaw nearly 
all shot away at Ream's Station, Va., August 25, 1864. The wounds are healed 
with great deformity. He is quite deafin the right ear. His face, tongue, and 
throat are partially numb. It is difficult for him to talk and to swallow. He 
has no power to masticate his food, and is compelled to take it in a liquid form. 
Tongue is injured so that he can not manage food when in his mouth. He loses 
flesh continually, and suffers more or less from chronicdiarrhea. His disability 
is equivaient to loss of one hand and one foot, and total of second grade, enti- 
tling him to $24 per month, and must continue through life. No more examina- 
tions necessary. 

L. J. Ames, examining surgeon, says: ‘‘ The lower jaw has been destroyed and 
the chin is gone, the face disfigured, the mouth contracted and deformed. There 
is great difficulty of articulation and utterance, and no power of mastication, 
with difficulty of digestion, rendering liquid food carefully prepared a necessity 
to his existence. The disability is permanent in its present degree. While in 
hospital the patient was operated upon two different times. The part of the 
face torn off was replaced by taking the skin back froma point on the neck and 
near the ear and peeling the same to the place near the destroyed point, and 
lapping the same over the part torn away, but under the tongue, thus forming 
in the place of an under jaw askin sack asa reeeptacle for the tongue and mouth. 

The committee are of the opinion that as Ward served faithfully, and has suf- 
fered so fearfully, and is incapacitated greatly from earning his living, that his 
pension should be increased. He is now 66 years old. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the word “thirty,” in line 6, and insert “ forty.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET CALLANAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3951) 


for the relief of Margaret Callanan; reported with an adverse recom- 
mendation by the committee. 
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The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 


| to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 





sion laws, the name of Margaret Callanan, of Orange, in the county of Essex, in 
the State of New Jersey, widow of Eugene Callanan, late a private in Company F 
of the Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month, and the allowance provided for minor children under 16 
years of age, from and after the 18th day of March, A. D. 1864, the date of the 
death of her said husband. 


The repert is as follows: 
The petitioner asks a pension on account of the death of her husband, who 


| was a private in Company F, Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. The 


Pension Office rejects her claim because the disease of which he died did not 
originate in the service and line of duty. 

It seems the soldier obtained a furlough on the 10th day of February, 1864, for 
thirty-five days, and while at home, on the 18th of March, 1864, died of typhoid 
pneumonia. The Surgeon-General can give no evidence in the case,and the 
claimant swears she can not furnish any evidence as to the origin of the disease 

Dr. Lyman M. Crane testifies he was first called to visit the soldier profession- 


| ally March 12, 1864, and found him very ill with inflammation of the lungs, and 


that he continued to suffer from said disease without abatement until he died 
Affiant thinks it probable the said disease was contracted in the service and prior 
to the date of granting the furlough. The doctor's conclusion is not positive and 
stands alone and unsupported. 

The committee are of the opinion that the ground for granting a pension is 


very slight, and therefore report adversely and recommend that the bill do not 


pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection this bill will be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. FIEDLER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by myself, 
with the belief that while this applicant is not perhaps technically or 
under a strict construction of the law entitled to a pension, still, as 
the report shows, I think that his widow should be entitled to relief 
by Congress under the peculiar circumstances of the case. If I un- 
derstand the facts, the committee, through the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. BAGLEY] who made the report, reported it adversely on the 
ground that the furlough expired before his death. He had received 
a furlough for thirty-five days, which would have expired on the 15th 
of March. He died on the 18th, which shows that he was not proba- 
bly in a condition to leave home and report for duty. He was exam- 
ined on the 12th of March, before the furlough expired, and was found 
to be very ill with inflammation of the lungs. He died in consequence 
of that sickness, and the medical testimony is to the effect that the 
disease was probably contracted in the service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But he was not in the service at the 
time. 

Mr. FIEDLER. He was not in active service but he was on fur- 
lough. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Still the disability was not incurred in 
the service or in the line of duty. 

Mr. MATSON. The law provides that unless the soldier is away on 
sick leave or on veteran furlough he would not be entitled to a pension 
for any injury contracted during its existence. Now this was the ordi- 
nary furlough. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I understand that is the reason that the Pension 
Department could not grant the relief, and hence the application to 
Congress. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. FIEDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I understand from the reading of the report 
the difficulty is in locating the origin of the disease as to the point of 
time, whether the disease originated while this soldier was in active 
service or whether it originated after he received the furlough. The 
slight testimony based on the statement of the physician was not thought 
sufficient to justify a favorable report. 

Mr. FIEDLER. The physician could not certify the disease origi- 
nated in the service, and for that reason I understand the Pension De- 
partment could not grant a pension under thelaw. The widow comes 
to Congress and appeals for a special act in her favor. It is a matter 
of charity, as I think, although I do not appeal on the ground of charity 
alone, but I think many cases are passed favorably by the House which 
are no more deserving thanthisone. I do not desire to oppose the com- 
mittee. I believe I have thesympathy of the committee with me. They 
have looked through the whole evidence. I have no evidence before me 
beyond what is contained in the report. I did present a petition in this 
case at one time, but I can not now lay my handonit. My ground for 
asking favorable action in this case is that the soldier was taken sick 
while on furlough, and he was then virtually on duty. Whether he 
caught the cold which started this disease before he left the service does 
not clearly appear. The physician says it is probable he did, but he 
can not swear positively it was so. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I examined this case and made the report; and at 
the suggestion of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FIEDLER] I 
had the case placed on the Calendar as an adverse report. 

The principle involved in this case is whether a pension should be 
granted when a soldier died while on furlough and not in the line of 
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duty. It seems he was perfectly well when he went home. He con- 
tracted the disease when at home and died there. I do not wish to 
antagonize the gentleman from New Jersey in hiscase. I am perfectly | 
willing the House should take it into consideration. I only wish tosay 
that is the point involved. He was on furlough, contracted his disease 
while on furlough at home, and died there. 

Mr. FIEDLER. [I askunanimousconsent that this bill may be passed 
over informally for the present. I may be in a condition hereafter to 
submit more evidence to the committee in regard to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally. 

MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 


. ° . ‘ . —s 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2407) | 
for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton, reported adversely from the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus A. Hamilton, formerly of 
Company K, First Regiment New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2407) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton, having had the same under consid- | 
eration, beg leave to submit the following report : 

That the case is still pending in the Pension Office, a request having been made 
for additional evidence. Under the circumstances the committee feel that the 
case has not arrived at that stage where it should be considered by Congress, 
and therefore ask to be discharged from its consideration. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I willstate to the committee that there was an error 


in putting this report on theCalendar. The bill should have been laid 
on the table. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported back to 





the House with the adverse report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HONORA KELLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 1056) | 


granting a pension to Honora Kelley. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension-roll the name of Honora Kelley, 
widow of James Kelley, latea sergeant of Company K, Fifth United States Cav- 
alry, to date from the death of the soldier. 


The bill was reported with the following amendments : 


In line 4, after the word *‘ pension-roll,’’ insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

In line 7, after the word “‘cavalry,”’ strike out the words ‘‘to date from the death 
rt of the soldier.” 


The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1056) wing a pension to Honora Kelley, having had the same under consid- 
eration, beg leave tosubmit the following report: 

As shown by the papers from the Pension Office, Honora Kelley is the widow 
of James Kelley, who enlisted in the United States Army January, 1854, and 
served continuously until December 6, 1878, when discharged from Company K, 
Fifth United States Cavalry. He received a severe wound of abdomen in« fight 
with Indians May 17, 1858. The only treatment shown during his entire service, 
except for this wound wasin 1869 for epistaxis. Major Malon certifies that the 
soldier was under his command for ten years, and during that period had re- 
peated violent nose-bleedings, threatening his life, and it was the current belief 
that these bleedings were the result of the wound received in an engagement 
with Indians. 

The soldier died February 23, 1879, of pneumonia, at the Shoshone and Ban- 
nock Indian agency. The attending physician, Assistant Surgeon Grimes, cer- 
tifies that on the 23d of February, 1879, he was called upon to attend Kelley, and 
found him in the last stage of pneumonia. He died on the same day, and it is 
his belief that the disease would not have terminated fatally had not Kelley 
been broken down and worn out by the vicissitudes of long service in the Army. 

Lieutenant Thomas states that the soldier was discha rged December 6, 1878. 
— was obtained for his re-enlistment from the Adjutant-General of the 

rmy. 
the residence of Kelley’s family upon the reserve or about the post. His re-en- 
listment was postponed till he could make suitable arrangements for his family. 
While so doing he contracted the disease of which he died, and which termi- 
nated fatally from exposure incident to long frontier service. 

Captain Woodson also certifies that during last year's service the soldier 
appeared much shaken and broken down, evidently the result of long frontier 
service. 

This committee, in view of the length of service of this soldier, and the further 
fact that he was at the time of his death to all intents and purposes a soldier of 
the United States Army, recommend the passage of the bill with amendments 
as follows: Insert after the words ‘ pension-roll,” in line 4, the words ‘‘ subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and strike out all after 
the word “cavalry” in line 6. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK HORAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 283) 
granting a pension to Patrick Horan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Patrick Horan, late a teamster 
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rate of pension to which a private soldier would be entitled for like disabilities. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


ut objections were raised by the commanding officer of the post to | 
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283) granting a pension to Patrick Horan, having had the same under consider- 
ation, would submit the following report: 

The committee, after an examination of the proofs in this case, adopt the re- 
port of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
make said report their own, as follows 


‘**(House Report No. 1551, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 


“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6501) granting a pension to Patrick Horan, having had the same under consid- 
eration, would submit the following report 

‘*The petitioner, Patrick Horan, of Joliet, Ill., was enrolled on or about Sep- 
tember 15, 1861, as a teamster of the Quartermaster’s Department, by Capt. G 
E. D. Diamond, at Saint Louis, Mo. He was never discharged, but paid last at 
Fort Riley, Kans.,and sent back to Saint Louis on the 28th of November, 1866. 

‘* While serving asa teamster he was taken prisonerof warat the battle of Poi- 
son Springs, and was confined at Camp Ford, Tyler, Tex., from about April, 1364, 
to about the middle of February, 1865. While aprisoner he was without shelter 
or covering of any kind, and in June, 1864, was exposed to a rain-storm of four- 
teen days’ duration. During his confinement he dug a hole in the ground, in 
which he slept. In consequence of his exposure and suffering he was stricken 
with paralysis, from which disease he has been suffering to the present time 

‘* His statement as to his imprisonment, exposure, and incurrence of paralysis 


| in rebel prisons is corroborated by the testimony of Henry B. Clark, himself an 


inmate of said prisons, and by the testimony of John B. Arnold, of the Chicago 
Mercantile Battery. 

‘** The evidence also shows that prior to and on his arrival at said. prison he was 
in sound health. The testimony of neighbors, of Joliet, Il, shows that upon 


| his return to Joliet, after the war, he was afflicted with paralysis, which has 


continued to the present time, making him completely unable to perform any 
physical labor. 

“Dr. W. Dougall, of Will County, Illinois, states that since 1874 petitioner has 
been under his treatment; that he has carefully studied his case; that he is suf. 


| fering from ‘locomotor ataxia,’ caused by exposure and sleeping upon damp 
, a ; I 
| ground; that it gradually grows worse ; is incurable, and will soon render him 


entirely helpless. His claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that petitioner was not in the military service of the United States, and there- 
fore does not come under the general provisions of the pension law; but the 
Pension Bureau is of opinion that his claim is a meritorious one and should be 
allowed by ‘special act;’ and that if such special act is granted the pension 
should commence from the date of its passage, at such rate asthe claimant, 
upon examination, may be found to be entitled to. 

‘Your committee are of opinion that the claimant is entitled to the relief he 
seeks, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill.”’ 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think that is going a little further 
| than we usually do. This is going to the civil list and putting a man 
on the pension-roll who was not in the military service. I shall object 
to the passage of this bill. I think it had better be passed over with- 
| out action. 

Mr. CULLEN. It seems to me if the gentleman from Alabama un- 
derstood this case he would withdraw his objection. If ever there was 
a meritorious case this ig one. If the gentleman insists on his objec- 
tion, I do not propose to waste the time of the committee; but I want 
to state the case very briefly as I know it to be from personal observa- 
tion. 

It is true that, technically speaking, Patrick Horan was not a sol- 
dier. He enlisted as a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department. 
| The service was at all events a perilous one, and at times more dangerous 
than that of the man who carried a musket. Streams were to be forded 
and dangerous bridges crossed, and the property of the Government de- 
fended often with the lives of the teamsters. This man was a part of 
| the Army and under military discipline. He dare not desert his post 
in the face of the enemy. As a citizen he would have been entitled to 
| the protection of the Government, but he was in the Army and taken 
a prisoner of war. He was treated as a prisoner of war, treated as a 
soldier and suffered assuch. The report just read is but a feeble pres- 
entation of his suffering. Without proper food, with but little cloth- 
ing, and no blanket for covering, exposed to a pitiless storm of two 
weeks’ duration, he was compelled to burrow in the wet ground to pro- 
long his miserable life. For this cruel suffering I propose to arraign 
noone. Doubtless brave men on the other side suffered privations but 
little less severe. With scanty supplies, if any suffered for lack of food 
and shelter it would be the prisoner. It was but the fortune of war. 
In whatever form this man enlisted he suffered as a soldier, with sol- 
diers. 

He was in the service of the Government when it was impotent to 
give him protection, and for that Government he sacrificed his health 
and became a physical wreck. His life for nearly twenty years has 
been one of agony and sore distress. The paralysis which then seized 
| him holds him still in its grip of death and is hurrying him with rapid 
strides toward the grave. No man can look upon him as he endeavors 
to move on the street, with curved spine, bowed head, and leaning on 
his crutches as he vainly triesto drag his paralyzed limbs along, with- 
| out a heartache. The young and strong man of twenty years ago is 
older than the man of three-score and ten and much more helpless. 

The Pension Office rejected this claim because technically Horan was 
not enlisted as a soldier, but certify that it is a case of merit and recom- 
mend it for Congressional action. It is an exceptional case in every 





in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United State. Army, with the same | 


aspect. The manner in which the disability occurred and its intensity 
| are peculiar. In equity this man should have drawn 2 pension for the 
| last nineteen years. His substance has long since been wasted and he 
| subsists on the charity of kind neighbors. His case is one that properly 
| comes within the purview of Congress; and the Pension Office say it has 
| merits. The bill was thoroughly discussed in committee, and in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole in the Forty-seventh Congress, and passed in the 
| House. It was then, as it must now, be considered an exceptional case 
| Probably not another like it can be produced. 
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Congress has heretofore passed bills to pension nurses, the sisters of 
deceased soldiers, and others not strictly of a pensionable class, and I 


think in most of cases, if not all, they did right. They were exceptional 
cases, as is this. Because it is exceptional and extreme I am in favor 
of the passage of this bill. Horan is not of my party. I only know 
him by sight; that was enough for me when I knew he came to his 
pitiable estate while serving his country. The Congress that refuses 


him a pension I fear will not stand high in the estimation of a thousand 
men who see him from time to time and do not fully appreciate a strict 
construction of the pension laws in such a case while great liberality of 
construction is given in others. Mr. Chairman, I move thatthe bill be 
laid aside and reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HORR. 
laying aside this bill to be reported favorably to the House, and I think 
if that vote shall be comparatively unanimous my friend from Alabama 


[Mr. Hewitt] will not insist upon his objection. If there ever was a 


case where a teamster should be allowed the same rate of pension that | 


a soldier would get, this is such a case. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I would inquire if teamsters employed in the 
capacity in which this man was employed were not considered a part 
of the Army ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
those who were regularly enlisted in the service, and at other times they 
were hired and were but civil employés. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Were their names carried upon the rolls ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Not upon the muster-rolls, but upon 
the quartermaster or Commissary pay-roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CULLEN], that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
porte d favorably to the House. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes had it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unless the gentleman making it rises in his place. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (rising). I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 1. 

So (no further count being called for) the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 


MARY HAWK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 284) 
for the relief of Mary G. Hawk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


in his seat I call for a division. 


G. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary G. Hawk, 
widow of Robert M. A. Hawk, deceased, late a captain and brevet major in the 
Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws. 

The report (made by Mr. CULLEN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 284) 
for the relief of Mary G. Hawk, have had the same under consideration, and 
submit the following report: 

After an examination of the papers on file in the Pension Office, your com- 
mittee would adopt the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the 
Forty-seventh Congress and make it their own, as follows 


‘[House Report No. 1901, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7066) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk, has had the same under consideration, and 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

‘The claimant is the widow of Kobert M. A. Hawk, who served as captain of 
Company C, Ninety-second Illinois Volunteers, from March 23, 1863, until June 
21, 1865, when mustered out. On the 12th of April, 1865, while in action at or 
near Raleigh, N. C., he received a gunshot wound, which necessitated the am- 
putation of the right leg at lower third of thigh. For this disability he was 
pensioned at $20 per month from date of discharge, which rate was subsequently 
increased to $24. He died in the city of Washington, June 29, 1882, of apoplexy. 
The widow filed a claim for pension under the general laws, alleging that the 
death cause was the direct result of the injury received in the military service. 
In support of her allegation she has filed the following evidence : 

“ The affidavit of Clinton Helm, late surgeon of the Ninety-second Illinois 
Volunteers: Affiant testifies that Captain Hawk received a gunshot wound 
April 12, 1865, the ball entering about three inches above the right trochanter, 
and passing out in the mesial line about three inches below the umbilicus, sev- 
ering the right external iliac artery, and consequently cutting off the circula- 
tion from the leg. Affiant amputated the leg at its lowerthird. Necrosisofthe 
lower end of the femur followed, and after some years a part of the bone was 
removed. The limb continued to discharge for about ten years after the ampu- 
tation before it finally healed. The officer always suffered from want of exer- 
cise on account of the loss of the leg, and in consequence thereof grew fleshy. 
Hawk, prior to the injury, was a very active, robust man, and being forced to 
change to an indoor, sedentary life, failed to get exercise sufficient to keep upa 
proper circulation of the blood, which, in the opinion of the affiant, tended to 
produce the apoplectic condition said to have caused death. 

‘From the affidavit of Dr. D. M. Greeley it appears that the affiant was Cap- 
tain Hawk’s family physician during the last five or six years of his life. Knew 
that he was a sound man before he enlisted, and that after discharge his health 
was not good. Suffered from necrosis of the bone at the lower end of the stump 
for several years after the amputation. Affiant is of opinion that by reason of 
the great change in the circulation by the loss of limb the heart became affected, 
as is often the case, in particular when so important an artery as the external 
iliac has been severed. Statistics show that in a majority of cases of apoplexy, 
either hypertrophy, dilatations, or valvular disease of the heart exists. In Cap- 
tain Hawk's case the pulse as well as the action of the heart was variable. Di- 
gestion was imperfect. The headache, of which he often complained, in con- 


nection with the variable pulse, may be accepted as sure symptoms of cardiac 
disease. The manner in which any of the conditions of the heart spoken of 
affects the circulation of the brain, producing apoplexy or rupture of the blood- 


I hope the Chair will take a vote on the question of | 


Sometimes teamsters were detailed from | 


The Chair will not recognize a call for a division | 
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vessels of the brain, is sufficiently intelligible, and quite well understood by all 
medical men. 

** Dr. Thomas Winston also swears that it is his opinion that the injury received 
in service was the cause of Captain Hawk's death. Dr. Nelson Rinedollar testj- 
fies to a well and personal acquaintance with the officer prior and since the 
war. He describes fully the injury to the leg, and fully agrees with the physi- 
cians that had Captain Hawk been spared his limb and afforded the privilege 
of proper exercise, apoplexy would not have occurred in his case. 

* Dr. Henry Shimer testifies to a Jong acquaintance with Captain Hawk and 
to his physical condition after the amputation of the leg. From his own per- 
sonal knowledge of the case he is clearly of opinion that the destruction of the 
right external iliac artery, together with the poisoned condition of the blood, 
and the inability to take proper exercise, were important factors in producing 
that degeneration of the arteries of the brain which ultimately gave way, thus 
producing the apoplectic attack. 

“Dr. B. T. Buckley swears that he believes the death of Captain Hawk to have 
been caused by apoplexy originating in degeneration of the arteries resulting 
from a sedentary and inactive mode of life, and from circulatory and blood 
changes induced by a wound of the external iliac artery,and consequent gan- 
grene, necrosis, and amputation of the leg twice repeated. 

‘The widow’s claim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that the fatal disease is not due to causes which had their origin in the service, 

‘* After careful consideration of all the evidence presented in the case the com- 
mittee is of opinion that the injury received by Captain Hawk in the military 
service of the United States, was, to say the least, an important factor in the 
officer's death day, and therefore reports favorably on the bill, and asks that it 
pass, amended, however, by striking out,in line 7, all after the word * yolun- 
teers.’”’ 

Your committee would therefore recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. 284) 
placing the name of Mary G. Hawk on the pension-roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 
ISAAC DEMARANVILLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4059) 
granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby au- 


| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Demaranville, late a private 
in Company E, Ninety-third Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (made by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville, submit the following report: 

We find that Isaac Demaranville enlisted August 13, 1862, in the Nigety-third 
Illinois Volunteers. He makes affidavit that at the battle of Missionary Ridge, 
November 25, 1863, he received a gunshot wound in the left leg, and was taken 
prisoner and confined at Belle Island, and then taken to Andersonville prison, 
where he remained until February 26, 1865, when he was paroled. He claims 
that while in prison at Andersonville he received a severe injury to the back by 
slipping while carrying a pine log. The case was rejected by the Pension Office 
because he could not furnish evidence of his comrades. The report of the Ad- 
jutant-General is that he was missing in an action at Tunnel Hill, in front of 
Chickamauga, Ga., November 25, 1863. His regiment was in action at that place 
on that date. His name was dropped from subsequent muster-rolls until those 
for March and April, 1865, take his name up, with similar remarks to that stated 


above. He was mustered out at Springfield, Ill., June 24, 1865, to date May 29, 
1865. Prisoner-of-war records show him captured at Missionary Ridge, Ga., No- 


vember 25, 1863, paroled at N. E. Ferry, N. C., February 26, 1865. Certificate of 
examining surgeon, January 21, 1878, gives description of the wound, and also 
states that he can not fully satisfy himself as to origin of injury to the back. 
Your committee would respectfully submit that fifteen months’ incarceration in 
that prison-pen at Andersonville ought to exempt him from the requirement to 
furnish sekiinen. and would, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to have the gentleman 
who reports this bill to the House make some explanation of it. It 
seems, according to the language of the report, that the committee came 
to the canclusion that this man was entitled to a pension because he 
was confined in Andersonville prison for fifteen months. 

I am not one of those who believe that men who were captured dur- 
ing the war are more meritorious than those who were not. I do not 
pretend to say that every man who was captured was captured because 
of cowardice, for many of them were brave and good men, and this man 
may have been one. But we all know that many men upon both sides 
were captured through cowardice, because they laid down, did not try 
to get out of the way, and were taken prisoners. 

Simply because a man was captured and made a prisoner of war is no 
evidence that he has a better case or was a more meritorious soldier 
than the man who was not captured. Unless there is some better rea- 
son presented why he should have a pension than that this man was 
captured and kept in prison for fifteen months I shall oppose the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam somewhat surprised at the position taken by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt]. I do not see how the 
report can be construed as meaning that this pension should be granted 
because the man wasaprisoner. The report states very explicitly that 
he received a gunshot wound in the left leg at the battle of Missionary 
Ridge; that he was taken prisoner there, and that while confined in 
prison he sustained a very severe injury to his back. 

The case was rejected by the Pension Office because the man was un- 
able to prove by any comrade the wound he had received at Missionary 
Ridge or the injury he sustained while in prison. The report simply 
states that in the opinion of the committee fifteen months’ incarceration 
in the prison-pen at Andersonville ought to exempt the man from the 
requirement to prove by his comrades that he was wounded. The in- 
jury is unquestioned and the surgeon describes it fully, but the man 
can not prove where he received the injury, simply because he was 
taken prisoner and separated from his comrades and was unable to pro- 
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cure their evidence. I have examined very carefully the papers in 
this case. ; ; ; | 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Was this man captured because of the | 
wound he received in battle? me 
Mr. MORRILL. Yes; a wound received in battle at Missionary | 


idge. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And he was captured at Missionary 
Ridge? 

Mr. MORRILL. He was captured there after he was wounded. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I thank the gentleman; I knew he would with- | 
draw it after he understood the case. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman. 
It is stated in this report that the committee were satisfied that the facts 
were fully proven. So far as I am able to gather from the report the 
only evidence which was submitted to the Pension Office and to the 
committee of this House was the affidavit of the man himself. The 
committee in its conclusions do not say that they believe that affidavit 
of the man himself is sufficient proof of the fact, but they say that be- 
cause he was fifteen months in the Andersonville prison he should be 
relieved from the necessity of furnishing any additional testimony as 
to the facts with reference to his case. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether or not the committee be- 
lieved the facts were sufficiently proven before the committee to show 
that this man is entitled to this pension. 

Mr. MORRILL. Inreply tothe gentleman, I will say that there was 
considerable evidence before the committee, and it all went to sustain 
the statement of the applicant. There was nothing against his appli- 
‘ation but the absence of evidence proving that the injury which he 
states he received while in prison was so received. It is proved that 
he was a sound man when he went into the service, and that when he | 
came out of prison he had in some manner received this injury; but it 
could not by any possibility be proved how and where this injury was 
received, because by reason of his imprisonment he was separated from 
his comrades. 


> Doe > r s Pye i i Nj any? i > | 
Mr. HORR. s not the re port of the examining surgeon describe | Seventy-second Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia, and died in service from 


this injury ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It describes the gunshot wound, and also speaks of 
this other injury. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the gentleman further whether this 
man’s application was not rejected at the Pension Office because he was 
unable to furnish any evidence except his own affidavit that this hurt 


in the back was received while he was incarcerated in Andersonville | 


prison ? 

Mr. MORRILL. As stated in the report which I have submitted in 
this case, this man’s application was rejected at the Pension Office be- 
cause he could not furnish the evidence of his comrades as to this injury 
in the back. But he was sound when he entered the service, and was 
suffering from this injury when he came out. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then the committee had no new evidence—no 
evidence except that which had been submitted to the Pension Office ? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With reference to this point I wish to read the 
concluding lines of the report. 

Your committee would respectfully submit that fifteen months’ incarceration 
in that prison-pen at Andersonville ought to exempt him from the requirement 


to furnish further evidence, and they would, therefore, recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


Now, as I understand, in the opinion of the committee the fact that 
this man was incarcerated in Andersonville prison should be accepted 
as exempting him from the necessity of submitting evidence that the 
injury to his back was incurred during his confinement in Anderson- 
ville prison. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will repeat the statement I have already made, 
and I will try to make it just as plain as the English language can make 
it. The proof was that this man was sound when he went into the serv- 
ice. The report of the Adjutant-General says that he was missing in 
the action at Tunnel Hill in front of Chickamauga. The applicant 
states that he received a gunshot wound in the leg. When he came 
out of prison, after fifteen months’ confinement, he shows this wound 
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Mr. HOUK. Will my colleague on the committee [Mr. MorrIL1] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORRILL. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOUK. AsI understand this question, Mr. Chairman, the proot 
of the existence of this wound is conclusive. The soldier was sound 
when he went into the service. It is proved that he was taken pris- 
oner and confined at Andersonville for fifteen months. As I understand 


| the report of the committee it is submitted that in view of his confine- 
| ment in prison, away from his comrades, so that there are no witnesses 


whom he can produce to show what took place there, he should be ex- 
empted from the necessity of producing such proof. This, as I under- 
stand, is stated in the report as a reason why he could not comply with 
the requirement of the Pension Office. It is not held that he shouk 
receive a pension because of his imprisonment, but it is simply state 
that as thisman by being taken prisoner was separated from his com 
rades, he should not be required to produce evidence which under the 
circumstances it must be impossible for him to procure. All the cir- 
cumstances show a reasonable certainty that the injury was received at 
the time and in the manner stated by the applicant. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY ALLEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2100 
granting a pension to Mary Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Allen, widow of John 


Allen, late a private in Company H, Seventy-second Regiment Missouri En 
rolled Militia. 


The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. MorriLu, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen, reported as fo! 
lows: 

Mary Allen is the widow of John Allen, who enlisted August 12, 1862, in the 


fever December 23, 1863. Application for pension was made in 1878, but rejected 
by the Pension Department under paragraph 3, section 4693, which provides 
“that no claim of a State militiaman or non-enlisted person on account of dis- 
ability,&c., * * * shall be valid unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior 
to July 4, 1874... The evidence shows that John Allen died of disease incurred 
in the service during his t@rm of enlistment. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When was the death of thissoldier? Did 
it take place in the service or subsequently ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand the report to say that he 
died in the service. 

Mr. PERKINS. He died in the service. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was this regiment serving in the United 
States service ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was under United States authority. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is all I wish to know. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

HIRAM M. HOWARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 501 
for the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richland, Kans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram M. Howard, late a pri- 
vate in Company I, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Militia, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


The report was read, as follows: 


Mr. MorRILt, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richland, Kans., re- 
ported as follows: 

We find that Hiram M. Howard was enrolled September 5, 1863, in the Kansas 
| State militia. That on the L0th of October, 1364, he was mustered into service in 
Company I,Second Regiment Volunteer Militia, and that the regiment was im 
mediately ordered into Missouri to repel the Price raid, which then threatened 
Eastern Kansas. That on the 22d of October, 1864, while in battle at Big Blue 
Jackson County, Missouri, he received a severe wound, the ball passing through 
the left arm and lodging in his left lung. He fell to the ground insensible, and 





and the other injury. The United States examining surgeon describes 
the wound and the injury, but the man is unable to prove by any of 
his comrades when or how he received this injury. The report simply 


States that in view of his having suffered fifteen months’ confinement in | 


prison, he ought not to be required to prove that injury by the evidence 
of comrades; that he ought to be exempted from such requirement in 
view of the fact that it is utterly impossible for him to get that proof, 
because he was at the time separated from his comrades. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Is this soldier now disabled in any way in conse- 
quence of any wound that he received in the service ? 

Mr. MORRILL. At the present time? 

Mr. COSGROVE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. The report of the st--geon states that he is. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Does the report of the surgeon show that there 
was a gunshot wound or a wound inflicted by a shell ? 

Mr. MORRILL. A gunshot wound clearly. 


while in this condition was run over, and several of his ribs were severely fract- 
ured. 

In March, 1875. claimant made application for a pension, but was debarred 
under the third paragraph of section 4693, which provides that pension ciaims of 
militiamen must be proved prior to July 4, 1874. Claimant makes affidavit that 
he did not know of the existence of any statute of limitation. That foranumber 
of years after he was wounded he was able to practice his profession as a physi- 
cian and thus support his family. That he also had some property, which re- 
lieved him of the necessity of applying for a pension. That he is now com- 
pletely broken down in health and unable to support his family. Technically 
| the Pension Department can not grant him a pension; Congress can, and it is 
not presumed that they will refuse to do so because he had the manliness to re- 
fuse to ask aid while he was able to provide a livelihood for himself and family 
Now. enfeebled and broken down from the effects of his wounds, he is c« m pelle a 
to call for helpon that Government that he so gallantly defended when it needed 


the service of all its brave and loyal sons. The testimony in the case is so fu 
and clear as to leave no doubt that the facts are as stated in this report. The 
committee therefore recommend the passage of this bill 

| There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House with the recommendation that it do pass. 






























































FRANCES E. HENDRICKS. 

The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2059) to 
increase the pension of Frances E. Hendricks, reported adversely. 

Mr. MORRILL. Thisisanadverse report. I move it be passed over 
for the present and retain its place on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was passed over. 

N. C. RIDENOUR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5443) 
for the relief of N. C. Ridenour. 

The bill was read, as follows: 









































































Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place the name of N. C. Ridenour, late second lieutenant of Company 
F, Twenty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll as 
such second lieutenant, the Secretary of the Interior to rate him in accordance 
with such rank; the increase of pension herein authorized to commence upon 
the passage of this act and be in lieu of all other pensions. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Ho-meEs, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2000) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour, second lieutenant 
Company F, Twenty-third Iowa Volunteer Infantry, reported as follows: 

A bill for the relief of this claimant was introduced in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress and reported favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions (H. R. 
6523), being a substitute for the original bill (H. R. 310), same session, and passed 
the House 

The following is the report of the Invalid Pension Committee in regard to 
said bill in the Forty-seventh Congress, which is adopted and made a part of 
this report 

‘Newton C. Ridenour, late second lieutenant Company F, Twenty-third Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, was granted a pension July 26, 1880, at the rate of $ per 
month, the certificate being No. 164978. Prior to and until June 29, 1863, said 
Ridenour was serving with his regiment in the field in the campaign against 
Vicksburg as an orderly sergeant. On June 29, 1863, was commissioned second 
lieutenant, for which place he was recommended early in June, said commis- 
sion being dated June 29, 1863. 

‘About the 5th day of July, 1863, by order of the officer commanding the regi- 
ment, said Ridenour took command of Company F, and continued in command 
until October 5, 1864, when he was assigned to staff duty. Said Ridenour was 
discharged as an enlisted man as of the date of June 29, 1863, and he wasaccepted 
and mustered in as second lieutenant to take effect July 1, 1863. Immediately 
after the surrender of Vicksburg said Ridenour, in charge of said company, in 
July, 1863, marched from said city to Jackson, Miss. During said march said 
claimant was attacked with varicocele, and was at times rendered thereby un- 
able to march, and was compelled to resort totheambulance. When he entered 
the service he was a strong, healthy man. Previously to said month of July, 
1863, or in the latter part of June of that year, the petitioner was somewhat un- 
well, although the precise nature of his ailment is unknown, and he was not 
then aware that it was the varicocele for which he was afterward pensioned. It 
is not certain that said disease had its inception before July, 1863. But if that 
was the fact, it is apparent and uncontradicted that the principal development, 
growth, and establishment of the disease occurred after the commencement of 
the march from Vicksburg to Jackson. It is shown by medical evidence that 
the disability of said Ridenour is permanent and incurable, and that such disa- 
bility incapacitates said Ridenour from performing manual labor. 

“ This committee is of the opinion that under the existing circumstances of 
the case as hereinbefore stated said Ridenour should be regarded as a second 
lieutenant at the time of the occurrence of the disability for which pension has 
been granted and his rating should be increased accordingly. 

‘This committee therefore recommend the passage of a substitute bill, which 
is herewith submitted.” 

Your committee would recommend the substitution of the accompanying bill 
in lieu of the bill (H. R. 2000) Forty-eighth Congress, and that the claimant be 
granted a pension as provided in said substituted bill. 

All of which is herewith submitted. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I should like to have some explanation 
of this case. If I comprehend the report from its reading, this claim- 
ant was pensioned in the rank he held at the time he incurred the dis- 
ability. This proposition is to increase the pension by increasing the 
rank, or by assuming at the time he held a commission and was en- 
titled to be regarded as a second lieutenant. I do not believe in increas- 
ing a pension in that way. If he was in fact a second lieutenant at the 
time the disease was incurred, the Pension Office by inquiring of the 
War Department can ascertain whether it was so or not. 

I make this statement because this is not an isolated case by any 
means. There are hundreds of them, and I might say thousands of 
them, where soldiers were injured at a time when they held commis- 
sions or rank beyond that which they actually had. It was necessary 
they should have a command sufficiently large te entitle them to be 
mustered; and besides they must have discharged the duties of the 
higher rank. They must have been mustered into the service under 
the higher commission. If it be true in this case this disability was in- 
curred at the time this soldier held the rank by which his pension was 
rated, Ido not think we should interfere to increase his rank. It would 
be better to muster him into the regular Army and put him on the 
retired-list. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to say in reply to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the proof is insome respects conflicting. This 
man, as shown by the evidence of record, on June 29, 1863, was com- 
missioned as a second lieutenant and mustered in as such July 1. 

Now, it seems that his disability, by the preponderance of evidence 


haps before he was mustered in, certainly, however, while he was act- 
ing as a first lieutenant. I think the preponderance of evidence clearly 
shows that, and the committee so found when they reported the bill, 
after a careful examination of the testimony. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me? What 
are the allegations of the declaration in the Pension Office? When does 
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in this case, arose after he was acting as a commissioned officer, but per- | 
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the claimant allege, in his original application, the incurrence of the 
disability ? 

Mr. HOLMES. If I recollect aright, he claims to have incurred it on 
this very march, as stated here in this report. 

Mr. HORR. When was that? 

Mt. HOLMES. That was on the march from Vicksburg to Jackson, 
Miss., July, 1863. 

Mr. STRUBLE. He started out on July 5 on that march. I know 
the fact, for I was there. 

Mr. HOLMES. Yes, sir; he was commissioned as a first lieutenant 
on the Ist of July, or rather he was mustered in to take effect on that 
date, and started on this march on the 5th. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. When was he commissioned ? 

Mr. HOLMES. To date from the Ist of July, 1863. 

Mr. HORR. When was he mustered? 

Mr. HOLMES. He was mustered in to date from the Ist of July, 
although he was mustered in a few days after the receipt of his com- 
mission. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. What year was that? 

Mr. HOLMES. In 1863. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. That was the rule of the Department at 
that time. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand thatall pensions heretofore have been 
granted on that basis. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that it was 
the rule of the War Department to muster all officers in the field from 
the date of their commissions, and they took rank from the date of 
their commissions. It was afterward, in 1863, in the latter part of the 
year, that this rule was changed, and officers were not allowed to take 
rank in the Army until they were mustered. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand that to be the rule that applied to this 
case. I looked it up quite thoroughly at the time, and all of these facts 
are borne out by the record. The disability was incurred, according to 
the opinion of the committee, after he had been acting as an officer. 
The medical reports are different in this latter particular, the later re- 
ports increasing the disability. This pension is based upon the later 
reports. We had no doubtin our own minds thatthe disability was in- 
curred in the service while he was acting as a first lieutenant, and that 
he wasentitled to be rated as of that rank. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this applicant, as shown by the re- 
port, was mustered out as an enlisted man to date from the 29th of June, 
1863, at which date he was commissioned as a second lieutenant. He 
was not therefore an enlisted man at the time of the incurrence of the 
disease. He was placed in command of one of the companies of his regi- 
ment asa lieutenant by order of the officercommanding theregiment. If 
he was not mustered in until a later date it was not his fault. Imme- 
diately after he was commissioned he was placed in command of the 
company and they started out on an important expedition. They were 
in the field in active service, and there was no opportunity for Lieuten- 
ant Ridenour’s being mustered, and that is the reason that this pension 
was not granted by the Department. But not only is he entitled to 
this rank and to this pension, but there is great injustice done him by 
this report. He should have this pension, to date from the incurrence 
of the disease; and I desire to move to strike out from the ninth line of 
the bill the words, ‘‘the passage of this act,’’ and insert the words, 
**the incurrence of his disease.’’ 

There is nothing but simple justice in this. He was not an enlisted 
man when that disease was incurred. Hewasan officer. He was serv- 
ing as such and was recognized as such, and because he was not formally 
mustered as such was through no fault of his own, and he should not 
be the sufferer by it. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam in favor of the passage of this bill, but I am 
opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. It has been 
the uniform practice, and it is hardly necessary I should remind the 
House of the fact, not to grant arrears in special-act cases. The prop- 
osition made by the gentleman from Iowa implies the rerating of this 
pension from the date of the disability; and our committee have uni- 
formly refused that in all other cases, and I think it ought not to be 
done in this. 

So far as the case is concerned, I think the committee have decided 
fairly upon the probabilities. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me, I would 
ask, if it be true that he was mustered out as a private on the 29th of 
June and mustered in as a second lieutenant to date from the Ist of 
July—and he alleges in the declaration for a pension that the disability 
was incurred subsequently to the Ist of July—I would like to know 
the reason why the Commissioner of Pensions made so grave a mistake 

| as to have found that he was simply entitled to a pension as a sergeant. 
I think there is a mistake somewhere along the line of this case as to 
the facts. 

Mr. MATSON. I think I can perhaps give the gentleman a satis- 
factory answer to that question. The report shows that this soldier 
was sick, for he was then an enlisted man, some time in June, but that 
the particular complaint, which I need not mention—a reference to the 
report will disclose what that is—probably arose subsequent to the time 
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of his being taken sick. Gentlemen perhaps will remember the nature 
of the disease for which he is pensioned. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it not true, then, that in his applica- 
tion for a pension he alleges the disease was incurred, prior to the Ist 
day of July? ; 

Mr. MATSON. Perhaps he did allege that he was taken sick and it | 
resulted in this thing, and the evidence seems to show that the disease 
for which he is now claiming a pension had its origin, growth, and de- | 
velopment subsequent to the time at which he was mustered as a sec- 
ond lieutenant. Therefore the committee, while not favorable usually 
to the applications for rerating pensions, thought that under the circum- 
stances this case was fairly shown to be one in which the rating should 
be made to this person as an officer from the date of the passage of the 
act, but not to go back. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the disabilities for which this soldier 
was pensioned originated after the date of his commission and the date 
at which he was entitled to muster, then clearly he is entitled to the 
increase; but if not, if the disability was really incurred before that 
date, I think it a very bad way to increase pensions by increasing rank. 
I think the whole question ought to turn upon that fact. Ifthe disa- 
bility was incurred prior to the date of his commission and the date at 
which he was entitled to be mustered, then the pension ought not to be 
increased in this way; but if it was incurred after that date, then I have 
no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no doubt in this case in regard to cer- 
tain things. There is no doubt but this man ceased to be an enlisted 
man prior to the Ist of July, 1863, and from that time he was not only 
performing the duties of a commissioned officer, but when he was mus- 
tered his muster was dated back, so that it took effect from the Ist of 
July. The whole question is whether the disability was incurred while 
he was an enlisted man or whether it was incurred after he-became a 
commissioned officer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before or after July 1; that is the whole 
question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir; before or after July 1. Now, as throw- 
ing some light on the question, I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that after the Ist of July, to wit, on the 6th of July, 
he set out with us on that march from Vicksburg to Jackson, perform- 
ing the duties of a commissioned officer; in other words, that the illness 
or disease, or whatever it may be called, with which he was afflicted 
during the month of June did not prevent him from performing his 
duties as an enlisted man and did not prevent him from entering on the 
discharge of his duties as a commissioned offieer; and that while he was 
in the discharge of his duties as a commissioned officer this disease fast- 
ened itself on him and disabled and disqualified him; and from that 
time dates the permanent disease which has ever since followed and dis- 
abled him. Therefore it seems apparent to me that the disability dates 
from the time he was a commissioned officer and not from the time he 
was an enlisted man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ passage of this act,’’ and insert in lieu thereof, “ incur- 
rence of the disease.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 11, noes 31. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 
to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 





MALVIN PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1985) 
granting a pension to Malvin Pierce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malvin Pierce, late first sergeant 
of Company E, Eighth Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1985) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Malvin Pierce on the pension-rolls of the United States, respectfully report : 

That Melvin Pierce was a sergeant in Company E, Eighth Michigan Cavalry. 
His total disability while in the line of duty appears clearly established by the 


records of his case. He was a prisoner of war at Andersonville, Ga., and other | 


points for about eight months. General S.S. Fry, who commanded in Kentucky 
during the early part of the war, speaks very highly of Pierce, the latter having 


been a clerk at his headquarters. The evidence of General Fry and many other | 
witnesses shows him to have been free from any habits of dissipation, and that | 


he was very attentive to hisduties. He entered the Army a healthy, able-bodied 
man, and returned from it a wreck. 

While in prison at Andersonville, Ga., he, with about a thousand others, were 
offered-the opportunity of taking the oath of allegiance as soldiers of the Con- 
federacy. The oath was administered orally, the men repeating it altogether 
Pierce swears he went out with the others, but did not take the oath; that he 
accepted the offer of the enemy to save his life, and that he nor any of his com- 
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Pension Office rejected the application for pension on the sole ground that he 
went into the confederate service. 

In consideration of the terrible sufferings endured by prisoners of war at Ander- 
sonville, and that, as stated by the applicant for pension, it was the alternative 
of death or the oath, we recommend the granting of a pension to applicant, sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


FRANK F. FITKIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1986) 
granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and be is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Frank F. Fitkin, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty-first Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. , 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1986), authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-rolls of the United States the name of Frank F. Fitkin, respectfully report : 

That they have examined the record in this‘case, and find that Frank F, Fitkin 
entered the service as a private in Company B, Thirty-first lowa Volunteers, on 
the 13th of August, 1862, and was discharged May 26, 1865. He claims disability 
by reason of kidney disease and rupture incurred while in the line of duty as 
a soldier. The evidence showing that his disability exists is conclusive. The 
examining surgeon to whom this case was referred reports that disability on 
hernia would entitle him to $2 a month, and his disability on cystitis to 8a 
month. That his disabilities originated in the service was shown by uncontra- 
dicted testimony. The hernia was received bya fall at the battle of Mission 
Ridge, while a member of Company G, Ninth lowa Volunteers. 

The committee would recommend that he be placed on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the pension law, to take effect from and 
after the passage of this bill. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask why the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions did not put this man on the roll? 

Mr. HOLMES. The Pension Office thought there was not sufficient 
evidence showing that the injury originated while the soldier was in 
the line of duty. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The report says there was. 

Mr. HOLMES. We think the evidence establishes that fact. That 
he received the injury in the service there is no question. Whether he 
received it in the line of duty was a question with the Pension Office. 
We think, in view of all the evidence there is on record, the pension 
should not be refused. The committee, taking that view, authorized a 
favorable report. That fhe soldier received his disability while in the 
line of duty, we think there can be no question. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


F. NELSON, T. CAINE, AND EK C. SANDERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1711) 


granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and Henry C. Sanders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and 
Henry C. Sanders, of Wyoming Territory, late employés of the Quartermaster’s 
Department of the United States Army, who were severely wounded and disa- 
bled for life, while connected with Major Thornburgh’s expedition, in the en- 
gagement with the Ute Indians, September 29, 1879. 


The report (made by Mr. HOLMES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
17i1) granting a pension to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and H. C. Sanders, have 
had the same under consideration, and beg leave to make the following report : 

This bill was introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress (H. R. 4982) and re- 
ported favorably upon from the committee, No. 1471. A careful review of the 
bill and the facts sustaining it seem to fully warrant the favorable report made 
upon it in the Forty-seventh Congress. It was not reached for action during 
that Congress. The report made by the former committee, and above referred 
to, is so fair and complete a résumé that the committee incorporate it herewith 
in their report. 


‘*THouse Report No. 1471, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 


| “Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow 
ing report, to accompany bill H. R. 4982: 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4982) granting a pension to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and R. Sanders, have had 
the same under consideration, and beg leave to make the following report: 

‘In support of the bill claimants present the certificates of Capt. James Gilliss, 
assistant quartermaster United States Army, and R. 8S. Vickery, assistant sur- 
geon United States Army, at Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
| ‘Captain Gilliss certifies that at the time of the fight of Maj. T.T. Thornburgh, 
| Fourth United States Infantry, with the Ute Indians on Milk River, Colorado, 
September 29, 1879, Henry C. Sanders was inthe employ of the Quartermaster’s 
Department asa citizen blacksmith. Also, that atsaid time and place Frederick 
Nelson and Thomas Cain were employed as teamsters in the Quartermaster’s 
Department. 

‘Surgeon Vickery certifies as follows 

***'The following-named men, employés in the quartermaster’s department, 
were with the command of Capt. J. S. Payne, Fifth Cavalry, in action with the 
Ute Indians on Milk River, Colorado, September 29, 1879, and were wounded in 
that action, and were received into this hospital October 19, 1879, with other 
wounded men from the same field. 

** Their condition then was as follows: 

‘** Frederick Nelson, gunshot wound of left shoulder, the bullet passing over 
and grazing the bone; gunshot wound of left leg, the ball entering at lowerand 





rades were ever given arms except ten or twelve old muskets, with which was | outer border of left thigh, ranging downward; it still remains deeply lodged 


performed guard duty over themselves. He testifies that he never bore arms 


against the United States, and that he did not aid the so-called Confederate | 


States in the war of the rebellion. 
Shortly after taking the oath, so called, he was taken tothe hospital delirious, 


among the muscles. He had also scars of wounds received in the war of the re- 
bellion—a shell wound fracturing the right leg, and a flesh wound of neck from 
rifle-ball. He was in this hospital until March 2, 1880, and still remains totally 
disabled, the result of his wounds. 


where he remained at Macon,Ga., unti] General Wilson captured the city. The ! ‘*Henry C. Sanders, wound from rifle-ball passing across back part of left 

































knee, wounding the bone and opening the joint. As the result of it there has 

been much inflammation and an immense amount of suppuration all along the 

leg and thigh He is still confined to bed in hospital, but is now recovering 
Tot y and permanently disabled 

Thomas Caine, bullet wound of chest, right side; the ball entered over third 

ril d came out between seventh and eighth rib, fracturing the ribs and perfo- 

r g the lung. He was discharged from hospital, wound healed, January 5, 

There is also on file the following statement by Capt. J.S. Payne, Fifth Cav- 

ilry, commanding the expedition against the Utes, indorsed upon letter ad- 


lressed to him by Frederick Nelson 


Nelson was with my command as teamster in the campaign last fall, and 
served in that capacity faithfully. During the affair of Milk River, September 


29, October 5, he did the duty of a soldier courageously and cheerfully until he 
received a painful wound, from which he is now suffering and by which he is 
disabled for life. Hisconduct came under my personal observation, and I take 
pleasure in recommending that a pension be granted him.’ 

In addition to the above there is on file the following house joint resolution 
and memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Wyoming Territory 


To the honorable Senateand Houseof Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, 
respectfully represent that H.C. Sanders, Fred. Nelson, and Thomas Caine, citi- 
zens of this Territory, while in the employ of the United States Government, 
and doing duty as soldiers under the orders of officers of the United States Army, 
were wounded and permanently disabled in an engagement with the Ute In- 
dians at Milk River, Colorado; said engagement being known to the country 


as the *‘ Thornburgh massacre 


And your petitioners would further represent that these persons, being dis- | 
abled for life while protecting the property of the United States, and taking | 


arms against the public enemy in obedience to Army authority, are entitled to 
relief of a suitable pension in each case, such as the gratitude and liberality of 
a great power naturally award to its defenders at all times. 

As under existing United States laws there are no provisions by which claims 
of this class can be adjudicated and allowed, your petitioners pray that the per- 
sons hereinbefore mentioned, upon showing by proper affidavits their authorized 
service of and employment by the Government, their presence at the action 
named, and that the wounds there received have caused permanent disability, 
may obtain relief at your hands by the passage of an act granting to said persons 
such a pension as the presentation of facts and circumstances in each case may 
seem to warrant. And for such action on this memorial your petitioners, the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming, will ever pray. 


Be it resolved, That the secretary of the Territory of Wyoming be requested | 


to forwarda copy of this memorial to Hon. M. E. Post, Delegate in Congress, and 
that he be instructed to use his best endeavors to secure the result prayed for 
therein.’ 

‘The committee are of opinion that the claimants are entitled to the relief 
asked for, and therefore report favorably on the same with the following amend- 
ments: Strike out the letter “‘ R” before the word Sanders in the title of the bill 
and in line 6, and insert in both places the following, *‘ Henry C.;”’ also strike 
out all after the word “‘ seventy-nine,”’ in line 11; and thus amended ask that it 
do pass.’ 

The committee are of the opinion that the claimants should be granted the re- 
lief asked for in the bill, and report favorably on the same. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. This is another instance of an application on 
the part ofa civilian who was in the service in connection with the 
Army for a pension for an injury received while in that service. I 


have myself no objection to the granting of pensions in all cases like | 


this. I think this is a meritorious case, one that commends itself favor- 
ably to my consideration, as I believe it will to people generally. 

But special legislation of this character results in wrong-doing, ir 
that it leaves without the pale a large number of others who are equally 
entitled to like relief. They should be permitted to receive the same 
benefits that the more industrious applicant receives, who comes to 
Congress and obtains the relief asked for. For the purpose of remedy- 
ing” what to my mind is this wrong, I will move that the Committee 


of the Whole be instructed to report this bill back to the House with a | 


recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, and that that committee be instructed to report a general | 


bill which will cover all cases of this kind, so that the parties entitled 
to this relief may present their claims to the Pension Bureau and have 
them granted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
decided this afternoon by the then chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole that such a motion as that submitted by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE] is not in order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
to recommit can be made only in the House. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Then I give notice that I will make the mo- 
tion in the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It seems to me that the Committee of 
the Whole has the right to report a bill back to the House with a rec- 
ommendation. I do not know any rule to prevent it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It was decided expressly to the con- 
trary this afternoon. As a matter of course the Committee of the 
Whole can not recommit a bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
of the Whole shall do it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the House a motion to recommit may 
be made. In the Committee of the Whole we can only amend a bill, 
or lay it aside to be reported favorably or unfavorably. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The Committee of the Whole can rec- 
ommend to the House what the House should do with the bill. That 
is the very purpose and object of considering this or any other bill in 
the Committee of the Whole. It is true that this Committee of the 
Whole can not recommit a bill, but it may recommend to the House to 
do so; it is buta mere recommendation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman may be right; I do not 


A motion 


It is not proposed that the Committee 





I make the point of order that it was | 
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pretend to controvert the question with him. This afternoon the then 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole decided differently. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And that may have been a wrong de- 
cision. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. The point of order has already been decided by th: 
Chair, and debate upon it is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was indulging the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] tomake his statement. The question is, Shal] 
this bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House? 

There was no objection, and the bill was accordingly laid aside to bx 
reported favorably to the House. 

JULIA A. CHAMBERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, autho: 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Chambers, widow of John 
Chambers, late an ordnance-sergeant in the United States Army, who died at 
Fort Monroe, January 30, 1879, and increase the pension paid her to $20 per month 

The report (made by Mr. JoHN. 8S. WISE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-seventh Congress recom- 
mend the passage of this bill. We think they were justifiedin so doing. 

For the reasons set forth in their report, which is hereto annexed, and which 
we ask shal! be made part hereof, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 173, Forty-seventh Congress, third session. } 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom the subject was referred, sub- 
mit the following report: 


** Julia A. Chambers is a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month, which she asks 
Congress to increase to $20 per month. 

‘* It appears that petitioner is the widow of Ordnance-Sergeant John Chambers, 
United States Army, who died in the United States military service at Fort Mon- 
roe, January 30, 1879, after having served in the Army nearly halfacentury. It 
also appears that she is the daughterof William Johnson, who was in the mili- 
tary service of the United States fora period of thirteen years, and who was dis- 
charged therefrom by reason of wounds contracted in battle with Indians. 

‘** Petitioner alleges that she is 60 years of age; that the greater portion of her 
life has been spent in the Army with her husband and father. She states that 
| she is infirm in addition to the disability on account of age, and that the pension 

now paid her is wholly inadequate to satisfy her necessities. 

“In view of the fact that this is an exceptional case ; that she suffered the hard- 
ships of her husband and father, in their long services in the Army, the com- 

| mittee think the relief asked should be granted, and they recommend that th« 
bill herewith reported do pass.” 

Mr. HORR. I wish that some one who knows about this case would 
give us some information. From what I have understood from the re- 
port it does not seem to me that this case comes within any rule which 
it would be safe for us to adopt. 
| Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will try to en- 
| lighten him as much asI can. This case comes from the State of Vir- 
| ginia; it was introduced by a member from Virginia [Mr. Lipsey], and 
was reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by a member 
from Virginia [Mr. Jonn 8. WISE]. 

I think the report states very clearly the facts upon which the com- 
mittee base their recommendation that the pension in this case should 
| be increased. It appears that this woman is now quite old, and con- 
| siderably infirm in addition to her age; that she is the widow of a man 
| who served in the Army as an enlisted man for nearly fifty years, and 
| she is the daughter of a man who served in the Army for nearly thir- 
teen years and was discharged because of wounds received in an Indian 
fight. The greater portion of her own life, especially that during the 
time of her marriage to the soldier now dead, has been spent in the 
Army. 

Time and time again this House has granted an increase of pension 
from $30 to $50 a month to widows of general officers because of their 
long service, because those officers had worn thefnselves out in the serv- 
ice of their Government. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman tell me by what parity of reason- 
| ing we should give this woman more than $8 a month, when we give 
| the widow of a man killed in the service, of a man who lost his life 
in battle, only $8 a month? If the gentleman can give me any reason 
why this woman should be pensioned at $20 a month, and we should 
| still retain the widows of soldiers killed in the service on the rolls at 
| only $8 a month, I should like to hear it. 

Mr. MATSON. So far as regards the retaining of the widows ot 
soldiers on the rolls at $8 a month, I will say to the gentleman that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions has reported a bill in favor of in- 

| creasing the pensions of all widows of soldiers to $12a month. A gen- 

| eral bill of that character has been reported to the House, and we hope 

| to pass it at an early day, and I think it will be passed substantially 
without objection. 

Now, this bill proposes to increase the pension of this woman to $20 
amonth. The committee have recommended this increase because this 
woman is the widow of a man who was more than an ordinary soldier, 
who spent his whole life in the service of the Government—nearly 
fifty years. The committee believed this pension should be granted 
because. of the exceptionally long service of this woman’s husband, and 
because we have repeatedly pensioned the widows of general officers at 

| the rate of $50 a month on account of the long service of such officers. 
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This woman is very old and infirm; she asks only that her pension be 
increased to $20 a month. Her husband served almost as long as any 
officer ever served the Government continuously. He occupied the 
place of ordnance sergeant, which I am informed by the distinguished 
gentleman on my left (Mr. RosEcRANS] is a very responsible position. 
He was, during his term of service in charge for many years of Fort 
Washington, down the river here. The Committee thought in view 
of this man’s exceptionally long service—I wish to impress that fact 
upon gentlemen of the House—this pension should be granted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON] how it happens that his committee is taking 
jurisdiction of bills of this kind. This is about the third or fourth bill 
‘of this sort reported from that committee. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman desires to have any bills for con- 
sideration by his committee, I can say that we have plenty to spare. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I simply wanted an explanation of the 
matter. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know how this particular bill came before 
our committee. But I know it has been reported by us. However, 
as this man served during the last war, that fact would entitle our com- 
mittee to jurisdiction of the case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the gentleman from Indiana state something 
about the financial circumstances of this woman? 

Mr. MATSON. She is very poor; and, as the report states, her pres- 
ent pension is not sufficient to meet her absolute necessities. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
aquestion. What pension would this sergeant have been entitled to 
under the pension laws had he been totally disabled? 

Mr. MATSON. There are three grades of disability 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I mean what is understood by the term 
‘total disability ’’—not special disability. 

Mr. MATSON. Forthe highest grade of disability, the pension is $50 
a month. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
total disability of his grade. 
Mr. HORR. Eight dollars a month would have been the pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Eight dollars a month is the pension allowed to 
those who are totally incapacitated for the performance of hard manual 
labor. Twenty-four dollars a month is the rate for those incapacitated 
for the performance of any manual labor. Fifty dollars a month is al- 
lowed to those who are so totally helpless as to require the regular as- 
sistance and attendance of another person. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then it appears that the pension to which 
the husband would have been entitled had he been totally disabled is 
$8 amonth. The rule which has been very seldom departed from has 
been not to grant by special acts any greater pension to the widow than 
the husband would have been entitled to. 

It seems to me that the grounds upon which it is proposed to grant 
this increase of pension are all wrong. Inquiries are made as to the 
pecuniary circumstances of this widow. Why, sir, half the world, I 
was about to say, is half the time on the ragged edge of want. The 
question of destitution is not a question by which to determine whether 
a pension should be granted inany particular case. 

If this increase of pension is to be granted upon the ground of service, 
that reason fails. I hold that pensions should be granted for disability 
only, not for service, not for destitution. The husband in this case 
would have been entitled to$8a month. The widow, though she may 
be, like thousands and tens of thousands of others, aged and destitute, 
should receive no more than $8 a month. 

I can see no reason in this case for departing from the ordinary rule. 
If it is proposed to raise the pensions of all widows, very good; then 
this pension will go up when the general increase is made. But there 
has been no substantial reason given for the passage of this special act, 
except a pitiful story, such as can be told with equal truth in hundreds 
and thousands of other cases. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, general rules are established 
by Congress for the pensioning of deserving persons—soldiers, their 
widows and orphans. Congress has unquestionably the right to estab- 
lish such general laws. But it appears that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions think the facts are sufficient to justify them in recommending 
us to make an exception in the case of this woman. We have just as 
much right to make an exception as we have toestablish the rule. We 
make exceptions quite often for the benefit of the widows of field offi- 
cers—men who have held high rank inthe Army. Ithink we can with 
equally good grace make an exception for the benefit of a poor woman, 
whose father and husband spent their lives in the service of the Gov- 
ernment, she herself, by reason of their services, not having had the 
advantages of that home-life wherein she might have gathered about 

her the comforts required in old age. 

I hardly think it worth our while to cavil and quibble about doing 
@ generous and graceful thing to this poor woman. 

_Mr. MATSON. If it were an original proposition, to increase pen- 
sions of the widows of distinguished general officers I should not favor it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohie. They are the last cases. 

“ Mr. MATSON. But after it has been done to them, I could not have 
the face to refuse this poor woman. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. You are right in that. 

Mr. MATSON. The precedents are bad. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is true. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ANSON B. SAMS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1127) 
granting a pension to Anson B. Sams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Anson B. Sams, late of the Third North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and restrictions 
of the pension laws. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Anson B. Sams, private, duly enlisted in Company A, Second Regiment North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry, was attacked in December, 1863, with hernia and 
weakness of the eyes from exposure in actual service. Wethink he proves this 
satisfactorily by his comrades, There is some technical trouble as to his pro- 
duction of medical certificates, growing, doubtless, out of his being an assistant 
surgeon and treating himself. The Committee on Invalid Pensions inthe Forty- 
seventh Congress reported favorably on his claim. We do likewise 

We recommend passage of the bill, with an amendment making it read ‘*‘ Com- 
pany A, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The iirst question is on the amendment reported 


P. M. SHANNON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to P. M. Shannon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of P. M. Shannon. 


1613) 


The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FE. R. 4618 
granting a pension to Preston M. Shannon, submit the following report 

The testimony in this case is very strong, and to the mind of your committee 
is conclusive of claimant's disability, its origin in the service, its continuance 
up to the present time, and in fact that it is permanent, and that he is entitled 
to a pension. 

The testimony is very clear that he was sound when he enlisted, that he came 
out of service afflicted with rheimatism, and that he still suffers with the same 
to a degree that disables him from earning a living by manual labor. 

It seems that his claim was rejected because he was unable to show medical 
treatment while in the service, and for a period of some space after he was dis- 
charged from the Army; and also because there is no hospital or other record of 
treatment in the service. But, he has satisfactorily accounted for these omis- 
sions, in the opinion of your committee, by showing that his regimental sur- 
geon had been dead for several years when he prepared his case, and that he was 
unable to ascertain the whereabouts of the assistant surgeon, if indeed he was 
then living. Healsogives satisfactory reasons why he was treated in camp and 
not in the hospital. 

His captain and other witnesses, shown to be entitled to credit, testify as to 
the origin of his disability while in the service and its continuance up to the 
time when they made their affidavits, of such a character as to indicate that he 
is permanently disabled therefrom. 

After a careful examination 6f all the testimony, your committee believe that 
he is entitled to a pension, and therefore report back bill H. R. 4613, and recom- 
mend that the same be passed. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘“‘ P.” and insert ‘‘ Preston;*’ and after “‘Shannon”’ insert ‘ 
Company —, Third Tennessee Infantry.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting a pension to Preston M. Shan- 
non. 

Mr. STEELE. I never before heard of a company blank. 
know we had any such in the service. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOUK. When I drew the bill I did not exactly know the letter 
of the company and so I left it blank. I know this man and that he 
served in the Third Tennessee Infantry. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman from Tennessee knows the man it 
is all right. 

Mr. HOUK. I moveto amend the amendment of the committee by 
making it read ** Third Tennessee Infantry.’’ 

Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to; and then the amend- 
ments of the committee as amended were concurred in. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


The Clerk will read the amendments reported 


late of 


I did not 


ELIZABETH MOYAL. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOUK. I hope not. I have not been greedy in reporting these 
cases, and I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion so we may 
consider the next bill which was reported by me. 

Mr. MATSON. Very well, then; I will withdraw my motion. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1836) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Moyal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Moyal, mother of Stephen 
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I Inv 1 Pens s, to wh was referred the bill (H. R. 
1836) fe ie relief « Elizabeth Moyal, submit the following report 

i I tm er Her de} dence on this soldier is sub- 
st fl ! ve Che f unt to her pension is es- 
tal l led yidier was inthe eof his duty when killed rhe facts 
are t Che ite! t-colonel of his regiment and the captain of his com- 
pan i several cx vies testify that the command halted to take a meal at 
Nat M t ess, composed of several comrades, made 
as stick fire to b coffee Atth ineture one of the mess—and the weight 
of t | vs it was the de wed—put his pot on the fire when a comrade 
by t ame of Redden removed it, from which act a dispute arose, in the midst 

“v Redden stabbed and killed the soldier, the son of claimant 

l . vs the soldi« ave good record, and there is nothing to 
show e was at any fault int controversy which ended in his death 
Wet é t . { a the ‘ f duty, and that his mother, being depe nd- 
ent ‘ ‘ entit to a pension, and therefore report back H.R 
Is r t pas 

Mr. HOUK [ move that the bill be laid aside to bereported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr HEWITT, of Alabam [ ask for a divisian on that motion. 

Che committee divided: and there were ayes 40, noes 4 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HOUK I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that point 
of ord 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama [ will not if the gentleman will agree 
to let tl nittee rise after this bill has been disposed of. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the otion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I now move the committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to 


The comnuttec according] y rose: 


and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr, HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had according to order had under consideration the pen- 
sion cases on the Private Calendar, and had directed him to report back 


sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with favorable recommendations were severally 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 283) granting a pension to Patrick Horan; 

A bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 

A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 

A bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richmond, 
Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of N. C. Ridenour; 

A bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Henry C. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers; and 

A bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of Elizabeth Moyal. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with amendments were severally considered, 
the amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, and, being engrossed, were read the third 
time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; and 

A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to P. M. Shannon. 

The SPEAKER. The titles will be amended so as to conform to the 
action of the House if there be no objection. 


MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 


The following bill, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with an adverse recommendation, was consid- 
ered, the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole concurred in, 
and the bill ordered to be laid on the table, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes above taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 90’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of George W. Lennard Post, Grand 
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Albertson, widow ef John B. Albertson, deceased—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the post of the Grand Army of the Republic at 
Selma, Ind., on the subject of legislation for the relief of the soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of 54 wage-workers of the city of Richmond, Ind., fo 
legislation to prevent the importation of foreign laborers under co 
tracts made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COOK: Memorial of citizens of Iowa, relative to railroads and 
canals—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON : The petition of citizens of Hesperi, Mich., ask 

| ing for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in Michigan—to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of breakwater entrances and approach for the Cape Cod ship 
canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

By Mr. DOWD: The petition of A. J. Hunter, J. N. Hunter, and 20 
others; of A. D. Hepburn, W. J. Martin, and 35 others, all citizens of 
Mecklenburg County, North Carolina, for national aid to education 
severally to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Army officers, in favor of the passag: 
of H. R. 2613—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HURD: Petition of H. E. Foster and others, for establish 
ment of a Michigan branch of the national soldiers’ home—to the sam« 
committee. 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of George Hamilton and others, of Iowa 
asking additional measures for the benefit of soldiers—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Farmers’ Alliance of Clay 
County, Minnesota, in favor of the Morrison tariff bill—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of certain citizens of Kittitas County, 
Washington Territory, for the forfeiture of the Northern Pacific land 
grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON : Memorial of William Coventry and H. 
Waddell, relative to postal reform—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of 200 officers of the Third, Fourth, 
Fifth, Seventh, Ninth, Tenth, Twelfth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth, Twenty 
third, and Twenty-fourth Regiments of Infantry, and of Jacob Kent, 
captain Eighteenth Infantry, and other officers, for the passage of H 
R. 3117 for the reorganization of infantry regiments—to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lieut. William C. Birkheimer and others, officers ot 
artillery, for the passage of Senate bill 1677—to the same committee 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of 1,400 citizens of Seattle, Wash., in 
favor of forfeiting Northern Pacific Railroad land grants—to the Com 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of members of posts of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of Chicago, I1].,for an amendment to pension and bounty laws—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER : Billappropriating $50,000 for the improve 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio River at New Albany, Ind., and for 
the protection of the banks of the river at that point, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, affidavit of Mrs. Maria L. Van Deventer, relative to renewal oi 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of George C. Townsend and 50 others, 
and of Isaac McIntyre and 50 others, all citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio, relative to the restoration of the duty on wool—severally 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOD: Memorial of Rose Lawn Post, No. 253, Department 
of Indiana, relative to pensions, bounty, &c.—to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 5, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, as follows: 


STATE OF NEW YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, 
Albany, March 20, 1884. 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States prohibits a State from levying 
any tax upon commerce for purposes of revenue; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has an unquestioned power to estab- 
_ asystem of fees for the support, care, and maintenance of quarantine : There- 
ore, 

Resolved (if the senate concur), That the Congress of the United States be, and 
is hereby, requested to establish by law such just and equitable fees for the port 
of New York, and for all ports of entry in the United States, as a conference of 
the representatives of the State boards of health of the maritime States and of 


Army of the Republic, of New Castle, Ind., for a pension to Eliza Ann | the National Board of Health may recommend or as Congress in its wisdom 
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may enact; the object of this resolution being to establish economical and effi- 
cient commercial and health service in the principal maritime ports of the coun- 
CHAS. A. CHICKERING, Clerk. 


IN SENATE, April 2, 1884. 


y 
By order. 


Coneurred in without amendment. 


By onder. JOHN W. VROOMAN, Ct 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Tacoma, Wash., praying that Tacoma be made a port of 
entry: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Anderson Wintrey, of 
Carrollton, Mo., praying reimbursement for expenditures made by him 
during the year 1864 for recruits for the Forty-fourth Missouri Volun- 
tecr Infantry, with affidavits of Henry C. Manning, William N 
Waters, and John T. Patton to accompany the same. I move thatthe 

yetition be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think the petition had better be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state that having been a member of the 
Committee on Claims and the Committee on Military Affairs for six 
years, at one time on both committees, I iind that I made reports from 
each of those committees on this very question; so there is no regu- 
larity in the reference. Sometimes such matters are sent to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and sometimes they are sent to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 
tees on this question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of Johannes Brothers and 6 other 
dealers in tobacco at Green Bay and Fort Howard, Wis., asking for ad- 
ditional clerical force in the First Comptroller's Office, to prevent the 
present delay in the settlement of claims for rebate; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of Capt 
cers of the revenue-marine service, in favor of the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 4483) to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine service and 
providing for retiring the aged and disabled officers and regulating ex- 
aminations in the revenue-marine service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of officers of the line of the United 
States Army, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1667 extending 
the provisions of section 1207 Revised Statutes of the United States to 
the lieutenants of the line of the Army, and subject to the restrictions 
and conditions contained in the said bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of John G. Burchtield, late private 
Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, praying to be 
granted an invalid pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions 


Let the petition go to the Commit- 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Shawneetown, I1I., pray- 


ing an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of citizens of Massachusetts, re- 
monstrating against the passage of certain bills for the amendment ot 
the patent laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1716) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Springfield, Ohio, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1715) to provide for the erection of a public buildingin the city of Day- 
ton, Ohio, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Some time ago a bill (S. 1934) au- 
thorizing the Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of Sophia 


B. Moore vs. The United States was introduced and referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. Subsequently some documents relating 
to the bill were presented and by mistake referred to the Committee 
on Claims. I report those back, and ask that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from their further consideration and that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary where the bill is. 

The report was agreed to. 

FALSE PERSONATION OF GOVERNMENT OFFICERS. 
-Mr.GARLAND. TheCommittee on the Judiciary have had under con- 

sideration the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely 
and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting 
under authority of the United States or any Department thereof, and 
prescribing a penalty therefor, and have instructed me to report it back 
with two amendments. As the bill is one of importance and is being 
pressed by the Pension Office particularly, I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


I find that I myself have reported from both commit- | 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘* Department,”’ to insert ‘‘or any 
oflicer;’’ and in line 9, after the word ** Department,”’ to insert the words 


or any officer;’’ so as to make the bil) read 

That every person who, with intent to defraud either the United States or any 
person, falsely assumes or pretends to be an officer or employ cting under t 
authority of the United States, or any Department or any oflicer of the ¢ \ 
ment thereof, and who shall take upon himself to act as such, or who shall in 


such pretended « 





laracter demand or obtain from an) 1 { ed 
States, or any Department or any officer of the Govern ul y 
paper, document, or other valuable thing, shall |! f nd 
shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000, or im- 
prisonment not longer than three ars, or both said punishments, in the disere 
tion of the court 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were Cone urred in 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 


ad time. 


read a thi 
} 
| 


rhe 
On motion of 


1 
Ee read the third : , ae 
il Was reac he third time, and passed 


Mr. GARLAND, the title 


+ 


was so amended as to read 


**A bill making it a felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently as- 


sume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under authority of 
the United States, or any Department or any officer thereof, and pre- 
scribing a penalty therefor.’’ 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. to reimburse the several 
| States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2001) for the relief of Hiram §S. 
Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred tea the Com- 
mittee on Pensions 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2003) to correct the military rec 

| ord of William 8S. Smith, of Tennessee; which was read 
title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


2000 


twice by its 


referred to the 


SILK-CULTURE. 

| Mr. MORGAN. I present a memorial from the State board of silk- 
| culture of California, and in connection with that memorial, and by 
request, I desire to offer a bill on the samesubject, which I wish to bring 
to the attention of the Senate. The memorial sets forth the progress 
of silk-culture in California and is a most instructive and interesting 
paper. It is very brief, and I trust the Senate will indulge me m the 
request that it may be printed in the REcoRD. 
remarkable. I will read that part of it: 

For these reasons principally we shall not ask at the hands of your honor 
|} able body any protective tariff upon the raw material. We are satisfied that 
American skilled labor, with the superior improved appliances of mechanical 
invention as compared with the servile labor of foreign lands, confined to the 
erude and imperfect appliances for reeling and preparing raw silk which have 
been but little improved for centuries, will render our products of such superior 
fineness and reliability as to successfully compete with all rivals, even at present 
i prices, 


One feature of if is 





[ had the honor when the existing tariff was under discussion in the 
Senate to propose an amendment to the tariff bill to take raw silk, 
reeled silk, from the free-list and put it under a duty of 10 per cent. 
ad valorem, my purpose being to give some encouragement to an indus- 
try which had been entirely neglected in the United States, and also 
because I believed that silk in all of its uses was comparatively a lux 
ury and that it was a proper subject of taxation. 

On reading the memorial of this California Silk Culture Association 
and the report which accompanies it, the first annual report of that as 
sociation, I have become satisfied‘ that the remedy I then proposed tor 
their relief is not necessary, and inasmuch as this is the first industry, 
I believe, that has ever memorialized Congress disclaiming any desire 
| to have a protective tariff levied upon the country in its favor, I think 
itis my duty to request that the memorial shall go into the Recorp. 
and i ask its reference to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORGAN. In that connection I ask leave to present the report 
of the association and ask its reference to the same committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to ask the Senator what the 
memorial prays for. 

Mr. MORGAN. I omitted to state that it prays for a silk-culture 
| bureau in the Department of Agriculture, through which facilities may 

be furnished for distributing the eggs and plants, different descriptions 
of mulberry, and information in respect of the reeling and preparation 
of silk for the weavers. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Alabama, the Chair 
understands, desires that the memorial be printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. MORGAN. The memorial, but not the report accompanying it. 

The memorial was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 





Memorial of the California Silk-Culture 
se 


Association 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States in Congress assembled 

We, the undersigned, officers and members of the California Silk-Cult ure As- 
sociation, respectfully represent to your honorable body that the pr 
raw silk in the United States is entirely practicable 


that it ought to be and may 
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eas ‘ ide one of t great industries of the country, and that in view of REPORT ON ALASKA. 
its importance and practicability itis highly deserving of encouragement from . ae . : . 
the National Government Mr. BOWEN submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
We beg leave to submit to your consideration the following very brief sum- | to the Committee on Territories: 
I ‘ if ts > 7 T . y 1 
Phe estimated value of the raw silk produced in all the countries of the Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to transmit to 
worid an its to the enormous sum of 3400.000.000 annually. most of which is the Senate the official report by Lieut I rederick Schwatka t nited States Army 
derived from those Asiatic countries to which the raising of this precious fiber of his military re connaissance of 1883 from Chilkaht Inlet, Alaska, to Fort s 
is en principally confined since its origination there in the early dawn of | kirk, on Yukon River, Alaska 
human civilization ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
In every country where silk is produced in considerable quantities this source | ad am siete > . 
of wealth has been recognized as meriting public protection and encourage- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurr nt 
vent, and particularly in its infancy has it received posents aid from — or other resolutions,’’ that order is closed, and the Chair lays befor 
ernments. So jealousy did the Chinese Government guar s interest, the . ‘ , P 
ae ve maine ee a ier ‘at | the Senate the Calendar under Rule VIIL. 
the iltivation of silk was not permitted to go beyond its boundaries for thou- S 
aA sof vears, when in the sixth century two missionaries, at the risk of their Mr. BLAIR rose. 
lives, conveyed clandestinely, by the aid of a hollow cane sufficient om Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire, I suppose, rises to 
res to commen he business in the ni of Constantinople, whence it | e . 
cum ©. sage ch mth ng ntl ne ow tantinople, wience ™ | move to take up the unfinished business. I do not propose to anta 
sprea rough nea very Iropean country : . . + 
In France, Italy, Germany,and all other enlightened lands where silk has | onize that, but I think it my duty to say that on Monday next I shall 
become a valuable article of commerce, it has attained such importance a ask the Senate, whatever may be then before it, to lay aside the untin- 
the fostering care and financial aid extended to it by the governments of those | ; . . . “ae +} ; ; ; alec al 
CO tries and even China and J ipan still continue, as they have done for cen- ished busine = and take Up tne naval appropriation bill. It was re 
turies, to extend royal recognition to this gigantic and beneficent industry by | ported to the Senate on Tuesday last, and in reporting it I gave notic: 


frequent edicts of their sovereigns for the further development and protection | that I would call it up probably not later than Thursday, but the d« 
of silk products : 





Phe in portation of Sik fabrics into the United States amounts to about $35,- bate ran on upon the bill in charg ol the Senator from New Hamp 
000,000 annua while the cost of the raw material which is required tosupply | shire, and hoping that the consideration of that bill would be compl ted 
our three hundred and eighty-eight silk factories amounts at the lowest esti- | this week. I have refrained from bringing the naval appropriation bill 
mate to about $20,000,000 each year. Of this sum China and Japan receive the before the Senate 
greatest part, yet there are nearly two-thirds of the territory of the United States | serore ne Henate. 2 : oe 
where the production of raw silk can be accomplished with more satisfactory I hope we may be able to finish the educational bill to-day; but 
results than in those lands of the Occident | whether we do or not, I shall feel like taking the sense of the Senat: 

he practicability of silk-culture in the United States has passed through the oceeding with the naval ; nnanetantt billon M 1; t j 
experimental stage and has now assumed the form of one of the most impor- | upon proceeding with t 1e nava appropriation muion Monday. It is 
tant questions pertaining to American industry and commerce. That our soil | & Most Important bill. The Committee on Appropriations has incor- 


nate, and particularly those of California, owing to the absence of thun- | porated very important amendments upon the House bill, which I pre- 


der-storms and of rains in summer, are peculiarly adapted to silk raising iscon- | ‘ OP ra : alittle’ talk. 2 ae . 

ceded by silk experts throughout the world who have investigated our advan- | S2™<« the § enate will adopt, as it hasalready taken action in that direc- 
tages: and the fact presents itself to us as a nation that every dollar of the | tion, and the bill ought to go back to the House very soon forconsidera 
t ty-tive or forty millions paid annually to foreign silk producers should flow | tion there. I do not need now to urge upon Senators the importance 
into the coffers of our own laboring classes; and that the 200,000 surplus work- | f getting the ; ‘iati bills through as f: ‘ hev na trnr } 
ing women of this country, who are to-day employed at starvation wages in | of getting the appropriation hills through as fast as they come from thy 


avenues of labor already greatly overcrowded or not employed at all, might be ouse. They come slowly enough at any rate. On Monday I sha! 
’ ; led ployed il ht | Hou Chey com ' ’ \ 


made happy, well-paid workers in this lucrative and most attractive field of | seek to call up that bill. 

i ! stry P > > ‘ > if > Le ‘ aN ‘ re € j ? ? 
The age ate valuation of the silk products of American mills is about Mr. BLAIR. I shall hope if the Senator does make that motion, in 

$80,000,000 annually, and yet this important branch of manufacture is compelled | Case the Senate shall not conclude the educational bill to-day, that it 


to rely mainly upon the producers of Asia for the raw material whence this | may be the sense of the Senate that the educational bill is quite as im 
Vast sum is realized aie ; . . . : ‘ . ‘ Sa ' 
rhat the reeled silk brought into this country from China and Japan is so | Portant as the one to whic h he has allude d. Itis necessary that th 
shamelessly adulterated with various weighty substances as to entail a loss of | bill, if it becomes a law during this session at least, should reach thi 
at least 40 per cent. upon the purchasing manufacturer is too well known to re- | House of Representatives before a great length of time. The appro 
quire further notice Phat American-raised silk is free from all this adultera- iati bill to which the Senator refers has of course been c oe 
tion isan undisputed fact, and the saving to the consumer would amount to priation Di o nen “i a“ Senator reiers has 0 course been considered 
bout $20,000,000 if this amount of raw material were supplied to our factories | by the other branch of Congress and the educational bill has not bee 
by our own people, as it well can be. | ; considered at all there. It also involves an appropriation, and atte: 
Phat the more favored localities of the United States, and particularly Cali- thi ~otracted debate hich fortunately + : Bio , 
fornia, where silk-culture has received attention, can be made enormously pro- S| protracted debate, Ww uch fortunately now s 1OWS In¢ ications ot 
| coming soon to a conclusion, I should expect that either Monday, o1 
the latest Tuesday, the Senate would be able to dispose of it finally. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the dehat: 
, : ee is proceeding by unanimous consent. 
ind imperfect appliances for reeling and preparing raw suk, which have been . 7 2 a Tn +< a‘ a . . 
but little improved for centuries, will render our products of such superior fine- | Mr. HALE. I shall take but a moment. The Senator will allow me 
ness and reliability as to successfully compete with all rivals, even at present | to remind him that I, as representing the Committee on Appropriations, 
prices | in reporting the naval appropriation bill have not sought to push his 
rhe rapid advance made in silk-culture through the aid of governmental en- | bill t of the : but have been very patient The Sen: hould 
couragement, particularly where it is struggling into existence, constrains us to | 24 OUt OF the Way, Dut have been very patient. 1€ Senator s wus 
urge upon your honorable body the wisdom of rendering pecuniary assistance | bear in mind that while the bill which he has in charge is one of the 
to this most important branch of industrial wealth. The recent experiment | gravest importance it has already consumed nearly three weeks of th: 
made in our State of California by the creation of a State board of silk-culture time of this body. and that if tl w hnainess te . be d » the ed 
commissioners, the establishment of a silk-reeling school or filature, and an ap- | “Me Of this body, and that 1 other business is to be done the educa- 
propriation of public money to maintain the same, convinces us that the only | tional bill must not be allowed to run its slow length much longer. | 
sure and speedy avenue to the successful development of this eventually profita- | hope the Senator discovers those signs that he refers to that the debate 
ble industry is through national legislation in its behalf; and, with this end in | ; iim t I have heen ahi stosee the and therefore t] sht 
view, we earnestly petition your honorable body to make an appropriation of | 1S running ou : lave not deen able tosee them, and theretore though 
$150,000, to be divided equally between a silk-culture bureau at Washington and | It best to give the notice. 
ture stations to be located in connection with school | Mr, BLAIR. Of course there is no objection to the notice, nor can 


tive experimental silk-cult 
sand filatures in States possessing the greatest natural advantages for : . : : . 
ar sae nt one caf thea chal! be eutabliched in California at some | the Senator fail to observe that the control of.the bill has been in th 


re 


ductive and of the best quality of this costly fiber is unquestioned, as is also the 
superiority of American mechanism over that of all other portions of the globe. 

For these reasons, principally, we shall not ask at the hands of your honorable 
body any protective tariff upon the raw material. Weare satistied that Ameri- 
can skilled labor, with the superior improved appliances of mechanical inven- 
tion as compared with the servile labor of foreign lands, confined to the crude 





garde: 





producing silk, and that one of them shall be established in California at some | : ; : , 
point easily accessible from San Francisco. | Senate and not in the possession of the member now addressing the 
And your memorialists will ever pray, &e. ae : 4 Chair. I have seen no indication on the part of the Senate to shirk the 
oo “ - rh + BH ps GORDON, | usual amount of labor, nor have I been able to discover any lack of in 
Mrs. THEODORE H. HITTELL. | terest in the speeches which have been made or in the importance of 
CHARLES A. BUCKBEE | those speeches as touching the general welfare of the country. Although 
THEODORE H. HITTELL,  moriat, | it has been a somewhat protracted debate, I do not think that any Sena- 
— BD rears umagh oti aera tor should intimate to the Senate that it has been wasting its time. J 
By Mrs. E. B. BARKER, President, hope that as long as we have proceeded to so near the close of that de- 
oo 7 Bites SALLIE R. HEATH, Secretary. bate the Appropriations Committee, which after all must like the rest 
SAN RANCISCO eoruary if. iss 


of us have some regard to the general sentiments of the Senate at large, 
will permit us to complete the consideration of the bill. 

So far as the use of the time between now and Monday at 12 0’clock 
is concerned I shall be here until that time, and will urge the considera- 
tion of the bill so far as it seems to be a proper thing to do consistent 
with its interests and the public interests generally. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin. 


The bill (S. 2002) for the creation of a silk-culture bureau and the 
establishment of silk-culture stations was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

PATENT BILLS. 

Mr. PLATT. The copies of Senate bill No. 1115, House bill No. 
3925, and House bill No. 3934, relating to practice in patent suits, have 
been exhausted. I wish to have the usual number of copies reprinted, 
and therefore ask for the adoption of the following order: 


Ordered, That the bills S. 1115, H. R. 3925, and H. R. 3934 be reprinted for the 
use of the Senate 





the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted, if there Mr.SAWYER. I ask totake from the Calendar Senate bill No. 1797 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. and put it on its passage. It is a bill for the construction of a rail- 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 






a bad 




































































1884. 


road bridge across the Saint Croix River. The bridge is to cross the | 
river above where almost all the commerce is. There is very little com- | 
merce above there. Itisa high bridge. The Saint Croix is a tributary 
of the Mississippi—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that debate is | 
not in order on a motion to take up the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. SAWYER. If it takes any time I shall not press it at this time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not my motion pending and may it no the acted | 
upon? ; f ; 5 ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
the Chair understands, did not make any motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly made the motion. I moved that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was recognized by the Chair and made a motion | 
to proceed to the consideration of the bridge bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to interfere, but let the educational bill 
be taken up and then I will give way in the usual formal manner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands from the 
notes of the Reporter that the Senator from New Hampshire did not 
make any motion until the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER] had 
risen and addressed the Chair and had been recognized. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware that the Senator from Wisconsin had 
addressed the Chair before I made the motion. I had not resumed my | 
seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair felt bound, as a matter of 
duty, to put the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator trom Wisconsin to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE OVER SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1797) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across | 
the Saint Croix River, in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 22, after the word ‘‘ feet,’’ | 
to strike out the words: 





| 
And provided further, That if said bridge shall be so built, the detention of | 
passing said bridge shall not be construed as interfering with the navigation | 


ofthe stream. And further. 


And to insert the word ‘‘ provided.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘ shall,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ from time to time;’’ and in line 7, after the word “‘ of,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘a’’ and insert ‘* the proposed;’’ so as to read: 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said river asthe Secretary of War shal! from time to time prescribe ; and to se- 
cure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his 
examination and approval, a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of 
the proposed location, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was to add as an additional section: 


SEx 


. 3. That the said railroad company shall have the right to construct pas- | 
sage-ways on said bridge for foot-passengers and vehicles of every description, | 
and to charge a reasonable toll therefor; but the rates of tollshall be submitted 
to the Secretary of War, and shall be subject to his approval and to any change 
he may think proper from time to time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was to add as an additional section: 

Sec. 4. That such alterations or changes as may be required by the Secretary 
of War or Congress in any bridge constructed under the provisions of this 
act shall be made by the said railroad company at their own expense; and it is 
hereby expressly provided that Congress reserves the right at any time to alter 
or amend this act. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
words *‘ or repeal’ after the word ‘‘ amend.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. The word “‘or,’’ before ‘‘ amend,’’ should be stricken 
out, so as to read ‘‘to alter, amend, or repeal.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The phraseology will be corrected 
by striking out the word ‘“‘or’’ where it first occurs, if there be no ob- | 
jection. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third-time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 283) granting a pension to Patrick Horan; 
A bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 


x bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richland, 
ans, ; 
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A bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. 1711) granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Henry C. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of Elizabeth Moyal; 

A bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce; 


A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin; 
A bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen; 


y 


= 


A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland Ward; 

\ bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to Preston M. Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of N. C. Ridenour; and 

A bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro te mpore : 

A bill (S. 1027) for the relief of James H. Woodard; and 

A bill (S. 1819) to print certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Thomas Allen. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the educa- 
tion bill. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools, the pending 


question being on the motion of Mr. PLUMB to recommit the bill to the 


| Committee on Education and Labor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator froni Alabama [ Mr. 


MORGAN | is entitled to the tloor. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned yester- 
day I was submitting for ite consideration something of the constitu- 


tional history of the States at the time and before and subsequent to 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution in re spect ol the measures which 


they took to toster and promot the education of the pe ople M\ pur- 
pose in that reference was to show that the several States of the Union 
had taken that subject entirely into their own charge; that they had 
| provided amply for the education of the people through their respective 


constitutions, and that therefore the education of the people was a sub- 
ject connected, it is true, intimately with the general welfare, but be 


| longing to that part of the general welfare which was left purposely in 


charge of the States. 
] had read a portion of the constitution of Massachusetts, havin 


r 


pre- 
viously read from the constitutions of some other States. 1 will proceed 


| now to call attention to other provisions in the constitution of Massa- 


chusetts. Chapter V, section 2, of the constitution of 1780, has the fol- 
lowing provision: 


Wisdom and knowledge, as well as virtue, diffused generally among the body 
of the people being necessary for the preservation of their rights and liberties, 
and as these depend on spreading the opportunities and advantages of education 
in the various parts of the country and among the different orders of the people, 
it shall be the duty of Legislatures and magistrates in all future periods of this 
Commonwealth to cherish the interests of literature and the sciences, and all 
seminaries of them, especially the university at Cambridge, public schools, and 
grammar schools in the towns; to encourage private societies and public insti- 
tutions, rewards and immunities, for the promotion of agriculture, arts, sciences, 
commerce, trades, manufactures, and a natural history of the country; to coun- 
tenance and inculcate the principles of humanity and general benevolence, pub- 
lic and private charity, industry and frugality, honesty and punctuality in their 
dealings, sincerity and good humor, and all social affections and generous senti- 
ments among the people. 





Those are very important principles connected with the social wel- 
fare and the general welfare which the government of Massachusetts 
took into consideration in framing its constitution as early as 1780. 
They seemed to regard theraselves as being entirely competent to the 
task of providing to the largest extent for the morals, the manners, the 
temper, the social affections, the generous sentiments of their people, 
and it seems not to have occurred to the Commonwealth of Massachu- 


| setts that there was any occasion for relying upon any other form of 


government for dealing with or assisting in any of these endeavors 
The history of Massachusetts bears out the proposition that she con- 
fided this portion of the general welfare to the proper tribunal, that 


| she did not remit it into the hands of Senators who might be elected 


hereafter from Alabama and Wisconsin and Oregon and Illinois, or any 
of the States that were not in the contemplation of the statesmen of 
that day, but that she undertook in virtue of her own sovereignty, of 


| her own powers, to provide for her people all these necessary assistants 
| to the general welfare and their progress. They even go So lar as to 1n 


culeate the duty upon the Legislature of providing by law so that sin- 
cerity and good humor and social affections and generous sentiments 
shall be encouraged among the people. And, sir, we see the fruit of 
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ere in this body and elsewhere We see the high degree of intelli- 
gence which Massachusetts has aided to distribute throughout the | 
' 


th and breadth of this land, and we see how uniformly good-nat- 
ed and good-humored are the representatives from that splendid | 
Commonwealth. I congratulate that ancient Commonwealth upon her 
n laying down in her constitution those principles of govern- 
and which have brought | 


such beneficent results upon individuals as well 


rappropri itely to the States, 


as upon the entire | 


Now I turn back to the earlier part of the same constitution, and I 


read articles 4 and 5, for the purpose of impressing still more firmly | 
ipon the mind of the Senate and of the country the fact that while 
Massachusetts was ordaining these very ideas and duties of benevolence 
to her own people, she was protecting her people and her State rights, | 
ud 1 to the guarantees which were found in the Articles of Con- 


federation and the Constitution of the United States, by a declaration 





of certain principles and ri¢ghts and powers belonging to the State which | 
: : : | 
e totally incompatible with the idea that Congress was left, by Mas- | 
sachusetts at least, in the guardianship of the education of her people, | 
or of any other matter that pertained to their social and personal wel- 
fare as individuals or as a community Articles 4 and 5 say 
i \ ‘ \ s ¢ monwealth have the sole and exclusive right | 
s s as sovere ind independent State, and do 
5 exercise and enjoy every power, jurisdiction, and 
iy 1t hereafter be, by them expressly delegated to the | 
S sin Congresd assembled 
\ “4 residing originally in the people and being derived from 
strates and officers of government vested with authority, 
at 1 idicial, are the substitutes and agents, and 
s ‘ t » tlie il 
If there was no other fact in this whole history but the single fact 


that Massachusetts, one of the States which framed the Constitution of 


the United States, had made in her constitution the express reservation 
power which I ha just read, and had expressly said that she shall 
hereafter enjoy every power, jurisdiction, and right which is not or 





may not hereafter be by them expressly delegated to the United States 


of America in Congress assembled, that would besufficient as an answer 
to the proposition that she had reserved to herself the right to exercise 
every power and duty toward her people which she expressed in this 
Constitution, and every power and duty to her people which she did 


not expressly delegate to the United States in forming their constitu- 


tion How could it be argued against Massachusetts, with her consti- 
tution thus pregnant with denials of the power of Congress to regulate 
the general welfare upon the subject of education, that she had sur- 


rendered all that right and all that power to the Congress of the United 
under any circumstances or conditions or that she ever expected 
+} + he « id ) 

t she would ao 80 


Now, sir, I will turn to the constitution of North Carolina, that glori- 


us old State which led the van in the declaration of her independence, 
und which, in her Mecklenburg declaration, put the very frame of 
vords together which the Congress of the United States afterward 
ulopted as the best fitted to express their views of the independance 
ind sovereignty of the United States of America. That State ordained 
the forty-tirst article of her constitution of 1776: 

ls shall be established by the Legislature for the 
iient instruction of youth, with such salaries to the masters, paid by the 
may enable them to instruct at low prices; and all useful learning 
ouraged and promoted in one or more universities, 


whl i al a SCHOO! Or scho 


lina ever yielded that power to the Federal Govern- 
ment in any sense whatever? Has she everso far berated her own sov- 
ereignty as to be willing to admit that the Federal Government, in these 
latter days, has more power than it had at the time of the formation 
of the Federal Constitution, and that the United States now has power 
which that noble State recorded as belonging solely and exclusively to 
ier in her constitution of 1776? That constitution was formed ata 
time when it was necessary, as is stated in the preamble to it, to organize 
civil society in order to escape from the effects of the turbulence and 
turmoil with which the then opening war with Great Britain distressed 
and harassed the country, but in the midst of all these troubles and 
anxieties they bethought themselves of the future, and counting the 
fact that the principles which underlay their State constitution and 
their declaration of independence would inure to the advantage of their 
posterity for many generations to come, a proud and an independent 
people laid deep and well this noble foundation of State rights and State 
sovereignty in that grand constitution. Sir, I will not disregard it; I 
will not ignore it; I will not come here as a representative from Ala- 
bama presuming that I have the right to prescribe anything to North 
Carolina in respect to the education of her people or to put before her 
a condition which will humiliate her to the extent of saying ‘‘ Take 
his money I offer you; do it on the terms I offer it; if not I will with- 
draw it.’’ That State, if her voice was truly uttered upon the floor 
the Senate, would respond to such a demand as that by quoting this 
article 41 of her constitution of 1776, and she would say ‘* we provided 
before you were a State and before the Constitution of the United States 
was formed, and amidst the first smoke of the first battle for the inde- 
pendence of the country—we provided with sedateness and care for the 
education of our youth, and that ground we have never seen proper to 


ot 
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abandon; content yourselves with attending to yourown business and let 
North Carolina pursue the course that she laid down for herself and her 
people as far back as 1776.”’ 

Ohio put similar provisions in her constitution after being organized 
as a State out of territory that had been granted by Virginia, Virginia 
herself having accepted by an act of her Legislature the act of Congress 
for the organization of the Northwestern Territory which excluded slav- 
ery from that portion of the public domain, Virginia, therefore, being 
the first State in the American Union to put the imprimatur of her ap- 
proval upon the abolition by act of Congress of slavery in any part of 
the territory of the United States. Ohio, in the constitution of 120° 
provides in sections 25, 26, and 27 as follows: 


Sec. 2. That no law shall be passed to prevent the poor in the several co 
ties and townships within this State from an equal participation in the schoo 
academies, colleges, and universities within this State which are endowed 
whole or in part from the revenues arising from the donations made by t} 
United States for the support of schools and colleges; andthe doors of the said 
schools, academies, and universities shall be open for the reception of scholars 
students, and teachers of every grade, without any distinction or preference 
whatever contrary to the intent for which the said donations were made 

Sec. 26. The laws shall be passed by the Legislature which shall secure to e 
and every denomination of religious societies in each surveyed township wh 
now is or may hereafter be formed in the State an equal participation, accor 
ing to their number of adherents, of the profits arising from the land granted 
Congress for the support of religion, agreeably to the ordinance or act of ¢ 
gress making the appropriation. 

See. 27. Thatevery association of persons, when regularly formed within t 
State, and having given themselves a name, may, on application to the Legisla 
ture, be entitled to receive letters of incorporation to enable them to hold es 
tates, real and personal, for the support of their schools, academies, coll 
universities, and other purposes 


That is what Ohio had to say on the subject. Pennsylvania, in 1623 
in section 28 of the frame of government, as itis called, of Pennsylvania 
provided: 


28. That all children within this province of the age of 12 years shall be taught 
some useful trade or skill, to the end none may be idle, but the poor may work 
to live, and the rich, if they become poor, may not want. 


And Vermont in 1786, in her constitution, provided: 


38. Laws for the encouragement of virtue and prevention of vice and imn 
ality ought to be constantly kept in force and duly executed, and a competen 
number of schools ought to be maintained in each town for the convenient ir 
struction of youth; and one or more grammar schools be incorporated and prop 
erly supported in each county in this State. And all religious societies or bodies 
of men that may be hereafter united or incorporated for the advancement of re- 
ligion and learning or for other pious or charitable purposes, shall be encouraged 
and protected in the enjoyment of the privileges, immunities, and estates whic! 
they in justice ought to enjoy, under such regulations as the General Assembly) 
of this State shall direct 





The State of New Hampshire, which has the honor of being repr 
sented on this floor by the author of this bill, in articles 6and 7 makes 
certain provisions in respect of education which are very marked 
their character and which go to the whole extent of claiming exclusive 
jurisdiction over the subject of common-school education and every 
other form of education, and not only so, but of applying to it religious 
tests and excluding from the privileges of teaching in the schools thos 
persons in that State who might belong to other than Protestant de- 
nominations. I do not know what they would do to those men who 
deny entirely the existence of the Deity, but I take it for granted that 
they would not be permitted under the provisions which I now read 
to participate in the government of any school whatever: 

Sixth. As morality and piety, rightly grounded on evangelical principles, wil 
give the best and greatest security to government, and will lay in the hearts of 
men the strongest obligations to due subjection ; and asthe knowledge of these 
is most likely to be propagated through a society by the institution of the pub 
lie worship of the Deity and of publicinstructionin morality and religion: There- 
fore, to promote those important purposes, the people of this State have a right 
to empower, and do hereby fully empower the Legislature to authorize from time 
to time the several towns, parishes, bodies-corporate, or religious societies 
within this State to make adequate provision, at their own expense, for the sup- 
port and maintenance of public Protestant teachers of piety, religion, and mo- 
rality: Provided, notwithstanding, That the several towns, parishes, bodies-cor 
porate, or religious societies shall at all times have the exclusive right of electing 
their own public teachers, and of contracting with them for their support and 
maintenance. And no person of any one particular religious sect or denomina- 
tion shall ever be compelled to pay toward the support of the teachers of 
apother persuasion, sect, or denomination, 

And every denomination of Christians demeaning themselves quietly, and as 
good subjects of the State, shall be equally under the protection of the law ; and 
no subordination of any one sect or denomination to another shall ever be es- 
tablished by law 

And nothing herein shall be understood to affect any former contracts made 
for the support of the ministry; but all such contracts shall remain and be in 
the same state as if this constitution had not been made. 


Just here there is a remarkable provision for the propagation of the 
Christian faith, as understood by the Protestant denominations, in the 
constitutions of New Hampshire, and there are some exclusions from 
the right of public teaching in matters of morality and religion appli- 
able to those who are not members of a Protestant denomination. 

Now, let us take this matter under consideration fora moment. Was 
not that esteemed by the people of New Hampshire as being a part of 
the general welfare of the people of that State? Why should they go 
into this detailed and very elaborate statement of therights and powers 
and duties of the State and of its magistracy in respect of matters of 
piety, morals, and religion, unless they conceived that the regulation 
thereof was necessary for the general welfare of the people of New Hamp- 
shire? But when it came to ordaining the Constitution of the United 
States, the doctrine of the divorce of the civil from the religious ele- 
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ment had obtained such a strong foothold among the delegates repre- 
senting the different States of the Confederation that a provision was 
incorporated in the Constitution of the United States that Congress 
should make no law affecting in any respect a question of religion. 
Here is the general welfare, so far as that power is concerned, and so 
far as New Hampshire is concerned, excluded in express terms trom 
the jurisdiction of Congress and confided, therefore, into the jurisdic- 
tion of New Hampshire. 

Can it be said that religion is a matter of no general concern to the 
people of the United States, although it may exist in a false form, or 
under improper conditions, in some of the States or Territories? If that 
be so, why have we concerned ourselves so sedulously about the pro- 
hibition of Mormonism and the breaking down of the Mormon Church 
in the Territory of Utah. What is it to the citizen of Alabama if a 
priest ora member of the Mormon Church chooses to indulge in polygamy 
in the Territory of Utah? Nothing but the public scandal and dis- 
grace of such a matter upon the institutions of our country, nothing but 
the planting of a seed of immorality there, which, if tolerated, may 
spring up into acrop of unrighteousness and wickedness throughout the 
whole length and breadth of our great population. Yet we deny ex- 
pressly to Congress the power to legislate on any subject touching relig- 
ion; and New Hampshire put in her constitution of 1792, and has re- 
tained to this very day, many of the provisions which regulated religion 
in New Hampshire as a matter of general welfare and public concern. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know what the Senator refers to. The for- 
mer provision in our constitution with relation to what is called the 
religious test is not in the existing constitution of New Hampshire. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire, if he had given 
as much attention to taking care of his own people and the preserva- 
tion of their constitutional rights at home as he has in bestowing benev- 
olence upon the people of Alabama, would understand better than he 
has just stated that while some religious tests for office have been, by 
amendment, taken out of the constitution of New Hampshire within 
latter days, yet the standard religious test relating to the regulation of 
public schools remains in that constitution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know what the Senator refers to just now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will read from article 7 of that constitution. 
After having laid down in articles 5 and 6 the right of the people to 
worship God and the manner in which they should proceed to worship 
Him and the manner in which public religious teaching should becon- | 
ducted and the persons who might be permitted to conduct those teach- 
ings, in order to make these provisions secure against any interference 
by the Congress of the United States with this reserved and highly | 
prized right in article 7, they say this: 

VIL. The people of this State have the sole and exclusive right of governing 
themselves as afree, sovereign, and independent State, and do, and forever here- 
after shall, exercise and enjoy every power, jurisdiction, and right pertaining 
thereto which is not or may not hereafter be by them expressly delegated tothe 
United States of America in Congress assembled. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood the Senator to say that there was some- 
thing in the constitution of New Hampshire in the nature of a religious 
test either for the right of suffrage or the holding of office, something 
that is not to be found in the constitutions of the States generally, and 
something inconsistent with absolute religious freedom. If lincorrectly 
understood the Senator, then there was no occasion for my interruption. 
If I did so understand him, I would say that there is at the present time 
nothing of the sort in our constitution. For a great many years, for 
half'a century at least, before the formal repeal of the provision formerly 
in our constitution, it was a dead letter; and as I said once before on 
the floor of the Senate during my short service here when that matter 
was called up, I myself, some twelve or fourteen years ago, sat in the 
Legislature of New Hampshire side by side with an Irish Roman Catho- 
lic, a representative from the city of Manchester. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right to hold office, from which Catholics were 
excluded by the original constitution of New Hampshire, has been con- 
ferred upon them by an amendment to that constitution. I have been 
unable to find, though reading the amendments down as late as 1377 
which I presume was the date of the last amendment, any change in 
the language of this part of the constitution of New Hampshire, which 
I again read: 

Therefore, to promote those important purposes, the people of this State have 
a right to empower, and do hereby fully empower, the Legislature to authorize 
from time to time the several towns, parishes, bodies-corporate, or religious so- 
cieties within this State to make adequate provision at their own expense for 
the supportand maintenance of public Protestant teachers of piety, religion, and 
morality. 

If that item has been stricken out of the constitution of New Hamp- 
shire it has been a very late thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. We recognize the Catholic religion us a religion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not in your constitution. — 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not waste the time of the Senate on that point. 
I notice by the morning papers that a Roman Catholic diocese has just 
been established in New Hampshire by the appointment of the Pope. 

Mr. MORGAN. That may be also, but can they teach, can they ex- 
ercise the powers and functions of public teachers of piety and morality 
and religion which are prescribed and guaranteed in this article of the 
<onstitution, and which New Hampshire took very great pains to pro- 

































































,<ECORD—SEN ATE. 


2031 


tect against the power of Congress to repeal it or to alterit in any way, 
by saying that ‘‘ we claim this right as ours, and ours forever, and it 
having never been delegated to the Congress of the 
reserve that power to ourselves ?”’ 

I do not complain that New Hampshire took that view of the general 
welfare in her ordination of the organic law of her State; she had a per- 
fect right to do it; and although I think that she pushed this question 
rather to anextremity, and although I am persuaded that New Hamp- 
shire still occupies constitutionally the ground that she took in 1792 
upon this question, yet I concede to her that which she claims, and I 
deny to Congress the power to pass a law, though they may think it for 
the general welfare, which shall enact and provide that every man, 
Protestant, Catholic, Jew, or gentile, who wishes to teach the publie 
of New Hampshire shall have the right to do it, that feature of her 
constitution to the contrary notwithstanding 

Mr. PIKE. The Senator will permit me to say that I think any 
body in New Hampshire can worship God according to the dictates of 
his own conscience freely. The only trouble there is we do not wor- 
ship quite as much as we ought to. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right to worship God according to the dictate 


nited States, we 


teacher is still confided by the constitution of New Hampshire, if I 
understand it correctly, alone to persons who profess the Protestant 
religion. Am I right in that? 

Mr. PIKE. I do not think there is any discrimination at all 

Mr. MORGAN. I only read from the constitution of New Hamp- 


of his own conscience freely is provided for, but the office of public 


shire. If it has become obsolete I am not responsible for that rhat 
it may have become obsolete in the mind of one of her Senators is not 
perhaps a just remark to make, or an insinuation that I ought to make 
here; but still there stands the letter of it; I have read it to the Senate; 
it is unanswered, and the exclusion still exists, and no man who isa 
Catholic to-day has a right to teach in public the doctrines of morality 
and religion, according to the constitution of New Hampshire ° 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a time when there was something like an 
established system of religion, an established church, in New Hamp 
shire, and the provigjon to which the Senator has reference now related 
to that; but for many years the voluntary system, as it is called, has 
been the only form of church establishment existing in that State, un- 
less it may be that of the Catholic Church; and the provisions from 
which the Senator is reading, so far as they relate to the publie teach- 
ing of religion, have no reference whatever to any existing order of 
things. 

Mr. MORGAN. That means that the people of New Hampshire have 
got their own consent to disregard entirély the constitution under which 
they live, for here the constitution is. I protest again; I say New 
Hampshire had a perfect right to do this in her organic law; she can 
exclude Catholics if she chooses, Jews, or any other class of religionists 
from holding public office or from ministering in things sacred or things 
secular within the borders of her State, or from receiving any pay or 
compensation from the treasury of the State for their work. She has 
a perfect right to doall this; and although this provision is, in the mind 
of the Senators from that State, obsolete, and although they insist that 
what is called the voluntary system of free worship has been substi- 
tuted by common consent in place of the former restricted and exclu- 
sive system, yet I would not dare, as a member of the Senate, to vote 
for a bill, upon my ideas or anybody’s ideas of providing for the gen- 
eral welfare, to reform the constitution of New Hampshire so as to com- 
pel them to recognize, in point of law, that which they do in point of 
fact, the right of people to worship God and to teach the worship of 
God in such manner as their consciences may dictate 

There is another proposition that I bring to the attention of the Sen 
ators, that while the New Hampshire constitution is in this form, and 
while that State claims the protection of guarantees which were put in 
its own constitution against the power of Congress to provide tol the 


general welfare so as to break down the right of the State to control 


her internal and domestic affairs—while these things remain in that 


form, I protest that there is no evidence before the Senate hat the peo 
ple of New Hampshire have ever surrendered to Congress the right to 
interfere in the management of their public schools, and I submit that 
we have no right to compel New Hampshire to do this 





Now, Mr. President, I think I have demonstrated from the history 
of the country that what we call ‘‘ the general welfare,’’? and which ap- 
plies alike to the people of all the States and all the Territories of this 
great country, was divided out, in respect of the jurisdiction to provide 


for and control it, in laying the original foundations of this Government. 
A part of it was assigned to the States and a part of it to the Federal 
Government. Ihave quoted from the constitutions of various States ex- 
isting at the timethat the Federal Constitution was ordained. and some 
before that time, some since that time, and I could proceed to quote 
rom the constitution of every State in the American Union of modern 
origin to show that the right to control the education of the people 
has been claimed always as belonging to the local jurisdiction, and not 
to the general or Federal jurisdiction. 

When I have brought these facts together and contrasted them with 
the utter silence of the Federal Constitution on all questions like this 
on all questions of a kindred character, IT think !1 e upon t 
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history of the country, as it is written in the great book of the law, that 


the law of the land is and has always been that the Congress of the 
United States (to use the accurate expression of the Senator from Texas | 


i 
‘ 


Mr. COKE] in his speech) has jurisdiction of ‘‘the general welfare”’ 
nly to the extent of the powers granted to Congress in the Federal 
Constitution, and that the jurisdiction of ‘‘the general welfare,’’ in 
every other respect, belongs to the local governments, called the States, 
or whatever the y may be. 

In connection with this observation and with this record of history 


which I have had the honor to lay before the Senate I will ask the Sec- 
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rect tax on exported produce: but will any one say that by virtue ofa mere power 
to lay duties on imports Congress might go directly to the produce or imple- 
ments of agriculture or to the articles exported. It is true, duties on exports 


are expressly prohibited; butif there were no article forbidding them, a power 


retary toread the remarks of Mr. Madison upon the cod-fishery bill, made | 


in id 


92 in a debate in Congress on the passage of that bill. I wish to put 
these remarks of Mr. Madison in this record as being the contempo- 
raneous exposition of one of the greatest men who was in the conven- 


tion that framed the Federal Constitution, and one who was most fa- 
] } 


miliarly informed of every principle that was brought into discussion 


at the time the Constitution of the United States was framed, because 




















I think from such contemporaneous exposition we get far more light 
than we possibly can from the refinements even of the ablest lawyers 
de at this day and tim«e 
ihe Secretary read as follows: 
I { sO Itiss “ y some gentlemen that Congress have author- 
to grant ties in the sense here used, merely as a commuta- 
iwback, but evento grant them under a power by virtue of which 
y > wl i they may think conducive to the general welfare. 
Chis, s i raises the important and fundamental question whether 
which have een cited are to be considered as a sort of cap- 
descript 1 of the specified powers, and as having no further 
und ¢ x no further powers than what is found in that specification, 
tract and indefinite delegation of power extending to all cases what- 
stas will admit the application of money, which is giv- 
ide as anv government could well desire 
s« eived—I believed those who proposed the Constitution 
s st ore f known and more material to observe that those 
Constitution c« eived that this is not an indefinite govern- 
ts powers from the general terms prefixed to the specified pow- 
ted government tied down to the specified pojvers, which explain 
‘ . s 
‘ é - ym defense and general wel- 
= he ised are ot ovel terms first luced into this Constitution 
I ns fa rin r construction and weljgknown to the people of 
\ hey ere] tedly found in the old Articlestf Confederation, where, 
ey are susceptible of as great a latitude as can be given them by the 
was ne I mt or pretended that they conveyed any such 
pows is Vv assigned to the On the contrary, it was always considered 
clea xl certain that the old Congress was limited to the enumerated powers, 
1 é ) ri al explained the general terms I ask the 
x themselves, w er it w supposed or suspected that the old 
( ress uuld give away the o of the States in bounties to encourage 
rforany other purpose they pleased. If such a power had been 
poss 1} nybody, it would have been much less impotent, or have borne a 
ver } universally ascribed to it 
Che el idea now annexed to those terms and never before entertained by 
~ enemies e Government will have a further consequence, 
e been taken into the view of the gentleman. Their con- 
str di v give ¢ ress the complete legislative power I have 
state ‘ {do more, it would supersede all the restrictions understood at 
pres ‘ rpower with respect to a judiciary It would put it in the 
power of Congress to establish courts throughout the United States, with cog- 


ince of suits between citizen and citizen, and in all cases whatsoever. 

Chis, sir,seems to be demonstrable; for if the clause in question really author- 
zes Congress to do whatever they think fit, provided it be for the general wel- 
fare whieh they are to judge,and money can be applied to it, Congress must 
lave power to create and support a judiciary establishment with a jurisdiction 
extending to all cases, favorable in their opinion to the general welfare, in the 
same manner as they have power to pass laws and apply money providing in 
any other way for the general welfare. I shall be reminded, perhaps, that ac- 
cording to the terms of the Constitution the judicial power is to extend to cer- 
tain cases only, not toallcases. But this circumstance can have no effect in the 
argument, it being presupposed by the gentlemen that the specification of cer- 
tain objects does not limit the import of the generalterms. Taking theseterms 
as an abstract and indefinite grant of power, they comprise all the objects of 
legislative regulations, as well such as fall under the judiciary article in the 
Constitution as those falling immediately under the legislative article, and if 
the partial enumeration of objects in the legislative article does not, as these 
gentlemen contend, limit the general power, neither will it be limited by the 
partial enumeration of objects in the judiciary article. 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow clearly 
from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted, or the doctrine must be 
given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general welfare, 
and are the sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may take the 
care of religion into their own hands; they may appoint teachers in every 
State, county,and parisb,and pay them out of their public Treasury ; they may 
take into their own handsthe education of children, establishing in like manner 
schools throughout the Union; they may assume the provision for the poor; 
they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads; in short, 
everything, from the highest object of State legislation down to the most minute 
object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress; for every ob- 
ject I have mentioned would admit of the application of money, and might be 
called, if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare. 

rhe language held in various discussions of this House is a proof that the doc- 
trine in question was never entertained by this body. Arguments wherever 
the subject would permit have constantly been drawn from the peculiar nature 


directly to tax exports could never be deduced from a power to tax imports, 
although such a power might indirectly and incidentally affect exports. 
In short, sir, without going further into the subject, which I should not have 


| here touched at all but for the reasons already mentioned, I venture to declare 


it as my opinion that were the power of Congress to be established in the lati- 
tude contended for it would subvert the very foundations and transmute the 
very nature of the limited government established by the people of America 
and what inferences might be drawn or what consequences ensue from such 
step it is incumbent on us all to consider. 


Mr. MORGAN. When Mr. Madison delivered that speech on the 
cod-fisheries bill he was in the atmosphere of the then current facts of 
history to which I have just been calling the attention of the Senate. 
He did not think that it was necessary to bring out that history which 
was so recent and so fresh in the minds of all the legislators of that 
time in order to vindicate the position which he announced to Con- 
gress with so much force and so much earnestness upon that occasion. 


| I have brought forward that history not that the Senate has been un- 


| term 


mindful of it, but to refresh the recollection of the Senate and of th: 
country upon the facts of the case and to give force and efficiency by 
this re-enumeration of these facts to the profound and earnest remarks 
of Mr. Madison delivered on that occasion, in which he felt, and stated 
that he felt, that the latitudinarian construction which is given to the 
‘general welfare’’ in this very debate would if indulged in 
upturn the very foundation of the Constitution of the United States, 


| Senators must excuse me if I am not prepared to follow them in thei: 


| of educating the children in any of the States. 


interpretations of this instrument to the extent of voting for this bill 
after the enunciations of Mr. Madison upon that question, and afte: 
the Government of the United States from the date of that speech and 
before that time down to the present moment, has never resorted to 
the taxation of the people of the United States at large for the purpos: 
I can not follow the: 
because of my doubts upon the question, if I may call them doubt 
My views of the question are solid and earnest convictions against th: 
constitutional power; butif I had only doubts, and they were enforced 
as they are by the judgment of a man like Mr. Madison, who was in 
the constitutional convention and who was in Congress speaking ot 
powers—those reserved and those given to the Federal Government 
if I was only left in doubt, under these circumstances would it be ex 
pected of me that I would do like the honorable Senator from Ken 
tucky [ Mr. WILLI AMs ] said he would do, resolve his doubts in favor 
of the poor and the humble and the needy and the oppressed ? 

We have a daily and an hourly chance to resolve all doubts in favor 
of that class, for the Scriptures tell us, ‘‘ For the poor ye always hav: 


with you.’’ We are never separated fromthem. No community, how- 
: ] Vv; 


| ever great or prosperous, is ever free from a class who must depend 


of this Government as limited to certain enumerated powers, instead of extend- | 


ing, like other governments, to all cases not particularly excepted. 


In avery 
late instance 


I mean the debate on the representation bill—it must be remem- 
bered that an argument much used, particularly by gentlemen from Massachu- 
setts, against the ratio of 1 for 30,000 was that this Government was unlike the 
State governments, which had an indefinite variety of objects within their 
power; that it had a small number of objects only to attend to, and, therefore, 
that a smaller number of Representatives would be sufficient to administer it. 
Arguments have been advanced to show that because, in the regulation of 
trade, indirect and eventual encouragement is given to manufacturers, therefore 
Congress have power to give money in direct bounties, or to grant it in any 
other way that would answer the same purpose. Butsurely,sir, there isagreat 
and obvious difference, which it can not be necessary to enlarge upon. A duty 
laid on imported implements of husbandry would, in its operation, be an indi- 





upon public charity; but, as was so well observed by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], what do the people of California know about 
the charity that should be exercised in behalf of the people of Maine, 
and what do the people of New Hampshire know of the charity needed 
to be expended through governmental institutions and laws in behalt 
of the people of the State of Alabama? 

Sir, our commissions as Senators from these respective States do not 
include the right to consider questions of this kind; and there being so 
much of doubt, to say the least of it so much of uncertainty, in respect 
to the exercise of this power, it seems to me that it is our duty to each 
other as well as to the country to stop until the people can amend this 
Constitution if they think that the calamitous condition of illiteracy 
and ignorance in the country is so great and so pressing and so danger- 
ous as that some public measure must be taken by Congress to aid in 
its improvement. 

The annexation of Louisiana was alluded to here, and the waiver by 
Mr. Jefferson of his earnest, strong, conservative views of strict con- 
struction of the Constitution in order to carry that measure into effect. 
The Senate will remember, however, that Mr. Jefferson, after the meas- 
ure had passed, after the treaty had been made, and while Congress was 
in the act of accepting it and providing for the extension of our laws 
over that territory, still earnestly urged that the States should take the 
matter in hand and amend the Constitution so that nwne pro tunc it would 
operate to cover the breach which had been committed as a matter of 
great public exigency. 

The power of amendment was put in the Constitution of the United 
States, and we havea right tosuppose that the Legislatures of the thirty- 
eight States of this Union will have as much wisdom in clearing up 
doubtful questions as any one Senate or any one House of Representa- 
tives may be expected to have upon constitutional law; and if by the 
emancipation of the negroes, or if by the influx of uneducated and pov- 
erty-stricken foreign population, or if by any other means there has 
been a growth of ignorance and illiteracy in this country the mastery 
of which is not within the powers of the local governments in certain 
places and quarters, let us when we recognize that evil and doubt the 
power which we have to remedy it, or when we find our compeers in 
this body honestly and seriously doubting our power to reach the ques- 
tion, let us take pause and refer the subject to the amending power of 
the State Legislatures over the Constitution of the United States. If 
we had more frequent resort to that remedy and could more frequently 
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test the sense of the people of the different States of this Union in re- 
spect to the exercise of doubtful constitutional powers we should take 
a course which would conserve this Government in future against this 
friction and attrition which some time or other may tear it to pieces in 
spite of all the conservatism and wisdom of the best men we have. _ 

Congress, autocratic and arbitrary in the execution of its powers, dis- 
dains to leave questions to States and to the people in order to ascer- 
tain what is their sovereign will upon those great questions of contro- 
verted powers on the part of the Government of the United States about 
which their representatives in both Houses differ so essentially. 

I here leave this constitutional question. I have not ventured into 
the discussion of the letter and terms of the Constitution in respect to 
the powers of taxation connected with the general welfareand the com- 
mon defense, for the reason that the able argument made by the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. COKE] was soclearand so unanswerable, it seems 
to me. that it would be a mere waste of time and words for me to at- 
tempt to add anything to its force or its effect. I stand upon that ar- 
cument, adopting it as fully and completely as if I had-had the honor or 
ability to utter it myself. 

I have been taught that the gathering of power into the hands of Con- 
gress is among the most dangerous of the evils to which our form ot 
vovernment is liable. My experience in the Senate has only increased 
my apprehensions as to the prevalence of this evil purpose. We have 
done much in this direction, and I do not recall an instance in which 
Congress has refused to seize upon any power that the popular will has 
for the moment demanded that it should grasp to carry out a favorite 
object or to relieve against some stress of misfortune. In this course of 
dealing we have so emasculated the State governments that even they 
join in the prayer to Hercules for his help. 

Sir, I was bred, I may say, a State-rights Democrat, having, however, 
come from a family none of whom belonged to that political affiliation, 
but having formed my opinions upon this subject as the growth of my 
youth and manhood from a study of the Constitution and the writings 
which claim to be proper expositions of that instrument. I therefore 
belong to that class of Democrats who are called State-rights Demo- 
crats, Democrats who insist upon the preservation of the reserved rights 
f the States against the aggression of Congress or of any other depart- 
ment of the Federal Government, believing that this reservation of 
rights and the protection of the reserved rights is essential to the main- 
tenance of the welfare of the whole body-politic of this great country 
of ours. 

But I have been led to observe and sometimes to remark that the 
wasting away of the powers and rightsof the States is more due to their 
inactivity in their assertion, to their want of confidence in the ground 
upon which they stand in their assertion, to their neglect of their con- 
stitutional powers, privileges, and duties, to theabandonment of what be 
longs to the States, than even to the aggressive spirit of Congress or otf 
any otherdepartment of the United States Government. We find States 
coming up here with resolutions from their General Assemblies, and w: 
tind Senators on this floor who are the embassadors of States rising in 
their places from day to day and claiming the protection and assistance 
of Congress whenever anything strikes the attention which Senators sup- 
pose may possibly give the States some slight inconvenience. Here, of 


late, tornadoes have been used as a means of appealing to the Congres- | 


sional power to take away from the States their right and their duty of 
protecting their own people or their communities through the benevo- 


lent office of charity, which they would doubtless and have indeed ex- | 


ercised to all who have been troubled or afilicted. Cattle diseases 
spring up, overflows occur, and Congress is appealed to for help. 

In May, 1874, there was an overflow that occurred in my State on the 
Tombigbee or the Black Warrior River, a small, narrow stream whose 
bottom-lands were not very extensive; and as soon as it was understood 
that some plantations had been inundated and some stock swept off the 
members of Congress then representing or claiming to represent that 
State brought in a bill to appropriate, I believe it was $400,000, for the 
relief of the people who had been overflowed by the Tombigbee and 
the Warrior Rivers, and the bill was passed. The general welfare of 


the whole State of Alabama and of the United States was a sufficient | 


plea in apology for giving $400,000 at that time for the overflowed peo- 
ple in that portion of my State. The money was authorized to be ex- 
pended in bacon and in flour and other food for human consumption. 
It was so expended. 
passed Congress and new crops were growing upon the land that Con- 
gress was providing for before the bill was signed by the President. 
Nevertheless the $400,000 went into public distribution in the State of 
Alabama; and it was distributed in the next October and November 
elections upon the highest points of the sand mountains throughout a 
large region of country where the people wanted what was called in 
that country ‘‘ overflow bacon.”’ 

[ can not get that picture out of my mind. There was the general 
welfare of the people invoked and with success to justify this political 


The overflow had passed away before the bill | 


wonderful healing power of our acts of usurpation under what we call 
the general-welfare clause, and which has been aptly termed here 
** the blanket clause ’’ of the Constitution; the clause that, in thename 
of the general welfare, is a sate cover for iniquities, as charity is a con- 
venient mantle for other sins. 

Congress legislates constantly with the intent to control the property, 
the business affairs, the morals, the manners, the sentiments of the 
country, so as to accomplish the purposes of a political party, instead 
of legislating for the liberties and material welfare of the great body of 
the people that we represent. Its legislation is fitful and often whim- 
sical. It grants hundreds of millions of acres of land to railroads in 
obedience to a great clamor for public improvement and for immigra- 
tion to the Pacific. It then stands by and allows those grantees to 
abuse their powers so longas they are enriching men of great influence 
and contribute to the support of a dominant party. When the peo- 
ple wake up to the injustice they are compelled thus to undergo, Con- 
gress turns about and in the most sudden and violent way tears the 
whole structure down and destroys all that it can lay its hands upon 
for the sake of the alleged ‘* general welfare’? and to answer the pop 
ular demand! 

The general welfare is invoked in the first place for the purpose of 
making the donations, and after they have been made and the compa- 
nies and individuals have grown enormously rich upon their proceeds, 
then you turn around and invoke the general welfare to tear the whole 
structure down, waste the property, cut up vested rights, destroy prop- 
erty rights of men and corporations, and all because there is a public 
clamor raised and a demend made that this excessive legislation shall 
be wiped out. 

Congress has allowed the ulcer of Mormonism to eat into the body- 
politic in the Western Territories, and when the evils of the disease 
have become threatening it has cut up and destroyed the very vitals of 
civil liberty to get at the supposed root of the disease and to eradicate 


it A bill is pending here now to revoke Territorial legislation, take 
away the right of sutfrage, and take the ballot out of the hands of the 
people in Utah, notwithstanding they are educated peopl We have 


laws to take the ballot out of the hands of the people as a punishment 
for crime, before they are convicted of criminal charges and accusation 
This is another instance where the general welfure has been invoked. 
first to let them alone in the enjoyment of their alleged religious opin- 
ions and sentiments; and then it is invoked to tear them up as a civil 
community and to punish them as a religious community, to contiscat: 
their church property, and to abolish what they claim to be thei: 
ligion. 

I do not think they can make such claims honestly and faithfully, 
| but still they claim that they are a religious people. I am discussing 
now the question of the general-welfare power and how Congress swings 
it back and forth to answer its own demands and to respond to what 

ever may be fitful or whimsical in the demands of public sentiment as 
expressed through the newspapers and otherwise. 

Congress has enfranchised the negro, and it has enacted many uncon- 
stitutional laws to protect him in the use of the ballot that it now 
claims he can not read or understand and therefore can not intelligently 
use. Let us look over the history of this legislation a little and see 
what Congress has not attempted to do for the purpose of giving the 
negro the ballot and of protecting him in the use of it, and not only the 
ballot but all other descriptions of what are termed civil rights, and 
how the United States Supreme Court has been called upon and has 

| rendered decision after decision obliterating the acts you have passed 
| here because they were violations of the Constitution. Sir, in times 
of public excitement, in times when popular opinion is strong and urgent 
in a certain direction, is it our experience that Congress is not entitled 
to be trusted in determining, for good and all, ‘‘ what is the general 
welfare?’’ If it were not for the conservative opinions of the Supreme 
Court in correcting the decisions upon the general welfare made in this 
body we should have had a Constitution by this time that would have 
| been so threadbare that no American who claimed the liberties of his 
fathers would have been reconciled to its further existence. 

Congress first invites the black man from Virginia and Maryland and 

North Carolina and elsewhere through the United States to come 
| into the District of Columbia. It confers upon him as an example of free- 
dom and liberty the right to the ballot to be cast in common with 
the white men of this District—a District which has more population 
| than several States of the American Union, and some of them old 
States; more, I believe, than Oregon; more, I know, than Colorado and 
Nevada; more, perhaps, than some of the other States, or if not more 
about as much—a great capital city, with vast amounts of property 
accumulated here, and old-established and sedate social institutions, 
with every appliance of order and law and social excellence and eleva- 
tion with churches, school-houses, hospitals, all that pertains to the 
welfare of the rich and poor, with palatial residences, cottages, and tum- 
\e-down tenements, all occupying the same neighborhood with equal 


fraud; the money was voted, and the bacon was bought, and the politi- | freedom and advantage of breathing the air of heaven to the occupants, 


clans went around with their greasy hands and distributed it to the men 


who cast greasier ballots that they could not read, and in that way the 


general welfare was promoted! Men got rations of bacon to cast bal- 


all enjoying the right to pursue happiness in the manner their own 
judgment and conscience shall dictate, and to worship God according 
to the dictates of their conscience. Congress set the example of man- 


lots that they could not read through the broad benevolence and the | hood suffrage in this District by giving the ballot to the negro, who 
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into this District, where the fountains of liberty were 
lly and always in crystal streams 


supposed to tlow perennial , 
nking eagerly of their flood-tide beneath the Arcadian shades, the 
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new worshwpers of liberty knelt amidst the beautiful surroundings of this 
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Mr. President, I do not recur to this in any political sense, for I have 
determined to keep out of this debate so far as I could political allu 
sions and references. The debate has been conducted upon very high 
principles, and so far as I am concerned I desire that it shall continue 
in the same line and upon the same plane. I know the Senate is pre- 
pared now to hear from a Southern Senator something of his views in 
respect to the present status of the negro and what we can accomplish 
for him by spending $105,000,000 chiefly and mainly if not entirely for 
the purpose of educating him so that he can read the ballot that he 
casts and can understand some of the principles of the Government in 
reference to which he is exercising the franchise of a voter. 

In the convention that framed the Constitution of the United States 
the negro was a source of the greatest bitterness of feeling, and from 
that day to this his presence in the United States has caused nothing 
but strife and bloodshed. I say ‘‘ nothing;’’ I will qualify that remark 
it has cost great strife and much bloodshed. The negro has been very 
much more the beneficiary of all that he has received and all that has 
been done to him and for him in the United States than the people with 
whom he has been associated. Now heisacitizen. |] respect him and 
his rights as such, and I am willing to do for him as a citizen what | 
would do for any other citizen of the United States. But in that char 
acter his rights are no greater than mine and no greater than the ri; 


of my family. His ignorance and his vices are a heritage from a savage 


ht 
Os 


| ancestry. 


Capito This is a place to which the man of the highest taste would 
naturally be invited by its attractions, and the place to which the pil- 
grims in search of the realities of freedom came first to drink its intoxi- 
cating draughts of infinite delight. In troops they came, and what was 
the result? Congress, in order to get rid of them, in its fitful mood has 
abolished the suffrage in the District of Columbia for black and white. 
These noble Senators by whom I am surrounded, and some of whom 
own property in this District to the value of millions of dollars perhaps, 
those who live in palaces of which the kings of the earth might be 
pro ire willing that they themselves shall be disfranchised rather 
than they shall confer the power of the ballot upon their servants. 
The ev ling to abandon that feature ol re publican government in 
the United States which involves the responsibility of rulers and public 
st ts to the constituency that they serve. They are willing to forego 
‘ n 1 the nature of free government in which the individual 
man iy participate in order to es ipe the doom that they see awaits 
I id their property if they allow the negro man to vote in the 
District of Columbia Su they give up the ballot themselves and re- 
1ire the wisest and best of men in this District to yield up all rights of | 
free government and participation in government, which is the only 
it o Vernment they can enjoy because they can not vote for Presi- 
dent and \ President like the people of the States, they can not have | 
representation in Congress, with a voice at these desks or in the other | 
House to represent them by the voting power—they are yielding all this 
only for the purpose of getting rid of the ballot of the negro 
Was there ever, Mr. President, a stronger evidence of the fitfulness | 
of legislation and its whimsicality, when the Congress of the United 


States, havin the right to enact laws and the power to judge of the 
general welfare, declared, in the first instance, that every negro man 
21 | who had been a resident of this District for a certain 
time should have a vote in the direction of its public affairs, and then 
atterward n they had tested the evils of negro suffrage which this 
law directed, they abrogate the whole system of the ballot, deny the 
ballot to white and black, and say there shall be no free government in 
the District of Columbia, because they can not afford, inasmuch as they 
reside here and have got property in this District, to expose their prop- 
erty to the assaults of the ballot inthe hands of the negro? These lib- 
erty-loving patriots could not consent to expose their interests to his 
control rhey could not afford to stand the uplifting which perhaps 
the negro might gain in social position and equality here, and in order 
to rid themselves of this béte noire, in order to escape the doom which 
had invoked upori themselves by their own doctrines and own en- 


years of a 


re 
‘ 


whe 


the \ 
actments, they will simply retire from the privileges of American lib- 
erty and abjure their rights and privileges ascitizens, and they will say 
to the Congress of the United States, ‘‘ We do not want to vote atall.’’ 

Often when looking at that venerable man George Bancroft, and that 
other venerable, pure, and noble man Mr. Corcoran, and the savans and 
ient men of eminence, of historic fame, who have congregated 
about this capital in order to enjoy the association of men liberal in letters 
and large in means who congregate here to enjoy the repose and quietude 
of the evening of life in the presence of the opportunities which may 
be enjoyed here, I have thought how little confidence there is to be put 
a Congress of the United States which would disfranchise men like 
these to escape the plain duty of putting the right of suffrage in this 
District upon grounds that are safe for the welfare of the people. 
1 hi 
necessary that any man should comment upon the matter 
blazoned in shameful 
the United States 


| ISts, 


in 


That stands 
letters upon the history of the last ten years of 
Let the party which is responsible for it take up 
the subject and digest it, ‘* put it in their pipes and smoke it,’’ 
they read lectures and homilies to me about the denial of the right of 


‘ . . . . i 
the ballot to negroes in my State, or complain at my refusal of their 


proffered largesses when they say that they want to educate the negroes 
that we have among us so as to qualify them for suffrage in the States. 
How many negroes, Africans, ex-Africans, part Africans are there in 
the District of Columbia who are esteemed by honorable gentlemen here 
to day 
attainments in the world? 


There are many such, sir. We send some 


of them abroad on foreign missions and others we confirm to high offices | 


in the secret sessions of this body; and the Senators who have been here 
with me for seven years know how I have stood upon these questions, 
and that my conduct has been marked by entire generosity and liber- 
ality upon that score. But reviewing our own conduct and the pres- 
ence and the situation of these men among us, can we deny that they 
have intelligence enough to read the ballots which they cast in the box 
and understand the principles of government for which they would vote? 
They can mount the rostrum and deliver lectures to us upon govern- 
mental affairs which would instruct the best of us, perhaps, and yet 
we deny them the ballot; while we claim that it is necessary in order that 
the negroes in the States shall have the qualifications to vote to spend 
$105,000,000 at the first move to educate them to the proper use of the 
ballot. Let us first extract the beam that is in our own eye, that we 
may see more clearly how to take the mote out of our neighbor’s eye. 





ive nothing to say about the political hypocrisy of this act; it is not | 


when | 


as among the most elevated men in morals, in character, and in | 





Up to the year 1860 no man thought it necessary that the power of 
Congress should be invoked for the purpose of educating the child: 
of the men who fought through the war of the Revolution, or the w 
of 1812, or the war with Mexico, even of those children who wer 
orphaned. 

Sir, allow me to ask you whether you are conscious of the fact that 
the people of the United States have any higher grade of personal or po 
litical morality now than they had in the year 1800? Do we show bet 
ter evidences of enlightenment and civilization or better fruits of cul 
tivation now than our fathers did at the beginning of this century? 
Who built the Constitution we are discussing to-day, which has been 
pronounced the world over as the masterpiece of a single effort of consti 
tutional ordination? Men from communities where there were scarcely 
any public schools, to say nothing of governments to foster and sustain 
them—men came forth from the wilderness, some of whom as compared 
with what we pretend to know in this day and hour would be called ig 
norant. How did they compare with our educated generations? They 
organized the Government and put it on foot; they voted for President 
after President, and they decorated the history of the United States with 
a roll of great men which century after century to come will never dare 
the enterprise of emulating. The Government went on in its opera 
tions, not ignorantly, not unwisely, not inconsiderately. It went on 
with beautiful power and smoothness of action and strength to build up 
the people within its limits and to establish a character for it among 
the nations of the earth that has been enjoyed by no human govern 
ment that ever existed in the annals of history. Yet they had a com 
paratively uneducated basis of population, and there were thousands and 
tens of thousands of voters who could not have read the ballots that they 
cast in the boxes when the most renowned of our Presidents and othe 
men of the past were elected to the high offices which they filled 

Sir, it is not the ignorance of the people in respect of letters that dis 
qualifies them from the exercise of the powers of the franchise in this 
free government of ours, but it is the ignorance of the substantial vir 
tues of patriotic manhood and itis the inattention to that sense of duty 
which after all is the anchorage of the individual and of the heart o 
the great public in any country. 

Until 1868 there was not dumped in upon us an enormous mass o! 
ignorant men just out of slavery who had no eonception of our gov- 
ernment and could not have had any power or capacity to understand 
it. That act, fortunately for the people of the United States, though 
well intended merely to amplify the powers of the few white men who 
might be placed in control of this great mass of ignorance, has not had 
the result of so vitiating or demoralizing the ballot or the elective power 


al 


tt 
AC it 


| of this country as to sweep away the foundations of civil liberty and 


constitutional law; but, on the contrary, it turns out in the providence 
of God that the early teaching of these people in their new relations of 
citizens was left in the hands of men who had for them a personal re- 
gard founded upon long and intimate friendiy association as master and 
slave; men who had a conscientious regard for the obligations which 
they take before Almighty God to obey the Constitution of their country 
It was fortunate that they fell into the hands of a set of men who 
were scrupulous and guarded in reference to all political duties, and who 
believed and realized that their participation in the politics of the coun- 
try was intended and designed only for the welfare of their families and 
the good of the people at large 

What has been the result? In the midst of poverty and distress and 
embarrassment of every moral and material character, in the midst ot 
social distress of a most terrific nature, these people have coolly and 
quietly and calmly marched on in the lineof duty until they have con- 
vinced the negroes themselves that they are upright and honest citizens, 
and that their purpose in participating in the government of the States 
and of the United States is to do good to all the people and not to do 
harm to any. 
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Through this moral heroism which pervaded all classes of the Sout h, 
the men and the women too of the South, we have been enabled to 
give direction to political affairs there, so that instead of barbaris 
and ignorance apturing the country and destroying it, new life has 
sprung up, great accessions of strength have come to the people there, 
and I ean state in the presence of this honorable Senate and the coun- 
try to-day that there are no communities in the civilized world where 
law and order are better preserved, where justice is more thoroughly 
and more cheaply administered, where the taxation is so light. It is: 
country where the peace of society is so precious to the pe “op! e, where 
honer and duty control in every re ‘lation of life from the family circ] 


to the highest official rank and station, where the relation of oo nt 
and child is maintained with all that delicacy of sentiment and strength 
of union and harmony of purpose which belonged to the class of people 
who laid the foundations of our constitutional system and of our great 
social system in the United States. 

The ‘negro has been very greatly educated in letters since he was 


emancipated, and he has unlearned some lessons that he understood 
well at the time he was a slave, and the unlearning of which has cost 
his family very great trouble. Throwing oif himself all idea of disci- 
pline, he has dismissed discipline from his home circle, and his little 
children have been allowed to grow up without that sort of parental 


control which at last lies at the foundation of all — society and all 
good government. If we should abolish the family elation in the 
United States and break the bands and scatter eae r the little con- 


gregations about the hearthstone, we would strike a hae at the Gov- 
ernments of the United States, State and Federal, which no power of 
statesmanship could ever redress or remedy. 

But the negro, after his discipline ceased, ceased himself to be a dis- 
ciplinarian, and he has allowed his family to grow up in idleness and 
unthrift to such a degree that every gentleman who is here now from the 


South understands me perfectly well when I assert that there is less to 
be expected from the young negro generation in the United States in 
its prospective contribution to the moral power, to the wisdom, to the 
social and political strength of this country than is to be expected from 
so many Arabs on the deserts of Egypt. 

I do not speak these words reproachfully toward that race, [ can 
scarcely conceive how they could have done otherwise or better, having 
the responsibilities of family and state thrown upon them without any 
knowledge gained by experience of the duties that they were to per- 
form to society and te the State. I speak of this matter more with the 
feeling of one who despairs of furnishing an adequate remedy for an 
evil than I do in the sense of complaining of that race of men for thei! 


¢ 
Tor 


inefliciency in personal government or as a factor in the political gov- 
ernment of the country. 
Still they have improved in book knowledge, m: ns of them. How 


++ 
Lt 


much it has improved their morality, how much it has improved their 
usefulness to society, I hardly dare to contemplate; for, not among our 
people so much but in other sections of the United States, the North- 
ern and Northwestern States and in the District of Columbia, 
pears that that class of men have become the leaders in all the worst 
phases of crimes that are being committed I would not dare to re 

count in the Senate Chamber, indeed, I could not with propri 
in the presence of this assemblage, that which the men of that race who 
have had fifteen years to recover their manhood, if they lost it durin 

slavery, are doing in the way of desperate crime. Many of them seem 
to have lost all idea of self-government and self-control, and they do 
not hesitate to assault society in its most delicate relations, and to de- 
stroy men, women, and children under the most cruel circumstance 
I am not sure that the morality of the negro race has been one particle 
improved since their emancipation, and yet thousands and millions of 
dollars have been spent, south, north, east, and west, in 
tion. I believe that mere book learning is not the essential cure 
the troubles which beset that race. 

But let us suppose, for the sake of argument, that the negro family 
have been very greatly benefited by the assistance of the schoolmaste1 
in the United States; let us take that more pleasant and 
view of this subject, and then let us attempt to realize w 
uation among the people of all sections of this country. 

We find, as I have referred to the fact, that he is tabooed in the 
trict of Columbia as a voter or a participant in political affairs, and every 
man who must be associated with him at the ballot-box is in like man- 
ner deprived of his privileges. What is his social condition here? | 
it any better or any worse than it isin the State of Alabama? Is he a 
more independent man, a more self-respecting man, is he a better ele- 
ment of society, is he more recognized in social standing in the District 
of Columbia than he is in the State of Alabama? Surely not, sir. 
negro in the District of Columbia is in the same groove precisely that 
he is in the State of Alabama. The whole family, from that woman 
who may have personal beauty and graces but who may be tinted wi 
the slightest infusion of the blood of Afric a in her veins, 
blackest man who drives a dray through t street 
cluded from all social recognition in this District by 
The negro in this District moves in the groove 
or which has been selected for him by society, 


ip- 


ty recite 


their educa- 


encouraging 


hat is his sit- 


Dis- 


down to the 


{ hese OF is equally VV ex- 
the white rc 
which he has selected 


or else by the decree of 


we 
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Almighty God. He belongs to a class, and that class is a caste in our ' women of this country to recognize the 
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ve have not the 




















































society and in our politics. Do for him what we may 


moral power or the political or physical power to elevate that man out 
of that groove 

It is not unnatural, neither is it to be considered a matter of surpris 
that when all society turns the back of its hand upon the negro rae 
and excludes them trom fraternization at the hearthstone, they should 
become clannish, that they should unite with each othe: political 
association, in churches, in schools, in society, and everywhere els 
It is not to be wondered at that no alchemy has yet been found by 
which we could dissolve this close athiliation between the negroes in a 


the respects to which I have alluded 
Here he is in the United States, 





aman who is ranked at the very foot 
of our social relations. The Indian onthe Western plains, though a sav- 
age and though a brute, revengeful, dangerous, but proud and in 
dependent in his spirit, is rated by every white man in the United 
States as be ing SOK ially the superior ol the negro Che Indians also 
in the earlier times in the Southern States, recognized that fact as dis 
tinctly as the white man, and many slaves belonging to the African race 
I have seen in the ownership of the Creek and the Cherokee Indians 
They owned thousands of slaves, and they migrated them across thi 
Mississippi among the five civilized tribes that now occupy that country 
We can not remedy this matter of caste by educating the negro. We 
can improve his condition as a man, qualified to take care of himself 


to make money, to accumulate property around him, and all that, and 
in God’s name let us do it, for we owe that to him asa duty ot hu 
manity whenever and wherever we can do it; but we owe him a very 
much higher duty than that if we can perform it, and that is to teach 
him the value of manhood and self-reliance. 

Of what value to him or his race is a negro’s manhood, iis self-reli 
ance, his talents, his capacities in the United States of America to-day ? 


Of how many banks is he president ? of how many railroads or other cor- 
porations is he manager ? how many machines does he run by steam o1 
by water power? What stocks does he own? what corporations does 
he manage? What business occupations is the negro tound in except 
in keeping an apple-stand or something like that in the sheltered part 
of the highways in your cities? The progress he has made in these di 


ly 


ol 


] 


rections does not comport with the talents that belong to that fam 
with the 


people, nor education they possess, nor with their physical 
ability and industry, their capacity for labor, and their fidelity to the 
trusts which are reposed if them. 

You may go to the great city of New York and look in vain for a cab- 


If 


mounted 


driver of the African family or a street-car driver. TO 
driver of a vehicle in the city of New York, he is 
private carriage with a pompon upon his hat and a uniform 
to indicate the servility of the man and the fact that he is sin 
servant. Howisit in thestreetsof Washington? Whic 


you find a ne 
upon some 
ibout hi 
iply a 


h of these rail 


road companies dares to intrust the driving of a car upon your public 
streets in the handsof a negro? .Notone. Why? Not because South- 
ern people are here to be offended with such things, for we are not, but 
it is because the jealousy between the white race and the black in this 
District is so powerful that the railroad companies do not dare to givea 
negro employment in these public positions here. 

Mr. BLAIR. They go in the more dignified capacity of passengers 

Mr. MORGAN. They do, and they do it with my hearty consent, 
and I ride by them with more ease and freedom than the Senator from 
New Hampshire does, for I have been raised ameng them and I have 
learned to know that the y are good people in their hearts in the main; 
they have good instincts; they are politeand kind; they are good-h ted 
and good-natured I have none of that jealousy toward them which 
crops out in all places and in all public procedure of evel na th 
District of Columbia. I would not deny a negro the right to vote in 


the District of Columbia because I might be afraid that he would pre 
for | sume upon that privilege to come up int y my parlor instead of going to 
my kitchen, as he does to visit some of the celebrated Republican yx 
ticians of this country But I deplore the situation of that race in this 
country, and I am quite satisfied that it can not be remedied mere 
ing by adding to his education, because in adding to his education you m 
crease his desire for higher and better associations and make } 
inguage of ace ales do pind ics seninte koow ptuous 
‘ and an intrusive man. You have tried it in the District of ( mbia 
The negroes in the District of Columbia are as wel! ed ter sth 
majority of the white people are in almost any of the ol Stat { 
s this Union. But of what ivail is his education to him or of all that 
you can do for him, when with all that has been done b Phiinise na 
by others for his advantage he still is down in the 1 of caste d has 
no power to re lieve himse it ? 
The I do not know that I have the wisdom or the .sagacitv to suggest a 
remedy for this difficulty. It is enough for me to know that the mer 
I dvantages of education are not sufficient to bring that man into that 
th position socially or politically in this country which his talents would 
entitle him to if he could stand simply upon that foundation; but he 
is afflicted with a race objection, a caste belonging to his race, from the 
etfects of which he can never recover in this land He can not do ry 
intermarriage with the white family, for all the members of Congres 
that may live from now to the year 2000 or 3000 can no iduce tl 
offspring of an Aft is being 
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a person with whom they and their daughters can associate upon the 
terms of intimacy which belong to the family relation. We can not 
break that se ntiment down if we chose to do if. We are not strong 
enouy to do it and never will be 

[ am not disposed to fly in the face of the decrees of Providence or to 
try to remedy them by Congressional acts For my part I would 
rathe1 e this people an opportunity to goto a land where they would 
be recognized not merely as equals but as superiors of their own race, 
and where the bounteous provisions of Almighty God, which he seems 


© have put under the seals of his providence for centuries past, which 
being now just broken, may be utilized by the negro in the 
wastery and conduct of those great powers of commerce and govern- 
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| gether as a voting body, under the control of the worst men who coul 


ment which will not merely contribute to his wealth and to his conse- 
quence and improvement in the world, but which will enable him to | 
draw that race to which he belongs up into a civilization of which he | 
and they and the world would be proud. 

Il am far from being satisfied that the negroes will avail themselves 
of such opportunities for growth as a race and for wealth as individ- 
lals ! would rather Congress would give $50,000,000 to establish a 
stean 1e between New York city, or Savannah, or Charleston, and 
the mouth of the Congo River than to have you give to the people of 
Alab 1a $100,000,000 to induce them to relax their efforts for the ed- 

tion of the communities by which they are surrounded and will be 
| a ; 

s not for me totry tosolve this great yuestion It is enough for me | 
to ind to argue before the Senate of the United States that the ex- 
pectati hich Senators found upon the passage of this measure are 
totalls stake rhe fruits that they expect to gather from the ex- 
py of 5105,000,000 in the education of the negroes will turn to 
ishes upon their lipsand will be asource of extreme mortification and 

ppointment to the negroes themselves I do not propose to colonize 

he Indian Territory or in Mexico or in Africa, but I do pro- 

1 t be understood that the negroes of this country ought to 

‘ h selves to ut e the advantages which they have, and it they 

! i 1 them a barrier which is impervious to their efforts in the 

‘ where they are placed, let them, with tl spirit of enterprise 

ght to characterize men of ability, harness themselves for the 

reat ork of reaching out to land where they in have Importance 

I mseq VenceE and where they can do good to themselves and to their 
lello n 

\ 1 ihas been held up be fore the Senate of the United States as one 
ot e States hich has a very larg percenta of illite wy The Sen- 
tor from New Hampshire has prepared and laid before the Senate num 
ers of tables which are extracted from different official reports, some 

mm the census reports and some from other quarters, in which there 
s portrayed a percentage of illiteracy to be found in thedifferent States 
of the Union of people of the different educational ages. I hope the 
Senator will not be shocked if I should undertak« 


to state upon my per- 
il knowledge and observations that it is not true in respect of the 
\Jlabama that every fourth man or every fourth child that is 
age of 10 years is unable to read or write. 


yt opie of 


} +} 


above ie 


Census reporters, 
gatherers of educational statistics, o1 
about the affairs of the people of Ala 
this question in such light as may suit them; but I know (and when 
my voice reaches the people of Alabama it will be responded to by the 
people throughout that State as one man) it is not true that every 
fourth man, woman, and child above the age of 10 years in the State is 
incapable of reading and writing. The Senator from New Hampshire 
brought forward these statistics in the very best of faith and he doubt- 
less believes them, but my life froma boy 8 years of age has been spent 


among the people where this large mass of illiteracy is said to exist; I | 


know them intimately well; I know hundreds, yes, thousands of them by 
name, their place of residence and their family relations, and I never was 
more astounded in my life than when these statistics came to confront 
me in the Senate with the accusation against my people that one-fourth 
of them were incapable of reading and writing. 

Sir, look at their prosperity under the circumstances of oppression 
which they have been compelled to meet. Look at the government 
you gave us after the war was over. Look at the satrapy that ruled 
usin Alabama. Look at the Freedmen’s Bureau. Lookat the carpet- 
bag government. Look at the robbery of the State treasury and the 
county treasuries. Consider the fact that the school fund raised by 
taxation out of our people was made the especial prey of these people, 
and that not one dollar in every five that was taxed out of the people 
for school purposes ever reached the school-house. Look at the tur- 
moil and distress which visited our people, and compare these things with 
our prosperity. Does the Senator think I ama cruel-hearted man, that 
Iam a revengeful man? Havel been here these seven years and have 
made no impression upon the individual Senators to the effect that lam 
at least a moderately humane and kind-hearted man? Yet even I can 
point you to a house that was set on fire on a November night, extin- 


guished after the most terrible exertions, and afterward on three sep- | 


arate oceasions riddled with bullet-holes that now display themselves 
there, the balls passing through the chambers of my sleeping children 
and cutting the bed-clothes above them, and all at the instigation of 
politicians who controlled the negroes. This was not done because I 
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was in their way as a politician, but because they knew I had a voice 
to speak and the manhood to utter my sentiments and to proclaim the 
wrong that they inflicted upon our people. 

Sir, Iam not singular in this, but hundreds, yes, thousands of peo- 
ple in my State have suffered he same things. But still they have not 
been aroused like the people of Cincinnati, because of the tailure of 
justice,to burn court-houses and destroy militia and in turn to get 
themselves destroyed by fifties. No, sir; that conservative feeling of 
which I have spoken, that self-reliance, that moral courage which look? 
to the end for the reward and is not afraid to march over the interven- 
ing ground to get justice and reap a harvest of right has sustained these 
people. They have not faltered while the negroes were massed to- 

d 
be selected—from Northern society, I was about to say, but I will not 
disgrace Northern society by supposing that they ever actually belonged 
to it or were recognized by it—and were used to work their pleasure 
on our people. These masses of men voted solidly always for the sup- 
port of these outrages and wrongs and robberies, and yet the people of 
Alabama have come up through great tribulation with a sound con- 
stitution, with low taxation, with prosperous schools, to which we de- 
vote $500,000 a year and more. Out of a taxing power of $1,500,000 a 
year we give one-third of it to the education of the people, and the 
poll-tax which is levied in our State is levied upon the negroes and th 
whites, but all the poll-tax goes to the education fund. 

Under circumstances of this sort I must be excused if I inform t] 
Senate and the country that my State is calumniated by figures which 
are brought in by the Senator from New Hampshire; and while I hav: 
no personal resentment about it, I do deny it asa fact of history. I de- 
nounce it as being unjust to a great and a good people. 

I observed on yesterday, about the time I was closing my remarks 
that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] brought in an 
amendment to the bill, which he intimated he would press, in which 
he provides that the money to be expended under this bill shall be 
raised by a capitation-tax. 


Mr. BUTLER. A direct tax 

Mr. MORGAN. A direct tax. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a capitation-tax. 

Mr. MORGAN. A capitation-tax is a direct tax, but there may be 


direct taxes that are not capitation-taxes. I say it with all due defer- 
I will t 


it, however, as a capitation-tax for the purpose of illustrating a p 


int 
+ 


| that occurs to my mind in connection with the Senator’s amendment. 


Here we are providing for ‘* the general welfare,’’ as is alleged, and in 


order to make ample provision for it, wanting to raise $105,000,000, I 
will suppose that we put on a capitation-tax which would be equal now 
to about $2 per capita upon all the people of the United States in the 
States, and that we set it apart in this bill for the purpose of educatil 
the illiterate people, mainly the negroes, in the State of Alabama. 
The constitution of the State of Alabama provides that a capitation- 


| tax ora poll-tax, as itis called, may be levied there not to exceed a dol- 


lar and a half per capita. 
any other set of men inquisitive | 
bama may present their views of | 





This capitation-tax in Alabama can only be 
levied for the purpose of maintaining the publicschools. The fund thus 
derived can not be diverted to any other purpose whatsoever. Thatisa 
constitutional provision in Alabama—one that we can not violate there— 
andone I hope that the Congress of the United States can not violate, al- 
though Congress was kind enough on one occasion to give to the people 


| of the State of Alabama a constitution which they voted down, and 


which was so reported to this body. 

Suppose that for this purpose of public education, which is inaid of 
all the common schoois of Alabama, with a bill drawn in the very lan- 
guage of that constitution, we put the capitation-tax at $5 per head 
upon the people of that State and the people of. Massachusetts and 
Connecticut for the purpose of raising money to educate the illiterate 
in the State of Alabama and elsewhere, let me ask which of these two 
sovereigns is to be respected in the collection of that capitation-tax ? 
The State of Alabama says that nocapitation-tax shall be levied in that 
State to exceed a dollar and a half per capita, and that it shali only be 
levied for the purpose of public education. The United States Gov- 
ernment comes in through its Congress and enacts a law which says 
that the capitation-tax in the State of Alabama and elsewhere shall be 
55 per capita, and that the money thus raised shall only be devoted to 
the purpose of public education. Which is the sovereign in the col- 
lection of that tax? Will it be urged and argued here that both govern- 
ments may go on to collect & tax of the same nature and upon thesame 
subject and for the same purpose? Congress can collect a tax for the 
support. of the Government of the United States by capitation levy, but 
can Congress collect a tax for the support of education in Alabama by 
a capitation-tax upon the peopleof Alabamaand Massachusetts, which 
capitation-tax shall be twice or three times as much as that which the 
constitution of Alabama permits her legislation to levy for identically 
the same purpose ? 

Mr. President, there can be no partnership in sovereignties in this 
country. There are concurrent powers to be exercised by the Federal 


and the State Government, but when concurrent powers are being ex- 
ercised the power of the United States in virtue of its supremacy over 
the States usurps the field and domain of legislative authority in such 
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cases, and the power of the State falls. They can not be exercised in 
partnership or in common. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not now dealing with the constitutional question 
of the rightfulness of this exertion of authority, but I was interested 
in the Senator’s statement of the impossibility of the jointtaxation. I 
do not speak now of its differing in constitutional sanction, but does it 
differ in fact between the ordinary case of a State and a township? 
The township in my State raises its taxes for certain purposes, it may 
be for the support of common schools, and there may be a State tax 
levied upon the same people, levied among the towns for the same ob- 
ject if the State chooses to make an additional grant from the State to 
that raised by the towns. Now, supposing it were within the consti- 
tutional power of the State, what is the difficulty in the United States 
and the State doing the same thing? 

Mr. MORGAN. The difficulty is in the mind of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, who does not appreciate the distinction between a Massa- 
chusetts town and the State. There is the difficulty. A State of the 
American Union has never been likened, in my recollection of affairs, 
to a township. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me, I put my question in en- 
tire—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Good faith. 

Mr. HOAR. Respect for the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. HOAR. Because I am exceedingly interested, as I have often 
been, in his legal distinctions. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the Senator from Massachusetts brings up a 
supposed analogy between a Massachusetts town and the State. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, if I am not trespassing 
upon his courtesy too much 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say in speaking as to 
whether the United States Constitution had given us a certain power or 
not, that the two powers were incapable of concurrent exertion by dif- 
ferent authorities; that it could not be as a matter of possibility that 
there should be one lawful power, the State, and another lawful power, 
the United States, imposing for the same purpose upon the same peo- 
ple a tax of the same character. I ask in reply, are there not very com- 
mon instances of just that thing in States and towns, not that the State 
does not differ from the United States, not that the town does not differ 
from the State, but that the actual and practical thing is concurrently 
done by two bodies entirely different. If that be true, why can it not 
he done? Suppose, in other words, there were written expressly in the 
United States Constitution what some of the Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber imply there: ‘‘ The United States shall have the author- 
ity to assess a capitation-tax for the sake of aiding popular education 
in the States;’’ is it not entirely possible that the United States and the 
States could both exercise that power if that were there? 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Massachusetts might have put a 
very much stronger case to me than the one he has, because there is 
really no analogy between the relation of States to the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the relation of towns in Massachusetts to the State gev- 
ernment. The towns in Massachusetts have not sovereignty in any 
sense of the word. The States have sovereignty in many senses, and 
where in virtue of their sovereignty they have concurrent powers with 
the Federal Government, as I confess they have in many cases, the two 
powers, operating through their respective agencies, are supplied and 
supported from their respective treasuries in doing a particular work, 
I will say. The position that I took was that there could not be any 
partnership between them, but that in that case it belonged to the 
United States Government, in consequence of its supremacy, to assume 
the control at its will and pleasure, and to exclude the inferior sov- 
ereignty from any participation in that work whatsoever. 

I will illustrate by a case that occurred in the Supreme Court of the 
United States in which I was of counsel. The State of Alabama voted 
probably $200,000 for the purpose of dredging in the Bay of Mobile. 
Its agents went to work upon lines of survey that had been established 
by the United States Government before that time. After that time 
the United States Government made an appropriation, and they went 
to work upon the same field and upon the same survey. The question 
arose whether the act of the Legislature of Alabama was constitutional 
under the constitution of that State, inasmuch as it related to a work 
that had been surveyed and might be done by the Government of the 
United States. The result of the action, without proceeding to give 
all of its features, was this: The Supreme Court held that the United 
States had the right of access to that harbor at any time for the carry- 
ing on of the work, and it might usurp or take all the work into its 





own hands and expel the State from any participation in it in virtue of 


its supremacy and in virtue of its jurisdiction to improve the harbor, 
and that therefore the State might proceed until the Government of the 
United States undertook the work or indicated its determination through 
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demarkation drawn between the power of the United States in a given 
area of territory to do a certain thing and the power of the State to do 


| it. Either might do it in the absence of the other, but when the pow- 


ers came together they could not be consorted, they could not be formed 
into a joint or united power, but the supremacy of the United States 
would necessarily-expel the inferior sovereignty from the ground when- 
ever it chose to do so. 

Hence I assert again as my conviction that if a poll-tax is levied for 
the purpose of educating the people of Alabama in the common schools 
of that State by the Congress of the United States, and a poll-tax is 
levied by the State of Alabama for the same purpose and upon the 
same people, and the United States poll-tax is $5 while the constitu- 
tional poll-tax in Alabama is a dollar and a half, when the United 
Stgtes exercises its authority to provide money through a capitation- 
tax for the education of the people in the State of Alabama in thei1 
common schools, that State could never after that collect its own tax 
The United States would usurp the power; its supremacy would estab 


| lish the $5 poll-tax, if it was constitutional, as being the tax te which 


the people of Alabama must yield and which they must pay. 

Hence I argue, and I think I do it rightfully, that the Government 
of the United States can not levy a poll-tax in the State of Alabama fo1 
the purposes of education; neither can they levy it in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts; and more particularly do I argue that the people of Massa 
chusetts who are to be taxed, not according to their property, but ac- 
cording to their numbers, can not be by the Congress of the United 
States made liable to a capitation-tax to educate the people of a richer 
community who may have no such numbers. I will take the people ot 
Colorado, who are very rich in mines and in their land-holdings and in 
their new properties of various descriptions in comparison with their 
numbers. I will also take the people of the State of New York, who 
are very rich; but the New York people amount to 5,000,000 and more, 
while the people of Colorado, I believe, amount to not quite 200,000 
You levy a capitation-tax on New York of a dollar, and you raise 
$5,000,000 or more in New York by capitation-tax. When you come 
to distribute it under your bill and you select illiteracy as the basis of 
distribution and count the Indians in, if you want to, or you may select 
population as the basis of distribution, or any basis you please under the 
general-welfare clause as interpreted by Senators on this floor—when 
you come to distribute the $5,000,000 you have taxed out of the peopl 
of New York in the State of Colorado upon any basis that you choose 
to select you destroy the uniformity of taxation and rob a poorer peopl 
to enrich a wealthier community. A presentation of the absurdity of 
that proposition as it addresses itself to our sense of justice and of right 
would be enough, it seems to me, to convince any man at least of the 
doubtfulness of our constitutional power to inflict such an act as that 
upon the country. 

Whether we resort to the public land sales, whether we resort to 
money taxed out of the people under the tariff or under the excise laws, 
or whether we shall resort to a direct tax, a capitation-tax, there is no 
view of this case in which it can be justified, in my opinion, that Con- 
gress shall step outside of the boundaries of its jurisdiction, as detined 
in the great body and volume of the Constitution of the United States, 
to raise money for purposes none of which are referred to in the body 
of that instrument. The recitals of that instrument are as dum) as 
Egyptian history in respect of education or any of the other benevo- 
lences that we are trying to execute through the enlargement of the 
general-weltare clause in our Constitution. 

I will devote a very few moments to the consideration of the items 
of this bill for the purpose of showing that Senators on this side of the 
Chamber are mistaken when they suppose that the bill does not inter- 
fere with the disposal of these funds atter they shall have reached the 
State. I will take this provision first: 

Sec. 12. That any State in which the number of persons 10 years of age and 
upward who can not write is not over 5 per cent. of the whole population ther 
of, shall have the right to receive its allotment and to apply the same for the 


promotion of common-school and industrial education, or the education of 
teachers therein, in such way as the Legislature of such State shall provide 


Those States which have not an illiteracy in excess of 5 per cent. of 
the entire population can dispose of thismoney in such a manner as the 
Legislature of such State shall provide; but how is it with those States 
that have an excess of 5 per cent. of illiteracy? They must dispose ot 
it in the manner prescribed in the bill. What else is this but a declara- 
tion on the part of Congress that in some States it has the right to dis- 
pose of this fund as Congress may declare, whereas other States that 
have not got 5 per cent. of illiteracy or above that rate may dispose of 
this money in such a way as the Legislature of each State may provide ? 
Why does the bill give to the State of Massachusetts a right to dispose 
of this money in such a way as the Legislature may provide, and deny 
to the State of Alabama the right to dispose of the money in such a way 
asits Legislature may provide? The discrimination, of course, is based 

upon the idea that Massachusetts does not need the money, but in 
volved in that discrimination, by the necessity of the very words in 
which it is couched, is found the proposition advanced in the bill that 
Congress may discriminate between the States, giving to the one the 
absolute right of disposal of the money‘as its Legislature may provide 
| and giving to the other the right to dispose of it only in the manner and 
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upon the terms and conditions preserihe dintheact. Senators are mis- of the Senate of the United States to answer how she has disposed of 
taken when they conceive that the power of disposal of the money is | money, come from what source it may, in the discharge of a duty which 
not ret od the hands of Congress F : she owes to her own citizenship I would as soon have suspected my 
Mr. BLAIR Mr. President own mother of infidelity to the claims of her children upon her nat- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. WilltheSenator from Alabama yield | ural affections as to suspect the State of Alabama in the administra- 
to t Se or 1 New Hampshire ? tion of any fund left in her charge for the benefit of her people. No 
Mr. MORGAN Yes, sir sir; her record is immaculate, and the only stain upon the history 
M -LAIR [ only wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact | Alabama that Almighty God has ever allowed to rest upon her escutch 
that ‘ mitation to the yvener! purpose apples to all the states eon is that which has been planted by fegro suffrage, placed by the gen 
he sect which he has read gives to the State which has not an ex- | tlemen in this Chamber on the other side in the hands of the agents of 
cess of 5 per cent. of the whole population thereof ‘‘ the right to receive | this Government to go there and pollute and corrupt the fountains of 
tsallotment and toapply the same r the promotion of common schools ustice and the whole record of the history of that State. Besides that 
and industrial education, or the education of teachers therein, in such | her record is immaculate, her honor is untarnished, her fame is above 
wavy asthe Les iture of such State s provide You willobserve | reproac] When your ships lay barricading the ports of Mobile and of 
t +? HUrpoSse t he me . li the South and navies floated there to guard the exit and the en- 
I wisl tae isgest to 1 Senator 1 t the lea is not (at least it was ! trance to our ports, the State of Alabama, while she did not have money 
not in the minds of the committee) thatthe States to which the smaller | to buy quinine for her sick or spinning-wheels for her women to mal 
apportiol nt made ado not rea eed and ought not to« xpend the thread to weave cloth upon their looms for their children, and whil« 
mon It to be ass ed that if they need it they would raise it | the blistering sands of the fields were burning the naked feet of the 
hemsel ves The neces of education ex all the States to a | women who followed the plow through the furrows to make corn fo1 
mucl ore ent tl Me to si those necessities is | the soldiers, for husband, and for children distant in the war, Alabama 
cde | ) State in the Union (at least that is my own per- | collected gold out of her people, and she ran the blockade with it, and 
sonal egard to it) that comes nearly up to really a proper | she paid the interest on her public debt punctually in London during 
standard of its duty with reference to the education of its children, not | the whole periodof the war. No State of the American Union or in the 
Massachusetts herself « There is no State that can put on any | universe ever before exhibited a more honest and conscientious regare 
special airs of complacent its well-doing in this regard compara- | for duty than that State has done. God knows I rejoice in her fame 
tively « hsolute [ wish to say, as long as I am permitted to in- After our property had been destroyed, our homes devastated, our men 
terrupt the Senator, that there is no special occasion for any person in | buried, and our women and children in orphanage turned off for self- 
this country to claim that it is tendering a charity or doing a benevo- | support in the best way that they could, you imposed the negro ballot 
ence toward any other section of this Union, nor on the part of any | upon us, and now you claim that the negro can not read his ballot 
portion of the country to place itself in the attitude of a receiver of | For fifteen years he has been voting a ballot that he could not read 
benefits or favors from the Government at large He has been voting always with your party; he votes with it yet. Do 
Mr. MORGAN I do not complain of the discrimination that is | you propose to dismiss him from your party by teaching him how to 
made in the bill for economic reasons or because of any supposed injus- | read his ballot, or do you propose to strengthen the hold of your party 
tice that might result to my State or any other State, but I call atten- | upon him by teaching him how to read the ballot? Your hold upon 


tion to the fact that Congress in this ¢ 


nactment claims the power, the | him is perfect, unrelaxing, permanent, unavoidable, and we know it 
right, to discriminate, to put duties and conditions upon one State that | We submit to it. Only oursuperior intelligence, only the fact that w: 
it does not upon another, and the more important fact thus clearly dis- | belong to a governing race of men to which you also belong prevents 
closed that the bill in terms concedes to Congress the power to control | us from crouching beneath this consolidated power and having it to 


the expenditure after the money has reached the States. rule over us to the crushing out and ruin of every interest, social, moral, 
When we endowed the agricultural colleges in 1862 the fund was given | political, and material, that we possess. Sir, our fame is untarnished, 
entirely into the hands of the States for their management. Why has | our credit good at home and abroad. It is true that we have now a 


not that been done in this bill? How much character have the States | ten-million debt, six millions of which were put upon us by carpet- 
of the South lost in the administration of the educational fund applied | bag rule since the war. 
to agricultural colleges? Have we not done our duty? Have we not It has often occurred to my mind during this debate that inasmuch 
built up flourishing institutions upon those funds? Have we not hon- | as the general welfare—according to the contemplation of some Sena- 
estly administered the fund in every particular? Have not the scholars | tors—allows the Congress of the United States to search about through 
who have come from these institutions been men who have served the | all our domain for objects of bounty and beneficence, why it has never 
country well in various capacities? I know some of them now from | occurred to them that they should assume the State debts caused by 
the agricultural college in my State who are here in this city serving | carpet-bag rule, and pay the interest, upon condition that we would 
the Government of the United States even with distinction. A young | vote a similar sum to the education of the negroes, thereby vindicating 
man who attended the expedition in the search for Greely, the young | themselves among the people who will read our history by trying to 
sergeant who stepped from the deck of that ship and after having done | rectify the evil which they planted upon us in the shape of that enor- 
his work put up his photographic instruments and took a photograph | mous debt, and at the same time giving us the command of our re- 
of the ship as she sank through the ice, was a graduate of the agricult- | sourcesin order that we may have a better opportunity to extricate our- 
ural college at Auburn, Ala., whocame here and joined theSignal Service, | selves. 
and was assigned to duty upon one of those ships. The State of Ala- Sir, can Congress assume these debts of these States? If not, why 
bama has had her way with that fund, and she has managed it discreetly | not, under the blanket-clause construction of the Constitution? Why 
and well, notwithstanding the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- | can not Congress recognize the fact that this debt has been piled up upon 
MAN], who I regret is not in his seat, thought that Alabama and her | the Southern States in fraud of their rights and in frand of justice? If 
sister Southern States would not do to trust in the administration of | it can educate the negroes because they can not read the ballot, why 
this fund. There stands the record in respect to the agricultural col- | can it not provide for this other great calamity of public debt which has 
leges to disabuse his apprehensions as well as to refute his insinuations | been put upon us by the negroes because they could not read the bal- 
and to relieve us from their weight. lots and because somebody else did the writing and consequently voted 
I do not care whether that Senator has a good opinion of us or not. | the ballot for them? Open the door as it is intended to be opened in 
I will say nothing that might be offensive in his absence, but perhaps it | this bill, and when we have got strength enough and skill enough and 
would not be unkind in me to say that the people of Alabama thoroughly | are sufficiently wanting in patriotism to consolidate ourselves with the 
reciprocate the exhibition of feeling that he made towards the States of | balance-of-power party we can elect Presidents of the United States 
the South on this floor. They remember that he hassaid upon the floor of | among Northern selections for the purpose of having these debts assumed 
the Senate that anything was justifiable in morals and in law that will | and paid. But, sir, we will never engage in this wrong. I abdicate 
break down the Democratic party and build up the Republican party. | that authority and that power, so far as I am concerned, on behalf of 
After that declaration from so eminent a man we are not chagrined that | theStateof Alabama. I lay downall expectation of that kind, because 
he appears to have a bad opinion of us in any respect. I appeal to the | I have an honest, sincere, and, I trust, a manly and proper regard for 
record of the agricultural colleges to show that if the Congress of the | the people of the United States and the Constitution handed down to 
United States intends to make a donation of money out of the Treasury | us by our fathers. I love it and I respect it and the men who ordained 
to the Southern States for the assistance of the education of the negro, | it. I revere all the grand principles embodied in it, and am proud of 
there is no reason in the history of the past to doubt that we shall make | the beautiful and magnificent history which clusters about its progress 
an honest, faithful, wise, and just disposition of the money. in the civilization of this whole world; and, sir, I also revere it and I 
This discrimination, I repeat, I do not complain of, because it may | obey it because I have sworn to do so, and I must know in support of 
intimate that some of the States which have a large illiteracy must | it that I am not doinga doubtful thing, but that I am doing by my vote 
still be kept in check-lines intheir management of this fund under the | that which I am authorized to do, or else the Senate must excuse me 
guidance of Congress. What I complainof is the exercise of the power | from taking that step. 
by Congress in this bill to follow that fund after it has been donated I can not, Mr. President, get my consent to vote for this bill, because 
and the power to call the States to the bar of theSenate, year after year, | I honestly and sincerely believe that in doing so I should step outside 
upon their reports for the judgment of this body and the other House | the authority which I possess as a Senator from Alabama and I should 
upon their conduct. violate my conscience. 
I do not wish to see the proud State of Alabama arraigned at the bar Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I would not interrupt the speech of 




















ee ie 


aa 


ihe. band OL 










































1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2639 





the Senator from Alabama when he made some allusion to North Caro- | my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from West Virginia 
lina, and I now ask the attention of the Senator from Alabama to what Mr. CAMDEN]. If he wer 
I shall say. draw my vote. 

The Senator from Alabama paid a grand tribute to the State of North Mr. BUTLER. Before the result is announced I think perhaps | 
Carolina, but in the conclusion of that tribute he thought proper to say, | had better recall my announcement as to the pair of my colleague [ Mi 


as I understood him, that ‘‘ if her voice could be truly uttered upon the | HAMPTON] with the Senator trom Rhode Island | M1 


present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ I with- 


»] ANTHONY |, fot 
floor of the Senate, certain things would or would not oecur.’’ { think very likely from what I have heard since that they would 


I regret, Mr. President, to have to ask the Senator from Alabama if | together on this proposition, and perhaps it would be s: 


vote 


ile! to pan my 





he contemplated by that expression that the voice of the State of North | colleague with myself. I therefore withdraw my vote and announce 

Carolina was not truly uttered upon the floor of the Senate by myself? | my pair with him, simply stating that I should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, I can say about that that the | would vote ‘‘ nay. I think it quite likely from what I understood 

idea never occurred to me, until the Senator from North Carolina sug- | that the Senator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘nay ”’ also 

gested it, that there could be any want of tidelity on the part of her Che result was announced—yeas 10, nays 35; as follows 

Senators in uttering what they believe to be not only the voice of North 


Carolina, but what they believe to be for the best interests of that 





Beck fa est 
State and allthe States. 1 was speaking about the voice of North Car- Cox Krell, lee ‘ ; 
olina of 1776, as uttered in her constitution, and I repeat that I think | Greome Max ry 
a true utterance of that voice as it was then intended would forbid the 
Congress of the United States from assuming jurisdiction over theschools | Aldrich, Dawes lackans Pike 
of North Carolina. That is my opinion, at least. Of course, I did not | Allison, Dolph Jonas Pugh 
intend, and never thought of attributing to the Senators from North ee a an 7 —— — D 
Carolina, or either of the Senators, any want of fidelity in their views or | Can,’ George, Logan. Consnnes 
any want of independence in their construction of theirdutyin this body. | Cameron of Wis., Gormatr MeMillar Walker 
Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I hoped that the Senator from Ala- a - ee - _ ae " = on 
bama could not so have intended, and I know now that he did not so | Gulom’ oar a 
intend ; and I thank him, not only for the noble expression he used in ABSENT 
reference to my State, but I also thank him for the prompt way in en ee nee la 
which he has removed the impression which I had, and when he reads ee a oan" Seieete: —— 
his remarks he will see that he would have had, upon his statement | Bowen, Gibsor Mahone, Sawyer 
in reference to North Carolina to which I have alluded. — een wo : arent rof N.Y., Sewell, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLarr in the chair). The ques- | GMC" pn Poker, Sitar, 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to re- | Coke, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Van Wyck 
commit the bill to the Committee on Education and Labor. Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not know of any advantage there could possibly | So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 
result from recommitting the bill tothe committee. Itisevidentfrom | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


the divergence of opinion here in the Senate that we shall not be able 
to cope with it in committee at all. 
Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the pending motion. 
The years and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : , ° | That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to interrupt the roll-call to | out to any State or Territory in. gny one year than the sum expended out of its 
make a statement. I was authorized by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. | own revenues in the preceding year for the maintenance of common schools, 
PLUMB], now absent from his seat, to withdraw this motion to recom- | ®t including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings. 


| ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], which will be read. 
| The CHrEFCLERK. The proposed amendment isinsection 8 to strike 
out all after the word *‘ provided,’’ in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


mit——- | Mr. HARRISON. It would be best perhaps that I should ask con- 
Mr. VEST. The motion was made by the Senator from Kansas. sent to withdraw that amendment. It embodies a proposition which 
Mr. HOAR. He authorized me to withdraw it in order that the | is found also in the amendment I submitted later. 

question might be taken first on the amendments. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana is enti- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call can not be suspended | tled to withdraw it, the yeas and nays not having been ordered and it 

except by unanimous consent of the Senate. not having been amended. 
Mr. VEST. Let us take the vote. Mr. HARRISON. Then I do withdraw the amendment, and ask 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 


leave to submit in their order the amendments which I have proposed 
The roll-call was continued. 


and which have been printed. 








Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
ator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. If he were here, he would vote | question now recurs on the amendment to the same paragraph proposed 
**yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay ’’ on this motion. | by the Senatorfrom Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which will be reported. 

Mr. JONAS (when Mr. GIBSON’s name was called). My colleague | Mr. PLUMB. The amendments which the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. GrBson] is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. | proposes to offer hereafter are of the same general purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAMPTON’S name was called). My col- Mr. HARRISON. Precisely, only coupled with other things. 
league [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island Mr. PLUMB. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

[Mr. ANTHONY] on this question, I understand. I do not know how| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas with- 
either would vote on this motion. | draws his amendment. 

Mr JONES, of Florida (when his name was called). Iam paired| Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. If he were here, I should | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first endeavor to as- 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ certain whether there is any other amendment pending. [Examining 


Mr. GEORGE (when Mr. LAMAR’S name was called). My colleague | the record.] The Chair believes that no other amendment is pending, 
[Mr, LAMAR] is necessarily absent. He is paired with the Senator from | but the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] gave notice that 
New Jersey | Mr. MCPHERSON]. Ifhe were present, my colleague would | he would offer one changing phraseology. 
vote *‘ nay.”’ Mr. BLAIR. I will not offer the amendment. 

The roll-call was concluded. Mr. HOAR. I desire now to move the first amendment of which I 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. ANTHONY ] is absent and paired | gave notice the other day. 
with the Senator fromSouth Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. My colleague, The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
if present, would vote ‘‘nay.’’ poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLattr). The Chair is paired with The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed in section ®, line 8, after the words 
his colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] on some votes relating to this bill. He | ‘which shall not,”’ to insert: 
does not know how his colleague would vote, if present, on this mo-| Each preceding year have complied so far with the conditions hereof as is re- 
tion, and therefore withholds his vote. quired for that year. Each State shall. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish to announce that the Sena-| Mr. HOAR. That is not the one. I desire to have reported the 
tor from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] is paired with the Senator from New | amendment of which I gave notice and which was reprinted with the 
York [Mr. MILLER]. The Senator from New York, as I understand, | bill. It is, in section 1, line 3, tostrike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert in lieu 
would vote ‘‘nay”’ on this question. I do not know how the Senator | thereof the word ‘‘eight.”’ 





from Delaware would vote, but I believe he would vote “ yea,’’ at least The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will first be re- 
I am so informed. ported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. VAN Wv¥« K] ispaired with | Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask a question about which copy of the 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. bill the Chief Clerk is reading from. From the last print ? 


Mr. FARLEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the last print. The amend- 
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men oposed by the Senator from Massachusetts in the last print will 
now ren 

r} LHI { R In section 1, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
t 1 insert in lieu thereof the word ‘*eight;’’ so as to | 

, 

I for eclg rs ext fter the passag sact, Ax 

Mr. HOAL If there be no objection, that and the next amendment 
may be put as one question, as they run together 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from*Massachusetts asks 
u mous consent that his next amendment be read and considered 

iat th stion be taken on his two amendments together. Is 
t ject The Chair hears none rhe next amendment will 
he 1 
CH ( ERK In sé on 1, | 5, after the words ** to wit,”’ 

it yposed to strike out all down to | including the words ‘‘shall 
ct ! e 11, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: | 

I year l 7 000,000, the se d year the sum of $10,000,000, the 
thir t - »f $15,000,000, the h vear the sum of $13,000,000, the fifth 
‘ “ f $11,000,000, the sixth vear the sum of $9,000,000, the seventh year 
t ~ $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of 35,000,000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The question is on agreeing to these | 
two amendments 

Mr. LOGAX I do not desire to interfere with any arrangement that | 
is made, but I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that prior | 
t imendment of this character being offered and submitted I of- | 
fered mendment and had it printed. Ithinkat least that the prop- 
osition I offered has pre cedence over this amendment 

Mr. HOAR. I make no question about that. If the Senator prefers | 
to have his amendment voted on first I have no objection, though his | 
would be in order as an amendment to mine | 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, but I would rather yours should | 
be order as an amendment to mine, inasmuch as mine was offered | 
first. I have no disposition to interfere with anything, but I offered 
the amendment in good faith. | 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator’s amendment be read for information. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair by the rules is obliged | 
to recognize Senators as they rise and address the Chair, and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, having addressed the Chair, was recognized 
and his motion toamend. The Chair has no authority to lay 
amendments before the Senate of which notice merely has been given, 
Senators giving notice often change their minds. The Chair 
was obliged to recognize the Senator from Massachusetts, who offered | 
his amendment 


| 


made 


because 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam not complaining of the Chair having recognized 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I rose when the Senator had the floor 


and gave way to him as a matter of course; but I offered this amend- | 
ment to the bill some time ago; it was printed, and I only now ask, 
this amendment being in order and having been offered first, that it 
shall be voted on first. 

Mr. HOAR. I will waive any question about that. I have no | 
choice, and therefore, as the Senator from Illinois has a choice, let him 
make it 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido have a choice. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I inquire of the Senator from Illinois and 
likewise the Senator from Massachusetts whether the amendments are 
exactly the same ? 

Mr. LOGAN. No,sir; theyarenot. The amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is of the same character as the amendment I of- 
fered. It is almost a literal copy of it, except that the sums are dif- 
ferent 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LOGAN ] offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 1 and insert 


in lieu thereof 


That for ten years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 


appropriated, from the money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
following sums, to wit: The first year, the sum of $15,000,000; the second year, 
the sum of 17,500,000; the third year, the sum of $20,000,000; the fourth year, the 


=18.000.000 


sum of 
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That is all I have to say in reference toit, except that I made a prop 
osition in the Senate some time since in which I asked an appropriation 
of $60,000,000. That, of course, could not be considered by the com- 
mittee having charge of this bill. Then I offered another proposition 
at this session of Congress asking that $50,000,000 be appropriated 

I do not wish to detain the Senate. I have examined the question 
somewhat, of course not so thoroughly as the Committee on Educatio; 
and Labor. I have examined it sufficiently to satisfy myself that a) 


l 


| appropriation less than is included in the amendment I have offered 


will be of some benefit, of course, but not sufficient to carry out th 
object intended by the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the Senator’s amendment does not 
change the basis of distribution. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But that it increases the amount. 

Mr. LOGAN. I propose instead of commencing at $15,000,000 a 


nd 
running down, to commence and run up half the time, and then go o1 
the down scale the rest of the time until it ceases at $6,000,000, wit] 


an appropriation which I believe will accomplish something, running 
it up to $20,000,000 and then down the scale to 36,000,000. I think 
that is a good basis, because I think if anything is to be accomplished 
it will be by appropriating sufficient to secure some good. That is al 
I desire to say. 

Mr. MORGAN. How much is the aggregate? 

Mr. LOGAN. One hundred and thirty-six million five hundred 
thousand dollars is the whole aggregate in my amendment for the ten 
years. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair 7 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] will be agai: 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. LoGan. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only wish to say that so far as 1 am personally con 
cerned I believe that the views expressed by the Senator from I}linvis 
are correct. I would be glad to see the bill amended in the manne 
indicated in his proposition. I have thought that, although the et 


| ciency and the benefit to be derived under the bill would be large] 


increased if the sum were raised in the manner indicated; neverthel 

perhaps, in the existing sentiment of this body, it might be less pro! 
able that we should succeed in the ultimate passage of the bill if thi 
amendment were adopted than if it were rejected. If I fail to vote 
this amendment, it is only for the reason that I think it may possibly 
endanger the final result. The amendment in my judgment is in 
right direction. 

Mr. HALE. What is the aggregate ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The aggregate under this amendment in ten years 
would be $136,500,000. By the bill itself during the same tin 
would be $105,000, 000. 

Mr. HALE. About $31,000,000 more? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like toask the Senator from New Hampshire, 
as he has some doubt about the effect the amendment would hav: 
on the bill, if he does not think double the amount would make the 
| bill that much stronger—stronger in the ratio of the amount proposed 
| to be appropriated. [suggest whether the Senator from Illinois would 
not accommodate the rising feeling of the Senate on that subject by 
simply putting in a much largersum, and thereby making the measur 
more attractive. 

Mr. BLAIR. I admit that by increasing the amount of the appro- 
priation, its faithful application being understood in the one case as 
well as in the other, the benefit would be increased; but I think I have 
| a Wholesome consideration for the necessities that may yet arise in 
| looking after the other wants of the country, and wish to save money 
for those purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


tay 
i 


4] 
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The question is on the amendm« 





the fifth year, the sum of $16,000,000; the sixth year, the sum 
the seventh year, the sum of $12,000,000; the eighth year, the sum 


of $14,000,000 { 
the ninth year the tenth year, the sum of 


of $10.000.000 the sum of $8,000,000; 
3,000,000, ten annual appropriations in all, when appropriations under this act 
shall which several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of 
common-school education to all the children of the school age mentioned here- 


cease 


after living in the United States 
Mr. LOGAN. Ido not desire to discuss this amendment at any 


length, but merely to call the attention of the Senate to the proposition 
contained in it 

According to the statistics which we have there are about $80,000,000 
expended per annum in the United States forcommon schools. If this 
bill is to be of any benefit whatever to this country and the bill is right 


in principle and the manner in which it is framed, we ought at least, if 


we appropriate money at all, to appropriate enough to do some good, 
and less than the amount appropriated in this bill will be, in my judg- 
ment, of but very little advantage to the country. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


| Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I was paired with the Sen- 

| ator from Ohio[Mr. PENDLETON]. I have transferred that pair to the 4 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL], and I will vote ‘nay.’ 4 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am paired with the Senator from Texas 3 
{[Mr. Coke]. If he were here, I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 5 

| Mr. MAXEY. My colleague [Mr. CokE] would vote “nay” also 

| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Delaware [Mr i 

a has been paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. MIL- 3 

| LER]. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. LAMAR] is paired with the Sen- ie 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. i 
| Mr. PLUMB. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. INGALLS] is ; 
detained from the Chamber by illness. 
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The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 47; as follows: impoverished portions of the country, where they are not able to do it 
YEAS—2. If we propose to do anything to aid and assist these people in educating 

Brown, Logan. themselves, let us do it in the right way: provide first that they may 

= have an opportunity of being educated, and then if you apply the fund 

NAYS—47. for the purpose of hiring teachers to educate them, this fund, according 

Aldrich, a manga ; erga not to the way it would be used under this bill, would be devoted to hiring 
— om” oe te teachers to educate the children; but who would build the school- 

Butler, Garland, Lapham, Saulsbury, houses in which they should be educated ? 

Call, George, aa eel ee I suppose it may be said they can do as was done in old times, one 
——, of Wis., aoe aa , Vest.” take an ax, another a pick, another a spade, and cut down the trees and 
Colquitt, Hale, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, hew the logs and put up the house themselves; but who is going to do 
ona. Sierrine en. ean that? They may do it or they may not do it, and a people who are of 
aoe Hill, | Pike, — Wilson. — | a rather shiftless character, a people who have been situated as thes 
Dolph, Hoar, Platt, poor people have been, must have somebody to direct them in the proper 
ABSENT—27. | way. Many of them are intelligent. Probably you will find in all 

Anthony, Fair, Lamar, Riddleberger, neighborhoods some who are intelligent enough, but a provision like 
Bayard, Gibson, McPherson, Sabin, | this will give them encouragement, and allow them to build houses tor 
Blair, aan, ee N.Y tect the purpose of having schools for the education of their children, and it 
ae of Pa., ae” Mitchell. . oe you aid them in doing it you will accomplish much more in m) judy 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Van Wyck | ment than by scattering the money without affording them any facilities 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, | whatever by which they shall have an opportunity to be educated othe: 


So the amendment was rejected. than merely employing teachers. 

Mr. LOGAN. I rise now to offer another amendment to the bill. I | Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like tosay one word in regard tothe amend- 
move to add the following as an additional section: ment of the Senator from Illinois. The vote in favorof the amendment 

Sec. —. That there shall be appropriated and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, | Which has just been acted on seems to me to indicate that all who so vote 
which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis as | are opposed to appropriating that much money. I voted against it simply 
the a a eee a es | on the ground that I thought it would imperil the passage of the bill 
peg epee maneet of the meemuadiinass aia Gatien weak ernaggee 4 shall he oe Mr. LA M tA N. Iw ill ask the Sen itor if it imperils the passage of. the 
expended for the erection and construction of school-houses for the use and oc- | bill that $15,000,000 is appropriated the first year, would it not be bet- 
cupation of —— oe the es in the aoe , ter to reduce the appropriation according to his theory, if he wants the 
pear the burdens of taxation, Such school-houses shall be built in accordance | Pill passed? I am opposed to the reduction of the amount, but the Sen- 
with modern plans, which plans shall be furnished free on application to the Bu- | ators who desire the passage ot this bill to secure a sufficient amount to 
reau of Education, in Washington: Provided, however, That not more than $100 | educate these people, as they have indicated in their speeches, and who 
rm ee ee et ee ened cena nn voted against my amendment, will tind before this is over that the result 
annually make full report of all expenditures from the school-house fund to the | will bea very large reduction, and youare only helping gentlemen who 
Secretary of the Interior as in case of other moneys received under the provis- | want to take all the money out of this bill by your votes 
ions of this act. | Mr. GEORGE. Let me say that I do not think the Senator offered 

Mr. President, from the fate the other amendment met it is very | the amendment with a view of defeating the bill at all. 
likely that this will meet the same; but inasmuch as I have not agreed Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; I offered it in the best of faith, for the rea- 
to any proposition that I am compelled to vote for, I desire to call the | son that I presented the first bill in the Senate Chamber asking that 
attention of the Senate to this amendment which I offer, and which | money raised by taxation pe distributed for education, first taking the 
strikes me as being reasonable if this bill is to pass. whisky tax, afterward taking $50,000,000 of tax derived from internal 

We have now statistics and estimates showing that it will require | revenue and from the sale of public lands. I have been in good faith 
about 57,465 school-houses for the necessary uses of the children if this | from the beginning and I am in good faith now, and I offer it because 
bili shall go into operation and the children of this country are to be | I believe it will require that amount of money and more to accomplish 
educated. I propose an appropriation of $2,000,000 to assist in build- | that which you gentlemen propose in this bill; and unless you appro- 
ing school-houses in sparsely settled portions of the country; and that | priate money suflicient to do it your law will be a failure 
sum, according to the estimates, will build at least 20,000 school-houses. | Mr. GEORGE. I rose merely to say that I did not doubt the good 
Plans have been made for a very nice school-house, comfortable in 2ll its | faith of the Senator, and that I would have been in favor as an original 
departments, to cost from $200 to $250 apiece. In some placesaschool- | proposition of his amendment, but I supposed it would best secure the 
house that would be suitable for the neighborhood may be built for $75 | passage of the bill to vote against it. 
or $50, while in other places it might cost $100, and in others it might | Mr. BUTLER. The amendment of the Senator from Illinois is, I 
cost $200 or $250, according to these plans. believe, to appropriate $2,000,000 for school-houses. 

In my judgment there is not very much necessity of appropriating | Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 
money to educate children unless the children can have some place in Mr. BUTLER. In case that amendment prevails, I should like to 
which to be educated. The statement made the other day that they | inquire to which government, State or Federal, the school-hoyses will 
go into dwelling-houses and so on is not correct. That is not the way the | belong when they are built? 
children will be educated so far as these common schools are concerned. Mr. LOGAN. That is very easilyanswered. They would belong to 
According to the distribution provided for in the bill if it passes the | the State. This sum is only appropriated to aid in building the school- 
money will be used by the States, and can be used where school-houses | houses. I offered the amendment giving $100 where the house costs 
are already prepared to receive pupils without ever erecting another $200, and $50 where it costs $100. This would grantaid from the Gov- 

| 
| 





school-house in addition to those already erected. It does seem to me | ernment. I do not know what may be in the bill when it ends in ref- 
that if you want to provide for the education of illiterate people, and | erence to the distribution of the fund; but my object is that the money 
especially for the education of the colored people, of the South you must | shall be used for helping the people build school-houses in which they 
provide some accommodations to go along with it. | themselves are to be educated. 

_The first bill I introduced in Congress on the subject contained a pro-| Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I thought well of the former 
vision that none of the money should be used for the purpose of erect- | amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois, and regretted voting 
ing school-houses, but I became satisfied afterward on examination and | against it. I wish to distinctly understand the amendment now before 
reflection that I was in error in that particular, that a portion ef the | the Senate. Of course the general fund appropriated by the bill can be 
money ought to be appropriated for the purpose of assisting in erecting | devoted to any branch of the business of education. 
school-houses in neighborhoods where the people were poor. The an- Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 


swer to that, I know, is that the States will provide for this. But you Mr. VOORHEES. I shall be glad to hear the Senator on that point 
must remember that each town—at least it is so in the North and I pre- | That was the object I had in rising. 

sume it will be so in the most of the Southern States—assesses a tax Mr. LOGAN. Do you mean the amendment I offered? 

commonly known and called the school-tax, other than the State tax, Mr. VOORHEES. I mean that the general appropriation made by 


for the purpose of supporting schools in that locality, where the peo- | the bill, amounting in the aggregate to $105,000,000, can be used in 
ple are so poor that they can not themselves pay a tax to build a school- | building school-houses 

house and can not raise the money, as is frequently the case in many Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, not atall. It is expressly provided in the 
counties where the population is nearly all composed of colored people, | bill that no portion of the money shall be used for that purpose; and 
They will not be able to tax themselves to build school-houses and tax | that is the reason I offer the amendment. 


themselves also in connection with this fand for the education of the | Mr. VOORHEES. Then I shall vote for the amendment offered by 
children. Hence if you do not provide for building houses or for assist- | the Senator from Illinois. 
ing the people in building the houses or giving them encouragement in Mr. WILLIAMS. Ishall vote against this amendment, because it 


that direction, the money appropriated by this bill will be used in com- | has not been the practice nor is it the law in my judgment of any 
munities where houses are already erected, and where the people are | State in this Union to tax the whole people of the State to build school- 
more capable of raising taxes for this purpose than they are in the more | houses in the districts. I know it is not so in my State. 
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Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me to make a remark, the | school-house built in accordance with sanitary rules and regulations it 


Senator misunderstands the amendment serves not only as a model for the construction of all other school-houses 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I was just going to say—— throughout that portion of the country, but of dwellings as well. So 
Mr. LOGAN. Does the Senator understand that this amendment re- | the effect of the adoption of this amendment would be to plant all 

quires the whole people to be taxed to build a school-house? through the South and largely through the North, too, a new and model 


\ VI [AMS. No, si understand this amendment to appro- | school-house, in accordance with which institutions of that kind can be 
Ir. WILLIAM No, sir; I understan PI ; t ) ] 
priate $2,000,000 in addition to the appropriation in thé main bill, for | constructed anywhere, giving practical instruction to the eye of the 





the purpose of erecting school-houses in the different districts people everywhere, and in addition to that a great benefit will be con 
Mr. LOGAN. For the purpose of aiding in the erection of school- | ferred in the construction of the dwellings of this country. 

houses Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question ? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not think that any of the States in their com- Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir? ae 

mon-school system provide means for erecting common-school houses, Mr. VEST. I should like to ask him who furnishes the plan? 

Chev leave that matter entirely to the people of the school districts. Mr. BLAIR. The amendment shows that. I will state the sub- 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, and that is my purpose. stance of it. This amendment proposes to distribute $2,000,000 only; 


Mr. WILLIAMS And some of the districts tax themselves by vote | not $2,000,000 per year, but $2,000,000 in all, in sums not exceeding 
of the people of the districts fer money with which to build school- | $100 in any case, and in no instance to contribute more than one-half 
houses the amount necessary in order to secure the construction of the school- 

Mr. LOGAN. The very object of this amendment is to aid those | house. So if $50 in cash, with the contributions of the neighbors, will 
very people in the distri ts that are poor build a house, that is all that will be taken from the fund. But as- 

Mr. WILLIAMS In most of the States to be benefited by this bill | suming that $100 is taken for each school-house, then this sum will as- 
there are already school-houses erected, or in a large number of them | sist in the construction and stimulate the construction of 20,000 school- 
at least; but the portion of the country to be chiefly benefited is a re- | houses in this country. : 
gion where timber is abundant. The practice, I know, in my State is The appropriation is by the terms of the amendment confined to the 
when we want to build aschool-honse in the poorer but well-timbered por- | sparsely populated and the poorer districts of the country; and the 
tionsof the State, the people go with their broad-axes and crosscut-saws | plans—that is the point to which the Senator from Missouri called my 
and cut down the treesand hew the timber into logs, and take them to the | attention—are by the terms of the amendment to be furnished free by 
nearest saw-mill and have them sawed into planks to make the roof | the Bureau of Education of the United States. They have of course 
and floors. Where timber is not so abundant they take around a sub- | the latest models, the latest ideas, and can furnish them without any 
scription in the afternoon and get money subscribed enough to erect a | substantial expense. They can be printed upon common paper and 
school-house circulated, and will be sufficient to guide in the work of construction. 

Chat is the way we doit. I have helped to build three school-houses | I hope, Mr. President, that thisamendment will be adopted. So far 
in the last five years myself. No taxation has ever been put on our | as its adding anything to the appropriation in the bill is concerned, | 
school district for school-houses. The people there have voluntarily | ought to state that it is already apparent that an amendment is to be 
contributed money enough to build them, and the neighbors have gath- | offered and very strongly pressed, and very likely it may become incor- 
ered in with their broad-axes and crosscut-saws and erected the build- | porated with the bill, which will reduce the term of the operation of this 


ings themselves. A school-house does not cost much money in a tim- | bill to eight yearsand the aggregate amount to be expended during those 
ber country, and the State does not propose to build school-houses any- | eight years to $77,000,000. If it continued for the ten years it would be 
wher within $5,000,000 of the amount appropriated in the bill as it now stands; 

Mr. BLAIR. Nor is it so provided in this amendment. The Senator | but if the reduction is made to $77,000,000 by the proposed amendment 
misapprehends, I think, the force of the amendment somewhat. of the first section, it would seem a very trifling burden to add this 


Mr. WILLIAMS. No, surely not. The amendment of the Senator | amendment of the Senator from Illinois to the bill for the very signifi- 
from [Illinois provides that 52,000,000 shall be used for the purpose of | cant and important purpose which has been indicated. I hope that the 


building school-houses amendment will prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would not think of interrupting the Senator if I did Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I voted against the former amendment 
not feel that he was misapprehending the amendment a little. If he | offered by the Senator from Illinois, but it was because the committee 
will listen to me a moment, I think I can remove his objection. had agreed to support the bill as it stood. I appreciated the purpose 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall be thankful for a correction. I shall listen | and the interest the Senator from Illinois had already taken in the sub- 
with pleasure ject. Ishall supportthis amendment. Ido not see that it conflicts in 


Mr. BLAIR. It is shown by one of the tables that has been alluded | any point of view with the bill. I understand itsimply proposes to aid 
to, printed in the RecokpD of the 19th of March, that in order to fur- | in those districts where the peopleare unable to build their own school- 
nish school-house accommodations to the unenrolled scholars in the | houses. 


Southern States alone (and a great many are wanted in the Northern Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 
States as well) 36,000 new school-houses are needed. tion in reference to his amendment. It says: 


Mr LA WG A N s d ilty-sev en thousand. ; a 7 That there shallalso be appropriated and set apart the sum of $2,000,000, which 
Mr BLA IR. Thirty-six thousand in those States; 57,000 in the whole | shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same basis as the 


country | money approprated in the first section, which shall be known as the common- 
Mr 1 OGAN That is what I sav: 57.000 for the number of children | school-house fund, to be paid out annually to each State and Territory. 
‘ 4 . « Ss « » Ve, 

who are not provided for. | Do I understand the Senator to mean by that $2,000,000 annually 
Mr. BLAIR. In the whole country. are to be paid out? 


Mr. LOGAN. Yes. Mr. LOGAN. Neo sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. But in what we call the Southern States 36,000 are| Mr. BUTLER. The $2,000,000 is to be paid out annually for how 
necessary. It is fair to presume that in the course of the next few years | many years? : 
this want will be very largely supplied. A great number ofschool-honses Mr. LOGAN. It does not provide for any number of years. If the 
are to be erected, and it is of very great consequence that these school- | amendment be adopted it means, or at least I tried to have it mean, 
houses should be erected in accordance with proper sanitary principles | that as long as the school-houses were built they should be paid for. 
and regulations, and with a proper regard to the convenience and com- | The twenty thousand may not all be built this year. Some may be built 
fort of the scholar and the teacher. In other words, they should be | and a portion of the money paid out for those so built, and for the num- 
erected after some common model, and that the latest and the best. It | ber built next year that portion will be paid out, and soon. That is 
was testified before the committee by one of the superintendents of | the meaning of it. If it is not intelligible in the manner in which it is 
public instruction that in one of the States of the Union many of the | drafted, we can change it so as to make it so. That is the object. 
school-houses cost only about $50 to $100. One hundred and fiftydol-| Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
lars, $200, or $300 builds a very good school-house, and he stated, as | His amendment says: 
does the Senator from Kentucky, that in many localities the people get 
together, cut the trees, hew them, and build a very excellent building 
of logs, which answers every purpose, at an actual cash cost of verysel-| Mr. LOGAN. I think it is expressed so as to be understood, but 
dom more than $50, $75, $100, or $150. The neighbors give their work, | there is no trouble in changing the words so as to make the design 
they give the logs, they draw the timber, and they contribute the re- clear. 
mainder, so that with a money outlay of $50 or $100 in almost any of | Mr. BUTLER. To whom shall the plans be furnished and who are 
these sparsely populated communities a suitable school-house can be | to superintend the building? 


Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with modern plans, which 
plans shall be furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education. 





obtained, and if it is only built in accordance with a proper medel it Mr. LOGAN. The plans are already in the office, as I understand; 

serves as a pattern for all the others round about. at least plans have been drafted and will be received from the office 
The sanitary conditions essential to a school-house are the same san- | here in Washington. 

itary conditions that are essential to a dwelling-house; and one of the Mr. BUTLER. Precisely, but—— 

great evils in this country, one of the great sources of contribution to| Mr. LOGAN. The school-houses are to be built as they are now, by 


ill-health and sickness and death, is the fact that the dwellings of the | the officers of the school districts. Whoever has charge of that matter 
country are not properly constructed. If you put in a community a! will have charge of building the school-houses. This does not change 
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the law of the State; it does not attempt to do it or to interfere with it. 
The object is that this money, if appropriated, shall be distributed in 
the same manner. How? Paid over to the States, as this bill provides 
for the distribution of the school fund tor common schools, and in the 
same manner this will be distributed for the building of school-houses. 

That is all that the language used in reference to the distribution 
being according to the first section means, that it shall be distributed 
in the same manner to the States and Territories, and then it goes into 
the uses when distributed as required in the different sections where 
school-houses are to be built, the plans to be furnished without cost. 
It means that the plans shall be furnished by the national Bureau of 
Education, and they shall be furnished without cost to the persons 
building the school-houses, namely, the officers in the school district, 
whoever they may be, who shall have charge of buildingschool-houses. 
That is a matter for the State to provide for, and not for us to provide 
for in this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois who 
is to determine the question as to the sparsenessor density of the popu- 
lation where these school-houses are to be built. It is not a general 
provision, as I understand the amendment, to build school-houses wher- 
ever they may be needed; but, as explained by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, it is to aid in the construction of school-houses in sparsely 
settled neighborhoods. Who will determine the questionas to whether 
the neighborhood applying is a sparsely or a densely populated neigh- 
borhood ? 

Mr. LOGAN. 
swered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope so. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator ina manner seems tothink there is some- 
thing terrible in that. I presume where the Senator resides, if he was 
inquired of to-day where the most thickly settled portion of his county 
was he could inform the Senate. I presume if he was inquired of as 
to where the most sparsely settled portion of that county was he could 
give that information. If you have a school superintendent in your 
county who has not capacity enough to determine the sparsely and the 
densely populated portions of your county you had better choose an- 
otherone. It would be determined just as any other fact is determined, 
by the proper officers of your States, not by the General Government. 
I can not tell where the sparsely settled portions of your States are or 
the densely populated portions are outside of the cities. I can not de- 
termine it by an amendment nor can the Senate, but the officer who 
has charge of the common schools of the county or district, or however 
it may be laid off in your States, from his own information and by mak- 
ing inquiries, must ascertain it as he ascertains anything else. Turn to 
the census, and there you will find the information now without going 
any further. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Illinois did not seem to quite com- 
prehend the question that I propounded. 

Mr. LOGAN. I thought I did. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understand the amendment of the Senator, it 
proposes to appropriate a gross sum of money which according to his 
estimate will aid in the construction of some 20,000 school-houses, 
when according to statistics there are 57,000 school-houses necessary. 


I think that is a question which can be very easily an- 


It will probably appear in the practical application of this fund that | 


you will find perhaps every locality needing a school-house applying 
for it. The party entitled to it is the party residing in a sparsely set- 
tled neighborhood. It seems to me that some tribunal, State or Fed- 
eral, will have to determine the question as to which of the 57,000 
applications that are made for aid are to be entitled, as only 20,000 out 
of the 57,000 can be aided. 

Mr. LOGAN. It seems to me to be assimplea proposition as any in 
the world. Suppose there were 100,000 school-houses required. The 


people in the localities where school-houses are not required would not | 


apply for aid from this fund; there are many places in the country 
where they do not need it. Wherever school-houses are already erected, 
the application would of course be refused, because they have the ac- 
commodations. 

Mr. HOAR. Will theSenatorallowme? The difficulty that occurs 
to me is the one which I suppose occurs to the Senator from Tennes- 
see, and the Senator from Illinois does not meet it as it exists in my 
mind. I do not understand that it is based on any difficulty in finding 
out whether a territory is sparsely or densely settled by the person 
whose duty it is, but the question is, who is to determine which of these 
communities shall have it, the State authorities or the Commissioner 
of Education or the Secretary of the Interior or some other; who is to 
determine ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. If he will tell me who is to determine as to the distribution 
of the fund that is appropriated for school purposes, then I will tell him 
who is to determine about this. This is to be distributed to the States 
and Territories just as the school fund is distributed to them. Who 
then determines where that is to go? 

Mr. HOAR. The State, of course. 

Mr. LOGAN. Well, then, the State determines this. You give it 
to 7 aaa and let the State decide for its people, and that is all there 
is in it. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understand. 
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Mr. LOGAN. That is all there is in this proposition. You dis- 
tribute the school fund, $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 or whatever it may 
be, to the State or Territory. It passes from the hands of the General 
Government. Then the States distribute it according to their law: that 
is, for the benefit of the illiterate class it is to be distributed, I suppose 
according to population. 
to the illiterate class. 


That is the provision of the bill in reference 
So then this money goes into the hands of the 


State or Territory, and if the General Government does not say in this 


proposition how it shall be distributed, it goesin accordance with the pro- 
visions of the bill, then, tothe officers of the State, for them to determine 
the question as to the densely settled or sparsely settled portions of the 
country. It is certainly true that a school superintendent would not 
distribute a portion of this money to a neighborhood already supplied 
with a school-house; but he would distribute it where they have not a 
school-house, where the people are not able to build school-houses 
where the population is sparse, so far separated that they have not or- 
ganized schools. It would naturally be determined according to thi 
judgment of this person. That is the way I would determine it, and I 
presume the way the Senate would determine it. There is no othe 
way to determine it according to this bill. That is the object of this 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the proposition of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois to be very plain as he states it. This amendment is to‘be- 
come, if adopted, a section of the pending bill, which provides for the 
distribution of this money to the State authorities to be expended in 
accordance with the existing school systems for the purposes declared 
in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called On this amendment | 
am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. JONAS (when Mr. GIBSON’s name was called). My colleague. 
[Mr. GIBSON] is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAMPTON’S name was called). My col 
league [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired wi. the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (wifen his name was called). 
day with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] on questions a1 
ing on this bill, but I find that my pair continues to-day, although it was 
not mentioned, as the Senate was not expected to be in session to-day 
The pair, however, has been transferred to the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER]. I therefore am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay 
The Senator from Delaware, if present, would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this 
amendment as I understand. 
New York would vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [M1 
LAMAR] with the Senator from New Jersey |[Mr. MCPHERSON ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


I was paired yest: 


I am not aware how the Senator from 


YEAS—20. 
slair, Frye, Jonas, Pike 
Brown, Garland, Kenna, Ransom, 
Call, George, Lapham, Sawyer 
Camden, Hoar, Logan, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Jackson Morrill, Walker 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Harrison, Platt, 
Allison, Duwes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Beck, Dolph, McMillan, Pugh, 
Butler, Farley, Manderson, Vance. 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Hale, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Conger, * Harris, Morgan, Wilson 


So the amendment was rejected. 
I have another amendment to offer. 


Mr. LOGAN. 


ABSENT—238. 


as a new section the following: 


Anthony, Gibson, Lamar, Riddieberger, 
Bayard, Gorman, McPherson, Sabin 
Bowen, Hampton, Mahone, Saulsbury, 

| Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hill, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Palmer, Slater 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, Van Wyck. 


I move to insert 


Sec. —. No State or Territory that does not distribute the moneys raised for 


common-school purposes equally for the education of all the children, without 
distinction of race or color, shal] be entitled to any of the benefits of this act 

I desire just a moment to explain the amendment. I have no faith 
in its being adopted, because I see that nothing which is for the benefit 
of this bill is going to be adopted. The law in Kentucky provides that 
the taxes assessed on the property of the white people shall be used only 
for the education of white children, and the only educational fund there 
for the colored people is that which is raised from taxation on their 
own property. In Delaware the law is pretty much of the same char 
acter. This provision is to indicate to the States that they will not get 
any of this money until they provide for the equal distribution of the 
school fund among colored as well as white children. If a State can 
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not afford to do that, the Government of the United States ought not 


to appropriate one dollar for the education of its children. 
there 


money 


That is all 
is init; and the object I have is to require the States to give this 
equally to the colored as well as to the white children, and not 
this money, but the school money generally, before they get any 
benefit from this appropriation 
Mr. HARRISON I am in favor of the principle contained in the 
amendment which the Senator from Illinois has offered, and I only 
rise to call his attention to the fact that in an amendment I have pro- 
which is printed together with the bill, this same provision is 
contained, and is contained in connection with a< lause requil ing a pre- 
liminary report by the States of what they have done in the preceding 
i then proceeds as follows 


} 
oniy 


' | 
yosec 
i 


year, ana 


No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 
not provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its children of 
echo we. without distinct of color either in the raising or distributing of 
school revenue or in the school facilities afforded 

Mr. LOGAN I understand that 

M HARRISON I do not know where the Senator proposes to put 


bill 


nendment in the I only rose to suggest, as it is contained in 
th a proposition that I think will meet his concurrence, 
the preliminary report from the 
er it would not suit him as well to have it voted upon in 
mn with the other matter which I have proposed 
WILLIAMS 

+} 


he Senator 


connection 


i we Shall have as to these facts 
het} 


connection t 
Mr Let me respond for one moment to my f 


from Illinois 


riend 
What he stated was the law in Kentucky, 
law was repealed two years ago 

LOGAN It has not been repealed, 
your Legislature has never voted on the repeal Although the Sen- 
ator represents that State and ought to know better than I do about this, 


but th: 
Mr 


if 


I beg the Senator’s pardon 


yet I feel authorized to state that your supreme court have decided the 
law tobe unconstitutional, but your Legislature has not repealed it 


Mr. WILLIAMS. But the superintendent of public instruction has 
gone on and distributed the money to all, and the colored children get 
their portion of it as well as the whites. I will not say positively, be- 
cause I have not the acts before me, but my recollection is that the 
statute was repealed two years ago. 


Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; I beg the Senator’s pardon. The matter is 
before your Legislature now. It has not been repealed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. My Republican colleague in the other House 


[ Mr. WHITE] confirms whatI say. He was at my back this moment. 
I stated it substantially to the Senate several days ago. If I had 
thought there would be any question about it I would have provided 
myself with the acts. But I know one thing, the supreme court of 
our State has decided the old law to be unconstitutional, and the black 
children are entitled to the benefit of the fund as well as the white; 
and they have gone on and organized schools, getting their proportion 
with the whites 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand what your supremecourt have decided, 
for I have read the decision. It is immaterial as to whether the law 
has been repealed or not. My understanding is that it has not been re- 
pealed. If the law hasbeen repealed and the distribution in your State 
is equal to the children of both races, then this proviso does not affect 
your State, and certainly can not be objectionable to you. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Except that it is already in the bill. 

Mr, LOGAN. Itis notinthebill. It isin anamendment that the 
Senator from Indiana proposes tooffer. I am offering this amendment 
to the bill. I have no objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana, but I presented this amendment some days ago and had it 
printed, and said I would offer it to the bill. Ido not say that there 
is any particular difference whether my amendment or his is adopted; 
but inasmuch as this was offered first and I offered it and it is before 
Senate, I shall ask that it be voted upon. The action on it need not 
affect the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no disposition in the world to ro8 the Sen- 
ator from Illinois of any credit. I only called his attention to the fact 
that by the bill as it stands there is no provision made for any report 
from the States before the first year’s money is distributed. My amend- 
ment provides for that, and provides that this very fact, this very con- 
dition which he expresses in hisamendment, shall appear by the report 
of the authorities of the State, not simply to be judged of by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; and it was merely a matter of convenience, be- 
cause if the amendment he proposes is adopted and goes into a certain 
place in the bill, then it will not come in properly in connection with 
the preliminary report. So far as any credit one way or the other is 
concerned, I should be glad to turn over this whole amendment and let 
the Senator adopt it as part of his own and move it, so that it may be 
voted on in the preper place 

Mr. LOGAN 
credit to any body 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not sensitive at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. I certainlysaid nothing about any credit to anybody. 
I ask no credit for it. I offered it because I thought it was right. I 
certainly had something to do with introducing bills on this subject, 
and I do not claim any more right than anybody else; but I surely have 
a right to offer an amendment if I desire to do so. 


The Senator is very sensitive. I said nothing about 


| make an efficient common-school system throughout the country. 


| expedient and wise. 








Mr. HARRISON. Unquestionably the Senator has the right. | 
simply rose to make a suggestion whether, in order to keep the bill in 
some such shape that we would not be getting in things and then hay- 
ing to modify them if another amendment was adopted, we should act 
on the two propositions together—that was my suggestion—and that 
we should require this preliminary report, and directly in connection 
with it put in the proposition the Senator has mentioned. That was 
all. It was simply in order that the text of the bill, if these amend- 
ments receive the concurrence of the Senate, shall be in proper shape 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose the committee that met together and organ- 
ized this bill, if they have done it, voted this proposition out of the bil] 
and I do not see any way for me to do except to have it voted on 
offered it as an amendment, and I only ask a vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I simply wish to say that the purpose of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois is eminently right, emi- 
nently correct. At the same time I do not attach very great importance: 
to its adoption, for the reason that whether the State of Kentucky has 
already repealed the act referred to or not she certainly will do it 
soon as this bill becomes a law 


I 


And further than that, in justice to 
that old Commonwealth, whose blood fills my veins as well as those of 
the Senators from Kentucky, I wish to remark that that law, althoug!] 
still lingering on the statute-book, is not executed by her authorities, 
and there are no distinctions or discriminations against the colored race 
in the matter of education in Kentucky any more than in any other 
State of the Union. Still if the Senator from Illinois insists on his 
amendment and thinks it important, it is right in principle, and I shall 
vote for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move as one amendment the two propositions 
which the Senate consented might be put as one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to amend the bill. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
**ten,’’ before ‘* years,’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 

That for eight years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 
appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to wit 

And in line 5, after the words ‘‘to wit,’’ to strike out: 

The first yearthe sum of $15,000,000, the second year the sum of $14,000,000, the 
third year the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished $1,000,000 


yearly from the sum last appropriated, until ten annual appropriations shal! 
have been made, when ail appropriations under this act shall cease 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 
The first year the sum of $7,000,000, the second year the sum of $10,000,000, the 
third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the sum of $13,000,000, the fifth 


year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth year the sum of $9,000,000, the seventh year 
the sum of $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in regard to this 
amendment, and but a word. 

It is true that this amendment diminishes by about $30,000,000 the 
aggregate amount appropriated by the original bill, but the original 
bill is liable to two or three considerations. In the first place, it begins 
with a very large sum, the sum of $15,000,000, and proposes te distrib- 
ute to some States a sum equal to twice what they now appropriate. 
A great many very experienced persons feel that it will be impossible, 
suddenly and at once and without any previous notice, to provide for 
the wise, economic, and efficient expenditure of so large a sum of money. 
As has been already stated, 57,000 more school-houses are needed to 
The 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois proposed, as I thought very 
wisely, to provide in part for that building, and I hope that amendment 
will be yet adopted, before the bill gets through, by the Senate, which 
defeated it by only three or four votes. . 

In the next place, the bill goes over the period of the next census, the 
census of 1890, so that you have got for the two smallest sums, which are 
to be distributed under the orginal bill, to make for two years only a total 
change in the proportion of the distribution to a district oraState. You 
get a very different proportion these last two years from what they had 
the preceding two years, as well as a diminishing sum. 

If the $77,000,000 which I propose turn out to be insufficient, and 
the experiment—which is an experiment, viewed with grave concern by 
its friends as well as its opponents—succeed, undoubtedly Congress at 
the close of these eight years will do what shall be found necessary and 

The judgment of the whole American people will 
be unmistakably expressed upon the general scheme long before the ex- 
piration of that time, and any defect in the present scheme can be sup- 
plied in the future. But it seems to me, having been as early and as 
earnest a friend of this general scheme as anybody, that it is wiser to 
begin as this amendment does with a smaller sum the first year, increase 
it the second, increase it again the third, and then let the process of 
diminution begin and have it terminate at the end of eight years, when 
the new census will have ascertained the condition of the people in re- 
spect to illiteracy and the population of the different States and counties. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to say with reference to this 


amendment that it has become apparent by consultation with individ- 
ual Senators upon both sides of the Chamber that with many the con- 
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siderations stated by the Senator from Massachusetts have great weight, 
and I feel constrained personally to yield my judgment to theirs. 
When one examines the amendment closely, however, the difference is 
not one which seriously embarrasses or diminishes the efficiency of the 
bill. It reduces the term of its operation two years, but the bill | 
itself is a bill making appropriation for but one year and a declaration 
of policy to be pursued for a certain length of time which can be safely | 
acted upon by the States interested provided that the conditions which 
the bill contains are complied with. If the bill should continue oper- 
ative under the amendment for eight years the total expenditure would 
be $77,000,000. If it were $80,000,000 theaverage would then be $10,- 
000,000 yearly, and for the ten yearsit would make the amount carried 
by the bill $100,000,000, which is only $5,000,000 less than it now 
provides for. 

I yield my judgment on this matter with great reluctance, I must 
confess, but I think that the bill will be stronger and that the general 
judgment of the Senate ought to be preferred to my own. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts how much is the reduction he proposes? 

Mr. HOAR. The total amount proposed by the amendment is $77,- | 
000,000, and the amount in the original bill is $105,000,000, $28,000, - 
000 difference. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a very small matter, $28,000,000, in a bill | 
of this description, but I would admonish the Senator from Massachu- | 


setts that it is really the interest of the friends of the bill to have the | 
amount large, because he will lose votes for it if he does not keep the | 
sum up to $105,000,000. It is not the principle of the bill so much as 
the amount of money involved in it that gives it currency and popular- | 
ity and strength, and as he is a friend of the bill, he ought to manifest 
his friendship by keeping up the amount. 

Mr. HOAR. I have said in the hearing of the Senator that I was a 
friend of this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I hope the Senator will keep it up to the 
maximum rate of $105,000,000, and I venture to suggest that he will 
weaken the bill very much, if he does not actually destroy it, because 
it will not do to undertake to get the Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber committed to the principle of this bill without furnishing a very 
large amount of money as an inducement for their votes. [ Laughter. ] 
And if there is any disclosure of a policy of a reduction of this amount 
of money now or hereafter some of the Senators on this side will feel 
very badly if they should find that their friends on the other side were 
not going to give the amount of money which it has been understood 
was to be the fruit of this bill in consideration of their votes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not know what motives the Sen- 
ator from Alabama may choose to impute to his political associates on 
the other side of the Chamber. Iam myself sometimes thought tospeak 
with considerable emphasis, and I believe some gentlemen think with 
some bitterness. I do not know the gentleman on that side of the 
Chamber to whom I would impute the motive, in my secret heart, 
which the Senator from Alabama, if I understand him, has openly 
avowed. I profess to be the friend of this bill and of this measure, and 
in moving this amendment I move it because I think it makes the bill 
better. I think it wiser, this being, as we allagree, a great experiment, 
experimental as to its producing the general effect that we desire; ex- 
perimental also in the matter whether we shall find State agencies and 
instrumentalities now prepared and ready to carry out its purposes. 
vote for this bill because these men at the South, colored and white, 
are my countrymen, entitled within the functions of the National Gov- 


ernment to my interest, care, and friendship as much as the citizens | 


of Worcester County, Massachusetts, where I dwell. If it be a matter 


of national concern to provide by national authority that the American | 


people shall be fit in intelligence for a republican government; if we 
have the right (as we have the right to defend this Constitution in war) 
to defend it against the greater danger of ignorance in cases where the 
local instrumentalities, through their own misfortune or through their 
own fault are unable to do it, then this bill is an exertion by national 
authority of a proper national constitutional function. 

I do not put my support of this measure on any argument growing 
out of the right to appropriate money for the general welfare. I do not 
go into any subtle refinements as to any distinction between the right 
to give land and the right to give money. I undertake to say that the 
Legislature of this nation has a right to save the life of this nation against 
whatever danger; and at a time—I do not impute it to any Senator on 
this floor—when honest men, intelligent men, influential men declare 
in my hearing that this black ignorance in this country is so great a 
menace to their property, their government, their civilization itself that 
all must perish alike if the mandate of our Constitution be obeyed and 
these men have their votes counted man for man honestly and fairly 
in State and national elections, and that that danger is so great and so 
overwhelming that they deem themselves entitled to resort for self- 
preservation to any agency of force or finesse that wili keep these men 
from the ballot—there are certainly intelligent men and influential 
newspapers in numbers that say that in this country—I think it the 
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duty of the National Legislature to say at least we will exert within 
the bounds of reason our constitutional power and this great national 
force to remove this menace. 1 think it is a better thing to try the 
experiment whether by educating a black man he can be made fit for 
American citizenship than without trying that experiment to cheat 
him out of his vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam sorry that did not occur to the Senator before 
He should have tried the experi- 
ment of educating him then. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, I will not be drawn into a crim 
ination or recrimination in regard to past history, recent or remote. I 


| will not talk with a man, in the way of debate I mean, as to whether 


I did right or wrong or whether he did right or wrong from 1860 to 
1865; as to whether I did right or wrong or he did right or wrong from 


| 1865 to 1875, or as to any other period of history about which the two 


sides of this Chamber are divided. I have this one thing to say, that 
the people of the North view this not as a party measure, as the votes 
in this Chamber have alreadyshown. When my honorable friend from 
Indiana and myself can come together, representing Massachusetts Re- 
publicanism and Radicalism and Indiana Democracy, and say to our 
friends in these Southern States, ‘‘ We will tax our constituencies to the 


| extent that they can bear, and give over to your States the money to 


educate and elevate these people who are cast upon you,’’ I do not 
propose to accompany that act by a discussion of the question whether 


| I or you have been right in our conduct or our opinions in the past 


Why, Mr. President, are we not American citizens? Can we not talk 


about educating our children and raising the money to do that without 


having flung in our faces everything by way of taunt and sting that the 
memory and imagination of the honorable Senator from Alabama can 


| suggest to him? 


Mr. MORGAN. 
just one moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely wishto say to him that this morning wher 
I had the honor of reading a portion of the constitution of Massachu- 
setts the Senator was not in his place, and I desire now to refer to what 
I then said for his information. This is what I said: 

They even go so far as to inculeate the duty upon the Legislature of provid 


ing by law so that sincerity and good humor and social affections and genero 
sentiments shall be encouraged among thé people. 


If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me 


I begged the Senator not to get ill-humored, for I read to him from 
his own constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama has taken six mortal hours 
addressing such Senators as had the additional virtue not mentioned in 
that constitution of patience to sit in their seats and hear him, to crowd 
together everything by the way of sting and insult that he could think 
of with which to meet on behalf of the great Commonwealth which he 
in part represents this offer from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. But my people have never put me under the in- 
junction of being in a good humor while I was being abused by other 
people. 

Mr. HOAR. I undertake to say—I do not yield any further—that 
I do not mean to be drawn into a debate or discussion in regard to the 
political history of this country, remote or recent. Wecome here with 
from $77,000,000 to $105,000,000 in our hands and we say to you, ‘‘If 
this money will help you to educate the illiterates in your States, whom 
some of you say you can not educate from your own resources, take it 


| and God bless you,’’ and the Senator from Alabama replies with the 
I } 


fact that the merchants of Boston and of Newport two hundred years 


| ago practiced the slave trade and that somebody else did something 


immediately after the war, and so on, and so on, and so on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to say that in all of that 
six hours’ speech I did not refer to the slave trade? The Senator has 
imagined what he thinks I ought to have said about him and his peo- 
le. 

Mr. HOAR. Somebody did. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose I had better express my regret that I did 
| not tell the truth on him while I was up and which I did not do trom 
| forbearance. 

Mr. HOAR. Somebodydid. Whether it was the Senator from Ala- 
| bama [Mr. MoRGAN] or the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE} 

I shall not undertake to be sure. 

Now, Mr. President, to come back to this amendment. It seems to 
me, giving the best and most careful examination to the matter that I 
can, that the sum of $15,000,000 can not in all probability be usefully, 
economically, and efficiently expended the first year, and that instead 
of starting with the larger sum we had better start with asmaller sum, 
and let our $15,000,000 be expended the third year, when the State 
superintendents and the State authorities will have got used to it. I 
think it is better to stop our expenditure with the census of 1390, at 
the end of eight years. We shall get the new census probably about 
1892 or 1893. We did not get the last one until 1883. That is the 
whole of the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
one question. Does he regard the adoption of this amendment as es- 
sential to the success of the bill? 
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Mr. BLAIR 
About half the 


I will state precisely how I think the situation is. 


the Republicans are against the bill anyway unless it is somewhat 

amended. I am satisfied if this amendment is adopted, and some other 

amendments that I think do not weaken or hurt the bill at all, we can 

yet a nearly unanimous vote on this side and just as many on the other, 
] we shall get the benefit of the measure 

Mr. MORGAN If the Senator from Mississippi had addressed the 

t to the Senator from New Hampshire as to what the caucus ac- 


tion was on the bill perhaps he might have succeeded in getting a 
knowledge as to the shape in which it is to be put 

Mr. BLAIR I willtell the Senator about the caucus. The caucus 
was a conference We had much difference of opinion. I stood for 
this absolutely and unqualifiedly, and nobody knew until I came 
nto the Chamber to-day and began voting that I was not going to vote 
absolutely for the bill. But I am satisfied in my own mind that the 
bill is stronger and wecan pass it with some modifications. I dare not 


run the risk of losing this great measure upon what I consider second- 
ary considerations, and I have yielded my judgment some what. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very glad that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has informed us that there was a caucus and this measure took 
shape in that caucus. Whether he is bound by a caucus of his own 
party or not makes no difference to me; but certain of our friends on 
this side will have the satisfaction of knowing when the bill is passed 
that it is one which has been shaped in a Republican caucus. I sup- 
posed that this measure was really one that would carry out the pre- 
tensions of its friends, that it was not a party measure in any sense at 
all, while here we find that a Republican caucus has met upon it and 
determined upon its shape, and I hope upon its destiny also. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course I suppose that nothing whichcan 
be said, especially by one entertaining the views I do, can affect the 
vote on the measure; but I simply want to congratulate the Senator 
from Massachusetts upon having boldly avowed what the real basis of 
this measure is and what the advocates of it mean that it shall effect. 
It is not enough that it should be a caucus measure. The Senator from 
New Hampshire says that if the caucus amendments are adopted it in- 
sures a unanimous vote upon that side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said no such thing, or if I did say it 1 withdraw it. 


I did not mean it. 
Mr. VEST. You said words to that effect 
Mr. BLAIR. I said I thought it would secure very nearly a unani- 


mous support on this side of the Chamber. 
mous support 


It will not have a unani- 
There are several Senators on this side who are abso- 
lutely opposed, as I understand them, to the bill in any form; as radi- 
cally opposed to it, I think, as the Senator from Missouri. I said I 
was satisfied the bill would be very much stronger. I made a close cal- 
lation as to how the Democratic side of the Chamber would vote 


and I know better now how they will vote than I know how my friends 
on this side of the Chamber will vote. 


cula 


I can tell vou very nearly. 

I said what I did in regard to our conference simply because I would 
not so treat this measure as to intimate that there is any secret to be 
concealed in it. There is no understanding that Republicans are or are 
not to vote for the measure. No Republican caucus binds a Repub- 
lican in that sense that I have everattended. Iam as much at liberty 
as a party man to vote against this amendment as I ever was. 


Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I should 
like to say a word. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say in regard to the caucus thatif there was 


any caucus on this bill I did not receive any notice of it. If I had at- 
tended, probably I should not have offered my amendment and have 
had an almost unanimous vote of the Republicans against it. I was 
not in any caucus where this bill was discussed, and I think if there 
had been a caucus [at least ought to have been notified. If theamend- 
ment was prepared in the caucus I might object to it, because I cer- 
tainly received no notice of it, and I might regard the vote that was 
given on my amendment as a symptom of something that I did not un- 
derstand. I hope hereafter if my friends go into caucus they will let 
me know about it. 

Mr. VEST. I sympathize with the Senator from Illinois in the 
amendment which he offered in reference to erecting school-houses in 
the South. If 1 entertained the opinions which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts avowed here representing the caucus of the Republican party 
I would have voted for school-houses, and libraries, and to have put a 
library in the reach of every man, woman, and child in the Southern 
States. The same power which can pass this bill upon the basis which 
the Senator from Massachusetts invoked here could give to the South 
school-houses and libraries and turnpike roads to the school-houses and 
all the facilities for obtaining education. 

The Senator from Massachusetts avows in the very broadest shape the 
doctrine which Mr. Hamilton announced in 1791 and which Mr. Madi- 
son and Mr. Jefferson denounced as leading to centralization and to an 
utter destruction of the rights of the States. All that is simple history; 
and it is saying that we have no right to shape our legislation accord- 
ing to the opinions of the men who helped to frame the Constitution. 

I congratulate the Senator from Massachusetts and I congratulate my- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Democrats are against the bill anyway, and about half 





APRIL 5, 








self that I did not misunderstand the object of this bill. The mean- 
ing of it is to pledge the Senate to the doctrine so boldly and eloquently 
avowed by the Senator from Massachusetts, that whenever Congress 
thinks that the life of the Government is in danger, to use a Repub- 
lican phrase, then Congress can do what it pleases. The Senator avowed 
here that whenever the people of a State fail either through neglect or 
inattention or from any other cause to do what Congress thinks is ab- 
solutely necessary for the welfare of the General Government, then Con- 
gress has a right to interfere. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not say 
lutely necessary for the welfare of the General Government.’’ 
claim that. I said ‘‘the national life.’’ 


** abso- 


I dis 


Mr. VEST. Exactly, ‘‘ the life of the nation;’’ that was the phras 
Mr. HOAR. That was the phrase 
Mr. VEST. That is the campaign phrase on which the changes hav. 


been rung for fifteen years. You can do anything “‘ to preserve the lite 
of the nation.’’ The Senator from Massachusetts sneers at the idea of 
going to the Constitution for this authority. He says, ‘*I stand here 
not upon the general-welfare clause, not upon the clause in regard to 
the Territories and empowering Congress to make rules and regulations 
in regard to them or the property of the United States; I go to the 
higher law; I go to any measure that is necessary to preserve the life 
of the nation.’’ Then if the Senator and his colleagues think that a 
tariff not for revenue but to the very highest extent necessary to pro- 
tect any of the industries of this country is necessary, they do not go 
to the Constitution for the authority, they simply say, ‘‘ the life of the 
nation is involved and we will pass this law.’’ Tear up the Constitu- 
tion; it is obsolete, like the words of Madison and Jefferson, on that 
side of the Chamber. New lights have come to us. Tear down these 
arguments; let us become iconoclasts, and put in their place this new 
doctrine of necessity to save the life of the nation. 

I have not been mistaken in regard to the meaning of it, and I con- 
gratulate my colleagues upon their learned constitutional arguments 
and their quotations from the cobwebs of the past that have had so 
happy and delightful a consummation. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall votefor this bill. I should vote 
for it if the Republican caucus had directed the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to report the amendment which he has offered. I do not con- 
ceive that the difference between political parties rests upon the propo- 
sition whether one caucus or another may recommend some specifi: 
measure not connected with party distinctions. Neither dol agree with 
the honorable Senators from Missouri, nor from Texas, nor the Senator 
from Delaware, nor the Senator from Alabama, that they speak cor- 
rectly when they interpret Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson and the 
fathers of the country as affirming that to give, either in money or in 
lands, aid to a prostrate and helpless State to reorganize its industries 
or its educational system is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution o1 
without the sanction of their example. We have heard a great deal ot 
that; but I hold in my hand—as this question has been raised here so 
otten—a message of Mr. Jefferson’s which I wish to read. Mr. Jeffer- 
son in one of his messages, on the 2d of December, 1806, says to Con- 
press: 


Education is here placed among the articles of public care— 


This is a message addressed to Congress, and it is in regard to educa- 
tion, national education, as to which we have been so often told here that 
we are violating the canons of the Democratic party and the past history 
of the country in voting money to the States to be applied by them in 
their own way and under their own laws. 

Mr. Jefferson says: 

Education is here placed among the articles of public care, not that it would 
be proposed to take its ordinary branches out of the hands of private enterprise, 
which manages so much better all the concerns to which it is equal, but a publi 
institution can alone supply those sciences which, though rarely called for, are 
yet necessary to complete the circle, all the parts of which contribute to the im- 
provement of the country and some of them to its preservation. The subject is 
now proposed forthe consideration of Congress, because if approved, by the time 
the State Legislatures shall have deliberated on this extension of the Federal 


trusts and the laws shall be passed and other arrangements made for their exe- 
cution, the necessary funds will be on hand and without employment. 


It is true that he favored an amendment of the Constitution to give 
to Congress the power of national education. But how, in the face of 
this recommendation, can gentlemen claim his authority for the propo- 
sition that to give aid tothe States for that education in conformity with 
the State organization and subject to the power of the State, and in- 
trusted to their care alone, is a subversion of the principles of the Con- 
stitution and without the sanction of his example, when he makes an 
express recommendation to Congress that it should be done, and, if nec- 
essary, an extension of the Federal trust should be made in order to 
accomplish it? 

Mr. BUTLER 
nection ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there anything in that language that justifies 
Federal aid to State institutions? Is it not confined strictly and ex- 
clusively to national purposes ? 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon; itis to give to Congress the 


May I ask the Senator a question just in that con- 


unquestioned power to legislate for national education everywhere that 
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Mr. Jefferson makes that recommendation. That power the exercise of 
which Senators insist would destroy the Constitution he recommends 
to be extended and given to Congress by an amendment to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. COKE. Was that amendment adopted? 

Mr. CALL. It was neveradopted; but both land and money were 
given. Here is the list which Alabama and every other State had, giv- 
ing the distribution of the Federal money, which constitutes now the 
magnificent fund of education in all the States which received it: 








Maine... ......0-000ccccereee $955, 838. 25 
New Hampshire 669,086 79 
Massachusetts ...........+0+ 1, 338, 173 58 
VEPOMOME, ccccccccccccccessccceccccsccecce 669, 086 7 ) 
Connecticut....... TH 670 a 
eee) BAI. <anncocossarenccscsesvascvsbensovceaiacsancunscs sseseatescreces $2,335 30 
New York... ...0..cccccccccsescveee 4,014 20 71 
New Jersey eeeccccccessceccetsecesecsecessesesesees O46; 60 


Pennsylvania............ 
Delaware........... 

Maryland 
Virginia 
North Carolina............... 
South Carolina.. 
Creorgia 
Alabama 
Louisiana.. 
Mississippi. ; 
TOD NESS ee ccccceccscceccssesese ; 
Kentucky 
Ohio. 
Missouri.. 
Indiana 
Illinois 
Michigan .. 
Arkansas 



















Total iniedeleanigeniageomnnns 

As was stated by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMs], it was | 
the distribution in 1836 of this surplus money, which in all the States 
which properly used it has created a magnificent fund of education and 
which has done so much to advance the people of those States. 

I ask the Senator from Texas, where does he find in the Constitution 
the power to annex the territory of Texas to the United States and 
to appropriate money to pay the debts of Texas? Is it a power com- | 
mitted to the jurisdiction of Congress to pay the debts of a foreign 
state or of one of our own States? Whether foreign ordomestic, no such 
power is expressly granted, and surely no one will say that by a treaty 
with a foreign power the express grants of power in the Constitution 
can be either increased or diminished. Sir, there is far more authority 

“for this donation of money to States than there was for the annexation 
of the State of Texas, and everybody knows and admits it. 

Nor did Mr. Jefferson stop there. 
Mr. Jefferson in which he speaks of the treaty of annexation of Lou- 


isiana, and what does he say tomy distinguished friend from Missouri | 


{Mr. Vest] who speaks of the cobwebs of the past? He says: 

The Constitution has made no provision for our holding foreign territory, 
still less for incorporating foreign nations into our Union. The Executive, in 
seizing the fugitive occurrence which so much advances the good of their coun- 
try, has done an act beyond the Constitution. The Legislature, in casting be- 
hind them metaphysical subtleties and risking themselves like faithful servants, 
must ratify and pay for it, and throw themselves on theircountry for doing for 
them unauthorized what we know they would have done for themselves had 
they been in a situation to do it. 
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tion; neither did Mr. Jefferson in the case of Louisiana, nor Mr. Calhoun 
in the case of Texas. I appreciate and respect the motives and opinions 
of Senators on both sides who oppose this bill, but I can not agree with 
them. 

I accept the practical interpretation of the Constitution by Mr. Jef- 
ferson in the spirit and intent with which he made it. He says i) 
the States are reserved all legislation and administration in affairs which 
concern their own citizens only; to the Federal Government whatever 
concerns foreigners or the citizens of other States: 
having control of the other, but within its own department.”’ 

Sir, the Constitution is greater, it is wiser, it is mors 
more beneficent than Senators would make it 


neither 


it 1s 


powertul, 
Its power of appropria 


| tion can be used to aid the States without interfering with their sov 


ereign powers or their internal affairs. The bill does it, and does it 
generously and carefully, and I think in a manner that will attract the 


| consideration and the approval of the country. 


In 1824 that remarkable and very great man Mr. Jefferson, in his 
ardent zeal for the abolition of slavery, in favor of an appropriation of 
money or land by the United States forthis object, the States consent 
ing, said: 

Iam aware that this subject involves some constitutional objections 


But a 


| liberal construction of the Constitution justified by the object may go far, and 
| anamendment ofthe Constitution the whole length necessary.—Jefferson's Work 


volume 7, page 335 


Mr. Monroe, on the 4th of May, 1822, in defining the right of appro- 
priation as distinct from the right of sovereignty and jurisdiction over 
the territory of the States, uses this clear language: 

Although they (the States) may assent to the appropriation of money within 
their limits for such purposes, they can grant no power of jurisdiction or sover- 
eignty by specific compacts with the United States. 

This has been the real and practical interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion by the long line of Presidents anterior to the war. Within 
limits the rights and powers of the States and the National Govern- 
ment can both be used with the utmost beneficence, and no infringe 
ment made by either on the other. That this has been the rule of in- 
terpretation the acquisition of Louisiana and Florida and Texas all 
bear witness. Without it, the Senators from Texas, Louisiana, Mis- 
souri, and myself, and the States we represent, are out of the Union and 
have no right to seats here, ‘‘ for the Constitution and the laws made 
in pursuance thereof’’ are the supreme law. 

Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, under the new rules, will! 
take this occasion, with the permission of the Senator from Georgia, to 
lay before the Senate sundry bills from the House of Representatives 
for reference. 


ts 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30 
1885, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Approprirtions. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
| terred to the Committee on Pensions: 





That is the kind of strict construction of the Constitution by Mr. 
Jefferson which gentlemen talk so much about, and assert that to de- 
part from it would be to overthrow the Government. And so it was 
with Mr. Monroe. We all know that they all—Jefferson, Madison, and 
Monroe—denied the power of the Government to establish internal im- 
provements. We know that the bills that the Senators from Texas and 
Missouri vote for now every year without objection were aflirmed by 
Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Madison, Mr. Monroe, and by Mr. Calhoun, until 
the Memphis convention for the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
to be entirely unconstitutional, as they did the aid to national educa- 
tion; and yet these gentlemen constantly vote for the exercise of a 
power which these all deny and which was proposed to be given to 
Congress by an amendment to the Constitution. 

1 differ from the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. I do not 
believe that we have any authority, any power, to violate the auton- 
omy and the essential rights and powers of the States. I do believe, as 
Mr. Monroe most conclusively affirms in his argument, that the power 
of appropriation does cover every object for the common defense and the 
general welfare applied as every other power of the Constitution must 
be consistently with the preservation of the rights and the integrity 
and power of the State. The bill proposes to do it. 

I meet gentlemen upon the other side half way. We appropriate 
money toaid the States to exert their power. They are free to accept or 
reject it, and that is all there is init. We give money to helpa State to 
reorganize its resources and to lift it up, and the Senators who oppose that 
bill oceupy the position of saying that if from any cause the States, North- 
ern or Southern, are exhausted by taxation, prostrate, enfeebled by pub- 
lie calamity, they can not accept, and we can not give them money to 
aid them and relieve their people temporarily. We can not touch them: 
but however much they may ask us, we must leave them in their state 
of feebleness and ignorance and want. I donot so interpret the Constitu- 


| A bil] (H. R. 283) granting a pension to Patrick Horan; 
A bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 
A bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richland, 
Kans. ; 
\ bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley 
A bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 
A bill (H. R. 1711) granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine 
and Henry C. Sanders; 
A bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of Elizabeth Moyal; 
A bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce 
A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin; 
A bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen; 
A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 
A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland Ward; 
A bill (H. R. 4317) inereasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers ; 
A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to Preston M. Shannon ; and 
A bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of N. C. Ridenou: 


AID 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
BROWN | is entitled to the floor 

Mr. BROWN. I yield for a moment to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] 

Mr. PLATT I should like to give notice of an amendment which 
I propose to offer to the bill, and ask that it may be printed, if the bill 
is not disposed of to-night. I propose to strike out section 12 and i 
sert in lieu thereof: 


TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


¢ 
i 


The Senator from Georgia 


{Mr 


That no portion of the money to be expended under the provisions of this act 
shall be expended or paid in any State in which the number of persons of 
years of age and upward whocan not write is less than 9 per cent. of the w) 
popuiatio thereof 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
amendment will be printed 


[The Senator from (¢ reorgia [ Mr. 


If there be no objection the proposed 


BROWN | is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. BROWN. I yield fora moment to the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
MAXEY | 
Mr. MAXEY I only want a moment to reply to the statement of 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] that in Mr. Jefferson’s annual 
message of December 2, 1806, he was for giving to Congress the power 
to extend aid to national education everywhere. In that annual mes- 
December 2, 1806, Mr. Jefferson says: 


sage ol 

The duties composing the Mediterranean fund will cease by law at the end of 
Considering, however, that they are levied chiefly on lux- 
and that we have an impost on salt, a necessary of life, the free use of 
which otherwise is so important, I recommend to your consideration the sup- 
pression of the duties on salt, and the continuation of the Mediterranean fund, 
nstead thereof, for a short time, afler which that also will become unnecessary 
forany purpose now within contemplation 


he present season 


there will still ere long be an accumulation of moneys in the Treasury beyond 
the installments of publicdebt which we are permitted by contract to pay. They 
then. without a modification assented to by the public creditors, be ap- 
» the extinguishment of this debt and the complete liberation of our 
reven nor, if our peace continues, will 
they be wanted for any other existing purpose. 

The question, therefore, now comes forward, to what other objects shall these 


can not 
plied t« 
most desirable of all objects 


ies —the 


surpluses be appropriated, and the whole surplus of impost, after the entire dis- | 


charge of c debt, and during those intervals when the purposes of war 
call for them? Shall we suppress the im post, and give that advantage 
r domestic manutactures On a few articles of more general and 
ise the suppression 

es on which impost is paid are foreign luxuries, purchased by 
} » are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them, Their 
patriotism would certainly prefer its continuance and application to the great 


the pub 
shall not 
to foreign ove 
Hecessa;ry 

ASS « 


those or 





purposes of the public education, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects of 
publi | vement as it may be thought proper to add to the constitutional 
‘ me tion of Federal powers 
By these operations new channels of communication will be opened between 
States; the lines of separation will disappear, their interests will be iden- 
l their 1 on cemented by new and indissoluble ties. Education is 
here place umong the articles of public care, not that it would be proposed to 
ke its ordinary branches out of the hands of private enterprise, which manages 
so much better all the concerns to which it is equal; but a public institution can 
e supply those sciences which though rarely called for are yet necessary to 
omplete the circle, all the parts of which contribute to the improvement of the 





intry and some of them to its preservation Phe subject is now proposed for 
: msideration of Congress, because, if approved by the time the State Legis- 
ires shall have deliberated on this extension of the Federal trusts, and the 
ws sha ” passed and other arrangements made for their execution, the nec- | 
essary inds will be on hand and without employment I suppose an amend- j 
I nt to the Constitution, by consent of the States, necessary, because the objects | 
w re ended are not among those enumerated in the Constitution, and 
to which rmits the public moneys to be applied 
rhe present consideration of a national establishment for education, particu- 
larly, is rendered proper by this circumstance also, that if Congress, approving | 
the proposition, shall yet think it more eligible to found it on a donation of 
lands, they have it nowin their power to endow it with those which will be | 


among the earliest to produce the rhis foundation would 


have the advantage of being independent of war, which may suspend other im- 


necessary income 


provements by requiring for its own purposes the resources destined for them, 
Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to reply ? 
Mr. BROWN. I will yield for a moment to the Senator from Flor- 


ida, as the Senators are discussing an important point. 

Mr. CALL. I did not intend to be understood as saying that Mr. 
common-school education in every State then existing. I did say that 
aid and national power consistently with the rights of the States and the 
power of -the States. 

Mr. MAXEY. 
the Constitution for that purpose. 

Mr. CALL. He did assert that it was a matter of so much impor- 
tance that the Constitution should be amended. The difference be- 
tween these gentlemen and myself and others is that they assert that 


consistently with the power of the States, not interfering with their | 


autonomy, their right to control this fund, the mere donation by Con- 
gress would be subversive of the governments and destructive of the 
powers of the States. That is the difference. There is their inconsist- 
ency 

Mr. BROWN 

Mr. BUTLER. 
adjourn ? 

Mr. LOGAN and Mr. MILLER, of California. 
ecutive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that neither of those motions will be made, or 
certainly if made that they will be voted down. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are a good deal mixed in our views on the Con- 
stitution, and [ thought perhaps by next Monday morning we could, 
to use a common phrase, ** straighten out’’ a little. Therefore I hope 
the Senator frem Georgia will yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senate will not adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have done a very good day’s work to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAT? in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. BROWN. If it is the desire of the Senate to adjourn, I shall 
yield and take the floor on Monday. 

Mr. BUTLER At the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois and 
the Senator from California I will change the motion, and will move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


Mr. President—— 
Will the Senator from Georgia yield to a motion to 


Let us have an ex- 


And that Congress should propose an amendment to | 





Mr. BLAIR. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment be- 
fore that motion is put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Chair is willing that I should have a mo- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Chair. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ibelieve that wecan finish this bill to-night. [** No!” 
‘‘No!’?] I donot think if we go on with the bill and the amendments 
that there will be a great deal more of debate, and I am anxious to re- 
main and accomplish that purpose. I understand we have had an inti- 
mation from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that it 
might be well to adjourn or go into executive session. If that should 
be acted upon, I trust he will not sxy anything about the naval appro- 


Debate is not in order except by 


There is no objection on the part of 


| priation bill next Monday or Tuesday. 
When both of these branches of revenue shall in this way be relinquished | 


in due season will doubtless be right, but the great | 


Mr. ALLISON. I must turn my friend from New Hampshire over 
to my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, that if 
the Senate are willing to stay here five, six, or eight hours longer we 
can finish the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Maine will not call up the 
naval appropriation bill on Monday, if we can have an understanding 
in the Senate that the education bill shall be finished on Monday. We 
might have an understanding of that sort. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let a proposition be made, perhaps by the Senator 
from New Hampshire if he is willing to make it, that the final vote 


| shall be taken on Monday at any hour in the afternoon that he may 


| naval appropriation bill on that day. 





name, 2, 3, 4, or 5 o'clock, and I shall be very glad for one to agree to 
it. Ifthat can be agreed upon now, I shall not attempt to push the 


Let the Senator make his prop 
oOsit1on. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that at 4 o’clock on Monday 
all debate upon the bill and pending amendments shall cease, and that 
the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Say half past 4 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, I will say half past 4 or 5; 





I am not par- 


| ticular as to the hour. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Half past 4 will do. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that at half past 4, on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Indiana, debate upon the bill and pend- 
ing amendments shall cease, and that the vote shall then be taken 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the debate upon the pending bill shal! 
cease on Monday at half past 4 o’clock, and that the vote shall then be 
taken. 


Mr. HARRISON. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 


| shire whether he means that as we reach the various amendments which 


are to be voted upon there is to be absolutely no explanation of them? 
Mr. BLAIR. I assumed that by that time the pending amendments 


| would probably have been discussed and disposed of, many of them. | 
Jefferson recommended the establishment by Congress of a system of | 


do not suppose that we shall consume the day until half past 4 o'clock 


| in discussing the now pending amendment. 
he proposed to Congress that education should be the subject of national] | 


Mr. HALE. We have been for the last two hours now considering 


| amendments and voting upon them. 


Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, and disposing of them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When I suggested half past 4 it occurred to me 
that that would be ample time to discuss each amendment as it arose, 
and that we should reach a conclusion of the debate on the amendments 
and on the bill by that time. 

Mr. HARRISON. But, if my colleague will excuse me, we may not 
reach an amendment at all until half past 4; the entire time may be 
taken up in general debate on the bill. Then we shall come to the 


| amendments, and while I do not want to make any speech on the bill, 


I do not want to be hampered by an agreement that would prevent me 
from making a brief explanation of my reasons for proposing a particu- 
lar amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
do that. 

Mr. HALE. Then let me make a suggestion, that at 2 o’clock on 
Monday all general debate shall cease upon the bill; that after that 
hour debate upon the amendments shall be under the five-minute rule; 
and that the vote shall be taken upon any pending amendments and 
upon the bill at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. At half past 4. 

Mr. HALE. Half past 4. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would that be satisfactory to the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES]? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire will move te take 
up the bill the first thing after the routine morning business. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is perhaps due to myself tosay this much. I! 


I would not interfere with any Senator’s right to 


| had intended to make some remarks upon the bill and give my reasons 
| why I favored its general principles, why I thought it was a wise, 


| beneficent, and patriotic movement in the right direction. 


I refrained 


from doing so this afternoon when I might have done it for the pur- 
pose of allowing a vote, if possible, to be reached this evening, and I 
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would stay here for that purpose and abstain from making any re- 
marks at all. At the same time, if the character of debate which has 
been indulged in here this afternoon on my own side of the Chamber 
is to be continued I would not quite wish discussion on the amendments 
to be confined to five minutes. There has not been a fair opportunity 
yet to reply to some things that have fallen from Senators on this side 
of the Chamber in the last half or three-quarters of an hour, and I would | 
not wish the five-minute rule to apply from and after 2 o’clock on 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire modify his proposition ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask—— 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit me 
to make a suggestion, I will make this suggestion to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that all long speeches shall cease after half past 4 
o’ clock. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would amend that by agreeing to withdraw the 
Constitution from the debate and then the debate will cease. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know but that I should be willing to ac- 
cept that amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam under great obligation to both Senators, but I 
do not think I can make the proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest, in deference to the views of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, that at 3 0’clock on Monday general debate upon 


the bill shall cease, and that afterward the amendments shall be con- | 


sidered under what is known as the five-minute rule, and the bill be 
disposed of before the adjournment on Monday. Then we shall have the 
bill in hand. 


Mr. BUTLER. I suggest 4 o’clock. It would be hardly fair to cut | 
off the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and the Senator from | 


Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Iowa restate his proposi- | 


tion? I did not understand it. 


Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that at 3 o’clock on Monday what is | 


known as general debate on the bill shall cease. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that afterward amendments shall be consid- 
ered under the five-minute rule, limiting us all, and that we shall vote 
finally on the bill on Monday before adjournment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is so entirely satisfactory that I intended 
to make that proposition myself. 


Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Senator when he speaks of | 


the five-minute rule to mean the rule by which Senators shall speak 
but once and but for five minutes ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the five-minute rule that we adopt in the 
consideration of appropriation bills, which is that a Senator may offer 
an amendment and explain it. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Massachusetts tells me that un- 
der that rule a Senator may speak as often as he pleases, though but 
for five minutes each time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the proposition of 
the Senator from Iowa. It is that there shall be unanimous consent 
that all general debate on the bill shall cease at 3 o’clock on Monday, 


and that the amendments shall be considered after that hour under the | 


five-minute rule, and the bill be disposed of on Monday. 
Mr. VOORHEES. At half past 4. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before adjournment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before adjournment. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I understood the proposition to be that general 


debate shall close at 3 o’clock, and that amendments shall be considered | 


from that time until half past 4, when the vote shall be taken. 
Mr. ALLISON. No; no time is fixed for the final vote. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. According to the understanding of | 
the Chair, the proposition is that the vote shall be taken on Monday, | 


without any limitation as to the time when the vote shall be taken. 
Mr. VOORHEES. That is all right. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 
Mr. BLAIR. Let the Chair state the proposition again. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the proposi- | 
tion to be that on Monday general debate on the bill shall cease at | 


3 o'clock; that amendments shall then be considered under the five- 
minute rule, and the bill be disposed of during the day. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 2649 





| understand it. If I understand the colloquy that I have just heard 


between the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR], it is understood that immediately after 
the educational bill is disposed of some other special order comes up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all; I did not understanditso. It depends on 
the will of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I shall move to take up the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ThenIam not disposed to put all the busi- 
ness of the Senate in that shape. 

Mr. HOAR. It is inthat shape now. The Senator from Maine can 
at this moment move to take up the appropriation bill if he wanted to, 
or at any other time. I understand that if this consent is given, after 
the educational bill is out of the way the Chair would lay before the 
| Senate the next matter inorder. Thenthe Senator from Maine would 
| move to lay it aside, or whatever way he chose, in order to take up 
| the appropriation bill. 
| Mr. HALE. All the business is before the Senate after this bill is 
disposed of, and is of course entirely in the hands of the Senate. Some 
motion would be made by somebody or other to proceed to the consid- 
eration of a bill. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that what 
shall be done when the pending bill is disposed of is not involved in 
| the understanding now sought to be made. Whenever this bill is 

through the measure will come up afterward that the Senate may de- 
| cide to take up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Iowa as stated by the Chair? 
| Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The only purpose I could have had in 
making any objection was to try to get this bill to a vote to-night and 
| have it disposed of in some way. There are some other matters press- 
ing for attention, and I thought I would object to a postponement un- 
| til Monday. Still, out of deference to the wishes of Senators, I will 
withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned. 


' 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 5, 1884, 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHn 

S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TALBOTT, until Monday next. 
To Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, until Monday. 
To Mr. JOHNSON, until Tuesday, April 8. 
To Mr. FOLLETT, for ten days from to-day, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. TUCKER, for two days. 
| DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 
| Mr. BUCKNER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit a privileged mo- 
| tion for reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on and after the l4th day of April, 1884, the hour of daily meet 
ing of the House for this session be 11 o'clock a. m. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
COAST-LINE WATER WAY, ATLANTIC AND GULF SEABOARD. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to report back the following resolution, referred 
to that committee, and recommend its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War be, and 
they are hereby, requested to report to this House, at the earliest day practica- 


Mr. HARRIS. The five-minute rule referred to is the five-minute ble, upon the feasibility and expedienc y of constructing an interior coast-line of 


rule under Rule VIII, I suppose, which is that each Senator may speak 
five minutes on the same question, and but once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so understand the 
proposition. The Chair understands the proposition to be the five-min- 
ute rule usually adopted on appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is my proposition. 


Mr. BLAIR. Then I give notice that I shall move to take up the 
educational bill immediately after the conclusion of the morning busi- 


bess on Monday. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did object; but I may not object if I can 





water ways for the defense of the Atlantic and Gulf seaboard, together with an 
| outline of the plan of the same and a general estimate of the cost thereof. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Is that a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution of inquiry referred te the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and reported back by them. 

The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GOFF moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DIBRELL. I now demand the regular order 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the call 
ot commiuttee 
Mr. DIBRI LL I move to dispense with the morn ng hour, my ob- 
ject being to then move that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union upon the agricultural appropriation 
If we go into committee now on that bill we can finish it to-day 
The SPEAKER The first question will be upon the motion to dis- 
ense with the morning hour Chat requires a vote of two-thirds 
J House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 5 
So (two-thirds yoting in favor thereof) the morning hour was dis- 
pensed th 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILI 
\ DIBRELI I am instructed by the Committee on Agriculture 
to report back the bill (H. R. 5261) making an appropriation for the 
Ag iitural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and | 
for othe purpose s, which was recommitted to the committee for refer- 
ence to the Calendar 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union 
Mr. DIBRELL I move that the House do now resolve itself into 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering general appropriation bills 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BoyLe in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation 
bills Che Clerk will report the title of the first bill 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H.R making an appropriation for the Agricultural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the first 
ing of the bill for information be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the first formal reading 
will be omitted. 

There was no objection 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Agriculture, in 
formulating the bill now under consideration, making an appropriation 
to defray the expenses of the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1885, having carefully considered all of the wants 


5261 


formal read- 


of that Department, have been as liberal in their recommendations to | 


the House as they could well do from an economic standpoint. 

Che bill appropriates $430,590, which is an increase of $24,950 over 
the amount appropriated for the present fiscal year, and is $81,550 less 
than the estimates sent to Congress for the next fiscal year. But the 
above sum it appears meets the approbation of the Commissioner, who 
has spoken complimentally of the liberality of the committee. 

The sum appropriated for this Department, one of the most impor- 
tant in the country, when compared with the appropriations made to 
carry on any other Department of the Government, looks very small and 
insignificant, but the committee believed it was sufficient, and the Com- 
missioner has approved it and expressed himself as fully satisfied with 
our action 

The great prosperity attending every branch of business, and especially 
that of agriculture, for the past few years, the great increase in our 
population and growth of our manufacturing industries, is wonderful. 
The benefits derived by the agricultural interests of the country at 
large from the many valuable scientific examinations and reports made 
through this Department in regard to modes of farming, the habits and 
mode of destroying insects injurious to the crops of the country, the 
contagious and infectious diseases of animals, the distribution of im- 
proved and valuable seeds, have had a wonderful effect upon the country. 
And I am constrained to believe that this Department, if properly en- 
couraged by liberal appropriations to enable it to carry out and perfect 
all such examinations and reports, will in the future develop a greater 





interest in its success and management than has ever been exhibited | 


before 


lation is mainly due to the agricultural interests of the country. 


To 


The wonderful growth and increase in our wealth and popu- | 


prove this I herewith submit the following statement, which was fur- | 


nished me by Hon. J. R. Dodge, Chief Statistician of the Agricultural 


Department, in regard to the production and export of three of the | 


leading articles of our export trade, to wit, cotton, breadstuffs, and an- 
imal industries; which is as follows: 


In eighteen years before the war cotton production amounted to 53,000,000 
bales; in eighteen years since 1865 the production amounts to 75,000,000 bales 
The annual average in the first period was nearly 3,000,000 bales; in the latter 
more than 4,000,000 

lhe consumption in this country is almost exactly twice as much in the latter 


period, amounting to nearly one-third of the product, whereas it was before but 


one-fifth 
rhe average exports of cotton between 1825 and 1550 were valued at $26,624,436 
in 1883 the value was $247,328,721. Yet in the first case the exports were 52.6 per 


cent. of all agricultural exports, while those of last year were but 36.1 per cent 
of agricultural exports 

Great as these exports of cotton are, tl 
agriculture are nearly three times as much 
and animal! products to $131,015,453 


e aggregate foreign shipments of our 
Breadstuffs amounted to $208,049,529, 
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This comes from variety in industry. There is no less cotton; on the contrary 
there is very much more; and many other productions besides of far greater 
value even than the cotton. 

Since 1865 the exports of cotton have brought $3,665,940,553 into the country 
and yet those of bread and meat have been greater, amounting to $4,180.734.410 
For seven years past breadstuffs alone have brought more money from abroad 
than cotton The following statement shows the receipts from those 


great 
branches of exports of agricultural products 


























Years Cotton Breadstuffs ee 
ae $798, 309, 431 $204, 010, 597 $140, 739. a7 
18ST0-"76 1, 447, 803, 864 739, 792, 955 578, 833, 224 
1877-83 1,419, 827,258 1,459,889,884 1,057, 467.477 

Total 3, 665,940,553 2,408,693,436 1, 777,040, 974 
Values of exports from the United States of domest merchandise and of the expo t 
the products of agriculture 
2 Se be 2 S : 
x = zs z 3 
SE bs 5 3 
Se xo = 
aS 2S ce a= 
Year ending June 30— e osy Bs © 65 
= a a - 
a [8482 ° = Ey 
gag rE g oS 
339 @aS5 2 S 
> > - 2 
SID inignuinitabiaissiniiinnigniinbatshaadibiail $134, 900, 233 $26, 294, 520 $108, 605,713 80.5 
, 316, 242, 323 59, 681, 451 256, 560, 972 81.14 
455,208, 341 94, 019, 858 361, 188, 483 79. 34 
478, 115, 292 109, 649, 281 368, 466,011 77.07 
476, 421, 478 107, 624, 853 368, 796, 62: 77.4) 
575, 227, 017 128, 327, 013 446, 900, 004 77. 69 
633, 339, 368 131, 967, 877 501, 371, 501 79. 16 
559, 237, 638 128, 931, 068 430, 306, 570 76. % 
594,917,715 138, 804, 200 456, 113,515 76.6 
TT dnthienseesseesmnsavetensiinentis 632, 980, 854 73, 246, 706 459, 734, 148 72. 68 
695, 749, 930 159, 557, 057 536, 192, 873 77.07 
699, 538, 742 153, 062, 039 546, 476, 703 78.12 
823, 496, 353 137, 985, 262 685, 961, 091 83. 25 
883, 925, ‘ 153, 531, 004 730, 394, 943 82. 6. 
733, 239, 732 181, 019, 913 552, 219, 819 75.3 
804, 223, 632 134, 954, 153 619, 269, 449 77.00 





From these figures it will be observed that the export trade in cotton 
has not increased since the year 1866 up to the year 1883, because the 
demand abroad would not justify its exportation, the amount exported 
for the past nineteen years averaging about the same. But the in 
creased manufacturing facilities in this country, with our large increas 
in population, has consumed the balance, including the large increas 
in production. While this is the case with cotton, the export trade i 
breadstuffs has increased more than 100 per cent. from the year 187 
to the year 1876, and nearly 100 per cent. from 1876 to 1883 over the 
export trade the previous six years. The export trade in animal 
products has increased in a like ratio, or from 1870 to 1876 it had in- 
creased over 100 per cent. over the three years preceding that date 
and then, from 1876 to 1883, the export trade in animal products had 
nearly doubled the last prior six years, when our total exports for the 
last fiscal year reached the enormous sum of $804,223,632—more than 
it was ever known to reach before, except in the years 1880 and 1881 
Seventy-seven per cent. of this, or $619,269,449, was of agricultural 
products. This exhibit ought, and I think will, convince the most 
skeptical financier that the present great and growing prosperity of our 
country is due in a great measure to the agricultural industries of the 


li 


| country, which have produced this large surplus, that has fed and clothed 


more than 50,000,000 of our own people and then brought more than 
$619,000,000 into this country from other countries who have purchased 
our products to feed and clothe their people, inone year. The lowest 
average per cent. of our export tradein agricultural exports, from the 
year 1850 up to the year 1883, is 72 per cent., ranging up as high as 83 
per cent. of the whole. 

The average value of all animal products, except that of cattle, re- 
mains near the same for the post ten years, while that of cattle has 
more than doubled in that time. And the price of breadstuffs, which 
is always governed by supply and demand, fluctuates according to the 
supply and demand in the country. Then, in my judgment, the great 
agricultural industries of this country are greatly superior in value to 
that of any other industry; in fact, all other industries are dependent en- 
tirely upon it, and could not prosper but for the hard-fisted yeomen of 
the country who till the soil and produce this vast wealth. Then let 
us deal fairly and liberally with this branch of the Government, not 
extravagantly, for extravagance begets corruption and fraud, but let 
Congress always vote money to anything that promotes the agricultural! 
industries of the country. The farming interests have a very smal! 
representation on this floor. Farmers never hang around Congress as 
lobbyists, nor do they employ any one to lobby for them, but they ti 
the soil and bring forth nearly all of our riches, for which they should 
have due regard and protection in their honorable pursuits, and Con- 
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yress should never forget the men who thus produce so much wealth | 
annually. I claim to be an humble farmer, and know whereof I speak. | 

In thus giving my views in regard to the agricultural industries of 
the country, I trust it will not be considered out of place in me to ex- 
press my opinions in regard to other questions pending before Congress, 
some of which are yet to be acted upon and others that have been dis- 
posed of. I know it is common for men to differ, and upon great polit- 
ical questions it is right and proper that men should differ, and that 
they should freely commune together and exchange their views upon all 
questions that they may have to pass upon, and when the time for action 
comes, let us look alone to the welfare of our common country. I believe 
that every member of this honorable body desires to legislate for the 
good of the whole country; but it is natural that men should differ, and 
differ widely, as to what is best for the country at large. 

I know that local interests influence the action of many of us. I 
think it is a duty that every Representative owes to his constituents 
who elected him to this honorable and responsible office to represent 
the will and wishof those constituents so far as they may make it known | 
to him, and to endeavor to the best of his ability to carry out their | 
wishes upon all bills of a public nature. A member who will not do 
this should be retired by his constituents and one selected who would 
have due regard for those he represents. Believing this, I think in my 
course in this Congress I know the wishes of my constituents, which are 
in accord with my ownviews. Having opinions of my own thus backed 
by an honorable and noble constituency, and believing them to be for 
the best interests not only of those whom I have the honor to represent 
but for the whole country, I dare express my opinions and to stand by 
them. Under no circumstances could I be induced to cast a vote that 
I believed would be detrimental to the best interests of those whom I | 
am endeavoring to represent. 

[ may differ with many of my friends on both sides of this House, 
but my convictions are from an honest heart and a desire to do some- 
thing that will remove a great and an unjust burden that rests upon 
the people of the country, and upon none with a heavier and more op- 
pressive hand than upon farmers, producers, and laboring men, who 


can not come to Congress to lobby for relief, nor can they employ coun- | 


sel to advocate their claims for relief, but must depend upon the slow 
and tardy action of Congress. On the Ist day of April the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury showed a surplus of available cash in the 


Treasury of more than $150,000,000, with more than $400,000,000 cash | 


in the Treasury, with a surplus over demands flowing into the Treas- 
ury annually of about $120,000,000, and with collections wrung from 
the pockets of our constituents of more than $1,000,000 per day. 


Now, with these facts before us, it is conceded on all sides that we | 


should reduce taxation to such an extent as the revenues will be ample 
to pay the ordinary expenses of the Government economically admin- 
istered, pay pensions, and pay our bonded indebtedness as it matures. 
Then how shall we reduce it, and by reducing taxation relieve the peo- 
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under the gag and with much labor and tribulation, and then when 
the calm after thestorm has come and a close examination as to the effects 
of the tariff reduction, we find that the reduction upon an average is only 


about 2 per cent. 


But then they had accomplished a great work. Instead 


of abolishing the entire internal-revenue law, as they should have done 


they had relieved the poor distressed banks, whose annual net profits are 
| about $40,000,000, of the tax upen deposits, circulation, and checks 


benefit of the banks and manufacturers. 
that abolished an oflice or saved « dollar in 
| That was in keeping with that party. 
power they have not shown a disposition to 


They had relieved the manufacturer of matches of 1 cent per box, and 


patent medicines 2 cents per bottle, all of these reductions inuring to the 
They did not touch an articl 
the expense ol collecti 
long as they have beet 


abolish an office or 


So 


expenditures in the administration of affairs. 


| ceptas a war measure. 
repealed at the very earliest day possible. 





ple of the burdens above referred to? 
do so is to abolish the entire internal-revenue system. The country 
demands and exp cts this Congress to meet and dispose of this issue, to 
cease collecting this large surplus that goes into the Treasury and is 
there hoarded up as a temptation to extravagant legislation, fraud, and 
corruption. I have been a steadfast advocate of this proposition ever 
since asurplus was being collected, and now, when the surplus is grow- 
ing and the demands upon the Treasury are growing less by diminish- 
ing the public debt, by reducing interest and the payments of the ar- 


rears of pensions, it is the best time we have ever had to abolish the | 


entire system. 


whisky with a tax upon sugar and salt. I do not advocate free whisky. 
If it was in my power to do so, I would prohibit the use of whisky or 
any intoxicating drink as a beverage; but that is an impossibility and 
should not now be discussed. 


When a bill was brought into the House by the Ways and Means | 


Committee of the Forty-seventh Congress to reduce internal taxation, 
I had strong hopes that we could accomplish much more than was done 
by that bill, but was disappointed. 
brought in that bill, made a great flourish of trampets as to what they 


In my opinion the best way to | 


| success or that will benefit thg country. 


And now the question is brought squarely before this Democrati: 
House as to the best means to reduce taxation and reduce the large sur 
plus that is daily flowing into the Treasury. Some disposition of tl 


Lill 
kind is an imperative duty upon this Congress. It is our duty to meet 


the issue, and we should doso at once and save the tax-payers from the 


unnecessary burdens resting upon them. 

My convictions as to the best means to get rid of this surplus and to 
reduce taxation to the demands of the Government, economically ad 
ministered, are well known by every member of this House who served 
in the three last preceding Congresses. I have given the subject a 
thorough consideration and feel a very great interest in the subject, be 
cause my constituents are interested, and I believe the total abolition 
of all internal taxation would be one of the very best moves that could 
be made by the Democratic party. 

Internal taxation hus never been resorted to by our Government ex- 
It was always obnoxious to the masses and was 
And now, nearly twenty 
years after our late civil war, with a Treasury full and overflowin 
with money, there can be no valid reason for continuing the law. 
may differ with many of my good Democratic friends upon this sub- 
ject; nevertheless I claim the right to judge for myself and for those 
who sent me here. I have as much faith in the ultimate success of the 
Democratic party as any one here, and I propose to stand by my party 
and do battle for her triumph. If a majority of my party differ with 
me it does not discourage me; nor will it drive me from the party I 
will always go with my party in everything that tends to promote its 
And if I choose to differ with 
some on grave questions, it will be a difference of opinion only, and will 
in no wise alienate me from the party. My only regret on this point 
is that we can not all see alike, that we could have no party divisions 

But as the question how best to goabout reducing taxation and reve 
nue is before us, I, like many others, have my views, and I propose to 
advocate them, let the consequences be what they may. Personally 
I have very little feeling upon the subject, but I know those whom | 
represent have a great interest at stake, and knowing this increases my 


} 


y 
g 
I 


| desires upon the subject. 


There are but two propositions to reduce taxation: one is the abolition 
of the internal taxes, and the other is by a reduction of the tariff; and 
I propose to show that it is better to reduce taxation by abolishing in 
ternal-revenue taxation and let the tariff alone for the present. [f iti 


| an odious tariff, the Republican party are responsible jor it, and [ am 


Our Republican friends, who | 


would do to reduce taxation, and they are entitled to the gratitude of 


the world for their liberality and magnanimity in removing the 1-cent | 


stamp on matches, 2-cent stamp on patent medicines, 2-cent stamp on 


bank-checks and upon bank capital and deposits; and by hard pleading | 


by the friends of the farmer we did prevail upon them to let a farmer 
or producer of tobacco sell one hundred dollars’ worth of his own pro- 
duction of tobacco without paying a license tax, but they refused to 
allow him to remove his tobacco from the place of production in order 


to tind a purchaser. This they considered magnanimous to the farmer. 


They then began a revision of the tariff with an assurance that they 
would make large reductions as recommended by that humbugging Tariff 


Commission. 


ship for the agricultural industries by knocking the tariff down upon 


American manufacturer to make the better profits upon his manufact- 





And among their first efforts was to show their friend- 


American wool without a corresponding reduction upon woolen manu- 
factures; in other words, they struck down American wool to enable the 


ared goods. And when they had forced their tariff bill through the House | alone to the distiller and wholesale dealer, it took precedence 


willing to give it a fair trial without indorsing any of its unjust dis- 
criminations. If we scale the tariff as proposed by the honorable Com 
mittee on Ways and Means, we are not certain as to its effects. Wet 


| do not know whether it willincrease or diminish the revenue, when ws 
Some honorable gentlemen argue that they will never vote for free | 


want to reduce the revenue. If by reducing the tariff rates as pro- 
| posed in that bill it increases the importations in a corresponding ratio, 
we will have as much revenue as now; but if the importations remain 
the same as now, of course there will be a reduction of revenue to that 
extent; but no human being can tell how that will be, whether the 
tariff bill reported will increase or diminish the revenue. A scaling 
| tariff duty will not save a dollar’s expense in the collection, as it costs 
as much to collect a low tariff duty as it does a high one. 

Upon the other hand, if we will abolish the internal-revenue law we 
know exactly what we are doing. We know that we will reduce the 
| revenue about $120,000,000 annually. We know that we will 
over $5,000,000 paid annually.to over 5,000 internal-revenue officers 
| employed to collect it; and at least five millions more that is paid ont 
annually in costs, fees of professional witnesses, spies, informers, mar- 
shals, attorneys, and others. Thus at one swoop we would save at 
least $10,000,000 in salaries and expenses, which could be added to 
other receipts of the Government. The repeal of this law would rid 
the country of many thousand men employed in the execution of the 
law who care for nothing save the money they can make out of tt 
whether honestly or not, and who are a curse to the country and a dis- 
grace to the Government. Do this and the people who have been ha- 
rassed and bedeviled by this class of men will once more teel like free 
and independent American citizens. 

The Ways and Means Committee a few weeks ago reported their first 
relief bill to this House in the shape of a bill extending the period for 
whisky in bond to five years, and that being a bill of great importance 
ind we 
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consumed one entire week in listening to speeches for and against the 
bill; and every speech and argument used in favor of the passage of that 


bill was that the Treasury was full and the country or the Government 
did not need the money. If that is true, why keep the law upon the 
statute-books? Why not repeal or abolish the law and stop collecting 
this tax, that is admitted upon all hands is unnecessary? The plea that 
there was an overproduction was not a good one, and one that Congress 
ould not entertain. If they did the manufacturer of iron and other 
products might follow the example, as they doubtless would, and claim 
relief from Congress by reason of overproduction, and claim that prices 
were not regulated by supply and demand. Every argument used by 
the friends of the bond-extension bill confirms me in my opinions as to 
the necessity of repealing the law. 

As stated before, I am no advocate for free whisky; 
rid of this curse upon the country. 
the States; 
the manufacture and sale of spirits; give grand juries inquisitorial pow- 
ers to prevent frauds, and by this means they could raise a very large 
revenue which they could add to their school fund or deduct it from 
taxes upon real estate and other property. It would be a great source 
of State revenue to many of the States that would be glad to levy and 
collect such a tax, and I have no doubt every State where it is manu- 
factured would avail itself of the benefits of such a law. 

If the honorable gentlemen comprising the Committee on Ways and 
Means will heed the appeals made to them by the people oppressed by 
the law, they would soon reporta bill, if not to repeal or toabolish the 
law, to change and simplify the collection of these taxes, and thereby 
greatly reduce the expenses of collection and prevent the many outrages 
perpetrated upon people of the country by unprincipled subordinates 
employed initsexecution. If intheir judgment Congress can not abol- 
ish the entire system, then let them report a bill coming half way by 
abolishing all of the small privilege taxes; also the tax upon tobacco, 
cigars, and snuff, and upon distilleries used exclusively for the distil- 
lation of fruits and berries. This would reduce internal revenue about 
$26,000,000 per annum, as shown by a statement furnished me by the 


but I want to get 
Turn the whole question over to 


honorable Commissioner of Internal Revenue, which shows that the 
receipts from fruit distilleries for the first seven months of this fiscal 
year were only $716,461.20; from tobacco, all sources, $14,938,905.39. 
Now, this reduction can safely be made, and if the tariff bill should 
make a reduction of even forty millions there would be no deficit in 
revenue. Even this much would be of vast benefit to the people of the 
country. It wouldrelieve owners of orchards of a great embarrassment, 


would encourage the growth and culture of fruit, and would in no wise 
increase the consumption of spirits as a beverage. 

The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows a list of 
officers consisting of 126 collectors, 981 deputy collectors, 852 gaugers, 
1,855 storekeepers, 1,435 clerks and other employés, and 35 inspectors 
of tobacco—in all, 5,284—enough to form a respectable brigade of office- 
holders, employed toexecute a law that is now unnecessary. Besides the 
above there 
sioners, professional witnesses, informers, and spies, who live entirely 
by the pickings afforded them by this law, and who should be made to 
go to work for a living. The Commissioner’s report makes a favorable 
report as to the expense of collecting this revenue in the main, but 
when you come to look at the cost of collection by district, and get a 
little farther away from the Department, every one is bound to admit 
there is a great waste of public money for which no valid excuse can 
he given. 

Take Tennessee, for instance: the second collection district collected 
$119,241.32 i »venue, at a cost of $3: eo 68, or about 28 per cent.; the 
fifth collection district collected $979,279.85, at a cost for collecting of 
$93,686.58—nearly 10 per cent.; the eighth collection district collected 
$75,369.12, at a cost of $12,004.51, or 16 per cent. Inthesecond Geor- 
gia district the cost of collecting was 23 per cent., and in the third 
Georgia district it was 25 per cent. In thesecond Alabama district the 
cost of collecting was 31 per cent. In the second North Carolina dis- 
trict the cost of collection was 33 per cent., and in thesixth North Car- 
olina district it was 40 per cent. Now, with these facts before us, with 
a large surplus in the Treasury, are we justified in keeping such a law 
upon the statute-books? There is no excuse for it, unless it be ex- 
pressly for the purpose of giving away the revenue thus collected to 
an army of office-holders, because no sane man will argue that this large 
expenditure is necessary. In addition to this heavy expense, look at 
the cost, trouble, and expense this law, executed as it is by such a 
class of men in the interior, entails upon the people of the country who 
are charged with its violation. 

I could find hundreds of instances of outrages that have been perpe- 
trated by these pretended officials upon honest, unoffending citizens 
purely for the purpose of black-mail and fees. Then, is it good policy to 
keep sucha law upon the statutes, a law that is more abused than any in 
existence, all when we do not need themoney? And right here, inreply 
to the idea that this large expenditure was necessary to suppress moon- 
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the whisky-ring scandal a few years ago. The Commissioner’s re port 
shows suits began for violations of internal revenue in the year 1883 
be 4,558. Eachsuit ofthis character will cost the defendant, if acquitted. 
at least $50 in counsel fees, traveling and other expenses, and if convicted 
it will cost him not less than $100, making upon an av erage thirty or 
forty thousand dollars per annum wrung from the pockets of a class of 


0 


people t usually poor and unable to bear such expenses, and generally not 


well informed as to the law. Allof this mone Y goes into the pockets of 
the Shylocks, who are thus seeking their pound of flesh. 
Take the above number of suitsand costs for the past ten years, and you 


| have 45,000 suits, at a cost to the defendants of three or ‘four hundred d 


| cold, wintry day, with a deep snow on the ground. 


thousand dollars, all with a Treasury fallofmoney. Onthesecond Mon- 
day in January last the United States court metat Knoxville. It was a 
There were prese nt 


| three hundred and twenty-five witnesses and one hundred and fifty de- 


let them levy and collect a tax by their State officers upon | 


| 


re thousands of deputy marshals, United States commis- | 


; ones. 





shining, I desire to say that all the moonshiners in the country together | 


have not swindled the Government out of halfas much as have the regu- 
larly licensed distillers. I do not mean to charge that they all do so, 
or that any do now, but that such has been the case, as was proven in 


fendants, all ruthlessly dragged away from their homesand their families 


| during that severe wintry weather by the United States marshals upon 


charges ofa violation of theinternal-revenuelaw. And when the district 


judge learned that a majority of the defendants had been arrested fo: 


buying and selling Saint Jerome’s Bitters and Hostetter’s Bitters he in- 
structed the grand jury not to find any true bills, and told the parties thus 
arrested to gohome. But that did not pay for the humiliation of being 
arrested and carried off fifty to seventy-five miles to court, their expenses, 
and counsel fees. This is a sample of the way in which the law is ex- 
ecuted throughout the South. Then, is it any wonder that the people 
clamor for its repeal? It is generally in the South executed by men of 
little character and less regard for the law and justice. 

There were 3,036 suits dismissed last year. TheGovernmento1 the de- 
fendants have the costs to pay. There were pending Ist July last: 


suits. The expenses of the Department of Justice last year were nearly 
$3,000,000. And it was not all paid to star-route attorneys at one to 


two hundred dollars per day, but it is reasonable to suppose that lary: 
sums of this expenditure went to district attorneys and others on these 
frivolous prosecutions in internal-revenueé cases against a poor class 0! 
people, generally unable to pay counsel fees. 

The authorities deal very harshly with the people in the interior to 
very trifling offenses, much more so than it does with men for greater 
It has not been very long since an officer in this city, holding : 
high and honorable position, was found to be a defaulter (not to use a 
harsher name) to the amount of $150,000. He was arrested and impris- 
oned for a few weeks and then turned loose in this city in broad day 


| light bya United States deputy marshal, and apparently no effort mad 


to recapture him. I allude to Captain Howgate. I am no apologi 
for any law-breaker, but my opinion is if Captain Huwgate had be: 
acommon countryman he would to-day be undergoing a long sentenc 
in some penitentiary. 

The reports show the convictions last year for violations of interna 
revenue law to be 2,664; acquittals, 600; nolled or quashed, 1,400. All 
this trouble, expense, and litigation when we do not want the money! 
Now, I say let us repeal the entire law, raise money enough to run thi 
Government by import dues, and if at any time it should be necess: Wy 
to raise more revenue, then it would be easy to place asmall income tax 
upon the wealth of the country, its rich banks and bankers, railroads, 
manufacturers, bondholders, and the like, and not be making the poo 
of the country pay all of the taxes while there is so much wealth in the 
country untaxed. Thenational banksand railroads built by land grants 
and subsidies are the creatures of Congress. They are all protected by 
the strong arm of the law. The annual profits of this untaxed wealth 
is more than a thousand millions of dollars per annum, and still they 
do not pay a dollar toward defraying the expenses of the Government, 
while every dollar of internal-revenue tax is collected directly from the 
products of labor and the soil. This is all wrong, and there is no bet- 
ter time to right this wrong than now. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, the time which my colleague from 
Tennessee, General DIBRELL, has so kindly given me I shall not devote 
to the present bill, but shall speak to a subject that is fraught with 
more importance to the agriculturists of this country than tie bill now 
before the committee. The people that I have the honor to represent 
are largely engaged in agriculture, and I most cheerfully give my sup- 
port to any measure that has for its object the advancement of theit 
interests or the amelioration of their legislative burdens. And, Mr. 
Chairman, the majority report on House bill No. 5893, ‘‘to reduce im- 
port duties and war-tariff taxes, ’’ most clearly evidences that they appre- 
ciate the wants of the overburdened laboring masses of this nation. 
And let me say here that while this bill does not give that equalization 
to the impost inequalities of the existing tariff rates I think shou'd be 
given, yet I believe it to be a move ia the right direction and shall give 
it my hearty support. 

When the fall elections in 1880 were over and the results had been 
ascertained, it was found that the party which had been in power during 
the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses had been 


defeated; that the people had again placed in power the Republican 
party. Democracy had won the Forty-fourth and twosucceeding Houses 


| upon the issues of promised economy in the administration of govern- 





mental affairs and reduction of tariff duties. Its promises of economy 
it faithfully kept, but signally failed to reduce the tariff rates, for which 
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they were rebuked with defeat by the people in the elections of 1880. | 1.74 per cent. on the dollar in their favor, where 20 to 25 per cent. was 
The Republicans of the Forty-seventh Congress, having felt the pulse | acknowledged to be demanded. 

of the people upon this question of revenue reform, thought to protit by Mr. Chairman, what has been the policy of the Democratic party in 
the defeat that had overtaken Democracy, and conceived the idea of a | the past? No better evidences can be given of what it was and has 
tariff commission, which they carried into effect, and assumed the rdle | been than to take the utterances of its then leaders, whose mighty minds 
of Democracy previous to the 1880 election. shaped the policy of the party and whose guiding hands carried it far 

During the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress an act was passed | out upon the high seas of national prosperity—a policy that gave ade- 
creating the Tariff Commission, giving the selection and appointment of | quate encouragement to American industries and plenty to the farmers 
those to constitute it to the President. In the selection of its mem- | and laborers of the nation and made the land to bloom and blossom as 
bers the great masses of the people hoped the President would recognize | a rose. Mr. Buchanan, in discussing the tariff of 1824, said: 

« ses “ ; tae ?? ia > “Ye , 1a. | : 

some other than the infant industries, but this hope they saw dis I will never consent to adopt a general restrictive system, because the agri- 
sipated in the make-up of its members. From center to circumference | cultural classof the community would then be left at the mercy of the manufact- 
of this broad land of ours went this rara avis of the Republican party, | Urers. The interests of the many would then be sacrificed to promote the wealth 

to ide-s ading pini sin gilded letters. the labori a of the few. The farmer, in addition to the premium which he would be com- 
and upon its wide-spreading pinions, In gl an = ers, the 1abdoring | pelled to pay the manufacturer, would have also to sustain the expenses of the 
masses read, ‘* Tariff reduction; tariff reform. But upon the floor of | Government 
this House, before full-fledged, some daring Democrat had written upon 
its caudal appendage, ‘‘ Fraud.’’ I will not follow this ‘‘ bird of ill- 
omen’’ in its wanderings during the summer and fall months of 1882 a . , ; , 

. ams » bbe . . : 3) . i fe ‘ . s n exercising a sound discretion in levying aiscriminating duties withinthe 
amid the smoke of the infant industry ’’ of the gre at Commonwe alth | jimit prescribed, care should be taken that it be done in amanner not to benetit 
of Pennsylvania, nor the waving, golden Sugar-cane ol Louisiana, or the | the wealthy few at the expense of the toiling millions by taxing lowest the 
‘* silver-threaded infant’’ of California. luxuries of life, or articles of superior quality and high price, which can only be 

"The alartionaaf 1822 ee ee i oor Pe i consumed by the wealthy, and highest the necessaries of life, or articles of coarse 

[ he € lections of 1882 came and passed. The people of the nation had quality and low price, which the poor and great mass of our people consum« 

studied well this creature of Republicanism, and in it they saw no good. a é ; 
They had seen the brand put upon it by Democracy, and in their sover- Sirs, what Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Polk said should never be done 
eign will they repudiated both it and its paternal ancestors, and when | has for twenty years, in its iniquitous effects, been taking from the poor 
in December, 1882, its fathers met in the place of its birth it rendered to and needy of this fair land the fruits oftheir toil, and turning them into 
them an account of its experiences and gathered knowledge. The result the coffers of the wealthy few, making the poor poorer and the rich 
we have in the present tariff rates. And although this creation of the | Ticher. Look to-day at the prostrate condition of agriculture and labor 
Republican party now sleeps with leaden eyes, the brand Democracy Cosma laborersof the protected industries. Do we find happiness, 
stamped upon it when given its being is now shadowed in this House in | Plenty? No, sirs; but we find here want in every guise haunting the 
1.74. Mr. Chairman, it is not because the Democratic party stands wretched homes of their still more wretched occupants, for under the 
pledged to the country to modify the present tariff duties to suit the neces- exactions of protection home to them is an alien word, and often even 
sities of the laboring classes that I favor this bill, but because those la- | 12 Winter’s chilling biasts, underthe heartless command of protection, 
boring classes need it and it is just in an economic administration of the have they — forth into darkness, leay ing a worse midnight behind 
Government. Thecommission appointed by the President, at the behest | Upon the other hand, we find that this robber system has given mill- 
; : | ions » favored few very il se vast fortunes has 
of the last Congress, acknowledged that— to the —s ; Ww. ne -~ ry dollar rs a = t f rtan ba 
A substantial reduction is demanded, not by a mere indiscriminate popular een wrestet trom la or and been moistened Ww it 1 the sweat of toil 
clamor, but by the best conservative opinion of the country. Sueh a reduction Mr. Chairman, some facts but recently given before the Committee on 
of es ann ele Soe ne regards not only * ius snenuneieen of | Labor I incorporate as a part of my remarks 
public sentiment and a measure of justice to consumers, but one conducive to o 1 ST Dineedesla P CY owe ». naster “km: ; »>K nichts 
the general industrial prosperity, and which, though it may be temporarily in- | ‘Mr. Fr. V ae owde rly , of Scranton, I ‘te, Mast rworkm in of the Knight 
convenient, will be ultimately beneficial to the special interests affected by such | of Labor of the United States, representing 500,000 workingmen, who are 
reduction. interested in several bills which are before Congress, testitied as follows 


Mr. Polk, in his first inaugural address, delivered on the 4th of 
March, 1845, said : 


If that language clothed a truth in 1383, it is no less the truth in I am interested in the eight-hour law,the land bill, and bill on imported la 
1884. The political character of this House, coming as its members do | bor under contract introduced by Mr. Foran. These imported men show no 
fresh from the le. isad strati f that ‘‘demand bv the best disposition to become citizens of this country, but, on the contrary, seek to ob 
resa Irom the peop e, 1S a demonstration of that ES emand by the bes tain a certain sum of money, which they consider a competence, and with it re 
conservative opinion of the country,’’ demonstrating that the demand | turn to Italy or Hungary. I have seen eight of these people and one women 
was for a trial of the Democratic policy of a revenue tariff simply suffi- | living in a small house, without beds or furniture, sleeping on the floor, and 

: ° _—. . > ~ . . | have been informed by reliable authority that these nine persons’ expenses for 
clent to support an economic administration of the Government, €V1- | one month was only $27. I have seen them in the Frostburg region of Mary 
dencing they had tired of the policy of the Republican party which had | land, where they had been brought by agents who engaged them at Castle Gar- 
been on trial for twenty years under the denomination of protected and | den, living in a wooden building, sleeping on bunks, this building being fenced in 
. acti + ‘ie at ie en Ot | to prevent them being communicated with by the people whose places they had 
incorporated capital, the few against the many. That popular de- taken. The diet of these men was water and mush, with a small quantity of 
mand’ could not be ignored. The Republican House of the Forty- | meat on Sunday. These men are brought into competition with skilled as well 
seventh Congress tried it and the people cast them out, to fill their | #5 unskilled labor, and it is fast becoming as bad as the competition of the Chi- 

laces with D rats he old fi ilis slog: t of free-trade nesein the West. A demand isnow going up foran amendment of the Chinese 
pli ” 1 mn emocrats, upon the old familiar slogan, not of free-trade bill in such particulars as it has been shown deficient. 
but of tariff for revenue and an economic administration of government. ce - : : eS as 
And should that party abuse the confidence of the masses, they in | William Leech, of Malaga, N. J., of the W. G. W. A., said 
turn will have to give place to a new party—a party of and for the | _ I was at Malaga last year when certain Belgians were brought to that place, 
opl 7 . | It was our duty to find out from them if the situation of affairs at Malaga had 
people. been made known to them before they came, or whether it had not been mis- 
In their power and majesty they have spoken, and Say no longer shall | represented to them. When we attempted to obtain this information the com- 


$2,000,000,000 be wrung from agriculturistsand laborers to enrich a few | — ae ete Bee of us enjoined he = ee eS ne them. 
iete « amittiatt ceil we ss | The window-glass workers were ordered out o eir homes in midwinter anc 
monopolists and capitalists. The substantial reduction promised m the | compelled to move. Last spring we went to work, the Belgians in one factory 
tariff by that commission is not to be found in its practical workings; | and the citizens in another. They have since left Malaga, the firm having 
the present is not a reduction in the tariff it promised to reduce. The | changed managers 
tariff of 1863, which it promised to reduce, is notanimprovement, not | Emile Bouillet, of Zanesville, Ohio, W. G. W. A., said: 
even in toto a modification of the old one. After its first six months ; : 7 — tz ANe. Obi 
working we find it mad dueti f just 1.74 ent the $100 | I was hired at Antwerp by an agent of Dean F. illiams, of Zanesville, Ohio, 
€% it made a reduction of just 1.4 percent. on the > who came for a set of men (sixty). When I went to see him I asked him why 
value of imported goods over the old law, after promising 20 and proba- | he came to Europe for men. 1 replied ‘ ~_ men rang scarce and i y 
bly 25 reducti i s. Dece ‘ % <y | in the United States.” I told him we would expect the same wages paid in the 
I - seenet a uction im rates. mber 31, 1883, the orst | United States. He said “they would pay the New York tariff."". When we ar- 
months o the present tariff, the dutiable merchandise imported into the | rived at Zanesville we discovered that the New York tariff was 25 per cent. less 
United States, valued at $235,898, 109, paid duties amounting to $96, 7 —_ a regular re I aoe to = aeeeees ofthis a arn one 
574,1 i . , T " ti and they answered that “they did not authorize the payment of more than what 
f th oy wae 40.91 per cent. = the value. LU uder the qperaies they were then paying.’"’ At Kent the company did not pay the priceagreed upon 
S € old law, during the corresponding period of 1882, there was col- | They brought them to Kent on a contract for three years. The men were not 
lected, as duties on $260,856, 273 of imported dutiable goods, $111, 265, - permitted to associate with American workingmen lest they might find out the 


507, or 42.65 cen 7 2. ij . Ping Led — | true state of affairs. Two of these men were arrested and put in jail for some 
the new — _ t. on the value—a difference of just 1.74 less under | days for violating thiscontract. When we arrived, a friend of one of us was met 


. : by a man whom he knew in Europe. As soon as they commenced to talk the 
: Thus we find, after all the promises of that commission and of that | manager ordered the arrest so party. oe we en at peepee ry a 
> : . . . . irr » os ; ; > if , r ' 2 > . 
tepublican g ¢ ‘ any. | @ member of the firm came into the car and inquired if any of us could spea 
th J Congress, there 18 im reality no reduction to amount to any English ; I answered that ‘‘ my father and I could.”” He then warned us not to 
ung. The substantial reduction they admitted as demanded by the | talk to the men. 
best conservative opinion of the country is still demanded. The poor Question by member of committee. What is the difference between the wages 
man’s life necessaries are still taxed higher than the luxuries of the | P#id these foreigners and Americans? 
ich: flan . : : P . 7 Answer by John Schlicker. Between 28 and 50 per cent. 
rich; nel higher than their velvet and laces; coarse blankets higher #0 : ; a ; 
than broadcloth; medicine from 30 to 200 per cent., but champagne William F. Barclay, representing the miners of the coke region of 
only 46 per cent., and in like proportion are the absolute necessaries of | Pennsylvania, said: 
the farmers and laborers of this country discriminated against and in I never knew one of these men to stayin the country. They spend compara- 


favor of th i ari ¢ “ , | tively nothing, saving their money to return home; even when sick they go to 
what th a By the old tariff the vowed —— than double the poor-house, until at last the authorities refused to longer entertain them 
the rich do, and by the present tariff there is only a difference of | while they had money. They will eat anything. They hang their meat out in 











































































































1¢ SOTt 1d tainted The business men of the region 
he They wet the same wages as the Amerik except when 
worl he day, then they are paid 33 per cent. less, which is all they are 
r l . ha duced the price of mining, and makes it impossi- 
» other than submit to whatever the operators demand or 
Lr lless of its justness The condition of the miners and coke- 
sg er s aggravated by 1e company stores which abound in this 
I 1 yor , re eft and co i ay wught them of an out- 
e dea for 5 ts per bushel, w e the price in the company stores is 50 
sper she If the é lo not deal in the store, they are discharged 
Mr. Barclay also fur shed the committee with the following written 
tement 
Vet e the following lence that the importation of laborers under con- 
tra loes exist rhe captain of the vessel on which Joseph Welsh brother of 
H john Welsh, ex-member the Pennsylvania Legislature, came to the 
nited States informed h that the large number of Slavonians on board the 
vessel were imported laborers sbipped to America under contract; that the im- | 
porters had made a special contract with the steamship company at a very low 
rate for their delivery in the United States, and thatthe accommodation would 
in wecordance with the rates, and that should he (Mr. Welsh) not receive the 
proper ca e should complain to him (the captau I have this from Mr 
Welsh himself We have much other evidence of their being imported by spe- 
cial agreement to work for certain firms. We have discovered an agency at 
work engaged in the business of importing laborers, agents in Europe gather- 
y the me nagent in New York receiving them and forwarding them to 
ations. I have in my possession evidence that a firm having a branch in 
t ty of Pittsburgh is engaged inthis business. E. Dorner & Co. isthe name 
of the firm who have received a certain amount per head for such imported labor- 
ers 
W um Ashton, of Philadelphia, Pa., W. G. W. A., said 


My information is in regard to importation of foreigners to Baltimore, Md 
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be foundanywhere. The system in vogue in Europe and America differs ; 
terially rhe Europeans work according to old methods and processes ; in fact 
they bring their tools and molds with them. The European workman ca: 
turn out within 35 per cent. as much ware as the American workman, and as 
result do not or are not able to fulfill their contract ; hence the employers ars 
liberty to pay them what they please 


Val Haas, Baltimore, Md., W. G. W. A., said: 


The situation was misrepresented to them ; 
ation was explained to them, quit. Two Germans who quit work were refus« 
their clothes and were arrested I have been called up at night by these m<¢ 
explain to them the trouble, as we could not get near them or they near us, s 
that an understanding might be had Phey were under constant police surve 
lance, i we enjoined from interfering with them. These foreigners 
were natives of France, Belgium, and Germany; they were brought in thr« 
different parties. Iu 1879 Baker Brothers brought forty-eight and King Brothers 
twenty-five. Baker Brothers brought a second lot of twenty-five and Ki; 
Brothers and Swindell Brotlhcrs twenty-three. Previous to this last import 
tion there was no strike. Some of these men are here yet; others have 
away. The effect has been a 12 per cent. reduction of wages. 


Charles Lefiler, Baltimore, Md., W. G. W. A., said: 


My statement is substantially the same as Messrs. Ashton 
Swindell says he does not want the foreigners any more ; 
object intended, the reduction of wages. 


Mr. A. 


The number of foreign glass-bottle blowers brought to the Western States under 
contract is about eighty in all, distributed in five factories, namely: La S 
Ill., thirty-six ; Covington, Ky., thirteen; Louisville, Ky., fourteen; the ba 
ance in Streator, IL, and New Albany, Ind. They receive about 40 per cent 
less wages than American blowers; or, in other words, they get 8 cents per doz 
for quart beers, while the American gets 13 cents per dozen. The effect of this 


la- 


some of them, when the exact s 


an were 


and Haas. Myr 
they accomplished 


C. Robertson, of Pittsburgh, Pa., said: 


These men were brought under a contract; they were window-glass blowers. | competition will be to bring the native workmen down to the level of pauper 
he first importation took place in 1879; forty-eight were then brought over by | labor. The hollow-glass workmen west of the Alleghany Mountains have 1 
Swindell Brothers. The following year Baker Brothers imported seventeen, | worked since last June. They have been during all this time enjoying th: 
King Br ers twenty-two, and Swindell Brothers twenty-three. The first im- | luxury of a lockout. Last year’s revision of the tariff virtually increased th: 
| ation occurred dur .sirike; there was nv strike when the second im- | duty on green glassware nearly 100 per cent. ; but notwithstanding this increas: 
portat ccurred, Some of the foreigners refused to work and were arrested, | the manufacturers are endeavoring to force a reduction of 20 percent. in wages 
it scharwed before a hearing was had; their clothing was retained by the Previous to the revision there was an importation of about 200,000 gross of bot 
tirn i it was weeks before they could secure it They were kept locked tles. Since the new tariff went into effect there hasbeen scarcely any import 
houses when not working, and could not be seen by the Americans. Most of | tion of this ware. Two American blowers will turn out eighty dozen bottles 
n have since returned home, some being sent by the glass-blowers’ associa- | per day, while two of the foreign blowers turn out but fifty dozen per day 
1 isome by the Belgian consul, who complained bitterly of the treatment | The manufacturers seem to favor free trade in labor and a high protective taritt 
they received. The effect of their importation was the reduction of wages about | upon their manufactured goods or wares. 
i2 per cent. An injunction was issued against the American workmen from in- I here give, Mr. Chairman, the statement of Mr. Nimmo of th: 
terf g with them and made perpetual by Judge Brown, of Baltimore. Before 3 = “i 
these men were imported we had as good a set of American workmen as could | Of March 3, 1883. 
Values of imports of dutiable merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, with the amount of duty and the ad valorem rate of duty colle 
during the six months ended December 31, 1882 and 1883. 
Six months under the old law—1882 Six months under the new law—1883. + Increase. — Decreas 
aESeoEeS Ad valorem Ad valorem 
Value Duty collected. rate of duty Value Duty collected. rate of duty Value. Ad valore! 
collected. collected. 
Per cent. Per cent. Per ce 
All dutiable merchandise $260, 856, 237 $111, 266, 507 42.65 $235, 898, 109 $06, 514, 136 40.91 | — $24, 958,128 — 1.74 
Sugar and melada 44, 432,311 23, 180, 590 52.17 46, 800, 671 23, 121, 601 49.40 + 2, 368, 360 ~ 2.7% 
Iron and steel and manufactures thereof 2. 499, 426 12, 713, 996 39.12 23, 698, 937 7,924, 2235 33.44 — &, SOO, 489 — 5. 68 
Wool 
Clothing 1, 210, 689 671,415 55. 46 2, 399, 515 1,073, 311 44.73 + 1, 188, 826 10.7 
Combing 135, 123 67,839 50.19 615, 677 267, 704 43.48 | + 480, 554 6.7 
Carpet 3, 505, GRO 974, 202 27.79 4, 345, 385 1, 087, 094 25.02 | + 839, 405 2.77 
Manufactures of wool 22, 400, 387 14, 943, 626 66.71 22, 064, 512 15, 202, 183 68.909 — 335, 875 4 21 
Manufactures of cotton 14, 967, 80 5. 629, 658 37.61 2, 067, 681 4, 835,714 40.07 | — 2. 900, 219 1 2 46 
Manufactures of silk 19, 999, 119 11, 738, 469 58. 69 21, 286, 252 10, 617, 057 49.83 |-+ 1,287,133 8, St 
Earthen and china ware 4, 423, 146 1, 896, 705 42. 88 3, 824, 951 1, 830, 363 417.85, — 598, 195 + 1.97 
Glass and glass ware 4, 271, 305 2, 327, 660 54.49 3, 943, 197 2, 187, 362 55.47 | — 328, 108 + 5 
Spirits and wines 5, 008, 625 3.706. 142 71.22 2, 945, 001 2, 659, 312 90.30 | — 2,258, 624 + 19.08 
Malt liquors 511,772 227, 370 44.43 490,315 235, 823 48.10 | — 21, 457 + 3.67 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, March 10, 1884. 


From which it will be seen that on many of the articles of imported 
goods the tariff rates were increased, while, on the other hand, nearly 
all of the manufacturers have reduced the wages of their employés from 
10 to 20 per cent. We hear almost on every side that if Congress re- 
duces the present tariff rates the manufacturers will ‘‘shut up shop.”’ 


This, Mr. Chairman, is the bugbear with which they hope to bulldoze this | 


House into longer permitting this onerous and unjust system to go un- 
revised, and thereby continue their enormous profits. Who suffers 
from overproduction and the closing down of the factories, the laborers 
or the owners? I let Mr. Swank, the secretary of the American Iron and 
Steel Association, answer this question, as given in his May report, 
1883, for the year 1882, when he said: 


At the beginning of June nearly all the mills referred to (rolling-mills in | 


Pittsburgh and the West) were closed by a general strike, which continued until 
the last of September, when work was resumed upon the scale of wages which 
had previously prevailed. During the strike of four months the prices of rolled 
irondid not advance, notwithstanding the stoppage of so many mills; a fact 
which clearly demonstrated that the capacity to produce this form of iron had 
again, as in the panic years,exceeded the demand. Atthe same time it must 
be frankly admitted that our rolling-mill capacity has for some time been in 
advance of the consumptive wants ofthe country, and that, through the check to 
the overproduction of rolled iron which was afforded by the strike of 1882, it was 
in no sense a calamity to the manufacturers.” 


Why is it that depression assails the workman instead of the em- 
ployer? Upon what principle of political economy is this condition 
accounted for, except upon the fact that Republican policy tends to 
encourage monopolies while depressing labor? Wemay have had over- 








JOSEPH NIMMO, Jx., Chief of Bureau 


production, but it has not produced bankruptcy; it has created wealth 
As shown by the census of 1880, of over 50,000,000 people one-half were 
engaged in agriculture,and their aggregated wealth was $12, 104,081,430, 
| on which they now make a profit of only from 3 to 34 per cent., while 
| the manufacturers realize a profit of from 37 to 67 per cent 
| Of what benefit is a protective tariff to the agriculturists of this 
country? Theanswerof the protectionists is: ‘‘ By maintaining protec- 
tion on other industries a larger domestic market will be created for 
the products of the farmer.’’ Upon this proposition I join issue, for 
the light of history upon this question shows indisputably that with 
| the increase of protection the home market has become less and leas 
favorable to the agriculturists. 


Production of wheat. 
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These figures clearly show that the consumption of wheat (and the same 
applies to other agricultural products) in the home markets was greater 
under the tariffs of 1840 and under the revenue tariffs of 1855 and 
1857-60 than under the higher protective tariff of 1870. While in 
1859-’60 the value of manufactured exports was 17.5 per cent. of the 
value of our total exports, in 1869-’70, under ten years of high-tariff 
policy, they were 13.4 per cent. ; and in 1879-’80, after twenty years of 
high tariff, they were only 12.5 percent. Agricultural products under 
the effects of that system have largely increased in exportation; manu- 
factured products had run down to 12.5 per cent., showing conclusively 
that our great agricultural products—wheat, corn, cotton, rye, seeds, 
hay, beef, bacon, pork, lard, butter, cheese, &c.—which we are forced 
to export in value to hundreds of millions of dollars annually, can not 
be benefited by any tariff. The value of surplus agricultural products 
that for want of a home demand had to seek a foreign market were as 
shown in the following table. 


Values of exports from the United States of domestic merchandise, and of 
the exports of the products of agriculture, and the percentage which the 
exports of such products bear to the total value of exports of domestic 
merchandise for the years mentioned. 
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Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Per cent. 
1820 (ended Sept. 30)........... ; 51,683, 640 10, 025, 967 41, 657, 673 80. 60 
1830 (ended Sept. 30)............. 58, 524, 878 10, 429, 694 48, 095, 184 82.18 
1840 (ended Sept. 30)............... 111,660,561 19, 112, 494 92, 548, 067 82. 93 
1850.. 134, 900, 233 26, 294, 520 108, 605, 713 80.51 
1860 316, 242, 423 59, 681, 451 256, 560, 972 81.14 
1870 455, 208, 341 94, 019, 858 361, 188, 483 79. 34 
i871 478, 115, 292 109, 649, 281 368, 466, O11 77.7 
1872 478 107,624,853 | 368,796,625 77.41 
1873 7 128, 327, 013 446, 900, 004 77.69 
1874 j 131, 967, 877 501, 371, 501 79.16 
L875 128, 931, 068 430, 306, 570 76. 95 
1876 138, 804, 200 456,113,515 76. 67 
1877 ‘ \ 173, 246, 706 459, 734, 148 72.63 
1878 nééhshineDenbesenuaaiebeapiaianeeve 930 159, 557, 057 536, 192, 873 77.07 
1879 icssbincans vee. ahaa <a 699, 538, 742 153,062,089 546, 476,703 78.12 
823, 946, 353 137, 985, 262 685, 961, 091 83. 25 
883, 925, 947 153, 531, 004 730, 394, 943 82.63 
ssccccocse| FODy 200, G0e 181,019,913 552,219,819 75. 31 
BE isi ceutsdlntniibinsicsatncetccdunten 804, 223, 632 184,954,183 | 619,269,449 77.00 


Mr. Chairman, the manufacturing States, as shown by the Tenth Cen- 
sus and still later statistical reports, produce a sufficiency of provisions to 
support the manufacturers and the laborers engaged in their factories. 
They do not now, nor ever did, depend upon the great grain, swine, 
and cattle States. Mr. Nimmo, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, says 
the manufacturing States consume nearly all of their provisions, and 
neither export abroad nor furnish any considerable market for the grain- 
producing States; that the markets of the East are of no appreciable 
advantage to them. They must depend upon themselves and upon the | 
markets of Europe. Mr. Nimmo states further that 95 per cent. of the | 


exports of breadstuffs and provisions come from the West. 


Take the manufacturing State of Pennsylvania. We find by thetenth 
census that her population was 4,282,891; that her production of wheat 
was 19,462,405 bushels; corn, 45,821,521 bushels; oats, 33,841,439 bush- | 
els; rye, 3,683,621 bushels; buckwheat, 3,593,326 bushels; Irish pota- | 
toes, 18,284,819 bushels. Take the first item, wheat, and at the aver- 
age consumption of 4% bushels per capita Pennsylvania had raised 
wheat enough for her own demand, and taking the average consump- 
tion per capita of her other productions we find she was independent of 


the outside world. 


We have the word of Mr. Nimmo that none of the manufacturing 
States export their provisions. America produces more largely than any 
other country in the world of wheat, corn, cotton, oats, beef, pork, and 
mutton, and the claim of the protectionists that a protective tariff en- 
hanes the price of these products is not proven by the history of tariff 


legislation in this country. 


_ Will any gentleman upon the floor of this House dispute this propo- 
sition: that the money of the farmer comes from his surplus crops; that 
his wheat, corn, &c., are so much money to him; that his income is based | 
upon the surplus yield of his farm; that his profit is determined by the 
price of the articles in the market in which he is forced to sell? No 
considerable class of American farmers are or can be benefited or pro- 


tected by the present high-tariff duties. 


We find by the report of Mr. Nimmo for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, that the total value of the exports of domestic merchandise 
was $804, 223,632, and that of this sam $619,269, 449 were the products 
of agriculture, being 77 per cent. of the entire exports coming directly 
in competition with the pauper labor of Russia and of India, where wages 


were only a few cents a day. 


What resulting benefits do the farmer laborers of America receive 
from a protective tariff? None; for the inexorable law of supply and 
demand, not a protective tariff, fixes the price of labor and of the prod- 
ucts of agriculture. The price of agricultural labor is controlled by the 
price received for the surplus products of the labor employed. 

Mr. Chairman, as to the effect of protection upon both agricultural 

and manufacturing wages there is most ample evidence in Eur pe and 
in America prior to 1860. France, not only one of the finest countries 
inthe Old World, but with a population whose innate love of their beau- 
tiful land binds them to her soil, had a protective tariff which she greatly 
modified, and wages advanced 30 per cent. ; and when in 1881 she raised 
her tariff to a protective scale wages began to fall, and we notice in 
almost every report from her shores that destitution and want are being 
most oppressively felt by her laborers. In our own country in 1829 the 
wages of farm laborers were from $7 to $10 per month. During the 
same period the wages of mechanics were from 50 cents to $1 per day 
In 1842 the tariff rates were raised to an average of 41 per cent., and 
during the four years of its existence the wages in none of the indus 
tries were increased. In 1846, after the adoption of the Walker tariff, 
which reduced the rates to an average of 24 per cent., wages began to 
rise, and from 1846 to 1860 the census of 1860 says there was an advance 
in wages of employés in manufactures of 30 and in the wages of farm 
laborers of 50 per cent. From 1824 to 1836 and from 1842 to 1846 
there was the highest protective rates ever given to or enjoyed by the 
iron industries in this country, and during these years of high protec 
tion the average wages of the employés did not exceed && cents a day. 
In 1846 the tariff rates upon iron were reduced about one-half, when 
wages began to advance, and when in 1860. there was a still further re- 
duction of these duties the wages of these iron workmen were $1.25 a 
day; nor were the beneficent influences of this reduction confined to the 
workmen in the iron manufactures, but was appreciably felt by the em- 
ployés in every class of manufactures. 

In 1845 the average wages in the factoriesof Lowell, Mass., were $1.05; 
in 1859, $1.45 a day. In 1850 the average wages of factory employés 
were $248 a year, and in 1860, $289 a year. Under this system of tariff 
for revenue this country was blessed with what the distinguished Speaker 
of this House has justly called ‘*the golden era in our history.”’ 

And in this connection I do not desire to ignore the fact that during 
the census year of 1880 average wages of manufacturing workmen were 
$346, which was due to an enormous demand for manufactures, which 
compelled the manufacturer’ to pay higher wages until this abnomal] 
demand was supplied; and the claim of the protectionist that this sys 
tem of protection tends to give a fixed and an increased wage rate to 
manufacturing laborers is still further and most forcibly refuted by the 
admission of the manufacturers, together with the evidence of their em- 
ployés, that the average rate of wages in our manufacturing industries 
does not at the present time exceed $275 a vear, while in 1860 it was 
$289 a year. The average tariff rate in 1884 is 40.91 per cent In 1860 
the average rate was less than 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

By the census of 1880 the laborers in the cotton-mills of the United 
States received an average rate of $244, since which time there has 
been a 20 per cent. reduction, reducing their wages below $200 a year. 
The published reports of Secretary Frelinghuysen show the average an- 
nual wages of the employés in the English cotton mills to be $251 a 
year. It isan admitted fact that our native workmen are the most in- 

| telligent and skillful and give a larger return as the fruits of their labor 
than those of any other country. The last census tells us that the 
average production of American workmen in that year was $1,960 per 
| capita, while the English workmen produced only an average of $780 
per capita, and this fact is shown by Mr. Blaine, when Secretary of 
State, in a special report in 1881. And yet the American workman is 
receiving less for his labor than the Englishman. These are some of 
the evidences of the ‘‘ great benefits ’’ protection is conferring upon the 
| labor of America. 

The act of March 3, 1883, increased the duties on earthenware from 
| 42.88 per cent. ad valorem under the old law to 47.85 under the new 
law, on glass and glassware from 54.49 per cent. ad valorem to 55.47 
per cent. ad valorem, and on manufactures of wool the new law in- 
creases the ad valorem rate 2.19 per cent., and on manufactures of cot- 
ton they are increased 2.46 per cent. In the face of these facts each 
one of these protected industries has greatly reduced its wage rates. 
This is the way protection elevates American labor. And now, in con- 
clusion, Mr. Chairman, as the most potent reason why this House should 
pass some bill giving relief to the agriculturists and laborers of this 
country, I here give the language of the President, in his message in 
December, 1882: 

I heartily approve the Secretary's recommendation of immediate and exten- 
sive reductions in the annual revenues of the Government. It will be remem- 
bered that I urged upon the attention of Congress at its last session the impor- 
tance of relieving the industry and enterprise from the pressure of unnecessary 
taxation. It is one of the tritest maxims of political economy that all taxes are 
burdensome, however wisely and prudently imposed. And though there have 
always been, among our people, wide differences of sentiment as to the best 
methods of raising the national revenues, and indeed as to the principles upon 
which taxation should be based, there has been substantial accord in the doc- 
trine that only such taxes ought to be levied as are necessary for a wise and 
economical administration of the Government. Of late the public revenues 
have far exceeded that limit, and unless checked by appropriate legislation such 
excesses will continue to increase from year to year. For the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1881, the surplus revenue amounted to $100,000,000; for the fiscal year 
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ended 30th of June last the surplus was more than $145,000,000. The report of the 
Secretary shows what disposition has been made of these moneys. They have 
not only answered the requirements of the sinking fund, but have afforded a 
large balance applicable to other reductions of the public debt 

But I renew the expression of my conviction that such rapid extinguishment 
of the national indebtedness as is now taking place is by no means a cause for 
congratulations; it is a cause rather for serious apprehension. If it continues, 
it must be speedily followed by one of the evil results so clearly set forth in the 
report of the Secretary 

Either the surplus must lie idle in the Treasury, or the Government will be 
forced to buy, at market rates, its bonds not then redeemable, and which, under 
such circumstances, can not fail to command an enormous premium, or the 
swollen revenues will be devoted to extravagant expenditure, which, as experi- 
ence has taught, is ever the bane of an overflowing Treasury 

it was made apparent, in the course of the animated discussions which this 
question aroused at the last session of Congress, that the policy of diminishing 
the revenue by reducing taxation commanded the general approval of the mem- 
bers of both Houses. I regret that because of conflicting views as to the best 
methods by which that policy should be made operative none of its benefits have 
as yet been reaped 


Che popular voice, as spoken by the elections, demands a mitigation 
of this burden on the necessaries of the people. The depression in all 
industry and in wages, under this extreme tariff, makes 
an imperative demand on the Democratic majority in this House for 
relief. 

Mr. DIBRELL. 
TAYLOR 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am exceedingly obliged 
to my friend and colleague General DIBRELL, a member of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, for his courtesy in yielding me a part of his allotted 

ime in the discussion of the agricultural appropriation bill, now beiore 
the House 
age, I desire to state that the only difficulty I fear is that the several 
amounts proposed tor the fiscal year may be too small. Thus the De- 
partment may be handicapped by an inadequacy of means to meet its 
[ am a zealous advocate of liberal appropriations for meri- 
torious demands and enterprises in the interest of agriculture, and 
think the wise policy to pursue is to be just to all industrial pursuits. 

Beyond this, at present, I shall not discuss this measure; but desire 
to call the attention of the House to H. R. 1457, introduced by my dis- 
tinguished friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN], who is also a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Agriculture. That bill proposes an enlarge- 
ment of the Department. In my opinion such enlargement is absolutely 
required, and will greatly appreciate its efliciency. 

With the objects desired to be attained by the proposed legislation 
I am in perfect sympathy. The provisions of the same are a stride in 
the right direction. The bill proposes to enlarge the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Commissioner of Agriculture, and to promote that offi- 
cial to the dignity and rank of a Cabinet position with a corresponding 
salary. 

The first section provides for the establishment of a department of 
agriculture in the city of Washington. The second provides that there 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with theadvice and consent 
of the Senate, asecretary of agriculture, to preside over said department 
of agriculture, who shall be equal in rank and pay to the Secretaries 
now constituting the Cabinet. 

The question presents itself, Mr. Chairman, why should not this be 
done? Why should not the important agricultural interests, the pro- 
ducers of the country, those engaged in industrial pursuits, who num- 
ber so great a proportion of our entire population, be more thoroughly 
and prominently recognized in the councils of the country, and their 
well-being properly representedand advanced? Just and merited recog- 
nition has been tardy and too long delayed. Now, sir, there is an in- 
creasing and imperative demand, which has ripened from an expressed 
desire that the great agricultural pursuits, which are the substratum 
of national prosperity and civilization, shall be placed upon a corre- 
sponding level with other like important positions, and indicate to the 
world that the Government recognizes to the fullest extent its obliga- 
tions to those engaged in the various farming industries. It will bea 
pledge, an earnest that it is determined to foster and by wholesome 
legislation encourage this class of our population. 

Thus far, Mr. Chairman, meager as has been the opportunities and 
facilities, and parsimonious as has been the appropriations, still under 
the supervision of the Commissioner of Agriculture wonderful and bene- 
ficial results have been accomplished. Our farming interests all over 
the nation commend with pride the efforts and achievements of the 
Commissioner, whose indomitable energy and perseverance have accom- 
plished such invaluable results. These results are seen in disseminat- 
ing intelligence of a beneficial character concerning agriculture, and also 
such scientific matters associated with its industrial pursuits. Great 
benefit has been derived from the presentation and publication of valua- 
ble statistical information, upon all the important variety of industries 
which are intimately allied with agriculture. 


branches of 


I now yield to my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. 


necessities 


The prime importance of this question has been and is being fully | ful. The vast amount of capital, the great number of our fellow-citi- 


In quite anumber if notin all the States of the Federal Union, | 


realized. 
the Legislatures have created under ample constitutional warranty the 
office of Commissioner of Agriculture. He is appointed by the execn- 
tive and constitutes a member of the gubernatorial staff. 
missioners are working with commendable 


LISS10 -al to promote the interests 
of their respective States. 


They are securing and furnishing informa- 


While I shall cheerfully vote for the bill on its final pass- | 


These com- | 
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tion and suggestions promulgated by and emanating from practical farm- 
ers, upon the cultivation of the various products, and the adaptability 
of soil and climate for their culture. 

In many of the States conventions are held, discussions had upon all 
questions relating to farming, involving the time and manner of planting 
and sowing, the proper cultivation, and the surest and most abundant 
crop. These State commissioners, being alive to their great responsi- 
bility, have crop reporters of representative, practical agriculturists, not 
theorists merely, who make monthly reports and statements of crops, 
of the final yield, accompanied with suggestions as to cultivation, and 
such practical information as shall tend to increase the profits of the 
farm. Their views, gathered from the experience of quite a number, 
located in different sections, in regard to the various methods of plant- 
ing and the crops most profitable and preferable, the varieties, &c., are 
published, and are manifestly of great importance to the great body ot 
the people. 

Unusual interest is being manifested in all the States, and an activity 
developed heretofore unprecedented. Is it not therefore proper that 
the agricultural commissioners of the respective States should have a 
Federal head, a Secretary in the Cabinet of the Chief Executive? Is it 
not right to have a chief who can represent the varied and vital inter- 
ests of the body of farmers and laboring men in the councils of the na- 
tion? Such a secretary should be selected from the practical agricult 
urists, and not from theorists merely or politicians. 

The department if created should have for its ultimate object the 
utility and benefit of the particular industries represented—the men 
who till the soil, fell the forests, raise the subsistence of the continent, 
plant the orchard and the vine, raise the horses, cattle, sheep, and swine 
and who have invested in these enterprises almost the wealth of the 
nation. They constitute that grand army of noblemen who are the cre- 
ators of government, and when combined represent more than twelve 
thousand millions of capital. They contribute more to uphold and sus- 
tain the country’s greatness and independence than all other ciasses 
They are her pride and boast in time of peace, strength and reliance in 
time of war. They furnish a noble, sturdy, and invincible army of 
volunteers, jealous of the national honor and integrity, constituting not 
only its wealth and support in the detail of contributing taxes, but also 
its protection and defense in the hour of peril. We need more of them 


| and every incentive warranted hy the Constitution should be given and 


exercised by the United States, as an inducement to encourage these 
agricultural industries, so essential to our national growth and pros- 
perity. 

The objection that this bill increases the number of the Cabinet and 
creates more patronage to be dispensed by the Executive is indeed un- 
worthy as a reason of opposition to the passage of this measure. It is 
no sufficient response to the pressing demands of the age. 

The hackneyed and oft abused demurrer as to the constitutionality of 
such progress can not be successfully urged. If it can, the argument 
applies with equal force to other Cabinet positions. 

Nearly a century ago the Cabinet consisted of only three members, 
being the Secretaries of the Departments of State, Treasury, and War, 
and from time to time, as the exigencies of the times demanded, it has 
been increased to the present number. The Navy Department was or- 
ganized in 1798, and not until 1829, under President Jackson, was a 
Postmaster-General invited to a seat in the Cabinet. In 1849 the De- 
partment of the Interior was inaugurated and the Secretary made a 
Cabinet officer. The Department of Justice was not established until 
the year 1870, the Attorney-General having, however, previously acted 
as a Cabinet officer, thus demonstrating that by the genius of our Gov- 
ernment and the policy of our laws, when necessity arises, Congress has 
plenary power to legislate for the growing interests of the people under 
the Government. There is now an appeal, yea, a demand, for the crea- 
tion of this portfolio, attended by such merits as commend themselves 
to our sense of justice, suggestive as a matter of urgency, that a de- 
partment of agriculture should be established in the city of Washing- 
ton. 

Again, I recur to the inquiry, Mr. Chairman, why not make the head 
of the Agricultural Department a Cabinet officer? The cost attending 
the proposed legislation is insignificant when compared with the incal- 
culable results. No objection in the oft-prostituted name of economy 
should be urged, when we consider that so much of the fixed capital in 
the United States is invested in agriculture and the industries con- 
nected with and dependent upon it for sustenance. Consider also that 
a large proportion of the taxes and revenues for the support of the Gov- 
ernment are collected from 26,000,000 of our industrial population who 
are engaged and interested in agricultural and kindred industries for a 
living, and that the number is annually and rapidly augmenting. 

By this great interest we are daily growing richer and more power- 


zens, representing so much of our aggregated wealth, virtue, and in- 


| telligence, should not longer be denied official recognition to which they 


| 
} 
| 
' 


are so eminently entitled. Let it be represented by a secretary in the 
important councils of the nation, and thus the most honorable calling 
in our land will be elevated and encouraged. 

The several branches of this pre-eminent industry present an inviting 
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field for the exercise of learning and scientificdevelopment, for practical 
experience and a thorough and intelligent understanding and _applica- 
tion of the subject. Consequently, a successful termination of this bill 
will contribute largely to an increase of information, practical, useful, 
and scientific, to the farmers of our Republic. They will bestimulated 
by valuable results, emanating from the practical suggestions of the | 
Secretary, gathered from agricultural operations and reports from every | 
section. 

As was truthfully asserted by one of our Commissioners in 1875— 


Farmers and planters now realize that there is something in this important 
work beyond the mere drudgery of sowing, reaping, and curing. 





Calendar years. 


Tota: prod 


Bush. 


= 991, 898, 000 


Men of science and learning, especially in these industrial interests, | 1872.. 1, 092, 719, 000 








have given this subject much thought. They have furnished to the | a Seo 850" 148, 500 
plainest comprehension intelligence that is valuable and instructive, | 1875 2000. "| 4-391’ 069, 000 
which is being utilized in every community. The reason is apparent. | 1876 1, 283, 8: 

Mr. Chairman, we have so much invested in these industries, so many | a steseeeenees ws co 
dependent upon their sucess, such vast treasure and capital in live- | 1879. 1, 547, 
stock, farms, and the products of the same, annually amounting to | 1890... 1, 717, 434 
more than two and a quarter billions of dollars, that it overshadows all a oo oo 
other avocations, and consequently commands, nay, demands, atten- | iss3 1° 551.066. 835 


tion. ve — 

In their numerous and largely attended conventions all over the Total.........| 16, 831,057, 018 
country, agriculturists are calling the attention of Congress to the in- | Annualaverage. 1,294,696, 694 
vestigation of the merits of their appeal. Butrecently, Mr. Chairman, 


the president of the National Agricultural Congress issued an address | Corn and corn-meal, quantity and value, exported from 1871 to 


to the farmers of the United States, in which he states that the ulti- 
mate aim and purpose of the National Agricultural Congress is, first, 
to arouse agriculturists themselves to a realization of the national im- 


Quantity 


. - . . Years. 
portance and prosperity of agriculture; and, secondly, to enforce a rec- | ; ; Geren 
ognition of it upon the representatives of the people who have been | an meal 
delegated to administer the State and National Governments. 
7 . . . . . . *¥ > s Re r els 
Reflecting the desire of the organization over which he presides, he | ,.-, ae | 2 iL 8i1 
ieee 9,826,309 211,811 
Says: 1872 seoee! 34, 491. 650 18. S40 
In order that agriculture may be placed upon an equitable footing in the ex- | 1573 --| 38,541,930 403, 111 
ecutive branch of the Government, it is believed, and we should demand, that | 1574.........) 34,454,606 387, S07 
it should be represented in the Cabinet by a minister of equal influence, honor, | 1575 ...........| 28,858,420 | 291, 654 
and dignity with any and allother constitutional advisers of the President, to | 1876............ 49,498 a | S08, 200 
the end that its true relations to taxation, commerce, to finance, and all other | 1877 70, 860,983 | 447, 907 
great industries may be effectively studied and understood, and presented and | 1878 sees) 85, 461, 098 £32, 793 
defended with proper dignity and force in the councils of the nation. 1879 ......2000+| 86,296, 252 397, 160 
1880 ...........| 98, 169,877 350,613 
This, Mr. Chairman, is the utterance of the body of the agriculturists, | 1881 ...........) 91,908,175 | 434,993 
: =m . . . “<r 9 > 1n4 O15 Ie OF 
who constitute 57 per cent. of the population of the United States 1BBE ..0.220-ne| 43, 188,915 | 288, 942 
1883 weeeeee, 40,586, 825 267, 27 


Ourcountry, under theskilled and developing hand of chemical science 
in its best force, when harnessed tothe car of progress for the cultivation 
of the soil, has become the great granary of the world. We export 
largely of our surplus to foreign ports, and receive millions of treasure in 
return. We produce and furnish more breadstuffs, grain, meats, stock 
of all kinds, provisions, cotton, and other products than any country on 
the inhabitable globe. We have an abundance for our 52,000,000 in- | Calendar years 
habitants. In factoursisa land of plenty, pregnant with every desirable 
comfort and natural blessing, surrounded by and endowed with all the 
advantages that nature can bestow. We can now from our great abun- 
dance feed and clothe the entire world after caring for ourselves. Is it 
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not a marvel? 7 Dum. 

‘he; .| 1871 i 230, 722, 400 

Mr. Chairman, when we contemplate the vastness and greatness of | 1379 249. 997.100 
our country, its splendid, unsurpassed, and inexhaustible resources, and | 1873 281, 254, 700 
"re ; , ati mneagced 3 anv = ° 1874 : 309, 102, 700 
the large proportion of our population engaged in agricultural indus- | 2-5" 292’ 136’ 000 
tries, and the development of these resources, we are impressed with | js76 229. 356, 500 
the imperative necessity of affording every constitutional facility for | 1877 364, 194, 146 
the accomplishment and promotion of the magnificent results which a ae oo 
must flow, from a broader, more extended and liberal recognition and | gg 77 498. 549. 868 
aid. The Government which has been fostered and protected, yea | 1881.. 380), 280, 090 
; ; “ ; eam 

nurtured into greatness and opulence by the very people who now | }33-~ cae ace 
° ° ° . ont 2 wo” amene ° Den ‘ a 4, OUD 

through their organizations ask that these additional facilities be af- , ee 
forded them, can not longer refuse their reasonable demands. As one Total...... 4, 688, 812, 504 
of their representatives, and in their name, I earnestly ask for it. aaa aa 
: Annual average 360. 677. 885 


_ The Federal Union is but promoting itsown interest, and strengthen- 
ing herself in the affection of the people; it is adding to her deserved 


wealth and influence by aiding with wholesome, salutary legislation | Statement showing the quantity and value of wheat and wheat flour ea 


the pursuits and industries contemplated inthis measure. It is incum- from 1871 to 1583, inclusive. 
bent on us to make a departure, avoid the quicksands of the past, be 

more liberal in providing for the growth of our industries, and let them radon 

no longer occupy subordinate positions. Increase our facilities, make , Years. ; Wheat 

liberal appropriations for every needed enterprise. Only think, M1 on flour 


Chairman, that while France for agriculture and commerce appropriated 








over $20,000,000, Russia for agriculture and public lands nearly $15,- en aa = 
000,000, Austria and Hungary for agriculture alone $5,500,000, Great | js72 26° 423° 080 | 2’ SI4 535 
Britain $800,000, Sweden $650,000, the United States, that outstrips all | 1873 39, 204,285 2,562, 086 
in productions and has more at stake, only appropriated for the same  }*‘! oped pre 
period about $174,686. It is our duty to do more in this respect. As | 157 55, 073, 122 5, 512 
an evidence cf the rapidity with which our agricultural interests are | 1577 40, 325, ¢ 3, 343, 665 
increasing and the value of the same, I append herewith andinvite your {°° pay S08, S88 | 3, 987 “1 
attention to a carefully prepared statement of the production, area, and | 480 153.252°795 6.011.419 
value of the corn crop from 1871 to 1883, inclusive, following which is | 155! 77 | 7; 945, 784 
a table showing our exports and value of corn and corn-meal for said | A ee 
years, and a corresponding one of wheat. ae ee 
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When, sir, we consider the growth of this one commodity in our diver- 
sified farming, are we not irresistibly driven to the conclusion that it 
? In thirteen calendar years the area of the corn crop has 
increased 34,000,000 acres, in round numbers,and doubling in 1883 the 
in cultivation in 1871, with acorresponding increase in the yield 
and also in the value. The export of corn and corn-meal is a great 
source of revenue to our people, running as high in value as $54,279,604 
in the year 1880. In addition to this source of accumulative wealth 
derived from agriculture alone, there was sown in 1882 18,494,691 acres 
in oats, yielding an average of 26.4 bushels per acre, and amounting in 


value to $182,978, 022 


is marvelous 


area 


The succeeding statistics give an idea of the exports of preserved 
meats, pork products, and fresh beef. They disclose that we annually 
derive an immense revenue from these various sources, and convey 
intelligence of the enormous value of our home productions. When 
it is considered, furthermore, that in addition to these exports we daily 
feed over 50,000,000 people, there is nothing more wonderful in the ad- 
vance of any people in the *‘ wealth of nations.’ 


Preserve d meats. 

















Comntns® So Sie | ae 1880 1881, 1882, 1883. 
exported 
England $5,344,791 $5,682,385 $4,363,237 | $2,702,264 $3, 018, 439 
Scotland 906, 260 961, 010 719, 356 750, 967 658, 994 
sritish West Indies 
and Honduras 66, 949 76, 201 52, 413 35, M4 28, 026 
Germany 402. 999 389, 823 291, 846 179, 681 139, 434 
France 86, 976 150, 810 83, 091 14, 296 26, 606 
Belgium 72, 381 74, 643 55, 633 68, 307 30,594 
Cuba sy, 239 17, 396 5, 903 11, 164 4,579 
Other countries 291,813 574, 932 400, O78 445, 972 672, 230 
Total 7, 311, 408 7, 877, 200 5, 971, 557 4, 208, 608 4, 578, 902 
Exports of pork products. 
Bacon and hams Pork. Lard. 
Years 
Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity Value 
Pounds Dollars Pounds. Dollars Pounds Dollars 
187 35, 381, 737 022.137 | 64,147,461 5,007,035 | 230,534, 207 21, 245, 815 
isv4 17,405,405 33,383,908 70,482,379 5,808,712 | 205,527,471 19, 308, 019 
1875 200, 236.49 28.612.613 56.152.334 5.671.49% 166.869.3983 22, 900, 522 
187 27, 730, 172 9.604.456 54,195,118 5,744,022 168, 405, 839 22, 429, 485 
IST] 1m) 7, l4e 49.512.412 69,671,894 6,296,414 234,741,233 25, 562, 665 
1s; 992,814,351 51,752,068 71,889,255 4,913, 657 42. 766, 24 30, 022, 138 
1879 732, 249, 57€ 8, 074,45 84.401.676 4,807,568 22. 856. 673 
}s~ 759.773. 109 %). G87. 623 6, 049. 780 5 930. 252 7 
Iss] 746, 944,545 61,161,205 107,928,086 8,272,285 
1S. {os pai 40 4¢ 675 774 ~~) 447 1h 7 21 rr) 
Iss 40, 258, 670 8.155.952 62,116,302 6,192,268 
Ex} yris of fresh heef. 
Years England Scotland France Total ex- 
ports. 
Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds 
1877 9, 906, 940 ° 394. 150 49. 210. 990 
1878 44. 800. 369 8 746.100 487. 690 M. 046 l 
1879 46, 962, 039 5, 50, 930 1, 039, 941 54, 025, 832 
1880 ; 70, 524, 881 13, 930, 000 84,717,194 
188] 81,637,577 21,714,900 106, 004, 812 
1882 . 49,672,848 15.700.003 69. 586. 466 
1883 : 54,279,542 24.791, 300 81, 064, 373 


The aggregated value of property intimately connected with farming 

and its results sums a grand total which staggers credulity. Investi- 
gation astonishes us at the results. Mr. Chairman, upon other products, 
with the statistics of which I will not weary the patience of this House, 
we find a corresponding increase. Taken all together, it makes a show- 
ing that is calculated to inspire confidence and excite exultation in 
every American heart and beget a desire that this bill should pass. For 
instance, we export annually,or did in 1883,the following articles of the 
value stated: 
Agricultural implements, .............scccesssseeses oie poesia ee 
Animals, living ; 10, 833, 635 
Bread and breadstuffs , — 207, 853, 021 
Cotton and cotton manufactures... . 258,586,044 
Tobacco, and manufactures of. 22, 095, 229 
Wool and carpets, &c aokane 388, 328 
Leather,and manufactures of 


8, 033, 81S 
Mineral oil 44,913, 079 





These are given as some of the more important exportations, and 
do not include many articles. The cotton crop alone, which is prin- 
cipally confined to ten of the Southern States, amounted to 6,957,000 
bales in 1882, with an average weight of bales of 474.38 pounds. The 
acreage in cultivation was 16,276,691 acres, and the value of. the crop 
$309,696,500. In 1883 the acreage was 16,777,993, and the production 
6,014,220 bales, of an average weight of 489.95 pounds. 
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This being the case, in view of the partial array of figures and re 
sults, the great importance of the subject, the wealth involved, the 
millions in interest, why should we further pursue a parsimonious 
policy toward these diversified branches of our industry? Why throw 
obstacles in the way? Rather take off the brakes, let on the light 
apply the steam, and tender every inducement and encouragement in 
the way of conciliatory legislation that will conduce to scientific, prac 
tical agriculture. Let the Government extend its aid for the enlight 
enment of our race, the advancement of our national interests, the de- 
velopment of our resources, by a deservedly earned recognition; let 
improved methods be adopted, experiments tested, and every applianc« 
and facility afforded commensurate with the imperative demands of the 
great body of our population. 

Conventions of farmers are being held in every section, and they ear- 
nestly request necessary legislation and proper recognition, at least in 
proportion to the amount they contribute to the support of the Govern- 
ment and its wealth and greatness. 

We should emulate the suggestions of the great Webster and “‘ strive 
to attain an enlightened agriculture.’’ He characterized it as ‘‘ the 
basis of all national wealth.’’ It has been and is approved by the most 
accomplished political economists of the world. The duty of Congress 
is to heed this growing request and to encourage our people to still 
grander achievements. Let it infuse a spirit of confidence that thei: 
chosen representatives will reflect their wishes when honestly ascer 
tained. Are we not their servants? Should we not fearlessly repre- 
sent them and insist upon the enactment of all laws conducive to the 
public weal? Thus we best promote their interest and the happiness 
of all our people. Agriculture is of primary importance, and as the 
Republic progresses and increases in population so does agriculture 
progress, and its successful development accelerates the power and 
growth of the country. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, everything legitimate and con 
stitutional should be accomplished that will tend to the enhancement 
of agriculture, manufactures, and internal commerce, and in doing so 
we but advance to, and attain that exalted destiny awaiting us in the 
future history of mankind. The costs attending the carrying into 
effect the provisions of this bill are insignificant. They can not b« 
objected to by the most chronic economists. Its failure to pass will 
demonstrate a want of true, genuine economy and exhibit a want ot 
exalted statesmanship. 

The existing arrangement of the bureau, which by its chief and sub- 
ordinates has proven its efficiency under present circumstances and 
paucity of allowances, comprises almost a sufficiency of officers, who 
are salaried, to perform the routine duties, could be retained in the 
department if it were enlarged, and with but a small outlay of addi- 
tional expense the proposed legislation would be a success. 

In addition to the duties at present incumbent and sought to be at- 
tached to this department, the secretary should be required to keep 
thoroughly posted as to the production, acreage, yield, and the market 
value of all articles and commodities of agricultural production and 
domestic commerce, with the necessary costs, including transportation, 
and to inform the country in regard to the same. 

His duties should be enlarged and made to include several of those 

| connected with the Treasury and Interior Departments, such as Com- 
missioner of Railroads, geological surveys, Light-House Board, the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and others I shall notnow enumerate. They are 
in no wise akin to the finances of the Government, but in their appar- 
ently neglected condition, are simply orphans under the wardship of 
these several bureaus. 

I would, Mr. Chairman, remove every clog that retards progress, and 
concentrate agriculture, manufactures, internal commerce, animal in- 
dustries, and every interest connected with them in one general depart- 
ment, with the hope that its national importance would be justified. 
Let it be fully equipped for all practical purposes and scientific experi- 
ments. The valueof the statistician to the agriculturists can not be es- 
timated. 

Instead of instrumental agencies being applied in elevating agricult- 
ure and increasing its productions, under the policy of our laws and the 
effect of legislation, this interest of primary importance has been rele- 
gated to the rear and in a measure loaded down. Its degradation is at- 
tempted by neglect, while it should be honored and dignified by appro- 
priate legislative enactments. What presents a more inviting field to 
the young and buoyant just entering man’s estate than that of a farm, 
the raising of the different crops, the waving wheat, luxuriant corn, the 
meadow and theclover-fields, the fleecy staple as it hangs frem the cotton- 
boll, fruits, flowers, and the raising of fine stock ? 
independence surrounding such a life, supplemented with comfort and 
an appreciable absence of the vexations attending other business avoca- 
tions. 

With the coming and going of the propitious seasons he plants and 
sows, reapsand gathers hiscrops. His fertile fields, well cultivated with 
improved implements, yields a golden harvest; his stock increases; he 
has a surplus over the requirements ef necessity which is marketable. 
Hisis an honest calling; hesleeps soundly, knowing that his abundance 
has been acquired by honest exertion, and not at the sacrifice of an- 
other's interest, and that with the strength and intellect God has given 
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him he can succeed. This independence, this comfortable, happy life, 
should be encouraged ; but instead of ennobling this pursuit, legislation 
has burdened it with a tax of 40 per cent. of all the products raised, by 
unjust discriminations against them, thus deterring men from these 
pursuits, and hence the professions, manufactures, and trades draw 
largely trom the genius and ability of our people, because these hold 
out inducements for a greater revenue. 

The failure of the Government to regulate transportation as between 
the States, leaves the farmers in the shipment and marketing of the'r 
products at the mercy and conscience of railroad corporations that have 
fattened and grown rich from the sweat of the faces of the laboring 
millions. These mammoth monopolies that are enslaving the people 
and demanding tribute to their increasing potency, have amassed their 
opulence from the labor, skill, and industry of the farmers. They are 
an organized body who extort from him a large per cent. of his earn- 
ings. With the fund so wrung from enterprising labor they procure 
their emissaries, agents, and attorneys to infest the State and national 
capital as lobbyists, to shape and control legislation in their interest, 
and to the great detriment of the industries of the country. 

Thus the chains are forged and braided still closer, and they thrive 
upon the unconscionable exactions made in their exorbitant tariff of 
charges. They clamor for more stringent laws. 

It is, therefore, Mr. Chairman, high time to organize the agricultural 
interests as against the tyranny and exactions of capital that has here- 
tofore secured such discriminations against them. 

I have had the pleasure recently of reading the eloquent, admirable, 
and statesmanlike address of Senator VANCE, of North Carolina, to 
the convention of the National Agricultural Association on ‘‘ The farmer 
and politics,’? in which he truthfully states that ‘‘ every interest in 
America comes to Washington to influence legislation except the agri- 
cultural. The ‘ business interests’ are as regularly and conspicuously 
on hand as the representatives of foreign nations, and forty times more 
importunate.”’ 

He further truthfully asserts that it is a fact worth noting that ‘‘ of 
all the colossal fortunes owned by so many American citizens not one 
has been made by agriculture. All have come by some of the other 
pursuits. Many thousands of them are made yearly by handling the 
farmer’s products, but not one by the farmer himself. Every man 
who touches his productions makes more clear profit thereby than did 
he in coaxing them from the earth.’’ 

Isitany wonder, Mr. Chairman, that agriculturists are awake to their 
interest and protesting against a further continuance of this extraordi- 
nary course pursued, whereby, as Senator VANCE alleges, ‘‘one country 
merchant absorbs the profits of a hundred farmers, one in a great city 
will absorb the clear earnings of a thousand; one railroad line will con- 
sume the net proceeds of a province?’’ 

Under the laxity of our’penal code and elasticity of statutory pro- 
visions, in the ordinary course of trade ‘‘ corners’’ are organized, capi- 
tal concentrated, **‘ bucket shops’’ and legalized corporations are es- 
tablished in the great centers of trade, and these preside in judgment 
upon the prices of all commodities and ‘‘ bull and bear’’ the market as 
their interests dictate as to prices, which robs the agricuiturists often of 
the value of his products, to the manifest detriment of labor. 

These corporations control and fix prices. They regulate the same, 
not by the natural law of supply and demand, but by the power and 
potency of organized money, which thrives upon the losses and at the 
expense and misfortune of the labor and industry of others. 

Salutary laws should be enacted to prohibit and bridle such power 
and its reprehensible abuse. Buyer and seller should be brought closer 
upon a common level, without intervening hinderancesas to fair and re- 
munerative prices. Labor should not be shackled in the ordinary chan- 
nels of trade. We find that as soon as the rich products of the soil, 
the hard-earned fruits of honest exertion, pass from the control of the 
farmer and are clutched in the grasp of concentrated capital, prices tem- 
porarily fluctuate and finally advance, and a margin is the result. 
Princely fortunes are thus made by greedy speculators who had no 
agency in the production of the commodity, while labor invariably 
loses. Indeed, capital makes more clear profits out of the agricultural 
products than does the producer. If legislation tolerates longer these 
abuses and they go on unrestrained and unbridled, and Congress disre- 
gards the rights and warnings of the people, these corporations will 

soon have complete mastery of our agricultural, manufacturing, and 
other material interests. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, this I insist is a forcible argument for the 
passage of this bill, to prevent the abuse of privileges. Weshould call 
a halt before these monopolists and magnates assume supreme control 
and own the property of the country, and the people so materially re- 
duced. Provide for a secretary who will watch with jealous solicitude 
the wants of this department, and who wili recommend needed legisla- 


tion to circumvent the evils complained of, and by advisory means, if 


no other, aid in protecting the agricultural, manufacturing, mining, and 
commercial interests of the States. 

Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the House, 
and hope in charity I shall be pardoned if State pride induces me to 
refer particularly to my own native and beloved State of Tennessee, and 
the interest her people have in the passage of this measure. She is in- 
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terested in the progress which she herself has made and is making, and 
her present status and relation as to agricultural pursuits and products 
in the sisterhood of States. During the late civil conflict her soil was 
pressed by the martial tread of hostile armies. It was reddened by the 
blood of her own and the sons of other States. Great battles were fought 
within her borders and millions of property destroyed and emancipated. 
Her farms were neglected and dilapidated, furnaces idle and shops 
closed. Towns and cities were burned and almost annihilated; stock 
killed or driven away, the character of labor changed, and general bank- 
ruptcy and threatened ruin stared her brave people in the face. A 
gloomy pall brooded o’er her destiny. The energies of her people were 
temporarily paralyzed. With bowed heads and saddened hearts they 
mourned the loss of their slain sons, comrades, and friends, as they beheld 
the shattered remnants of prosperity, and looked upon their houseless 
chimneys and the charred ruins of once happy and comfortable homes 
as they stood the stern and bleak sentinels of uncivilized war. But her 
population was composed of brave men and noble women, and with a 
new resolution and heroic determination they looked not behind them 


| to brood in memory over the disconsolations and defeats of the past 


They could not be subdued by former discomfitures and irreparabk 
losses. They went forward in the march of progress to the attainment 
of their former prosperity. 

To-day, sir, Tennessee stands unparalleled, and history fails to record 
an instance where a people have recovered from financial embarrass 
ment more rapidly. Homes have been rebuilt, houses remodeled and 


| beautified, and farms, reclaimed and refenced, are now yielding abund 


ant crops. Evidences of improvement areseen in every direction. The 
skill, energy, and industry of her people have accomplished much; 


and, with a commendable reverence for the motto, ‘‘ Agriculture and 


Commerce,’’ engraven upon her great seal, her population of 1,542,359 
souls have devoted themselves to agriculture, and their efforts and in- 
vestments have been rewarded. To-day we find the Volunteer State, 
God bless her! standing in the line of agricultural achievements among 
the first States of the Federal Union. She owes this to the indomitable 
energy of her people, to a generous, productive soil, and a genial cl 
mate, adapted to the cultivation and growth of a diversity of products 

From the recently published census reports we find that Tennessee 
yields annually the following: 


Indian corn......... nia weil ‘ bushels 62.764, 429 
Wheat sade ..... bushels 7, 341 } 
Oats. ; baa ° bushels 4, 722, 190 
Rye pecauhen om — ‘ : bushels 156, 419 
Buck weat encdiicamune hema bushels 83. 434 
Cotton...... a psmeelinenl siinalivene - bales 30, 44 
Tobacco (of the value of $1,538,757)......... 7 pounds 99 365. 052 
Her farm animals consist of— 
Number, Value 

Horses...... iebshihaansgcsieaesieia nde 272,764 | $19,569,913 
Mules..... punts 178, 191 13, 825, S40 
Milch cows nie , a 313, 742 7,379, 212 
Oxen and other cattle . ssninthenetinienaanadee 466, O84 7,802, 24 
Sheep .. ° re a - 655, 214 1,172,8 

Hogs ..... . ‘ is : ‘ 2, 127, 966 8, 863, 618 


The area of the farms cultivated in Tennessee is 20,666,915 acres, of the 
value of $206,749,837. Add to the foregoing summary her interest in 
vested in other live-stock and the income from other productions, fruits, 

| and vegetables, incident to her varied farming, andan array of tacts are 
presented which are truly astonishing. 

Tennesseeans are anxious and eager for a thorough organization of 
their farmers intoassociations. They assemble and dispassionately dis 
cuss scientific agriculture, the improved methods, the adaptability of her 
soil to different products, and the necessary reformation in the system, 
machinery, and implements in the cultivation of the various crops. 

A commendable zeal is manifesied by her chief executive and com 
missioner in giving all the aid in their power, and their efforts have 
been attended with signal success. The raising of stock is encouraged, 
and our annual fairs are an evidence of the triumph in this interest 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the great agricultural interests 
of my State, I shall vote for this bill with a consciousness that I am in 
accord with the desires of my fellow-citizens, and because I think it 
eminently right. 

I hope to see the day, not far distant, when extravagant expenditures 
will be cut down, appropriations reduced to an economic standard, and 
an amount sufficient, which is economy, devoted to the promotion of 
the industrial pursuits of the land. While this class of our fellow-citi- 
zens pay largely over one-half the expenses of the Government, State 
and national, the amount heretofore appropriated the Department has 

| been quite too small to meet its great and urgent demands. 

Legislative aid has been invoked and exorbitant sums expended, 
special privileges granted to nearly every business interest but that ot 
agriculture. Lands have been granted by the millions of acres in the 
construction of railways, public thoroughfares, and improvements, and 
they have had the fostering hand of the Government extended them and 
the gracious benefit of legislation. 
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Public and private corporations, banks, and all kinds of colossal 
monopolies have had indulgences, and many questionable and disrepu- 
table jobs have passed Congress under the guiding hand of their mon- 
eyed friends and lobbyists, while the all-important agricultural interests 
have hitherto failed to receive the recognition it demands. We havea 
plethoric treasury with millions of surplus, and can afford the appropria- 
tion of a sufficiency to successfully carry on this department. 

I rejoice, Mr. Chairman, tosee the agriculturists uniting. Theirnum- | 
ber is large, influence great, and aggregated wealth vast. It will be 
potent, as they demonstrate that they can and will play a pre-eminent 
part in the political arena. I thank the House for the indulgence so 
pene rously extended me 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a few 
suggestions concerning some of the features of this bill 

[t will be noticed that under the division of ‘‘ agricultural statistics ”’ 
it is proposed to appropriate about $134,000. I have every reason to 
suppose that the work of gathering these statistics is carefully done, and 
I know personally that the results of the work are eagerly sought by the | 
farmers. Every day’s mail furnishes me ample evidence of that fact 
I only wish that I could supply a quarter of the demand which exists 
in my large and populous district for the booksand the seeds furnished 
} Department of Agriculture 

vhich I have to make will be in the line of making 
this appropriation of the greatest use to the greatest number. We do 
not pay out this large sum of money simply that the Commissioner and | 
his corps of assistants may gather up facts and figures and experience | 
for future us We payit out to obtain the best fruits of their labors in 
order that the entire community may also enjoy their benefits. In the 
past the annual reports on agriculture have been principally the means | 
ging the labors of the department to public attention. Those | 
reports no doubt serve a good purpose, and should probably be contin- 
ued; but they reach only a small proportion of those who would gladly 
obtain them 

I wish to call attention to these smaller monthly reports, one of which 
I now holdin my hand. They have never been widely distributed and 
their usefulness is not so generally known 

During the past year I have taken occasion to examine them, and | 
know that they treat of subjects which are of vital importance to every 
farmer in this country. They are filled with useful facts concerning 
the best methods of cultivating and producing various crops—concern- 
ing the acreage of crops at the East and at the West. One I notice is 
a report upon the numbers and values of farm animals. Others relate 
to the success or failure of different crops in different sections in this 
country and in Europe. Under the provisions of law each one contains a 
statement of the freight rates upon different railroads. Every one of 


Che suggestions 


oft brin 
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| to expend these large sums of money in this manner. 


| ating public money 


these little cheap reports contains information which would be wel- | 


comed in the home of every reading, intelligent farmer who speaks the 
English language. My suggestion is that these little reports, which if 
printed in large quantities would cost only a few cents each, should be 
so generally circulated as to thoroughly disseminate whatever the De- 
partment of Agriculture may gather that is worth knowing. In this 
way the public will have the benefit of the $134,000 appropriated for 
their good 

It is true, sir, I have noticed in some of these reports that the Com- 
missioner mixes heresy with his facts. The Commissioner would per- 
haps be more than mortal if he should entirely forget politics and the 
beauties of a protective tariff. But I am willing to leave it to the hard 
sense of the farmers to settle their own theories. I would like to have 
them given the facts and figures which these reports contain, and they 
can separate the chaff from the wheat. Now, there is only one objec- 
tion which can be urged to the generous printing and circulation of 
these reports, and that is the matter of expense. I examined last eve- 
ning the last report of the Public Printer to ascertain what information 
I could give the House upon that subject. There is no reference to 


these reports, but 1 did find reference to other matters in which I be- | 


came interested, and which will be of interest to the gentlemen of this 
House. That report convinces me that either we are amply able to 
print and circulate very widely these little pamphlets and other inex- 
pensive documents, or else that our system of public printing is waste- 
ful and prodigal in the extreme 

(nd in passing allow me to say that in my judgment if this same 
report of the Public Printer were to be placed in the hands of every 
one of our constituents there would be an overhauling of this busi- 
ness of public printing very soon after the next election 

Let me call attention to a few of the more conspicuous of these ex- 
pen litures 

rhe printing of the second annual report of the director of the Bureau 
of Ethnolog The third annual report costs the same 
rom ‘page 28 of the report of the Public Printer it will be seen that 
the printing of the works just referred to, together with that of other 
works on ethnology, is estimated to cost the little sum of $140,600 

low deeply our constituents are interested in this subject of ethnol- 
ogy I have not had time to ascertain, nor do I know how many of them 
have ever had the honor of seeing or admiring these expensive volumes 
for which they have all contributed to pay 


costs S34.500 


\ 1, the printing of the final report of the Geological Survey, vol- 
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ume 3, cost $44,235. Of this there were 6,100 copies, costing more than 
$7 per copy. It seems that the expense of printing the Geological Sur- 
veys enumerated in this report of the Public Printer amounts to about 
$110,000. I regard this expenditure as less open to criticism than any 
which I shall refer to, and yet I very much doubt whether the public 


| generally will believe it necessary to expend so great a sum in this di- 


rection. Ithas cost also about $40,000 to print the History and the Geol- 
ogy of the Comstock Lode. Whether these publications were more 
valuable as contributions to science or as an advertisement of the Com 
stock lode Iam unable to say. The printing of one of them cost more 
than $7 percopy; and if those copies have been distributed it has been 


| about in the ratio of one to each 11,000 of our people. 


\ little farther on in the report appears a statement of the cost of 
printing Hayden's twelfth annual report. Of this there were 11,900 
copies, which cost $103,802, or more than $8 per copy. It ought to 
be a valuable work. The Public Printer tells us that the engraving 
and lithographing alone cost $63,470. Perhaps one citizen in each 5,000 
is its favored possessor. But it must not be forgotten that every tax- 
payer who follows the plow, or who is a wage-worker in the shop or the 
manufactory for his daily bread, pays his share of this expense. 

I doubt, sir, if it is quite consonant with the spirit of our institutions 
I am confident 
that whatever may be valuable in these publications might have been 
preserved, and might have been far more widely disseminated than it 
has, by an expenditure of one-quarter of the money which they have 
cost. Ifsome one had the time and inclination it might be an interest- 
ing pursuit to trace out the history of these rare volumes, to see where 
they go and whose property they become. But this is a subject ove! 
which the tax-payer can meditate to his heart’s content. 

There may be some defense for a part of the expenditures to which 
I have alluded. But I now come to another class of publications for 
which I assert there is no justification whatever. I find there is re 
ported an expenditure of about $40,000 for the printing of eulogies in 
honor of deceased Senators and Members of the Forty-seventh Congress 


| This is a custom which should either be abandoned or extended. If it 
| is a wise and judicious expenditure of the public moneys, it should not 


be confined alone to those whose associates have the power of appropri- 
If the practice is to exist at all, there is every 
reason that these eulogies should also extend to those not members of 
Congress who have been distinguished in public life. A little more 
than a year ago a distinguished citizen of Wisconsin and of this Repub- 
lic passed away. He had been for nearly twenty years a Senator of the 
United States. He had rendered his country eminent service abroad. 
At the time of his death he was a Cabinet officer I have not heard that 
Congress caused eulogies to be printed in his honor at public expense 
He needed no such eulogies. His long, eminent, and unsullied public 
career was eulogy enough. The same may. be said of every distiguished 
man, whether in public or in private life. 

It may be gratifying to members of Congress to pay this tribute to 
the memory of their associates. But that isnot the only consideration. 
If the public moneys were our own we could use them in a thousand 
ways in paying graceful tributes to thousands of worthy men. 

I am satisfied that the public would not if they fully understood it 
approve the expenditure which this custom now involves. 

I might allude to other expenditures in the public printing which if 
generally known would, I have no doubt, attract attention. Perhaps 
some of the otheritems are even more open to criticism than those which 
have been mentioned. 

What I have said is in no partisan spirit and with no intention to do 
injustice to any man; therefore it should perhaps be said that the Pub- 
lic Printer is not responsible for the incurring of these expenditures. 
The last Congress was responsible. We of this Congress will also be re- 
sponsible if we continue them. 

Nor have I called attention to these abuses 
abuses 


for I believe them to be 
with any intention of discouraging the printing of such docu- 
ments as are required by a proper regard for the public good. The Gov- 
ernment properly has its bureaus of statistics. Citizens willingly pay 
their money to support them. Nor would they begrudge the money 
which should be expended in printing and giving these statistics wide 
and generous circulation. 

The money expended in printing one of the books to which I have 
referred would have printed millions of these little pamphlets which 
contain information that every intelligent farmer would be eager to 
obtain. There are sent to each member of Congress four or five of these 
little reports each month for distribution; the past month I received five 
This would be perhaps one for each 30,000 of my constituents. In my 
judgment $200,000 of these expenditures reported by the Public Printer 
were unnecessary. That sum of money could have been expended in 
printing less expensive documents, which could have been generally 
distributed among all classes of people, rich and poor alike. I have 
referred more particularly to agricultural reports because this bill in 
part relates tothose. But what has been said concerning these is equally 
true of other publications which are and might be printed by the Gov- 
ernment. The consular reports are filled with facts concerning the in- 
dustries and progress of other nations which would be gladly welcomed 
in almost every American home. 
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It must be borne in mind, too, that the massive volumes of census 
reports which are being prepared and published at great expense are 
not accessible to the masses. There could be printed statistical abstracts 
of these reports at comparatively small expense, abstracts which would 
contain the pith and substance of the larger reports, and which might 
take to the homes of the common people the information which their 
money has helped to collect. Those who have always enjoyed the ad- 
vantages of the great city libraries can have but little conception of the 
satisfaction which such books as I have mentioned would give to those 
whose lives are spent in their country homes. Half of my life has 
been spent upon a farm. I know that as a rule books which have 
merit and which go to a farmer’s home are appreciated, and they bear 
their fruit. 

My complaint is that the Government should appropriate toward 
this printing fund such magnificent sums for a favored few and sucha 
pittance for the masses. 

I would gladly see some of the money which has heretofore been dedi- 
cated to extravagance in public printing devoted to other purposes. 
We have many thousands of constituents who would gladly receive 
such documents as we could printand send without extravagance. They 
would not demand elegant bindings; they would not expect those mag- 
nificent engravings for which they have had to pay, but on which they 
have never gazed. 

These plain, inexpensive, but useful publications would bring to the 
farmer’s home information which would place him more nearly on a 
level with those of whom he buys and to whom he sells. They would 
dignify and sweeten the laborer’s toil. They would give the honest 
ambition of his boys and girls something on which to feed. 

[ask not greater expenditures, but expenditures so directed as to 
instruct and please an infinitely greater number of men and women. 
The changes which I suggest may not come in a day, but I am confi- 
dent that the present system can not be of long duration. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CULLEN], a member of the committee reporting this bill. 

Mr. CULLEN. I have no intention of consuming the time of the 
Committee of the Whole in making a general speech on either politics, 
the tariff, or any other subject not connected with this agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. I do not propose to take any notice of the criticisms 
of the gentleman who has just taken his seat in regard to the extrava- 
gance and waste of money in the publication of the results of scien- 
tific research in the various departments of this great Government. 
I apprehend that no exception will be taken to the publications of the 
Agricultural Department on the ground that they do not furnish prac- 
tical information to the people most interested in that great industry. 

I rose only to say that having in committee gone through this bill 
and carefully considered all the items contained therein, I am satisfied 
in my own mind that it is a fair bill; that there are no extravagant 
items in it, and that there is nothing in it but what is necessary al 
proper in order to continue the work of that Department for the benetit 
and advantage of the people. 


there are some items that may perhaps be considered as too low. That, 
however, is only a question as to whether this Congress desires t 

greatly enlarge the labors of the Department or to keep it practically 
as it has been heretofore. 
Committee of the Whole may see proper to increase. 


tion of seeds, &c. The Committee on Agriculture thought it best t 


leave that item as it has been heretofore, at $75,000, notwithstanding 
The committee, however, 
are willing, if it shall be thought proper, that that item of appropria- | 
tion shall be increased to $100,000, the amount estimated for by the 


the increased membership of this House. 


Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Believing, then, that the bill is a fair one, that it will answer all tlk 


purposes and all the demands of the Agricultural Department, that the page 6, for the purpose of making an amendment to increase the 


appropriations contained in it are not so small in any respect as to crip 


ple the efficiency of that Department, and believing also that if any | jon. 


amendments shall be proposed they may be fairly and properly consid 
ered and the provisions of the bill explained under the five-minute rule 


I will not now take up any more time, but will yield to the gentleman 
in charge of the bill [Mr. DisgeELL] for any motion which he may think 


proper to submit. 
Mr. DIBRELL. I now ask consent that the Committee of the Whol 


proceed to the consideration of this bill by paragraphs under the five- 


minute rule. 
There was no objection. 
rhe Clerk began the reading of the bill, and read the following: 
a Entomological division : 
For compensation of entomologist, $2,500; one assistant entomologist, $1.4 
for assistants in entomological division, when necessary, $4,000; for inves. iga 
ing the history and habits of insects injurious to agriculture and horticulture 


experiments in ascertaining the best means of destroying them, for drawings, | th¢ 


and for chemicals and traveling and other expenses on the practical work « 
the entomological division, $20,000; in all, $27,900: Provided, That the amour 
expended for traveling expenses shall not exeeed $3 per day, inclusive of tran 
portation. 

Mr. DIBRELL. 


I am instructed by the Committee on Agricultur 





There are some items of appropriation | 
in this bill which are less in amount than the estimates called for; 


There are some items in this bill which this 
I refer more par- 
ticularly to that item of appropriation for the purchase and distribu- 
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to move to amend the proviso in the paragraph last read sod thatit will 
read as follows: 


_ Provided, That the amount expended for such assistants, when making inves- 
tigations, shall not exceed $3 per day, exclusive of transportation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following : 
Seed division: 

For compensation of chief of seed division, $1,800; one superintendent of seed- 
room, $1,200; four clerks, at $1,000 each, $4,000; one clerk, at $840; for the pur- 
chase and propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of seeds, trees, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expenses of putting up the same, to be 
distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $75,000. An equal propo 
of two-thirds of all plants, seeds, cuttings,vines, and shrubs shall, up: 


t 








quest, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution among their constituents, or shall, by their direction, be sent to 
their constituents: Provided, Thatall seeds, plants, and cuttings herein allotted 
to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution remain- 


ing uncalled for at the end of the fiscal year shall be distributed by the C 
sioner of Agriculture: And provided also, That the Commissioner shall 1 





as provided in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased m 
whom purchased, and the daie of purchase. Butnothing inthis paragraph s! 

be construed to prevent the Commissioner of Agriculture from sending flower, 
garden, and other seeds to those who apply for the same. And the at int 
herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose but for 
the purchase, propagation, and distribution of improved vegetable seeds, plants, 
cuttings, and vines: But provided, however, That the Commissioner shail not dis 
tribute to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely nfit forthe 
climate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so thit each 
member may have seeds of equal value,as nearas may be, and the best adapted 
to the locality he represents; in all, $82,340 


|} Mr. VANCE. I move to amend the paragraph just read so as to in- 
| crease the amount for the purchase, propagation, and distribution ot 
seeds, &c., from $75,000 to $100,000. I think the amount here proposed 
for seeds and cuttings, $75,000, is not suflicient 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 1 will state, for the information of the 
committee and of the gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. VANCE] 
|} submitting the amendment, that the sum named in this bill for this 
purpose, $75,000, is the same in amount as that which has been appro- 
priated from year to year for the past three or four years. There was 
a difference of opinion in the Committee on Agriculture as to whether 
or not the amount should be increased in consideration of the increased 
membership of the House and of the area of territory over which these 
seeds are to be distributed. It was agreed by the commiitiee that if a 
motion was made in Committee of the Whole to increase this sum they 
would not raise the point of order upon it, but permit the question to 
be determined by the Con#nittee of the Whole 
I will say further, for the information of members, that I have been 
| informed by the chief clerk of the Agricultural Department, who has 
| charge of this seed division, that 3100,000 worth oft seeds can he dis- 
tributed for about the same cost that is required to distribute $75,000 
worth; in other words, that the machinery of the Department as now 
arranged, with perhaps a very small increase, will enable them to dis 


tribute $100,000 worth of seeds at about the same expense that it now 


costs them to distribute $75,000 worth. I hope we may have a vote 
promptly on the amendment. 
Mr. DIBRELL. I will state that the subcommittee preparing this 
bill inserted the amount asked for by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
) Mr. VANCE. How much was that? 
Mr. DIBRELL. Seventy-tive thousand dollars. As there seems to 


be a disposition to increase the amount, I will not object. 

Mr. VANCE. 
unnecessarily. I really think that $100,000 for seeds is a very small 
) | amount for the purpose, and | hope that the friends of the bill on both 


I do not wish to occupy the time ot the committee 


sides of the House will give us that amount. 
The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. VANCE; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 88, noes 13. 
So (no further count being called for) the amendment was agreed to 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill 


, Mr. DIBRELL. I ask 


unanimous consent to go back to 


- | gregate appropriation in that paragraph, which relates to ‘‘seed div 
” from $82,840 to $107,840. This increase is necessary by reason 


of the amendment making an Increase of $25,000 in the amount ap 


pro 
» | priated for the purchase and distribution of seeds o 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that amendment will be 
made. 
There being no objection, the bill was amended according]) 
e Mr. DIBRELL. I move that the committee now rise and report the 


bill to the House, with the amendments. 
Mr. PETERS. 
of line 184. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 


I wish to offer an amendment to come in at the close 


We have passed that. 


Mr. DIBRELL. I make a point of order on the amendment 
‘! Mr. PETERS. Then I will offer the amendment to come in at the 
» | close of the bill, though it would probably come in more properly at 


end of the first section. 
7 Mr. DIBRELL. I make the point of order that the bill has been 
s- | completed and a motion made that the committee rise 

Mi PETERS I rose and obtained, I believe, th« recognition ol the 
e | Chair before that motion was made. 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
proposes to offer an amendment to a paragraph that has been passed. 
Under the rules that amendment is not in order. I make the pointof | 
order against it 

Mr. PETERS 
the bill 

Mr. DIBRELL 
\ MEMBER 


I will offer the amendment to come in at the end of 


Then it is not germane. 
How do you know that till the amendment has been 


The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment sent to the desk by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] will be read 
The Clerk read as follows 
Add to the bill the following 
reclamation of arid and waste lands 


Si 3. For locating and sinkingartesian wells, witha view to reclaiming arid 
and waste public lands, in the State of Kansas, $10,000; to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That no part of this sum 
shall be expended in experiments upon the lands of individuals or corporations, 
but only uy th ands belonging to the United States.” 


Ir. PETERS I offer that, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make a point of order that this amend- 
mel! ; new legislation and increases expenditures. 


t 
Mr. PETERS I hope the gentleman will reserve his point of order 
long enough to allow me to make a statement. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have no objection to permitting the 
gentleman to make a statement for a minute or two 
Mr. CULLEN [I desire to give notice that if the amendment be 
entertained, I propose to move to amend it by striking out ‘* Kansas ’”’ 


‘* Colorado That is where they are working now. 
Mr. PETERS Mr. Chairman—— 
ir. AIKEN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether upon a bill making appropriations for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment it 1s legitimate to introduce a provision requiring an appropriation 
ot money to be expende d by the Secre tary ol the Interior ? 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The Secretary of the Interior, I believe, has charge 
of the Bureau of Agriculture 

Mr. HLATCH, of Missouri No, sir; he has nothing to do with it. I 
insist « my point ol order. 

The CHAIRMAN Che point of order is well taken 
Mr. PETERS I wish to state this— 


I 
Mr. DIBRELL I move that the committee rise and report the bill 


to the House with the amendments 

Che motion was agreed to 

he committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BoYLE reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 


the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R 
5261) making appropriations for the Agricultural Department for the 
liscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, and with a recommendation that the bill be passed as amended. 

Mr. DIBRELL I move the previous question upon agreeing to the 
nendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House, and 


upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time 

Mr. PERKINS. IL rise to a parliamentary inquiry. After the pre- 
vious question is ordered, can a motion be entertained to amend one of 
the st ms or paragraphs 

The SPEAKER lhe previous question, if ordered, will cut off all 
amendments and all debate 

Mr. PERKINS Is it in order to make the motion now ? 

I SPEAKER It is not, pending the demand for the previous 


Mr. PERKINS. I would like to suggest the character of my amend- 
ment, so that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] may de- 
termine whether he will insist upon the previous question 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Let the amendment be read by the 
Ch it 

Mr. PERKINS The amendment I wish to offer is to strike out 
$25,000 as the amount of the appropriation for investigating infectious 
and contagious diseases of domestic animals, and to insert ** $50,000, 
o! much the of as may hk necessary ” 

Mr. DIBRELL. Idonot consent tothat amendment. I insist upon 
the previous question 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The House has already passed a bill on 
that subject; and if it passes the Senate, the gentleman’s amendment 
Willi DOU Me necessary 

Mr. PERKINS. I agree with the gentleman; but I am afraid it Will 
not pass the Senate 

The pre is question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time 

Mr. DIBRELL 
the bill 

The prey ious question was ordered. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri Chis being a general appropriation bill, 
I suppose the yeas and nays must be taken upon its passage. 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion, under the rules of the House, the yeas and nays must be taken. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
211, nays 0, not voting 111; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 


2 


fagley, 
tallentine, 
tarksdale, 
jayne, 
sisbee, 


Blanchard, 


I 
I 
I 
i 
I 


I 
I 
I 
I 


slount, 

soyle, 
srainerd, 
sreckinridge, 
sreitung, 
trewer, F. B. 
trewer, J. H 
srowne, T. M. 
grown, W. W. 
juckner, 
sudd 





YEAS—211. 


Everhart 
Evins, J. H, 
Fiedler 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
George 
CGrlascock 
Goff 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hancock 
Hardeman, 
Harmer 
Hart 
Hatch, W. H 
Haynes, 
Hemphill 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 


Libbey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Miichell, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 


APRIL 5, 


The question is, Shall the bill pass? On this ques- 


Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, C. R 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A 
Sumner, D. H 
Talbott, 
raylor, E. B 
Taylor, J. M 
Thompson, 


I demand the previous question on the passage of 


Caldwell Hepburn, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Calkins Herbert, Murray, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, G. W Mutchler, rurner, H.G 
Cannon Hiscock, Nelson, Turner, Oscar 
Carleton Hitt, Nicholls, Valentine, 
Chace Hoblitzell O Hara, Van Alstyne, 
Clardy Holman Paige, Vance, 

Clay Holmes, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Cobb Holton Patton Wait, 
Connolly Hopkins, Payson, Wakefield, 
Converse Horr, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Cosgrove Houk Peel, S. W. Weaver, 
Covington liouseman Perkins, Wellborn, 
Cox, S.8 Howey, Peters Weller, 

Cox, W. R Hunt, Poland Wemple, 
Culberson, D. B Hutchins Price, White, J. D 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, B. W Pryor White, Milo 
Cullen, Jones, J. H Pusey, Whiting, 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. K 


Randall, Wilkins, 





Dargan Jones, J. T Ranney, Williams, 
Davis, L. H Kasson Ray, G. W Willis, 
Dibble Keifer, Ray, Ossian Wilson, James 
Dibrell Kelley Reagan, Wilson, W. L. 
Dockery King, Reed, Winans, E. B. 
Dorsheimer Kleiner Reese, Winans, John 
Dowd Lacey, Riggs, Wise, G. D. 
Duncan Laird, Robertson, Woltord, 
Dunn Lanham Robinson, J.S Yaplk 
Fator Lawrence Robinson, W. E York 
Eldredge Le Fevre, Rockwell, Young 
Eliwood Lewis, Rogers, J. Hi 
NAYS—0 

NOT VOTING—1l11 
Adams, J. J Davis, G. R Jeffords, Rogers, W. F. 
Arnot Davis, R, T Johnson Russell, 
Barbour Deuster Jordan Scales, 
Bart Dingley, Kean, Seney 
Beach Dunham Kellogg Seymour 
Belford Elliott Ketcham Singleton 
Belmont Ellis Laml Skinner, T. G 
Bennett Ermentrout Lore, Slocum 
Bingham, Evans, I. N McAdoo, Smith, 
Blackburn Ferrell McKinley, Snyder 
Bland Follett MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Boutelle Foran, Miller, S. H. Stockslager, 
Bowen Funston Milliken, Stone 
Broadhead, Garrison Muller Struble 
Brumm Geddes Neece Taylor, J. D 
Buchanan Gibson Nutting Thomas, 
Burleigh Graves Oates lrownshend 
Burnes Green Ochiltree, rucker, 
Cabell Guenther O'Neill, Charles . Tully, 
Campbell, J. M Hammond O'Neill, J. J Van Eaton, 
: cone Hanback Payne, Ward, 
{ assidy H irdy, Peelle, 8. J Warner, A. J 
Clements Hatch, H. H Pettibone, Washburn, 
Collins Hewitt, A. S Phelps, Wise, J. 8 
Cook, Hill Post, Wood 
Crisp, Hooper Potter, Woodward, 
Curtin Hurd, Rankin W orthington 
Davidson, James, Rice, 


So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Until further notice, as follows: 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. WEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. Fo.Luetrt with Mr. DAvis, of Ohio. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

| Mr. SCALES with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

| Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRUMM. 

| Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. STRUBLE. 
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Mr. LAMB with Mr. RICE. 
Mr. Post with Mr. EVANS. 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. OCHILTREE. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 
Until April 8, as follows: 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN. 
Mr. SENEY with Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. J. S. WISE. 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RussELL. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. STEELE. | 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. LORE with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

For this day as follows : 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. McCoIpb. 

Mr. VAN EATON with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. FERRELL with Mr. JEFFORDs. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. I have voted, not regarding this as a political ques- 
tion. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISSUE OF CLOTHING, COMPANY K, FIRST UNITED STATES INFANTRY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report of the proceedings of a board of survey con- 
vened at Whipple Barracks, Arizona, recommending the passage by 
Congress of a bill authorizing the issue of clothing to enlisted men of 
Company K, First United States Infantry, in lieu of clothing destroyed 
by fire; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

FORFEITURE OF 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged motion. 
I move to take from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 181 
forfeited certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a railroad 
in Oregon, and toenforce the same by judicial proceedings, reported trom 


the Committee on the Public Lands, and put the same upon its pas 


A LAND GRANT IN OREGON, 


to declare 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read. It is as follows 


Be ite nected by the Senate and House of Rep esentatives of the United States of Ame 
Congress assembled, That all lands granted by chapter 69, page 94,16 Stat 

utes at Large, approved May 4, A. D. i870, entitled “‘An act granting lands to 

d in the construction of a railroad and tel aph line from Portland to Astoria 
md McMinnville, in the State of Oregon and all rights, titles, and privileges 
is to any of the public lands granted or conferred by, through, or under said act 
be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited and determined; that all of said lands 
he restored to the public domain and made subject tosale and settlement under 
existing laws of the United States [and the Attorney-General is hereby instructed 
to enforce the provisions hereof by proper judicial proceedings In case any of 
the lands embraced within the termsof this act, to which the said railroad 
pany or its successor would have been entitled had the said road been i 
structed as provided in the act making the grant, have been sold by either of saic 
companies prior to January 1, 1884, the party or person so purchasin 
lands shall have the right to the lands so purchased upon making 
fact of such purchase at the local land office of the district where said land may 
be located: Provided, That all unpaid purchase-money on such sales shall be 
paid to the United States, through the receiver of public moneys at the proper 
jand office; and upon proof as above, and payment of such unpaid balance, it 
any, within twelve months of the passage of this act, patents shall issue to t! 
parties entitled thereto for the land 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to declare forfeiture of certain lands 
granted to aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read the third time. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would like to be heard upon this question 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire that the report may be read in connection 
with the bill, which will be the argument upon which I shal! ask the 
passage of the bill. 

rhe report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Payson, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the follow- 
ing report (to accompany bill H. R. 1s] 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred bill H. R. 18! 
having had the same under consideration, submit the follow t 

By the act of Congress approved May 4, 1870 (16 Statutes at Large, chap. 69), a 
grant of the public lands was made to aid the Oregon Central Railroad Company 
in constructing a railroad and telegraph line ‘from Portland to Astoria, and 
from 4 suitable point of junction near Forest Grove to the Yamhill River, neat 
MeMinnville, in the State of Oregon.”’ 

rhe grant was of the usual right of w iy. necessary lands for depots, side 
tracks, &c., and also the alternate sections, designated by odd numbers, nearest 
said road, to the amount of ten sections per mile on each side of the road; the 
act also made the usual provision for indemnity in case of prior sale or other dis 
position by the Government of the odd sections which otherwise would have 
passed to the company. 

Sectien 3 provides that whenever sections of twenty or more consecutive miles 
of the road and telegraph line should be completed the Secretary of the Interior 
should cause the same to be examin« d,and if properly constructed and equipped 
he should cause patents to issue to the « ompany for so much of the granted lands 
as should be adjacent to and conterminous with the completed sections 
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Section 5 provides that the company should, by mortgage or deed of trust, ap- 
propriate and set apart all the net proceeds of the granted lands as a sinking 
fund for the payment of the first-mortgage construction bonds of the co 
authorized by the act to be issued 

Section 6 is as follows 

* And be it further enacted, 





mpany 


Phat the said company shall file with the Secretary 
of the Interior its assent to this act within one year from the time of its passage 
and the foregoing grant is upon condition that said company shall complete a 
section of twenty or more milesof said railroad and tel graph within two years, 
and the entire railroad and telegraph within six years, from said date.” ~ 

Portland is distant from Astoria, inland, 117 miles 
Yamhill River near McMinnville is 27} 
road and its branch 144} miles. 

Before the expiration of the six years named in the act making the grant the 
company constructed a line of road from P l 


tland westwardly toward Forest 
Grove about 25 miles, and thence southwardly to the Yamhill River near Me 
Minnville about 27) miles, in all 47 


; miles of constructed road practically on the 
line of the road proposed in the grant 

The road as constructed, however, did not end at the Yambill River, but its 
construction was continued to the south, up the Willamette Valley to ¢ 
lis, and its construction still being proposed to be continued southwardly to the 
Oregon State line, to meet the system of railroads being built northward in Cal 
fornia to the State line by the Central Pacific Railroad Company 

Chis line of railroad being considered is now owned by the Oregon and Cal 
ifornia Railroad Company, whith lust company has absorbed the Oreg 


From Forest Grove tothe 
miles, making the whol 


length of the 








mm Central, 


} and succeeded to all its property rights and franchises in 1881, and all operated 


by the Oregon and Transcontinental Company under practically a pe 
lease. 

We quote from the brief of the counsel as to this succession by the California 
and Oregon Railroad Company to the rights of the Oregon Central 

‘The great purpose of the reorganization uniting the property and interests 
of the two organizations for the purpose of having a better basis of credit was 
to secure as speedy as possible the completion of the uncompleted portions of 
both roads, to wit, from Roseburg south toa connection with the Central Pacitie, 
which, on account of its greater inportance to all the people and the Govern 
ment, was to be first completed, if work on all could not progress at the same 
time, or in case funds to carry on both at the same time could not be raised, and 
then the line to Astoria.’ 

ro understand this fully it should be stated that the Oregon and California 
Company is claimed to be the successor of another Oregon Central R road 
Company which was organized in Oregon to receive a grant of public lands 
made by act of Congress, July 25, A. D. 1866 (14 Stats., p. 239), which grant was 
made to aid in the construction of a line of railroad from Portland south to the 


petual 








Oregon State line, to meet there a line of railroad being built thwardly by 
the Central Pacific Company, the two lines, the one in California and the one in 
Oregon, when united, to form a through line from Portland to San Francisco 
In Is80 the Oregon and California Company had its line constructed h to 
Roseburg, in Oregon, and the Central Pacific had its line built northward, in 
California, to Redding 

Mr. Henry Villard had at this time secured control of all the lines of railroad 
transportation in Oregon except the Oregon Central, the road bein msidered 
here, and in ISS81 secured this and consolidated it with the Oregon and Calfor t 
Railroad, and, as stated by the attorney for that c he quotat 
from his brief above, to use the ct®dit of the Ore ided t f 
the Oregon and California, to build first the railro onst 
two roads where only one was intended by Cong indtod t 
least, and as we shall show presently, eventually ! lin 
road for which this grant was made 

Chat part of the projected road for which this grant was made, 1 ‘ from 


near Forest Grove to Astoria, a distance of ninety 


seven mille 


has ever been done upon it 


en completed, but no work | 

































Phe lands embraced within the mitsof the grant, estimated for tl ryhaadt 
it 1,120,880 acres, have been for all these years withdrawn from sale a etth 
ment and still remain so 
No lands whatever have ever been patented tothe company, although it ild 
stated that the forty-seven and one-half miles constructed ve beer spected 
under authority of the Interior Department and ] 4 ro} 
structed 
An examination of the debates in Congress at the t this gra was le 
will show what, indeed, would b by nee thre ul hat 
the main factor inthe case was railroad and telegra ‘ pul | veen 
the well-settled section about, even then, the iportant< Pp ind i As 
toria Phe condition and situati Is W stated ‘ t t 
the company here, and we insert 
Che line of road in aid of the construction of which this grant was made, 
though short, is one of vita nterest to thie peopl ol Oregon, espe i those 
of Northern Oregon; and it is only by the completion of the ninety-seven les 
funcompleted road that the vast interests—commercial, military, and other 
wise—now rapidly developing at Astoria, near the mouth of the ¢ bia, ca 
be brought into communication by rail with the great transcontinental road 
the mouth of the Columbia,the military forts of Stevens and ¢ 
ed is they are on the Washington Territory side by mos mipas 
ranges of mountains, find their only hope of obtaining rail connection with the 
transcontinental lines in the completion this road; and it was this 
madition of affairs, in connecti witht rreat cost of the cons + 
road, and the commercial and military necessities the case i ‘ ess 
in 1870 to regard the building of this short line as a national undertaking, and 
hence this grant Inaid of its constructh 
It will be remembered that about the time Mr. Villard secured nitro! of this 
road and merged it in the Oregon and California, thus s 
the routes of railroad transportation in Oregon, he also se« ! he 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and thus had in control the « er road 
transportation system of Oregon, Washingtor itl x Nortl 
Confessedly, by the company’s att evs, th I ense load of tion 
thus being carried 
The expensive chara t wo yn t remai gn I ~ 
to Astoria nd other rei f fina i harauct« < In} t d 
ing this grant, was unal to secure funds with which to complete this Astoria 
section, and atthe same time push th uction « its 1 a I oa 
nnection with the southern transcontinental roads Phat portion of the road 
that iscompleted was constructed by the Oregon Central Railroad Company, to 
which the grant was mad 
The citizens of Astoria, interested in the construction of the road, who desired 
the benefit of the munificent grant, in tangible shape the constrvuet of the 
road,instead of being held as a asset, to be used when and as should suit the 
nvenience of the Oregon and Transcontinental Company (which corporation 
stands as the lessee of all the Oregon and Washington lines, as well as the finan 
cial controller of the Northern Pacific,as your committee is advised and be 
eves), have been clamoring for the construction of the road for years, but 
could t nothing but indefinite promises 
It is of before the committee that companies have been ready for organi 
zation. and to build the road without a dollar of Government aid or an acre of 


of the way 


land, if this company was out 
Tr} enth Congress was Inemorialized by large numbers of the citi 


The Forty-sev 


zens of that part 


| Oregon to forfeit the grant. so that private pital w lle 
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free to embark in the enterprise of building the road without the danger of a 
competition with this grant to a rival 

But assurance wasgiven by Mr. Villard, in response to an inquiry of a mem- 
ber of that Congress, that “its construction will be commenced during the com- 
ing year L883 

On this assurance and the claim for equitable delay by the company, the com- 
mittee of the Forty-seventh Congress delayed action 

During the past vacation the matter was still pressed by the Astoria people, 
and finally Mr. Villard, on September 13, 1883, wrote the secretary of the As- 
toria (har ver of Commerce 

* Referring tothe conference had with the committee of your chamber of com- 
merce at my office in this city on April 24 last, I am only now able to redecm 
the promise then made that I w« 


earliest possible moment of the resi 





iform your chamber of commerce at the 
of the survey of the Astoria-Forest Grove 

















line So many unforeseen obstacles were encountered in making the surveys 
that it was matter of absolute imposs lity to complete the work at an earlier 
dats I regret to say that the estimates of the cost of the line in question now 
before e are s urge that it w be impossible for the Oregon and Transconti 
nental ¢ any 4 lessee of the Oregon and California Railroad Company, to 
undertake its const o! \ ling to the en, ers’ figures the cost will be 
no less t u 3),000 per mile in money, not including the proba- 
ble cost of pr er ter ai fa ties at Astoria, estimated at $750,000 Under the 
exist ! rivage w« t yasibly issue more than the nominal amount 
of $30,000 p« < i I and there are absolutely no means to 
meet the de ‘ itt ‘ nd of either party We must therefore aban- 
don the pr 
We have before us a em ‘ iwssed unanimously by the Astoria Chamber 
of Commer N ! . verring, among other things 
Mem« lt store to the public domain certain lands granted to the Oregon 
Central Railroad Company 
- ’ Cs f the United States 
You ts, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Astoria, of th 
‘ i most respectfully represent 
ith day of May, 1870, your honorable bodies passed an act granting 
( t R dé pany of Oregon the alternate sections of land 
ftw v sections per mile, including the iron and coal therein, to 
t f railroad tro Portland to Astoria, with branch 


| nt of junction at or near Forest Grove to McMinnville, in the 
Said lands were conditionally granted to said railroad for a 
iiles each side of said railroad, and in case the ten full sec 
could not be found on each side of said road within the said limit 
s, other lands should be selected within a limit of twenty-five miles 


to e up such deficiency 








1 grant was made on the expressed condition that said railroad 
pleted insix years from said date, and that said limit expired more 
s avo 
portion of the iilroad most easily constructed between Portland 
i distance of about fifty miles) was built within the specified 
that time no part of the main line between Forest Grove and As- 
e of about one hundred miles) has been built, nor is it in process 

Phat the president of the company now holding the grant has publicly de- 

clared - w naeness to build the road 
‘ « ‘ 

Wew i further represent that the lands of this company are rich in tim- 
ber, ir nd coa that the cost of the proposed railroad is not excessive, and w« 
firn elieve t t the road would have been built many years ago if the grant 
had < | y parties whose interests were not against the building of the 
road, a w be t now if the land grant were only declared forfcited 

Phat Oregon Central’ Railroad, built and to be built, is controlled by 
transfers and lease to the Oregon and Transcontinental Railroad Company, and 
the latter iny is opposed to any extension of its system to Astoria. 

Phat the mtinuance of this grant is acting as a barrier to the settlement 
and development of the co try and its resources; and that itis also acting as 
a bar to the building ofa railroad by any other company through the same sec- 
tior 

Wherefore, your memorialists would most earnestly but respectfully pray 
that all the said lands granted the Oregon Central Railroad Company, together 
with all lands which are overlapped by the Northern Pacific limits, and which 
are within a limit of twenty-five miles of the Oregon Central Railroad’s located 


route (whether in Washington Territory or in Oregon), and all lands which 
would | ‘ ired to the Oregon Central Railroad in case it had been built, be 
declared forfeited and thrown open to publicsettlement under the general land 
laws of the United States 





And w further most emphatically protest against any transfer or patents 
being granted of any of this overlapping grant (orany lands within twenty-five 





miles of the Oregon Central route) to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
and as in duty bound we shall ever pray 

** Passed the Chamber, November 22, L885 

Similar memorials, signed by over 2,000 citizens of Oregon, in the vicinity of 
the line, are also before us, and nobody, except those representing the com- 
pany’s interests, opposes the forfeiture 

In signing the petition for the forfeiture of the grant Mr. Gaston writes as 


follows 
GASTON, OREG., December 4, 1883. 


I was president of the Oregon Central Railroad Company at the time Congress 
made the grant referred to in the above petition, and presented the matter be- 
fore committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. And while the 
lands were then needed to secure the construction of the road, the circumstances 
of this country have been so changed since that the grant is, in the hands of its 
present owners, an obstruction to the construction of a railroad to Astoria and 
the development of the country For if the grant was forfeited the country 
would be at once rapidly settled up, and other railroad companies would build 
a narrow-gauge railroad, if not a more expensive line 

JOSEPH GASTON. 

As bearing on the question of the necessity of continuing the grant to insure 
a road to A ria, it appears, by the current newspapers from Astoria, that upon 
the information given to the country that this committee had resolved to recom- 
mend forfeiture of this grant, capitalists have already visited Astoria with a 
view to secure terminal facilities and some local aid, and build the road. The 
newspaper account of the visit is as follows 





**He came to Astoria to make negotiations concerning the immediate con- 
struction of a standard-gauge railroad from here to Forest Grove. From his 
knowledge of the country to be traversed by the road it must be of standard 
gauge, thoroughly built throughout, well ballasted, and provided with all the 
safeguards against washouts, &« The road, in his judgment, would cost to build 
from here to Forest Grove about $2,250,000. His proposition was for Astoria to 
give toward the building of this road the sum of $200,000 and suitable terminal 
facilities. Itis reported on the street that at a meeting at the chamber of com- 
merce rooms, on Saturday afternoon, Colonel Taylor promised thirty-four acres 
of land and accompanying tide land and water-front at Smith's Point, being 
worth at a fair val on $40,000; and that other citizens present had so far ex- 
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pressed themselves concerning the amounts they would give, varying from $1,000 
to $000, as to leave little doubt but that the $200,000 would be immediately 
forthcoming. ? 
Mr. Negus went on to say that the parties for whom he was acting were sat 
isfied as to the financial desirability of the investment, and only looked on the 
giving of the bonus named and the facilities asked for as a fair expression on 
the part of our citizens. He said that the proposed road would not be in the 
interest of, nor would it be owned or controlled by, any existing corporation now 
on this coast; that he was fully prepared to negotiate, and that could every- 
thing prove satisfactory the work of construction would be immediately begun 
at Astoria and pushed toa speedy completion. In answer to a question as to 
who the parties were, Mr. Negus declined to say more than that he was one of 
the principals; that the corporation when organized would be composed of 
Massachusetts men, and that the mons vs require d would be raised in London 
In deference to Mr. Negus’s wishes much that was said is not here set down 

hn response to the query as to his future movements and the probable result of 
1is visit he said that that was as yet undetermine d. His visit here has riven 
iim a large amount of information concerning the place, its prosperity, and 
probable future; he was most favorably impressed, and now that he had visited 
Astoria he was more than ever in favor of building the railroad forthwith, and 
that the matter of the grant was still to be disposed of. Were the grant out of 
the way, the fall of 188) would see Astoria in railroad communication with th« 
remainder of the country rhe road that he proposed to build must run through 
country covered by the present grant and while arrangements could and pos 
bly would be made to allow the building of the line, yet nothing but the for 
i f the grant would insure the best results derivable from the enterp 
Right here, as always, the whole matter seems to hinge; while the 
is its shadowy grasp over the magnificent scope of territory between 
and Forest Grove, it deters any capital from building the road. Inthe present 
instance Astoria has sufficient proof. Here among us is a man representir 






















ere 


millions, a man who has made the building and operating of railroads the study 
of his life, whose attention has been attracted by the inviting field for invest 
ment, who has become convinced of the financial desirability of the enterprises 
whose requests have been liberally responded to by Astoria, and who goes 
to-day’s steamer with nothing definite arranged, solely because of the uncer 
tainty occasioned by the existence of a grant which was in all justice forfeited 
eight years ago by non-compliance with the conditions coupled with its cre 
tion, but which still floats like a low-hung storm-cloud between that territory 
and the sun of prosperity 

The apparently unanimous expression of public sentiment of the citizens in- 
terested in connection with events occurring leads us to conclude that as a matte 
of policy the grant is not needed to secure the construction of a road ; indeed 
that one will be built sooner without it than with it in the hands of the present 
claimant 

On the foregoing state of facts, none of which are in dispute, the question is 
presented as to what is the proper action for this Congress as to this grant 

It must be remembered that under the law the grant of lands to aid in the con 
struction of this roadisa grant in presenti, and the conditions in the act conditions 
subsequent (Rutherford rs. Green's Heirs, 2 Wheat.; Luessen rs. Price, 12 How 
59; Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wall., 44; Van Wyck rs. Knevals, 16 Otto; Opin 
ion Attorney-General Devens, 16 Opinions Attorneys-General, page —; Opinion 
Attorney-General Brewster, U. S. Senate Ex. Doc. 31, first sess. 48th Cons 
that the legal title to all the land isin the railroad company; and your c 
mittee also agree with the counsel for the company that the legal title so c 
a subject of sale and transfer by the original grantec 








subject, as we insistand shall show, to the condition contained in the act So 
that no question arises asto the alleged transfer of the grant by the Oregon Cet 


tral to the Oregon and California, so far as the passing of the legal title, as such 
is concerned We agree that the last-named company took by the transfer all 
that the first corporation had, and stood where the Oregon Central stood, with 
the legal title to the grant and charged with the conditions imposed and the 
burdens created by the act 

This brings us, then, to consider the real question at issue; and asthisis the first 
grant we have considered where the question is presented of the effect legally 
of part performance by the grantee or its *‘ successor and assign,”’ of the cond 
tions named in the granting act, and asthe determination of that question in this 
case is to be a precedent, necessarily, for the action of the committee in subse- 
quent cases, in like character of grant, we have given the subject careful atten- 
tion, and believe our conclusions fully warranted 

Upon the agreed statement that the grant was one in presenti, counsel for the 
company insist that this grantis materially and radically different from any grant 
ever made by Congress before or since in these two very material respects 

First. There isno reservation in it whatever of any kind or character ofa right 
to re-enter for condition broken ; and 

Second, There is no reservation whatever of any right to alter, amend, or re- 
pealthe act. Nor isthere, third, asin the North Paciticand Atlantic Pacific, any 
reservation of a right upon the part of Congress, in case the grantee does not com 
plete the road within the time specified, “to do any and all acts and things 
which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the road 

All there is in the act upon the subject of a condition is in these words 

“Sec. 6. And the foregoing grant is upon condition that said company shall 
complete a section of twenty or more miles of said railroad and telegraph within 
two years, and the entire railroad and telegraph within six years from the same 
date.”’ 

Counsel call attention to the fact that in grants of this character, before and 
since, Congress has generally, in terms, provided for forfeiture for breach of the 
expressed condition, and that in this case there is a departure in the language, 

n this, that all that section 6 provides is as above recited; and, quoting from 
his brief 

It is respectfully insisted that the clause in the last section ofthe act (section 
6) requiring said company to complete a section of twenty or more miles within 
two years, and the entire road within six years from the date of the grant, inas- 
much as there is no clause of reverter or right of entry for condition broken, 
and no reservation of any right to alter, amend, or appeal, can notbe held a 
condition, but simply a direction; it is nota limitation, but merely declaratory 
of the desire of Congress in the premises, and the failure to keep which on the 
part of the company gives no right to forfeiture.” 

We do not deem it necessary to argue that proposition. No language could be 
used more apt to make the estate one on condition subsequent than is used in 
this act. The words are of present grant “there is hereby granted,” and then 
section 6, “and the foregoing grant is upon condition,’ &e 

This has always been held by the Supreme Court of the United States, as shown 
by the cases cited above, to make the grantone on condition subsequent sec 
those cases.) 

Again, the counsel urges: 

* But conceding for the present that the words used in the last section are suffi- 
cient to create a condition, it is respectfully insisted that there being no express 
reservation either of a right to re-enter, or to alter, or repeal, Congress has no 
power to declare a forfeiture, and it can be done, if atall, by the judiciary alone. 
That the very most that Congress could doin this case would be to instruct the 
Attorney-General to institute the necessary proceedings to have a judicial for- 
feiture declared. 

‘There being no such reservation in the grant of May 4, 1870, it follows that 
the judiciary only, and not Congress, can declare a forfeiture on account of fail- 
ure to perform conditions 
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1884. 


“ And, aside from all technical rules, it is respectfully submitted that the judi- 
ciary, and not the legislative department, is the one to which all these questions 
of failure to comply with conditions subsequent should be remitted. The ques- 
tions to be determined are essentially of a judicial and not of a legislative nat- 

» 7? 
wwe considered the same question in the Texas Pacific case, and are content to 
repeat here what we said there as to both propositions, namely, first, the lack of 
power to declare forfeiture because of a want of express reservation of the right; 
and, second, that declaring a forfeiture is a judicial proceeding purely. We said 
in that case: 

“4s has been stated, we have had the benefit of legal argument by some of | 
the most eminent counsel in the land, and the claim by th company to the 
grant on legal grounds may be stated in this way: ; 

‘By the act making the grant the title to the land passed to the Texas Pa- 
cifice—the act was a grant in presenti, with a condition subsequent. 5 

“The Texas Pacific thus being vested with legal title (although subject to 
the condition subsequent, which contained, among other things, the building 
of the road to San Diego, and the completing the whole line by May 2, 1882, 
and that there should be no consolidation with any competing line, yet), the 
legal title was an assignable interest, which could be conveyed, and that by the 
deed made by the Texas Pacific January 15, 1882, to the Southern Pacilic, it be- 
came vested with the legal title to all land, and because Congress did not, in 
making the grant and coupling with ita condition subsequent, in express terms 
to reserve to itself the power to declare the grant forfeited for breach of the 
condition if it should not be complied with, therefore no right of forf re @Xx- 

ists, and the hands of Congress are tied, and the Government is powerless to 
resume the grant by reason of such omission. 

‘‘In other words, generally stated, the distinguished counsel for the company 
declares that in law the power to declare a forfeiture of a grant made on cond 
tion subsequent for breach of the condition must be reserved to the grantor by 
express terms in the act making the grant, or it does not exist. 

‘No authority was produced to the committee except the statement of the at 
torneys asserting this extraordinary doctrine in support of it; but t 
being so great, we have examined the books on the question and are not able 
to find a single authority in support of the proposition, and we believe none can 
be found. 

‘On the contrary, Washburn on Real Property 
15, asserts the rule to be: 

** Where the condition of a grant is expressed there is no ne« 
right of entry for a breach thereof in order to enable the grantor to ava 
self of it.’ 

See also Jackson rs. 
Littleton, section 331. 

‘ Indeed, all the cases we can find, as well as the text-books, are in harmony 
and to the same effect; so we do not present argument upon it here. 

Counsel also urge that under the law a forfeiture of a grant is purely a ju- 
dicial question, one for the courts alone, and that Congress has no power in 
the matter. 

We are of different opinion. It seems perfectly clear to this committee that 
a declaration of forfeiture is only the act of the grantor asserting his right to 
resume the grant, to be exercised at his option, terminating an estate for breach 
of the condition on which it is granted. The power rests with him; it is at his 
option whether he will exercise it or not; purely a matter of discretion, with 
the exercise of which the courts have nothing tod and until it is exercised 
there is nothing on which the court can act. 

When forfeiture is declared and resumption of ownership asserted by the 
grantor, then the court may be invoked to declare whether the right existed or 
whether it had been effectively exercised ; but the question of forfeiture is with 
the grantor, personal or legislative, as the grant is private or public, and the 

udiciary has no jurisdiction whatever until after the grantor has acted to assert 
his or its right to declare the forfeiture, and then the grantee may invoke the 

udiciary 

* To us this is too clear to be regarded as debatable or needing elaboration 

To this it might be added that the judicial proceedings suggested as a neces- 
sity by the opponents of forfeiture must be specially authorized by Congress 
Nobody pretends that the Department of Justice could institute any such pro 
ceeding without an express act of Congress authorizingit; therefore the whol 
matter comes back to this, that affirmative legislation must be had, and we are 
clearly of opinion that Congress is the only body to exercise the option of r 
claiming the lapsed grants. 

No difficulty has arisen in any of these cases as to the fact of non-perfor 
ance; indeed, in all of them breach of the condition is admitted; sothere are no 
disputed questions of fact to be investigated ; and whether the people shall pre 
serve their own property is clearly a question more properly for the people to 
determine through their representatives than for any court. The Suprem 
Court, in United States vs. Repentigny (5 Wallace, 267), decided that an act of 
Congress is an equivalent for the ancient * inquest of office found.” 

rhe election to waive the foreiture or to enforce it rests with Congress, 

It is a question of intention, and neither the executive nor judicial department 
of the Government can know what the pleasure of Congress may be, and can 
not, therefore, act to revest the title until Congress has declared its inftntion in 
that regard. 

As to the grant, then, as an entirety, as a whole, the counsel insists that there 
is nO power whatever in Congress to deal with it, and that we not only can not 
but ought not to forfeit it. 

And here it may be well to call the attention of the House especially to the 
position of this company. It not only never began the construction of the road 
for which the grant was given, namely, to Astoria; it simply built out from 
Portland toward and up the Willamette Valley, for purposes of its own, to 
meet the California system, as is agreed by the counsel, and for ten years has 
utterly failed and refused to move a spade of earth toward Astoria; not only 
this, but the company has, as we have shown by the letter of Mr. Villard, * ut- 
terly abandoned the project.” 

Chis is admitted by counsel; there is no pretense that there is any change in 
the policy of the company, no promise by any one in authority that any attempt 
will be made to do any work on the road, yet the counsel for it argues that we 
can not and ought not to attempt to take back this great grant for settlement 

Refusing to build the road and earn the land; abandoning the project abso- 
lutely, they insist that no power exists in Congress to retake the title, but these 
lands must lie asa waif beyond our power. This isthe frontier line of corpora- 
tion assurance in their claims to the public lands. We conclude that we have 
the power to declare a forfeiture, and the question is, how far does it extend? 

In cases like this, where there is no limitation in the act on the power, the 
declaration of forfeiture relates back tothe date of the grant, and the Govern- 
ment Is restored to its original estate. 

, This follows from the nature of the estate granted; the estate is one on condi- 
tion subsequent—that is, an estate liable to terminate and become no estate on the 
happening or non-happening of some event in the future. 

Here the legal title to the grant as an entirety passed to the company by the 
actas fully and completely as though the patents had issued at that date, subject 
of course, to the conditions named in the grant. f 
Let this be kept clearly in mind: that the act passed the legal title and con- 

veyed all the estate which the grantee could get; the subsequent building of the 
road and the issuing of patents only gave precision to the grant, but did notadd 
to or strengthen the title which the company had under the act. What it had, it 








feitu 








volume 2, third 


d of resery 


\ ra 
} 
I 


him- 


Allen, 3 Cowan, 220; Gray vs. Blanchard, 8 Pick., 284 





} 
} 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


derived wholly from the act making the grant. This the Supreme Court has 
expressly and repeatedly decided. There has been an absolute breach of the 
condition of this grant since May 4, 1876, and an abandonment of the project. 
Therefore there is a right of forfeiture. How far does it extend? 

In Sheppard’s Touchstone, UM, it is said: 

“Tt is generally true that he that doth enter fora condition broken doth make 
the estate void ad initio, and that he shall be in of his first estate in the same 
course and manner as it was when he departed with the possession and at th 
time of the making of the condition And hence it is that if there be any charge 
or incumbrance on the lands, as if t lessee of land upon condition 
rent charge out of the land or enter into a statute or re« nizance and 
usee has the land in execution and this charge is after the condition is mack 
this case when the condition is broken and the party doth re-enter he shall by 
relation avoid the rent, statute, and recognizance and hold the nd freed from 
them all.”’ 





The same doctrine is foundin other authorities rhus in Coke-Littleton, 2 
t is said broadly 
‘*He who enters for breach of condition regularly shall have the land of his 


first estate.”’ 

At 20la it is said 

In these cases if the rent be not paid at such tir 1e or before such time mited 
ind specified within the condition comprised in the indenture, then may t 





feoffer or his heirs enter into such lands or tenements and then in his forme: 
estate to have and to hold and the feoffee quite to ouste thereof. 
This is the langu of Littleton. Coke says 
Regularly it is true he that entereth fora condition broken shall be seized 
his first estate or « wh had at the time of the estat ide uy 





condition, but vet 

Coke goes on to specify the cases in which it * fayvleth 
der the two heads of 
here 

Butler and Hargreaves, in their note to this passage, say 

‘It may be further observed: First. That as the entry of the feoffer on t 


feoffee for a condition broken ce state to wh 


many cases 
rhev are place: 
) 


impossibility’ and * necessity,’ and have no appli 


feats the ch the condition was 














nexed, so it defeats righ ind incidents annexed to that esta isdower, KM 
and ali mesne incumbrances of the feoffer 

rhe same doctrine is in 1 Rolle Abridg., 474, 617 Comyn’'s Dig., tit Cond! 
tion, 0.6 

So in Greenleaf’s Cruise on Real Property, vol. 2, p. 25, sec. 10 (in Greenleaf’s 
edition the original six volumes are bound in three, and the passage quoted is 
therefore in his first vol eas bou t is said 

Where a particular time is appointed for the performance of a conditio t 








must be performed at or before that time 
At page 40, sec. 39, it is said 
Upon the breach of a condition the feoffer or 
entitled to the estate to which such condition was annexed 


At page 44, sec. 52, it is said 


« 


grantor, o1 11s heir, becomes 


Where a person enters for a condition broken the estate becomes void, ab 
nitio; the person who enters is again seized of his original estate in the same 
manner as if he had never conveyed it away And as the entry of ffer 





on the feoffee for a condition broken defeats the estate to which the condition 
was annexed, so it defeats all rights and incidents annexed to that estate, t 
gether with all charges and incumbrances created by the 
session; for upon the entry ofghe feoffer he be 
mount to that which was subject to these charges 
In section 53the writersaysthat on re-entry a rent charge o1 
and in section 54 he says the dower of t 
Washburn on Real Property, volume 2, see. 15 
When such entry had bee made the ef 
same plight and cause it to be held in the 
the condition was annexed had not been ¢ 


eotfee du rl 


omes seized of an estate 


udgment or 


feotfee’s wife is rone 


on re-entry 





says 


is to reduce the est 








At page 457, same volume, se 24, it 


ose its capacity of be is / ( SEC / e manner as ’ 
| tate, but that the purchaser or whoever takes the estate will tak 
the condition annexed 
Kent declares the law to the sar eiYeet 
Persons who have anestate orfrcehold subject toacondition are seized i 
may convey, though the estate w continue defeasible until the 
verformed or released, or is barred by statute of limitations or by est pr 
Again he says 
Laches are chargeable upon the grantee (of an estate subject to « 
even though such grantee or his assignee be an infant or fem overt for 
performance of the condition annexed to the estate k s ¢ 
volume 4 pages 125, 126 
As held in the case of Jack 
grantee w 
estate subject to the condition He must look to the title and take it us it exists 
rhe Supreme Court of the United States has expressly decided this to b 
law in the well-considered case of Foxcroft vs. Mallet (4 How., 355 The St 
of Massachusetts gave a large body ofland in Maine to Williams Coll thre 
condition that thirty settlers in each township mis 1 


The college conveyed a township to Inger 


son es. Crisler (1 John. Cas >, 12 he wl 





chasesan estate « 10 holds upon a condition subsequent takes 











acres for >. 
acres of the same to Samuel Mallet, subject to the condition tha t shou 
its proportion of that burden 

Mallet gave back to college a mortgage upon all the land without ex} 
referring to that condition in | title, though he did refer to the 

That mortgage was afterward foreclosed and the lands were conveyed ‘ 
under by mesne conveyances to Foxcroft, who « 
by title superior to David Mallet, one of the settlers who took 
»was made. The court decide that the 
ize a greater interest than he obtains; that 

“The condition or charge was on the land asan incumbrance by t te 
of the deed to him, and he could not if he tried convey a title to the iw 
should be free from it. Such a-« 
although the same should pass through a hundred hands. In r v it oper 














1imed to own the wl 


mortgagor cé« 





ondition attaches to the land wherey« t poes 





ates like a covenant which runs with the land, and all assignees are bound by 
covenants real that run with the land Page 377 

The case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wallace, 44, has been cited asaga 
this doctrine, but an examination of that case will show that it is in hart 
with the principle. That case arose on this state of fact 

4 grant was made to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the construction of a cei 


tain railroad. 


Che road was not built within the me ten vears—and after itsexnpir 





plaintiff went upon the land and cut a iot of trees growing upon and f t 
them off with others 

The defendant, as agent for the State, seized the logsasits property, they] 
ing been cut from the lands, the title to which was in the State, under the gra 
as he insisted 

The plaintiff replevied them, and as to the claim that the title was in the St 


by the grant made these points 
1.) That the legal title did not pass by the 
vest the title in presenti that the State was only an agent forthe future disp« 
tion of them. 
If the title passed to the State by said acts, such title reverted to the Unite 


States, no partof the road having been built at the expiration of the per 








act of the State; that the act did not 
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tion of the right, and what shall be exempted from the operation of the forfeit- 
ure; further, that whatever limits the act itself or subsequent legislation im 
peses on the power to declare forfeiture, either as to the manner of its exercise 
or the extent to which it shall extend, or as to what shall be exempted from its 


| operation, subsequent Congresses are bound. 


In the earlier grants, like that to Illinois for the Illinois Central, the power to 
declare forfeiture was restricted to this: that if the railroad was not completed 
within ten years, the State should pay the United States what it received upon 
sales by it; the title of the purchasers to remain valid; the title to the residue 
of the lands to reinvest in the United States as if the act had not been passed 

9 Stat., p. 467 

In later grants, lie those to Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, and other States 
in 11, 13, and 14 Stat. at Large, the restriction on the power of forfeiture was 
that if the roads were not completed within the time fixed “no further sales 
shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States.”’ 

Or, like the cases of the Wisconsin Central, and Lake Superior,and Michigan 
Railroads (13 Stat., pages 64 and 66), where, ifthe roads were not completed, “no 
further patents shall be issued to the company, and no further sales shall be made 
and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States.’ 

Or, like the grants to Arkansas, Minnesota, and Missouri (14 Stat., pages 83 and 
, where, if the roads were not complheted as required 
shall revert to the United States 

Or, like the grant to Iowa (13 Stat.,72), for the Sioux City and Saint Paul Rail 
road, “if the road be not completed within ten years,the lands not patented 
shall revert tothe State for the purpose of securing the completion of the road 
and should the State fail to complete the road within five years after the ten 
years, then the lands undisposed of shall revert to the United States.” 

Or, like the California and Oregon, and the Oregon and California grants, 14 
Stat., 239, if the roads were not completed, or failed to file assent as required 

the act shall be null and void, and all lands not conveyed by patent at the 
date of such failure shall revert to the United States 

Or, like the Northern Pacific act, 13 Stat., 365, the Atlantic and Pacific act, and 
the Southern Pacific act, 14 Stat., 292, the Texas Pacific act, and the New Orleans 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg act, 16 Stat.,573, where the right of forfeiture was 
not restricted, but left as a common law (unless modified by the subsequently 
conferred power to mortgage, not necessary to be noticed now and here) with 


“ 


“the lands not patented 











the imposition of further conditions, “that the United States might, in case of 
default, do any and all acts necessary to insure the speedy completion of the 
road,”’ 

Or, as in the case, in the act we are now considering, where the “estate on 


conditions 


simply is granted, and norestriction whatever on the powerof for- 
feiture 


These different classes of conditions and restrictions on the power we 


| are discussing show the varying moods of Congress on the question, and each 


nite he grant, the condition being, “If the road is not completed within 
ten year er sale shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the 
I'nit ~ es 
s ‘ ecise 1estion was whether there was title in the State sufficient to 
n ain trespass or replevin against a wrongdoer 
I irt | | that the grant was one in presenti; that the legal title to the 
ito the State by the act itself; that the conditions in the act were 
sequent, and as to them the court said 
Pin sion that all lands remaining unsold after ten years should revert 
to t { i States if the road be not then « pleted is no more than a pro- 
1e grant shall be void if a condition subsequent be not performed ; 
’ that it is the settled law that no one can take advantage of the non-per- 
ance of a condition subsequent annexed to an estate in fee but the grantor 
n eirs r the successors of the grantor, if the grant proceed from an arti- 
ficial per and if they do not see fit to enforce a forfeiture on that ground the 
title remains unimpaired in the grantee 
I ‘ mann the reserved right of the grantor for breach of the condition 
t be asserted so as to restore the estate depends upon the character of the 
Z t If it be a private grant that right must be asserted by entry or its equiv- 
fami ‘ grant be put one it must be asserted by judicial proceedings 
autho ‘ ¥ lay * orthere must be some legislative assertion of owner- 
shiiy | ty or breach of the condit n, such isan act directing the possession 
nd appr tior f the property or that it be offered for sale or settlement.’ 
{ mn . 1 of sales by the State after failure to complete the road 
“ it < a the irt says 
I 1e act of Congress of 1856 that all lands remaining unsold 
after ears ia eve to the United States,if the road be not then com- 
pleted, is more th . provision that the grant shall be void if the condition 
subse t be px rmed Che prohibition against further sales, if 
the 1 " eted within the period preseribed, adds nothing to the 
ree p : A cessation sales in that event is implied in the con 
dition t nds all the revert: if the condition be not enforced the 
power r ‘ i before the breach, limited only by the object of the 
rant l e1 f f sale prescribed in the act 
I er held that where no action had been taken to assert forfeiture 
f estate granted by the act, the title remains ‘in the State as completely as 
< t iv when the e by location of the route of the railroad ac- 
and | ittached to the adjoining alternate sections 
| efore held that the plaintiff could not recover the logs, and, as 
: t ppare the only question dealt with was the one of legal title, and of 
ie y title (though subject to the condition subsequent) was in the 
Stats the ! t, it would continue there until Congress took advantage of the 
brea lition by asserting a forfeitur 
rhis ! ny with the text-books; the legal title is in the State or the 
ryx sti ease nay be, and the estate may be sold, cohveyed, and 
mortgaged precisely as though the condition was not annexed 
Wasl rn says, in his work on real property, volume 2, page 452, section 24 
An estate subject to a condition does not lose its capacity of being sold or de- 
sed it © Same manner asan indefeasible estate, but the purchaser or who- 
eV takes the estate will take it subject to the condition annexed. So, in 
Kent's Commentaries, volume 4, pages 125-126, it is said: ‘ Persons who have an 
stats reehold, subject to a cone ym, are seized and may convey, though the 
stats itinue defeasible until the condition be performed or released, or is 
rred e statute of limitations or by estoppel 
Foxcroft Mallet, 4 Howard, 353, also contains a full exposition of the law 
mt ~ ecl Wo! iv of ¢ or 
But \ Wyck K i, is relied on as an authority, that by a 
partial perfo ‘ by irns, so to speak, a proportional amount 
of its gra ist ill the d before a declaration of forfeiture, in 
the pro} he whole grant that the constructed portion of the road bears 
he w ith of the line rhe question was between individuals, andas 
to prior of rig! n this state of case Van Wyck entered the land April 13, 
5 id t you i patent theref Nove I t 15 Isl 
rh » of definite location of the road, which gives precision to the grant, 
Was he Department of the Interior March 25, 1870, accepted the same 
1 rrwarded ie local land offi April 8, 1870, and received there April 15, 
I ut in time Van Wyck had made his entry, and the question was 
the e fi z map or the notice at the local land office gave the right to 
‘ to the land, Knevals claiming from the company On that ques- 
tion t court held for Knevals that the fi xy of the map and its acceptance by 
t Department fixed the right 
I ‘ dition in the grant in question was as follows 
ne t Thatif said road is not completed within ten years from the 
lat { the eptance of the grant hereinbefore made the lands remaining un- 
patente shall revert to the United States 
And on the question we are consideritr the language of the court relied on by 
those denying the right of absolute forfeiture is as follows 
Phe fendant|Van Wyck} having failed to establish the validity of hisown 
title, attacks the right of the company to the lands covered by the grant, alleging 
that the company never completed the construction of the entire road for which 
the grant was made; that after filing its map with the Secretary of the Interior, 
bat | for part of the distance the route of the road, and that it never com- 
plied with the conditions of the law of Nebraska for the extension of its road 
within the limits of that Stat« We donot deem these objections, when consid- 
ed with the facts on which they are based, as having any force. There is to 
em a ready and conclusive answet Assuming that the Burlington and Mis 
souri River Railroad, with which the company’s road connected, was not, as 
verred by the complainant, a branch of the Union Pacific Railroad, and that 
therefore, the Company's proposed road was not entirely completed, the fact re- 
uins tl the company constructed a portion of the proposed road, and that 
port vas accepted as completed in the manner required by the act of Con- 
rf Patents for some of theadjoining sections were according|y issued tothe 
mpany, and a right to all of them, not specially reserved by the condition of | 
e gra vested in it. So faras that portion of the road which was completed 
i epted is concerned, the contract ofthe company was executed, and as to 
‘ 1ds patented, the transaction on the part of the Government was closed, 
it title of the company perfected rhe right of the company to the re- 
ait dd-numbered sections adjoining the road completed and accepted 
t reserved sequalhy clear 
If t wl road has not been completed any forfeiture consequent thereon 
in be asserted only by the grantor, the United States, through judicial proceed- 
ings hr rhthea mn of Congress Schulenberg vs. Hi: iman, 21 Wall., 44 
A third party can not take upon himself to enforce conditions attached to the 
grant when the Government does not complain of their breach 
All, thes he court decides is that, as between the Government and the 
compat the title passed by the grant; it acquired precision by filing the map 
without regard to the question of notice; that, under the act, when the lands 
were patented, the transaction is closed, and for the obvious reason that, in the 
condition in the grant,the act of rerertitur,in a declaration of forfeiture is re- 





} 


stricted to lands remaining 


the unpatented.’ 

Let it be remembered that in the acts making these grants various powers are 
conferred and various restrictions on the power of forfeiture are provided, and 
we agree that Congress may impose restrictions upon the power to declare a 

yrfeiture in case of default; that it may bind the Government by a limitation 
as to the extent of the reversion, as to what lands shall be affected by the asser- 


case must be examined, when the exercise of the power is invoked, under the 
particular terms of the condition and the restriction, if any, in it, and as to them 
all this clearly follows r the that where, as in this case, the 
grant stands on common-law grounds, without restriction on the power by act 
of Congress, the forfeiture restores the whole grant as it was ‘at the date of it, 
at the time of making the condition nothing but full performance under the 
act or waiver by some expressed enactment will prevent it 

Although the attention of the learned counsel for the company was especially 
called to this question (and t given to examine into it), namely, the power 
to declare an absolute forfeiture of this grant notwithstanding a portion of the 
road has been built within the time, not an authority has been produced to the 
committee showing or tending t »w that the power does not exist; nor does 
the committee believe that a respectable authority can be produced either ele- 
mentary or among the reported cases decided by the courts, holding that the 
powerto declare an absolute forfeiture not in the grantor in cases like this 
where there is no restriction in the act, or any subsequentenactment 

There is no question 


ind authorities; 


o sh 





is 





of constructive waiver in this case, because yothing has 
been done since the expiration of the time within which the road was to have 
been buil This, the committee think, determines the legal question, and that 
Congress has the power to declare full forfeiture 

But having the power, it does not follow that it ought to be exercised 

rhe question of proper policy in the exercise of a wise and just discretion is 
frequently more difficult of solution than the one of legal right 
there appears absolutely no equity or 
for that part of the road built 

As clearly appears, it was not intended as part of the road Congress desired 
The branch was to be from a“ point of junction’ with the main line, near Forest 
Grove, clearly contemplating a main line; no road was ever built beyond that 


t 


In this case 


claim to favorable consideration for aid 


point, but constructed road, used as part of another main line up to Corvallis 
and south of that, to secure, not the road aided by Congress, but, as counsel ad- 
mit, ‘‘for the purpose of having a better basis of credit to secure as speedily as 


possible the completion of the unc omple ted portions of both roads from Rose- 
berg south to a connection with the Central Pacific,’ practically to secure and 
control the lines of transportation in the hands of Messrs, Huntington and Vil- 
lard, and leave Astoria shut out from the privileges Congress intended she should 
have 

Notonly so, but all these years, by asserting that he intended to build the road, 
others were deterred from entering upon the work free of expense to the Gov- 
ernment, and this vast area of land, 1,500,000 acres, withheld from sale and settle- 
ment by this * dog-in-the-manger”’ poli . 

rhe letter of Mr. Gaston, former president of this company 
fully explains this 

Mr. Villard’s company 
the road 

We submit they ought to abandon the grant; and we report the annexed bill 
forfeiting the grant, for favorable action and passage 

We have not been able to learn certainly whether this company has aseumed 
the right to dispose of any of these lands to settlers or not, butare led to believe 
that it has tosome extent; and to guard against any possible wrong, and to do 
justice to any citizen who may ignorantly have purchased any of these lands 
we add a section giving such persons, if there be any, a prior right to the land 
that they assume to purchase of the pany, for reasons which will suggest 
themselves to the House on reading section, and commend themselves to 
its judgment 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I only wish, at the outset of this dis- 
cussion, to make a brief statement as to the substantial features of this 
bill, and in doing so I shall occupy only so much time as the gravity 
of the case would seem to require 

rhis bill comes to this House unanimously reported from the Com- 
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, inserted above, 


he writes, has “abandoned the project’ of building 


} 





‘ 


Lin 


mittee on Public Lands. It involves 1,130,800 acres of the public 
lands. The claim which is made to a portion of it is made solely by 


the Oregon Central Railroad Company. No other corporation is inter- 
ested init, sofaras weknow. There is neither legal nor equitable claim 
on the part of this corporation to a single acre of the land which is in- 
volved. Indeed, it is conceded by the legal representatives of the rail- 
road company, that if there is in this Congress the legal right to assert 
a forfeiture they have no legal claim to a single acre of the land. It 
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is only just to say that a claim is made equitably to perhaps 320,000 
acres of the land. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I regard this measure as the pioneer 
in the discussion that is to follow regarding this question of forfeitures; 
and I sincerely hope that we shall have order so that the gentleman 
from Illinois can be distinctly heard in the Hall. Thisisthe beginning 
of the discussion of these railroad grants, and I insist that there shall 
be order during the discussion, or that we shall suspend business. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will endeavor to preserve order, and gen- 
tlemen on the floor will cease conversation. 

Mr. PAYSON. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that I am entirely safe in 
saving that if there is any one question upon which public sentiment 
is united in this country, the whole nation over, it is thatevery acre of 
the public domain that is now being claimed by these corporations to 
which they have not a clear, legal right, or a countervailing equitable 

laim, that every acre of it shall be restored to the public domain and 

made subject to sale and settlement under existing law. So I shall 
waste no time in the discussion of that proposition as to whether there 
is a public demand for this kind of legislation. 

Coming, then, to the facts in this case upon which the House will be 
‘alled to vote, they may be briefly, and, I think, clearly stated in about 
this way: In 1870 this grant of the public domain was made to this 
railroad company.as the consideration for the building of a railroad line 
from Portland to Astoria. Assuming that the House is familiar with 
the geography of that country, I will simply state that the distance from 
Portland to Astoria is one hundred and twenty-two miles. The grant 
was made for the building of this railroad, and the authority was given 
to builda branch line from asuitable point of junction, in the language 
of the act, near Forest Grove, which is distant twenty-five miles from 
Portland, up to Willamette Valley, toward the Oregon State line, at a 
place called MeMinnville, in the State of Oregon, twenty-two miles 
distant. This entire road was to be constructed within six years from 
the date of the grant. The time expired, therefore, in May, 1876. 

The road was not built—— 

Mr. BELFORD rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe gentleman will not interrupt me, I will state 
all of the facts in connection with the matter, and as to every fact which 
I shall state I think there will be no dispute even by the only gentle- 
man whom Ihave heard of as opposed to the bill. I refer to the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The construction of this road was begun at Portland. I should say 
in passing that an examination of the debates in this House as well 
as in the Senate at the time the grant was made will show that the 
principal object of making the grant was to secure the connectfon—a 
railroad connection—between Portland, on the Willamette River, in 
the interior of Oregon, and Astoria, on the Pacific coast. The con- 
struction of the road was commenced within the time and forty-seven 
ind one-half miles of the road built within the period specified. 

The road was constructed out to Forest Grove, then up the Wil- 
lamette Valley to McMinnville, in all forty-seven and one-half miles, 
within the period prescribed by the act. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will my friend from Illinois permit me to ask him 
. question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. Did not a panic come on the country in 1873, and 
was not every business interest prostrated and paralyzed by reason of 
that panic, and especially in relation to the construction of railways‘ 

Mr. PAYSON. Asa matter of the financial history of this country, 
I will say yes. But that had nothing whatever to do with this enter- 
prise, 

I was about to state, when interrupted by the gentleman from Colo- 
rado, that the construction of this road came into the hands of Mr. 
Henry Villard, who had succeeded to the control of the entire railroad 
system in Oregon, and not only that, but of the Oregon Navigation 
Company’s line of transportation on the Columbia River. Desiring to 
make a connection between this line and the Huntington railroad sys- 
tem in California, which was extending its road northward to the Ore- 
gon line, Mr. Villard and his associates abandoned absolutely the con- 
struction of this main line of road in consideration of which this grant 
of land was made. Instead of treating it as a part of the main plan 
they used it merely as a factor in the scheme of connecting the Oregon 
system with the south. 

A mortgage put upon it for a million and a half of dollars was used 
to secure terminal facilities in the city of Portland, and not a dollar of 
it In perfecting the scheme for which Congress made this great grant of 
land. 

To make myself understood by an illustration which we will all un- 
derstand, and anticipating perhaps the argument that will be advanced 
by the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. GEORGE], let me say the situation 
18 precisely this as to this constructed piece of road: Suppose Congress 
made a grant to some company to build a railroad from this Capitol to 
Georgetown along Pennsylvania avenue, with a branch up Four-and-a- 
halt street to the City Hall. That is an illustration of the situation. 

lhe railroad company commence and build down Pennsylvania avenue, 
then turn up to the City Hall, and for purposes of their own continue 


their line to the city of Baltimore and abandon absolutely the balance ! 
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of the road from Four-and-a-half street to Georgetown 
case precisely. 

I hold in my hand the printed copy of a letter from Mr. Villard to 
the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, written in 1883. After having so 
long held that grant of land as an absolute pall on its settlement and 
sale, he announces to these people that he absolutely and utterly aban- 
dons the project and does not intend to construct the road. , 

During the last eight or ten years—the proof is before us—corpora- 
tions have been organized and individuals have associated themselves 
together and have been willing to build this road without a dollar of 
subsidy or without an acre of land. And as a part of the current his- 
tory of the transaction I may state that only one month ago in the city 
of Astoria,on the assumption that this House would indorse the action 
of your committee relating to this grant, steps were being taken to build 
this road without a dollar of aid from the Government, with the amount 
perhaps of $100,000 of local aid from the citizens of Astoria. 

There is the case in a nutshell, and all there is of it. I do not care 
to go into the legal argument here, for it is absolutely unnecessary, as 
to the power of Congress to declare a forfeiture in this act; nor do | in- 
tend to waste the time of this House in arguing the question of policy 
outside the question of right so far as regards the forty-seven and a halt 
niles of constructed road. 

Mr. HORR. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. How much of this road has been built on the line of the 
land grant? 

Mr. PAYSON. 


That is the 


Twenty-five miles. 
Mr. HORR. And none along the rest of it 
Mr. PAYSON. None of the rest built or attempted to be built 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you forfeit the grant along 
twenty-five miles? 


Mr. PAYSON. 


We do 
Mr. HORR. What is the length of the whole line? 
Mr. PAYSON. One hundred and twenty-tive miles 

Mr. HORR. I wantto getatthe fact. In the grant of this land was 
there provision made that the company should 
tions of their road were completed ? 

Mr. PAYSON. That was provided in the act 

Mr. HORR. Have the patents for those lands been issued ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There has never been any patent issued 

Mr. HORR. Were the company entitled te patents for the lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. t] 
land, asthe committee unanimously agree 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not entitled to any, even Io! the part t he y 
built ? 

Mr. HORR. 
went along with the construction of the road, why did they not get the 
patents ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not know 
to issue the patents. 

Mr. HORR. Were they not ent 
road constructed ? 

Mr. PAYSON. They were not entitled to them 

Mr. HORR. Why were they not entitled to them ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the grant was on the condition that the en 
tire road was to be completed prior to May 10, 1376, and it never was 


get lands as certain pol 


i 


No, sir; they were never entitled to an acre of 


If the lands were to be p itented tothe company as the: 


The Interior Department refused 


tled to them on the portion of 1 


completed, but was abandoned. 

Mr. HORR. I understand you to say that they did build a portion 
of the road. 

Mr. PAYSON. They did; but the Interior Department regard it, as 
I regard it, and as I think every lawyer will regard it, that unless that 
road is constructed they are not entitled to any land. 

Mr. HORR. I think I now understand you 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has mostly answered the 
question which I wish to ask him, which is whether the Committee on 
Public Lands consider this company entitled to any part of the grant 
proportionately to the amount of road they had built, or whether 
had been patented to the company any land for the portion built ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There has been none patented to them 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the company is entitled to non 

Mr. PAYSON. We all agree to that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the committee so report 

Mr. PAYSON. The committee so report 

Mr. RAY, of New York. The gentleman says that no road has been 
built over this precise line I would ask him if any road has been con 
structed between the terminal points or upon a substantial parallel line 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no railroad 
land and the interior in any way 

Mr. GEORGE. Between Portland and the interior 

Mr. PAYSON. I should say between Astoria and the interior. I 
believe that is all I care to say in the presentation of this matter in the 
outset, and I will reserve the remainder of my time, unless some gen- 
tleman desires to ask me a question 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The gentleman says that this company 
is not entitled in law to any of thisiand. Are they entitled to any in 
equity? 
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Mr. PAYSON. They are not, and the gentleman would have under- 
stood my reasons for saying so if he had heard what I had said in the 
opening of myremarks. I will repeat what I have said in reference to it. 

Mr. LACEY. I would suggest that questions should be addressed to 
the Chair, so that we may hear what the questions are and appreciate 
the answers 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. MILLARD. 
muies ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I think so. 

Mr. MILLARD. And were not certain portions or sections of this 
road completed and accepted by the Government ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I think so 

Mr. MILLARD. And you propose by this bill to forfeit not only the 
lands earned by the company for the portions of the road which were 
constructed and accepted by the Government, but also all the lands 
which would come to the company had it constructed the other portion 
of the road ? 

Mr. PAYSON Precisely 


ment more of my own time in ; 


The point or order is well taken. 

I would like to ask the gentleman asingle question. 
Certainly. 

Was not this road to be built in sections of twenty 


and forthis reason. Iwill occupy a mo- 
nswering the question of the gentleman. 
this grant or who has listened to the 
that the grant is one known among law- 
yers as a grant in presenti, upon conditions subsequent, the conditions 





Any lawyer who will examine 


1) 


i tine report Will Se¢ 


reading ol 
be ing that the road shall be ¢o uple i d as r¢ pure d by law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The whole road. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, the whole road. No matter what provisions 
may have been made as to details, no matter if there is a provision in 
the grant that the road may be examined in sections, or that patents 
may issue when those different sections are accepted by the Govern- 
ment, all the time that is subject to a reserved right on the part of 
Congress, to be exercised whenever, in its discretion, it chooses to ex- 
ercise the right of declaring a forfeiture of the whole grant for breach 
of the conditions. The law is as well settled as that two and two 
make four in mathematics, that the issue of patents for sections ac- 
cepted does not strengthen at all the title that the railroad company 
has to the land. 

Mr.. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman one more 
question. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that in this bill the rights 
of settlers on any of these lands are fully protected 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; I should have stated that at the outset. 
The railroad company has assumed to have the title to these lands, so 
that it has sold a large portion of this grant. We are advised that par- 
ties are now in possession claiming under the imperfect title which they 
obtained from the railroad company. The committee in this bill rec- 
ommend that every purchaser from the railroad company shall be 
treated as though he was a purchaser from the Government to the ex- 
tent of his purchase, and to validate the title in him to the lands he 
thus holds 

Mr. HORR. Do I understand that the company has exercised own- 
ership over these lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. They have assumed the right to sell the land to set- 
tlers upon this grant. More than that, and I am glad the gentleman 
has asked the question, though the act provides that the company shall 
sell to actual settlers only in quantities of one hundred and sixty aeres 
to each settler, it has assumed the right to sell thousands of acres for 
the timber which is upon it to a single person or corporation, without 
any shadow of right or authority to do so 

Mr. HORR Do their mortgages cover any of these lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. Theydo. They have given a mortgage of $1,250,000 
upon some of these lands; to what extent we are not advised, nor could 
we ascertain. 

Mr. HORR. Now, do I understand the gentleman’s position to be 
this: Ifa company goes on and completes a certain portion of its road 
in good faith under the terms of its contract, and is allowed to have 
lands patented as certain portions of the road are completed, it may go 
on and build perhaps one hundred and twenty miles in that way, and 
then, because the company does not build the rest of the road within 
the time, the Government has an equitable and moral right to declare 
the entire land forfeited and take away from the company what it has 
earned ? 

Mr. PAYSON. When the gentleman asks what we have a ‘‘ moral 
right’’ to do, that is a question which every member will settle for him- 
self. If he asks whether we have a legal right to do it, I say unhesi- 
tatingly yes; and I have never heard any lawyer, except some attorney 
for a railroad company, who ever denied the proposition. If the gentle- 
man asks me whether we have an equitable right, I say to him that 
the question of equity must be settled by every member of this House 
in accordance with his notion of equity. If he asks me what my judg- 
ment is in this case, I answer promptly and say that I do not believe 
this railroad company has an equitable right toa single acre of this land, 
nor is there a member of the Committee on Public Lands who se be- 
lieves 
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Mr. HORR. That is not the question. Does the gentleman believe 
it possible for an equity to be created ina case of the kind I have stated ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly I believe it; and the Committee on Public 
Lands so believe. There are bills on your Calendar in which we recog- 
nize this equitable right. We believe every case should stand on its 
merits, and wherever the forfeiture is opposed by any countervailing 
equity we recommend that such equityshould be regarded. There are 
on your Calendar bills in which we have allowed some of these corpo- 
rations millions of acres of land to which legally they have no more 
right than I have to the ground on which this Capitol stands; we allow 
the lands to the companies in such cases upon principles of equity. 

But I do not propose in this discussion to argue the question of equity 
in those cases. I confine my remarks to the case under consideration 
now and here; and as to that I say there is neither a legal right nor an 
equitable right on the part of the company to an acre of land involved 
in this grant. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand my colleague [Mr. Payson] to say 
that in this bill the rights of purchasers from this railroad company 
have been protected. 

Mr. PAYSON. Absolutely. 

Mr. CANNON. And I also understand him to say that a mortgage 
has been placed on all or some of the lands where the road has been 
completed to the extent of $1,250,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, does this bill protect the rights of the mort- 
gagees ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Itdoes not. It lets them stand precisely where the 
law leaves them. When the mortgage was negotiated the statute was 
open to the examination of the men who invested their money in that 
mortgage. They knew, or are presumed to have known, what they 
were doing. The Committee on Public Lands do not recognize that 
there is any obligation imposed upon Congress to protect the rights of 
everybody who from one motive or another may have invested money 
in that class of securities. 

But as to the men who went there poor, who braved the dangers of 
frontier life and in good faith, in ignorance of the law, purchased lands 
from this railroad company, assuming that it had the power to sell 
what it had not the power to sell, we propose not to subject them to 
any evil or inconvenience but to treat them, on equitable grounds and 
equitable grounds alone, as if they were purchasers from the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. CANNON. 
in point. 


Will my colleague yield to me for a question ? 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
Thirty-two minutes. 
Then I yield to my colleague. 
One other question in the same line, for it is right 
I think the committee has done well in that respect so far 


as the settlers are concerned; but as I understand this mortgage of 


$1,250,000 was necessarily made to protect bonds which have been 
issued. Now presumably those bonds are held by various people—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I willask my colleague this question, whether 
it is not as equitable to protect the widow or the orphan or the trust 
fund that may happen to hold one of these bonds secured by mortgage 

who had the same notice as the settlers and no more) as it is to protect 
the settlers? 

Mr. PAYSON. Very likely, Mr. Chairman, if the holders of the bonds 
were the widows and orphans that the gentleman refers to so feelingly, 
but observation of the business public in this country does not lead to 
the conclusion that the holders of these railroad securities belong to the 
class that my colleague would desire to protect here. I never happened 
to hear that any of these widows and orphans live inmillion-dollar houses 
in the city of New York. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the gentleman to say that the bill as 
reported by the committee protects those who have purchased lands from 
the railroad company ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. And that the original act provided they should not 
purchase a quantity exceeding one hundred and sixty acres to each 
person ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. And further, the gentleman stated, as I understood, 
that in some cases they have purchased as high asa thousand acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. Only the timber from it; not the fee of the land, 
but the timber from it. 

Mr. WEAVER. As I understand, you do not provide in your bill 
for anybody in excess of one hundred and sixty acres of land? That 
I understand to be in accordance with the provisions of the act. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the mortgage referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois cover the entire land grant, or only a part of it? 

Mr. PAYSON. It covers the entire grant to the company. Every 
It has been stated, and never disputed 
Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 





Mr. BELFORD. 
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Mr. PAYSON. Yes, if you will make it brief. If my friend from 
Colorado will come at once in his happy vein to the point, I will be 
glad to hear him. 

Mr. BELFORD. You have thirty-two minutes remaining of your 
time and certainly you can yield me one of them. 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BELFORD. You stated every lawyer connected with a railroad 
company 

Mr. PAYSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me put my question. The gentleman stated 
on the floor of this House that nobody was opposed to this bill except 
the attorney of some railroad. 

Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon 

Mr. BELFORD. You said—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I can not yield to be misrepresented. 

Mr. BELFORD. Ihave not the slightest idea of misrepresenting the 
gentleman from Illinois. Have I not uniformly authorized you, sir, 
to cast my vote in that committee according to your judgment ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; you have. 

Mr. BELFORD. I never was an attorney of a railroad company 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BELFORD. For, sir, I am opposed to this whole theory 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no gentleman inthe House whose good opin- 
ion I regard more than that of the gentleman from Colorado ; and if he 
will not leave me for one minute, I wish to set myself right with him 

Mr. BELFORD. I have been listening to your speech with delight 
and approvingly. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman misunderstood me 

Mr. BELFORD. What did you say, then? 

Mr. PAYSON. I said as a legal proposition I never heard any lav 
yer except an attorney for a railroad company deny the power on th« 
part of Congress to declare forfeited every grant of this kind if Congress 
chose to exercise its option. 

Mr. BELFORD. You are right in that 

Mr. PAYSON. If no other gentleman desires to ask me a question 
I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. DoT understand the gentleman from Illinois to 
state this validates the purchase of titles from the railroad company to 
the extent of one hundred and sixty acres? If so, I wish the gentle- 
man to explain by what sort of law or equity such titles can be val 
dated. 

Mr. PAYSON. Simply as a matter of equitable necessity. The title 
as we take it under the law is subject to be forfeited, and the United 
States clearly would have the right to recognize an unauthorized sale 
on precisely the same doctrine if you should undertake to sell my horse 
without authority and the gentleman from Massachusetts should pur- 
chase it I could validate it if I chose to do so In order to save any 
inconvenience resulting in declaring this entire grant forfeited, and 
allowing these settlers to come in and pre-empt and make homestead 
filings under the general law, the committee have thought, Mr..Speaker, 
it was not an improper thing to recommend they be treated as purchas- 
ers from the railroad company, having in the main paid for their 
little holdings, because the little amount they would have again to 
pay into the Treasury of the United States would be a mere baga 
telle to us, but might amount to a vast deal to each of them. There 
is no rule of law requiring us to do it, but we recommend it because 
we think it is a gracious thing for a great Government like this of ours 
to do toward one of its citizens who is placed in the situation the 
citizens are, to recognize the purchase from the railroad company of a 
portion of the land included in the grant to which the railroad company 
have no title. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the gentleman further to say it is 
his opinion this railroad company has no title either in law or equity 

Mr. PAYSON. You understood me correctly if you so understood 
me. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And that that appears from the public records 
from the muniments of title, so to speak. Now, can any equity possibly 
arise in favor of these purchasers? In other words, can the title rise 
higher than its source ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Asa matter of harsh law, no; but this same policy 
I wish to say, the Committtee on Public Lands has adapted to every 
one of these grants we propose to forfeit—that is, to treat every man 
possession as an actual settler: to treat him who isin possession in good 
faith under the color of law as having a just claim: to treat him asa 
purchaser from the Government. ‘: a matter of harsh law, I agree the) 
have no such claim, but we think it is a matter of equity we should 
extend toward them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then it amounts simply to a gratuity, « hat 
may be called a donation, to these people ” 

Mr. PAYSON. Practically it amounts to that 

Mr. C HACE. MayI ask the gentleman a single question in this co 
nection ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield for a question 

Mr.CHACE. As I understand th 











» gentleman, he says that this com- 
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pany has issued bonds upon the lands which were granted to them 
under the original act? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHACE. And that these bonds have been placed upon the mar 
ket and sold ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHACE. And that innocent purchasers are now in possession of 
these bonds—bonds which they have purchased upon the market be 
lieving them to be valid ? 

Mr. PAYSON. They have been sold in the markets, I have no doubt 

Mr. CHACE. Very well. Then why do you not recognize the equi 
ties of the holders or purchasers of those bonds as much as you do the 
rights —— people who Sager sed the lands ? 

Mr. PAYSON Because, sir, inthe judgment of the committee they 
did not anal on equal dignity sl are not entitled to be so onal red 
An investment made in a railroad bond is an investment made ordina 
rily by a capitalist as such, and when he pays out his money for such a 
bond he does it with the understanding that he is taking all of the 
chances as to whether or uot the railroad company will pay the bond o1 
put itself in a position that it can avail itself of all of the securities to 
which it may be entitled under the grants made to it by the Genera! 
Government. We regard, therefore, the equities of the settlers who 
have gone upon these Senile for the purpose of establishing a home as ot 
superior dignity and entitled to more consideration than the bond 
holders who have purchased the bonds on speculation { Applause 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. May I ask a question’? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield to my colleague for a question 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask my colleague whether he 
understands that in this part of the land the titles to which have been 
validated, so to speak, to the purchasers it was the intention of ft 
committee to make a distinction between purchasers who are actual 
settlers and those who are not ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, there was no such intention. And I will state 
to my colleague that we did not take that into consideration, for this 
reason: The act which authorized the company to make the sales ot 
these lands provides that they shall not sell in quantities larger than 
one hundred land sixty acTes ind toactualsettlers. Theact of Congress 
provides that; and we have information upon what we regard satisfix 
tory advice that the railroad company has sold no lands in larger amounts 
than that to actual settlers, although they have assumed the right to 
sell the timber from large ateas of these lands 

I now reserve the remainder of my time 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman has thirt 
minutes of his time vet remaining, instead of the time heretotore 
roneously announced by the Chair 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON? one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the follow 
ing title 

A bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for any person to falsely and 
fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employe acting unde 
authority of the United States or any department thereof, and preserib 
ing the penalty therefor 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed and re 
quested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following title 

A bill (S. 1797) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Saint Croix River, in the States ef Wisconsin and Minnesota 


FORFEITURE OF OREGON RAILROAD GRAN 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 181) to de 
clare forfeited certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a rail 
road in Oregon, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, while I was anxious that this bil 
should receive consideration, in the belief that this House would amend 
its defects, I must say that as it stands reported by the committee it 


can not receive my support. In order that this House may fully un 
derstand its defects and may amend and perfect the bill, I shali en 
deavor to explain the situation 

Congress, by act passed fourteen years ago, gave the Oregon Central 
Railroad Company six years in which to build, and required that twenty 
miles or more should be conatracted within two vears, and that as often 
us twe nty miles or more we re comp ted pate nts tor coterminous lands 
should be made to the company 'wenty miles and more were built 

ithin the first two vears These lands thus earned the bill proposes 
to forfeit in addition to the unearned part from Forest Grove to Asto1 

Now, Mr. Speaker. I have prepared here a rough map which will 
show in a general way tothe House the situation and geographical loea 
tio! It will be seen from this map which I hold up in view ot! 
House the locati of this road and the relative position of the points 

bor p see ext pag 
Ch proposes to forieit every acre of the grant earned from P 
McMinnville Now, if this House is willing to de that, the 

let it pass the bill now under « msideration But if you agree with me 
that in justice and in equity and in law this company earned this grat 
from Portland to McMinnville, then vote wit! to ame } 
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striking out that part which forfeits the earned portion, leaving that | way and giving the benefit of the grant to the company for the several 


part which forfeits the unearned portion. sections of the road so constructed would not result in the end ina 
Several MEMBERS. That is right. fraud upon the Government by allowing the company to build such 
Mr. GEORGE. Now I wish to call your attention again to the situ- | sections of the road as it pleased through the rich portions of the grant, 
ation. perhaps, and taking therefor the rich and valuable lands and leaving 
The whole of the upper and lower valley isinterested in the extension | unearned the poor and the worthless lands ? 
to Astoriaof thisroad. Many of the reasons exist to-day that prompted Mr. GEORGE. I donot know that I caught the exact purport of the 
Congress to extend this aid in the first instance. question, but if there is anything in the suggestion of the gentlemanit 
Mr.GLASCOCK. What is the distance from Forest Grove to Asto- | is against the passage of the original act, a matter which at the present 
ria? time has passed out of our control. As to the value of lands earned I 
Mr. GEORGE. The distance from Forest Grove to Astoria is ninety- | shall explain further on. 
seven miles. The road between those points has never been built, and Mr. NICHOLLS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques 
the land is unearned. tion ? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Why was not that built? Mr. GEORGE. Certainly 
Mr. GEORGE. Itis aroad difficult of construction, and although it Mr. NICHOLLS. I only desire to know who are the attorneys hers 
runs through valuable timber lands, with excellent prospects for coal de- | of this railroad company. 
velopments and soil of great richness, yet the country is much broken and Mr. GEORGE. So far as that is concerned I have no special infor 
with lands largely covered with underbrush and not generally settled; | mation. t is well known by the committee that a gentleman distin 


and assuming Portland and Astoria as terminal points, the road traffic | guished in my State appeared before that committee in behalf of a 
would be in direct competition with river craft and deep-sea going ships. | number of these roads, including this one. I need not give names on 
I believe that this road needs the aid of a land grant to insure its com- | this fioor. 


pletion in the near future. The present company after careful survey Mr. NICHOLLS. The gentleman from Oregon does not himself 
announce that the uncompleted portion will cost $30,000 per mile. I | represent this road? 
care not who builds it so that it be built. In the last Congress I in- Mr. GEORGE. I disclaim any idea or intention of representing this 


troduced a bill relating to this matter, which had it become a law | or any other company. I have never in my life been employed by a 
would have resulted either in the building of the road or the forfeiture | railroad company. I would suffer my right arm to be cut off before | 
of the land grant by the close of the present year. would, as a representative of the people, accept a fee or a promise ot 
In this Congress, recognizing that one section of the State immediately | a fee, directly or indirectly, froma corporation or anybody else concern 
interested was restless on account of the non-completion of the road, | ing a matter that was to come before me in my representative capacity 
the fact that a large section was tied up from settlement and develop- | as a member of this House. [ Applause. | 
ment; the fact that the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, an enterpris- I was going on to say when interrupted that I was anxious in opening 
ing and progressive city, directly interested, memorialized Congress for | this land to settlement to retain some of the substantial benetits of the 
a forfeiture; the fact that petitions for forfeiture were pouring in from | Congressional aid toward the development of our fair young State, and 
citizens of my State along the line of road and elsewhere; the fact that | on receiving a bill prepared by the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, 
the president of the company concerned had addressed a public letter | providing for the forteiture of the unearned part of the grant, as several 
to the Astoria Chamber of Commerce saying that his company ‘‘ must | other bills to like effect had already been introduced by others, I intro- 
abandon the project;’’ the fact that the Legislature of my State at its | duced it with an amendment taken from my bill in the Forty-seventh 
last session memorialized Congress to forfeit the grant for reasons stated | Congress, providing for the rights of settlers on forfeited lands, and with 
in the memorial; the fact that no one whom I have the honor to repre- | an amendment providing tor the retention in the Treasury of the United 
sent has ever expressed to me a wish to the contrary, I concluded to | Statesof all moneys collected by the United States during the next ten 
favor a forfeiture of the unearned part. It was with reluctance, how- | years for lands within thegranted limits, to be paid over during that 
ever, that I felt that such must be the case—that aid to our develop- | time to the first company completing the road. It did not provide 
ment should be withdrawn. I had hoped that the road would be built, | that the lands should be sold at any prescribed price, but left them 
and I was loath, as the only Representative of the three hundred and | open to the land laws, and therefore the proceeds would have been 
twenty-five members on this floor directly interested, to raise my voice | such moneys as might have been paid in on pre-emption claims, timber 
and vote for a forfeiture; for I could not but feel that if we could not | claims, and coal lands, but much of the land would go as homesteads, 
secure a road with the aid of a land grant, we could not readily expect | thus probably not insuring much of a fund, yet I believe it to be just 
one without it. However, some of our best citizens directly interested | and right, injuring no one, while promoting the public welfare. But our 
think otherwise. It isclaimed by them, and also by the Committee on | committee having charge of such matters have ignored this provision 
Public Lands, that if this grant is out of the way some other company | and in fact ignored our bill and have made the forfeiture absolute 
will build the road. I hope so; that is all I can say. I tell you the | They not only forfeit the part unearned, as contemplated by the bill 
man who gets up here on the floor and says that the road is to be built | of the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, but they entirely forfeit even the 
without any aid knows a great deal more about the situation than I do, | earned portion. This part of the bill I can not indorse, and I will not 
who have lived there for thirty years. I hope, however, that he may | vote for it. The lands along the line of the completed part were, I be 


be right. lieve, fairly and legally earned. I do not propose to argue the legal 
Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? proposition involved, but I have, however, my decided convictions on 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. the points applicable, and I feel it would be wrong to attempt to divest 
Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman not know from the names of citi- | the company of its earned lands. 

zens I have given him while this matter was pending that prominent The committee reporting this bill contend that this grant is an en 

citizens of Astoria whom he indorses as truthful men make the state- | tirety, and every mile must be built before any land could be earned 

ment to me which I have made in this House ? I differ entirely from this view, and whiie I shall not argue the law 


Mr. GEORGE. I have already stated in my remarks that estimable | point, I will briefly call attention to the provisions of the bill. Every 
and enterprising citizens of my own State believe that if this grant was | one admits that this was a grant in presenti on condition subsequent 
out of the way the road would be built, and I have said that I only | It was a grant liable to be defeated in case the conditions were not pe! 
hoped that they were correct in their faith; that is all. I know they | formed. What were the conditions? I quote from the grant— 


are worthy and well-meaning, and generally know what they are about. The foregoing grant is upon the condition that said company sha'!! complete 
Mr. RAY, of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman from Oregon | # section of twenty miles or more within two years 

[Mr. GEORGE] a question, in order if possible to remove a doubt that Again— 

exists in my own mind. Is it not to be presumed that when the Gov- That whenever and as often as the said company shall complete and equi 


ernment made this grant it did so for the purpose of encouraging the | twenty or more consecutive miles, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the 
building of this entire line of road in order to open up all this country ? | S26 {° " a exec aga kak a ee es — a 
Mr. GEORGE. I thinkit ispresumable that Congress meant exactly | be issued to the company for so much of the said granted lands as shall be adja 
what it said in this grant and in every other similar grant. It proposed | cent to and conterminous with the said completed sections 
that the land should be dedicated to the completion of the entire road; Now, under that grant, on building forty-seven and one-half miles 
but it also provided for cutting the road up into continuous and con- | within the six years and nearly all within the two years, what legal 
tiguous sections, and that as fast as sections of twenty miles had been | right have we to forfeit the lands along conterminous to the forty-seven 
built the road should be considered to have earned and should receive | and one-half miles of completed road ? 


the land conterminous with such sections so built. Mr. RYAN. Why was not that done? Why were patents not is 
Mr. RAY, of New York. One other question, if the gentleman will | sued ? 

permit me ? Mr. GEORGE. Idonot know whether the company has applied for 
Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. patents or has received them, I do not understand that they have ever 


Mr. RAY, of New York. If you allow the grant to be cut up into | been refused. 

sections in that way The legal minds on the committee claim that Congress has a right to 
Mr. GEORGE. That is what the statute says. forfeit these earned lands, and the question then arises whether » 
Mr. RAY, of New York. If it is an entire contract and an entire | should. 

grant I would ask the gentleman if cutting it up into sections in that I know that the Holman resolutions, a mixture of grains with much 
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chaff « ealed and apparent—which passcd this House almost unani- 
mously, aside from objectionable features which meant a repeal instead 
of amendment of the desert-land act, timber-culture act, timber act 


for Oregon, Washington, California, and Nevada, as well as the pre 


emption act, in compliance with public clamor in the East, said that 
every acre of land subject to forfeiture in every land grant ever made 
ought to be forfeited without any examination or investigation and irre- 
spective of all equities, yet I thought then as I now think that they were 
hastily considered, entirely toosweeping as well as useless; for the reso- 
lutions forfeited nothing, being merely a bombastic declaration; for 


every case must necessarily be considered on its merits when it arises 
I believed then as 1 now believe that it would be unjust to take ad- 
vantage of mere technicalities, in entire disregard of all equities 

I thought then as Inow think that the deliberations of fifty other com- 
mittees were and are entitled to some consideration as well as the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, especially when it made such work as it has 
with this bill I thought then that it was inexpedient to bind the 
House to consider bills such as this committee might formulate, repeal- 


ing our land laws of the West, in prelerence to bills in the interest of the 
revival of American shipping, commerce, judiciary, banking, currency, 
agriculture, foreign affairs, military and naval affairs, Indian, Terri- 
torial, and pension affairs, Mexican pension bills, and every other bill 
of interest to any section. I saw no reason why they should all clear 
the track in order that the Committee on Public Lands, constituted as 
itis, could report any scheme affecting our western lands or land grants. 

By my vote on these resolutions, as 1 understood them, I reserved to 
myself the right and privilege of passing upon all the forfeiture bills 
according to the dictates of my own judgment as they arose. I have 


alwavs been willing to afford every aid to amend existing defects in 
land laws that frauds might be prevented or punished or to forfeit all 
railroad land grants that should be forfeited. I have so voted this ses- 
sion and shall continue to so vote. And when I think, asin the present 
lands are being forfeited that should not, I shall vote as I be- 
lieve to be just and right, I care not what the consequences may bx 
The committee claim that having the power to forfeit, while it does 
not follow that the power ought to be exercised, yet that in their judg- 
ment this is a case that would justify a forfeiture. The reason as 
signed is extraordin iry The report o! the committee falsely assumes 
that the road constructed was not on the line contemplated by Congress 
Chis surely is news in Oregon. And the committee speaks of ** branch” 


case, that 


vnd **‘main lines,’’ words which do not occur in the act at all. 

rhe title of the act says a ‘‘road from Portland to Astoria and Mc- 
Minnville;’’ that is, a road trom Portland to Astoria and a road from 
Portland to MeMinnville. In the body of the act it defines the route 
more detinitely, saying, ‘‘a road from Portland to Astoria, and from a 


suitable point of junction near Forest Grove to the Yamhill River, neat 
MeMinnvill To build this road required a common or main line 
running west from Portland to Forest Grove, over twenty miles, and 
from there north about ninety-seven miles to Astoria, and south about 
twenty-seven miles to McMinnville. Now, because the company only 
built the common line west from Portland, over twenty miles, and then 
the southern extension from there to McMinnville, and have used the 
completed portion with an extension farther on up the valley from 
MeMinnville, built without land-grant aid, therefore, in the judgment of 
the committee, the company should be punished by forfeiting all the 
land they earned under the act. In other words, we should forfeit the 
lands earned for the same reason that we can forfeit them, namely, be- 
cause the company did not build all of the road. This is the plain Enz 
lish of it. No one regrets more than myself that the whole of this road 
was not built, but how any one can claim this as a justification for tear- 
ing up what was done I am at a loss to understand. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that corporate power has hitherto been swollen 
by State and national legisiation to questionable extent, and while | 
would favor to any fair degree legislation looking to limitations, yet in 
our haste to do something let us not be unjust We must not forget 
that the objectionable feature of this bill is a question of interference 
with vested interests where corporation property rights are but the ag- 
gregation of individual property rights This great and good Gov- 
ernment is too great, too good, too powerful to afford to do wrong. 
We must not forget that property rights must be respected and justice 
and equity accorded 

Chere is another objectionabk feature in the bill as reported The 
original act gave the railroad company aright of way through the pub 
lic lands, with necessary lands for depots, stations, side-tracks, &c., but 
this bill proposes to forfeit and repeal *‘all rights, titles, and privileges”’ 
granted by the original act, and that these lands shall be subject to 


Sa Xec., thus in effect selling out the very road-bed used by a road 
constructed in good faith within the time prescribed by the act Can 
nybody claim that this is just? If you pass this bill as reported it 
will make an old-established road, built years ago and within the time 
of the act, a trespasser upon the public lands traveled over This is 
t] inguage of the grant, and the bill before us forfeits all rights under 

the original act 
The 1 t of way through the pub lands of e width of one hundred feet on 
en side of said road, and t right to take from the adjacent public lands ma- 
terials for constructing said road, and also th cessary lands for depots, sta- 
s, side-tracks, and othe edf ses it perauting the road, not exceeding 
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Let me point out another defect. It has been stated on this floo1 
that the bill proposes to protect actual settlers. I tell you, Mr. Speaker 


it does nothing of the kind. It proposes, on the contrary, to protect 
every speculator who has purchased lands from the company, even to 
tracts of any size Every speculator has his purchase confirmed, it 


matters not how many acres he may have attempted to gobble up 
but the bill does not contain a single word in behalf of actual settlers 
who do not happen to be purchasers from the company. It does not 
even mention settlers. These settlers who in perfect good faith, bh: 
lieving that as the time for earning the lands had expired and that th 
company’s right was really forfeited, and from that cause have settled 
upon odd sections, erecting homes, clearing and improving the lands 
and residing thereon, possibly ever since 1876, the date of the expira 
tion of the act, are, I submit, entitled to full and fair consideration 
At least they are entitled to as much consideration as the bill gives to 
the land speculator who purchased from the company. 

Not one of this class of honest, industrious, hard-working, bona _fid 
settlers is protected by this bill. I shall propose an amendment that 
will protect them. As I have said, they have no privity of title wit! 
the company whatever 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield for one other question ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman assert that there are no persons 
who as settlers have purchased land from the railroad company in quan 
tities of one hundred and sixty acres each? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know for certain. Probably there may lx 
a number of persons who are also settlers who have purchased one hun 
dred and sixty acres each. 

Mr. PAYSON. Was the gentleman present when ex-Senator Mitchel 
argued this question betore the committee ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I was, a portion of the time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not the gentleman know ex-Senator Mitchel 
made the statement that there were hundreds, not to say thousands, o! 
settlers along the Willamette and Columbia River Valley who had pur 
chased land in quantities of one hundred and sixty acres each and who 
should be protected ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no recollection of such an astonishing staté 
ment as that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman say, as a Representative fro: 
the State of Oregon, that he believes it is not true ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think there are anything like that numbe1 
of such settlers. 

Now, I say we ought to fix a limit of one hundred and sixty acres 
or some other number at any rate, instead of confirming unlimited 
sales of lands to any and every body. I have an amendment prepared 
which_I propose to submit in order to perfect the bill in this particulat 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that I may not be misunderstood or misrepri 
sented in this matter, I will again state that if this House will amend 
this bill so as to forfeit the unearned part of the grant merely, affording 
a reasonable protection to settlers or actual individual purchasersalong 
the line, I shall record my vote in its favor, and therefore I shall at th: 
proper time submit amendments for consideration with a view of thus 
pertecting the bill. As it stands it surely needs amendment. Asia: 
trom the objectionable features I refer to, it will, if passed, do what no 
one desires, not even the most ardent forfeiture advocate, and I shal! 
propose an amendment to remedy that glaring defect also. The bil 
not only proposes to be unjust to the original company by forfeiting 
all its earned lands of forty-seven and one-half miles, reaching from 

Portland to McMinnville, but it is grossly negligent and careless in th« 
clause proposing to confirm any and all lands that have been conveyed 
by the original company. It says that in case any of the lands to 
which the original company (the Oregon Central) or its successor would 
have been entitled had the road been constructed*fully to Astoria hav« 
been sold by either the Oregon Central or its successor prior to January 
1, 1884, the party or person so purchasing shall have the right to the 
lands so purchased, and upon proof of purchase and by paying any bal 
ance due the company to the United States patents shall issue to such 
parties. Did you ever see anything more loose or outrageous? Every 
acre of this land, earned and unearned, has been sold by the Oregon 
Central and paid for. It was first sold to the Oregon and California 
Railroad Company—a fact well known by the committee—and the 
Oregon and California, as its successor, has sold the whole by mortgag: 
conveyance. Inthe inconsiderate haste to unjustly forfeit earned lands 
a bill is proposed which on its face carelessly confirms the whole grant 
without the building another foot of the road 

\ pretty mess thisis! A bill tearing upa constructed road, forfeiting 
its right of way and earned lands along the constructed line, and then 
contirming all unearned lands without building another mile; a bil! 
attempting to forfeit what it ought not to forfeit, and confirming what 
it ought not to confirm; a bill forfeiting all title on the part of the Or 
gon Central and contirming everything earned and unearned to its as 
signs or to the assigns of the Oregon and California! Instead of loosen 
ing the hold of the corporation upon the lands, it binds the whole grant 
in chains beyond all remedy. I know it was not intentional upon th: 
part of the honorable committee to have the language so loose and sub- 
ject to such a construction, but that does not alter the fact that it is, 
and that a most fatal mistake has been made. 
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I undertake to say that the amendment at the close of this bill does 
what no member of the committee ever intended to do and what no | 
member of this House will ever support. Now I appeal to this House | 
to pause before it is too late, before it enacts this hasty and inconsider- 
ate bill into a law. Let us take this bill up and carefully consider it 
and amend it and makeit just, free it from careless and fatal mistakes, 
and make itat least a fair forfeiture bill and not a bill confirming title. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has called attention to the third 
section of the original act, which provides that the company, as each 





twenty miles of the road are completed and accepted, shall be entitled 


to patents for the lands on either side of the track. Now, can the gen- | 
tleman frem Oregon explain for what reason the Secretary of the In- 


terior refused to issue those patents? 


has issued the patents or refused to issue them. That is a matter between 
the company and the Secretary of the Interior, and I have no knowl- 
edge of it whatever. 1 know nothing about the private business of the 
company. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. If the gentleman pleases, I should like 
to ask him a question: If that be true that all this land was sold prior 
to that time, why do you need to object to this bill? This simply 
would be an act confirming the title of the present owners, nothing 
more or less. 

Mr. GEORGE. Because this bill proposes to confirm the unearned 
part without requiring any more road to be built. Besides, the first 
general conveyance was to another corporation and conveyed every- 
thing, and the report of the committee so states; there can be no doubt 
about that. I suppose from the language of their report they never 
intended to confirm what their act confirms; I have too much faith in 
the honor and integrity of the members of that committee to suppose 
they ever intended the bill should have the effect these words convey. 

Now, this can all be amended; it can all be perfected by amending 
the bill so as to forfeit the unearned part and preserve to the company 
the part which they have earned. I have five amendments which I 
have prepared and which I shall offer to this bill. The first amend- 
ment will correct the evil of the bill forfeiting the road-bed and right 
of way. The second and third will prevent unjust forfeiture. The 
fourth and fifth amendments will protect the actual settlers along that 
line who have not been purchasers from the company, but have settled 
there without any title on their part. believing the land was forfeited. 
It will limit purchasers to one hundred and sixty acres. That is fair, 
right, and proper, and this House will assuredly indorse it. Then I 
propose to amend the closing part so as to remedy the defect of giving 
this unearned land to the company as the language of the bill proposes. 
Then the bill will simply be one confirming to the company the lands 
they have earned and protecting the rights of innocent purchasers and 
settlers along the unearned part, throwing the rest of the unearned 
lands open to the public domain. Is not that fair and right ? 

I will yield with pleasure to any gentleman who desires to ask me a 
question. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask a question which perhaps I should 
have asked of the gentleman in charge of the bill, but not having done 
it I will now call the attention of the gentleman from Oregon to this lan- 
guage contained in lines 23, 24, and 25: 

Provided, That all unpaid purchase-money on such sales shall be paid to the 
United States, through the receiver of public moneys, at the proper land office. 

I suppose from that language the land has been sold on time and that 
some payments for which notes or bonds have been given have not ma- 
tured, but will mature after the passage of this act. The first question 
is whether this does not violate a clause of the Constitution which pro- 
hibits impairment of obligations of contracts already made. If these 
bonds and papers are out making promises to pay, and in no ignorance 
of the fact, but simply as a question of law between two parties, I 
would ask whether it is enough to defend that on the ground of failure 
of consideration, and whether in any event the parties owning the 
lands, the farmers, would not be subjected to a good deal of expensive 
litigation, especially in cases where the bonds or notes have passed into 
the possession of other parties ? 

I should like to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Payson] having charge of this bill to that fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. As I said before the affairs of this company with 


their assignees outside of matters of general notoriety are unknown to | 


me. The legal points involved in the question have not been fully dis- 
cussed by me. 

I simply regard this grant, I repeat, as I believe every lawyer on this 
floor or elsewhere must, asa grant in presenti, a grant made with grad- 
uated conditions subsequent, and the graded conditions having been per- 
formed and the grant having to that extent been in part earned, the 
lands subject to the unperformed conditions only are open to the action 
of Congress. If we undertake to go further our action will be or ought 
to be void. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If the Government agreed to convey to 
this railroad company a given quantity of land for building a given num- 
ber of miles of railroad, and this company has constructed two-thirds of 
the railroad, which the company could construct for $20,000 per mile, and 
if they refused to construct the other third part of the road, which would 
cost them $40,000a mile, I desire to ask whether it would not be equita- 
ble and fair to prorate the land; in other words, to give them lands pro 
rata for the value of the railroad that they have built in proportion to 
the expense of its construction? Would not that be tairer than to give 
them the whole or rather to give them two-thirds of the land for build- 
ing two-thirds of the railroad, when they by their own volition assumed 
only to build that part that they could construct for one-half of the 
money which the other would cost? 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the gentleman misunderstands me and mis 


| understands the purport of the bill. 
Mr. GEORGE. I do notknow whether the Secretary of the Interior | 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I understood you to say that the road 
yet to be built would cost some $40,000 a mile, that it crosses two 
ranges of mountains, and would be an expensive line to construct in 
comparison with the portion already built. 

Mr. GEORGE. The gentleman quite misunderstood me. I said J 
thought Mr. Villard’s estimates were about $30,000. It crosses two eleva- 
tions of hills or mountains, it is true, but they are rather low. The other 
portion of the road was also a difficult road to construct, although not 
quite so much so. But my proposition is simply to let the land alone 
which they have earned along the completed part of the road and allow 
the unearned lands to go, as desired by the people there. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the gentleman a question? Do I under- 
stand the gentleman from Oregon to hold that the land on the line irom 
Forest Grove to Astoria is substantially undisposed of except to this 
one company ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not so wish to be understood. ‘There are pur- 
chasers from the company along the line, and there are actual settlers, 
who believed it was forfeited to the Government and have no privity 
of title from the company. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman from Oregon know the amount 
of land covered by the contract made by the original parties to this 
grant and the Oregon and California company ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, that includes the whole grant; that includes all 
franchises and everything. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you know the terms of the contract which is 
saved by this report ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not, sir; it simply transferred the whole line, 
and is recognized by the report of the committee in this case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The validity of that transfer or contract is recog- 
nized ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In other words, the rights of the grantees are recog- 
ognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will answer for himself,and not 
the committee, upon that point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman from Illinois claim that the 
rights of the grantees are not reserved by the bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido. That is precisely what I claim. I will when 

I take the floor again, I think, show that to the satisfaction of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthegentleman state if he has ascertained the rea- 
son why the patents were not issued upon the forty-seven miles of road 

which were built within the terms of the law and within the meaning 
of the third section of that act? I wish to know how it happens that 
the Secretary of the Interior did not authorize the issuing of the patents 
for the amount of land alleged to have been earned; and I wish to ask 
my friend if this does not arise under the last section of this act, which 
is substantially in these words: That the foregoing grant is upon con- 
dition that the said company shall complete a section of twenty miles of 
said railroad or telegraph within two years and the entire line within 
six years? Is not this interpretation placed upon that, that inasmuch 
as no patents were issued under the third section of the act the whole 

| period of time had expired; the Secretary holding that under the pro- 
visions of this last section the contract between the corporation and the 
Government was invalidated, and having failed, he declined to issue 
any patents? 

Mr. GEORGE. In the first place, I did not state that the Secretary 
of the Interior had ever refused to issue a patent. Ido not know 
whether that is the case. I suppose, if such is the case, that it was for 
some other reason, because this same language is employed in a number 
of other grants where the patents have been issued regularly to the com- 
panies for lands along the line where they have completed the road 

Mr. HOLMAN. But have any patents ever been issued to this com- 
pany for these lands? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask the gentleman, do you understand or 
do you know as a matter of fact whether the Secretary of the Interior 
has ever refused to patent an acre of this land along the forty-seven and 
one-half miles? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I have understood he has declined to issue a patent. 
Mr. GEORGE. But you donot know itfrom your own knowledge? 
Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; not from my own knowledge. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson] if he knows asa matter of fact that the Secretary of the 
Interior has refused to issue patents for this land? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam told by the chief clerk of the railroad division 
in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office that they 
have refused to issue patents on application made for the reason that 
this road was not completed within the time, and the additional reason 
that the matter was pending before Congress. Mr. Smith, the chief 
clerk of the railroad division of the General Land Office, is my au- 
thority for that statement. 

Mr. GEORGE. When was this refusal made? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not know as to the date. 

Mr. GEORGE. With all due deference to the gentleman from I1li- 
nois, I must state that I do not believe the Secretary of the Interior has 
ever made such a refusal; I may, however, be mistaken. I can not be- 
lieve it unless the gentleman states upon his own knowledge that he 
knows that it is so. I think he surely has misunderstood Mr. Smith. 
However, that is immaterial. 

Mr. PAYSON. The chief clerk of the railroad division of that office 
told me what I have stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. I donot know whether this company ever made ap- 
plication for these patents. I think the company probably acted upon 
the theory that these lands are granted by theactand the patent is only 
evidence of title, and itisnot necessary for them to apply for patents. A 
portion of these lands were within another railroad grant, namely, the 
Oregon and California Railroad. This grant earned was not a very 
valuable one. In addition to being an overlapped grant, as stated, it 
was through anoldsettled section, and much of the lands were already 
taken up along the line before the grant tothe company. Consequently 
it has not been a matter of such great financial interest to them. The 
indemnity limits, extending only a few miles farther out being also in 
a settled portion, added but little to the grant in value. 

Mr. HENLEY. Theydid not apply forthe patents because they did 
not want them. 

A MEMBER. To avoid paying taxes. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to state that one of the reasons that ex- 
isted for the refusal of patents to this road or any other was the news- 
paper clamor that occurred in this country last winter; and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, with whom I have been intimately acquainted for 
thirteen years, desired to submit the whole subject to this House; and 
if he has not issued the patents, it was because he desired to secure pri- 
marily the judgment of this body on that subject. On that my friend 
from Oregon can rely. 

Mr. GEORGE. This much I do know of my own personal knowl- 
edge, and I have it also from the Interior Department, that the first 
twenty miles and over were built within the first two years of the grant, 
as required by the act and accepted by the Interior Department and 
the President of the United States; and I do know further that the 
other twenty-seven miles were built within the six years, most of it 
within the first two years, and that it was passed upon by the Interior 
Department and by the President of the United States and accepted, 
every mile of it—that I do know—and all built within the time fixed 
by the act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman does not mean by that 
statement to be understood as saying that the condition of the closing 
section of that act has been complied with ? 

Mr. GEORGE. That the company has not built the entire road is a 
matter of public notoriety that is not disputed here. And there are a 
number of other roads in the United States where they have not built 
the entire road; and it has never been urged by any one that I know 
of that you should forfeit the earned part of a grant simply because the 
company had not earned the rest of it. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman from Oregon permit me to ask 
him how many acres in the aggregate have been sold by the company 
to settlers which are validated by this bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is another part of the private business between 
the company and the settlers which I can not answer, because I do not 
know. ButI can say this: that every acre, earned or unearned, has been 
conveyed by the Oregon Central Company to the Oregon and California 
Company, and this bill confirms that conveyance. 

Mr. HORR. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to say there 
seems a good deal of question as to theissuance of these patents. I un- 
derstood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] to admit that 
whether they were issued or not had not anything to do with the real 
title. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman understood me correctly. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is correct asa matter of law. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Have any parties paid taxes on these lands? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know whether they haveor not. 

I shall take pleasure, Mr. Speaker, so far as possible in answering any 
further question that may be addressed to me in regard to this matter. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I desire to ask one question, if the gentle- 
man pleases. Wil) you state the character of the country through 
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which the road has been constructed and the character of the country i 
through which it has not been constructed ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will, with pleasure. This whole sheet of paper 
(holding up a sheet on which was outlined the road in question] will 
represent generally a timbered country, much of it broken and quite i 
hilly. This constructed portion of the road [indicating] runs over the ° 
hills back of Portland and through gaps in and along the valleys, but the 
country is pretty much covered with timber, except a portion of some 
of the valleys. The other portion of the country is much covered with 
timber and underbrush, and is broken, except where there are occa- 
sional settlements and a small prairie. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois.. Regarding the completion of the road, so 
far as it has been completed, as a substantial part of the thing which 
Congress wished to have done, I would like to have the gentleman ex- 
plain the commercial or other industrial relations between the different 
points. 

Mr. GEORGE. I willtryto. Portland is at the head of ship navi- 
gation, about one hundred and twenty miles from the ocean. Refer. 
ring to the sketch on the paper.] This will represent the ocean, this 
the Columbia River, and this the Willamette Valley. The grant was 
proposed to aid in the construction of a road from Portland to Astoria 
and McMinnville, Astoria lying to the north and McMinnville to the 
south. So far as the road has been built it isa part of the plan pro- 
posed by Congress to be carried out. When the balance of the road 
is completed, then Astoria wil] have the benefit of every mile of road 
already built under the act. 

Mr. HORR. Has the gentleman any way of knowing how much per 
mile that portion of the road cost which has been built ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I de not know. Probably not quite so much per 
mile as the uncompleted portion would cost. 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not exactly understand the last portion of the 
statement of the gentleman. Will he be kind enough to repeat it as 
to the relative difficulty of building this road ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I say that it was notas difficult orexpensive to build 
that portion of the road completed, from Portland to McMinnville, as 
it would be the portion from Forest Grove to Astoria. 

Mr. HORR. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the portion 
which has been constructed is the easier part to build? 

Mr. GEORGE. _I suppose it is easier than the part which has not been 
constructed, but the difference I do not know. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And the unearned portion of the grant 
is not so valuable as the land lying along the finished portion of the 
road ? 

Mr. GEORGE. That possibly is trueto some extent, but so much 
of the land had been taken up by actual settlers along the portion of 
the road which has been built and by the prior grant to the Oregon 
and California Company, that it did not leave much land for the Ore- 
gon Central Company. 

I would ask how much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have promised to yield a portion of my time to 
some gentleman. 

Mr. HORR. You had better reserve what little time you have left. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. GeorGE] 
had better retain his time. Five minutes is not enough time in which 
to make any speech upon this question. 

I desire only to say that while I believe the original policy of grant- 
ing land in aid of the construction of railroads was a good policy, while 
I believe it has opened up a great empire to settlement and has brought 
thousands of farms within the reach of settlers, ‘yet I believe the time 
has now come when Congress should declare forfeited all unearned land 
grants. Iam therefore heartily in favor of every bill before this House 
forfeiting all land grants heretofore made and now unearned by the ; 
companies. 

But in swinging away from one policy to another, when the time has 
come to adopt another, we are apt to go to such extremes as to destroy 
the thing we attempt and intend todo. I seriously doubt if this bill 
passes whether it will not open up a series of lawsuits that will be a 
blight upon the settlement of this country for years to come. I seri- 
ously doubt whether in a court of equity a bill that does not provide 
‘that time shall be of the essence can be enforced, and these lands, earned 
and unearned, can be forfeited to the Government under such a bill. 

I know the theory that forfeitures are indivisible. But in‘regard to 
a grant which provides that land should be earned as fast as sections 
of twenty miles of road had been built, I seriously doubt whether a bill 
that does not provide for a strict forfeiture of the grant in the case of 
a road which has proceeded to build sections of twenty miles that have 
been accepted by the Government can be held to be effective so as to 
operate as a sweeping forfeiture by which every acre of land in the grant, 
both earned and unearned by the company, can be saved to the people 
who shall hereafter purchase lands of the United States along the line 
of the road. I doubt very much whether under such a bill settlers can 
obtain titles which will be sustained in the courts. 
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In this case, here is one hundred miles of land grant which in the 
interest of justice and equity we may forfeit without any question that 
the courts will sustain it. But if we pass this bill and declare forfeited 
also the earned lands along the forty-seven miles of the road which have 
been built, it may give rise to lawsuits in the courts and introduce an 
element into this case that there is no need of and whichis not required 
by any demands of justice or equity. 

“I do hope that we shall pause and do what we ought to do, so that 
we may pass every one of these forfeiture bills in such ashape as to pro- 
tect the interests of the United States and of actual settlers and not 
introduce an element of hesitation and doubt, promotive of future liti- 

zation. 

7 Mr. HENLEY. The railroad companies threaten to litigate in any 
event. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not refer to litigation by the railroad compa- 
nies, but by other parties who may be interested in these lands. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, if I had the time I should be glad to 
yield to several other gentlemen; but I havenot. I desire now to pre- 
sent my amendments to the House for consideration. Am I in order, 
Mr. Speaker, in presenting them at this time ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I have no objec- 
tion to the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
GEORGE] being voted upon. But I wish to know whether those amend- 
ments can be presented now and be considered as pending when the 
previous question is moved ? 

The SPEAKER. They can, if the gentleman does not object. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to the gentleman offering the 
two amendments about which he has spoken to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon will send up his amend- 
ments. . 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let the gentleman from Oregon send up his amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
and a substitute, 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not mean to decide that it would 
not be in order to offer an amendment and an amendment to the amend- 
ment; but five amendments and a substitute can not be preseuted at 
one time except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEORGE. My substitute merely embodies the amendments I 
desire to propose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us understand, Mr. Speaker, whether the gen- 
tleman proposes to offer his amendments or his substitute. 

Mr. GEORGE. The amendments and also the substitute. 

Mr. PAYSON. The substitute I object to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I submit my amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] 
consent to allow the gentleman from Oregon to offer five amendments? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will consent to that. 

Mr. BELFORD. If the amendments of the gentleman from Oregon 
are to cut off debate, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The offering of the amendments will not cut off 
debate. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “‘act,”’ in line 9, insert the words “ excepting the right of way, 
with necessary lands used in operating the road constructed.” 


Mr. PAYSON. That is almost the exact language of an amendment 
which I had intended to offer. I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the other amendments sent 
up by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


rt after the word “States,” in line 13 of the printed bill: 
vided, That this act shall not apply to any lands included in the grant 
aforesaid conterminous with that portion of the line of railroad and telegraph 
which was completed prior to May 4, 1876.”’ 
Amend the amendment of the committee by inserting after the word “ grant,” 
in the eighteenth line of the second page : 
“And which lie conterminous with that portion of the line of railroad and 
telegraph line which was not completed prior to May 4, 1876.” 
Insert after “ eighty-four,” in line 20, these words: 
“To actual settlers thereon, or to individuals other than actual settlers, in 
tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres to each.” 


Mr. PAYSON. 


I would like to submit five amendments to the bill 


While I do not agree that the amendment just read 
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titled to a preference right to enter the same in accordance with the provis- 
ions of this act, and of the homestead, pre-emption, or other laws, as the case 
may be, and shall be regarded as having legally settled upon and occupied said 
lands under said pre-emption, homestead, or other laws, as the case may be, from 
the date of such actual settlement or occupation. And in case any such settler 
may not be entitled to thus enter or acquire such land under the existing laws, 
they shall be permitted, within one year after the passage of this act, to purchase 
not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres of the same at the price of $1.25 per 
acre; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby outherteed and directed to 
make such rulesand regulations as will secure to said actual settlers the benefit 
of these rights.”’ 


Mr. PAYSON. I will say for the information of the House—— 
Mr. BRENTS rose. 
Mr. PAYSON. I decline to yield for the amendments which the 


|} gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. BRENTS] desires to offer. 


I would be glad to oblige him; but I do not think I ought to yield 

Mr. BRENTS. I would like to have my amendments read for in- 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
moment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I agreed to allow the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN | to offer an amendment, to be considered aspending. I yield 
to him now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 12 and 13 strike out the words “sale and settlemeat under existing 


laws of the United States’ and in lieu thereof insert the words “ settlement un- 
der the provisions of the homestead laws only.” 


Mr. PAYSON. I have promised to yield for three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will permit me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not seen it, and do not know what it is; but 
I wiil not object to the amendment being read at the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Amendments can only be offered by unanimous con- 
sent. There are more amendments pending now than can be allowed 
under the rules. 


Mr. PAYSON. Iam walling to allow the gentleman’s amendment 
to be read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. DUNN. I will send up my amendment and have the Clerk 
read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after and including the fifteenth line to and including the twenty- 
ninth line and insert the following: 

‘‘Provided, That in case any lands embraced within the terms of this act, to 
which the said railroad company or its sucessor would have been entitled had 
the said road been constructed as provided in the act making the grant, have 
been sold by either of said companies prior to December 1, 1883, the bona side 
settlers or occupants who purchased and settled upon any of said lands shall 


have the prior right to purchase or homestead the same in the manner and to 
the extent allowed by existing laws of the United States.”’ 


Mr. BRENTS. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

‘In ease any of the lands embraced within the terms of this act, to which the 
| said railroad company or its successor would have been entitled had said road 
been corfStructed as provided in the act making the grant, have been sold by 
either of said companies prior to January 1, 1884, the party or person so purchas- 
ing any of said lands shall have the right to the lands so purchased upon mak- 
ing proof of the fact of such purchase at the local land office of the district where 
said land may be located: Provided, That all unpaid purchase-money on such 
sales shall be paid to the United States, through the receiver of pubiic moneys at 
the proper land office; and upon proof as above, and payment of such unpaid 
| balance, if any, within twelve months of the passage of this act, patents shall 
issue to the parties entitled thereto for the land.”’ 


And in lieu thereof insert: 


Provided, That in case any of said lands lying conterminous with the constructed 
and accepted portion of said road were sold or contracted to be sold by either of 
said companies prior to January 1, 1884, the purchasers thereof, their heirs or 
| assigns, upon making proof of such purchase and payment to such company of 
an amount equal or exceeding $1.25 per acre at the local land office, or on making 
payment to the receiver of public moneys for such land office of a sum which, 
added to the sum paid to such company, may amount to $1.25 per acre, shall be 
entitled to patents therefor from the United States. 


Mr. COBB. I object to those amendments. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield now to the gentleman from California 
for three minutes. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, an objection has been urged against 
this bill which seems to me to arise from some slight confusion of moral 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] de- 


I hope my friend from Illinois will yield to me a 


I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 





is necessary, I am willing, in order to save all possible question, to 


accept it. 


The SPEAKER. The House must vote upon theamendments. The 


Clerk will report the next amendment sent up by the gentleman from 


Oregon. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the bill the following : 


“ That in the case of all lands forfeited to the United States under the provis- 


ions of this act, all 


; rsons who at the date of the passage of this act, and who 
are otherwise qualified, are actual settlers in good faith on any such lands, on 


making claim to the same under the homestead, pre-emption, or other laws with- 


in six months after the same shall have been declared forfeited, shall be en- 


perception. It is held the Public Lands Committee in this bill has dis- 
tinguished between the equitiesof the bondholders of this railroad and 
the actual settlers. I am frank to confess that isso. And why is it? 
There were two classes of parties whose alleged moral rights were in- 
volved in this bill: One class was of those who invested in these rail- 
road securities predicated on this land grant; and the other,.the igno- 
rant, rude, uncultured, adventuroussettlers, who, proceeding on the idea 
| the railroad company were the owners or would be of these public lands, 

supposing in point of fact the railroad company had ample power to 

alienate and sell, went upon the lands and made their homes there. 
| That is one character of individuals whose rights are affected by this 
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bill, and the other was these investors in railroad securities. As toone 
class, and I hope the House will not be misled on that matter, as tothe 


uncultured, the uneducated, the ignorant, and the poor settler; he has | 


not the means, he has not the opportunities to consult competent legal 
authority for the purpose of informing himself as to his rights, and he 


went in good faith and made settlement on the lands of this railroad | 


grant sut how is it with the capitalist? He has had at his disposal 
the best legal talent in the country, and he made this investment with 
his eyes open, knowing everything the settler was ignorant of. That 
is the distinction which the Committee on Public Lands drew in refer- 
ence to this matter: that the capitalist must stand on the law as it is, 
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only get jurisdiction of matters of that character through the action of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state in addition that Rule XLII re- 
quires that the estimates of appropriations and all other communica- 
tions from the Executive Departments intended for the consideration 
of any of the committees of the House shall be addressed to the Speaker 


| and by him submitted to the House for reference. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is the rule, and it is the right way, and the 


| only way the committee can have jurisdiction. 


but that as to the settler in good faith we give him the right to consum- | 


mate his purchase, and so far as any amount may be due to the railroad 
corporation it can be paid to the Government and credited to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Why do you not confine it to the set- 
tler? 

Mr. HENLEY. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, it does not say settler. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [ Mr. OATES] 

Mr. OATES. I would like to have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I only have seventeen minutes left. 

The SPEAKER. Taking out the time occupied in reading amend- 
ments the gentleman has twenty-seven minutes left. 

Mr. OATES. I ask to be recognized in my own time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman ‘rom Ala- 
bama that the gentleman from [llinois in charge of the bill has given 
notice that at the expiration of his time he will demand the previous 
question 

Mr. OATES. Asa member of the committee I desire to be recog- 
nized in my own time. 

The SPEAKER. Of course if the gentleman from Illinois demands 
the previous question and that is sustained the Chair will be unable to 
recognize the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PAYSON. There seems to bea general feeling that this bill 
should be disposed of to-night, and, ifso (Criesof ‘‘ No!” “‘No!’’] 

Mr. OATES. I should like to be heard in my own right. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I will yield the floor and let the gentleman 
from Alabama be recognized in his own time. I give notice to the 
House that I will not move the previous question to-day; but will re- 
serve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OATES was recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to yield for a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr: OATES. I will yield the floor for that purpose, retaining my 
right to it when this question comes up again. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will withhold that 
motion foramoment. The other day the House passed a very important 
public measure, which has been amended by the Senate by the insertion 
of simply two words, a mere formal amendment. I desire, therefore, 
unanimous consent of the House to take this bill from the Speaker’s 
table with a view to concurring in the Senateamendments. This isa 
bill to protect the people from certain persons who are fraudulently 
representing themselves as officers or agents of the General Government. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the motion to adjourn is withdrawn the 
Chair must recognize it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw the motion. 


FRAUDULENT ASSUMPTION OF DUTIES OF UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I now ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table for the purpose of concurring in the Senate 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to 
falsely and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé 
acting under the authority of the United States or any Department 
thereof, and prescribing the penalty therefor, for the purpose of concur- 
ring in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


We do. 





In line 3, after the word “‘ Department,” insert the words “‘ or any officer.” 

In line 6, after the word “‘ Department,” insert the words “‘ or any officer.” 

Amend the title as follows: ‘‘ Making it a felony for any person to falsely or 
fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under the 
authority of the United States orany Department thereof, and prescribing a pen- 
alty therefor.” 

The SPEAKER. 
ate will be concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

DEFICIENCY, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presenta letter addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations by the Attorney-General in relation to 
deficiencies in that Department. I want to say that all such papers 
should come through the House and not directly to the chairman of the 


Committee on Appropriations. I make this statement in order that 
Cabinet officers or heads of Departments may understand that we can 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the commu- 
nication from the Attorney-General to which the gentleman refers 

The SPEAKER accordingly laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting estimates of deficiencies on account of 


| expenses of United States courts for the fiscal year 1884. 








Mr. RANDALL. lL[ask that the paper be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the communication was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I alsoask that the Senate bill (No. 1871) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a reward of $25,000 for the rescue 
of or ascertaining the position of the Greely expedition be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

There being no objection, the Senate bill was taken from theSpeaker’s 
table, read by its title a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House do now ad- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRENTS: Proceedings of a mass meeting of citizens of Seattle 
and King County, Washington Territory, relative to the forfeiture of 
the unearned land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CLAY: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of certain 
drafted men in Pendleton County, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorials of C. M. Merrick, Jesse Orr, and 
others, J. W. Moffly, and J. E. Ramsey, relative to national banks and 
national bankrupt law—severally to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia press against the repeal of duties 
on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Colbron Day Chauncy, relative to the tariff, &c.— 
to the same committee. 

Also. anonymous memorial on the Library building bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, memorial forwarded by Hon. J. C. Bucher, of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of H. R. 5003, for relief of certain medical officers, &c.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of C. W. Ranlet and A. M. Paff, relative to the 
national banking system—severally to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Clement D. Hill, asking to have 


refunded to him from the Treasury of the United States the proceeds of 


the sale of his life estate in certain lands in Prince George’s County, 
Maryland, sold under a decree of the United States district court for the 
district of Maryland—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of ex-soldiers and members of W. D. 
Walker Post, No. 64, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wis- 
consin, praying for the enactment of a liberal pension law und the re- 
enactment of the arrearage act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HOPKINS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Lowell bankrupt bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of Col. S. White, H. A. Hydorn, and 
80 others, member of Champlin Post, No. 29, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Grand Rapids, Mich., to establish a Michigan branch of National 
Soldiers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on 





| Military Affairs. 


If there be no objection, the amendments of the Sen- | 


By Mr. LIBBEY: Resolution of the City Council of Portsmouth, 


| Va.—to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 


By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition for an increase of pension to Edward 
B. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth 


| Walling—to the Committee on War Claims. 


3y Mr. PUSEY: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, asking 
Congress to resume unearned land grants—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of James T 
Dodson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of R. N. Smith, first lieutenant, and 
others, officers of the Twelfth Infantry, for passage of S. 1667—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of citizens of Hardin County, 
Texas, asking for an appropriation to continue the work of harbor im- 
provement at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Minneapolis, Minn., requesting the passage of a national bankruptact 
at this session of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also. resolutions of the Board of Trade of Mankato, Minn., protest- 
ing against the passage of any act that shall in any manner abridge, 
restrict, or limit the navigation of the Minnesota River—to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce ofSaint Paul, Minn., 
asking for liberal appropriations to the Post-Office Department, that they 
may extend and improve the present postal service, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of D. S. Ellen and many others, | 
praying that John Granger be replaced on the pension-roll—to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of over 100 citizens of Mississippi | 
and Louisiana, for an appropriation tosave the harbor of Natchez, Miss., | 
and Vidalia, La.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers :elative to the necessity of the same—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Resolutions of the Board of Trade of the | 
city of Albany, N. Y., recommending the passage of a general bank- | 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
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Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of I. N, Sutherland and 75oth- 
ers, citizens, merchants, and business men of South Carolina, praying 
for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ brewers’ bill,’’ now pending 
in Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom were referred certain amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (S. 1876) providing for an inspection of meats for trans- 
portation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or 
drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain 
cases, and for other purposes, to report the same, and ask that the bill 


| be reprinted with these amendments. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reprinted with the 


| additional amendments now reported from the committee, if there be 


no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Cor:uittee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1881) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 


| reported a bill (S. 2004) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits; which was 


read twice by its title. 
IRRIGATION IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported the 


following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of Execu- 
tive Document No. 290, first session Forty-third G@ngress, relating to irrigation 
of the San Joaquin, Tulare, and Sacramento Valleys, California 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2005) to author- 
ize the Court of Claims to investigate the claim of George F. Brott for 
logs used in the construction of Fort Abercrombie, Dakota Territory, 


| and to give judgment for the same; which was read twice by its title, 


MONDAY, April 7, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- | 
proved. 


MESSENGER IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms; which was read, and, with the ac- | 


companying report, referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered 
to be printed: 
SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, April 7, 1884. 


Str: I most respectfully call your attention to the inclosed report from the 
superintendent of the document-room. It will be seen that the young man is 
incapacitated for the duties required of him. Having been appointed by a res- 
olution of the Senate, I request the further pleasure of your honorable body 
concerning the same. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. P. CANADAY, 
Sergeant-at-Arms United States Senate. 
To Hon. GEorGE F. EDMUNDs, 
President Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a memorial signed by leading citizens, 
manufacturers of Lima, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of certain 
House bills and also certain Senate bills which they represent are inimi- 
cal to the interests of inventors and patentees. I also present a memorial 
somewhat similar in character from citizens of Dayton, Ohio. I move 
that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of H. McBride Pridgen, of Texas, 
praying an amendment of the extradition treaty between the United 
— and Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Mary D. Hamilton, Francis 
D. Hamilton, Mrs. L. M. McKinney, and J. D. Hamilton, of Marshall 
County, Mississippi, and the petition of Susan W. Goode, of Marshall 
County, Mississippi, praying payment for certain stores and supplies 
taken and used by troops of the United States in 1862 and 1863; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of merchants of Omaha, 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2006) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 


| making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,’’ approved August: 5, 1882; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2007) to extend the duration of 
the Court of Commissioness of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. I introduce this bill by request. I wish to state 
| that I do not indorse nor condemn the bill, for I have not read it. I 
move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2008) to provide for the payment 
| of the amounts that may be found to be due to postmasters under the 
actof March 3, 1883, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella 
| Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2010) granting a pension to John 
| S. Williams; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2011) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Lyon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2012) for the relief of 
James Bainter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2013) for the relief of George S. Com- 
stock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2014) to amend section 4419 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for the better protection 
| of lives of passengers and others carried on steam vessels; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ABOLITION OF PRIZE-MONEY. 


Mr. BECK. I submit the following resolution, and ask that it may 





Nebr., and other places, remonstrating against the repeal of the act of 


March 1, 1879, concerning the manufacture of vinegar; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

_ Mr. CONGER presented the memorial of John K. Boies and 148 other 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of the House bill 


decreasing the time in which patents shall ran; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Boothroyd Post, No. 31, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of certain relief measures for the benefit of soldiers now pend- 
ing in Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Mr. DOLPH presented two memorials of citizens of Franklin County, 
Washington Territory, remonstrating against the forfeiture of the land 
grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 





be acted upon now, unless there is objection: 

| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate whether in his opinion the efficiency of the Navy would be impaired 
by the repeal of all laws granting prize-money in any form to the officers and 
| sailors ot the Navy of the Unied States as now provided for by title 54 of the 
Revised Statutes, giving such reasons for or against a repeal of said provisions 
as he may think desirable for the information of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BLAIR. If it should lead to any lengthy debate I should like 
to reserve the right to object. 

Mr. BECK. I have not a word to say about it. The reason why I 
desire it is that we are now entering on the buildingof anew navy. A 
number of steel cruisers are already ordered, and the appropriation bill 
which will be before the Senate to-morrow provides for still others. 
They are not to be ships of war in the proper sense. The ships that 
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will have to do the fighting will be the ironclads and others. I thought 
perhaps it would he well to ascertain whether it would not be wise to 
abolish prize-money. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is simply a call for information, and if the Senator 
does not anticipate debate upon the resolution I shall not object to its 
consideration. 

Mr. BECK. It is simply a call for information, to know what would 
be the effect upon the Navy if that were done, with a view of provid- 
ing for it, unless there is shown good reason why it should not be done. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection, unless it should lead to protracted 
debate, in which case I reserve the right to object; that is all. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “‘ concurrent or 
other resolutions,’’ that order is closed|. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
of the unfinished business. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first state the ques- 
tion. The Senator from New Hampshire moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 398, known as the educational 
bill. Does he yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, for a formal matter. 






















































































I objected to its consideration, and consequently it went over to be con 


restored to its place on the Calendar. 
Mr. PLUMB. What is the bill? 


of the Camp Douglas Military reservation, in the Territory of Utah. 


Rule VIII. 
CHARLES BREWSTER. 


formal matter. 


taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the committee. 


gether with the accompanying papers. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


the concurrence of the Senate. 


partment thereof, and prescribing the penalty therefor. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the educational bill. 


to read: 


appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to wit. 
And in line 5, after the words ‘‘to wit,’’ to strike out: 


ve been made, when all appropriations under this act shall cease. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Mr. WILSON. When Senate bill 478 was reached under Rule VIII 


sidered under Rule IX. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamp- 
TON ] is anxious to have the bill restored to its place under Rule VIII. I 
have examined the report accompanying the bill since I made the ob- 
jection, and I am content to withdraw it in order that the bill may be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks, pend- 
ing the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, unanimous consent 
that the bill indicated by him be placed at the head of the Calendar, 
under Rule VIII, as the Chair understands. Is there objection? If | the following language: 
there be no objection, the bill will be at the head of the Calendar under 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the Senator from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent that the bill indicated by him be recommitted to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. If there be no objection that order will be entered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the papers in relation to the case be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted, to- 


The message also announced that the House had concurred in the . : c ! 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for bama the honorable Senator himself has on more than one occasion 
a person to falsely and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer | introduced in the Senate a bill to donate forty-odd thousand acres of 
or employé acting under the authority of the United States or any De- | the public lands to Alabama toaid in rebuilding the University of Ala- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] that 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 398) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. HOAR, in section 1, 
line 3, to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ before *‘ years’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as 


That for eight years next after the passage of this act there shall be annually 
The first year the sum of $15.000,000, the second year the sum of $14,000,000, the 


third year the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished $1,000,000 | ; : . aftai ire , he 
ra from the sum last appropriated, until’ten annual appropriations shall is not conducting her educational as entirely under her own con 





APRIL 7, 


And insert in lieu thereof : 


The first year the sum of $7,000,000, the second year the sum of $10,000,000. the 
third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the p< $13,000,000, the fifth 


year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth year the sum of $9, 
| the sum of $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
BRowN ], the Chair believes, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, during the learned and eloquent ar- 
gument submitted by the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] on Friday and Saturday last, as I understand the argument he 
| took strong ground against the constitutionality of the present bill, 

assuming the position that the States alone have the power and the right 
to educate the children of the respective States. To establish more 
conclusively this position he read from the constitutions of several of 
the States as they existed prior to the formation of the Constitution of 
the United States and subsequent to that period, assuming that the con- 
stitutional provisions that were contained in the constitutions of the 
respective States clearly contemplate the exclusion of Federal interfer- 
ence in the education of the people and the assumption and ability on 
the part of the States to discharge that task. The honorable Senato: 
used the following language: 

Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned yesterday I was submitting for its 
consideration something of the constitutional history of the States at the time 
and before and subsequent to the adoption of the Federal Constitution in re- 
spect of the measures which they took to foster and promote the education of 
the people. My purpose in that reference was to show that the several States 
of thé Union had taken that subject entirely into their own charge; that they 
had provided amply for the education of the people through their respective 
constitutions, and that therefore the education of the people was a subject con- 
nected, it it true, intimately with the general welfare, but belonging to that part 
of the general welfare which was jeft purposely in charge of the States. 

There the position is taken that the States by their constitutions 
have taken the subject entirely into their own charge, and provided 
amply for the education of the people. 

Among other constitutions referred to was the constitution of my own 


,000, the seventh year 





Mr. WILSON. It is the bill (8. 478) to authorize the Secretary of | State,which has always had a liberal provision in reference to the edu- 
War to relinquish and turn over to the Interior Department certain parts 


cation of the people both in the primary branches and in the collegiate 
branches of education. 

The Senator from Alabama, however, by some inadvertence passed 
over the constitution of his own State, which is itself very liberal on that 
question. I find in the constitution of Alabama, article 12, section 2, 


The principal of all funds arising from the sale or other disposition of lands or 
other property which has been or may hereafter be granted or intrusted to this 
State, or given by the United States for educational purposes, shall be preserved 
inviolate and undiminished; and the income arising therefrom shall be faith 


Mr. COCKRELL. Pending the consideration of the motion of the | fully applied to the specific objects of the original grants or appropriations. 
Senator from New Hampshire, I ask that Order of Business 413, being 
the bill (S. 651) to authorize the President to restore Charles Brewster 
to his former rank in the Army, which was reported adversely by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. There is no objection to it. It is only a 


That refers to lands and other property donated or given by the United 
States heretofore or hereafter. It seems, therefore, in making ample 
provision for the education of the people, that the State of Alabama 
doubtless, as the Senator says, considered it had done so, butas a part 
of that means it provided for the acceptance of donations of land or other 
property from the Government of the United Statesand for an inviolate 
good faith and proper disposition of the proceeds of the sales of the lands 
and other property. 

I do not know exactly what other property was referred to unless it 
may have been in contemplation that money was property. I suppose 
it was not contemplated by the convention of the people of Alabama in 
forming the constitution of Alabama that the Government ofthe United 
States would donate not only lands, but the custom-house at Mobile, 
or some other property of that character, as the barracks wherever there 
may be any, for educational purposes. It intended to use ‘‘ property’’ 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 20 doubt in its broadest sense, and include money or any other kind of 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 5261) making " C 
an appropriation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year | bama as one of the means of educating the people for the care and pro- 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; in which it requested | tection of the proceeds of all donations heretoforg made or hereafter to 


property. There is the expressed provision in the constitution of Ala- 


be made by the United States to the State of Alabama. 
But this was not all. Since the adoption of this constitution of Ala- 


bama. It seems, therefore, to be convenient to the people of Alabama 
to have a little assistance occasionally from the Government of the United 
States in carrying out their great educational system. 

I recollect in the Forty-sixth Congress I voted, I think, with the 
honorable Senator from Alabama for a donation of land for the uni- 
versity of that State, and the bill passed this body. Itdid not probably 
get through the House of Representatives. Iam not sure but we passed 
the same bill again at this session. 

Mr. PUGH. The same bill. 

Mr. BROWN. We had it before us, and I am right; it was passed. 
So that the Senator has persistently kept up his line of application to 
the United States Government for aid to rebuild the University of Ala- 
| bama, and we have granted them forty-odd thousand acres of land so 

far as the Senate can grant it at this immediate session, to say nothing 
of our action at a previous session. . 
I think we did right. But still it seems that the State of Alabama 


trol and with her own means. As I have said, it is very convenient 
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occasionally to have a little help from the Government of the United 
States: and her Senator has been vigilant in securing it. 
In 1862 Congress passed an act known as the land-grant act, in which 


it made provision for the distribution of certain quantities of public | 
land among the several States in aid of education of a particular char- | 
I want to refer to that act, or at least to | 


acter or particular characters. 
a section of it, as I believe the State of Alabama availed herself of the 
benefit of that act. She certainly was entitled to it, and, if I recollect 
correctly, she took the benefitof it. That act contained a section that 


in making the donation to the States the Government did not do so | 


without imposing terms and restrictions, but there were restrictions 
even in that act. The section I refer to reads as follows: 

That all moneys derived from the sale of the lands aforesaid by the States to 
which the lands are apportioned, and from the sales of land-scrip hereinbefore 
provided for, shall be invested in stocks of the United States, or of the States, or 
some other safe stocks, yielding not less than 5 per cent. upon the par value of 


the capital of which shall remain forever undiminished (except so far as may 
be provided in section 5 of this act), and the interest of which shall be inviola- 
bly appropriated, by each State which may take and claim the benefit of this act, 
to the endowment, support, and maintenance of at least one college where the 
leading object shall be, without excluding other scientific and classical studies, 
and including military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are related 
to agriculture and the mechanic arts, in such manner as the Legislatures of the 
States may respectively prescribe, in order to promote the liberal and practical 
education of the industrial classes in the several pursuits and professions in life. 


There is a provision, however, that it is to be done notwithstanding 
the restrictions that are put upon the use of the fund in such manner 
as the Legislatures of the States may prescribe. Probably all the States 
had prescribed the manner of disposing of this fund that endowed agri- 
cultural colleges with certain powers and with certain qualifications, 
and they had excluded females from some of those colleges. 
a grievance it was thought by some, and yet if the matter were left en- 
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ial 


tirely in charge of the States, and no provision made by Congress on | 


the subject, females were perpetually excluded, could not come in, 
could have no share in this fund. The question came up then very 
naturally whether Congress ought not further to interfere and regulate 
that matter notwithstanding this dgnation, and whether females ought 
not to have an equal participation in the fand; and there the honorable 
Senator from Alabama with commendable zeal, and in a good cause it 
was, too, came to the front. When the educational bill known as the 
Morrill bill was up in the Forty-sixth Congress for discussion the Sen- 
ator offered the following amendment: 


And said last-mentioned act of Congress is hereby amended so as to require 
each State and Territory to establish in said colleges schools for the instruction 
of females in such branches of technical education as are suitable to their sex. 

That would look a little like an interference with the will of the 
State. This fund had been given to the State, having been raised by 
the sale of lands donated to the State, for certain educational purposes, 
which were prescribed in the act, and she had excluded females. 
With that action the Senator from Alabama was justly indignant, and 
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he offers the amendment to the bill, he states, to admit females, for 
that is the purport of it, and, as I shall show by his argument, that was 


the object he had in view. I think it was a proper amendment, and I 


believe I voted with him for it, because I thought it ought to be incor- 


porated. In discussing that question the honorable Senator said: 
But the construction of the law placed upon it by the men who have in charge 


pose of my amendment. 


Poeetitn.  ahtas 


subject as to the use they would make of the fund. 


Bae Ar 


ing the donation to the schools. 
Mr. BROWN. Well, we will see a little further on how that is: 
My amendment— 


Says the Senator— 


My amendment, however, goes further than that; it reachesto that part of the 
education of the common people of this country at this day and time which is 
most requisite for their real preparation for the ordinary and compulsory duties 

Of course a common-school education in the elementary branches of | 
learning is not to be dispensed with; thatis an indispensable basis of all technical | 
education; but we are devoting ourselves, it seems to me, exclusively in this law | 
either to the teaching of the mere elementary branches, to which women may be | 
admitted, or when we pass beyond that, of teaching the technical branches of 
education only tomen. The doubt and difficulty in which the construction of 
this statute involves the subject, it seems to me, ought to be removed by an act of 


of life. 


Congress, and the amendment which I propose is directed precisely to that point. 


education, but to make it compulsory— 


That is, the State has not disposed of this fund as she ought to have 
done, or she does not let the class come in that ought to come in, and 
the Senator proposed therefore to make it compulsory on the State 
schools to admit that class; or, in other words, compulsory on the State 


to admit that class into these schools— 
that they shall provide a school within this college somewhere or in some 


way by which the women of the land may be enabled to be taught branches of 
industry which will be useful tothem in their maintenance and in the establish- 


ment of their independence as people. 


That doctrine seemed a little strong to some of the Senators, and the 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs] interrupted and said: 


May I ask the Senator a question for information? 
Mr. Mor@an. Certainly. 


Mr. Epuunps. I wish to know where we get the authority to change the terms 
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| at the time, and which were not continuing like this present bill, there being, so 


said stocks; and that the moneys so invested shall constitute a perpetual fund, | 


There was | 


these institutions needs to be remedied and corrected, and that is the main pur- 
The purpose was to remedy and correct the action of the State on this 


Mr. MORGAN. The act of Congress, not the State—the act grant- 


I desire to make it not only permissive in these schools to receive women for | 
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upon which the States accepted these grants, which were complete in themselves 


far as | saw when I looked at it just now, no provision that Congress reserved 
the right to change the provisions under which the States were to accept the 
donation? 

Mr. MorGan. We are making an additional donation, conferring an addi- 
tional bounty on the State. 

Mr. EpmunbDs. Not for the benefit of the agricultural colleges 

Mr. MorGan. Oh, yes; they are expressly named here as receiving a large 
part of this. ‘ 

Mr. Epmunpbs. As far as that would go, we could impose terms. 

Mr. Jones, of Florida. Is not a portion of this fund to goto the existing agri- 
cultural colleges? 

Mr. MorGan. Expressly. 

Mr. Jones, of Florida. One-third of it” 

Mr. MorGAN. A very large proportion of it is to go to the agricultural colleges 
as they are now established, under this bill, and I suppose, of course, that in 
the appropriation of additional money to the agricultural colleges we have the 
right to introduce terms, and we can make it a condition, if we choose, that the 
States shall not have the benefit unless they adopt the terms. 


Again the Senator from Alabama says: 


There is scarcely a State in the Union that devotes any specific attention to 
this very matter, and it is time that the Congress of the United States had at 
least set the example to the States, and now that it has a favorable opportunity 
I hope that Congress will not fail to do so. 


Congress then, it seems, had the constitutional power to set the ex- 
ample. 
The Senator from Alabama proceeds: 


It is very true that under ordinary circumstances the establishment and en- 
dowment of schools of technology requires a good deal of money, requires quite 
a variety of professors and instructors and tutors in various branches of in- 
dustry which our people are following in the land, and it is equally true that 
the amount of money which is to be raised under this bill is comparatively a 
smal! one. Some Senators have expressed the hope and the confidence that 
this fund will hereafter be added to. I join very heartily in that hope and in 
that confidence, and that not only this fund will be increased by private con- 
tributions, but that hereafter we shall find other means arising from the general 
Treasury of the United States for the purpose of aiding in this very important 
movement, I think one of the most important movements which have ever ad- 
dressed themselves to the civilization of the people of the United States 


There the Senator does not seem to have been drawing the fine-spun 
distinction, as it seems to me it is, between donating land and the pro- 
ceeds of land or the land that belongs to the Government and the money 
that belongs to the Government, but he looks to the time when the 
fund will be added to not only by individual donations but from the 
| general Treasury of the United States. That was not unconstitutional 

at that time according to the opinion of the Senator from Alabama. 

I will send to the desk*and ask the Secretary to read something 
further that I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows from the REcorD: 

Mr. MorRILL. May I ask the Senator from Alabama if he does not believe 
this is a question that had better be left to the several States, when all but four- 
teen of these colleges have already admitted women to all their privileges, and 
the very institution that he has mentioned was established by the agricultural- 
college fund? 

Mr. MorGavy. I should beentirely willing todo that; but we have been nearly 
twenty years conducting these coileges or some ofthem under this law, and yet, 
as I have remarked, there are only half of them—there is less than half of them— 
that admit women at all to the colleges. They are barred from going there by 
regulations of the institution, and in not mere than three or four of all these col 
leges are there any special schools of instruction in reference to the common in- 
dustries of life. The experiment has been a failure, if that was one of its pur- 
poses 

Mr. Morritu. The Senator of course is aware that one great reason in the 
smaller States is that the fund has not been sufficient. 

Mr. Morean. I think the fund ought to be sufficient for that purpose, before 
almost any other you could name, except to teach the elements of an English 
education. The fund has been quite sufficient to have in all these agricultural 
colleges boys decked out in military gear, with bands of music and drums, and 
drill officers sent there for the purpose of training them as soldiers. I do not 
know one, perhaps there are some, but I do not know one of these agricultural 
colleges which is not a regular barrack, a camp of soldiery, where the youths of 
the country are made to step about and strut about in uniforms, wearing swords 
and carrying guns—in my judgment a very useless waste of money. 

Then, again, there are large numbers of professors in these colleges, quite an 
extraordinary number of them, far more than is necessary to teach the simple 
branches of education which are taught in these colleges. There is a great loss 
of money there. We leave it tothe States, of course, but I am disposed to put 
some restriction upon the expenditure of this money hereafter, and I think that 
one class of people who are totally neglected and totally unprovided for ought 
to be provided for by an act of Congress, which shall require the State schools 
to admit women; I do not mean into the college proper on the basis of coedu- 
cation with boys, but 1 mean that they shall be admitted into schools prepared 
for them, and that the purposes of these schools shall be directed specifically to 
their education in the ordinary industries of life and in a great many technical 
pursuits where they can earn the means of subsistence. 


Mr. BROWN. I find inthe speech of the honorable Senator from 
| Alabama delivered on Saturday last this language: 

What I complain of is the exercise of the power by Congress in this bill to fol- 
low that fund after it has been donated and the power to call the States to the 
bar of the Senate, year after year, upon their reports for the judgment of this 

| body and the other House upon their conduct. 

I do not wish to see the proud State of Alabama arraigned at the bar of the 
Senate of the United States to answer how she has disposed of money, come from 
what source it may, in the discharge of a duty which she owes to her own citi- 
zenship. 





The greatest trouble of the Senator in regard to the present bill is 
the interference with the States by calling them to the bar of the Senate 
and House of Representatives to make a showing as to how they have 
disposed of this property. It would seem from the remarks just read 
from the Senator from Alabama that he was finding a great deal of 
fault with the way the States had disposed of the agricultural college 
fund, and especially with the way the boys were rigged out in military 
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uniform as if at a camp of instruction, and the fact that they had re- 
fused to permit females to participate and be educated in the colleges, 
and he was at that time for regulating that matter and putting in re- 
strictions and conditions. It seem to me therefore that the position | 
that the Senator took then is hardly reconcilable with the one that he 
takes now on this question. It is not important that it should be, 
because wise men change when they are satisfied they are wrong. I | 
want to read a little further from the Senator’s speech on this same | 
question: 


If this provision should have no other effect than merely to distribute informa- 
tion of that sort among the people of the United States at large, and particularly 
among the uneducated people of the section of country in which my friend from 
Georgia lives and in which I live, the accomplishment of that one result would 


be quite sufficient to justify us in making this requirement upon the States. 


The language there is ‘‘ requirement upon the States.’’ Again: 

I ask the Senate to adopt this amendment because I believe it will be the start- 
ing-point of a very great movement in this country. Ibelieve that it can not | 
possibly do any harm; that it does not in the slightest degree embarrass the 
bill, which has all of my sympathy and will have my support. I commitit to 
the candid attention of the Senate and ask for it their support. 

Mr. President, these are rather strong expressions that I have read | 
from the speech of the honorable Senator on the Morrill bill. I will 
summarize them a little, quoting the language of the Senator in only 
parts of thesentences. ‘‘ No reason for despairing of success if we shall 
make it compulsory on the States to adopt a system of this kind:”’ 


‘*guite sufficient to justify us in making this requirement upon the 
States;’’ ‘‘I am disposed to put some restrictions upon the expenditure 
of this money hereatter;’’ ** this class ought to be provided for by act 


of Congress, which shall require these schools to admit women; that the 

purpose of these schools shall be directed specifically to their education | 
in the ordinary industries of life,’’ &ec. Again he says: ‘‘I join very 
heartily in that hope and in that confidence that not only this fund will 
be increased by private subscriptions but that hereafter we shall find 
other means arising from the general Treasury of the United States for 
the purpose of aiding in this very important movement—I think one 
of the most important movements which have ever addressed themselves 
to the civilization of the people of the United States.’’ Again he says: | 
** We have the right to introduce terms, and we can make a condition 
if we choose that the States shall not have the benefit unless they adopt 
the terms;’’ ‘*I desire 0 make it not only permissive in these schools 
to receive the money for education, but to make it compulsory that 
they shall provide a school within this college somewhere or in some 
way by which the women of the land may be enabled to be taught 
branches of industry,’’ &ce. 

These were the expressions used by the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama in reference to the compulsory means and the terms to be adopted 
when the States had not carried out the trust in reference to the agri- 
cultural-college scrip as he thought ought to have been done. I find 
no fault with these utterances. I thought they were wise at the time. 
I voted with the Senator. He voted for the bill and so did I, and I 
still think Congress when it appropriates the money has the power he 
claimed for it in this very able speech. 

It may be proper, however, that I should refer to the bill known as 
the Morrill bill and see what were its provisions in reference to the 
imposition of terms, reports, &c. I mean the bill that the Senator 
from Alabama and I voted for. There are two sections of the bill bear- 
ing on that subject that I send to the desk and ask to have read. One 
is on page 221 and the other is on page 227 of the same volume of the REc- 
ORD. It is in small print. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Sec. 6. On or before the lst day of September in each year the Commissioner 
of Education, under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall certify to 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to each State, Territory, and district, whether 
itis entitled to receive its share of the apportionment under this act, and the 
amount of such share, which shal! thereupon be entitled to receive the same. If 
the Commissioner shall withhold a certificate from either, its share of such appor- 
tionment shall be kept separate in the Treasury until the close of the next ses- 
sion of Congress, in order that it may, if it see fit, appeal to Congress from the 
determination of the Commissioner. If Congress shall not at its next session 
direct such share to be paid, it shall be added to the general educational fund. 
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That to entitle any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia to the benefits 
of this act, it shall maintain for at least three months in each year until January 
1, 1885, and thereafter four months in each year, a system of free public schools 
forall the children within its limits between the ages of 6and 16, and shall, through 
the proper officer thereof, for the year ending the 30th day of June last preced- 
ing such apportionment, make full report to the Commissioner of Education of 
the number of public free schools, the number of teachers employed, the number 
of school-houses owned andthe number of school-houses hired,the total number 
of children taught during the year, the actual daily attendance, and the actual 
number of months of the year schools have been maintained in each of the several 
school districts or divisions of said State, Territory, or District, and the amounts 
appropriated by the Legislature, or otherwise received for the purpose of main- 
taining a system of free public schools. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have had those two sections of the 
Morrill bill read to show what were the provisions of the bill for which | 
the Senator from Alabama and I voted in reference to the reports that | 
were to be made by the States and the power that was reserved to | 
Congress over the fund. I think if the Senator will compare these | 


provisions with the provisions in the present or Blair bill, he will find | 
that they were quite as onerous and quite as stringent as those of this | 
bill. The States not only had to report the number of schools, the | 
number of school-houses owned, the number of school-houses rented or | 
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| hired, the number of children in the schools, how long they had been 


taught, that the schools up to a certain period must be kept open three 


| months in the year, after that period four months, and a long list of 


this kind of items that must be embraced in the reports made by the 
different States, and if the States refused or neglected to make the re- 
ports then there was an officer here, the Commissioner of Education, who 
was authorized to look into the matter, and if he was not satisfied with 
the reports he was authorized to withhold the fund from the State un- 
til Congress passed an act relieving the State. 

It is true, that under it the State of Alabama, the State of Georgia, 
and other States might be brought to the bar of the Senate and House, 
as the Senator from Alabama said in hisspeech on Saturday. That was 
the unpleasant part of the bill; but notwithstanding that provision in 
the bill the Senator from Alabama supported it and spoke in very high 
terms of the measure. It is true that he and I both voted to strike out 
these provisions, but when a majority of the Senate refused to strike 


| them out we both voted for the bill, and I think we did right under 
| all the circumstances. 


Mr. Kernan, then a Senator from New York, moved to strike out 


| the provision in reference to the power of the Commissioner of Educa- 


tion to withhold the fund. Iam notsure whether there was a motion 
to strike out the other section or not. At least that was the distaste- 
ful part of it; but under all the circumstances, believing it was consti- 
tutional and that we had the right topass the bill, we voted for it with 
these provisions contained init. There is nothing in the present bill 
that seems to me to be more objectionable or more stringent than the 
provisions in that bill for which most of the Democrats as well as Re- 
publicans voted. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to add in this connection that the Mor- 


| rill bill appropriated the whole proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 


and the income from the Patent Office, as an educational fund, the 


| principal of which was to be annually invested in 4 per cent. stocks of 
| the United States, and the interest only distributed. On motion of Mr. 


Teller, Senator from Colorado, that was changed in Committee of the 
Whole so as to distribute the principal, but in the Senate there was a 
failure to concur in that amendment, and as the bill passed the Sen- 
ate it provided for the distribution of only the interest of the fund. | 
presume it will not be denied by the honorable Senator from Alabama 
or any other Senator that that was an appropriation of money belong- 
ing to the United States—money that had been raised by taxation, at 
least so far as the Patent Office money was concerned. The Senator 
from Alabama shakes his head. I shall therefore have to read a few 
authorities on that subject. I thought my friend the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] made that question so clear the other day 
in his very able speech on the subject that it would not longer be ques- 
tioned that money raised in that way is money raised by taxation; but 
as the Senator from Alabama still denies it, I will refer to the authori- 
ties. Story on the Constitution, volume 1, section 950, says: 

In ageneral sense all contributions imposed by the Government upon indi- 
viduals for the service of the State are called taxes, by whatever name they may 
be known, whether by the name of tribute, tithe, tallage, impost, duty, gabel, 
custom, subsidy, aid, supply, excise, orothername. Inthissense they are usually 
divided into two great classes, those which are direct and those which are in- 
direct. Under the former denomination are included taxes on land,or real 
property, and under the latter taxes on articles of consumption. The Constitu- 
tion, by giving the power to lay and collect taxes in general terms, doubtless 
meant to include al! sorts of taxes, whether direct or indirect. But it may be 
asked, if such was the intention why were the subsequent words “ duties,’’ ** im- 
posts,” and “ excises,”’ added inthe clause? Tworeasons may be suggested ; the 
first, that it was done to avoid all possibility of doubt in the construction of the 
clause, since in common parlance the word *‘ taxes" is sometimes applied in con- 
tradistinction to duties, imposts, and excises, and in the delegation of so vital a 
power it was desirable to avoid all possible misconception of this sort; and, ac- 
cordingly, we find in the very first draught of the Constitution these explanatory 
words are added. Another reason was that the Constitution prescribed differ- 
ent rules of laying taxes in different cases, and therefore it was indispensable to 
make a discrimination between the classes to which’ each rule was meant to 
apply. 

That is very high authority, and it is certainly too broad to admit of 
any doubt as to the meaning of it. 

I read now from Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations. He says: 

Taxes are defined to be burdens or charges imposed by the legislac:ive power 
upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes. The power to 
tax rests upon necessity, and is inherent in every sovereignty. The legislature 
of every free state will possess it under the general grant of legislative power, 
whether particularly specified in the constitution among the powers to be ex- 
ercised by it or not. Noconstitutional government can exist without it. 


I need not read all the author says on that subject. It is sufficient 
to say that taxes are defined to be “‘ burdens or charges imposed by the 
legislative power.’’ The legislative power imposes a burden or charge 
on every person who makes a discovery that he desires to have patented 
of paying into the Treasury a certain fee; that is, an amount of money 
raised by the imposition of an act of Congress. It is imposed by legis- 
lative authority, and it is therefore a tax. . 

Blackstone, in his Commentaries, which I thought I had before me 
but I have not at this minute, lays down the rule that the receipts from 


| the post-office fall under this head. I think I need not elaborate that. 


It seems to me there is no sort of question about it, that an amount of 
money raised by authority of law from citizens, no matter whether it 
be a fee paid fur the privilege of getting a patent or whether it is a 
fee paid for a license to distill whisky, or whether it is a fee paid fora 
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| 
license to sell tobacco, or any other imposition of like character, is a 
tax in the general sense of the term. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I take it that the Morrill bill provided for | 
the distribution of a portion of the money raised by taxation among | 
the States for educational purposes, and not only so, but it provided | 
for the distribution of the entire proceeds of the sales 6f the public 
lands—no matter where they came from, what part of the Union or | 
what part of the Territory, if the public lands were sold, the income 
was paid into the Treasur) of the United States and became the money 
of the United States, and became subject at once, if the bill had be- 
come a law, to be set apart as an educational fund. 

I know there have been fine-spun distinctions attempted to be drawn | 
here between the voting of lands belonging to the people and the money 
belonging to the people. The question was very properly put by the | 
honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] the other day when 
the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] was delivering | 
his fine speech on this question: suppose we were to distribute the land 
in Alaska for which we paid $7,000,000 raised by taxation on the peo- 
ple, would we have a right to do it? The honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi replied that we would, and we might then sell Alaska again | 
and buy it back again and distribute it every time over and over. If | 
it is necessary to go through all that humbuggery each time or the pro- | 
ceedings necessary to meet that fine-spun distinction, I had rather say, | 
we should only have to buy Canada or Cuba occasionally and distribute 
the proceeds for the education of the people. There would be no ob- 
jection to that it seems; that would be constitutional; but we can not 
‘take the money, it is said, out of a sum that has been raised by taxa- 
tion. I have shown though very clearly, whatever dispute there may | 
be about land, that the money raised by the Patent Office is a tax, 
money belonging to the people of the United States in the Treasury, and 
the Senator from Alabama voted to take it out of the Treasury and dis- 
tribute it for this very purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Allow me to ask whether there be any dis- 
tinction between a bill to provide for the education of the mass of the 
whole American people and the education of the blind people of the 
United States ? 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not able to see how there can be any distinc- 
tion so far as the question of power is concerned. If the Government 
of the United States has the right to educate the blind, it has the right 
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of that day, and it has been said that they did not find in the Constitution 
a grant for the education of the people, and the honorable Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MAXEY] read from one of Jefferson’s messages on Saturday 
afternoon to show that fact. I only want to refer to one sentence of the 
portion of the message which was read by the Senator from Texas. Re- 
ferring to the indirect tax-payers, Jefferson says: 


Their patriotism would certainly prefer its continuance and application to the 
great purposes of the public education, roads, rivers, canals, and such other ob- 
jects of public improvement as it may be thought proper to add to the constitu 
tional enumeration of Federal powers. 

The Senator read that to show that Mr. Jefferson thought it was nec- 
essary to change the Constitution before Congress could appropriate 
money to aid in the cause of education; that it was necessary to add 
further enumerations to the Federal powers; but let it be borne in mind 
that in the very same sentence Mr. Jefferson classed roads and rivers 
and canals with education. If it is necessary to have an amendment 
of the Constitution and an enlargement of the enumerated powers be- 
fore you can appropriate money for education, Mr. Jefferson being the 
authority, then, as the honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 


| stated so well in his able speech of Saturday evening, where do you get 


the authority to appropriate money for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors if you can not make appropriations for education? Jetlerson 
classed the two together. In the sentence I read from his message Jef- 
ferson spoke of the necessity of an enlargement of the enumerated pow- 
ers of the Federal Government before you could appropriate money for 
either. There has been no such enlargement on this point, as Senators 
I suppose will all admit, and still at every session of Congress, while 
the question is raised as to our right to appropriate money for educa- 
tion, we do appropriate large sums for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. Where do we get the power to do the one and not the other? 
Mr. Jefferson classed them together. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I answer? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. Undoubtedly Mr. Jefferson made the statement that 
the Senator has read from his message. About twenty-four years after 
that time the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden was heard in the Supreme 
Court, and the argument of Mr. Webster and the judgment of Chief- 
Justice Marshall not only urged but determined that the subject-matter 
of rivers and harbors was exclusively under the control of the Na- 





to educate those who can see. If it has the right to educate in the pri- 


. . . . . i 
mary branches, it has the right to educate in high schools or in col- 


leges. There can be no distinction in principle. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Florida if the United 
States Government has ever done such a thing as to educate the blind 
in the respective States ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It has appropriated a large sum of money 
out of the tax-payers as a fund to aid in the education of the blind. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; but that does not answer the question I 
put to the Senator. I asked him if Congress had ever made an appro- 
priation such as is contemplated by this bill to educate the blind. 

Mr. BROWN. I will show when the time comes what Congress has 
done. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will say that in the Forty-fifth Congress 
a bill passed both Houses appropriating $150,000 in aid of the educa- 
tion of the blind. The bill shows for itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon what plans? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The details I do not gointo. The princi- 
ple is what I speak of—as to the question of power. 

Mr. BUTLER. Congress makes very large appropriations for the 
Military Academy at West Point; so it does for the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis; but they are confessedly national institutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This was a Kentucky institution, located 
in Louisville. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe the Government has built an asylum for 
the deaf-mutes in this District, but that the Government has clear and 
unquestionable jurisdiction over 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This was not for the District. 

_ Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Unless I very much err 
in my recollection, Congress passed a bill making quite a liberal grant 
to the blind asylum in the State of Kentucky, which was carried through 
under the direction of the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 
a few years ago. I aided somewhat in its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not the point I made to the Senator from 
Florida. That applies to only one State. Is there any bill that has 
been introduced in Congress and passed that appropriated money for 
all the States alike, thus interfering with the domestic affairs of the 
States? That is the point I want answered. I want some Senator to 





tell me where Congress has appropriated one dollar of a character such | 


as is contemplated in this bill. 


Mr. BROWN. I preferto pass that. It will lead to long discussion. 
Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon. 


tional Government: That opinion was the reflex of the public opinion, 
and it has been acted upon from that day until this without a question- 


ing voice anywhere. 


Mr. BROWN. What was the date of that opinion ? 

Mr. BAYARD. The decision was in 1826, and that decision was in 
accord and has been accepted without dissent in this country from any 
quarter that I have heard of. It has been followed by the court, and 
| is laid down so luminously and so clearly as the great pathway of the 
national power over the rivers and harbors of the country as essentially 
a part of the national commerce, the power to regulate which was ex- 
pressly given to Congress, that that has been the only accepted interpre- 
tation of the Constitution since the time it was so decided. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, there are two satisfactory replies to 
my honored friend from Delaware. One is that Mr. Jefferson classed 
the two together, education and rivers, canals and roads. If the Su- 
preme Court has decided in one case that there was no necessity for an 
amendment of the Constitution, but that the power existed, then it is 
fair to suppose that Mr. Jefferson, having classed them together, the 
other question, if before the court, would have been decided in the same 
way. Mr. Jefferson had one of those master minds that did not make 
mistakes in these classifications. He saw and said that they both stood 
upon the same ground, upon the same common level. I do not quote 
his language. The Supreme Court has said since, in the case of one of 
them, according to the Senator from Delaware, that the power does ex- 
ist without constitutional amendment. Then, if Mr. Jefferson is good 
authority, the power exists in the other also, and the constitutionality 
is established. 

3ut I can not quite concurin recellection with my friend from Delaware 
in reference to this power never having been questioned since that time. 
I am very much mistaken in my recollection if it has not. been ques- 
tioned several times in the national Democratic platform since 1827. 
Anda system of internal improvements by the General Government has 
been condemned over and over again in the platform of the Democratic 
party since the decision referred to. 

The Senator from Delaware, therefore, is utterly at fault when he 
states that it has not been questioned. It may not have been ques- 
tioned by the Supreme Court since that time, but prior to the late war 
it was questioned over and over again in the national platform of the 
Democratic party, of which he is an honored member. It is true, 
since the war we have yielded it. The Southern rule ef strict con- 
struction then contended for generally controlled the Democratic con- 
ventions. We denied the power then, and still there were acts passed 





The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The Senator 
from Georgia resumes the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am aware that a great deal has been 
said here about the views taken of the powers of Congress in the early 


period of the Government by Jefferson and other distinguished patriots | 


by every Congress giving aid to improve rivers and harbors in Northern 
and Western States. We refused to take the appropriations in the 
| South, standing on principle, and we have greatly suffered by it; but 
now nobody questions it, neither the Democratic party in its conven- 
tions nor the Republican party in its conventions. 
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So much, then, for the objection that Mr. Jefferson thought there 
ought to be additional enumerations of Federal power before education 
or the improvement of roads or rivers and harbors could be taken up 
under the jurisdiction of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I interrupt my friend? . 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly, for a question or a suggestion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Undoubtedly as each case arose, whether an appro- 
priation was national in its character or whether it was for purely local 
interest, the principle was sought to be applied. As river and harbor 


bills have been presented to Congress in many cases, there could be so | 
little pretense that the navigation of the Union, the commerce of the | 


Union, was involved in local expenditures, that it has led to protest after 
protest, rather against the facts of the given case than against the broad 
principle which it is asserted had been established by the decision of 
the Supreme Court and I think to the satisfaction of every constitu- 
tional lawyer, and that is that the commerce of the Union is the only 
commerce, There is but one commerce as there is but one flag, and the 
jurisdiction over commerce is national and is not State. 

That I mean to say; but when it comes to making an appropriation 
to a given river, to a given place on the seacoast, it may well be that 


the uses to which the river can be put are so restricted, so petty, and | 


so confined that it does not rise to the dignity of commerce or of nav- 
igation, and therefore it has been said ‘‘it is local and not national; 


commit it, therefore, to the interest of the locality and not give it to | 


the General Government.’’ That is what I think is the truthabout it. 
I beg pardon of my friend for interrupting him. 
Mr. BROWN. Iam very glad of the interruption. 


Mr. President, the reply is that Mr. Jefferson included the whole class | 


of river and harbor improvements and road improvements in the sen- 
tence that I have referred to. The Supreme Court in Ogden’s case re- 
ferred to such rivers and harbors as are necessary in carrying on the gen- 
eral commerceof the country. The Senator now draws that distinction, 
and it is the correct one. But I want to call his attention to this fact. 
I say that now all parties vote for these appropriations. We have waived 
that doubt. If we can waive it in the matter of rivers and harbors, 
why can we not waive it in the much more important matter of the edu- 
cation of the people, where the very life of the nation, as has been said, 
may be at stake upon it? At every session of Congress we pass laws 
not only to improve these navigable streams such as are included in the 
decision in the Ogden case, but we pass them for other smaller rivers, 
like the French Broad in North Carolina and the Coosawattee in Georgia 
and trout streams in West Virginia, and yet the Democrats on this side 
almost unanimously vote for them. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not unanimously. 

Mr. BROWN. Almostunanimously. Inother words, we have waived 


that. As General Jackson in his Maysville road veto, which was re- | 
ferred to by the Senator from Mississippi the other day, laid down the | 
rule, that where there has been a long practice on a particular line of | 


construction we have no right to set aside the practice established by 
construction. It is better to adhere to the rule of construction than to 


interfere by uprooting it. Now, we have done exactly that in the case | 


of rivers and harbors; and if we could waive Mr. Jefferson’s scruple as 


to rivers and harbors that do not come within the Ogden case, why may | 
we not waive it when we come to the question of the education of the | 


great mass of the people, where everything depends upon it. I do not 
say the life of the nation; I do not agree with the honorable Senator 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on that subject. I do not say that | 


we have the power or that we should have the power, if we have no 
other constitutional ground for it, to educate the mass of the people 
because Congress judges that the life of the nation hangs upon it. I 
do not believe that opinion is concurred in by any one on this side of 
the Chamber who votes for this bill. I certainly repudiate it; but still 
I say it is almost a vital question, a very important question at least, 
toeducate the mass of the people, who are to be the future voters of the 
States and of the United States, for we have now to speak of voters of 
the United States under the late decisions of the Supreme Court. 

I think it is rather late in the day to raise this constitutional ques- 
tion, and it seems to me my friend from Alabama was right about it in 
the Forty-sixth Congress and is wrong about it now. 

Mr. President, one more point, and I shall not further enlarge. Such 
have been my pleasant relations with the Senator from Alabama and 
my high regard for him, and such are still my kind relations and my 
regard for him, that I should not have made any of these criticisms 


upon his course whether I thought it consistent or inconsistent if it had | 


not been for what seems to me to be an uncalled-for and unjustifiable 
assault on his part upon those of us on the Democratic side of the Cham- 
ber who vote for this bill. That is the object and the only object I 
have had in view in reviewing his course on this great measure. I find 
in the Recorp of yesterday the following language: 

Mr. Hoar. The total amount proposed by the amendment is $77,000,000, and 


the amount in the original bill is $105,000,000, $28,000, 000 difference. 
Mr. Moreay. That is a very small matter, $28,000,000, in a bill of this de- 


scription, but I would admonish the Senator from Massachusetts that itis really | 


the interest of the friends of the bill to have the amount large, because he will 


lose votes for it if he does not keep the sum up to $105,000,000. It is not the prin- | 


ciple of the bill so much as the amount of money involved in it that gives it cur- 


rency and popularity and strength, and as he is a friend of the bill he ought to | 


manifest his friendship by keeping up the amount. 
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Mr. Hoar. I have said in the hearing of the Senater that I was a friend of 
this bill. 

Mr. MorGan. Then I hope the Senator will keep it up to the maximum 
rate of $1065,000,000, and I venture to suggest that he will weaken the bill very 
much, if he does not actually destroy it, because it will not do to undertake to 
get the Senators on this side of the Chamber committed to the principle of this 
bill without furnishing a very large amount of money a4 an inducement for 
their votes. [Laughter.| Andifthere is any disclosureof a policy of a reduction 
of this amount of money now or hereafter some of the Senators on this side wi}! 
feel very badly if they should find that their friends on the other side were not 
going to give the amount of money which it has been understood was to be the 
fruit of this bill in consideration of their votes. 


The amount of money to be the fruit of this bill in consideration 
| of their votes! Mr. President, I say this was gratuitous, uncalled for, 


| and unjustifiable on the part of the Senator from Alabama. He has no 


right to question my motives or the motives of any other Senator on the 
Democratic side of this Chamber on this bill or any other. He has no 
right to say that an amount of money was to be the fruit of the bill 
in consideration of our votes. That is virtually saying that we would 
barter our votes for a large enough sum, but you had better not cut 
down the sum, or they may not be willing to sell out for the smalle: 
amount. Of course that was not the language, but I think that was 
the idea conveyed to the Senate and to the galleries when the ‘‘laugh- 
ter’? came in. I say this was unjustifiable on the part of the Senator 
It was unkind, undignified, and unsenatorial. 

Mr. President, I will not say that he committed the same error with 
the same motive that he attributes to us when he gave his vote for this 
| principle precisely in the Morrill bill in the Forty-sixth Congress for 
a much smallersum. That was only for one or two millions a year to 
be added to the school fund, the interest to be distributed, and even that 
with his then convictions was sufficient to carry his vote. His then con- 
| victions were that there was no constitutional difficulty about the bill, 

and he was right, therefore, in voting for it, if it had been but $50,000 

that controlled his vote. He would have done it underasenseof duty 
| as effectively as if $50,000,000 or $500,000,000 were the amount pro- 
posed. 

I voted with him at the same time for that small amount to be added 
to the fund to be distributed for the support of education. I believed 
I was right then. He believed he wasrightthen. I believe Iam right 
now, and I believe he is wrong now. But, while that is my opinion, | 
have never questioned his motives. He has certainly aright to change 
his opinion as he has done if he finds he is wrong, and_he would neither 
| be an honest man nor a brave man (and he is both) if he failed to 

change when he found he was wrong. Doubtless he has reasons that 
| are conclusive to his mind why he should have changed his opinion on 
| this question, and I admire him rather than condemn him for the change 
if he feels it was his duty, but while he is making the change he should 
be a little more charitable to his brother Senators who choose to con- 
tinue to stand where he stood then and vote as he voted then. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. For how long? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Not long. It will be remembered that a 
short time ago a little colloquy occurred between the Senator from South 
| Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and myself, and I just want to make a remark; 
but if the Senator from Indiana prefers the floor—— 
| Mr. VOORHEES. I would yield with great pleasure, as the Sena- 
tor from Florida knows, and I would to the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
| MORGAN] who now rises, but perhaps I might as well make the few re- 
marks which I design making at this time as any other, and the Senators 
will have the time they might occupy now after I get through. 

Mr. VOORHEES proceeded to address the Senate. Having spoken 
till 3 o’clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Indiana that by unanimous consent of the Senate the time for clos- 
ing general debate has arrived—3 o’clock. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like ten minutes more. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senator have the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not necessary tomake a mo- 
| tion. The Senator isentitled to speak. These understandings are not 
put from the Chair as orders of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, in view of the fact that it was an understand- 
| ing which the Senator from Indiana would not be willing to violate, I 
ask that the question be put to the Senate if unanimous consent is not 
given. 
| ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection, under the under- 
standing that the Senator from Indiana be permitted to proceed? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I only want to occupy the floora 
few minutes in justice to my friend from Alabama. I feel that after 
the attention I have given to the Senator from Missouri the Senator 
from Alabama would feel justly hurt if I did not notice a most extraor- 
dinary matter connected with his argument on this floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have been a listener tothis most 
instructive debate from the beginning, and it was my intention to have 
| so remained to the end. No discussion in this body since the war has 





| been of greater importance in my judgment or will be more fruitful or 
far-reaching in beneficial results than the one now drawing to a close. 
The measure itself now before the Senate has never been surpassed in 
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the elevation and benevolence of its spirit nor in the magnitude and 


value of its immediate and ultimate purposes. 
But tempting as has been the subject and deeply interested as I have 
been, yet I would not have asked to detain the Senate a single moment 


discussion on Saturday evening by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN ] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. It seemed to 
be their object to make it appear disreputable for a Senator on this side 


to support this bill because it had met the approval of a caucus on the | 
I will have to entertain a far lower esti- | 


other side of the Chamber. 
mate of my own independence of character before I will be driven from 
doing what my conscience and my judgment conceive to be right be- 
cause other people who do not agree with me on other subjects may 
agree with me on this one. I can imagine no argument less likely to 
influence my mind or conduct than such an one. 


care not. 
titute of politics in every line and feature, I would meet with Senators 
of every shade of opinion anywhere and everywhere. I could meet in 
consultation with the other side of the Chamber on a measure like this 
without fearing any danger to my own position in my own party. A 
Senavor whose party relations may be endangered or misunderstood by 
consulting with his political opponents on a measure of education, of 
progress, of the enlightenment of the people of this country of all par- 
ties, all classes, races, and conditions, must have very insecure and in- 
firm political affiliations. 

Mr. President, in the simplest way possible and in the briefest I pro- 
pose to give some of the reasons why L look favorably upon this measure. 
It comes in the right spirit. Any measure coming here as a measure 
of peace between the sections should be received with grateful appro- 
bation by every lover of his country. In the organization of our Gov- 
ernment there was a calamity interwoven with its very foundation, there 


was a cause'of sectional strife and alienation, an element of eternal | 


irritation and bitterness, an institution embodied in our fundamental 
law from which sprang the irrepressible conflict. |For that institution 
one section is not more responsible at the bar of history than another. 
It resulted, however, in those scenes of ruin and disaster over which the 
whole country, the North and the South, have alike wept. Any meas- 
ure, therefore, that comes here in the spirit of fraternity I welcome as 
a peace offering and rejoice in it as a means of harmony and restored 
unity. 

Sir, as a measure of amity and good-will this bill comes from the 
right quarter; it comes from New England, and no nobler offering to 
the welfare of this whole country ever emanated from that section. 
Do Senators expect me, standing here as I do allied by blood and line- 
age to the South and representing in part a great Western State, to be 
less liberal toward the Southern people than New England? Indeed, 
no one has manifested any pleasure in opposing this great measure. 
Even those who oppose it on constitutional grounds openly lament the 
necessity of doing so, announcing with emphasis that all their sym- 
pathies are with the measure. The Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BUTLER], opposing the bill with great ability, nevertheless has recog- 
nized its kind and fraternal spirit. 


the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] have concurred in that 
view. 

The good faith of this measure as one of conciliation and kindness 
to the South can not be questioned. 
ture generations of both races. The prejudices of New England and 
the North are laid aside in its provisions. 
New England origin has caused any discrimination in favor of the col- 
ored race. 
the illiterate black. 
with an impartial hand. 


Am I not justified, then, in saying that it is a great measure of con- 
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Whether this bill | 
has been the subject of caucus by Republican Senators I know not and | 
On a measure of this kind, so non-partisan, so utterly des- | 


The Senator from Delaware [Mr. | 
BAYARD], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON], and I believe 


It embraces the present and fu- 
It can not be said that its 


It takes the illiterate white child by the hand as well as 
Its object is to lay open the book of knowledge 
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him the aid which is his due. The curse of slavery fell on the colored 
man in the North as well as in the South, and it was never withdrawn 
from him in the North until his labor was unprofitable. 


All sections 


| shared the responsibility and should share alike the just claims of the 
had it not been for the tone of certain remarks made in the close of the 


negro for such reparation as may be best for him and his race. 

If the education and enlightenment of this once oppressed race is right 
in itself, then let the whole country take part in it; the work should 
| devolve on no one section alone, even if that section was able to meet 
| such a responsibility. 

But, sir, if the work contemplated in this bill should be devolved on 
| the South alone, what is the spectacle presented? Everybody concedes 
| that the South is unable to accomplish it. I heard my distinguished 
| friend from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] oppose the bill. I did not 
| agree with him, and yet it afforded me pleasure to hear him. There 
was a magic in the manly courage with which he contended that the 
South was able for this stupendous task alone. God helps those who 
help themselves, and in the spirit of that doctrine I will respond to the 
Senator from South Carolina by saying that I will all the more cheer- 
| fully aid his people because of the fact that they are doing all they ean 
to help themselves. In fact, 1 would have but little hope of the future 
if the Southern people themselves had fallen short of their duty. 

The Senator made a strong showing of growth and progress in South 
Carolina and claimed for her the ability to do ali that is requisite for the 
education of all her people of both races. I rejoice at the picture of 
| prosperity which he displayed, but I fear to agree with him; and even 
if South Carolina can do all that is claimed, still there are other States 
which are powerless in the presence of the needs of their people I 
| love to see the Senator put his State to the front, take all the honor 
| that is her due, and show that she has progressed, improved, and ap- 
plied her resources justly and equitably to the cause of education. 

Other States have also made their showings as to fair dealing with 
| the cause of education. Sir, in this connection I desire to show by the 
testimony of the colored people themselves that they have been treated 
by the white people of the South with absolute fairness on the subject 
| of education and in the matter of schools and benevolent institutions. 
| Iwish'toshow thatthe State governments of the South can be trusted 
to make an honorable and fair use of the great fund provided in this bill. 

Some years ago the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArrR], the 
author of this bill, and myself were members of acommittee and made 
extensive investigation in regard to the discontent and migratory move- 
ments of certain portions of the colored race in the South. One of the 
subjects investigated and on which there was no conflict of testimony, 
if I remember correctly, was the treatment of the colored children in 
the schools. That investigation did good It threw light into dark 
places. Certain evils it is true had taken place. They were corrected 
by the very fact of agitation, but on the subject of the schools there 
| was but one voice. I read from the testimony of Mr. O’HARA, a very 
respectable and highly intelligent colored gentleman, who is now a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives from North Carolina. He was 
describing the depressed condition of affairs in North Carolina and was 
asked whether they had not had very destructive floods the year before. 
| He replied: 

' 





A. Yes, sir, very; and last year we had droughts also, so thatthe crops were 
very short, andthat caused labor to be very low; and because of the feeling that 
exists between the people in that State, I will relate this, that a few Saturdays 
| ago the people living in that section of the country called Scotland Neck held an 
| agricultural meeting. White people and black people met together and hada 
talk about thissubject. Richard A. Smith,a white man and leader there, spoke 
| and I spoke too, and the result ofthe meeting was that they thought on account 

of the increase of the price of cotton they ought to increase the wages of the 
| hands, and they did so. As another remarkable fact connected with this, I will 

state that there are some colored people who hire laborers in that section and 
| are interested in the price oflabor. These whites they have property, and have 
| to have labor to assist them in cultivating it,and naturally they want the labor 
cheap. 
Q. State the condition of the education for children in North Carolina? 
A. The condition of the children in North Carolina according to oursystem at 
present is poor. I mean poor as to all classes; in our law there can be no dis- 
erimination. Eight and one-third per cent. of the property-tax and 75 percent 


ciliation such as we all would have gladly welcomed at any time during | of the poll-tax, I think, is used for school purposes, each class getting its pro rata 


the last twenty years? 
other one thing in this country ? 
troubled waters; they have invoked the spirit of reconciliation. 


What have good men prayed for more than any 
They have prayed for peace upon the 
I hail 


share; and if it had not been for some oversight in the last legislation, an omis- 
sion to sign the bill, I think, we would have had a very good system of public 
schools in the State. Of course education is not there for the poor classes as it 
is in the District of Columbia, where you have large taxes and have a Federal 


this great measure as the most progressive and powerful movement for | Government to supply it, and in large cities like New York, but I think it will 


reconciliation, peace, and harmony that has been known in the history 


of this Government. 


But, Mr. President, there is another reason in this connection why 
It is a proper recognition of a just re- 
sponsibility on the part of the whole people toward the negro race. It 
is sometimes contended that the Southern people should alone be charged 


I look with favor on this bill. 


compare favorably with that in any rural district in any section of the country 
I read the report of the Commissioner of Education, and see that the schools in 
| the interior of nearly all the States in the rural districts are as nothing compared 

with the schools in the towns and cities, and I think ours will compare about as 
favorably asany. We need, however, a great deal of improvement yet, and I 
think it will come gradually. 

Q. Have you seen the last report of the superintendent of education ? 

A. I have not. 





»S o 0 Vo < yr that ent ber of childre ond y ‘hoo! North Car- 
with the care of the black man and black woman: that all the ills and Nee! at anes wed ranean epee th alten apa ar aten,taaaa attic 


burdens which have been entailed on the South are due to the fact that 
At the date of the Revo- 


the South was solely responsible for slavery. 
lution slavery existed by law in every American colony. 
The responsibility for American slavery must be borne alike by the 


the work of the whole American people. 


olina is increasing from year to year? 

A. Yes, sir; I know they are increasing from year to year. I think, however, 
we have made one mistake. I think we have madea sad mistake in the em- 
ploying of cheap teachers. Our people seem to have got the idea into their heads 
that $20 a month is paying enough for a teacher, and the result is you can not 


» | get first-class teachers. First-class teachers will not work for such a price as 
North and the South. The original act of injustice to the negro was 
; His enslavement was agreed 
to in the Constitution by everyeState, and it is eminently right that all 
alike shall now bear the burden of his educatior. and join in rendering 


that ; but wherever they offer $20 for teachers, they pay the same to white teach- 
ers and black teachers alike. I know a case in point— 


Continues this colored man— 


My wife holds a first-class certificate; she receives $20 a month, and teaches 
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a colored scho« The daughter of Col. David C. Clark, one of the leading white 
gentlemen of the city, also holds a first-class certificate ; and she teachesa white 
schoo! at $20 a month 


Then the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] asked him: 
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| burden of the testimony of each one. 


rhis is done in order to make the money spread over as much time as possible ? 

4. Yes, sir; but there is anotherresult. The best teachers will not remain in 
such places, but will go where they can be better paid. Only the poorer class 
of teachers and persons living there, who are not compelled to rely on their | 
teaching for a support—only persons so situated will teach 

Q. Has not your State appropriated money for the establishment of a normal 
school for the education of teachers? 


4. We had a normal school at one time. It was at first only temporary, but 
I think our Legislature has made it permanent As we advance and get a little 
more money we will have more schools of all kinds 


What a touching appeal this is from such a source to men now con- 





sidering this bill. Again: 

Q. Has not the State also provided asylums for the unfortunate of your race ? 

4. Yes. sir: the same facilities are offered the black and white alike in that 
respect. We have a deaf and dumb school for the colored people, under the 
same rules and government as that for white people; they are taught, fed, and 
clothed under the same system as the whites. In fact, it is not very long since 
I went through both institutions—the one on one side ofour city, the other on the 
other. They have the same kind of provision, meats, vegetables, and fruits; 


the same bedding and furniture, carpets, pianos, &c., all the same in both institu- 
tions. without any discrimination at all 


Q. What provision has been made for the insane ? 

A. Owing to the crowded condition of our present insane asylum, it has been 
found necessary to build two others; one for the whites at Morganton, and 
one at Greensborough, in what is called the ** negro belt,’’ exclusively for colored 
people—an institution that will compare favorably with institutions of the same 
kind in any part of that country; as good asthe one they are building for the 
whites at Morganton 

Q. It is not as large? 

A. No: it is not as large; it is not necessary that it should be as large, because 


our percentage of insane is not as large as it is among whites; and the negro 
population is only one-third that of the whites. 

I have read this testimony in support of the bill in order to show that 
we are bestowing this fund upon States and peoples who are treating 
the colored people fairly, and as a guarantee that the fund will not be 
abused, that there will be no discrimination made in its.use on account 
of race or color. I wish no element of distrust to be in this bill. I 
will not vote for it if the guardianship of the Federal Government fol- 
lows a dollar of the money into the States. I shall vote for it with full 
confidence or not vote for itat all. I shall confide entirely or I will not 
confide atall. For that reason I am showing that in regard to educa- 
tion and benevolence schools and charities have been established in the 
South for the black man as well as for the white man. This great and 
undisputed fact pleads in eloquent tones for the passage of this bill. 

There was a wide field of this kind of testimony which I might read 
by the hour. Much of it came from North Carolina, and all to her 
honor. There was much also from Louisiana, all to the same general 
purport. I pass it over, but 1 am tempted beyond my power of resist- 
ance to read to the Senate a few answers which were elicited from a man 
whom the Senator from New Hampshire will wellremember. He came 
from the county of Bolivar, Mississippi, the region of the Yazoo, in that 
State. His face was as black as the wing of a raven. He was dressed 
as well as any Senator on this floor. He bore himself with great pro- 
priety of demeanor and with an unassuming dignity that was pleasant 
to witness. His name was Lewis Stubblefield. Hetold us he was born 
in Virginia, was a slave until Lee surrendered, and had not $3 worth 
of clothing on his back at that time. When he came before us he was 
the owner, with an unencumbered title, of oversix hundred acres of Boli- 
var County bottom-land, said to be as productive as any the world con- 
tains. He owned cattle and horses, mules and hogs; he hired labor, 
this full-blooded African, and white labor in many instances. After 
telling the committee that he had made all his lands and stock by his hard 
work and attention to business since the war, and that there was noth- 
ing to prevent any other man of his race from doing as well in that 
State, he testified as follows about school privileges: 

Q. Mr. Stubblefield, how is it about opportunities for schooling your children 
in your county? 


A. Well, sir, our people in Bolivar has the same chance that the whites does 
for schooling their children— 


I read his imperfect grammar as it is printed here— 
there is no exception made in the schools at all. 


What an overwhelming piece of proof that is. 
The schools are kept up— 


Continues the questioner— 


by the taxation of the people, are they? 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. Where the colored man has property he pays the school taxes the same as 
the white man does? 

A. Yes, sir; it is all equal as to that. 

Q. And all share alike in the privileges of the schools? 

A. Yes,sir; that portion of the business has been passing through my hands 
for the last eight years; I am identified with that sort of work. 


He was a supervisor of schools. 


Q. How many members are there in your board of supervisors? 
A. Five men on our board, sir; one member from each of the supervising dis- 
tricts. 


Q. How many of these supervisors on your board are white and how many 
are colored? 
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A. Three are white and two are colored; but the three whites are there by my 
consent . 
He was in a county with a large colored majority. Continued he: 

We would have elected on last Tuesday a week ago another member, a colored 
man, but I would not consent to it. 

He wanted the white man to remain. And much more I might read, 
Among nearly a hundred colored men called as witnesses, that was the 
I remember that this man Stub- 
bletield stated he was a Republican in politics, and on election day 
that he often rode with his neighboring land-owner, a white man, and 


| a lateconfederate officer, to the polls, and while his white neighbor voted 





the Democratic ticket he voted the Republican ticket without molesta- 
tion. Am I wrong in supposing that it is proper and right to adduce 
these facts to Senators in order to inspire confidence in the disposal of so 
large a sum of money? 

I am told, however, Mr. President, that with all the good purposes 
of this bill it is not within the purview of the Constitution. I am not 
here to dwell on the benefits and blessings of education, nor am I here 
to discuss the decisions of courts or what the distinguished men of the 
earlier days of the Republic have individually said in regard to the 
powers of this Government, but I am here to declare what every man 
knows and what no one will deny, that the cause of education has been 
recognized in the acts of the Government itself as a national cause from 
the first hour of its existence until the present moment. It was recog- 


| nized by Washington and in the utterances of all the fathers and 


framers of the Constitution. The cause of education, I repeat, was 
recognized and recommended as a national cause, a cause with which 


| the welfare of the country was intimately associated. 


The policy of this Government on this subject is as plain as a well- 
beaten pathway. I might follow the example of other Senators and 
read the letters, the messages, the reports of distinguished men of the 
past and the decisions of the courts. Will it not, however, be quite 
as conclusive as to the powers of the Government to show what it has 
actually done at every stage of its existence as to point out what emi- 
nent men and the courts have said itmight do? I, too, might quote 
opinions, but I prefer to state facts. When I show what the Govern- 
ment has done upon this very question I presume it will be conceded 
that no higher authority can be produced. The policy of the Govern- 
ment is so continuous and unbroken that it has received the support of 
all the wise and great in our history. 

What do we see when we turnto this policy? Every State admitted 
into the Union since the adoption of the Constitution has received upon 
her admission a birthday present, asit were, arich donation of lands, an 
educational endowment in behalf of the children she was to bring forth 
and train up for duty as American citizens. This was a present from 
the National Government to every State; to yours, sir [Mr. HARRIS, in 
the chair], and to mine; and what a splendid endowment it has been! 
Can I stand here and forget what was done for my own State? Indi- 
ana had her sixteenthsection; she had her university lands; she had her 
land-scrip given to her in lieu of lands that could not be taken up in 
her own borders. Am I to ignore these facts when an appeal is made 
to me by people who have had thrown upon them an unnatural and ab- 
normal condition of affairs in the liberation and enfranchisement of a 
whole ‘ace buried in ignorance? New States came into the Union with 
natural surroundings and with no exceptional burdens. The Southern 
States are struggling to-day with a problem heretofore unknown in hu- 
man history and with a responsibility far beyond their power to meet. 
But with no such appalling circumstances surrounding the other States 
of the Union, the policy of this Government toward them has been all 
the time in the exercise of that power which is now denied by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and other Senators on this floor, 
when it is invoked for the relief of the afflicted States of the South. 

Every sixteenth section ef public land in the States admitted prior to 
1848 and every sixteenth and thirty-sixth section of such land in the 
States and Territories since organized have been granted for educa- 
tional purposes. The lands granted for educational purposes, both for 
common schools and universities, throughout the Union have amounted 
to nearly 100,000,000 acres. Yet I am told that the Government has 
not the power to aid the cause of education in the States. Why not 
the power? 

Do you answer that lands can be granted but not money? I had 
promised myself that I would not waste any time on that point. Money 
is no moreathingof value than land. One is a commodity as the other 
is. Money is worth only what it can be exchanged for, and so are lands; 
and when lands are donated, it is with the express understanding that 
the State can exchange them at once for any other commodity, money or 
anything else, that will best promote the cause of education. I shall 
waste but little time on that point. According to this distinction be- 
tween the donation of lands and the donation of money Congress has the 
power to grant the recently acquired Territory of Alaska to the several 
States for educational purposes, well knowing that the States would sell 
the Territory and apply the proceeds to their schools, but Congress could 
not have donated the seven millions to the States for school purposes 
which we paid to Russia for the Territory. Such a proposition only 
| needs to be stated to be rejected. 
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The following table of lands granted for school purposes will be of 
interest as illustrating the policy of the Government on this subject: 






















State. Year. Acres. 
QIO......00reecesescccccccccsccsoccescecccoses os : 704, 488 
Indiana.... oe ont 650, 317 
Illinois...... 985. 066 
Missouri. 1, 199, 130 
Alabama... 902. 774 


Mississippi.. 837, 584 
Louisiana.... 786 O44 
Michigan.. 1, 067, 397 
Arkansas... 886, 460 
Florida..... 908, 503 
JOWS cecosscere 905, 144 


958, 649 


6, 719, 324 


Wisconsin .. 
California.. 


Minnesota..... 2, 969, 990 
Oregon ....... ++. 3, 329. 706 
Kansas.. 2. 801, 306 
Nevada.... 3, 935, 428 
Nebraska. : ae 1864 2, 702, 044 
Color dd. ...ccccccsceecves a ee sha ecccccse] 1860 3. 715.505 


In addition to these grants to the States there have been donated over 
30,000,000 acres to the eight organized Territories of the United States, 
making an aggregate of lands granted to the States and Territories tor 
school purposes of 67,893,919 acres. 

Then, for the purpose of aiding in the establishment of universities, 
still other lands have been donated to the States and Territories, amount- 
ing in all to 1,165,520 acres. 

Next comes the land-scrip. I have other tables and figures here 
which I will not dwell on at length. But I see that one university in 
Indiana is put down in this official report as the recipient of over $212,- 
000, proceeds of the sale of land-scrip which was issued to Indiana in 
lieu of land that she could not locate within her borders. There are 
some striking revelations in these statistics. The need of the South is 


very sore, and yet abundance has in some instances been given where | 


nothing was needed. California, coming into this Union thirty years | ae : ; pa 
5 aa | other races. This policy fills all our history with its precedents and 


ago with a crown of gold upon her head and untold wealth in all her 
veins, was the recipient from the Government of nearly seven million 


acres of land for educational purposes. She was rich, with a magniti- | 
cent future before her; yet the power of the Government was thought | 


to be equal to the task of giving her a great domain besides; now it is 
denied to the States that are poor and depressed indeed. 

Allow me to call attention also to the transactions of 1336 between 
the Federal Government and the States, which resulted in vast assist- 
ance to the cause of education within the States. They illustrate the 


fact that Federal assistance has taken every shape. In 1836 the Fed- | 


eral Government found itself with a surplus of revenue on its hands, 
and by act approved June 23, 1836, provision was made to deposit the 
same with the States in proportion to their representation. The 
amounts thus deposited with the States will be shown by the appended 
table: 




















I yiiacccesinncones $955, 838 25 
New Hampshire. tenssen — 669, 086 79 
Massachusetts..... 1, 338, 173 58 
eisai teoilithtisensindds-cnamneneminninctamntncescscvanessedendie posed 669, 086 79 
Ro sn ie daeusbanineiaemeebenoqulinhigalibe enone 764, 670 60 
Rhode Island 382, 335 30 
New York..... iceland .» 4,014,520 71 
New Jersey .......... 764, 670 60 
Pennsylvania........ scoeapebadeilasaanas .-.. 2,867,514 78 
aia dia dlanntninnsendanaenieoncsiontion Sarena 286,751 49 
Maryland.. canhlachashamiaatia aan 955, 838 25 
ee eas ele sasualeaidaciamhacondialiaessciiaietauitedt. ae 
i ein rastccanisnaisctacsatinaanisccsnes er uplanel ee 1, 433, 757 39 
a cegnnine wsebeeas .» 1,051,422 09 
en . cnesansnniaetiiiniimeniaveemnedbemtetnts 1,051, 422 09 
Abbie hdmi atienidnaplddiesebindadas ‘whanvcenadiatduanneuneissuesmbspoecees ee 689, 086 79 
Asencio megbantedicanansianenneeess 
Mississippi.. 
Tennessee... 
Kentucky... 
ORio....... 2. 007. 260 34 
Missouri. 382, 335 30 
Indiana. 860,254 44 
Illinois ..... 477,919 14 
a astimamiauunt speaeetineedieaes 286,751 49 
Arkansas................ it ahaeilalaieeliestascdes a ibiaidadigadasraniiiienebiiaciiedadinintantrnind  edexeanoal 286,751 49 
Sinister eentticihciapabinenalogaebaaianiiemantiovectuetics . 28,101, 644 91 


And although the law making this distribution provides for the re- 
turn of the money to the Federal Treasury ‘‘ whenever the same shall 


be required by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of defray- | 


ing any wants of the public Treasury,’’ yet no such requirement has 


ever been made. Thus we see that for nearly fifty years past the States | 
have enjoyed a practical donation from the Federal Government of 
more than twenty-eight millions in actual money, which in almost if 


not quite every instance has been converted into the school funds of the 
several States. New York thus appropriated the four millions and over 
which fell to her share, and the other Stutes generally followed her ex- 


ample, while the Federal Government gave its approval by its silent | 


-acq tiescence. 
What else has been done in the matter of education as a national 
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work? Do Senators forget recent events? Since the war more than 
56,000,000, not in lands, but in money, have beenappropriated by Con- 
gress for colored schools in the South. I have the appropriation acts 
here if there is any question as to my statement. The freedmen’s 
schools have been fed with national appropriations during the last twenty 
years, and to the extent of over $6,000,000. Is it not somewhat late 
in the day to call in question the power of Congress to pass the pend- 
ing measure? I give youa precedent in your own day and generation. 
How is it to be answered? Do you oppose this bill by saying that 
the schools for the freedmen were unconstitutional? Why, then, was 
that question not tested in the courts? It could easily have been don 
at the proper time. 

But, sir, I come to a still later date and even a more striking illus 
tration. Within the last twelve months, during the last fiscal year, 
Congress appropriated $400,000 with which to educate the Indian chil- 
dren at Hampton and at Carlisle. How will you answer that? Where 
were the voices now so eloquent, where the speeches now so learned 
and so long, when that bill passed the Senate, taking $400,000 of tax 
raised revenue out of the Treasury with which to instruct and enlighten 
the little copper-colored, dark-eyed, straight-haired children of the des 
ert within a hundred miles of this Capitol? Where were these vigilant 
sentries of the Constitution then? Were they dozing on their posts, or 
is the dusky Indian dearer in their regard than their own blood and 
kin? The white child is in this bill; the white face is here as well as 
the dark one. Is the barbarian’s child of the forests, the offspring of 
the frontiers, a more important and cherished object of your care than 
the white child of the South? Does the Constitution expand in its ap 
plication in one direction and contract in another? Is there a certain 
elasticity in the Constitution toward the schools at Hampton and Car 
lisle and a contractability in the same instrument when applied to 
schools ot your own? 

I am amazed, it fills me with wonder when I hear some of the argu- 
ments which have been advanced on this floor. There is not a year, 
nor a month, nor a week, nor a day since 1789 to the present hour in 
which the authority in this bill in one shape or another has not been 
the active policy of this Government for our own people as well as for 


the whole land with its blessings. 

But, Mr. President, we have heard much able and learned diseussion 
in regard to a strict constryetion of the Constitution. Sir, I am fora 
strict construction of the Constitution. I am for strictly construing 
it in order to accomplish, not to defeat, the great ends for which it was 
erdained. I wish to so construe it as to promote and fulfill those beneti- 

| cent and lofty aims proclaimed in the instrument itself. I would strictly 
construe that immortal instrument as a vital, affirmative force for the 
achievement of its own declared purposes and the accomplishment of 
| our destiny as a united and enlightened Republic. To me it means 
what it says; to my mind there is not a meaningless provision in it. 
When it declares its purpose ‘‘to promote the general welfare,’’ and 
declares further on among the grant of powers that Congress shall pro- 
vide for that greatend I do not feel at liberty to assume that the framers 
of the Constitution were indulging in words, mere words, without mean- 
ing, life, or force. I firmly believe too that the power of seli-preser- 
vation exists in this Government. The object of its creation was to 
live, not to die. 

I never did believe, and do not now, that a power was originally in- 
jected into the Constitution by which this Government could be de- 
stroyed. I never did believe, and do not now, that there were reserved 
powers in the States by which this Government could be dissolved and 
broken up. I did not believe it before the war nor during the war, and 
took every proper opportunity to say so. I do believe there are certain 
great rights reserved to the States for their sole exercise; they are easily 
found and are of inestimable value, but the doctrine of State rights 
has been carried too far in the past, and will be again whenever it is 
invoked to defeat legislation of the kind we are now considering 

Sir, we have had aneraof strict construction. May Inottalk plainly 
| May I not say what is in my mind to say? The strict construction ot 

ante-war times was born of an institution which exists no more. The 
| opposition in the Southern mind to a liberal construction of the powers 
ot the Federal Government originated with the institution of slavery 
| It was your local and domestic institution; you had it to protect; you 
dreaded the interference of the Federal authority in the slightest de 

cree, and in proportion as you were threatened with that power you 
vehemently denied its existence in any and every form in which it was 
asserted. This was no more than natural, but the reason which made 
the rule then has passed away, and now there is no people, there are 
no States in this Union whose future hope and welfare are so vitally 
interwoven with a liberal construction of the Constitution ss the peo- 
ple and States of the South. In ten thousand ways, from year to year, 
the Federal Government can and will encourage, foster, and promote their 
great local interests, extend them a helping hand in the development 
of their mighty resourcesand in enhancing their general prosperity. The 
noble self-reliance, fortitude, and industry of the Southern people 
since the war have touched the heart of the whole country, and they 
need no longer fear the power of the Federal Government Mutterings 


and menaces may now and then occur for partisan purposes, but they 
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will pass speedily and harmlessly away. Were I a Southern Senator 
I would hail such a measure as this as the dawn of a newand a better 
day for me and for mine. 

But, sir, even when we were in strict construction times, when the 
Government was administered by men who guarded narrowly, as it is 
now contended, against the faintest trace of an invasion of the rights of 
the States by the Federal Government, what did we accomplish? Let 
us go back and see whether we were so very powerlesseven then. The 
purchase of Louisiana has been alluded to here, and Jefferson has been 
quoted on that subject. It might have been said further that he was 
thought in certain quarters liable to impeachment for making that pur- 
chase. There is no enumerated power in the Constitution authorizing, 
it, and Jefferson himself doubted whether there was an implied power. 
He said as much. Hesaid he had done an act beyond the Constitution, 
and suggested an amendment to cover and protect the transaction. I 
regard Jefferson as the wisest political thinker in human history, and 
yet the men who surrounded him, who-were his advisers and counsel- 
ors, decided against his suggestion in this instance and convinced him 
that the amendment was not necessary, that the Constitution warranted 
what he had done. The judgment of his contemporaries and of pos- 
terity has sanctioned the great act as essential to the general welfare and 
glory of the country. 

And did we not at a later day and in the exercise of the same power 
take Texas to our arms? I will not say that we purchased Texas as 
we did Louisiana, but there is an analogy between the transactions; we 
paid the debts of Texas and took her into the family of States. Where 
was the power to do that? The treaty-making power? The treaty- 
making power can add nothing to the powers of the Constitution already 
there. It has been said that Louisiana and Texas were secured.under 
the clause which authorizes us to provide for the common defense; that 
Louisiana might have been used to our detriment by a foreign power; 
that England was conspiring to get a foothold in Texas; and there- 
fore we had a right to secure possession of these vast scopes of territory 
as a measure of common defense. Sir, I was raised upon a farm, my 
father owned land, and I remember that he acted sometimes upon the 
same principle in buying a piece of land contiguous to him. 

But surely the Constitution means nothing of that kind. If it does 
we can buy Canada and clear up to the North Pole on the same prin- 
ciple. No; the simple truth is Jefferson saw that the exclusive posses- 
sion of the channel and of the mouth of the Mississippi River were 
necessary to the general welfare, the prosperity, advancement, wealth, 
and growth of the country, and he grasped the occasion to accomplish 
these legitimate objects of Government with more eagerness and zeal 
than is usual in an executive officer. Nearly the entire correspondence 
on the subject with the minister of the great Napoleon will be found 
in Jefferson’s own hand, although his Secretary of State was one of the 
most accomplished men of his times. 

Texas came to us upon the same principles which governed Jefferson 
in securing Louisiana; then the vast acquisitions of territory following 
the Mexican war, until now all that mighty region from British Amer- 
ica to the Gulf of Mexico, from the Mississippi River to the Pacific 
Ocean, stands to-day, and will stand forever, as a monument to the fore- 
sight, sagacity, and prophetic statesmanship of Thomas Jefferson while 
executing the welfare clause of the Constitution, without a single spe- 
cific grant of power to warrant the first steps taken or any that followed. 
There it stands, the seat of present and future empire. We secured it 
all during the days of strict construction. Louisiana, Texas, and all 
the other vast regions I have mentioned confront us as a stupendous 
refutation of the idea that we can do nothing for the general welfare 
under a strict construction of the Constitution. 

Sir, it seems to me that if we can spread our banner by purchase and 
by conquest over foreign soil, if we can extend the boundaries of the 
Republic, we can, without a specific grant of power, also erect school- 
houses and educate our people. But let us examine this point a little 
further in relation to what has already been done. Under the doctrine 
now advanced against the pending bill where is the power authorizing 
the purchase and collection of a Congressional Library? Under what 
head does it come? If this doctrine is to prevail we must abandon the 
Library to its fate; we must also wipe out many of the most brilliant 
and most patriotic events in our history. Where is the authority to 
gather the natural wealth of the world, its curiosities, its subjects of 
science, in the Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum ? 
Do you reply that the Constitution makes it our duty to promote the 
arts and sciences? That is true, but the clause of the Constitution 
which declares that duty also provides the means for its execution by 
copyright and by patents granted to inventors. That is the specific 
limitation as to the means whereby the arts and sciences are to be pro- 
moted. Where, then, is the power by which the grizzly bear of the 
Sierras is caught, skinned, and made to stand as if in life inthe Smith- 
sonian? Where is the power by which the bones of that magnificent 
king of race horses, 1.exington, were procured and are now on exhibi- 
tion as a model equine skeleton in the same institution? Where is the 
power that gathers the fishes of the sea, the reptiles of the earth, and 
all the curiosities of animated nature together for instruction at the 
expense of millions? Will some Senator tell me? I shall not take it 
as an interruption. Behold our beautiful gardens. I love them; I 
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love to think and to speak of them. I visit them as o%tenasI can. I 
love to see the wealth and beauty of the physical world. But where 
is the granted power, unless under the general-welfare clause, for the 
money we annually appropriate for the botanical and the propagatin g 


| gardens? I would be glad ifsome gentleman would point out any other 


clause. 

I am aware that I am but restating the position which the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] assumed on this subject at the open- 
ing of this discussion and which he maintained with such conspicuous 
ability. And in this connection I wish to call attention to a striking 
fact. 

This debate has been long and able on both sides of the question, but 
I have heard noSenator undertake to answer the legal argument of the 
Senator from Arkansas. I have heard no one grapple with the decisions 
cited by him nor with the facts showing the history of our legislation. 
The argument made by the master mind of the Senator from Arkansas 
has gone without even attempted refutation. It is a most significant 
oversight. Nor do I now deem it necessary to discuss the legal aspects 
of this question further than, as I have heretofore stated, to show what 
has been done—not so much what has been decided or said, but what 
has been done. That is all I am seeking to do; for after the argument 
of the Senator from Arkansas and the very able and thorough argu- 
ments of the two Senators from Mississippi and the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. GrBson] the constitutional question is closed forever; nor 
will it ever again seriously arise in connection with such a measure as 
this. 

But to resume our illustrations of the exercise of power to promote 
the general welfare. 

Why, sir, Jefferson not only purchased Louisiana, but in 1804 he or- 
ganized and sent forth that immortal exploring expedition led by Lewis 
and Clarke—Clarke the brother of George Rodgers Clarke, whom John 
Randolph styled the Hannibal of the West; and Lewis, Jefferson’s pri- 
vate secretary. For more than two years they were hidden from the 
world and thought to be lost. When they returned, however, they 
were laden with the spoils of knowledge. They had reached the head- 
waters of the Missouri, crossed the Rocky Mountains near the track 
where now the Northern Pacific Railroad speeds its locomotive, descended 
the Columbia River until they looked on the Pacific Ocean from its 
mouth, making and preserving careful observations and ample notes of 
all they saw for the use and instruction of theGovernment. And from 
that day to this our Territories have all been extensively and thoroughly 
explored. Goto Major Powell’s office inthe National Museum and 
you will see the truth of what Isay. But how did those splendid draw- 
ings, engravings, and maps of queer and distant scenes and countries 
come to hang on his walls unless there is some general power such as has 
been asserted and conclusively demonstrated by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas ? 

As I walk from the Senate to the other end of this Capitol I never 
pass through the old hall of the House of Representatives without ling- 
ering and looking. It has a new name, Statuary Hall, and I see there 
the statues of the illustrious dead. It isthe American Valhalla, ‘‘ the 
palace of immortality.’’ Washington is there, and around him in mute 
majesty are gathered the heroes and leaders of Revolutionary times. 
Lincoln is there, faithfully delineated in face and form, sad, thoughtful, 
and ¢are-worn. Kosciusko, over whose fall freedom wept in all lands, is 
there; and Pulaski, who died at the head of his legion at Savannah for 
American liberty; and the great soldier Nathaniel Greene, and many oth- 
ers whose names are full of glory, are there. But where is the power in 
the Constitution to place them there unless the Senator from Arkansas 
has found it? 

Pause also in the Rotunda. There the artist hasstrongly appealed 
to every sentiment of patriotic pride in the American heart. There, on 
canvas, Columbus makes his immortal discovery of a new world, there 
the Mayflower moves upon the deep; there the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence is signed in solemn and august council; there Burgoyne sur- 
renders; there Cornwallis lays down his sword and the war ends at 
Yorktown; there Washington returns his commission to Congress ard 
retires to Mount Vernon. Who can look unmoved on such scenes? And 
yet if the opponents of this bill are rightthey are all there in violation 
of the Constitution. 

During nearly all my service in the Senate I have been connected with 
the Committee on the Library. We have purchased valuable papers left 
by eminent men; also great historic paintings. At the last session of 
Congress we purchased the celebrated life-size portrait of Washington by 
Charles Wilson Peale, who was soldier and artist both, for which Wash- 
ington commenced his sittings at Valley Forge and finished them during 
the ensuing campaign. During the present session a bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on the Library, and I expect to call it up as 
soon as possible, to complete the monument at Saratoga in commemora- 
tion of the surrender of Burgoyne, in commemoration of that great event 
which gave us our French alliance and revived the darkening hopes of 
America. Now, in all these things is it possible that we have been mis- 
taken in our just powers, and have been acting outside the Constitution ? 
Across this broad land from the Atlantic to the Gulfthere isa vast belt of 
country where great and brave armies fought twenty years ago. As the 
traveler passes through this belt filled with its sad memories he sees 
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here and there the flag of the country flying. Looking beneath its folds 
he beholds a national cemetery where the dead are buried in clean, well- 
kept graves, marked with headstones, covered with grass and flowers, 
and guarded and cared for by asuperintendent, a Federal official. Where 
is the power for this? Sir, the construction which Senators opposed to 
this bill seek to place on the Constitution is too narrow to embrace our 
national grave-yards. 

Again, [ama representative from a State that is out of debt; its 
credit is high, it is rich in natural resources and in the graces of cultiva- 
tion; and yet it has been but a few short weeks since we were com- 
pelled to ask and receive aid from Congress in behalf of a portion of our 
people. Ohio did the same. Those two great empire States of the 
West came here for charitable assistance. If our Legislature had been 
in session or could have been called together in time to afford relief we 
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would not have accepted a dollar from the Federal Government. But 
when our towns were swept away, when our people sent up a cry of 
suffering, when I spent my mornings in the War Office and my after- 
noons here and my colleagues were doing the same, ascertaining the ne- 
cessitous condition of our people and hurrying appropriations through 
for their assistance, did we stop to question the power of the Govern- 
ment to do what we called for? 

In 1882 a flood swept the whole Mississippi Valley, and a half million 
of money was appropriated to relieve the disasters it inflicted. Other 
floods will desolate the low plantations of the Mississippi, and we will 
again come to your aid. When the yellow fever with its sweltering 
venom smote the towns and cities of the South and destroyed her peo- 
ple at high noon and at midnight a national board of health was or- 
ganized by act of Congress, with power to call forth all the resources of 
science to allay the pestilence. If the Government can minister to the 
ailments of the body in the States why not alsoto the mind? Ido not 
believe in a government which can not or will not help its people in 
their distress, in a government whose constitution is to be construed in 
the way of obstruction and not in the way of promotion. 

I repeat, sir, that Indiana isa great and strong State. Her school 
system is equal to any in the civilized world. She has over $10,000,000 
in a permanent school fund, which can be increased but never dimin- 
ished under our constitution. She owns more than $12,000,000 worth 
of school property. Sheis paying between three and four million dollars 
per annum for school teachers. Coming from such a State as that, can 
I not afford to go as far as the Senator from New Hampshire, as far as 
the Senator from Massachusetts, in assisting the cause of education in 
the South? If I failed to do so, those who know me best I think 
would be most surprised. 

Now, Mr. President, there was an incident in this debate which I 
must briefly notice. There was a tone of criticism on the part of the 
Senators from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] on 
Saturday evening which I thought unwarranted. Perhaps it meant 
not much more than to remind Democratic Senators to be careful how 
they voted for this measure, for fear they might find themselves in the 
Republican party or in some way lose their standing in their own. 

There is a great deal too much of this thing at this time; a great deal 
too much disposition in this body and elsewhere to make some one hobby 
or some one measure a test of a man’s party fealty. I can not be dra- 
gooned in that way. I never have been and I never will be. I repeat, 
perhaps the Senator from Missouri meant no more than in the kindness 
of his heart to give Senators like myself and others a note of warning. 
For his kind intentions I thank him, but for some things I shall say now 
I am afraid he will not thank me. He must believe, however, that I 
mean well. TheSenator from Missouri speaks with a tongue that bears 
acharm. IfIam reading the most fascinating book I lay itdown when he 
rises. His lips seem touched with the honey of Hymettus and his voice 
is music to all listening ears, but in looking into the record of legisla- 
tion I fear his memory might be somewhat improved. This is not a 
fatal infirmity, but is sometimes a troublesome one. 

I have here a bill which was introduced on the 12th of February, 
1880, by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
corporate the national educational association. What big, strong 
words, importing Federal power. The national educational associa- 
tion. Ordinarily I would say that a bill with such a title would fear- 
fully frighten a strict constructionist of the modern school. It organ- 
ized some fifty or one hundred men, I can not count their names in the 
bill, into a body-corporate by the name of ‘‘The National Educational 
Association,’’ in and of the District of Columbia. 

Sections 2 and 3 provide: 

Src. 2. That the national educational association shall have power to make 


and amend its constitution, by-laws, and rules, consistently with law, and to 


hold, by purchase, grant, gift, or otherwise, real or personal estate not exceed- 
ing $50,000 in value. 


SEc. 3. That twenty-five members of the national educational association | 
shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business, and that said associa- | 


tion shall meet and organize under this charter on the first Monday of July, 18890, 
and annually thereafter shall meet at such time and place as it may designate ; 
and whenever called upon by any department of the Government shall investi- 
gate and report upon any educational subject without compensation for such 


services. 
This is the organization of an educational bureau by Federal power. 
When this bill came up in the Senate, I find the following discussion: 
Mr. Blaine rose. 


_Mr. TELLER. If this bill can be voted on shortly I shall not object to its con- 
sideration, but otherwise I am going to object to it. 





It isa bill to in- | 


| authority. 
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Mr. BLAtne. Then I will not say a word. 

Mr. TELLER. If anybody wantsto say anything, I shall not object at present 

Mr. BLAINE. I will say only a very few words, especially as I do not see the 
honorable Senatorfrom Wisconsin |Mr. Carpenter] in his seat. When this bill 
was up yesterday that Senator made some remarks which struck me as being 
of a character that ought not to go at least without answer, if not contradiction. 
One particular declaration arrested my attention at the time. The honorable 
Senator, who is known throughout the country as an able lawyer, and therefore 
his words are taken as having weight on any question of law or Constitution, 
made the declaration— 

When I read it [almost thought my friend the Senator trom Missouri 
had made the speech. Listen to what Carpenter said : 

‘No matter how important the subject of education may be, it is not a subject 
committed to this Government, and unless committed by express words or by 
reasonable implication we have no control over it, we have no right to further 
it, to hinder it, or to do anything whatever in regard to it.”’ 

That is a very good State-rights statement coming from Mr. Carpenter 
on that side of the Chamber, showing there was no politics in education 
then and there is none now. Mr. Blaine goes on to say: 

He objected to diffusing information in regard to education beyond the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the Senator, with an air of absolute conclusiveness, pro- 
nounced it to be wholly beyond the constitutional power of Congress to do it. 


Just as the Senator from Missouri says now. Mr. Blaine continues: 


I stated at the time that some of the notable framers of the Constitution of the 
Union did not take the same view as the honorable Senator from Wisconsin. 
Twice in General Washington’s annual messages to Congress he recommended 
a national university. 

Senator Blaine then read the same passage from General Washington 
which has been read by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BRowN ] on the 
floor. Then, continuing his comment, Mr. Blaine says: 


And yet the honorable Senator from Wisconsin makes the declaration I read 


—_ now, in the very face of the fact that Congress for the last thirty years has 
cen largely aiding in maintaining an institution which does not stop even at 
diffusing knowledge among the citizens of the United States; which does not 
stop at the District of Columbia, where he says we are wholly stopped; it does 
not even stop at all the Territories of the Union, including the States thereof, 
but its object is the “ diffusion and increase of knowledge among men;”’ and I 
think within the last thirty years we have given a very large sum to the Smith- 
sonian Institution for that special object. 

Mr. Blaine concluded by saying: 

I merely rose to say that the remark of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin 
was not, in my judgment, good law or good Constitution, and it certainly is not 
in accordance with the practice of the Government ever since its foundation 

Thereupon the vote was taken and the yeas and nays are here re- 
corded. There were thirty-one Senators who voted for Mr. Blaine’s 
construction of the Constitution. There were seventeen Senators who 
voted with Mr. Carpenter and forthe doctrine of the Senator from Mis- 
souri at this time, but I confess that a lookat the roll-call surprises and 
troubles me. Voting with Mr. Blaine and for the pfinciple which I 
now think correct I find the Senators from South Carolina, Mr. BUTLER 
and Mr. HAMPTON, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MCPHERSON, Mr. MAXEY, and 
Mr. VEsT. Sir, I like to be in that company. These names are good 
I am strongly attached to every one of these gentlemen. I 
find no fault with them for voting for this National Educational Asso- 
ciation, and may I not ask their charity for me while I vote the same 
way now ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend allow me to ask him whether that 
bill organizing a national education society pretended to interfere with 


| any of the domestic concerns of any of the States ? 


Mr. VOORHEES. It did not, and if the bill hefore the Senate, as 1 
have already said, interfered in the slightest degree with the manage- 
ment of the school system of your State by your State authorities I would 
not vote for it, I vote for it simply as a donation, to enable you to do 
what you can not accomplish with your own insufficient means. 

Mr. BUTLER. According to my construction of the language of this 
bill my friend certainly will not vote for it, for I think it does that 
very thing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is a question of construction. 
decidedly of a different opinion. 
| of Congress on the same subject. 


I am very 
But I hold in my hand another act 
Here isan act passed March 2, 1867, 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a department of education.’’ This act 
| was approved March 2, 1867, and makes ‘‘a Department of Education.”’ 
I have not time to dwell on its details, and I only cite it to show how 
often and how fully the power now denied has been exercised 

The Senator from Missouri will pardon me another allusion which 
I know will gratify him and also the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 
The Senator trom Kansas filled this Hall with sorrowful complaints a 
few weeks ago on account of sick cattle in his State. He now opposes 
this educational bill. He asked for $25,000 to cure and care “for his 





| cattle, and he finally got $50,000. The Senator from Missouri, though 
somewhat reluctantly I think, at last heard the lowing of those suffer- 
| ing herdsand voted for the $50,000. His ears are now closed to the cry 
of the children, white and black, throughout the South, but the bleat- 
| ing of calves, the bawling of cows, and the bellowing of bulls in Kan- 
| sas, with here and there a sound from the western counties of Missouri, 
| struck on his sympathetic ear and reached his tender heart. The ques- 
tion of power stood not in his way then, and the money of this Gov- 
ernment flowed out for the purpose of healing the feet and the mouths 
of stricken cattle. I voted with the Senator from Missouri then, and 
I only regret that he and the Senator from Kansas find it more diflicult 
| to vote for this measure of relief to human beings than I did in voting 
! for their measure to relieve the herds of the prairies. 
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I wish next to notice a very extraordinary circumstance connected 
with the very able and brilliant speech of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoRGAN]. He commenced, it will be remembered, on Friday last 
but did not finish, and resumed the next day Before he resumed his 
speech, however, on Saturday he introduced a bill which is the most 
splendid illustration of the difference between preaching and prac- 
ticing strict construction I have ever known. It fell upon my mind | 
with very peculiar force. The Senator, while in the middle of a speech 
denying the power under the Constitution to aid schools in the States, 
introduced a bill entitled ‘‘A bill for the creation of a silk-culture bu- 
reau and the establishment of silk-culture stations.’’ I will not offend 
the intelligence of the Senate by asking what enumerated power of the 
Constitution authorizes a silk-culture bureau in this Government 

I do not say that the bill is necessarily unconstitutional under my 
construction, but if the Senator from Alabama is right in his opposi- 
tion to the pending measure, then his silk-culture-bureau bill is the 
most unconstitutional proposition ever read in the Senate Chamber. 

Let us see what it is: ‘*‘ It provides that such a bureau shall be es- 
tablished as one of the bureaus of the Agricultural Department, and 
shall embrace in its organization five silk-culture stations, to be estab- 
lished as follows: one for the North Atlantic States, location Pennsy]- 
vania; one for the South Atlantic States, in Florida; one for the Gulf 
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States, in Alabama; one for the Northwestern States, in lowa; and one | 


for the Pacific States, in California. The object of the establishment 


| South is steadily pushing on in the building of new cotton-mills. 


of the bureau and the several silk-culture stations it declares to be ex- | 


perimentally to raise silk-worms ’’—— 
Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will indulge me for a moment—— 
Mr. VOORHEES. Wait until I read this through. 
Mr. MORGAN. I want to relieve the Senator of unnecessary agita- 
tion by saying that the REcoRD shows I| introduced the bill by request. 
Mr. VORHEES. ‘‘Study their nature and the means of improving 
their productive qualities; to investigate the diseases to which they are 
subject; to cultivate and by all means deemed proper to encourage 
the cultivation of the plants adapted for feeding silk-worms, and to ex- 
periment in silk, with a view of ascertaining the best appliances and 
methods for conducting the various operations of preparing the raw silk. 


It provides for an appropriation of $150,000 for carrying out the objects | 


of the bill.’’ And it provides a salary of $2,400 a year for the superin- 
tendent. I know the REcoRD shows that the Senator introduced the 
bill ** by request.’’ If he means by that to say he is not in favor of 
the bill that will end all discussion upon it, but as he is silent, and in 
the absence of such a disclaimer he must pardon me for pointing out 
the fact that he has answered his elaborate two days’ argument by in- 
troducing such a measure. I am contending for a power in this Gov- 
ernment which will enable it to aid the children of the South to read 
the Lord’s Prayer, and the Senator answers back with a bill to make 
silk. Silk is a luxury of the rich, and when I make my plea on behalf 
of the poor, he erects a silk-culture bureau before my face. When I 
vote for a bill which will enable the rising generations of the South to 
read the Sermon on the Mount, he replies with a bill on the subject of 
silk-worms, cocoons, and mulberry leaves! 

Sir, I look hopefully to the future of the South. I regard this move- 
ment in the cause of education of infinite importance and full of future 
glory. The conduct of the Southern people themselves gives assurance 
that the movement will be executed in good faith and will bear pre- 
cious fruits. No people on the globe, with their country devastated by 
war, their cities sacked and burned, their society shocked and demor- 
alized, their social and industrial institutions torn down and destroyed, 
have ever recovered themselves so well, with so much manhood, force, 
and rapidity, as the people of the South. With this measure now to aid 
their own noble efforts there is a day just before them such as they 
themselves have not dreamed of. 

You Senators around me, and I too, with hair growing gray, will not 
live to see the full fruition of our work; we will not live to see the en- 
tire fullness of the great harvest of blessings which will flow from this 
legislation; but our children and our children’s children to the latest 
generations will rise up and call blessed those who provided for them this 
great and munificent bounty. The business enterprise of the North and 
West is penetrating the South, and my desire is that light and know]- 
edge shall also bless her people of every race and hue. I hold in my 
hand an article giving an account of the enterprise of Western and 
Northern men in the South during this present year, and the reading 
of it gave me so much pleasure that I venture to ask the Senate to 
hear it: 

PROGRESS OF THE SOUTH—FIGURES WHICH SHOW A REMARKABLE 
ENTERPRISE. 


DEGREE OF 


One of the striking features of the industrial progress of the South is the im- 
mense amountof Northern and Western capitalseekinginvestmentthere. The 
Southern people themselves are also displaying remarkable energy in e«tab- 
lishing new enterprises and in building up their own section 

In what States has this increase taken place, and in what branches of manu- 
facturing is most progress being made, are two questions of particular interest, 


the answerto which will show that the entire South is sharing inthis improve- | 


ment and that almost every industry is represented. Our figures show that in 
the amount of capital stock of enterprises organized this year Kentucky takes 
the lead of all the Southern States with $6,851,000, while following not far be- 
hind comes Alabama with $5,210,000, and of the two we think Alabama's rep- 
resents more actual money and less paper only than Kentucky’'s.— Baltimore 
Manufacturers’ Record 
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I would say to the Senator from Kentucky, whether he is for a tariff 
for revenue only or for revenue with incidental protection, the enter- 
prise and the labor of the world will find the coal-beds and the iron-or 
of Kentucky and all the other Southern States and dig them out, and 
give new life and wealth to that section. 

But to proceed with this most interesting exhibit: 





Alabama is making wonderful progress. It is really marvelous to note da, 
after day the long list of new enterprises started in that State. They embrac. 
almost every industry. It is true that the boundless coal and iron resources o{ 
the State are attracting great attention, resulting in the organization sinc 
January Lof a numberof heavy mining and iron-furnace companies. But othe, 
industries are also flourishing. A very extensive cotton-mill, large machin: 
shops, rolling-mills, planing-mills, and similar enterprises he]p to swell the list 

Virginia ranks third in the list with $3,330,000, represented by cotton-mills 
saw-mills, rolling-mills, nail-works, mines, furnaces, and numerous other 
dustries, while Texas comes fourth with $3,593,000. The listof new enterprises 
in Texas includes almost all industrial branches except cotton manufactures 
and in that line she does notseem to be making any progress, notwithstanding 
her fine advantages for cotton-milis, Georgia is fifth on the list with $2,040.00 
and Maryland sixth with $2,014,000. North Carolina is making splendid prog 
ress, and in every part of the State new factories are the order of the day. Cot- 
ton, woolen, flour, and saw mills, tobacco factories, mining companies, and 
machine-shops are among the new enterprises started, the aggregate capita 
being $1,227,000. Tennessee shows up with $846,000, made up rather by many 
industries of moderate extent than by a few heavy concerns. Virginia counts 
up for the first two months of the year $916,000, South Carolina $904,000, whil 
the other States figure up something less than $500,000 each. 

Notwithstanding the depression in the cotton-goods trade of the world, th« 
Among the 
enterprises of this kind now under way is a newly organized company to build 
a $175,000 mill at Columbia, Tenn.; a $200,000 mill in Durham, N. C.; a $50,000 
mill for Trenton, Tenn. ; a $200,000 mill in Dalton, Ga.; one to cost 


$84,000 in 
Grittin, Ga.; a $300,000 mill in Roanoke, Va.; and an additional mill to cost 


about $100,000 by a Rome (Ga.) factory company; while the company at Colum 
bus, Ga., now running about 40,000 spindles, proposes to put up a new $1,000,000 
mill. A company will build a $300,000 mill at Darlington, 8S. C., to be finished 
in the fall, and another of equal cost is under construction at Newberry, in the 
same State ; while Fayetteville, N.C., and one or two other places in that State, 
will also soon have new cotton-mills. 

At Rockingham, N. C.; Lowell, inthe same State; Danville, Va.; Montgomery 
Ala.; Selma, Ala.; and Birmingham, Ala., new factories or extensions are being 
constructec. The aggregate cost of the above-mentioned mills will be about 
$3,250,000. These mills will add 100,000 or more spindles to the number now i: 
the South. 

This article shows that industry and wealth are spreading their ener- 
gies over the face of the whole South in a most remarkable degree. Is 
it inappropriate that I cite this fact in connection with a bill for edu- 
cation in the same section? If our young and business men are going 
into that beautiful country to start coal-mines, put up iron-mills and 
cotton factories to develop its material resources, is it not incumbent 
on us from all sections to promote there the cause of education? You 
need skilled labor. The negro is most naturally an agricultural laborer 
You need educated men to enter your manufacturing establishments 
Looking at the Senator from Mississippi, as he is directly before me, | 
am reminded that in the last census it is stated that Mississippi alone. 
under full and scientific cultivation and development, can produce the 
entire 6,000,000 bales of cotton which the whole South now produces 
I would gladly live to see the people of the South realize the wealth and 
power there is for them in that great cotton belt running from Eastern 
North Carolina to Western Texas. When the hum of machinery is 
heard throughout that vast region, when manufactories are built in the 
cotton fields, when the production and the manufacture combine to 
make the profits, with no transportation account to pay, then will th: 
South be the wealthiest portion of this Union, if not of the world. 

Sir, the scholarly Senator from Texas who sits before me [Mr. Cokr] 
ventured to predict that the bill now being considered would be a Pan- 
dora’s box to the South. Who was Pandora, and what was her box? 
There are different versions, but according to my memory of Grecian 
mythology she was the ‘‘all-endowed’’ beautiful woman to whom was 
intrusted a box filled with winged blessings for mankind. Her curios- 
ity tempted her to open it, when all the blessings escaped and flew away 
with the single exception of Hope. There are Other accounts as to th 
contents of her box, but I choose to adopt this, and to say that if this 
bill only brings you hope it will not be in vain. Hope is earth’s great- 
estcomfort. But the other blessings in the bill will not fly away. They 
will remain in the shape of school-houses and colleges, lighting you 
hilltops and illumining your valleys, and securing a higher plane of 
existence and enjoyment for the presentand coming generations. Rathet 
will this measure when it becomes a law be to the people of the South 
as the shield of Achilles to the Grecian warrior, a measure of safety, 
defense, power, and bearing withit every element of beauty, refinement, 
wealth, culture, domestic pleasure, and Christian grace which the cul- 
tivation of letters and the promotion of the sciences and arts can bestow 
upon a great and upright people. The shield which Thetis bore from 
Vulcan to Achilles before the walls of Troy was emblazoned all over 
with opulent cities, prosperous villages, smiling plains— 

Rich crops waving for harvest, 
| Reapers, reaping the crop with the bright hooks grasped in their right hands 
| vineyards with ‘‘the dark grapes hanging in clusters;’’ herds 
straight-horned, beautiful oxen; council chambers of high debate; 
scenes of domestic happiness; marriage feasts, with music, dance, and 
song; and 


ol 


All the constellations that gem, like a diadem, night's brow; 
Pleiades, and Hyades, and the glory of mighty Orion. 


Sir, as the shield of the hero was an emblem of the power, the glory, 
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and the civilization of Greece, so to my mind is the measure now before Mr. HARRIS. Has not the five-minute rule become a rule of the 


the Senate a symbol and a sign of the future prosperity of the South | Senate in its application to this bill, and is it not as much the duty of 
and of the general welfare of the whole country. the Chair to enforce it as to enforce any other rule of the body ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand it 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. under the coustant practice of the Senate 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, a great deal has been said Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not wish to take advantage of the 


here with respect to the power of Congress to enact this bill. In the | ruling of the Chair, although it is entirely right, and I shall not pro- 
few remarks that I addressed to the Senate when this debate opened | ceed without unanimous consent. 


I gave clear expression to my opinion in respectof that power. I have Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps I can make a suggestion which will relieve us 
not any more doubt about it now than I had then and I am not going | of difficulty. 
to repeat myself, but what I want to say now is that the Senate on for- The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida has taken 
mer occasions has indicated what its power was over subjects of this | his seat, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from New Hampshire to 
character. speak on the pending amendment. 

I do not complain that public men shall change their opinions about Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Florida will pass me the data he 


constitutional power. I never cite the vote of any Senator here and | would like to give the Senate I will occupy my five minutes in plac- 
parade it before the body or the country to show that he is inconsist- | ing them before the Senate. 


ent. Ido not think there is any inconsistency whatever in a public Mr. CALL. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me- 

man voting at one time a little different from what he did at another; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 

but I say when this great body establishes a precedent of power by its | shire yield to the Senator from Florida ? 

votes as an entirety, it.is always legitimate to refer to it as a source of Mr. BLAIR. I do not like to vield. 

information. The Supreme Court of the United States would feel The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 

humiliated if in the discussion of a great legal question a lawyer were | does not yield. 

to bring before it one of its own decisions in point and say: ‘* This ques- Mr. BLAIR. In one moment I will conclude 

tion, your honors, is res adjudicata; you decided so and so in a previous Mr. CALL. I rise toa point of order 

case, and that is the question now before the court.’’ Of course the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida rises to a 

court sometimes overrules itself, but always with some degree of humili- | point of order. He will state it. 

ation. I do not argue thata political body should not be bound down Mr. CALL. I was recognized by the Chair immediately on the con 

to strict rules of judicial res adjudicata, but after the Senate has com- | clusion of my colleague’s remarks and took the floor 

mitted itself on this question of power, as I claim that it has, it is a Mr. BLAIR. I yield the floor to the Senater from Florida [ M1 

little too late in the day for any member of it to ridicule the views of | CALL]. 

those who entertain the opinion we do. Mr. CALL. I yielded the floor to my colleague. I desire to know 
Now, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a bill that came from the | if it is not in order that he shall proceed ? 

House of Representatives in 1878 to aid the blind to see, or at least to| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand 


improve those who were deprived of the great power of vision, by help- | it. Under the practice of the Senate every Senator must speak in his 
ing a great institution located in Kentucky, the State of my friend on | own time. 

my left [Mr. BECK]. It was thought that the interests of that great | Mr. CALL. I submit to the Chair if a Senator takes the floor and 
institution might be subserved and the interests of the blind all over | is recognized, has he not the right upon the appeal of another Senator 
the Union promoted if it could get $250,000 out of the tax money of the | to be interrupted by him? 


people of the United States. They did not ask that it should come from The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks he has. 
the proceeds of the public lands; there was no disguise about it. This Mr. CALL. That was the fact. I gave way to my colleague. The 


great institution created in the interest of this unfortunate class of people | question is whether he had the right to proceed and whether I had the 
wanted help and they appealggto this great power. The bill passed the | right to do it. 
other House and came here. ‘I say in my place in the Senate to-day The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that the 
that every constitutional objection that can possibly be urged—I will | Senator from Florida who is now addressing the Chair can rise and yield 
not go any further—to the bill now before the Senate could be urged to | his time to his.colleague. The order of the Senate, by unanimous con- 
the bill that I hold in my hand and which passed. | sent, was that the debate should be governed by the rule about appro- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sen- | priation bills, which is to confine debate on amendments thereto to five 
ator from Florida will suspend fora moment. It becomes the duty of | minutes by any Senator on the pending motion. That, therefore, does 
the Chair to remind him that the debate is proceeding by unanimous | not allow several Senators to speak for fifteen or thirty minutes. The 
consent. Under the agreement it is to proceed after 3 o’clock under | Chair decided that the Senator from Florida in front of the Chair [M1 





the five-minute rule. | JONES] was still entitled to the floor until he surrendered it in his own 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask, with the permission of the Senate, | right; but he did surrender it, and the Chair recognized the Senator 
that the bill may be read. from New Hampshire, who is now entitled to the floor 
Mr. CALL. I yield my time to my colleague. Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit m« 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President | to interrupt him for a moment ? 
Mr. MORGAN. If that is to be done, I think itis a violationofthe | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
understanding of the Senate. I have been attacked here by two Sen- | shire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
ators this morning in extenso and furioso, and I have not asked the Sen- Mr. BLAIR. I desire to occupy the floor for the purpose of placing 


ate to give me any time to reply to them. I will take occasion to do | before the Senate the matter which the Senator from Florida desired to 
that when the measure of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] | have stated and for no other purpose. Since I have but five minutes 
comes up, which I expect to move as asubstitute for this bill before we | in any event, I do not like to have the time otherwise occupied. If the 
get through. I object to any Senator’s time being extended. Senator from Florida desires me to do it, I will do so. If he does not, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator has himself taken up so little | I will yield the floor and he can introduce that matter at some later 
time heretofore in discussing the bill—— stage of the debate 

Mr. MORGAN. And some Senators have been absent from this Dis- Mr. JONES, of Florida. I said distinetly to the Senate that I did 
trict during much of the time that the discussion has been going on. | not wish to take advantage of the ruling of the Chair and proceed against 

The PRESIDENT pro temp@re. The Senator from Alabama expresses | the understanding of the body except by unanimous consent. I wish 
an unwillingness to consent to an extension of the time of the Senator | to speak but for a few moments. If that is not conceded to me, I yield 
from Florida. the floor to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wanted to ask that the bill be read and Mr. BLAIR. Will it not suit the Senator from Florida better at a 
oe record of two bills passed by the Senate might be laid before | later stage of the debate, upon some of the amendments, when he will 

1e body. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 


be entitled to take the tioor to introduce the matter himself that he 
wishes to present? 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Mr. JONES, of Florida. Very well 
JONES] is, under the rules, entitled to the floor. The bill will be read Mr. BLAIR. Then I yield the floor 
it there be no objection. The PRESIDENT pro te mpor The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. BLAIR. Have I the floor? amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

The PR SSIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida has the floor. Mr. VEST. Mr. President, on Saturday last the Senator from In- 
Mr. ALLISON. What becomes of the understanding had in the | diana [Mr. VOORHEES] advertised the fact that he intended to proceed 
Senate ? this morning to powder the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, as the older Senators all | myself into the smallest atoms possible. I have not lost any sleep on 
know, by the rules of the Senate has never been understood as au- | account of that threat and do-not know that I suffer any injury in 
thorized to enforce an understanding, it depending upon the consent of | mind or body at present. It is not the first time that the war has not 
the members of the Senate. Therefore the Chair is obliged to hold | come up to the manifesto. The Senator's speech to-day was simply a 
that the Senator from Florida is entitled to the floor and may speak, | succession of brilliant tropes and figures and second-hand rhetoric which 
under the rule, as long as he thinks fit. . | never touched at all the measure before the Senate 
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I ca t congratulate him upon the fact that his attack upon me 
cons ot ery tawdry imitation of the attack made by the Sena- 
tor New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIk] the other day upon the Senator 
from Kansa Mr. PLUMI It was hardly worthy of the oratorical 
rr rneto williancy which usually a mpanies the efforts of the 
Ser ) 1 Indiana. One would have supposed from the manifesto 
of S lay and from | feeble attempt classic brillianey to-day 
that vas attempting to go back to the daysof the Homeric era when 
as schoolboys we used to read of Tydides 

Hark to Tydides rus gy ym afar 
As with his golde v he s he thunders to the war 

S there was once in this country a distinguished statesman who 

rt 1ed } o! ju Mo 10 should lead the negroes to 
the prom vl ny his successor comes from Indiana, is a sec- 

1d Moses ead the pi i of South to country school-houses 
in ord © learn the doctrine of true democracy. 

What I views may have been, they are certainly as consistent 
as the political course of the Senator from Indiana and the speech he 
has de red here to-day with the speeches he has made heretofore. I 
d f solution of the Senator from Kansas appropriating 
$50,000 to assist the authorities of Kansas with their consent to extir- 
pate e that threatened the cattle of the whole Union, and I 
b ren and believe now that I was clearly as a lawyer and as a 
statesman inside of the decision of the Supreme Court in Gibbons vs. 
Ord: vhere it was decided that the authorities of the United States 
coul sist the authorities of a State in exercising health and quaran- 
tine vs, because the general power was vested in the Government to 
regulate commerce In the Kansas case I believe that the power to 
regulate commerce among the States brought that resolution within the 
constitutional power. 


But, Mr. President, why talk about the Constitution? Why sing 
hymns when we have had a constitutional funeral such as has been 
solemnized throughout this debate? I have but this to say: I will 
never again undertake to stand here and make an argament upon the 
Constitution and appeal to this side of the Chamber tosustain me either 
upon precedents coming from statesmen or upon opinions of the Supreme 
Court We have heard of the monkeys in council who sat in grave and 
deliberate judgment upon a question of state until some mischievous 
wag threw in their midst a handful of nuts, when the council broke up 
in the most ‘‘ admired disorder.’’ One hundred and five million dollars 
has been thrown into this council of state and the monkeys are grab- 
bing in every direction, and if that part of the menagerie from Indiana 
its part of the nuts it will not be the fault of the distin- 
guished Senator who has spoken to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. LOGAN and Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the amendment be re- 
ported 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
‘*ten’’ before ‘‘ years”’ 


does not get 


The amendment will be read. 
In section 1, line 3, it is proposed to strike out 
and insert ‘* eight;’’ so as to read: 

That for eight years next after the passage of this act there shall be ann ually 
appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to wit 


And in line 5, after the words ‘*‘ to wit,”’ to strike out: 
The first year the sum of $15,000,000, the second year the sum of $14,000,000, 
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sidered that I shall obstruct in the slightest degree any measure t] 
is calculated to aid and assist in the education of the children ot 


( 

i 
I 
I 
( 
( 


us reflect for one moment. 


‘ountry, and especially when it is the education of the poor and un 


ortunate in many parts of our country who are entitled at least 
eceive aid and benefit from somewhere, I shall vote for this amend 
nent if it shall seem to meet the judgment of a considerable maiorit 
if the Senate after having stated that I do not believe that it wil] 
‘omplish the object that we desire shall be accomplished 

The aggregate amount proposed is $77,000,000 in eight years. Let 
It is $77,000,000 to be distributed throu 


i 


rik 


eight years to aid and assist in the education of all the children of t} 


country. 


Almost $75,000,000 is expended annually in this country n 


for the education of the children, and you propose to take the amount 
that is absolutely necessary to be expended in one year and distributs 


it over eight years; and can you imagine that this is going to accom 


plish much in educating the unfortunate children of this country? | 


do not believe it; but at the same time 


absent to-day. 
| On this one he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 





Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him, although 
I do not know that I ought to do so in his five minutes? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Southern States raise only about $14,000,000 now 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand so. 

Mr. HOAR. In the year when $15,000,000 are distributed about 


$11,000,000 will be given to those States which now raise $14,000,000 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 


from Illinois that according to the understanding his time has ex 
pired, but he is still entitled to the floor under the rules. 


Mr. LOGAN. Ishall not claim it. I merely desired to make thes 
remarks in order that I might give my views in reference to what may 
be accomplished by the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have marked here the four States that pay over 
$7,000,000 annually for educational purposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. If I may be allowed, I will merely call attention toa 
memorandum given me by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr 
BLAIR]. The school fund annually of Illinois is $7,858,414; of New 
York, $10,923,402; of Ohio, $8,133,622; of Pennsylvania, $7,994,705 
Those States appropriate annually that amount, and the amount is in 
creasing annually; and can we believe that the amount here proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts will accomplish our object? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 
on which the yeas and nays have been caer’: 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roIF. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I received a not 
from the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] stating that he is necessarily 
I am paired with him on all amendments to this bill 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called I am paired with the 


| senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], but I am informed 


| the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 
| vote on this question. 


the third year the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished $1,000,000 | 


yearly from the sum last appropriated, until ten annual appropriations shall 
have been made, when all appropriations under this act shall cease 

And to insert in lieu thereof 

The first year the sum of $7,000,000, the second yearthe sum of $10,000,000, the 
third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the sum of $13,000,000, the fifth 
year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth year the sum of $9,000,000, the seventh year 
the sum of $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These two amendments were by pre- 
vious understanding agreed to be submitted as one, and the Chair will 
put the question on the two branches together if there be no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before the vote is taken on this amendment I desire 
to say a word. I shall vote for the amendment, but in doing so I wish 
to place upon the record my opinion at least that the amount fixed by 
the amendment as now proposed will not be adequate for that which is 
desired to be accomplished by the bill. For the purpose of aiding and 
assisting in the education of the illiterate children of the whole coun- 
try certainly $7,000,000 for the first year to be applied as a fund for 
the education of the number which the statistics show require aid can 
not be sufficient. The amount that is appropriated annually by several 
of the different States of the Union for common schools within their own 
limits is greater than the amount here for the aid of all the schools. 
My own State appropriates $7,000,000 per annum for common-school 
purposes. My judgment is that this sum is totally inadequate to ac- 
complish the object that we desire. 

In proposing the amendment that I did the other day, which was 
voted down by a very large vote in the Senate, I believed that the 
amount commencing and running up to $20,000,000 and then decreas- 
ing annually until the last amount will be $6,000,000 would have ac- 
complished something in the direction that we all seem to be moving. 
But the opinion of the Senate is otherwise, and that it may not be con- 


by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who was to decide as to 
the pair, that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment. I shall 
therefore vote; I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
I do not know how he would 
I should vote ‘‘nay ’’ if he were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. I wish to announce that the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [M1 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. LAMAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McPHERSON}. If he were here, I would vote ‘‘nay’’ on the bill; and 
therefore I shall not vote on this question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (after having voted in the negative). I de 
sire to withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. . 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to announce that on the bii! and on all 


| the amendments my colleague [Mr. VAN Wyck] is paired with the 
| Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 


Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). Since I have 
voted I have arranged a pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr 
WALKER], who is absent, and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as I see on both sides of the Chamber the 
desire to have the amount reduced, I shall vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—338. 

Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Pike, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jackson, Platt, 
Blair, Frye, Jonas, Pugh, 
Call, Garland, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Camden, George, Logan, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Gibson, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Manderson, Williams, 


Conger, Harrison, 
Cullom, Hawley, 
| Dawes, Hill, 


Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Morrill, 


Wilson, 
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NAYS—12. 


Brown, Coke, Maxey Saulsbury, 
Butler, Groome, Pendleton, Slater, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Vanes 
ABSENT—26 
Aldrich, Gorman, McPherson Sabin. 
Anthony Hale, Mahone. Sewell. 
Beck, Ingalls Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Jones of Florida, Morgan Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Walker. 
Fair Lamar, Plumb 
Fariey, Lapham, Riddleberger, - 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now move to amend the second section by striking 
out. after the word ‘‘States,’’ in line 6, the words ‘*‘and until other- 
wise provided such computation shall be made according to the last 
preceding published census of the United States,’’ and inserting: 


Such computation shall be made according to the census of 1880, 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. Hoar]. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow move to amend the eleventh section of the bill 


by striking out all after the word ‘‘child,”’ in line 7, in the tollowing 
words: 

An opportunity for common-school and, so far as may be, of industrial educa- 
tion: and to this end existing public schools, not sectarian in character, may be 
aided, and new ones may be established, as may be deemed best in the several 


localities 
And to insert: 


Without distinction of race or color, an equal Opportunity tor education Che 


term ‘school district”? shall include all cities, towns, pat ishes nd all corpora 
tions clothed by law with the power of maintaining common schools 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo: 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say a few words in favor of the amendment 
I appreciate the force of the arguments which have been advanced by 
many Senators, whether as arguments upon the Constitution or as ad- 
dressed to the sound discretion of the General Government. I am not 
myself in favor of using the taxing power to compel theStates to pay a 
sum of money for common-school purposes which shall be returned to 
them on condition that they manage their common schools in a certain 
way. Without questioning the power in this particular case, I think 
we shall all, on both sides of the Chamber, be unanimously of the opin- 
ion that it is a power which it is inexpedient to exercise. 1 am in fa- 
vor of adding to the ordinary branches taught in our common schools 
in my State a provision for what is called industrial education within 
reasonable limits, for teaching the pupils so to apply scientific knowl- 
edge that it may be made useful in the practical arts of life. That is 
what I understand by industrial education; but that is not, to say the 
least, universal in the common schools of this country. To compel a 
State to raise its share or any share of $100,000,000, perhaps all it can 
raise for school purposes might be taxed in that way within the limits 
of its ability to pay, and to return the State’s portion of that money 
trom the General Government only on condition that it manages its 
schools in a certain way does seem to me an interference with the man- 
agement of the schools, whether it be constitutional or not. 


The question Is on agreeing to this 


The bill when this is stricken out will contain no condition what- | 


ever except such conditions as are essential to make it certain, or as 
shall seem to Congress essential to make it certain, that the money 
shall reach its object. It is true this section is left then that the money 
shall be used in the school districts, and there is a provision later in the 
bill for teaching reading, writing, and geography; but as was very 
aptly and felicitously said by the senior Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
LAMAR] the other day, those are not conditions imposed upon the States 
in substance; they are meredefinitions. Instructionin reading, writing, 
and geography is a definition of the common-school system of this 


country. There probably is not a common school in the country in | 


which those things are not taught. The bill permits the State to make 
an application beyond that if it sees fit, but it nowhere requires it as a 
condition. 

My amendment strikes out the provision requiring the State to apply 
the money as far as may be for industrial education and inserts lan- 
guage so as to read: *‘ thereby giving to each child, without distinction 
of race or color, an equal opportunity for education.’’ Then it trans- 
fers to this section from another section, where the term ‘‘ school dis- 
trict’’ is used, the definition which the bill now contains of the school 
district; that is, that it shall include the corporations, of whatever 
name, by which the States exercise this power. 

M r. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are one or two observations 
which I desire to make in regard to this amendment. In the first place, 
I do not see what reason there is for striking out the clause which al 
lows the money to be expended in “ existing public schools not sec- 
tarian in character.’’ That provision is stricken out. It seems to m¢ 
that the public money of the United States ought to be distributed 
among schools not sectarian in their character. I think that phrase 
or its equivalent in some form should be retained. 

Mr.HOAR. TheSenator will pardon me; the clause which is stricken 
out was intended to authorize giving this money to schools which were 
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not common schools, not belonging to the general common-school sys 
tem, if there were public college sand th nes ol that kind, and there 
fore if that was to be done sectarian schools ought to be pron bited 
But as the bill is now limited to the common-school system of tl 
States, in which in no instance in the country is there any sectar 


ism allowed, that does not become necessary 


Mr. SHERMAN. Where is the provision in the section that « 
it to common schools? 

Mr. HOAR. The language is that the moneys hall be used in the 
school districts of the several States and Territories,’’ that sel 
trict being the city, town, paris ir corperation elo \ 
the power of maintaining common schools, which is the det 

Mr. SHERMAN. But here is the troubk The Ser 
line 7 to strike out the words ** an opportunity tor common-sche 
so far as may be, of industrial education.”’ I desire to see tl 
preserved, and made to read ‘‘an opportunity for educatio common 
schools not sectarian in character. 

Mr. LOGAN It ought to provide for common schools 


Mr. SHERMAN That is what | propose Therefore L hoy 
Senate will not strike out that language in the section, but leave 
that it will read 
common-school education not se 


‘thereby giving to each State an opportu tor 
tarian in character 


Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will allow me, we agr ul our Opinions 


absolutely; there is no ditferenc I thifk I have accomplished what 
the Senator desires; but the fact that he does not think so is enough 
to make me desire to go further in expressing it. Suppose we add 

the second line so as to make it read ‘‘shall be used in the school dis 


tricts of the several States and Territories for common schools only in 


such way as to provide,’’ &c. That will accomplish it 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the words ‘not sectarian in character ”’ 
ought to accompany *“*common schools,’’ so as to make it read ‘an 


equal opportunity for education in common schools not sectarian in 
character.’ 


Mr. HOAR. But there are no common schools sectarian in chara 
ter, and can not be from the necessities of the case It does not seem 
to me that it is worth while to use that languags it is like the sus 





gestion as to a law against parricide. Nobody can suppose that # com 
mon school in any State or Territory within eight years from this time 
will become a sectarian school 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is well enough to guard against that Such a 
provision is contained in the school laws of nearly all the States, and I 
think it ought to-be kept here. I know that there exist in some of the 
large cities common schools, perhaps not by that name, but essentially 
common schools for the very lowest grade of learning, that may become 
sectarian in character. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to it 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it ought to be included 

Mr. HOAR. Let my amendment be adopted as I have stated it, and 
then let the Senator move, or I will if he pleases, to insert the words 
after the word ‘‘ Territories,’’ in line 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reports d 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment 

Mr. SHERMAN. It connection with that, and as part of the same, 
the Senator from Massachusetts says he will accept so far as he is con 
cerned an amendment in the second line, so as to read ‘‘ that the money 
distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used in common 
schools not sectarian in character in the school districts of the several 
States and Territories,’’ the words to be added coming in‘after the word 
**used,’’ in line 2. ' 

Mr. HOAR. That is a separate amendment 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it is part of the same—‘‘ shall be used in com 
mon schools not sectarian in character.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘Only in common schools.”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Let it read ‘‘shall be used only in common schools 
not sectarian in character.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill add the word ‘“‘only;’’ so as to read, ‘‘shall 
be used only in common schools not sectarian in character.’’ That is 
already in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor In what line does the Senator from 
Ohio propose his amendment to come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In line 2, after the word ‘‘used.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is an amendment in a separate 
part of the section not now under consideration 

Mr. SHERMAN Butitis simply a transposition of the parts stricken 


— 
out below 


Part of the words stricken out below are preserve d by the 
amendment I suggest. The same words are to be found in lines & and 
9 It has been understood that these words should be inserted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
proposed by the Senator from Ohie being considered a part of the amend 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. PENDLETON We have not been able to hear my colleague 
upon this side of the Chamber 


Isthere objection tothe amendment 


If there is a necessity that I should do 
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it I will move to strike out any word there in order that he may tell 
us what it is that he desires. I have not been able to hear him. 

Mr. HOAR. The vote had better be taken separately on the two 
questions 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iwillexplainmy amendment, then. I find in the 
section as it now stands, lines 8 and 9, that the fund is limited to the 
support of common schools *‘ not sectarian in character.”’ It is pro- 
posed to strike out and to insert words to which I have no objection, 

without distinction of race or color I propose to transfer the words 
‘common schools not sectarian in character’’ and to put these words | 
in line 2, so as to read 

rhat the moneys distributed underthe provisions of this act shall be used only 
for common schools not sectarian in character, in the school districts, &&« 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not, as the Chair 
thinks. now in order, the Senator from Massachusetts declining to 
modifv his amendment, and he could not do it without unanimous con- 
sent, as it is in aseparate part of the section. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
|Mr. HoOAR 
~ Mr. CALL I wish to ask the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts pre- 
vents the use of any part of the money for industrial education 


Mr. HOAR Che Senator will pardon me It leaves the States at 
perfect liberty to apply it in that way, but it does not compel them to | 
use it for industrial education unless they desire. 

Mr. CALL I should have said that the amendment did not, but 


‘industrial education’’ stricken out, as I un- 
derstand it, limits the use of this money to common schools, to teach- 
ing reading, writing, and such branches as are known under the general 
term of a common-school education 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, it provides expressly in 


the bill with the words 


another part of the ball that the States may teach such other things as | 


they choose in their common schools 

Mr. SAULSBURY Mr. President, I have not given any atten- 
tion to the details of the bill because I am opposed to the bil! upon 
principle I am opposed to it as a scheme, and I have paid but very 
little attention to the details of the bill. I shall vote against the bill, 


and I am inclined to vote against every amendment that is offers d to |} 
it I understand that certain amendments have been fixed up in a cau- | 


If that is the case | 
have no disposition to aid in the caucus scheme in reference to this meas- 
ure I am not disposed to consider that a matter fixed up in reference 
to a bill that is wrong in itself can be right I do not think that the 
Republican caucus can ingraft any provision upon a bill which I think 
bnoxious and wrong from beginning to end that is right. I am free 
to confess my views of this whole scheme. 


cus for the purpose of being ingrafted on the bill. 


0 


ence tome whether the matter is perfected or becomes more obnoxious 
by amendments that may be offered to it. 1 shall content myself there- 
fore either with not voting at all upon the amendments or voting against 
those which I understand were fixed up in a caucus. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to insert the words I proposed a 
moment ago In section 11, line 2, after the word ‘* used,”’ 
insert the words ‘‘only for common schools not sectarian in character; ’’ 
so as to read 

That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be used 
only for common schools not sectarian in character in the school districts of the 
several States and Territories, & 

Mr. GEORGE. There is no objection to that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire whether the object of that 
is to exclude Catholic communities that may have chartered rights to 
establish common schools from the benefit of this fund? As I under- 
stand the amendment, it can have no other purpose, because corpora- 
tions, cities, parishes, and other institutions of a municipal character 


authorized by the laws of the respective States to conduct common | 


schools are included in this provision of the bill. They are provided 
for, and it is enacted that the money shall be paid to them. 

Chere are Catholic institutions, Catholic corporations, and perhaps 
municipalities within the States under the control of the Catholic Church, 
and we very well understand that that great denomination of people 
have for a long time been turbulent | may say, have complained a great 
deal that they are compelled to contribute out of their taxes to the com- 
mon-school funds of the country and yet are compelled to have their 
children educated in those schools by teachers whom they regard as not 
being better than pagans 
the Catholics into a corner I should like to understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lLhave no purpose except to preserve a clause that 
I believe is in the laws of nearly all the States of the Union. This 
amendment is not aimed at the Catholics, nor at the Methodists, nor 
at the Presbyterians, nor at any form of religious worship. It simply 
declares that in the distribution and use of the public money, both 
State and national, the money shall be disbursed and used for non-sec- 
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| stands; it is in every school law. 


It makes very little differ- | 


I move to | 


If the purpose of the amendment is to drive | 
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tarian schools, not to propagate any faith, not even the Christian faith 
not to propagate Catholicism, nor Presbyterianism, nor any other creed. 

This same provision, I may say, is contained in the laws, I think. of 
nearly every State. If there is any common-school system in which 
the Catholics have exclusive control, I do not know of it. If there is 
any common-school system in which the Methodists have any contro]. 
I do not know of any. The amendment simply declares the general 
principle that the money shall be used in the common schools free from 
sectarian influence. 


Mr. FARLEY. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 


| question? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FARLEY. What common schools are sectarian in their charac 
ter? I do not know of any common schools in the United States that 
are thought to be sectarian 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think there are any, but the words ar 
found in the general laws. 

Mr. FARLEY. My question leads to this point: If there are no 
common schools that are sectarian in their character, why incorporat: 
the amendment in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the first place, because it is in the bill as 
I believe myself that the Ca+holics 
of this country are coming to the conclusion that many of their ideas 
about common schools are erroneous. I know of my own knowleds 
that in many communities all the children, Catholics as well as Prot 
estants, go to the common schools, and that certainly ought to be th: 
rule. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio what 


| would be the effect if the board of school commissioners in any district 


or in any county should determine that they would have a Protestant 
Bible taught in that school, whether that would be regarded as a secta 
rian school ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a question I do not wish to answer. We 
had a great deal of controversy in our courts in Ohio about that, and 
our courts I think held that that could not be prescribed by the trustees 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that the amendment of theSenator from 

| Ohio is necessary, because I think the idea is expressed inthe bill; but 
if a Senator of his great experience and intelligence thinks the bil” 
should be made more clear by inserting the language he suggests, | 
| shall myself defer to his opinion and vote for it. 

We have, I suppose, as large a proportion of Catholics in the State and 

in the city where I reside as in any community in the United States 
with scarcely an exception, and there is no class of our community that 
as a rule, are more stanch friends of our common-school system. 
| The Catholic members of the school board sit side by side with th 
Protestants, urging the most liberal expenditure and the most careful 
supervision, and, with very few exceptions indeed, the members of that 
great and influential sect prefer that the common-school system shal! 
be kept from any sectarian or priestly influence. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I make a suggestion that I think will satisfy 
| everybody? We need to put this provision in so that the Mormons 
| will not get any of the fund. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It seems to me to bea work of supereroga 
tion to put an amendment of this kind on the bill There is nothing 
sectarian in it, I think, as it now stands. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. The words are in the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am willing to acceptitas itis. TheSen 
ator from Ohio has said that he does not know that any of the schools 
in the United States are now under sectarian influences. This over 
| particularity might give offense in some quarters where it would be bet 
ter that none should be given. I think we can trust the disposition of 
this fund to the schools as they exist in the United States under the 
respective systems, for that I think is the purport of the bill—to giv 
| this money to the States to aid the schools as now existing. 

Mr. ALLISON. The common schools. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The common schools; and it is entirely un- 
necessary in my opinion to incorporate a provision to provide against 
a contingency that can not exist, and therefore give rise to comment 
among religious sects that by an overexertion of power and particu- 
larity it was attempted to discriminate against them in some way. | 
do not think it is wise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know that I- have a right to speak 
again, but I may put a question. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio 
whether the courts in his State have not decided that opening the 
schools with the reading of a chapter in the Bible in the morning con- 
stituted the school in which that was done a sectarian school, and 
whether if the bill is passed with the amendment which he offers com- 
mon sshools could be opened in the State of Ohio by reading a chapter 
from the Bible without constituting them sectarian schools? I under- 

stand that that has been the decision of the courts in Ohio, and that 
| the supreme court of that S$ate has affirmed that the reading of a chap- 

ter from the Bible constitutes a school asectarian school. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I donotso understand the decision. 
struction upon the phraseology of the Ohio law. 





It was a con- 
Without that law be- 
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‘ er * | 
fore me I should not like to undertake to state the decision of the 


court. They simply held that the trustees had no power to prescribe | 
the reading of the Bible, if I remember correctly. My colleague, who 
lives in the city where the case occurred, will know much better than I. 
My impression is that it was a simple construction of the law of Ohio, 
probably differently worded from any law we have before us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I wish to state once for all | 
that I am paired upon this measure with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE]. Ido not know how he would vote on any of these questions. 
I think I would generally vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called’. I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. ALDRICH] onall amendments, as well | 
as on the bill itself. . 

Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. He is opposed to the | 
bill. Therefore I shall not vote on this amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. If he were here, I should vote | 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 18; as follows: 


[ am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—32. 
Frye, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Garland, Kenna, Platt, 
Gibson, Lapham, Pugh, 


Hampton, Logan, Riddleberger, 





Harrison, Me Millan, Sawyer, | 
Hawley, Manderson Sherman, 
Ly iph, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Voorhees, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Morrill, Williams. 
NAYS—I18. | 
Bayard, Coke, Harris, Slater, 
Butler, Colquitt, Jonas, Vance, | 
Call, Cullom, Jones of Florida, Wilson, | 
Cameron of Wis., Farley, Maxey, 
Cockrell, George, Ransom, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Groome, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Hale, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Beck, Ingalls, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Lamar, Pike, Walker. 


Fair, McPherson, 
Cr TIAN, 


Plumb, 
Mahone, Sabin 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I now move the first amendment proposed by me 
the other day, which is to strike out all of section 3 and insert in lieu 
thereof what is on the desk of the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of section 3 and 
to insert in lieu thereof: 


Sec, 3. That no State or Territory shall receive any of the benefits of this act 
until the governor thereof shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a state- | 
ment, certified by him, showing the character of the school system in force in 
such State or Territory ; the amount of money expended therein during the last 
preceding school year in the support of common schools, not including expend- 
itures for the rent, repair, or erection of school-houses; whether any discrimi- 
nation is made in the raising or distributing of the school revenues or in the 
school facilities afforded between the white and colored children therein, and, 
so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenues were derived; the 
mannerin which the same were apportioned to the use of the schools; the num- 
ber of white and the number of colored schools; the average attendance in each 
class, and the length of the school term. No money shall be paid out under this 
act to any State or Territory that has not provided by law a system of free com- 
mon schools for all of its children of school age, without distinction of color 
either in the raising or distributing of school revenues or in the school facilities 
afforded: Provided, That separate schools for white and colored children shall 
not be considered a violation of this condition. The Secretary of the Interior 
shall thereupon certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the names of the States 
and Territories which he finds to be entitled to share in the benefits of this act 
and also the amount due to each. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose Senators have generally read the amend- 
ment with sufficient care to understand its effect. As the bill was 
originally reported from the committee the distribution for the first year 
was to be made without any report at all from the States. The fund 
appropriated was to be distributed to all the States upon the basis of | 
illiteracy named in the bill, without any preliminary report being re- 
quired. The amendment which I proposed early in the discussion of 
the bill to the effect that the amount apportioned to each State should 
not exceed the amount which the State had given the preceding year 
out of its own revenues applied to common-school education made it 
necessary in my judgment that we should have from the State some 
preliminary report as to the condition of schools in the State in the 
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| tion 3, line 20, at the beginning of the line, before the word ** 
| the word ‘‘common’’ shall be inserted, and also in the same line after 
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| first place, with a view of ascertaining fom an official report whether 


the particular State did maintain within its limits a system of free 
common-schools without distinction of race or color, except 


and the 
amendment provides for that) that-a system of separate black 


and white 


| schools should not be considered a distinction of race or color: and also 
| that we might have an official report as to the amount of money which 


had in the preceding year been expended by the State, in order that 
the Secretary of the Interior in making his distribution of the amount 
appropriated from the public Treasury might know 

should go to each State. 

If Senators have observed the amendment they will see that it re- 
quires simply in advance the same information which in the original 
bill was required to be furnished by the proper officers of the State at ’ 
the end of the first year and as a prerequisite to any second allotment 


under the bill. It does not introduce, as I think, any 1 conditions; 


just how much 


t 


tile 


| it does not require any other action on the part of the State except that 


it requires it to be taken in advance of the first allotment in order to 
furnish us the basis on which this fund may be distributed. 

I take it, therefore, that those who found nothing cbhjectionable in 
the bill itself and in its requirements as to reports from the several 


t 


| States will find nothing objectionable in this amendment, which simply 


requires, as I have said, a preliminary report from the States upon the 
same matter 
[ desire tosuggest that the word ‘‘common,’’ before the word ‘‘ schoo 
in line 6 in the amendment which I have proposed, should be inserted. 
Mr. LOGAN. Willthe Senator allow me to call his attention to line 
29 in the amendment ? 
Mr. HARRISON. Line 29 is not in this amendment. 
The PRESIDENT Pp o tempore. 


How does the Senator from Indiana 


| modify his amendment? 





Mr. HARRISON. By inserting the word ‘‘common’’ before the 
word ‘‘school,’’ in line 6 of the amendment. The President is proba 
bly looking at the bill as printed with the amendments. I refer him 
to the separate print of the amendment. It correspot with line 14 
of the printed bill, ‘‘ showing the character of the common-school sys 
tem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pi rt mpore. The Senator from Indiana is entitled 
to modify his amendment, and the Chair understands him to modify it 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘the’’ and before the word ‘‘school, n 
line 14 of section 3 of the la&t re print, the word ‘‘ common 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified 

Mr. HARRISON. It has also been suggested to me—and while I do 
not think it necessary I yield to the suggestion that in line 29, section 
3, after the words ‘‘ distinction of,’’ the words ‘‘ race or’’ should be in 
serted before ‘‘color;’’ so as to read ‘‘ without distinction of race or 
color.”’ 

The PRESIDENT prodempore. The Senator from Indiana modifies 


his amendment, in line 29, section 3, by inserting after the words “‘ dis- 
tinction of’’ the words ‘‘race or.’’ It will be so modified. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not insert ‘‘nativity”’’ after ‘‘color,’’ I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Indiana ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from South Carolina know of 
any such distinction contained anywhere? I have no objection to it 
however. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly I do. 
some distinction of that kind. 

Mr. HARRISON. Inits school system? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not in the school system, but in the matter of vot- 
ing. 

Mr. HARRISON. We are dealing here simply with the school sys 
tem, and as I have never heard anywhere in the country of a distine- 
tion being made as to the nativity of a child in the school facilities af- 
forded, I think I shall decline to accept the amendment proposed by 
the Senagor from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ana has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senate indulge me simply to suggest 
two other verbal corrections in the amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to speak to 
any new amendment he proposes under the understanding. 

Mr. HARRISON. In order, then, that this descriptive word ** com- 
mon’’ may be carried through the amendment, I propose that in sec- 


’ 


The State of Rhode Island makes 


The time of the Senator from Indi- 


school,’’ 


the word ‘‘the’’ and before ** school.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana modifies 


| his amendment in section 3 of the reprint by inserting after the word 


‘“the,’’ at the end of line 19, the word ‘‘ common,’’ and after the word 
‘“the.’’ in the 20th line, the word ‘‘common;’’ so as to make the word 
‘school’’ wherever itoccurs there read ‘‘common school.’’ Theamend- 
ment is modified accordingly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then in line 27, section 3, instead of the words 
‘that have not provided’’ I propose to insert ‘‘shall not have pro- 
vided.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


. on . 2 > ao. 
And in line 27, section 3 of the re- 
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the Senator from Indiana modifies his amendment so as to make | benefited, and the intentions of the trustees to establish an educational instity- 















; =e sand tion of the most practical beneficence and wisest philanthropy upon a nationa 
ha } ‘ basis, should be accomplished, inasmuch as the education of the blind is a sub 
shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that | ject of nationalimportance: Therefore 
. not have provided, & Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $250,000, out of money i 
fy 4 Precider 1 ’ . i ; 1 : y in the 
Mr. WILLIAMS Mr. President, there is not a more ardent sup- | United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, be, and hereby is, set apart 
porter in the Senate than myself of the general pring ples of this bill, | a5 a perpetual fund forthe purpose of aiding the education of the blind in the 
a1 wael seommnl- diss cietnenmel  daaatectieeall sailed . : _ | United States of America, through the American Printing House for the Blind 
[ can not consent tosupport an amendment which propost 3 to com Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby 
tine yvernor ol yvereign State to report to the Secretary of the | directed to hold said sum in trust for the purpose aforesaid; and it shall be his 
ey} I The claus is 1 stands suits me perfectly well, and I am op- duty, upon the passage of this act, to invest said sum in | nited States interes 
a . et coud bearing bonds, bearing interest at 4 per cent , of the issue of July. 1870 and 
! me = ae ae - si upon their maturity to reinvest their proceeds in other United States interest- 
I PRESIDENT pro he question is on the amendmen bearing bonds, and so on foreve1 
of the Senator from Indian Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby 
-_ 1 auth Le t ‘Ver, sem nt l to the trustees of the American Printing 
Mr RUTLEI Sw the weneand mawe: axa Ghag werecniens 1uthorized to pay ov innua 2 t an Printing 
. PLER ALLE . * a and they were ordered House for the Blind, located in Louisville, Ky., and chartered in 1858 by 
Mr. BLAIR Ifany one w examine the language of the original Legislature of Kentucky, uponthe requisition of their president, countersigned 
S i comp th this ] ruage to which allusion has been | Py their treasurer, the semi-annual interest upon the said bonds, upon th« 
: : lo w conditions 
he amend l will s that ne re 1s absolutely ho diilet First. The income upon the bonds thus held in trust for the education of th 
e! hatever in the meaning of the original section and of the amend- | blind shall be expended by the trustees of the American Printing House ea 
The amendment says that no State or Territory shall receive Aevcrdbna mg seg ring and fur ihing cobeesed beaks ier tho htnsend taagib 
wemnatite of thie art nni = tee 1 m} on : “a apparatus for their instruction ; and the total amount of such books and 
DCHUS OF URIS ACU I aa ee ha en made. Lin ther prO- | paratus so manufactured and furnished by this income shall each year be dis 
I that the Secretary ot the Interior shall receive a report which shall tributed among all the public institutions for the education of the blind 


i 1h thre 
made by theStateoflicer. Itisonlyapreliminary condition upon the | Statesand Territories of the United States and the District of Columbia, upon the 
: : r requisition of the superintendent of each, duly certified by its board of trustees, 
: : Che basis of such distribution shall be the total number of pupils in all the publi 
inder no necessity of performing this condition unless it sees | institutions for the education of the blind, to be authenticated in such manner 
It is not anv change whatever in the force or meaning of the bill. | amd as often as the trustees of the said American Printing House shall require 
1 : . -" . and each institution shall receive, in books and apparatus, that portion of th 
Mr. WILLI \MS. I beg pardon of my friend from New Hampshire, | total income of said bonds held by the Secretary i dhe ener of the United 


performance of which the money may be received in either case. The 


be e the original section Says States in trust for the education of the blind as is shown by the ratio between 
alae eri = Sesbailinn “ak Cn clicen ef ents Gen’ ane cht bi the number of pupils in that institution for the education of the blind and 

ioamatent init ten aotenad a sil en teil th State a aoe! alien aie total number of pupils in all the public institutions for the education ofthe blind 

: , . Se ee ee ee are ee which ratio shall be computed upon the first Monday in January of each year 

— of Columbia are entitled under the provisions of this act Second. No part of the income from said bonds shall be expended in the ere 
And the amendment as proposed requires that the governor shall re- i on hoeeeng eee - ; eee b] . i 

: » . ; om ; | hird. No profit shall be put onany baoks or tangible apparatus for the i: 

ort to the Secretary of the Interior. There are other means of ascer- | struction of the blind, manufactured or furnished by the trustees of said Ame! 


taining besides requiring the governor ol the State to report to a Cabi- | ican Printing House for the Blind, located in Louisville, Ky.; and the price put 


net officer } upon each article so manufactured or furnished shall only be its actual cost 
; aon tee . : . Fourth. The secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall have the 
Mr. JONES, of Florida Mr. President authority to withhold the income arising from said bonds thus set apart for th« 
Mr. HOAR Che Senator will pardon me | education of the blind of the United States whenever he shall receive satisfa 
" | . r m . , tory proof that the trustees of said American Printing House for the Blind, k 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore e Senator from Florida has . 7 t : —_ , 
9 : A pro tempo rh — , Florida has the | cated in Louisville, Ky., are not using the income from these bonds for the be: 
LOOT | efit of the blind in the public institutions for the education of the blind in th« 
Mr. HOAR. I merely wish | United States 
ppr . . . . ‘7 | 2 re 4 be he -Aeurer : > ' ric: >ril ' 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Florida vield I ifth. Before any money be paid to the treasurer of the American Printing 
. ‘ | House for the Blind by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States the 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? | treasurer of the American Printing House for the Blind shall execute a bond 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sil | with two approved sureties, to the amount of $20,000, conditioned that the inter 


Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will look at the thirteenth 


| est so received shall be expended according to this law and all amendments 
. : : : | thereto, which shall be held by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 

section of the bill he will find there an imperative mandate | and shall be renewed every two years 

| Sixth. The superintendents of the various public institutions for the education 

| of the blind in the United States shall each, ex officio, be a member of the board 

of trustees of the American Printing House for the Blind, located in the city of 
Louisville, Ky 

| Sec. 4. That the trustees of said American Printing House for the Blind sha 

| 

| 

| 

| 


hat the Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of each 
State and Territory a report, to be made by or through such governor 

lrue, that isstrickenout. That was an order that the report be made. 
Instead of that the language in this amendment only says that the 
money shall go if the governor makes the report. The bill as it stood 
ordered the governor. That isstricken out and softened by the present 
amendment 


annually make to the Secretary ol the Treasury of the United States a report of 

| the items of their expenditure of the income of said bonds during the year pre 
ceding their report, and shall annually furnish him with a voucher from each 
public institution for the education of the blind, showing that the amount of 
books and tangible apparatus due has been received 


Myr JONES of Flor ida Mr. President, it seems to me that there Sec. 5. That this act shal! take effect from and after its passage 
is a great deal more importance attached to these reports than is neces- Such provisions are simple matters of detail, not affecting in the least 
sary. In the bill to which I drew the attention of the Senate a while | the principle of the bill. Here was an act which appropriated out o1 
ago a similar report was required to be made—the bill for the educa- | the money in the Treasury $250,000 to aid in educating the blind, and 
tion of the blind. There is nothing in the present bill which says from I ask in all seriousness if there exists authority in the Constitution to 


what quarter the report shall come, and it may be from the chief of the 
educational bureau of the State. Section 4 of the act approved March 
9, which appropriated $250,000 to aid in the education of the 
blind, has a similar provision Let me read the whole act: 


make that appropriation whether there does not reside a power ther 
to educate those that can see? 

As I have said, I attach no consequence to the individual votes of 
Senators, but I am invoking the action of the body to sustain itself, 

















A bill to promote the education of the blind | and I find that these bills have all these little details about them. But 
Whereas the trustees, superintendent, and teachers of the various State and | the great principle, after all, that lies behind is whether we have author- 
public institutions for the instruction of the blind, representing the interests of | ity to appropriate this money. If we have we have authority to couple 
over 30,000 blind persons in the United States, have united in a petition to Con- little conditions like those in the Kentucky bill 
gress to take into consideration the needs of the blind in the United States; and . eile ‘ re 
Whereas the Association of the American Instructors of the Blind, a@ their ses- Now, sir, where are you going to draw the line on this question ? In 
sion in Philadelphia, in August, 1876, representing twenty-six State and public | the great case of Gibbons vs. Ogden Chief-Justice Marshall said that 
institutions for the instruction of the blind, have set forth in a series of resolu- | there was no authority in this Government to touch the health laws of 
tions that the especial needs of the blind are embossed books and tangible ap- ; : ie" oo eee F can . 
paratus, and have recommended that if any aid should be given by Congress it | the States, and after going over every power and authority that resided 
would most efficiently come through increasing the means of the American | jn the General Government on the subject of commerce he came down 
Printing House for the blind, located in Louisville, Ky.; and and said that there was no power in the General Government to make 
Whereas it appears that the Kentucky Legislature, in 1858, by an act of special : 1.7; . se a ; +427) 
on, declared James Guthrie, W. F. Bullock, Theodore 8S. Bell, Bryce M. | any law with respect to the puniie health in the respective States. Still 
John Milton, H. T. Curd, and A. O. Brannin, and their successors, a | we have departed from that, and I think I can say without exaggera- 
ly corporate under the name and style of the Trustees of the American Print- | tion that if there ever was a judicial officer who carried the powers and 
¢ House for the Blind, with the avowed purpose of printing books and mak- | ~ : 7 “ae : ; ; : PS 
yparatus for the instruction of the blind of the United States for general dis- | functions of this Government to the fullest possible extent it was Chief- 
tribution, and for the sake of philanthropy, and with no desire for pecuniary | Justice Marshall: but he excepted out of the general power of this 


e Where a the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Kentucky, New Jer- | Government the power to touch the regulation of the public health in 

Se) I Delaware have made appropriations for the aid of said American Print- | the States But we hav e prov ided for that. W e have established quar- 

ing House for the Blind, for which, on account of the outbreak of the civil war, | antine boards; we have quarantine officers in my own town receiving 

- } manalh pat the money appropriated by the first three named States was | pay from the General Government and supervising the public health 
w he! ‘ 13 by the oney from the States of Kentucky, New Jersey, and Dela- of the State. 

ware, a printing-house for the blind was established, and is now supplied with I voted against the proposition referred to awhile ago by the Senator 


presses, type, stereotype foundery, steam-engine, a well-equipped bindery, and 
all the appliances necessary for the manufacture of embossed books, and has 
for the last ten years been manufacturing embossed books superior in every 


‘ 


from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEES] to establish a national association of 
education because I discovered or thought I discovered in that proposi- 
way to any manufactured elsewhere, which have been distributed gratuitously | tion far more danger to the institutions of the State than in this. I 
’ } ' . tea © r ¢ < , wr ‘ 2e s »} : . os 7 ic 3 + . . a . ; = : } : 
to the d in the States of Kentucky, New Jersey, and Delaware, by which | 61+ at the time that it was not a wise thing to do to establish such a 
the blind in those States have been very much benefited; and i : Pr ; 7 ! > : 
Whereas it is desirable that the blind of the whole country should be equally | national authority; but when itis proposed to give a sum of money to 
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the States to be applied I say almost unconditionally—because there 
are no conditions in this bill that materially interfere with the inde- 
pendent exercise of the authority of the States over this domestic in- 
stitution—I have to vote for it according to the precedents that have 
been established for my guidance by the votes of this body hitherto. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I want to offer an amendment, if | 
am in order, to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana, which | 
trust he will accept, and which would, I think, make his amendment 
much less objectionable and still accomplish the same object. In line 
12 of section 3, on page 3 of the bill, I would insert, after the word 
‘‘until.’’ the words ‘‘ the school commissioner shall, under the direc- 
tion of the governor thereof, file with the Secretary,’’ striking out 
‘* governor.”’ : 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose there be no school commissioner ? 

Mr. BROWN. There is in every State. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it answer to strike out ‘‘ Secretary of the Inte- 
rior ’’ and insert ‘‘ President,’’ so as to have the report filed with the 
President ? 

Mr. BROWN. The real objection made on this side, I understand, 
is to the requirement that the governorof the State shall make report. 
[ only desire to amend the section so that the proper State officer, under 
the direction of the governor, shall make thereport. That will remove 
much of the objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. [really can not see how thesuggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia would avoid any difficulty here. If the objection is 
imade that we can not make a distribution of this fund contingent upon 
the fact that a certain officer of the State, the governor, shall make a 
certain report, I do not see how you can make it contingent upon the 
fact that the school commissioner of the State shall make it. He is 
equally an officer of the State with the governor. 

Mr. BROWN. Isimply ask that you do not require the governot 
to make the report, whatever may be your authority, but that the 
proper officer under his direction shall make it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not understand 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from In- 
diana how the State could make report if it had no such officer? 

Mr. HARRISON, I was going to make that suggestion; but I had 
used the word ‘‘ governor’’ here because I knew it to be descriptive 
of an officer that nearly every State has. If I said 
of public instruction ’’’ I should name an officer that is recognized under 
the laws of my State, but there might not be such an officer in Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, if the Senator will permit me, I will say “‘ the 
school commissioner, if there be one, or if there be none, the secretary 
of state.’’ I believe there is a secretary of state in every State. 

Mr. HARRISON. If I could see that this suggestion really relieved 
any difficulty, I would not hesitate to agree to it. 

Mr. BROWN. I think it does relieve a great deal. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that it does not. Undoubtedly 
the material for the report, perhaps the entire report which is to be 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The statistics concerning the schools 
do not come through the secretary of state at all in my State 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. I ask whether the yeas 
and nays have not been ardered on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor {n amendment is open to amend 
ment alter the yeas and nays have been ordered. It can not be modi 
fied after the yeas and nays have been ordered, but it is open to amend 
ment by any Senator. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The amendment preposed by the Senator 
from Georgia, it makes no difference how he puts it, it seems to me is 
utterly impracticable. We have no secretary of state in Virginia; we 
have no commissioner of education in Virginia, and three other Sena- 
tors have stated the same thing on this floor in reference to their States 
It just narrows itself down to this, thatsome gentlemen thinka governor 
ought not to report to the Secretary of the Interior. That is all there 
isof it. At last it is a question of State rights. If there is any way 
of bridging over this little difficulty, something that will adjust itself 
to all the conditions, I am ready to vote far it. If the Senators do not 
want to have the governor of a State report to the Secretary of the In 
terior, then Jet him report to the President of the United States rhe 
underlying principle of this whole bill is that of general education 
and all this matter of reports is, if | may be pardoned the expression, 
mere quibble. 

What I want is that this money shall go right down to Virginia for 
the beneiit of the children of that State, and I care not who may be 
called upon to make the report nor to whom he may make it, so that 
there shall be an officer of that State on the one hand and an officer of 
this Government on the other, each being recognized, the one by the 
State and the other by the Federal Government 

I say again—and I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia to it—this will not meet the situation. Three Senators have 


| answered that there is no such officeras a commissioner of education in 


their States. Twoothers have answered that there is no such officer as 
a secretary of state in their States. We all know that there is a gov- 
ernor in each State and the governor can make the report It there be 
an objection of that sort that the governor ought not to report to the 
Secretary of the Interior, then I ask the Senator from Georgia to change 
that so as to require him to report to the President of the United States. 

Mr. BROWN. I will offer the amendment in this shape: Aiter the 


| word ‘‘until,’’ in line 12 of section 3, insert ‘‘the officer of the State 


in charge of public education shall, under the direction of.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin thechair). The amend 


| ment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the amendment of 
| the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] will be reported from the 
| desk. 


submitted here, would be prepared by the school superintendent of the | 


State, and it would simply need to be certified by the governor, under 
the provisions of the amendment which I proposed. It seems to me it 
practically means the same thing. If itis to be under the direction of 
the governor by the State superintendent, then, undoubtedly, the gov- 
ernor must in some way on the paper transmitted to the Secretary of 
the Interior certify it, and if he does I do not see why he could not, 
under the bill, pursue precisely the same course. And yet, if it be the 
duty of the Secretary of State, or the superintendent ot public instruc- 
tion, or whatever officer under the laws of the State may have charge 
of these statistics, he can most conveniently certify them, and the gov- 
erner can use themand simply attach his own certificate under the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to have it understood as it stands. It is: 


The commissioner of education, if there be one, and if not, the secretary of 
state, under the direction of the governor. 


Mr. HARRISON. 


If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, now, 
he says ‘‘ 


commissioner of education.’’ 
the officer in my State who is to do the duty, nor in Connecticut, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says. Therefore, if we do not 
happen to have an officer known asaschool commissioner in every State, 
the amendment of the Senator would transfer the duty to the secretary 
of state, where it ought not to be at all. There are numerous States 
that have no such officer as a commissioner of education. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the title of your officer? 

Mr. HARRISON. Superintendent of public instruction. 

Mr. HOAR. In our State the function is exercised by a board—the 
board of education. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we have named an officer here that all 
the States have, and he can choose the appropriate machinery in his 
State for getting the information, and simply certify it 

Mr. BROWN. Then to get at that point, as there is an officer we all 
have, I would modify the amendment so as to say ‘‘secretary of state.”’ 
Every State has a secretary of state. 

Mr. HARRISON. But he is not the officer who has charge of school 


matters in the State, and it is illogical to ask him to report on what he 
has not charge of. 


That is not the description of 


| of the amendment 


\ 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘until,’’ if 
is proposed to insert ‘‘ the officer of the State in charge of public educa 
tion shall, under the direction of: ”? so as to read: 


That no State or Territory shall receive any of the benefits of this act until the 
officer of the State in charge of public education shall, underthe direction of the 
governor thereof, file with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, & 

Mr. HOAR. InmyState I do notthink any officer can be said to be 
in charge of public education We have a board of education com posed 
of twelve persons, I think. They have asecretary, whois an active and 


| efficient person and does work of that kind; but I am not aware that 


he has any duties which could be properly described by the provision 
It seems to me that if you wish toavoid apparent 
compulsion on the governor you might say ‘‘ until the governor orsome 
proper officer of the State under his direction makes the report 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that this is rather a delicate con- 
troversy. What is desired is correct and accurate information respect- 
ing the schools of the State. 
It is the governor. 


Now. who is the chief officer of the State? 
He has a right to receive from the superintendent 
of schools or the secretary of state or any officer in the State such in- 
formation as may be required here. What is he asked to do’? Simply 
to certify that information to the Secretary of the Interior. What for? 
In order that a proper basis of distribution according to law may be 
made to the several States Now, is it possible that we are going to 
stand upon technicalities with reference to a particular officer in a State? 
What difference does it make with reference to any principle whether 
this is certified by a common-school superintendent or by the highest 
and most responsible officer in the State? 

It seems to me that this is a necessary and proper provision in orde! 
that the Secretary of the Interior may make out the proper data, so as 
to reach not only to Georgia but to every other State which receives this 
benefaction. Every State is interested that proper information shall 
be given from every other State in order that the proper a 
may be made, and that is all there is in this provision 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought the census of 1830 was the basis upon 
which this bill was framed! What is the necessity for any additional 
information if that is the basis? 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it possible that the Senator from South Carolina 
proposes that we shall expend $77,000,000 for the purposes of educa- 
tion and take no account of the money? Some officer somewhere must 
be responsible for this expenditure—I do not mean with reference to 


iow the hools s} carried on. but as to whether it nended at 
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all or not. Suppose the State of South Carolina should get a half- 
million of this money and no part of it should be used for common 


schools 


Mr. DAWES. Some gentleman. 

Mr. ALLISON. Somegentleman! They are all gentlemen in South 
Carolina 

Mr. DAWES. Some individual. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose some individual in South Carolina should 


get four or five hundred thousand dollars of this money, is it not worth | 


while for somebody to know that that money has been expended for 
common schools, and who will know better than the chief magistrate 
of that gt ereign State Certainly nobody. 


eat SOV 


Mr. BUTLER. Then what is the objection to the bill as originally 
drafted ? 
Mr. ALLISON I am not discussing that bill; but I find an amend- 


ment which meets my approval 
Mr. BUTLER 


mittee pro ides 


The third section of the bill as reported by the com- 


hat the Secretary of the Interior, at the close of each fiscal year, shall ascer- 
ta he total amount of the school fund to which the States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia are entitled under the provision of this act, and shall 
certify the same to the Secretary of the Treasury Phat upon the receipt of such 
certificate the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on or before the 3lst day of July 
of each year, apportion the said total sum so certified among the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia upon the basis of population and 


illiteracy specified in the second section of this act 


bill as it was framed by the Committee on Education and 
however, 


That is the 
Labor 


the 


action of the 


It seems, the Republican caucus met and agreed on 
substitute for the solemn 
Education and Labor. That seems to be 


1e only reason I can at present understand for pressing this par- 


mendment we are now d 


Committee on 


ISCUSSING as a 


+ +} 


abo 


ticular amendment so earnestly, when the bill itself provided ample 
wrotection to the Government and everybody els¢ 
Mr. HARRISON. Che bill proposes to make the first distribution 


without any inquiry into what the several States had done for education 
The amendment which I proposed early in this debate was that they 
should have no more than they had spent the preceding year. There- 
1e preliminary report, just such as the bill re- 
to the distribution of the second year. 
I called attention tothe bill as origin ally dratted by 
it seems the Republican caucus has modified that 
1 an amendment here which it insists upon substituting. 
Che original draught had a provision inas to all the years 


lore the necessity tor sol 


quires, as a uminary 
Mr. BUTI 


committee, 


ER 
the but 
and brought 

Mr. HOAR 
but the 
Mr 


tirst 
BUTLER. What is the 
because the caucus demand it? 

Mr. HOAR. No, no. It was desirable that we should understand 
how the was going. The bill had a provision that theSecretary 
of the Interior should receive from the governor a report as to every 
year but the first, and if there were no expenditure there was no pro- 
vision ‘his amendment simply provides that the report shall show. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought the bill was brought here on the basis of 
the census of 1880, that all the information necessary would be pro- 
cured from that, and that information having been procured by the 
Secretary of the Interior, this money would be turned over to the super- 
intendents of education in the respective States to be expended by 
them under State laws; but it seems there are to be some restrictions 
thrown around it for the purpose of getting possession of the schools of 
the country. That is about where I suppose it will end. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is nothing under this, not a thing, excepting 
that it was thought there might be some difficulty in the way of calling 
Legislatures together and making arrangements with reference to the 
acceptance of this first payment; and so it was provided that upon the 
performance of an easier act by the governor of the State, the filing of 
this first report preceding any payment, this money might be made 
over to the State without any embarrassment or trouble in getting Leg- 
islatures together anywhere. That isall there is of this that is of any 
consequence, and it is a matter of ease and convenience to the States 
if there are any so situated that legislative action would be necessary. 
At least that objection was raised and discussed, and I am very willing 
to see the amendment adopted for that reason. 

So far as this relation between the State officers and the United States 
officers is concerned, there is not the remotest difference between the 
amendment and theoriginal bill. The explanation of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that there was compulsion in the original bill, that it 
absolutely required a report, is an incorrect explanation; that is, it is 
no explanation at all. Both the amendment and the bill require after 
the first year reports of the manner of the expenditure and the condi- 
tion of the schools as a condition precedent to the second and subse- 
quent payments, and if they do not choose to make the reports they do 
not get the amounts. They have their election, of course. There is no 
difference. There is nothing to be mystified about, and I do not think 
that anybody who is intelligently anxious for the success of the bill 
will sympathize at all with the difficulties that the Senator from South 
Carolina has in his mind. 

Mr. RANSOM. 
ble that any member of the Senate can be more anxious for the passage 


use of the amendment then? Simply 


money 
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| has settled me in the conviction that I am bound to vote against it. 


I will presume to say that I do not think it possi- | 
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of this bill thanI am. Inaddition to that see now on the desk of my 
colleague the laws of the last session of the Legislature of North Caro- 
lina instructing the Senators of that State to vote for a bill of this char- 
acter. But I trust my friend from New Hampshire will bear with me 
when I tell him that I at least think this amendment is not only dan- 
gerous to the purposes for which the bill is proposed to be enacted—] 
will not call it a dangerous precedent, but I will call it a dangerous 
principle in this Government. 

I have read this amendment in the last few minutes with all the at- 
tention I possibly could, and it leaves distinctly, without question, to the 
Secretary of the Interior the distribution of this fund to this extent 
that is, he is to determine whether the certificates made by the govern 
ors of the States conform to this act. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the first instance, as the bill provides, the whol 
matter is subject to revision by Congress if he decides incorrectly. Of 
course some executive officer must decide in the first instance and ex: 











| cute the law. 


Mr. RANSOM. I comprehend that difficulty, and that difficulty, as 
it has been called, has led, as every Senator here well knows in his 
own experience in this body—take up any year and he will find it so 
I will not say to abuse, because I am not in the habit of using that 
word, but to confusion and trouble in respect to the action of Cabinet 
officers upon questions of discretion of this character. I do not think 
that any small matter of convenience, that any consideration of a littl 
time, should prevail upon the Senate to give to an officer of this Govern 
ment like a Cabinet officer (and I speak of them all with great official 
respect, and many of them with personal respect) this great discretion 
of determining whether this money shall be issued under the law o1 
not. 

Now, the paramount power in this country isin the supreme judicial! 
tribunal of the land. That tribunal settles finally, as the opinion of 
the country now is, all constitutional questions, whether they come from 
Congress or from the executive government. It is proposed to mak 
a Cabinet officer in this instance the judge of whether this money shall 
be distributed or not. Do we not at once perceive the difficulty, th 
peril of having a State hanging here upon the decision of a Cabinet 
officer as to whether this school fund shall be issued the next year o 
not? The Cabinet officer says, ‘‘This money must not be distributed 
the governor of the State of North Carolina has not complied, as 
think ’’—a Cabinet officer thinks—‘‘with this law. I hold up th 
money until the governor of North Carolina comes here and makes h 
certificate conform to the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have listened with a great deal ot 
interest and anxiety in common with all my friends to the discussion 
of this measure. I should have been perfectly willing to be converted 
to the belief that I ought to vote for it, but the drift of the discussion 
In 
the mean time I am willing to endeavor to improve the bill as far as 
possible. I have been waiting to see gentlemen in favor of this meas 
ure get into precisely the difficulties under which the Senator from 
North Carolina now labors. You can not command a governor or a 


| State government or any State officer to give you the statistics necessary 


to base this bill upon. You have no right to issue such an order to 
them; they are in no respect subject to your jurisdiction. You can 
have all the census you wish of the State; the Constitution tells you to 
get it; you appoint yourown officers and send them there to get it. Now, 
here is the trouble: the framers of the bill have tried to make a trade, 
they have tried to make a bargain, and impose a condition precedent 
upon the governor of a State, ‘‘ If you will give tis all these figures hon- 
estly every year we will give you the money, butif the Secretary of the 
Interior thinks you have not done it we will not give the money.”’ 
Why did you not order the State government to give you all these fig- 

|} ures? You could not doit. Why did you not order the governor of 
the State to give you these reports? You could not do it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me right there to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to enter into the debate about this 
| matter, but to call the Senator’s attention to this point: This law is not 
a command on the governor to do an act, it only says to him, we want 
you to act as the medium of conveying the information to us that we 
may distribute the money for the benefit of the children of your State. 
That is all. He is merely to be the medium to convey the informa 
tion, and if the State refuses to convey the information then there is 
no obligation imposed on the Government of the United States to dis- 
tribute the money. That is all there isin it. There is no command. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is rather arguing the case in my time. The 
Senator is welcome to do it, but I would rather he should do it in the 
time of another. 

Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
ing myself. 
| ought not to offer him a price for the statistics of his State. 


Be et, ve 


Ebi, 


I did not want to take the Senator’s time. 

The Senator says very much what I have been say- 
Knowing that you can not command the governor, you 
Without 
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intending to do it, I think in a subsequent section of the bill its friends 
have fallen inte error; they say in section 13: 


That the governor of each State and Territory receiving the benefit of this act 
shall, on or before the 30th day of June of each year, file with the Secretary of 
the Interior a statement, certified by him, giving a detailed account of the pay- 
ments or disbursement made of the school fund apportioned to his State or Ter- 
ritory and received by the State or Territorial treasurer or officer. 

You begin by acknowledging a lack of control over the common- 
school question by not imposing a command or duty on any State 
officer. If you have a right to command the State officers to give these 
statistics, it impliesa right to go further. I donot see why you should 
not then go into the whole regulation of schools. If you can not order 
the State authorities to give you these figures, then go on and get them 
through the constitutional method provided by annual censuses of the 
school population, &c., and when you have begun that you have got 
well started toward establishing a common-school system ineach State 
by Federal authority, and then gentlemen may prophesy for themselves, 
but I prophesy that you will have come to the end of a healthy system 
of popular education in the country. Let the people who have carried 
on this work for ninety-five years carry it on awhile longer. They are 
making magnificent progress in popular education. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut a question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have yielded the floor in general. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the executive department of this 
Government cannot know any officer of the State legally, except the 
governor, and if Senators will take the pains to run through the many 
statutes they will find that it is a constant proceeding to call on the 
governor. ‘The Secretary of the Interior certifies a list of swamp lands 
under the actof 1850 to the governor, and the governor certifies back 
that it is all right, and he demands:a patent for the lands so certified, 
and he getsit. ‘lhe Secretary of War certifies a list of muster-rolls under 
the act of 1873 to the governor, and the governor examines and certifies 
that there are somany companies and they are entitled to a distribution 
of arms under the act. 

I could cite many cases of that sort. It is nothing new. You can 
not say ‘‘ superintendent of education,’’ because some States have no 
superintendent. We have in Arkansas, and he has to report annually 
under the law to the governor. Some States have a commissioner of 
education; some States have a board of education. So you would 
have to put in a long phrase, ‘‘the State authorities under the schoo] 
laws of the State,’’ or words to that effect; but you can not skip over 
the governor, because he is really the only State official this Govern- 
ment can know. 

I corresponded a good deal with the Secretary of War for arms fo1 
Arkansas, which he did not give me, when I was governor. I corre- 
sponded frequently with the Secretary of the Interior about swamp 
lands, some of which he gave me and some of which hedidnot. 1 did 
not feel insulted, nor did my people. You can not deal with anybody 
else but the governor of the State, for you do not know legally any 
other person there, and the statutes are full of such instances. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if 
as governor of that State he recognized the right of the General Gov- 
ernment to issue a mandate to him? 

Mr. GARLAND. There is no mandate, as I understand it, here. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; but I should like to ask the Senator to answer 
my question, if he would have recognized the right of anybody in the 
Federal Government to issue a mandate to him as governor of the 
State of Arkansas ? 

Mr. GARLAND. [I certainly would not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I want to call the Senator’s attention toa 
line of this bill on the eighth page, section 13: 

That the governor of each State and Territory receiving the benefit of this 


act shall, on or before the 30th day of June of each year, file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a statement, certified by him. 


Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me now, that we may not 
run ahead, to say that I have an amendment to that very clause he is 
criticising which will conform it exactly to the provision we are now 
discussing when we reach it? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think there is no kind of objection to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. I hope there 
will beno objection on the part of the friends of the bill to it. It is cer- 
tainly the customary proceeding and it is the duty of the chief executive 
officer of each State to certify whatever may be proper tobe certified as 
evidence to anybody else. I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I am getting a little inter- 
ested in this bill at this stage, because up to this time I have thought 
that all of us who were in favor of general education were going to vote 
for it. It is in pretty good condition now to pass except that there may 
be some sort of difficulty, as it seems, in the mind of the Senator from 
South Carolina that you can not issue a mandate against the governor 
of a State or you can not compel a governor to do this, that, or the 
other thing. I should like to say to the Senator from South Carolina 
that a writ of mandate does not lie against the governor of a State and 
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does not lie against any other officer of a State. There has been no 
question more certainly settled than that. 

Now what is the difference? Only this, that in dealing with the gov- 
ernor we are dealing with aconstitutional officer whose tenure we know, 
who has some responsibility, who hasa constituency behindhim. The 
other officers named by the Senator from Georgia do not exist in some 
of the States, and in those in which they do exist they depend entirely 
on the action of the Legislature itself. The superintendent of public 
instruction and the whole board of education in Virginia can be re- 
moved at any session of the Legislature, and within the last sixty days 
I have seen the whole system of public education in that State over- 
turned. 

Why not deal with the constitutional officer? There can be but one 
reason, and thatis that you hold that the governor of a State should 
not report to a Cabinet officer of the United States. If that be your 
reason, then let the governor of the State report to somebody whom 
you may regard as his superior—not have the report made by a commis- 
sioner of education, or a superintendent of public instruction, or any 
man whose tenure of office depends upon the vote of a majority of the 
General Assembly of a State, but some officer who has constitutionally 
some tenure that we know. 

I am as jealous of what I understand to be State rights as any gen- 
tleman on this floor. I must-recognize the fact that some of those things 
that I called State rights once have been licked out of me, and I do think 
that we can make an appropriation here for the purpose of public edu- 
cation, and it is not beneath the dignity of any governor of any State 
to make a report to any officer of this Government that gives the money 
for the purpose indicated in the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I only want to say for the benefit 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] that the objection 
which he makes would be absolutely fatal to any condition in this bill 
[t can not be avoided unless we make this distribution absolute and 
not to de pend upon anything in the school systems of the several States, 
because if we retain in this bill the condition that the distribution shail 

ch has not provided by law a general system 
of public schools without distinction of race or color-—if that is in the 
bill, then the disbursing officer of the General Government, whoever he 
may be, the Secretary of the Treasury, must when he draws his wat 


il 
} 
ih 


not be made to a State w 


rant or as a preliminary to the drawing of it determine the question 
whether the particular State demanding the money is within the con 
dition. Here we simply c#nfide that necessary essential authority in 
determining that question, which would rest with the Secretary of the 
Treasury if it were not placed elsewhere, with the Secretary of the In 
terior, and require him to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the conditions do exist which entitle a particular State to its allotment 
of this money, and the objectjon the Senator makes can not be obviated 
without striking every condition out of this bill and providing for an 
absolute distribution to every State, or by inserting the names of the 
States which should be entitled to the distribution. 

I have endeavored in framing this amendment to meet the views ot 
those on the other side of this Chamber who have favored this bill, and 
I have proposed here no condition that in my judgment was not essen- 
tial. Ihave introduced no new condition, but I simply require an- 
other report of precisely the same character as the condition of the first 
allotment which the bill that has met the approval of those who have 
spoken on the subject required as the condition of the second allot- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish simply toadd that the amendment on this par- 
ticular point under discussion will probably not strengthen the objection 
which has been made; that is, while the bill as originally agreed on was a 
mandate upon the State officer, the present bill does not undertake to 
exercise authority to issue a mandate to him, but merely says upon his 
doing so and so the State shall receive so and so. The Senator from 
Arkansas says it is conformable to other laws. 

Mr. GROOME. Before the question is taken on this amendment I 
should like to ask a question of the Senator from Indiana. In the con 

| cluding portion of his amendment he uses this language: 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 
not provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its children of 
school age, without distinction of color, either in the raising or distributing of 
school revenues or in the school facilities afforded. 

I want to call his attention particularly to the words “distributing 
of school revenues.’’ I will state to him that under the law of Mary- 
land we levy a State tax of 10 cents upon the $100 upon all the assess- 
able property in the State for school purposes, and it is estimated that 
that levy will give us somewhere from four to tive hundred thousand 
dollars, and under an express provision of our appropriation bill $100,- 
000 of the amount raised must go for the support of colored schools. 

In addition to that, there is in the school law of our State an express 
provision that al] local taxes raised for school purposes from the property 
of colored persons must be applied exclusively to the education of colored 
persons. Now, the question I want to ask the Senator is this: Whether 
Maryland, in her very effort to protect and educate the colored persons 
by providing, among other sources of revenue for their schools, that the 
entire sum so raised from local taxation on their property shall go to the 
schools for the education of that race, has not, if this amendment pre 
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vails, cut herself off from any opportunity to receive any portion of the 
money to be appropriated by this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know that I quite understand the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. Do I understand him that the gross school rev- 
enue raised in his State by the assessment or levy which he has referred 
to 1s $400,000 7 

Mr. GROOME. No, sir; it is estimated in the appropriation bil) that 
the revenue raised by State taxation for school purposes will approxi- 
mate S5S00.000 

Mr. HARRISON. Suppose it be $500,000. Then, do I understand 
the Senator that the first $100,000 is to be applied to the education of 
the colored children ? 

Mr. GROOME. Theappropriation bill says that $500,000, orsomuch 
1ereof as may be raised by this levy of 10 cents on the $100, shall be 
applied to school purposes, and then says that $100,000 of the sum raised 


shall be applied to the colored schools. So that if, as a matter of fact, 
but $100,000 of the taxes for school purposes were actually paid into the 
Treasu n any year, that whole amount would have to go to the sup- 
port of the colored schools 
Mr. HARRISON Then I understand $400,000 of the total amount 
ised vs to the white schools and $100,000 to colored schools; and 
the Senator asks me whether that would bring his State within the pro- 
s bill. I should say not. I should say that it would be 
necessary for the State of Maryland, in order to entitle herself to the 


benefits of this bill, to make an equal distribution per capita between 
the white and colored children of the State 


Mr. GROOME. The Senator has misconceived my question. My 
question was as to whether the provision by which the amount of local 
schoo! taxes raised from the prope rty of colored persons should vo ex- 


clusively to the support of schools for the education of colored persons 
would not deprive the State of Maryland of all benefit under this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it would; but before we got to that, the 
fact that the distribution is not made equally, but that only $100,000 
of the $500,000 raised is given to colored schools, withont regard to the 
second provision, namely that the amount raised by taxation upon col- 
ored people shall be expended on their own schools—either one of these, 
in my judgment, would exclude the State of Maryland from the benefits 
of this act 

Mr. GROOME. I will say to the Senator from Indiana, by way of 
answer as to that part of his remarks as to the disproportion of the State 


appropriations for the schools of the two races, that itis approximately | 


in the proportion that the two races bear to each other in our State. 
About seven-ninths of the population of the State are white persons. 


Mr. HARRISON. Then all that would be necessary would be to put 


it upon that basis by legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mary- 
land has expired, under the understanding. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senate will bear with me while I say 
that this provision was intended to prevent discrimination against the 
colored people 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana has been 
heard upon this amendment 

Mr. HARRISON. Lasked consent 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to theSenator from 
Indiana proceeding ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made 





Mr. BLAIR. Right on this point I wish to putina fact. Thenum- | 


ber of whites 10 years of age and over in Maryland is 544,086. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has been once heard on this amendment, the Chair finds on looking at 
his notes 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President-—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire yield? 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot, until ladd that the number of blacksis 151,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from New Hampshire mean to 
break the rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no rule. It is an under- 
standing, which the Chair can not enforce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MORGAN I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator does not yield. 


Mr. MORGAN. In addition to what the Senator from Maryland has | 


said in respect to the law of his State on the subject of discrimination 
in the levy of taxes and the distribution of school money, I wish to read 
from the statutes of Alabama. 


Each township or other school district shall be entitled to receive for the sup- 
port of public schools therein all the poll-tax raised in and for such district, and 
the county superintendent of education of each county shall see thatthe amount 
of poll-tax paid by white persons shall be applied exclusively to the mainte- 
nance of schools for white pupils, and all paid by colored persons exclusively for 
schools for colored pupils; and in his annual reports the county superintendent 
of education must show how much poll-tax he has received since the last report 
for each race in each district of his county 
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In the county in which I live, where we have 40,000 colored and 

| 10,000 white people, the poll-tax, if paid by the negroes, would be fou: 
times as great as that paid by the white people, and they get the ex- 
clusive benefit of it under this statute in their local or township schools 
Now, because we have provided in our statutes that the negroes paying 

| the poll-tax shall have the benefit of it for the education of their own 
children the’ method proposed by the Senator from Indiana would ex 
clude the State of Alabama from any participation in any part of this 
fund; we have to go and change that statute before we can participate 

in this fund at all, and in changing it we should have to tax, if w: 

chose to do so, the negroes in the county of Dallas, in Alabama, for the 
purpose of educating the white people there. That would be the re 
sult of it, and this Secretary of the Interior, or whoever it may be who 
has the right to pass upon the question whether we have made the pri 

liminary compliance so as to entitle ourselves to a standing before the 

Treasury for this money, would exclude us from the donation of some- 

thing like a million dollars the first year, before we should have a chance 

under our biennial system of legislation to even assemble our Legisla 
| ture to get the benefit of this law. 

The act as it is proposed to be amended and the act as it was considered 
in committee are both very crude. I will presently, upon another 
amendment, draw the attention of the Senate to a constitutional obje« 
tion in the State of Alabama which prohibits us from receiving this 
money in the form in which it is offered to us now. We can only r 
ceive the principal and put it at interest under our constitution. We 
should have to change the constitution of the State of Alabama, in my 
opinion, before we could receive the benefits of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BkowNn] to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. Let the amendment be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
| will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 12, after the word “‘ until,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘the officer or person of the State in charge of 
public education shall under the direction.’’ 

Mr. BROWN. The word ‘“‘shall’’ in the next line ought to be stricken 
| out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will come in place after this 
| amendment shall have been acted on. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I thought the Senator was paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Only temporarily. I was paired with him 
on one vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would say to the Senator from Florida that 
| the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. SEWELL] would vote ‘‘nay ”’ on this 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Very well; then I announce my pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. My colleague, if present, would 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER] being 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER], I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 32; as follows 





YEAS—18 
| Bayard Groome, Kenna, Vance, 
| Brown, Hampton, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler Harris, Pendleton Williams 
Camden, Jackson Ransom, 
Colquitt Jonas, Saulsbury 
NAYS—32 
Allison Dolph, Hoar Morrill 
| Blair Edmunds, Lapham Pike 
; Call, Frye, Logan, Platt, 
| Cameron of Wis., Garland McMillan Pugh, 
Coke, George, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
j Conger, Gibson, Maxey, sawyer, 
Cullom, Harrison Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
| Dawes Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Wilson 
ABSENT—26 
Aldrich Farley, Lamar, Sewell 
Anthony Gorman, McPherson Sherman, 
Beck, Hale, Mahone, Slater, 
Bowen, Hill, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Walker 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Fair, Jonesof Nevada, Sabin 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GROOME. I move toamend theamendment of the Senator from 
| Indiana by striking out all after the word “‘ color,’’ in line 29 of section 
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3. down to the word ‘‘ provided,’’ in line 31, and inserting in lieu 


the people of his State shall not be the re ipients of any portion of this 


ECORD—SENATE. 


2699 


thereof the words ‘‘in the raising of school revenues.”’ fund 


The Senator from Indiana has already told me that these words ‘‘ o1 


I do not know what will be the effect of this bill, but I will venture 


distributing of school revenue ’’ would cut out the State of Maryland | one assertion: There wml be much dissatisfaction felt after it is passed 


under her law as it now stands from any share in this appropriation. 
I want also to call attention to the last words of the clause, in which, 
unless the system provides for equality of school facilities between the 
children of different races, no State can have any share of this appro- 
priation. It is a matter of fact in Maryland, and I presume in other 
border Southern States, that there is a sparse colored population in the 
northern tier of counties. The result is in Maryland that the school 
districts for white and colored children are not identical in their bound- 
aries. Colored children, from the very necessity of the case, sometimes 
have to go considerably farther to get toa district school than the white 
children. The law does not intend to make any invidious distinction 
against them, but it has to make the school districts territorially larger, 
in order that a sufficient number of children may be brought together 
to form the school. 

Such being the case, any provision in this bill that requires that 
there shall be precise equality of school facilitiesin Maryland, and other 
States similarly situated, for white and colored children, as I understand 
it, deprives those States of all share in the distribution of this fund 
Hence it is that I hope this amendment which I have offered will pre 
vail. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first have the amend 
ment reported before the Senator from New Hampshire proceeds 

The CHIEF CLERK. l 


The amendment to the amendment is in line 29, 
of section 3, after the word ‘‘ color,’ to strike out ‘‘ either in the rais 
ing or distribution of school revenue or in the schoo! facilities afforded,’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘in the raising of school revenue;’’ so as 
to read: 


No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 
not provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its children of 
school age, without distinction of race or color in the raising of school revenue 


Mr. HOAR. The effect of that amendment would be that while it 
compelled the colored people to be equal to the whites in the raising 
of the revenue, it would not insure their having an equal share of it 
after it was raised. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I think that if one will commence the 
sentence and read the whole together he will see that the leading idea 
is simply that there shall be a system of free schools established: 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 


not provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its children of 
school age, without distinction of color. 


There is no State that has not a system of free common schools with- 
out distinction of color. Then come the additional words, *‘ either in 
the raising or distribution of school revenue or in the school facilities 
afforded.’’? There is no State that has not a free school without dis- | 
tinction of color, which comes clearly and emphatically within this 
clause, and no State would be embarrassed in receiving the money by 
reason of these additional words. The objection of a difficulty which is 
suggested by the Senator from Maryland does not arise because these 
sparsely settled regions are inhabited by white children or black chil- 
dren. The distinction is not one of color. They might be all white 
children or all black children, or they might be half white and half 
black in these sparsely settled regions. It is not distinctly based on 
color at all. It is simply the circumstance that the regions to which 
this applies happen to be sparsely inhabited, and of course it is more 
difficult to provide schools for children scattered over perhaps half a 
dozen square miles than the same number of children scattered over a 
single square mile. That circumstance, however, does not depend upon 
the color of the children, and this phraseology has entire reference first 
to the establishment of a system of free schools, and second that what- 
ever distinction or inequality there may be growing out of the absolute 
necessities of the case shall not be based upon color. This does not 
apply at all to what the Senator from Maryland says. I see no diffi- 
culty with the clause. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Fthink the more this bill is considered the more 
objectionable it becomes. The bill proposes to raise money by taxation 
outof the whole people of all the States for the purposes of common-school 
education. Then the details of the bill provide that unless any State 
in the Union shall conform to the requirements and conditions of this 
bill itshall not be entitled to any of the money appropriated by it. It 
may have made ample provision for the education of every child within 
the State, white and colored, but unless it conforms to the conditions 
required in this bill not a dollar of this money can be received under 
the provisions of the bill. Each State, therefore, is required to com: 
and bow the knee to Baal, to obey the behests of Congress as provided 
for in this bill, or it shall not have one dollar of this money. 

Then, again, the executive of the State is required to make report to 
a head of a Department here, actually seeking to do indirectly what 
you admit you can not do directly. You know you can not devolve 
any duty on a State officer, and yet you seek to provoke coercion for the 

performance of a duty you can not directly impose on him; otherwise 


in the very States now anxious through their Senators to obtain tl 
money. 


= bh 
For my part I am careless about it one way or the other 
Being opposed to the bill, as I shall continue to oppose it by my vote 
I do not care where the money goes; the small State which i represent 
will do her duty If she does not, it is none of the business of Congress 
Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Maryland will himself see 
after the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts that hisamend- 
ment as he proposed it would certainly not be right 
an equality of taxation, but not for an equality in the enjoyment of th: 


it provide S lol 


tunds raised, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said I do not 
think that the equality of school privileges which is provided for her 
would mean that every colored child should be in exactly the same 


geographical relation to a school-house with every white child I do 
not think it would mean that; but it would certainly mean that there 
should be reasonable facility in the way of school-houses, reasonably 
accessible to the children who were assigned to aparticular schoo! dis 





trict. It certainly would, it seems to me, exe lude a State that made 
its colored school districts five miles square ind put one colored school 
in the center of it, whereas it made its white school districts only on 
mile square. I think that sort of thing would be in violation of the 
law, and it may be that in order to bring the school systems of the sey 


eral States upon that basis of equality between the races which is pre 
scribed by this bill some State legislation may be necessary in som 
States. That is very likely; but 1 had supposed until we came to the 
discussion of this measure here, from the debate that had preceded, t] 
there was only one State in the South, and that Kentucky, whit 
any unequal laws onthis subject; but as we come to discuss this measur 
it seems to be developed that there are inequalities in other States 
Now, if there are such and the State desires to get the benetit of this 
fund—and I am willing to put this question upon the broad, equal 
plane which is prescribed by this bill—it can very readily be done 

Mr. GROOME. Can I take the floor properly, Mr. President? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to know what is meant by this Does 
it mean pupils of equal grade and character, books of the same sort, 
school-houses equally convenient tothe people whether black or white 

‘School facilities’’ has not heretofore been a term found in the statutes 
of the United States, and we can therefore resort to no judicial inter- 
pretation of the meaning. We have to guess at that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to my friend from Alabama that unde 
this provision the Secretary of the Interior is the exclusive judy 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid we had to guess at it I believe he does the 
guessing for us in this case; but this bill with the features we are put 
ting into it nowand as it came from this committee will be the subject 
of debate in respect of thirty-eight States and Territories of this Union 
for the next twenty-five years if we pass it 

Mr. LOGAN. Get up a new issue, then 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course some gentlemen who look to the doom of 
fate would like to have a new issue, but lam not going to look out for 


any, as I am not a candidate for the Presidency. The old issue will do 
me very well. But here we are providing for school facilities. The 
Senator from Maryland has informed us of a system in his State whicl 
is very admirable. Now here is a district which contains, I will say, 
fifty white pupils. It takes an area five miles from the center t 

clude fifty white pupils; it would take an area of ten miles to includ 
fifty negro pupils. It is atown or whatever you please to call it; in my 


State it would be a township. On that Maryland organizes two school 
districts for the convenience of the pupils in order to get the school-house 


as nearly as possible to the center You say we m ly have separate 
schools tor negroes and white people without violating this law Phere 
fore we must have two school-houses They ought, each of tl 
be as nearly as possible at the center of that townsh pal lL equal 
cessible to all parts as provided in this act for twoschoo! dist1 
covering the same identical area, in order that the children may ha 
equal advantages of school facilities whether black o1 hite 

Under this bill as proposed to be amended there would be an inequal 
itv of distribution between the whites and blacks. because the ne 


would occupy a district ten 





would occupy a district five miles in circumference Take the county 
of Dallas, in Alabama, where there are not more than te \ te chil 
dren to every one hundred black children In that rich county th 

school districts would have just the inverse effect pre ly of the schoc 

districts in Maryland in the part the Senator refers to. Here are one 
hundred negro pupils and ten white pupils. If you want to get a scho 

of one hundred white pupils you would have to go nine times as fa 
with your school district as you would to get in the negroes. TT) 





‘school facilities,’’ and unless we can arrange in some way or otke1 
put a school-hous« within the proper reach of the negroes in the ym 


munities or the white people in the communities, then the Secret 


of the Interior is to decide that we are not entitled to the money Here 
a sovereign State, as it yet happens to be called sometimes, is hung up 


upon the will and pleasure of the Secretary of the Interior to determi: 
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whether the schoo] districts in Alabama furnish equal facilities through- 
out the length and breadth of that State for blacks and for whites. That 
is what the Congress of the United States, or at least the Senate, is en- 
gaged in trying to do. 

Mr. BUTLER. And I will state further, in corroboration of what 
the Senator from Alabama says, that the Secretary of the Interior under 
this amendment is the exclusive judge of the school facilities furnished 
in the respective States. He is notonly to be the judge of whether the 
facilities are equal as to the distribution of facilities, but he is to have 
the right to send down and inspect the school-houses and determine 
whether they are frame or log, 20 feet square or 100 feet by 150 feet, 
whether the blackboards are the in each school-house, whether 
the school-books are the same, and whether the 
throughout. If in his judgment he 

he has the right under t 
the money Chere 
this amendment. It says that 


Same 
the same 
should determine that they are 
his amendment to prevent a State 
can be no other 


facilities are 


not equal, 


receiving construction put upon 


No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 


not provided by law a system of tree common schools for ali of its children of 
school age without distinction of color either in the raising or distributing of 
schoo! revenue or in the school facilities afforded Prov 


led, That separate 


schools for white and colored children considered a violation of 


this condition 


’ 
shall not be 


Now what follows? 


The S« 


cretary of the Interior shall thereupor 


When 
certify to the Secretary of the freasury the names of thx States and Territories 
which he finds to be entitled to share in the benefits of this act, and also the 
amount due to each 


Throwing the entire judgment of the school facilities, the raising and 
distribution of the school revenues, upon the Secretary of the Interior, 
ind any State or Territory may not get one dollar of this money if the 
Secretary of the Interior should determine that the governor had not 
complied with every single requisition of this amendment although the 
State had complied with all the requisitions I have stated. 


I submit 
that that 


Ss putting the common-school system of this country abso- 
lutely at the mercy of a Cabinet officer of this Government, and there 
is no other construction to be put upon it. 

Ir. BLAIR There is an appeal to Congress 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire says there can be 
an appeal to Congress. Suppose ( ongress should not be in session and 
would not be perhaps for months after the Secretary of the Interior had 
declined to certify that all those requisitions had been complied with? 


Mr. LOGAN Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN Has he is his mind now an officer that he would desire 
to have make this statement ? 


Mr. BUTLER. No. Iam very frank to say that I donot think any 
Federal officer ought to determine it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Who should determine it? 

Mr. BUTLER. My own opinion is, if we admit the constitutional 
right of Congress to make an appropriationand to make it according to 
illiteracy by the census of 1880, which I supposed until recently was 
the basis on which it was to be determined, the money should be paid 
over to the State to be disbursed by the State officers in aid of common 
schools. 

Mr. LOGAN. Would not some officer then have to determine as to 
the mode and manner of distribution, as to school facilities, Kc. ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Some Federal officer ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Some officer, State or Federal. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
a Federal officer and not because it is a particular individual. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; it is not that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then what is the objection, because some person will 
have to determine that question? If the objection does not go to the 
point that it is a Federal officer, what is the objection ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will indicate by reading to the Senator the condi- 
tions required by the act of 1862 making the distribution of agricultural 
land-scrip, which was the sole condition that if the money should be 
lost it should be replaced by the State, and no part of it should be used 
for building school-houses, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from South 
Carolina according te the understanding has.expired. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not know that I can speak for the Senator from 
Seuth Carolina in reply to my friend from Illinois, but I can speak for 
myself. 

As l-understand this bill, before Senators would vote for it on the 


statements made on the floor of the Senate in the debate, and in view | 


of the contemporaneous history we have in reference to the school ques- 


tion in the Southern States, I apprehend there can be but little doubt, | 


I do not believe there can be any doubt that without any inducements 


of the benefits of this or any other bill, of their ownaccord, without using | 


these expressions ‘‘ equal facilities’’ and ‘‘ discriminations,’ the South- 
ern States have been eminently and extraordinarily just to the colored 
people in the matter of education. 
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eral Government to the Southern people every Southern State, as ap- 
pears by history, by all the testimony on the subject, by the light 
pouring in from every source, has done rightly, justly, nobly, and 
grandly upon this question. Now the Senate is asked to say to thes 
States, ‘‘ before you can draw this money, although you have volun- 
tarily given the highest moral evidence of your conscience and your 
duty upon this matter, before you can have a dollar of this money you 
must send your governor here, he must make a certain formal, spec i- 
fied, determined certificate to the Secretary of the Interior, and then 
that official must determine, in the language of the amendment, ‘‘wheth: 
you are entitled to this money or not.”’ 

My idea is, and I suggest it to the Senator from Indiana with th« 
hope that he will embody it, that upon the certificate of the governor 
of the State the money should be issued at once to the State. 

Mr. HARRISON. Certificate of what? Will the Senator state? 

Mr. RANSOM. A certificate like that first provided in the original 
clause of the bill, that the State has a common school system and that 
her funds are distributed equally, justly, and fairly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow 
that certificate? 

Mr. RANSOM. 
that certificate. 

Mr. LOGAN. To whom should he make it? 

Mr. RANSOM. He may make it to the Secretary of the Treasury 
he may make it to the Secretary of the Interior; but I do not propose to 
have the certificate of the governor of aState passed upon by any officer of 
this Government. If it is ascertained hereafter that the certificate of 
the governor of the State is false, if any State in this Union—and I do 
not believe that there is a Senator who can lay his hand upon his heart 
and say that he believes such a thing will occur 
ant or false, 


me to ask who would mak 


I do not object to the governor of the State making 


if any State is reere 
then let Congress say she is recreant or false, and not any 
Secretary of the Interior, or any Secretary of the Treasury, or any Cabi 
net, or any executive Officer say that a State has not done its duty in 
these premises, and that she can not have the money. Where shall we 
be, where will the Senator from Illinois be, where shall I be if our gov 
ernor sends his certificate here and the Secretary of the Interior will 
not discount the bill? He says it is not right; we must come and beg 
for the money, or we must go back and have the certificate amended 

Mr. LOGAN. I willsay to the Senator that the governor of my Stat 
would have no feeling in reference to having to make a certificat« I 
am only surprised that the feeling exists on one side of the Chamber 
I have no doubt about the governor of the State of Illinois making his 
certificate and not complaining of being required to do it, either. It is 
not material to me whether he makes it to the Secretary of the Interior 
or any other Secretary; he will make it for the people of the State, and 
make it truthfully, and so any other governor ought to do. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mz). President—— 

The PRESIDENT nro tempore. The time of the Senator from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then I move to change the word ‘‘and,’’ in the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, and I can have a few min- 
utes more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move to strike out the word ‘‘and.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there is 
no word ‘‘and’”’ in the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it not an amendment in the third degree ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Well, the word “‘the’’ or the word “‘facilities.’’ I 
believe I learned that art in this body from the Senator from Vermont, 
if [am not mistaken about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Senator will state his amend- 


If the Senator from North Carolina 


| will state where his amendment is to come in the Chair will have it 


reported. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will move to strike out the word “‘ facilities.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves to amend as will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 30, it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘‘ facilities.’’ . 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Imade the point of order that this was an amend- 
ment in the third degree, and at the same time I asked that there might 
be consent that the Senator from North Carolina should proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the amendment 
is in order. The amendment of the Senator from Maryland is to strike 


| out and insert, and the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina 
| is to perfect the paragraph proposed to be stricken out. 


Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask pardon of the Senate for this little ruse of that 
practice which has been habitual in the Senate ever since I have been 
a member of the body. 

I wish to say to my friend from Illinois that I am not discussing and 


| I shall not discuss this question from a partisan or a sectional view. a 
| As I said before, I have the instructions of the Legislature of the State of : 


North Carolina, the very Legislature that sent me here, to vote for this 
I donot want todiscuss the question what are the views of the 
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governor of Illinois or the governor of North Carolina as to the rights 
of the States, but I want to treat this as applying to all the States, and 
if Senators will reflect upon it they will agree with me. 

I do not wish afund which is to be paid to each State in this Union 
(for 1 believe every State is to have a portion of this fund) to depend 
on the discretion of any executive officer of this Government. We 
can trust the governors of the States when they send their certifi- 
cates here and say that these school laws are in compliance with the 
actsof Congress. Thatis going very farfor us. That certificate should 
be taken as true; it at least should be prima facie evidence that the 
State is entitled to draw the money, and then if any State should not 
do its duty, ifany State should be found recreant, Congress can take 
the matter in hand. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the honorable Senator allow me to make one 
inquiry ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Can we not trust the Secretary of the Interior as 
well as trust the governor to act properly ? 

Mr. RANSOM. The question warns me how rapidly we are tending 
in the wrong direction. The Senator asks me if we can not trust some 
human being, if we can not trust some officer. I tell him no; forever 
no. The theory of this Government is that you shall not trust men; 
you shall trust law. Has not every newspaper in the country been full 
for the last dozen years of mistakes, of errors committed by Cabinet offi- 
cers in the administration of the Government ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. By governors also. 

Mr. RANSOM. By governors, too, if you will. But here is the final 
supervision of Congress, and the simple question is after what has been 
stated on this floor to the world on this question of the action of the 
South, will you take the certificate of the governor of a State or do 
you prefer to let that governor send the certificate to the Secretary of 
the Interior and say you will trust no one else but your Secretary ? 

I ask the Senator from New York why he will not trust the governor 
of one of the sister States of this Union? What is there in any gov- 
ernor now, north or south, that you would not trust his statement? 
De you not take his statement when you take your seat on this floor? 
How do you have aright to participate in the proceedings of this body 
unless under the act of 1866 you have the certificate of the governor 
of your State? And yet you can not take his certificate in a question 
of money. 

Mr. LAPHAM. All that is done under an act of Congress, but I 
answer the honorable Senator by saying suppose the governor by inad- 
vertence should omit to state one of the facts required by this Govern- 
ment, would you have the Secretary of the Interior pay the money ? 
Suppose he should wholly omit to report one of the requisitions of this 
Government, would you have the Secretary, notwithstanding that, pay 
the money ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I say, suppose the governor's report should wholly 
omit certifying on one of the requisitions of this Government by inad- 
vertence, would you have the Secretary pay the money ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, that comes right to the very mar- 
row of the issue. I would not have the Secretary of the Interior, an 
officer of this Government by appointment of the President, refuse to 
a State—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator from North 
Carolina has made his impassioned argument under an entire misap- 
prehension of what the proposition is. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope I have. 

Mr. HOAR. There is not anything in the pending amendment which 
implies distrust of the governor of a State. We propose, and the Sen- 
ator agrees, I understand, every friend of this bill without exception on 
this floor agrees, that this money ought to be distributed to the States and 
distributed by the States upon a system which will secure equal school 
privileges to all children without distinction of race or color. There is 
no exception. Now, then, we have got to do one of two things. We 
have got to wait till Congress can take up and examine for itself the 
existing school system in every State, in which case this bill could not 
begin operation for a year or two, or we have got to trust somebody to 
find out what States are ready to undertake it on that principle now, 
and let it begin at once as quick as we can get our appropriation through 
this summer. 

This bill says that the governor of the State shall state what the 
school system is. The governor is not to say whether they comply 
with this act of Congress or not; the governor is not to say whether 
these conditions exist in his State or not. They mayor may not. He 
tells us what the conditions are, and there is not the slightest likelihood 
that anybody will question the integrity of these officials in doing it. 
Then the Secretary of the Interior, instead of waiting a year or two 


The time of the Senator from Nerth 


for Congress, takes those States where he finds that the conditions of 


this act exist and makes computation and apportionment, and reports 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who pays the money. Somebody has 
got to make that apportionment. If the governor of any State does it, 
you have to submit to him all the reports of the governors of all other 
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States to see what his State’s proportion is. Therefore you have got 
to lodge in somebody the power. 

The bill says the governor shall tell us what the fact is. The Sec 
retary of the Interior on receiving those reports shall take the States 
which seem to come within this provision and shall give them the ben 
efit. If he says the Maryland provision which has been described by 
the Senator from Maryland prevents that State from complying with 
the act, he states it truly just as the Senator stated it truly, the Sec 
retary of the Interior says, ‘‘ That is not one of the States to which Iam 
entitled to pay the money over.’’ Maryland will be in Congress the 
Ist of December next to say, ‘* The Secretary has erred; we came within 
the provisions of the law when the Secretary thought we did not 
That is all there is in it. How there is any indignity to the governor 
of any State, or how we can carry out the scheme of this bill without 
waiting two years before it starts in its operation unless some Federal 
officer is to make this apportionment, I can notsee. It seems to me 
that all this impassioned argument is based on a misapprehension of 
what my friend from Indiana proposes 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be reported once more 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield for the reporting of the amendment? The amendment to the 
amendment is to strike out the word “* facilities.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. I withdraw that 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want to hear the amendment as offered by my 
colleague read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield for that? 

Mr. CONGER. If it does not come out of my time. If it does, I do 
not yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor: 
time 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw the request, of course. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I have not taken any part in this 
debate. There are certain provisions in this bill that are proposed and 
that are being considered by the Senate which I regard as essential to 
have in the bill to secure my support to its passage, if I can vote for it 


Does the Senator from Michigan 


It would come out of the Senator's 


| at all, and among them is that Congress may follow the disposition 


which is to be made of the money that it appropriates everywhere and 
for every purpose reasonably and fairly. That should be in this bill 
The objection to giving amy discretion to a Cabinet officer seems to me 
the most surprising proposition, and especially from the Senator from 
North Carolina, of any objection that has been made hereat all. Why 
sir, for years and years appropriations to the extent of millions, and | 
think as great as $127,000,000, have been made where the expenditure 
of the money has been (although the specific sums have been mentioned 
for particular objects of expenditure) left to be expended or not at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War. My friend, with eager outstretched 
hands, has sought not to defeat the passage of that bill, not to refuse the 
appropriation of that money for his State, with the provision existing in 
the river and harbor bill continuously, never questioned, never doubted, 
leaving the exercise of that discretion to the Secretary of War. That 
has been the action of Congress year after year as to the expenditure of 
money appropriated in the river and harbor bill, and it has been left 
there after Congress itself had certified the exact amount to be appro 
priated upon each and all the improvements named in the bill in all the 
States. Who ever heard that there was any danger in leaving the ex- 
penditure of $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 or $18,006,000 
r? The point never was 


have some 


a year to the discretion of the Secretary of Wa 
raised here, but now in a measure of this kind which must 
body to exercise some discretion—— 

Mr. RANSOM. May I interrupt the Senator from Michigan ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, si 

Mr. RANSOM. It is very true that in the first clause of the river 
and harbor bill the expression of which my friend speaks is always 


used, but he knows very well—for no person is better acquainted with 
the river and harbor bills than he is 
Mr. CONGER The Senator talks fast but my time goes on faster 


than the Senator talks 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Michigan well knows that there 
never has been a proposition made in 2 river and harbor bill to reduce 
that bill 50 per cent., 25 per cent., or any amount, and leave the dis- 
tribution of the money to the Secretary of War, that he and I and all 
of us did not vote it down. 

Mr. CONGER.. Thatisnoanswer. The Senator does not deny that 
every river and harbor bill says that the money herein appropriated 
shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War 

Mr. RANSOM. I will not interrupt my friend. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator knows that the payment of money has 
been suspended for months by the discretion of the Secretary of War; 
and some of it, although appropriated for a particular object by soaugust 
a body as the Congress of the United States, has not been expended at 
all because the Secretary of War did not direct it to be done 

Mr. BUTLER. May ! interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CONGER. I can not yield. Can the gentleman himself not 
take his own five minutes? 
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Every 


warrant that goes to the Treasury, every dollar of the money 


is paid out of it is paid out under that same direction and that 


same discretion. But when a million of dollars is to go into a Southern 
State n ends here flaunt before us and around themselves and 
iround their States the great boon of State rights and constitutional 
pl eges, and refuse to receive money granted, as they all claim +t 
should be granted, for the benefit of their States 

I am glad of this discussion, and I am glad to have the people of the 





United Sta that men oppose the distribution of any money out 
ot the Trea he ed ation of white or colored peopl atthe South 
because the law intends in creating the fund to so word the statute 
that there shall be a fair and equal distribution of that money to the 
colored peopl Let the people of the United States read the discus- 
sions of the last week I have not sought to engage in those discus- 
sion L was desirous that this bill should be so amended and so pre- 
pare 1 that with some kind of regara ior ny own const ience and my 
own ideas of right I could vote for it 

The PRESIDENT tem} Che time of the Senator from Mich 
gan has expire 

Mr. MORGAN I believe the Senator from North Carolina has with- 
ad awn nf amendment 

Mr. RANSOM Yes, s 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from North Carolina 
now withdraws his amendment He had not the floor to withdraw it 
while the Senator from Michigan had the floor Che questi m recurs 


on the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GROOME] to the 


amendment of the Senator trom Indiana | Mr. HARRISON |. 

Mr. MORGAN. On page 4, section 3, I move an amendment to strike 
out—I believe, however, that would be in the third degree or how 
s that Il move in section 3, line 30, after the word ‘‘ revenue,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ or in the school facilities afforded.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Che Senator from Alabama moves 
to pe riect the paragraph propose d to be stricken out by the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland. That is in orde1 

Che Corer CLERK. In section 3, line 30, after the word “‘ revenue,”’ 
t is proposed to strike out ‘‘or in the school facilities afforded.’’ 


Mr. MORGAN. When this bill came from the committee it had a 
condition subsequent annexed to it; that was to say that the money 
might be stopped by Congress or by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the event that after its appropriation, after it had gone into the hands 
of the States, it was not applied by the Legislatures or by the States in 
conformity with the provisions of the act. The Senator from Indiana 
proposes now to put a condition prece dent in the bill, also re taining the 
former condition subsequent, on which a forfeiture of the right of money 
would occur. He now proposes a condition precedent, that is to say, 
that before any money shall be paid into the State treasury at all a 
certain report shall be made in compliance with certain requirements 
contained in this amendment. That report shall be made by the gov- 
ernor according to this provision, and it shall be made to the Secretary 
of the Interior; and if the Secretary of the Interior shall determine 
upon that report or othewise that the State is not in condition accord- 
ing to her legislative situation to avail herself of the fund applied by 
this act, then she shall not have the money in her charge atall; butthe 
State must then come to the Congress of the United States in the nature 
of an appeal to present the subject here before she can get the money. 

That interposes the authority and the decision of the Secretary of 


the Interior antecedent to the payment of any money into the hands of 


the State at all, to determine whether the State is in condition to carry 
this act into effect, or whether under her existing state of law there 
may be some discrimination in her statutes in favor of the negroes or in 
favor of the white people. I have pointed out discriminations here in 
favor of the negroes in my State and the Senator from Maryland has 
done the same thing in his. The Senator from North Carolina has re- 
ferred to such discriminations, and all in the line of the true statement 
or history of the case, that the Southern people have been earnest and 
determined in trying to convince the people of the Northern States, with 
whom they have had trouble on the subject of the negro, that their in- 
tention and disposition in the handling of their funds raised by taxation 
was to benefit the negroes in the way of education. 

Now, I say that to add another condition to this bill, a condition pre- 
cedent before the money can be put into the hands of the State’s treas- 
urer at all, is to cast a suspicion over every State of the South that may 
undertake to receive it, and isto bring that State before the Secretary 
of the Interior to receive his judgment upon her whole social condition 
in respect to schools and school enactments. That would be an un- 
welcome thing, I must say, to any of the States of the South or of the 
North either. I would not undertake to put such conditions upon the 
State of New York or upon any other State of this Union, that an offi- 
cer of the Federal Government should inspect her condition as to legis- 
lation, and as to the distribution ef the school funds, and as to the 
employment of teachers, the building of school-houses, the apportion- 
ing of school districts, and the furnishing of facilities for schools before 
she should be allowed to have the money under this bill, particularly 
under a bill where if she has received the money the Secretary of the 
Interior or of the Treasury may afterward report to the Congressof the 
United States, or may even according to this bill decide against the 
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State in respect of her havinga further right of distribution under this 
fund, and upon that the bill provides that the State shall have the right 
of appeal to Congress—a rather humiliating position I confess, but at the 
same time I suppose we must take it. It will not be taken of course 
by my vote, but I should like Senators on both sides of the Chamber 
to consider whether we are not loading down the States with very im- 
proper and very unnecessary conditions in respect of the execution of 
this bill. 

Mr. GROOME. Mr. President, now that I can do so in order, | 
avail myself of the opportunity to answer the question of the Senator 
from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON ] addressed to me sometime since. Thi 
Senator appealed to me to know whether I did not myself see, in viey 
of the suggestion made by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar 
that, if my amendment prevailed, while the colored race would bear it 
share of taxation for school purposes in my State, it would not get 
fair share of the educational facilities afforded in that State. 

I answer him without the slightest hesitation that I do not see 
but, on the contrary, see that if my amendment prevails that race must 

get full justice under the residue of the Senator’s amendment or my 
State can get no money. The amendment of the Senator from Indiana 
would still provide that no money should be paid out to any State until 
that State had ‘‘ provided by law for a system of free common schools 
for all its children of school age without distinction of race or color 
Chat would secure to colored children an equality of educational ad 
vantages with white children, so far as the difference in numbers otf 
the two races in any locality would render that practicable 

If my amendment be adopted, before Maryland can get any part o! 
this money it must appear that she has provided a public-school system 
which gives to the colored school children opportunities foreducation of 
the same character as are given tothe white childrenof thatState. N 
was the Senator’s remark kind that it appeared from what I had already 
said that Maryland had made invidious distinctions in this matter of 
education against the children of the colored race 

I have always been in favor of educating to the fullest extent of com 
mon-school education the children of the colored race. My colleague 
and myself in the Maryland Legislature had both the pleasure of vot- 
ing for the original act in 1872 which set aside the annual sum of 
$100,000 of the State school-tax to be applied, as I have already said, 
for the benefit of that race, and which the white race can not touch. 
In addition to the State tax, nearly three-quarters of a million of dol 
lars are also annually raised by local taxation for school purposes 
and equitably apportioned between the races. But it so happens that 
the population of our State in certain localities is very unequally dis 
tributed so far as the two races are concerned. Take my own county 
of Cecil as an illustration. There are in the county as a whole about 
five whites to one colored person, and the disproportion in the uppe1 
part of the county between the two races is very much greater. In that 
part of the county there are probably ten whites to one colored person. 
Now, from the very necessity of the case the school districts have to be 
territorially larger in that part of the county for the colored people than 
for the whites, or the result would be either that the white schools 
would be excessively overcrowded or that the colored schools would 
have no such attendance as would provide employment for a teacher 
Our law provides that the character of education in the commonschools 
for both races shall be precisely the same. 

But when you come to the matter of school facilities, we either have got 
to compel the colored children, because of sparseness of the colored 
population in that part of the State, to go a considerably greater average 
distance to reach a common school than the white children have to go, 
or we have got to educate the two races in mixed schools. There isno 
other alternative. We can not give the colored children precise equal- 
ity of facilities with the white race except by putting both in the same 
school, and that is what the people of Maryland will never willingly do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GROOME. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the school system of Maryland by law, which is 
the language of this amendment, provide that because the children in 
a sparsely settled portion of the country happen to be coloved, there- 
fore they shall have less school facilities on that account, or does it 
provide that the children of any color in sparsely settled districts shall 
have less privileges than they shall have in districts more populous? 

Mr. GROOME. It does not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then this criticism upon the language of the bill does 
not apply, if the Senator will read it carefully. 

Mr. GROOME. I have read it carefully, and I think I understand 
its meaning. 

Mr. BLAIR. It only relates to distinctions made by law, and noth- 
ing else. The distinctions of fact are not provided for in it. 

Mr. GROOME. What is the distinction—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Mary- 
Jand has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire, if I can, to bring this debate back to 
where it started. The Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
gave their confidence and their argument in support of the bill did it 
with a provision plainly written in the face of it that the payment of 

| the second allotment to any State should be conditioned apon a com- 
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sliance and a certification of that fact by the governors of the respective 
States, a certification, too, precisely or almost identically in the same 
language that is used in the section which is now under discussion. The 
questionsimply is, are we insulting or offending the Southern States when 
we say this shall be preliminary to the first distribution? Gentlemen 
did not resist a provision that this should be done as a condition pre- 
liminary to the second allotment. Then where does the offense or the 
insult or the injury come in if in order to get the basis of distribution 
the first year, in order to know how much they have expended and 
how they have expended it, we require as a preliminary to the first 
payment a report like the one that is required before the second pay- 
ment ? 

Mr. RANSOM. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. I can hardly yield any time of my five minutes 
The Senator can have his own time by moving to amend similar to the 
amendment he moved a few moments ago. 

Mr. RANSOM. I simply wanted to ask one question. 

Mr. HARRISON. We are simply insisting upon a distribution ot 
this fund which goes out of the general Treasury between the races with 
out any distinction. The only reason we are voting any money out ot! 
the Treasury for education is because of the illiteracy which prevails 
among the black people in the South and because we have accepted the 
statement which has been made by Senators here that their States were 
unable to take up and carry the burden of their education. Is it un 
reasonable, then, when the object of our benefaction is primarily to s« 
cure education to the colored people, that we should ask the States that 
receive an allotment under the bill that they shall make an equal dis 
tribution of their own revenue as well as that which they receive from 
the General Government between the races without any distinction ? 

For one I say unless this distribution can be made upon that basis, 
unless the black boy and girl in the South can share equally in the 
privileges of education, then I am opposed to the bill, because it will 
not reach the evil that we are endeavoring to eradicate. It may be 
that some of the States will need to modify some of their legislation, 
and if the right spirit prevails there (such a spirit as many of the Sen- 
ators on the other side have manifested here and have said was express- 
ing the sentiment of their people) they will promptly make such mod- 
ifications in their State laws as will put their educational system upon 
this broad and equal plane between the races, and then all the diffi- 
culties that they have observed in the bill will vanish at once. We 
have simply insisted here that there should be equality and fairness in 
the distribution between the races, and if there are inequalities in 
State legislation let them be removed. 

Mr. RANSOM. Isimply desire to ask the Senator from Indiana one 
question. I submitted, I hope cheerfully, toan interruption from him. 
My question is this, if the Senator from Indiana will hear me: If his 


amendment is substantiaiiy the provision of the bill as it now is, why | 


has he offered this amendment and why does he insist upon it? 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from North Carolina desire an 
answer ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes; of course I do. 

Mr. HARRISON. Imaust have been very inapt in what I have stated 
heretofore or the Senator would have caught the difference between my 


amendment and thebill. The bill provides forno preliminary report for 
the first year. It provides for a distribution without reference to the 


amount that the State may raise, giving two dollars for one. I proposed 
that the State shall only have dollar for dollar, and a preliminary report 
became necessary in order to know what their system was. 


Mr. RANSOM. To illustrate a little the difference between myself 


and the Senator from Indiana, I have cheerfully again submitted to his 
interruption when he peremptorily refused me one. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not wish to discuss any question of courtesy. 
The Senator asked me a question. 


Mr. RANSOM. I certainly would not reflect upon the courtesy of 
the Senator from Indiana. The Senator from Indiana, as I understand 


him, says that the purpose of his amendment is to have these certifi- 
cates preliminary to the first distribution of this fund, and that the bill 
already provides for the other annual distributions. Now I ask the 


Senator from Indiana this candid question, and I know he will answer 

it candidly. Has he not proposed a different certificate from the one in | 
the bill originally? LIask him if his amendment does not differ entirely 
from the bill, and if in his remarks just now he did not say that he in- 


tended that it should differ? 
Mr. HARRISON. I,think not in any substantial particular. 
Mr. RANSOM. Then why not take the original bill ? 


Mr. HARRISON. Because the original bill has nothing in it as pre- | 


liminary to the first payment. 


_ Mr. RANSOM. Then let the original bill apply before any money | 
is paid out at all. Let compliance with the original bill be precedent 
to the payment of the first installment, if I may call it so, and do away 


with the Senator’s long amendment. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have just one word to say in regard 
to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. I find some other dif- 
ficulties about this amendment than the one suggested by the Senator 
from Indiana. I understand his proposition to be that his anxiety is 
to have such a report as will secure the impartial disbursement of this 
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money. That I understand to be the object which he has in view by 
his amendment, and that that report shall come in preliminary to any 
distribution of the money by the Federal Government. 

Mr. HARRISON. [desire by this report toascertain what the States 


are entitled to under the distribution made by the provisions of the 
and the amount that should go to each State. 
Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. Now I have got the Senator to a point 





pe PL i 

where I think we can come to some understanding with each othe: 
He says that he desires that the report shall be made in advance that 
that certification shall be made by the governor of the State lo whor 
To the Secretary of the Interior. And he desires that that certitic 
shall show a certain state of facts in the State from which tl ve 
nor comes. That I understand to be the Senator’s proposition 

Now, what I object to is that the Secretary of the Interior should be 
the sole and exclusive judge of the sutticieney of that certificate ha 
Senator from Michig says that we trust the Secretary of War with 
the disbursement of money Certainly, but he doesthat upon his ow 
responsibility as a Cabinet officer Phere is no propositio tha 
to disburse one dollar by the Secretary of the Interior Not one cent 
does the Secretary of the Interior disburse. If the Secretary of t] 
terior were to disburse the money, it would present a very ditferent 
state of things, because he would do that upon his responsi \ 


Cabinet office 
Mr. CONGER. The bill provides that he shall certify to the Secre 


tary of the Treasury and the Secre tary ot the Treasury shal] pi 
Mr. BUTLER. I decline to vield to the Senator from Michigar 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
entitled to the floor, and must not be inte rrupted without | consent 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Indiana says that the Secretary 
the Interior shall be trusted in this bill. I say that possibly he might 
be a very honest man. It is no reflection upon a Cabinet officer, but 
let us suppose a case. Suppose there is a heated political controversy 


going on—and I care not whether that Cabinet officer is a Democrat o1 
a Republican—and suppose that during the existence of that heated 
political controversy the governor of a State should certify to the Se 
retary of the Interior such a state of things, and the Secretary of the 
Interior should say to him,.‘* Weil, that, perhaps, is your opinion about 
it, but unless you agree to use your influence to carry your State in 
accordance with my political principles I shall pick some flaw in that 
certificate, and you can not have the money.”’ 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] sneers. Mr. President, we 
have seen in this country a great many such instances as that I hay 
just depicted. It is not at all impossible that a Cabinet officer might 
use his office to have the money disbursed asa corruption fund. It has 
been done before, and it will be done again if this bill passes. I care 
not whether he is a Democrat or whether he is a Republican, put a mil! 
ion dollars into a Cabinet officer’s hands to send into my State, and it is 
not impossiBle, it is not even improbable in the light of the past, that 
he may say to the governor, ‘‘Carry your State for my political party 
and you shall have the money, but unless you do it you shall not hav 
a dollar; I can pick such a flaw in vour certificate as will prevent your 
having the money until after the election.’’ 

That is what I object to in this amendment. It puts the States at 
the mercy of a Cabinet officer whois responsible to nobody but his chiet 
The governor of a State is elected by the sovereign people of the State 
and he is responsible to his constituency. I say if the alternative is 
presented to me whether I will trast a governor in preference to a Cab 
inet officer, I will trust a governor because of his responsibility to his 
constituency. He has his office, he has his official life by reason of the 
ballots and suffrages of the sovereign people, and the Cabinet office: 
has his office by virtue of a statute of Congress. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. A Cabinet officer is liable to impeach 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; anda great many people are liable to impeach 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. After the election. 

Mr. BUTLER. Aftertheelection. Ibelieve Mr. Jefferson said about 
the matter of impeachment that it was a mere bugbear or bugaboo, 01 
something of that sort; that it did not amount to anything 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, we are having a few side lights, it 
| seems to me, thrown on this matter, growing out of the discussien 


. 


Here is my friend from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM], who sat piacid 
and gentle and quiet during all the time the main question was being 
settled, when we were agreeing to give this money, waiving all questions 
of State rights and everything of that sort, and there was not a word from 
this representative of the great State of North Carolina about any in- 
vasion of his State so long as we proposed only to give the money. But 
now when we propose to fix terms and the people who pay the money 
propose to fix the terms, it is an insult to his State and the governor of 
the State; and I suppose the tempestuousness of the Senator from North 
Carolina is a fit example of his people whom he represents here 

This is a national donation designed to be given to the State of North 
Carolina, and if they were to give their proper aliquot proportion they 
would not be here asking it. It is because they are to get money from 
somebody else outside of their own resources that this measure is pro 
posed. It is because the people of Kansas are to give something from 
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their revenue; it is because the people of New York are to give some- 
thing from theirrevenue, and the people of Massachusetts and Connecti- 
cut, and the other Northern States, and it is because the people do 
ve it in the shape of Federal taxation that it becomes a national ex- 
penditure which the nation has aright toevidence in any way it pleases, 
und the States which take it have no right to object to any kind of con- 
dition that may be attached to it. They need not take it if they do 
not want it; but to say that the nation which makesthe appropriation 
can not follow the expenditure and shall not through agencies of its 
own determine how it shall be expended and sit in Judgment upon 
the method of that expenditure after the expenditure has been made 
is an assertion of a States-right doctrine which I conceive the Senator 
from North Carolina has been lying in wait for. He was perfectly 
willing that we should give to these States this money by an absolute 
donation for them to do just exactly as they pleased about it. 

Then comes the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] with a 
suggestion which I have no doubt has been in the mindof a good many 





people before, but it comes more freshly to me in view of what hesaid,. 
that in some way there was some politics in the expenditure of this 
mone The Senator says in a sub-tone that he believes there is 


Mr. BUTLER. I will say it out. I believe that there is politics in 
this bill 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, let us see about this matter. The Senator says 
he is afraid some Secretary of the Interior will say to the governor of 
Unless you carry- your State for my party I shall not pay 
you this money I think that if a national officer is likely tosay that, 
if that is a present danger to be guarded against, the danger that that 
governor when he gets the money will spend it to carry his State is a 
great deal more lively source of apprehension, or as the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggests, that he will give an untrue certifi- 
cate because he is obedient to a local condition of things ora local senti- 
ment 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend will pardon me, that is an additional 
argument against the passage of the bill. ' 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not seeking for arguments against the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. You are making the argument stronger against its 
passage 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not seeking for arguments against the bill for 
the reason that I could not recite all the arguments that occur to me 


some State, ~ 


against the bill between now and to-morrow morning. I regard it as ; 


vicious in every line and letter; but if it is to be passed let it stand on 
the proper footing—a national donation or national expenditure to be 
controlled through national sources by national officials subject to the 
nxional authority, or else let there not be any appropriation made at 
all 

It has now become plain that the intention of the bill has been from 
the beginning (or at least the idea has been in the discussjpn) that this 
would finally be a donation substantially like that in 1836 out of the sur- 
plus revenues of the United States, to be divided up, to be used by the 
Staies justas they pleased. Ifweare toabdicate our functionsas national 
legislators, as representatives here not only of the States but of the na- 
tion, we should put into as few and brief phrases as possible the dona- 
tion to the States on the basis of illiteracy or whatever other basis you 
please, and then tell the States to take the money and bid them God- 
speed, do what they please withit. The Senator from North Carolina 
nods, and I have no doubt that is his view, and the view of the governor 
of North Carolina, and that a similar view is entertained by the people 
of that great State. 

If the Secretary of the Interior is not the proper person to make the 
distribution, let us find some one. If we can not find a Secretary of 
the Interior who is to be trusted to do this business, how can we find a 
governor of a State whom wecan trust? Here isa man who carrieson 
the business of his office in this capital. He is responsible to us and 


is responsible to the peopleof the entire country, aresponsibility which | 


is much greater, begging the pardon of the Senator from North Caro- 

lina, than the responsibility of the governor of a State can possibly be. 

If the Secretary of the Interior is not a proper person to make the dis- 

tribution, let the Secretary of the Treasury make it, or the President. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will pardon me 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The time of the Senator from Kansas | 


has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
has already spoken upon the pending question. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN] to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GROOME]}. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. CALL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 


to perfect the paragraph proposed to be stricken out, on the motion of 


the Senator from Maryland, in section 3, line 30, by striking out after 
the word ‘‘revenue’’ the words ‘“‘or in the school facilities afforded.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Groome] 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that be reported 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 3, line 29, afterthe word ‘‘color.”’ ; 
is proposed to strike out the words “‘ either in the raising or distribut 
ing of school revenue, or in the school facilities afforded ’’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘in the raising of school revenues;’’ so as to read 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that sha 
not have provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its childre: 


of school age without distinction of race or color in the raising of school rev; 
nues 


Mr. RANSOM. I move to amend that by inserting the word *‘ com 
mon’’ before ‘‘school.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to move to amend 
the amendment. That is in the third degree. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is in now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GRooMeE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. In section 3, line 19, I move to strike out, after th: 
words *‘school-houses,’’ down to the word ‘‘ derived,”’ in line 23 
the following words: 

Whether any discrimination is made in the raising or distributing of th: 
school revenues or in the school facilities afforded between the white and co 
ored children therein, and, so far as is practicable, the sources from which suc! 
revenues were derived 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN ]}. 

Mr. MORGAN. That portion of the amendment relates to the r 
port which shall be made by the State authorities to the Secretary o1 
the Interior. I propose to strike out that portion of it because it would 
only embarrass the action of the State government. The bill as it is 
proposed to be amended would take effect of course from the date of its 
passage, and we find that certain of the States have made discrimina 
tions, some in favor of the negroes, some against the negroes perhaps 
but more generally in favor of the negroes, in the matter of schoo! faci! 
ties and school education, in the distribution and raising of school funds 
and if the Senate will strike out that portion of the certificate whic! 
the governor is required to make it will disembarrass this matter ver 
much. 

I suppose it is taken for granted that any suggestion I may mak 
about this matter isin hostRity to the bill. If the bill is to become a 
law, it is as much my interest as that of any person, I suppose, that 
should be a good law, and a law that may have some operation 

When the bill passes it will date according to its terms from the da 


| of its approval by the President. The States are excluded bythe b 


which under present systems, at the date of the bill, make discrimina 
tions of the character which are referred to here, although the intentio: 
in making the discrimination might have been for the benefit of the co 
ored population; and we shall have a system of laws which no man: 
read without saying that at the date of the passage of the bill if ther 
was any of this discrimination contained in the statutes of the Stat: 
then the State is not entitled to this money. 

Suppose we take a more liberal or generous view of the question 0 
of the text of this amendment than that. Then the State Legislatures 
must be assembled, and they must pass laws for the purpose of getting 
rid of any discriminations that may exist in their present statutes lx 
fore they can avail themselves of this money. 

The bill proposes that the money shall be expended within a yea 
from its passage. That is the theory and purpose of the bill. With a 

| bill operating in that way, no State that has any discrimination in th: 
language of the donation of this money can possibly receive any moneys 
at least until she has amended her statutes so as to root out and abo 
ish any sort of discrimination in favor of blacks or in favor of whites 
I do not suppose the Senator from Indiana really intended it should 
have that effect, but I submit that that is the necessary effect of it, and 
this would be very much disembarrassed if he would strike out thes: 
words, so that the governor shall not be required to report: 


Whether any discrimination is made inthe raising or distributing of the scho 
revenues or in the school facilities afforded between the white and colored chil 
dren therein, and, so far as is practicable, the sources from which such revenue 
were derived. 

I do not know why the Senator from Indiana wants to know tli 
sources from which the revenues are derived. Must the governor go 
over the whole tax-list of his State and point out the different sources 
from which the revenue is derived before he can go to the Secretary 0! 
the Interior and have his certificate approved so that he can draw th: 
money for his State under a bill of this kind? 

The suggestion made by the Senator from South Carolina was both 

| wise and opportune, for we do know that money moves the political 
atmosphere of this country more thoroughly and more profoundly than 
any other one element we have tocontend with. Every Senator in this 
body knows that the great enemy of public liberty in this land to-day 
is money in the hands of political contrivers and machine-workers 
In this coming Presidential campaign to which we are looking forward 
the ability of candidates on both sides is counted by the money the) 


and their friends it is expected can handle. A governor of a State 
| comes here with his certificate. The people desire him to have the 
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money for distribution among themselves. The Secretary of the In- 
terior says, “I will not give it to you until you make a showing here 
according to this bill of the situation of your laws that will enable you 
to receive it.’? The governor says, ‘‘ Well, I will put into the certificate 
anything or I will take out of the certificate anything if you will let 
me have the money, because my people are pressing for it; if I do not 
get it I am crushed and ruined as a politician, as an individual; I am 
counted upon as a factious opponent of the law; I am at your mercy; 
do with me as you please.’’ 


our governors. 


Mr. HARRISON. 


| the Interior. 
I do not see what is to be accomplished by strik- | 
ing out the clause referred to by the Senator from Alabama. 

not change the condition upon which the money is to be paid. 


It does 
That 


is found later on in the section, and it would still be impossible for the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay out money to any State that made this 
So striking it out of the report to be made by the chief 
executive of the State would not at all modify the conditions on which 
it was to be paid to the State. 

Now, Mr. President, as to this talk which we have heard about the 
danger that the Secretary of the Interior may use his discretion, his 
official judgment which is called for by this bill, for base and political 
purposes, it is quite possible that governors and school superintendents 
may use this money when it comes to the States for such purposes. 
Those of us on this side of the Chamber, I would say to the Senator 
from Alabama, who are favoring this bill have not been unmindful of | 
the fact that this very money that goes out of the United States Treas- 
ury into the treasury of the States may become a potent local factor in 
politics, but if we are to legislate on this question at all we must trust 
to each other somewhat. 


discrimination. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


in that way, for if it were so he would not have held a caucus upon it. 


Mr. HARRISON. 


I do not know to what the Senator reters by 


speaking of what were so; but I say to him that matter has been con- 
sidered by every one of us who favor this bill that it was possible this | 


money in the States might be used for local purposes 


The Senator 


from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] and other Senators on that side have more 
than once, since this debate has been on, given utterance to sentiments 
that if we had been prompt to resent this side of the Chamber might be- | 
fore this have made the discussion of this bill intended to appropriate 


money for educational purposes a partisan and a bitter discussion. 


We 


were told the other day by the Senator from Kentucky that he never 


trusted men twice. 
do trust men twice. 


Mr. President, on this side of the Chamber we 
If we did not it might be impossible for some of 


us to be on as friendly relations as we are with some of the Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. HARRISON. 


Or with your own party either. 
I do not know what the Senator means by that, 


nor do I intend now to bring in any discussion which shall be unpleas- 


ant. 


We have simply confided to an officer of the General Government 


here—and I may stop to remark that my friends on the other side seem 
to take it for granted that the Secretary of the Interior for an indefinite 
period of time is going to be a Republican—we simply provide what is 
absolutely essential, as I showed to the Senator from North Carolina 
awhile ago, if you put a single condition in this bill, that the man who 
pays out the money must pass upon the question whether that condi- 


tion has been met. 


The only way to avoid the difficulty which Sena- 


tors have is to wipe out the condition and simply say that if a governor 
says ‘‘ my State conforms to the conditions of the law,’’ then the money 
shall go without any statement from him as to what his law is or as to 
the amount that they have expended out of their own revenues the 


previous year. 


Mr. President, I do insist that this provision is reasonable, that it 
contains nothing that is insulting, that it contains nothing that trenches 
upon the dignity or authority or independence of any State, but simply 
requires a statement of certain things which must be known before 
the money can be distributed, and confides in an officer of the General 
Government a discretion that must rest somewhere as to whether the 
conditions have been complied with. 


Mr. RANSOM. 


Mr. President, after the reproach which I received 


from the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] for exercising what I 
considered to be a virtue, that of silence, in this body, my friends 


will not think I am intruding on the patience of the Senate. 


I have 


not had the time during this discussion, nor has it been my custom in 


the Senate, to speak much on any question. 


done better if I had followed the example of the Senator from Kansas. 
He shall not provoke or tempt me upon this bill to enter into a per- 


sonal or partisan discussion. 


I regret 





and I speak it with all the sin- 


cerity that it is possible for me to speak—that any allusion should be 


made here to 


party. 


i tell the Senator from Indiana that I would have opposed this propo- 
sition just as strongly if the present Secretary of the Interior was a 


Democrat. 


I am resisting with all the ability I have (and I am sorry 


that the Senator from Kansas sees in it nothing but faction) what I be- 


lieve to be a dangerous principle. 


It is not right, it is not in accord- 


ance with our Constitution; it is not in accordance with a free repre- 
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President, not elected by the people, you should by one line in a bill 


or by forty lines in a bill commit at the same time the highest legis- 
lative, judicial, and executive power. 

Why, Mr. President, what does a law amount to, what will this stat- 
ute amount toafter itis passed, if you make it hang upon the discretion 


of the Secretary of the Interior ? 


Is that the function of Congress? If 


the Constitution of the United States and the people give us these great 


of the Interior? 


a Republican. 


| powers, are we here inthe face of them to hand them over toa Secretary 
That is the attitude in which you place | 


I speak with great respect of the present Secretary of 


Lam glad he is my personal and respected friend, although 


But has not the history of this country demonstrated 


| that it is dangerous to trust any Cabinet officer too far ‘ 
The Senator from Kansas alluded to the bill of 1836 


Has he for 


gotten the notable discussion upon the removal of the deposits and the 


change of General Jackson’s Secretaries of the Treasury ? 


Does not 


the Senator from Kansas know that that act of removal of his shook 
| this country to its center and raised a storm in the Republic almost 


equal to that of 


the late war? 


Sir, we have no right to take these powers of ours that the peopie and 
the Constitution have given to us and hand them over to a Secretary 
| of the Interior. 
olent author of this bill on the floor of the Senate—and I say that trom 
the bottom of my heart—has said *‘ but the bill reserves to you an ap 
peal to Congress.”’ 
Do you not want the conditions complied with ? 


Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. RANSOM. 


| complied with. 
to? The Secretary of the Interior, in his arbitrary discretion, respon- 
| sible to no State, responsible to no popular vote, actually vetoes th: 
distribution to one State, or to thirty-eight States, and then you come 


The Senator from Indiana will not, of course, speak | 


| before Congress to get Congress to do—what ? 


| 


| tended and the object which is desired to be reached. 


| 


| matter what may be their merits can not be uniform. 


Perhaps I would have | 


No. Can you i 


The conscientious, the candid, the patriotic 


} 


He says appeal to Congress. 


mpeach him? 


What will you do? 


| do not divest yourselves of this great, high power. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina has expired. 


, the benev 


They have been complied with, and they will lx 
What will that amount 


Can you remove him? 
You can not unless he is corrupt; you 
| can not unless you can prove almost a felony upon him. 
is your remedy? 
amend your bill? 


Then where 


Will you turn around and 
Where will be the innocent illiterate children of 
| the South or of the West whom you propose to educate? 


No, Senators, 


The time of the Senator from North 
The question is on the amendment of the Sen- 


ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana [ Mr. HARRSON ]. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


It is with a great deal of regret and pain that Ihave 


heard the question of distrust of the good faith not only of individuals 
| but of parties discussed upon this floor; and I am sorry that the Senator 


from Indiana fe 


lt impelled to say what he did. 


The motives of this amendment I will not impugn in the least; but 
it is open obviously to the difficulty that the very framework of our 
Government interposes between what I think is the benevolence ex- 


The laws of the 


Union should be uniform; in many cases it is required that they should 
be uniform; and you are here attempting to adopt a system of laws that 


| should be uniform to arrive at a system in the different States that no 


The end and 


the means are not apportioned; they are not in harmony, and the con- 
sequence is that I do not think you can frame a bill unless you leave 
conditions entirely aside as was the original framework of this measure, 
which will be a practical and a working measure for the object designed. 
How can you state a uniform proposition which is not according with the 
letter, certainly with the spirit of our national legislation, for all the 


States ? 


How can you apply it to thirty-eight different systems? 


I have read the amendment which proposes to impress the condition 
of equal school facilities for white and colored children as the condition 


under which alone the appropriation is to be made to each State 


Ido 


not believe as a matter of fact that if that condition is strictly adhered 
to and enforced upon the bill 5 cents of these $100,000,000 will reach 
the real object for which the bill was designed, and that was to assist 
those whose illiteracy forms not only the greatest injury to themselves 
but the insecurity to the Commonwealth where they live and to the 
That is my criticism upon this amendment, and it is 
the trouble which comes from using the resources of a power that should 
always act on a uniform system and adapting it to another system in- 
dividual in its nature and with the different features that thirty-eight 
different jurisdictions naturally would impress upon their independent 


entire country. 


systems. 


I have stated before and I hope that my objections were compre- 
hended and the spirit of them as to this assumption—— 


The PRESII 


ENT pro tempore. 


It is the duty of the Chair to an- 


nounce to the Senator from Delaware that his time has expired 


Mr. FRYE. 


Mr. President— 


O wad some power the giftie gie us 
To see oursels as others see us! 


The Senator from Delaware expressed great pain and regret that any 
politics whatever should be brought into the discussion of this ques- 
tion, and yet I sat here at least fifteen minutesa few days ago and heard 
criticism, aspersion, practical insult, boiled down in words that blis- 
sentative government that in the hands of one officer appointed by the | tered, against the Republican party for every measure of reconstruction 
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Senator from North Carolina repeated it, and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky added insult after insult to the Republican party forevery meas- 

F ure of reconstruction. We have been taunted here day in and day out 
with having pillaged the South, with having plundered the South, 
with having treated her with every injustice, and almost every inde- 
cency; and yet, forsooth, if one single word is said on this side about 
the duty of the Government of the United States to follow an appro- 
priation of a million of dollars into one of these States, then it is a 
matter of profound regret to the Senator from Delaware and to other 
senators. 

Mr. President, I have taken no part in this discussion. I have taken 
no part in it because I knew that my feelings were getting into that 
condition that I would not throw fire-brands into the discussion of a 
question of this kind; but how long, oh, Lord ! how long, are we to be 
compelled to sit here and submit to these aspersions? 

Mr. President, I will not now enter into this discussion except to 
enter my solemn protest, with all the solemnity of the Senator from 
Delaware, against any political question being brought into the discus- 
sion of this great humanitarian question. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Indiana a question. I do not see anything so serious in this amend- 
ment of his. The amendment is only a recital of an act which is cus- 






























































formed, and the information which he is required to certify I do not re- 
gard as very important to the exercise of the power of the Secretary of 
the Interior. I wish to ask what necessity is it that there should bea 


Mr. HARRISON. I answer the Senator simply that we may see 


until we see what sources this comes from, whether it is a temporary 
donation of some one for a year, or whether it isa permanent fund with 
interest on it, or whether it is an assessment for the current year. 

Mr. CALL. Well, I have no serious objection to.it. 

Now another point. The proviso is the important portion of the 
proposition, to which I see no particular objection. It provides that— 

No money shall be paid out under this act to any State or Territory that has 


not provided by law a system of free common schools for all of its children of 
school ¢ 


school revenues 


Why shall not the distribution of money answer all the purposes ? 
Of what consequence is it where the money is raised from ? 

Mr. HARRISON 
to meet the very case which has been suggested to be an existing case 
in some of the States, that the taxes were specially and distinctly levied 
upon colored people and upon white people; and the idea was that there 
should be a common and uniform assessment upon everybody, and then 
a common and uniform disbursement. That was all. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator that the word ‘‘ distribution ’”’ 


raising of revenue in the State of Maryland is only to the advantage of 
the colored people, for it gives them all the money they raise from 
themselves, and then if you distribute equally the whole school fund 
they are only that much better off. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is mistaken as to the condi- 


what they pay themselves. That is not an equal distribution. 

Mr. CALL. My suggestion is to leave in this bill the word “ dis- 
tribute,’’ and then of course they will have to have an equal amount 
of the whole revenue distributed to them, and it does not matter where 
it is raised from. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], who is 
temporarily absent. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] upon all amendments. Not 
knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote on all. 

Mr. HAMPTON (whenhis name was called). I voted on one amend- 
ment just now, as I was told the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
THONY] would vote in the same way. I do notsee his colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] here, and I can not vote on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), when his 
name was called. The present occupant of the chair would state that 


temporarily absent. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were here, I 
should vote *‘ nay.”’ 


Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] 
The roll-call was concluded. 


from the first to the very last, from the Senator from Delaware, and the 


tomarily performed by the governor of a State, and very properly per- | 


report of the sources of revenue from which the State funds are raised ? | 


how much has been raised by taxation. The State is not to have more | 


wre, without distinction of color, either in the raising or distributing of | 


I would say to the Senator that that was intended | 


would accomplish that, and at the same time the inequality in the 


tion of things in Maryland. They get one-fifth of $500,000 and then | 


he is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr], who is 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 





Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. If they were here, 
the Senator from Indiana would vote ‘‘ nay’’ and the Senator from 
Missouri would vote ‘* yea.’’ My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. My colleague would 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and the Senator from Oregon would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLUMB. My colleague [ Mr. INGALLS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I learn that there is a pair between the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] and the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS]. Therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. GROOME. lLannounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. GORMAN } 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am informed that the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] would vote in the negative on this amendment. 
So I vote ** nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Bayard, Coke, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Butler, Groome, Maxey, Saulsbury. 
NAYS—33. 
Blair, Garland, Logan, Pugh, 
Brown, George, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Call, Harrison, Mandersc n, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Conger. Hill, Miller of N. Y., Williams, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson. 
| Dolph, Jackson, Pike, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Frye, Kenna, Plumb, 


ABSENT—35. 


Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Allison, Fair, Lamar, Sewell, 
Anthony, Farley, Lapham, Slater, 

| Beck, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Walker. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Ransom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has been suggested to me with a view of per- 
fecting the amendment that there should be put in line 24 ofsection 3, 
after the word ‘‘the’’ and before the word ‘‘schools,’’ the word ‘‘ com- 
mon,’’ so as to read, ‘‘to the use of the common schools.’’ And then 
in the following line, after the word ‘“‘colored,’’ the word ‘‘common’’ 
should be inserted; so as to read: 

The number of white and the number of colored common schools. 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana to de- 
| fine for us what a common school is. The schools in Alabama are called 
public schools, and they are graded; graded infourdegrees. The higher 
schools in Alabama of the public system teach a very extensive aca- 
demic course. I do not know whether they are common schools, or 
| whether they are public schools, or whether they are academies. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would say to the Senator that this term is one 
of universal use, at least so far as my observation goes, and applies to 
| such schools of the lower order, not including universities and colleges, 
as are maintained by the State out of its revenues for the free use of its 
children—a common-school system. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would say to the Senator that in the Seuthern 
States I think chiefly they are called public schools and not common 
schools. Almost all of them are graded schools and reach very far 
above anything indicated in this bill as being the general-welfare stand- 
ard of education or the degree of the general-welfare standard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to agreeing to the 
verbal amendments proposed by the Senator from Indiana? The Chair 
hears none, and they will be inserted. The question cecurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana as amended. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the yeas and nays have already been ordered on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this amendment I 
am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). On this amendment I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE]. I would vote ‘“‘nay’’ 
if he were here and he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]}. 
If he were here, I should vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). On this amendment I 
am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. If he 
were here, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ aiid I should vote “ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

















* 


nelle 








1884. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








Mr. GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. I also announce the pair between 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Indiana 
[ Mr. VOORHEES]. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to announce that the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], who is opposed to this bill, is paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], who is in favor of the 
bill. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. Harris]. The Chair would an- 
nounce that the present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLQuITT], who, if here, would vote for this 
amendment, while the Chair would vote against it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I announce my pair with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Blair, Frye, Jackson, Pike, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Logan, Platt, 
Conger, George, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Cullom, Harrison, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Dolph, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson. 
NAYS—15. 
Bayard, Camden, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Coke, Kenna, Vance 
Butler, Farley, Maxey, Williams 


Call, Groome, Ransom, 


ABSENT—33. 


Aldrich, Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
Allison, Gorman, McPherson, Slater, 
Anthony, Hale, Mahone, Van Wyck 
Beck, Hampton, Mitchell, Vest 
Bowen, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Walker 


Cockrell, Jones of Florida, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, 
Fair, Lamar, 


Pendleton, 
Plumb, 
Sabin, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire now to submit the amendment which is 
in the hands of the Secretary, to strike out section 4 and insert—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will be reported. 

The CHLEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of section 4 and 
insert in lieu thereof : 

Phat the amount so apportioned to each State and Territory shall be drawn 
from the Treasury by warrant of the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the 
monthly estimates and requisitions of the Secretary of the Interior as the sam 
may be needed, and shall be paid over to such officer as shall be authorized 
the laws of the respective Statesand Territories to receive the same 

Mr. RANSOM. Perhaps my apprehension about it is entirely un- 
necessary, but I would suggest to the Senator from Indiana that as I read 
this clause it means such officer as isauthorized by the laws of the State 
to receive this money. That being the case, none of this money would 
be received by the States until a law of that character had been passed. 
Would it not be as well to say here ‘‘to the officer authorized by th 
laws of the respective States and Territories to receive the common- 
school funds of the State ?’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator from North Cayolina 
that in considering the section as it stood it seemed to me that the matter 
was left in this situation: that this money would be paid over to an 
officer not authorized by law to receive it, who would not be held upon 
his official bond for it, and therefore that it was necessary to use the 
language which I have used in this amendment that it shall be paid to 
some officer authorized to receive it. 

It may be that under some general statutes of the State the treasurer 
would be authorized to receive it; it may be that in some States he 
would not; but I would not meet that latter difficulty as the Senator 
from North Carolina would by turning it over to an officer who would 
not be held for it on his official bond, but I would wait until the State 
had provided by law who should receive it, because it would be a very 
Joose method of distribution to turn this money over to officers who 
were not authorized by law to receive it and who were not held on 
their bonds for it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will interrupt the Senator so that I may have a 
chance to say aword. I do not know that the Senator could have given 
a better illustration of the confidence which he really has in the States 
in reference to this matter than to suggest that they would not have it 
turned over to officers without bond. I do not suppose they would. 
The Senator’s amendment provides for no such thing, and I am glad 
that the Senator in that respect is disposed to trust the States. I think 
there can be no doubt that whatever officers are intrusted with educa- 
tional funds in the States have to give bonds. I can not speak know- 
ingly of all the States, but I know it is so in my State. I simply want 
that this fund shall be available at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want the same thing, but I want to avoid the 
anomaly of paying over such a large sum of money to men who have 
no authority by law to receive it. ‘Therefore this language, I think all 
will agree, is essential. : 


py 


| out all of section 5 atter the word ** laws.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amet 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I now make a motion, the reason for which I stated 
before, and which I thought was included in the amendment which I 
moved. I was misled by the printing of the bill. 


ran + 
MUNeDy 


1 move to strike 
That strikes out the latter 
part of that section about different races which has been already adopted 
in a little different phraseology in the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana, and it is not necessary to repeat it. The first part of the lan 
guage proposed to be stricken out, from line 6 to line 10, makes it im 
perative upon the States to instruct females in branches of technical o1 
industrial education suitable to their sex and to give instructions in 
the industrial arts. The States are at liberty under the general bil 
under a later section, to do that if they please, and this strikes out the 
obligation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Massachusetts will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 5, after the word ‘‘laws,”’ in line 6, it 
is proposed to strike out the residue of the section as follows: 


The amendment of the Senator from 


And shall include, whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry, 
and the instruction of females in such branches of technical or industrial edu- 
cation as are suited to their sex, which instruction shall be free to all, without 
distinction of race, color, nativity, or condition in life: Provided, That nothing 
herein shall deprive children of different races, living in the same community 
but attending separate schools, from receiving the benefits of this act the same 
as though the attendance therein were without distinction of race 


Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senate will not strike out the portion of 
the fifth section which is proposed to be stricken out by the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. This bill is really intended to make 
provision for the education of the colored race. There is some varnish 
with respect to the education of poor white people, but the real pur- 
pose of it is to educate the negrorace. Now, there is nothing that the 
young negroes of this country need to be taught so much as industrial 
and technical education of certain descriptions. 


1 


Chey are not caleu- 
lated to become scholars: their condition in life does not warrant it 
They are compelled in order to sustain themselves, particularly in the 
cotton and sugar growing regions of the South, to labor a long time 
during each year in company with their parents for their common main- 
tenance and support. 

We can not afford in the South to pay negroes wages in raising cotton 
that the world will buy it from us to be compared with those of opera 


tives in Northern factories and in Northern industries as they are called 
The result is thatany man, whether white or back, is compelled to work 
i very large portion of the year if he raises cotton and the grains and 


ain him while he is at work. You may 
through the State of Alabama—and that is about as good a State as 
there is in the South, about as prosperous as any 


ther food necessary to sust 





und you will tind 
from this time of the year on to the end of the year white men with 
their wives and daughters and sons in the cotton-fields at work making 
the crops. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator’if the schools in Alabama are 
stopped now ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No: the work is light, but it requires the large 
portion of the year. The fact is itis a sort of motto among the farmers 
of the South that it takes thirteen months a year to make a crop of 
cotton and get it tomarket. Soour people are occupied a great portion 
of the time in the labor necessary for their support, both black and 
white. We can not hope, under the present condition, that these people 
in the South will become learned and lettered people. They ought to 
have, of course, the elements of a good English education, as is sug- 
gested in this bill; but the most important thing that we can do at all 
for the young negro race in the South is to teach them those industries 
in the schools which are useful and honorable to themselves and their 
families, and a considerable portion of the time they are occupied in 
schools ought to be devoted really to that. 

There is not in the whole South, so far as I know, a technical school. 
There is some technical education in the normal schools of the State, 
but very little. That man who is a real philanthropist, or a negropho- 
list, or whatever he may call himself, a friend of the negro family in 
this country, who desires to benefit that race, will educate them in the 
industries, tostart them to work upona basis which will after a while lead 
them to become operatives in manufactories, &c. As it is now, they 
are learning almost nothing of that kind, and I think we ought to make 
it compulsory upon the States having charge of the education of the 
negroes to use the money in this way, for if we do not start the system 
in this act it is not likely that it will take shape hereafter. 

We ought to compel those who have the control of this fund to apply 
it to the industrial education of the boys and the girls in the South. 

It is more particularly valuable, I believe, fo the women than it is to 
the men, because they are confined necessarily to a larger degree of in- 
door labor, and there are many very useful arts which can be taught in 
the school or where the rudiments can be taught upon which they can 
go on and build an education which wiil compensate them more for 
the time they may spend in the school-house than anything else the) 
could possibly acquire. I hope the Senate will not strike out the prop 
osition. 


’ 
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Mr. HOAR. I ask consent to say one word, as I did not occupy my 
five minutes before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Massachusetts proceeding again? [‘‘ None.’’] 

Mr. HOAR. If what the Senator from Alabama says is true, that 
























lutionize at ouce its educational system. It will require them to dis- 
charge the teachers they have now and to get new teachers who are 
required to teach industrial arts where they are not taught. If the 
amendment prevails the Southern States will as fast as in their discre- 
tion they think best introduce these industrial branches. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say to him 
that we have no such system of education in the South and the public at- 
tention has not been drawn toit. My point is tocompel attention to it, 
to compel the starting of this system of education. 

Mr. HOAR. They will not get anything until they change, if the 
amendment is not made 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. 


strike out section 7. 











































































































Now, Mr. President, my next amendment is to 
That section relates to the District of Columbia, 
and the motion goes upon the idea that whatever educational interests 
we have in the District of Columbia we provide for in the appropriation 
bill tor the District. As that is exclusively under the jurisdiction of 
Congress, we do not need to embrace it in the provisions of this bill, 
which relates to States and Territories. 

Mr. MORGAN. I looked at that proposition of the Senator from In- 
diana with a good deal of attention, and I could not understand why 
he wanted to get out the District of Columbia from this bill. I took 



















































































































and therefore it was not worth the while of the Republican caucus to 
educate the negroes of this District. ; 

Mr. HARRISON. I assure the Senator that was not the reason, but 
it was because we expect in the appropriation bill for the District of 
Columbia, which my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will presently 
report, to make liberal provision for schools here in the District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana to strike out the seventh section of the 
bill, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to the privileges of a 
Territory under the provisions of this act, but its existing laws and school 
authorities shall not be affected by the operation of this act. The school board 


of the District of Columbia shall be charged with the duty of superintending 
the distribution of jts allotment, and shall make full report to the Secretary of 


the Interior 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, in section 8 I move to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘ provided ’’ and insert the following: 

That no greater part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid 
out to any State or Territory in any one year than the sum expended out of its 


own revenues in the preceding year for the maintenance of common schools, not 
including the sums expended in the erection of school buildings. 


I ask to modify that amendment. It has been suggested to me by 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and others that perhaps 
the expression ‘‘out of its own revenues’’ might limit the sum used 
by the State to the general taxes of the State and might not include 
those local assessments for taxation which are authorized by law. I 
therefore ask to insert after the word ‘‘ revenues’’ the words ‘‘or out 
of the money raised under its authority.”’ 

I think it is fair that where taxes are raised in a municipality or in 
a county and used for that purpose the money so raised should be 
counted in measuring the amount. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


largely, and the proceeds of the sales are held in the treasury of the 
State, and have been since they were disposed of, and we pay 8 percent. 
interest per annum on these proceeds, each township receiving interest 
upon the amount of money for which its section was sold. 
fund raised out of the revenues of the State ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I should think undoubtedly it was. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
any lawyer would so construe it if he had a lawsuit depending uponit. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
its own revenues,’’ 
the State. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
part of the trust fund the State has to pay interest upon. 


a fund in the treasury now. 


this amendment. 
crease them by about $400,000 a year. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


If what the Senator from Alabama says is true—— | 


these arts are not now taught in any common school in the South, the | 
bill without my amendment will require every Southern State to revo- | 


it for granted it was because the negroes here were not entitled to vote | 


In Alabama—lI can not speak for the other Southern 
States—we have sold public lands donated to us, the sixteenth section 


Is that a 


The bill does not so express it, andI do not think 


It does not say ‘‘raised by taxation ’’ but ‘‘out of | 
and that is undoubtedly a part of the revenue of 


No, sir; it is not a part of the revenue at al’; it is | 
The State | 
has always paid the money and paid the interest upon it. It is held as 
It is held there on the faith and credit of 
the State, and the constitution provides that the interest shall be paid | 
upon it. All that fund, asa matter of course, will go for nothing under | New Hampshire? 
We should have to amend our tax laws so as to in- 
We tax our people now $1,500, - 
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000 a year. Of that we expend $1,150,000, or about that, in govern- 
mental purposes, and the balance is applied tothe schoolfund. About 
one-third of our taxes go to the school fund, of the actual taxation an- 
nually. If we are required to tax our people two millions of money, 
say so. We shall never get the people of Alabama to consent toa 
heavy tax amounting to two millions of money a year. We can not 
bear it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me the Senator from Alabama is wrong in 
this matter. Whatever they do levy, as I understand the amendment, 
the United States authorities give them an equivalentamount. What- 
ever the State of Alabama does provide out of her own revenues under 
the authority of her own law, the National Government adds an equal 
amount. Consequently the State of Alabama is not required to increase 
its levy. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is a provision that requires so many millions 
of dollars a year to be paid out, a specific sum, so many millions a yea 
to be paid out each year successively, and the quota of Alabama is 

| based upon her illiterate population. She is entitled to that quota, 

but in order to get that quota she must increase her taxation in the 
State perhaps quite double what it is now. We are bearing all the 
burden of taxation there that we can bear really. 

Mr. BLAIR. The State of Alabama will draw her full quota under 
the $15,000,000 clause even now, or at least over half of it, and with 
the $7,000,000 appropriated in the bill as amended she will get her full 
share upon the basis of illiteracy. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course she will get it, but she will have to double 
her State tax in order to get it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all. She will not have to increase her taxation 
atall. She is now raising an amount as large as she will receive under 
the provisions of the bill as amended—her proportion of $7,000,000, the 
whole amount the first year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Ala- 
| bama has expired. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
| from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer some amendments. They all goto 
the same point. The object is to require the States for the first four 

| years not to raise more than one-third of the amount they shall receive 

| from the Treasury and for the last four years that they shall raise an 

| amount equal to the amount they receive from the Treasury. That 

| was the way the committee originally reported the bill, and I think that 
is the fair way to do it. 

Many of the States, as has been shown already in this debate, have 
taxed themselves to almost the full limit of the power of taxation. It 

| does seem to me that in this act of donation and beneficence to the 
States there ought not to be imposed a condition which would operate so 
onerously to some of them as this condition will. 

I therefore, for the purpose of carrying out that idea, move that after 
the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 14 of section 8, the words ‘“‘ for the first four 
years’’ be inserted; that in line 16, after the word ‘‘than,’’ the words 
‘**one-third’’ be inserted; and that there be added to the end of the 
section the following words: 


And the last four years no greater sum shall be paid to any State or Territory 
in any one year than the sum expended out of its own revenues and money 
raised under its authority for the preceding year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first state the modi- 
fication made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] in line 
17 of section 8, inserting after the word ‘‘ revenues’’ the words “‘ or 
out of moneys raised under its authority.’’ That modification the 
Senator from Indiana has made. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] now moves first to amend in line 14, after the word ‘‘ that,”’ 
by inserting ‘‘ for the first four years.”’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Ofcourse the amendment as it is put now must 
be considered as a part of that which is to follow; it means nothing of 
itself, and the proposition of the Senator from Mississippi is that the 
United States Government shall pay three times as much as the State 
raises, for the first four years. I hope the Senate will not adopt that 
amendment. In the first place, under the appropriations as they are 
provided for now in the bill, I take it there would not be enough money, 

| nor anything like enough money, to pay to the different States three 
| times as much as they raise now. 


bill, but the original bill appropriated $105,000,000, and now that this 
is reduced to $77,000,000 and the $15,000,000 to be appropriated the 
first year is reduced to $7,000,000 under the amendment of the Senator 
| from Massachusetts, the suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi does 
| not apply; it would be inharmonious with the bill. 
I have not time now to examine the tables of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], but I think he will bear me out in saying that 
| the present appropriatian would not at all suffice to pay three times as 


| much to the States as they expend out of their own revenues. 
Mr. BLAIR. No, it would not. I know there is no State that would 
| be obliged to increase its present taxation in order to receive the full 
amount that it can receive under the bill as amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the statement made by the Senator from 


Mr. BLAIR. I knowof no State, unless it he Louisiana possibly, and 
I am sure there is no State that will be obliged to increase its present 


That provision was in the original’ 
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taxation in order to receive the full amount that it can draw under the | 


bill as amended for the first year. 

Mr. GEORGE. For the first four years? 

Mr. BLAIR. The third yearit would getashare of the $15,000,000; 
but there is no State, on the other hand, as far as I know, and there 


increasing their own taxation for school purposes, their own school 
revenues, and I have no idea but what in three years from this time 
the State of Mississippi will be raising that amount of school money 


from her own revenues which will enable her to draw the full amount | 


that she can get under the $15,000,000 clause which applies the third 
year. 
” | do not think that this is a practical matter of discussion myself as 
the bill has been amended. I think the amendment is well enough 
and does not interfere with the status of any State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEorGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
desire to move his second amendment? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; not now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator in charge of this 
bill what has become of the definition of common schools, or is it 
stricken out? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is in an amendment already adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. I find that in section 4, on page 4, these words: ‘*‘ The 
term ‘school district’ as used in this section shall include cities, towns, 
parishes, or sueh other corporations as by law are clothed with the 
power of maintaining common schools,’’ seem tq be stricken out. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘All corporations clothed by law with the power of 
maintaining common schools’’ is in language taken from the section 
stricken out. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isthere no definition in the bill now of what a com- 
mon school is? 

Mr. BLAIR. As amended there is. The definition to be found in 
section 4, which is stricken out, is adopted at the close of section 11, on 
page 8: 

The term ‘school district”’ shall include all cities, towns, parishes, and all 
corporations clothed by law with the power of maintaining common schools. 

Mr. MORGAN. The same language? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the provision prepared by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi; the same thing. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | 


proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, in section 10, line 2, I move 
to strike out the words, ‘‘or the District of Columbia,’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 10. That no partof the educational fund allotted to any State or Territory 


shall be used for the erection of school-houses or school-buildings of any de- 
scription, nor for rent of the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, in section 12, line 3, I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 12. That any State in which the number of persons ten years of age and 
upward who can not write is not over 8 per cent. of the whole population 
thereof shall have the right to receive its allotment and to apply the same for 
the promotion of common-school and industrial education, or the education of 
teachers therein, in such way as the Legislature of such State shall provide. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend that by substituting ‘‘twenty- 
five’’ for ‘‘eight.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to the amendment of the 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ]. 


Mr. MORGAN. Some of the older States of this Union, enjoying 


advantages from the General Government in the way of tariff protec- 
tion and otherwise, and enjoying a long run of commercial prosperity 


and freedom from the hardships and struggles of the wasting part of the 
war, have been enabled to furnish their people a school fund, so that 
they have reduced the illiteracy to 5 percent. or below. I believe that 


is shown by the tables put into the Senate early in the discussion. 


I object that it is wrong that the States which have had these advan- | 
tages for so long a time and have not been compelled to endure the suf- 
ferings and hardships of other States should be permitted to have the 
entire control of this fund that we vote to them ‘‘in such way as the | 

egislat It is an unjust and unfair | 
discrimination, and it is an unconstitutional discrimination if there is | 
any Constitution left at all, to pretend to make an appropriation of 
money for a general purpose and to give to any one State who may be 


Legislatures of said States shall provide.”’ 


concerned in the benefits of that appropriation advantages over the rest. 


There is no reason that can be stated in philosophy, none in respect of 
the spirit at least of the Constitution, why the State of Massachusetts 
should have the unlimited right to dispose of this money in the way | 
that her Legislature shall provide, and that the State of Alabama should 
be restrained to dispose of it in such way as may be provided in this 
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bill by an act of Congress. That is an unjust discrimination against 


| the States, and there is no sound reason for it. 


The Senators from Massachusetts can look on with perfect composure 
at any dealing that the Congress of the United States may hereafter take 


| with respect to this fund so far as it concerns the State of Alabama, 


can not be more than one or two certainly, which are not every year | saying to themselves, as they lock themselves up in the security which 


is provided in this bill, ‘‘ What care we whether we hold it or not? 
Our sympathies, our benevolence, our goodness, our Christian virtues 
may induce us to allow you to have this fund, to even vote it, but 
under what compulsion are we, what community of interest is there 


| between Alabama and Massachusetts after you have enacted this law 


in respect to the payment of this fund into the hands of the State for 
the education of the people there?’’ 

Mr. HOAR. You are not going to give us sufficient to make it a 
cherry worth distributing. That is the answer to all that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator from Massachusetts need not take 
his cherry. If it requires two bites to take it, let him not make any 
bite at it at all. I donotcare whether the sum given to Massachusetts 
isa small one or alargeone. She has had under this Government more 
support than any other part of this continent. She carries less abroad 
in the way of exports that other people purchase than any other State 
that I can recall now. She makes neither corn nor cotton nor wheat 
nor oats, nor does she make cattle or hogs for exportation. She fur 
nishes but little to the external commerce of this world. 

I observe that the Senator from Connecticut wants to raise it to 9 
per cent. in order to get his State also within this boundary where no 
body can interfere and nobody can touch it, and where they can look 
on quietly at the struggles that other men in other portions of the coun- 
| try have to make for the purpose of getting their allowance of their 





| conduct and control of their own affairs. Let it not be pretended by 
| the friends of this bill on the other side of the Chamber that they are 
doing justice according to the law and the Constitution by this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama is entirely 
mistaken as to the scope of the amendment which I propose to offer. 
The amendment which I propose to offer is to strike out this section 
entirely, and then to provide that no State whose illiteracy is in excess ot 
| 9 per cent. shall receive any portion of this money for any purpose 
| whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I did misunderstand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Igo not see the necessity of this section at all 
except to make a difference between the States of this Union. Why 
shall this section be put here allowing the States that have not an il- 
literacy beyond 8 per cent. to use their portion in the establishment of 
normal and technical schools? Let them take it as we do, as pait of 
their common-school fund, then if they choose to appropriate a certain 
portion of their own taxation to these technical and normal schools 
let the thing be uniform throughout the whole country, and not 
| make this invidious distinction in the most important measure that 
has been before Congress during this session. It strikes me as making 
a distinction between the States where illiteracy is greater than % per 
cent. and States where it is less. It allows those where illiteracy 
| jess to appropriate their portion to a totally different purpose, and 1 
quires those whose illiteracy is greater than 8 per cent. to appropriate 
the whole of theirs to common-school education. Let all the States 
| have it for school purposes, and if they have more than they want let 
them take out from their own State tax a portion and appropriate it to 
technical and normal schools or whatever they choose in furtherance 
of the general purpose of education. 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems a little difficult to get on with those who pre- 
vent the reception of anything because they already know enough, so 
that they do not want it, as is the case with some of the States, as has 
been urged here upon the floor as a reason for striking out the Northern 
| States, when on the other hand the remaining States that would then 
| be benefited object to being legislated into the records of the country, 
| as they express it, as pauper States. 

Now, there ought to be satisfaction under the bill in one form or 
another from the same class of objectors. After it is modified to suit 
them when they make one objection, they ought to be satisfied with it 

Having said thus much, I wish to state precisely the reason for this 
section. The bill provides that not exceeding 10 per cent. may be ex- 
pended for the education of teachers. Teachers are indispensable to 
schools. The States most needing this money are without teachers 
as well as without school-houses, and without the necessary means of 
giving instruction. On the other hand, the wealthier States, the older 
States, so far as the common school as an institution is concerned, are 
getting but a very small amount under this distribution, a distribution 
which being based upon illiteracy carries something of course to every 
State in the country, because there is more or less illiteracy every where; 
but the Northern States are not receiving enough under this bill, so that 
if it is distributed broadcast to every child within their borders of school 
age, as is the requirement in this bill, that child will not get enough 
to pay for handling the money. 

In my own State a child might get 20 or 25 cents. It is not worth 
while to make a State distribution, for we have no State distribution 
in New Hampshire, and many other States raise their money in small 
local communities. We have no State fund in New Hampshire of any 
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and therefore in order to make the small sum that is com- 


ing to a State like New Hampshire (there will be perhaps $25,000) of 


] 1 


any real advantage, being in the State treasury, it seems very proper | 
that the State, while it has the right to distribute it just as any other 
State if it sees fit to the scholars per capita, nevertheless should possess 
the ght under the bill to appropriate 10 per cent. of what it does re- 
‘ e¢ to normal schools and the training of teachers, and it should also 
h e tl right to ippropriat the whole to that purpose if it sees fit. 
Chis section requires that whatever they do receive shall be applied 
to the same general purpose which the other States receiving a larger 
int are required to apply their funds to, but in order that the fund 
I be of any use at all some provision of th s description seems to be 
as to its being wanté dinthe Northern States there is no doubt 
1 every Statesomething isneeded. Certainly I know many States 
V additional facilities in the education of the teachers is necessary. 
It isso in my own State, ar this little sum of $25,000 would be a 
very substantial benefit in New Hampshire for that purpose, and so in 
many other States And therefore I hope the Senate will be willing 
to let this section stand as it is I am opposed to any amendment like 
that suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I think 
we should all stand on the same basis and receive in proportion to 


our actual needs; and if there is less need, that is, less illiteracy, in one 
State, she should receive less in proportion to her population, and that 


is no invidious distinction. That is the one we adopt; but the striking 
out of certain States is an invidious distinction, and for States that are 
receiving a larger amount to raise an objection here that seriously 
affects the little my State is to receive I think is hardly the thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from New 


Hampshire ha 
Mr. LOGAN 


xpired 
Mr. President, I am opposed to the proposition of the 


Senator from Connecticut. and at the same time I am in favor of strik- 
ing out this section. 

Mr. MORGAN If the Senator from Illinois will allow meI will 
withdraw my amendment and give way to his motion. I withdraw my 


amendment, Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 


Alabama is withdrawn. 


The amendment of the Senator from 
The question recurs on the amendment pro- 


posed by the Senator from Indiana to strike out “‘five’’ and insert 
‘‘eight’’ in section 12, line 3 
Mr. LOGAN. This bill goes upon the theory that those who are 


denominated and known as illiterates in this country shall receive an 
equal benefit from the donation from the National Government. The 
bill is understood to be one ** tosecure the benefits of common-school edu- 
cation to all the childrenof the school age * * * livingin the United 
States.’’ Thatis the language of the bill. If that be, so let the money 


be distributed according to that theory; and if the bill provides that | 


the money shall be used for a common-school system and none other 
ne State, let the same rule and principle apply to other States. 
There are persons who are illiterate in all the States. If we aid them 
upon that ground we may as well aid them in one place as in another. 
Because the States are able to educate their own children, because they 
are willing to do it, is noreason why you should provide that they shall 
have no portion of this fand if they are willing to accept it, because it 
should apply to one child as well as another, whether it resides North, 
East, or West, if entitled to the benefit. 

(nother reason I oppose it is this: We have had a line drawn be- 
tween the North and South long enough, and I will not support any 
character of legislation which is denominated general legislation in this 
Congress or any other that makes a distinction between the States of 
this Union. One of the great troubles we have had in this country 
has been the different theories of the different portions of the country. 


in « 


South 


I mention it not in any spirit of feeling or animosity toward any sec- | 


tion of thecountry. Weshould wipe out everything that would show 
a distinction of any character whatever where we can avoid it. 

Now, why appropriate the money for normal schools in the North 
and for common schools in the South, I askany one? Why doit? If 
a State in the North is capable and competent to support the common 
schools, it is competent tosupport the normal schools. ‘Then upon the 
ground of their ability and capacity to support their own schools they 
can support one class of schools as well as the other class of schools. 

Let us make no distinction in the bill in reference to States and Ter- 
ritories, but apply it alike to all persons who are entitled to receive 
the benefits of this donation, no matter where they may be. I do not 


believe that one dollar of this money should be used for normal schools | LOGAN] objects, is simply this, that there are some States whose per- 


or for institutions of any character save the common schools of our 
country. It is there that the poor children and the illiterates of this 
country are to obtain the education they will obtain. Those who are 
not capable and have not the means to educate themselves elsewhere, 





| the ground on which the bill is put. 


shall be for the benefit of the common-school system of the country 
wherever it is necessary, and for nothing else. 5 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois 
should recall the Senate from its wanderings to the consideration of th: 
objects and purposes of the bill. The bill is introduced and supported 
upon one theory only, and that is that in sixteen States of the Union 
there is greater illiteracy by reason of the fact that the colored race is 
there. It has been stated from the commencement of this discussion 
to the present time that that was the reason why the General Govern 
ment has been called upon to aid in this education. 

I undertake to say if it were not for the fact that it is believed ther 
is an obligation upon this Government to educate the colored children 
of this country, nobody would have introduced such a bill as this here, 
and no such bill would have been reported. Go tothe country on th: 
proposition that this bill is for any other purpose except for the educa- 
tion of the colored children of the country, and it would have no sup- 
port whatever. There is no warrant for it in the Constitution; there is 
no warrant for it in the history of this Government. AI] its advocates 
put it upon that ground, and why not let us be honest and apply it for 
that purpose? If the bill were to educate children in the Northern 
States, there is not a Senator here who would vote for it. If the bil! 
were to educate colored children in any State where the illiteracy was 
so great for that reason that the General Government ought to step in 
all Senators would vote for it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to one fact 
Without naming the Territories, if he will examine the statistics he 
will find that two or three of the Territories are in as much need of aid 
and support for the benefit of a common-school system for the educa- 
tion of children there as exists in any of the Southern States. 

Mr. PLATT. The Territories generally are making every exertion 
to provide funds for educational purposes, and some of the Territories 
have a larger fund in proportion to population for the education of their 
children thanalmost any of the States. 

From the start of this discussion I have had great difficulty in voting 
for the bill. I sympathize with the object of it; I want to vote money 
to educate the ignorant colored children of this country, and that is 
That is what the country un- 
derstands we are trying to legislate here for; but I have great trouble 


| about voting for a bill not one-third of the money appropriated by 


which will ever reach the colored children of this country. I do not 
believe the people of this country desire the Government to go into 
the education of children in the States where education is fairly pro- 
vided, and where the States are able and willing to provide that edu- 


| cation, and where the percentage of illiteracy is very small indeed. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not think my friend from Connecticut states the 


| theory of the bill or the evil which the bill is intended to remedy 


quite correctly. It is true that the occasion for entering upon this field 
of legislation was the fact that by reason of the enfranchisement of the 
colored race a large portion of the illiteracy of the country was added 
to its citizenship; and if that had not happened undoubtedly no bill of 
this character would have been introduced. But it is not true that any- 
body expected to confine the benefits of the bill to the colored children 
of the country. It isnot true that the evil which it is intended to reach 
and remedy exists exclusively in the colored race. There is, asthe sta- 
tistics which have been read show, a large mass of white illiteracy, I 
think in one State amounting to 33 per cent. of its whites above the age 
of ten years who are unable to write. 

It will be remembered that the statistics of illiteracy which are exhib- 
ited by the census-taker fall very far short of the actual truth. Every 
man who can barely write his name reports himself tg the census-taker 
as a person able to write. It is said by one of the very highest authori- 


| ties in educational statistics that there ought to be added at least 33 


acquire the education that may be obtained in common schools, which | 


is sufficient for them in almost any kind of business into which they 
may enter. : i 
of that class, and not for the benefit of any other class. 

It being the intention of the bill when first introduced and the in- 
tention as expressed by all the promoters of the bill at the time, let 
the principle exist and remain in it that we first started with, that it 


computed it correctly, about $100,000 only. 
Let the money be used for that purpose, for the benefit 


per cent. to the number of persons reported as illiterates in ascertain- 
ing the number of people who have no education, who are illiterate for 
all practical purposes of receiving or imparting knowledge by reading 
or writing. 

It is not therefore true that we are looking out for the colored race 
alone. The colored people of course turn the scale and that makes 
this evil, which existed largely among the whites in some portions of 
the country, an evil of national proportion and demanding national 
correction. 

The theory of this section, to which the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 


centage of illiteracy is so small and the sum they are to receive is so 
small under the bill that it is not worth the costof introducing in those 


| States anew system of distribution and a new system of reporting for 


the money which they will get. 

I will take my own State of Massachusetts. We shall get, if I have 
We have about three 
hundred and forty towns, and among those towns are twenty-two large 
cities, and eight or ten more that will be cities within ten years prob- 
ably, and forty or fifty more towns of five, six, eight, or ten thousand 
inhabitants. Our school moneys are raised by the townships. The 


State has a school fund very small in proportion to what the towns 
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raise by taxation. The income of it is distributed on certain conditions 
and in ‘a certain manner; not the manner provided by this bill, though 


compel the State of New Hampshire—we having much less than the 
amount of illiteracy prescribed in the section, and having, as I said the 
other day, no illiteracy among our native children at all—it would bea 
great inconvenience and great cost for the little sum we are to get to 
make us go through this cumbrous and inconvenient mechanism. 

That is the whole of it. Itis not for the sake of making any dis- 
tinction in the principle between the States. 
It only says that where the percentage is so small that it is not worth 
while to have it distributed, where the States are performing the duty 
themselves so thoroughly, you may let them take this one sum and dis- 
distribute it by itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is not a discrimination against the States having a greater propor- 
tion of illiteracy ? 

Mr. HOAR. Those States give 10 per cent. of their own proportion 
to the same purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not that a discrimination against the States? 
That is to say, this section will permit one State to regulate the fund 
according as its Legislature may require, but those States that have 8 
per cent. of illiteracy must be governed by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOAR. Those States where there is a clear and palpable need 
of it for common schools shall have it go to the common schools, or, in 
other words, where it is worth the cost of the machinery the common 
schools Shall have it in that way; but there are some States where the 
amount is so small it is not worth while. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The time of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. The normal school isasystem of educating the teachers 
for the common schools—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have been having, asI understand, about 700, - 
000 of population drawn from foreign countries for several years past, 
perhaps for ten years past or more than that. Assuming that one- 
fourth of those are within the educational age, a very large proportion 
of them certainly can not speak the English language and they can not 
read the ordinary school-books in the English language. One of the 
purposes of the bill is to have the children educated in the common 
schools up to the proper educational standard in that language. If I 
am correct in my figures, we have 875;000 people in the United States 
now whocome from foreign countries, and must be within the school 
age, representing that to be from 5 to 21. 

I think under such circumstances the States of the North need not 
flatter themselves that they have not got something yet to do. 
about six weeks in Boston last year. It isa nice, beautiful city, witha 
splendid population, but I undertake to say that there is not a town in 
the United States that in the lower part of that city has a more rowdy, 
uneducated, boisterous, uncontrolled population than the city of Bos- 


The time of the Senator from Massa- 


ton. That is due very largely to the illiteracy of the people. They | 


are emigrants who have come in there; I must say they are very largely 


Irish people; but if there is a place in the world where a schoolmaster | 


is needed it is right in the city of Boston. If you can compel them te 
go to school there and to submit to discipline you will do more for Mas- 
sachusetts in that particular than you can do for almost any State that 
I know of; at least that part of it. The great body of the people of 


Massachusetts in the country are educated people; their children are | 


cared for; but this foreign flood of immigration that comes into the city 
of New York, the city of Boston, the city of Philadelphia, the city of 
Baltimore, must increase the rate of illiteracy very greatly as it is de- 
scribed in this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. 
doing that work so faithfully now and so efficient] y that while her pop- 
ulation has increased enormously within the last decade and the propor- 


tion of her foreigners has increased enormously, the percentage of her | 


illiteracy among her foreigners has largely diminished and is diminish- 
ing every year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt that it is. 

Mr. HOAR. We havein school in Massachusetts more children than 
the census gives us children of school age within that State. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt we have a great many more in Ala- 
bama in school than the census gives us of school age in that State. 
The census is not a reliable report upon any part of this subject in my 
judgment. 
in regard to any portion of the United States it is not reliable. 


The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] referred to the illiteracy of 


the Territories. How does that happen? It happens because this 
flood of immigrants pours to the Northwest. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; it is the Southwestern Territories, Arizona 
and New Mexico, that were referred to. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will be found by an examination of the table 
submitted to us that the Territory of Utah has a less proportion of illit- 
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eracy to-day than several of the older States of the Union. 
| not very celebrated for its good morals, but they have a very fine school 
equally to all the children of the State alike. Now, to compel us or to | 


Those States are named. | 


| 





Utah is 


system in Utah. I have been there; I have examined it. A very large 
proportion of the children of Utah are in school every day that they 


| can spare from work upon the farms of their fathers, and as to Sunday- 


schools, there never was such a country for Sunday-schools as Salt Lake 

City and the surrounding region. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 

bama has expired. 
Mr. HARRISON. 


The time of the Senator from Ala- 


Iam a littlesurprised at the sensitiveness to what 


| is supposed to be a discrimination against the Southern States in the sec- 


tion of the bill which we are now considering. The bill goes upon the 
idea that I suppose three-fourths of the total sum that is appropriated 
isto go to the South. It has been deliberately framed with that object 
inview. Instead of distributing this money upon the basis of popula- 
tion or the census of school children, it has been distributed upon the 
basis of an illiteracy that gives from two-thirds to three-fourths of it to 
the Southern States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator pardon me just there ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume the Senator refers to what I said about 
the discrimination against the States. If it be true that so much of 
this money is to go to the South, why not let it go there on the same 
terms that it goes to Indiana, for instance, or any other State in the 
Union? 

Mr. HARRISON. Simply because the condition of things in the 
South that makes it just for us to make this discrimination in its favor 
makes it improper that it should be used exclusively for high schools 
or the higher branches of education. 

Mr. BUTLER. But what right has the Senator to assume that it 
will be used exclusively for high schools in the South? That is what 
1 can not understand. 





I spent | 


The Senator will permit me to say that the State is | 


How it happens of course it is not for me to explain, but | 


Mr. HARRISON. I have no right to assume it; I do not assume it; 
but I propose in the bill that we shall direct its use to the eradication of 
the evil the existence of which we recognize and for the removal of 
which the bill is framed. As the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HOAR] has said, we have reserved to the Northern States so small an 
amount of this munificent appropriation that to distribute it all through 
} our common-school districts in the State is simply an inconvenience; in 
many of the States we had better be without it. Therefore, some days 
ago I proposed to offer an améndment which should confine the entire 
appropriation to States having over 10 per cent. of illiteracy. I would 
have been glad if the bill could have been put upon that basis; but if 
the amount of the appropriation is to be $77,000,000, as has been 
agreed, then I am not willing that it should be put upon that basis, for 
it is too large a sum. 

But are we giving any offense to our friends in the South when we 
say to them, ‘‘ Though we would have been entitled upon any basis of 
population to much the larger part of the fund, yet we have given away 
all but about a quarter of it to you, and now we simply ask that in the 
| use of that quarter in the Northern States we may not be compelled to 
distribute it among our school districts where it would simply disturb 
the machinery of our schools, but that our Legislatures may be allowed 
} to use it in the normal school or in the agricultural college or in some 
method that will make it really a benefit to us?’’ It must be ex- 
| pended for schools. Even where there is a higher rate of illiteracy we 
allow 10 per cent. to be used for the education of teachers. I think 
there can be no wiser use of a limited amount of this fund than to pre- 
pare in the different States people who will be competent to take charge 
of schools. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand, if the Senator will pardon ne, 
that there is not the same degree of accountability in those States 
which have less than 8 per cent. of illiteracy that there would be in a 
State having 8 per cent. or over? 

Mr. HARRISON. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘the same de- 
| gree of accountability ?”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I mean precisely what I say, that there is not the 
same degree of accountability. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is precisely the same degree of accounta- 
bility, only the discretion as to the use of it is changed and enlarged. 
The sole difference is that in the States having less than & per cent. of 
illiteracy we enlarge the discretion of the Legislature in dealing with 
| the fund. 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, it will be a surveillance over the 
| States of the South and will not be over the States of the North. 
|} Mr. HARRISON. Notawhit more. We require those States to re- 
port what they have done with the money, just as we require the South- 
ern States to report, and to state what their school system is. They 
have to make the entire report precisely as they do from the other States; 
but we simply enlarge the discretion of the Legislature in order that this 
fund may do us some good. We have diminished it to such an extent 
that it will do us no good if we are todistribute it through our common- 
school districts, and we simply ask the privilege of using it so that it 
may do us some good. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I willask another question. Can not the Leg- 
islatures in those States where there is 8 per cent. of illiteracy exercise 
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the same judgment and be just as much trusted and relied upon for a 
faithful application of this money as those States that do not have so 
much illiteracy ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I say itis nota question whether the Legislatures 
are to be relied upon; it is simply a question of the direction by Con- 
gress of the money to the purpose for which we vote it. I would not 


the whole sum they will get will not amount to a tenth that the other 
States will get, or much more, so where the amount they are to get is so 
small that it is not worth the cumbrous mechanism of distributing 


| over the whole common schools you say that this object for which the 


be willing to give this discretion to any State having more than 8 per | 


cent, of illiteracy and professing its inability to deal with the common- 
school question in that State. I say we ought to direct by the bill that 
it should go for common-school education alone. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to strike out the last line for the purpose of 
making a remark. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana to this fact 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ° 
what his amendment is. 

Mr. LOGAN. To strike out the last line of the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not in order at 
this time. The Senator from Illinois may move to strike out ‘‘ eight ”’ 
and insert ‘‘nine’’ if he likes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will do it, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Move to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ ten.’’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I will make any motion necessary, merely to call the 
attention of the Senator from Indiana to this proposition: Take what 
he says himself and what is said by the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Connecticut also, that the theory of the bill is to 
educate the colored people, they being the illiterate people and the 
people to whom we owe a great obligation as it is inferred from what 
has been said. If that be true, the only way to do that is by the dis- 
tribution of the fund to common schools. 

Now, take the Stateof Kansas. I donot know what the exact popu- 





The Senator from Illinois will state 


other States are going usually to pay out asmuch of the money in actual 
sum as this little sum, all the States that have less than 8 per cent. of 
illiteracy may apply their entire proportion to this purpose. 
the States have only 2 per cent. of illiteracy. 
2 per cent. of illiteracy, I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. New Hampshire has about 5 per cent. 
2.67 per cent. of illiteracy. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, 2 or 3 per cent. 


Some of 
New Hampshire has only 


Wyoming has 


Instead of letting them pay the 


| tenth of it to normal schools you let the Legislature if it chooses give 


lation is, but there are more colored people in the State of Kansas than | 


there are to-day in the State of Maryland, perhaps more than thereare | 
There are more colored people in the State of 


in the State of Kentucky. 
Illinois than there are in Delaware. 

Take the colored people in the North, who are a part of the colored 
people who were slaves prior to the late war; they are entitled to a por- 
tion of this distribution as well as the colored people of the South. If 
you use the money for the purpose of aiding the normal schools of the 
country, you then deprive the colored people of the North of a great 
portion of the benefits of this fund, not for the reason that they are not 
permitted to attend the normal schools, but the fact is that they do not 
attend them except a few. Take the two normal schools in my own 
State. In one of them I have never known more than one colored per- 
son to be educated, although it is located in a portion of the State where 
the most of the black population of the State live. 

The adoption of this section strikes out all the power of your legis- 


lation to do the very act that you claim the bill proposes to do, and | 


that is to apply the fund for the benefit of the colored people of the 
land. I look upon the theory of the bill as applicable to all classes, 
colored and white, who are illiterate; but according to the statement 
of the gentleman that it is peculiarly and particularly for the benefit 
of the colored people of the South or of the colored people of the North, 
for they are all of the same race—— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, but it has been said by different Senators. Ac- 
cording to that theory this section is certainly not in accordance with 
the desire of the Senators who promote this bill. Ido not believe that 
you can satisfy the people of this country with that section in it. 

I live in a populous State. Itisarich State. The people are capable 
of educating their own children, and they doit. They do not stand 


in the scale to-day, as far as illiteracy or education is concerned; but, | 


proud people as they are, if they are called upon to pay a great portion 
of the tax for assisting in the education of these people I think they 
will not refuse their own proportion and share of this fund that is to 
come from the National Government. Nor do I believe that there is a 
State in the East that will refuse it. Small or large, it makes no dif- 
ference; all are entitled to it. 
fund they are entitled to their pro rata share of it, no matter whether 
it is small or great. For those reasons I think the section ought not to 
remain in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. This whole thing is illustrated by the story of a col- 
ored man who was te raise a crop of cotton, of which he was to have a 
third. On being asked how it turned out, he said they only had a third 
of a crop, so he took the whole. This bill provides that in every State 
of the Union the Legislature may, in its discretion, apply 10 per cent. of 
the money that it receives to normal schools. 

Mr. PLATT. Of what character? 

Mr. HOAR. In the ninth section on the seventh page, for teachers 
ofcommon schools. Normal schools are a kind of common school. It 
is there that the teachers of common schools are instructed. 

Mr. LOGAN. 

Mr. HOAR. Let mestateit. Normal schoolsare in my opinion, and 
I affirm, a part of the common-school system. Thatismy opinion about 
it. They are so inour State. But whether they are or not, they are a 
method for providing teachersand instruments for the common schools. 
Every State in this Union will be entitled to appropriate a tenth of the 


money that it gets for that purpose, but in a good many of the States 





| clear the wrong principle upon which this money is given. 


| schools. 


the whole, and practically Massachusetts will not giveas much, New 
Hampshire certainly will not, or Connecticut, or Vermont, or will Maine, 
give as much of the sum received by the bill, if the Legislatu reelect 
to give the whole to normal schools, as North Carolina or Georgia will, 
they being confined to the tenth. Georgia gets thirty-six timesas much 
of this fund as New Hampshire, and she is at liberty therefore under the 
bill to give more than three times as muchas New Hampshire is. That 
is the whole of it. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. LOGAN. 
Mr. HOAR. 
from Illinois. 
Mr. LOGAN. You have time; you can answer it ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no.’’ 
My question is in regard to the story the Senator told of the colored 
man who raised only a third of the cotton. I should like to have the 
Senator state whether the colored man got that third or whether he did 
not. 
Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. President 
I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
If I have any time left, I will give it to the Senator 








Certainly, he got 1t. 

Mr. LOGAN. Under this bill I do not think he would get it. 

Mr. HOAR. The colored man was the legislator, who made the dis- 
tribution himself. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only argument I have heard in favor of this 
twelfth section is that it will be some inconvenience to States like New 
Hampshire and Massachusetts to distribute this fund on account of its 
being so small. I think those States had better subject themselves to 
some little inconvenience in order to have a general system with refer- 
ence to this matter. 

It is said that this is a discrimination by the bill against a portion of 
ourcountry. Ithink itis of that nature, because, although no States are 
mentioned, it is true that this provision fixing 8 per cent. applies to 
every Northern State except Rhode Island, and the point above 8 pe 
cent. includes every Southern State, and includes the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, 

Therefore I shall vote against this amendment and I shall vote with 
the Senator from Illinois to strike out this section, because I believe 
that if this section is to be retained the money should be distributed 
in the way that we have provided elsewhere. The object of the bill is 
practically stated in one of its sections, and I think this is in violation 
of the object of the bill: 

That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintenance 
of the school system established by local government,and which must event- 
ually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories. 

If that is the object of the bill, and I take it to be its object, I am 
not in favor of establishing a system of normal schools in every State 
of this Union which will grow in its expenditure, and which will come 
here year by year, not for these eight years but for all succeeding years, 
asking us to make appropriations to maintain that system of normal 
I am in favor of striking out the twelfth section and leaving 
every State to stand upon the general provisions of the bill. 

I will say further that my inclination is to vote for the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] so as to con- 


| fine the bill to the real purposes which the debate has disclosed to be 
If they pay the tax that produces this | 


the intent of it. 


Mr. PLATT. The discussion upon this amendment makes more 


A word has 
arisen in the discussion which has fallen from the lips of almost every 
Senator who has discussed the bill which is dangerous in its tendency, 
and that is the word ‘‘distribution.”’ 

The bill professes to aid education, because, as is said, the colored 
race are illiterate and because certain States within which that illiteracy 


| of the colored race exists are unable to remedy the condition of things. 


But the moment that you go outside of that, the moment that you for- 


| get the purpose of the bill and give money to the State of Kansas or to 


the Territory of Wyoming, which has less than 3 per cent. of illiteracy, 
then you come to the distribution of money among the States. That is 


| a dangerous doctrine and one which I do not want to sanction. 
No; I beg the Senator’s pardon, they are not a part—— | 


I think that there is much to be feared from the idea which is pre- 
vailing in the Senate that if the Gevernment is going to do anything 
in any one State to aid education it must, in order to do it, distribute 
some money to all the States. That is an evil which we have much 
reason to fear. It is for that reason that I do not desire that these 
States which have so small a percentage of illiteracy shall have any por- 
tion of this money. If there was no more illiteracy in this country 
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than exists within the States which come within the amendment which 
I propose to offer and have not 9 per cent. of illiteracy, nobody would 
pretend to justify this bill. But there seems to be an idea that be- 


cause in certain sections of the country there is a large proportion of | 


illiteracy, and because the States there are not able to deal with it, the 


Senate and the Government can not deal with it unless they distrib- | 


ute some paltry pittance to all the States of the Union. 
If thisdistribution be made it will be the first time in the history of this 
Government that there has ever been eo nomine a distribution of money 


to the States, and I fear that it will not be the last time, but it will be 
a precedent which will justify future distributions for other purposes. 


I want to vote for this bill. I think the purpose of aiding in educa- 
tion where the States are unable todo all that should be done is a good 
one, and I want to vote for it. I wish the General Government to sup- 


ply the means, but I do not want, in order to have such a bill pass, that | 


we shall adopt the principle of taking money out of the national Treas- 
ury and distributing it among the States, for that is just what this bill 
is, and nothing else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Con- 
necticut has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], to strike out the word 
‘‘eight,”’ in line 4, and to insert “‘nine.’’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw the last amendment that I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois is withdrawn. The question recurs on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ],'to strike out the 
word ‘‘five,’’ in line 3 of section 12, and to insert ‘‘eight.’’ [Having 
put the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think the question was understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana to strike out the word “‘ five,’’ in line 3 of sec- 
tion 12, and to insert the word ‘‘ eight.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Illinois did not withdraw his first 
amendment ? 

Mr. LOGAN. No; I withdrew the last amendment. 
amendment is to strike out the whole section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not in order 
until the question is taken on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was going to ask whether the question to perfect 
the section first would not be taken before the question can be taken 
on the motion to strike out the section. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question of perfecting must first 
be put. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana to increase the per centum from 5 to 8 per cent. of the popu- 
lation, &c., in respect of using the money for normal schools. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 22; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. HARRISON called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. Ido not know how he would 
vote on this amendment, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when Mr. FARLEY’S name was called). The Senator 
from California t 
York [Mr. LAPHAM], and both Senators are temporarily absent. 

Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON], unless my vote should 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. On this amendment I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 


My first 


Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 
Conger, Frye, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Cullom, Harrison, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Dolph, Hill, Morrill, Wilson. 

NAYS—25. 
Bayard, Colquitt, Maxey, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Vance, 
Call, Jackson, Pendleton, Williams, 
Camden, Jonas, Pike, 
Cameron of Wis., Kenna, Plumb, 
Coke, Logan, Pugh, 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Allison, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Anthony, Gibson, Lamar, Slater, 
Beck, Gorman, Lapham, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Groome, McPherson, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mitchell, Walker, 
Fair, Ingalls, Palmer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


: - — ace 


} 


Mr. FARLEY] is paired with the Senator from New | 


Mr. LOGAN. I now move to strike out the seetion. 
|} The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILsoN in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves to strike out section 12. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I was rising to support that; I did not know but 
| that the motion was pending already. I shall vote to strike out that 
section. We are developing, as we proceed with this discussion, the 
| serious objections to the whole measure. Here is a great temptation. 
This provision of the bill would give to my State $31,000 to apply to 
the normal school. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not necessarily; just as you please about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the State is abundantly able to take care ot 
| both her normal school and her common schools, and she does it. The 
| State may say, *‘ Here is so much clear gain; let us endow the normal 
| school with it.’’ If I have not sense enough to resist that temptation 
here—and people will scold me at home for voting against it—if | 
| have not sense and courage enough to do it now, I wish toask you how 
| at the end of eight years you will stop doing it? You are beginning a 
| system of distribution of surplus revenue to conduct within a State that 
which the States know they ought to do, that which they always have 
| done, that which they are perfectly willing to do according to the best 
| of their ability. You are by this bill beginning to teach them to go to 
the General Government when they feel a little unable to pertorm an 
obvious duty. 

It is proposed to give to my State $31,000 for this purpose. We are 
behaving as if we had found some money somewhere that did not come 
by taxatiou; some that we were at liberty to spend in a general way, 
as if your wife should say, ‘‘ Having inherited a thousand dollars from 
a kind uncle, now I will have a sealskin coat.’’ But this money all 
ame from taxation; it all came from the pockets of the people; it came 
for definite constitutional purposes. I lament that there is such a sur- 
plus. This is not the first error into which we shall be drawn by hav- 
ing $100,000,000 to spare. I wish we had not one dollar over the ne- 
cessities of the Government and the sinking fund. We are embarking 
on a course that has nothing in my opinion but danger in the future to 
the best interests of the States. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana inquired 
| about certain States having a certain percentage of illiteracy taking 
| this money to be distributed among the higher grades of schools above 
| common schools, and said for that reason that it would derange the 
common-school system to distribute it among them. 

The objection I have to*this bill from beginning to end is that 
| whenever the United States goes inside a State to distribute funds there, 
| it deranges their whole school system. You paralyze the eneryies ot 
the people of the State which uphold and maintain the school system. 
You teach them to rely upon the Federal Government to support theit 
| schools, and when the eight years have passed away you have demoral- 

ized the people on the question of common schools, you will have a 
| great system of common schools built up by what is called the munifi- 
cence of the Federal Government, and your people in the States will 
have been taught not to rely upon themselves by taxation to support 
that system. 

In the end you will injure the school system in every State. Let 
| every State rely upon its own energies; upon its own manhood; upon 

its own resources, and you will do what the South is now doing, build 
| up a common-school system. Let them alone, and at the end of these 
eight years, let alone, they will have a better common-school system 
than they will have if you give this $77,000,000 out of the Treasury of this 
Federal Government, and at the ‘end of eight years you will have the 
children educated by the action of the people, by their exertion, by theit 
own will, and by the effects they see from that exertion. You will 
have a common-school system going onward and upward, just like in 
Massachusetts, when they began in a small way fifty years ago; they 
started, and they have gone on step by step until they have a magnificent 
system. Let the States alone, and they will have that system. 

Sir, I believe that it is demoralizing to a State for this Government 
to come in and help her people who are not helpless. I do not agree 
even with those gentlemen who believe their States need helping. The 
way to make a man worth help is to let him always rely upon himself 
and not upon others. The way to make a people independent—and 
the independence of a people is the jewel of a State—is for them to 
rely on themselves. Manhood is of the essence of success in private 
| affairs. The manhood of the people of a State is the success of the 
State. Let us rely upon ourselves. 

For this reason I am opposed to the whole system from beginning to 
end. Ido not want this money distributed among the States, because 
I believe it will do more harm than good. 

Mr. BLAIR. This section is not of any particular consequence. It 
is not worth fussing about. I hope it will be stricken out. I trust 
there will be no more time wasted upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] to strike out the twelfth section ot 
the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer an amendment that I introduced 
early in the debate, to come in at the end of the second section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio offers an 
| amendment, which wiil be read. 
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The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of section 2: 


And the sum so paid shall be apportioned among the several counties, cities, 
towns, parishes, and townships of each State or Territory, and, when practicable, 
among school districts, as defined by this act, in the proportions that the num- 
ber of persons in such corporations, who being of the age of 10 years and over 
cal 1t write, bears to the number of such persons in such State or Territory ac- 
cording to the census of 1880 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, section 2 of this bill makes an ap- 
portionment among the States of $77,000,000 according to illiteracy, or, 
to use another phrase, the phrase used in the bill, according to the 

imber of persons in the different States that can not write. This rule 
of apportionment is a just rule under the circumstances, because the 

il we are seeking to redress is the degree of illiteracy which grew out 
of the existence of slavery in the Southern States. The rule, therefore, 

f apportionment is correct 





lhe evil to be removed is the ignorance that prevails, especially among 
vreat mass of the negroes that have been freed by emancipation, and 
therefore I am very willing to see this distribution made, although the 
State which I represent receives practically nothing from this appropria- 
tion—I think $100,000 out of $7,000,000—and I do not care whether it 
receives anything or not 


t} 
the 


This money is to be divided among the States according to illiteracy. 
All that I desire, the only amendment I intend to propose to this bill 
and the only one I care to see enacted to carry out the idea of its dis- 
tribution, is that this money shall be divided by the States according 
to the same rule of illiteracy. 


remarks he has submitted that he proposes that this appropriation shall 
| be followed by Federal authority not only to the States but to each and 


I wish to prescribe no other, and I do | 


not see howany State or the people of any State can take offense or find | 


fault with this rule of distribution. The money is given to them to 
enable the States to educate ignorant people in their limits, to remove 
to a certain extent the cloud of illiteracy that prevails in those States. 
rhe ruleof justice that gives them so large a portion of this fund, nearly 
three-fourths, that gives them $11,600,000 out of $15,000,000, that rule 
which gives them this enormous disproportion according to population 
ought to be applied also in the distribution of this money among the 
people of the States according to their geographical divisions. 

Now let me illustrate: In the valley of the Shenandoah, as beauti- 
ful a country as the sun shines upon, there is a rich people who culti- 
vate a productive soil, where the degree of illiteracy does not exceed 8 
or 10 percent. In other portions of Virginia, as in the Petersburg 
region, there is an illiteracy that approaches 50 or 60 percent. So 
while with 5,000 school children living in the valley of the Shenan- 
doah there would be among them according to the tables furnished to 
us now about six hundred illiterate people who can not write, in the 
region about Petersburg there would be among 5,000 people over 3,000 
that can not read and write. 


Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; I have but five minutes. 
Mr. MAXEY. I was only going to call the attention of the Senator 


to one point where he is mistaken 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator; he says I am mistaken. 
Mr. MAXEY. That would derange the entire system of distribu- 


tion in the States, which is on the number of children within the | 


scholastic age. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I want to do. I desire to 


make this distribution depend upon the illiteracy of the different por- | 


tions of the State; and, to carry out my illustration, is it right to give 
to 5,000 school children in the valley of the Shenandoah the same 
amount of money to aid in educating six hundred illiterate people as 
you would give to the region about Petersburg, where the same num- 


| 


ber of school children have among them more than 3,000 illiterate | 


people, or five times as many? There is the principle. 

[ think there is no difficulty under the census of 1880 in dividing this 
money among the different counties or cities, and if you please among 
the school districts, according to the number of people to be taught 
there, among the people to be educated, and those communities ought 
to have this money in proportion to theirilliteracy. To require of the 


every county of the State, and from the county to every school district 
in the State and determine its distribution as between the school dis- 
tricts of the county. Is that the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. You invite me toanswera question, but I will not 
violate the rule. I will move to strike ovt 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator can answer in my time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that; but I move to strike out the last 
word in my amendment. 

I answer then the Senator from Tennessee frankly no. This money 
ought to be expended by the State authorities. We can not, nor do | 
desire to, enter any State of this Unionand expendthis money. It must 
be done under the State authority by school teachers selected in the 
State, in school-houses established in the State, under the terms of this 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask if that State author 
ity is to be controlled by the language of hisamendment in the method 
of distributing this fund as between the school districts of the various 
counties of the various States ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I answer, not in theslightest degree; but we can 
say where our money shall be expended. We may say where that 
money shall be apportioned. So, by thesamerule that this money is paid 
to the States, we may say that it may be apportioned in that way, and 
when so apportjoned it is left to the will of the State and to the peo- 
ple of the State, the Legislature of the State, to say how that money 
shall be expended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator pardon me again? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not his explanation mean exactly what I im- 
plied in my first question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. HARRIS. That his amendment controls the distribution of this 
fund not only as between the various counties in the State, but as be- 
tween the various school districts in a county? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator asked me a moment ago as to the 
method of expenditure. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, I undertook to ask, and thought 
I did ask, the Senator the same question that I now ask him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I will answer that this does nothing what- 
ever except to apportion this money among the geographical divis- 
ions of the State, leaving to the State authorities the mode, method, 
manner, and means of expending the money; and it is perfectly just. 
You receive this money from the Government of the United States upon 
a certain rule of apportionment, which gives you an enormously larger 
sum than you would receive on the basis of population. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator would not the duties of the 
State officials then be purely and simply ministerial under this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, the duties of the State officials are 
absolute in the direction and control of this money. The money must 
be expended in the portions of the State provided for by this distribution 
just as it is to be distributed among the States, and it leaves the State 
authorities the same absolute control over the expenditure and admin- 
istration of this money. Has not the United States, if it has the power 
to grant this money at all, the-right to say where it shall be expended ? 





Clearly so; and it seems to me that this forms a rule that would relieve 


the evil that is now complained of, the evil of illiteracy. 
Even then I believe the fund here proposed to be distributed will be 
ample in counties and portions where there is a great amount of illite- 


| racy. The fund given by the National Government would enable them 


people of the Petersburg region, for instance—I merely give that as an | 


example—to educate 3,000 illiterate children in a neighborhood with 
the same money which would educate six hundred in the valley of the 
Shenandoah would be an act of injustice, and the same irregularity ex- 
ists elsewhere. There are in many of the Southern States large por- 
tions of intelligent educated population. I am told that in some of the 
cities of the Southern States the degree of illiteracy falls clear down, so 
that it probably would not exceed 10 or 12 per cent., while in other 
portions, perhaps in Mississippi and some other places, the illiteracy 
rises to as high as 70 per cent. Now, if you are to deal with this ques- 
tion as a practical evil you must divide this money and apportion it 
among the illiterates of the South, and not by a general rule of distri- 
bution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President-— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will submit a pro forma amendment, because I 
do not wish to speak again 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if I un- 
derstand his amendment, supposing from hearing it read and from the 


The Chair recognizes the Senator from 


to establish more schools and give greater facilities, while in other more 
favored regions where this degree of illiteracy does not prevail there 
would be a less fund to be distributed within that geographical region. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Allow me to ask the Senator a question. 
Does he establish the basis of illiteracy on the children of school age or 


| take the illiteracy of all the people ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would prefer to take the rule of distribution 
according to the illiteracy of children; but I take the same rule that is 
provided for the distribution of the money among the States under the 
bill, so that the same rule of distribution would be applied to geo- 
graphical divisions, taking the census of 1880 as a guide, and that is 
the only guide in both cases, taking the same rule precisely. It is to 
be applied in the distribution of this money among the geographical 
portions of the different States as it is applied when they receive the 
money from the national Treasury. The more I have thought of this 
matter, over and over again, I see no practical difficulty in the way. 

The tableand amount of apportionment will be furnished by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior under the language of this bill, and then theStates 
receive this money just as fully and absolutely as they would receive 
it under the bill as it now stands, only, however, that it is imposed 
upon the State as one of the conditions of this grant that it shall dis- 
tribute this money according to illiteracy, giving greater facilities where 
there are more to be taught and less school facilities where there are 
less to be taught, and not giving, as in the case I put a moment ago, the 
same amount of money to educate six hundred illiterate children in the 
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Shenandoah Valley as you would give to educate thirty-four hundred 
in the region around Petersburg, in what is called the Black Belt. 

That is all there isin thisamendment. I have thought of it in every 
possible aspect that can present itself to my mind. It seems tome just 
and fair. And I believe it will remove much of the difficulty in the 
minds of many Senators here in regard to this bill, and does not in any 
sense encroach on the rights or powers of the States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Ohio 
has expired. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, if this bill is anything it is 
an educational bill, and I should like to have eliminated from it on 
one side or the other or both sides of this Chamber the whole question 
of race and color, and let us understand that this money is going to be 
appropriated, if at all, for the education of the children of this country. 
We have settled all the preliminary questions, chief among which was 
the power of this Government under the Constitution to make this ap- 
propriation. 

Now, the question which the Senator from Ohio raises would be an- 
swered back at once from the State of Virginia that if you appropriate 
this money in this discriminating way, by counties and by school dis- 
tricts, if you please, so as to give a certain section of that State more of 
it than you give to another because there is more illiteracy there, you 
encroach on the State’s province. Has it ever occurred to the Senator 
from Ohio that that rich Shenandoah Valley of which he speaks has to 
contribute a much larger proportion of the State school fund than the 
south side section, and yet our State distributes it equally among all 
those people. 

There is the answer to the proposition. If the State of Virginia is 
expected to distribute this school fund equally without regard to who 
pays it or who gets the advantage of it, why should we stand here and 
attempt to discriminate in that way ? 

That, sir, is the answer to it all, and that would make it so unpopu- 
lar that a school system of this kind would not live a year. I want a 
system and I want it so popular as that it will outlive me, but if you 
start it in the way the Senator from Ohio proposes it will not live a 
year. 

Can we not eliminate the question of race and color, the question of 
sections, and not seek to narrow it down to sections of country or sec- 
tions of State? If weare for a system of free and general education and 
this Government has money to give to that purpose, and has the con- 
stitutional right to give it, let us give it, give it at once, give it promptly, 
not stintingly or hesitatingly. 

[ undertake to say further that if you will read the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio and if the Senator will read it again himself 
he would not undertake to answer a bill in chancery, for he says ‘‘as 
far as practicable.’’ The language, if lheard the amendment aright, is 
‘as far as practicable;’’ and I undertake to say that that is not the 
kind of language to be used in drawing a great bill like this, where it 
is to undergo construction perhaps by the courts. I think the amend- 
ment itself is much more impracticable than the law would be if the 
amendment were ingrafted upon it. I hope it will be the pleasure of 
the Senate to vote down such an amendment as that, and let this fund 
be distributed without regard to race or color, for the free and genera! 
education of all the children of all the States; and unless we do that 
we shall have done nothing when we have passed this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will not 
be adopted, and I do not believe it will be. It is not only impracti- 
cable to carry its provisions out in the counties and school districts of 
the counties, but in my judgment it is utterly destructive of the bill 
itself. It proposes that the States shall receive this money on the basis 


of the illiteracy of those States, and that they shall distribute the fund | 


in the counties and school districts according to the degree of illiteracy. 
How is it possible for a State to ascertain that? The only possible way 
for the States to distribute the money is to distribute it among the chil- 
dren that are in attendance on the schools, for every child that goes to 
school can in two or three weeks learn his alphabet. 

You would have then in one district degrees of illiteracy which it 


would be impossible for any school superintendent on earth ever to | 


comprehend. You would have one class that had got in their a, b, c’s, 


and another class that had progressed as far as ‘‘ baker,’’ and you might | 


have another district that had got to addition. Who is going to make 
this calculation? You will have to take a census in every county and 
school district in the State in order to ascertain the degree of illiteracy 
and the proportion that each school district would be entitled to of the 
fund that fell to the State in the general distribution. It is imprac- 
ticable. It is the most ridiculous mode I ever saw for the distribution 
of a fund for any purpose on earth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allow me to say to my friend that the rule is the 
census of 1880, the same rule by which the distribution is made among 
the States. It is not a changeable rule at all, but the rule of 1880 ex- 
tends to the counties as it does to the States. There is no practical 
difficulty in the way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But then the object of distributing this fund is 
to educate the children, and the States are the best judges. If you in- 
tend that they shall manage it, let them manage it; if you intend that 
the Federal Government shall manage it, say so; but do not make this 
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a condition. The States are well enough disposed to this whole mat 
ter. It is abundantly proved before the Senate from the highest edu 
cational authorities of this country that no people is more willing to 
elevate the negro than the people of the South; but this proposition is 
impracticable and can not be carried out. 

Mr. BLAIR. Just one moment. I have quite a number of pages of 
memoranda which I have had taken from the minutes of the census, 
showing that the enumeration districts oftentimes included counties 
sometimes part of one county and part of another. In short, the census 
was so taken that it is utterly impracticable to ascertain the illiteracy 
by counties, and therefore the basis of distribution which the Senator 
from Ohio speaks of would utterly fail 

So far as the bill itself is concerned it provides that the distribution 
shall be made in such a way as to equalize the money that goes to each 
child per capita throughout the State. This fund goes in with th 
funds of the State, and both making one aggregate, are so distributed 
as to produce an equalization of school privileges throughout the Stat 
I do not think that anything could be more just, and this amendment 
certainly would practically defeat the bill. 

Mr. CALL. The best reply that can be made tothe amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, which is intended as an impeachment 
of the good faith and the capacity of the States to make this distribu® 
tion as may be required for the interest of the illiterate people, is to be 
found in a statement which I have from the superintendent of schools 
in Florida showing the distribution and the taxation for school pur 
poses in that State. It is as follows: 

Statistics do show that some, if not all, Southern States raise much more 
money for educational purposes in proportion to their assessed values than 
some of the most prosperous of the Northern States, and the newspaper press 
has not neglected to assert the fact, and in support of it we give certain figures 
in the case of Florida as compared with eight States, fairly representing the 
area of Northern territory from Maine to Kansas: 









School re- Assessed valu Popula- 
ceipts. ation tion 
Kansas : ‘ $1, 740, 593 $170, 813, 375 996, 096 
Rhode Island geubacdsduenseneie vue 582, 965 258, 522, 198 276, 531 
INTE NIds scrskinwnpndadineacauiiapediciatiie: 10,895,765 2, 139, 133 5, 082, 87! 
Maine...... lenin 1,089,414 235, O78, 716 648, 938 
New Jersey wotionsd enoeteds 1,914, 447 527, 451, 222 1,131 
Michigan a ge 3, 772, 321 810,000, 000 1, 636, 937 
Indiana............. sntattee dines sae 4, 480, 306 720, M4, 231 1, 978, 301 
Minnesota......... nila iicaabanpieicaigauintiens 1, 679, 297 258, 055, 43 730, 773 
Total. ee 26, 165, 10S 5, 660, 904, 416 12,531,561 


A statement of expenditures per capita of school children in the eight States, 
obtained from the report of the Secretary of the Interior, volume 4 of Message 
and Documents, 1881 and 1882, shows these figures: Kansas, $4.68: New York 
$6.57 ; New Jersey, $5.22; Rhode Island, $9.16; Maine, $4.61; Indiana, $5.80; Min- 
nesota, $4.15; Michigan, $5.27. Florida (obtained from the official reports of the 
comptroller and treasurer of the State of Florida for the year 1883, $3.54 per 
capita of school children 

The assessed value of property in the eight States given amounts to about 
$444.78 for each person (using the figures given in the census for 1880 for ascer 
taining the population), and the average expenditures in the same States for 
each child of schoo] age is $5.67. The assessed value of property in Florida will 
average to each person about $205.20 (using the census figures of 1880 for popu 
lation), and the average expenditure as above given for each child of school 
age is $3.54. The census figures are adopted to find the population of Florida 
and the property valuation is from State assessment of 1883, which is nearly 
double that of 1880, and ailows the figures to show much more to the advantag 
of the eight States in the following comparative results: S44 per capita; $5.67 
average expenditure foreach child in the eight States; per cent., 1.217. $205 per 
capita; $3.4 average expenditure each child in Florida; per cent., 1.727 

The permanent investment of school fund increased from $250,284.25 in 1882 
(the accumulations of thirty-seven years from March, 1845) to $429,984.25 in [S84 
an increase of $178,700 in two years, being nearly 75 percent. increase. We add 
the following summary of the State educational finances, as given us by State 
Treasurer L’ Engle: 

Amount raised for school purposes in Florida: 
General school tax raised by the State.....................ccceeeeeeeeeee ececesee $9, 297: 30 
County school tax raised by the counties 169,543 72 


| Total raised by taxation satibacitcieaci tease icaiiaceni etvebaciaaibenaanadbcedetd denunecadon 224, 840 72 
Add interest upon the permanent investment for educational funds.. 37,507 00 


> 247 =O 


Aggregate school receipts...............+. ciahaesaeiie ; anion 262, 34 


From this statement it will be seen that in the eight States men 
tioned—Kansas, Rhode Island, New York, Maine, New Jersey, Michi- 
gan, Indiana, and Minnesota—the per capita valuation of property from 
the reports of the census is $444, the average school expenditure $5.67 
for each child in those eight States, the per cent. being 1.217 In 
Florida the per capita is $205 of property, $3.54 is the average expendi- 
ture for each child in the State, and the per cent. is 1.727, exceeding 
that of these eight States, which is equally distributed to every col- 
ored and white child according to the degree of illiteracy throughout 
that State, impartially and without any kind of distinction—a taxation 
greater than that according to the per capita valuation of property in 
the eight States which I have named. 

Now, I ask the Senator from Ohio, in all fairness, why impeach the 
good faith and the capacity of these States to make the distribution of 
the fund given by the Government, as they have cared for the fund 
raised by this very onerous taxation upon themselves? 
| Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is one consideration to which I 
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desire to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio and the Senate. 


The amendment, as I understand it, proposes that the money appro- | the Senator from Ohio proposes to amend it, it will extend to districts 


priated by this bill shall be distributed in each school district accord- 
ing to the number of illiterates in each. 

Che object of this bill is to equalize school privileges throughout the 
States. These conditions occur in many of the Southern States—they 


do not occur in Ohio; there are sparsely settled districts in which | complaint the Senator from Ohio made against that neighborhood and 


there are a few children, living so far apart that a school of over ten or 
twelve scholars can hardly be got together. The land is poor and the 
people are poor. If this money is distributed according to the amend- 
ment of the Senator, the children in these poor districts, living so far 
apart, being obliged to attend the schools at which there are so few 
scholars, the schools in those districts would receive such a small pro- 
portion of the money distributed that it would do no appreciable good. 

In one of these districts, and there are plenty of them in the South, 
there are not more than ten or fifteen children who can be got together 
near enough to go toa single school. If you distribute the fund per 
capita to these it would produce so little that enough money could not 
be raised to get a competent teacher. Then, again, there would be a 
larger amount of illiteracy owing to the larger population in a rich 
school district, and that illiteracy would result, not from an inability 
in that district to furnish the means to have schools, but from an in- 
disposition on the partof children or their parents to go to the school, and 
the result would be that you would deprive the children of these poor 
and sparsely settled districts of any means of education, and you would 
pile up unnecessarily in the rich districts, thickly populated, an amount 
of money not needed by them, and which could not be used, because 
the children would not go to school or their parents would not send them. 

The bill requires enough already. 

In the eleventh section it is provided that the money shall be so used 
‘‘as to provide, as near as may be, for the equalization of school privi- 
leges to all the children of the school age.’’ Let us observe that rule— 
and that is the soul of this bill—to educate everybody. It is not that 
each individual shall get from the bill an equal amount.. He may not 
need it; the locality in which he lives may furnish all the means needed, 
while the locality in another place would not be able todo it. I think 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio would result in destroying 
the equality provided in the eleventh section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio with- 
draw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio as an amendment to section 2. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I should like to have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noticed on page 10, section 13, of this bill 
the following language as the bill has been amended by the Senate: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hear and examine any com- 


plaints of misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds 
herein provided, and shall report to Congress the results thereof. 


Mr. HARRISON. That amendment has not been acted on or pro- 
posed yet. I shall propose it when we get to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not withdrawn any amendment except the 
pro forma amendment which I moved. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iknow. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me 
to ask him whether this amendment has been adopted by the caucus? 

Mr. HARRISON. It has not been acted on. 

Mr. MORGAN. By the caucus? 

Mr. HARRISON. I should not like to disclose to the Senator what 
took place in the caucus. 

Mr. MORGAN. You would not ? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, I would not feel at liberty todothat. I have 
only to say to the Senator that we had bettersuccess in the way of har- 
mony in the caucus we had here than the Seaator’s friends had at the 
other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. MORGAN. Because you had more unity of purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEYinthechair). The pend- 
ing question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to add to the 
second section. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking to that, rather in an indirect way; 
but still I am speaking to that amendment. I thought it was a legit- 
imate inquiry to enter upon whether or not this part of the bill which 
I find in section 13 was dictated by the caucus. If that part of the 
amendment can get in, which I suppose the Senator from Ohio contem- 
plates will be the fact, because a caucus has acted upon it, and nobody 
denies that, then I think I discover the reason why the Senator from 
Ohio is so desirous of having thisin here. Itgives himan opportunity 
of having some more investigations. 

Instead of being confined to States and trying them here at the bar of 
the Senate, he can go into districts and counties, and instead of having 
two investigations pending here have two hundred after this bill shall 
have been adopted and after we shall have entered it upon the laws of 
this land. Look at the opportunity here that will be furnished for 
these political investigations: 


The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hearand examine any com- 
plaints of misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds 
herein provided, and shall report to Congress the results thereof. 


| 
| 


As the bill proposed, that is confined to States, State by State. As 


and counties and neighborhoods, and he can fix the place; he can go to 


| this delectable point about Petersburg, where he says illiteracy is so 


| great, though Virginia seems to have had some of her most notable states- 


men to represent her from Petersburg. I was astonished to hear the 
that district. 

I am persuaded that the Senator from Ohio is at heart as much op- 
posed to this bill as I am, and I gather it from the fact that he is at- 
tempting to put upon this billa set of amendments which, if they succeed, 
if they are incorporated into the bill, will result in putting the bill in 
such an attitude before the Senate and before the country as that nobody 
can propose to vote for it. 

I think I can not be mistaken upon this proposition. The Senato) 
from Ohio is rarely mistaken in any view that he takes of a publi: 
question. He looks far into the future, far down into the recesses of 
that which lies beyond; and here he proposes in connection with his 
amendment to have the Senate of the United States giving for the next 
ten years to come, and perhaps twenty, or at least as long as the Repub- 
lican party has a hope or expectation of maintaining control of this 
Government, an opportunity of having investigation after investigation 
into questions of whether there will have been some misappropriations 
or discriminations made in the neighborhoods about in the different 
States in the Union. 

When the Senator’s amendment comes to be tested by this part of 
the bill which the caucus has recommended, and which I suppose it is 
required shall be adopted, I think I see a very great difficulty in the 
adoption of the amendment and also of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio, upon which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I should vote 
were he present. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion Iam paired withthe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]}. It 
he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON]. 
ment. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. My colleague [Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Sen 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. My colleague, if present, would vote 


I am paired with the 


‘nay 


sc 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
I am against the amend- 


“nay. 
Mr. LAMAR. On consultation with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], I learn that the Senator from New Jersey [ M: 


McPHERSON ] would vote ‘‘ nay’ if present, and therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to announce that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] on the bill itself, but I understand 
that the pair does not extend to the amendments. 
The result was announced—yeas 7, nay 35; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Conger, Edmunds, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Dolph, Manderson, Platt, 

NAYS—35. 
Bayard, Cullom, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Blair, Dawes, Jonas, Pike, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Pugh, 
Butler, Garland, Lamar, Ransom, 
Call, George, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Camden Groome, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miller of N. Y., Williams, 
Coke, Harrison, Morgan, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Hawley, Morrill, 

ABSENT—3S. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
Allison, Gorman, McMillan, Slater, 
Anthony, Hale, McPherson, Vance, 
Beck, Hampton, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Hill, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, Walker. 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. I now move to amend section 13 by striking out 
down to and including the word ‘‘governor,’’ in the third line,and in- 
serting what I send to the Chair. I said to the Senator from Alabama 
when he called attention to this language that I intended to propose a 
modification of it before it was voted upon. The Secretary will take 
this modification as I suggest it: 


That no second or other allotment shall be made under this act to any State 


or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall first file witb 
the Secretary of the Interior, &c. 
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I propose to strike out the words “‘on or before the 30th day of June 
of each year,’’ because it is an arbitrary date, and it might be that the | 
report might come in afterward. It is simply to make the condition | 
that this report shall be made first before the allotment is made—I | 
think it is better—so that the section will read: 

That no second or other allotment shall be made under this act to any State 
or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall first file with 
the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him, &c. 

As the bill rans now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
amend the thirteenth section. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13 it is moved to strike out the fol- | 


lowing words: 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall receive from the governor of each 


State and Territory a report, to be made by or through such governor. 


And to insert in lieu thereof : 


That no second or other allotment shall be made under this act to any State | 


or Territory unless the governor of such State or Territory shall first file with 
the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Massachusetts suggests that 
instead of ‘‘second or other,’’ it should be ‘‘second or later,’’ soas dis- 
tinctly to exclude the first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator modify the amend- 


ment? 


Mr. HARRISON. I willsubstitute the word ‘“‘later’’ for ‘‘ other.’’ 


Mr. HOAR. Say ‘‘subsequent.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well; say ‘‘second or subsequent allot- 
ment.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not know whether the amendment as acted 


upon includes the striking out of the words ‘‘on or before the 30th day | 
} - : 


of June of each year.”’ 
that also? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been taken on that. 

Mr. HARRISON. ThenI move to strike out those words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves to 


I inquire whether the question was taken on 


amend section 13 further, by striking out the words ‘‘on or before the | 


” 


30th day of June of each year,’’ in line 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, in line 10 of the same section, I move tostrike 
out the words ‘‘section 4 of.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, at the end of this section I 
move to insert what is in the hands of the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
amend the section further. The amendment will be read- 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 37 ofsection 13, after the word ‘‘ herein,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 


If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds received under | 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully ap- 
plied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the conditions thereof | 


have been observed, then the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute the next 


year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided. The Secretary of the Interior | 


shall have power to hear and examine any complaints of misappropriation or 
unjust discrimination in the use of the funds hereit provided, and shall report 
to Congress the results thereof. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, I want to read that amendment 
as it has been amended. I want it to go inthe Recorp. I do not re- 
member the exact langauge of the amendment which has been adopted, 
and so I shall begin after the words ‘‘each year,’’ on line 5: 

File with the Secretary of the Interior a statement, certified by him— 

That is the governor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as agreed to at the 
beginning of section 13 will be read if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be glad to have it done. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the whole section be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 13. That no second or later allotment shall be made under this act to any 


Territory as required by section 8 of this act, and also of the number of public, 
common, and industrial schools; the number of teachers employed, the total 
number of children taught during the year and in what branches instructed, the 
average daily attendance, and the relative number of white and colored chil- 
dren, and the number of months in each year schools have been maintained in 
each school district, and such other information in relation to the use of the 
school fund and the condition of common-school education as the Secretary of 
the Interior mayrequire. And if any State or Territory shall misapply or allow 
to be misapplied, or in any manner appropriated or used other than for the pur- 


| poses herein required, the funds or any part thereof received under the provis- 
| ions of this act, or shall fail to comply with the conditions herein prescribed, or 
| to report as herein provided, through its proper officers, the disposition thereof 


and the other matters herein prescribed to be so reported, such State or Terri- 
tory shall forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment by virtue hereof 


| until the full amount so misapplied, lost, or misappropriated shall have been 


replaced by such State or Territory and applied as herein required, and until 
such report shall have been made: Provided, That if the public schools in any 
State admit pupils not within the ages herein specified it shall not be deemed a 
failure to comply with the conditions herein 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will now be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows> 

If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds received under 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully ap- 
plied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the conditions thereof 
have been observed, then the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute the next 
year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided. The Secretary of the Interio 
shall have power to hear and examine any complaints of misappropriation or 
unjust discrimination in the use of the funds herein provided, and shall report 
to Congress the results thereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on this amendment 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to call attention to that portion of the sec 
| tion which follows line 20: 

And such other information in relation to the use of the school fund and the 


condition of common-school education as the Secretary of the Interior may r 
quire. 


The amendment has the imprimatur of the caucus upon it, evidently, 
and I suppose it will be gulped and swallowed without any grimace o1 
hesitation by our friends on this side, having been passed on by the 
caucus. I want to call the attention of the Senate, however, to its pro- 
visions: 


If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior thatthe funds received under 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfully ap- 
plied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and that the conditions thereof 
| have been observed, then the Secretary of the Interior 


| Not Congress; no other power, no other authority, but the Secretary 
| of the Interior— 9 
Shall distribute the next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided 

| The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to hear and examine any com 

plaints of misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds 
| herein provided, and shall report to Congress the results thereof. 

I think that might have been followed by an amendment: ‘‘ where 

upon Congress shall appoint a committee of investigation to proceed to 
| such portions of the South as the Secretary of the Interior may suggest, 
; and have a report made to Congress.’’ I think that might as well 
have gone along on all fours with the amendment as far it has gone 

For one I can not vote for a measure that so thoroughly and com- 
pletely emasculates the independence of the States and destroys the 
autonomy and self-respect of the respective Commonwealths. I have 
not stickled about State rights in this debate or any other. I do not 
propose to do so; but we have a written Constitution, and I have sworn 
to obey it; and while I shall not, as I said, stickle about strict construc- 
| tion or State rights, it does seem to me that that instrument is entitled 
| to some respect at our hands; and if this bill with this amendment and 
this section does not completely destroy the self-respect and independ 
| ence of the States of this Union, I do not see how the Senate could go 
| to work to accomplish it. 
| Mr. GARLAND. I want to move an amendment on line 45 of sec- 
tion 13 in the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HArkrI- 
SON], to strike out the words ‘‘ hear and examine”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘receive.’’ I do not object to the provision objected 
to by the Senator from South Carolina, forI think it is a proper enough 
| safeguard for the Secretary of the Interior, who has charge ofthis mat- 
ter throughout, to see that the law has been complied with. Indeed, 
that runs through everything in the relations of the General Govern- 
ment with the States. But when we give the Secretary of the Interior 
power to ‘‘ hear and examine,’’ that seems to put the power in the hands 





State or Territory unless the governor of such State shall first file with the Sec- | of the Secretary of the Interior to institute and organize a sort of court 


retary of the Interior a statement—— 


Mr. HARRISON. The Chair will allow,me. I desire to correct a 
clerical error. The word “‘later’’ was changed to ‘subsequent ’’— 


“second or subsequent.”’ 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recollects that the change 


was made. The word ‘‘subsequent’’ will be inserted. 


tion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The residue 


of the section will be read, if there be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


Mr. BUTLER. Now I ask the secretary to read the rest of the sec- 


to arraign before its bar the officials of the States who have control of the 
management and disbursement of this fund. 

I am very clearly of opinion that if that power is given the Supreme 
Court, on a contest, would hold it to be unconstitutional, because in the 
very early history of this Government, in the somewhat celebrated case 
of Hepburn in the second or third of Dallas, the judges on the circuit 
Chief-Justice Jay being on circuit at the time, declined to exercise pow- 
ers that Congress put upon them in the nature of commissioners, holding 
and stating the broad principle that these Departments of the Govern- 
ment were separate, and you could not delegate to one the powers of 
either of the others; you could not make a judge an executive officer, 


a statement certified by him, giving a detailed account of the payments or | and you could not make an executive officer a judge. This attempts to 
disbursement made of the schoo] fund apportioned to his State or Territory and } 





received by the State or Territorial treasurer or officer under this act, and of the do that L ees 1 1: 
balance in the hands of such treasurer or officer withheld, unclaimed, or for any Then I do not care toencounter a judicial combat about this matter 
cause unpaid or unexpended, and also the amount expended in such State or | or to incur any litigation in regard to it. It would be unseemly for 





the Secretary of the Interior to send for persons and papers and make 
himself a kind of court to inquire into the distribution of this fund. 
I should have no objection to his receiving any complaint that might 
} 


ve made and turning it over for Congress in the exercise of its authority 
to see what should be done in the premises. 

I do not think that on reflection the friends of this amendment 
will care to go so far as to say that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
be constituted a court to hear and examine questions of this character. 
In all these transactions as one of the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment he has to make his annual report through the President to Con- 
gress of all proceedings in his Department. That is well enough. 
Whatever complaint is made or whatever praise or credit in reference 
to the distribution of this fund is due I am perfectly willing he shall 
receive and turn over to Congress for its consideration, but I think in 
good faith the friends of this measure who have stood by it all along 
had better let these words go out and insert the word **receive.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Arkansas seems to object that 
there is some judicial function conferred upon the Secretary of the In- 
terior. Ido not understand these terms so atall. It does authorize 
him to collect information. The amendment which the Senator from 
Arkansas proposes would simply make him the medium through which 
a petition or remonstrance or communication to Congress would come 
to us 
verify the statements made in it. 

{ll that was intended by this provision was that if there was com- 
plaint made in any section of the country of an unjust discrimination 
in the use of this fund the Secretary of the Interior should receive that 
complaint, and that he should have some power to examine into the 
question whether the law was or was not in the particular case vio- 
lated, and report his opinion or conclusion to Congress, to report not 
simply the complaint but any other information that came to him or 
that he was authorized by law to collect, just as all the Departments 
do, just as the Secretary of the Interior does with reference to the tim- 
ber laws and various other laws the supervision of which is with him. 


He makes some inquiries with reference to them, and he reports the 
facts to Congress 

I do not think the amendment is subject to the criticism which the 
Senator fi Arkansas makes, and I assure him that it was not intended 


to incorporate here anything that should be offensive to the true friends 


ym 


of the bill 

Mr. SAULSBURY I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
a question. I understood him to say there was no judical power con- 
ferred on the Secretary of the Interior. I see that he is authorized to 


do certain things on a misapplication of the fund, that the State or 
lerritory so misapplying the money or failing to do certain other things 
shall forfeit the right to any subsequent apportionment. Now, I ap- 
prehend that somebody must determine w hether there has been a fail- 
ure. There must be some person to declare the forfeiture. Who is 
that person, I should like to ascertain from the Senator ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ultimately Congress, of course; but if Congress 
has made an appropriation and has directed the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay it out to certain descriptions of persons or to certain persons 
upon certain proof being made, the Secretary of the Treasury must 
judge whether a person applying is of the description of persons au- 
thorized to receive it, and he must judge whether the proof which the 
person makes is according to the law. 

This feature runs through our appropriation bills. When we pass 
an appropriation bill, bills for private claims, pension claims, what do 
we do? Wesay that a person who has served in the Army and who 
Who 


This same Secretary of the 


has suffered a disability so and so shall receive a certain pension. 
settles the question whether he has or not? 
Interior decides. So in all patent matters. 


Now, what we propose here is that when we appropriate money to | 


be paid out to certain classes of States who have done so and so in their 
own legislation, we must primarily commit the question to the person 
who is to pay out the money or to certify it for payment by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and, of course, when he reports to us what he 
has done it is all subject to the control of Congress. If we find that 
he has withheld an appropriation that ought to have been distributed, 
it is perfectly competent and perfectly easy for Congress to direct its 
distribution. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
tied —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY | is yet entitled to the floor. He wasspeaking, and asked 
a question which was being answered in his time. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
minute ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
fied with the finding of the Secretary of the Interior, what showing 
would that governor of a State have for a hearing? 

Mr. HARRISON. Just what I suggested. If there is a complaint 


Suppose the governor of a State should be dissatis- 


Yes. 


made from any section of the Senator’s State, if there is an unequal and | 


an unfair distribution of this fund, if the statute has been violated in 


one feature and that complaint is made to the Secretary of the Interior, | 
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It would not give him power to act on the information or to 


Will the Senator from Delaware yield to me for a | 


Suppose the governor of a State should be dissatis- | 
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undoubtedly if the governor chooses to present to him any statement 
showing that that allegation is false he will have opportunity to do it, 
and if he is dissatisfied with the action of the Secretary of the Interio: 
which as the disbursing officer he must take, he has only to lay th 
case before Congress and ask us to direct the appropriation notwith- 
standing. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is the first time in this debate that I have 
heard the Secretary of the Interior called a disbursing officer. I do 
not understand that he handles a dollar of money. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not use the term accurately. He certifies 
for disbursement to the Secretary of the Treasury; he draws the requi- 
sition. 

Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
not very important. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill provides in section 13: 

And if any State or Territory * * * shall failto comply with the conditions 
herein prescribed, or to report as herein provided, through its proper officers 
the disposition thereof, and the other matters herein prescribed to be so reported 
such State or Territory shall forfeit its right to any subsequent apportionment 
by virtue hereof until the full amount so misapplied, lost, or misappropriated 
shall have been replaced by such State or Territory and applied as herein rx 
quired, and until such report shall have been made: Provided, &e. 

Now, there is a forfeiture. What is the meaning of a forfeiture in 
law? It means the destruction by some act of a right that has been 
| granted depending upon a condition subsequent. fn order to dete: 

mine the forfeiture there must be some person who has judicial author- 

ity to ascertain its existence. A forfeiture relates to the surrender of a 

right, not to the surrender merely of a privilege or an expectation. In 

this bill it certainly relates to the surrender of a right, because th: 
money has been appropriated and has been assigned to the State, and, 
therefore, the term ‘‘ forfeited ’’ applies to the surrender or the destruc: 

tion of some right that has existed. In order that that forfeiture shal] 
be made complete there must be some sort of judicial authority exer 
cised to get it. It may be by a judge or it may be by some special of 
ficer designated by law to give effect to the forfeiture. 

Now we proceed to ascertain from this bill, or the amendment pro 
posed by the Senator from Indiana, who is the judge, who is the office: 
empowered by the bill for the law to declare and enforce by this fo: 
feiture. It is declared in this language: 


He does not disburse money. 
The Senator’s criticism is verbally correct, hut 


If it shall appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the funds received und: 
this act for the preceding year by the State or Territory have been faithfu 
applied to the purposes contemplated by this act, and thatthe conditions ther: 
of have been observed, then the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute t 
next year’s appropriation as is hereinbefore provided. 


The Secretary of the Interior may declare the forfeiture, or in th: 
event he finds that ground does not exist for declaring the forfeiture h 


may go on and distribute the fund for another year, leaving the whol 
judicial power of ascertainment and determination, according to the 


very terms of the amendment and the terms of the bill, in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior. While this is the case, the Senator 
from Arkansas says, “‘ True enough the Secretary of the Interior may 
| declare the forfeiture, he may prevent the money from coming to th 
State on the second allotment orany subsequent allotment, but he must 
be allowed to hear but not examine any complaints of misappropria- 
tion,’’ &c. That is a very fine softening of the subject. At the same 
time it does not affect the material merits of the question. 
| Why should we say to the Secretary of the Interior, who has th: 
power to hear and the power to determine the forfeiture and the power 
to step in between the State and the money and to prevent a State 
from getting the second or subsequent installment of this appropria- 
| tion, ‘‘ you may hear any complaints of misappropriation or of any un- 
just discrimination but you must not examine into the same?’’ 
| There is a very startling want of logic in that proposition, it occurs to 
my mind. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| bama has expired. 
Mr. MORGAN. That is all I desire to say, sir. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 
Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. BLAIR. Let the question be stated again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. . 
The Cuter CLERK. In section 13, line 45, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ hear and examine’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
| word ‘‘receive;’’ so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Interior shall have power to receive any complaints of 
misappropriation or unjust discrimination in the use of the funds herein pro- 
vided, and shall report to Congress the results thereof. 


The time of the Senator from Ala- 


| The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
| Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 


Mr. MORGAN (when Mr. LAPHAM’s name was called). The Sena- 


tor from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] is paired with the Senator from ° 


My pair has been transferred. 
Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. VANCE’s name was called). 


| California [Mr. FARLEY]. 
The Senator 
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from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and myself are paired on this propo- 
sition. If the Senator from North Carolina were present he would vote 
‘‘vea’’? and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

‘The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
23, nays 23; as-follows: 


YEAS—23. 


Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson, Pike, 
Brown, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Butler, George, Kenna, Ransom, 
Call. Gorman, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Groome, Morgan, Williams. 
Coke, Harris, Pendleton, 
NAYS—23. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Miller of N.Y., Wilson. 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 

ABSENT—30. 
Allison, Gibson, Lapham, Slater, 
Anthony, Hale, McPherson, Vance, 
Beck, Hampton, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Hill, Mitchell, Vest, | 
Cameroa of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Walker. | 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Farley, Lamar, Sewell, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate being equally divided, 
the motion is lost. The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
should vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when Mr. LAPHAM’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] is paired with the Senator from 
California [Mr. FARLEY]. 

he roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the negative). 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] to the Senator trom Colorado [Mr. HILL]. I vote 
+. yea. 99 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I am paired 
If he were here I 


I am paired 


YEAS—A. 


Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 
Allison, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 
NAYS—22. 

Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Call, Groome, Morgan, Williams, 
Coke, Harris, Pendleton, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pike, 

ABSENT—30. 
Anthony, Gibson, Lapham, Slater, 
Beck, Hale, McPherson, Vance, 
Bowen, Hampton, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hill, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Walker. 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Farley, Lamar, Sewell, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 14, line 4, after the word ‘‘ Territory, 
I move to strike out the words ‘“‘or the District of Columbia; ”’ 
to read: 

Whether any State or Territory has forfeited its right to receive its apportion- 
ment, &e, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Insection 14, line 7, after the word ‘‘ Territory,”’ 


I — to strike out the words ‘‘and the District of Columbia; ”’ 
to read: 


SO as 


SO as 


wa State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with- 
d, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘Con- 
= ’ where it first occurs in section 14, line 10, being the following 
words: 


And if the next Congress shall not direct such share to be paid, it shall be 
added to the general educational fund for distribution among the other States 
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and the Territories and District of Columbia which shall be entitled to the ben 
efit of the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. In section 14, line 7, after the word 
I move to strike out the following words : 

And each State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with- 


held shall have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior to Congress. 


‘* forfeiture,’’ 


I do not want my State, I will say, for one State, to be put into the 
attitude in this Government of taking an appeal from the decision of 
an inferior officer of the Government to the Congress of the United 
States. Theidea that a State must come here in order to get her rights 


| and take an appeal to the Congress of the United States is something 


that I think is rather beneath her dignity. 

The Secretary of the Interior, when he is confirmed in his oflice, has 
to get the advice and consent of the Senators from that State in connec- 
tion with the rest of the Senators representing as embassadors other 


| States in this Union, and I do not care to have him boosted up into 


that sortof dignity and authority in this Government as that my State 
has to take an appeal! from his decision upon a matter of constitutional 
right belonging to her. Her dignity may have been trampled under 
foot, her people may not deserve in the opinion of other States the re- 
spect of communities which are organized as great constitutional gov- 
ernments in this land; but so far as I am concerned, my State at least 
enjoys my confidence and my honor and my esteem and my reverence 
to that degree that I shall never consent either to take an appeal for 
her from the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of the Interior, 
or to sit in the Senate of the United States to hear such an appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ]}. 

Mr. BROWN. I can not quite agree with my friend trom Alabama 
on this amendment. My State is exactly in that attitude now. At 
the last session of Congress we passed a statute appropriating thirty- 
five thousand five hundred and some odd dollars to the State of Georgia, 
and the Comptroller of the Treasury has credited that to a debt which 
Georgia as a State does not owe, and I have had to appeal to Congress 
to relieve us from the decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether he 
had to get the assistance of an act of Congress to take an appeal before 
he came here, or did he come as a Senator and introduce a bill? 

Mr. BROWN. Of course Ipcame and offered a bill, but I had to ap- 
peal from the decision. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; there was no appeal in that case. An appeal 
humiliates a man when you require him te go from a superior to an 
inferior jurisdiction. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
spoken on this amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lask for the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted—yeas 6, 
nays 40; as follows: : 


The Senator from Alabama has once 


YEAS—6. 
sutler, 
Camden, 


Hawley, Pendleton 


Saulsbury. 
Morgan, 


NAYS—40, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jackson, Morrill, 
Bayard, Dolph, Jonas, Pike, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Pugh, 
Call, Garland, Logan, Ransom, 
Cameron of Wis., George, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Coke, Groome, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Harris, Maxey, Sherman, 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 
ABSENT—30. 

Allison, Gibson, Lapham, Slater, 

| Anthony, Gorman, McPherson, Vance, 

| Beck, Hale, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Hampton, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb. Walker. 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Farley, Lamar, Sewell, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. Insection 15, line3, I move tostrike out the words 
‘‘and the District of Columbia’’ after the word ‘‘ Territories,’’ so as 
to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical admin- 
istration of this act in the Territories through the Commissioner of Education, 
who shall report annually to Congress its practical operation, and briefly the 
cohdition of common and industrial education as affected thereby throughout 
the country, which report shall be transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of 
the Interior, accompanying the report of his Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the first section by adding at the 
close of the section as it now stands amended: 

And the first-named sum of $7,000,000 is hereby appropriated for the purposes 
of this act. 


As the bill now stands it is simply an enactment that there shall be 
annually appropriated the sum specified. 


; 
: 
; 
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Mr. ALLISON. I think I would let that go until after we get the | Kenna, Miller of N. Y., Pugh Williams, 
bill th rt & ge Logan, Morgan, Ransom, Wilson. 
a tarouga. < F _ | Manderson, Morrill. Riddleberger, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New Hampshire | Maxey, Pike, Sherman, 

moves to amend section 1 by adding thereto what will be read.by the ABSENT—31. 

Secretary. Allison, Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment. paeny. ag | nga we 
Mr. BLAIR. Upon consultation with the chairman of the Commit- | Rowen, ieenten, Mitchell. Van Wyck, 

tee on Appropriations, who thinks it would be better to withraw the | Cameron of Pa., Hill, Palmer, Vest, 

amendment for the present, I will do so. Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 
rn 7 sayrh re . . vs Jone of Nev i. Sal ° V ar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. — i a orate eater. Wallcer 
Mr. PLATT. I move to amend by adding as an additional section 


what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


The CH1EF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. BUTLER. Now thatthe amendments of the Republican caucus 
have been voted upon, I shall ask the privilege of introducing an amend- 
ment which I offered a day or two ago, but I expect 





- ro to led — - c Mr. HARRISON. May Lask the Senator whether he has secured th« 

SEC mat no portion of the money to be expended under the provisions 0 . ma . . . a a 4 =f - oan . . ‘ 

this act shall be expended or paid in any State in which the number of persons consent of his colleague s on that side to his amendment? ‘ 

of 10 years of age and upward who can not write does not exceed 9 per cent. of Mr. BUTLER. That was not at all necessary. I am not like my 

the whole population thereof friend from Indiana, who has to secure the consent of a caucus befor: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this | he can offer an amendment. I expect my amendment will have th: 


amendment fate of the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAT! 


as his amendment does not appear to have been through the crucib!: 
ofa caucus. But I wish to see if our friends who are advocating thx 
bill are willing to run their hands into the pockets of their constitu 
encies and see if they will take out the money topaythissum. [‘‘No! 
““No!’?] Well, I want to test it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
proposes an amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed toadd as an additional section th: 
following: 


Mr. PLATT. I do not know that I desire to say anything more upon 
the amendment than I have said upon the discussion of a former amend- 
ment, at least but little. Iam, as I said, very much in favor of what 
I suppose to be the purposeand object of the bill. Ishall bring myself 
to vote for the bill, however, with very great reluctance, if at all, if this 
amendment is not adopted. I desire to protest earnestly against any 
action of Congress which recognizes the doctrine of the distribution of 
the money from the Treasury of the United States among the States. 
I fear that this does. 

One single other suggestion. The bill professes not to inaugurate 
the system of national aid for education as a permanent system. In 
section 8 as it stands I find these words: 


Sec. —. That the money to be provided for in this act shall be raised by 
direct tax to be levied annually upon each of the States of the United States 
which shall be apportioned among the several States according to their respect 
ive numbers. 

That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 


schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and mainte- 
nance of the school system established by local government, and which must 
eventually be wholly maintained by the States and Territories wherein they 
exist, it is hereby provided, &c. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th: 
amendment just reported. 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair, as a matter of order, i! 
that amendment is in order under the Constitution? It is a provision 
for a direct tax, and can such a measure be originated in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a constitutional question 
nota parliamentary one. The Chair thinks the amendment is in orde1 
as a parliamentary question. If the Chair were obliged to hold as a 
point of order that all unconstitutional provisions should be rejected 
by the Chair, the Chair might find himself much occupied. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me. I desire to say that in all 
legislative bodies in this country, including this Congress, unless I am 
very much mistaken in my recollection, the constitutional right to origi- 
nate a measure is ruled upon by the presiding officer as a question o! 
order. I have heard it done several times in the House of Representa- 
tives. It is a question of order. It may be the Chair is quite right 
in ruling that he has no right to deal with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. This isan appropriation bill originating in the Sen- 
ate. The Senate has voted for it so far—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for interrupting him—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator moves to change a bill which is not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, although it contains a provision that money 
shall be appropriated, into atax bill. Thatis the effect of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. If the bill went down to the House the Speaker of the 
House would rule as a question of order as to its reception as a bill from 
the Senate containing this proposition. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that that may be 
that the House of Representatives might refuse to receive a bill which 
they thought the Senate had no right to originate; but the Chair ad- 
heres to its opinion that it is not within the province of the Chair to rule 
this amendment out of order on the ground that the Chair may think 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, that it is an unconstitutional pro- 
vision. That the Senate must decide in voting for or against it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will pardon me, that is a ruling on my 
question of order. The question which I raised is a question of order, 
not a constitutional question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire of the Senator from South 


Carolina whether in his amendment he has adopted the language of the 
Constitution ? 


I submit that the bill is entirely inconsistent if it extends this aid to 
States which do not need the money. At the end ofthe appropriations 
which are contemplated by the bill, no Senator supposes that the States 
in which illiteracy is the greatest will have such a perfected school sys- 
tem that there will be as small a percentage of illiteracy as in the States 
which under my amendment would not receive any of the benefits of 
this measure. If it is the theory of the bill that these appropriations 
shall stopat the end of eight years, or at furthest at the end of ten years, 
there is no argument upon which Congress can justify the extension of 
the bill to the States which have now a more perfect system of educa- 
tiom and a less illiteracy than the States which have the greater por- 
tion of illiteracy will have at the time when these appropriations will 
cease. 

It seems to me that if we are to extend this aid to all the States, it 
looks to a system of national education for all time, and I fear that such 
will be the case. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment because 
it is in accordance with my views as expressed in the few remarks that 
I made on the bill at an early stage in the dehate. 

While I am on my feet I desire to say that on the 23d of last month I 
proposed certain amendments in order to have them printed, and in ex- 
planation of the reason why I do not offer them I will state that the 
amendment proposed by me, as I explained heretofore, was for the pur- 
pose of providing some supervision on the part of the General Government 
in the distribution of this fund. That having already been provided 
for in a more economical manner and probably just as effectively by con- 
ferring the right of supervision upon the Secretary of the Interior by 
the ainendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], 
Ishall not offer the amendment which I proposed and which was printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
11, nays 34; as follows: 


Si ce: Ta shi _ Mr. BUTLER. I have adopted the language of the Constitution. 
Butler. —_ Mitler of Cal. eaneiee That instrument has been so kicked and cuffed about in this body for 
Dolph Hawley Pendleton, : the last week or ten days that I donot know whether there is anything 

NAYS—34 left, but I thought I would adopt part of the language cf that instru- 
Bayard Cameron of Wis., Dawes, Harrison, ment. I have done so in terms; and I hope the Senate will not find 
Blair Coke, Garland, Hoar, fault with me for adopting the language of the Constitution, if we can 
on a, fee on. a | not conform to it in our votes. 


Camden, Cullom, Harris, Jones of Florida, | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 








Seen 


ED 
‘ 

































































As ie 





SRI nn 5 ee Sadist 


nae en 



















1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





LL aaa 


amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], on | Hill, 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL}. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 6, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Butler, Dolph, Morgan, Pendleton 
Coke, Harris, 

NAYS—38. 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Platt, | 
Blair, Frye, Kenna, Pugh, 
Brown, Garland, Logan, Ransom, 
Call, George, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Groome, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Maxey, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Williams, | 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 
Cullom, Jackson, Morrill, 
Dawes, Jonas, Pike, 

ABSENT—22. 

Aldrich, Farley, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
Anthony, Gorman, McPherson, Slater, 
Beck, — Hale, Mahone, Vance, 
Bowen, Hampton, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Palmer, Vest, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, Walker. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to offer an amendment to the body of 
the bill. In section 13, line 20, after the word ‘‘school district,’’ I 
move to strike out the words: 


McPherson, Sabin, Vance, 
Ingalls, Mahone, Saulsbury, Van Wyck; 
| Jones of Florida, Mitchell, Sewell, Vest, 
| Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Sherman, Voorhees, 
Lapham, Plumb, Slater, Waiker. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment as an additional 


section to the bill: 


The fund provided in this act shall not be withheld from any State on account 


of the fact that its constitution forbids the expenditure of the principal sum of 
any money that may be appropriated by Congress for the purpose of public ed 


|} ucation. e¢ 


I will explain that my purpose in offering the amendment is to get 


| around a difficulty which the constitution of Alabama seems to inter- 


pose in regard to the Legislature accepting this fund in the form in 
which the bill tenders it. I will read it: 

The principal of all funds arising from the sale or other disposition of lands 
or other property which has been or-may hereafter be granted or intrusted to 
this State, or given by the United States for educational purposes, shali be pre 
served inviolate and undiminished, and the income arising therefrom shall be 
faithfully applied to the specific objects of the original grants or appropria- 
tions. 

I desire to protect the State of Alabama from any possible construction 
of this act by the officers of the United StatesGovernment upon which 
they would be induced to withhold the fund because they might sup 
pose that under the constitutional provision Alabama would have no 
right to receive this and apply it to the purposes of education. Our 
Constitution requires that the principal sum of all moneys appropri 


| ated by the United States or of property received from thé United 
| States or the proceeds of the sales of all property received from the 


And such other information in relation to the use of the school] fund and the 


condition of common-school education as the Secretary of the Interior may re- 
quire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, at this late hour I shall detain the 
Senate but a moment. I hope that the committee, especially its chair- 
man in charge of the bill, will give me attention for a few seconds 
while I call attention to these words. 

In this same section it is provided what shall be a forfeiture of this 
appropriation, and the words declaring that forfeiture are almost as 
general asthe words which I propose to strike out. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lina yield? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly I do, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is suggested by several Senators, as well as by the 
Senator from North Carolina, that there is no objection to those words 
being stricken out. The requirements are very specific and numerous, 
and perhaps there may be some objection, as the Senator suggests, to 
those words. I have no objection to their being stricken from the bill. 

The question being put on the amendment, there were on a divison— 
ayes 23, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there is no quorum 

Mr. RANSOM. Let us take another division. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded by 
the Senator from Michigan. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 





Does the Senator from North Caro- 


Give it up. 
The rule requires, when it appears 





YEAS—3v. 


Bayard, Dolph, Jackson, Pike, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jonas, Pugh, 
Brown, Garland, Kenna, Ransom, 
Call, George, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Groome, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Coke, Hampton, Miller of N.Y., Williams. 
Colquitt, Harris, @® Morgan, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pendleton, 

NAYS—l4. 
Butler, Frye, MeMillan, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Manderson, Wilson 


Conger, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 


Dawes, Logan, Morrill, 

ABSENT—32 
Aldrich, Beck, Cockrell, Gibson, 
Allison, Bowen, Fair, Gorman, 


Anthony, Cameron of Pa., 


XV—171 


Hale, 


Farley 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


United States shall be set apart as a permanent fund and that thé 
interest alone upon the fund shall be applied to the purpose of educa- 
tion. 

This safeguard was put in the constitution of the State in order to 
prevent the Legislature from making any waste of funds arising from 
property donated by the Government of the United States for the pur- 
poses of education, in order, in other words, to get our State out of the 
trouble into which Florida seems to have fallen, which had 82,000 or 


| 98,000 acres, I forget which, of public lands donated by an act of 
| Congress, and a constitutional ordinance for the establishment of a 
| university in that State, and nobody has ever yet heard of a Florida 


university. The lands are all gone or the scrip, or whatever it was, 
and the whole subject perished and the university is not there. Our 


| State, when we got possession of the government recently, ordained in 
| its last constitution that whatever of funds had arisen or might there- 


I am paired with the | 


| ure. 


after arise by donations from the Government of the United States, or 


| by the sale of public lands or other property by appropriations from 
| the Government of the United States in favor of education in our 


State, should be put into a permanent fund and should not be touched 


| by the Legislature except for the purpose of education, and that only 


the interest of it or the proceeds of it should be so applied. 
stand in the way. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Does the Senator as a lawyer think 
that that clause would prevent the use of this money for school pur- 
poses as described in this act ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so, because the word ‘‘appropriation’’ is in 
it. If it was simply the proceeds of the sales of land donated to us, 
perhaps it would not; but the word ‘‘ appropriation ’’ is in this consti- 
tution. But my pointis to prevent any officer of this Government from 
making the point upon Alabama that she is not entitled because of this 
provision of her constitution to receiveit. It is a precautionary meas- 
It may not be necessary, but still it is an expression of the opin- 
| ion of Congress. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This is appro priated not as a perma- 
nent school fund, but as a temporary aid to carry on common schools 

Mr. MORGAN. But these lands were not appropriated to establish 
a permanent school fund. We were not required to sell them or keep 
them. We had perfect authority to do as we thought proper, and so we 
| applied them to schools. 


This may 





If he were | 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator if that provision does not apply to 
appropriations made to the State of Alabama ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, and this appropriation is one made to the State 
of Alabama. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; itis an appropriation to all the States to- 
gether, an appropriation of so much money for school purposes for all 
the children of the United States. A portion of it is to be set apart 
for a certain purpose, to be used for the children of Alabama; but it is 
not an appropriation to the State of Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nevertheless if there is a constitutional provision 
in any State that it should not receive any money from the Government 
of the United States, I presume you would have to get around that 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Allow me to ask a question for information, be- 
cause I shall be governed by the Senator’s opinion in this matter very 
much. I understand this to be a distribution among the States for a 
specific purpose. That purpose is to aid in the establishment of common 
Now, does the Senator think the provisions of the constitu- 
tion of the State of Alabama refer to general appropriation of public 
moneys to the States or to appropriations on the condition prescribed 


schools. 


’ 
i 


inthis bill? His opinion as a lawyer—for I have great confidence in it— 
may control my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. There never has been a general appropriation in 
the United States of landor money for educational purposes, except you 
might except the agricultural-scrip grant, which required that the Leg- 
islature should first receive by an act of the Legislature the donation 
from Congress before it could be effective 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Ala- 
bama has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senatorfrom Alabama. 

Mr. CALL I do not propose to detain the Senate now, but only to 
say that the Senator from Alabama is mistaken in the reference he made 
to Florida. The lands appropriated formerly for a university there 
were in part divided between the seminaries of Florida, and they are 
doing very well upon that foundation. A portion of the lands were 


sold and the money inve sted in State bonds, and subsequent to the War, 
under a decree of the United States court, they were very improperly 
sold as part of the assets of a railroad corporation. I will not go further 
into that matter at present 

Mr. PUGH I differ with my colleague as to the construction he 
places on the constitutional provision. I have no doubt that it applies 
to unconditional gifts or grants, and has no application whatever to this 
appropriation, and that is required to be expended annually by the States 
as one of the conditions of the appropriation. But I do not see that 
this amendment of his as an additional section can do any harm. It 
merely provides that it shall not be an-objection to a State receiving its 


share of this appropriation that it has such a provision in its constitu- 


tion as my colleague hasread. Itis perfectly harmless, but I differ with 
him as to the construction of that clause in our constitution 
Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he thinks Congress 


tan amend the constitution of a State? 

Mr. PUGH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOGAN Chen what validity will there be in this amendment 
if we adopt it? No amendment we make here can affect it in the slight- 
est de gree 

Mr. PUGH. Idonotthinkit would haveany legal etfect whatever 

The PRESIDEN r pro le mpore. The question is On agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

The amendment was rejected 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore The Chair will state that when the 
bill came up for consideration the Committee on Education and Labor 
reported one amendment to take the place of the originaltext. Itwas 
agreed by unanimous consent that that amendment should be treated 
as the text of the bill and open toamendment. The Chair is in doubt 
now whether there is more than one amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, or whether the original amendment of the 
committee having been agreed to be treated as the text, all the amend- 
ments made to that are to be considered now open. The Chair is in- 
clined to think that as the amendment has been made the text, the 
question now is on agreeing to theamendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole Shall the question be taken on the entire amendment to- 


gethe 
get! 


ror on its various clauses separately? [‘* All together !’’] 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to have a separate vote upon the amend- 
ment I off red on page 10, section 14, line 9 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore That amendment was disagreed to 
and is not now betore the Senate 

Mr. MORGAN Then I will offer it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 

The amendment was concurred in 


Mr. MORGAN. I now renew in the Senate the same amendment I 
offered a while ago in Committee of the Whole. Beginning on line & 
of section 14, I move to strike out 

And each State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with- 
held shall have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior to Congress 


The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
of the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a matter of impossibility that the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Secretary of the Treasury or any other officer of 
this Government can make a final and conclusive decision against a 
State in relation to a matter of this kind, or indeed any matter that 
Congress can not rectify by its legislative action. 


The question is on the amendment 


There is no occasion 
for putting in here the words that an appeal shall be taken, and cer- 
tainly we have no poweras a Congress to give a right to a State to take 
an aj 


ment 


ypeal from a decision made by an inferior officer of this Govern- 


When the States come here they do not come on appeal. It is no 
judicial tribunal that they come to on appeal. It is mere legislative 
action that they invoke. Suppose that this is stricken out; should I 
not have a right as a Senator from Alabama in the event that her al- 
lowance of money under this bill had been refused to her by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to offer here a bill o1 


> joint resolution revoking 
bis action or correcting it? 


By putting these words into this bill we simply signify that we sup- 
pose the States of this country, because they receive some largess or 
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donation from Congress upon certain conditions, put themselves in an 
attitude that they must appeal or have therightderived from Congress 
to appeal from the decision of the Secretary of the Interior or of the 
Treasury, as the case may be, tothistribunal. Ithink that the Senate. 
on looking the subjectover and finding that there isso little confidence 
in it, will hardly commit themselves deliberately to that enunciation 
of doctrine; but I want still to see whether they will do it or not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope that clause will be stricken out. I do not 
comprehend the reasons for keeping it in. The State can come here 
whether it is in or out of the bill, saying that notwithstanding the tech- 
nical irregularities of the report of the governor the allowance should 
be made to the State; and if that be not so, I should like to see the form 
of the writ of error which the State would bring from the decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior to Congress. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose that word ‘‘appeal’’ there is not used 
in the technical sense at all. It isa good deal as the Senator from Con- 
necticut said. It simply means that the State may come to Congress 
We ail know a State may come without any affirmative expression of 
that kind in the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I would not put that condition in there. 

Mr. HOAR. It is to show that it is not intended that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall be a final judge, that is all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He is not anyhow, and he can not be against a bill 
offered by any Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. We do not wish to have it claimed ‘‘ We refer to this 
officer the decision of all these questions, and you are concluded whether 
right or wrong; Congress will not trouble itself with it.’’ The clause 
is intended simply to show that Congress reserves the right to act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment isto strike out the 
words which will be read. - 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 14, line7, afterthe word ‘‘forfeiture,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out: 

And each State and Territory from which such apportionment shall be with 


held shall have the right to appeal from such decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior to Congress. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LOGAN. I offer thé following amendment as an additional 
section to the bill: 


Sec. —. That there shall also be appropriated and set apartthe sum of $2,000,- 
000, which shall be allotted to the several States and Territories on the same 
basis as the moneys appropriated in the first section, which shall be known as 
the common-school-house fund, from which there shall be paidout annually to 
each State and Territory at the end of the year, until said sum of $2,000,000 shall 
be exhausted, and no longer; which shall be expended for the erection and 
construction of school-houses for the use and occupation of the pupils attending 
the common schools in the sparsely populated dist, icts thereof where the loca! 
communities shall be comparatively unable to bear the burdens of taxation 
Such school-houses shall be built in accordance with modern plans, which plans 
shall be furnished free on application to the Bureau of Education, Washing 
ton: Provided, however, That not more than $100 ‘shall be paid from said fund 
toward the cost of any single school-house, nor more than one-half the cost 
thereof in any case; and the States and Territories shall annually make full re 
port of all expenditures from the school-house fund to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, as in case of other moneys received under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I would ask the Senator from Illinois 
to whom will these school-houses belong after they are built? 

Mr. LOGAN. They will belong to the States, as a matter of course, 
or the township or district or proper authority of the State. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Does this provide for the purchase of 
sites? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; it does not provide for the purchase of any 
site, for the reason that that is unnecessary. The people of the district 
building the school-house will receive so much meney to aid them for 
this purpose, the same as the aid to the schools. 

Mr. CONGER. Are these houses to be built according to plans? 

Mr. LOGAN. Aecording to plans furnished by the Bureau of Edu- 
cation in Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’Ss name was called). My colleague 
[ Mr. CAMDEN ] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. I am not voting on any of these amendments because 


of the pair I have had with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who 
is absent. 


The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—1i6. 


Blair Colquitt, Hoar, Logan, 
Brown, Edmunds, Jackson, Pike, 
Butler, George, Jonas, Ransom, 
Call, Hawley, Kenna, Wilson. 
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NAYS—%. my humble judgment no bill has ever been introduced into this body and 


Bayard, = Nye. i enetenem, ee received its serious consideration fraught with so muchevil to the coun- 
‘ “uaxey, . s ’ , . > ; , e 
a of Wis., abana Miller of Cal Gower try as this bill now aboutto pass. Mr. President, I can not hear myself. 
en . a . ? ’ rr’ ~ sa a . . ° . 
Soman’ Harris, Morgan, Williams. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please be in order 
Cullom, Jones of Fl id Platt The Chair will remark, as he did to the Senator from North Carolina, 
Dawes, MeMillan en Pugh that according to the unanimous understanding debate is not in order, 
) 1, a 2 ’ . . . . . . rs . 7 . . 7 ° 
Dolp ABSENT—35 but it is in order, as the Chair thinks, under the rules of the Senate. 
ane Pasiey, Lapham, Sewell. Phe Chair mentioned the same thing to the Senator from North Caro- 
‘Allison. Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, | lina. The Senator from Texas is entitled under the rules to proceed. 
Anthony, ee a). . Sloter, Mr. COKE. I think, Mr. President, that I see in the future more 
leek. ale, J er of N. Y., vance, : _ ‘e atrife . I w the fome ; . = . . . 
ee Hampton, Mitchell. Van Wyck, trouble, more strife, that I see the fomentation of more difficulties be- 
Cosndiom. Hill. Palmer, Vest, | tween the two races in this country, and especially in the South, to 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, 4 . oo oe | arise from this bill than ever ensued from the reconstruction laws. I 
‘ockre Jone Nevada, umb, alker a ae . , : : 
=" me - Satie. think I see a system of extravagance and corruption in the adminis- 


tration of common schools in this country beginning with the passage 
of this bill if it shall pass, removing as it will themanagement of these 
schools ultimately from the supervision of the people of the States to 
Federal supervision at this capital. I think I see more extravagance 
and corruption than has ever existed before in the management of a 
school system. I think I can see in the future great dissatisfaction 

The term “school district’’ shall include all cities, towns, parishes, and all | among the people. I think, look where I will where this law will 
corporations clothed by law with the power of maintaining common schools. operate, that I can see only evil and no good. 

The Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] says that there are other [ hope I may be mistaken if the bill shall pass. I hope that its 
territorial subdivisions in some of the States, including his own, which | passage, however, will be arrested in the other House of Congress; that 
are not corporations, which have not the power of suing or being sued. | the institutions of the people which have been reserved to their man- 
I move to insert after the word ** parishes,’’ in the thirteenth line, the | agement in the States will by the House be preserved to them, and that 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to move an amendment in an 
amendment which has already been adopted on my motion, which I 
thought had been included. On the eighth page, eleventh section, in 
the definition of the term ‘‘school district,’’ it reads: 


words ‘‘and other territorial subdivisions.’ the action of this body, if it shall so tar forget what I believe to be its 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts | constitutional duty as to pass this bill, will pass for naught 
moves to amend section 11, line 13, as follows: After the word ‘* par- It is useless to look to the Senate any longer. The people must rely 
ishes’’ insert ‘‘ and other territorial subdivisions.’’ upon the House of Representatives if they would besaved the misfortune 

Mr. HOAR. I will have it read ‘‘territorial subdivisions for school | which in my judgment the passage of this bill will bring upon this 
purposes. ”’ country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts mod- I have no more to say, Mr. President. I say this simply to express 
ifies his amendment so as to read ‘‘and other territorial subdivisions | my utter dissent from the views of the honorable Senator from North 
for school purposes.’’ The question is on the amendment. Carolina, venturing, however, to express the hope that if the bill does 

The amendment was agreed to. pass I may prove to be mistaken. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
read the third time. Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I hate to take even a moment of 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of | time, but I will make just one or two observations. 
the bill. The extent of illiteracy so far as the future of the country is con- 

The yeas and nays were ordered. cerned, has been greatly exaggerated by the statistics spread before us, 


Mr. RANSOM. I wish to say before I vote on this bill that I have | as it is quite possible to show mathematically. The total illiteracy of 
received in common with my colleague—and I speak as well for him | the country according to these tables is 15,128,578. The total of chil- 
as I do for myself—the instructions of the last Legislature of North Car- | dren enrolled in the public and private schools is 10,245,914; that is 
olina that we should vote for a bill of this character. I regret very | to say 67.7 per cent. of all the children in the country are enrolled. It 
much that there are provisions in this bill which are repugnant to my | has been the habit of those who defend such bills to say that therefore 
judgment and which I think greatly impair its value, but I feel called 1} 32.3 per cent. are growing up without the possibility of knowing the 
upon to vote forthe bill. Itisa bill in my judgment of most benefi- | English alphabet; but let me show in a single moment the gross mis- 
cent promise to the people of this country. [‘‘ Vote!’’] I do not in- | take this is. 
tend to make a speech. In some States the limit of school age is from 5 to 21; that is to say, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senate | the school life is sixteen years. It is obviously possible that the re- 
that according to the understanding debate is not in order, 211 amend- | turn of those States shall show that only one-half the children are en 
ments havi@g been disposed of. rolled in the public schools, and yet that every child in each of those 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido not mean to debate. A great poet once said | States may go toschool eight years and acquire a comfortable common- 
that it was human to hate those whom we have injured. I think he | schooledncation. There is where the error comes in inthis reasoning. 
might have said with more truth that it is human to love those whom | You may take the best system of education you please and you nev« 
we have benefited; and if that sentiment be true, I believe the benig- | can find that all the children of school age are enrolled. 
nity and beneficence of this measure upon the people from whom I | asnear it perhaps in my State as any. 
come and upon that section of the Union will have a better effect than The average attendance is probably 105 years out of the 12; tl 


r 
L 


Chey come 


iere- 
anything else could have. I regret, as I said, that there are so many | fore, with 67.7 of the children of the country enrolled, it is yet possi 
features in the bill which do not command the approval of my judg- | bie that every child may attend school 9 yearsand7 months. Theav- 


ment; but I shall vote for it, first under the instructions of the Legis- | erage school time in the country is 14.2 years. Every child, it may 


lature of North Carolina, and second because | think it will do good. be, will attend 9 years and 7 months, and yet the returns show these 
I hope that future Congresses, if it becomes necessary, may remedy | frightful figures of illiteracy. 
the evils: and still more, if it be allowable for me to say so, I do trust ! donot deny that with the adult ex-slave population and with a large 


that in the course of this bill through Congress it will finally take such | number of foreigners included in our census there are many adults 
shape that the States shall receive this grand donation just as the States | who can not read or write; but the future of the children of the country 
of the great West received the donation of the public lands, with full | was never so bright as it is to-day, and never growing brighter with 
faith and confidence that the States themselves will doright inthe use of | more rapidity, growing by the very best possible means from the free heart 
the donation, and not be embarrassed by conditions which, in the judg- | and the generous exertion and self-sacrifice of the people; and the more 
ment of some of us, perhaps the sensibilities of more of us, impairthe | you relieve them from it the less you strengthen and the more you 





value of the measure. weaken the public system of the country. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will excuse the The money that comes from a long distance, that is not felt by the 
senator from North Carolina for voting for the bill. [Laughter. ] tax-payers, is money easily expended; and that may be said of the 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President whole Federal revenue. Therefore we should be the more jealous as to 
Mr. RANSOM. I hope the people of Tennessee will excuse the Sen- | what we do with it. It is as costly as if we took it by direct taxation 
ator from Tennessee for voting against the bill. right out of their pockets. I believe it has been said here, but if it has 
Mr. HARRIS. The people of Tennessee will take care of that. not it can be now, that if this money were to be levied by direct taxa- 
Mr. RANSOM rose. tion this bill would not get ten votes in the Senate 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will address the Chairand But I did not intend to make a speech, or even to say so much as 
not speak until they are recognized. this. I wish to close with just four lines from the address of the school 
Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from North Carolina—— superintendent in my State in opposing this general measure : 


The PREFS oN tin ae ie Slams ote eR On De. 7 
The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. Phe Senator from North Carolina w il] All experience teaches us that such distributions of public money are waste- 
please suspend. Does the Senator from Texas y ield to either Senator? | ful, that they give opportunities for jobbery and corruption, that they kill the 
Mr. COKE. I do not, Mr. President. I simply desire to say that I | very interests which one are planned to promote, and that they end in de- 
wig - s . aut _ . : b ching the people heir own monev 
regret extremely to differ as widely as I do with my friend from North ee a ee ee ee ee 
Carolina. Duringthe period that I have been a member of the Senate in God save that this is not true prophecy in this case. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. HOAR. I desire before any other Senator takes the floor to en- 
ter my protest against the continuance of the debate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly stated 
that according to the understanding debate is exhausted. The Chair 
has no power to enforce this understanding of the Senate. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill pass? Isthe Senate ready forthe question? The 


been ordered 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called On the passage of the 
bill I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. If 
he were present, I should vote for the bill 


yeas and nays have 


Mr. BECK (when his name was called On the passage of the bill 
I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson] who left 
the Chamber because he was not well If present, he would vote *‘ yea”’ 
and I should vote “nay ” | 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name wascalled My colleague | 
[ Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 
If the Senator from Kansas were here, my colleague would vote ** yea”? 
and the Senator from Kansas would vote “nay : 

Mr. MORGAN (when Mr. FARLEY’S name was called The Senator 


from California [Mr. FARLEY] is absent from the Chamber 
paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 
tor from California were here, he would vote ** nay ’’ 
from New York would vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). On this vote my 
colleague [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. MircHELL]. If my colleague were here, he would vote 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania would vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I have be« 
from my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], 
and I shall vote for the bill. I shall do so actuated very much by the | 
motives and with some of the feelings that have been so eloquently ex- | 


He is 
If the Sena- 
and the Senator 


** nay ’’ 


n released 


pressed by the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. RANSOM }. I vote 
** wea.’ , | 
Mr. PLUMB (when the name of Mr. INGALLS was called). My 


colleague [ Mr 
gina | M1 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. LAMAR (when his name was called). On the passage of this 
bill I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 
If he were here, he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called On this question I am | 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay’’ and he would vote *‘ yea.’’ 


INGALLS] is paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
( AMDEN } It my colleague were present, he would vote 


Mr. RANSOM (when Mr VANCE’S name was called). As before | 
stated my colleague [Mr. VANCE] if here would vote ‘‘yea.’’ He is 
paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. VAN WYCK’s name was called). My 


colleague [Mr. VAN Wyck] is paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. BowEn] 

Mr. GARLAND (when Mr. VEsT’s name was called). The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] would vote ‘‘nay.’’ He is paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], who if here would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ | 

Mr. GARLAND (when Mr. WALKER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
SLATER]. The Senator from Oregon would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ and the Sen- | 
ator from Arkansas would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 
PALMER] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], 
The Senator from Michigan, if present, would vote in favor of the bill. 
and the Senator from Minnesota would vote against it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On this question I am paired with the Senator from | 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 11; as follows 

YEAS—33 


Blair, 





Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Pugh 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Ransom, 
Call Garland, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., George, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Colquitt Hampton, Manderson, Williams, 
Conger Harrison, Miller of N.Y., Wilson 
Cullom Hoar, Morrill, 
Dawes Jackson, Pike, 
Dolph Jonas, Platt, 
NAYS—Il11. | 

Bayard Greome, Maxey, Pendleton, 
Butler, Harris, Miller of Cal Saulsbury 
Coke Hawley, Morgan, 

ABSENT—32 
Aldrich Fair, Lamar, Sewell 
Allison Farley Lapham Sherman 
Anthony Gibson McPherson, Slater 
I Gorman Mahone, Vance 
lx } Hale Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cainden Hill Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Plumb Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin Walker 


So the bill was passed. 





- 
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APRIL 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senat: 
the next special order, being Senate bill No. 1372, to establish a uni 8 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to move that the bill just passed be reprinted 
as amended before it is sent to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshir 
asks unanimous consent that the bill just passed be reprinted for the 
use of the Senate. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill will be engrossed to be sent to the House 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the order to re- : 
print ? . 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. SAULSBURY. _I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope there will be noobjection made. This bill wil] 
be called for largely. The officers of the Senate came to me and said 
that it would be very necessary. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not withdraw my objection. It will be printed 
in the House. It justmakes one entirely unnecessary print 

Mr. BLAIR. But it must be taken from the Speaker’s table befor 





| it can be printed there. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to debate. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


Objection is made, and it is not open 


I think the Senator will withdraw his objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 1483) t 


HOUSE. 


| amend an act passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, to authorize the 


Legislatures of certain States to sell certain lands appropriated for school 
purposes; in whieh it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

OF 
The PRESIDEN r pre fe mpore. 
The Cyrer CLERK. A bill 


SYSTEM BANKRUPTCY 
The next special order will be stated 
S. 1372) to establish a uniform system 


of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now 
The motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate adjourned 


vdjourn. 
at 11 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 7, 1584. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absense was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WAIT, for ten days, on account of important business. 


To Mr. ELLIorTT, indefinitely, on account of important business 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, legge was given 
to withdraw the papers of J. D. Hale, now on file, having been hereto- 
fore referred to the Committee on War Claims in the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 

CINCINNATI LAW LIBRARY. 

Mr. JORDAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 224) granting certain publications to the Cincinnati law li- 
brary; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JORDAN. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to furnish and deliver to the Cincinnati law library two com- 
plete sets of the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, of the circui- 
and district courts of the United States, two complete sets of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States and Statutes at Large, a complete set of the Annals of 
Congress, of the Congressional Globe and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the 
Journals of the Senate and House of Representatives, and copies of any other 
documents and publications made by the United States or any of the Depart- 
ments which can be supplied without inconvenience to the Government. 

The SPEAKER. 
the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BEACH. I desire to inquire if that resolution has been before 
any committee of this House. 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BEACH. I think it should be referred to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint resolu- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


tion 

The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. JORDAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
| lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 
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! 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed with 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference to their appropriate committees. | 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Leg- | 
islatures are in order; also resolutions calling for executive information | 
for reference to their appropriate committees. | 

STREETS, ETC., IN WASHINGTON, D. C. | 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6417) regulating the use of 
avenues, streets, alleys, and reservations in the city of Washington; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDED CHINESE RESTRICTION ACT. 

Mr. GLASCOCK presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of California, asking for the passage of the amended Chinese restriction 
act now pending before Congress. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I ask that the memorial be read. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

SACRAMENTO, CAL., April 3, 1884. 
The Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington : 

lam authorized to inform you that the Legislature of the State of California 
has passed the following Senate concurrent resolution, relative to the speedy 
passage of the Chinese restriction act now pending in Congress: 

Whereas there are now pending in the Senate of the United States and in the 
House of Representatives certain measures which will tend to relieve the State 
of California from the continued immigration of Chinese : 

Resolved, That it is the sense of senate of the Legislature of California, the assem- | 
bly concurring, that the Congress of the United States should, without unneces- | 
sary delay, pass the amended Chinese restriction bill now pending before that | 
body. 

Be it further resolved, That the governor be requested to forward a copy of the 


foregoing resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
THOS. L. THOMPSON, Secre tary of State. 


The memorial was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
DIAMOND MATCH COMPANY. 


Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of the Dia 
mond Match Company; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. LORE. This bill involves a question of construction of law. I 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL PRISON CONGRESS. 

Mr. HITT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to authorize 
the President to appoint a commission to the international prison con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PERRY B. BOWSER. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 6419) to pay Perry B. Bowser 
$500 as back pay for recruiting and for expenses borne in the military 
service of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN COLLEGE IN ITALY. 
Mr. WOOD submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the State Department is hereby requested to 
send to this House all the facts and information he has respecting the threatened 
confiscation of the American college in Italy by any law or decree of the Italian 
Government. 


E. B. TULEY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6420) forthe relief of 
E. B. Tuley, of New Albany, Ind.; which was a read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DOROTHY HOWARD. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6421) for the re- 
lief of Dorothy Howard, widow of Henry Howard, late of Company A, 
First Kentucky Light Artillery; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSRS. CRUMBO AND MELCHER. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6422) making an 
appropriation of $1,958 to reimburse Messrs. Crumbo and Melcher for 
money lost on the contract to construct road from New Albany, Ind., 
to the national cemetery near that place; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Iowa in regard to grants of public lands to rail- 
roais. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa: 
First. That in view of the rapid absorption of the public lands of the United 


States fit for settlement, we do hereby earnestly request our Senators and Rep- | 
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resentatives in Congress to use their influence so that where grants of public 
land have been made directly to any corporation to aid in building railroads, 
and the terms of said grants have not been substantially complied with, steps 
may be immediately taken to have the unearned portion of such lands revert 
to the United States, that the same may be thrown open to settlement 

Second. That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to trans- 
mit a copy of the foregoing resolution to each of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

Approved March 27, 1884 


The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Public 


| Lands. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SCOTT, KANS. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6423) for the ereetion ofa 
public building at Fort Scott, Kans.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 6424) to provide for the issue 
of duplicate checks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed 

WILLIAM PRITCHARD. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6425) for the relief of William Pritchard: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES LOVE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
6426) for the relief of James Love, of Marshali County, Kentucky; which 
was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. M. VAUGHN AND MRS. L. JACKMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa Jackman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROWN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6428) for the relief of 
William H. Brown, of La Rue County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ’ 

BEN A. STITH. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6429) for the relief of 
Ben A. Stith, administrator; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH JEFFRIES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6430) for the relief 
of Jeremiah Jeffries, of Hardin County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. P. M’CLURE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief 
of John P. McClure, of Grayson County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. STEWART. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6432) for 
the relief of John F. Stewart, guardian of the children of James Lewis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMAN O. COLLINS. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6433) 
for the relief of Payman O. Collins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

H. F. CORNELIUS. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6434) for the relief of H. 
F. Cornelius, of Logan County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALGERNON S. WALKER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6435) for the relief of 
Algernon S. Walker, of Allen County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Cc. T. AND T. R. EUBANK. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6436) for the relief of 
| C. T. and T. R. Eubank, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read 
| a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Ciaims, and 
| ordered to be printed. 
| LOGAN M. DISHMAN. 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6437) for the relief of 
Logan M. Dishman, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a 


2726 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
SEBASTIAN HEETER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6438): for the relief of 
Sebastian Heeter, of Allen County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 

JAMES FOSTOR. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6439) for the relief of 
James Fostor, of Allen County, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed 

JAMES R. NARSTON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6440) for the relief of 
James R. Narston, of Allen County, Sentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Comm..tee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 

DANIEL STOVAL. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6441) for the relief of 
Daniel Stoval,of Scottsville, Allen County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALGERNON 8S. WALKER. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6442) for the relief of 
Algernon S. Walker, executor of the late Herman Whitney, of Allen 
County, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. HERNDON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of 

James W. Herndon, administrator of Peter Burr, deceased; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BOREN. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6444) for the relief of 
James Boren, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 
M. B. W. CAMP. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R.6445) for the relief of M. 
B. W. Camp, of Edmonson County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 

JOSHUA E. LOGAN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6446) for the relief of 
Joshua E. Logan, of Logan County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 

FRANKLIN COUNTY SEMINARY. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6447) for the relief of 
Franklin County Seminary, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF RUSSELLVILLE, KY. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6448) for the relief of 
the Cumberland Presbyterian church of Russellville, Ky.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
W. A. M’ELWAIN, 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6449) for the relief of 


W. A. McElwain; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL SEARS. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6450) for the relief of 


Samuel Sears; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL E. CARPENTER 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6451) for the relief of 
Samuel E. Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. WILLEMAN THURMAN. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6452) for the relief of 


Mrs. Willeman Thurman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEN COUNTY (KENTUCKY) COURT-HOUSE. 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6453) for the relief of the 


Allen County (Kentucky) court-house; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed 
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W. P. HENDRICKS. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6454) for the relief of 
W. P. Hendricks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. HUDSPETH. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6455) for the relief of 
William L. Hudspeth, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASBURY DAWSON. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6456) for the relief of 
Asbury Dawson, of Simpson County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A. DRAIN. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6457) for the relief of 
A. Drain, of Scottsville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

HEATING AND VENTILATION OF STREET-CARS. 

Mr. ELLIS : by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6458) to provide for 
the heating and ventilation of street passenger-cars within the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES G. FULLILOVE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6459) for the relief of 
James G. Fullilove, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


FOREIGN CHARGES ON AMERICAN VESSELS, ETC. 

Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the House 
what light dues, charges, and other equivalent taxes are imposed on American 
vessels entering and clearing from the ports of foreign countries, and also with 
what nations the United States have reciprocal commercial or musritime trea- 
ties or arrangements, the dates at which the same were entered into, and the 
provisions of such treaty or arrangement. 

GEORGE H. SPENCER. 

Mr. ROCKWELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6460) for the 
relief of George H. Spencer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to printed. 

NELSON GAMMONS. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 6461) granting a pension 
to Nelson Gammons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN E. PLIMPTON. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6462) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann E. Plimpton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6463) granting pen- 
sions for service in the Army and Navy of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE MUELLER. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6464) granting a pension 
to Theodore Mueller, late of Company E, Eighth New York Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH RICE. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6465) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Rice; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS E. DAVIS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension 
to Thomas E. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARCELLUS 8. CLOUGH. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6467) for the relief of 
Marcellus 8S. Clough; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELISHA G. POWERS. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 6468) granting a 
pension to Elisha G. Powers, a survivor of the Black Hawk war: which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF LIVES ON STEAM VESSELS 


Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 6469) to amend section 4419 
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of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for the better protec- 
tion of lives of passengers and others carried on steam vessels; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER E. DRAKE. 
Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 6470) for the relief of 


Alexander E. Drake; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 6471) to amend the patent | 


laws: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
JONATHAN SKINNER, DECEASED. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6472) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jonathan Skinner, deceased, late of New Jersey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6473) to enable the At- 
torney-General to collect statistics relating to criminals and convict 
labor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LOUISE M. PEMBERTON. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6474) for the 
relief of Mrs. Louise M. Pemberton for arrears of pension; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

SETH GRAVES. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6475) for 
the relief of Seth Graves, private Company I, One hundred and eighty- 
ninth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 6476) granting 

a pension to certain soldiers and sailors and marines who served in the 


regular and volunteer forces during the war of the rebellion; which was | 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
ISAAC P, LOCKMAN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6477) for 
the relief of Isaac P. Lockman, late Eighty-third New York Volunteers, 
asking for a pension; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MILLER. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6478) for | 


the relief of John Miller; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER HAMILTON. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6479) granting a pension 
to Alexander Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET G. HALPINE. 


Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6480) granting a pen- 


sion to Margaret G. Halpine; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ELIZABETH COLES. 
Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6481) granting a pen- 


sion to Elizabeth Coles; which was read a first and second time, re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
E. HUNT, DECEASED. 
Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6482) to amend the record 


as to desertion of E. Hunt, deceased, One hundred and ninth New | 


York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BOYNTON LEACH. 


Mr. MILLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6483) for the relief of 
Boynton Leach, late lieutenant in the United States Navy; which was | 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M. PALMER. 


Mr. OHARA introduced a bill (H. R. 6484) for the relief of William | 


M. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MANUFACTURERS OF STILLS AND WORMS. 


; Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 6485) to amend section 8244 of the 
internal-revenue laws so far as they relate to the manufacturers of stills 


| and worms; which was read a first and serond time, referred to the Com- 
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mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6486) for the relief 
of John R. Harrington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed 

ALMON C. BROCKWAY. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 6487) for the relief 
| of Almon C. Brockway; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MODELS—PATENT OFFICE. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. 6488) for the purpose of dis- 
pensing with the use of models in the Patent Office; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN H. WALKER. 

Mr. KEIFER, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6489) for the relief of 
John H. Walker, late a captain, United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COL. J. FRY. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 6490) for the re- 
| lief of Col. J. Fry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE BLUBAUGH. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6491) for the 
relief of George Blubaugh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER MARCH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6492) for the relief of Peter 
March, Frederick Kimmerly, David Vaughn, Barney Schooley, Eliza 
Seott (widow of Joseph Scott), Phebe C. Clement (widow of Isaac Clem- 
ent, Frederick Smith, Owen McNabb, and Thomas Miller; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BALTHASAR KITT. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6493) granting a pension 
to Balthasar Kitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 





JOHN 8S. BRATTON. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6494) granting a pension to 
John 8. Bratton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPRENTICESHIP IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND TERRITORIES. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6495) to provide for indent- 
ured apprenticeship in the District of Columbia and the Territories of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


VALENTINE HERTZ. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6496) for the relief of Valen- 
tine Hertz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD HOWARD. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 6497) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Howard, late corporal Company D, Fortieth Regiment New York 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE AND ARKANSAS RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 6498) to incorporate the Chero- 
kee and Arkansas River Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
| second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DAVID WARD. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6499) for the relief of David 
Ward: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK SIGERIST. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 6500) for the relief of Frank Sig- 
erist; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT LAWRENCE. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6501) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Saint Lawrence River; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 





SAMUEL BROTZMAN. 
Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to 
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Samuel Brotzman; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN CORDOVA. 


Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 6503) granting a pension to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


John Cordova, late private of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment New York 


Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


r. C. MOORE, 


Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6504) granting an increase 
of pension to T. C. Moore, late colonel Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jer- 
sey Infantry Volunteers; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CORYDON MILLARD. 


Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6505) granting a pension 
to Corydon Millard, late chaplain Fourth United States Heavy Artil- 
lery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM MURPHY. 


Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6506) for the relief of William Murphy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

rOLL-ROAD COMPANY, IDAHO. 


Mr. SINGISER introduced a bill (H. R.6507) to incorporate the Salmon 
City and North Fork Toll-road Company, in Idaho Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacitic 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTANA AND IDAHO RAILROAD. 


Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6508) creating the Montana 
and Idaho Railway Company a corporation in the Territories of Mon- 
tana, Idaho, and Washington; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories. 
If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 


AMERICAN COLLIESGE IN ITALY 

Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to furnish the 
House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interests, with 
copies of all correspondence in the Department of State in reference to the con- 
fiscation or conversion by the Italian Government of the property of the Amer- 
ican college or other property interests of American citizensin Italy. And if in 
the opinion of the President a proper occasion has arisen he is respectfully re- 
quested to interpose the good offices of the United States to protect the property 
of American citizens from confiscation or conversion by that government. 


JOHN D. ADAMS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6509) for the re- 
lief of John D. Adams; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I suppose under the rule this bill would 
go to the Committee on Claims; but I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, inasmuch as that commit- 
tee has before it now another bill of the same character. 

The bill was referred to the Committee onthe Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM STEPHENSON. 


Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6510) grantinga pension to Will- 
iam Stephenson, father of Stephenson, private Company D, 
Twenty-fourth Missouri Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ABRAM STAPLES. 
Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6511) for the relief of Abram 


Staples; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Rk. W. M’ HENRY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6512) for the re- 
lief of R. W. McHenry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST WAGNER. 

Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6513) granting a pension to 
August Wagner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE H. GLICK. 
Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catherine 
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THOMAS R. BRUNER. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 6515) for the relief of 
| Thomas R. Bruner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 
Mr. EATON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6516) regulating 
| the appointment of assistant naval constructors; which was read a first 


| and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 





H. Gliek; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ordered to be printed. 
HORSE-RAILWAY ON ROCK ISLAND. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 6517) to empower the Secretary 
of War to promote the establishment under certain conditions of a horse 
railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, and connecting the 
cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RIVER OBSERVATION. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 6518) to increase the efficiency 
of the river observation of the Signal Service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 6519) to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVY RETIRED-LIST. 

Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, requested to furnish 
this House a list of the names of any and all officers now on the retired-list of 
the Navy who are receiving over $3,000 per year, and who have seen no sea- 
service and less than sixteen yearsshore or other duty at the time of retirement; 
and to further report to this House at what age any such officers entered the 


service, and whether any special merit attaches to them, and what duties such 
officers have performed and the pay they have received therefor in detail. 


E. A. ALBERTSON. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 6520) granting a 
pension to Eliza Ann Albertson, widow, and to the infant children, of 
John B. Albertson, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIS G. GRAHAM. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 6521) for the relief of Willis 
G. Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET J. BOYD. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6522) granting a pension 
to Margaret J. Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD W. CASLEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6523) for the relief from the 
charge of desertion of Edward W. Casley, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACT SURGEONS. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 6524) for the reliefof persons 
who served as contract surgeons during the late war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ROAD TO CORINTH NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. MULDROW introdueed a bill (H. R. 6525) to construct a road 
to the national cemetery at Corinth, Miss.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions of the Committee on Rules, I 
report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and give notice 
that after it has been read I shall demand the previous question on its 
adoption. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, That Tuesday, April 8, and Tuesday, May 13, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Territories, not, however, to inelude any bills for the creation 
of new Territories or the admission of new States. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] if it is the intention by that resolu- 
tion to exclude the consideration of bills other than those for the admis- 
sion of Territories as States? As I heard the resolution read it would 
appear to exclude even the bill providing a government for the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, which is an important measure. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[ Mr. Evins], who isa member of the Committee on Territories, that 
I think the language of the resolution will exclude the consideration of 
any bill for the creation of a Territorial government for Alaska. That 
matter can be reported upon by the Committee on Territories and take 
its place on the Calendar and be considered in due course. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I hope the House will not agree to 


the resolution in its present shape. The bill establishing a government | 


for the Territory of Alaska has already passed the Senate and has been 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Territories of this House. 
If it is left to take its chance upon the Calendar there is scarcely any 


possibility that it will be reached in regular order. It isa bill of vital | 
importance to the people who have gone into that Territory, and cer- | 


tainly Congress should not longer hesitate about furnishing those peo- 
ple with some form of government. I simply make this statement to 
the House for the information of members. I am satisfied if members 


will reflect upon the matter fora moment they will see the propriety | 


of so modifying this resolution as not to exclude legislation in refer- 
ence to Alaska. 

Mr. RANDALL. This report is made at the instance of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and so far as I can learn meets their approval. 
I understand that that committee does not desire to have any subject 
brought up for consideration under this resolution which will be likely 
to give rise to an extended discussion. That is the reason why the 
limitation was made, in order that the days designated might be de- 
voted to the consideration of matters of importance to the Territories, 
and at the same time such matters as will not lead to the consumption 
of all the time allowed in the consideration of but one or two measures. 
I have no authority to accept any amendment. 

Mr. CASSIDY. This resolution contemplates the consideration of 


only such business as may be reported from the Committee on Terri- | 


tories. I think itisnot broad enough. The Delegates from the Terri- 
tories should have an opportunity to call up and have considered any 
business relating to their Territories, whether from the Committee on 
Territories or from any other committee of this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idemand the regular order; I understand that the 
previous question has been demanded on the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the rule fifteen minutes’ debate is allowed 
on each side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. After the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. KASSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] a question. Is it intended to exclude the con- 
sideration of any bill making provision for the government of Alaska? 
If it is, then I would inquire of the gentleman if he would not except 
Alaska ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have already stated that the resolution was 
drawn to exclude legislation in relation to Alaska. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the demand for the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof | 


the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely and 
fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under 
authority of the United States or any Department thereof, and prescrib- 
ing a penalty therefor. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the | 


resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, April 9, 1884, be set apart for the consideration of | 


such bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 


Senate bills upon the Speaker’s table relating to the erection of public buildings | 


as the committee shall designate, and that this special order continue from day 
to day until all such bills on the House Calendar and the Speaker's table shail 
have been considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with a 

propriation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore made; and that in 


the consideration of each bill and its amendments not more than thirty minutes | 


shall be consumed in debate—fifteen minutes on each side. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call fora second on the motion to suspend the | 


rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers on the demand for 


a second, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. StogKSLAGER, and the | 


gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, will act as tellers. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 
153, noes 32. 


So there was a second. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House thirty minutes will | 
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| 
| be allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and 
fifteen minutes against it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Four months of this session have already 
passed. There have been reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds of this House thirty bills in relation to public build- 
ings, four of them bills to extend the limitations fixed by previous acts 
of Congress, leaving twenty-six original bills reported by the committee 
of this House. These bills are in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state ofthe Union. There are upon the Speaker's table twenty- 

| four bills in relation to public buildings which have passed the Senate. 
| This includes eleven bills which are duplicates of bills reported by the 
House committee. 

And I have said, four months of session have elapsed, and I believe 
we have not in a single instance gone to either of those Calendars, and 
I think it exceedingly doubtful whether we shall be able to do so at any 
| time during thissession. The question, then, for the House to determine 
now is whether any bills for the erection of public buildings shall be 
| passed by this Congress during this session. If any such billsare to be 
| passed, this or a similar resolution must be adopted fixing a day for the 
consideration of such business. 

I take it that the policy of this House will not be that no public- 
building bills shall be passed. If that is to be the policy of this House, 
however, we should know it now; if this House is to pass no measure 
| of this kind, however meritorious, there is no necessity for our com- 
| mittee to go on and perfect bills or for the Senate to send us bills of 
this character to go upon our Speaker’s table. 
| That is all there is in this resolution. It simply provides that Wed- 
nesday, April 9—the day after to-morrow—shall be fixed for the consid- 
eration of public-building bills on the House Calendar and upon the 
Speaker’s table, makes this business a continuing order from day to 
day until disposed of, not to interfere with revenue or appropriation 
or pension bills or special orders. It also confines debate upon any bill 
to thirty minutes—fifteen on each side. 

Mr. WILLIS. What becomes of the bills not yet reported ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Those bills which may be reported hereafter 
will be considered of course as they may be reached upon the Calendar. 
Without further remarks now I will reserve the remainder of my time 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will answer the gentleman’s question if I 
have the time; I do not want to occupy all my time just now. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will at any rate have 
| time to tell us how much money these thirty-seven bills reported trom 
| the House committee—— 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Not thirty-seven, but thirty. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And twenty-four bills from the Senate call 
for? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will tell the gentleman how much money 
| the House bills call for. Including the increase of the limitations 
fixed in public-building acts passed heretofore, they propose to author- 
ize the appropriation of $4,643,000. That is the amount—the limit. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will that complete the buildings? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes,sir. Deducting the bills which simply 
extend the limits of former acts, the total amount appropriated by these 
House bills is $2,917,000—an average of $112,000 to each bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is to be the average cost of these 
buildings? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. One hundred and twelve thousand dollars 
for each is the average. I now reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there are undoubtedly a number of 
bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
which ought to be passed—bills in favor of which there is a public rea- 
son; and I concede that bills of that class ought to be considered, but 
here is a great mass of bills. I regret very much to antagonize the 
views of my colleague [Mr. STOCKSLAGER], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. I had hoped that such of these 
bills as are really meritorious and the buildings really required in the 
public service would come before the House from time to time in the reg- 
ular course and be considered, at least to the extent that the House may 
deem proper to consider such bills at this session. But this resolution 
goes to the broadest extent. It not only fixes a day for the considera- 
tion of this class of bills, but provides that these bills shall be consid- 
| ered from day to day until disposed of. Now, how many of these bills 
| are there even now? If I correctly counted them, there are thirty- 
| three of these bills on the House Calendar—House bills reported from 
the House Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

A MEMBER. Thirty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thirty; and there is a sufficient number on the 
Speaker’s table from the Senate to swell the aggregate, if 1 have counted 
correctly, to fifty-five. Fifty-five bills even now! 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman should remember that some of these 
bills from the Senate are for the same purpose as bills pending in the 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There may be some Senate bills which are dupli- 
cates of House bills. 

Mr. CASSIDY. They are all duplicates, as I understand, except ten. 
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Mr. HOLMAN Well, the number of these bills reported from the 
Housé committee and those upon the Speaker's table count up fifty-five, 
if my counting is correct. The amount of money involved in these 
bills, to begin with, is $7,529,000. The amount involved, however, is 
not of so much importance as a fact to which I wish to call attention— 
that this is but the beginning. We have reached the month of April; 
and the amount involved in the bills now before us at this compara- 
tively early period of the session is over $7,000,000. This is the begin- 
ning not only as it concerns the session, but the beginning as it concerns 
the question of expenditures of public money involved in these bills— 
bills which it is proposed to pass by a general combination of local in- 
terests 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is a consideration beyond all that. We have 
reached the 7th day of April, and we have passed tl i this House 
the Post-4 fice appropriation bill — 

Mr. BELFORD. And cut it down $4,000,000 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Naval appropriation bill— 

Mr. BELFORD. And cut it down $8,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The West Point Academy appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BELFORD. And cut it down three or four million dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Agricultural appropriation bill and the Indian 
appropriation bill. Thus we have passed in the House only five of the 
thirteen great appropriation bills which must be passed by both.Houses 
of Congress before we adjourn—eight of the leading appropriation bills 
yet to be considered. 

You have in addition to that a very important measure affecting 


APRIL 7, 


own, and I hope he will let me say, in addition to what I have alre ady 
said, without interruption, that unde r the rule allowing suspension of 
the rules and half an hour of debate on each proposition ‘the C ommittee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds can secure the passage of all of this 
class of bills which are entitled to special consideration and all that 
are necessary for any public purpose. I have suggested that some ten 
or fifteen of these bills, the most meritorious, be selected by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and let the House consider 
them in a body if you think proper; but do not take up the time ot 
the House to the exclusion of other business for the consideration of 
this long list of bills, some of which are of public importance, and 
many of merely private and local concern and for comparatively unim- 
portant localities. To devote days of the precious time of this session 
of Congress to the consideration of such special matters not recom- 
mended by any Department seems to me to be utterly unjustifiable in 
the present condition of the public business. 

Mr. BELFORD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Eight minutes of the gentleman’s time remain. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield three minutes of that time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER rose. 

Mr. LOWRY. Before the gentleman proceeds I should like to ask 


my colleague a question. 


your revenue pending before this House, the tariff bill, and a series of | 


the most important bills affecting the public lands. 


about an adjournment in June! Have we considered, Mr. Speaker, 


Gentlemen talk | 


that the consideration of these great and important public measures 


which are pressing upon us, questions not only of public importance 
but public necessity, are to be more or less affected during the time 


these bills for the erection of public buildings are slowly, working their | 


way through the House? 

Mr. BELFORD. 
Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Independently of that, you have entered on the dis- 
charge of a public duty I deem as important as any that was ever de- 
volved on Congress, a subject which you have put in the very front rank 
of your measures to be considered and acted upon at this session, that 
of reforming your public land laws and determining to what extent 
grants heretofore made shall be restored to the public domain for the 
benefit of bona fide settlers and landless people. Those measures, Mr. 
Speaker, are all to be affected to a greater or less degree, as well as your 
appropriation bills, your tariff bill, and other important public meas- 
ures now pending and to be pending, all these are to be affected for the 
purpose of considering—what ? These special and local measures for 
the erection of public buildings which have not even been recommended 
to you by the head of a single one of your Departments. 

Mr. BELFORD. We do not want any head of Department to rec- 
ommend them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Buildings not estimated for, as well as not recom- 
mended, and touching which this House has no official information 
whatever. 

Mr. BELFORD. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
the ordinary course of business. 
Mr. YOUNG. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
mates. 


It will take surplus money out of the vaults of the 


They have nothing to do with them 


Every one of them, I understand, is recommended. 
None of them are mentioned in your Book of Esti- 
Neither of them has been recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment, or the Interior Department, Post-Office Department, or any 
other Department of the Government, so faras I am informed, for none 
of them appear in the public estimates. Not one of them, sir, so faras 
I am informed, comes here with the authority of any recommendation 


from those charged with the administration of your public affairs. And | 
yet, sir, great public measures, some of them of the highest public im- | 


portance ‘and of the most urgent necessity, will be postponed, while 
these bills of merely local and personal interest are to consume the time 
of the House day after day for no one can tell how long a period. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir 
Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman please state to the 
House what is the aggregate amount of appropriation made by these | 

bills to which he refers ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I infer by running over the list there are some | 
fifty-five, and the amount involved in the first instance is something 
over $7,500,000 to begin with. 

Mr. BELFORD. And there is a surplus of $150,000,000 in the 
Treasury which ought not to be allowed to stay there. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Let me make a correction. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is a magnificent exhibition of Democratic 
generosity. 

Mr. COX, of New York. do not see why these bills should not | 
take their chance with other bills. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague [Mr. StocksLAGER] has time of his | 


Not covered even by estimates of appropriations in | 
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Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LOWRY. Iunderstood my colleague to say that not one of these 
bills was recommended by any of the public functionaries connected 
with the various Departments of this Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said so far as I am informed. 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire tostate most respectfully for the information 
of my colleague that the Supervising Architect of the Treasury has 
recommended one of these bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For an increase or for an original structure? 

Mr. LOWRY. For an increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I spoke, as the gentleman will recollect, of original 
propositions. 

Mr. MILLS. 
ing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not heard of a single such instance. 
are no such estimates. 

Mr. LOWRY. I beg leave to state that the case I refer to has been 
recommended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for granted that as to the public building 
in my friend’s district there has been a recommendation for the exten- 
sion of the building and for increase of the appropriation. I am glad 
to make this correction, but this is not an original work. 

Mr. LOWRY. It was recommended not only by the present Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury, but it was concurred in by the for- 
mer Supervising Architect and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam glad to make the correction. 

A list of the bills is as follows: 


I know of one he recommends for an original build- 


There 


H. R. 1458 (Report 64), for a public building at Greenville, S. C............. $50, 000 
| H. R.387 (Report 65), to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at New Albany, Sill lic:cuikitin in aithtasnastel snetetnenednmmuntiaaialipiaiaesialate 100, 000 


H. R. 1339 (Report 111*), to inere: ase the appropriation for the erection 
of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa.................sce0cecccecessceseceeeeeneene 1, 500, 000 
H. R. 1484 (Report 112), for the erection of a public building at Chatta- 


SEE STaIIIIING. vin cioceahoamnaidaeneidadniietdaddninsianitiak atin teint eaneebemiimen seat 100, 000 
H. R. 702 (Report 114), for the erection of a public building in the city 
OE I BI se cstinitins: sesan nimentashnigeinn copuinrinimenecnnbeminiasenpeaninneatitemies 150, 000 
H. R. 1415 (Report 128*), to amend an act.entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
of the United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and 
other Government offices at Erie, Pa.,” and making an additional 
EE III wis cnitntnianccanhsisbanteieninineseniieianabbeahiiandaniiaidianamestih 100, 000 
H. R. 441 (Report 129*), for the completion of a public building at Coun- 
ee OR iasiiais ac stshiich nso istuesdenentecininveustnntuncouieannsnenedginanieediiaaimiuihiie 100, 000 
| H. R. 4385 (Report 184), for the erection of a public building at Augusta, 
Ei ic ccenliensssthunshnewscancnitensinuieaberkuncisonnmendeuieniansnubenadtaieneisimadapeniaaatasadin 200, 000 
H. R. 162 (Re port 213), for the erection of a public building at Macon, 
Ga. 125, 000 
H.R. 190 (Report 214*), to authorize the purchase of additional ‘grounds 
for the United States court-house and post-office building at Spring- 
III III tics cinanidneedbibintiiahebnanesinienspnoasbiinibeipianieaie tuiiumenhdiandaseiiaitieneiininmenasilibis 26, 000 
H. R. 38 (Report 215), to provide for a building for the use of the Fed- 
eral court, post-office, internal-revenue, and other civil offices, and a 
United States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, EPEAT 250, 000 
H. R. 1321 (Report 340), forthe erection of a public building at Reading, . 
PI siceninienivisuiiiotsunsere-ndicis ctapnnactingtphinate’tekcnderaiiiedngiancenasianasonneneniadsicaalnataaiamaalninmnens din 80, OO 
H. k. 4979 (Report 341), to provide for the improvement and enlarge- 
ment of the public building at Richmond, Va2......................cecceceeeee oes 75, 000 
H. R:; 3716 (Report 364), for the erection of a public building at Saratoga 
INIT Sila xiccesccniatiiehbnbicn sainbsvnsccnned nisisiainnbiaiedeicsuine/aiiiaindinkonntalenstindabiienisbinin itch 200, 000 
H. R. 4989 (Re port 366), for the erection of a public building at Carson 
TTI sith scenes duhioeieninanemapeniisseieglishon sii neeeaReinmeneninesaaiinn: deine 100, 000 
H. R. 483 (Report 388), for the erection of a public building at Keo- 
kuk, Iowa ... . 150,000 
| H. a 3315 (Re port : 389), ‘for the erection ‘of a public ‘building at ‘Paterson, — 
i caicoiniiabaenibipndiiateiades ibis tinsiinenhiaidhice seaiatiniiatensaihdacinliaiiiiaandina tiiates ieinaniabaianinaaniipanneie 80, Of 
H. Ne 2912 (Re port. 390), “for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, 
MDE .csincrnareenibeccesetintwinbonssicbodsekinbuevsbcirbabenmbinianampeneczeesaheubdiahininieteatashe 100, 000 
| H. R. 3593 (Re port 391), forthe erection of a public building at Chicago, 
il vasnistasdhabhaieuneamiahhiidachmitanialinndyeavtamemmiiiaaameambiahs alienate Dens 50, 000 


H.R 1013 (Re port 436), for the erection ‘ofa public building at Troy,N.Y.. 
H. R. 5264 (Report 441), for the erection of a a ae at Lan- 
caster, Pa iiginviniieiedeuhanienta 


200, 000 


etihididensanvavidbanntieninimnonnumnngbenteebenanetinn 100, 000 
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Hi. R. 2949 (Report 442), for the erection of a public building at Port 
SIRI WIN ss, ccknenecangysnsedeedumestnececaqinsvnsnedinieaenscnsngvesonesesesees yrosescess 
H. R. 870 (Report 443), to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 
PUPPOBES.........+-0-000eereererereseneesessees eeressecses eocesseceseseees easecees serceces vsan<ebsieves 
H. R. 5672 (Report 630), for the erection of a public building at Wilming- 
ie Teck Tate ones chdrcanhininsunatnssseaniinmhnteiabh Greaneieanecieausechmenvervseoson 
H. R. 805 (Report 631), to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Jackson, in the State of Michigan..................... woe ceeecees Sedeniaanians 
H. R. 5673 (Report 632), for the erection of a public building at Sacra- 
I eee le, SL aia one oi arate ids wetigmehideensennssannen sidial tel 
H. R. 1570 (Report 633), for the erection of a public building at Waco, 
Te .ncasgusierininsneaste a a le nanan ga et 
H. R. 5674 (Report 634), for the erection of a public building at the city 
ET i BI nies esr escnsnccasvccccnsecnncencecessvensossznascosseses 
H. R. 848 (Report 734), to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota.....................ccseeeeeeeeceeene cesses 
H. R. 5693 (Report 736), for the erection of a public building at Akron, 
I aie ei nahgen. denbehiteutaudnibashetudehineturaateemteuiaendaepounmenseeses seneue 
S, 233, an act providing for the enlargement and improvement of 
the post-office, custom-house, and court-house, at New Haven, Conn.. 
S. 53, an act providing for a public building at San Antonio, Tex... : 
S. 55, an act to provide for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices 
in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada............ 0... eee 
S. 146, an act for a public building at Greenville, S. C...................... ole 
S. 147, an act to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for a 
post-ottice, court-house, and other public offices in San Francisco, 
. 160, an act for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J... ‘ 
22. an act for the erection of a public building at Fort Scott, Kans.. 
396, an act for the erection of a public building at Nebraska City, 
I hal lll cali Milian hina ccnmneetnidihanatdiaiinedd ‘ciadiemangiakeuaiiliy 
505, an act for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, Ala... 
. 574, an act appropriating money for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a suitable building for the United States courts, post- 
oftice, and other Government offices, in the city of Winona, State of 
Minnesota ........ a sateaeladade lel ticete ta aetsaabiaiaan eed ddamninsanneMienigtns tbetinscumansibibinisinss 
636, an act for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis......... 
674,* an act to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for the 
United States court-house ond post-office building at Springfield, Ill. 
. 84, an act to provide for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Manchester, in the State of New Hampshire................. 0.00. ......-ce00e 
S. 1146, an act to provide forthe erection of a public building in the city 
of Annapolis, Md ictipenntenlddihsim estan idsscaamiannnin 
8. 1429, an act to provide for the erection of a public building at Mont- 
IG isivnismiinasaieardentasnmabapienee ican anata scotaliedidntaieahinietdiaceiaaanraiscs 
8. 1473, an act to enlarge the United States custom-house at Richmond, 
Mle cltet adidas i cibiaailesk “hicdesiat cnaciadsdanatheouh lidtetadetarenipndetiiiiinstenasbesscesceuse 
8. 1504, an act for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo........ 


DDR 


DD 


mp 


RD 


Note.—Those marked with a * are increases over former appropriations, in 


the case of H. R. 1339 the limit of cost being increased to $1,500,000. 


I will now yield for three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that this 
proposition to displace all of the public business before this House and 
give preference to a number of bills fortheerection of public buildings 
throughout the country—matters of mere local interest only—is entirely 
unwarranted and should not be adopted. I quite agree with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in that respect. Not only that, | 
sir, but I am informed that there are not less perhaps than three | 
hundred bills of this character. I may be misinformed asto the num- | 
ber, but that there are probably not less than three hundred bills calling | 
for the erection of public buildings which have been introduced and | fore inaugurated in this House. 
sent tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds up to this date. | which will cost from five to ten millions dollars. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. My friend from Ohio is largely in excess of 


the number. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Such is my information. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I venture to assert that the number will not 


reach one hundred. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Well, even one hundred isa very largenum- 
ber to be considered by the committee. But, sir, these buildings will 
probably cost, or rather an appropriation, if appropriated for at all, will 
be made of from one hundred to one hundred and fifty thousand dollars | which will take the same course. 
for each, and before we are through with them that expenditure will aver- | 
age perhaps $200,000. Mr. Speaker, until we can change the entire | the opposition to the resolution expired ? 
plan of constructing public buildings, until we can bring their cost 
down to something near at least the cost of buildings which the people | port of the resolution and fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 
san afford to erect for themselves in these various localities, I am 
opposed to the whole system. This method of appropriating $150,000 | which is now being occupied by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
for the erection of a public building in a town where there is not a 
single structure erected by the people that has cost as much as $25,000 
or $30,000 or from that to $50,000 is all wrong; and yet that is the | ferring them to any committee of the House, in violation of the rules, 
plan upon which the Government has proceeded in the construction of | with a debate on these bills each involving from $50,000 to $1,500,000 
its buildings all over the country. Where the expenditure may be lim- | of only fifteen minutes on a side. 
ited within reasonable bounds; where it might be justifiable in certain 
cases to appropriate $20,000 for a public building or $15,000 or even | TheSPEAKER. The time for debate in opposition to the resolution 
$10,000, which would construct a building quite as good as other | has expired. 
buildings in such localities, it is the practice to appropriate $100,000, 


$150,000, or $200,000. 


rent. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir; it is far more economical in most 
cases for the Government to pay the rent than to put up the building. | bers of Congress should be reduced. 
Besides that, especially in political years, these structures will involve 
largely increased expense for care and repairs. These buildings, if 
erected, will require under such circumstances to be painted two orthree | man of brains who is fit to be here can secure from his earnings im his 
times a year; it will cost more to take care of them, to furnish them, to | profession every year from $10,000 to $20,000. 
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keep them up, than it would to rent such buildings as the Govertiment 
actually requires. And now for such purposes to lay aside, to push over 
all the public business before the House in order to give preference to 
this class of bills is in my judgmenta mistake and altogether inadmissi- 
ble and wrong. 
150, 000 [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield now two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] if he desires it. 
100, 000 Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say a word, 
and that is this: Fairness to the other committees of this House and to 
the gentlemen charged by its authority with other matters demands that 
50,000 | every bill should take its chances before the House fairly and equally, 
and that no preference should be given to any committee over the oth- 
ers. I do not believe it is right to give a special privilege to this one 
100,000 | committee. In a bill so arranged that if one goes through all of these 
S buildings will go through, it is especially wrong todo so. It is the old 
onan game. I can not possibly designate it by its proper title, for 1 was once 
called to order in this House for calling it ‘‘ log-rolling.’’ Butthat kind 

of legislation is bad. It can not be justified. Let each building, either 

100,000 | ge. : : . — : . . 
50,009 | !0F increase or otherwise, be allowed to stand on its own foundation 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. = It will do that anyhow. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to prolong the debate—— 


$57, 000 


75, 000 


75, 000 


100, 000 


100, 000 


ae goed Mr. YOUNG. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

100,000 | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

a | Mr. YOUNG. I wish to ask how long gentlemen opposing this 
75, 000 


100 009 | Measure will have the right to speak in this way. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House fifteen minutes are 
| allowed in support of, and fifteen in opposition to, the proposition 
100, 000 Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman has already exceeded that limit. 
100,000} TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. YOUNG. IfIam not mistaken, my watch indicates that they 
have already passed beyond that period. 


26, 000 


300, 000 The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that two minutes yet remain in 
ie | Opposition. 

) | ry . . ° . 
— Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask my colleague from Indiana, the chair- 


75,000 | man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, how many 
other bills are pending before that committee for the construction of 
public buildings. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iam not able to give the exact number, but 
there are several. . 
Mr. HOLMAN. But there are quite a number, as I understand, still 
unacted upon. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. /Yes,sir. Each one, however, of course will 
depend upon its own individual merits. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [now yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has one minute. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in that one minute I propose to say 
| that by this resolution not only will the opportunity be given for the 
increase of the already large number of these domed and turreted mau- 
soleums of expiring liberty, but it will be done by a process never be- 
This embraces more than fifty bills, 
I hope this House will 
not enter upon such awild career in the erection of public buildings as 
the last Congress did. Where buildings are needed, let them be built. 
| But where they are not, let us not bind ourselves here toa consideration 
of Senate bills without ever referring them to a committee of the House 
| It is proposed that that list of bills, about fifty in number, shall be put 
through here in violation of all the rules of the House. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The number is thirty-nine. 
Mr. McMILLIN. But you say there are others from the Senate 


100, 000 
100, 000 


Mr. YOUNG. [rise toa question of order. Has not the time for 


The SPEAKER. It has not. Fifteen minutes are allowed in sup- 
Only one 
minute remains of the time allowed in opposition to the resolution, 


| MCMILLIN]. 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is proposed to pass the Senate bills without re- 


There are good bills dmong them, 
but we should have an opportunity to separate the wheat from the chaff. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. I recollect that during the last session of Congress 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] stood 
up here in the face of this House and asked that the salaries of mem- 


Mr. McMILLIN. I was judging by what some of them deserved. 
Mr. BELFORD. Hold on; I have but three minutes. I say thata 


The gentleman from 


) 
L 
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is a fit companion for the gentleman from Indiana, who ob- 
this bill because it takes out of the national Treasury the enor- 
mous sum of 57,000,000, They should be braced together like the love 
birds Africa and sweetly float through the air with the feathers of the 

touching the feather 


of the other forever and forever Laughter. | 


l say that this Government, having a vast surplus revenue in the 
Treasury, should secure for itself a home in every important place in 
this country where it transacts judicial business. I challenge the gen 


tleman from Indiana to deny that 


nave 


proposition W hy should not oul 
has a national court-house ? 
like men of 
| Laughte r. | 

gentleman from 


nation a home everywhere where it 
Let de magogy go to the devil | Laughter j Let us act 
sense and judgment and discretion. My time is out. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I yield tour minutes to the 
Georgia | Mr. BLot NT] 
Mr. BLOUNT Mi 
that I see 
Gentlemen have been taking very exaggerated views of it 
amount to 34,000,000 


Speaker, I shall support this resolution for the 
to reach these bills on the Calendar. 
The bills 
It is assumed that there is implied an appropri- 
ation of $4,000,000 during the fiscal year out of the Treasury. That is 
untrue, sir. The bills simply provide that the buildings may be con- 
structed, leaving the sum of money to be devoted to the purpose entirely 
within the hands of any future Congress. 

I remember 


reason no other way 


sir, When I first came to the consideration of appropri- 
ations for public buildings I found the building at Cincinnati, the one 
at Chicago, the one at New York, &c., some of them involving from 
two to eight and ten millions of dollars. But the large expenditures 
which alarmed the country in reference to the great public buildings 
have passed away. These bills involve expenditures ranging from 
$50,000 to $100,000, and this long list that is paraded here to frighten 
members away from a fair consideration of these bills all put together 
do not equal the cost of the building at Cincinnati, or Chicago, or New 
York, or Philadelphia. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE 
York last year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say this is all a bugbear—the parading of this list 
as to the number of public buildings. The number is great, but the 
sum of money that can be appropriated at any time is small. 


There was $800,000 appropriated for New 


If we | 
appropriate the whole of it now in this Congress it would not amount | 


to more than $4,000,000, and the practice of Congress isto appropriate | 
not the whole sum, but from 25 to 30 per centof the amount; so that if 


the usages of this House be followed, instead of these bills authorizing 
an expenditure of $4,000,000, the amount will not be more thana mill- 
ion and a half at the next session and nothing at this. 


I trust that we shall not hesitate to fix a day for the consideration of 


these bills. When the day shall have been fixed it is pertectly compe- 


tent for the House to examine them bill by bill, and to determine as to | 


each particular building whether or not you shall agree itshall be con- 
structed atall. The bills do not carry a dollar even if you pass them. 
The whole matter of expenditure is in your hands afterward. 

I know, sir, that there is some fear that possibly bills may pass that 
ought not to pass. But I am aware that the policy of the country has 
been for years to construct these buildings. The majority of the House 
is anxious to consider the bills, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds tells us there is no way in which they 
are likely to be reached except the way which the committee recom- 
mends. Although the bills may not be all that I desire, I propose for 
one to give my vote for their consideration, reserving the right to pass 
upon the rights of each individual measure hereafter. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] has 
stated the question aright. The object of the resolution is simply to 
give these bills consideration. The House is notobliged to appropriate 
money for any one of these buildings unless it finds it meritorious. 
Now, is the House afraid of itself? Is it afraid to take these bills into 
consideration? We simply want to have them considered. 

The gentleman from Ohio thinks it would be cheaper to rent build- 
ings. I would say tothe gentleman it would be cheaper for him to die 
than to live. He can buy a coffin for five dollars, while he can not live 
very long for that. 

In the capital city of my own State there are between eighteen and 
nineteen million pieces of mail matter handled annually in two old 
buildings three hundred feet apart, with no vaults and with no pro- 
tection at all against fire for the property, of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. In that two minutes I desire to say simply 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House 
have very carefully examined these bills. As I stated in the outset, 
the average amount covered by each bill is about $110,000. There are 
just thirty-nine bills altogether, including both House and Senate bills. 
The House bills, including those which provide for extending the lim- 
itatjons imposed by previous acts, cover the amountof $4,643,000; ex- 


cluding those bills, the appropriations covered by them will amount to 
$2,917,000. 
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Or the twenty-four bills from the Senate which are upon the Speak- 
er’s table eleven are duplicates of those which have been reported by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House, leaving 
only thirteen Senate bills not included among those reported by the 


House Committee. 


That makes a total of thirty-nine bills, carrying 


somewhere between four and five millions of dollars, if all the bills 
shall become laws and the whole amount named in them shall be ap- 


propriated. 


As I have before said, all that the committee ask is that these bills 


shall have a hearing. 


I think it is due to the committee, it is due to 


the people of this country so largely Interested in these matters, that 
there shall be some time set apart for the consideration of these bills. 


The SPEAKER. 


pired. 


The time allowed by the rule for debate has ex- 
The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Indi- 


ana [ Mr. STOCKSLAGER] to suspend therules and adopt the resolution 
which has been read. 


Mr. COSGROVE. 
The SPEAKER 


it will again be read. 


Mr. MILLS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


I object. 


I ask that the resolution be again read. 
[t has been twice read; but if objection is not made 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
After a resolution has been debated, can it not be 


read again as a matter of right on the part of those members who have 
not been able to fully catch its meaning ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Every member on the floor has a right to demand 
that a resolution shall be once read; that is a matter of right. 
resolution has been read twice, perhaps three times. 


This 
The gentleman 


from Missouri [ Mr. CosGROVE] asked to have it read again, and objec- 


tion was made. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


again. 


Mr. MILLS. 


The SPEAKER. 


I object. 


Objection is made. 


I trust no objection will be made to its being read 


The question is upon agree- 


ing to the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. BEACH called for the yeas and 


nays. 


The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 54 in the affirmative. 


The SPEAKER. 


will count the other side. 
The negative vote was then taken. 


The SPEAKER. 


| the affirmative and 93 in the negative. 


There having been no vote taken to-day, the Chair 


Upon ordering the yeas and nays there are 53 in 
More than one-fifth voting in 


favor of ordering the yeas and nays, they are ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 77, not 
voting 83; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Bennett, 
Bisbee, 
Blount, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Budd, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Culberson, D. B. 
( 
( 


‘ulbertson, W. W. 


‘ullin, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibrell, 


| Dorsheimer, 
| Dowd, 
|; Dunn, 


Eaton, 


| Eldredge, 
| Ellis, 


Ellwood, 


Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Beach 


| Blanchard, 


Bland, 
Boyle, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 


YEAS—162. 


Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Evins, J. H. 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Funston, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W.H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 


Lewis, 

la ng, 

Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 

O Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Payne, 


Hepburn, Peelle,S. J. 
Holmes, Perkins, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Houk, Poland, 
Houseman, Price, 
Hurd, Pryor, 
Jeffords, Pusey, 
Jones, J. H. Ranney, 
Jones, J.T. Ray,G. W. 
Kelley, Reed, 
Kellogg, Reese, 
Ketcham, Rock well, 
King, Rogers, J. H. 
Lacey, Rogers, W. F. 
Laird, Rosecrans, 
Lanham, Rowell, 
Lawrence, Ryan, 
NAYS—77. 
Buckner, Crisp, 


Campbell, Felix 
Clardy, 

Clay, 

Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 


Deuster, 
Dockery, 
Fiedler, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Graves, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 


Scales, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T.G. 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Tillman, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

York, 

Young. 


Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Howe it 
Recent Ww. 4 
Jones, J. K. 
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Sleine Oates, Snyder, Ward, 
ry Parker, Stevens, Warner, A. J. 
McComas, Patton, Storm, Warner, Richard 
MeMillin, Payson, Sumner, D. H. Whiting, 
Millard, Pierce, Taylor, J. D. Williams, 
Mitchell, Peel, 8S. W. Taylor, J. M. Winans, John 
Morey, Rankin, Thompson, Wolford, 
Morgan, Reagan, Throckmorton, Wood. 
Morse, Riggs, Turner, H.G. 

Murray, Robertson, Turner, Oscar 

Neece, Seymour, Van Alstyne, 

NOT VOTING—383. 

Adams, J. J. Dibble, Johnson, Rice, 

Arnot, Dingley, Jordan, Robinson, J. 8. 
Barr, Duncan, Kasson, Robinson, W. E. 
Belmont, Dunham, Kean, Russell, 
Bingham, Elliott, Keifer, Seney, 
Blackburn, Evans, I. N. Lamb, Shaw, 
Boutelle, Ferrell, Libbey, Slocum, 
Bowen, Follett, McAdoo, Smith, 
Brumm, Foran, Matson, Springer, 
Burleigh Garrison, Miller, S. H. Steele, 
Burnes, Geddes, Money, Sumner, C. A 
Cabell, Green, Morrison, Thomas, 
Calkins, Hardy, Mutchler, Townshend 
Candler, Hewitt, A. 8. Ochiltree, Tucker, 
Cannon, Hiscock, O'Neill, J. J. Wadsworth 
Chace, Holton, Pettibone, Wait, 
Clements, Hooper, Phelps, Washburn. 
Cook, Horr, Post, Wise, J.S 
Curtin, Hunt, Potter, Worthingon 
Davidson, Ilutchins, Randall, 

Davis, G. R. James, Ray, Ossian 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLTON said: Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat during the roll- 
call, but did not hear my name called. I desire to have my vote re- 
corded. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ho.ton] 


states that he was in his seat during the roll-call, but failed to hear his | 


name. He asks leave to record his vote. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I have been requested to announce that the gentle- 
man from Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, is unable to be here to-day on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN, until to-morrow. 


Is there objection ? 


Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. STEELE, on all political ques- | 


tions, until to-morrow. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN, until the 14th instant. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRUMM, on political questions, until | 


further notice. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this 
question: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. CALKINS. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. MATSON. 


The following-named members were announced as paired for this day: | 


Mr. MONEY with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr Hiscock with Mr. BLACKBURN. 


vote to consider the tariff on wool and Mr. BLACKBURN would vote | 


de ee 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


POTTER with Mr. LIBBEY. 
O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
MULLER with Mr. WAIT. 
CURTIN with Mr. KEAN. 
WEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON. 
MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. 
MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 
McApoo with Mr. THOMAS. 
GREEN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 
FORAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
ARNOT with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 
LAMB with Mr. RIcE. 
Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. EvANs, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. OCHILTREE. 
E Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 
, Mr. DAvIs, of Illinois, with Mr. FoLuet. 
\ The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Cook. 


Mr. CONVERSE. 


r bill which I send to the desk and pass the same. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1218) to restore the rates of duty on imported wool. 









| for debate 
| against it. 


| class wools 


Mr. Hiscock, if present, would 


I move tosuspend the rules soas to discharge the 
Committee on Ways and Means from the further consideration of the 


Be it enacted, &c., That the rates of duty to be levied, collected, and paid upon 
the three several classes of wool and hair from the alpaca, goat, and other like 
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animals, as now classified by law, which may be imported from foreign « 
tries, shall be restored and fixed at what they were on each of the three cl 
respectively, of said articles at the time of the passage of the act of March 


un 


entitled “‘An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other } sanenen,’ 
any law to the contrary notwithstanding 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second on this motion 

Mr. MCKINLEY. For the purpose of saving time, I suggest that a 
second be considered as ordered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the motion will be con 


sidered as seconded. The Chair hears none 


The question is now upon 
agreeing to the motion. 


Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed 
fifteen minutes in favor of the motion and fifteen minutes 


Mr. CONVERSE 


I yield four minutes to my colleague [ Mr. Mc- 

KINLEY | 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes which by the 
courtesy of my colleague I am permitted to occupy I will have littl 


time to more than express my hearty approval of the bill now under 
consideration and my earnest desire that it may be enacted into law 

The general revision of the tariff made by the last Congress reduced 
the duties on wool to 10 cents and 12 cents per pound on first and second 
That is, it abolished the 10 and 11 per cent. ad valorem 
which under the act of 1867 were assessed on these two classes of wool 
in addition to the specific duty of 10 and 12 cents per pound 

Che bill now betore us proposes to restore the ad valorem rates, so 
that hereafter the duties to be levied and collected upon these two 
grades of wool shall be 10 cents per pound and 11 per cent. ad valorem 
upon one class, and 12 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem 
upon the other. In a word fixed 
by the act of 1867. It is only proper that I should state that the last 
House never had an opportunity to vote upon the wool duty as a sep 
arate proposition, but was compelled to vote upon the Senate bill a 
agreed to in the conference committee as a whole. The alternative 
was then presented to the House of passing the billas an entirety, which 
involved reductions in custom rates and large reductions of internal 
revenue taxes amounting to $40,000,000 annually, or defeat it, and thus 
lose everything of good which the bill contained. Had the 
disturbing the wool duty been presented distinet and separate, the 
duction would never have taken place. This was shown when thi 
Ways and Means Committeé authorized one of its members to offer as 
a committee amendment the wool duties of 1867, which would hav« 
been presented and passed had the consideration of this schedule eve 
been reached in the House. Nor would the conference committee have 
falled to correct the wrong if it had not been made manifest by repeated 
votes in the Senate that the increase proposed upon woolgvould cet 
tainly have defeated the bill in the Senate. 

The reduction was made under the circumstances I have named, and 
the injustice of it has come to be recognized by the Republican party 
and by many Democrats in Ohio and other States. We now have an 
opportunity to do justice to this important article of American produe- 
tion, and the proposition of my colleague, plain and simple, is to cor- 
| rect the injustice, and place the wool industry of the country where the 


it restores the duties upon wool as 


question ot 
i 


it 


| legislation of last winter found it. 
The act of 1867, which this bill proposes to restore in every 
| sense a just one, equitable in its provisions, and time has demonstrated 


, Was 


| its practical benefits in the growth and development of wool produc- 
tion. In 1850 there were 21,723,220 sheep in the United States, pro 


ducing 52,516,959 pounds of wool; in 1860 there were 22,471,225 sheep, 


producing 60,264,913 pounds; in 1870 there were 28,477,951 sheep, 
producing 100,102,387 pounds; in 1880 there were 43,576,899 sheep, 
producing 235,648,834 pounds; in 1883, 50,500,000 sheep, producing 


320,000,000 pounds of wool. 

From 1860 to 1870, during the decade when the protective-tariff act 
of 1867 went into operation, the number of sheep increased 25 per cent., 
while in the decade between 1850 and 1860 it was less than 4 per cent 
while the price of wool has decreased to the consumer, amply demon- 
strating that adequate protection does not increase the cost of the pro 
| tected article. 

There are more than a million of our fellow-citizens directly interested 
| inthis form of production. They constitute the farmersof the country, 
greatand small. They feel that a great wrong has been done them; that 
the value of their product has been most seriously diminished, and that 





unless Congress gives them the needed relief their business will be fur- 
ther seriously crippled and eventually destroyed; that sheep-husbandry 
inthe older States will be a thing of the past, and the production of the 
finer grades of wool which enter so largely into domestic manufacture 
will be exclusively the product of Australia and other foreign countries, 
which can result only to the injury of our own people; for when Aus- 
tralia once gets control of this market she will increase the price to the 
manufacturer and consumer. In every aspect, therefore, and for every 
interest in the United States this bill ought to pass 

The farmers, busy with their own employments, do not often come to 
this legislative body asking for legislative relief, and when they do 
come their requests should receive the highest consideration, and when 
just and reasonable, as in this case, they should command prompt and 
favorable action 


Petitions from all of the wool-growing States, extending from Ver- 
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mont to California, have poured in upon this House almost daily from 


the opening of the session, urging the prompt restoration of the wool 
duty of 1867 It is not Ohio alone, but every State in the Union is 


concerne 


din your favorable action upon this bill. 


Their appeals should 
go unheeded 


I do not doubt that every member on this side, as a 
simple act of justice, will vote for this measure. It is in harmony with 
the principle of protection which we advocate as a party and the policy 
which we have always pursued. There should be no halting in re- 
sponse to their request. I earnestly appeal to you to vote for this bill, 
and with the aid of gentlemen on the other side we may to-day, so far 
as this branch of the legislative will can do it, right this wrong. 
two-thirds vote; so with the entire vote of 
this side of the must have vote from the other side 
May I appeal to the Democrats of this House to aid gen- 
erously by their votes in this much-needed legislation? I venture to 
do it the more boldly because your brethren last fall in Ohio, by plat- 
form, public speech, and campaign literature, assured the people in the 
most authoritative manner that the wool duty of 1867 should be re- 
stored at the beginning of this Congress. 


not 


This motion requires a 
House ws a large 


to succeed 


ter of irresponsible politicians, it was the voice and the utterances of 


the leaders of the party in the State supported by the leaders of the 


party in other States. 

Mr. DUNN. Who are they? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Why, the whole Democratic party. Ihold in my | 
hand a pamphlet issued by the authority of the Ohio State central 


Democratic committee, in which they said if Mr. Hoadly was elected 
governor of Ohio that this Congress, which fortunately was Democratic 
is they declared), on the very first days of its session should wipe out 
inflicted on the wool-growers by the Republicans of the last 
Congress. The people heard and believed these party assurances, and 
thousands of wool-growers who had always theretofore voted otherwise 
voted the Democratic ticket, transferred the entire political power of 
the State from the control of the Republican to that of the Democratic 
party, captured the executive and both branches of the Legislature, 
and elected a United States Senator. And now that you have gathered 
the fruit of their faith and your promises, the farmers and wool-growers 
of the State demand and have a right to demand that you make good 
your pledges and keep faith with those who acted upon your assurances. 
You have secured the prize of victory—party success—now step up and 
keep your promises. [Applause on the Republican side of the House. ] 
Do I make this too strong? Let me read you what your party said last 
September, and you will say that if they were dealing fair and honor- 
ably with the people then, they have a right to expect the prompt pas- 
bill: 


the iniquity 


save of the 


I read fram a pamphlet issued by the Democratic executive commit- | 


tee of Ohio and sent broadcast over the State in the campaign of last fall: 


The Democrats propose to work industriously for power, with full confidence 
in the intelligence of the people, and when they obtain power to at once repeal 
the iniquitous measure (the woo] tariff 

Is it possible to obtain a restoration of the duty entire? 

This is the question which every sheep-owner in Ohio isasking himself. 
say toevery farmer,and with all possible 
answered now 

Next year will not do. 
present Ohio 
of the wool 


We 
emphasis, that the question must be 
The reason is clear; the issue has been raised in the 
campaign, and the wool interest elsewhere, as well as the enemies 
terest, are unanimous in recognizing that the result of the Ohio 
campaign will decide whether the duty shall be restored immediately or 
whether its restoration shall be left to the chances of the future. 

rhe « ion of Hoadly, on the other hand, means the triumph of the Demo- 
crats an cess of their objects, of which the unconditional restoration of 
the duty on wool entire is one of the most important. This triumph will create 
a most irresistible sentiment throughout the nation in favor of the wool-growers, 


net 
ect 


d the su 


and when Congress meets next winter (it is, fortunately, Democratic in the 
House) the strength of public opinion will be so great that the President will 
not dare resist it, and he will readily sign any measure brought forward for re- 


lief. The consequence will be that farmers will be able to retain their flocks and 
go on with the profitable production of wool. The election of a Democratic 
Legislature insures the « Democratic United States Senator from 
Ohio and largely increases the chances of having a Democratic majority in the 
United States Senate, and in that event the Democratic party will be in a situa- 
tion to redeem its promise made to the woo!l-growers of Ohio in its State plat- 
form. Farmers of Ohio, can you trust the party that has in our national Legis- 


lection of a 


lature outraged and robbed you at the bidding of the capitalists of New Eng- | 


land Is there any hope for you from such a party, who have thus deliberately 
sacrificed your dearest and best interest? The party that created this great wrong 
ean not be trusted to give you relief. The Democrats in Congress were your 
friends. They sought by every means in their power to prevent this wrong 
from being inflicted on you. Trust the Democratic party in this matter; it has 
promised to and will give you relief. 


Will you ignore these promises, so authoritatively made, and deny 
the great farming class this much-needed legislation? 

I am earnestly and heartily for this bill and sincerely hope the House 
vill give it the requisite number of votes to insure its adoption, and 
thus demonstrate its purpose to carefully guard and protect the Amer- 
ican wool raised by the American farmer against the foreign competitor 
whose product is prepared for the market by a cheap labor—so cheap 
and iily paid that no farmer in the United States can or will enter with 
it the field of competition. Our farmers who have contributed so 
largely to the wealth and progress of this nation are justly entitled to 
the relief they ask. 

Mr. CONVERSE 
two minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. LI rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order, Mr. Speaker, is this: 


V 


I now yield to the gentleman from California for 


| State. 


It was not the campaign clat- | 


| (ranch) sheep, 34,000,000 pounds ; 


The gentleman from Ohio has asked permission to print certain things 
which was not given by the House; that is, to print certain expressions 
used in the Ohio campaign last year. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman if he includes 
me in the list? 

Mr. McKINLEY. No; I do not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to correct a story that has been 
going the round on that subject. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understood the gentleman from New York 
while he spoke in Ohio last fall for the Democratic party did not get 
on the platform of protection adopted by the Democratic party of that 
[ Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Youare right. Ido not object to grant- 
ing permission to the gentleman to print. 

The extent of this interest will be observed from the following sta- 








| tistics: 

Statement showing for the United States the number of flocks of sheep, ex- 
clusive of those on public-land ranches, the figures being furnished by Mr. 
Jacob K. Dodge, statistician Department of Agriculture. 

Alabama ee 137 

Arizona iets m 2,119 

Arkansas.. FR REE 97 

a 4,326 New Hampshire ........ Ll, 206 

Colorado. 406 New Jersey ; unninhen 5, 822 

Connecticut..... 3,194 New Mexico. 814 

Dakota : = 1,819 New York aie initiate aabihi 75, 523 

Delaware..... beeciacaa 1,986 North Carolina ......... ; 52. 41 

SII. tcintiaiciinnslidiaacieainalionkwuiiianes A ci atariaalentl 93, 984 

Georgia ......... aos Se 8 Cs a beeneiniatioiidiaipins 1,605 

Idaho iaintle : 28 Pennsylvania .............. 72, 425 

Illinois . snateddicuaiamaiia 39,803 Rhode Island iaeenniiiieadhilbinine TWO 

Indiana...... A ati 54,069 | South Carolina..................... ; 10, 049 

I niinhitnhineuiindupeeanion : 17,220 | Tennessee........ 62, 924 

Kansas... ssiiedinas — I 8, 390 

Kentucky . ‘ ; <inenien 60,598 | Utrh... peienedinni ; 2,001 

Louisiana ea scent 5,449 Vermont... sipdenienicenedunneadaale 16, 573 

ies : ae RO: eee 32, 494 

Maryland FF. eee 1, 067 

at 3,488 | West Virginia ...............0c00000+ 30, 909 

I csi an egee indeed 62,119 Wisconsin sieanbiaatedh 58, 487 

Minnesota..... 24,208 | Wyoming............... was 44 

Mississippi 15, 466 — 

Missouri 63, 990 Total United States...... 1,020,728 





Sheep and wool. 


Ranch 
and range 
sheep. 6 


. . : . Sheep on 
States and Territories. Sheep . I 
farms. a 


Wool. 


Number. Number. Number. Pounds. d 





























ic ceeitonnomatacdnnianeenenee 347, 538 347, 

I cochcndesitteniatiniatel 166,524 76, 5: 

Arkansas ........ 246, 757 246, 

California... sibeniaindeate scenicienest (cae 4, 152, 346 ‘ 

IIIT os cnciianiidniptsiammaiatnaemaisaiitel . 1,091,448 746, 448 345, 000 
Connecticut............ nanhigdil 59, 43 59, 431 viennanienses 

a a ee 85, 244 30, 244 55, 000 
Delaware sidesbeienan 21, 967 21, 967 chit. saaiaaiia 
SN snnnicuincanasiebi 105, 681 56. 681 19, 000 
Georgia......... 527, 589 SEATED Riwessiaesenentnds 

SII ini sc niignaubieb sididiainealaiytanaati 117, 326 27, 326 90, 000 
Illinois.......... 1, 087, 073 1,037,073 ........ 6, 098, 0 
Indiana 1,100,511 l, 6, 167 
Iowa 155, 359 

Kansas......... 629, 671 

Kentucky... .. 1, 000, 269 1 

Louisiana........ 135, 631 


Maine. 
Maryland 
Massachusetts... 


























ID os ccoinntinahiness 2 
Minnesota.. : 
Mississippi.......... DUMP P'Gcenses sevuieese 734, 643 
Missour.......... RGM Icccocsnenenshante 7, 313, 924 
Montana 184, 277 95, 000 995, 482 
EERE 199, 453 48, 000 , 282, 656 
Nevada 33, 695 97,000 655, 012 
New Hampshire................ neni 1, 060, 589 
New Jersey.......... . 441,110 
New Mexico... 2, O88, 83 1, 850, 000 4,019, 188 
New York........ 1, 8, 827, 195 
North Carolina.. 917, 756 
a 4, : 25, 008, 756 
Se 1, 083, 162 285, 000 
Pennsylvania ...... BSD Enhacsiueindans 
Rhode Island ..... GE Dicinsnasinabaddecs 
South Carolina.. 118, 889 
Tennessee ..... TTD licens iiiieie 
MON tia, ioeskdcnses 2,411,633 | 1,240,000, 6,928,019 
SEN kekasous 233, 121 290, 000 973, 246 
Vermont............  ,  ,_ ee 2,551,113 
Virginia ... oe 497, 289 |......... 1, 836, 673 
Washington ....... 292, 883 96, 000 1, 389, 123 
West Virginia.... oe, eee 2,681, 444 
Wisconsin .... REE Sun cenencebabetionnll 7, 016, 491 
Wyoming........... 140, 225 310, 000 691, 650 
I UID... cccisscnimsnatensl GMD Aneoaenniensencttans a 
ee : 35,192,074 7,000,000 | 155, 681,751 


a Exclusive of spring lambs. + Estimated. eSpring clip of 1880. dNot 
including the following items, the result of special investigation: Texas and 
California fall clip of sheep reported on farms, 13,000,000 pounds; wool of other 
pulled wool and fleece of slaughtered sheep, 


38,000,000 pounds; making an aggregate of 240,681,751 pounds. 
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Mr. CONVERSE. 
California [Mr. HENLEY]. 

Mr. HENLEY. I can not do much, Mr. Speaker, in this debate 
inside of two minutes; but as a contribution from one of the largest 
wool-producing States in this Union I desire to say that the present 
tariff is regarded in the locality where I come from as being unjustly 
discriminative in favor of the manufacturer and against the wool farmer, 
and as a measure of justice to the farmer the tariff of 1867 should be re- 
stored upon wool. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 
Ohio [Mr. WILKINS]. 

Mr. WILKINS addressed the House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MORRISON. 


I now yield two minutes to my colleague from 


[See Appendix. ] 
I reserve the balance of my time until I hear from 


The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 


on wool as it is in the law to-day. Their report was approved by the 
gentlemen on the other side of the House and their protective friends, 
tew in number, on this; approved in the Senate, went to a committee 
of conference, and finally became a law. Professedly these gentlemen 
would undo their work and restore the duty to the rate where they found 
it. What estimate is to be made of their professions the country will 
rightly determine. Whatever may be the views of gentlemen upon 
the question of protective bounties, the duty on wool cannot justly or 
rightly be considered apart from the duty upon woolen goods into which 
the wool extends and makes up a very large part of the cost of manu- 
factured woolen goods. 

A bill has been reported to the House on the general subject of the 
tariff, embracing the rates of duty on both wool and woolen goods, and 
I shall ask the House on Tuesday of next week to take up that billand 
consider it, and with it this question of the tax or duty on wool and woolen 
goods, together with the other questions of taxation which that bill 
presents. 


I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ohio | 


[Mr. HuRD], since it is claimed to be in some way an Ohio question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes remaining. 
Mr. HURD. Mr.Speaker, I oppose this motion, because it proposes 

to restore the duty on wool and thereby increase the price of that com- 

modity. It does this directly by increasing the price of foreign wool 
required in domestic manufacturing. The question thus plainly pre- 
sented is, ought the price of wool to be increased by legislation ? 

There are three classes interested in the answer to this question—tirst, 
those who consume articles made of wool; secondly, those who manu- 
facture woolen goods; and, thirdly, those who produce the raw material 
itself. 

The manifest effect upon the first class—the consumer—is to increase 
the price of his woolen goods, for you can not add to the price of the 


raw material of which the article is made without increasing the price | 


of the article itself. Ought, then, to the consumers of this country the 
price of woolen goods be increased? To this question, Mr. Speaker, 
there can be but one answer. At all timesand under all circumstances 
in our northern climate wool is an indispensable article of daily con- 
sumption. It is shelter to the houseless, covering to the shivering, and 
fuel when the light of the fire is extinguished. The life of the work- 
ingman, the artisan, and the mechanic without the protection of woolen 
clothing would be insupportable while they toil, and their condition 
without it would be miserable indeed, after their daily toil is ended. 

If these remarks be true ordinarily, how painfully true are they now. 
This has been a winter of unexampled severity. More than half a 
million of men are outof employment. In debt, without wages, strong 
men everywhere are seeing their families suffer because they can not 
get the work they are anxious to do. 

Has this House of Representatives, to these sufferers, nothing more to 
say than this, that the necessaries of life to them shall be increased in 


expense? The very proposition is a mockery of their misfortune. The 
passage of this bill would be an unforgivable wrong to millions. It is 


not an auspicious time to make clothing dearer to the poor. If boun- 
ties are needed for any industry, in God’s name take them out of your 
overflowing Treasury, net out of your suffering poor. [Applause. ] 
Secondly. What is the effect upon the manufacturer of the proposed 
legislation? That interest everywhere is in a state of depression. 
Many mill-owners have gone into insolvency. More have reduced the 
hours of labor. Many have shut up fora time. Few are running all 
the time and to the full extent of their capacity. In the midst of this 
embarrassment among the the wool manufacturers, does this House pro- 
pose to add to their burden, by increasing the price of their raw materials? 
_ One of the chief causes of the present depression is the high price of 
foreign wool. The duty even as it stands now under the present tariff, 
with the cost of importation added, increases the price of foreign wool 
to the American manufacturer nearly 60 per cent. above what it is at 
the port of shipment. In 1880 the American mills consumed 300,000, - 
000 pounds of wool. Of these, 75,000,000 were imported. Nearly one- 
fourth of their consumption was of foreign production. They have the 
power in these mills to consume nearly twice as much as they do. To 
be able to manufacture to the extent of half of their capacity they have 


I yield now two minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that the Tariff | 
Commission, at the end of its eighth months’ exercises, fixed the duty | 


| isimported because of the necessity of manufacture. 
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been obliged to import 75,000,000 pounds of foreign wool with the in- 
crease of price which the tariff makes. The mills of America can man- 
ufacture nearly 600,000,000 pounds annually. The wool-growers of 
America produce 300,000,000 pounds annually. Your high duty there- 
fore disables your manufacturer from getting the wool he is required to 
have in order to supply deficiencies of home production. And by this 
very tariff, too, you have robbed these men of the markets of the world. 
England, with free wool, sells abroad one hundred and twenty million 
dollars’ worth of woolen goods annually. America, with high duties on 
wool, sells abroad searcely four hundred thousand dollars’ worth. Pass 
this bill and increase the price of foreign wool, and you add to the embar- 
rassment of every woolen manufacturer, you compel a further reduction 
of the wages of their operatives, and lock still more tightly against them 
the doors of the markets of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, this wrong to the consumer, this wrong to the manu 
facturer is attempted to be justified on the ground that the American 
farmer will get a better price for his wool. This isa delusion. Who 
makes the market for the American farmer? Noman buys wool and 
takes it to his own home to spin and weave ft into clothes. It is the 
American manufacturer who makes the market for the American farmer 
And just as he is prosperous or depressed is the price of wool high o1 
low. [Applause.] It is natural that a man in prosperity will pay a 
better price than the man whom adversity has overtaken. And in this 
country to-day you find thisastonishing situation—a high duty on foreign 
wool and a low price of American wool. And I charge here now that 


| this low price of American wool is largely attributable to the high price 


of foreign wool. 

There are three grades or classes of wool in the market: First, the 
superfine or the Silesian wool; second, the intermediary or combing 
wool; and, third, the coarse carpet wool. Of these America does not 
produce the superfine wool or the carpet wool, and it can not produce 
them. Therefore no duty on them can be of any benefit to the farmer 
of this country. He does not grow them. 

As to the intermediary grade this is the situation: The wools of 
the foreign countries have a tiber and texture which our wools do not 
possess, and the American manufacturer needs them to mix with Ameri- 
can wool to produce the best results. No man can make a good 
of clothes out of American wool alone. From England, from France 
and other parts of the world we want their wool with its fiber to make 
the best product for our mapufacturer in his work of supplying the 
home demand. 

You see to-day, Mr. Speaker, that the whole supply of foreign wool 
Let. foreign wool 
come in free or let the duty be further reduced and you will bring in 


4 
sult 


| more foreign wool to commingle with the American wool to enable our 


manufacturers to make the best cloths. I believe every pound of for- 
eign wool of intermediary grade that comes into this country makes 
more valuable every pound of wool raised here. The basis of my prop- 
osition on this point is that the foreign wool does not come into America 
in competition with American wool, but to supplement its deficiencies. 
This is no idle theory of mine. During the low duties on wool from 
1847 to 1861 the farmers got on an average 5 cents per pound more for 
their wool than they have received from 1867 until now under the high 
protective tariff adopted in the year last named. In England when a 
proposition was made to take the duties off of wool altogether it was 
antagonized as calculated to destroy the wool-growing interests; but 
the result is that from that time until now the price of wool has steadily 
advanced, subject only to those fluctuations which affect all occupations. 

In France we have the same result, for when the duty on wool was 
reduced from 33 to 22 per cent. wool immediately advanced 6 per cent 
and continued at that rate. One of the principal statisticians of France 
reported to the French Government that “high duties on wool made 
low prices at home, while low duties on wool or free wool made ood 
prices at home.’’ In that report M. Baudrillard said, ** The home ”’ 


(French) ‘* production is not sufficient for the daily wants of our in- 
dustry. Every check thrown in the way of the latter affects its ac 
tivity. As soon as our manufacturers can not procure foreign wool 


they decrease their production, because they can not find at home the 
required qualities, and the French wool which they would have used to 
mix in lies about in the markets.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, I believe if wool were put on the free-list to-day, with 
a corresponding reduction of the tariff on woolen goods, the result 
would be a large increase in manufacturing, a large 
number of operatives employed, ah increase of at least 10 per cent. in 
the price of wool to the farmer, and a reduction of 25 per cent. in price 
to the people who have to purchase woolen clothes. 

I know that I have been requested by the Democratic Legislature of 
the State of Ohio to vote to restore the duty on wool. I have a great 
respect for it as a body; I have a great respect for its individual mem- 
bers, so many of whom I know well and favorably. But I would not 
vote in this House to make woolen clothing dearer to the laboring pop- 
ulation of this country if eve ry Democrat in the State ot 
ask me to do so. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Woe to the party that proposes to obtain power by making the ex- 
pense of living heavier and the struggle tor existence still harder for 
those who can scarcely carry it on now. The path of victory to such a 


addition to the 


Ohio should 
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party is Ul 
lifted in 
The leay its laurel will be entwined with a poison vine which will 
cause them to wither even as they are being gather d 

I do not care that the party to which I belong shall come 
nto powe! unless’it shall be to give freer trade to our peopl 
vestments to its capital, 


1rough the misfortunes and sufferings of their fellow-men If 
to power it will be on the shoulders of taxation and monopoly 


es ol 


For one 


, better in- 
larger wages to its laborers, and greater glory 


to the American name on the high seas and among the nations of the 
eartn 

Here the hammer fell, and the gentleman resumed his seat amid 
preat ay plause 

The SPEAKER The time for debate in opposition to the resolution 


has ¢ xpire d The gentleman from ¢ dhio | 
eight minutes remaining of his time in support of his resolution 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, in 
his handsome address the other day on the tariff, said that ‘‘ some sheep 
farmers’? had been Committee on Ways and Means. He 
denied that the farming interest had been there represented, and from 
his remarks one might infer that sheep-husbandry in the United States 
is an insignificant industry 

Mr. HENLEY What gentleman from New York? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ireferto Mr. Cox. It may be worth while for the 
members of this House in the short fifteen minutes’ debate allowed on 
each side to call to mind the magnitude and importance of this indus- 
try before they cast a vote which shall impair its value or leave it ina 
crippled condition, and which will make a difference of half a million 
votes in the results in the election next November. This is not a ques- 
tion, as asserted by my colleague [Mr. Hurp], whether woolen cloth- 
ing, which in his brilliant rhetoric serves as shelter, raiment, and food 
for the poor, shall command a higher price than it now does 

When the rates of duty on wool were reduced on the 3d of March, 1883, 
though the act did not take effect till the 30th day of June, the price 
of wool immediately went down, and the clipof 1883 was soldat 5 cents 
per pound less than it would have brought but forthe reduction of the 
rate of duty. Itisa singular commercial fact that although the re- 
duction of duty was only 3} cents per pound, yet from increased im- 
portations overstocking the market, or fromthe pressure of a declining 
market or other unknown cause, the pricein the open market was re- 
duced 5 cents per pound. The farmers of the country lost in the trans- 
action not less than $15,000,000, of which sum Ohio lost $1,100,000 
Has there been any corresponding reduction in clothing? Have the 
poor of the United States benefited by thetrangaction? The facts and 
figures on this point should have been pres@hted by my colleague. 
They do not sustain his rhetoric. There has been no reduction in the 
price of clothing; if there has been any change the price has increased. 

The real question is, whether this great industry shall be kept in the 
hands of American citizens or whether its profits shall be divided with 
foreign nations. [ Applause. ] 
ernment, bear its burdens, and fight its battles also control its markets 
and regulate them by home competition, or shall that control be shared 
with others, who neither support the Government, bear any of its bur- 
dens, or fight any of its battles, unless they fight against us? That is 
the question. 

Sheep-husbandry isone of the largest, if not the largest, single produc- 
tive industry in the United States. Recent statements of the statisti- 


Mr. CONVERSE } is entitled to 


before the 


Shall Americans who supportthe Gov- | 
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cian in the Agricultural Department show 1,020,728 flocks of sheep in | 
the United States, exclusive of those on public-land ranches, as follows: | 





Alabama 23,879 Montana 137 | 
Arizona 3S Nebraska ; sheleeed 2,119 | 
Arkansas 20,595 Nevada 97 | 
California 4,326 | New Hampshire.................... 11, 206 | 
Colorado See i IIIT 1010s cscsnabesnseegeneunaune 5, 822 

Connecticut 3,19 New Mexico 814 | 
Dakota 1,819 New York 75, 523 | 
Delaware 1,986 North Carolina = items 52,541 | 
Florida 1,001 | Ohio......... i 93, 984 

Georgia 514 Oregon sy salbeeiemionesnaiivelient 4,605 

Idaho 128 Pennsylvania ..... sindua 72, 425 | 
Illinois 39,808 Rhode Island 

Indiana 54,069 South Carolina 

lowa ; 17,220 Tennessee 

Kansas 3,84 Texas 

Kentucky SO ee 

Louisiana 5,449 Vermont 

Maine S4, 132 | Virgina... ...........ccccce 

Maryland : 10,498 Washifgton 

Massachusetts ; 3,488 West Virginia 

Michigan Be oN  vcempencnonencenqnen 

Minnesvta 24,208 Wyoming 

Mississippi 15, 466 

Missouri 63, 990 a ee 1, 020, 728 


The value of those flocks exceeds $250,000,000, and if the value of the | 


lands used in the prosecution of this industry should be added, it would 
aggregate as large an investmentas any productive industry in the United 
States. The annual product of wooland mutton exceeds $150,000,000, 
the most of which is the representative of labor expended in its production 
during thecurrent year. Theannual productof wool inthe United States 
is now 320,000,000 pounds, worth above $100,000,000, and 12,000,000 
sheep are slaughtered annually for food, worth $50,000,000. Sheep- 
husbandry furnishes employment to more men than any other single 
industry in the United States. It would bea low estimate to say that 





APRIL 7 


, 


each flock on an average furnishes employment for two men during 
considerable portion of the year. 


That would make 2,041,456 men, not 
counting those on the public-land ranches. What other single indus 
try requires or employs half that number? Women and children and 
diseased or aged men and cripples can not fill the places in sheep-hus- 
bandry they can in factories. Strong, active, healthy men are r quired 
in the heat of summer to plow the ground, plant and cultivate thy 
corn, cut the hay, prepare the fodder for winter use, and in winter's 
cold to follow and teed and shelter the flocks through snow and sleet 
and storm. For washing, shearing, marketing the wool, paring hoof 
caring for the lambs, and herding through the summer the same vig- 
orous, healthy, and self-reliant class of laborers is required. 

The 93,984 flocks in Ohio consume annually not less than 2,000,000 
bushels of corn, to say nothing of rough feed. By the process of teed 
ing we compress into the 25,000,000 pounds of wool annually produced 
in that State not less than 2,000,000 bushels of corn and thousands of to 
of coarse feed—hay, corn fodder, summer and fall grass—and sell the: 
thus in convenient form for inexpensive shipment. There were entered 
upon the grand duplicate for taxation in Ohio last year 5,130,920 sheep 
valued also for taxation at $13,249,166. Large numbers of sheep a 
stall-fed and fattened through the winter on corn, as we fatten our hogs 
and cattle, and find a ready market for mutton in the spring. 

The farmer thus provides extensive employment for labor, and ca: 
pay fair wages if more labor is required than he and his sons can pet 
form. He finds a market at home for much that would not bear trans 
portation, and in addition saves the waste to enrich his lands or restor 
to fertility the fields that have been impoverished by continuous culti- 
vation, and may occupy profitably hill lands which can not be culti 
vated and lands poorly watered which for that reason are unsuited t 
other stock. It is believed that there is no single domestic productiv: 
industry in the United States which surpasses in magnitude and im 
portance or confers more blessings upon the nation that fosters it tha 
sheep-husbandry. 

The gentleman [Mr. Hurp] tells us that the duty on imported woo 
increases the price of clothing to the poor and distressed, and argues 
against the inhumanity of such a course, and advocates placing wool 
on the free-list. In thesame breath he reminds us of the fact that woo! 
was higher in price in the United States from 1847 to 1861, when th: 
duties were low—merely nominal—than it was afterward when the rat 
was increased. He tells us also that on some oecasion in France when 
the duty on wool was reduced from 33 to 22 per cent. wool advanced 6 
per cent. and continued at that advanced price, and that the same r 
sults were observed in England on a similar occasion. He reaches the 
climax of his argument when he tells us that if wool were placed o1 
the free-list in the United States it would result in an increase of at 
least 10 per cent. in the price of woolon the farm. One part of his ar 
gument thorougly refutes and destroys the other part of it. The two 
are utterly ineonsistent with each other. 

The explanation of the historic facts in England, France, and the 
United States mentioned by my colleague is easily made. When the 
duty on wool is low or when wool is on the free-list home production 
declines, and as soon as the foreign producer or the trader finds that h« 
has controlof the market he advances the price, and large profits accrue 
to both the foreign producer and the trader. This is not only true of 
wool, but is equally true when applied to every other domestic pro- 
duction which from its nature can be the subjectof foreign competition 

Since the establishment of the wool tariff in 1867 the price of woo! 
in the United States has steadily declined by reason of the increased 
production and home competition. 

The following statistics will show the number of sheep in the United 
States and the quantity of wool produced during the years stated: 


. 


Woo! 


Census years 


Sheep. 


Number Pounds 





1850 21,723,220 | 52,516,159 
Si aiishsiheadieichaninaa op tesebincibioniidenaiianiiiadhabininitesinmsebaansnntinnniantni 22, 471, 225 60, 264, 913 
STII ciccisvtlits vos baipinttidclbaaadntaantrststatnnsieimisebebasainwsaimubiniiect oath 28,477,951 . 100, 102, 387 
TEIED ’ pesnepncnnpencustmmnessunecousnvonpeanesbenecse ceseunercecsccsenenee ..| 43,576,899 235,648,534 


1883 (agricultural statistics 50,500,000 320, G00, 000 


The price of wool on the farm at the close of the war was about >!) 
cents per pound. Nowit is 35 cents per pound for washed wool. The 
first duty imposed on imported wool was in 1825, and fixed at 20 per 
cent. ad valorem, which the succeeding year was increased to 30 per cent 
In 1828 the duty on wool costing 10 cents per pound and over was fixed 
at 4 cents per pound and 40 per cent.ad valorem. In 1829 the ad valo- 
rem duty was increased 5 per cent. and in 1830 an additional 5 pet 
cent., making in all 50 per cent. ad valorem duty and 4 cents per pound 
In 1832 wool costing 8 cents or Jess per pound was admitted free, and 
wool costing above 8 cents per pound paid a duty of 4 cents per pound 
and 40 per cent. ad valorem. In 1842 that costing 7 cents a pound or 
less paid 5 per cent. duty, and that costing above 7 cents per pound paid 
3 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem. In 1846 the specifi 


duty was abolished, and in 1847 the ad valorem duty on higher grade 
In 1857 wool costing 20 cents per pound or 


was fixed at 24 per cent. 





vie BRA Dimes 57 


att ae as 


Beatin 8 







1884. 





less was admitted free. In 1861 wool costing 18 cents per pound or 
less, 5 per cent. ; that costing from 15 to 24 cents per pound, 3 cents per 
pound; and that costing over 24 cents paid 9cents per pound. In 1864 
that costing 12 cents or less per pound paid 3 cents per pound; between 
12 and 24 cents, 6 cents per pound. That costing between 24 and 32 
cents paid 10 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem; and all cost- 
ing above 32 cents per pound paid 12 cents a pound and 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. The act of 1867 divided imported wools into three classes, 
namely, clothing, combing, and carpet wools. Unwashed wools of the 
first and second class of the value of 32 cents or less per pound at the 
place from whence shipped paid a duty of 10 cents per pound and 11 
per cent. ad valorem; that exceeding 32 cents in value, 12 cents per 
pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. Wools of the third class valued 
at 12 cents or less paid 3 cents a pound duty, and that valued above 12 
cents paid 6cents per pound. Washed wools paid double and scoured 
three times the respective amounts. 

A comparison of these enactments with the rate of increase in the 
number of sheep and the production per head will show the dependence 
of one upon the other and the motives which induced the flockmasters 
of the country to go to the enormous expense required to obtain the best 
strains of blood for breeding purposes, thus securing the best quality 
and largest yield of wool; and also induced them at immense cost to ar- 
range their farms and construct buildings and appliances suitable to the 
care and feeding of their flocks in summer and winter, allof which must 
be sacrificed in the destruction of this industry by legislation. 

What would be the effect of the gentleman’s proposition to place 
wool on the free-list? The first effect for a few years would be to 
cheapen the wool until our farmers would abandon an unprofitable busi- 
ness and thus diminish the quantity of the product, and as soon as the 


foreign producer or the shipper found himself in control of our wool | 


market he would advance the price far above present rates, and we could 
not help ourselves except by restoring the duty on imported wool and 
thus slowly through a long process of years developing again this in 
dustry. In case of war the price would go up to a dollar a pound, as it 
did in the late war of the rebellion, or $2 a pound, as it did in the war 


of 1812. Wool is as necessary an article in war as gunpowder or fire- 
arms. Of the two, the manufacture of arms could be more safely aban- 


doned as a precautionary measure of self-defense than the production of 
wool, because it could be more quickly resumed inan emergency. A 
single year of war with the wool product in the hands of a foreign 
enemy, besides endangering our success and subjecting both soldiers 
and citizens to great suffering and loss of life, would cost us many hun- 
dred millions of dollars. It would be far more serious and expensive 
than the confederate cruisers built and manned by England to prey 
upon our commerce on the high seas. 

Another effect of placing wool upon the free-list would be, even it 
prices are not unduly advanced, to draw from us annually one hundred 
and fifty millions of coin with which to pay for the wool, thus drain- 
ing the country of its precious metals. Reciprocity as presented by 
free-traders isadelusion. Wecould not pay this sum by increased sales 
of some other home production to the parties from whom we purchase the 
imported wool. Europe will never under any circumstances buy more 
provisions than she needs, and will always buy what she needs and 
where she can buy cheapest. Trade is always between individuals and 
never between nations. The commercial statistics of all countries wil) 


' 
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a good suit of clothes can not be made from American wool. This will 
be news to American wool-growers, who through all these years required 
to build up the industry supposed otherwise. There is one variety of 
long, fine fiber grown in Australia which is not produced in the United 
States in sufficient quantities to supply a sudden demand occasioned by 
change of style, but which American wool-growers will agree to pro- 
duce in any desired quantity within three years if the duty is restored. 
They are able to do it, because they have as a basis for crossing an 
abundance of the best merino blood in the world, and can quickly pro- 
duce almost any desired quality of wool and in sufficient quantity to 
supply the demand. 
The Ohio wool, which denotes a particular grade of wool rather than 
the place were it is raised, has no superior for fineness, strength, even 
ness, and elasticity of fiber. Even the Australian wool does not possess 
these qualities in such perfection, nor can they be produced anywher 
except by feeding corn or other grain when pastures begin to fail. The 
experiment has been tried of shipping from Ohio flocks of the best blood 
producing this best quality of wool, to the western plains, where it was 
found that the same identical sheep produced an uneven, soft, brittle 
or mushy fiber, and altogether an inferior quality of wool to that pro- 
duced by them in Ohio. Different causes have been assigned for this 
curious fact. Some assign drought, others alkali, as the cause; bat to 
me the most reasonable is the absence of grain to supply deficiency in 
pasture, keep up the regular animal heat, and an even condition of flesh 
and strength required for the regular and even growth of the fiber. The 
Ohio wool furnishes the staple for the worsted in the United States 
and is extensively used to mix with inferior and less expensive wool to 
improve the quality of the cloth to be produced. This variety is grown 
mainly in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, and 
Wisconsin, but more attention is paid to breeding in Vermont than in 
any other State. f 
Che gentleman [Mr. HuRD] has substantially admitted the fact, and 
it is a fact whether he admitted or not, that under the infiuence of a 
reasonable and moderate protection to this industry from foreign com- 
petition, though never less than 34,000,000 pounds of foreign wool came 
in under it every year, the price steadily declined in the United States, 
and that the same thing occurred in England and France He admits 
the price will advance when wool is placed on the free-list. Why, then, 
should not the duty be restored and our people permitted to enjoy the 
luxury of cheap wool produced at home rather than high-priced wool pro 
duced abroad? The increased production and home competition accom 
plish the result. His theory about mixing wools on account of the in 
teriority of American wool, on which he bases his whole argument, is 
wholly and absolutely false, and his conclusions are therefore of no value 
The question is not alone whether we shall have cheap wool and 
cheaper clothing, but shall we preserve this industry to our own peo 
ple by enabling them to control ourown markets, retain in the United 
States the profits of this industry, restore the richness and fertility of 
our fields exhausted by continuous grain-growing keep within our own 
borders and our own control this article of prime necessity in war, add 


| a hundred and fifty millions to the annual increase of wealth in the 


show that purchases and sales are not made in the same country by the | 


people of any other. There is no such thing as sentiment or friendship 
either national or personal in trade. Men engaged in foreign trade buy 
where they can buy cheapest and buy that which their customers de 

mand, and which they can sell again, without regard to the balance of 
trade. 

The next effect of placing wool on the free-list would be to deprive 
our countrymen, who, the gentleman says, are now in large numbers 
idle, though seeking work, of the industry and employment given to 
2,000,000 men, and which contributes to the aggregate wealth of the 


Republic at least $150,000,000 per year, and would give an equal | 


amount of patronage, employment, and profit to foreign nations. 

My colleague quotes, as did the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox], England—that robber nation of the earth—as an example for us 
to follow, whose laboring poor are neither fed, clothed, housed, nor edu- 
cated as ours are. He says England sells one hundred and twenty mill 
ions of dollars’ worth of woolen fabricsannually. Note the distinction 
and difference to the people between selling one hundred and twenty 
millions’ worth of manufactured goods and the production of one hun- 
dred and fifty million dollars’ worth of wool and mutton. The one 
is the product of the spindle and the power-loom, the other the product 
ot human labor, in every State and Territory of this Union and in every 
county of many of the States. 

Why, sir, do not those gentlemen know—does not every man within 
the sound of my voice know—that American free trade means Brit- 
ish protection? [Renewed applause.] American free trade is British 
protection. Does not everbody know that when you cut down the 


tariff on wool you put just so much more money into the pockets of 


the Britishers in Australia. [Continued applause. ] 
My colleague [Mr. Hurp] is misinformed and entirely mistaken when 
he talks about the superior tiber in the Australian wool, and says that 
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Republic, furnish remunerative employment te more than 2,000,000 
laborers, consume on the farm coarse food that would otherwise go to 
waste, and promote diversity of industry and employment. The peo 
ple are more contented and happy when there is an abundance of em 
ployment, when employment seeks the man instead of the man seeking 
the employment. ‘The chief capital stock in the United States consists 
of the skill and ability of our people to work, and when they are idle 
by reason of giving our employment to foreign nations our capital stock is 
being wasted. The month, week, or day that is not used is lost beyond 
recall. The $1,100,000 loss on the price of wool in Ohio last year and the 
$15,000,000 loss in the United States by the act of March 3, 1883, did 
not diminish the price of clothing one particle. Somebody received 
the benefit of that loss to the farmers. It was either the British wool 
growers of Australia or the woolen manufacturers of New England, on 
possibly it was divided between them. 

My colleague refers with much feeling and tenderness to the embat 
rassed condition of the 20,000 manufacturers of woolens, which he says 
is the result of the present high duty on wool. Why should they be 
embarrassed? The act of March 3, 1883, increased the tariff on wool 
ens 2.19 per cent., as the importations under it show, while it reduced 
the duty on wools, on an average, 18 per cent. and on some varieties 
25 per cent. I saw in the newspapers not long ago that certain of the 
New England woolen mills in January, 1884, declared annual divi 
dends ranging from 20 to 24 per cent. oninvestment. The wool-grow 
ers do not realize above 3 per cent. on their investment after deducting 
the value of labor. I can not see why the woolen manufacturers should 


be embarrassed, unless it be the embarrassment of wealth. Shall we 
see the free-traders and the manufacturers co-operating and voting to 
gether to defeat this bill? Ifso, the manufacturers can not complain 


the farmers should afterward combine in like manner to fix the 


on woolens But the farmers do not desire to embarrass any other in 
dustry. All they desire is that foreigners, who contribute no 

the support of our Government, shall not be permitted to come in un 
taxed, without paying a license fee therefor, and unders t ind 
destroy or cripple their industry 
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The profits of the wool industry were barely remunerative under the | 


law, and had long since found a common level with the other in- 
dustries in the United States. The freedom and ease with which men 
in this country change their employment render it impossible for any 


) try ¢ ay 
one nau ry to en 


oid 


{ 


oy for any great length of time profits above the 

erage of other industries unless protected by some patent right. So 
soon as one industry becomes more profitable than the rest enterprising 
men flock to it till « ompetition restores it tothe common level. Sothat 
those who seli their own services, according to the American standard 
of prices, ought not to complain, but ought to be willing to pay for 
what they are compelled to buy according to the same standard. I see 
no hardship in that. 

Che million of flockmasters, an equal number of employés, indeed 
all who are familiar with the subject, say the duty of 1867 must be re- 
stored or equivalent legislation had or the destruction of this great 
industry becomes an accomplished fact. More petitions for this res- 
toration and remonstrating against the passage of the Morrison tariff 
| educes the duty on wool still lower, have been sent to this 
Congress than upon all other subjects of general legislation put together. 
They are plain, 


none, 


iil wh 


who understand their own business and its necessities, and with 
one voice they demand relief at the hands of an American Congress, in 
which Democrats, who have always professed friendship and sympathy 
for the farmer, have the majority. There can be no question about their 
needing the relief. Although Australia, a British province, can not 
produce as good a quality of wool as ours, yet it can be used in place 
of ours. Australia has perennial pastures. The British Government, 
with an eye to the control of the wool business of the world, rents a 
hundred square miles for a hundred dollars per year for sheep culture. 
Our lands are high priced and expensive. Australia has 80,000,000 of 
sheep, with only 3,000,000 of people, in a territory of 3,000,000 square 

about as large as the United States), while we have 50,500,000 
sheep and above 50,000,000 of people. 


I1ies 


Chere are but few items on which the farmer can be practically ben- 
efited by duty on imports, while this numerous class purchase and con- 
sume the products of all other protected industries. Can this Congress 
afford to deny this relief ? A Republican President recommended a 
reduction of rate of duty on wool. A Republican Congress didit. Can 
a Democratic Congress refuse to restore it? These very men who are 
kirvocking at the door of Congress for relief have the power to elect the 
next Congress and can elect or defeat any candidate for President. 1 
have no doubt they will exercise that power. They gave us Ohio last 
year on the pledge from the stump all over the State that we would 
make an honest effort to restore the duty on wool. 


The Legislature otf 
that State, 


largely Democratic in both branches, by a unanimous vote 
instructed their Senators and requested their Representatives in Con- 
gress to support the measure for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on 
wool. My colleague |Mr. HURD] says he would not do so if every 
Democrat in the State should ask him to do it. 

In 1882 and 1°83, in both of which years the Democratic party in Ohio 
were successful, the Democracy favored the adjustment of the tariff so as 
to encourage productive home industries and afford labor a suitable re- 
ward Che tariff act of 1883 does not encourage the wool industry; the 
act of 1867 did encourage it, though there was never less than 34,000,- 
000 imported under it Chis, sir, is a representative government, and 
the voice of the constituent ought to be heard and respected in this Hall. 
For one I expect to stand by the farmers in this country and so far as 
in my power promote their interests. They are patient, unambitious, 
industrious, saving, honest, virtuous, and fearless. They constitute the 
greatest strength of the Government, the foundation of its prosperity, 
pay its taxes and fight its battles. They do not now and never will ask 
anything that is unjust to any class of our citizens, and whatever they 
do ask ought to-be conceded ungrudgingly on all sides. 


Phe theory of free trade is contrary to the settled policy of this Gov- 


ernment from its organization to the present time and the theory of 


free and cheap raw materials is founded ona fallacy. What are denomi- 
nated raw materials can not be produced by automatic machinery, but 
are mainly the product of human labor and human skill; therefore as 
you cheapen the material you must cheapen the labor that produces it. 
Cheapening the labor tends to degradation, ignorance, and slavery, 
which is the cheapest form of labor in the world. But when the price 
of the raw material approximates as nearly as possible the price of the 
finished product, then human labor becomes more valuable. The laborer 
is elevated and free He works where he can 
receive the greatest reward, changes his occupation or employer at will, 
educates his children, wears better clothes, lives in better houses, and 
eats better food. Man becomes more valuable than the machine. His 
services command more of the common products of capital and labor, 
and civilization assumes its highest form. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate on this question has 
expired, 


to control his own actions. 


| Mr. CONVERSE] to discharge the Committee on Ways and Means from 
the further consideration of the bill read at the desk and pass the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 126, not 


voting 77: 


Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Bisbee, 

Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J.H 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. M. 


; Cannon 


honest, truthful men, who seek no advantage, want | 





Che question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio | 


Chace, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 


Culbertson, W. W 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Dibrell, 
Duncan, 
Eldredge, 
Ellwood, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Funston, 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Buchanan, 
Suckner, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 

Clay, 

Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox,S.8. 

Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 


Davis, R. T. 


Adams, J.J. 
Arnot, 
Barr, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Broadhead, 
Brumm, 
sudd, 
Burleigh, 
Candler, 
Clements, 
Collins, 
Cook, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis,G.R 


as follows: 


YEAS—119. 


George, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 
Henderson, zs a 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 

Houk, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 


Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peelle, S.J. 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ray, G. W. 
Robinson, J. 8. 
Rosecrans, 


NAYS—126. 


Deuster, 
Dibble ° 

Dox kery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Evins, J. H. 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancoc k, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Herbert, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Houseman, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
James, 
Jones, B. W 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
King, 
Kleiner, 


Lanham, 


Lewis, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Neece 
Nelson, 
Pierce 
Peel, 8S. W. 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 


NOT VOTING—77. 


Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Evans, I. N. 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Green, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hewitt, A. S., 
Hiscock, 
Johnson, 
Kean, 
Kellogg, 
Lamb, 


Libbey. 
McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Muller, 
Vates, 
Ochiltree, 
©’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Ranney, 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 

Rice, 
Robinson, W. E. 


Seney, 


Rowell, 
Russell, 
Ryan, - 
Shelley, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Storm, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Tillman, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W.L. 
Winans, John 
York. 


Scales, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 

Struble, 
Talbott, 

Tay lor, J.M. 

7 hompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Ward, 

Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Winans, E. B. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

Young. 


Slocum, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stone, 
Sumner, C, A. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Washburn, 
Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J.S. 
Worthington, 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. Con- 
VERSE was not agreed to. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. HARDEMAN said: I am paired on this question with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ELLiorr]|—— 


The SPEAKER. 


and announced from the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. HARDEMAN. 


The rules require that pairs be reduced to writing 


A statement of this pair has been handed in 


writing to the Clerk; but I wish to say that on this question the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania would vote in the affirmative and I in the 


negative. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 
| with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ForRAN]. 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired on this question 
I wish to state that if 


he were present, he would vote in the aflirmative and I in the negative. 


Mr. FIEDLER. 


sickness, but expected to be here to-day. 


My colleague [Mr. FERRELL] was called away by 
As he has not returned I fear 
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he is still detained by the same cause. I have no doubt that if pres- 


ent he would vote ‘‘ay.’”’ 


Mr. WASHBURN. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. TOWNSHEND]. On this question I presume he would vote in 
the negative. If not paired, I should vote in the affirmative. == 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
oer Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. DINGLEY, until further no- 

Foe 
a ForRAN with Mr. G. D. WISE, on the wool bill. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. FERRELL, on this vote. 

Mr. FoLLert with Mr. CoLLtns, on the wool bill. Mr. FoLLerr 
would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. CoLLINs *‘ no.”’ 

Mr. FINERTY with Mr. Roprnson of New York. 

Mr. Hewirr, of New York, with Mr. STEELE. Mr. Hewitt would 
vote ‘‘no’’ and Mr. STEELE “‘ay.”’ 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. McCorp, until further notice. 

Mr. ELLIs with Mr. KELLOGG, for this day. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. SLocuM, on the bill to restore duty on wool. 
Mr. LAMB would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. SLocuM “‘ no.”’ 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. ELLI0TT, on the wool and tariff questions. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. OATES, on the wool bill. Mr. SENEY would 
vote ‘‘ay ’’ and Mr. OATEs “* no.”’ 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. VAN EATON, on the wool bill. Mr. GEDDES 
would vote ‘‘ay ’”’? and Mr. VAN EATON ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. BLACKBURN, on the wool bill. Mr. Hiscock 
would vote ‘fay’? and Mr. BLACKBURN ‘‘no.”’ 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. NELSON. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which | 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill in relation to the Red Lake Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 


Whereas the said reservation contains upward of 3,000,000 acres of land, 
whereof about one-third is tillable land, and is occupied by less than 1,200 In- 
dians, who have not to exceed 600 acres thereof under cultivation; and 

Whereas nearly all the lands of the United States in said State suitable for 
agriculture, and not included in any Indian reservation, have already been dis- 
posed of, and there isa great demand among the people of said State that the In- 
dian title to said reservation be extinguished, that suitable provision be made 
for the Indians by allotments in severalty and otherwise, and that the lands 
not required for such allotments be disposed of to actual settlers under the home 
stead laws of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed, as soon as practicable, in person or through 
three commissioners to be appointed by him, to obtain and gcquire for the 
United States of America, from the Red Lake Chippewa Indians, in the State of 
Minnesota, their cession and relinquishment, in writing, of all their title and 
interest in and to said Red Lake reservation, for the purposes and upon the 
terms hereinafter stated; and such cession and relinquishment shall be deemed 
sufficient if made by the chiefs or headmen of said tribe of Indians, in a public 
council or meeting of the band, and assented to by a majority of the male adults 
of said band present at such meeting; and the acceptance and approval of such 
cession and relinquishment by the Secretary of the Interior shall be deemed full 
and conclusive proof of the assent of said Red Lake Chippewa Indians to said 
cession and relinquishment. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as the cession and relinquishment of said Indian title is 
obtained, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause so much of said reservation 
as is agricultural or pine lands to be surveyed as Government lands are sur- 
veyed; and in making such surveys the surveyor shall carefully ascertain and 
note and return on the plat and in the field-notes all forty-acre or lesser tracts 
on which there is any pine timber standing or growing, and which tracts are for 
the purposes of this act termed pine lands; and upon the completion of such 
surveys the Secretary of the Interior shal! cause the stumpage upon each forty- 
acre or lesser tract of said pine lands to be estimated and appraised by three 
competent men to be appointed by him. Such stumpage shall be estimated by 
the thousand feet of broad-measure upon each separate tract of forty acres or 
less; and such appraisal shall be at the rate of a certain sum per thousand feet, 
and shall in no event be less than $1 per thousand feet. 

Sec. 3. That after the said pine lands have been surveyed, and the stumpage 
thereon estimated and appraised as aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
after having given three months’ notice through newspapers of general circula- 
tion published at Saint Paul, Duluth, and Crookston, in said States, through the 
United States land officers for the district where the lands are situate, offer for 
sale and sell, at public auction, to the highest bidder for cash in hand, in fort y- 
acre or lesser tracts, the stumpage on said pine lands, with ten years’ righ 
removal; but such sale shall not be for a less price than the appraised value, nor 
shall the stumpage on any tract be sold at a less price than $2 per acre, nor shall 
more than one-twentieth in acreage or quantity of timber of the stumpage of 
said pine lands be disposed of in any one year, or otherwise disposed of than in 
this act provided, nor shall the United States part with the fee-simple in said 
pine lands. 

Src. 4. That as soon as any of the lands on said reservation other than pin¢ 
lands have been surveyed, the Secretary of the Interior shall give notice thereof 
which said notice shali be published in at least ten of the principal papers pub- 
lished in the State of Minnesota, for the full term of sixty days from the date of said 
notice; and at the expiration of said sixty days the said land so surveyed, and 
no others, shall be disposed of by the United States to actual settlers only 
der the provisions of existing homestead acts: Provided, That each settler 
der and in accordance with the provisions of said homestead acts, shal! pay to 
the United States for the land so taken by him the sum of 50 cents for each and 

very acre, in four equal annual payments, and shall be entitled to a patent 
therefor only at the expiration of four years from the date of entry, according 
to said homestead laws, and after the full payment of seid 50 cents per acre there- 
for; and any conveyance of said lands so taken as a homestead, or any contract 
touching the same, or lien thereon, created prior to the date of such patent, shall 
be null and void: Provided, further. That settlers who have not had the benefit 





un- 


un- 


of the pre-emption laws shall be entitled to enter homesteads under the provis- 
ions of this act, notwithstanding they may previously have had the benefit of 
the homestead laws. 
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lands, 


Sec. 5. That the funds arising from the sale of the stumpage of said pine 
and the funds arising from homestead entries under this act. s! 
of as follows: Out of said funds shall first be paid all the expenses of the sur- 
veys, estimates, and appraisals herein prescribed, and the balance remaining of 
said funds shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States, and d 


alk be disposed 


iw othter 
est at the rate of 3 per cent. ] innum, which interest, and so much of the prin 
cipal as the Secretary of the Interior may see fit, shall by him be expended for 
the benefit of said Indians, for such purposes, in such sums. and at ch times 
and in such manner as he may, in his discretion, from time to time deter 


Sec. 6. That the said Indians may continue to occupy said pine lands as a res 
ervation, and use the dead and down timber ther 
provided by law; but they are in no manner to interfere with or hinder the 
purchasers of stumpage in the full enjoyment of their stumpage right; it be 
the true intent and meaning of this act that the said Indians may continue 
occupy and hold the said pine lands as hunting, fishing, and trapping grounds 
and for haying and pasturage, until otherwise provided by law 


eon for fur until otherwise 


cupancy and use tobe without any prejudice or hinderance to the rights of pu 
chasers of stumpage 
Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, under such rules as Ly 


determine, make allotments of said lands other than pine lands to the said ] 
dians in severalty as follows: To each head of a family 











one ¢ irter-s oO 
each single person over 20 years of age, one-eighth of a section; to each orphan 
child under 20 years of age, one-e th of a section; and to« orson 
now living, when he or she has attained the age of 20 years ‘ 
section ; but such allotments shall be so made as to leave the ract 
separate and distinct from and not intermingled with other sett] i rt 
purposes of filling such allotments the Secretary of the Interior shall withho 
from settlement and entry on the castern or southeastern side of Red La 
elsewhere on said reservation if necessary, a quantity of land sufficient fors 
allotments; and for the allotments so made as herein provided certificates 
issue to the allottees, which certificates shall be of the legal effect and de i 
on their face that the United States does and will hold the land thus allotte 
the period of thirty years in trust for the sole use and benefit of the allott ' 
his or her heirs, according to the laws of the State of Minnesota, and t 
the expiration of said period the United States will convey by patent in { 
simple to the allottee, or his or her heirs as aforesaid, the land so allotted, d 
charged of said trust and free of all liens or incumbrances 

SEC, 5. That the prov sions made for said Indians in this act sha he deemed 
and taken to be compensation in full for their cession and relinquishment of 
all their right and interest in said reservation to the United States of Am« rT 
as herein contemplated: Provided That except as to the cessior nd retlir h 
ment and the survey of the lands as provided in this act, none ot its provisions 
shall apply to the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each township s 
veyed, or to the swamp lands on said reservation, but the same shall be reserved 
to the State of Minnesota in accordance with the acts of Congre heret re 
passed in relation to such lands in said State: Provided furthe I is 
the Secretary of the Interior in making the allotments provided for in this a 
shall deem it necessary or proper to allot any parts or portions of said sixtee 
and thirty-sixth sections, or of said swamp lands to said Indians, he is hereby « 
powed so to do, and thereupon said State shall be entitled to select equ ts 


therefor 


Mr. NELSON. This bill as it was reported from the Committe: 
Indian Affairs has been amended in several particulars at the request ot 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To enable the gentleman to explain it fully I will 
ask for a second. 

The SPEAKER. 
as ordered 


If there be no objection a second will be considered 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly 

Mr. NELSON. Idesire, Mr. Speake r, as brie fly as 1 can, tostate the 
nature of this bill and the objects intended to be accomplished b 
In the northwestern part of the State of Minnesota, contiguous to the 
international boundary line, there is a large reservation of some three 
millions of acres of land in area. More than one-half of that reserv: 
tion, the northern half of it, is marshy and swamp land, unfit for any 
purposes. In thesouthern half, however, there are about twenty tow: 
ships of pine-timber lands, and the balance of the reservation in the Red 
River valley is prairie land. 

This reservation is occupied at the present time by some 1,200 Indian 
the remains of the Chippewa tribe. Their occupancy of this reservation 
1s quite recent. 

The object of the present bill is to extinguish the title of these In 
dians to the lands. In the first place it provides for obtaining their r 
linquishment of the same. It then provides that the reservation shall 
be surveyed and the lands upon which there is pine timber shall be so 
marked in the plats and in the field notes and designated as pine lands 

These pine lands are to be disposed of as follows: The stumpage is 
to be estimated and appraised by three commissioners, experts, to be 
appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and the commission so ap- 
pointed is to estimate the stumpage on every forty acres of land or the 


it 
VY it. 


lesser subdivisions made by the Government. But in making their ap 
praisement they are to do so at not less than $1 per thousand feet board 
measure for the stumpage. 

After the appraisement of the lands and upon public notice of ninety 
days, which notice is to be given in the leading papers as designated 
by the bill, the pine is to be sold at public sale and at not less than the 
appraisement and under no circumstances at less than $2 per acre. In 
order to prevent what has been the curse of that country before, it 1s 
stumpage alone that is to be sold under this arrangement and not the 
lands themselves. 


Under prior and existing laws in Minnesota large quantities of the 
most valuable pine lands have been acquired by speculators and othe 
located and taken up by “‘half-breed’’ scrip, soldiers’ additional, and 
all other kinds without benefit to the Government But in this bill 
no scrip can be used for the losation of any of these lands, for the rea- 
son that the timber only is sold, the lands remaining intact, and to be 


disposed of only as pr vided by the bill 


As to the agricultural lands, the bill provides that the hall be o1 
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taken under the homestead law. But there is one peculiarity about | 
the provisions of this bill. Under the homestead law as it exists to- 

day settlers are only required to pay the fees of the land office, but 

here they are required to pay for the lands at the rate of 50 cents per 

acre in four equal annual installments. 

This amendment was incorporated on the bill at the suggestion of | 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and is a copy of what is 
known as the Dawes bill in the Senate, in reference to the great Sioux 
reservation in Dakota. The proceeds of all the pine and the proceeds 
of all the homestead lands at 50 cents per acre are to go as a trust 
fund to the Indians, to be deposited with the Secretary of the Interior 
and to draw interest at 3 per cent. per annum. 

In addition to this, Mr. Speaker, the bill provides that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall make allotments in severalty to all the Indians, 
to heads of families, one hundred and sixty acres of the best lands that | 
can be found on the reservation, and to all other Indians, no matter of 
what age, eighty acres each; and in addition to these farms allotted to 
the Indians they are to have permission to occupy the pine lands both 
before and after the stumpage 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose , 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia for a 
question first and afterward to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill what is the estimated amount of the fund he thinks under the 
operation of this law will go into this trust fund for the benefit of these 
Indians? 

Mr. NELSON. I can not tell you that exactly. It can only be esti- 
mated approximately. Itis assumed that there are about twenty town- | 
ships of land that are covered with pine timber. I imagine under the 
bill that the pine lands will bring from five to ten dollars per acre for 
the stumpage. As to the residue of the lands, which are to be sold to 
actual homestead settlers only, the price is fixed at 50 cents per acre 

Mr. BLOUNT. You can not, then, give the amount? 

Mr. NELSON. As I have said, I can only give the amount approx- 
imately; but whatever it is, all of the proceeds of the sales, after the 
expense of surveying, &c., will be turned into the Treasury and left 
there for the benefit of the Indians at 3 per cent. interest. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would ask the gentleman further how the Indians 
are subsisting at this time? What is their mode of living? 

Mr. NELSON. At the present time they are only partially civilized, 
although they carry on a little farming. The report of the Indian 
Commissioner shows that they have about six hundred acres on the res- 
ervation in cultivation; and forthe rest there is alarge lake, Red Lake, 
on the reservation, and they live by hunting and fishing. They are 
mere nomads, semi-civilized Indians. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman stated, I believe, although 
I did not hear clearly, the number of Indians upon the reservation ? 

Mr. NELSON. The report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
shows that the number is about 1,200, all told. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If I understand, then, it is proposed here 
to give each of these Indians, to heads of families, one hundred and 
sixty acres of this land ? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the balance of it to be opened to 
homestead settlement after the pine timber is sold off; is that it? 

Mr. NELSON. Not exactly. 
Secretary of the Interior shall first reserve sufficient to fill all allot- 

























































































And to others eighty acres ? 


serve any of the agricultural lands anywhere on the reservation. In 
other words, the Indians are to have their pick in the first instance. 
After they have had their pick then the pine on the pine land is to be 
sold—the stumpage. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Separately from the land ? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; separately from the land, and the Indians 
are to have this pine land as a common in addition to their farms. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then the pine land is not to be opened to 
settlement ? 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir. Itis to be reserved for the benefit of the 
Government, but may be occupied by the Indians as a sort of common. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Reserved for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a long bill, and I do not know yet 


whether it is one which should be passed or not. 
hear further explanation of it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan 
sota a question. Is there any 
to be removed? 

Mr. NELSON. To prevent the pine being all destroyed at once the 
bill provides that only one-twentieth shall be sold each year, and the 
purchasers of stumpage are to have ten years’ time within which to cut 
and remove the pine trom the land. 

Mr. WARNER, of 


I should be glad to 


Let me ask the gentleman from Minne- 
time limited within which the pine is 


Ohio 





I desire to ask one other important ques- 
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To follow the order of the bill, the | 


ments to the Indians; and he has the authority and is directed to re- | 
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tion. Does this Indian tribe give its consent ? 
ally give their consent to this measure ? 

Mr. NELSON. The bill provides their consent shall be first secured 
If their consent is not given the whole bill fails. It all hinges on that. 

Mr. SCALES. How long is the land made inalienable? 

Mr. NELSON. The land allotted to the Indians in severalty is made 
inalienable for twenty-five years, so as to prevent its being disposed ot 
to intriguing white men or becoming liable for mortgages or taxation 

Mr. SCALES. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
sioner of Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. NELSON. The bill is recommended by the Secretary of the In 
terior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have unanimously recommended it. One word more ard 
then I am through. 

In the northwest part of Minnesota is what is known as the Great 
Red River Valley, a great treeless waste. It consists of rich agricultura| 
land. At the present time they have to bring their lumber from Minn 
apolis and Duluth, a distance of from two to three hundred miles, and 
they are anxious to have this pine contiguous to that country opened, 
so that they may have the benefit of it. And in order that it may not 


Do the Indians sever- 


Is this recommended by the Commis- 


| be despoiled in one year, the provision of the bill is such that it will 


take twenty years before the pine can be sold. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let meask the gentleman one other ques- 
tion. As tothe residue of the reservation after what goes to the Indians 
is taken out, how is that to be sold? Is it to be sold in large tracts ? 

Mr. NELSON. It can not be taken except under the homestead law 
of the United States, one hundred and sixty acres to each person, with 
this difference from the homestead law, that the parties taking the land 
will require to pay 50centsanacre. The pine timber can be sold afte: 
estimation and appraisement. 

I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from Minnesota 
W ASHBURN ]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. _I desire to ask the gentleman one question. | 
want to know if there is any limitation in the bill as to the pine being 
open toall? Or may it be bought by some large timber company ? 

Mr. NELSON. It is to be sold at public sale, one-twentieth part ot 
it, after estimate and appraisement made by three commissioners ap 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and after public notice. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not suppose I can make this matter more 
clear than my colleague has already done. The legislation is in the 
right direction. I should have been very glad if the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had reported a bill introduced by myself which was more 
comprehensive and which took in all the reservation. In the northern 
part of our State we have an enormous tract of land oceupied by very 

| worthless Indians, leading a very miserable, wretched life. I think it 
is a question that Congress should deal with immediately. I believe 


[Mi 


| these Indians should alj be consolidated on one reservation—that they 


| should be removed to the White Earth or Red Lake reservation, where 
they could be brought under civilizing and Christianizing influences. 
| This bill does not go so far. But so far as it does go it is in the right 
| direction. Here are 3,000,000 acres of land occupied exclusively by 
about 1,200 miserable, wretched, vagabonds of Indians. 
Mr. KEIFER. Of what tribe? 
Mr. WASHBURN. The Chippewas. This proposition allows, as 
| my colleague [ Mr. NELSON] has stated, the allotment in severalty, giv- 
ing to each adult Indian one hundred and sixty acres of land. The 
| balance of the land and the pine on it, which is the only value it has, 
will be sold for the benefit of these Indians, the proceeds to be invested 
| by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Another question right there. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. ; 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I see that this bill provides that this pine 
timber shall not be sold for less than $1 per thousand feet of stumpage. 
| There is also a provision in the bill that it may be put up at auction 
| and sold at not less than $2 an acre. Suppose there are 10,000 feet of 
stumpage on an acre? 

Mr. WASHBURN. In the first place, the timber is to be appraised 
by three commissioners, experts, to be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, who can not appraise it at less than $1 per thousand feet, 
board-measure. Afterward the timber on this land is to be put up at 
public sale and sold to the highest bidder, at which sale it can not be 
sold at less than $1 a thousand feet. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Or $2 per acre. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is a provision that this sale of the stump- 
age shall not be at less than $2 per acre; of course with the provision 
that such a sale shall not be less than $1 per thousand feet. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate in support of the bill has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a single remark in regard to this 
measure, and I also wish to put a question or two to my friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I think that, inasmuch as this bill is a de- 
| parture from our former policy of legislation, it is exceeding desirable 
that all the facts involved shall be distinctly understood. 

I have read over the measure somewhat hastily, but it seems to me 
that it is a bill which sufficiently protects the rights of the Indians, and 
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perhaps also protects the rights of the Government. Still, there are 
one or two points about the bill which I would like to have more in- 
formation upon. 

In the first place, this bill proposes that the Government shall pay 
these Indians for the agricultural lands on this reservation at the rate 
of $1.25 an acre, which fund will go to the benefit of the Indians. 
Then it is provided that the settlers on these lands under the home- 
stead law shall reimburse the Government to the extent of 50 cents an 
acre. The House will therefore understand that a larger sum is to be 
paid the Indians for these lands than will be reimbursed to the Gov- | 
ernment. That, of course, is in harmony with what has always tran- 
spired under the homestead policy, because we have frequently paid a 
larger sum for lands, all expenditures considered, than any amount 
which was ultimgtely refunded to the Government. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A question; yes. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Is this at the request of the Indians ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me I will come to that in 
amoment. Having called attention to that feature of the bill, I wish 
to suggest that if this bill shall pass it will become something more than 
a law; it will partake of the nature of a treaty between the Indians 
and the Government, so that the terms of the law may be construed as 


a contract, all the incidents of which, as touching the settlers on these | 


lands, must be treated as a treaty with the Indians instead of a mere 
act of legislation. In that view of the case I wish to ask my friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to consent to strike out the word ‘‘ ex- 
isting,’ where it occurs before the words ‘‘ homestead law,’’ and to in- 
sert after the word ‘‘ homestead’’ the word ‘‘only.’’ 

Mr. NELSON. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now to come tothe point to which my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLFoRD] refers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would inquire of the Chair if this bill is amend- 
able? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One other point. This bill provides that it shall 
take effect only on its ratification by the Indians at a public meeting, 
the ratification required being the assent of the headmen of the tribe 
and of the majority of the male Indians. Am I correct? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; and I will say that that clause was introduced 
at the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Is this desired by the Indians themselves or is it 
only for the benefit of a few white men? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not aware that it is pressed by the Indians 
at all. 

Mr. WOLFORD. The Indians are to pay all the expense of estimat- 
ing the stumpage, &c., before they get any of the money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. As I understand this bill the Indians re- 
ceive the benefit of whatever the stumpage sells for, and also receive 
from the Government $1.25 an acre for all the land taken up under the 
homestead law. 

Mr. WOLFORD. The bill provides that the expenses must be first 
taken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuppose the expenses should be paid out of the 
funds derived from these lands, 

Mr. WOLFORD. Another question, and then I shall be ready io 
vote. Is it proposed to compel these Indians to settle upon separate 
farms or will they have a reservation to themselves ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill provides for allotting to each one of these 
Indians a certain quantity of land. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Are they to be separated or to be together ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand they are to be in a body. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Does the bill say that ? 

Mr. NELSON. It does. 


Mr. HOLMAN. For my own part I regret to see these Indian reser- | 


vations disturbed, for a reason that may not recommend itself to other 
gentlenten. By not disturbing these reservations you will at least keep 
so much land beyond the possibility of being seized upon under laws 
which I think are unfavorable to the best interests of the country, laws 
which allow lands to be the subject of speculation. If these Indian 
reservations are reserved for a time, I think the people will sooner or 
later insist that these lands shall be for the use of actual settlers. See- 
ing that such a result must inevitably follow, it seems to me that a bill 
which secures to actual settlers under favorable conditions the occu- 
pancy of the land (in this case at an expense to the settler of 50 cents 
au acre, thereby reimbursing the Government to some extent for these 
expenditures), is upon the whole a favorable arrangement, favorable to 
the Indians, and favorable to the Government, and especially securing for 
settlement by bona fide settlers at least a portion of these lands, leaving 
no avenue for speculation except in regard to the timber on the lands. 
Whether these timber lands could be better guarded than they are in 
this bill I can not say, for that is a subject I do not understand. But 
as to the agricultural lands, in regard to which I feel anxious, I think 
they are safely provided for under the homestead laws only, and no other 
form of disposition of them should be recognized. I admit that this 
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feature of the bill reconciles me to it, whatever my objection might be 
as the propriety of interfering with these Indian reservations. 

I believe I had promised 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate in support of the bill has ex- 
pired. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote! **] Does any gentleman desire to 
be heard in opposition ? “2 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to be heard in opposition to the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it is understood that while I am very anxious 
this bill should be well understood and should be right, I do not oceupy 
the attitude of being hostile to the measure. I yield five minutes, if 
I have that much time, to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNnT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN] is in 
a rather odd attitude—advocating the bill and at the same time taking 
up the time belonging to the opposition and yielding it about on this 
side of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that; but I must say the gentleman is very 
liberal with what does not belong to him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It shows my good intentions at any rate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have nodoubt the gentleman’s intention is to pass 
this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letmesay that no other gentleman rose to demand 
a second, and I was very anxicus- 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rose myself to do so when the gentleman got up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield with pleasure the fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is a fine specimen of liberality. 

Mr. Speaker, I will venture to say that in the confusion attending 
the reading of this bill there were not twenty gentlemen on the floor 
who understood its provisions. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, is not the time for 
debate on this question exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Eight minutes remain to be occupied 
in opposition to the bill. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT] 
will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I should not be frank toward this House 
if I did not confess—and I think almost any other gentleman here will 
acknowledge the same as to, himself—that I searcely know what this 
bill contains. It is said we have arecommendation from the Se« retary 
of the Interior, but we have had no opportunity to examine it. It is 
said the bill comes from the Committee on Indian Affairs, but we have 
had no opportunity to make any examination of the report. The bill 
disposes of 3,000,000 acres of the public lands; and we have had no 
official information as tothe character of those lands. We do not know 
what kind of lands we are disposing of. 

In addition to that, sir, what has struck me as objectionable in this 
bill is the proposed disposition of the Indians on the land. The gen- 
tleman who makes this proposition, when asked as to the mode of life 
of these Indians, was somewhat uncertain as to their exact status. 








Some of them were farming a little, he thought, and others fishing. 
Another gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN | characterized 
these poor people in this language: ** Wretched, miserable, vagabond 
Indians.’’ Yet these poor people who have been in the custody of the 
Government of the United States are, in response to a demand for these 
lands in Minnesota for settlement, to be made the subjects of a new 
policy on the part of this Government. The lands are to be divided 
in severalty among these worthless, vagabond, roving Indians. it has 


been thought hitherto that even with the best Indians the allotment 
of the land in this manner was unwise; that under such a policy the 
superior intelligence of the white men would bring about the utter 
| homelessness of even the best Indians. Yet, sir, you propose to take 
| the vilest form of humanity, according to the speech of the gentleman 
from Minnesota—you propose to take these ignorant, helpless, vaga- 
bond Indians and allot to them lands in severalty. These people, who 
do not understand the culture of the soil, who are accustomed to mak 
ing their living by fishing or in similar pursuits, are to be treated as 
full-grown American citizens and turned loose to the mercy of a class 


| of men who want their lands. Within a period of twenty or twenty- 
five years, the period within which the power of alienation is to be 
| limited, these Indians (although with opportunities extending over a 


far greater period they have reached no higher state than that describec 
by the gentleman from Minnesota) are to be turned loose to the mach- 
inations of men who are eager to get possession of their lands. 

We are told, Mr. Speaker, that the proceeds of these lands are to go 
into the Treasury as afund to provide for the Indians. What will those 
proceeds amount to? No estimate has been presented tothe House as 
to whether or not the money received from these lands will furnish a 
fund sufficient to take care of these Indians. If the lands should not 
yield a sufficient fund for this purpose, then we shall have made a se- 
rious mistake. We have changed their mode of life. We have taken 
their fishing and hunting-grounds from them. We have mocked their 
stupidity by putting them upon one hundred and sixty acres each, say- 
ing: ‘‘You must do what the American citizen has to do; you must 























































































































































your own living.’ 
not know that is a thing that is impracticable. I trust that so 


policy as this is not to beinaugurated under a suspension of the 


make 
does 
grave a 
TULES 
[The SPEAKER. The time allotted for debate has expired. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iask unanimous consent for time to reply to 
what has been said by the gentleman from Georgia. 





| 


Chere is not a gentleman on this floor who | 


Mr. BLOUNT. I object; they have had two-thirds of the time | 
already on that side. 

The SPEAKER The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask by unanimous consent, and I hope the gen- 


tleman from Georgia will not object 

Mr BLOUNT [ object 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not the gentleman from Georgia 
objects to my being heard after he has misrepresented me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not misrepresented you. I have used your 
language is the RECORD will show I do object. 


wonde! 


if we could have full debate. Two-thirds of the time has already been 
taken up by the other sid 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the gentleman from Georgia be permitted 
to conclude for fifteen minutes and that then the gentlemon from Min- | 
nesot \ir. WASHBURN | be heard. 

Mr | HOM PSON l obiect 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana having | 
taken the floor with the understanding that he was opposed to the bill, 
and it since being developed that he was not—— 

rhe SPEAKER rhe rule of the House allows thirty minutes of 
debat und the Chair cannot change that rule. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I trust that the time taken up will be 


allowed to those opposed to the bill. 
The SPEAKER Ther on both sides of the House. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think I have the right as a matter of personal 


is objection 


privilege to reply to the statement of the gentleman from Kentucky 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked unanimous coysent to pro- 
long the debate and it has been objected to. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has thought proper 
to say I called for a second and was not opposed to this bill. 
Mr. THOMPSON I call for the regular order of business. 
Mr.CHACE. It is impossible to hear what the gentleman from In- 


diana is saying 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN] that the time for debate be extended. 

Mr. HOLMAN I was not in the 
itv tisfactorily amended. The gentleman from Minnesota accepted 
my proposition to amend the bill. I then yielded to the gentleman 
from Georgia, but inasmuch as he feels injustice has been done him, I 
trust he will be allowed the balance of his fifteen minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
had all the 


is Sa 


time he desired and does not wish for any more and I do 


not see the use of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill 

Che House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 61. 

Mr. WILSON demanded tellers. 

rellers were ordered; and Mr. BLouNT and Mr. NELSON were ap- 


pointed 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 71. 
So not having voted in the aflirmative 
not suspended and the bill was not passed 


two-thirds the rules were 


SALE OF SCHOOL LANDS 


Mr. DIBRELL moved that the rules be suspended and the House 
Calendar discharged from the further consideration of the following bill, 
and that it be passed 


I would not object | 


lobject, because the gentleman from Georgia has | 
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mineral lands or are supposed to be such. The Legislature can not sell] 
the lands without the expenditure of a large amount of money for the 
development of the mineral upon them. But they find that they can 
lease them for aterm longer than that provided in the act with the 
right to work the minerals inthem. I will state that this bill does not 
affect any other district in the United States except my own. These 
lands are of no service to anybody except for the mineral deposits. Now, 
if they can be leased for a longer period than four years, it is believed 
that no difficulty will result in disposing of them in that manner and 
that the amount derived will be larger than if the lands were actually 
sold. : 
Mr. WARNE 
Mr. DIBREL 
The SPEAKER. 
and pass the bill. 
The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


[AX UPON SPIRITS DISTILLED FROM 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 


of Ohio. How much land is affected by this bill? 
Only four or five sections. 
The question is on the motion to suspend the rules 


R, 
L 


GRAIN. 


| the rules and pass the resolution which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is unwise and inexpedient forthe present Congress to abolish 
or reduce the tax upon spirits distilled from grain. 

Mr. COX of North Carolina, Mr. WHITE of Kentucky, Mr. WAR- 
NER of Ohio, and others demanded a second. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If there be no objection, I hope a 
second will be considered as ordered. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, and Mr. THOMPSON were appointed tell- 


} ers. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—ayes 
135, noes 29 

So the motion was seconded. 

TheSPEAKER. Underthe rule thirty minutes will be allowed for 
debate—tifteen on each side. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Who will control the time? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky who submitted the 
motion will control the time in support of the proposition. Several 
gentlemen demanded a second. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
time in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. 


Iask permission to occupy a part of the 


The gentleman from North Carolina will control 


| the time in opposition. 


attitude of favoring this bill unless | 


A bill (H. R. 148 amend anact passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, to author- 
ize the Legislatures of certain States to sell certain lands appropriated for school 
purposes 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

Amerit Congress assemble That the second section of the act of Congress 

passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, be amended so as to read as follows, to wit: | 
* That the Legislatures of the States of Illinois, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Ten- 


nessee be, and they are hereby, authorized to make such laws and needful reg- 
ulations as may be deemed expedient to secure and protect from injury or waste 
the sections reserved by the laws of Congress for the use of schools to each town- 
ship, and to provide by law, if not deemed expedient to sell, for leasing the same 
for any term of years they may think proper, in such manner as to render them 
productive and most conducive to the object for which they are designed 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that we may have an explanation of this 
bill I ask that a second be considered as ordered 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 


Mr. DIBRELL. By the act of 1843 it was provided that certain 


school lands were donated to the States of Tennessee, Arkansas and | 
Louisiana and Illinois, and it was provided that the Legislatures of the | 
States receiving such donations, if deemed inexpedient to sell the lands | 


so donated, might lease them for a term of not exceeding four years. In 


my district there are four or five sections of these lands which come | 


under the operation of that law, but which have been discovered to be 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
allow me to offer a substitute for the resolution. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I can not yield forthat purpose. Iask now, Mr. 


| Speaker, in behalf of gentlemen who have not clearly heard the resolu- 


| should be modified materially or totally abolished. 


tion, that it be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I reserve the time in support of this measure 
until I hear from the other side. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. YorK]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let us reserve the whole time on both 
sides and come to a vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. York } 
is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. YORK. Mr. Speaker, this resolution, in my judgment, is un- 
wise and uncalled for at the present time. I know that it is the opin- 
ion and the wish of the people of this country that these revenue laws 
I am satisfied that 
the wisest thing this Congress can do would be to modify, if not repeal, 
the internal-revenue laws. There is a demand for their repeal or ma- 
terial modification from all sections of the country. It is a war tax, the 


| remains of a war measure, and my people demand a repeal of it. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hinra ques- 


| tion ? 


Mr. YORK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state the 
reasons why the tax should be repealed upon whisky and laid upon the 
necessities of life ? 

Mr. YORK. I see no necessity for the tax. All of them ought to 
be reduced or repealed as far as possible, or as far as consistent with the 
needs of the Government. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me finish the question. What reason can 
you assign for reducing the tax on whisky or making whisky free and 
keeping the tax on bread? 

Mr. YORK. We must deal with this question as a great public 
measure. The Government of this country is in a condition to enable 
it to repeal the tax, and I stand here asa Representative from the State 
of North Carolina opposed to the adoption of any such resolution as that 
introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky. I want to see this law 
wiped from the statute-books altogether. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I now yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the time has not yet come, 
in my opinion, when this country is in a condition nor are the people 
willing that the tax on distilled spirits shall be taken off. The prop- 
osition before the House isdelusive. Weare asked to pledge ourselves, 
by the adoption of this resolution, to wipe out in the estimation of 
some the entire internal-revenue system, or if we vote the other way 
it will be construed that we are in favor of the internal-revenue laws 
remaining as they are now, from both of which I most respectfully 
dissent. 

If it were in order to offer a substitute at this time I should ask per- 
mission to offer the following: 

That it is the opinion of this House that the tax on all distilled spirits should 


be reduced to 50 cents per gallon after July 1, 1887; and that it is the opinion of 
this House that the tax on spirits distilled from grain and deposited in bond 
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be acted upon? Does it fear the weakness of its proposition? If so, 
we should not be driven from our expressed determination to consider 
tariff reform and internal taxation in conjunction with each other. The 
moral element is not involved in this question, for many of the wisest 
and most judicious moral reformers desire to see an absolute divorce 
between the Government and the manufacturers of distilled spirits. 
Let us, then, move on as we have started, and not be led astray by such 
resolutions as the present, but decently and in order present to the coun- 


| try such asystem of reforms as will command its confidence and respect, 


after July 1, 1884, should be due and payable within sixty days after said spirits | 


shall have been deposited in the bonded warehouses. 


My reason is this: to undo the law passed in 1878 extending the 
bonded period three years, and undo the bad effects of the Carlisle bill 
of 1880, which gave to the distillers seven and one-half gallons of leak- 
age and possible outage on each barrel of forty gallons; which gave the 
repeal of the stamp on the cask and many other privileges which large 


distillers are now using to enable them to accumulate millions of gal- | 


lons of whisky in the warehouses, on which they hope to realize by ex- 
tensions of the bonded period and then an abolition of the tax, or, fail- 
ing in that, by a reduction of fhe tax from 90 to 50 cents, so as to leave 
the whisky monopolists 40 cents profit on each gallon. 

If you will give the distillers notice that they must quit putting this 
whisky in bonded warehouses, that there is no hope for them in the 
future from abolishing the system and freeing them of the tax on all 
the whisky or any part they may have at this time in hand, you will do 
a good thing for all the useful business interests of this country, and 
possibly for the unhappy distillers themselves, who I trust will stop 
that bad business and use their immense capital in making the country 
prosperous and happy. 

By passing the resolution now pending you say to these distillers, 
‘* We propose to allow the whisky law to remain as it is now.’’ I say 
we should not allow it to remain as it isnow. The tax may be too 
high, but we should not reduce it in such a way asto give the men who 
have 80,000,000 gallons in bond the benefit of a reduction of 40 cents 
on each gallon. We ought togive notice that whatever they makeafter 
the 1st July, 1884, shall not be allowed to remain in bond over sixty 
days, and, so as not to do injustice to holders of distilled spirits made 
under existing law, that after the Ist July, 1887, the tax will be re- 
duced to 50 cents a gallon. This resolution may be construed to be in 
the interest of the distillers who have 80,000,000 gallons of whisky now 
in bonded warehouses under the operation of the existing law unless 
some notice of this kind be given. 

If I have any time left I yield it back to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute of his time left. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I oppose this resolution, because it is 
proposed to deal by piecemeal with the great subject of tariff reform, 
which must soon engage the attention of this House. It is unjust to 
many members who can not fully hear or clearly comprehend the reso- 
lution before they are called upon to vote. It is unjust to the measure 
itself and to cognate subjects with which it has been associated. Who 
expected it to be brought up to-day, and how can it be properly dis- 
cussed under a suspension of the rules? The only effect of such legis- 
lation is to distract and divide our counsels. Many members, unable to 
explain their votes, through fear of encountering a sentiment in oppo- 
sition to free whisky, may be driven to vote for it. Desiring to reflect 
the sentiments of the people of my State as expressed through her Leg- 
islature, I will endeavor to have abolished the whole internal-revenue 
system. 


As the effect of this resolution will be to prolong the continuance of 


this odious and iniquitous revenue and embarrass other reforms to which 
we have partially agreed, I most earnestly protest against its passage. 
All excise laws have ever been odious toa free and independent people, 
and the present one has exposed many of the people of my State to per- 
secutions and outrages too numerous to mention. If their burdens can 
not be removed by a change in the method of its collection, and it is 
doubtful whether they can, I would cut out the cancer, and leave the 


States to impose such taxes and restrictions upon the manufacture of 


whisky as they might deem expedient. Weare becoming too much the 


slaves of the tax-gatherer and pay too little regard to the liberties of 


the humbler classes. If this subject was considered in connection with 
other matters of taxation the House might devise some expedients by 
which our revenues might be reformed. At least it is worthy of the 
experiment. Sprung upon us as this resolution now is, it can accom- 
plish no good; for what is expedient to-day may become inexpedient 
to-morrow. 
the West, but we are not here to legislate for that class and should not 
suffer ourselves to be deceived by the measure. 

his whisky monopoly in the West is now coining its millions of dol- 
lars. It has no sympathy for the minor distillers scattered throughout 
this land. Why can it not wait until the whole revenue subject shal! 





It may inure to the benefit of the whisky monopolists of 


which I fear will not be accomplished by the legislation proposed by 
this resolution. 

Mr. YORK. I desire just one minute more. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I yield another minute to my col- 
league. 

Mr. YORK. I want to know if it will be in order to offer a substi- 
tute for this resolution in the form of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not without the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. YORK. Iask unanimous consent. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. YORK. I would like to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its consideration. 

Mr. YORK. Then I will read it as a part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to do that 

Mr. YORK read, as follows, the bill which he desired to propose as 
a substitute: 
A bill to repeal the imternal-revenue laws on distilled spirits and tobacco, with 

all amendments adding to or enlarging the same. 


Whereas the Government of the United States has from its earliest existence 
deemed it wisest and best to collect the necessary revenues to support the Gen- 
eral.Government by a tax upon imports; and 

Whereas the late civil war made it necessary for the time to levy additional 
taxes for the support of her armies, and the increased burdens placed upon the 
Government mainly growing out of the troubled condition of the country from 
the effects of the war; and 

Whereas the late civil war has been closed for a period of about nineteen 


| years; and 


Whereas the country is now enjoying a state of profound peace, prosperity, 
and happiness; and 

Whereas the United States Treasury has now a large surplus on hand, show- 
ing conclusively no necessity for the Government continuing longer the extra 
burdens of taxation known as the war taxes; and 

Whereas the people cry out against the further continuance of the internal- 
revenue laws, believing that the time has fully arrived for their repeal; and 

Whereas the demands of the Government, economically administered, can be 
amply met by the tax on imposts: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide internal revenue to 
support the Government, to pay the interest on the public debt, and for oth 


purposes,” passed June 30, 1864, and all acts amending, enlarging, or adding to 
the same, and alllaws authorizing the collection of internal revenue on distilled 
spirits and tobacco, be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, Thatonall 
unbroken packages of distilled spirits, smoking and manufactured tobacco, 
cigars, snuff, and cigarettes, in the hands of dealers or manufacturers at the time 
such repeal shall take effect, upon which the tax has been paid, there shall bea 
drawback or rebate of the full mean ae the taxes paid ; but the same shall not 
apply in any case where the claim Mas not been presented within ninety days 
following the date of repeal. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and reg 
ulations as may be necessary to carry this act into effect 


Sec. 3. That thisact shall be in force from and after its passage 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Isympathize most heartily with my friend from North 
Carolina in his complaint of the administration of the internal-revenue 
law. But I donot sympathize with him and with other gentlemen who 
desire to remove or reduce the tax on whisky. Istand here for one for 
dear whisky. I believe that it isan article that will beartaxation. It 
is a luxury and it ought to bear taxation. 

But I will not enter into that part of the discussion. I look at this 
matter from a business standpoint. The Federal Government has estab 
lished certain relations toward this greatinterest. What has been the 
result? We find millions of gallons of whisky on the market without 
a purchaser. We find also that here in Congress there is a number of 
bills which have been introduced conte iplating an abolition of the en- 
tire tax on whisky. Congress thus stands with sword uplifted over the 
head of this great interest; yet every man around me knows that there 
is not the remotest probability that that sword will ever descend 

It is due, therefore, to that interest that we should declare upon this 
floor that there is no possibility, there is no probability, that this Con- 
gress will either reduce or remove the tax on spirits distilled from grain, 
and let those interested in this great interest go on with their business, 
and no longer permit this threat to hang over them, which we know 
will never be executed. They do not know, they can not know, whether 
Congress has any such intention or not. 
that no such action will take place. 

This vote will disclose the fact that out of the three hundred and 
twenty-five members upon this floor probably not 25 percent. of them 
will be willing to go home to their constituents and say that they have 
accomplished one result for them if no other—they have made a glass 
of whisky cheaper by their legislation in Congress. Nor will they be 
willing to go home and say that, without any hope of result, as the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] admits (because he says 
that he does not hope that this Congress will legislate on this subject)— 
that without any hope of result they will agitate this question to the 


I yield two minutes to my colleague from Ken 


But we who are here know 



































































destruction of a great interest that has paid a thousand millions of dol- 
lars into the Treasury of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLts] if he will aid us in modifying the system of internal 
taxation so as to remove the oppressive features of it? 


Mr. WILLIS. I will do so whenever you give us the opportunity. 
Mr. VANCE. Iam glad to hear the gentleman say that. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I will yield two minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. After the explanation of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [| Mr. WILLIs] I hardly think it is necessary for me to say much, 
if anything, upon this question. But I observe that whenever the ques- 
tion of whisky arises here at first the House reels around it in a state 
of uncertainty as to the object of the movement. 


men from Kentucky raise the question here I must confess that this 
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| 


And when the gentle- | 


side of the House is at first apprehensive that their object is not entirely | 


vith our 


consistent subject. 

I wanted to say upon this question what I think the gentleman from 
Kentucky | Mr. WILLIS] who has just spoken desires the House to un- 
derstand and which I understood from the beginning to be the object 
ofthis resolution. Itis that those engaged in this manufacture are now, 
by reason of the defeat the other day of the bill to extend the bonded 
period for distilled spirits, a result in which I concurred—they are now 
subjected to great expense in removing from the country a large amount 


views upon the 
I 


be a market for it And further than that, they are liable to severe 
financial disturbances as long as they remain in doubt touching the ac- 
tion to be taken by Congress upon the subject of taxation. 

I agree with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that this 
House can not during the present Congress take action looking to re- 
moving the tax on whisky. Our revenue from duties on imports is not 
sufficient to pay the current and necessary expenses of the Government. 
I think I speak the feeling on this side of the House when I say that the 
last internal tax to be taken off will be the tax on whisky. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would inquire of the gentleman, what would be 


the deticiency in the revenues of the Governmentif the internal-revenue 
system were entirely abolished ? 


Mr. KASSON. I have not the figures before me, but the deficiency 
would be a great many millions 

Mr. McMILLIN Would it be about forty millions of dollars? 

Mr. KASSON I have not the figures before me and cannot state 


the amount, but I have no doubt it would be a great many millions of 
dollars 

The point I wish to get at is this: I shall vote for this resolution— 
first, because | think we ought not to take the tax off whisky; and 
secondly, I think we can not during this Congress remove the tax from 
spirits distilled from grain without creating a deficit in the revenues of 
the Government. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr YouNG |] 

Mr. YOUNG 
to discuss a measure of this importance, but I shall probably scarcely 
require even that much for what I have to say, though if the measure 
were presented under different circumstances I should feel inclined to 
discuss it at some length. The resolution itself is unimportant except 
to give expression to the judgment of the House concerning a question 


that has a most important connection with the whole subject of tariff 


legislation, and in this regard I would if opportunity favored give my 
views at some length 


I believe to be the dangerous heresy that is gradually gaining a lodg- 
ment in the minds of many gentlemen for whose opinions and judgments 
I have great respect. I do not believe it is a safe or a wise policy to be 
adopted by this House to remove the tax from an article that yields so 
large a revenue, that is of such general consumption, and which is so 
far removed from those commodities which can in any sense be consid- 
ered necessities 

Under any other circumstances and in respect to almost any other 
question relating even remotely to the question of revenue I should be 
inclined to yield my judgment to the views expressed by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], and insist that this proposition 
should be considered in the general revenue or tariff bill, which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] having it in charge has just 
assured us will be brought before the House for consideration on Tues- 
day next, but I regard the disposition to remove the tax from whisky 
as so dangerous and pernicious a one, that I feel it my duty to denounce 
it on every suitable occasion. I detest the present system of collect- 
ing internal revenue as much as any gentleman on this floor, but until 
we can spare the money derived from this source out of the necessary 
revenues of the Federal Government and devise some means by which 
it can be collected by the States, I can not give my consent to except it 
from the operations of existing laws, however odious their execution 


somal 


I now yield one minute of my time | 


|; Son. 
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may be. When we reach this point I will most cheerfully lend my aid 
in abolishing the system which has brought so much reproach upon the 
administration of a necessary law. 

One of the reasons which influenced my vote this morning against 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] to restore 
the duty upon wool was my belief that no one article subject to taxa- 
tion should be considered except in connection with a general tariff 
bill, but the article of whisky is very different from wool, and the prop- 
osition to exempt it from taxation is so repugnant to my ideas of sound 
policy that I feel it my duty as a public man to oppose it even if I 
have but one minute in which to doit. Better let the tax remain on 
whisky and take it off of some one of the thousand articles of general 
use and necessity upon which a most burdensome and oppressive taxa- 
tion is now imposed. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Bupp]. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, whisky could be made and sold at a profit 
for 25 cents per gallon were it not for the heavy tax it bears. 1 favor th« 
retention of that tax, and shall resist any effort made to remove it. 
One of my reasons for favoring the bonded extension bill was that I be- 
lieved the opponents of that measure desired to defeat it that they might 
coerce a repeal of the tax; their leading speakers proclaimed that they 
favored such repeal. 


In 1862 the Government began to levy a tax on whisky. From 1825 


| to 1861 whisky ranged in price from 15 to 48 cents per gallon, generally 
of property and bringing it back again at a later period when there will | 


being less than 40 cents; it never reached 50 cents. This statement is 
based on official reports. A repeal of the tax at this time would en- 
courage local stills to spring up throughout the country, as their cost 
is nominal, and local producers could profitably sell the article at 30 
cents per gallon. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Does not the gentleman know that 
during the period he speaks of there was far less whisky made and far 
less drunkenness than there has been since the tax was imposed ? 

Mr. BUDD. Formerly the grain went into other industries; now 
there is often anoverproduction. Thereisastimulated production and 
consumption of whisky. As the gentleman has asked the question, | 
wish to state that from 1870 to 1880 the increase in the appetite for, and 
consumption of, liquor was fearfully rapid. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. By reason of the monopoly ? 

Mr. BUDD. No, sir. By reasonof the extension and expansion of 
this business. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUDD. Allow me one moment to say, in answer to the gentle 
man from North Carolina, that in 1870 there were only 14,362 saloon 
keepers and bar-tenders in the United States, but in 1880, ten years 
later, there were 68,461, an increase of nearly 400 per cent. I say that 
the appetite for liquor, as indicated by the above facts, has grown tco 
rapidly to justify us in cutting down the tax on this article so that it 
might be profitably sold for 40 cents a gallon, 10 cents a quart, ora 
cent a drink. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ili 


Mr. Speaker, I concur with those who favor th 


| adoption of this resolution, for the reason that the trade demands we 
One minute is rather a brief space of time in which | 


should put a quietus upon this question. But that is not my only rea- 
I am in favor of the resolution because the great mass the peo- 


ple of this country desire to have whisky taxed. We are now realizing 


| a revenue of nearly $70,000,000 a year from the manufacture of dis- 


tilled spirits and the license todeal in them. This amount of revenue 
can not be raised in any other way with so little burden upon our tax- 
paying people. Therefore I desire there shall be an understanding 
reached now by this House and notice given to the country that this 


| tax, yielding $70,000,000 a year, shall remain until‘the public debt is 
I desire simply at present to express my emphatic dissent from what | 


paid, and until the people can get blankets and other necessaries of life 
cheaper. [Applause. ] 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary that 
much should be said on this proposition. The intelligence of the House 
has already agreed toit. Nogentleman who has chosen to oppose st has, 
so far as I have heard, given any reason why the tax on whisky should 
be reduced or abolished. I have listened to both the gentlemen from 
North Carolina, who, while opposed in party politics, are united at least 
upon one question, free whisky, cheap whisky, untaxed intoxication; 
but I can not understand what is their objection to maintaining this 
tax. To speak of the internal-revenue system in the presence of the 
Representatives from that State seems almost like raising a red rag in 


| frent of a mad bull—all North Carolina immediately bristles up and 
| makes an attack upor it. 
| the tremendous 


One would suppose that unless we repeal 
war taxes’’ of which gentlemen speak they would not 
have enough constituents left to hold an election; that the whole pop- 
ulation had gone into ‘‘ moonshining;’’ had fled to their mountain fast- 
nesses to escape deputy marshals, whose presence they seem to dread 
worse than Ali Baba did the forty thieves or the devil turned locse for 


| a thousand years. 


“ce 


Why, sir, this is no more a ‘‘ war tax’’ than our other taxes. All 
our taxes, we are told, are ‘‘wartaxes.’? Whenever our eloquent friends 
here speak on the subject of reducing the tariff, they want it reduced 
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because it is ‘‘ war taxes;’’ and now my friend from North Carolina 
wants to take off the whisky tax because it is a ‘‘ war tax.’’ But where 


are you going to get money to pay the pensionsof your crippled soldiers | 


and to provide the large educational fund which gentlemen are talking 
about distributing to the States for the purpose of educating the illit- 
erate not only of my friend’s State but all over the country? where are 


you to get money to redeem your national bonds unless you raise part | 


of it by this tax on whisky ? 


You have nearly a hundred millions a year to provide for pensions; | 


you need over fifty millions for interest on your national debt; you 
have nearly fifty millions of sinking fund to provide for, and two hun- 
dred and fifty-eight millions of past-due bonds, besides all the ordinary 
expenses of the Government. Will you tax clothes higher? will you 
tax blankets higher? They are already nearly 100 per cent. Coarse 
woolen clothes for the poor are now seventy-eight. Will you give the 
laboring man cheap whisky and high-priced clothes? Men who labor 
do not drink whisky, but every necessary which they and their half 
naked, half-starved children eat and wear is nearly doubled in price 
by your taxes. If you reduce or abolish this tax upon the idle vaga- 
bonds, sots, and drunkards, you take the clothes off the back and nec- 
essaries of life in proportion trom the honest, industrious laborer. The 
tax paid for whisky drunk by the idle is a voluntary tax paid by the 
vicious. If you do not like the tax, let up on the drink and you can 
escape. But the tax upon woolen goods, blankets, flannels, hats, shoes, 
and other necessaries must be paid, and when they double the price of 
the article, as they now do, they rob the poor man of one-half of his 
day’s toil. Who demands the surrender of this tax? The steel-rail 
monopoly of Pennsylvania; the ironmongers of Pittsburgh; the woolen 
and cotton manufacturers of the East. The laborer does not want it, 
the people do not ask it, the drunkard does not expect it, and the vicious 
do not care for it. Let it alone. 

Mr. Speaker, every time a member from Kentucky has risen on this 
floor it has been insinuated that he wanted to repeal the tax on whisky. 
Now, I want it distinctly understood that so far as Kentucky is con- 
cerned, though she is the largest manufacturer of whisky in the Union 
except the State of Illinois, she will favor the maintenance of this tax 
on whisky so long as the tax is laid on the consumer and so long as 
the money raised by it can be applied to any great public purpose. 

Mr. HORR. I would like toask the gentleman a question. I think 
he and Iagree. He is f@r laying a tax onwhisky; soamI. I am also 
in favor of collecting this tax. Is the gentleman? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I have always been in favor of collecting the tax. 
I do not know but my friend has paid as muchof it as I have. I have 
no doubt about that. From his size I would suppose he had paid more. 
[Laughter.] I have no doubt his State is as great a consumer of a good 
article of whisky as any other State. 

Mr. HORR. You misunderstand me. It was not a personal ques- 
tion. I wish to know whether my friends from Kentucky are both in 
favor of levying the tax on whisky and collecting it? 

Several MEMBERS. Paying it, you mean. 

Mr. THOMPSON. They are in favor of collecting it on all that 
Michigan shall consume. 

Mr. HORR. We always pay it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Ihopeyoudo. Nodoubt you pay your part of it. 

As far as this great whisky interest of our State is concerned it is in 
this attitude: the action of the House taken two weeks ago has put them 
where they can not borrow money to pay their taxes as they fall due 
because they have a threat hanging over them that Congress will re- 
duce the tax to 50 cents a gallon or it may repeal it. No man will 
lend the money to pay the tax when it amounts to confiscation of the 
property in his hands either to reduce or abolish it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative 
179, nays 33, not voting 110; as follows: 


YEAS—179. 


yeas 


Adams, G. E. Carleton, Funston, Hurd, 
Aiken, Cassidy, Fyan, James, 
Alexander, Clay, Goff, Jeffords, 
Anderson, Cobb, Graves, Jones, B. W. 
Bagley, Collins, Greenleaf, Jones, J. H. 
Ballentine, Covington, Guenther, Jones, J. K. 
Barksdale, Culberson, D. B.  Halsell, Jones, J. T. 
Beach, Cullen, Hart, Kasson, 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Hatch, W. H. Keifer, 
Blanchard, Dargan, Haynes, King, 
Bland, Davis, L. H. Hemphill, Kleiner, 
Blount, Davis, R.T. Henderson, D.B. Lacey, 
Boutelle, Deuster, Henderson, T. J. Lanham, 
Breckinridge, Dingley, Henley, Lawrence, 
Breitung, Dockery, Hepburn, Le Fevre, 
Brewer, F. B. Dorsheimer, Herbert, Lewis, 
Brown, W. W. Dunn, Hill, Long, 
Budd, Eldredge, Hitt, Lore, 
Burnes, Evans, I. N. Holman, Lovering, 
Caldwell, Everhart, Holmes, Lowry, 
Campbell, Felix Evins, J. H. Horr, Lyman, 
Campbell, J. M. Finerty Houseman, McCoid, 
Cannon, Forney, Howey, McComas, 
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| McCormick, Parker, Seymour, Wakefield, 

McKinley, Payne, Shaw, Ward, 
MeMillin, Payson, Singleton, Warner, A. J. 

| Maybury, Pierce, Skinner, C. R. Warner, Richard 
Millard, Peel, S. W. Smalls, Washburn, 
Miller, J. F. Peelle, S. J. Springer, Weaver, 
Milliken, Poland, Stephenson, Wellborn, 
Mills, Price, Stevens, Weller, 
Mitchell, Pusey, Stewart, Charles White, J. D. 
Morgan, Rankin, Stewart, J. W. White, Milo 
Morrill, Ray, G. W. Stockslager, Whiting, 
Morrison, Ray, Ossian Stone, Williams, 
Morse, Reagan, Strait, Willis, 
Muldrow, teed, Struble, Wilson, James 
Murphy, Riggs, Sumner, D. H, Wilson, W. L 
Murray, Robinson, J.S Taylor, J. D. Winans, John 
Neece, Robinson, W. E. Taylor, J. M. Wolford, 
Nelson, Rockwell, rhompson, Wood, 
Nicholls, Rogers, J. H. Throckmorton, Woodward 
Oates, Rogers, W. F. Tully, Yaple 
O'Neill, Charles Rosecrans, Turner, Oscar Young 
Paige, Ryan, Van Eaton, 

NA YS—33. 

Atkinson, Cox, W.R. Hammond, Storm, 
Bayne, Crisp, Hardeman, Tillman, 
Belford, Culbertson, W.W. Hewitt,G. W. Turner, H.G 
Bennett, Dibble, Mutchiler, Vance, 
Buchanan, Dibrell Pryor, Wise, G.D, 
Cabell, Dowd, Reese, York. 
Chace, Duncan, Scales, 

| Connolly, Eaton, Shelley, 

| Converse, Ermentrout, Skinner, T. G. 

NOT VOTING—110. 

| Adams, J. J Ellis Jordan, Rice, 
Arnot, Ellwood, Kear Robertson 
Barbour, Ferrell, Kelley, Rowell, 
Barr Fiedler, Kellogg, Russell 
Bingham, Findlay, Ketcham, Seney, 
Bisbee, Follett Laird, Slocum, 
slackburn, Foran Lamb Smith, 
Bowen, Garrison, Libbey, Snyder, 
Boyle, Geddes McAdoo, Spoons A 
Brainerd, George, Matson S| riggs, 
Brewer, J. H. Gibson Miller, S. H. Steele, 
Broadhead, Glascock Money, Sumner, C. A 
Browne, T. M, Green, Morey Talbott 
Brumm, Hanback Moulton Traylor, E. B 
sSuckner, Hancock, Muller, Thomas, 
Burleigh, Hardy, Nutting, Townshend, 
Calkins, Harmer, Ochiltree, Tucker, 
Candler, Hatch, H. O’ Hara Valentine, 
Clardy, Hewitt, A.S. O'Neill, J. J. Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Hiseock Patton Wadsworth, 
Cook, Hoblitzell, Perkins, Wait, 
Cosgrove, Holton, Peters, Wemple 
Cox, 8. 8. Hooper, Pettibone, Wilkins, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Phelps, Winans, E. B 
Davidson, Houk, Post, Wise, J. S 
Davis, G. R. Hunt Potter, Worthington, 


Hutchins 


Johnson 


Dunham, 
Elliott, 


Randall, 
Ranney, 
So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative 
pended and the resolution adopted. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. JORDAN with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 


the rules were sus- 


Mr. HoLTon with Mr. TALBOTT 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. VALENTINI 
Mr. MATSON with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. NEECE with Mr. ROWELL. 


Mr. NEECE. I have voted ‘‘ay,’’ 
would vote the same way. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. PETERs. 


and if Mr. ROWELL were here he 


Mr. PETERS. If Mr. CLARDy were here I should vote ‘‘ay;’’ I do 
not know how he would vote. 
Mr. HouKk (who would vote ‘‘no’’) with Mr. PERKINS (who would 


have voted ‘‘ay”’ 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. BRowNE, of Indiana, left the House on account of 
sickness. If present, he would vote for this resolution. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. WASHBURN are paired; 
but on this question, as they would both vote the same way, Mr. W ASH- 
| BURN has voted. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. STEELE, indefinitely, on account of important business 

To Mr. Storm, for two days, after to-day. 

To Mr. O’HARA, for eight days, from and after Tuesday, 
on account of important business. 

To Mr. PETTIBONE, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family 

To Mr. Roprnson, of Ohio, for fifteen days, from April 

To Mr. JOHNS. WISE, until April 14, on account of pressing private 
business. 

To Mr. ARNOT, for ten days, on account of important business 

To Mr. MUTCHLER, until Thursday next. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move thatthe House do now adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5o0’clock and 30 min- 
| utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE. Petition of R. F. Lanier, administrator of 
the estate of E. Lanier, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Rose A. Cam- 
m, administratrix, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Asso- 
ciation, requesting necessary appropriation forthe Naval Hydrographic 
Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Petitions of the city council of Atlantic City, 
N. J., and of citizens of Atlantic County, New Jersey, for a harbor of 
refuge at Absecom Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COBB: Petitions of citizens of Sullivan County, of Knox 
County, and of Daviess County, Indiana, relative to the Chinese re- 
striction act—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. P. Porter Post, No. 83, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Indiana, for the equalization of bounties, &c.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition and resolutions of the Boston Produce 
Exchange, for the repeal of the law authorizing the coinage of silver 
dollars, &c.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


er 


By Mr. L. H. DAVIS: Petition relating to the claim of Stephen Byrd, 
executor, &c.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DUNCAN: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of Valen- 


tine Hertz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Mrs. Susan Polk Jones and others, of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the French spoliation bill— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorials of the First National Bank, Lo- 
rain, Ohio; of Farmers’ National Bank, Franklin, Ohio; of First National 
Bank, Saint Louis; and of James Stott, relative to national-bank legis- 
lation—severally to the Committee on Banking and Curreney. 

Also, petition for the enforcement of the eight-hour law —to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of D. H. Talbot, respecting creation of a grand zoo- 
logical garden—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of J. M. Davis and others, asking for the 
enforcement of the eight-hour law, &c.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FLNDLAY: Papers relating to the refunding claims of George 
M. Gill, of Samuel H. Tagart, and of Francis I. King—severally to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: The petition of J. E. Henderson and 44 others, of 
Iola, Kans., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of merchants of Portland, Oreg., asking 
for a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, Kentucky, 
for the improvement of the Cumberland River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Resolution of Baxter Springs Post, Grand Army 
of the Repubic, Department of Kansas, relative to the improvement of 
Baxter Springs national cemetery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from Capt. P. E. Hall, relating 
to the extension of patent to S. W. Wood—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Board of Vessel-Owners and 
Captains, for an appropriation for the establishment and maintenance of 
branches of the United States Naval Hydrographic Office—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers relating to the pension claim 
of George W. Hubble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Jonathan D. Hale— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Memorial of citizens of Washington and Issa- 
quena Counties, Mississippi, asking an appropriation to clear out Steele’s 
Bayou, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KELLOGG: Bill for the improvement of Bayou Plaquemine, 
Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Bayou Teche, Louisiana—to the 
same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Bayou Terrebonne, Louisiana—to 
the same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Atchafalaya River, Louisiana—to 
the same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Bayou Carlin, Louisiana—to the 
same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana—to 
the same committee. 

Also, bill for the improvement of Calcasieu River, Louisiana—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LOVERING : Papers relating to the claim of Ann E. Plimp- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of veterans of the late war, relative to 
the equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





_ 


APRIL (, 





By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of William Lawrence, James W. Sheely, 
and others, asking for equalization of salaries of the employés of the 
engineer department of the House of Representatives and Senate—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Iowa, relative to land grants to railroads—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of White Cloud and others, in favor of 
H. R. 3511—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Brennan Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Malone, N. Y., for more liberal pensions—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions adopted by the encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic of Kansas, asking for an appropriation to 
establish a national cemetery at Baxter Springs, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Paper relating to the claim of Stith Maynard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Nancy 8S. Fuller, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. PRICE: Petition of B. B. Wade and 45 others, of Bayfield; 
of L. M. Vilas and 21 others, of Eau Claire County; of D. George Rob- 
inson and 52 others, of Douglas County; of E. C. Higbee and others, of 
Trempealeau County; of Robert Buehler and others, of Buffalo County; 
and of William P. Swift and others, of Barron County, all in Wiscon- 
sin, asking increase of salary of United States judges—severally to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Madison M. Warmouth, praying 
for the passage of laws to protect inventors—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Capt. J. M. Lee and others, officers 
of the Ninth Infantry; of Capt. William W. McCammon and others, 
officers of the Fourteenth Infantry; of officers of the Third Artillery, 
Eighth Cavalry, and Sixteenth and Nineteenth Infantry; of Lieut. 
Charles H. Barth and others, officers of the Twelfth Infantry; and of 
R. D. Potts, first lieutenant, and others, officers of the Third Artillery, 
for the passage of S. 1677—severally to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Baxter Springs Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
for an appropriation for purchase of land fow a cemetery at Baxter 
Springs, Kans.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCALES: Petition of N. 8. Smithand others, for national aid 
to education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Petition of R. M. Norman and others, and 
of James Tapping and others, all of North Carolina, for educational 
aid—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Petition relating to the claim of Edward 
Crumbo and Joseph Melcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Alice Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of John R. Harrington—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of citizens of Faribault County, of 
Blue Earth County, of Jackson County, of Pipestone County, and of 
Martin County, Minnesota, praying that no change may be made in 
duty on flaxseed—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: Petition of William Lowery, to be 
restored to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Fillmore County, of 
Freeborn County, and of Mower County, all in Minnesota, in favor of 
the present duty on flaxseed—severally to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commeree, for improving 
the postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD: Memorial praying for proper legislation by Congress 
for soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of laboring men, praying for the passage of laws alle- 
viating the burdens of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Post No. 31, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, praying for pensions, bounties, land-warrants, &c.— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Petition of members of the bar and citizens 
of the western district of Wisconsin, for increase of salaries of United 
States district and circuit judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition relating to the claim of J. J. Bailey; pe- 
tition of Mary A. Somerville, administratrix, &c.; of Sallie W. Mack- 
lin, administratrix, &e.—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. W. Sturdevant, administrator, &c.—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition relating to the claim of the heirs of John A. Oursler, 
and of Elizabeth Griggs, administratrix, &e.—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Robert J. Pirtle, administrator, 
&c.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition relating to the claim of William A. Williamson—to the 
same committee. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 8, 1884. 
Prayer by Rev. J. J. BuLLocK, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of James L. 


Andem, stenographer, of Washington, D. C., on the subject of steno- | 
graphic work for committees of the Senate, investigations, &c.; which | 


was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. 
national banks and banking houses of Colorado, and a large number of 


business firms in Utah, and unanimously adopted by the Chamber of | 
Commerce of Denver, Colo., praying for the enactment of a law which | 


shall require banks to keep 10 or 15 per cent. of their legal reserves in 
silvercoin. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial in the form of a letter from the 
William H. Rice Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the Republic, Ellsworth, 


Me., urging further legislation in the interests of the soldiers in the late | 


war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of citizens of New- 


burg, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the act and acts supplementary | 


thereto by which the term of many administrative officers was changed 
and fixed at four years; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the marine underwriters of New York 
city, praying for an appropriation to replace the cable communication 
between Block Island and the mainland; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Elmira, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the passage of certain proposed amendments to the 
patent laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of C. D. Culver, of New York, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers 
on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON. I present a memorial of the Burlington (Iowa) Plow 
Company and other manufacturers and citizens of Burlington, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of the proposed amendments of the 
patent laws. The memorial is addressed to the Senators from Iowa, 
but is evidently intended to be considered by the Senate. I therefore 
present it, and move that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
cut remonstrating against a hostile modification or repeal of the present 
patent laws. These memorials are addressed to myself and my col- 


league in the form of letters, but as they are evidently intended for the | 


actionof Congress, I ask that they be received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The memorials were referred to the Committee on Patents, as follows: 

A memorial of the Middletown Plate Company, of Middletown, 
Conn. ; 

A memorial of the New Haven (Conn.) Clock Company; 

A memorial of William Rogers and 38 other inventors and patentees, 
of Wallingford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of L. B. Jewell and 13 other patentees and manufact- 


urers of Hartford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of O. B. North & Co. and 4 other patentees and manu- 


facturers of New Haven, Conn. ; 
A memorial of the Bridgeport (Conn.) Knife Company; 


A memorialof William H. Hoffman and 13 other patentees and manu- | 


facturers of Hartford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of the Swortland Manufacturing Company, of Walling- | 


ford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of H. B. Beach & Son and 3 other inventors and pat- | 


entees of Hartford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of Charles M. Jarvis, vice-president of the East Berlin 


(Conn.) Iron Bridge Company ; 
A memorial of R. L. Hull, a manufacturer of Wallingford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of George M. Howell and 14 other patentees and manu- 


, facturers of Meriden, Conn. ; 


A memorial of John W. Gray and 7 other patentees and manufactur- 


ers of Hartford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of Joseph E. Marvel and 26 other patentees and manu- 


factarers of Hartford, Conn. ; 


A memorial of E. G. Parkhurst and 21 other patentees and manufact- 


urers of Hartford, Conn.; 


A memorial of I. Henry Taylor and 6 other patentees and manufact- 


urers of New Haven, Conn.; 


A memorial of Benjamin A. Brown and 5 other patenteesand manu- 


facturers of Hartford, Conn. ; 
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A memorial of the Hartford Woven Wire Mattress Company, of Hart- 
ford, Conn. ; 

A memorial of the Covert Manufacturing Company, of West Troy, 
zat 

A memorial of the B. Shoninger Organ Company and 3 other invent- 

ors of New Haven, Conn. ; 

A memorial of the Plimpton Manufacturing Company, of Hartford, 
Conn. ; 

A memorial of the Collins Company and 16 other patentees and man- 
ufacturers of Collinsville, Conn. ; 
| A memorial of the American Watch Company, of Waltham, Mass. ; 
A memorial of J. G. Batterson, of Hartford, Conn.; and 
A memorial of the Hartford Silver Plate Company and 4 other manu- 
| facturers and patentees of Hartford, Conr. 

Mr. CALL. I present a memorial of the Pensacola Board of Trade, 
which sets forth that the city of Pensacola has direct connection by rail 
| on the north to the great lakes, and on the east to the Atlantic Ocean, 
| while other and shorter local lines connect it with Perdido Bay and River, 
and with the rich timber, cotton, and agricultural lands of Southern Ala- 
bama and Georgia. It also sets forth that the channel on the bar re- 
quires a deepening to the depth of twenty-six or thirty feet in order to 
afford proper care and protection for the commerce and shipping of that 
port. It further states that steamers drawing thirty feet can be loaded 
| at the railroad wharves from the cars alongside, saving all terminal ex- 
| penses, lighterage, drayage, and such charges as would apply to rehand- 

ling. Itasks for an adequate appropriation of $250,000 for deepening 
| and enlarging the channel over the new bar recently formed inside ot 
| the old channel at the entrance of the harbor for the protection of the 
| navy-yard of the city of Pensacola. This memorial also sets forth that 
| a depth of twenty-six or thirty feet of water can easily be obtained, A 
| new bar has been formed in consequence of the sinking of vessels which 
were placed there during the war. 

The statistics which accompany this memorial exhibit that in 1881 
there were 557 vessels at Pensacola, of which 435 were foreign vessels en- 
| gaged in foreign commerce and 122 coastwise; that in 1882 there were 
608 vessels at the port of Pensacola, of which 502 were foreign ships; 
in 1883 there were 559, of which 435 were foreign ships. The value 
of foreign exports in 1883 in the port of Pensacola was $2,242,417; the 
value of coastwise exports, $500,000; tonnage dues received at that place, 
| $47,045; duties on imports, $4,958.64. Clearances: Steamships, 1883, 
| 559; tonnage, 391,566. Valwe of timber, cotton, wool, molasses, pota- 
| toes, &c., of Choctawhatchee region tributary to Pensacola, $10,000,000; 

trade up the river, $2,000,000. 

I ask the attention of the Committee on Commerce especially to 

facts and to the petition, which I shall make a part of my remarks, and 
| to the importance of this port and the necessity of action by that com 
mittee for the protection of the harbor from the bar, which is rapidly 
forming and interfering with the valuable and increasing foreign and 
domestic commerce of that important port. My colleague since h 
| service here has constantly brought the interests of Pensacola to the 
| attention of Congress and given it great prominence before Congress and 
| thecountry. I havesincel have been here, and very recently on several 
| occasions, brought the interests of this port to the attention of Congress, 

and the Representative of that district has obtained for it repeatedly the 

favorable consideration of the other House. Congress has not failed to 

respond liberally to their efforts, but the increasing commercial and mili- 

tary importance of Pensacola and the high character and enterprise of 
| her merchants demand a favorable consideration of the prayer of this 
| petition. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


N. 


these 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was r 
ferred the bill (S. 1850) to change the name of the Marsh National 
Bank of Lincoln, Nebr., to that of the Capital National Bank of Lin- 
coln, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

The proposed amendmentis to enable the State Department to restore 
for the use of the Congressional Library about one hundred and thirty 
medals that were purchased and given to the Library in 1822 by George 
W. Erving, who had formerly been our minister to Spain, which were 
then considered to be very valuable French and American medals, 
having been made by the French Government in the highest style of 
art. The first were lost by shipwreck, while being transported from 
France to the United States. Mr. Erving thereupon procured dupli- 
cates, and these were presented to and accepted by Congress and placed 
in the Library, but were destroyed by the fire in the Library in 1851. 

By correspondence with the State Department I have learned that the 
Secretary, after communicating with our minister at Paris, has ascer- 

tained that the French Government will furnish duplicates of these med- 
als at barely the cost, which will be about 322 francs, or about sixty or 
| seventy-five dollars. 
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| 
I ask to have the amendment and the papers in relation to the sub- | with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
ject printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. | diciary. 
1e PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Vermont from Mr. sPH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2021) for the relief of 
The PRESIDENT pro tem, The Senator f V t f | Mr. DOLPH (by request) introd 1 a bill (S. 2021) for tl ] f 
the Committee on Finance reports an amendment from that commit- 1e three orphan children of William 8. Hemingway; which was rea 
he C F t 1 tf that t- | the th h hild f Will 8S. H hicl 
tee intended to be proposed to the so-called sundry civil appropriation | twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
bill. aoe —< the a if —_ PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
> mn ec : “ Z relerre 2 C nittee on Ap- : > nenennmn oun . 
a“ rint —- will be printed and referred to the Committee P- | On motion of Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. it was 
ITODTLATIONS. 
. prim > 10th af Mare aa wa fr ft a Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill for the relief of Isaac Davenport 
Mr. r LUMB. On the 19th of March I re ported irom the ~Committec and others, known as the “ Richmond rent leases,”’ be taken from the files of 
on Public Lands, by its direction, the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of | the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
settlers » Des Moines Ri s, i » State of Iowa, and fi mene . 
ettlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Towa, and for Mr. HAMPTON. I am requested by a Senator who is absent to ask 
other purposes, reserving at the time the privilege for the committee | for the following order: : 
to submit a written report at a subsequent date. I now present the | — = a , : ; 
; . ; : +e | Ordered, That all papers in the case of Thomas F. Riley be withdrawn from 
report from the committee. I will also state that the minority of the | ¢ne files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
committee desire to submit their views, and I ask that that privilege The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted subject to 
be granted to them at a subsequent day. the rules 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _ rhe Senator from Kansas from the PRINTING OF EDUCATIONAL BILL. 
Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred and from which has | ; ) 31 os 
been reported the bill indicated by him, now makes a written report On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 
from that committee on the subject. The report will be printed. He Ordered, That Senate bill No. 398, to aid in the establishment and temporary 
; he . “ support of common schools, as passed and engrossed, be reprinted forthe use of 
also asks that the views of the minority of the committee on the same | the Senate. 
subject may be prese nted hereafter. 


I Moi N TI ¢] ‘ 7 etl itt i | CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

* MORGA : ne ews ol * minority ie committee have - _— — Th ‘ . . ‘ 

he a resent Re 1 ae in ch ae of the Chief Clerk The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
Mr. ALLISON. They have been presented ? Calendar under the eighth rule, commencing at Order of Business 219, 


Mr. MORGAN. They have been presented but not printed. being Senate bill No. 478. ; ; . ; s 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I ask that the views of the minority be printed The Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to consider 
in connection with the report of the committee. the bill (S. 478) to authorize the Secretary of W ar to relinquish and 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the Camp Douglas 
military reservation, in the Territory of Utah. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 


an amendment to strike out at the end of the bill the following pro- 
viso: 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the views of 
the minority will be printed in connection with the report of the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, made the following re- 
port; which was ordered to be placed on the Calendar: 


Provided, That the money paid by Charles Popper for the survey of the land, 
The Senate Committee on Patents, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 328, | as hereinbefore provided for, shall be deducted from the cost of the entry 
to authorize Alexy von Schmidt to bring suit in the Court of Claims, make the | therof. ; 
following report, namely | . r - 4 . : 

That said Senate bill No. 328 was by said committee transmitted to the Court Mr. ALLIS IN. - ask that the report may be read in that case. 
of Claims with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining thereto, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
by order of the committee made on the 20th day of March, 1884, to be proceeded | The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMp- 
with by said Court of Claims according to the provisions of the act of Congress | _ February 12. 1884: ’ ee 
approved March 3, 1883. TON February ia, 1554: 


ocaien , . . va + cm The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 478) to 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- | authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and turn over to the Interior De- 


ferred the bill (S. 1970) for the payment of certain coupons of certain | partment certain parts of the Camp Douglas military reservation, inthe Territory 

di bonds of » State of California. aske : discharged f; of T tah, beg leave to report back the bill with an amendment striking out the 
Ind an war bonds ol the tate of ¢ ulitorni h, ask« d to be di ‘ h urged from | proviso, and in this shape the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs: which was agreed to. | Mr. ALLISON. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was | The PRESIDEN P pro te mpore. The bill is objected to, and goes over. 
referred the bill (S. 1554) for the reliefof S. N. Wood, reported it with- Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the Senator who made the objection to with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. draw it fora moment. I think that I can explain the bill so that there 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | Will be no objection to it. as 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Will- | Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the objection for the time being. 
iam W. Averell, United States Army, reported it with an amendment. | _Mr. HAMPTON. The report which was read was simply a short 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not a unanimous report of the committee. | Statement of the fact of the favorable action of the committee; but in 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- | the Forty-fifth Congress there was a very voluminous report made em- 
endar. bodying all the facts. Those facts were that this man had settled upon 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was | the land before the reservation was laid off; he put up extensive and 


referred the petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of South- | €*Pensive buildings there; and a board of officers were summoned to 
western Michigan, praying for the establishment of a national home for | 8€¢ What disposition should be made of the land. That board unani- 
disabled soldiers in Michigan, there having been two petitions of the mously reported that the Government did not want it, and it would 
same kind presented, being duplicates of each other, have instructed be better for him to retain the piece of land which was of no use atall 
me to report the same back to the Senate and ask to be discharged | the Government. The maps accompany the papers, and there is a 
from its further consideration. The committee has already reported a letter from the General of the Army and all the officers out there rec- 
bill for the establishment of one home west of the Mississippi River, | °™™mending this disposition of it. =e 
and deem that sufficient for the present. rhe report is so long that I do not wish to detain the Senate by read- 
Che report was agreed to ing it, but the facts are substantially as I have stated them. I have 
i aS AS . 9 . . ° oe oye . 
no doubt that the Senators from that section who are familiar with all 
the details can substantiate what I have said. I can only say thatafter 
Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 2015) for the relief of Margaret | full investigation in the Military Committee, with all the papers before 
Hammett, widow and administratrix of John J. Hammett, deceased; | US, the committee made a unanimous report that the bill should pass, 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, | 2nd I hope there will be no objection to it. 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Do I understand the Senator from 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2016) to provide a uniform mode of pro- | South Carolina to state that this claimant settled on the land before the 
cedure in civil cases in the courts of the United States; which was read | Military reservation was laid off? 
, . . ” r < fore 2gervati sae lai , 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Mr. HAMPTON. Long before the reservation was laid off. é 
Committee on the Judiciarv. Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator from South Carolina if the bill 
Mr. SLATER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2017) for the relief | has not been reported at some previous time from some committee 
; - ; : : ; : | faw 19 
of J. T. and C. T. Hulett; which was read twice by its title, and re- | favorably ? Bae : : ; : 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Mr. HAMPTON. Not at this session, but I have here a favorable 
Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2018) to provide for the deposit in | Peport made in the Forty-fifth Congress from which I gather the facts 
the Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system, and for the pay- | 1 have stated; and it was acted upon in the Forty-seventh Congress 
. . . . . e § . - \« > “ " . > ~ ‘ . ; > "y 7 +f y « 8 * 
ment of its expenses out of appropriations; which was read twice by its | also. I read from the report made in the Forty-fifth Congress: 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. oem the record filed in the case, it appears, by Executive cory Ho. ov 
- BOWEN intr sell on Dal S 9016 sn. 2 » eatahlich. | House o Representatives, first session Forty- ourth Congress, that Mr. Charles 
: Mr. BOV EN introduc ed a bill ; 2019) to prov ide for the establish Popper settled in the Territory of Utah in the year 1864, and that he purchased 
ing of terms of court in the district of Colorado; which was read twice | of certain herders of cattle, then settled upon lands now comprised within the 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. military reservation of Camp Douglas, their possessory rights thereupon, to- 
. Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2020) to remove the political disa- gether with certain improvements, consisting of a log cabin and corral, for the 
bilities of Edward F. Richter; which was read twice by its title, and, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| sum of $800. Immediately thereafter he erected a slaughter-house and corral 
on the said land, at an outlay of $2,000, dug a ditch of a quarter of a mile in 
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length, laid pipes from a certain spring contiguous to the slaughter-house, at an 
additional cost of $500. In the year 1865 he erected a cut-stone rock building | 
thereon, at the cost of $14,000, and expended in other improvements, such as out- 
houses, stables, &c., not less than $10,000 additional, making the total outlay upon 
said land the sum of $26,500. He has occupied said premises and held peace- 
able possession thereof ever since. 

At this time (1865) the land was unsurveyed, and no land office had been estab- | 
lished by the Government in Utah Territory. On September 3, 1867, however, | 
and prior to any survey, the extension of the Camp Douglas military reserva- 
tion was ordered to be established by the President, and was so announced in 
4acueral Order No. 66, headquarters Department of the Platte, December 17, 1869. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. BOWEN. Inaddition to what the Senatorfrom South Carolina 
has just said in regard to the bill, I will state that a similar bill was 


The time of the Senator from South 


reported favorably in Forty-fifth and Forty-seventh Congresses, and that | 
it passed the Senate in the Forty-lifth Congress and passed the House | 


in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
aiaendment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the claim 
of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppressing 
Indian hostilities was announced as next in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I move that the bill with the accompanying pa- 
pers be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. There is 
some further information to be laid before the committee, lam informed, 
and I prefer that disposition of it. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER MONITOR. 

The bill for the relief of the officers and crew of the United States 
steamer Monitor who participated in the action with the rebel ironclad 
Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862, was announced as next in or- 
der upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the present consideration of that bill 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and goes over. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, before—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the objection to hear anything the 
Senator may have to say. 

Mr. HALE. 


jection can send the bill to the other Calendar. I only wish to say to 


the Senator from Missouri and to the body that this is a bill that has 
passed the Senate in another Congress, that no changes have been made | 
in the provisions of the bill then passed; it is an old subject thoroughly | 


understood by everybody, and I believe that under the five minutes’ 
debate we could dispose of the bill within the next fifteen or twenty 
minutes. I hope the Senator may withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state that I do not consider that it is nec- 


essary to consume the time of the Senate in discussing this bill when 
it has been reported adversely at the other end of the Capitol at the 
We can certainly employ our time to better advan- 


present session. 
tage. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in order to refer to the proceedings of the other House of Congress. 
Mr. HALE. 
rectly. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in any way. 
of Representatives for reference. 


It is not in order to refer to then 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

/The bill (H. R. 5261) making an appropriation for the Agricultura 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations. 

The bill (H. R. 1483) toamend an act passed February 15, 1843, chap 


ter 33, to authorize the Legislatures of certain States to sell certain lands 


appropriated for school purposes, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to the Com 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. [I ask that the bill may be reported at length. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the second section of the act of Congress passed Feb 
ruary 15, 1843, chapter 33, be amended so as to read as follows, to wit: 

That the Legislatures of the States of Illinois, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Ten 

nessee be, and theyare hereby, authorized to make such lawsand needful re 


lations asmay be deemed expedient to secure and protect from injury or wast« 
the sections reserved by the laws of Congress for the use of schools to each town 


. 
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Of course I know the Senator or any Senator by an ob- | 


The Chair will state that it is not 


And particularly not in order to refer to them incor- 


The Chair will lay before the Senate bills from the House 


ship, and to provide by law, if not deemed expedient to sell, for leasing the same 
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for any term of years they may think proper, in such manner as to render them 
productive and most conducive to the object for which they are designed.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Itseems to me as though to follow the course that 
bills of that kind usually take it should go to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. I only make the suggestion, however. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me that the bill should go to the 
Committee on Public Lands to inquire into the fact of the quantity of 
public land the State of Tennessee has ever had. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive any motion, 
but the Chair was under the impression, as the bill relates to the dis- 

| position of a fund for education, that the proper reference would be to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. The Chair will of course re- 
ceive any motion for a different reference. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that 
Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


the bill be referred to the 


ARMY PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be stated. 

The bill (S. 207) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to paymasters’ clerks of the United States Army, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The billis objected to and goes ove 


The next bill on the Calendar will 


CHARLES C. HILL. 


The bill (S. 875) for the relief of Charles C. Hill, of Urbana, Ohio, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isan adverse report. 
| over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the objection to hear the Senator. 

Mr. SEWELL. The bill was placed on the Calendar at the request 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would prefer that it remain there until I get 
certain information, when I may want it recommitted. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then let it go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over under objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro te rfp The bill will be passed over. 


oO. 


I ask that it be passed 


The bill is objected to and goes over 


ore. 


L. COCHRAN. 

The bill (S. 1481) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster at 
Houston, Tex., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Il object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and goes over 

L. MADISON DAY. 

The bill (S. 86) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idonotthink we can consider that under the five 
minuterule. It is an old case, very familiar here, and it will probably 
lead to considerable discussion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


over. 





It has passed the Senate several 
Objection is made and the bill goes 


JOSEPH M. CUMMING AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton 
Miller, and William McRoberts was announced as next in order 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are some amendments to the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill as introduced did not meet 
with the approval of the Committee on Claims and there are radical 
amendments recommended by that committee. The bill as recom- 
| mended by the committee is a very harmless bill. I think every Sen 
ator will admit that when he looks at the amendments 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose we hear the amendments read first. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the amendments be read now 
for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe bill be read asit is proposed to be amended, 
| so that we can get the tenor of it 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. If there be no obje ction 
ments recommended by the Committee on Claims will be 
Mr. COCKRELL Let the bill as proposed to be amended be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


J 


1 


] 


the amend- 


read. 


If there be no objection, the bill 





will be read as if all the amendments reported by thé committee were 
agreed to 
The CHIEF CLERK As proposed to be amended the bill would read: 
- That Joseph M. Cumm Hamilton J. Miller, and William McRober late 
copartners in the business of commission merchants and bonded warehousemen 
- n the city of New York, be permitted to sue in the Court of Claims hich cé 
sh pass upon the law ane cts as to the liability of the United Stat rt 
» | acts of its officer, Joshua F. Bailey, by reason of the seizure, detent nd clos 
- | ing up of the commission houses and bonded warehouses of said copartners, tor 


{ 
t 


the breaking up and interruptfon oftheir said business d for t 
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detention of the property, books, and papers in and connected with said business, 
by Joshua F. Bailey, collector of internal revenue for the fourth internal-revenue 
distr f said State or by said Bailey and other internal-revenue officers. The 
United States shall appear to defend against said suit, and either party may ap- 
pea t Supreme Court asin ordinary cases against the United States in said 
court isaid suit may be maintained, any statute of limitation to the con- 
rary twithstanding 

Mr. COCKRELL, Still I should like to hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The report will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall object to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The further consideration of the 
bill is objected to, and it goes over. 

STATE OF NEBRASKA. 

The bill (S. 483) for the relief of the State of Nebraska was an- 
nounced as next in order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Chis bill was reported adversely. 


It is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
ame ndme nt. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the absence of my colleague [Mr. VAN 
Wyck] I ask that the consideration of the bill be postponed. 


The PRESIDENT pro le mpor rhe bill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 

The bill (S. 76) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint William P. Randall a lieutenant-commander on the retired- 
list of the Navy was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HALI In the absence of the Senator from California [Mr. 
MILLER ho reported the bill from the Naval Committee, I ask that 


it be passed over retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be passed over retaining its place at the 
head of the Calendar, the Chair believ that no other bill has been 
passed over retaining its place. Is there objection to this request? 


ing 
hii’ 


rhe Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
PRACTICE IN PATENT SUITS. 
The bill (Hl. R. 3925) to regulate practice in patent suits was an- 
nounced as next in order 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is a special order, and there- 
fore the Chair assumes that it is not fair to take it up in the regular 
order on the Calendar at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. It is perfectly apparent that that bill can not be dis- 
posed of under any five-minute rule, and it stands as a special order and 
{ think it had better remain so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo On reflection the Chair thinks that 
when the Senate has directed that a particular bill be made a special 
order for a special day it takes is out of the general Calendar for the 
time being il some other order is made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If it is in order in this connection, I should like 

isk if this bill, together with other bills now before the Senate re- 
ating to the patent laws—as many and all the measures seem to me to 
crude and do not reach the difficulty that has been urged against 


int 


+ ; 
0 l 


be very 


the patent laws—can not be recommitted. I would ask if the commit- 
tee would not assent to have these bills all recommitted, and then report 
back to the Senate some well digested plan. 


The Senator can only proceed by 
the bill not being before the Senate. If there be 
no objection the Senator from New Jersey will proceed. 


[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


unanimous consent, 


Mr. MCPHERSON I give notice that I shall ask leave to submit a 
motion to recommit all these patent bills to the Committee on Patents. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not interrupt debate 


on his own motion 
Mr. MCPHERSON. 


ask leay 


The bill not being before the Senate, I shall 
e to make the motion to recommit at the proper time. 





M. H. COLLINS. 

The bill (S. 1122) for the relief of M. H. Collins was announced as 
next in order 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDEN lr pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Che Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mrrcu- 
ELL February 14, 1884: 

rhe Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1122) for the relief 
of Michael H. Collins, having considered the same, respectfully submit the fol- 
owing report 

his bill was favorably considered and reported by the committee of both 
Houses in the Forty-seventh Congress, but was not considered by either House. 

rhe bill now reported is precisely the sameas that reported by this committee 
n the 6th of July, 1882, except the proviso, which renders it wholly unobjec- 
tionable as now presented, and your committee report the same favorably and 
re end its passage, for the reasons stated in their former report, which was 
as follows a 

Michael HI. Collins invented a kerosene-oil lamp burner, for which letters pat- 

ent were issued to him September 19, 1865. The invention is of great public 
utility, as removes all danger from explosion of kerosene lamps to which it 
isattached. It is also a great convenience, as where it is used the glass chim- 


ney does not become heated at the bottom, and may be removed or adjusted with 


the bare hand 
Since the invention, nearly all the burners in use embody its principles. 
Collins was several years in perfecting it, trying many experiments, and hav- 


ing numerous forms of chimneys and lamps constructed as experiments before | 


| not think we can dispose of the bill under the five-minute rule. 


he succeeded. He has used all due and reasonable diligence to obtain remun 
eration. But his invention has been extensively pirated, and he has been com- 
pelled to resort to constant and repeated suits. He has not kept accounts, but 
we are entirely satisfied that the receipts from sales of his patent have been 
exhausted thereby, and that he has received no remuneration beyond his ex- 
penses and a sum not exceeding, in all, $3,500. 

‘* The extension will cause no perceptible burden upon the public. 
heretofore reserved has been 5 cents per dozen burners.”’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. This patent expired on the 19th day of Septem- 
ber, 1882, nearly two yearsago. It is for an article that is used by all 
laboring men throughout the United States, and in their interest I do 
I ob 


The royaity 


ject to its present consideration. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Thebill will be passed over. 


BRIDGE AT EAGLE PASS, TEX. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider th 
bill (S. 51) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the transpo1 
tation of street-cars, wagons, and other vehicles, horses and other an- 
imals, and pedestrians over the Rio Grande River, between the cities 
of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, Mexico. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be no clause there respecting th 
authority to alter, amend, or repeal the act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
Secretary reports that there is a clause to that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear it fully read or did not understand 
it exactly. I think it is not the usual clause. Allow it to be read 


The 


again. 
The Chief Clerk read section 4, as follows: 
Sec. 4. That Congress reserves the right to withdraw the authority and power: 


conferred by this act, in case the free navigation of said river shall at any time 


be substantially or materially obstructed by said bridge, or for any other rea 


| son, and to direct the removal or necessary modifications thereof at the costa 


| much of it as is between the word ‘‘ bridge’’ 


ad 


expense of the owners of said brid and Congress may at any time alter, re- 


peal, or amend this act. 


Mr. ALLISON. That will do. I did not hear it fully before. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Should not the right for a postal telegraph be 
served ? It is usual to reserve the right to the Government tor postal 
telegraphs over a bridge. I do not recollect whether that is inserted 
here or not. 

Mr. COKE. Ido not remember any such reservation, but I have no 
objection to an amendment that will make the reservation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will in 
dicate the amendment he wishes to offer. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to insert: 


The right is reserved to the United States for the establishment of a postal tel 
graph across said bridge. 


ve: 
ut ’ 


Let that be inserted at the end of the clause relative to repealing or 
amending the act. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would call the attentioh of the Senator from Michi- 
gan to the act of 1866. This bridge becomes, as all railroad bridges are, 
a post-route, and by the act of 1866 becomes also a postal telegraph 
route, the act which Congress then passed providing for certain contro! 
over telegraph lines by Congress. 

Mr.COKE. But part of this bridge is within the jurisdiction of th 
Republic of Mexico. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have no objection to the amendment, but I think it 
is already covered by the act already passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment already offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 4 it is proposed to add: 

rhe right is reserved to the United States for the establishment of a postal 
telegraph across the said bridge 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the title be amended by striking out so 
and the word ‘* over.”’ 
There is no need of having that long title repeated so many times. 
Let it read: ‘‘ A bill to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Rio Grande River between the cities of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras 
Negras, Mexico. 

Mr. COKE. I see no objection to that amendment, adding, however, 
the words ‘‘and for other purposes,’’ since the bill was amended rela- 
tive to a telegraph line. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis only to authorize a bridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The CHreF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out in the title the 
words: 


For the transportation of street-cars, wagons, and other vehicles, horses and 
other animals, and pedestrians. 


So that the title will read: 


A bill to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Rio Grande River be- 
tween the cities of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, Mexico. 


And also to add the words ‘‘ and for other purposes.’ 
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Mr. HOAR. No, it is not necessary to add those words. hard and — service in war, Mr. Randall would have been unanimously 

— aainee vet IPICRP - 2 .. 7 : i recommended for promotion by the examining board 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 1s on the amendment “ The record of this officer is an admirable one. The retired-list of the Navy 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] to the title. was created and intended for the protection of just such men as Mr. Randall 

The amendment was agreed to. and we could wish that it contained no names less worthy than his. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will stand in this form: ‘“‘A |, Mt. Randall was an experienced navigator at the opening of the war of 1561, 


and was about to sail in command of a whaling ship at that time. He gave 


pill to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Rio Grande River | his command, offered his services to the United States, and on the 24th of July, 
between the cities of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, Mexico.”’ 1361, was appointed an acting master in the United States Navy. He was ordered 
| to the Cumberland, and served on that vessel at the capture of Forts Clarke 
BRIDGE AT LAREDO, TEX. and Hatteras, and in the contest with the Merrimac, at Newport News, March 8, 
; f 1862, he was in command of the after pivot-gun, which was the last gun tired 

The bill (S. 664) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the | on the ship in that memorable contest. On the 28th of May, 1862, he was pr 
transportation of street cars and other vehicles, &c., over the Rio Grande | poted fo the rank of volunteer lieutenant, and served on the gunboat Port 
ans oe 2 a, * * , asi toy: oug .s ‘ro Vase om January 26, Soo, he commanded the 
River between the cities of Laredo, Tex., and Nueva Laredo, Mexico, | United States bark Pursuit until August 12, 1864, and from that date he com 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. manded the United States bark Restless until February 23, 1865, when he took 


ANOARR wate ‘ ed aes . a . -. | command of the United States steamer Hendrick Hudson, and remained in that 
Mr. CONGER. I move that the same amendment be added to this | CO and until March 9, 1865. 


pill that was added to the other bill, reserving the right as to a postal | ~ “On the 17th of March, 1865, he was promoted to the rank of volunteer lieuten 
telegraph ant-commender. On the 19th of December, 1865, he was honorably discharged 
7 8 RAL — from the United States Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander 
. acce at ; » ’ ¢ ) . . . 
Mr. COKE. I accept that amendment. It is similar to the one | ** On the 22d of November, 1966, he was appointed as acting master: March 12 
offered to the last bill. | 1868, he received a commission as ensign in the regular Navy, and was promoted 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- | as lieutenant March 11, 1870 
osed ** Since that time Mr. Randall has served in that rank, and has rendered very 
ment proposed. valuable service tothe Government, as appears by his record herewith reported 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of section 4: His record is without spot or stain. He was desirousof remaining 1 the active 
The right is reserved to the United States for the establishment of a postal tele- list, but when the time for his promotion came he was found mentally and mor 
rraph across said bridge. « ally qualified, but physicaliy disqualified, and was retired as a lieutenant We 
ate think that his service and record entitle him to retirement as lieutenant-com 
The amendment was agreed to. mander. the rank which he reached on his own meriteand record tn the volun- 
[he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | tee" SeTvice, and before he entered the regular Navy 
. | ‘In proofofhis worth and merits as an officer, we append hereto a letter signed 
was coneurred in. 


. , Ss by members of the retiring board and other officers of the Navy. Such an in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | dorsement ought to entitle Mr. Randall to favorable consideration 


third time, and passed. 
a IGER ve to < ond eti le by: linge the words ‘‘an . 
Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the title . ude gt ord and ‘Lieut. William P. Randall was bornin New Bedford, Mass. In 1861 was about 


for other purposes. 7 : _,| to sailin command of a whale-ship when the war commenced; was furnished 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made if | with a certificate signed by the president of every insurance office in the city, to 
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there be no objection the effect that their offices would insure any vessel under his command at the 
. > ait — . . as lowest rates of insurance ; without further indorsement was appointed an acting 
Mr. SHERMAN. The title ought to be amended as in the last bill | master in the United States Navy, July 24, 1861,and ordered to the United States 
by leaving out the surplusage. | ship Cumberland, serving on that vessel at the capture of Forts Clarke and Hat- 
. AE . bs . ss i : | ras 5s afterwar -enougcem it °Priny es Nx nort ews 
Mr. CONGER. Let all after the word “ bridge’’ be stricken out | ter@s,and afterward in the engagement with the Merrimac at Newport New 
‘6 . ag . +9 | March 8, 1862, at which time he had command of the after pivot-gun (which was 
down to the word ‘‘ over”? and add ‘** and for other purposes. | the last gun fired from that ship). May 28, 1862, promoted to the rank of volun- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment to | teer lieutenant and ordered to the gunboat Port Royal, Commander George W 
the title Morris, which vessel did good service on the James River through the summer 
ae 7 ; of 1862, and joined the East Gulf Squadron in the fall of that year. January 26 
The amendment was agreed to. ; | 1863 (being at that time the executive officer), detached from the Port Royal 
The title as amended was agreed to, so as to read: ‘* A bill to author- and ordered to command the Unjied States bark Pursuit; commanded this ves 
ize the construction of a bridge over the Rio Grande River between the | S¢! Util August 12, 1864, when he was detached and ordered to command the 
a . 5 7", : : : ti \ . rps | United States bark Restless. These vessels were engaged in blockacing the coast 
cities of Laredo, Tex., and Nueva Laredo, Mexico. of Florida, and while commanded by Lieutenant Randall did much injury to 
the enemy, for which he received two complimentary letters from the admit 


JOHN H. WALKER. commanding (Admiral Stribling), with orders to read them on the quarter-deck 
Mr. CAMDEN. I ask to have the regular Calendar corrected in re- | @t muster. 2 


. 1 on\¢ ae , : February 23, 1865, took temporary command of the United States steamet 
gard to the bill (S. 83) forthe relief of John H. Walker, late a captain | penarick Hudson (Restl Se rgoing rep steel ah. Sica Wilceade, dined aeaich hes, Menon 


in the United States Army. The Calendar says that the bill was re- | Mark's for General Newton, United States Army, and staff, Mareli 9, 1865. Pro 


i 


ported without amendment. It was reported with an amendment, an | ™oted to the rank of volunteer lieutenant-commander March 17, 1865; deta 
from the United States bark Restless and ordered to take the prize-steamer Rul 








important amendment, and I ask that the Calendar state that the bill | (4 New York; arrived in New York with the Ruby April 14, 1865, and wait e 
was reported with an amendment. ders until August 17, 1865, when he was granted four months’ leave of absence; on 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. December 19,1865, was honorably discharged from the United States Navy, with the 
rank of lieutenant-commander. October 30, 1866, presented himself to the ex 

WILLIAM P. RANDALL. amnining board at Hartford, Conn., for admission tothe regular service, and was 

> . ws ’ ae : ea Sd rejected on account of injuries received in the line of duty during the engagé 

Mr. MILLER, ol California. The bill (S. 76) authorizing the Pres- ment between the Cumberland and Merrimac, but obtained permission from 


ident of the United States to appoint Lieat. William P. Randall a lieu- | Washington for examination. | He presented himself the second time, Novem 


: . . r ber 22, 1866, and on December 7, 1866, re: ed an appoi rent as acting 
tenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy was passed over a | (h temporary s« pd gp ol apes: baton 5 as Walied Weeies. chemases 


little while ago, I am informed, not to lose its place on the Calendar. | which vessel went tothe West Indies and returned with th 





Por 
e yellow fever on board 

















I ask that it be taken up now. Detac — from he rin Norfolk, Va -— —— to the — a July 7 1867; Was 
T TQ y PIOCRr rT : P ‘elif, . sick-leave September, 186; he as ordere © the nited States 
The Pee Clricen. The Senator from California asks the | oO ee ee te ae nae ee crcered to he Unie? a 

a 2 7 : receiving ship Ohio, March 12, 1868 (three years and three days after receiving his 

Senate to go back to Order of Business 224. If there be no objection appointment as a volunteer lieutenant-commander 

the bill will be taken up. He received a commission as ensign in the regular Navy October 12, 1868. De 
a . ° . ° . . . ached fro he Ohio: ordered toco 1andt United States s ner Leyden 
Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the ; ee 1863. ae ee ph oe —— a 1 R69 ore - ~~ a ft y a 

bill. Leyden and orded to the United States ste imer Narragansett. Joined the Nar 
Che bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with ene rts og ae 17,1869. In July the Narragansett went in quara 

- . ~ % sé ” . . ~s) | tine at Portsmouth, H., with yellow fever on board, when he was detached 
ar . » ‘ > ‘ Tr > stmke ee ao > ne > . ; 

ime ndme nts in line 7, after the,’’ to strike out highest rate of; snd ordered to the Boston navy-yard. September 1, 1369, ordered to command 

and after the word ‘‘ grade,’’ in line 8, to insert ‘‘ from the date of such | the United States steamer Palos. In October, 1869, was detached from the Palos 

appointment;’’ so as to make the bill read: and took command of the United States steamer Leyden. Commissioned 

; , : lieutenant March 21,1876. May 18, 1870, detached from the Leyden and ord 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, | tothe monitor Saugus. Joined the Saugus at Havana June 4, 1870. Septem 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 30, 1870, detached from the Saugus and ordered to command the United States 
to appoint Lieut. Wiliam P. Randall, United States Navy, a lieutenant-com- | steamer Mayflower. Detached from the Mayflower November 3, 1870, and*or 

mander on the retired-list of the Navy, with the retired-pay of that grade from | dered to the United States receiving-ship Ohio, navy-yard, Boston May 5. 1871 

the date of such appointment. temporarily detached from the Ohio and ordered to Key West, Fla., as executive 

re -- a bs officer, to assist in bringing the Saugusto Philadelphia. June 22, [S71], returned 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. to the Ohio. September 15, detached from the Ohio and ordered to th ted 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. | States steamer Iroquois. January 15, 1872, detached from the Iroquois and o1 

, ’ . . lt dered to é nited States steamer Canane u rust L874, de ehed from 

he Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MILLER lered to the United Stat amerCanandaigua. Augusts i, detached fron 

» a seas 2 5 ‘ > the Canandaigua at Key Wes nd sent home by medical survey (with Chagres 

of California, February 14: fever) on sick-leave. November, 1874, ordered to the ordnance department 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 76) au- | "®VY- urd, Boston. June 1875, ordered to torpedo station, Newport, R. I 

thorizing the President of the United States to appoint Lieut. William P. Ran- | October 10, 1875, detached from torpedo station ind ordered tothe United States 

dail a lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Nav y, beg leave to re- | Teceiving-ship Ohio, navy-y urd Boston. October 28, Ohio's « rew all transferred 

port the same to the Senate with the recommendation that the bill do pass | to the receiving-ship Wabas! April 16, 1877, granted six months’ ieave of ab 
amended as follows: sence. October 5 1877, ordered back to the United States receiving-ship Wa 
In line 7 strike out the words ‘highest rate,’ and at the end of line 8 insert | September 2, 1878, ordered to the Ranger, Asiatic station, as executive off 

“from the date of such appointment.” Detached from the Ranger February 20,1880. March 10, 1881, ordered as met 

_ The reasons for this recommendation are corre tly stated in a report made to ver of a board to « nize search for steamer Jeannette April 7, 1881, ord 

the House of Representatives, Forty-seventh Congress, which is adopted by | t? Specht rthe Bureag of Navigation. Placed on the retired-li 

this committee, as follows: ? | thea Nave i 1882 
* Lieutenant Randall has recently failed of recommendation for promotion to WASHINGTON City, February 17 

the grade of lieutenant-commancd r on the active-list because of physical in In consideration of the good record and long service of Lieut. William P. R 

firmity wholly. But for these infirmities, which are mainly the direct results of | dall, United States Navy, and as the disabilities that prevented his promot 
































































































































on the active-list are physical and incurred in the line of duty, the undersigned 
believe that if he is placed on the retired-list of the Navy with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-commander it will be an act of justice to a deserving officer who held 


1is rank during the late civil war 
JOHN L. WORDEN, 
Rear-Admiral, U. 8. N.., 
T. H. PATTERSON, Rear-Admiral, 
JNO. C. FEBIGER, Rear-Admiral 
JOHN RODGERS, 


Rear-Admiral, U. 8S. N. 


Cc. R. P. RODGERS, Rear-Admiral, 
Members of Retiring Board, 
WM. G. TEMPLE, Commodore 


JOHN H. UPSHUR, Commodore 
8S. R. FRANKLIN, Commodore 
J.G. WALKER 
Captain, Chief of Bureau of Navigation 
J.C. P. DE KRAFFT, 
Commodore, Hydrographer Bureau Navigation 
P. C. JOHNSON, 
Captain, Chief Signal Officer, Bureau of Navigation 
R. R. WALLACE, Captain, U. 8S. N 
EARL ENGLISH, 


Commodore, U. 8. N., Chief of Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting 
THOS. SCOTT FILLEBROWN 
Captain. 
ED. T. NICHOLS 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. N.. Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks 


DAVID AMMEN 


Rear-Admiral, U. 8. 


N. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In the first part of the report made in the House 
of Representatives in the Forty-seventh Congress it is stated that— 


Lieutenant Randall has recently failed of recommendations for promotion to 
the grade of lieutenant-commander on the active-list because of physical in- | 
firm vy wholly. But for these infirmities, which are mainly the direct results of | 
hard and faithful service in war, Mr. Randall would have been unanimously rec- 
o! d for promotion by the examining board 

The naval record of Lieutentant Randall shows that 

March 1, 1881, ordered as member of a board to organize search for the steamer 
Jeannett April 7, 1881, ordered to special duty under the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion. Placed on the retired-list of the Navy February 15, 1882. 

He was placed on the retired-list with the rank of lieutenant. Now 


that record, which ought to show whether there was any examining 
board, does not show any such thing. A lieutenant or any officer may 
be retired because of physical disability, regardless of whether promo- 
tion is ahead of him or not. He may be retired if he is ordered before 
a board for promotion and found physically unfit for it if the physical 
disability has resulted from incidents of the service. What is this case ? 
Here is an officer who was retired because of physical disability, and 
now it is proposed to give him a higher grade on the retired-list. 

But take the case as presented by the report and not by the record. 
It is a case where it is proposed because an officer was untit physically 
for promotion that we shall give him that promotion nevertheless, but 
upon the retired-list. 

This is a fruitful field of legislation. We have, I will say, fifty cases 
to-day pending here in the Senate before the Committees on Military 
Affairs and Naval! Affairs to give increased rank upon the retired-list for 
the purpose of giving increased pay. Every officer in the Army who 
had nearly reached promotion, but was retired, wants to be kept on the 
active-list until he can receive that promotion and then be retired, or 
after he is retired he wants Congress to restore him to the position that 
he would have attained if he had been permitted to be promoted on the 
active-list. It is special legislation and of a very dangerous character. 

Now, unless there is something to show that this naval record as 
given here is wrong, I shall be compelled to object to the consideration 
of the case. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri that while this record, which is a mere record of the transfers of 
this officer and his service, does not show that he went before a board 
for examination for promotion, the Committee on Naval Affairs knows 
the fact to be that he was before such a board and did not receive his 
promotion because of physical infirmity which had been brought upon 
him by service in the war and since the war. 

I went myself to the Navy Department to investigate this case, be- 
cause I am as much opposed to placing officers upon the retired-list at 
a higher rank than they are entitled to as the Senator from Missouri or 
any other Senator, and the Committee on Naval Affairs has been espe- 
cially careful in such cases Sut this is one of the most meritorious offi- 
cers in the service, as the brief record printed with the report testifies. 
I was informed at the Navy Department that this officer was regarded 
very highly; that he had rendered eminent services; that he had been 
sent before a board for examination for promotion; that he had been 
found to be color-blind and could not therefore receive his promotion. 
The opinion of officers of high rank at the Department was that he ought 
to have not only this rank but a higher rank for the eminent services 
he had rendered 

Che fact that he was before a board for examination for promotion 
and was found physically incapacitated is stated here to be true. I 
know it from the investigation I made in the Department; and although 
I have not the record here before me at this time, the papers showing 
this fact having been sent over to the Honse committee from the Senate 
Committee on Naval Affairs, I can state on my own responsibility that 
is the fact Then it is certified to here by the officers whose cer- 
tificate is attached to the report 


such 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from California 
if this lieutenant is also drawing a pension ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know about that; but I do 
not suppose he is, and I do not think heis drawing any pension. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] says he is not. 

Mr. DAWES. I think not. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 

Mr. DAWES. 
my impression 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 


sion. 








I think not. 
I do not speak from absolute knowledge, but that is 


I am satisfied he is not drawing a pen- 
Admiral Worden and other officers of high rank, in the paper 
appended to the report, say: 
WASHINGTON City, February 17, 1882 
In consideration of the good record and long service of Lieut. William P 


| Randall, United States Navy, and as the disabilities that prevented his promo- 


tion on the active-list are physical and incurred in the line of duty, the unde: 
signed believe that if he is placed on the retired-list of the Navy with the rank 
of lieutenant-commander it will be an act of justice to a deserving officer who 
held this rank during the late civil war 

He is perfectly well known to all these officers. He is a man who 
by his long and faithful and eminent and gallant service is well known 
in the Navy and highly esteemed. The fact that he was before a board 
for examination for promotion is as well known to the Navy as any 
other fact in itsehistory. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
object to the consideration of the bill, but will allow it to be acted upon 
and I hope the Senate will pass it. I believe it is due to this officer on 
his special merits for his gallantry and good conduct and the intelli 
gent, faithful, and honorable service which he has rendered to th« 
country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move toadd after the word ‘‘ appointment ”’ 
the end of the bill the words ‘‘ under the provisions of this act.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is an amendment to an amend 
ment not yet reached. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not doubt one solitary word that the dis 
tinguished Senator from California has said in regard to the gallantry, 
devotion, and patriotism of this officer. I concede that and more too 
but I ask, has he done anything more than his duty in the respective 
positions he has occupied? Is the Senate to undertake to promot: 
every officer in the Navy or inthe Army according to the view of his 
services taken by the Senate’ That is a dangerous policy. 

I must insist upon having from the Navy Department the proceed- 
ings of that board which passed upon his qualifications for promotion 
I know how easy it is to make statements of this kind. This record 
is made from the Navy Department; if he were ordered before a board 
for examination for promotion, it ought to have been in the record. | 
desire to have this bill passed over until we can have a copy directly 
from the Secretary of the Navy of the order calling that board and the 
proceedings of that board. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I agree to that very readily provided 
that the bill shall not lose its place on the Calendar, and if I do not 
produce that record then I shall not ask to have this bill favorably con 
sidered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I feel constrained to object to this bill. I know that 
the reasons sought to be applied in this case by this bill can not be ap- 
plied uniformly to a person who has served in the Army or Navy. | 
introduced a bill myself at an early day in the session to secure asub- 
stantially similar result for a man who had lost an arm in the Army, 
and who I thought was as meritorious as the record shows this man to 
be—not any more so, because I am not willing to have any degrees of 
comparison in regard to this matter of merit where men have incurred 

| disability in the line of duty. But there are inequalities which we can 
not reach, and it seems to me that we are simply aggravating the situ- 
ation by taking up some cases where the proper amount of solicitation 
is brought to bear, or where parties seeking the did come under the per- 
sonal observation of Senators, and therefore have become an exception to 
the rule. We are simply entering, if we do this, upon an unending sys- 
tem of legislation which, while it is good enough in some sense, at the 
same time aggravates discriminations already existing against others 
I am the more certain about this as far as my own action goes because | 
have been observant of the inequalities that attach to the Army service 
and the inequalities that exist now in regard to the rewards which have 
been given to those who served the country faithfully during the war, 
and unless I feel sure that there is a way to remedy all the inequalities 
of every kind and description—and they are as various as human experi- 
ence can possibly make them—I am in favor of leaving them where we 
find them and applyingsome general rule, and only a general rule, which 
shall take up the majority of them and leave the special cases exactly 
where we find them. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] suggests, in the shape 
oft a criticism of what I say, that because I can not do all I will not do 
anything. Iam willing to stand even by that, because every time we 
do anything of that kind we add to the injustice which is already ex 

isting on the part of somebody else. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ion for pensions? 

Mr. PLUMB. No. Ido not make special reference to that system 
because that is based upon disability, and this is not based upon dis- 


ut 


The Senator does not object to making special provis 


Soe 
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ability, or if it is based upon disability it gives to this man a greater | day a bill was introduced here to retite a gentleman, put him on the 
reward than his rank entitled him to; and that is what we do not do in | retired-list of the Army with the rank of colonel, because he would 


other cases. have attained that rank if he had remained in the service. I turned 
Mr. DAWES. The bill is based on the disability which prevented | to the Army Register and I found that the major just above him was a 
the promotion which he would otherwise have had. major still. How he would have got over that major and become a 


Mr. PLUMB. Thereare undoubtedly cases, large numbers of them, | colonel I never could understand. That is the idea that this bill con- 
where during the war a man by reason of his misfortune in losing an | veys; and not only that, this man was retired asa captain, but you pro- 
arm did not get promoted as he ought to have been. If we are going | pose now to retire him as a rear-admiral. because probably or possibly 
to search them all out, let it be done in some way whereby there shall | he would have become a rear-admiral if nothing had happened to him 
be a rule which will operate by way of general law. Ido not know | during the time between his retirement as a captain and some other 
that I should object to that; but I can not vote to take one man who | period. 
happens to present himself saying ‘*T would have been promoted if it But not only do you retire him as a rear-admiral, but you give him 
had not been for some disability ’’ and not a disability incurred by | back-pay as a rear-admiral because something might have happened to 
reason of exposure produce results that would have put him on the retired-list as a rear- 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator really say that he will not do any- | admiral. I do think that if committees of the Senate intend to report 
thing in this way toward righting wrong, because he can not do it all? | bills of that character tothe Senate they ought to be severely criticised 

Mr. PLUMB. This is nota wrong. I saysimply that we are doing | hereafter, for there is no reason or foundation whatever for a bill of this 
a vain thing, an idle thing, because we are not touching upon the real | sort being reported by acommittee tothe Senate. We are not legislat- 
difficulty. We are wasting our time in seeking out particular cases | ing on probabilities or possibilities, or something that may transpire 
when we ought to adopt a general rule; and what we do in this case | in the future or might have transpired in the past. Under the law 
is substantially a reflection upon other equally meritorious cases. I | applicableto both Navy and Army officers they are required to be retired 
am not myself willing to engage in legislation of that kind. with the rank they hold at the time of the retirement; and there is no 

Mr. DAWES. It can not be that. It can not beany reflection upon | rule that can be established other than that which wil! do justice to all 
other men. It is only an honest effort upon our part as the cases pre- | of the officers. Any other rule will be taking one out occasionally and 
sent themselves to dispose of them properly. jumping him over everybody else, and giving him pay that he never 

Mr. PLUMB. But the case does not present itself. The man pre- | would have received to the end of his days probably if he had staid in 
sents his own case, and the great mass of the cases which are presented | the Navy all that time. 





according to the theory with which we deal in legislation do not receive Now, go to work and figure to see how he would become a rear-ad- 
consideration. miral, and tell me how he would have got over all the men that rank 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Kansas | him now and ranked him then, that are not yet rear-admirals. Then 
has expired. tell me how he would have become a rear-admiral by this time. | 
Mr. PLUMB. Lobject to the present consideration of the bill. should like to understand that proposition. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects to I merely make this suggestion to the committee that at least we may 
the further consideration of the bill and it goes over. have this question considered when bills of this kind come before us as 


to the possibilities 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I thinkif theSenator from Illinois had correctly 
understood the bill and the object and the purport of it, he probably 
would not have made the speech he has just made. From a mere read- 
a ; : ; ing of the bill perhaps he would have the right to draw a conclusion 
Mr. LOGAN. I desire to have the latter part of the bill read again. | that the Committee on Naval Affairs intended to jump a man from the 
I want to hear it. 5 ; : grade of captain to that of Sear-admiral without any reason whatever 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be well to have the bill printed Mr. LOGAN. No 
in the RECORD. Mr. MCPHERSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from I)linois desires the 
reading of the latter part of the bill again. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2, as follows: 


THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 427) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin. 
Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the bill. 


But, Mr. President, there is something to be 
said in defense of this bill, and I think the committee were fully justi 
fied in making the report they did. Perhaps it would expedite mat- 
ters very much if the report which I had the honor to make were pre- 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to | sented to the Senate and read for the edification of the Senate before 
pay to said Thomas G. Corbin, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated, the difference of pay to which he would have been entitled had rr ape a Ale ld J a 
he been promoted on the active-list in the regular order of seniority, and been The Senator states that this legislation should ve In perfect ace ord- 
retired as rear-admiral on attaining the age of 62 years; anda sufficient sum for | ance with the rights and the justice due to the officer If I fail toshow 
the purpose, to be computed by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, is hereby appropriated. 


proceeding to make any remarks myself upon the question. 


betore this case is decided that this bill does no more than award per- 
fect justice, only justice, to this officer, then I shall submit that the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] | Senator is right and | am wrong. I ask to have the report read. 


objects to the further consideration of the bill. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report 
Mr. LOGAN. I want to ask a question. The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mc- 
Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the objection for a moment. PHERSON February 14, 1884: 
Mr. LOGAN. I want to ask the Committee on Naval Affairs if this bi ee ; sada 
bill had consideration in that committee and was reported by a unani- | 7 2¢, Commitee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 427) for 
} nero omas ' o i ray ¢t i ans COTISIf er Samic ana eo Er eure 


mous recommendation of the committee ? to submit the following report 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I will first state to the Senator from Illinois | The facts in this case are well stated and fully set forth in the following report 


: . . ade by the Committee on Nave ffairs of this body in » Forty-sevent! 
that the committee have reported the bill back with amendments which SS Ten aes Lee Oe ay in the Forty-seventh 


the Secretary has not yet read. It has been reported by the Naval Com- ‘The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 14) forthe 
mittee; I can not say whether it was a unanimous report. relief of Thomas G. Corbin, have duly considered the same, and beg leave, t 


. y : . : . . sul l » follo er repor 
Mr. LOGAN. I will state the reason why I inquire if there is any nus bal uwenane aa the President of the United States to restore 
amendment to the bill. If there is, I should like to hear it read. Thomas G. Corbin, now a captain on the retired-list of the Navy, to the active-list 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- | to take rank next after Commodore J. W. A. Nicholson, with restitution, fron 





. , 7. -cember 12, 1873. of the difference of p betwee at of a co nodore o he 
ment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. posenanes & ; a a pt se apap Tay a OOS = 

. ! ae ed Serre . . ; active-liston waiting-orders pay and that of a captain retired on half-pay 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word of, in line 4 of section a rhe act of April 21, lsé4, ‘to amend an act entiled An act to establish and 
is proposed to insert ‘‘shore;’’ so as to read: cqualte: — grade of line officers of the United States Navy,” approved July 1 

: , = 1862,’ provides 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized ‘That no line officer of the Navy upon the active-list below the grade of com- 
to pay to said Thomas G. Corbin, out of any money in the Treasury not other modore. nor anv other naval officer, shall be promoted to a higher grade until 
wise appropriated, the difference of shore-pay to which he would have been | jis mental. moral. and professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea shali 
entitled had he been promoted on the active-list in the regular order of senior be established to the satisfaction of a board of examining officers to be ap 
ity and been retired as rear-admiral on attaining the age of 62 years; and a suffi- pointed by the President of the United States. And such board shall have 
clent sum for the purpose, to be computed by the accounting oflicers of the Treas- power to take testimony, the witnesses, when present, to be sworn by the presi 
ury Department, is hereby appropriated. dent of the board, and to examine all matter on the files and records of the De- 

‘ r : . partment in relation to any officer whose case shall be considered by them 

Mr. Lf IGAN. I do not wish to be understood as. n the slightest | “:‘ Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, Thatsuch examining board shall consist of 
degree desiring to criticise the Committee on Naval Affairs; nothing | not less than three officers senior in rank to the officer to be examined 
would be more foreign to my taste than to do that; but I must say that __{* Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Phat any officer, to be acted upon by said 


ward, shall have the right to be present, if he desires it; and his statement of 


this is one of the most remarkable bills I have ever heard read in the | .o" ase on cath. and the testimony of witnesses. and his examination. shal) be 
Senate. Here a captain on the retired-list is to be promoted to rear- | recorded. And any matteron the files and records of the Department touching 
admiral becanse possibly he might have been a rear-admiral if he had | © h case, as may, tn the opinion of the board, be neceessary to assist then 





. / : : making up their opinior hall, together with the whole record and finding, be 
not been retired. He might have been dismissed from the service: presente dito the Presi lent for his approval or césapproval of the finding And 
there might have been a hundred things done to him. The idea that | no officer shall be rejected until after such public examination of h elf and the 





we shall legislate on the probability of a man acquiring a certain posi- | TecoTds of the Department ‘a ae case, unless he fails to appear before said board 
: . ae in . ene iter having been auiy notihec 

tion that he never has acquired is the most absurd proposition I ever a antl eh lpia ete iat simple interpretation of the true intent 
heard suggested before the Congress of the United States. The other | and meaning of the sections just quoted 
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ttec carefully examined Captain Corbin’s history while in 

e naval s ce, and find that his record is unexceptionable and without 

‘ s! He was appointed acting midshipman in 1838, and passed through all 

1¢ intermediate grades of the service, having acquitted himself in a most meri- 

torious and gallant manner throughout the entire war, and in July, 1866, was 
pre ted t« ae Ran OS SoeeSe. 

On the 2lst day of May, 1873, Captain Corbin was ordered to report in Wash- 

gton to Rear-Admiral Rodg ciel uneaduateaansitanenns topromotion., In 

wdience thereto he appeared before the examining board, and was referred to 











he med This board examined and recom- 


He was then informed by 
would be required to submit to an oral examina- 


il board for physical examination 
ended him as physically qualified for promotion 
1¢ examining board that he 












































on to test his proficiency in the knowledge of his profession. He refused to 
subt to this oral examination on the ground that it was entirely beyond the 
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reconsider his determination not to appear before the examining board, of which 


privilege he again declined to avail himself. The papers in the case were then, 
by request of Captain Corbin, placed before the President, who sustained the 
action of the Department. Captain Corbin still declining to appear before the 
board for the purpose of an oral examination, on January 5, 1874, he was, by order 
of the Secretary of the Navy, placed upon the retired-list. This is the sum and 


midshipmen 
crovern! 


ibout entering the Navy or of clerks about entering one 


vent Departments might be proper enough, but to require 


of the 
a person of 


the age and service of Captain Corbin tosubmit to such a thing would be unfair 
and unjust in every respect 
The following letter from Hon. G.V. Fox, formerly Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (who shaped and administered the act of April 21, 1864), to Senator Ep- 
MUNDs, explains the intent of this law 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1881. 
DEAR Str: Linclose Senate Report No. 743 and House Report No. 116, Forty- 
sixth Congress, third session, in reference to the case of Capt. T. G. Corbin, 
United States Navy. lam able to write to you with confidence that the conclu- 
sions of these two committees as to the true meaning of section 3 of the act of 
Z Apr 1864, agree with the intent of the Navy Department, which shaped and 
administered this law 
Phe act of July 16, 1862, neither required nor permitted the presence of any 


officer whose case was pending 


This was made a subject of complaint by those 
who suffered from the 


wtion of the board; but it was more specious than valid, 


because the true measure of merit entitling an officer of the senior grades to 
promotion is not an oral examination, but the record of his whole career on the 
files of the Navy Department as established by himself. The inefficient clam- 
ored to be present because before a board, where there was no public prosecutor, 


they hoped to exert a personal and sympathetic influence 
and the authors of section 3,act of April 21, 1864, offset it by requiring that those 
who chose to be should be “examined,” and the board were also re- 
quired t any matter on the files and records of the Department touching 


I hey reasoned well, 


present 
each case 
This 
the 
the 
the 


is the briefest exp] 
itting 
raising 
drunkards and 


ipon officers whos« 


anation I can give you of the 
in the option of being present. This legislation was for 
the spirit of the Navy by removing from the active-list 
mbeciles. It had no reference to and was not intended to act 
rd was bla 


two acts referred to, and 
reasons ic l 


purpose of 


rec meless 


I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. V. FOX. 
Hon. Gro. F. EDMUNDS 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Under section 4oftheact of July 16, 1862, no inte rrogation of officers upon pro- 


fessional subjects was ever made, because their professional reputation was satis- 
} 


lished by the records of the Department and testimony of witnesses. 
3 of the act of 1864 was doubtless intended : 


factorily estal 


A similar interpretation of section 





otherwise that act would never have given the candidate for promotion the 
option of appearing or not appearing before the examining board. It requires 
his presence before the board of naval surgeons toascertain his physical fitness, 
but it leaves his mental, moral, and professional qualifications to be ascertained 
from the files of the Department and the testimony of his brother officers. The 
evidence from that source is very complimentary to Captain Corbin, and ean be 
referred to if desired in the papers accompanying the bill. Rear-Admiral C. H 
Davis, Commodore C. R. P. Rodgers, and Capt. D. M. Fairfax, United States Navy, 
in answer to interrogatories propounded by the Navy Department relative to 


Captain Corbin, state that his reputation is the very best and that his habits are 


excellent, and they all pronounce him as well qualified in every respect for pro- 
motion. Commodore Rodgers says in his statement that ‘he,’ referring to Cap- 
tain Corbin, ‘is one of the ablest officers in the Navy, and in answer to the 
question, “Would you, as a commander of a squadron, have sufficient confi- 
dence in Captain Corbin to send him on an important separate service in com- 
mand of a vessel of war says, ‘Il would, I should esteem myself happy in 
having such an officer to send on any service 


‘Commodore Rodgers was also asked this question : ‘ Do you, or not, consider 
Captain Corbin to be mentally, morally, and professionally a fit officer to per- 
form all his duties at sea in a higher grade And his answer was, ‘I do so 


consider him eminently qualified 

It was the duty of the examining board tosummon rel 
tify as to whether in their opinion, | 
with ¢ sptain Corbin, he wa entally, moraily, and professionally qualified 
to a higher rank than the he held. It was also its duty to call upon the 
I partm vent for allthe pape re nnected with his naval career, toexamine them 


iable witnesses to tes- 


mased on actual knowledge of and contact 
S in 


fill one 






















care y to see whether he had ever been charged with conduct unbecoming 
n officer, or whether he had ever been guilty of intemperance, and when it 
had done that its power ended, it could go no further, and it was its duty to 
either recommend or not rec mend him for promotion, as the evidence might 
fy, and y examination beyond this was a usurpation of power totally 
unwarranted by law Phat Captain Corbin was a brave, honest, intelligent, 
and reput e naval officer there is no doubt; neither is there a doubt but that 
e was istly d t with in being placed upon the retired-list without cause 
Being satisfied as to his entire fitness for promotion, your committe: » report 

e bill back to the S« without amendment, and recommend its passag 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

se ein sr weare - : _— : 
The PRESIDENT pr Che hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
t is the duty the Chair to lay before the Si the unfinished busi- 
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of the act of April 21,1864,and declined to appear before the board. 

Captain Corbin was thereupon discharged from further attendance before the 

board, who submitted a report to the Secretary of the Navy refusing to recom- 
end him for promotion. The Secretary then offered him an opportunity to | 


substance of the whole case 

Your committee, after maturely examining the act of April 21, 1864, are of the 
opinion that it leaves it optional with the officer to be present or absent during 
the examination Phe act simply intended the ascertainment of an officer’s {a- 
ness, mentally, morally, and professionally, by examination of witnesses and 
records Che framers of the act could not have meant to subject an officer like | 
Captain Corbin, who had served his country faithfully and gallantly for thirty- 
five years, to the humiliation of an oral examination before he could receive 
that promotion which he so eminently deserved. Such an examination of young 


| termination 
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ness, being the bill (S. 1372) to establish a uniform system of bank. 
ruptcy throughout the United States. The bill is now before the Senat 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoARr] who has 
charge of the bill just laid before the Senate does not propose to go on 
with it at present in antagonism to the naval appropriation bill, and | 
rise for the purpose of moving to take up the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine, pending 
the unfinished business, moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise pending that to a parliamentary inquiry. Th: 
Chair laid before the Senate at the of the session of yesterday 
Senate bill No. 1372, stating as I remember that he laid before the Senat: 
the first of the special orders. My understanding of the matter is dif- 
ferent from that ofthe Chair. My understanding is thatthe first special 
order was what is called the pleuro-pneumonia bill. That was the special 
order for the 10th of March, while the bankruptcy bill was a special orde1 
for a time about one week later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bankruptcy bill was mad 
special order on the 6th day of March last; the bill to regulate practic: 
in patent suits was made a special order on the 7th of March; the bill to 
provide means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia 
&c., was made a special order on the 10th of March; and the bill to re- 
move certain burdens from the American merchant marine,&c., was mad 
a special order on the Ist of April. The rule in respect of special orders 


close 


| is as follows: 


1. Any subject may, by a vote of two-thirds of the Senators present, be mack 


a special order; and when the time so fixed for its consideration arrives 





Presiding Officer shall lay it before the Senate unless there be unfinished bi 
ness of the preceding day; and if it is not finally disposed of on that day 


shall take its place on the Calendar of Special Orders, in the order of tim« 
which it was made special, unless it shall become by adjournment the unfinished 
business. 


2. When two or more special orders have been made for the same time the 
shall have precedence according to the order in which they were severally a 
signed, and that order shall only be changed by direction of the Senate. 

The Chair, after much consideration and without reference to any o! 
these special orders, thought that the true interpretation of the rule as 
it reads was that the special orders, when there was an accumuiation 
of them, were to be laid before the Senate in the order of time at whic 
the Senate had directed them to be special orders, and not in the ordei 
of time for which they were fixed. 

PLUMB. But that would seem to reverse the order of the Sen 
ate. The Senate had ordered that the measures should be considered 
in a certain order of time, and to that extent had given preference t 
the pleuro-pneumonia bill because it fixed an earlier period of tim 
for its consideration. The decision of the Chair simply reverses the d« 
the Senate to give early consideration to the pleuro 
pneumonia bill, and fixes a later day for the consideration of that bill 
than the bankruptcy bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has seen the force of that 
argument; but after mature consideration and study of the new rules 
and the practice of the Senate, the Chair is clearly of opinion that 


ot 


iis 


| the rule stands the order of precedence depe nds upon the time when th: 


Senate thinks the subject of sufficient importance to specially conside1 
it,and not upon the day for which it was assigned, if the accumula- 
tion is such that all of them finally fall upon one day. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then let me make a suggestion to the Chair. Tak« 
the case of a bill which has been made a special order at a time prio! 
to the one under consideration, but the day for the consideration had 
not yet arrived. What would become of that special order in the cours: 
of the proceeding of the Senate under the construction of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presumes that in a cas¢ 
where the day for the consideration of the order had not arrived the 
bill would not be before the Senate at all; but the rule provides that 
if the special orders severally assigned are not disposed of they shall be 


taken up in the order at which, not for which, they were assigned. So 
the Chair has felt obliged, after eareful consideration, in obedience to 


the rule, to hold that the special order first made, without reference to 
the time for which it was assigned, when all of them have rua into one 
mass and the time for all has gone by, is first to be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Chair pleases, it is somewhat immaterial as to 
the order, because the same rule provides that by direction of the Sen- 
ate any other special order may take the place of the one which is first 
in order; and I give notice that I shall antagonize the shipping bill 
with any special order except an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course as the rule stands it is per- 
fectly competent for a majority of the Senate, and without debate, to 
select which of several special orders the time specially assigned fo1 
which has passed the Senate will first consider; but it is the duty 
the Chair to administer the written law of the Senate it seems to 
read, and the Chair being of opinion, after careful siudy, that there 
was no other construction that could be put consistently with the lan- 
guage upon this rule, yesterday evening laid before Senate tl 

special order that the Senate had 7 made such. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to ask if the Chair 
consideration the fact that the pleuro-pneumonia bill had been o1 
taken up and debate had begun upon it, and that upon the succeeding 
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day it was laid aside for the consideration of a joint resolution in regard 
to the same subject, which was discussed for several days, and that when 
the joint resolution had finally passed, before it had passed even, the 
time had arrived when the educational bill, which had been made a | 
special order, was to be considered, and which was then laid be fore the 
Senate? That was the method in which the pleuro-pneumonia bill was 
displaced by the special order, the educational bill intervening before | 
ts consideration had been completed. I thought perhaps that state 
of facts had escaped the attention of the Chair at the time. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will pardon the Chair, he will reply to the inquiry of the Senator from 
New York. The Chair will state that it had not escaped the attention 
of the Chair, but the pleuro-pneumonia bill having been under consid- | 
eration and its consideration having been passed from, it was not left | 
as the unfinished business for the next day and was not laid before the | 
Senate. Its privileges as unfinished business under consideration, there- 
fore, the Chair thinks, were waived, and the best that could be done 
for it next, which was open to some doubt, would be to let it be restored 
to its place as a special order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Aboutthat time it will be remembered 
that the question as to whether an unfinished husiness required to be laid 
before the Senate from day to day jn order to hold its place was decided | 
adversely by the Chair, I think, and the Chair decided upon a discus- 
sion of the matter that it was not necessary that an unfinished busi- 
ness should be laid before the Senate from day to day in order to hold 
its place, as had been the custom. For instance, when coming out of 
executive session before adjournment the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] had repeatedly, when he had charge of the new rules of the Sen- 
ate when they were pending, requested the Chair to lay them before the 
Senate immediately after coming out of executive session and just be- 
fore adjournment, in order that that business might hold its place. 
That question coming up, if I remember correctly, the Chair then de- 
cided that that course was not necessary under the new rules, that a 

ieasure would hold its place without being thus laid before the Senate. 

[Therefore I was surprised yesteriay evening when the Chair took 
oceasion to lay before the Senate the bankruptcy bill as the first special 
order; 
to call the attention of the Chair to it. I have 
the consideration of the bankruptcy bill. I had not expected, how- 
ever, that it would take this position. I had fully expected that the 
pleuro-pneumonia bill would be laid before the Senate as the unfinished 
business, because its date for consideration was an earlier date than 
that fixed for the consideration of the bankruptcy bill. 

I knew that there were two bills, the bill in regard to patents, which 
was mane a special order at the same time with the pleuro-pneumonia 
bill, but I had no doubt that the Patent Committee would consent that 
that bill might be laid over for the time being and that the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill would take the preference. But I did not expect any 
contest between the bankruptcy bill and the pleuro-pneumonia bill, 
and I have no desire to have any conflict. I prefer to get along with- 
out it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


no desire to antagonize 


The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that he is reminded by the gentlemen at the desk, and 
now remembers it, that the bill which was under consideration at the 
time referred to by the Senator from New York was the House bill, 
which never has been made a special order at all, and which being super- 
seded by other business fell back to its place upon the Calendar. The 
Senate bill on the same subject was made a special order. 

The Chair will further state, in respect of unfinished business not 
being laid before the Senate from day to day on an adjournment, that 
the present occupant of the Chair is not aware of having decided that 
it was not necessary unless where an executive session took place. The 
Chair has always thought, and still thinks, that it is not necessary to 
lay the unfinished business, when the executive session is followed by 
an immediate adjournment, again before the Senate, because it stands 
as unfinished business, action upon it being simply suspended while 
the Senate, on a question of order or any other interlocutory motion, 
is considering the kind of business that the rules provide may be con- 
sidered pending any legislative measure. But the Chair is not aware 
that he has ever decided that if in the legislative action of the Senate 
unfinished business be iaid aside and other matter be taken up on which 
the Senate adjourns unfinished, there can be two bills as unfinished 
business, or that the bill which was laid aside would be before the Senate 
under the regular order on the next day unless the regular order was 
called up before adjournment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should 
the record show ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; for the question which the Senator desires 
to put to the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to know simply what the record shows 
for my recollection is that we were considering the cattle bill, and when 
the hour for the consideration of the educational bill arrived it would 





like to make What does 


an inquiry. 
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| derstand it, 


but as the Senate was just adjourning it was impossible for me | 


~~ = 


—_ eye 


be announced that the cattle bill was informally laid aside w ithout prej- 
udice, to be taken up as soon as we 
bill. That is my recollection. 
what it shows. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no Senator who would be more scrupulous to 
preserve any understanding which has been made than the Senator from 


gh with the 
not examined the 


got throu 
l have 


ional 
record to see 


educat 


New York [| Mr. MILLER], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], o1 
the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. WILLIAMS], who are specially inter- 
| ested in the pleuro-pneumonia bill, | am sure; but at the same timeit 


| is true that when the pleuro-pneumonia bill was laid aside it was in the 
| first instance 


laid aside for a resolution relating to the same subject in 
the charge of that committee which they thought required instant at- 
tention, and the friends of the other business pending consented that 
that should go on with the understanding, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] stated on the floor afterward, that the giving 
precedence to that resolution satisfied the claim of the general bill: which 
was then pending, that they did not get that advantage and hold on to 
their bill at the sametime. TheSenator from New York did 
but I merely suggest for his consideration that some of us 
did. I know hedid not so understand it. 

What I wish to say is that it would be agreat pity to have these three 
bills, or any two of them, putina position of antagonism to each other. 
I am a friend of the shipping bill; I am a friend of the bankruptcy 
bill, which is in my charge as far as a Senator has charge of any mat 
ter under our customs; and I expect to follow the lead of my honorable 
friend from New York on the pleuro-pneumonia bill. I do not know 
what particular detail may be in it which ought to be corrected o1 
amended. 

I think that we can by a conference among ourselves havean undet 
standing about these bills. I am sure my friend from Maine [M1 
FRYE] would very much regret if it should turn out that he had dis 
placed the bankruptcy bill and defeated its chance of passage at this 
a bill which he is in favor of, for a mere discussion of the whole 


notso un 


sess1on, 


| tariff policy of this country on the shipping bill, nothing actually com- 


ing from that, and I should feel very badly if I had interfered wit 
honorable friend from Maine with regard to his shipping bill w 
doing any good to the bankruptcy bill, or even if I did do any 
the bankruptey bill. 

I think, therefore, as to-day and to-morrow undoubtedly the appro 
priation bill will take precetfence of all of us, we had better let these 
things stand as they are, and endeavor by a private conierence 
out detaining the Senate, to make an arrangement to which we can all 
three agree. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. 


h my 
ithout 


good to 


» with 


I had no intention of antagonizing—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
pardon the Chair for a moment, as the Senator from Kentucky desired 
to know what appeared by the record. The Chair has now the minutes, 
which show that on the 12th of March, the morning being 
through, House bill ° being the House animal pleuro-pneumonia 


business 
3967, 


bill, was in the morning hour, and before 2 o’clock, taken up. It was 
considered until 2 o’clock arrived, when the special order, being the 
bill for the restoration of Fitz-John Porter to the Army, came up, and 
consequently the House bill, the only one yet ever before the Senate 


for consideration, fell back to its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will simply say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I had no intention of antagonizing the bankruptcy 
bill with the pleuro-pneumonia bill, but I was disappointed in the de- 
cision of the Chair and I only desired to arrive at a full understanding 
of what the decision was and what it was based upon. Iam enti 


aiaill 
iCly 


illing to abide by that and to take up the bills in the order indicated 
by the Chair, which will give the bankruptcy bill the first place among 
the special orders. The pleuro-pneumonia bill and the patent bill will 
then come together and there will have to be a decision between them; 
and the shipping bill will come afterward. Iam entirely willing to 
abide by that decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question 


This debate is proceeding by unanimous consent, and the Chair thought 
it fit that it should proceed in order to an understanding of the opera- 
tion of the rule. Pending the consideration of the bankruptcy bill 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] moves that the Senate 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


proceed to 


Mr. HOAR. I understood that the Senator from Maine asked unan- 
imous consent to lay aside the bankruptey bill informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. That was not the way in which the 
Senator from Maine stated it 

Mr. HOAR He will ask for that consent now. 

Mr. HALE. My only desire is to get the bill up, and I am willing 
to get it up in any way that suits the Senator. I ask unanimous co 
sent to lay aside the bankruptcy bill and to take up the naval appro 
priation bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Senator from Maine witha: 
hi alan all asks unanimo _ aside the hanl 

] ra ) proceed 1 Ul ation bill. 

M BECK Let me na 

The PRESIDENT pro tem) I] st t 

The Senator from M nis motion a 



































































































imous consent that the bankruptcy bill may be laid aside informally, 
so that the Senate may take up the naval appropriation bill. Is there 


, 


opyectlon 

Mr. BECK I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to make a statement. The naval appropria- 
tion bill by all the rules and precedents of the Senate has precedence 
over any special order, by a majority vote when it is asked for, and I 
make the objection for the purpose of having the test made whether 


the naval appropriation bill shall not have precedence as a matter of | 


right by a vote of the Scnate. 
While I am on the floor I desire to say that the naval appropriation 
bill is not a mere appropriation bill to be passed over pro forma as ordi- 


nary appropriation bills usually are, but the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions of the Senate has seen fit to re-enact in this bill a measure that 
the Senate passed some time ago, which is now pending in the other 
House, for the building of seven additional steel cruisers. 
taken up the question of finishing the monitors, and it has taken up a 
great many 
$6,000,000 to the bill as it came from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that the debate proceeds by unanimous consent. 
Chair assumes that there is no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to make only another remark for the purpose of 
showing why I desire to have precedence for the naval appropriation 
bill 
questions that are involved in it; and I desire to say further that, as the 
Chair has very well stated, the day fixed for all these special orders hav- 
ing passed and the shipping bill having been made a special order for 
last Friday, standing upon the same footing with the others, the whole 
question of American shipping, of the sailors we are to have in the fu- 
ture, whether in the Navy or in the merchant marine, the guns We are 
to have, and everything connected with the policy of our shipping in- 
terests is necessarily involved in the naval appropriation bill in the 
shape that it has now assumed, and the shipping bill will have to be 
considered almost as a part of it; and I hope the Senator from Maine 
| Mr. FRYE] will insist that the shipping bill shall come up immedi- 
ately after it, because it is now really a part of the naval appropriation 
bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to laying it 


aside, the bankruptcy bill is before the Senate. 
Mr. HOAR. Then I shall insist—— 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


the naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make an observation called for by the ob- 
servation which the Senate unanimously permitted the Senator from 
Kentucky to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the debate will be permitted to go on. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate has expressed its desire to have these bills 
stand in a certain orderunder its rules. The Senate always accords to 
the Committee on Appropriations the courtesy of taking up (no Sena- 
tor who has any matter in his charge objects to their taking up) what 
the Committee on Appropriations desire. Now, if the members of that 
committee, when it is proposed to give unanimous consent, so that the 
will of the Senate may be interfered with as little as possible, to let 
them take up an appropriation bill, come in with single objections, it 
is using the courtesy which the Senate extends to them in an outrageous 
and tyrannical manner, in my judgment. 


Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator say that members of the com- 
mittee do so? That is personal. 
Mr. HOAR. I stated it in regard to the objection made. It is an 


outrageous perversion of the courtesy of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that in my judgment the language of 
the Senator from Massachusetts is outrageous and tyrannical and is 
wholly unworthy of anybody but him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that both the re- 
marks of the Senator from Massachusetts and those of the Senator from 
Kentucky are not in order. 

Mr. HALE. Now I wonder if we can not take up the naval appro- 
priation bill by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That depends upon whether the de- 
bate which is proceeding by unanimous consent is terminated. The 
Chair can not put the question until the debate has terminated, which 
is going on by unanimous consent. [A pause.] The Senator from 
Maine moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the naval 
appropriation bill. [Having put the question. ] 
have it. 

Mr. HOAR. [I ask for a division. 

There were on a division—ayes 34, noes 2; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there a second ? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The division taken has shown that 


It has also | 


important questions; it has added, in other words, over | 


The | 


lt is because of its importance and because of the important | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





AprRiIn 8 


’ 


| which will occupy no time. 
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no quorum has voted. The Chair under the rules must either order a 
call of the Senate, which the rules expressly require, or, according to 
its custom, take the yeas and nays, or by unanimous consent count the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let the latter be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will count the Senate 
[A pause.] There are forty Senators present. A quorum is present. 
The Senator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isubmit the following resolution to be referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That Rule X XXIII be amended by adding after the words ‘“ The 
heads of Departments,’ in the seventh line of the rule as printed for the use of 
the Senate, the following: ‘including the Commissioner of Agriculture.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I should prefer that that be not referred, but that it 
lie over, so that the Senate may vote upon it and express its opinion. 
That question has been before the Committee on Rules twice already, 
and of course the committee would be glad to be governed by the wishes 
of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the resolution may lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 

COURTS IN NORTHERN NEW YORK. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has con- 
sented that I may submit a motion in regard to a bill on the Calendar, 
The bill (H. R. 1090) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes, establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding 
terms of the district court in the northern district of New York, was 
reported by me on the 10th of March from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I submit a motion that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary for the purpose of further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the bill indicated by him be recommitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 4705) in re- 


| lation to courts and judicial proceedings in the Territories; in which it 


| word ‘‘ travel,’’ to strike out 


The ayes appear to | 


| 
| 


requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be considered with the amendments 
of the committee first; that is, that the reported amendments be acted 
on in their order as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent, as the Chair understands, that the bill be read by sec- 
tions, and that the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations be considered in order as they are reached in the reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be considered by paragraphs, and not by 
sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa suggests that 
the reading of the bill proceed by paragraphs, and that the amendments 
of the committee shall be considered as they are reached. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in line 57, after the word ‘‘orders,’’ toinsert ‘* which stall specify 
the special necessity for such travel;’’ so as to read: 

For two secretaries, one to the Admiral and oneto the Vice-Admiral, clerksto 
paymasters, clerks at inspections, navy-yards, and stations, and extra pay to 
men enlisted under honorable discharge ; commission and interest, transporta- 
tion of funds, exchange ; mileage to officers while traveling under orders in the 
United States, and for actual personal expenses of officers while traveling 
abroad under orders, which shall specify the special necessity for such travel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in line 58, after the 
‘‘and for traveling expenses of apothe- 
caries, yeoman, and civilian employés.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ in line 82, to increase the appropriation from 
$375,000 to $410,000 for the various items stated in the clause. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to know the necessity for that. 
Three hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars appear to have been 
all the pay that was considered necessary originally in the bill. I 
should like to know the apparent necessity that exists for an increase 
to $410,000. 
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Mr. HALE. 
Mr. BECK. 





The House of Representatives has changed 
If the Senator from Maine will allow me 
Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. There are quite a number of amendments running 
through the first pages of this bill as to which the same question might 
very well be asked. Perhaps it would be well for the Senator from 
Maine now, as this is a somewhat important amendment, to make a 
statement that may prevent the asking of a good many other questions 
in reference to the increases, by referring to the estimates, the informa- 
tion, the urgent demand, and the reasons yviven for those increases. I! 
suggest that to him now. Perhaps it will save trouble. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 





if it would take any longer for the chairman of the committee were he | 


to make the necessary e3 xplanation in each case as we reachit, without 
going through the whole of them at one time ? 

Mr. HALE. It is rather my fashion on appropriation bills, instead | 
of making any extended remarks beforehand, to wait until some ques- 
tion arises and then try to give the explanation. It is very simple 
about this matter. 

The House of Representatives changed the classification of the con- 
tingency item, found on lines 100 to104, and the general item, found on 
lines 50 to 99. The appropriations last year for - these two items were 
$300,000 and $100,000, respectively, making $400,000 in the aggregate. 
There is a deficiency under that appropriation of $48,645.29, in round 
numbers nearly $50,000. The Department does not object to changing 
the classification, but does not wish to be restricted to a sum less than 
it can do the business with, and asks that the two appropriations be 
made, $425,000 and $25,000, making $450,000 in all, so as to escape a 
deficiency. The Committee on Appropriations has not gone so far as 
that, but believes on examination of the items that $410,000 will do for 
this item, with $25,000 for the item on page 5, aggregating $485,000, 
where the Department asks for $450,000 and where last year it was 
necessary to expend $450,000. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps it is proper that I should explain why I made 
the suggestion I did. 
suggested by the chairman of the subcommittee. This bill as reported 
makes very many important changes. Perhaps there will be a good 
many as to which no Senator will ask any question as the Senator from 
New Jersey asked in regard tothe pending amendment. When a ques- 
tion is not asked the action taken by the committee is assumed to be 
correct, and the amendment is agreed to; and nothing appears upon the 
record as to the reason why that change was made. ‘The bill as thus 
amended goes to the House of Representatives. There a non-con- 
currence is moved. The House never seesit. There is no reason given 
why the changes were made or the increases proposed, and the whole 
thing at last narrows itself down to a committee of conference without 
a single fact upon the record to show why tlre Senate made the changes 
it did make. 

I insist that the Senate is always stronger when it appears upon rec- 
ord so that every man at both ends of the Capitol can see why changes 
are made, why increases are had, so that all shall not be contided to a 


Committee on Appropriations was, in the same clause, to strike out from 
line 84 to line 101, in the following words: 


| have served as officers, clerks, or enlisted men inthe 
or navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual se 
respects in the same manner as if all said service had been continuc 
regular Navy, inthe grade having graduated pay held by such officer at the tit 


the volunteer army or navy. 


line 106, to increase the appropri: ition from $15,000 to $25,000 ** for 
| emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising at home or abroad but 
| impossible to be anticipated or classified, exclusive of personal 

in the Navy Department or any of its subordinate bureaus or ollices 
| at Washington, D. C.”’ 


the suggestion cf the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK 
ing the action of the committee on the items already gone over, I ask 


And alloflicers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual tim 


‘they may 
regular or volunteer army 
rvice in all 
us and in the 


rhe 


of the passage of this act; andthe record of all service of every such officer shall 
be entered in full, opposite his name, in the appropriate columns of the Navy 
Register, in the same manner as service in the regular Navy is credited: P 

vided, That nothing in this clause shall be so constructed as to authori 


my 
change in the dates of commission or in the relative rank of such officers: } 
vided further, That nothing herein contained shal L be so construed astogive any 
additional or longevity pay to any such officer during the time of his service in 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on eee was, in 


ull 
services 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Betore going to the next bureau, rather in the line of 
}, as explain- 


| to have printed in the RECORD a letter to the Secretary of the Treas 


I am content that it should be done in the way | 


ury of the Second Comptroller, and also the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury explaining the paragraph just struck out. 
| there will be no objection to their being printed in the 


[ presume 
RECORD. 


The PRESIDING OFI 


If there be no objection, it will be 


“ICER. 


so ordered. 


The letters referred to are as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April |, 1884 

Str: I have the honor ‘o acknowledge the receipt of the communication from 
your committee of the 4th ultimo, in which you request an examination of the 
provisions contained in H. R. 4716, lines 82 to 99, inclusive, relative to crediting 
officers of the Navy with former service in the Army or Navy, with a view to 
ascertaining the probable expenditure from the Treasury to carry th« 
effect. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to inclose herewith a report of the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury on the subject, together with copies of all rulings 
and decisions of the accounting officers, and opinion of the Attorney-Genera 
bearing upon the provisions relating to the same subject in the naval appro- 
priation acts for the fiscal yé@rs 1883 and 1884. 

Very respectfully 


same into 


CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFIC! 
Washington, D. C., April 1,18 
Sir: By Department reference of the 15th ultimo I have the honor toacknow! 
edge receipt of the inclosed letter addressed to you by direction of the chair- 
man of the Committee on ee - the United States Senate, together 
with a copy of naval appropriation bill R. 4716), requesting an estimate of 
any increased expenditure required to ei lh said bill into effect, andasking 


| copies of all rulingsand decisions of the accounting officers of the Treasury and 


committee of conference at last who will never perhaps lay the facts | 


before the two Houses. 

It was for that reason, and for that reason only, that I made the sug- 
gestion I did, because if the Senator from Maine only makes explana- 
tions when some Senator asks for an explanation many important mat- 
ters may be passed over without a word in the RECORD to show why the 
subcommittee acted, of which I had the honor to be a member, and why 
the whole committee acted that perhaps would be conclusive upon the 
members of both Houses if the facts were made a part of the record. 

I confess to having lost in the last year a good deal of the faith in 
conference committees that I once had. I want as little done there as 
possible, and I wish the two Houses themselves to see the ground upon 
which the conference committees see fit to act. 

Mr. HALE. All this lays entirely in the power of the Senate. When- 
ever amendments are reached or clauses not amended that any Senator 
desires information upon, the Appropriations Committee will endeavor 
to furnish the reasons for its action. 

I agree with the Senator from Kentucky that a vast body of power 
is always committed to conference committees. Perhaps what miti- 
gates that as much as anything is the fact that it has fallen about in our 
practice that the conferees appointed are almost always those on appro- 
priation bills who have been engaged in making up the bill, the sub- 
committee which takes charge of the bill and knows more about all 
the reasons for the action of the committee and of the Senate than any- 
body else. They are less likely to be misled by an ignorance of the 
facts, and so far as that goes it does qualify and reconcile somewhat to 
the vast power lodged in conference committees. I do not know of any 
other way we can do business finally in closing up a session and getting 
rid of what is before us than to give this power to conference commit- 
tees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON inthe chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenext amendment of the 


| of Gunner Samuel Cross, July 


any opinions of the Attorney-General which may have been rendered upon the 
provisions relating to the same subject in the naval appropriation acts for the 
fiscal years 1583 and 1884, respectively. 

Please find inclosed the copies of the decisions and opinions referred to as fol- 
lows, namely, in claim of Boatswain Joseph McDonald, December 29, 1882, marked 
“*A;”’ Boatswain John D.Sinc! January 3, 1883, marked *‘ B;’’ two in the case 
and August 16, 1883, marked “‘C”’ and“ D,’”’ 
together with a copy of the opinion of the Attorney-General, marked “ E,”’ 

The ratesof ‘“‘ navy-pay ’’ being dependent upon the kind of service performed, 
there must be for that reason more or less uncertainty in any mere estimate that 
can be made of its amount; and a statement of a single sum of money as the 





| probable incurred expe nditure referred to in the letter of the Senate committee 


| 


| been required if neither the act of 1882 nor that of 1883 had been passed, and fe 


would not fully answer the inquiry; because, asis indicated by the reference to 
an opinion of the Attorney-General, itappears not to be fully settled what peri- 
ods of time are within the effects of the act of 1882 and the act of 1883 and the 
language of the House bill respectively. 

For the purpose of the proposed estimates, I therefore assume that the benefits 
referred to in those acts and in the House bill do not include increase of pay in 
respect to services rendered prior to the officer's last entry into service in the 
regular Navy; and in order to arrive at the probable increased expenditure re 
sulting from the legislation proposed by the House bill it has been necessary to 
estimate the probable increased expenditure made necessary by the acts of 1882 
and 1883, and to deduct such increase, as well as the probable expenditure 
| prior laws, from the probable expe nditure under the House bill. 

Assuming as above that the language employed will not extend the higher 
rate sof pay to services performed before an officer's last entry into service as an 
officer in the regular Navy, it is estiiffated that the acts of 1852 and 1883 had the 
effect to confer benefits in respect to services rendered subsequent to the passage 
of the act of 1883, which require an increased expenditure of about 220,000 pei 
annum, and in respect to services rendered afier the officer's last entry into the 
service and up to March 3, 1883, the date of the act of that year, an increased ex 
penditure of about $105,000 

Under the language of the House bill those benefits in respect to services to be 
rendered in future are estimated at $45,000 per annum, more than would have 


under 


the year commencing at the date of the act of 1883 and ending March 3, 1884, 


| like increase of expenditure would be required, namely, $45,000 


Under the language of the House bill, those benefits in respect to services ren 
dered from the time the officers respectively last entered service in the regular 
Navy to the date of the act of 1883 would probably require an increased ex 
penditure of about $230,000, more than would have been required if neither the 
act of 1882 nor that of 1883 had been passed. 

According to these estimates the direct reply to the inquiry made by the com 
mittee may be stated as follows: 

The increased expenditure under the House bill in respect to services from 
such last entry into service to March 3, 1883, the date of the act of 1583, in excess 
of what is required by the acts of 1882 and 1883, is estimated at $125,044), and in re 
spect to services rendered after that date, the annual increased expenditure 
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House bill above what would be required under the act of 1882 and 1883, 


laws, is estimated at $25,000 per year 


suguage of the House bill would require an increased expenditure over and 
ul vhat would accrue under the acts of 1882 and 1883, and prior laws, of prob- 
a $150,000, in order to give up to March 3, 1884,all the benefits of such actual 
me e in all respects in the same manner as if all said service had been contin- 
sand in the regular Navy in the grade having graduated pay held by such 
officer at the time of the passage of the House bill, and that the annual amount 


icrease hereafter would probably be about $25,000 

estimates are made upon a theory that the House bill will not in- 
the rate of pay of an officer for services rendered by him while serving 
grade than that held by him at the passage of the House bill 

ry respectfully 


The wove 


crease 


ina ypwer 


Ve 


Ww. W. UPTON Comptrolle r 


Hon. ¢ J. FOLGER 


etary of the 


HARLES 
Ny 


Treasury 

The reading of the bill was resumed 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ** Bureau of Navigation,’’ in line 130, after the word ‘‘ war,’’ 
to strike out *‘ civil establishment.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 134, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for the Bureau of Navigation from $80,000 to 
S100. 000 


is 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill in reference to advancing this amount in the bill. I 
see in this clause there is an advance from $80,000 to $100,000. It 
may be all right but some of us want to know the reason for it. The 
amount as it came to the Senate, $80,000, included the ** civil establish- 
ment,’’ and I see the sum appropriated for that service last year was 


$5,000 and that is also proposed now, making a difference of $25,000 in 


the bill as reported It may be all right, but I do not know anything 
about it, and I should like to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. HALE. The Bureau of Navigation has charge of all that por- 
tion of the naval business relating to the fitting out of the vessels of the 
naval establishment with charts, compasses, chronometers, and kin- 
dred articles. The Department has been running for years upon an ac- 


cumulation that had gathered during the years of the war and after- 
ward Chat is now exhausted. 
and was able to get along by reducing the money that it paid for em- 
ploying pilots in navigation. This year, to meet the new emergencies 
and demands upon it because it was crippled last year, it asks $130,000. 
The committee believes that it may be able to get along with the $100,- 
000 that it had last year. It does not believe it can get along with 
$80,000, and so made that compromise between what was asked and 
what the House bill provides. 

Now a word as to the item that the Senator from Delaware has called 
attention to, the striking outofthe civilestablishment. Let mesay here 
what the committee has done, and it will explain the course in regard 
to all the bureaus. The House has reversed the plan which has been 
pursued by Congress for years of making a specific appropriation for the 
civil establishment. Congress has believed, and has acted upon the be- 
lief, that it is better for each Department and each bureau to have a 
specific appropriation for the civil establisment, so that a general appro- 
priation shall not be used for clerks and employés, but that each bureau 
may be limited. The House changed that by putting in the civil estab- 


| 
| 


It is estimated,also, that the | 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 136, to increase the appropria- 
tion ‘‘for navigation outfit of the four new steel cruisers’’ from $30,000 
to $60,000. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisamistake. That ‘‘sixty’’ should be “thirty.” 
The ‘‘thirty thousand,’’ as proposed by the House, is correct. Itshould 
not be made sixty 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. I ask the Senate to do that. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 


Then the proper course would be to 


The next amendment of the 


| Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 137 and 138, as 


follows: 


For erection of compass-testing house, $7,000. 


Mr. HALE. The committee decided that the Bureau of Navigation 


| could get along, as it had for years past, without this compass-testing 


| ing and by which we should save very little money. 


house. Since then facts have been laid before me more fully than be- 
fore which convince me that in this new work now being undertaken 
of the building of the American Navy the Department needs just such 
a testing-house as is provided for here. The papers show that the esti- 
mates have been carefully made for an inexpensive building, and I am 
confident that the Department need it; that if we do not give it to them 
we shall be crippling them in some small way that will be very annoy- 
I do not speak for 
the committee, because I have had no opportunity to consult the com- 
mittee, but I think we had better non-concur in the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. The idea I had in striking out the clause was that we 


| had a naval observatory here and land was wanted for a new one, and 


in the present Nuval Observatory, a pretty large building, there is plenty 
of room to make tests for years and years. It seems to me we ought 
not to make an additional appropriation for that now. I presume we 
are going to build a new naval observatory somewhere else, but I do not 


: | understand why we should want a testing-house such as is here pro- 
Last year the bureau had $100,000 | posed : 


Not having perhaps enough information to know all about it, 
I did not see why we should build a testing-house. 

Mr. HALE. It is very much better that there should bean isolated 
building. Of course the argument can be made that as they have got 


| along they can get on for a year or two longer, and I presume it is 


lishment with the general appropriations, so that under the House bill | 


with $100,000 appropriated the bureau might use $10,000 or $15,000 or 
$20,000 of it for clerks and civil employés. The Senate Committee on 


ment by itself, so that no bureau shall be authorized to spend a single 
dollar for clerical force or employés beyond the limited sum that Con- 
gress gives for that purpose. 
tor from Delaware as being a very good provision, and all appropriation 
bills ought torunin that way. lam entirely confident they ought to be, 
and that is the reason the change has been made that he asks about. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
ence between the amount of the appropriations here made by our com- 
mittee and the appropriations originally made by the House for like 
service? 

Mr. HALE. I did not quite catch the question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I understand aright, the appropriations for 
the civil establishment of the different bureaus of the Navy Depart- 
ment were heretofore included in the appropriation bills in bulk, and 
such portion as they saw fit to apply for the civil establishment could 
for that. How does the amount you here propose to appro- 
priate compare with the amount actually used? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong. It has been the habit hereto- 
fore to appropriate specifically, not in general. The House changed 
that and put it in general terms. We have simply taken it back to 
the way we have been appropriating, separately, by itself, but have 
given the same amount that the bureaus had heretofore. They have 
been limited heretofore. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
$5,000 for the civil establishment, the Bureau of Ordnance to $5,000, 
the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting to $9,000, and you give the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks $24,000. 

Mr. HALE. We take those sums from the expenditures of last year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


be used 


I have no doubt this will appeal to the Sena- | 


Will the Senator state why there is the differ- | 


I see you limit the Bureau of Navigation to | 


true that they can possibly and probably get along; but the time has 
come with the new demands upon the Navy when the Department be- 
lieves seriously that it ought to have a building by itself, isolated, where 
this testing can be done. I think the Senate had better let this go and 
let them have the compass-testing house. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask if we not only do not incu: 
the additional expense of a house, but whether there will not have to 
be additional employés té perform the service now performed at the ob- 
servatory ? ; 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; no additional employés. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out lines 137 and 138. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 143, to increase 


: ae 2 | the appropriation ‘‘ for contingent expenses of the Bureau of Naviga- 
Appropriations have struck that out, and have put in the civil establish- | pprey I 


tion’’ from $3,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 143, to insert at the close of the 
appropriations for the Bureau of Navigation: 

For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Ordnance,”’ 
in line 150, after the word ‘*‘ Department,’’ to strike out ‘‘ for the civil 
establishment.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 152, to increase the appropriation 
from $105,000 to $140,000 “for procuring, producing, and preserving 
ordnance material; for the armament of ships; for fuel, tools, materials, 
and labor to be used in the general work of the Ordnance Department; 
for furniture at magazines, at the ordnance dock, New York, and at the 
naval experimental battery.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 153, to insert: 

To continue the manufacture of modern guns, carriages, and ammunition for 
the rearmament of the Navy, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 156, to insert: 
| Toward the modern armament of the Navy: For machine cannon of small 


caliber and appliances, $59,480; and for Gatling guns and appliances, $16,500; in 
all, $75,980. 


« 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment was to insert after line 171, in the appropriations for the Bureau 
of Ordnance: 

For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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1884. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the attention of the Senator in charge 
of this bill to that portion of the amendments of the committee from 
line 154 to line 156: 

To continue the manufacture of modern guns, carriages, and ammunition for 
the rearmament of the Navy, $100,000. 

I should like to know from the Senator in charge of the bill what is 
being done in the manufacture of modern guns, to which this appropri- 
ation is to be applied ? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator asks a question which calls attention toa 
very important subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay to the Senator that if it disturbs him in 
the course of his management of the bill to bring this subject up now, 
[ will defer my remarks upon it or any consideration of it at present. 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least. I am very glad the Senator has called 
attention toit, because I know he is in the habit of examining very care- 
fully all documents and reports relating to subjects-matter in which he 
is interested, and I want to call his attention to the report of the gun- 
foundery board to be found in Executive Document No. 97, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session. If the Senator has not read it I hope he 
will send for it and read it before the bill is finished by the Senate. It 
is a very exhaustive report. 


ordnance for our Army and our Navy. 

It was a joint board made up of well-known skillful officers of the 
highest standing and with the best records. They visited the manu- 
factories of arms in the Old World, and have made a very carefully pre- 
pared report showing just what the situation is as to this matter. Upon 
the basis of that report, which of course I can not go into now thoroughly, 
the Department asked Congress to appropriate this clause: 

To continue the manufacture of modern guns, carriages, and ammunition for 
the rearmament of the Navy , $599,400. 

The committee sent for the Secretary, feeling that this was a most 
important subject. The Secretary brought with him Commodore Sic- 
ard, who is the head of the Bureau of Ordnance. Commodore Sicard, 
in a most interesting interview or hearing betore the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, told that committee of the condition of things as found in 
this report; and the long and short of it is that there are certain guns 
that at present can not be made inthis country either by private or 
public establishments. We have a great plant in some of the navy- 
yards most of which can be utilized in the manufacture of modern ord- 
nance, rifled cannon; but the experiments which have been made in this 
direction, all of them seeking to demonstrate that we can make rather 
than that we can not make, show thus far that without some material 
alteration and amplification and extension of our plant with our re- 
sources we can not make anything larger than the tubes or jackets of 
the 6-inch guns. 
to undertake to make. They can take the tubes as manufactured 
abroad, wherever it may be—at the Whitworth establishment or at 
Krupp’s or at one of the French manufactories—and can complete them 
and make a good gun, as good as any power in the world has. It has 
not been demonstrated thus far that there can be made in the navy- 
yards of the Government establishments or by private corporations or 
individuals in this country anything larger than the 6-inch gun. 

The committee was impressed in considering this matter with the im 
portance of makinga liberal appropriation toward this purpose of rearm- 
ing the Navy, because everybody knows that the ships which we have 
now carry guns that in modern warfare would be of but little account. 
Warfare has progressed astonishingly in this direction. Twenty-five 
years ago we had the best guns in the world. The old Dahlgren gun 
and the Rodman gun were most admirable, most efficient, and danger 
ous war weapons. They have all gone into the limbo of the past, and 
we have got to have different sorts and kinds of ordnance now. 

The committee, wanting to make liberal appropriations, were con- 
fronted with this statement of Commodore Sicard: that he could not 
use more than an additional $100,000 the next year over what the com- 
mittee proposed to give him to furnish the armament of the new cruisers 
which are now building. 
the Government and the power and extent of our private establish- 
ments, and that $100,000 more, which the committee recommend, is 
all that he can use during the year to come. 

I trust and believe that in the course of the next year the experi- 
ments which are being made con amore with the hope of good results 
will show that in the succeeding year we can put in the hands of the 
Bureau of Ordnance a much larger sum than this, a half million dol- 
lars perhaps, or it may be a million dollars, to be used to advantage in 
rearming our ships. 

That is the reason, Mr. President, for the appropriation, and the rea- 
son that it has not been made larger. 

Mr. BECK. I think it would be well if the Senator from Maine 
would place on record the reasons of Commodore Sicard, to be found in 
his letter of March 13, 1884, at page 5 of the document printed for the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. BECK. 
tion. 








I think that had better be printed in the Recorp. 
That gives all the reasons why he wants the appropria- 


He said that would exhaust the resources of 
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Mr. HALE. It is a very clear statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, Washington, March 13 
In the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, the amounts appropriated are entirely in 


adequate to the needs of the Ordnance Department, and several items that 


Iss4 
Sir 


| were estimated for by this bureau and that are of the utmost importance to the 


Navy are wholly omitted 
I therefore beg leave to suggest that the Senate be urged to supply these omis 


| sions, and to increase the amounts appropriated by said bill 


It is full of the most interesting facts and | 


tails. and it places before the country as has not been done before | ; ; 
details, and it I : | last year at the principal working yards (New York and Washington) anx 


just the situation that we are in with relation to the manufacture of | ¢, g10s,000, and when the fitting out of ships at Portsmouth 


With this view the following amendments and additions to the bill ar 
posed (the reasons therefor being briefly stated in each case 

In lines 148 and 149, page 7, strike out “Sone hundred and five 
lars’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and eighty thousand dollars 

Reasons Should the navy-yards at League Island, Boston 
closed, as contemplated by the report of the navy-yard conimission, it only 
seems possible to avoid a comparatively small part of the annual expenditure 
on “‘ordnance”’ proper; because we shall still have the same number of ships 
to fit and keep in serviceable condition as before concentration took place, and 
the same amount of ordnance work must be done upon them and in conn 
with them. 

The annual expenditure of material will not be lessened, nor the deterioration 
due to age, nor the necessity for replacing equipments or supplies that are be 
coming obsolete. 

As the work at the navy-yards is at present divided, the amount expended 


pro 
thousand dol 


and Pensacola be 


ction 


sunted 
Norfolk, and Mare 
Island comes to be added, the expenditure will clearly aggre } 


gate =1LS0,00K the 


| amount asked for 


The 8-inch guns the Department is not yet prepared | 


The increasing elaboration of ordnance material of all kinds constantly tends 
to an increase of work 

For some years past the supply of ammunition for target practice with ma 
chine-guns and small-arms has been bought from the appropriation “sales of 
small-arms.’’ This fund being now exhausted, the expenditure must come from 
the appropriation ‘ ordnance.” 

The estimates submitted by the navy-yards for the fiscal vear « 
bill amounted to $258,000, which the bureau cut down to $180,000 

The amount appropriated for the current year was $150,000, and though all 
efforts have been made to expend it economically, 


overed by the 


$135,000 has already been 
spent, and a deficiency of £20,000 has been asked for 
After line 149, page 7, insert 
Poward the modern armament of the Navy: 40 machine-cannon of small cal 
iber, $118,960; 20 Gatling guns, $33,000; 3,000 magazine-rifles, $101,250 n | 


$253,210 

Reusons.—A large part of the armament of foreign ships of war of all classes 
now consists of machine-cannon and of musket-caliber machine-guns Phe pre 
jectiles of the machine-cannon have suflicient energy to pierce the sides 
unarmored vessels, and the steel projectiles will pierce about one and on 
inches of steel plate at moderaf ranges Che shell from these guns is also very 
destructive, and they constitute a most valuable defense against torped 
Their power and importance have so impressed foreign naval 
we find the number of such 
Increase 


boats 
iuthorities that 


arms supplied to foreign ships constantly ont 


Only three of our ships are equipped with machine-cannon (four in each 



































whereas all cruisers of moderate size should have at least two, and the larger 
s from four to eight each 

Phe forty machine-cannon asked for would arm about fifteen ships of moderate 
size. . 

Most of our ships on the different stations have one Gatling gun each For 
eign ships have sometimes as many as six, eight, and ten each. Itis safe tosay 
that each vesse lof any size should carry at ieast two; and twenty of such guns 
would only serve for ten small ships rhe Gatling gun has recently been al 


tered so as to greatly Increas¢ 


its efficiency, and the bureau desires to avail 

itse!f of this improvement 

Magazine-riflesare now being introduced intoall services, as their use enables 
a much greater weicht of fire to be thrown at critical moments than would other 
wise be possible. All machine-arms have this great advantage, and foreign serv 
ices thoroughly appreciate the fact 

rhe number of magazine-rifles asked for wouldarm about twenty small vessel 

Insert after the foregoing 

* For machine-tools, £20,000." 

Reasons.—More machinery is required in the Ordnance Departinent of the 
Washington navy-yard, to be used in the inanufacture of the new steel guns 

Lines 158 and: 159, page 7, strike out °°33,000"' and insert ‘* $5,000 

Reasons.—The heavy freight now being handled by the bureau requires this 
increase of the estimate for contingentexpenses. Of the $3,000appropriates 


the current fiscal year we have 
In line 146, page 7, strike 


less that $250 left. 


t for the civil establishment” and insert afte 








I 


line 159, same page, “for the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations 
$12,231.50.’ 

Reasons.—The amount at present allowed for the civil establishment only ad 
mits of the employment of one clerk or writer at four of the nav y-vards, the 
clerical work at the other navy-yards and stations being done by the stor 
keepers and others whose pay is drawn from appropriation © ordnance 

rhe object to release the appropriation ordnance from this tax and g 
adequate pay to the clerical forces But if itis judged best by Congress to p 
the clerical force altogether from the appropriation ordnance, then i questes 
that the $12.234.50 be added to that appropriation, making $192,234.50 

After line 164, page 7, insert 

For the purchase of a torpedo-boat and the working drawings of the same 
=>) (ew) 

Reasons.—Such boats are absolutely necessary to the national defense None 
have as yet been built in this country, and it is proposed to purchase we « 

sked for from one of the most celebrated makers abroad lt will serve as 
model from which others may be constructed her« 

After the foregoing insert 

To continue the manufacture of modern guns, carriages, and ammunitio 
for the rearmament of tl Navy, $599,400 

Reasons There are no such guns, carriages, &c., now in the Navy, and it 
imperatively necessary that they be provided for the national defense Phe 
money heretofore appropriated has only served to partially commence the 





facture of type guns, carriages,and ammunition, the ships afloat in com SSiO! 
being still armed with obsolete and inferior cannon The money asked f 

ould purchase about twenty-five 6-inch guns and eight &-inch guns, with their 
carriage ind am inition 

In case tl ibove amount is not allowed, the balance that may remain on 
fre riatio steel rifled breech-loading guns” should at t 
! 

lam, sir, your obedient servant 


MONTGOMERY SICARD, Chief of Bu “u 


Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, Secretary of the Navy 
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Mr. MORGAN. I called attention to this subject because I wanted 
information about it Since I have been in the Senate we have been 
considering year by year certain experimental efforts of the Ordnance 
De partment to get some guns suitable for seacoast defense, and also for 
the Na and we have made absolutely no progress except to ascertain 
that we have no guns which are of any real value; and our system 


must be changed in that respect, 1 think, before we ever make any 


progress 


fhe commission that has been spoken of by the Senator from Maine 
went abroad last summer, I believe, and also made some explorations 
through the United States for the purpose of examining into the dif- 
ferent ordnance establishments or the diferent iron and steel establish- 
ments capable of manufacturing guns. Itsubmitted a report, which I 
have not had the opportunity to examine with any care 
glanced through it 


' 
yuS 


But I understand that they recommend now that 
we shall go onin the old groovesand look abroad for our steel: that we 
shall not begin now to build establishments for the purpose of making 
steel or for the purpose ol working steel 

[ do not know whether the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate felt themselves warranted in going any farther than they have gone 
in providing for some changes in our system, but I believe that unless 
they do it weshall never have any changes. At the last Congress a joint 
committee was organized consisting of the chairman and some members 
of the two Committees on Naval Affairs and Military Affairs. They 
called before them a number of witnesses and made a very interesting 
and very able report on this subject, and then the report of the board 


spoken of has followed that, and the whole matter has gone to rest ex- | 


cept the little relief that the Committee on Appropriations find that it 
can give tothis important subject for the Navy and Army of the United 
States on this important matter. I should be very glad if the Senate 
would take into consideration whether they are not willing now to take 
some method of manufacturing steel and manufacturing steel guns, to 
lay a foundation for it that the Government can control. 

Why, sir, I do not think that anything should bring a deeper blush 
to the cheek of an American citizen than to feel that fifty or sixty mill- 
ions of people in a country like this are absolutely indefensible against 
any foreign foe except when they might make a landing here and under- 
take to attack us around our own homes. The Government of the 
United States, every one must admit—every body has been saying it for 
many years past—is in the most defenseless condition in reference to 
its seacoast defense and its naval armament against almost any civilized 
government in the world of maritime } 
of the earth are in advance of us, and the Senate can scarcely ever con- 
sider a subject of foreign relations that has in it any matter of delicacy 
at all without feeling that we are unprepared to deal with the question 
with that sort of energy which belongs to a great and powerful people 
like this 

I am not in favor of conducting the relations and affairs of nations 
upon a war basis; but whoever undertakes to strike out from the policy 
of nations that feature of the question will find that he is not abreast 
of the age, and he will find that he can not apply the Quaker doctrine 
to a government like this. We are a peace-loving people, we are not 
aggressive in our policies in any respect whatever; but in order to pre- 


mower, 


serve the peace we must have the means at command to satisfy the | 


other powers of the world that if they break the peace we shall be pre- 
pared to meet their assaults instantly and with force and effect. 

We have a Navy that has no guns which are capable of fighting the 
guns of other nations. We have a seacoast that is defenseless almost, 
except by a few torpedo lines and a few old guns that we do not know 
the value of, and I think the Senate ought now to take into considera- 
tion seriously two propositions: First, of establishing in this country 
works forthe production of steel and the making of steel guns; secondly, 
to supply all the proper machinery to make those guns. 

We have no steam-hammer in this country that is capable of ham- 
mering the steel necessary for the largest-sized gun. Why should we 
be without an implement of that kind? 
at the outside would establish it and put it in operation. We should 
not then be compelled to import the steel which we put in our own guns 
from England and from Germany. Why should we not havethat? We 
have got our navy-vards 

Mr. BECK 
ordinary 


Will the Senator allow me to state to him that for an 
hammer the estimate is $500,000 or $600,000, and Krupp was 
paid $2,500,000 in Germany for one gun. 
Affairs are considering all these things now, and we can not reach them. 
Commodore Sicard made a very interesting statement about them, but 
they are beyond our reach now. 
gun in our country; we have not a hammer large enough for that. 
Something wilt have to be done 


Mr. MORGAN If $100,000 is within the reach of the Committee on 


Appropriations by way of amendment to this House bill to continue the | 
manufacture of modern guns, two millions or two millions and a half 


or three millions is not beyond the reach of the committee; and if Mr. 
Krupp with his individual enterprise can build a steam-hammer that 
cost him two millions and a half of money, why is it that the Govern- 
ment of the United States can not have one that will cost three millions 
of money, a better one than he has got or than anybody has got? 
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| have merely | 


The small petty powers | 


Perhaps $100,000 or $200,000 | 


The Committee on Naval | 


We can not even make an eight-inch | 
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Mr. BECK. One word more. It was ascertained that in England 
and elsewhere the large steam-hammers that are used in the world are 
owned by private establishments, and they can be utilized for a great 
many other things. The Navy Department has to consider whether o1 
not we had better treat with somebody who uses these hammers for 
many other purposes rather than build one of our own. 

Mr. MORGAN. That brings up the very point I was about to arrive 

I am satisfied after some examination into this question that the 
proper course for the Government to take is to interest private enter- 
prise in connection with governmental inspection and supervision in the 
manufacture of guns; provide in some way an advance of money to 
some enterprising private citizens or private corporations engaged on 
our own soil in the manufacture of steel, so that they can erect these 
steel hammers and use them for the Government, for governmental pur- 
poses, and when not in use for governmental purposes they can be put 
in use for commercial purposes. I would interest them as has been done 
in some other cases in this country, for I know of one instance wher 
the Government of the United States must have at least $200,000 in 
value of most excellent machinery of modern type in the hands of pri- 
vate parties to make guns for the Government. Under an arrangement 
| of this kind these parties take the machinery at cost; they pay for it in 
| work, pay 5 per cent. per annum or 10 per cent. per annum in work in 
| their yards. The work is subjected to governmental supervision from 
the time the metal is put into the furnace until it is drawn out, man- 
ufactured, and ready for delivery at the navy-yards or wherever it may 
be that we want to use the gun. 

If we will combine private enterprise with Government supervision 
| in the manufacture of guns in this country there is no reason why we 
can not make just as good guns as they make in England or anywhere 
else. We have the material to make them of. If we need non-phos- 
phoritic ores in order to get gan material, we can send to Egypt to get 
them, or to Spain. We of course bring in our material free that is used 
for the benefit of the Government. The instance to which I referred 
| was in Boston. 

Mr. HALE. The South Boston Works. 

Mr. MORGAN. The South Boston Iron Works, where they have 
been manufacturing guns for thirty years tor the United States Govern- 
ment and for other governments, for Italy and for Brazil and various 
governments, and according to their facilities and the machinery they 
possess they make guns equal to any in the world. It turned out that 
| there was some surplus money at some time or other in the Ordnanc 
Department, which I believe resulted from thg sale of old scrap or old 
material of some kind, and the Chief of Ordnance found himself at lib 
| erty, very properly, too, to invest that money in machinery and put it 
| in the South Boston Lron Works upon a contract of the character I have 
just referred to, by which that establishment was to make guns and was 
to refit guns, and to receive in part payment of the costs of those guns 
a part of the cost of the machinery which was turned over, so that aite1 
awhile the establishment will buy the machinery, will become the en- 
tire owner of it, and the Government in the mean time will have re- 
ceived its pay in the production of this work, these guns. 
| That has worked remarkably well in that one case. 
| there are other cases of the kind 


t 
t 


at. 





I have no doubt 
in the United States, and I believe 
that if that system were observed, if we should go into it as one of our 
experiments, and unite private enterprise with Government assistance 
and Government supervision in the making of these guns, we could in 
| a short time have guns equal to any in this world. 

| The Senate will pardon me for reference toa matter that I happen to 
have personal knowledge of in respect to the ability of our private citi- 
zens to improvise heavy ordnance and all mannerof armament. When 
the Confederate States went to war they had no guns except those 
mounted on the different forts in the South; but at the town in which 
I live a gentleman was detailed, Catesby Jones, who had been an ofli- 
| cer of the United States Navy, toestablish a naval foundery, a gun found- 
ery. They had no facilities. The ores were in the bank; the fur- 
naces to melt them were not built; the trees that made the charcoal were 
standing in the forest. They had to build railways to get to within 
miles of the location. They made the iron, carried it down to the city 
of Selma; they brought it to the naval foundery, and out in your found- 
ery here at the navy-yard now there are some ten or more of those 
guns that were captured by Admiral Farragut at the time of the capt- 
ure of Mobile. Those guns were made in furnaces of a capacity of one 
hundred tons, and made with pine wood. No other fuel was used but 
| pine wood. There they are in this navy-yard now. The bands that 
| are around them are wrought-iron bands, constructed with admirable 
skill, such as can not be produced to-day in any navy-yard in the United 
States, for the mere reason that we have not got the machinery to do 
it with; and yet the machinery to do that kind of work is inexpensive; 
if it had not been we could not have gotten it in the South. We did 
not import it; it was improvised and made in the South. 

Sir, you may take those guns and put them side by side with any of 
the cast-iron rifled guns in the United States Army or Navy to-day and 
they will bear as severe a test as any guns that have been made. There 
was necessity forcing those people to the production of those guns, and 
we would produce them if we were in a state of war to-day with any 
| great foreign power; we would produce our ordnance, all that was nec- 
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one will give my support to it. 
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essary, Within a very short space of time. We would have our ships 
armed in a short period of time with guns of sufficient caliber and 
capacity to fight the guns of almost any other nation of the world. But 
merely because the stress of necessity is not upon us we ignore this 
very important matter. 

I am in favor of the old saw, ‘‘ In time of peace prepare for war.”’ 
That is wise, sound, good policy, and it is policy that this great nation 
can not afford to ignore, and the greater it gets the less it can afford to 
ignore it. 

I do not know that I shall move any amendment in this particular 
unless the committee think that it ought to be done at this time. I 
shall take it into consideration and before we get through this bill I 
wish to examine this report, and I hope the committee will think the 
subject over, and if we can arrive at some conclusion of this sort I for 


Mr. HALE. The Senator, I know, has given a great deal of time 
and has an intelligent interest in this subject. I wish he would take | 
this report, if he can, to-night, look it over carefully, and see what he 
for one, as a member of this body, is ready to do in the way of embark- 
ing in this enterprise of governmental establishments that can manu- 
facture anentiregun. Thatis aserious question. It is aserious ques- 
tion whether the Government shall grapple with that problem. Itcan | 
not be done without involving in the future an expenditure of a large 
sum of money. Iam entirely ready to go with the Senator to any ex- 
tent in so expending money, for I believe with him that there is some- 
thing culpable, something criminal in the hap-hazard, easy-go-lucky | 
way that we are going on at present with reference to our national de- 
fense. But whoever sets outon this road, whoever weds himself to this | 
enterprise, has got to consider that from time to time large sums of 
money will be required. If the American Congress is ready to appro- 
priate those sums of money and will follow its hand and will not falter, 
but from year to year will, almost in the nature of a permanent appro- 
priation, give those sums of money, we shall reach that point so much 
desired by the Senator from Alabama—of the United States manufact- 
uring all its guns, great and small. 

As I have said, I will go with him very far in that direction. The 
board that considered this subject, as the Senator will find when he 
comes to examine the report, go into it very thoroughly. They do not 
arrive at the conclusion that the United States, either by governmental 
factories or by private means, should not manufacture these guns. Quite 
the reverse. They say clearly: 


The board recommends the establishment of two gun factories under the con- 
trol of the Government. 


And it makes a selection. 
whether the Army and the Navy each should have an establishment, 
and arrives at the conclusion that an establishment for each branch of 
the military force of the Government should be set up and maintained, 
one for the Army and one for the Navy. They go on further and say: 

With Government gun factories established for both the Army and the Navy, 
there will be still needed the hearty co-operation of the private industries of the 
country. This can not be aroused unless there is held out to them a fair pros- 
pect of remuneration. The board does not approve of a partnership in business 
between the Government and private firms. All history warns against such a 
course. But it does believe that joint, and at the same time independent, action 
between them can be made to work harmoniously toward the common national 
purpose, 

The board found this difficulty when it began to deal with the ques- 
tion of encouraging private establishments, such establishments as are 


found in great force and strength in the old world under the enterpris- | 


ing lead of men of genius who have built them up. The board found 
themselves confronted with this trouble, that the private manufacturer 
in this country can not afford to go on, extend his plant, build up his 
establishment, because of the uncertainty whether the Government will 
come to his rescue and employ him to make guns, or encourage him to 
make guns, ora portion of the guns, forany length of time. They say: 
At present the steel manufacturers of our country are not prepared to produce 
the material required for the larger calibers, and the important question arises, 
what means shall be adopted to induce them to study the subject and embark 
in the manufacture on a large scale. They can not be expected to do this ata 
sacrifice of their own interests. This object can only be achieved by holding 
out a fair prospect of ultimate remuneration for the expenditures necessary to 
undertake the work, and this can only be done by the action of Congress 


Everybody sees that however enterprising, however patriotic may be 
the owner of one of these private establishments, however much he may 
be willing to extend his plant and increase his establishment, he ought 
to feel that he can depend upon something like a permanent policy on 
the part of the Government in encouraging him. The English Gov- 
ernment, the French Government, the German Government, the gov- 
ernment, indeed, of every power in Europe that makes any essay to- 
ward establishing and maintaining a naval force, appropriates money 
by millions year after year, and it is because of this that the great es- 
tablishments there that are the wonder of the world are ke sptup from year 
to year, knowing as they do that the governments will patronize them in 
that part of the world in the manner that they do. But it costs money, 
and a great deal of money, asI have said. If the Government has estab- 
lishments of its own, w hich in connection with private establishments 
can make these great guns, as I believe it ought to have, and I am ready 
to vote large sums of money to thatend, it ought tocontemplate what it 
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is going into; it ought not to set its hand to the plow and then go back; 
it ought to go steadily on appropriating money out of our surplus reve 
nue. The board have made an estimate here. 


Approximate cost of plant for producing the tempered parts of guns u 
hundred tons, ready for delivery at gun factory. 


Because there are two processes, there are two stages Chere is the 
stage of preparing the gun for the gun factory, and here is the estimate 
of that: 


Casting.. 2950. OOO 
Forging hydraulic ‘press 150. 000 
Rough boring and turning. i iva ‘ 210.000 
Tempering.... we ; 000 


BO oucksss 660, 000 
Additional cost if liquid compre ssion be adopte d 175. 000 
That is a favorite theory and belief with these great manufacturers 
Now, ahammer, as tremendousas is its power, its compacting force, is 
not so efficient as the hydraulic pressure in compacting a gun. If that 
is added it brings the expenditure up to nearly $900,000 Chen th 
board take the other stage, the plant for gun factories; take the tools; 


take them in the rough and complete them so that they become per- 


| fect ordnance for our ships or for our fortifications, and that estimate 


is $900,000. There of itself in one establishment covering those two 


Bs Ul 


| stages is needed $1,800,000. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. May I ask the Senator how many estab 
lishments there are engaged in the business of gun manufacture on a 
large scale now ? 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean how many in the world ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No; I mean in the United States 

Mr. HALE. There is the South Boston foundery; there is the Mid 
vale Steel Company, at Philadelphia; there is the West Point estab- 
lishment. There are four or five different establishments that can do 
something toward this end in the manufacture of small guns 

Mr. BECK rose. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator let me complete what I am say- 
ing ? 

Mr. BECK Before the Senator goes further I wish tostate one fact 
Commodore Sicard and others advise us that our manufacturers say that 
the Government of the United States at the present price of our guns 
would be the only customer for them, whereas Krupp and those othet 
men are making large numbers of guns in Prussia and in England and 
selling them to China, Japan, Italy, and Brazil, and all the countries of 
the world. Therefore in building up our establishments we have to 


| build on the basis that we ourselves are to be the only customer, and 


Then it goes on touching the question | 


that requires a good deal of consideration as to how it ought to be done 
Therefore our committee could not grapple with that subject 

Mr. HALE. All that bears very materially on this question. The 
board wind up by these wise and pertinent words and conclusion: 

Three years— 

After estimating the cost of these factories and plants 


Three years will be required to complete the tools, construct the shops, and 
establish the plant. Such a factory 


Costing $900,000 


Such a factory will be able to turn out per year fifty 6-inch, seventeen 12-i1 


and twelve 16-inch guns, or a proportionally larger number of smaller calibers 
ata yearly expense of about $2,000,000. The figures can not be pronounced e» 
act, but the board is confident that they closely approximate accuracy Pha 
calculations are based upon estimates obtained abroad, and do not include ocean 


freight and customs dues 

If Congress is ready to embark in this enterprise of building up for 
the Government a great gun factory and a great plant for preparing guns 
for the gun factory, so that our steel shall be taken and mack 





tube and the tube shall be taken and wsought intothe gun, and so that 
we shall not stop at an 8-inch gun or a 12-inch gun, at nothing short of 
a hundred-ton gun, I am ready to go along in that direction. But the 





committee did not deem it wise to embody this in their r ni 
tions in the bill. It must be left for amendment to be offered on the 
floor by any Senator, and I am glad that the Senator from Alabama is 
considering this matter, and Lhope before we reach the end of the con 
sideration of this bill that he may have matured some plan by which 
we may start in upon this which [ think is a worthy and a meritorious 
enterpris¢ 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, about six weeks ago the Senate passed 
a bill to build, I think, seven steel cruisers or seven vessels of war, as 
the commencement of a respectable naval force, it being admitted on all 
hands that there was no such thing to-day in practical existence as an 
American navy, and very wisely they proposed to commence one. 
There were four monitors that were on the stocks from 1872 to 1882 
I believe there was an appropriation to make them efficient. Then there 
was a proposition to build and finish four other sloops of war, and then 
in addition came the bill to which I have referred, to build seven ships 
of varying dimensions, but all of a modern model and fitted for the pur 
poses required by the modern progress of invention. I voted for that 
bill, and after the bill had passed I offered a resolution that was adopte¢ 
by the Senate and sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs, directing 
them to report upon the expediency of building a steam-hammer with 
a foundery properly equipped for the construction of artillery of the 
largest caliber and of modern fashion. 
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My desire for such information had been quickened by a letter read 


here upon the floor from Admiral Rodgers. I can not lay my hand upon 
t, but my recollection of that letter was that the United States Gov- 
ernment did not own a single breech-loading cannon, if not of any cal- 

ything like effective caliber. I think I may refer to the 
Senator from Maine, whose knowledge is greater of naval affairs than 


1y own, and to my friend from Kentucky, and ask whether the Gov- 
ernment owns to-day a single breach-loading cannon; and yet I appre- 
hend that other cannon will be considered obsolete for the purposes of 
modern warlare 

Mr. HALE. I will not 
agreeable to him. 

Mr. BAYARD in my statement, and I sub- 
mit it rather to the criticism of the Senator from Maine. Am I not 
right in this fact? I am speaking now of the state of affairs under 
which we live 

Mr. HALE. I do not know; I can not give the Senator information 
of the number of guns of different kinds, but the United States Gov- 
ernment in the past two years has taken a number—I do not know how 
great—of the old cast-iron guns and has adapted them so far as it might 
to the modern system of breech-loading rifled guns. They are not as 
rong, they will not stand the pressure and the test that the modern- 


interrupt the Senator unless it is entirely 


I desire to be correct 


constructed gun will, but I can not tell the Senator how many there 
ire of them. 

I want to say one thing further in answer to what the Senator urges 
as to the resolution that he sent to the Naval Committee. It did, as 


the Senator intended, raise this whole question of the advisability, the 
feasibility of the Government building a gun factory and building a 


hammer of its own to make guns. Since the Senator introduced that 


resolution the report of this board from which I have been reading has 
been sent in to the Senate by the President, his message accompanying 


the report, and the Naval Committe has felt that no investigation by 
it could add anything to the valuable mass of information contained in 


that document I do not believe that we could have produced infor- 


mation that would have thrown any light on this subject in answer to 
the Senator's resolution equal to that. Thatis the reason why we have 
done nothing more. 


Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps, Mr. President, it would have been well 
for me to have read this report, but one may be pardoned for not read- 
ry report that may be presented to Congress. I shall read it 
with a great deal of interest at the earliest possible opportunity, but I 
do not understand from the Senator in charge of this bill, and who is 
also the virtual chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that there 
inaccuracy in what I have said, and I cite it not all for the pur- 
pose of finding fault with anybody; 
facts as they stand in order that we may apply the remedy. 

I read in the bill an appropriation— 


the modern armament of the Navy 
and appliances, 959,480 
m™ 


inv cy 


s 


uny 


Coward 


For machine-cannon of small 
and for Gatling guns and appliances, $16,500; in 


\nd that is to be for the ‘‘ modern armament of the Navy !’’ 


not for the United States of America in the condition in which we now 
stand 
Mr. HALE. lI agree fully with the Senator there. Iam in entire 


accord with him in that 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. Then with due respect, Ido not see here 
really one advan a positive step toward a reformation of this un- 
satisfactory condition of things. 
mand must precede the supply. 


very distinguished 


e of 


English engineer and metallurgist I found that when 
a contract had been taken for the steamer known as the Great Eastern 
and the contractor looked around for a hammer in Great Britain for the 
purpose of forging her shafts he found the work could not be executed 


in that kingdom atthat time, and it was that which brought the steam- | 


hammer of James Nasmyth into use by which that shaft was forged, 
beaten, and the work enabled to be accomplished. But we are not 


without experience. We know too well what is needed; the demand | 
for this steam-hammer is not a new one. 
The Government of the United States ought to furnish itself with it 


} 


ess there shall be—which I believe there isin the private establish- 
ments of this country—machinery of a sufficient force and proper con- 
tion to make cannon of modern models and caliber. When I see 
United States appropriating $75,000 gravely toward modern arma- 


ment and China buys from Krupp nine hundred guns each one of 
which will cost the whole of and more than this entire appropriation, 


it seems to me that our people are losing sight of all proportion of means 
to the end 
lhat there has been money enough wasted to buy all these things is 
but that does not cure the case. The point is whether now if 
you shall begin at the beginning and place this navy, or this proposed 
navy, upon the basis of progress toward completion, it is not proper 
to have at least the steam-machinery, the steam-hammer, the appurte- 
nant foundery, the plant and appliances which shall enable us to com- 
mence at least the reparation of this great deficiency in our naval es- 
tablishment. I am in favor—painful though it may be to be obliged 


iru 


[ cite it for the purpose of stating | 


One | 
would think that we were legislating for the kingdom of Lilliput and | 


I know that a certain amount of de- | 
Lately in reading the biography of a | 


to do so—of going out of this country and buying guns of the modern 
type. Weare importing now steel plates for the turrets of the four 
monitors because they can not be forged in this country nor supplied 
here. Some information was sought by the Senator from New Jersey 


| of the terms upon which the contracts with the English founderymen 


were made. 
I have voted for these appropriations and Iam perfectly willing to sus- 
tain by my vote the suggestion that I have made of a proportionate appro- 
priation to start thissteam-hammer and the foundery that I suppose must 
be one of its adjuncts. I saw the other day that the great Prussian 
gun manufacture and plant for a large gun would cost some two and a 
| half millions of money in round numbers, and I do not suppose it will 
cost less in this country, especially when the Government builds it, 

for we always have to pay more than private individuals, but that had 
much better be bought. That the private workshops of Great Britain 
| are able to do the work of the government to almost any extent, is a 
source of great safety and great pride tothatcountry. It will be equally 
so to this and the safeguard to the public Treasury will consist that 
when the Government shall have one such establishment as will enable 
us to construct artillery of modern character and caliber it will not he 
liable to be imposed upon by a combination of private contractors. In 
other words there will bea fair field of competition. Ifthe private con- 
tractor is able to do this work well and will do it reasonably,the Gov- 
ernment will act most wisely to have its work performed by private 
contract. The double duty will be effected; the Government will be 
provided with what it wants on favorable terms and the people of the 
country will be educated in that skill which can only come from prac- 
tice. 

The English system is one from which we can fairly draw wisdom and 
learn by experience. The double system there obtains. The govern- 
ment is not subjected to any possible extortion from the private con 
tractor, but has the advantage should he exceed what is reasonable in 
his demands for his work of being able to do the work themselves in 
their own yards. The result has been very naturally, and according I 
think to the public experience, that four-fifths, nay nine-tenths of the 
English vessels of war have been constructed in private yards, and I be- 
lieve that every English gun—and they are very superior—the guns of 
Whitworth, the guns of Armstrong, the guns of Blakely—every one o1 
them is furnished to the government by private contract. I know not 
what Great Britain may have bought from Germany. I know not what 
Krupp may have sold of his wonderful steel cannon to that government 
but I do not think the British Government for a long time has abso 
lutely constructed its modern artillery, although there are government 
shops in England where the work can be done in case of necessity on 
account of the greed of private competitors. 

I believe the two things will run pari passu, the equipment and pur- 
chase of the steam-hammer by the Government, the foundery and ap- 

purtenances to it to enable the construction, if necessary, of modern 
| artillery by the Government, and the progress by American citizens 
toward the construction of these guns whenever they tind that thei: 
Government is disposed to buy them and will seek to purchase them 

But the demand must precede the supply; there must be something to 
create, to furnish the supply; the incentive must exist, and up to this 
time there has not been much incentive for an American to embark his 
capital in such large sums for the purpose of building these guns. At 
least I say this when you look at what has been the experience of the 
administration of the Naval Department of this country for the last 
twenty years. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] shows me in this bill that 
more money than the 575,980 is to be expended; that in addition to this 
a previous item provides $100,000 ‘‘to continue the manufacture of 
| modern guns, carriages, and ammunition,’’ and that is all, $175,000— 
| about the cost of a single gun of the formidable type of the present day. 


| In another page of the bill I find: 


To complete the ordnance outfit of the three new steel cruisers and one dis- 
patch boat, $400,000. 

Mr. BECK. With those gunscomplete, $100,000 will be about all the 
bureau can use at this time. So the head of the bureau informed us. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would add further, without professing to be ac- 
curate as to precise sums, that I suppose this 5400,000 will give these 
boats about one gun apiece; it will give the four new vessels about one 
gun each. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. BECK. 
guns. 

Mr. HALE. Four 8-inch guns. 

Mr. BAYARD. I mean by guns real guns with which we can com- 
pete with the guns of other nations. I have seen myself one or two 
experiments in navalartillery. Suppose, then, that this $400,000 shall 
sufficiently arm, according to modern demands, the four ships men- 
tioned; there we end, and for all else and for all the other ships and 
coast defense in this country there is the splendid sum proposed of 
$175,000! 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I appreciate all that the 
Senator from Delaware has said with respect to the inadequacy of this 
appropriation for the purpose of establishing an artillery system for the 


Oh, no. 
My recollection is twenty 6-inch guns and eight 8-inch 











1884. 





Navy, but I can not see the wisdom of going much further than this 
bill prov ides, inasmuch as we have not yet determined fully upon the 
policy of building a navy. We do not want any guns unless we have 
some ships to carry them. The ships are the first thing to be provided. 
Usually thearmament comes afterward and the rigging. Weare speak- 
ing of naval armament. 

Mr. BAYARD. What of shore defenses? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think the great necessity of the country 
at the present day is a respectable naval force. As I said in my place 
in the Senate when the bill was here providing for the construction of 
the seven new cruisers, as a member of the Senate and of the Naval 
Committee I understood that two years ago this Government had en- 
tered upon the policy of building a new navy, and | said that every 
Senator who voted in favor of the proposition that was then carried to 
give the Secretary of the Navy authority to do away with our wooden 
ships committed himself to the policy of building a new navy. When 
that bill was before the Senate, as the Senator from New Jersey well 
knows, I questioned the policy of giving that power to the Secretary 
of the Navy, because I felt that this political body or the other might 
not come up to the manifesto and be willing to make the necessary ap- 
propriations to fill the vacuum created by the retirement of our wooden 
ships. My fears have been realized. We have gone on; w 
authorized him to retire nearly every available ship in the Nay 
what is known as the 30 per cent. clause. They are 
day, and in the course of a few years, as I said in 


have 
y by 
going out cvery 


the former debate, 


there will not be a ship on the ocean bearing the American ilag; they 
will all have been retired under the authority of Congress 

The Senator from New Jersey in the discussion of the steel-cruiset 
bill asked me the question, I remember, if I were the Secretary of th 
Navy would I not dispense with the execution of that law? He read 


a list of the ships that had already been retired, nearly seventy in num- 
ber, under the authority of Congress given to the Secretary of the N 
a year or so ago. I said to him what I say now, that no execucive 
cer of the Government can dispense with the executi 


avy 





ion ol iH 
has no dispensing power. That power once belonged tothe Stuart fam 
ily in England; happily for our country it never has been exercised 
here. The executive officer must execute the law, and he would not 


be a faithful officer if he did not; and under it ina 
not have a ship. 


year or il] 
This was the great reason why I, as a member of th 


so you W 


Naval Committee, came to the front a little in that discussion in con- 
junction with my friend from Maine and the Senator from South Caro 
lina, and advocated the policy of replacing those ships witli new vess 

conforming to the changes in modern wariare and the requisitions of 


the times. 

Now, where are we? It is well enough to talk about the cre: 
a factory for guns, rigging, and all that, but we have not yet any pro- 
vision of law looking to the creation of anavy, I mean the hullsof ships, 
the most important part. This provision, I think, goes far enough as 
things now stand, for I am willing to go as far as any Sen ] 
viding for the erection of a steam-hammer such as was recommended 
by my friend from Delaware; but we wanta navy. We could better 
afford to do away with the Army than the Navy, for a great country, with 
prospective commercial relations with the whole world, and especially 
the view of my friend from Kentucky, with respect to an untrammeled 
commercial intercourse prevails, in which I concur with him, we sha 
want it more still. 

No nation occupying the position that this does among the powers of 
the earth can afford to occupy its present attitude and be at a disad- 
vantage, as I said before, with Brazil, with all the little, weak, insignifi- 
cant powers to the south of us on this continent. We have not a ship 
in commission to-day bearing the American flag that can compare with 
those of the little republics to the south, or of Spain, whose possessions 
lie within the sight of our own shores. 

I said before that there were abuses in the Navy, but I am not her 
to anticipate any more. This is no party question. Any party that is 
in control of a government like this owes it to the country, to its citi 
zens and its great interests to see that this important arm of the public 
service is not neglected. The President has sent in a special messa 
regarding the building up of the Navy. I do not suppose he did 
because he was a Republican, and when I vote for any proposition of 
that kind I do not do it as a Democrat. I do it because I teel in my 
blood and bone that all the interests of the United States require it, and 
that this country to-day is at a disadvantage with every other on the 
face of the earth with respect to her naval force. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator, before he proceeds, allow me to in 
troduce certain amendments to be read and printed that I should like 
to give notice of now? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I give notice of two amendments to be offered at a sub- 
sequent stage of the bill when we come to the provision for fitting up 
the navy-vards for the purpose of constructing ships. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For the purchase and erection of plant for casting, forging, rough-bor 


tion ol 


ator in pro 


+} ¢ 


The amendments will be reported for 


ind 


ing 
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tempering guns up to one hundred tons, ready for delivery at gun factories, in 
cluding cost of the process of liquid compression, if adopted, $835,000 
For plant for gun factory for completing guns from 6-inch caliber ¢ 
caliber, including buildings and shrinking-pot, $900,000, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the information of the Senate 
Mr. VEST. 


are inseparable. 


© 16-inch 


The amendments will be printed for 


Mr. President, commercial supremacy and naval power 

The first duty and principal object of a navy is to de 
tend the seaboard, and next to police the ocean and protect our foreign 
commerce. We are the great middle country, with 10,000 miles of sea 
coast, 31,547,020,316 of yearly commerce, and an enormous annual in 
crease of exports; and yet we have. virtually no navy, no merchant 
marine, and a defenseless seaboard 

Who is responsibie for this national dishonor? Who 
for this statement that brings the blush of shame tothe cheek ot 
honest American citizen ? 


is responsibl 
every 
‘Twenty of our large ¢ ities could, in the event 
of war with one of the foreign powers, be powdered into dust by the iron 
clad navies of Europe. 

This condition is the result of maladministration and reckless wast 
of 3385,000,000 appropriated by Congress since 1266 tor the 
the Navy. Is it cause of surprise that some hesitation is expressed in 
regard to the propriety of placing millions more where all these 


+” 


support of 
mill 
ions have been los ‘Confidence is a plant of slow growth,”’ and | 
must be pardoned for saying trankly that the American people can see 
nothing in either the present or past which leads them to expect from 
he party now in power a revival of our naval or commercial supremacy 

this with no partisan feeling, but from the deliberate convict 
lat the influences which surround the Navy Department and the sys 
em of governmental policy to which the Republican party is dey 
re hostile alike tothe welfare of the Navy and merchant marine 
ese Iniluences may be ] 


of which I shall say 
hereafter), the paramount and immediate duty resting upon us is to 
furnish adequate seacoast defenses 


ion 
ted 


or What this system more 








Mr. President, what to-day is the condition of our seaboard, stripped 
of all rhetoric and surplusage of words? From a most interesting arti- 
le late ly placed betore the American public I will read one or tw roth 
cial extracts, and the mere statement, coming from the sources from 
which it is taken, beggars all rhetoric or attempt at eloquence: says 
General Wright, the Chief of Engineers, in his report of Iss] 
With old casemated works (than which there were none better in the wor 
itheir day), ce ned long before the introduction of the S800 to 2,000 pounder 
led to ddern warfare; their walls pierced for guns long since 
da \ ul ds, and but partially armed even with the 
ordnance with old earthworks, some of them built in the last century: wit 
nev, ones tor modern and mortars but partially built and rapid! 
oyed by the elements by reason of their incompletion; with gun batteries 
\ out guns, and mortar batteries without mortar vith no carriages w 
er for barbette guns of large size, except such as requ the cannoneers t 
load from the tops of parapets, from which they can be picked off in detail by 
the enemy's sharpshooters; with an excellent defensive torpedo system de 
ed at our torpedo school at Willets Point, but only partially carried int 
t: with but a verv small number of our works prepared with the torpedo 
ise ite i] galleries necessary for securing the clectrical apparatus from the 
enemy's fire and for conducting the electric wires to the torpedo lines, which 
must be laid when the day of trial comes, and with less thantwo hundred engi 
‘ 1 seu ited for torpedo and other engineer service inste idof the sever 
iundred and fifty-two men now authorized by law, and of whom not less than 
ive hundred and twenty ought to be ready tosupply the detachments required 
ortorped>s duty in our fortified harbors, we can make but a feeble defense 
gainst the powerful tleets now prepared and rapidly increasing, which w 
sooner or later be brought against us by some of the most powerful marit 
tions on the earth, or by others nearer at hand whose offensive naval means 


exceed our own, and whose powers are not to be despised 


If this, com.ng from the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, 
needs supplement, let us turn to the highest naval authority, a 
ment of Admiral Porter, of the Navy: 


What a pitiable exhibit 


state 


Says he— 


rr a country like this is the report of the Chief of Engineers of the Army, who 


states that.there is not one of our ports that has any defense against even an 
enemy of very inferior character. I know this to be the case from my own o 
servation, for there is not harbor in the country where an ordinary iro id 
can not pass the batteries, choosing their own time for so doing. So it appears 
that our Army defenses are i the same category as those of our Navy It is 
therefore indispensable that both should forthwith take a new departure to ir 
sure that effectual protection to our countrymen which they have aright to de 
nand ° When I speak of our unprotected coast I refer to our lak is 

well 

Our brothers of the Northwest can listen to this: ‘‘I refer to our lake 


coast as well.”’ He proceeds 


In case of war between Great Britain andthe United States, it would be com- 

parative!y easy for the former to get possession of all the lakes, and with ier 

verfulnuavy lav o ‘ es undercontribution or destroy them Forthisreason 

ould pay proper attention to our d nses on the shores of the great lakes 

ri dangers threatened here appeal directly to our representatives from the 
West 


} 
Lli¢ 


Whatever 


the inf 
n 1€ 1h! 


mtributed to this terrible | 


may have b neces that have brouvit about or 


yndition of affairs, there is one platform 
upon which we can all stand without regard to party and as citizens o 
the United States, and it is the overwhelming, the absolute, the inde 
4 ribabl necessity how and here of coast defenst s for the Governme nt 
and people of the United States In the bill before the Senate I find 
no such provision The Senator from Florida | Mr. JoNEs] tells us 
that with seven new cruisers we can defend our coast, and that is the 


commencement of a navy. 
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In the bill before the Senate $400,000 is appropriated to complete 
the ordnance outfit of the three new steel cruisers and dispatch-boat 


, nal 
how ubhde 


r con 


rs ol 


tract with Mr. Roach, and $2,500,000 for two additional 


1,500 and 4,000 tons, one dispatch-vessel, and four gun- | 


boats. It can not be pretended that these vessels would last an hour 
before the ironclads of Europe; against such vessels as the Inflexible 
and Alexandra, of the British navy, the former of 11,880 tons and 


3,010 horse-power, and the latter of 9,490 tons and 8,610 horse-power, 
armed with 81l-ton rifled guns. These cruisers and gunboats would 
not avail more than the steamers on our Western rivers, 

Mr. President, we have heard here to-day about the vast expense to 
be incurred in buying guns for our seaboard defenses and for our Navy 
when it is built. Last spring effete, worn-out, bankrupt Italy, the 
land of macaroni and lazzaroni, launched from her own navy-yards the 
ironclad Lepanto, the largest and most formidable vessel now afloat, 
14,000 tons, with 18,000 hors« -power, 
an hour, 
foul 


impervious above the water-line to shot or shell, armed with 
100-ton turret guns and a number of smaller broadside guns, all 
rifled and breech-loading 

(t Spezzia in 1882, the Italians, this effete and worn-out people, put 
the extreme test to heavy ordnance in the shape of an Armstrong breech- 
loading rifled 100-ton gun, caliber 17} inches and 33 feet length of 


Dore 


Mr. PL OMUNDS. They are building some with fifty-five feet now. 
Mr. VEST. Yes; 1 understand they are building them larger, but 
this gun was actually tested with a charge of 776 pounds of powder, 
ng the projectile weighing 2,000 pounds an initial velocity of 1,832 
feet a second, and with an initial energy, as it is called, of 46,580 foot- 
tons. And yet we talk about our cruisers and our defenses standing be- 


fore such artillery as that! 
at our own condition. Upon last Saturday a gentleman 


vetore the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, of which I 
the honor to be 


‘ ’ , 
NOW LOOK 
anpeared I 
have 


that he proposed to sell to the Government of the United States. The 
cost of that vessel was estimated at $2,000,000. The gentleman was 
Captain Lundborg, a Swedish naval architect and navigator. We in- 
vited the naval advisory board to be present and hear his statement. 
Finally it was suggested to this gentleman that a model should be built 
and that his experiment should be tested practically in this country. 
It was found out from Admiral Simpson, of the naval advisory board, 
that we never had a tank for testing any models in the United States; 
that there was no apparatus here for such purposes, and we were coolly 


told that we must send to Great Britain, or France, or Germany in | 


order to test the model before we could pass upon its merits or demerits. 
Yet this is in a country with an overflowing treasury, over a hundred 
million dollars surplus annually, a defenseless seaboard, no navy, and 
no merchant marine. 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. 
question ¢ 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Admitting all theSenatorsays, what remedy 
does he suggest in view of the situation? What ought we to do inthe 
judgment of the Senator to remedy the matter? 

Mr. VEST. The overwhelming necessity in this country now is the 
defense of our seaboard, for to-day we are practically at the mercy of 
the maritime powers of Europe. 
but I say that our first duty to the people of the United States is to 
defend the seacoast, and we can not do it with commerce-destroyers, 
with gunboats and steel cruisers of 4,000 tons and 4,500 tons burden. 

The Senator asks me whattodo. Take this money out of the Treas- 
ury that to-day is the fruitful source of all sorts of inventions for ex- 
travagance and even for fraud, and build five first-class iron-clads that 
can face the navies of the world and that can defend our seaboard both 
on the Atlantic andon the Pacific. We are wasting this money day by 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 


ers. We have no commerce. 


maritime nation that chooses to attack them, and yet Senators say that 
we must build a navy when our seaboard itself is defenseless ! 

The remedy is in the application of the vast resources of the people 
of the United States to the immediate necessity before them. Weare 
asked to expend now this additional $2,500,000 in the face of the state- 
ment that the four vessels now under contract with Mr. John Roach 
a failure. The highest authority in Great Britain and in the United 
States has so pronounced them. In his report of November, 1883, 
which I have before me, Admiral Porter says that those vessels are not 
ht lor war. 
cient, and he calls the attention of the people of the United States and of 
the Government to the fact that coal is now made contraband of war 
by all the European powers, and therefore that unless they have this 
sail-power they are practically inefficient in the event of hostilities be- 
tween us and any foreign nation. More than that, in the London 
Engineer, the highest authority on these subjects, an article appears, 
and it is entirely a responsible journal, which says: 


are 


In the design of the cruiser Chicago an English engineer and naval architect 
will find at every turn something defective. It is not easy to see for what she is 
intended; against ironclads she would be helpless. It is difficult to understand 


running nineteen English miles | rises upon this floor, as he has done more than once, and declares from 


simply to court destruction. 


| merchant marine must go together. 
| must advance together or cease to exist. 





what purpose the inch-and-e-half stee] deck is to serve; it is too thick for a 
deck and too thin for defense. There is no manner of protection provided for 
the men, save trumpery shieldsontheguns. There is good reason for doubting 
if the Chicago can ever be afast vessel. Herenginesare revivals of deviceslong 
since obsolete, andall the vicesof American marine engineering manifest them- 
selves. No English engineer in his senses would dream of putting in com- 
pound beam engines to drive twin screws. Defective as the engines are, they 
are admirable when compared to the boilers. To go to sea with such boilers is 


Yet we are called upon to put in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Navy millions more to be paid out to the same contractor, as we know 
it will be, to build similar vessels. 

Mr. President, I will not be disingenuous enough not to state that | 
am unwilling to put this amount of money in the hands of the present 
Secretary of the Navy, unless it be under overwhelming necessity and 
under limitations much more stringent than those found in the bill now 
before the Senate. When the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] 


his personal knowledge that the present Secretary of the Navy was the 
paid agent and lobbyist of John Roach for five years in this Capitol, 
when we see the contract for the construction of these new vessels given 
to Mr. Roach, when the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ] 
stands here and reads the statement of a respectable man, a man of high 
character, to the effect that he would not bid upon these vessels because 
he could not have the same facilities for inspection that were afforded 
by the Navy Department to Mr. Roach, I must be pardoned for express- 
ing my doubt as to the propriety of going further in the direction which 
we are now traveling. 

As I have stated and as the Senator from Kentucky has said, naval 
power atid commercial supremacy are inseparable. The Navy and the 
They have declined together; they 
There can be about this no 


| sort of question, because you may build all the ships that you please, 


I do not deny the necessity for a navy, | 


| you may cover the ocean around your coast with armadas, you may 
a member, with the model of a sea-going vessel | 


construct marine artillery equal to any upon the globe, but unless you 
have the sailors with which to man the vessels, American sailors, such 
sailors as we had in the war of 1812, all these means and appliances 
will amount simply to nothing. 

I wish to detain the Senate for a short time to examine into the 
causes which in my judgment led to the decadence of our Navy and of 
our merchant marine. To-day the bill before the Senate is constructed 
upon the very same ideas which Mr. John Roach and his colleague year 
year after year are attempting to impress upon Congress and upon the 
American people. We can not build ships, we can not make guns; yet 
Mr. Roach says you must not have ships and you must not have guns 
unless Americans can build the ships and makethe guns. In all these 
long years of national dishonor and of national peril under this miser- 
able, bigoted, and narrow policy, we have been listening to one or two 
men and their allies in the United States who say to us, ‘‘ You shall 
not buy abroad,’’ while they know and we know that we can not man- 
ufacture at home. 

Every other nation upon the earth has torn down this system. There 
is not in all Christendom a single civilized nation except the United 
States that adheres to any such barbarism. Yet, as I said before, with 
10,000 miles of seaboard, we listen to Mr. Roach and to this miserable 
cry, that until American ship-yards and American gun-makers can fur- 
nish these vessels of war and this artillery we must remain as we are. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him again ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Admitting the truth of what the Senator 
states in respect to the commercial marine (and I do not know that I 
differ from him in his views generally), it is important to ascertain the 
cause of the decadence. Is there any difference in the state of the laws 
with respect to the commercial marine between 1855 and the present 


| time? 
day in the construction of naval pleasure-boats and commerce-destroy- | 


Our cities to-day are in the hands ofany | 


| will be entirely as he prefers about it. 
He says that their sailing apparatus is defective and inefii- | 


Mr. VEST. It is my purpose to answer that fully if the time will 
permit, but I will say to the Senator distinctly there is no difference 
in our mercantile laws. We have had since the year 1789 of biessed 
memory the very same navigation system substantially that we have 
to-day. I shall present in detail all the facts in regard to that matter, 
showing that the civil war did not cause this decline. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me to make a suggestion it 
There are matters that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations desire to bring before the Senate in execu- 
tive session. So far as I am concerned I will express my willingness 
that the consideration of this bill shall cease for the present and that 
the Senate shall go into executive session in order that that matter may 
be taken up. I see the Senator is starting upon a new phase in his 
speech. Would it be agreeable to him to suspend his remarks and finish 
to-morrow, or would he prefer to go on to-night? 

Mr. VEST. The only reason! speak upon the bill (I would prefer 
to speak upon the shipping bill, although the two subjects are indis- 
solubly connected) is that I expect to leave the city day after to-mor- 
row for home, and shall be gone some days. 
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Mr. HALE. I shall endeavor to call the bill up early in the morn- 
ing after the routine business. 

‘Mr. VEST. If the bill can be taken up soon in the morning I have 
no objection to yielding now, of course. I consult the convenience of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then upon that intimation I move that the Senate pro 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, giving notice that I shall 
endeavor to call the appropriation bill up in the morning after the rou- 
tine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 1 hour and 11 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 51 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 8, 1884. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that we dispense 
with the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the formal in- 
troduction and reference of bills. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. O'NEILL, 
of Missouri, for ten days, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Cal- 
endar the bill H. R. 5692—this is a bill to adopt the revised international 
regulations to prevent collisions at sea—with a view to putting it upon 
its passage. 

Mr. MILLS. Are we not to take up the business of the Territories 
to-day immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. If the regular order is demanded, that will be the 
procedure. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to the request of the 
from Arkansas individually. 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. If it will involve any discussion I 

shall demand the regular order. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihope the gentleman will not insist until after we have 
passed this bill, which will lead to no debate, I think. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. To-day has been set apart for the consideration 
of business from the Committee on the Territories, under the order of | 
the House. We have only two days assigned for that business, and |] 
insist upon the demand. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to make a statement. I wish to say that if 
I had been present on yesterday afternoon when the vote was taken on 
the Thompson resolution I should have voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of business 
zeported from the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire whether it would be in order 
under the resolution adopted on yesterday to call up the untinished 
business of the last legislative day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks that by 
the action of the House on yesterday this day was dedicated to the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on the Territories, and 
this has preference over all special orders or the unfinished business. 





gentleman 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF A PAIR. 

Mr. MONEY. I wish to announce, since it was not done on yester- 
day, that on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoNVERSE] 
to suspend the rules and pass a bill to restore the duty on imported 
wool I was paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BING- 
HAM. He would have voted in favor of the motion; I would have 
voted against it. 

L. B. COOK. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of pre- 
senting a privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. I am 
directed by the committee to report back the resolution which I send to 
the desk, with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
L. B. Cook, out of the contingent fund of the House, a sum equal to the differ- 
ence between the compensation received by him as fireman and assistant engi- 


neer in charge of the House elevator, at $1,200 per annum, from the 22d of Feb- 
ruary, 1883. 
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resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on t 
Union for the purpose of considering bills reported from the Committ 
on the Territories. 


The resolution and report were ordered to be printed, and referred to 


the Committee on Appropriations. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
} ¢ 


ie State of the 


The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND TEXAS 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire, under the 
rule of the House adopted on yesterday and under instructions from 
the Committee on Territories, to call up for consideration the bill (HU 
R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to run and mark the boundary lines between 
a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas in connection 
with a similar commission to be appointed by the State of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read 

The bill was read, as follows: 

W here as conflicting claims are asserted, respectively, by the State of Texas 
and the United States to that portion of territory lying between the North Fork 
of Red River and the South Fork (or Prairie-Dog-Town Fork) of Red River 
the same being claimed by the State of Texas, and so designated on its maps as 
Greer County, and also claimed by the United States as part of the Indian Ter 
ritory; and 

Whereas in consequence of said conflicting claims great difficulty and confu- 
sion exist, and the exercise of governmental functions between the respective 


| claimants over said territory is much embarrassed and obstructed: and 


Whereas the State of Texas has authorized the appointment of a commission 
to act with a similar commission to be appointed by the United States, to settle 


| and establish the boundary lines of said territory so respectively claimed; and 


Whereas it is desirable and important that a settlement of these conflicting 


claims should be had, to the end that the said question of boundary now in dis- 


pute may be settled rherefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be. and 
he is hereby, authorized and empowered to appoint a commission of three per- 
sons, who shall be well versed in the laws governing boundary lines, and one 
of whom shall be a practical engineer, or if, in the pleasure of the President, it 
is deemed more expedient, to detail one or more competent engineers of the 
Army, who, in conjunction with such person or persons as may be appointed 


by the State of Texas, shall, at such time in the near future as may be indicated 


by the President, official notice of which time shall be given by him to the gov- 
ernor of Texas at least one mgnth in advance of the actual service of such com- 
mission, run and mark the boundary line between said portion of the Indian 


rerritory and the State of Texas now in controversy; and said commission shall, 
as far as possible, ascertain and determine the Red River indicated and intended 


| by the treaty between the United States and Spain of date Fe bruary 22,1819. In 


running and marking said boundary line the said commission shall proceed as 
: I 


| follows: Beginning at the point where a line drawn from the point where the 


thirty-second degree of north latitude crosses the western bank of the Sabine 
River, crossing Red River, and thence following the course of said Red River 
westwardly to the degree of longitude one hundred west from London and 
twenty-three degrees west from Washington, as laid down in Melish’s map of 
the United States published at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of January, ISIS 
Said commission will report their action in the premises, upon the completion 
thereof, to the Secretary of the Interior, withall necessary notes, maps, and other 
papers, in order that in determining this part of the boundary between the In 
dian Territory and the State of Texas it may be definitely settled whether the 
North Fork or the South Fork (or Prairie-Dog-Town Fork) of said river is the 
main or true Red River contemplated in said treaty; and the said Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit the said report of such commission to Cor 
the next session thereof after such report may be made, for action by Congress. 

Sec. 2. That when the main or true Red River is by said commission ascer- 
tained, then such land-mark as shall plainly indicate and define the same as a 
corner shall be erected at the point where the one hundredth degree of longi 
tude west from Greenwich crosses Red River 






ess at 


Sec. 3. That the sum of ——— dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this act: Provided, That 
the same shall be applied only tothe commission appointed by the United States 


Mr. LANHAM. I eall tor the reading of the report. 
The report 1s as toll 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Territories, submitted the following 














report (to accompany bill TH. R. 1565 

rhe Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 1565 
to authorize the appointment of a commission by the President of the United 
States to run and mark the boundary line between a portion of the Indian Te: 
ritory and the State of Texas,in connection with a similar commission to be 
appointed by the State of Texas, respectfully submit the following report 

Phe object of the bill is the ascertainment of the dividing line between a part 
of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, through the instrumentality ofa 
commission, the results of whose investigations are to be hereafter submitted to 
Congress, in order to settle a question of confusion of boundary 

The Legislature of the Stats f Texas, on the 2d May, L&82, passed an act au 
thorizing the governor of that State to appoint a commission to act in conjune 
tion w‘th a similar commission onthe part of the United States for the purpose 
stated in this bill; and it is now proposed to raise the commission on the part 
of the United States, and to direct its action in the premises, affording thereby 
an opportunity to the State of Texas to co-operate with the United States in the 
determination of the facts out of which the controve rsy arises. For more than 
a quarter ofa century it has been contended bythe State of Texas that the bound 
ary line between a portion of the Indian Territory and that State is what is 
now known asthe North Fork of Red River up to the degrees of longitude 100 
west from London and 23 west from Washington. It is claimed by the United 
States that what is now known as the South Fork of Red River isthe boundary 

The territory lying between these two streams isthat which is in nate It is 
distinctively known in Texas as Greer County, and so designated on the maps of 
that State. Ifthe North Fork be the boundary this tract of country is « part of 
rexas; ifthe South Fork be the boundary, it is a part of the Indian Territory 
in extent it is approximately 2,400 square miles. The dispute has its incept 
in the different constructions and understandings which obtain as to the t 
meaning and intention of the contracting parties in the treaties between tl 
United States and Spain of date February 22, 1819, and the United States and 
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Mi late January 12, 1828, with reference to the boundary line between 
rent itries as therein designated So much of said treaties as is here 
j i Ss 1ollows 

I indar between the two countries, west of the Mississippi, shall 
1¢ Gul f Mexico at the mouth of the River Sabine, in the sea, con- 
rth along the western bank of that river to the thirty-second degree 
‘ ence by a line due north to the degree of latitude where it strikes 
k ] of Nachitoches, or Red River: then following the course of the Rio 
vard tot degree of longitude 100° west from London and 23° from 
gton Phe whole being as laid down Melish’s map of the 
t is s, published at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of January, 1818.” 

; U.S. Stat. at Large relating to public treaties, pp. 713, 474 
Ix is admitted into the Union upon this boundary line (27th December, 
4 Phe 1 Melish’s map is now on f in the State Department, and upon 
stream is laid down as Red River, and that is shown to be a contin- 
10us stream, without fork or tributaries, unt ter it passes far beyond the said 
‘ I At the dates of said treaties, but one stream was known as Red 
River Subsequent explorations have discovered the fact that there exists two 
str ns (North and South Fork f Red River) which flow together before said 
degree of longitude is reached, and the point of controversy is which of these 
streams isthe Red River contemplated and intended by said treaties *‘as laid 
down on Melish’s map W file it is not the purpose of this committee to ex- 
press any opit is to the relative merits of the conflicting claims to this terri- 
tory, or to declare in fay the title of either party, believing as they do that 
tl ivestigations of the commission to be appointed ought to be free and un- 
tra neled, still by way of formulating the nature and importance of the con- 
is for its adjustment, it is considered not 





iprope o t the following statement, designed as evidentiary of the ex 
stence and n tude of the question. For years, by the executive, legislative, 
and (in part authority of Texas, thisterritory has been claimed as being 
within the risa on of that State 
In 1860, General Sam. Houston, who was then governor of Texas, in speaking 
of this matter said 
fhe traditionary history of Indian tribes along its banks, the evidence of 
Mar ~ ey, and the prominent features laid down in Melish’s map alike 
esta ved the fact that the North Fork is the main prong of Red River -Let- 
ter to W H. Russell, 28th of April, 1860 
Ek. M. Pease, ex-governor of Texas, who began his investigations upon this 
subject in 1853, said 
Ire a review of all the facts and circumstances, I am forced to the conclu- 
sion that Greer County (territory in dispute) rightfully belongs to Texas.’’— 
] J M. Swish October 3, Lss2 
Ex-governor O. M. Roberts, and ex-chief-justice of the supreme court of Texas 
said 
When the line may be run * * and with a knowledge of all the facts, 
tl rritory of Greer County, between the forks of the two streams, will be 
i it i ong to Texas Special message to Texas Legislature January 10, L883 
Govei John Ireland, among other things, says 
Inasm h as this State feels that she hasa perfect title to theterritory (Greer 
( nty), I respectfully and earnestly urge such steps on the part of the United 
st sas will enable the joint commission to be raised * lam aware 
that the Secretary of the Interior holds that the territory belongs to the United 
State we are no less confident thatthe territory belongs to Texas Letter to 
President Art August 24, [S83 
By the Legislature of Texas this territory has been indicated as an integral 
part of t State, defined and designated as Greer County (Revised Statutes of 
fexas, page 132); it has been placed in land districts (Jd.,548); its vacant and 
inappropriated public domain has been set apart, one half for public free schools 
he education of children in Texas without reference to race or color, and the 
ther half for the payment of the State debt (Acts Sixteenth Legislature, page 
l ith ween placed in judicial districts (Acts Sixteenth Legislature, page 28; 
Acts Seventeenth Legislature, page 8 thas been included in State senatorial 
representative districts, and is a part of the eleventh Congressional district 
in August, LSSl,one James S. Irwin was indicted in the (State) district court 
W he County, Texas (to which county the territory now in dispute had by 
tatute been attached for judicial purposes), for the murder of one Bryson, 
comm a ( er County The defendant was brought to trial A plea to 
the jurisdiction of the court was by him entered, upon the ground that Greer 
‘ y was not apart of Texas norsubject to its jurisdiction. The said district 
Hon. Frank Willis, judge, overruled the plea, held that Greer County was 
, part of Texas, and that her courts had cognizance of offenses therein com- 
mitted Bryson was convicted of murder in the first degree, his punishment as- 


hearing dissolved the injunction, and held that the assessment and collection of 
taxes in the said Territory by the officials of Texas was legal, thus again decid- 
ing in fav f the jurisdiction and dominion of Texas over the tract of country 
n controversy Letters of Judge Wi to Mr. Lanham, dated October 19, 1883, and 
December [ARs 

his will serve to show with what earnestness the claim of Texas is asserted 

On the other hand it is maintained with equal earnestness by the Secre tary of 
the Interior that the territory controversy is a part of the Indian Territory, 


and much has been recited by the Department of the Interior in support of the 


claim of the United States Senate Ex. Doc. No. 70, Forty-seventh Congress, 
first session; extract from Report of the Secretary of the Interior for 1877 on 
rexas boundary Much interesting information on this subject can also be had 
by consulting Senate Doc. No. 44, Thirty-second Congress, second session, which 


contains the 


exploration of the Red River of Louisiana, in the year 1852, by 
Randolph B 


Marcy 


This bill may be regarded in the nature of a revival of an act of Congress 
passed June 5, 1858( Vol. 11., U. S. Stat. at Large, p. 311), providing for a Texas 
boundary commission, and is really no new measure. In 1854 (llth February 














the Legislature of Texas passed an act authorizing the appointment of a com- 
mission to co-operate with a similar commission of the United States to ascer- 
tain the identical boundary line now sought to be discovered, and in 1858, as 
above stated, Congress responded to the efforts of ‘Texas by raising the com- 
mission; but no final report has ever been made in the premises, and the matter 
remains to itents and purposes as if nothing had been done rhis ques- 
tion has rece ymme attention from the Forty-seventh Congress. In Decem- 
ber, ISS81, a bill 1715) was introduced in the House to define the boundary 
between the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, the purport of which was 
to affirmatively s e the question without the intervention of a commission, 
und to relinquish ‘ i by the United States to the territory in dispute. The 
ttee to wl that bill was referred, while expressing an opinion adverse 
tle of Te s to thed ynuted territory, still say 

s manife verefore it some means should be taken to settle this dis- 
s iS Poss Conflicts are arising between the United States au- 
s ons cla u exe n the disputed tract under the 
< e State of Texas: bl id even death has resulted from 

t li. R. Re; t No, 1282 enth Congress, first session 
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‘“*But inasmuch as the claim is disputed, and that with the earnestness of be- 
lief on the part of Texas, and inasmuch as none of the surveys referred to have 
been made with the privity of the State of Texas, the joint commission appointed 
act June 5, 1858) having failed to act in concert, your committee are of the opin- 
ion that that State should have a hearing in the matter, and should have an 
opportunity to co-operate with the United States in settling the facts upon 
which the question in dispute rests. A substitute is reported forthe appoint- 


ment of ajoint commission, the passage of which is reeommended Id., p. 4.) 
No action was had at that Congress upon the joint resolution (No. 223) which 

| accompanied the report from which the above extracts are made. 
On the 24th January, 1882, there was introduced in the Senate a |} S. 94 





creating a commission as contemplated in the bill now under consideration 


It 


} passed the Senate, but has received no final attention upon the part of the Hous« 


sessed by the iry at imprisonment in the penitentiary for life, was sentenced 
xccordingly, and is now serving a life-term in the State prison of Texas 

In a st nore recent case before the same judge it was sought by parties own- 
ng property in Greer County to resist the payment of taxes to the authorities | 
of Texas, and by unction to restrain the collection thereof, because it was al- 
leged that Greer County was a part of the Indian Territory. The court upon 


| to determine a question of dispute. 





so far as your committee is advised. Many important considerations suggest 
the necessity of the passage of this bill; questions of jurisdiction, of revenue 
taxation, of title to real estate, of the settlement and development of the coun- 
try, of public peace, and others of kindred nature, all combine in support of this 
measure. The question of title to the disputed territory is pretermitted in the 
bill, and its object is the raising of the commission for the ascertainment of facts 
as a basis for the future action of Congress. Your committee, therefore, recom- 
mend that the bill with the amendments hereinafter suggested do pass, and 
further, that it receive the consideration of the House at the earliest possibie 
opportunity. 
AMENDMENTS, 


Correct certain typographical errors in the first section of the preamble as in- 


dicated in the copy of the bill herewith submitted. 


In the fifteenth line, page 2, section 1 of the bill, strike out the word “said 
and insert the word ** that.’ 


In the twenty-fourth line, page 3, 
' crossing 


section 1 of the bill, strike out the word 
and insert the words “ running due north strikes.” 

In the first line, section 3, page 4 of the bill, insert in the blank space the words 
‘ten thousand.” : 


In the fourth line, section 3, page 4 of the bill, between the words “act” and 
“ provided” insert the words ‘‘the same to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose—— 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Texas will permit me to interrupt him, I understand that this 
will give rise to some debate, and I ask unanimous consent now that 
the debate be limited to one hour, to be divided equally between the 
two sides of the House. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill is here under a misap- 
prehension. I think the object of the House in passing the rule which 
was presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania the other day was 
intended in good faith to give two days for the consideration of legis- 
lation in relation to the Territories directly. Instead of that here is a 
boundary dispute between the United States and the State of Texas, 
and I submit to the chairman of the Committee on the Territories that 
this ought to be laid aside by general consent. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I have no option in the matter 
The committee directed me to call up the bills in the order in which 
they appear upon the Calendar. This bill is embraced within the terms 
of the resolution adopted on yesterday and is here now for consideration. 
I repeat that I have no volition in the matter, but am acting in obedi- 
ence to the instructions of the committee. 

Mr. REED. This bill will give rise to much discussion and take up 
the time which was given to the Territories for other purposes. 

Mr. LANHAM. What time does the gentleman from Maine want ? 

Mr. REED. As far as I am individually concerned, only a few mo- 
ments; but so far as the rest of the House is concerned it may take 
considerable time, for it is an important matter, and will prevent the 
consideration of other business for the Territories. 

Mr. LANHAM. .- It simply relates to the creation of a commission 
It is nota question of title at all, 


| but simply a settlement of a matter of dispute as to lands claimed by 


the Secretary of the Interior on one side, as a part of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and the State of Texas on the other as a part of the State of Texas. 
All that this bill seeks to do is simply to raise a commission. 

Mr. REED. I think it means more than that. 

Mr. HORR. I submit to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
that that is a very mild statement of this case. Ihave given it a good 
deal of attention. It involves a question between the United States 
Government and the State of Texas as to a tract of land twice as large 
as the State of Rhode Island. It involvesa question of the old original 
treaty between Mexico and the United States. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I can not yield for a discussion of the 
question on its merits. 

Mr. HORR. I do not see how the bill comes in here under the res- 
olution of the House adopted yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatis the requestof the gentleman from South 


| Carolina [Mr. Evins]. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
eral debate on this bill be limited to one hour, to be equally divided 


| between the friends of the bill and those opposed to it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The ordinary method in limiting debate is for 
the committee to-rise and have the order made by the House. Debate 
can only be limited in committee by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HORR. I certainly must object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make this suggestion to the gentleman from South 
Carolina: that this bill be allowed to lie over until the next day assigned 
for the consideration of business from the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say tothe gentleman from New York that it 
is very important that this question should be settled. The bill is re- 
ported by the Committee on the Territories with a unanimous recom 
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mendation in favor of its passage. The Secretary of the Interior, rep- 
resenting the United States, in a letter transmitted by the President 
to Congress, recommends that a commission be appointed. 

Mr. REED. But not this bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. He recommends the appointment of a commission; 
and the Secretary of the Interior had before him the act of the State of 
Texas which is almost in every respectsimilar to the bill now proposed. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I do not intend to discuss the mer- 
its of the bill at this time, but only to answer what hasbeen said. I 
do not see what great harm action on this bill can do. As stated by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], it simply authorizes a com- 
mission to go and lay out the boundary and report their action to 
Congress. Nothing they do can have any legal effect until Congress 
takes action. In other words, it is nothing but a simple inquiry into 
the facts of the boundary line between Texasand the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If my suggestion is acted upon there will certainly 
be but a brief postponement; and if it be at all rightand fair the post- 
ponement can do it no harm. It will give the members of this House 
an opportunity to investigate the matter and to advise themselves in 
reference to the merits of the bill and the opposition to it, if any. If 
it stands over in that way we can all be fully posted, and the result 
will be, if there should really be no reasonable objection to it, there 
will be substantially no debate. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I should like very much indeed if 
it were in my power to accommodate my friends; but I stand here un- 
der instructions of the committee asking the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman see any objection to my prop- 
osition? When is the next day that is assigned to the committee ? 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. The 13th of May. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly no harm can be done between now and 
the 13th of May, and in the mean time there will be an opportunity for 
members to investigate the matter. 

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that what is now proceed- 
ing is altogether informal and outside the rule. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. If we can not have unanimous con- 
sent to limit debate, I shall move that the committee rise for that pur- 
rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that objection is made 
to the proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina that general 
debate on this bill be limited to one hour. Thereupon the gentleman 
moves that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee a¢cordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission by the 
President of the United States to run and mark the boundary lines be- 
tween a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, in con- 
nection With a similar commission to be appointed by the State of 
Texas, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for th« 
purpose of further considering the pending bill. And pending th 
motion I move that all general debate on the bill be limited to one hour, 
to be equally divided between the friends and opponents of the measure 

Mr. REED. I make the point that there has been no general debat 
in the committee; and I suggest that the debate can not be limited 
until after it has been entered upon. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. The gentleman from Texas 
LANHAM] took the floor and commenced to speak. 

Mr. REED. There has been no general debate. 
Texas did not begin his speech. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the present occupant of the chair has no 
information on that subject except the statements of the gentlemen on 
the floor. If it be a fact that general debate had not commenced on the 
bill, then under the rules of the House the Chair thinks it would not 
be in order at this time to move to limit general debate. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. The gentleman from Texas did take 
the floor and commence his argument; and I interrupted him to ask 
unanimous consent for the limiting of general debate. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Texas had got as far as 
“Mr. Chairman,’’ which to my mind does not constitute general de- 
hate, however debatable the chairman might be. 

Mr. REAGAN. The wit of the gentleman from Maine is made at the 
expense of facts. There was not much debate, but there was more than 
he states. 

_The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair has no informa- 
tion upon that subject except what is now stated on the floor. 
gentleman insists there was debate; another insists there was not. 

Mr. REED. I suppose the Journal Clerk ought to be able to state 
What is the fact, or the Chair ought to have some authentic information 
irom some source. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I am satisfied that the notes of t] 
reporter will show that the gentleman did commence his speech. 


The SPEAKER. 


[ Mr. 


The gentleman from 


One 


Asat present advised the Chair sees no way to de- 
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termine the matter except tosubmit to the House the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins]. The gentleman moves that 
the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and pending that motion he moves thatall general debate 
upon the bill under consideration in that committee be limited to on 
hour. 

Mr. REED. But if the Chair please, I make the point of order that 
that motion can not be made until after general debate has 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

Mr. REED. There must be some means of ascertaining the fact [ 
am speaking according to my understanding of it; of course I may be 
mistaken. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
did hear debate. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair please, [am aware that this is a new ques 
tion in its present aspect, for the simple reason that no body ever betor« 
undertook to stop general debate upon a bill until atter the first speake1 
had concluded. I submit to the Chair that the true ruling would be 
that general debate can not be closed until the first speaker has finished. 

The SPEAKER. This is one of the matters upon which the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole never makes any report to the 
House, and therefore the presiding ofiicer of the House has no mean 
of ascertaining officially whether general debate had been begun o1 
not. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. The 
gentleman from Texas | Mr. LANHAM | ] 
menced his speech. I asked him to yield 
taining unanimous consent of the committee to limit general debate to 
one hour. Those are the facts. 

Mr. REED. And as unanimous consent was refused, thereupon the 
gentleman from Texas resumed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the 
Debates taking notes at the time that there was 


begunin the 


The Chair thinks that is correet under the rules of 


Gentlemen who were much 


hearel 


facts are simply these: the 
iad taken the tloor and 


coln- 


to me tor the purpose of ob- 


Official Repor 


‘ 


in fact no general de- 


bate. The gentleman from Texas | Mr. LANITAM] rose, addressed the 
chair, and began a sentence, then yielded to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Evins], and afterward the committee rose 

Mr. REED. The gentleman trom Texas{ Mr. REAGAN} will pet 
ceive that my statement in regard to ** Mr. Chairman ’”’ was not at the 
expense of accuracy. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Evins] that the House now resolve itselt 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Che House accordingly resolved itself into Cominittee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
and resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the ap 
pointment of a commission by the President of the United States to run 
and mark the boundary line between a portion of the Indian Territory 
and the State of Texas in connection with a similar commission to be 
appo nted by the State of Texas. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina I now yield the floor to the gentle 
man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. l would inquire of him how mu 
time he desires. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ido not propose to occupy more than a few min 
utes: I think possibly fifteen minutes will be sufficient for all that | 
desire to say. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Then I yield to the gentleman for 
hiiteen minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHA is 
entitled to the floor for fitteen minutes. 

Mr. REED Will the gentleman permit me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. LANHAM Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I would like very much if the gentleman would kind 


address himself to the suggestion made by me, that is, that the bill 1 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary last year by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [| Mr. Willits] be adopted as a substitute for the 
pending bill, and then I think there will be no objection to it 

Mr. LANHAM. I will to give 


suggestion of the gentleman. 


endeavor due consideration to the 
As betore, this bill has |} 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Territories, and they have 
recommended that it be considered in the House at the earliest practi- 
cable opport nity 
This bill is prac tically in the nature of an orde r of survey made in an 
action of ejectment, where parties litigant are laying claim to the same 
tract of land, and there is aq In this 


stated ween 


uestion of contusion of boundar: 


particular case the State of Texas insists that she is entitled to a ce 
tain tract of territory the United States, through the Secretary of tlhe 
Interior, insists that the le to that tract of country is in the United 
Stat Now, what we seek is to have a commission to go upon the 
“ d, examine the /ocus in quo, ascertain the facts and repr 

this 1 ding Congress, in order that proper 

en s to s e ti tte! } ) Q 

a sie a ; 1 i; ; : : 
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elegant 


but I hope it will subserve me for the purpose of illustrating 
the matter now under consideration. Under the treaty between Spain 
he United States of date February 22, 1819, and the treaty between 


and the t wid 


the United States and Mexico of date January 12, 1828, so much of the 
boundary therein agreed upon as ishere pertinent is as follows, which 
J read 

The boundary line between the two countries, west of the Mississippi, shall 
begin or e Gulf of Mexico at the mouth of the river Sabine, in the sea, contin- 


ulng northa 


latitude 


R 


yng the western bank of that river to the thirty-second degree of 
thence by a line due north to the degree of latitude where it strikesthe 
o Roxo of Nachitoches,or Red River; then following the course of the Rio 


Roxo westward to the degree of longitude 100 west from London and 23 from 
Washington. * * * The whole being as laid down in Melish’s map of the 
United States published at Philadelphia improved to the Ist of January, 1518 
(} U.S. Stat. at Large, relating to public treaties, pp. 715, 474 


The State of Texas was admitted into this Union upon the same 
boundary. Now, the Melish map, whichis made a part of those treaties, 
shows the Red River to be one continuous stream until after it passes 
the one hundredth degree of longitude. In 1819, when this first treaty 
was made, this was an unknown land; and I think I may safely assert 
that no topographer had ever visited that country. Neither Melish him- 
self nor any other had ventured that far on the frontier at that time. 
Hence it may safely be assumed that the Red River as here laid down 
is merely a supposititious or conjectural delineation of that stream. Sub- 
sequent explorations made thirty years afterward have discovered the 
fact that instead of the Red River being one continuous stream, as laid 
down on Melish’s map, until after it passes the one hundredth merid- 
ian, there are two streams, as I have indicated on the diagram which 
I hold in my hand. 

This ] 
Texas; this the Red River east of the confluence of the two streams; 
this the North Fork of the Red River; this what is knownas the South 
Fork of that river. 

The United States, through the Secretary of the Interior, claims that 
the South Fork of the Red River is the boundary. The State of Texas 
claims that the North Fork of the Red River is the boundary. I have 
indicated by an interrogation point upon this diagram the point of 
dispute. 

Now, if the South Fork is the boundary, that land [illustrating] be- 
longs to the United States and is a part of the Indian Territory. If 
the North Fork is the boundary, it belongs to Texas. It is distinctively 
known in Texas as Greer County. We in Texas have believed for 
more than a quarter of a century that this land belongs to Texas; that 
the North Fork is the real Red River contemplated and intended in 
Melish’s map, which was made a part of the treaty. 

But it is contended with great earnestness by the Secretary of the 
Interior that this land belongs to the United States. This controversy 
has existed for a long time. Under different political administrations 
of the State of Texas the chief executives of that State have insisted 
upon the fact that this land belongs to the State of Texas. They have 
made applications to the Congress of the United States in more than 
one instance for a co-operative commission to be created by Congress, 
to act with a similar commission on the part of the State of Texas 
In May, 1882, the Legislature of my State passed an act creating a 
commission so far as Texas was concerned, to co-operate with a sim- 
ilar commission to be appointed by the United States to run and mark 
this boundary and to determine in point of fact which one of these 
two streams is the main Red River. The governor of my State, Hon. 


John Ireland, in August of last year wrote a letter to the President of 
the United States transmitting a copy of the act of the Legislature of 
That letter was referred by the President to the Secretary of 


Texas. 
the Interior. This officer investigated the question with the act of the 
State of Texas before him, not essentially dissimilar from the bill now 
proposed, and returned his opinion to the President, who then trans- 
mitted that letter to Congress for its consideration in a special message. 

Now, here is the State of Texas asking the United States for a com- 
mission to assist in settling this question of confusion of boundary. 
The controversy arises from what a lawyer would designate as a Jatent 
ambiguity. Wedonot knowin point of fact which one of these streams 
is the Red River. It is necessary to go upon the ground to get au- 
thentic facts upon which this or a future Congress can act. 

The Committee on the Territories has expressly pretermitted any 
question of the consideration of title whatsoever, and has limited itself 
to a statement of the controversy which unquestionably exists. 

Now, the Secretary of the Interior, with all the lights before him, 
with all the facts gathered from his predecessors in office—because in 
1858 there was a commission created on the part of Congress to go 
there and co-operate with Texas in surveying the lines between that 
State and the Territories of the United States—the Secretary of the In- 
terior with much information before him, including our Texas statute 
upon the subject, submitted a letter from which I will quote. Having 
recited the statute of Texas, taking it up seriatim, he comes to this 
eonclusion 


It will be seen from the foregoing that the question of the disputed boundary 


has never been determined between the United States and the State of Texas. 
The latter State desires a speedy adjustment of the question, and in view of the 
settlement of the territory in controversy and the claims made to the tracts of 


land lying therein, and in view of the civil jurisdiction which prevails or ought 


[illustrating] represents the Indian Territory; this the State of 


to prevail therein, it is important that such boundary line should be finally fixed 
and determined. The question— 


Now listen— 


The question to be determined is which fork of the Red River was intended 
under the treaties and joint resolutions before recited to mark and designate 
the boundary between Texas and the United States. I submit that this does 
not necessarily depend upon the relative size or formation of the forks 


Iam 
of opinion 


This is the language of the Secretary of the Interior— 


that it is necessary that a joint commission on the part of the United States and 
rexas should be formed todetermine definitely such boundary line, and recom- 
mend that proper steps be taken for that purpose. 


The Secretary of the Interior, as I have stated, had before him the 
act of the State of Texas upon this subject; and he comes to the conclu- 
sion which I have read. I mightread from the report of the Judiciary 
Committee of the last Congress, a part of which is embodied in the report 
of the Committee on Territories, saying that it is manifestly necessary 
that some steps should be taken to settle this question. 

It may not be improper for me to state that a bill almost identical 
with that now before the Committee of the Whole was passed in the 
Senate of the United States during the last Congress. I may further 
be permitted to state that the Committee on Territories has reported the 
identical bill now under consideration in the Senate. 

So there seems to be no doubt now as to the propriety of trying to 
settle this question. Both the different political sovereignties with 
common consensus unite in the opinion that there ought to be a settle- 
ment of it. 

The Secretary of the Interior, representing the Government of the 
United States in this respect, asks fora commission. The State of Texas 
asks for a commission. There is no doubt that the controversy exists. 
There is no question of title raised by the bill. Texas may be able to 
do without the tract of land in controversy, the United States may be 
able to do without it, but neither of these political sovereignties can 
afford to have the dispute perpetuated. All we ask in this bill, Mr. 
Chairman—and let me state it again—is an order for a surveying com- 
mission to go and ascertain the facts and report the same to Congress. 

As further emphasizing the controversy which exists between the two 
governments, I hold in my hand, to which I invite attention, an of- 
ficial map of the Indian Territory, placing as part of the Indian Terri- 
tory this tract between two forks of Red River. I have also before me 
an official copy of the map of Texas, which lays down as a county in 
Texas (Greer County) the very land claimed as part of the Indian Ter- 
ritory by the United States authorities. I wish to state one further 
fact. What is now known as the South Fork of the Red River, at the 
date of these treaties and at the date of the admission of Texas into the 
Union, was not known as any part of Red River. On the contrary, 


| it was called Kechi-ah-qui-hono, which in Indian nomenclature means 


Prairie-Dog-Town River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask a moment more. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina I will yield to the gentleman from 
Texas what further time he requires to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, responding to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] I have this tosay: I do not believe 
that the bill reported from the Committee on the Judiciary at the last 
session of Congress is sufficiently comprehensive and explicit to fully 
invite and direct the attention and control the action of the commission 
which should go there for the ascertainment of all the facts which are 
necessary to settle this question. That bill merely recites what the 
treaty is. I have taken the language of the treaty myself in this bill 
and made the initial point where the thirty-second parallel of latitude 
crosses the western bank of the Sabine River, then-running by line due 
north to where it strikes the Red River, then following the course of 
Red River westward; and in making the survey it provides they shall 
determine, as far as possible, which one of these two rivers is the stream 
indicated by Melish’s map. 

If we take the report of the Judiciary Committee as made at ‘he last 
session of Congress, or rather the substitute reported, it leaves to the 
arbitrary caprice or inclination of the commission to say where the one 
hundredth meridian crosses the Red River. Their attention is not di- 
rected to the fact that there are two streams known as Red River by 
that substitute. Nothingofthatsortisdone. There is no use of going 
and making a survey unless we procure some authentic and satisfactory 
evidence of the fact as to which one of these streams is the Red River. 
There is no question about the fact that the one hundredth meridian 
crosses both these streams, but Texas and the Secretary of the Interior 
of the United States ask that this question as to the real Red River of 
Melish’s map shall be settled and that we shall have this commission 
to go on the ground and gather all the facts and report them to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior who shall in turn report them to Congress, and 
upon that information, so communicated, Congress shall act and either 
relegate this territory to Texas or hold that it belongs to the United 
States. There ought to be an end of the controversy and such means 
employed in the solution thereof as will offer some hopes of its consum- 
mation. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. How much time have I remaining? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty-two minutes remaining 
of his hour. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
time. : 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I have not either as an individual oras a 
Representative the slightest interest where this portion of territory shall 
eo. whether it shall be adjudged to belong to the United States or ad- 
judged to belong to the State of Texas; all I care to have is the settle- 
ment of this question upon a basis of what is just and right. I have 
repeately offered to the gentleman from Texas to agree to the passage 
of the resolution which I shall move as a substitute for the one pre- 
sented by him. 

I want this House to understand what this discussion is about, be- 
cause they have already by inattention in a past Congress complicated 
this matter by inadvertent legislation. In an act of Congress dated Feb- 
ruary 24, 1879, the legislation of the United States has located this 
county—for it is claimed to be a county—inside one of the judicial 
districts of Texas. Now, that was done not only without the know!- 
edge of the House but also, I am informed, without the knowledge of 
the members from Texas. At least they never intended to forestall 
this question by any snap judgment or by any indirection. They not 
only tell us so but we all know that is so. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him for a suggestion ? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. If the gentleman will permit me | 
will state to him that the bill to which he refers was passed by Con 
gress before there was a dispute on this boundary question. At that 
time there was no dispute whatever upon that point, and therefore the 
gentleman will see that there is a marked difference between the con- 
ditions existing then and now. 

Mr. REED. Iam very glad, Mr. Chairman, for the purposes of this 
discussion to have that statement made by the gentleman from Texas, 
because when we come to judge of this subject finally it will be a 
matter of importance, since it will show that it was not an intentional 
thing on the part of Congress. 

But, sir, let me call the attention of the House to the fact that at the 
time Melish’s map was made and at the time that the treaty was made 
by which we acquired Texas but one Red River was known, and that 
was the south fork of the Red River, and Melish’s map shows it as 
plainly as any chartography can show anything on the face of the earth. 

Now, there is but one opinion in the mind of any disinterested man 
who has examined the subject, and there can not be the slightest doubt 
of the fact that this territory in dispute and to which claim is made by 
the State of Texas belongs to the Indian Territory. All that is neces- 
sary then for Congress to do is to avoid ambiguous language which will 
transfer this territory which already belongs to us. Now, then, the 
point is this, simple and plain: Where on Melish’s map ¢@id the one 
hundredth meridian cross the Red River? Didit cross it upon the north- 
west corner of Greer County or did it cross on the southwestern corner 
of that county? That point settled, the whole question in dispute is 
settled. That is the whole question presented. I repeat it whether 
ou Melish’s map, under the terms of the treaty, this point is in one place 
or another? How does this bill approach that subject? 
putting that point plainly and distinctly I believe that there will bea 
confusion created in the minds of every gentleman who has his atten- 
tion directed to the subject. The language of the treaty is not used in 
the terms of the bill, but language is used which is satisfactory to the 
Representatives from the State of Texas. 

Now I say this 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to 
read the language of the treaty ? 

Mr. REED. Most surely. 

Mr. LANHAM. The language of that part of the treaty is as fol- 


lows: 


I will reserve the balance of my 





Thence by a line due north to the degree of latitude where it strikes the Rio 
Roxo of Natchitoches or Red River; then following the course of the Rio Roxo 
westward to the degree of longitude 100 west from London and 23 from Washing- 
ton; then crossing the said Red River, and running thence by a line due north 


to the river Arkansas, &c. 

That is the very language of the treaty itself. Now, the committee 
did not believe it was necessary to begin at the mouth of the river, in 
the sea, and survey all along up the river to find the point at issue; but 
we limited the application of the language to the point in controversy. 

Mr. REED. That is the language of the treaty with a “‘but.’’ Now 
let us have the language without any ‘‘ but.”’ 

Mr. LANHAM. Does the gentleman think it is necessary, as I have 
said, to begin at salt-water and survey all the way up the river in order 
to determine the point at issue ? 

Mr. REED. I maintain that it is necessary to do precisely what the 
Willits bill calls for; that is, to mark the point where this meridian 
crosses Red River in the language of the treaty; and if you want to do 
that I am with you, otherwise Iam not. Now, the point for this House 
to consider is whether it will adopt a bill recommended by a tribunal 
entirely disinterested in the question, or will it adopt a bill which is 
advocated word for word by the Representatives of the State of Texas, 
& party interested in this matter ? 
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Instead of 
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| ritory, and the question here involved is not necessarily a question which 
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Now we all know, Mr. Chairman, that this question was before the 
Judiciary Committee last year. Why was it not there this year? Is 
it not a judicial question? ; 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to answer that ? 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANHAM. 


I will do it with the permission of the gentleman 


This bill in the Senate went to the Committee on the Territories. That, 
in my judgment, is the proper committee for its consideration. Why 
should it go to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

All proposed legislation 

l read from the :ule— 
shall be referred tothe committees named in the preceding rule, as follows 


Subjects relating, 
4. to judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law 


to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 


Is there any judicial proceeding in this matter? 
or criminal law involved in it ? 
of faet—the ascertainment 
part of the Indian Territory 

What comes under the jurisdiction of the Territories? 


Subjects relating to Territorial legislation, the revision thereof, and affecting 
Territories or the admission of States. 


Mr. REED 
hat rule 

Mr. LANHAM It the gentleman from Maine can find anything 
under that clause of the rule which I have just read which prohibits the 
Committee onthe Territories from considering this matter, then I must 
say that he has succeeded in tinding what I have not found rhe au 
thority is clearly lodged in the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. REED. The Indian Territory, I repeat, is not an organized Ter 


Is there any CLV il 
It isa mere question 
of the dividing line between Texas and a 


None whatever. 


The Indian Territory is not a Territory in the sense of 


i 


under the rule the gentleman has quoted would go to the Committee 
on the Territories. On the contrary, it is a judicial question, and was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary in the last Congress? That 
committee made a report upon the subject. It was made by Mr. Wil- 
lits of Michigan. Every man here knows that he is a fair man—everv 
man in the last Congress who met him; and his judgment of this ques 


| tion was embodied in this bill; and I think an effort was made to get 


it up but it failed. 

Now, I want to call your attention exactly to the provisions of this 
bill of Mr. Willits. I ask you if it does not present a square statement 
of facts, and, if so, why it is desired to change it? 

Whereas the treaty between the United States and Spain, executed February 
22, 1819, fixed the boundary line between the two countries, west of the Missis- 
sippi River, as follows: Beginning on the Gulf of Mexico at the mouth of the 
Sabine River, in the sea, and continuing north along the western bank of that 
river to the thirty-second degree of latitude; thence by a line due north to the 
degree of latitude where it strikes the Rio Roxo of Nachitoches or Red River 
thence following the course of the Rio Roxo westward to the one hundredth de 
gree of longitude west from London and the twenty-third from Washington; 
thence crossing the said Red River and running thence by a line due north to 
the river Arkansas: thence following the course of the southern bank of the 
Arkansas to its source, in latitude forty-two degrees north; and thence by that 
parallel of latitude to the South Sea; the whole being as laid down in Melish’'s 
map of the United States published at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of Jan 
uary, ISIS; and 

Whereas a controversy exists between the United States and Texas as to the 
point where the one hundredth degree of longitude crosses the 
described in the treaty; and 

Whereas the point of crossing has never been ascertained and fixed by any 
authority competent to bind the United States and Texas; and 

W hereas it is desirable that a settlement of this controversy should be had, to 
the end that the question of boundary, now in dispute because of a difference 
of opinion as to said crossing, may also be settled: Therefore, 


} se of Representatives of the United States of America 


Red River, as 


Resolved by the Senate and Hor 


in Congress assembled, That the Preside nt of the United States be, and he is here by, 
authorized to detail one or more officers of the Army 

Men from their o¢ cupation disinterested 
who, in conjunction with such person or persons as may be appointed by the 
State of Texas, shal! ascertain and mark the point where the one hundredth 


meridian of longitude crosses Red River 

Now. one objection that was made to this was that it does not sav 
where the Red River crosses the one hundredth meridian If the Red 
River crosses the one hundredth meridian and the one hundredth me- 
ridian crosses the Red River, very likely it will be about at the 
point. 
' Mr. LANHAM 
streams. 

Mr. REED 


Melish’s map— 


same 


But the one hundredth meridian crosses both these 


The question is, Which is the Red River according to 


n accordance with the terms of the treaty 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman state what is the difference 
in the language of the proposed bill ? 

Mr. REED I will show that when I get 
this 


through the reading of 


is appointed by virtue of this act shall make report of 
m in the premises to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
transmit the same to Congress, at the next session thereof after such report may 


be made, for action by C« 


and the person or perso! 
his or their acti 


yngress 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of the War Department, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay the expenses of the United States in carrying out the provisions 
of this resolutfon 
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Now I ask this House why that is not a fair thing? Why is it that Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Between the Commissioner of Indian 
something else is wanted ? Affairs and an engineer or surveyor by the name of Brown to mark th» 
Mr. REAGAN Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? | boundary between the Indian Nation and Texas. That commission 
Mr. REED. Yes, sir did run that line, as they supposed correctly, and did locate the spot 
Mr. REAGAN Was the gentleman from Maine in favor of that bill | where they supposed the hundredth degree of longitude crossed th; 
at the last Congress? river. But Texas was not bound by that, because its commissione) 
Mr. REED. Upon my word I can not say; but I think I voted for | did not co-operate—in fact, it had no commissioners and was not in 
the report vited to participate in that survey. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR Che gentleman from Maine voted for it Now, if the gentleman from Maine will permit me, I want to ge fur 
in committees ther and say that I was a member of the Committee on the Judiciary 
Mr. REAGAN. I asked the question because I understood the gen- | from which the bill was reported to which the gentleman refers, and 
tleman from Maine was opposed to it there was a report accompanying the bill which disputed the title 
Mr. REED [ think not Che reason I hesitated in answering the | Texas to this region of territory. I did concur in the bill, but I d 
gentleman from Texas was that I could not recollect when the bill was | not concur in the report at all. I believed then and I believe now that 
brought up in committee and thought it possible it might have been | the Senate bill would fix and determine this boundary as well as the 
brought up in my absen [ do not recollect having any feeling in | bill which is now before the House, for in my estimation there is not 
the matter, except this, that if Mr. Willits had taken hold and ex- | a particle of difference between them, not a particle; and if I had time 
amined the matter and came to the conclusion that it was a proper bill | I would like to show it. 
it was all right Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman mean the Senate bill or the ‘* Wil- 
Mr. RYAN Will the gentleman from Maine point out the differ- | lits’’ bill? 
ence between the bills? Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I mean the ‘‘ Willits’? bill. IfI can 
Mr. REED. It is difficult for me to point out—— | get the time I can show that. 
Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to say that | Mr. REED. I will yield the gentleman five minutes more. 


the Territory of New Mexico was settled by the Mexicans. One orthe| Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. This whole dispute springs from th 
other of these streams extends up into New Mexico. Which one is it? | fact that it is not definitely understood where the hundredth degree ot 
That will determine what was meant by the Red River by the Mexi- | longitude crosses the river that the makers of the treaty had in thei: 


cans when they made the treaty minds; that is the truth about it. If we knew what was. Red River, 
Mr. REED. The question is, what is shown by Melish’s map? as the men who drew the treaty understood or supposed it to be, then 
Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Melish got his information—— there would be no trouble whatever about this boundary. 


Mr. REED. I do not care where he got his information. But here| Mr. HORR. The gentleman is familiar with this whole matter. 
is his map. Both parties in referring to that treaty said that the loca- | Let me ask him 





tion was as laid down in Melish’s map: | Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I have but five minutes. 
rhe whole being as laid down in Melish’s map of the United States, published | Mr. HORR. The gentleman can have more time. 
at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of January, 1818 | Mr. REED. I will yield the gentleman ten minutes. 
It was not merely a verbal description, but it was a verbal descrip-| Mr. HORR. Did the United States Government heretofore once ap- 
tion tied to a map and covered by a map. | point just such a commission as this to act in conjunction with th 
Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Melishdid not know where the Red River | Texas commission? 
was | Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. They did, under the act of 1854 
Mr. REED. Ido notcare whether Melish knew where the Red River Mr. HORR. Did that commission of the United States go on the 
was or not. The question is where he said the river was. | ground and meet the commission appointed by Texas? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Maine point out Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. They did. 
the difference between the two bills | Mr. HORR. That is right, then. 
Mr. REED. It is difficult for me to do that, because the second bill | Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. That is right. 
contains a complete change of phraseology. Mr. HORR. I supposed that was so. Now what was the difficulty 
Mr. JONES, of Texas. I ask the gentleman to state what is the dif- | why did they not settle this boundary ? 
ference between the bill of Mr. Willits and the bill before the House ? Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The difficulty was that the commis- 
Mr. REED. If there is not any difference, why do you object to the | sioners on the part of Texas did not understand their instructions in 
other bill? such a way as to permit them to co-operate with the commissioners on 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Why do you oppose this bill? the part of the United States with their construction of their instruc 
Mr. REED. Because the bill I hold in my hand goes directly to the | tions. 

point and the other does not. The other goes into a long talk about}! Mr. HORR. Why not; what was the difference ? 

the Dog-Town Fork of the Red River with an Indian name to it, and Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. That would lead me—— 


all sorts of matters imported into it which do not belong to the treaty Mr. CUTCHEON. We want to avoid that same difficulty now. 

or the discussion. We want it contined directly to the point. Mr. HORR. Did they not in their action proceed to this very point, 
Mr. HAMMOND. If the gentleman from Maine will permit me, I | and then, because the commissioners on the part of the United States 

will say that this second bill uses this language: insisted upon following Melish’s map, did not the Texas commissioners 


} “e! ren > ae a > > 4 aa) . 3 } 
That when the main ortrue Red River is by said commission ascertained, then pull up stakes and go home and leave the other commissioners to [ix 
such landmark as shall ome | indicate and define the same asa corner shall | the boundary? 


be erected at the point where the one hundredth degree of longitude west from Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. My understanding is this: That th« 
Greenwich crosses Red River ” 





commissioners on the part of Texas—I believe there were two of them— 
The point is that the true river on Melish’s map is ascertained; and | declined to co-operate with the commissioners on the part of the United 


this bill is to render uncertain what is now certain by the treaty. States because as they understood from their instructions they were r 
Mr. REED. Precisely. quired by General Houston not to concede that the one hundredth degre« 
Mr. HAMMOND. Whether the map is right or wrong, the treaty | of longitude crossed the river at any other place except on the North 

was made by the map. Fork. 

Mr. REED. That is it, precisely. | Mr. HORR. And when they could not agree the Texas commision 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then Melish’s map ought to be repeated | ers went home, and the United States commissioners went on and com- 
in this second section. pleted the survey and made their report to the Interior Department” 
Mr. REED. No; we ought to adopt this other bill. Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. No, sir; no report was ever made. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Will the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Mr. HORR. And is it not the fact that every map ever made since 
REED] yield to me for five minutes? then was made on the line fixed by that very commission? Now, how 

Mr. REED. Certainly does this bill avoid that difficulty? When you get to that very point 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Istatedawhileagothat when theactof | are you to get any report from the Texas commissioners when you 
1879 was passed by Congress this dispute and confusion about the bound- | reach that difficulty ? 
ary of Texas was not prominent in the minds of members who supported Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I will answer that question. If th« 
that bill. There was no intention to conclude the United States on | gentleman will notice the statute passed by the State of Texas on this 
this question. I supported the bill myself from the Committee on the | subject he will see that it requires the governor to appoint two com 
Judiciary. The fact is that this confusion about the boundary between | missioners to act in conjunction with a like commission on the part o! 
Texas and the Indian Nation arose as far back as 1854, and Congress | the United States ; that they shall go upon the ground to mark out 
passed an act in 1854 or 1855 to settle this very dispute. The commis- | this boundary and ascertain where the one hundredth degree of longi 
sioners on the part of the United States and on the part of Texas did | tude crosses the Red River in contemplation of the treaty between 


not agree, and no line was formally run or agreed upon. Spain and the United States—marking out the disputed line. Now, 1! 
Mr. LANHAM. And no report was made. the governor of Texas should direct his commission not to investigate 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. And no report wasever made. After | whether or not the line crossed the South Fork of the Red River, then 
that there was a contract made between the Secretary of the Interior, | as a matter of course the commission would come to grief, just as the 
I think—— . | commission did in 1854. 


Mr. LANHAM. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs. ' Mr. HORR. Suppose they get right to the point as they did before” 
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Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. They can not get there under this bill 

Mr. HORR. I would like the gentleman to show me why. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I am showing you why; because the 
law of Texas requires that these commissioners shall mark the hound- 
ary and establish the point where the one hundredth degree of longi- 
tude crosses the Red River. 

Mr. HORR. But suppose the United States surveyors or engineers 
say that it crosses upon one fork and the surveyors of the State of Texas 
say that it crosses on the other, what are you going to do? 

‘Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Both of the bills—the bill spoken of 
by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. REED] and the bill now before the 
House—provide that the commissioners shall make a report of their 
proce edings to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall report the mat- 
ter to Congress, and that the action of the commissioners shall have no 
effect until confirmed by Congress. 

Mr. HORR. Then who is to decide the point? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Congress is finally to decide it, as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me, for the information of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr], read trom the language of the bill: 

Said commission will report their action in the premises, upon the completion 
thereof, to the Secretary of the Interior, with all necessary notes, maps, and 


other papers, in order that in determining this part of the boundary between 
the Indian Territory and the State of Texas it may be definitely settled whe 


ther 
the North Fork or the South Fork (or Prairie-Dog-Town Fork) ofsaid riveris the 
main or true Red River contemplated in said treaty ind the said Secretary of 
the Interior shall transmit the said report of such commission to Congress, at 


the next session thereof after such report may be made, for action by Congress 


Mr. HORR. Now, my point is that this bill proposes to ascertain 
what is the ‘‘ main or true Red River,’’ while according to the treat: 
we should ascertain what was the fork laid down on Melish’s map 

Mr. REAGAN. Melish’s map did not show the two streams at all; 
the existence of these two streams was only ascertained by subsequent 
explorations. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Now, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to these two bills. Of course I prefer the bill now under 
consideration. It was prepared by my colleague [Mr. LANHAM]. It 
is a fair and honest bill; it makes no effort to compromit the rights of 
the United States in respect to this territory. This bill I think ought 
to pass; but I do say there is no substantial Aifference between this bill 
and that to which the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] has referred. 
In the billof Mr. Willits, reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
in the last Congress, we find this language: 

Whereas a controversy exists between the United States and Texas as to the 
point where the one huudredth degree of longitude crosses the Red River 
described in the treaty ; and 

Whereas the point of crossing has never been ascertained and fixed by any au- 
thority competent to bind the United States and Texas; and 

Whereas it is desirable that a settlement of this controversy should be had, to 


the end that the question of boundary, now in dispute because of a difference 
of opinion as to said crossing, may also be settled 


as 


This bill provides that a commission shall ascertain and mark the 
point where the one hundredth meridian of longitude crosses the Red 
River, in accordance with the terms of the treaty. If that be done, 
this whole question is settled. Whenever Congress fixes the point (and 
Congress has a right to do it finally) where this one hundredth me- 
ridian crosses the Red River, as described by the treaty, then this con- 
fusion will be removed. Now, the fact is, the bill before the House 
does no more than that, because it provides that these commissioners 
shall decide which one of these forks, as explained by my colleague 
[Mr. LANHAM], is the Red River as understood and described in the 
treaty. There can be no difficulty about that, especially when this 
commission is required to report to Congress, and Congress holds the 
power to affirm or reject its work. 

Mr. KASSON. Before the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ] 
takes his seat I would like to ask hima question. Are there two forks 
of the Red River laid down in Melish’s map? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. No, sir; only one. 

Mr. KASSON. Then does not the gentleman see that by the second 
section of the bill reported from the Committee on Territories we are 
bringing to the consideration of this commission a new branch of the Red 
River not in contemplation at the time of the treaty? It seems to me 
perfectly clear that there are twosubstantial differences between the two 
bills. The firstis in the constitution of the commission. The bill of the 
Judiciary Committee proposes a commission of Government engineers, to 
be detailed on the part of the United States. This bill proposes the ap- 


pointment of commissioners, in the discretion of the President, ‘‘ one of 


whom shall bea practical engineer, or if in the pleasure of the President 
itis deemed more expedient, to detail one or more competent engineers 
of the Army.”’ This discretionary power on the part of the President is 
probably nota vital difference. The first section of this bill does not use 
the precise language of the treaty, but I think it uses the substantial 
language, 7 
_ IT regard it as always dangerous to change the language of the treaty 
in submitting a question to a commission to detine a boundary. But 
the crossing points here are substantially the points given in the treaty. 
sut then you come with something new between lines 33 and 37 of 
the bill. Giving the reason why this commission shall report to the 
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Secretary of the Interior, you say, which is entirely surplusage, ‘‘in o1 
der that in determining this part of the boundary between the Indian 
Te rrivory and the State of Texas it may be definitely settled whether 


the North Fork or the South Fork (or Prairie-Dog-Town Fork) of said 


i 


river is the main or true Red River conte mplated in said treaty 

There you submit evidently to their discretion to determine what is 
the main or true Red River, and then add ‘‘as contemplated in said 
treaty -?? but the treaty says nothing about the two torks. nor « he 
map say anything about two fork It seems to me th ; 
there fora purpose, because otherwise it is si rplusage | i kK NOW 
this purpose: you create what Melish’s map does not create, tw rks 
one known as the North Fork and the other as the Prairie-Dog-Town 
Fork, which is new matter 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas et me submit to the gentleman from 
lowa- 

Mr. KASSON Let me finish ny criticism first, because 1 have only 


five minutes 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas Let me answer as fi 


iS ul is ou ha é 
gone. 
Mr. KASSON li the gentleman from Maine does not object 
Mr. RE 


ED. I want to allow the tairest opportunity tor discussion 
1, and if necessary I will yield for tive minutes longe1 


gentleman from Lowa for the purpose of permitting the gentleman from 


of this bil to the 
lexas to ask his question 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas We are legislating as to facts as we 
understand them and the geography of the country as we unde 
stand it 


Mr. KASSON That is the answer, I suppose. 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas At the time Melish’s map was made 
that was a terra incognita; had never been explored 

Mr. KASSON The gentleman will now allow metogoon. Hehas 
made his answer and I desire to respond to that answer. | 


think we 
ought and must object, for the reason the 


gentleman has stated, to the 
incorporation of new matter, because we are not te interpret the bound 
ary in the light of new additions to geography, but we are to inter 
pret it according to the light of the geography which then existed, and 
further, as it was actually intended in Melish’s map 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas 
geography ° 

Mr. KASSON. I did not Kear what the gentleman from Texas said 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. At the date of Melish’s map no one 
knew there was another fork to the Red River 

Mr. KASSON. I understand the gentleman, and that is the very 
point to which we must object, because we can not by new light create 
new facts and then say the commission shall be guided by the new facts 
The language is explicit as laid down in Melish’s map of 1818 

I come now to the most substantial objection indicated by the 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMoND], 
I must read this section: 


Chis is not new geography, but old 


gen 
and in order to make it plain 


SE That when the main or true Red River is by said commission ascer 


tained, then such landmark as shall plainly indicate and define the same asa 
corner shall be erected at the point where the one hundredth degree of longi 
tude west from Greenwich crosses Red River 


Now, observe how you have led us along by modification of language 
until we reach your second section and then you abandon the treaty, 
you abandon Mellish’s map, and you propose to say what now is found 
to be the true or main Red River, and force them to fix the station or 
landmark at that point as ascertained. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Allow me one minute. You 
read that section of course in connection with the first section 

Mr. KASSON. But allow me to proceed 
facts as thev are here. The first section goes on with the languag f 
the treaty and introduces new elements. I wish further to call the 
attention of the committee 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas 
there to say—— 


must 


My criticism rests on the 


Che gentleman will allow me just 


Mr. KASSON. Please allow me to make my point clear 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I thought you wished me to respond 

Mr. KASSON. No; I thought you were to ask me a question 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas 
your question 

Mr. KASSON 


I thought you asked me to answer 


Now with reference to this second section. This is 


the important point of the bill, and unless we abandon the rights of 
the United States and by this bill conclude these rights before a report 
from the commission is received, this bill can not be accepted by the 
House And the reason, | repeat, is—whatever you may think of the 
first section that the objection is contained in the second indenende nt 


1} 


section as I have suggested; and it is just this, that it does not und 


I 





tuke to follow the language of the treaty with reterence to the true Red 
River as laid down by Melish’s map, but to adopt the line of the river 
that m ow be found by acommission. When this river is ascert 

not with reterence to the treaty, then this bill makes it nec iry tl 
that point shall be indicated right there, and you conclude the comm 
sion by the passage of this bill. I can not find any escape fro ut 


position under the language of the second section. I can not, Mr. ¢ 


man, vote for a bill of this character, while I would cheerful) 
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one which does not conclude the commission in any manner, and leaves 
it free to find the river and to determine the point at issue as laid down 
by the treaty and Melish’s map 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire whether there can be any 
objection to amending that section ? 

Mr. REED. Why not pass this other bill, the Willits bill, which is 
free from such objections ? 

Mr. KASSON. I thinkthe committee have endeavored, unintention- 
ally perhaps, to conclude the rights of the United States and bind the 
commission to find what is now the location of the Red River, and not 
what was recognized as that river under the terms of the treaty. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. REED. I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Maine has twenty minutes 
of his time remaining 

Mr EVINS, ol South Carolina. 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the five minutes 
allotted to me by the gentleman from South Carolina for the purpose 
of replying to the only point of objection that has been urged against 
the passage of this bill by those gentlemen who oppose it. These I re- 
gard as the only points which have been presented, and I will answer 
them in detail. It is urged against the passage of this bill that it de- 
s what later discoveries have developed and which have been 
Melish’s map was prepared. It is insisted that we must, 
in directing the commission, follow that map to reach the point where 
the one hundredth meridian of longitude crosses the Red River; and it 
is assumed by the gentleman from lowa[Mr. KAsson] very distinctly, 
and it was also assumed by others, that any other direction to the com- 
mission is objectionable. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, it isa well-established fact that later dis- 
ind investigations since the time that map was published 
disclose the fact that there are two branches of the Red River, perhaps 
unknown at that day, which come together east of the one hundredth 
meridian of longitude; so thatif you cross the Red River as one stream 
you must go east of the one hundredth meridian of longitude in order 
Che division of the river occurs inside of the Indian Territory, 
and consequently this meridian line must pass east of that division, which 
would leave to Texas a much larger scope of territory than she has any 
right to or claims. Is the gentleman willing to insist upon that ? 


I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


scribe 


mad Since 


COVEeTIE 


to do so 


Mr. KASSON. What lL insist upon is that we must follow the direc- 
tion of the treaty. 

Mr. REAGAN. It would be necessary, as I say, to go inside of the 
Indian Territory to find this point of crossing. And the gentleman 


from Lowa objects to this bill because it discloses what later discoveries 
ht to our knowledge since that map was made, that there 
are two rivers, and they are so distinctly two rivers that the authorities 
of Texas, antecedent to 1864, claimed this territory now in dispute. 
That State and the United States Government then entered upon meas- 
ures for the purpose of settling this dispute. The question was not so 
free of doubt but that the State of Texas claimed jurisdiction over it, 
and claimed that the North Fork of the Red River was the true line, and 
subsequently proceeded to survey lands, and returned them to the Gen- 
eral Land Office, assuming jurisdiction to treat it as a part of the ter- 
ritory of the State of Texas. At the same time the doubt as to which 
was the true Red River induced the Interior Department, through its 

to assume that the South Fork of Red River is the true river as 
laid down in the treaty. 

The gentleman from lowa seems to make his objections to this bill 
on the ground that it speaks of facts which the entire Department rec- 
which the authorities of Texas know as facts, and which 
all of this House know that it does deal with as facts. They are con- 
ll know to exist. 


have broug 


omcers, 


ognize as tacts, 


trolling facts, which we a 


Mr. KASSON. Does the gentleman object to Melish’s map? 
Mr. REAGAN The gentleman from Iowa I understand is a law- 
yer, and understanding that. I must confess that I was struck with 


wonder at the position he has taken, that you must follow entirely the 
description of this river which was known by no living human being 


when it was made, which was perhaps a matter of tradition only, and 


if you can not go by that description, then, according to his logic, you | 


can not make a boundary line at all. Now, that description has been 
shown to be vague, undefined, and erroneous. 
could have been no dispute. But accerding to the theory of the gentle- 
man from lowa we must adopt a condition of things which will result 
in creating perpetual confusion there. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Inow yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to have had a little more time myself 
to have completed my sentence and wish the gentleman had dealt as 
liberally with me. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I yield ten minutes tomy colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I think there is a misap- 
prehension in regard to there being any difference as a matter of fact 
between the bill reported by Mr. Willits from the Committee on the 


Had it not been so there | 





Judiciary in the Forty-seventh Congress and the one introduced by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] in this Congress, and which is 
now before the Committee of the Whole for consideration. It is said 
that they differ in the description of the boundary line between Texas 
and the Indian Territory. Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say 
that that isa mistake. If you will take up the Willits bill you will 
see at once that the description begins at the mouth of the Sabine 
River where it enters into the Gulf of Mexico. It follows that rive; 
to a point where the thirty-second degree of north latitude crosses it 
There can be no mistake about that point. It makes no differenc 
what any map may say or what any gentleman may say. There can 
be no dispute as to the location of that point, because the boundary 
line follows the west bank of the river Sabine until it strikes the 
thirty-second degree of north latitude. 

The next description given in the Willits bill says, in defining thx 
next boundary line, that it leaves that point, which is a definite point, 
and runs due north until it strikes Red River. There can be no doubt 
about this point, either, because it is also a fixed point. An eng 
neer would have no difficulty in following this line from the point on 
the Sabine River where the thirty-second degree of north latitude 
crosses it due north to the point where it would strike the Red Rive: 
There can be no dispute about this line. These points and this lin 
are definitely fixed by thisdescription. 'Weneed no commission to ck 
termine any question thus far. This is a matter of description, which 
can not be changed. There is no difficulty in ascertaining it. Any 
engineer can ascertain it without any trouble whatever. Therefore 
there was no need of having that in this bill. 

Now weare at the Red River, at the point where this line running due 
north from the Sabine River strikes the Red River. Thenext partofthe 

| description is where the difficulty arises. The Willits bill says, and so 
does this bill, that the next boundary line is found by following the Red 
| River westward—not due west. If it said that the boundary would 
not be in doubt or in dispute a due west line from that point would hb: 
definite and could be easily ascertained by an engineer or surveyor 
That would remove all trouble and obviate all difficulty. But that is 
| not what the bill says nor is that what either bill says, for both ar 
alike in this description. That is not the language of the treaty, the 
first treaty or the second treaty. It is not the language of any bill o1 
any report. The languageis, ‘‘ westward to a point where the line crosses 
the one hundredth degree of west longitude.’’ There is where the diffi- 
| culty arises and there is where the dispute comes in, and there is no 
dispute or difficulty in any other line. And there the two bills 
precisely alike. 

The only line or boundary in dispute or that ever has been in disput 
is the line running from the point where this first-mentioned line strikes 
the Red River tothe point where Red River strikes the one hundredth 
meridian of longitude west from Greenwich or 2°%° west from Washing 
ton, and this line can only be determined by following the Red Riv 
westward, as is stated in both bills, until you find the point where Red 
River crosses the one hundredth degree of west longitude. The dispute 
is between those two points, and only between those two points. And 
hence in the preparation of this bill the gentleman from Texas [ Mr 
LANHAM] has used the same language used in the Willits bill, only 
he did not go back as far in his description as the Willits bill does, for 
it begins at the Gulf of Mexicoand runsalong the west bank of the Sa- 
bine River until it reaches the thirty-second degree of north latitude, 
and then it leaves the Sabine River and runs due north until it strikes 
the Red River. The present bill begins at the Sabine River at the same 
point precisely which is reached by the Willits bill, and runs due north 
over the same line. The Willits bill describes that line, which runs 
from the mouth of the Sabine River north until it strikes the thirty 
second degree of north latitude, which this, bill does not describe 
This line is omitted in this bill, and here is the difference between th« 
two bills in the description of the boundaries. From the Sabine Rivet 
they both follow the same line and the same description. 

So that as a matter of fact this bill goes further back toward thx 
Gulf of Mexico, if you please, than the dispute goes. There is no dis 
pute as to the boundary line between the Gulf of Mexico and the Red 
River; none whatever. The river is there and can be followed. The 
lines are there; their courses are defined andcan be run. The bill be- 
fore this committee only embraces that part which is in dispute, and 
has been in dispute all these long years. The dispute exists and has 
existed for a long time, and this bill proposes a plan of settlement, 
simply pointing out what part of the boundary is in dispute and a plan 
of adjustment. 

Butgentlemen say that we aresurrendering up the rights of the United 
States; that we are ceding away this disputed tractof land. Why, sir, 
that is entirely a mistake. They seem to confound Melish’s map with 
the land out there, with the territory, with the mountains and plains, 
with the rivers and natural divisions. Mr. Chairman, that can not be 
These two rivers are there; they have been there during all the centu- 
ries of the past. They are there to-day, and you must take things as 
they are. Mr. Melish did not know they were there. He made his 


map on the supposition that there was but one stream there; and on 
that map he calls that stream the Red River, and the treaty calls it the 
But when we 


Red River, and these descriptions call it the Red River. 
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9 there to ascertain where the Red River is we find two streams. We 
find there two rivers instead of one; we find there a north fork and a 
south fork. ; : ; mn . . 

The question is which one is the Red River? That is the question, 
and the only question. Why is not this billafair one? Melish’s map 
is not adapted to the actual situation. When you go there to fix the 
boundary, when you go there to drive the stakes, when you go there 
to plant monuments, when you go there to tix the boundary between 
the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, between Greer County 
and some other county, you want a locus in quo; you wanta place where 
vou can fix corners, plantmonuments, and delineate boundaries. This, 
and this only, we propose todo. Melish’s map is a part of the descrip- 
tion. It is an indispensable guide in making this survey, in ascertain- 
ing what was meant by this description, in showing to the commission 
to be appointed what was meant by the men who wrote that descrip- 
tion. There is to be seen on Melish’s map the shape and direction of 
Red River at that point. Intelligent men, engineers and surveyors, 
ean probably decide by an inspection of the map whether its course 
and direction at that point correspond better with the North Fork or 
the South Fork of Red River. 

I think therefore there can be no objection whatsoever to this bill so 
far as the description is concerned. It is an entire misapprehension to 
suppose that there is any job in this bill or that the State of Texas can 
gain any advantage from the language employed in it one way or the 
other. The gentleman from Texas can have no such object; the Rep- 
resentatives from that State certainly have no such object, and I am 
sure the committee did not intend to give Texas any advantage what- 
ever by the passage of this bill. The dispute exists—let us begin 
there—the dispute exists; it has existed there for a quarter of a cen- 
tury. It has been before Congress after Congress and committee after 
committee during all these years, the State of Texas claiming this land 
and the Indian Territory claiming it. Is it not fair, is it not right, is 
it not just, that we should appoint a commission, and in this way take 
the initiatory steps toward settlement? Texas will appoint three 
commissioners and the United States will appoint three commissioners, 
and if it is a plain case that this disputed tract of land belongs to the 
United States, as is claimed here, and in this I concur, it is not likely 
that this joint commission will decide in favor of Texas. For this 
reason we ought to be more willing to appoint a commission. 

[t is not claimed that the cominission is to decide this question. 
Che commission will report the facts and give its opinion, and if the 
facts given do not support its conclusion, Congress can refuse, and no 
doubt will refuse, to confirm the report. The object of this commis- 

ion is to investigate the matter and report the facts. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no new thing. Gentlemen will find by refer- 
ence to page 158 of fourth United States Statutes at Large that in 1826 
a commission was appointed almost precisely like this to determine a 
disputed boundary line between the Territory of Florida and the State 
of Georgia; and two years later, in 1828, another law was passed ap- 
pointing a commission for the purpose of fixing the boundary between 
the State of Louisiana and the Territory of Arkansas. We have these 
and other precedents for this very thing; and if it was found to bea 
good thing in those and other cases, we do not see why it will not be a 
good thing in this. 

Chere is a necessity for this action. This territory is in the county 
ot Greer, and the courts of Texas have assumed jurisdiction over the 
inhabitants. 
of the State of Texas a man who was tried and convicted of murder 
within this disputed territory; he is now suffering his sentence in the 
penitentiary of Texas. 
not belong to Texas, but does belong to the Indian Territory, the judge 
of the court of Texas before whom this prisoner was tried had no juris- 


crime was committed. 

Mr. REED. Will this bill give that judge jurisdiction ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. This bill will after a while determine 
the question of boundary, I hope. It is a step in that direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will ask for three minutes more. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I have promised to give away the 
remainder of my time. 
_ Mr. REED. I will give the gentleman three minutes out of my time, 
inasmuch as I asked him a question which I hope he will answer. 
_Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. My judgment is that this disputed territory belongs to the In- 
dian Territory. That is thejudgment of the United States authorities, 
and that is the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, and I think 
any competent commission will so decide; and when a decision is reached 
we will know definitely who has and who has not jurisdiction. But 
we are not here affirming the one thing or the other. The Represent- 
atives from Texas are not here affirming the one thing or the other. All 
they ask is that this question shall be settled one way or the other. 
Greer County wants to organize as a county, and she ought to do so 
The people in that county are all in a state of suspense. 


They do not 
know under what authority they are living 


Wheh they are called 


Iam informed that there is to-day in the penitentiary | 


If it be true that this disputed territory does | 


| compared it with this one sufficiently to determin 
| merits of the two bills. 
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upon to pay taxes in that county they reply, ‘‘ No; we 
Indian Territory.’’ 

Mr. REED. And they are right about that 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Men who have tQeir flocks and their 
herds there, who have cattle by the thousand and tens of thousands, do 
not want to belong to Texas, because in Texas they make people pay 
taxes; and these people want to belong to the Indian Territorv, where 
people do not pay taxes 

There is a constant dispute about the matter. When the sheriff goes 
over there to arrest a man the man says that he will not be arrested 
The sheriff calls a posse comitatus and the cattle-men gather around in 
crowd, and there is a conflict. Sometimes it comes near to bloodshed 
his difficulty has existed for years and years Che State of Texas in 
sists, and has insisted always, that this territory belongs to it, 
it embraces this disputed territory in its map of the State and calls it 
Greer County. It has attached it to a certain judicial district and 
attempts to enforce its laws upon the inhabitants of this county It 
attempts to collect taxes and enforce obedience. The United States has 
always denied that Texas has anything to do with this tract of country 
The people ought to know to what authority they owe allegiance Che 
men who live there ought to Know whether they live in Texas or in 
Indian Territory, to whom to pay taxes, to what laws they are ame 
nable. 

There was a commission appointed by Congress for this same purpose 
in 1858, but it failed for some reason to act At the last session of Con- 
gress, and at this also, a bill almost the same as this passed the Senate 
In 1882 the Texas Legislature passed a law authorizing 
ment of a commission to act 
thereafter appointed by the I 
ably recommended 
bill was before the 


belong to the 


a 
" 
i 


and hence 


the appoint- 
in connection with a commission to be 
nited States The President has favor 
the appointment of this commission. When this 


Committee on Territories I called on the Secretary 


of the Interior and inquired of him whether there was any objection 
to this bill, and he said he saw none. He said most emphatically that 
the disputed territory belonged to the United States, but thought a 


commission would lead to a speedy settlement of the difficulty 
Gentlemen can see very well how nat 


irally difficulties will arise on 
this disputed territory. One 


class of men claim that this territory bh 


longs to Texas, another class claim that it belongs to the Indian Ter 
ritory, and there is a conflict rhe people are in doubt, the question 
is in dispute, and the Governmfnt stands aside unwilling to take any 


forward step for the purpose of settling this difficulty, which is a matter 


of great consequence to the State of Texas and to this Government, but 
of still create r conseg uence to the he Ipless ye ple who live in th ter 
ritory now in dispute. 

The only objection I have ever seen to this bill, the only doubt I 
have entertained in any way in regard to it, is as towhether this com 


mission would settle the dispute or not I have feared that pe rhaps 
the members of the commission appointed by the governor of Texas 
would decide in favor of Texas, and that the members of the commission 
appointed by the President of the United States would decide in favor 
of the Government, and simpiy agree to dis: the 


gree, and like old com- 


mission fail to reach a conclusion. This seems to me to be the most 
objectionable feature of this bill, and yet this objection has not been 
made by any one opposing the bill. 

Still they may come to a conclusion. As other commissions of this 


kind have heretofore been appointed and have been successful, so the 


commission in this case may succeed in coming to anagreement. Asa 
matter of justice to the State of Texas, and as a matter of interest to 
the country at large, I think we should appoint this commission. It 


is conclusive of nothing. We do not surrender up any title whatever 
by the appointment of this commission. We simply take a step inthe 


| right direction. 
diction over-either the person of the criminal or the territory where the 


Mr. WARNER, of 
the bill? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


Ohio. Why not strike out the second section of 


I care nothing about the second section 


| Ido not think it a matter of any great consequence. 


Mr.REED. The right way is to strike out the whole thing 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman explain why the Willits bill 


| will not meet his views as well as this one? 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I did Willits bill until it 
was produced here since the opening of this discussion, and have not 


not see the 


the comparative 
I think either would accomplish the purpose 
intended. I only insist that the objections to this bill are not 
taken. The whole matter will come back to Congress, and mustabide 
the final action of Congress 


The CHAIRMAN, The 


well 


time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. So anxious am I, Mr. Chairman 
that we should get through this bill and give an opportunity to our 
friends from the Territories to have disposed of to-day some legislation 
which is very important to them, that I will forego any remarks which 
I had proposed to make 

I want 
certained is whethe1 


to say simply two or three words Che first thing to be as 


there has been a controversy There has been a 


controversy ever since 1857 in regard to this land. In 1852 a survey 
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0 houndary was made by two United States officers of the Engi- 
neer Corps, General McClellan and Mr. Marcy. By a mistake they 


] 
i. 


Mr. HANCOCK 


LCXas | 


by Texas to belong rightfully to the Indian Territory. But, as I have 


suid, by some action unauthorized so far as Texas was concerned parties 
were sent down in the interest of tne Indian Territory and a survey 
made, I believe, by Mr. Jones and Mr. Brown, in which they estab- 
lished the one hundredth meridian of west longitude a degree farther 


west than it had been previously established by the officers of the 
United States Army 
that time on controversy has existed as to where the true 
boundary is. This controversy must be determined by ascertaining, if 
possi! what stream is referred to in the treaty of 1819 between Spain 
and the United States, which was kept up subsequently between Mexico 
and the United States and afterward recognized in the articles of an- 
nexation as between the then becoming State of Texas and the United 
States 

[It is a little singular that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], 
though appealed to several times to point out the diiference between 
this 
tuted for 


ft rom 
1c, 


t 


t, has not answered any question propounded to him on that 
subject—reserving his answer, I suppose, until he shall come to con- 
clude the remarks he may have to submit. In the estimate of that 
gentleman there is a very marked difference, at least in point of law 
if not in point of fact; and the gentleman who last spoke says there is 
no substantial difference in point of fact. Now, comparing the bill 
which the gentleman from Maine favors with that now before the com- 
there will be found in the proposed substitute of the gentle- 
Maine this significant omission 


it 


mittee, 
man trom 


necessary to retain itin the body of the bill itself. Most*persons would 


readily recognize in him too learned and able a lawyer to maintain 
seriously the proposition that the body of the bill will be controlled by 
the preamble 

Mr. REED. The bill says where the one hundredth meridian crosses 
the Red River, in accordance with the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Ofcourse. What does he wish to insist on by his 
substitute if he means simply to accomplish the same thing as the bill 


ited this meridian line one whole degree farther east than the true | 
crossing of that line. ® In other words, they fixed the meridian line be- 
low the forks of this stream. Teyras was perfectly satisfied with that. 
3 no controversy about it for years, until 1857, as remarked 
b friend from Texas | Mr. CULBERSON }, a survey was made by con- 
t t between the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and two men named 
Brown and Jones, I believe It was an astrometrical survey, which 
li 1 th rue meridian line Irom that time to this there has been 
a@ controversy as to whether the United States Government or the State 
of Texas ought to have jurisdiction over this territory 
[In 1879, as my friend from Maine | Mr. REED] has remarked, by some 
eareless legislation this county of Greer was included in the judicial 
wt as a part of t northern district of Texas 
y ere are plenty of reasons for raising an issue. This issue is 
not a m mn You have already been told that a commission was 
sppointed before, from which nothing cam« It never made a report; 
and even t field notes made by it are not now accessibl 
I erefore, there is a necessity for having this matter settled; 
ami his controversy about the mode of doing it amounts simply to 
t] ther we shall adopt the measure reported to a Republican 
Ilo n the last Congress by the Committee on the Judiciary, or 
‘s we shall adopt the measure reported to this House by the Com- 
mittee the Territories. So far as the facts are to be ascertained, there 
ssolutely no difference in the methods, except that by the bill pro- 
wsed by the Committee on the Territories the United States Government 
ind t State of Texas are brought face to face in this controversy, are | 
to settle this question by joint commission—a commission appointed | 
by the State of Texas, to be paid for under the act of its Legislature, 
und 2 commission on the part of the United States. But this commis- 
sion to take no final action. The whole matter will come back to 
( gress to be settled by us after we receive the report. 
[t does seem to me that all this controversy about methods is un- 
necessary; and I trust that the House will proceed to dispose of this 
measure in a very few minutes. I yield five mimutes to my friend from 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allowed me I 
Cal iv but little upon this subject The controversy between the 
United States and Texas in reference to the true boundary between that | 
st the Indian Territory is of comparatively recent origin; for 
un the boundary was interfered with by unauthorized persons so 
fiat lexas was concerned there was no dispute whatever as to where 
the limits of the State extended In 1851 or 1852, probably, officers | 
ot the United States Army, Captain McClellan being one of them, 
placed the intersection of the one hundredth meridian of west longi- 
tud ith the Red River below the forks of that stream. That would 
take in a very considerable portion of territory that is now conceded 


ll and the measure which he seems so anxious to have substi- | 


it does not provide in the | 


terms of the bill before the committee that the boundary shall be de- | 
termined, as it ought to be, according to Melish’s map. The gentleman 
said, I believe—though I do not know that he would repeat it now— | 
that s reference to the map being embraced in the preamble it is not 


) 


5, 
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now pending before the committee, the whole to be laid down accord- 
ing to Melish’s map or the whole to be in accordance with the language 
of the treaty itself? Now, is it not likely—and I will not accuse the 
gentleman of any such purpose—that it may be said there is such a 


| great controversy over this point that it is dishonestly intended to con 


fine the commission to the treaty and not include the map. 
Mr. REED. But the map is in the treaty. 
Mr. HANCOCK. Then there is nothing between you if the m up is 


in the treaty. Is the map in the treaty? 

Mr. REED. Most assuredly. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Then why not put it in your bill ? 

Mr. REED. I have got itin my bill. 

Mr. HANCOCK. No; you have it in your preamble, but not in your 
| bill 
| Mr. REED. I will add a section that the preamble shal! be consid 
| ered a part of the bill. 


| Mr. HANCOCK. We prefer it as itis here. There is nochance for 
jobbery in this bill. We only want a fair settlement of this according 
to the facts as shown by the treaty and by Melish’s map. But the 
complaint of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] is that no new 
facts should be taken notice of. I will only say that the crucial test 
between the respective parties is as to the Red River contemplated in 
this treaty and as shown by Melish’s map. It is not proposed these 
co-operating committees shall determine that point as to the rights o 
| the contestants to this disputed territory, but that they shall collect all 
the facts, make a survey, and report to Congress, when the expectation 
| is that at least a majority of the two Houses will be disposed to do what 
is right and just as between these contestants. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Whatever time I have remaining 
wish to reserve. 

Mr. REED. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. I thought I had seventeen; I do not want 
other minute. I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say about this bill 
was said in the question I put to the gentleman from Maine, nor would 
I add another word but for the remark made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, that this was simply offering to substitute a Republican 
bill for a Democratic bill. I make no such efforts, and I repudiate the 
idea that any party politics should enter into questions which the com 
mittee says simply is honestly to ascertain where the boundary line is 
between United States property and property of Texas. 

This question was submitted to the Judiciary Committee of the last 
| Congress. An able Representative from Texas was on that committee 
We examined the matter thoroughly and we came to the conclusion that 
the form of the Willits bill was right. 

It differs from this bill in most essential points. It says the bound 
ary shall be according to the treaty, which treaty is based on a parti: 
ular map. There is no uncertainty about it of any kind. This bill in 
its second section says the boundary shall be wherever you shall ascer 
tain the true Red River to be, without any regard to Melish’s map 
That map has been in existence in its improved condition since 1318 
It can be ascertained very easily where the river that Melish laid down 
on the map is, and in naming any other fork of the river as the true rive! 
is to transfer the lands of the United States to Texas. 

Mr. LANHAM. May TI submit to the gentleman from Georgia one 
fact ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
another man’s. 

I want simply to say this: the committee can not wish thatthe State 
of Texas shall have that which is not hers according to the treaty, nor 
can it wish that Texas shall not have that which is hers according to the 
treaty. Let us meet on the common ground of the language of the 
treaty and enforce it. No man has aright to ask any more. I will 
| vote for no more, and because the Willits bill does stand on the words 
| of the treaty and this bill ignores part of the words of the treaty, | 
| shall vote for the Willits bill and against this one. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Georgia has so well presented this 
question it seems hardly necessary to do anything more. I did not 
notice the observation of .the gentleman from South Carolina [M1 
Evins], by which he undertook to make some sort of political question 
of this. I wish toassure the House, if it needs any assurance, that I 
have not the slightest party, State, er national feelingin regard to this 
matter; but I have investigated the subject, and believe sincerely that 
Greer County belongs to the United States so clearly that nothing but 
misaction on our part here can throw any cloud over the title. 

I believe the people interested back of the Representatives from Texas 
have framed a bill which in its effect—for I question no man’s motives 
and I ascribe no purposes to any man—but which in its effect will throw 
a cloud over the title of the United States which may cause some hesi- 
tating and doubtful report to be sent to a Congress not yet elected and 
of which we know nothing, which may end in our losing this immense 
territory. Texas does not come here as a suppliant for anything and 
rightfully. We spent $10,000,000 in rectifying the western boundary 
of Texas years ago, and it is now proposed to risk a t ] 
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to lose the 





I have not time. The time I am speaking in is 





erritory as large 
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as the State of Rhode Island to rectify another corner. I submit that 


it is neither wise nor just to the people of this country for us to throw 
any cloud over our own title. Let us give everybody a fair chance. 
Let us put this thing before the commission in proper language, and 
then we shall be in a condition to abide by the result. But I warn 
the House that if this bill in its present form is passed, the bill which 
is now presented by this committee, so insidious in its language and 
full of such doubtful expressions, you will find yourselves very fairly on 
the road to surrendering the territory which belongs to the people of the 
United States instead of protecting it. 

Now I offer as a substitute for the bill presented by the committee 
the joint resolution which I have already read to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill is not as yet 
reported for consideration by sections and amendment. 

Mr. REED. I will reserve it, then, until the proper time. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I ask that general debate be now 
closed, and that the bill be read by sections for amendment. 1 will 
simply make one remark before that motion is submitted to the House. 

I can not, Mr. Chairman, for the life of me, see where the pitfalls 
are in this bill, as the great danger which menaces the interests of the 
people of this country or which threatens any of their rights if we 
pass it. The language of the treaty is quoted. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from South Carolina permit me to 

wint out one pitfall? 

Mr. EVINS, ofSouth Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. The language of the treaty is: 

The whole, being as laid down in Melish’s map of the United States. 


Now, the second section of this bill proposes a commission which shall 
decide which is the true Red River, not according to the treaty, but with 
power to fix any other point. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I do not see where the objection 
comes in. 

Mr. REED. Now,that question has nothing to do with the subject. 
It is Melish’s Red River which we must follow, in the language of 
the treaty, I do not care whether it existed or not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Was Melish’s Red River the true Red River ? 

Mr. REED. Iam sure I do not know. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then let us ascertain that fact. 

Mr. REED. Ido not know which isthe true Red River nor do you. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, every one who reads 
the bill will see that it is based upon the treaty. There is only one 
fact to be ascertained. This commission is appointed to investigate it; 
it goes down, finds out the facts, and reports to Congress its final action. 

| now ask that the bill be read for debate and amendment by sec- 
tions. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | 
America ia Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and empowered to appoint a commission of three per- 
sons, who shall be well versed in the laws governing boundary lines, and one 
of whom shall be a practical engineer, or if, in the pleasure of the President, it 
is deemed more expedient to detail one or more competent engineers of the Army 
who, in conjunction with such person or persons as may be appointed by the 
State of Texas, shall, at such time in the near future as may be indicated by the 
President, official notice of which time shall be given by him tothe governor of 
Texas at least one month in sdvance of the actual service of such commission, 
run and mark the boundary line between said portion of the Indian Territory 
and the State of Texas now in controversy ; and said commission shall, as faras 
possible, ascertain and determine the Red River indicated and intended by the 
treaty between the United States and Spain of date February 22, 1819. In run- 
ning and marking said boundary line the said commission shall proceed as fol- 
iows: Beginning at the point where a line drawn from the point where the 
thirty-second degree of north latitude crosses the western bank of the Sabine 
River, crossing Red River, and thence following the course of said Red River 
westwardly tothe degree of longitude 100 west from London and 23° west from 
Washington, as laid down in Melish’s map of the United States published at 
Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of January, 1818. Saidcommission will report 
their action in the premises, upon the completion thereof, to the Secretary of 
the Interior, with all necessary notes, maps, and other papers, in order that in 
determining this part of the boundary between the Indian Territory and the 
State of Texas it may be definitely settled whether the North Fork or the South 
Fork (or Prairie-Dog-Town Fork) of said river is the main or true Red River 
eontemplated in said treaty; and the said Secretary of the Interior shall transmit 
the said report of such commission to Congress at the next session thereof after 
such report may be made, for action by Congress. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. There are certain amendments rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15 strike out the word “said "’ and insert the word ‘‘that;’’ so that it 
will read: 

“ The line between that portion of the Indian Territory,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment recommended by the committee was, in line 
24, to strike out the word ‘‘ crossing’’ and insert the words ‘‘ running 
due north strikes.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. I now desire to offer the following as a substitute for 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the treaty between the United States and Spain, executed February 


22, 1819, fixed the boundary line between the two countries west of the Missis- 
sippi River as follows: Beginning on the Gulf of Mexico at the mouth of the 
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Sabine River, in the sea, and continuing north along the western bank of that 
river to the thirty-second degree of latitude ; thence by a line due north tothe 
degree of latitude where it strikes the Rio Roxo of Nachitoches or Red River; 
thence following the course of the Rio Roxo westward to the one hundredth 
degree of iongitude west from London and the twenty-third from Washington : 
thence ¢ ossing the said Red River and running thence by 





I i line due north to 
the river Arkansas; thence following the course of the southern bank of the 
Arkar sas to its source, in latitude 42° north; and thence by that parallel of lati- 
tude to the South Sea; the whole being as laid down in Melish’s map of the 
United States published at Philadelphia, improved to the Ist of January, 1818: 
and 

Whereas a controversy exists between the United States and Texas as to the 
point where the one hundredth degree of longitude crosses the Red River. as 
described in the treaty; and 

Whereas the point of crossing has never been ascertained and fixed by any 
authority competent to bind the lt ted States and Texas; and 

Whereas it is desirable that a settlement of this controversy should be had. to 





the end that the question of boundary, now in dispute because of a difference of 
opinion as to said crossing, may also be settled: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be ind he is 
hereby, authorized to detail one or more officers of the Army, who, in coniun: 


tion with such person or persons as may be appointed by the State of Texas, 
shall ascertain and mark the point where the one hundredth meridan of longi 
tude crosses Red River, in accordance with the terms of the treaty aforesaid 
and the person or persons appointed by virtue of this act shall make report of 
his or their action in the premises to the Secre tary of the Interior, who shall 
transmit the same to Congress at the next session thereof after such report may 
be made, for action by Congress 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of the War Department, be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay the expenses of the United States in carrying out the provisions of this res 


olution 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out the last word 

We have had certainly an exalted spectacle here in the speech made 
by the gentleman from Maine. He does not live within 3,000 miles 
of an Indian. You have nothing to do with the measurement practi- 
cally of the boundary lines of Texas and the Indian Territory; and yet 
living in a bow of the New England States you have displayed the most 
magnificent zeal on a question in which you can have no personal inter 
est. [Laughter. ] 

That is all there is of it. 

You manage your eastern section of the country and we will try to 
manage ours. | Renewed laughter.] Maine is not big enough to con- 
trol the vast scope of country lying west of the Alleghany Mountains, 


and you have brains enough to comprehend that. | Laughter. | 


What is this bill, Mr. Chairman? It is simply a bill, as I under- 
stand it, to appoint commisstoners to ascertain whether a certain bound 
ary shall be established or not. What has the State of Maine—the lit- 
tle Pine-tree State on the Atlantic coast—to do with the great progress 
of the West? I would like the gentleman from Maine to tell me why 


he exhibits such inordinate zeal in a case of this character, in which he 


can not in the nature of things have any personal interest ? 


Mr. REED rose 

Mr. BELFORD. 1 will yield the gentleman from Maine two min 
utes. 

Mr. REED. I thought the gentleman had finished. If he has not 
got through I do not want to intrude upon him 
very interesting. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say it is an extraordinary thing that when any 


What he is saying is 


Western measure comes up this Eastern gentleman on this side of the 
House makes war upon it. 

J appeal, as I have done heretofore, to you men from the South to 
stand with us men from the West, and we will put you men of the East 


down. [Laughter.] That is my idea, Mr. Chairman, of fighting a 
political battle ‘he interests of the South and the interests of the 


West are identical. And I hope to Heaven that you men from the South 
who have got the control of this body will stand up and protect and 
vindicate your own interests against the insolent arrogance of the East. 


If you do not, this country ought to repudiate you, as it has done in the 
years that are past But if you will stand up with the people of the 
West, who are broad and generous and big-hearted, we will carry this 
country, and we will tell New]Yo k and New England that they shall 


obey our bidding instead of us obeying theirs \pplause. | 
Mr. STRUBLE, and Mr. Evins of South Carolina, rose. 
The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from South Carolina 
Mr. STRUBLE I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will stat: 
Mr. STRUBLE. Would it be in order for me at this time to offer 


an amendment to the first section of the bill 

The CHAIRMAN It would be in order to offer an amendment to 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] 
The gentleman from Maine has off da ubstitute for the bill “us 


amended, and that substitute is now betore the committes 
Mr STRUBLI If lL reme mil I the | mnguace of the bill fiered as 


a substitute, it is much the same as the language of this section to 
which I desire to have the amendment apply I would like to offer 
the amendment anyway 

The CHAIRMAN Che Chair will state to the gentleman from lowa 
that an amendment to the first section of the bill as reported by the 
committee is not now in order. The bill has been read by 
and a substitute for the bill as amended has been offered by the gentle- 


man from Maine 


y sections, 
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Mr 
tut 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is corrected by the Clerk, who states 
that only one section of the bill as reported by the Committee on the | 
Territories has as yet been read. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa would be in order. 


STRUBLE. Then I would like to move to amend the substi- 





' 















































Mr. STRUBLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 10 of the first section, after the word “‘ Texas,” insert the following: “ Not | 











exceeding three in number so that it will read 
lo detail one or more competent engineers of the Army, who, in conjunction 
with such person or persons as may be appointed by the State of Texas, not to 


exceed three in number, shall,’”’ & 


Mr. LANHAM. 
Mr. STRUBLE 
ment is accepted. 


The amendment 





























I have no objection to that amendment. 
Very good. I have nothing to say if the amend- 
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is agreed to 


Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the first section is now under considera- 
ation. I move to amend by striking out from the words ‘‘ shall be,’’ 


in the sixth line, to the word ‘‘Army,’’ in the ninth line, and insert the 
following: ‘‘A competent engineer of the Engineer Corps of the Army.’’ 


t 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I make the point of order that the 
first section of the bill has been passed 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is mistaken. | 


The first sec 


vet been re por 


tion 


+ 
le 


is now under consideration; the second section has not 





Mr. REED. I understood, if the Chair pleases, that all the sections 
were read | 

The CHAIRMAN. Such was the impression of the Chair until cor- | 
rected by the Clerk, who informs him that only the first section was | 
read 

Mr. REED. Then my substitute is not yet in order, asit is a substi- | 
tute for the whole bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s substitute is in and will be con- | 
sidered as pending at the proper time. The gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. HloLMAN | offers an amendment to the first section, which the Clerk | 
will read 

The Clerk read as follows 

Strike out after the words “‘ shall be n the sixth line, to the word ** Army,”’ in 
the ninth line, and insert in ithereof ‘‘a competent engineer of the Engineer 
Corps of the Army so that it w read 

Phat the Presidentof the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

empowered to appoint a commission of three persons, who shall be well versed 
im the 5 verning boundary lines, and one of whom shall be a competent 
engineer of the Engineer Corps of the Army,’ & 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say it has been the usual practice for 
many years where a service of this kind was to be performed that one 
of the officers belonging to the Engineer Corps of the Army should be de- 


tailed fo 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The ¢ 


SEC 


the purpose, 


read the second section, as follows: 


ierk 


That when the main ortrue Red River is by said commission ascertained, 
then such landmark as shall plainly indicate and define the same as a corner 


shall be erected at the point where the one hundredth degree of longitude west | 
from Greenwich crosses the Red River. | 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I offer the amendment which I send 


to the desk 
The Clerk read as follow: 


After the words 
“as shown by 


9 


Red River,” in the first line of section 
Melish's map aforesaid , 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR 
to that? 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 
would be this 


insert the words | 


I presume there will be no objection 


None at all. 


I object to that amendment. The language then 


That when the main or true Red River,as shown by Melish’s map aforesaid, 


is by said commission ascertained, then such landmark as shall plainly indicate 
and define the same, &c. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
striking out the three words ‘‘ main or true.”’ 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let me make this further suggestion. I have 
written an amendment which I think will meet the gentleman’s views. 
I send it to the desk to be read. 


[ wish to modify my amendment by 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 1 of section 2,the words “the main or true Red River” and | 
insert eu thereof “the point where the Red River, as laid down by Melish’s | 
map, crosses said one hundredth meridian ;"’ and strike out of line 4 the word | 
“the” and insert “ that,’’ and all of the words of lines 4 and 5 following the word | 
* point so that it will read | 

That when the point where the Red River,as laid down by Melish’s map, | 


CTOSSES SA i one 
such landmark a 


be erect« 


hundredth meridian is by said commission ascertained, then | 
s shall plainly indicate and define the same as a corner shall 
d at that point.’ 


Mr. HAMMOND. That puts it right 
Mr. REED. Not all of it 
Mr. HAMMOND. That part of it 


The amendment of Mr. HAMMOND was then agreed to. 
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| to fill the blank with the words 


| ** Interior;”’ 
| of the Secretary of the Interior.’’ 


| one, so plain that when it is reported upon it can confuse no one 


| it to Congress to make the interpretation. 
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The Clerk read section 3 of the bill, as follows: 
Sec. 3. That the sum of 





dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary 


be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
| otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this act: Provided, That 
the same shall be applied only to the commission appointed by the United 


States. 
The first amendment reported from the Committee on Territories was 
‘ten thousand;’’ so that it will read 


‘*the sum of $10,000,”’ &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was, 
to insert, afterthe words ‘‘ provisions of thisact,’’ the words ‘‘ the same 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.”’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move toamend theamendment by strik 
ing out the word ** Treasury’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
so that it will read: ‘‘to be expended under the direction 
The money is to be appropriated 
out of the Treasury, but the survey is to be made under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and the expenditure should be under 
the direction of the same Department. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and the amend 
ment as amended was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the bill by sections for amend- 
ment has been concluded. 

Mr. REED. I now offer as a substitute for the bill as amended that 
which I indicated some time since. I do not think it is necessary that 
it be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unlessit be demanded, the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [ Mr. REED], which has already been reported, will 
not be read again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be read again. 

Mr. REED. I should be very glad to have it read if any member 
desires it, for I think it very important. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. REED. I desire to again point out to the House the difference 
between these two propositions. The one is a very simple and plain 
It 
is a proposition for a commission to ascertain the point where the on 
hundredth meridian of longitude crosses the Red River under the treaty 
When that shall be determined the whole question will be determined 
and everybody will be able to see it plainly and clearly. 

Che bill for which I have offered this substitute gives a right to t! 
commission to be appointed to interpret the treaty, instead of leaving 
It will enable the commis 
sion to reportall their action and all the testimony which may be poure: 
in upon them, and there will be only one party interested in pouri: 
testimony upon them, and the result will be that when the report is made 
there will bea chance toclaim before Congress that this territory should 
go to the State of Texas. Now, if the only fact which is of any impor 
tance shall be reported alone, the only fact that can control, then ther 
can not be two opinions on either side of this House. I hope the sub- 
stitute will be adopted, in order that a fair opportunity may be given 
for the decision of this question. 

Mr. LANHAM. The objection to the substitute of the gentleman 


e 


1 


| from Maine is that if it is adopted and the commission goes there as 


instructed by the substitute there will be no occasion to make a sur- 
vey of the two rivers; there will be no facts reported to thisor any sub- 


| sequent Congress upon which we can act. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the substi 
tute which has been read. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 66, 
noes 78 

So(no further count being called for) the substitute was not adopted 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I now movethatthe committee rise 
and report the bill to the House as amended with a recommendation 
that the same do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. REAGAN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a 
commission by the President of the United States to run and mark the 
boundary line between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State 
of Texas in connection with a similar commission to be appointed by 
the State of Texas, and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with sundry amendments, with a recommendation that the 
amendments be concurred in and the bill as amended passed. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I now call the previous question on 
the amendments and on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time 

The question was upon the passage of the bill 

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that under parliamentary law the bill is 
entitled to be read again at this stage; and inasmuch as it has been 
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amended in several particulars, which amendments I fear have not been 
understood by the House, I will ask that it now be read as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire the whole 
pill read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do, so that the amendments which have been 
made may be understood. Ido not understand all of them myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Andat this stage I believe it is proper to call for the 
reading of the entire bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is this reading of the bill by consent or 
as a matter of right? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for as a matter of right. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. At this stage of the proceedings’ 

The SPEAKER protempore. Clause 2 0f Rule X XI makes it a matter 
of right to have the bill read in full on its passage if demanded by any 
member. 

The bill was read as amended. 

[The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the passage of the bill, 
upon which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] demands the yeas 
and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 51 in the affirmative. 


If the gentleman demands it, the bill 


The Chair understands that it is called 


So (more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays | 


were ordered. 
Che question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 67, 
i J S 
voting 116; as follows: 


not 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, J. J. 
Alexander, 
willentine, 
tarksdale, 


Ellwood, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Evins, J. H. 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Forney, 

( tlascock ’ 
Graves, 


Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
MecCoid, 
McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 


Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Stewurt, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton 
Tillman, 





Jlackburn, 
ind, 

ount, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 


I 

I 

I 

Belf 
Bennett, 
I 

I 

I 


Broadhead, Halse}, Morrison, Tully, 
Buchanan, Hanback, -Morse, Turner, H.G 
Cabell, Hancock, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Carleton, Hardeman, Neece, Van Alstyne, 
Cassidy, Hatch, W.H. Nelson, Vance, 
Clardy, Hemphill, Nicholls, Van Eaton. 
Clay, Lore, Seymour, Ward, 

Cobb, Henderson, D. B. Oates, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Herbert, Paige, Warner, Richard 
Cosgrove, Hewitt, A.S. Pierce, Wellborn, 
Covington, Hewitt, G. W. Peel, S. W. Weller, 

Cox, W. R. Hopkins, Peters, Wemple, 
Crisp, Jones, B. W. Pryor, Whiting, 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Pusey, Wilkins, 


Davis, L. H. Jones, J. K. Rankin, Wiliiams, 


Dibble, Jordan, Reagan, Wilson, James 
Dibrell, King, Reese, Wilson, W.L. 
Dockery, Kleiner, Riggs, Winans, E. B. 
Dorsheimer, Laird, Robertson, Wolford, 
Dowd, Lanham, Robinson, W. E. Wood, 
Dunn, Lawrence, Rogers, J. H. Yaple, 
Eaton, Le Fevre, Rosecrans, York. 
Eldredge, Lewis, Scales, 
NAYS—@7. 

Adams, G. E. Dingley, Kasson, Ray, G. W. 
Anderson, Evans, I. N. Keifer, Ray, Ossian 
Atkinson, Goff, Kelley, Reed, 
Boutelle, Greenleaf, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Brainerd, Hammond, McComas, Rowell, 
Brewer, F. B. Harmer, McKinley, Russell, 
Browne, T. M. Hart, Millard, Skinner, C. R. 
Browm W.W. Hatch, H. H. Milliken, Spooner, 
Brumm, Hepburn, O’Neill,Charles Stephenson, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Parker, Strait, 
Cannon, Hitt, Payne, Taylor, E. B. 
Chace, Holman, Payson, Valentine, 
Cullen, Holmes, Peelle, 8S. J. Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Hooper, Perkins, Weaver, 
Dargan, Horr, Poland, White, J. D. 
Davis, R. T. Howey, Price, White, Milo. 
Denster, James, Ranney, 

NOT VOTING—1LI6. 
Aiken, Buckner, Culbertson, W.W. George, 
Arnot, Budd, Curtin, Gibson, 
Bagley, Burleigh, Davidson, Green, 
Barbour, Burnes, Davis, G. R. Guenther, 
Barr Caldwell, Duncan, Hardy, 
B ne, Calkins, Dunham, Haynes, 
Belmont, Campbell, Felix Elliott, Henderson, T. J. 
Bingham, Candler, Ellis, Henley, 
Bisbee, Clements, * Follett, Hill, 
Blanchard, Connolly, Funston, Hoblitzell, 
Bowen, Converse, Fyan, Holton, 
Boyle, Cook, Garrison, Houk, 
Brewer, J. H. Cox,S.S. Geddes, Houseman, 


Hunt, 


The question is now on the passage of 
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Morey Rice, Storm, 
Hurd, Moulton, Robinson, J.S. Sumner, C. A 
Hutehins, Muldrow Rogers, W. F. Sumner, D.H 
Jeffords, Muller Ryan Thomas, 
Johnson, Murphy Seney Townshend, 
Jones, J.T Mutchler Shelley, Tucker, 
Kean, Nutting Slocum, Wadsworth, 
Kellogg, Ochiltree, Smalls Wait, 
Ketcham O’ Hara Smith, Washburn, 
Lamb O'Neill, J.J Snyder Willis, 
Libbey, Patton Spriggs Winans, Joha 
Long, Pettibone Springer, Wise,G. D 
Lowry, Phelps Steele, Wise, J.S 
Lyman, Post Stevens Woodward, 
Miller, S. H Potter Stewart, J. W. Worthington, 
Money, Randa stone 


Young 
So the bill Was PUSS¢ a 
The tollowing pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. FoLLetr with Mr. Davis, of Illinois, on all political questions, 
until further notice. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN, until the 14th instant 

Mr. BoYLE with Mr. LAWRENCE, until the 10th instant. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. O’HARA, until the 14th instant. 

Mr. HIL. with Mr. Houk, until the 18th instant. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. StoRM, until the 11th instant. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Morey, until the 14th instant. 


Che following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 


Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. Ric! 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. Ropinson, of Ohio. 
Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAS 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. Cook with-Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. PorTrrer with Mr. LUBBEY. 

Che tollowing-named members were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. HoLTon. 

Ir. GEDDES with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. RYAN. 


Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Ir. BREWER, of New Jersey, with Mr. YOUNG. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Hunt with Mr. LONG. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of business from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair 


JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 


THE TERRITORIES. 
I ask to take up House bill No. 4705, 


| in relation to courts and judicial proceedings in the Territories 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the provisions of 


the resolution adopted by the House yesterday the next bill in numer- 


ical order reported from the Committee on the Territories is expressly 
excluded from consideration to-day, and the bill indicated by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina is the one next in order under the resolu- 


| tion 


as follows: 


The bill was read, 
Be it enacted, &c Chat the supreme 
chief and three 


court of every T« 


ustices, any 


rritory shall consist of a 
three of whom shall constitute a 


ustice associate 









quorum; and they shall hold their offices for four years,and until their suc- 
cessors are appointed and qualified. They shall hold a term annually at the 
seat of government « e Territory for which they are respectively se ppointed 
Provided, however, ‘I no justice shall act as a member of the supreme court 
in any tion or pro ing brought to such court by writ of error, bill of ex 
ceptions, or ppeal from a de idgment,or decree rendered Dy him as 
judge of a district court 

Sec. 2. That every Territory shall be divided into four judicial districts la 
district court shall be held wh district of the lerritory by one ofth =Lices 
of the supreme court at such time and place as may be prescribed | law and 
each judge, after assignment, sh reside in the district to which he is gned, 

SE Phat temporarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the vernor 
of each Territory not now divided into four judicial districts shal AIDA 
tion, define the judicial districts for such Territory, assign the 
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nd fix times and places for holding courts therein: Provided, That no process, 
proceeding, order, judgment, or decree of any court of any Territory issued, 
had, made, or rendered prior to the taking effect of such executive order shall 
be validat d or affected by the provisions hereof 
report of the committee was read, as follows 
Committee on the Territories,to whom was referred the bills (H. R. 1720 
‘ 2) relating to the judicial proceedings in the Territories, respectfully re- 
p accompanying bill asasubstitute for both of said bills, and reeoommend 
ts passag 
The Attorney-General, in his annual report for 1883, submits the following: 
Under provision of existing laws there are appointed in each of the Ter- 
ritories (except Dakota) one chief-justice and two associate justices. Much com- 
plaint is made by the bar and citizens having business before Territorial courts 
that t judge who presides at the trials in the district courts also sits in 
th I court when his decisions are reviewed. The justice of these com- 
pla sso apparent that comment is unnecessary rhe matter is therefore 
subr ted for your consideration. Since it is essential that the supreme court 
of ea lerritory should be composed of an uneven number of judges, the pub- 
lic interest requires that a fourth judge should be appointed in each of the Ter- 
ritori« f the judge sittir low is not to sit in review of his cases. Moreover, 
the sin each of the Territories is sufficient to justify the appointment of 
an r judge, making four instead of three here is, therefore, no reason why 
Ce . i not grant the citizens of the several Territories the relief they 
ask , s respect 
And it d appear that his recommendation is founded in justice 
The I re of Washington Territory has memorialized Congress upon 
he q 1, and present their reasons as follows 
MEMO} PRAYING FOR AN ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR THE TERRITORY OF 
WASHINGTON 
T ve Senate and House of Representatives 
f the United States in Congress assembled 
ial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington 
‘ ! nts 
at it 1 of about 70,000 square milesand population of 150,000 constitute 
thirty-thie ounties, Of these counties three judicial districts have been formed, 
1 ea h sor twenty terms of court per year are heid at the respective | 
runt s | me of the judges of the supreme court of the Territory assigned 
there tating extended time for travel toand from, irksome to the judge 
and very expe ve Phat toenable the judges to attend all the terms appointed 
by law rms are necessarily of short duration, and business of importance 
can not eive proper consideration The judges are greatly overworked; 
their sala re inadequate forthe labor. The Territory pays theirextra travel, 
but the people are very far from being afforded necessary courts. In all the 
counties te from those in which the judges severally reside the people are 
pra y thout a judiciary except at term time Cleat the three judges 
assigned to said districts constitute the supreme court to hear appeals and cor 
rect errors We hold this truth to be self-evident,” no judge should be sub- 


jected tothe delicate duty of trying whether his own decision should be reversed 


If he be of that conscientious mold of which judges should be made, he has de- 
cided as pertained to law and right, nor should he be expected to abandon an 
honest conviction or admit errors 4 court of last resort so constituted must of 


necessity afford rather the means for delay than prove a court of appeal for the 
reversal of error, To secure an appellate tribunal of three, neither of whom 


has pre ged the case, we ask for four judges, with a prohibition of the third 


judge who tried the case in the district court from participating in the hearing 
on appeal or writ of error in such cause.” 

The evils complained of in Washington are common in the other Territories. 

Wyoming, the youngest of the Territories and with the least population, has 
a property valuation (largely personal) of $80,000,000. Johnson County, in said 
Yerritory, organized less than three years, has within its borders personal prop- 
erty of the value of about $8,000,000, This county, with thislarge amount of 
property, has had two terms of court of one week each in the last two years. 
The county seat of the county is two hundred and fifty miles from the place of 
residence of the judge of that district, and the only means of transportation is 
by stage or private conveyance 

It is quite evident that where there is so large property interests one week of 
eourt a year is wholly inadequate for the proper administration of the civil and 
criminal laws and the proper protection of life and property. Yet this was all 
the time that could be given for a term in that county because of the require- 
ments of other counties. New counties are about being formed by the Legisla- 
ture of that Territory now in session, and new places for holding courts will 
become a necessity hese can not well be provided for without an additional 





judge 

Phis being the condition of affairs in Wyoming, is it not very evident that the 
older and more populous Territories are in much greater need of this legisla- 
tion? 


Ihe Territory of Dakota has at this time four judges, and a bill has been in- 
troduced into this Congress to increase the number to six. It is claimed by re- 
liable gentlemen from that Territory that six judges will be barely able totrans- 
act the idicial business thereof 

rhe increase in the Territories of population and wealth is rapid; that their | 
facilities for the proper administration of their laws should be increased in pro- 


portion to their 
self-evident 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, in earlier days of the Republic, 
when the Territorial system was first organized and the new Terri- 
tories consisted mainly of a comparatively small number of hunters, 
trappers, and pioneers, the present system of Territorial governments 
was organized. It did well enough perhaps in those days. The quota 
required for a member of Congress was only 30,000, and that require- 
ment advanced comparatively slowly for years. 
disposition against the admission of new States 
large and populous, and contain great property interests. Some of them 
have more people and several have more taxable property than the 
greatest of the Colonies at the time of the Revolution. There are Terri- 
tories to-day the value of whose productions and commerce is quite as 
great as that of the whole thirteen Colonies when they threw off the 
British yoke. And yet under the jealousy of the great States, who are 
unwilling to let two Senators from one of these new States come in 
to equal their own representation in the other body of this Congress, 
it is quite evident that no new State will be admitted by this Con- 
gress; and unless the rules of this House are so changed that a ma- 
jority can overrule a minority on these questions it is not likely that 
any new State will be admitted for many years. It is not likely that 
the rales of the House will be changed, and until some party gets a two- 


growth and enlarged business interest and wealth seems to be 


Now there is a growing 
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thirds majority in the House, which is not now probable, no bill admit 
ting a State can be passed by either party except by compromise. 

These considerations make the duty of the House all the more oblig- 
atory to remedy any defects in the present Territorial system and to so 
modify that system as to relieve as much as possible the grievances of 
the orderly, industrious, and enterprising people of these younger sis- 
ters of the great Union of States. 

That system is a bad one in many respects. The people are sub- 
iected to the government of strangers appointed by the Federal Go) 
ernment without their consent or concurrence, and very often in the 
face of the direct protest of the people of these Territories. Already 
this House has taken such notice of this abuse that its Committee on 
Territories has reported a bill providing that no one shall be appointed 
governor of one of these Territories who has not been a resident thereof 
for at least two years. My only objection to that bill is that it does 
not apply the same principle to all offices and all appointments. In 
deed, I favor a bill that will permit all officers to be elected. 

While all parts of the Territorial system are objectionable, there is ne 
part of it that has been so hateful as the judicial part of it. It seems 
to be a prevalent opinion evenamong intelligent members of this House 
that the causes to be tried before Territorial courts are unimportant, and 
that any one who has the name of lawyer is quite competent to 
them. Theappointing power has generally acted upon the same theo 
and the men who have been appointed as our judges have only too often 
either been broken-down politicians or men without capacity or in 
tegrity. There are many exceptions to this, Mr. Chairman, but only 
enough in my opinion to prove the general correctness of the rule. The 
judges when appointed have no independence. They are subject to rm 


ury 


| moval by political influence, and threats of this sort of pressure is often 


brought against them to determine their judgment in causes before 
them. When their terms expire they are reappointed or removed by 
the same sort of political influence that procured the original appoint 
ments. 
Mr. Chairman, outside of great railroad cases, which we also now hav: 

in the Territories, there are few cases which come up in your State courts 

‘+h involve as much money or as great interests as many cases that 
come before these Territorial courts—cases involving great mines, great 
landed and other interests, requiring the finest ability and the firmest in- 
tegrity. One of the greatest causes of complaint has been that the 


| judge who tries the case in the first instance sits on the court of appeal 


to influence and arrange with his colleagues, so that the decisions of the 
supreme court are sometimes said to be a mere list of compromises h¢ 

| tween the judges. However this may be, it will be apparent that the 
provisions of the pending bill will work an improvement in this respect 

It will not give us an ideal system, but it is the best that we can hope 
or expect. 

| This bill, which was introduced by the Delegate from Wyoming with 
the general approval and concurrence of all the Delegates, is about the 
same as one I introduced in the last Congress. A similar bill, which I 
introduced for my own Territory, was favorably reported from the Com 
mittee on Territories and passed by this House in the Forty-sixth Con 
| gress. 
| The reasons which I urged in favor of the passage of that bill at that 
| time apply with redoubled force now that the Territory has almost 
doubled in population and business. I shall ask the Clerk to read part 
of the report of the committee made at that time by a man whose 
integrity and economy commanded the undivided confidence of this 
House, Hon. Gabriel Bouck, of Wisconsin. I know, sir, that it } 


and 





The Territories are | 


Dus 
been held by very competent men, such as Senators EDMUNDS 
| GARLAND, that the volume of business which we have presented as an 
| argument in support of our bill ought to be easily handled by thre 
| able and competent judges. That might be so, Mr. Chairman, if our 
| courts sat in one place only or if the means of transportation between 
| distant points and county seats was better. But when you consider 
| these vast distances and the slow and uncertain means of transporta- 
| tion you will see that prompt transaction of our business requires 
another judge. In my own Territory the civil cases are far behind, 
and, at least in one instance, I have known a man charged with crim« 
to languish in prison for twenty-two months before we could geta court 
to try him. The mere statement of this fact ought to convince the 
House of the necessity for the passage of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Territory of Montana is about six hundred miles long and three hundred 
miles wide. 
rhe western or mountainous portion, first filled with a mining and agricult 
| ural population, is divided into three judicial districts, all very large, and having 
such an amount of business before the courts as can scarcely be disposed of. 
The eastern counties of the Territory, more recently organized and now being 
more rapidly settled than any other portion, have no judicial facilities, but have 
been temporarily attached to the older districts. 
it was at one time contemplated to create a new Territory out of this portion 
of Montana and the western partof Dakota, but it was deemed more economical 
to givean additional judge to Western Dakota, which has been done, and one to 
Eastern Montana, which this bill proposes 
This would maintain order and administer justice quite as well and save the 
expense of a new Territorial government. 
| Miles City,the county seat of Custer and the nearest county town in the cast 
| ern counties, is four hundred and thirty-three miles distant from Virginia City 
the only point in the judicial district to which these counties are temporarily 
attached where a United States court can be held. 
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The fees and mileage of marshals, witnesses, and jurors over this great dis- 
tance amounts to a very large sum; so mut h so,that it is clear that to estab- 
lish a court for these eastern counties is not only a matter of necessity, but of 


economy. _ s , , 
Glendive, the county seat of Dawson county, is still fartheraway from the seat 


of the United States court. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And now, Mr. Speaker, after this statement, which 
applies to the other Territories as well as iny own, I move that the bill 
be laid aside by this Committee of the W hole to be reported favorably 
to the House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is only one objection to the bill that I have, 
and that is to the remark of the gentleman from Montana | Mr. Ma- 





GINNIS]. He said there was no disposition to get these Territories 
intothe Union. There is, I think, some disposition on this side to do 
that. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I move that the committee rise and 
report the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I move by unanimous consent that the Delegates 
of the Territories have leave to print their remarks on this bill 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
onthestate of the Union had, according to order, had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4705) in relation to courts and judicial proceedings in 
the Territories, and had directed him to report the same back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I demand the previous question on 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to make an inquiry. The provisions 
ef this bill are broad, and I should like to make an amendment that 
they shall not apply to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There is no Indian Territory except in name 

Mr. BRENTS. This bill applies only to organized Territories 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I demand the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the blil was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I now call up from the House Cal 
endar the bill (H. R. 4713) requiring the governors of certain Terri- 
torres to be residents of said Territories at least two years | 
appointment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


y wane 


Be it enacled, &c., That no person shall hereafter be appointed governor of 
any of the Territories of Arizuna, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, Utah 
Washington, or Wyoming who has not been a resident of the Territory for 
which he is appointed for at least two years next preceding the date of his ap- 
pointment. 

. 

lhe report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (1H. R. 4713 
requiring the governors of certain Territories to be residents of said Territories 
at least two years preceding appointment, respectfully recommend its passage 


The reasons for this recommendation are so obvious to any one who has con- 


sidered the subject, that a very brief suggestion of a few of them will, in the 
opinion of the committee, be sufiicient to commend the provisions of the bill to 
the favorable consideration of the House. It will be conceded that the chief 


executive officer of these Territories ought to be a person fully acquainted with 
and fully identified with the people whose welfare is so largely committed to 
his keeping. He ought not only to be acquainted with the character of the peo- 
ple and the character of the legislation best suited to their wants and nex 








y 
for their progress and the development of their material resources, but he ld 
be attached to the soil as a property-holder and by the many social ties growing 


out of permanent citizenship. Such a person would be careful of his reputa 
and would have the strongest motives to deal fairly and honestly by the pe 


_ When these Territories were first organized there was perhaps a solid excus 
for the practice which still obtains of sending men from the States to act as gov- 





ernors, but in the opinion of the committee there can be no wood reason urged 
for its continuance. It is, in fact,a vicious practice, inconsistent with the genius 
of our free institutions, and should no longer be tolerated. These high and im 
portant offices have been used quite long enough as rewards for party service 
or as places of refuge for unsuccessful or disappointed politicians. In nine cases 


out of ten men have been appointed governors of these Territories who ar t 
only total strangers to the people, but who go, carpet-bag in hand, ready to retu 
to their homes in the States as soon as their term of office expires. They a 
satisfied, therefore, with drawing their salaries with scrupulous regularity, and 
with a merely perfunctory discharge of the important duties of their offi 
They have none of the incentives which would actuate the man whose perma 
nent residence was already fixed in the Territory and whose future was bound 
up with its people. 

With the multiplication of railroads throughout these Territories populatio 
has poured into them, and each of them now numbers among its citizens s res 





men skilled in political affairs and learned in every branch of knowledge; « mi- 
nently qualified in every respect to fill these high offices. Why should uot the 


people have the smal]! privilege accorded them of having their chief executiv 
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selected from those who are most deeply interested in their social, politi nd 
material welfare? 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Th's bill isonly intended to apply, 
as its terms provide, to the organized Territories of the United States 
It requires that those who are appointed as governors of those Territories 
shall have been residents of the Territories to which they are appointed 
for two years prior to that time. There would not be any objection to 
this bill but for the Territory of Utah, and I do not think there should 
be any exception as to Utah 

Mr. HORR. Was this a unanimous report of the committee 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Yes, sir; unanimous 

Mr. HORR. A fuil committee? 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 

Mr. HORR. Who originated the bill? 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I introduced it in the House myself. 

As I was going on to say, Mr. Speaker, I do not see why even Utah 
should be excepted. Weare now, and have been for years, asall know, 
dealing with the problem of the Territory of Utah, and I think the best 
way to solve that problem is to appoint men to control affairs there who 
have been residents of that Territory and who understand the condi 
tion of affairs existing among that people. The sendi 
there as the governor of a Territory is generally a mistake, for in the 
very nature of things it must be several years before he ever 
what is required o1 


A full committee 








finds out 
anything about the true condition of the peopl 
It takes half of his term to find it out as he ought to do and as the 
obligations of his office impel him todo. For that reason.it is urgent, 
in my mind, that this officer should be aresident and familiar with th 
people. 

Utah is now upon the 
nent to our western coast 


great thoroughfare leading across the conti 


It has a large population outside of those 








































who have made themselves inimical toa large number of the people 


of this country. 
fully qualified in every respect—as capable as any man who.can be s« 
to fill the gubernatori 
stated succinctly in the report, as fully as | believe necessary, the rea 
sons why in the judgment of the committee the bill ought to pass 
They seem to me to be convincing reasons 

} 





lected from any of the States 


of carpet-bag g 
great security of the righty of the people in this country is in lo 


It has plenty of men, as I understand it, who are 


I have had, Mr. Spe ake Tr, I may be pe rmitte dtos LV, Some experience 
overnment I know what it is, and I think that the 


government, and I want to see the government of this country brought 


as near to the people as it possibly can. 
I now vield—— 
Mr. KASSON 
I desire to correct one impression he has, or appears to have, that the 
only objection to be urged against this bill rests upon the case of Utah 


To me that is comparatively a small objection, because there are ge1 
tiles as well as Mormons in Utah and intelligent peopl 
The opposition that I feel to this bill rests in the tact that revolu 


Before the gentleman from South Carolina sits down 


tionizes the long-continued policy and theory of the Government in 


dealing with the Territories 


They are regarded not as States with constitutions controlling all of 
their organic ftunctions, but they are recognized as de pendent lerrito 
ries, inthe process of attaining statehood, and as it were in trust for all 
the States of the Union to send to them their emigrants to find hom 
Consequently we have always had the advantage of selecting a governor 
from any of the States of the Union, whose signature necessary to 


validate legislative acts which are exclusively Territ 


Now this bill proposes to take away from the United States the las 





hold that they have upon the legislation which atlects the interest 
future immigrants to the Territories 
Mr. MAGINNIS Will the gentleman permit me to interruy 


u 
just there ? 

Mr. KASSON Not now 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Just in that connection 

Mr. KASSON Allow me to finish my objection and t I w he 
glad to yield to any interruption Then you find that b puts 
the entire interests of all of the United States under t! ' te: |e 
lative control of a veto held to protect alien interests entire under the 
control of the citizens of the Territory 

Mr. BRENTS But the gentleman will remembe1 t Co ess has 
the power— 

Mr. KASSON Will the gentleman be kind enough to allow me to 
complete what I was about to say? I must decline to be interrupt 
Congress does not propose to appoint the governor nor the memb ot 
the Legislature, I will say to the gentleman; and my point is that the 
whole legislative power of the Territory is proposed by this bill to be 
put into the hands of a temporary occupant of that Territury—tempo 
rary with reference to the period of time that it isapproaching statehood 


And, sir, | have another objection, if the gentleman will yield to me 


long enough to complete my statement, that it is of the Meatest 
portance that the governor should be free and Indep. naent 1 ti ( 
cise of his veto power and approval power of special local interests 
the Territory. Under our usage there are repeated acts of the legis 


lative power fixing lines of railroads for given roads; for the location 


county seats; questions fixing a capital; all such questions which ev 










































































































ITSO 





one 


f us who has lived even in the new States have encountered, where 
ibsolutely essential to the general interests that they shall have so 
important a functionary the governor free trom local influences. 
Another reason for the policy heretofore pursued, and which has pre- 
vailed up to this time in the selection of a governor from outside, is 


; 
it 1s 


as 


found in the fact that the local governor is largely under the control, 
and in the nature of things must be, of all local interest where his en- 
terprises are centered. Now, the very point made in the report and 
claimed as a strong one in behalf of the bill, that he ought to be so 
nterested in property and matters of local interest in the Territory, 
is @ point against the passage of the bill, because of the fact that so 
many men in the Territories as we are well aware are transient in their 
residence and are there only seeking temporary advantages in the selec- 


x of landed interests, the purchasing of sites near towns, 
sts. and other matters of that characte1 
[ maintain that for both these reasons it is of great impor- 


tion and wequiring 
in railroad intere 


‘ 
Vow, 





tance that one 


functionary of this Territory connected with legislation 
should represent the interests of all the States of this Union and of all 


future immigrants into any Territory 

Mr. BRENTS Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. KASSON [ yield first for a question to the gentleman from 
Montana | Mr. MAGINNIS], who first addressed me. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 

\ messag mm the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested 


\ bill (S. 51) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Rio 
Grande River between the cities of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, 
Me ) 

Lb 5. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
‘ m chools 

\ bill (S. 478) to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the Camp Doug- 
las mn iry reservation, in the Territory of Utah; and 

\ bill (S. 664) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Rio 
G Kiver between the cities of Laredo, Tex., and Nueva Laredo, 
Mie K le 

GOVERNORS Of rERRITORIES 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I yield to the gentleman from Mon- 
tana | Mr. MAGINNIS}. 

Mr. MAGINNIS Che most eloquent speech I ever heard made by 


the gentleman 


mot (4 


from Iowa | Mr. K ASSON | 


ylorado and was in deiense of the 
denunciation o! 


Inissi new 


the very system he has now risen to defend. 


Mr. KASSON. Of the system of appointing governors ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KASSON No, sil 

Mr. MAGINNIS If the gentleman will go back to the debate when 


on the floor of this House he answered Mr. Potter, of 
was objecting to the admission of Colorado, he will find in his own re- 
marks a more eloquent denunciation of this Territorial system than I 
can hope to make 

Mr. KASSON. Not in regard to the appointment of governors. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Butapart from that, for that is merely a personal 
argument, let us consider the proposition the gentleman has submitted. 
to have a control over these Territorial Legislatures. Why did he for- 
get the important fact that after these Legislatures have acted, after 
these statutes have been passed, after the governor has signed them, 
this Congress retains to itself the right to review, to annul, to revise, 
to blot out that whole Territorial legislation whether it has been signed 
by that governor or not? We, sir, are infinitely more willing to trust 
the wisdom and action of this representative body of all the people of 
America than those of any man appointed, as so many are, under po- 
litical patronage, who goes out to our Territories unidentified with our 


people, with no interest in common with us, very often a mere adven- | 


turer, and, as the gentleman from South Carolina has said, with his 


carpet-bag in his hand, ready to come away as soon as his term of office 
expires 


New York, who | under what law of Congress the President has the power to appoint 
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ance of political power between them. And under the rules of this 
House, even although a majority should be in favor of the admission 
of a new State, a minority could and would successfully resist it. So 
that there is no hope of the admission of these Territories as States and 
of the solution of their difficulties and the removal of their grievances 
in that way. 

The only thing then we can fall back upon is to perfect as well as 
we can the present Territorial system, which I undertake to say is the 
most infamous system of colonial government that was ever seen on 
the face of the globe. I go back again to the Potter debate, because I 
made thesame statement then as I doto-day. LIask whatare those Ter- 
ritories? They are the colonies of your Republic, situated three thou 
sand milesaway from Washington by land, as the thirteen colonies were 
situated three thousand miles away from London by water. And it is 
a strange thing that the fathers of our Republic when they threw off th 
yoke of Great Britain established a colonial government as much worse 
than that which they revolted against as one form of such government 
can be worse than another. I made that statement in 1876, and Mr. 
Potter asked me if the United States Government had ever annulled 
any of our laws. And the gentleman from Iowa will remember our an- 
swer, for we were then both on the same side, that not only particular 
enactments but the laws of whole sessions of our legislatures had been 
wiped away by one word 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
a moment ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I will. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I sympathize with the gentleman and it is only 
for my own information that I ask him this question, because in listen- 
ing to the reading of the report I did not hear the matter alluded to. 
That which troubles me in this regard is the constitutional question of 
imposing a limitation upon the appointing power of the President. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There is no doubt that Congress can say who 
shall be appointed as governors of these Territories. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 
in the same direction ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman tell me how the President gets 
the authority to appoint these Territorial governors at all? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. He does not get it under the Constitution, which 
answers the question of the other gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
HopkINs]. He gets it from the statutes, and the gentleman knows 
very well that these Territories are authorized by statutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The President obtains under the Constitution the 
right to make appointments. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And Congress has the power under the Constitu- 
tion to provide officers, and the President obtains from Congress the 
right to appoint those officers, and Congress has the right to modify that 
power. 


Mr. BRUMM. 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 


Will the gentleman be kind enough to show me 


governors of Territories ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Under the organic acts of the Territories. 

Mr. BRUMM. Not under the general power to appoint in the Con- 
stitution ? 


Mr. MAGINNIS. He has the right under the organic acts of the Ter- 


| ritories to make the appointments of governors, and the governors are 
He says the United States ought by the appointment of one individual | 


appointed with different powers. Congress has the right to modify that 
power, and there is no doubt about that. 
The only question before this House is in regard to these Territories, 


| great, rich, and powerful as they are, some of them with more wealth 
| and more means than the greatest of the colonies had at the time they 


| 


The same objection which the gentleman from Iowa has urged would | 


apply to the governors of all those States. And why? 
when afew huntersand trappers and pioneers merely were found in those 
Territories, there might have been some force in the gentleman’s argu- 
ment. But now, in the youngest of them men have been born and 
grown to manhood and cast their first vote in them, without ever hav- 


In the early days, | 


ing actually voted for the President of the United States in whom this | 


patronage is lodged, and without having any voice as to who shall be 
their governo! 
Territories should grow to this immense size without being admitted 
to the Union. But I know there is a growing idea against admitting 
them tothe Union of the States. 


admission of new Territories. 


the Senate, and in the present state of political parties both are equally 
careful lest the admission of some new State should influence the bal- 


es 


I do not believe in the early days it was intended these | 


threw off the yoke of Great Britain. There are Territeries to-day whose 
exports and imports exceed all the exports and imports of the Colonies 
of the United States when they established the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
tion? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I will. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman believe that this bill is free 
from any constitutional objection ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Most certainly I do. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman think that this bill imposes no 
limitation on the power of the President to appoint ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. These Territorial governments have grown up 
outside of the letter of the Constitution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not so. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And Congress has provided in the organic acts of 
these Territories how the governors shall be appointed, and Congress 
‘an modify those provisions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the Constitution pro- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


| vides the manner in which officers shall be appointed. 

These great States are jealous of the 
heir Senators are jealous of admitting | MAGINNIs] yield to me to read section 2, article 2 of the Constitution 
two Senators from one of these Territories to balance their reputation in | 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Montana [ Mr. 


of the United States ? 
Mr. MAGINNIS. No, sir; I do not yield. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Youdo not want the Constitution read. 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 
EATON ]. 

Mr. EATON. I feel with my friend from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIs]. 
I believe that the Presidentof the United States would act wisely and do | 
well in the appointment of governors to select persons who reside in the 
Territories and who have interests with the inhabitants of those Terri- 
tories. But I submit to my friend that I am troubled with this pro- 
vision of the Constitution. I read from article 2, section 2, of the Con 
stitution of the United States, that instrument which some people do 
not like to have spoken of. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am glad the gentleman is going to 
read it. 

Mr. EATON. That section declares that “‘he [the President] shall 
have power’’—to do what? 

He [the President} shall have power to * sppoint ambassadors and 
other pubiic ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other 
officers of the United States whose appointments are not herein otherwise pro- 
vided for, and which shall be established by law 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Now, if my friend will permit me— 

Mr. EATON. Wait one moment, if you please. We establish by 
law that there shall be a governor of the Territory of Montana; and by 
the Constitution the President of the United States has the undoubted 
right to nominate and appoint the governor of that Territory. Instead 
of taking my distinguished friend who is a resident of Montana, who 
has all his interests there, the President goes to Maine and takes my 
friend the distinguished Representative from Maine. He has the right 
to do that; his power in that respect can uot be limited. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There is no doubt he has the right to do it under 
the law; but there is no doubteither that the Congress of the United 
States has the right to fix the age, residence, and other qualifications 
of governors of Territories. None inthe world. Under those quali 
fications, as established by law, the President has the right to appoint 
governors of Territories. ’ 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman permit me one question? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I yield to the gentleman from Washington Ter- 
ritory [Mr. BRENTs]. 

Mr. HORR. I want to ask the gentleman if he considers that Con- 
gress has the right by law to confine the President in his selection ofa 
person to be governorof Montana to the residents of onecounty of Mon- 
tana? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I have yielded to the gentleman from Washing- 
ton Territory [Mr. BRENTs]. 

Mr. BRENTS. There is to-day, Mr. Speaker, one State in this Union 
that has less population than any one of the eight Territories which 
hav been named, with one single exception. And that State has the 
right not only to have one of its own citizens act as its governor, but 
also the right to elect that governor by the people of that State. 

Yet these Territories, andsome of them with three times, yes, with five 
times the population of that State, their people all citizens of the United 
States, as loyal to the Union as any citizen of the United States, as in 
telligent as any othercitizens of the United States, are denied the right 
to have one of their own citizens chosen as governor, unless the appoint- 
ing power may so choose in the selection of that governor. 

We all know from experience that pressure is brought to bear upon 
him to appoint some man from some of the older States who has be- 
come obnoxious to his friends, who are influential, and who, to get rid 
of him, go to the President and persuade and besiege him to appoint 
this friend of theirs to be the governor of some far-otf Territory, in o 
der to expatriate him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is it right that the people of the Territory should 
be so far ignored that they are to be denied the right to have as their 
governor one of their own citizens, a man acquainted with their wants 
and necessities, who would know how to administer the government 
there better than any man who might be chosen from abroad, who has 
no interest in their welfare, who has no concern in remaining in the 
Territory except so long as his commission may last ? 

But the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATon] and other gen 
tlemen have suggested that we can not put this limitation upon the 
appointing power of the President so as to require the selection of t 
governor of a Territory to be made from citizensof that Territory. Mi 
Speaker, was Congress obliged to pass the law giving to the President 
the power to appoint these governors? Is Congress obliged tocontinue 
that law in force? Has not Congress the power to-day to repeal that 
law and allow the people of the Territories, as they ought to be allowed, 
to elect their governors for themselves? If Congress will not go this 
far, then I say it is just and right to these Territories that a citizen ot 
the Territory, one who has an interest in the prosperity of the Terri 
tory, should be selected. 

It is said that there should be some one to represent the Government 
of the United States in the making of the Territorial laws. Why 
should not the people of the Territories be allowed to make their own 
laws? But you do not go that far under this bill. Congress still re- 
tains the power to annul every statute passed by every Territory. You 
still reserve the power to wipe out all Territorial legislation, as well as 
the Legislature that made it, at any moment you please. Yet gentle- 
men are afraid that power will be absorbed by the people of the Ter- 
ritories to the detriment of the Government of the United States. 
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Why, sir, this Government is based upon the right of men to self 
government. This right is enunciated in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and throughout the Constitution it is intended to be secured to 
the people of the United States. When the Northwest Territory was 
organized it was for the avowed purpose of giving the people of that 


| Territory the right of self-government so far as it might be compatible 


with their situation. The reason full power of self-government was 
not given to them was simply that they were not considered able to 
support a government of their own, not because they were incapable 
mentally or otherwise. Those people were regarded as equals in every 
respegt with the people of the States, except that they had not th 
adequate population and means to support the burdens of government; 
consequently the full power of seli-government was withheld by Con- 
gress until, and only until, they might be able to support a government 
for themselves. Most of the States that have been admitted into the 
Union from a Territorial condition have been admitted with fi 
population than now exists in any of the Territories of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a poor privilege which the people of the Terri 
tories ask, that they should have one of their own citizens selected as 
their governor. I hope this bill may be passed. It is one step in the 
right direction. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina 
man from Michigan {Mr. Horr] 
Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question, it seems to me 
that this bill is unconstitutional. If you have aright to restrict within 
a particular Territory the discretion of the President of the United 
States in the selection of officers under our Constitution, then you can 
still further restrict it. You can say he shall be limited to a certain 
county in each Territory. If you have the right to do that you can 
say he shall be restricted to a certain township. If you have the legal 
right to make this provision you can limit his selection to residents on 


ir less 


I yield five minutes to the gentle 


a certain street in a certain town, and finally you can bring it down 
to a certain number on a certain street, and thereby appoint the gov 
ernor yourself. 

Mr. BRENTS. Does that make it unconstitutional ? 

Mr. HORR. It does. You have just as much right to pass a law 
prescribing that every judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall be selected from the State of Ohio—a State which I know would 
be offended by any such discrimination. [Laughter.] No man would 
submit to such a violation 4f the Constitution. Think of it for a mo 
ment—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Among the appointees of the President are 
cadets to the West Point Academy. Now, bya law long existing and 
acquiesced in by everybody, those cadets are not only appointed by the 
President from particular districts, but they are appointed upon the rec 
ommendation of members of Congress. 

Mr. HORR. They are not officers of the United States at all 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. hey are appointees 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the Constitution will be found a provision that 
Congress shall have power to provide rules and regulations for the Gov 
ernment of the Army and Navy Now, it has been held that those ap 
pointments are constitutional under that provision,that they are a part 
of the machinery for the government of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR But still those appointees are officers 

Mr. HISCOCK No, sir; the question has been fully discussed, and 
it has been held that those appointments are constitutional in virtue 
only of the provision of the Constitution to which I have called attention 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, do these interruptions come out of my 
time? 

The SPEAKER. They do, because the gentleman yields 

Mr. HORR. Ido not see how I can help myself. Laughter 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Michigan can not be inter 
rupted without his consent 

Mr. HORR. I was observing when you come to carry out this do 


trine to its logical effect it is absurd on its face 


f 
means anything, it means that the President shall have the power to 
t 





select these men This isan attempt to prevent that Why do our 
friends from the Territories put on such a terrible face about this mat 
ter? We not only pay out of the Treasury of the United States the 
salaries of the governors of the Territories, but we pay also the mem- 


bers of their Legislatures 
Mr. BRENTS. Give us the privilege of electing them and we will 
pay for them very glad]; 
Mr. HORR. Wepay for yourrepresentatives in your Legislative As 
semblies as they come together 
Mr. BRENTS. Yes,and the money that is paid is put into the Treas- 
ury from ourtaxes just as well as it is from your taxes, and we pay them 
just as much as you pay them 
Mr. HORR. Thismatterof distinction between Territories and States 
sa constitutional distinction, and one which we should never lose sight 
of. These appointments by the Executive of this nation are made 
under the Constitution He has the right to select the men, and such 
an instance might occur where it would be utterly improper to appoint 
1a man who lives in the Territory 


acdly 
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Mr. NICHOLLS I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NICHOLLS The gentleman trom Michigan has created such 
great disorder we can not hear what is going on. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HORR J did not hear what the gentleman from Georgia said. 

M BELFOP ) He 3 trying to call the House to order so that 
you may be hea i a 

Mr. WOLFORD Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

M HORR Certainly 

Mr. WOLFORD. In the first place, so we may understand exactly 
what is the constitutional provision, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan whether the governor of a Territory is an officer of the 
United States or an officer of the Territor If he is an officer of the 
Territory, then there can be no question at all as to the propriety of 
this bill Let me ask the gentleman to say whether he is an officer of 
the Territory or an oflicer of the United States 

Mr. HORR He is an officer of the United States 

Mr. BRUMM. Or else the President could not appoint him. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I wish to call attention to the Constitution where 
it says that these are officers of the Territory. The Constitution pro- 
vides that Congress shall make all needful rules and regulations in re- 
gard to these Territories and not the President. 

Mr. REED Che Constitution does not mention Territories at all. 

Mr. WOLFORD. It does say precisely what. I have indicated about 
these Territories 

Mr. HORR [ had one word to say, and that was that this is an at- 
tempt to prescribe the mghts of the President in making these appoint- 
ments, and that it is afield upon which Congress ought not to enter. | 
believe, and I believe it not only because I think there are Territories 
to-day that are better to have their governors come from abroad than 
to have them appointed from them, but I believe the Government of 


the United States where there a 
over them, and that 


appo nt t 


re Territories should hold some control 
in doing that we should at least have a right to 
he officers whom we pay out of the Treasury of the people of 
the United States as the President may see fit 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 


fi 


I will now yield for five minutes to 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] 
Mr. McCOID. I do not intend to discuss the merits of the bill itself, 
but I ami surprised at the constitutional objection made by the gentle- 


man trom Connecticut | Mr. EATON |] 


There are two questions in regard 
to the appointee of a Territory; 


one is who is the appointing power, and 
that is placed in the President of the United States under the Constitu- 
tion; the next is who is qualified to be appointed, and that is fixed by 
Congress itself. Congress may fix the qualifications of the appointee. 
Why, Congress has done that many a time, and the gentleman from Ohio 
has the point exactly, for in the case of circuit judges Congress has fixed 
the limitation that they must reside within their circuits. This is the 
same question exactly. Take the case of district judges, and they are 
appointees of the President, but Congress has fixed their qualification, 
and that is that they must reside within their districts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the gentleman from Iowa quite sure the Presi- 
dent is limited to appointing them from residents of the district? The 
law is sure they must reside in their districts. I ask the gentleman if 
he is quite clear in stating the law in reference to their appointment? 
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Mr. REED. Andif that is the law, has it ever been decided to be 
eonstitutional ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot believe it is the law. 

Mr. McCOID. I put it upon this, that Congress may fix the qualifi- | 


cations of the appointees. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman this, whether residence 
is a part of the qualification ? 

Mr. McCOID. It may be made so by act of Congress. 

Mr. BELFORD. Of course it may. 

Mr. McCOID. And the constitutional power is given to us to fix the 
qualification that the governor must have resided within the Territory 
two years. 

Mr. BRUMM. We might as well make it a qualification that his 
hair should be of a particular color and that he should be of a partic- 
ular size. 

Mr. BELFORD 
red. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. BRUMM 

ality. 

\ MEMBER. But what about his being a polygamist? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe the provisions of this 
bill I can not make much of a statement in three minutes, 
and shall not try; suffice it to say that in the early settlement of these 
Territories the tendency is frequently to reckless legislation. 

I happen now to have in my mind a statement made to me by aman, 
since dead, but eminent in the country, who was governor of one of the 
principal of these Territories a few years ago, and who took occasion 


I would not object to that if they would make it 


iot 
igi 


Or it might be made a qualification as to his nation- 


to be wise 
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to say that he was greatly criticised in the Territory for the reason 
that by virtue of his veto power he kept the new Legislature, electex 
from the new residents, from absolutely mortgaging in perpetuity the 
interests of the Territory and the people to follow. 

But this, Mr. Speaker, is a pretty good argument for the necessity of 


the admission of certain of these Territories as States. I have no doubt 
that at least Dakota, and probably Washington, ought to be admitted 
having far more than population sufficient; and I apprehend that my 
friends will find that this will be received indeed as but a very poor 
apology for their failure to provide for the prompt admission of these 
Territories into the Union as States. It was not contemplated that the) 
should remain Territories for any great length of time; and although | 
believe that men can be found in Dakota, and perhaps in some ot 
other Territories as well, who are competent to act as governors, st 
you can not afford to violate the general rule with safety. The safest 
rule to follow in Utah and Arizona and all of the Territories, in my 
judgment, is that the President should have the power under the cir 
cumstances exisung at the time to appoint the governor, the apt ar 
proper man from either of the Territories or either of the States to fill 
that place. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK Mr. Speaker, I do not desire in the brief time a 
lotted to me to read the provisions of the Constitution that have been 
already cited by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON]; but it 
affords me great pleasure to join hands with him in defense of th 
Constitution, and I am grateful, in view of some recent legislation that 
we have had during this session of Congress, to find that he is now 
calling attention to its provisions as well as to laws in violation of the 
Constitution. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCo1p] has attempted to il- 
lustrate this bill by the appointment of judges of the district courts 
I say to the gentleman that I think he will search the statutes in vail 
to find what I understand he claims, that the President has ever bee: 
limited to a particular territory, to a particular district or to a State in 
making his selections to fill any office. It is true that we have the 
power doubtless to prescribe the qualifications of offices to some extent 
Chat has been always done by Congress. But I submit to the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and to any other gentleman who favors the passage of 
this bill, if residence has ever yet been construed as a question of qual 
iiication 

Gentlemen around me say that it has been. 
when, by what act, or what judicial decision. 

Mr. RANNEY. By the Constitution of the United States itself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It says that Representatives shall be residents of 
the States, and as I recall that provision of the Constitution it then goes 
on to provide that they shall possess certain other qualifications. 

Mr. BELFORD. They have to be residents. 

Mr.HISCOCK. Oh, yes; but the word ‘‘residents’’ in that sense is 
distinct from the qualifications required here, and I ask my friend from 
Massachusetts to give his opinion upon that point. 

Mr. McCOID. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to the 
language of the Constitution: 


Lile 


I would like to know 


No person shall be a Representative who shal] not have attained the age of % 
years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who shall not 
when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which be shall be chosen 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman claim that that imposes resi- 
dence as a qualification ? 

Mr. McCOID. It isa part of the provision of the Constitution; a 
part of the condition requisite. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It says in so many words that he shall be a resident 
of the State. Then, as I recall it, in prescribing the qualifications ot 


electors it says: 


That they shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature 

Making a clear distinction between the terms. 

Mr. BRENTS. I would like to read a clause 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 





I yield five minutes to the gentleman 


| from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 


| gentleman from New York and others would have more force. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if the power of the President to ap- 
point carried with it the power to create the office the argument of the 
But the 
Congress creates the office for which the President makes the appoint- 
ment, and Congress may annex to the office the qualifications of the 
officer. Whetherthey be previous examples or not, it seems tomy mind 
clear that Congress has the right to annex any qualification that in its 
wisdom it may think proper for the person who is to fifl the office. 

The power of the President to appoint is not interfered with by the 
qualification which Congress annexes to the office. That isabout all I 
desire to say. I like the idea of local self-government. I believe it is 
competent for Congress to annex this condition to the qualification for 
the office of governor, and shall therefore support the bill. 
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Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELForD ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I journeyed to the West a great many years ago, 
and I was accompanied and followed by thousands of people who went 
with me from the East. Tahese Eastern people occupi d all these Ter- 
ritories except those who have come from the South. That is the con- 
dition of affairs in the far West. 

Years ago, as a beardless lad, asan Eastern boy, I had the courage to 
seek my home under the shelter of the Rocky Mountains. Talk about 
the constitutional power of the President to select a boy or a man in 
any of these States. Goto my own State and to a mining camp, and 
my dear friend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] will find a boy dressed 
in red jeans working in a mine who has graduated at Harvard or Yale 
College. Can not the President of the United States find one of these 
enterprising persons who have crossed the plains, who have built up 
commonwealths, can not he find one there who is competent to dis- 
charge the duties of the office of governor of a Territory? ‘The trouble 
with you Eastern fellows is you are making boots and baskets, while 
we are making States and commonwealths. All our ideas are enlarged 
by our surroundings. With our broad and expansive plains, with our 
erand and magnificent mountains, with the energy and strength of the 
young men who have left the East to build up that vast country, can 
not vou trust the President of the United States to select from their 
number one at least as governor for a Territory? Are we not capable 
of self-government? When did we lose that power? I 
courage and our brains and our education in the East. Are you afraid 
to trust us now when we have crossed the whole continent and enlarged 
the trail of the pioneer into the pathway of empire ? 


I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


You gave us ou 


Gentlemen, we are for the East and for the South, tor the North and 
for the West, because our population is an agglomeration of the bright 
est brains of the whole of the sections of this Republic. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I yield five minutes to my colleague 


from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am rejoiced that several gentle- 
men on the other side of the House are contending to-day that there is 
some limitation on the discretion of Congress by virtue of certain pro- 
visions of the Constitution. But the discretion they deny to Congress 
they claim for the one-man power, which is worse still. They quote 
many passages that they regard as authority for the President to make 
the appointments of gubernatorial officers for the Territories in his dis- 
cretion despite the will of Congress. 

Now, sir, the joy I first felt that they were still willing to cite the 
Constitution, that they were still willing to respect it as not obsolete, 
was dashed and marred, I must confess, by their abdicating their own 
plainly granted powers in behalf of a despotism on the part of the 
Executive. Sincea number of extracts from this not quite yet obsolete 
instrument have been quoted, I beg leave to read ashort passage myself 

The Congress shall have power * * to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all 
other powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer thereof. (Article 1, section 8, clause 18 

That, sir, is the most comprehensive provision of the Constitution; 
in fact, it is the mainspring of the whole machinery of our Govern- 
ment, with the people towind it up. I would like to know what there 
is to prevent Congress from passing a law to regulate every branch of 
the civil service or to provide a government for the Territories by an- 
nexing any qualification or condition it pleases of age, residence, or 
otherwise that it thinks fit, which the President must respect in making 
an appointment. The only limitation on the discretion of Congress in 
that respect is that which the Constitution itself provides in the way of 
age and residence and citizenship for the President and Vice-President 
and for members of the Senate and House and for Presidential electors. 

Congress can not pass any act to add to or detract from the prescribed 
qualifications for these elective officers. But it can attach any qualifi- 
cation it pleases to any other officer or agent of this Government, and 
the Executive is bound to respect it. I wish I had time to pay my re- 
spects to the carpet-bag officials who have been intriguing, blundering, 
and domineering in the Territories as they used to do in the South, but 
I am sorry I have not the opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins] 
has five minutes of his time remaining. 

_Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I think the bill has been sufficiently 
discussed; but my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] desires a 
few minutes. I yield him three minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I had concluded the time I had 
asked for was not to be allotted me, and what I had to say has passed 
from my mind somewhat. [Laughter.] But when the gentleman 

from South Carolina and the report itself refer to the citizens of this 
Republic who go and locate in the Territories as carpet-baggers, I think, 
sir, I ought at least to protest, though this is not in the line of what I 
wish to say on this bill. When I traveled across the Territories of this 
Republic last summer I looked upon them as a part of my inheritance, 
as a part of my country, into which I had a right to go and be called 
a citizen and not a carpet-bagger. I count it an insult upon citizen- 
ship, a slander upon my countrymen, to call them carpet-baggers any- 
where between the oceans. To whom do the Territories belong? Is the 
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first there always to charge the se 
ing a carpet-bagger? 
Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania 


in one sense, but not 


cond and succeeding comer with be 


Columbus was the first carpet-bagger we ever had 


We are 


in an offensive sense 


all ecarpet-baggers of course 


ventleman 


lf an honorable 


from New York or elsewhere is appointed governor of one of the Terri 
tories, is he a carpet-bagger in the sense that he isout of place lp 

test against it. Ido not believe anv man clothed in his right mind will 
charge a thing of that kind. If my friend from South Carolina should 


be appointed as governor in one of th Territories, and I have not the 


least doubt in the world but that he would make an excellent one and 
[ shall expect he will be appointed if the Democrats get into power, 1 
should be ashamed of myself if I were to taunt him with bein pet 
bagger because he comes from South Carelina 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania allude to 
me? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sit 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope then the gentleman will allow me to inter 
rupt him long enough to define what I mean by carpet-bag 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; if it does not take my las 
hal{-minute 

Ir. TILLMAN. Ifthe gentleman trom Pennsylvania will permit m« 
what the South means by a carpet-bagger, what I mean by a carpet 
bagger, is a stranger who leaves his country for his country’s good and 
goes among a people with whom he has no sympathy, and of whos 
aifairs he knows nothing, to get office and nothing but office, and wh 
prostitutes that office for personal or private gain—who, when he ean 
no longer steal from and rob and oppress the people according to the 
forms of law, gathers up his carpet-sack and leaves as he came, in a 
hurry. Any one who goes into the Territories or into the Southern 


States to share the fortune of the people for weal or woe is not looked 
Wi ire pre pare d to welcome any 
comes to South Carolina or anywhere else in the South to be 

and parcel of us; but we feel it both aduty and a pleasure to abhor and 
denounce the ravenous bird of passage that comes armed with authority 
to prey upon the community. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman pleases, I notice 
when he refers to carpet-baggers he does so with much feeling. If 
are carpet-baggers who havg gone South and are going into the Terri 
tories and all carpet-baggers are robbers, the prospects aré flatter 
ing. Some gentleman on the other side of the House said the othe: 
day, ‘* The people of the North are welcome to come South if they will 
only behave themselves!’’ I would hardly count it a cordial invita- 
tion to invite the gentleman from South Carolina to come and live in 
my State ‘‘if he would only behave himself.’’ 
that an American citizen is to behave himself. 

I always assume that every American citizen will dothis. The gen 
tleman would imply that the rule is the other way, that a man mast 
prove his purpose to ** behave,’’ or he becomesa carpet-bagger, and being 
a carpet-bagger he is a robber! The Committee on Territories say in 
their report carpet-baggers are appointed as governors, and the inference 
is that robbers are appointed. The gentlemen make out too strong a 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 1 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins] has one minute of his t 
remaining. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask one question in 
reference to the Constitution— 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I do not think there is any consta 
tutional question involved here; I do not think we have any trouble on 
that point. When the gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr 
Brown, of Pennsylvania] spoke of the offensive language which haal 
been used I supposed he referred to the report of the committee. Be 
fore drafting that report I made some inquiries of gentlemen here who 
represent the Territories as to whether persons appointed governors of 
those Territories had gone there with the intention of becoming citi 
zens of the Territories or went there merely to act as governors and 
after their terms had expired returned to the States, and in every in- 
stance I was informed that they returned after their terms had expired. 
[Here the hammer fell.] I now call the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill 

Mr. BRUMM. [rise to a question of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BRUMM. That is, if 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not; it is a question for each member of the 
House to determine for himself when he comes to vote. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent to be heard for one minute 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BruM™ ] 
asks unanimous consent to speak for one minute Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire—— 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I rise to a point of orde1 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HARDEMAN. It is whether after the previous question has 
been called a gentleman can speak upon the bill? 


upon as a carpet-bagger. nan who 


me part 


not 


It goes without saying 


‘he gen 


Imé 


a question of constitutionality be a ques 
































































»SPEAKER. Of course not; except by unanimous consent 
fr. HARDEMAN. Then I object 
WHITE, of Kentucky 


The SPEAKER 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 
rhe gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As the time occupied in the debate of 
this bill 

Mr. HARDEMAN I call for the regular order 

The SPEAKER This is the regular order; the gentleman is pro- 
pounding a parliamentary inguiry 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky As the ti for debate upon this bill 
has been controlled by the friends of the bill, I desire to inquire if the 


emand for the previous question shall be voted down whether it would 


then be in order to fix some limit for debate, so that there may be more 
time for debate 

The SPEAKER This bill is being considered in the House, not in 
Committee of the Whole; and there is no such thing as limiting debate 


upon it except by the ipplication of the previous question or by unan- 
mous consent 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky Chen if the previous question is voted 
down we can continue the debat« 

The SPEAKER he debate will go on, of course, if the demand for 
the previous question is voted down 

he previous question was ordered 

Che estion was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third 

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

‘J SPEAKER The gentleman will state it 

Mr. STRUBLI Some time ago the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. EZRA 


B. TAYLOR] moved an amendment to the bill 
that amendment ? 
The SPEAKER. 


vyentiem 


What has become of 


rhe gentleman did not umendment; the 
in inquired of the Chair whether the bill was open to amend- 


move an 


ment. ‘The Chair stated that it was, but that the gentleman from South 
Carolina | Mr. Evins] then had the floor and could not be taken off 
without his consent 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is it in order now to move an amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It isnot. The previousquestion has been ordered 


upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill 
The question was 
noes 24 


mo 


taken; and upon a division there were 93 


“yes vo, 
further 
engrossed 1or 


time 


no count being called for) the bill was ordered to be 


a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third 


The question was upon the passage of the bill 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would it be in order at this stage of 


the proceedings to move to commit this bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER It would 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. As I deem this question should have 
the judgment of the Committee on the Judiciary upon it, I move that 
this bill be committed to that committee. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I hope that will not be done. 

rhe question was taken upon the motion to commit; and upon a di- 
vision there were—ayes 46, noes 87. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was not agreed to. | 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
the passage of the bill 

Mr. HART 
bill to the 


I now call the previous question on | 


Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to move to recommit this 
Committee on Territories with instructions ? 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. We have just passed upon that 
question 
The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit has not yet been been 


made after the demand for the previous question. The motion made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] was before the previous | 
question was demanded, and therefore was not covered by the new rule 
of the House or by ordinary parliamentary law. 

Mr. HART. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Territories with instructions to so amend it as to exclude the Terri- 
tory of Utah from its operation. 

Mr. EVINS of South Carolina. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being 45 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is now nearly 5 o’clock. Should the House 
now adjourn, would not this bill come up as unfinished business to- 
morrow ¢ 

The SPEAKER. It would not. It would be unfinished business 
when the House shall again pass to the consideration of this order of 
business 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the previous question has been moved. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been ordered 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, many members here are not aware what 
the proposed instructions to the committee are. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. HART] moves to 
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recommit the bill to the Committee on the Territories with instructions 
to report it back to the House with a provision excluding the Territory 





of Utah from its operation. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. 


voting 122; as follows: 


Adams, G. EF 
Anderson 
Atkinson, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, F.B 
Browne, T. M 
Brown, W.W 
Brumm, 
Cannon 
Chace, 
Cullen, 
Cutcheon 
Davis, R. T 
Dingley, 
Ellwood, 
Evans, I. N 
Everhart, 
Funston, 
Goff. 


Adams, J.J 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale 
Beach, 
Belford 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount 
Breitung, 
Buchanan, 
Budd, 
Cabell, 
Carleton 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 

Clay, 

Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 

Davis, L. H 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 

Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 


Aiken, 


| Arnot, 


Barbour, 
Barr, 
jayne, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 


| Bowen, 


Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
trewer, J.H 


| Broadhead, 


Buekner, 
Burleigh, 


| Burnes, 


Caldwell, 
Calkins, 
‘ampbell, Felix 
‘tam pbell, J. M. 
‘andler, 
‘lements, 
ollins, 
sonnolly, 
jonverse, 

‘ook, 
sovington, 

ox, SS 

tox, W. R. 
‘ulbertson,W. W. 
Curtin, 


i fi i im fm fm fim fi fm fim fe 


YEAS—73. 


Guenther, Keifer, 
Hanback, Lacey, 
Hancock, Lawrence, 
Hart, Libbey, 


Hatch, H. H 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B 


McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 


Henderson, T. J Millard 
Hepburn, Morrill, 
Hiscock, Nelson, 
Hitt, O' Neill, Charles 
Holmes, Parker, 
Hooper, Payne, 
Horr, Payson, 
Howey, Peelle,S. J 
James, Perkins, 
Jeffords, Peters, 
Jones, B. W. Poland, 
Kasson, Price, 
NAYS—127 


Eaton 
Eldredge, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Forney, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 


McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
McMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F 
Milis, 
Mitchell, 
Morrison, 


Greenleaf, Morse, 
Halsell, Murphy, 
Hammond, Murray, 
Hardeman, Neece, 
Hatch, W. H Oates, 
Hemphill, Patton, 


Henley, 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hewitt,G. W 
Holman, 


Pierce, 
Peel, 8S. W 
Pryor, 
Rankin, 


Hopkins, Reagan, 
Houseman, Reese, 
Hurd, Robertson, 


Jones, J.H Robinson, W. E 
Jones, J. K Rogers, J. H 
Jones, J.T Rogers, W.F 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Spriggs, 


NOT VOTING—122 


Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 


Davidson, Ketcham, 
Davis, G. R. King, 
Dorsheimer, Laird, 
Dowd, Lamb, 
Duncan, Long, 
Dunham, Lore, 
Elliott, Lowry, 
Ellis, Miller,S. H. 
Findlay, Miljiken, 
Finerty, Money, 
Follett, Morey, 
Foran, Morgan, 
Fyan, Moulton, 
Garrison, Muldrow, 
Geddes, Muller, 
George, Mutchler, 
Graves, Nicholls, 
Green, Nutting, 


Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Herbert, 


Ochiltree, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J.J 


Hill, Paige, 
Hoblitzell, Pettibone, 
Holton, Phelps, 

Houk, Post, 

Hunt, Potter, 
Hutchins, Pusey, 
Johnson, Randall, 
Kean, Ranney, 
Kelley, Rice, 

Kellegg, Robinson, J. S. 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. PAIGE, on this question. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. NICHOLLS, for to-day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


There are just as guvod gentiles, just as bitter anti- 
Mormons, in the Territory of Utah as there are outside of it, and men 
just as fit to be governor. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 73, nays 127, not 


I rise to a privileged question. 
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Ray, G. W 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 
Riggs, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Skinner, C.R 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, 
Strait 
Struble, 
Taylor, J.D 
Wakefield, 
White, J.D 


Whiting 









Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Tavlor, J. M 
rhompson 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tully, 
furner, H. G 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
V ance, 

Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Weliborn, 
Wemple, 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W.L. 
Wise, G.D 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple, 

York. 


Russell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Shelley, 
Slocum, 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W 
Storm, 
Sumner, C.A 
Sumner, D.H 
faylor, LE. B 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tueker, 
Wadsworth, 


Wait, 
Warner, A.J 
Washburn, 
Weller, 


Wilson, James 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S. 

Wor <diward, 
Worthington, 
Young 


The 


gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins], the honorable chairman 
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of the Committee on Territories, has stated that this bill had the unan- 
imous support of that committee. In that statement he inadvertently 
made this mistake: the bill was adopted by the committee on the 22d 
of February—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think this is a privileged ques- 
tion; but if there be no objection the gentleman can make his state- 
ment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I was not present at that meeting, being 
absent onaccount of duties upon another committee. If I had been 
present I could not have supported this bill; and I can not support it 
now with the name of the Territory of Utah included in it. 

| should have made this statement earlier had I not, with other mem- 
bers on this side, supposed, until the previous question was ordered, 
that theamendment of my colleague from Ohio striking out Utah was 

vending. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. What I meant to say was that there 
was no opposition to the bill in the committee when it was agreed to 
report it to the House. 

{ now call the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

he previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the title of the 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now. 

Che bill was passed. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the title 
of the bill. I ask that the amendment be read by the Clerk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the title the words “‘ by restricting the appointing powerof the Presi- 
dent,” so that the title will read *‘A bill requiring the governors of certain Ter- 
ritories to be residents of said Territories at least two years preceding appoint- 
ment, by restricting the appointing power of the President 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. 
is open to debate. 
this. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Constitution provides in the para- 
graph which has been referred to by the gentleman from Connecticut 
{Mr. EATON] that the President— 

Shall appoint embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 


Supreme Court and all other officers of the United States whose appointments 
are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law 


Now I wish to be heard in support of 


I object to the amendment 
To what does the gentleman object?) The question 
The previous question has not been ordered on 


Mr. Speaker, the President of the United States must be a natural- 
born citizen. ** The Congress may determine the time of choosing elect- 
ors and the day on which they shall give their votes for President;”’ 
but the Constitution does not give Congress the power to say where 
those electors shall live. It simply provides for the counting of the 
ballots, and declares that the person having the majority of the whole 
number of the electoral votes for President shall be the President. 
Again, the language of the Constitution is very explicit that ‘‘no per- 
son except a natural-born citizen, or a citizen of the United States at 
the time of the adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the 
office of President.’’ [Cries of ‘t Vote !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It further provides, that ‘‘ neither shall 
any person be eligible to that office who shall not have attained to the 
age of 35 years and been fourteen years aresident of the United States.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that under the Constitution of the United States the people of the 
United States can elect none but a natural-born citizen or a man who 
has been for fourteen years a resident of the United States at the time 
of the adoption of the Constitution. At this time a native-born citizen 
and no one else can be elected President of the United States; neither 
can any one be elected Vice-President of the United States, who is to 
take the place of President in case of removal, death, resignation, or 
inability, except a native-born citizen of the United States. 

Now, under the Constitution of the United States the President is 


empowered to ‘‘ nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 


the Senate, shall appoint’’ all Federal officers, from the embassadors 
down, whether in the Departments here or in the Federal offices any- 
where else in the country. It provides that he ‘‘ shall nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, he shall appoint ”’ 
where from? Fromthe District of Columbia? If you will look through 
these Departments in Washington you will find that not only the Pres- 
ident but the heads of the Departments and chiefs of bureaus have 
used and abused the appointing power until the District of Columbia, 
which has been very greedy, is fully represented in them, while the 
States south and west are not represented according to population. 
This bill goes upon the theory that there shall be no taxation with 
out representation in the Territories. 


been for twenty years applied to my State and to other States, whil 
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ou In theory that is good; but the 
injustice practiced upon the good citizens of the Territories is and has 


= 
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the District of Columbia and a few States like Ohio and Indiana ha‘ 
enjoyed special advantages and favors from the appointing powers 

Mr. CLAY. If my colleague will yield to me I will move that the 
House adjourn. 7 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will if my colleague will put down 
his hat and wait until I get through. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will call for the previous question if the 
man will yield to me. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for order 

Mr. CLAY. If my colleague will yield to me I will 
previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My colleague is a young member of th 
House and does not know that is contrary to the rules where a met 
Is occupy ing the floor. 

Mr. CLAY I thought the gentleman yielded to m« 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair did not understand that he vield 
for that purpose 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
York to make his motion 

Mr. PARKER. It being evident that the gentleman has sta 
for anelaborate argument, he has yielded to me, and 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I yield for that purpose and n 

Mr. PARKER. It is perfectly apparent the gent 
occupy an hour, and we might as well adjourn 


rentie- 


I will yield to my friend from > 





l move 


I 
iW 


1 
ieman DP 


Ir. HOLMAN. Oh, no! 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to his vielding for that purpose 
Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman can not object to it 

Mr. SPRINGER Would he still be entitled to the floor I 


] 


consideration of this question is resumed ? 


Mr. PARKER’S motion was disagreed to, and the House refused toa 
journ 
Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will yield to me I will mo 


previous question, 
Mr. WHITE, of 
Mr. PARKER 
The SPEAKER 


the gentleman rose in time and demanded a division 


Kent ky I do not y ield for that purpose 
I eall for a division 

The Chair has announced the result. Of cours 
the Chair would 
recognize him 

The gentleman from Keptucky is entitled to the floor 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I was about to remark 
dent not only has the power under the Constitution of the 1 
with the and the Senate, to make 
ments, but he has exercised it from the very foundation of the Go 
mentdown tothishour. You maysay that that power has been abused 
I believe it. You may say that he enters into corrupt bargains, if you 
please, with men in the other end of the Capitol to secure the advice 
the Senate. I will not contest it You? ' 
the President of the United States abused his power in many and variou 
ways. Iam not here todefend him. You may argue that the Presi 
dent appoints his Cabinet. I will reply it is under that clause of the 
Constitution, ‘*by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
the President appoints and those appointments are contirmed by the 
Senate. It is done by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
[ Loud cries of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’ ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to 
floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Gentlemen seem unable to contro] tix 
impatience upon this question. Iam arguing a constitutional question 
in good faith, and as a Representative here upon this floor I have the 
right to be heard. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’’] If gentlemen calling for a vote 
have not decency enough to permit me to proceed, then let them go 
home or retire to the cloak-rooms. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed with 
out interruption 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BUDD. The parliamentary inquiry that I desire to make is 
whether a member making a motion to amend the title of a bill can 
enter into a discussion of the merits of the whole proposition? I make 
the point of order that the gentleman is not confining himself to the 
motion he has made to amend the title. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by the rules 
each member is confined to the question under debate 

Mr. BUDD I make the point of order that he 


} 
the question under debate 


that the Pre 
nited State 


advice consent of these appo 


and consent of lav sav that 


+} 
he 


of the House 


is not confining him 


self to 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky The gentleman from California 
young member. Laughte1 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman from Kentucky must confine himself 
to the question before the House, which is a proposition to amend th 


title of the bill 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The young man from California does 
not understand the rules. {| Laughter. | 

Mr. BUDD. What did the gentleman from Kentucky sa 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I said that 
member and does not understand the rules. 


the gentleman is a young 
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Then I want the gentleman from Kentucky to under- 


stand that though I am a young member I understand the rules as 
weil a e adoes 

M VHITE, of Kentucky. Under the clause of the Constitution 
wh il have (juole d the Sec retary ol the Treasury has been appointed 
in I Under the law on the statute-books that Secre tary of 
the T1 l nstructed as every other Cabinet officer should be com- 
pelled to do, to distribute his appointments among the people of Terri- 
tories and the States according to population. ‘ 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the question of order 


SPEAKER Che Chair thinks the gentleman is not confining 


himself to the question beiore the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I shall proceed to discuss the amend- 
ment | will have the Clerk read it to the House, so the House may 
understand the point which I am making on the amendment which | 
have offered to the title 

Mr. BEACH. I object 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then let it be read as a part of my own 
remarks Great laughter. | 

The SPEAKER Che amendment will be again read in the time of 
the gentleman from Kentucky 

Che proposed amendment was again read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the 
atts nD my aged friend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON], who has 
been sidering the question of Presidential succession and will soon 
appeal to his side of the House for support on a measure to bridge us 
over perhaps another great emergency, to this fact, that the importance 
of the Presidential office can not be overestimated. 

Mr. BUDD. I want to know whether or not under the rules of the 
House the Speaker may not exercise the power to keep this member, 


who does not seem to know the rules, within bounds? 


SAKER. 1 


The SPI he gentleman from Kentucky will proceed in 
ordet 

Mr. BUDD. Unless he confines himself to the question under dis- 
cussion I ask that he be made to take his seat 

The SPEAKER The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion under debate 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky [ will endeavor to confine myself to 
the amendment in all seriousness 

Chis bill is a bill to restrict the appointing power of the President. 
My amendment 

Mr. BUDD rose 


The SPEAKER Che Chair will state that the gentleman from Ken- 
tuck nas a perfect I ght under the rules of the House to show that | 
such the character of the bill, and therefore that the title ought to be 


amended accordingly So ] 


that point the gentleman is entitled to proceed without interruption. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I thank the Chair for explaining tothe 
young man from California what he does not seem to know. [ Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. BUDD. When I ask thanks from any man I should prefer it to 


be from one who respects the rules himself. If I ama young member I 


understand my place better than the gentleman from Kentucky does his. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
man 


Che bill we are about to pass with this title is a bill to restrict the 


appointing power of the most important office to which any American | 


citizen can be elected under the laws and Constitution of the United 
States 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
anywhere 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
guished friend from New York. 

Now, sir, we propose to restrict the appointing power of the greatest 
officer in our nation 


Or to which any onecan be elected 


[ accept the amendment of my distin- 


of the United States shall select a man from Utah to be governor of 


Utah; that the President shall select a man from Arizona to be gov- | 


ernor of Arizona; that the Presidentshall select a resident of Montana, 
of Idaho, of Washington Territory, of Wyoming, of Dakota, or of any 
of the Territories; that he shall select residents, and no other persons, 
from those Territories to fill the offices of governors of those Territories. 

Mr. BRENTS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Certainly, for a question in good faith. 

Mr. BRENTS. I ask the gentleman if he considers the ordinance of 
1787 repugnant to the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not consider that higher than the Constitution 
of the United States. 


Mr. BRENTS 





Let me read to the gentleman 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not yield for that. If the gentleman desires he 
can print from his book. 

Mr. BRENTS. Doesthegentleman not know that under the ordnance 
of 1787 for the government of the territory of the United States north 
of the Ohio River the great magna chartea of territorial government 
for this country passed while the convention which framed the consti- 
tution was in session, and continued in force long afterward, required 
the governors of those territories, or districts, as they were called, to 
be residents and owners of 1,000 acres of real estate therein ? 


long as the gentleman confines himself to | 


That is merely the opinion of the young | 


By this bill we propose to say that the President | 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think so. 
the object of this bill is not a good one. My heart and soul are with 
my friend from Washington Territory. The people of Washington 
Territory may have been outrageously wronged in some of the officers 
they have had, and if it were not for the rules of this House, whic] 
contine me strictly to the discussion of the pending question, I would 
point to the fact that a man has been appointed from my own State t 
be governor of Utah who is not fit for that office. But I can not say 
that now, because it is contrary to the rules of the House to digres 
from the amendment under consideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, are we greater than our fathers? Are we great: 
than the founders of this Republic? Do we propose to say that th: 
present Executive of the United States shall be shorn of certain powe1 
given to the Chief Executive of the people of this nation under t) 
Constitution simply because we do not like him and do not like som: 
of his appointees; simply because a Senator in the other wing of th 
Capitol may advise the President to nominate a man 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please confine himself to a 
discussion of the amendment. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. The language of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
been taken down. The Chair has ruled three times that he must con- 
fine himself to the subject-matter before the House. If the Chair will 
cause the gentleman’s argument to be read, the Chair will see that, in 
direct violation and contempt of the rulings of the Chair, this gentle- 
man from Kentucky has kept on violating the rule. I want to know 
whether the orders of the Speaker can be enforced or whether a ma: 
can violate the rulings of the Chair with impunity ? 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman has no right to violate a ruling of th: 
Chair. If he isnotsatisfied with the ruling he can appeal to the Hous 

Mr. BUDD. I wish to know what remedy we have against thes: 
violations of the rulings of the Chair? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will state to the gentleman that it is \ 
| difficult of course for the Chair to determine exactly when a gentleman 
on the floor departs from the discussion of the question under debat: 
But the Chair does not think the gentleman from Kentucky has con 
fined himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I accept the ruling of the Chair with all 
respect and in all meekness, because I respect the superior knowledge of 
the Chair. But with all deference to the Speaker | am compelled to 
make these remarks. I have a very high regard for the Constitutior 
of our fathers. 

Mr. BUDD. [insist upon the gentleman from Kentucky not pro 
ceeding unless he confines himself to the question before the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to confine the gentlem:a: 
to the question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If this bill passes it ought to be amended 
as I have suggested, because as it now is it says to the President of th« 
| United States, ‘‘ You must select a governor for each of the Territories 
from among the citizens residing in the Territory.’’ Now, if we can 
do that, we can also say that a man shall not be appointed who shall 
| not have been a resident there for six months or six days. Under that 
rule the President might give the wink to a man in New York, whom 
he desired to appoint as governor, say of Utah, to go to Utah, buy a 
piece of land and live there for six months or six days, and then nomi- 
nate him, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
| point him, and thus conform to your law. I will say to my friends 
| from the Territories that I have no more respect than they have for the 
mode of making Territorial appointments. 

But this bill does not ssele the way to remedy the evil. The way 
to do so is to wait—wait until after the next Novémber election. No 
State, except perhaps Ohio, Massachusetts, Maine, and Connecticut, has 
| its quota of appointmentsin the Treasury Department. Under the act 
of Congress March 3, 1875, it is provided that on and after January 
1, 1876, the appointments of this Department (Treasury) shall be so 
arranged as to be equally distributed between the several States of the 
| United States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, according to 
population. 

What is your remedy? There isthe law on your statute-book; there 
| is a Republican officer administering that law, and yet theclerks are not 
appointed according to law. Who is to blame, and what is the rem- 
edy? The remedy isatthe next election. Under the law giving more 
clerks to the Pension Office each State was entitled to receive appoint- 
ments pro rata according to population; yet Indiana gets many more 
appointments, with better salaries, than any other State. In the Pen- 
sion Office alone Indiana gets ninety-four appointees, with $129,940 
salary; Kentucky gets twenty-two, with $25,340 salary. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] will 
confine himself to the question before the House. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky (continuing). I ask you to wait until 
| after the Presidential election. That is the way to remedy this evil. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the ques- 
| tion before the House or take his seat and let the House decide the 
question. It is a very simple question, whether or not the title ot 
the bill should be amended as indicated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 


I am not contending that 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With all deference to the Chair I de- 
sire to confine myself to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please do so, then. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, after having had my attention 
called so often to the fact that I am departing from the amendment, | 
desire to try and please all members who think Tam not confining my- 
self to the question before the House by conforming to the good advice 
of the Chair to confine myself strictly to the amendment. 

What is that amendment? It is to add to the title of the bill the 
words ‘‘by restricting the appointing power of the President.’’ Now, 
the appointing power of the President is a constitutional power, a power 
which is not restricted except by the modifying clause of the Consti- 
tution which I have read. 

Mr. BRENTS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 

\ir. WHITE, of Kentucky. No; not now. 

Mr. BRENTS. Iam afraid the gentleman will close his remarks 
prematurely. wie se 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This is the modifying 
Constitution: that the President— 

Shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
ippolnt— 

Shall appoint whom ?— 
shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 


Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose appointments 
ire not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law 


a question ? 


clause of the 


Now, that is the Constitution of our country, which we have sworn 
to support. Ifit has been found that the President has done wrong, 
has abused the appointing power, this bill, which is intended to rectify 
that wrong, can not do so. That can only be done by a constitutional 
amendment restricting the appointing power of the President. At the 
next election you can, under the Constitution, remove the evil by elect- 
ing aman as President who will not abuse the high trust reposed 
him by 55,000,000 of people. I now yield the floor. 

Mr. EVENS, of South Carolina. I call the previous question. 

Mr WHITE, of Kentucky. Ireserve the remainder of my time, in 
case any other gentleman desires to speak against the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Will it be in order now to move the previous ques- 
tion on the title of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. That has been done by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr, Evins]. 

Che previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment to the title offered by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. 


in 


was 


The title of the bill will stand as reported. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference. I think there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Unlessthe same privilege can be granted 
to all I must object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
an hour for nothing, I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It was on constitutional questions, of 
which the gentleman is totally ignorant. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Before submitting that question, if there is no ob- 
jection the Chair will lay before the House sundry executive commu- 
nications. 

There was no objection. 

BARRACKS ON DAVID’S ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER accordingly laid before the House a letter from the | 


Secretary of War, transmitting plans and estimates for barracks and 
officers’ quarters at David’s Island, New York Harbor, and asking an 
appropriation of $129,466.20 therefor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
STATE, WAR, AND NAVY DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the superintendent of the 


State, War, and Navy Department building, asking an appropriation of 


$4,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for fuel, light, re- 
pairs, and miscellaneous items for the State, War, and Navy Depart- 
ment building for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

And then the motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Dahlgren Post, No. 2, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Massachusetts, that a copy of the Con- 
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After occupying the time of the House for a half | 


GRESSIONAL RECORD be sent, 
of the Republi 
Printing. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Paper relative to pensions for ex 


post free 


which may apply therefor—to the Committe 


t SIONS Lor ¢ prise Ss 
war—to the Select Committee on Paym«e a ot Pensions 0 \ d 
Back Pay 

By Mr. HARMER : Petition of officers of the United States A 0D 
favor of the passage of H. R. 2613—to the Committee on M 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Robert Jackson Post, No. 192, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Corydon, Iowa, asking for a pensior 
Hassell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, petition that all surviving soldiers, sailors, &c., of the] 
may be granted a pension of $8 per month—to the same committe 


By Mr. A 
marine asking an appropriation for relaying 
telegraphic cable from Block Island to the mainland—to the Cor 
tee on Appropriations 

By Mr. ELLWOOD: Petition of L. B. Morse and 125 others, cit 
of Libertyville, Lake County, Illinois, relative to the amendment to 
revenue laws regulating sales as to quantity of liquors, & to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Tradesman’s National 
Bank, Conshohocken, Pa., relative to the national banking s\ 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 

Also, memorial of Plymouth National Bank, in relation to1 
bank cireculation—to the same committee 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Thomas H. Bartram and 39 others, citi 
zens of Assyria, Mich., for a branch of the National Home for 
Volunteer Soldiers in the State of Michigan 


S. HEWITT 


Insurance 


Petition of the Board of Underwriters 


companies, 


Disabled 
tothe Committee om Mili 


tary Affairs 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of 951 manufacturers and others, of 
Lynn, Mass., for the erection of a post-ottice building at Lynn, Ma 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, relative to the revenue 
service—to the Committee on Appropriations 

\lso, resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange 
the purchase of copies of Hanter’s Port ¢ harges of the World 
use of American consuls to the same committe 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of th Vessel-Owners and ¢ pt I 
Association of Philadelphia, relative to the revenue-marine s¢ ‘ 


to the Committee on Commerce 


By Mr. RAYMOND: Petitions in favor of the passage of H. R. 3856, 
for the relief of homesteed settlers—to the Committee on the 
Lands 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of John Miller, relative to H. | 
6473—to the Committee on Patents 


By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of McPherson Post, No. 17, and ot 
Stephen Miller Post, No. 22, Grand Army of the Republic, De] 
of Minnesota, indorsing the action of the late committee of the > 





tional Encampment rel 
tee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Milton S 
Shirk—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WELLER: Resolutions of J. V. Carpenter Post, No. 104, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, relative to pension 
for soldiers, &c. to the 


itive to bounties &¢«.—severally to the Commit 


Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions 


| Bounty, and Back Pay. 


By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of the Gert 
Evangelical Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on We 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 4705) in relation to courts and judicial proceedings 
in the Territories was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WILSON. I present resolutions of the Davenport Academy of 
Sciences, of Davenport, lowa, in opposition to any changes in the pat 
ent laws of the United States tending to injuriously affect the rights 
and interests of inventors or tending to discourage inventions. These 
resolutions are addressed to the Senators from the State of Iowa, but 
are evidently intended for consideration by the Senate. I therefore 
present them, and move that they be referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. HILL presented a resolution of the Denver 
Commerce, 1n the 
Tex 


Colo.) Chamber of 
improvement of the harbor at Galveston, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 


tavor ol 
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I present a petition, signed by 50 or more citizens 
Congress to build, equip, own, and operate a double- 
e steel railway from the city of New York to San 

also to provide for the expenses of such railway 


ed States paper money to the full amount thereof, 
1at not one dollar more of the people’s money shall be 
banks or squandered upon canals, &e I move that 


eferred to the 


Committee on Commerce 


tion of the A. B. Baker Post, No. 
Iowa, praying for the 


and move that it be 


present the peti 
the of Clintor 
home in the State of 
i to the Committee on Military Affair 
HARI { the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I would 
izgest that the petition should lie upon the table, as the committee 


he public ; 
lowa, 


gLSON 


bill upon that subject 
let it lie on the table 
Che petition will be laid upon the 


bich ‘ ‘ i at )? ‘ ' 
V¢ 
[DENI tempore 
tion 
sented a joint re solution of the General Asse mbly of 
ul, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
Joint resolution No. 9.) 


ir urd to grants of public land to railroads 


: issembly of the State of Iowa 


woof t ipid absorption of the pul 


; 


lic lands of the United 
ly request our Senators and Repre- 
their influence so that where grants of public land 

ide directly to any corporation to aid in building railroads, and the 
rants have not been substant y complied with, steps may be im- 
n to have the unearned port ands revert to the United 
may tx 


tie nt, we do hereby earnes 


1 Congress to use 


tak ion of such 
the same 


hat the 


thrown open to settlement 
lary 


s I secre of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to transmit 


the foregoing resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 


\p d March 2 


7, 1884 


STATE OF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE 


ertify the foregoing to be truly copied from the original on file in 


land the 


great seal of the State 


so ae 


ess y han 


HULL, See 


retary of State. 


Mr. MILLER, ofCalifornia. I present the petition of Charles Murphy, 
Cal. , praying compensation for extra work done, property lost, 

lages sustained under a contract dated July 18, 1873, 

g a pit fora dry-dock at Mare Island, California. 

pr ma be printed 


ior exca- 


as a miscellaneous document, it being a matter of 
uportance, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ion Was agreed to 
MILLER, of California, presented a petition of the Napa Grape- 
Association, of Napa City, Cal., praying that the tariff on im- 
ported wines, brandies, and raisins be increased; which was referred to 
he Committee on Finance. 


ihe mot 


(;,rowers 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Chico, Cal., praying for the | 
repeal of the act relating to vinegar factories established and operated 
prior to March, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of George H. Richmond, of 
Northfield, Vt., remonstrating against the passage of the bill known as 
the news copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the memorial of J. D. Smith, 
publisher of the Daily Mail, Catskill, N. Y.; the memorial of Thomas | 
H. Todd, publisher of the Daily and Weekly Star, of Long Island City, 
N. ¥ the memorial of C. O. Kramer, publisher of the Schoharie | 
Union, Schoharie, N. Y.; the petition of John A. Mason, publisher of | 


the Register, of Newburg, N. Y.; and the petition of Mosher & Morgan, 
publishers of the Enterprise, of New York city, remonstrating against 
the passage of the news copyright bill; which was referred to the Com- 
ttee on the Library 
Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. A 
the Theological Seminary at Oakland, and 47 other citizens of Oakland, 
Cal., praying for the restoration of the Malheur reservation to the Piute 
Indians: which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

He also presented the memorial of J. S. Sackett & Co., of New Haven, 
Conn.: the memorial of A.W. Johnson and 8. P. Lavigne, of New Haven, 
Conn.: and the memorial of the Benedict & Barnham Manufacturing, 
and 18 other manufacturing companies, of Waterbury, Conn., remon- 
strating against the repeal or hostile modification of the present patent 


Ala 


a 


laws: which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Finance, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 459) to refund excessive duties caused by extraordinary 
overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878, direct me to re 
port the same adversely and recommend ihe indefinite postponement of 
the bill 

Mr. SHERMAN. For reasons known to the Senator from Tennessee 


I think it important to have the bill placed upon the Calendar. 
Mr. HARRIS. Of course there is no objection to its going on the 


Calendar 


I move that this | 


Benton, professor of | 















Mr. SHERMAN. It may be necessary to present the views of th. 
minority when I shall have an opportunity of reading the report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; there is no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask leave for the minority of the committee 
to submit their views in this case if they desire to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; there is no objection to that. There is a 
written report, and perhaps the printing of it had better be delayed 
until the Senator trom Ohio prepares the views of the minority 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would prefer to have the report printed, and 
may be that I shall not desire to submit the views of the minority 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let the report be printed then, and 
the views of the minority be filed at such time as may suit the conve: 
ience of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The minority will be granted k 
to file their views hereafter, if there be no objection. 








Mr. HILL. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have ] 
under consideration the bill (S. 17 to provide for the establishme: 
a postal telegraph system, the bill (S. 227) to establish a system 


postal telegraphs in the United States, and the bill L016 
vide for the transmission of correspondence by telegraph, and ha 
structed me to report an original bill to establish a postal tel 
system ond recommend its passage 

The bill to establish a postal te 
twice by its title 

Mr. HILL. Iam also instructed to inform the Se 
mittee voted unanimously to report favorably the 
the bill yut that a minority of 


» to 


} 


S. 2022 legraph system was 1 


nate that the 


lirst ten sections 


} 
relating to contracts for the service, | 
committee was opposed to that part of the bill which provides tor yn 
chasing or constructing lines. ‘The committee will ask the privilege 
a day in the near future of submitting a report in writing 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor If there be noobjection the committe: 
will have leave to submit a written report at some future time 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 5459 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department fo 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred an amend 
ment submitted by Mr. HOAR March 31, 1884, intended to be propos 
to the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 1 
other purposes, reported it with an unfavorable recommendation, and 
| moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which w 
agreed to 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and 
others, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereo1 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 879) for the relief of 
William Ward, deceased; and 

A bill 534) for the relief of J. S. Pickett 
| BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela 
tions, reported an amendment as a substitute for the amendment re- 
ported by Mr. SHERMAN from that committee on April 7to the bill (S 
1876) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, prohibiting 
the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing 
the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other put 
poses; and the bill was ordered to be reprinted, with the proposed amend 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2023) granting a pension to Will- 
| iam J. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 2024) for the relief 
of Boynton Leach, late a lieutenant in the United States Navy; which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

(\ ffairs. 


P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of 


S. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expensesof the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30 
1885, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
\ppropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
OF THI 
The Chair lays before the 
esolutions a resolution submitted yesterday by 
ynsas [Mr PLUMB] which wentover under the rule 


A 


PRIVILEGES FLOOR. 


The PRESIDENT 
under the call for 
the Senator from K: 
It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XXXIITI be 


' ‘ 
i pro fempore. senats 
- 
r 


amended by adding after the words ‘the 
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heads of Departments,” in the seventh line of the rule as printed for the use of | the board, and claimed that, under the law. the other officers of the 
the Senate, the following: * inc luding the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


} 


Navy who had served with him and who knew of his qualificat 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | could be examined as to his fitness professionally, and also that th 





resolution. records of the Navy Department would show to the satisfaction of an 
Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the resolution had better be referred | board that he was entitled to promotion by reason of professsional 
+o the Committee on Rules. I make that motion. ness. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the resolution be I will call attention to the recommendations made by officers of the 
referred to the Committee on Rules. Navy of equal rank with Captain Corbin, that of Rear-Admiral C. H 
The motion was agreed to. Davis, who was called before the board to give testimony with regard 
4 MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. to Captain Corbin’s fitness, that of Commodore C. R. P. Rodgers t 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its of Capt. D. M. Fairfax. These and a dozen others were called betor 


the examining board and questioned as to the fitness of Captain Corbin 
for promotion. What do they say? Commodore Rodgers, in an 
to the question, ‘‘ Would you, as commander of a squadron, have 
ficient confidence in Captain Corbin to send him on an important s« 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
‘oint resolution, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
: “4 bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission by 
the President of the United States to run and mark the boundary lines 


. . . el . ‘ om . ate service i , ‘ “a vesse r r?’? says, °° 1] sho 
between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas, in sae ee If happy sg este ee _ Se Mt ater d 
. . . . at . . . » | esteem mysel lappy in having such an onicer to send on any service 
tion with a similar commission to be appointed by the State of ec Pate ne 5 , ; : 
paises PI 7 The PRESIDENT pro le mpore. Che time of the Senator from New 


Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 4713) requiring the governors of certain Territories to 
be residents of said Territories at least two years preceding appoint- 
ment; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) granting certain publications to the 
Cincinnati law library. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution directing the enrolling clerk of the House in the enroll- 
ment of the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely 
and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an ofticer or employé acting 
under authority of the United States or any Department thereof, and 
prescribing a penalty therefor, to substitute the word **therefor’’ for 
the word ‘‘ thereof’? where it last appears in the Senate amendment 


Jersey has expired. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have it extended fora few mo 
ments if there is no objection. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
state the whole case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator from 
New Jersey proceeding with his remarks ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All the testimony that had ever been asked by 
any board of naval officers was before that board. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 
please suspend until the Chair ascertains whether there is objection 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I supposed that consent had been given 

The PRESIDENT pro te npore Is there objec tion tothe Senator from 


. . Kal . New Jerse FOC ing v sremarks? TheC r hears ‘ he 
amending the title of said bill. : se proceeding vith hi remarks? The Chair hears non a 
: Senator from New Jersey will proceed 
. MA : ’ 2BIN. r > ‘D : 1] } 
THOMAS G. CORBIN Mr. MCPHERSON. As I was saying. there was all the testimony 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other | before that board that had ever been demanded by any board of nav 
resolutions ’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before the Senate | officers before in the world. Captain Corbin did not think they had 


KK 


the Calendar under Rule VIII, commencing at Order of Business 230, | the right to call him, and for some reasons which perhaps it vel] 
being Senate bill 427. not to state, except to say that it is well known there was s« { 

Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- | existing between the officers of that board and Captain Corbin, and t 
tion of the bill (S. 427) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin. claimed the right under the law to humiliate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment recommended by Ir. COCKRELL. If there is any reason why Capt Conhinea 
the Committee on Naval Affairs will be reported. not to have gone before thé board I should like to know 

he CHIEF CLERK. Insection 2, line 4, after the word *‘ of,’’ itispro- | the Senate know it. 
posed to insert ‘‘shore;’’ so as to make the section read: Mr. MCPHERSON,. The reason was that Captain Corbin | 

hat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay to the law did not r quire it, and, as [ said betor the re had neve 





said Thomas G. Corbin, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- | examining board of naval officers in the historv of the Gov 
priated, the difference of shore-pay to which he would have been entitled had he which had asked an officer of Captain Corbin’s ae a 
been promoted on the active-list 1n the regular order of seniority, and been re- ; : ~~ AS Bla tipped 
tired as rear-admiral on attaining the age of sixty-two years; and a suflicient | the board for profession il examinatior 
sum for the purpose, to be computed by the accounting officers of the Treasury Fairfax was also required to appear before the board He protest 
Department, is hereby appropriated. The Senate of the United States two vears io promoted him and placed 
Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the bill. him back on the list where he would have been if the board had no 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to and goes | retired him Captain Corbin’s case w before the Senate tw ( 
over. ago and I think it passed the Senate almost unanimously, but b 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask theSenator not to enterany objection, be- | son of some delay at the other end of the Capitol the bill did n 
cause the bill can be considered in five minutes as well asin five hours. | through Congress. These are the only two cases of which I have an 
The report has been read and I will state very briefly what theclaim of | knowledge. The bill proposes to place Captain Corbin exact vhe 
Mr. Corbin is. he would have been had t not bhe« 1 tor the ulverse act on ot the] ri] 
Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the objection. Che law did not require Captain Corbin, unless he wished 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, | would not rise now after the | before the board for professional examination. Let me read a port 
reading of the report yesterday except to answer some adverse criticism | of a letter written by Mr. G. V. Fox, for many years Assistant S 
made yesterday to this bill. The case stands exactly in this wise: | of the Navy, to Hon. GEORGE F. EpMUNDs " He says 
Thomas G. Corbin is a distinguished officer of the United States Navy. cea kf Mls Sah OR a AR leat BD ss win Shi D AR atic 
His record is one of the best. There is no officer of the Navy who has | officer whose case was pending. This was © asubject ¢ p 
a better record than thatof Mr. Corbin. He was appointed acting mid- | ¥! o suffered from the action of the board; but it was more specio 
shipman in 1838, and passed through all the intermediate grades of the en Se eres one ee eee a ai oe ele ke 
service, having acquitted himself in a most meritorious and gallant | files of the Navy Department ea established by bimeelf. The inefiicien 
manner throughout the entire war, and in July, 1866, was promoted | ered to be present, because before a board where there was mb 
to the rank of captain, when he was asked to appear before the exam- | ‘CY poped fo exert a personal and sympathetic intluence. “They r 
ining board for promotion to the grade of commodore. He appeared | who chose to b present should be “ examine ind the b 
before the medical board and was examined as to his physical qualifica- | @uired to use “any matter on the files and records of the Dey 
tions. He was passed by that board, and his moral qualifications were | ““" “"™ 
considered and passed. When he was asked to appear before the board In other words, the entire option was lett, both previous to t of 
for professional examination Mr. Corbin protested. He said that it was | 1862 and after the passage of the law of 1362, that the offic 
not the intention ofthe law to demand that an officer of his gradein the | might not appear personally before the board. Captain Corbin ed 
service, who had rendered long and distinguished service, should appear | not to appear, claiming that it was his right under the law. ‘The board 
before a board of examining officers to determine as to his professional | did not recommend hini for promotion, aud consequent 
qualifications; that that was to be determined from the record itself in | he was placed upon the retired-list of the N 
the possession of the Navy Department, and in the possession of th: Captain Corbin was a Southern man, and during the wat 
examining board. Mr. Fairfax, who was a captain in the Navy at the | and devotedly to the Union. He fought the battles of fhe 
time, also protested against appearing before the board to be examined and as valiantly as any oflicer in the Navy. There is noo da 
professionally, the claim being that the law did not require it. in the United States Navy whose record stands better, and 
( p to 1862, on the passage of the act under which the board claimed | there tor the examining board toreview After his refusal, as he thought 
the right to demand Captain Corbin’s appearance, no officer of the Nav he had the right to refuse under the law, to appear person ‘1 
was ever permitted to appear before the board, and owing to son nination, he was placed upon the retired-li t, and thus humiliated 
complaint being made by officers that they had been unjustly treated (s I said before, there are but two cases within my recollectio | 
by the board the law was amended so as to give to the officers the righ s the case of Fairfax, who three vears ago was restored by t st 


} } } 


to appear if they saw fit. Captain Corbin did not want toappear before | with exactly and precisely the same legislation that ¢ ( yin 
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now appeals to the Senate for in justificationof his course. That is the 


whole cas 
Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not desire to interfere any more 
tha in help with a committee that I am not connected with; but I 
» call the attention of the Senate to the line which we are now 
p ccasionally in reference to retirements and promotions afte 
‘ 
I { gress of the United States first passed a law to retire Army 
va officers in 1862 After they are retired Congress is required 
t ip agreat portion of its time in discussing the question as to 
hey have been retired properly or not I do not know how 
ch cases have been before the Committee on Naval Affairs at 
Congress, but I know that a great many have been before the Com- 
e on Military Affairs which have not been reported 
McPHERSON,. I should like to putin one word there Mr. Cor- 
t is retired under a technical retirement There was no reason for 
n etirement 
| LOGAN What do you call a ** technical retirement ?”’ 
ir. MCPHERSON He was retired under astrict construction of the 
law. 
Mr. LOGAN Chat is the way all retirements are mad 
Mr. MCPHERSON (nd such aconstruction as was never put upon 
t be "i 
Mr. LOGAN. Idonot knowanything about ** technical retirement.’’ 
I understand that when a man is retired from the Army or Navy he is 
retired from activeduty and put onaretired-list, which is a mere pension- 
list, though it has adifferent name. This man was retired under the law 
the me as others have been retired, by the vote ofa board. That isthe 
way retirements are decided upon, both in the Army and in the Navy. 
H ise having come before the board, they required him to appear before 
the board for the purpose I suppose of an examination of some character, 
J do not know what, perhaps as to his ability orcapacity or something of 
that kind; Ican nottellwhy. He utterly refused to obey their orders. 
He was retired on the rank that he held at the time. Now he comes 
before Congress and asks you to retire him asa rear-admiral. Will the 


Senator please explain to the Senate why he should be retired as a rear- 


adam Lif 


McPHERSON. 
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| gallantly and well. 


| makes the Congress of the United States a foot-ball to be played 


Mi I will explain that in one word to the Senator. 
Hie claimed that he was unjustly retired. 

Mr. LOGAN. How was that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He wasretired asacaptain. If he had not been 
retired at that time as a captain he to-day would have been a rear-ad- 
miral upon the retired-list 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishould like to know how you ascertain that to bea 
Tit 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. By the regular orderof promotion. Those who 
wi wsociated with him upon the Naval Register have reached the | 
suliit position 

Mr. LOGAN. All who were associated with him ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I can not say as to all. 

Mr. LOGAN. The law in reference to retirement in the Navy has 
been wholly changed since this man was retired, and there can be but 
one appointment where two rear-gdmirals are retired. Whether he 





ave come in the list of rear-admirals or commodores is a prop- 
that I do not think the Senator can answer. 

McPHERSON. I think that I can answer it in this way: Cap- 
have been retired as a rear-admiral in the regular 


Mi 
tain Corbin would 


order of promotion before the passage of the law of which the Senator 
speaks 
Mr. LOGAN. There were twenty-five commodores above him, and 


those twenty-live commodores are not retired to-day as rear-admirals. 
They have not been promoted as rear-admirals. 
how this man would have become a rear-admiral with twenty-five com- 
modores between him and the rear-admirals and when a number of 
these commodores are to-day on the active-list? 

\ny Senator who understands the ruleit seems to me would certainly 
know at a glance that this man would not have been retired as a rear- 
admiral; he could not have been promoted to be a rear-admiral by this 
time. Quite a number of commodores, as I have stated, were before 
him on the active-list to be promoted as rear-admiral. He was behind 
that whole list. The Senator says he would have been rear-admiral. 
Will he please tell me how? Not by any law or in accordance with any 
ruk Unless Congress would have taken upon itself to have jumped 
him over all the commodores be could not by any possibility have been 
a rear-admiral. That is true, sir. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has expired 

Mr. ALLISON 
his remarks 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Ilinois be allowed 

Mr. LOGAN. If there 


The time of the Senator from Illinois 
l ask that the Senator have an opportunity to finish 


Is there unanimous consent that the 
to proceed with his remarks ? 


is no objection I will take but a moment 
longer 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
bone 
Mr. LOGAN. This character of legislation is vicious. It is well 


Please explain to me 
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known here that at almost every session of Congress bills have been 
presented to retire Army officers and Navy officers with a rank that 
they never held and never could have held, some of them belonging to 
Departments of the Government or at the headquarters of the Army 
where the law did not recognize the rank that they asked to be retired 
upon. So we find in the Army and in the Navy this character of legis- 
lation which is unwise in my judgment and inconsistent with the ru] 
laid down for promotion in the Army and the Navy. 

Now, look at the retired-list of the Navy. You have more rear- 
admirals on the retired-list to-day than ever belonged to the Navy, 
How? By just such legislation as this, by Congress retiring men 
rear-admirals when they had never attained the rank, and perhay 
never would have attained the rank, if they had remained on the act 
list. 


Now I ask why this is? 


lve 
The Senator saysthis man did hisduty we 
Nobody questions that. Officers in the Army and Navy both have pe: 
formed their duties well. Is that any reason why they should ly 
jumped over other officers who perform their duties well? Is that 
reason why they should be retired on extravagant salaries when o 
officers of equal merit receive no such recognition from Congress? Ii 
you retire this man as a rear-admiral when his rank was only that o! 
captain because he performed his duty well, will not every captain i: 
the Navy have the same argument in his behalf to retire him as a reai 
admiral because he performed his duty well? 

Sir, that is not a correctrule. The ruleasestablished by law should 
be obeyed and it should be recognized by Congress. When Congress 
enacts a law, Congress ought to at least obey its own law if it requires 
other people to do so. This captain in the Navy refused to go before a 
retiring board, he refused to appear before the President, he refused to 
come forward and answer questions that might be propounded to him, 
and having refused t&do that, he was retired, and now he comes to 
Congress and says, “‘I want you to recognize in me the right to def) 
the board that the law created for the purpose of making an examina 
tion of myself and others if we desire to goon the retired-list.’’ Sir, I 
do not think it is right; I donot think itis fair. Congress has jumped 
men heretofore over fifteen numbers in the Navy by an act of this kind, 
contrary to every principle and every rule that would be held as a fai: 
criterion by which men should be judged in the Navy and the Army 
Men have been jumped merely because they went off and performed a 
duty they were never required to perform as Navy officers, ‘‘ for meri 
torious conduct,’’ jumping other officers who performed their duties 
As I said, this character of legislation is not cor- 
rect; and it leads to ill-feeling in the Navy and in the Army, and only 
with 
by these gentlemen when they feel that they ought to have highe 
rank when placed on the retired-list. 

Take the Army. Men are placed on the retired-list as captains 
they come by the dozen, and ask you to promote them on the retired 
list to major and to colonel, and men who have been retired with th« 
rank of colonel or major have asked Congress to retire them afterward 
with the rank of brigadier-general. Over and again this has been at- 
tempted to be done, and it has been done, too, by act of Congress, and 
the same acts of Congress had to be repealed because they created dis 
sensions and ill-feeling in the Army. So it is in the Navy. 

I hope this bill will not pass. If it does, there is no reason why every 
other captain who performed his duty should not be retired as a reat 
admiral and placed upon pay as high as a Senator or Member of Con 
gress gets, when he never expected toattain that rank really. There is 
not one in a hundred who ever expects when he goes into the service of 
the United States Navy to attain the rank of a rear-admiral, or in the 
Army to attain the rank of a brigadier-general; but when men come to be 
retired they ask Congress to give them that rank and give them pay 
they never received while on the active-list and while performing the 
duties which they say were so meritorious and so beneficial to the Gov- 
erpment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think that there is enough in this 
report to prevent the Senate from granting the relief that is here asked 
for inany possible event. Certainly no matter what the state of the law 
might have been, there could have been no question about the zuthority 
of the Secretary of the Navy, by reason of his position as commander- 
in-chief of the Navy, under the President, to have required this person 
to go before a board or a dozen boards to submit to an examination 
touching his proficiency. Ithink that is one of those things he would 
have a right to require of any officer at any time. His responsibility 
for the conduct of the officers, his right to know the qualifications, 
would certainly entitle him to bring the officer before the board or to 
make any inquiry or any ordinary requisition touching the qualifica- 
tions of the officer for any purpose. 

He might do it for the purpose of assignment, present or prospective, 
for the purpose of determining whether he should have sea duty or shore 
duty, or any other service which might legitimately be in his mind in 
reference to the qualifications, actual or relative, of the officers under 
his command. This officer was guilty not only of one act of insubordi- 
nation, but of three. Being before the board under the order of the 
Secretary, he refused to submit himself to any examination touching his 
qualifications for the advanced grade which he was seeking to be pro- 
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moted to. Having thus refused, on reconsideration of the matter the 
hoard, acting under the inspection of the Secretary, notified him that 
he might come again before the board for the purpose of being examined, 
und he declined again to submit himself to the J urisdiction of the be yard 
and the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Navy for the purpose of hav- | 
ne his qualifications tested. Then after that he refused to obey the 
vder of the President of the United States to the same purpose and | 


etfect. . é 3 
Phese three acts of insubordination would under any ordinary state 
ease have been sufficient to have dismissed him from the Navy; and 


n place of being dismissed he is still in the Navy, and we are asked 
_according to the language of a former member of this body, to 
rate him for that insubordination. I think that of itself would be 
sugh: but in addition to that we are asked now to make up to this 
.an something which by some misfortune it is supposed he has failed 
cet Are we to establish equality, to relieve against the ordinary 
stortunes of humanity in behalf of this favored class of people, favored 

. matter of salaries, favored in the matter of education, favored in 
ematterof exemption from the ordinary misfortunes of life? Are we 
to act in favor of this favored class by exempting them from all those 
things which are common to humanity, and simply say that there shall 
be absolute equality everywhere? No matter what accident overtakes 
, man, no matter whether misfortunes of any kind which are common | 
to everybody happen to him, is the law to step in and relieve him from | 
the consequences ? 

These people have enough already. They have higher rank than the | 
\rmy has and higher pay than the Army has. And there is another | 
thing as a matter of public policy which ought to be mentioned here. 
We are considering the naval appropriation bill. Groaningas the Gov- 
ernment is under the exorbitant expenses necessary to keep up the Navy, 
that is to say the mere personnel of the Navy, the mere shell of a navy, 
and hesitating whether we shall embark in the expenditure necessary 
to have a navy because the expenditure which we are already incurring | 
is very largely unnecessary and certainly almost useless, is so much of 
a burden already that we do not think we can take on the additional | 
sum necessary to have a navy in point of fact; and yet here we go on 
session after session, Congress after Congress, piling up these expend- 
itures and making it more and more impossible that we ever shall have | 
a navy every time we do it, because every time we do that we increase 
the ordinary budget of the Navy, and then we stand back aghast to see 
it is so much, and say we can not give more. Then what do we have? 
We simply have the officers of the Navy with a few scattered seamen 
here and there, a few idle navy-yards, $15,000,000 of expenditure, and 
in establishment at home and abroad which is an object of ridicule and 
derision everywhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON in the chair). The time 
of the Senator from Kansas has expired. The question is on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Captain Corbin was entitled to 
promotion had he been qualified for the position. Under the law he had 
to be examined. He appeared before the examining board. He was 
required by that examining board to undergo an oral examination. 
This was in 1873. He declined, on the ground that the board had no 
power to examine him orally. The question was submitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and the Secretary of the Navy said he should sub- 
mittotheexamination. Captain Corbin appealed from that decision to 
the President. The question was submitted to the President, and the 
President said he should submit to that examination. He defiantly 
said the law did not permit or authorize the board to make the exam- 
ination. Hedefied the orders of the board, of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and of the President; and now he comes in here and claims that all 
that proceeding was illegal on the part of the board, the Secretary, and 
the President. He had his legal remedy. 
retary of the Navy transcended their powers, he had the right to go to 
the courts and by mandamus compel them to proceed according to law. 
No, sir; Captain Corbin was afraid to go into the courts. It is the same 
old song we hear from year to year that officers of the Army and the 
Navy have been deprived of their legal rights and they want Congress 
to restore them, and they are afraid to go to the courts. 
them recently to go to the courts, and the Court of Claims has just de- 
cided adversely against a large class of claims for increased salaries. 

Mr. President, Captain Corbin had his legal remedy. He could have 
compelled that board if they were proceeding against law to have pro- 
ceeded according to law; but he was afraid of the decision of the courts 
and he violated the orders and requirements of the President and was 
retired, the only alternative left under the law. It was not a technical 
retirement, as the Senator from New Jersey says. It was a legal re- 
tirement, a retirement in accordance with law and the requirements 
of law. 

Mr. President, read the law quoted in this report, and read the stat- 
utes upon the book to-day, and the Naval Committee, I say, have mis- 
interpreted the law. I boldly say it. I boldly say that the interpre- 
tation given to the old statute and the statutes now on the books is not 
right. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 


Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. AsI shall not have an opportunity of answer- 
ing the Senator under the rules, not being allowed to speak again, I 
wish simply to submit this question: Mr. Fox, the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy, who drafted the act about which the Senator is speaking, 
gives his interpretation of it and the Department’s interpretation dur- 
ing the whole period of time previous to Captain Corbin’s application 





Mr. COCKRELL. Is Mr. Fox the law othcer of the De partment ? 
I thought the Attorney-General was to construe the law for the guid- 
ance of the heads of Departments. There is nothing Mr. Fox’s 
opinion atall. It is nota legal opinion, and does not risé he dig 
nity of it. I say under the law as it stands to-day 1 under the lav 
as it stood then, the board had the right to re juire this officer to sub 
mit to an oral examination, and if he refused there was but one alter 
native, and that was to retire him. Now, after havingslept for eleven 


years upon his legal right to this promotion, which he could have com 
pelled under the law if he had it, he comes to Congress and w 


to put him in a position that, in the possibility of the flight of imag 
nation he might have attained if he had been kept on the active-list 
to give him from 1873 to the present time shore-pay—y: 
pockets with the taxes wrung from the laboring people of the country 
to rob under color of law the tax-payers of the United States. 1 move 
to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
indefinitely postpone the pending bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when Mr. WALKER’s name was called My col- 
league [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the Senator from Colorado [M1 
HILu]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 


s, Jie iLis 





The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 16; as follows 
YEAS—32 
Allison, Cullom, Harrison, 
Blair, Dolph, Jackson un 
Brown, Edmunds, Kenna ! 
Cameron of Wis., Frye Logan ddlebe 
Cockrell, Garland MeMillan Sawyer 
Coke, George, 9 Maxey Sherma 
Colquitt, Groome Morrill, Ves 
Conger, Harris, Pike Wilso1 
NAYS—l 
Bayard Cal Jones of Florida, Mill ( 
Beck Farley Lamar, Morgan, 
Bowen Hampton McPherson, Saul iry 
Butler Hawley, Manderson Sew 
ABSENT—28 
Aldrich Gorman Lapham Sab 
Anthony Hale Mahone Slate 
Camden Hil Miller of N. Y Vance 
Cameron of Pa Hoar Mitche Van Wy 
Dawes Ingalls Palme Voorhees 
Fair, Jonas Pendleton Walker 
Gibson Jones of Nevada, Ransom Wi i 
So the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. HALE. ] move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


the naval appropriation bill 

Mr. C AMER(¢ DN. of Wisconsin. ] hope the Senator will 
Senate to proceed with the Calendar until 2 o'clock 

Mr. HALE. Last night when the Senate adjourned the Senator fr 


allow the 


ym 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] gave way for an executive session on my stating 
that at the close of the routine morning business to-day I would see] 
to bring up the bill, as he wishes to complete his speech, having to go 
away soon. So in accordance with that arrangement I make the mo 
tion now. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the naval appro 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4716) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes 

Mr. VEST. Nothing is heard more frequently and nothing is mor 
true than the statement that our merchant marine has almost disap 
peared from the ocean 

Pamphlets, editoriais, orations, bewildering in statistics and gorgeous 


in rhetoric, have alike proved unavailing to stop the decline of Ameri 
can shipping. I have before me now a pamphlet entitled History 

American Shipping. Upon its outside cover is a lachrymose picture 
of Columbia as a galley slave, her ** zone-encircled waist *’ having the 


inscription ‘‘American shipping,’’ 
but carrying the suggestive motto of 


ier hands chained behind her bac] 


Bounties to competitor 
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is an American ship-yard marked ‘* Closed ”’ 


while +? 





a while scattered all around are the broken fragments 
g iltural and mechani implements, supplemented by our na- 
tio nner trailing in the mud, a mute but eloquent witness to ou 
i lal disgrace Ch s pamphlet is from the facil pen of a gentleman 
f 1 one of the Departments here, who prepared the patriotic 
ddresses de ered at each recurring session by Mr. John Roach be- 
the Committee on Commerce, in which the web and woof of the 
discourse was ‘‘ British gold,’’ ‘‘ Bounties to American ship-builders,”’ 
No free ships "9 
rhis fact is mentioned to prepare the reader for a ghastly likeness of 
Mr. Roach on the inside of the pamphlet, with the words, ‘* The most 
ibused yet the best friend of American labor and American shipping 
n the United States.’’ But in the one hundred and thirty-six pages 
which follow, and which we are told are only the advance sheets, we 
re sorry not to find any attempt even to explain the fact that Mr. 
Roach has in all these years waxed fat and grown richer, while ou 


merchant marine h 
‘ 


} 
i 


is steadily grown leaner and poorer, until it is now 


D ie iws of deat i. 


DECLINI 
Che decline of American shipping began in 1855 
exports and imports 
7 


In that year our 
amounted to $536,625,366, of which 85.6 per cent. 


was carried in American vessels and 14.4 per cent. in foreign vessels. 

In 1882 our exports and imports amounted to $1,567,071,700, of which 

15.5 per cent. was carried in American vessels and 84.5 per cent. in 
hose of foreigners. In other words, while our commerce was three 
mes greater in 1882 than in 1855, our carrying trade had fallen off four- 
thes 

What is the disease which has produced this fearful result and what 
the remedy ? 

Chat the civil war did not cause this decline is evident from the fact 
t began really six years before the war. Of the loss of American 
hipping since 1840 up to 1882, 16.4 per cent. was before the war, 38.8 
per cent. during the war, and 12.2 per cent. since its close. 

Phat th evils and defects sought to be remedied in the bill from the 
Ci e Committee did not cause this decline is evident from the fact 
th had these same evils and defects upon our statutes prior to 
Is ind when our merchant marine was second only to that of Great 
b 

I if 1 years, from 1840 to 1855, our tonnage in the foreign trade 
ncreased from 762,838 to 2,378,358 tons; and yet during all these years 
ol ise, and when our fast clipper-ships almost dominated the ocean, 
we ul the same laws as now in regard to three months’ extra wages, 
transportation of disabled sailors, advance wages, officers of American 
vessels, liability of ship-owners, hospital-tax, tonnage-tax, consular fees, 
und rebate on ship materials 

lo assume that the measure reported by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] will, by remedying the present maritime system of the United 
States as to all these minor details in sailing a ship, remove the deadly 


blight upon our merchant marine, is equivalent to the empiricism that 
mistakes some cutaneous eruption for the organic disease which is sap- 
ping the life of a patient, and seeks with cuticura and moderate doses 
of sulphur to bring back health and vitality 

The proposed amendments to our statute law are well enough, but 
they should be accompanied by a remedy reaching the seat of the dis- 
, and without which they are ineffectual. It is astonishing what 
ingenuity is displayed in certain quarters to invent some plausible ex- 
cuse for evading the real trouble in our maritime system. 

But a few years since it was fashionable to ascribe the decline of 
(American shipping to our vicious monetary condition, and thunders of 
applause greeted certain astute statesmen who declared that depreciated 
paper money caused our ships to rot at their wharves and the 
grow in our ship-yards 


east 


grass to 


pie 


Resumption of specie payment came, and our paper money is even 
better than gold, but the merchant marine is still declining. ‘‘ None 
are so blind as those who do not wish to see.”’ 


BOUNTIES 
lime has effectually answered the absurd pretext that a depreciated 
currency destroyed American shipping, and 


the utter 


time will also demonstrate 
inadequacy of the bill before the Senate to remove the real 
Che same school of statesmen and ship-builders who « lung as long as 
iid to the fallacy of depreciated paper money being the malady 
as loudly for bounties to American ship builders 
ind owners his, afterall, is the panacea, the pool of Bethesda, which 


now vocilerate just 


will bring back to life our dying merchant marine. 
Not s heard so often and so loudly from Mr. Roach and his fol- 


lowers as the assertion that England has obtained her supremacy on the 


ocean by a system of postal bounties 


lavishly expended upon lines of 


steamships to ail parts of the world 
Even Mr. Blaine, when a member of this body, declared in the Forty- 
sixth Congress that in forty years Great Britain had paid 200,000,000 in 


subsidies to different lines o 


f steamships, and in one instance had given 
to the Peninsular and Oriental Company $500,000 in order to enable 
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Coming from so high 
it is not to be wondered at that all the pamphleteers and 
penny-a-liners of the Roach school have taken up the cry and have re- 
peated and varied this statement until it is accepted as true by th 
general public. The impression created by Mr. Blaine and by his im 
itators is that Great Britain has given so much money as naked subsi 
dies or as inducements to her citizens to run steamship lines when they 
would not otherwise find it profitable to venture. That Great Britain 
has paid liberally for ocean mail service is certainly true, and her vast 
colonial system has made this outlay absolutely necessary, but she has 
never given sums of money out of hand and as naked subsidies, as is 
charged by the subsidy advocates of the United States. 

The rule adopted by the English Government has always been to ad 
vertise all her ocean mail service to the lowest bidder, and to admit the 
world to become bidders. A striking instance of this is found in the 
history of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, to which Mr. Blaine 
referred. 

In his History of Merchant Shipping Mr. Lindsay (W. 8.) says that 
in 1837, after loud complaints had been made by the public of the de- 
fective mail service from London to Cadiz and Gibraltar, the govern- 
ment invited the Peninsular Company to submit plans for carrying 
these mails. The plans were submitted, but the government then in- 
formed the company that the service would be put up to the lowest 
bidder, and after advertisement this was done, resulting in the contract 
being awarded to another company. After a short time this company 
failed and the service was again advertised, and was awarded to the 
Peninsular Company, but only on condition that their bid ‘should be 
reduced from £29,600 to £20,500. 

This occurred in 1837. when ocean steam navigation was yet an ex- 
periment and regarded with distrust by many of the most experienced 
navigators and ship-builders. 

Mr. Blaine also cited the Cunard line as a glaring instance of naked 
subsidy by Great Britain in order to build up her merchant marine. 

In 1838 the Cunard line was awarded the contract for carrying the 
North American mails by steamers as the lowest bidder after public 
advertisement. The first contract was for £55,000 per annum and two 
voyages permonth. Afterward the admiralty required four vessels and 
the pay was increased to £81,000 per annum. 

The contracts required the vessels to be built under the direction of 
the Government and to carry British naval officers and to be subject to 
the order of the government in time of war. 

Complaint was made by other lines that the contract was an unital 
one, and an examination was had by a committee of the House of Com- 
mons, whose report showed that the contract was a fair one and the 
most advantageous to the government that could be made. 

Speaking of the Peninsular and Oriental Company, Mr. Lindsay says 


a source, 


he impression that this company owed its origin to government grants, and 
that it has been entirely maintained by subsidies for the conveyance of mails 
is not supported by facts. Indeed, during the earlier portion of its career, th« 
company by agreeing to carry the Peninsular mails, shortly after it had been 
started, for a sum considerably less than the cost of maintaining the admiralty 
packets then employed, with a speed, too,and regularity previously unknown 
conferred an undoubted boon on the public. 

When Mr. Lindsay uses the word ‘‘subsidy’’ it is not in the Ameri- 
can acceptation of bounty, or a premium to dosomething which other- 
wise would not be profitable, butas the term is always used in Eng- 
land, meaning simply pay for postal or other government service 

If the assumption of the Roach school be correct, that subsidy has 
given England her supremacy, and that the same remedy should be 
applied to the American marine in its present emaciated and wretched 
condition, then from 1838, when England applied the stimulus of sub- 
sidy, she ought to have outstripped the United States, which was then 
relying only upon the native pluck and enterprise of her people. Now, 
what are the facts ? 

In 1837, as we have seen, England fairly entered upon the system of 
large postal pay to her steamship lines. For the next ten years the 
struggle was sharp and determined between Great Britain and the 
United States for supremacy upon the ocean, and in no single decade 
of our history have the results been more satisfactory to American skill 
and enterprise. 

In a pamphlet which I have before me, entitled ‘* The American 
Carrying Trade,’’ by John Roach, I find the following on page 11: 

1833 To 1840, 


ree 


Our comm had grown in 1836 to $480,000,000, doubling itself in tw 
years. Our tonnage increased in still larger proportion. In 
2 500,000 tons 


nty 
1840 it was over 
We had also sold over 400,000 tons of shipping abroad, by this 
means bringing to the country $25,000,000 in gold, 90 per cent. of which was paid 


to American labor. Of our carrying trade at this period it has been well said 
‘that its vast profits laid the foundation of the wealth of the country and built 
up its merchant marine with a rapidity unequaled in the history of the world.’’ 


By 1840, England’s statesmen were alive to the danger of her position 
* * « ; , : ; 


Despite all these efforts they saw that the 


United States had already grown to 
be the second carrying nation of the world, had the raw material. mechanical 


skill, and ene rgy to spare, and pron ised to become the first 
Again Mr. Roach says 
In 1850 we had a tonnage of 3,335,434, an increase of over 200 per cent. since 


S15 


Our 





coasting trade, from which foreign ships were excluded, employed 
1,900,000 tons of shipping, an increase of nearly 400 per cent. in the same period. 

All this while England was paying $4,000,000 a year to her fast steamships, 
which were intended to drive our clippers from the sea 
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During all these years of glory and prosperity te the American mer- 
chant marine, and comparative disaster and decline of British shipping, 
when, as Mr. Roach tells us, England saw the ‘‘ scepter of the seas de- 
parting from her,’’ Great Britain was subsidizing her steamship lines, 
and the United States was paying almost nothing. 

In 1848 the United States paid in bounty to vessels sailing under the 
American flag $100,500, and England paid for ocean postal service the 
same year $3,250,000. In 1849 the United States paid $235,086, and 
England $3,180,000. In 1850 the United States paid $619,924, and Eng- 
land $5,315,985. In 1851 the United States paid $1,465,818, and Eng- 
land $5,330,000. In 1852 the United States paid $1,655,240, and Eng- 
land $5,510,635, and so on in about the same proportion to 1852. 

These facts show conclusively that ‘‘subsidy,’’ as Mr. Roach terms 
it, is not the cause of England’s maritime supremacy, and what is more 
pertinent to the present discussion, nor was the want of it the cause of 
our decline upon the ocean. 

In 1851 the foreign steamship tonnage of the two countries was nearly 
equal, that of England being 65,900 tons, and of the United States 
62,300; yet in thesame year England paid for postal service $5,330,000, 
and the United States $1,465,818. 

It is proper, however, to state in this connection that the sums 
named as having been paid by Great Britain for postal service are the 
gross amounts, without deducting repayments from her colonies and 
from other countries where letters are in part carried by the English 
mails. The repayments usually amount to two-thirds of the gross sum 
charged under the head of British postal expenditures, as will be seen, 
for example, in the fact that in 1872 Great Britain paid in gross £984, - 
625 to steamship companies for packet service; but of this amount 
£210,839 was repaid by the colonies, and £442,095 by other countries, 
leaving £332,700 as the net payment by the government that year for 
purely British postage. 

During the period from 1838 to 1855, when we steadily gained upon 
England in the contest for maritime supremacy, subsidy did not help 
England or the want of it retard us. 

Up to January 1, 1850, both countries had substantially the same 
navigation laws and the ocean-carrying trade was in wooden vessels 
A few iron steamships had been constructed between 1836 and 1850, 
but the prejudice against them was so strong that they were scarcely 
known as a factor in commerce. If, then, subsidy, either outright o1 
as postal pay, be the remedy it is proclaimed, why did it not advance 
the ocean trade of England and the want of it retard that of the United 
States under the same navigation laws in both countries and with ships 
of the same material? 

The pretense that subsidies or increased pay for ocean mail service 
will of themselves arrest the decline of our foreign shipping is about 
as ridiculous and false as the cry that British gold and British influence 
are working to bring about the repeal of our navigation laws, as if out 
worst enemy could want any morerapid decline of our foreign shipping 
than is now going on under the present system. 

Bounties or subsidies to induce our people to make investments in 
business which they otherwise would avoid are wrongin principleand 
ruinous in practice. The Government has no constitutional right to 
subsidize out of the common Treasury any one business or calling, and 
the only result of such legislation is to temporarily and abnormally 
stimulate the subsidized interest at the expense of all legitimate busi- 
ness competition. 

Mr. Roach says that he does not want subsidies, but only increased 
postal pay. Yet he repudiates the idea of allowing the mails to be 
carried by American contractors in any but American- built vessels, and 
refuses to adopt the English system, which permits the whole world to 
bid for ocean postal service. 

In the work of Mr. Lindsay on merchant shipping, to which I have 
referred, he says: 





And as a further proof that postal subsidies are not granted with the object 
of giving to English shippers any protection against the competition of the ship- 
ping of other countries, it may be mentioned that when a contract for the con- 
veyance of inails is advertised no restriction whatever is imposed upon any 
foreign vessels competing; and the subsidy would be paid to foreign-owned 
and foreign-built vessels if it were considered that the best and cheapest con- 
veyance of mails would then be secured. 

For some years a subsidy was paid by the English post-office to a German 


steamship company for the conveyance of the mails from Southampton to New 
York, 


If Mr. Roach really believes that the system of subsidies adopted by 
England has done more than anything else to build up the merchant 
marine, and that we should adopt the same remedy, then to be con- 
sistent he should take the whole of the English system and not a part. 
He should, as England has done, fling the doors w ide open to the whol 
world, and give the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, no mat- 
ter of what country or nationality. But when testifying before the 
shipping committee in New York, and urging postal subsidies as a cer- 
tain cure for the decay of our merchant marine, Mr. Roach was asked 
whether he was willing to allow the mails to be carried by any but 
American-built ships, and he promptly answered in the negative. 

For myself, Mr. President, | am willing to vote for adequate and lib- 
eral payment for ocean mail service, in lieu of the present unjust and 
niggardly system; but I want the contractor who receives the award as 
the lowest bidder to have the privilege of carrying the mails in ships 
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bought in the cheapest market, and not that he shall be 
of Mr. Roach, at an increased cost of 15 or 20 per cent. 
If we are to have the English remedy, then let us have it comp! 


pie te, 
and not that part of it only which suits the purpos 


forced to buy 


sot three American 
ship-builders, at the expense of the entire shipping interest of the United 


States. 


If additional evidence is needed to show that subsidies will not build 
up the merchant marine, it can be found in the history of French 
shipping. 

On page 1135 of the report of the joint committee on shipping will 


be found a table showing that France has bound herself by contract 
made in 1854, 1861, and in 1865 to pay to various steamship lines toi 
mail transportation the annual sum of $4,677,778. Notwithst 

this, France found that she was fast dropping behind in th 


commercial supremacy, and so, in January, 1881, a law was 


nadine 
anaing 
race 


enacted 


| by the French Assembly giving large premiums upon both the con 
struction and sailing of vessels under the French flag. 
In 1850 the French tonnage amounted to 688,153 tons; in 1870 it had 


increased to 1,072,048 tons, but in the next decade it fell off to 919,298 
tons. 

In his work on Our Merchant Marine Mr. David A 
regard to the new system of French bounties: 


Wells says, in 


The results of the first year’s experience of the French system, so far 
ported, have not proved satisfactory. Bounties were granted forthe en 
ment of voyages between French ports, the French colonies, and eountric 





of Europe ; but the returns for 1881 show a very marked decrease in the French 
tonnage engaged in her colonial trade as compared with 1880, when there were 
no bounties; while the French tonnage entries into French ports fro: reign 
countries showed a decrease in 1881 as compared with 1880, with some ked 
gain in the same time in regard to clearances 
But what is most noticeable is that the entries and clearances of foreign tor 

nage (which of course receivesno bounty) into French ports during Iss81 showed 
avery large increase as compared with 1880, and was apparently in no way 


affected by the new and discriminating privileges extended French ship; 
order to enable it to successfully compete for foreign business 

We must not look, then, to bounties or subsidies for the remedy wh 
can resuscitate our languishing.merchant marine. Liberal compens 
tion for carrying the ocean mails is demanded alike by justice 
tional honor, but when it becomes a bounty pure and simple it ron 
in principle and injurious in practice 

IRON SHIPS 
In considering the causes which have brought our merch 


to its present condition we dan not ignore the faet that 





have revolutionized the carrying trade of the world. Up to 1555 
even to 1860 the | nited States competed successfully With Gre | 
ain upon the ocean. Our fast wooden clipper-ships carried the A 
can flag upon every sea and to every port. England nad rn 
tempted to build wooden ships of equal speed and beauty Mr. Li 
say, an Englishman devoted to his country, admits this fully, a 
these words: 

I have already shown that this superiority consisted mainly in t 
American ships can sail faster and carry more carge in proport to eg 
stered tonnage than those of their competitors, but their improve 
iot rest here In considering the current expenses of a me! nti 
abor is one of the most important items, and herein our competitors, | 
of improved blocks and various other mechanical appliances, so 1! 
duced the number of hands,that twenty seamen in an American 
could do as much work, probably with more ease to themselves, tha 
British vessel of similar size. With such ships we failed success 
pete, and although we have since far surpassed them in oc« 
tion, the Americans were the first to dispatch a steamer for trad 
across the Atlantic 

That isabsolutely a historical fact. As early as 1839 Captain Sto 


of the United States Navy, ordered a small iron screw steanie! 
Ericsson and sent her to America. This, however, 
ment, and iron-ship building was sporadic.and of no import 
1850. The idea of iron floating 


compasses on such vessels would be unre 


was on] 


seemed absurd, and it was obj 
lable, that Sait Wate! 


rode the iron, and that the building material would be destroy 
idation. In 1843 the iron propeller Great Britain was launches 
ing 2,984 tons, 


and with engines of 1.000 horse-powet 


however, until about 1850 that the iron steamship becam 
and established factor in British commerce From that t 
and steel have surely asserted their superiority to wood in t 
tion of ocean steamships, until now it isa fact beyond questi 
nation which expe ts the first rank in commerce 1 st e vi 
of iron or steeland prope lled by steam 

In durability, safety, strength. reased t ve, econo 
surance, comio! and health wooden ve ae | Ss iK¢ ( 
This being a fact conceded by every intelligent man, how 
obtain these iron or steel steamships? We haveseen that 
terprise and energy overmatched Great Britain so long as t} 
of the world was carried in wooden ships, and the same energ 
terprise must be again taxed to meet the changed conditiot 


control the wean. 


That we are not able to build iron or steel steamships 
Great Britain is established beyond a doubt. The wit 
o the amount, some placing it as high as 30 per cent 
ly 2 10 pe Poy + hunt + it the cost ot consti ys —~ 
¢ I + 1 S¢ot I =~ CG | t 
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tioned. Whether the difference in cost be the greater or less per cent., 
so long as it exists we can not expect Americans from mere sentiment | 
to build these ships in American ship-yards. 

It ess to say that after the vessel is once built the important 
juestion is as to the expense of sailing. No intelligent man will as a 
r into a business where there is great competition when he is 


is usel 
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nana 
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the United States during the year ended June 30, 1883, 18,530 tons were for th« 


| difference in cost varies from 10 or 12 to 30 or 40 per cent. 


home trade, which under our navigation laws is confined exclusively to Ameri- 
can vessels, and only 21,116 tons for the foreign trade, which under the prin< 
ples of maritime reciprocity now prevalent among commercial nations is free 
to the ships of all nations. 


COST OF BUILDING IRON SHIPS. 


As I have said before, the evidence varies as to the amount of differ- 
ence between the cost of iron ships in this country and Great Britain, 
but all agree that we are unable to construct them as cheaply. The 
, and is de- 
pendent upon the class to which the vessel belongs. 

In order to arrive ot the truth in regard to the difference in cost lx 
tween the construction of an iron steamship in Great Britain and th: 
United States I addressed a letter to the superintendent of the America: 
Steamship Company, a gentleman of high standing in the city ot 
Philadelphia, and well known to the Senators from Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey, Mr. C. A. Griscom, and I specifically called his attention 
to the question of the difference of cost, because there had been great 
variety of testimony given before us in New York on that subject 
Here is his reply 

COST OF BUILDING, 


It is very difficult to compare exactly the relative cost of building in this cou 
try and abroad, because a steamship is as varying an article as a house; and 
you will appreciate that to broadly say one can build a house in New York 
cheaperthan in Saint Louis does not convey any intelligent idea to the inquirer 
The Red Star line, however, has on different occasions within the past five 
years tested this question of first cost quite as accurately perhaps as Soe been 


i 


| possible, and on each of those occasions we found that the class of steamers we 


contemplated building, namely, of large size, high power, completely fitted for 
one hundred to one hundred and fifty cabin passengers, would cost about 10 to 
12 per cent. more in this country than if built by the best builders in Great Brit- 
ain. But I should perhaps explain that if our inquiry had been for a freighting 
steamer only, or for a steamer with very moderate cabin accommodations, the 
difference in cost against building in this country would have been very much 
greater 

In other words, to the extent that extensive joiner-work becomes a part of the 
structure, to that extent is the American cost relatively cheapened; and to the 
extent that you descend in the scale toward a simple freight carrier, or so-called 
“ocean tramp,’ which means merely an iron box with engines to drive it, is 
the difference against building in this country largely increased and reaches as 
high as 30 or 40 per cent. for the smallest-powered freighter. 


As appears from this—and no authority can be higher—the greatest 
difference in cost is in the construction of freight steamers, and unfor- 
tunately for us, this is the class of vessels most important to our mer- 
chant marine. 

It is to these 


iron boxes with engines to drive them,’’ as Mr. Gris- 


| com describes them, that we must look for the transportation of our 


ipped from the beginning with greater cost for the instrumental- 
ecessary to that business than is paid for the same articles by his | 
competitors. It may be that for a single venture and under excep- 
tio conditions such a course might be taken, but as a rule nothing 
kind can be expected 
ow that Mr. Roach systematically denies that iron-ship building | 
nereasing in the United States, but when confronted with the 
figures from the Register of the Treasury, as he was before the 
Shipping Committee, he contents himself by saying that there 
must be some mistake 1 the table 
following is the exhibit, officially, of the construction of iron 
~ ind steam vessels in the United States from 1868 to 1883, in- 
Tonn of tiling and steam vessels built in the United States from 
1868 fo 1883, inelusive. 
From statements prepared by the Register of the Treasury 
ailing | Stes as 
Year ended June 30— —_ — wags — Total. 
vessels. | vessels. 
Tons. Tons. Tons 
1868 2, 801 2, 801 
1s 1,089 3,545 4,584 
L870. ; 679 7,602 8, 281 
1s71 2,067 | 13,412 15, 479 
L187 12, 766 12, 766 
1s 26, 548 26, 548 
1874 33, 097 33, 097 
L875 21, 682 21, 632 
Tire insiics,oxmnaniieiastnnanyubikiessmmintegincahdingianeindvndiatinniatmnasaiia 21,346 21, 346 
1s 5, 927 5, 927 
Asie 3,960 26, 960 | 
SID sscateocuesbisssceuh uenusiasiecsbianstihianesmpaitelisdedisehpanieimaibiniibaliaiabadiia 22, 008 
LSS i4 25, 582 
18S 36 28, 356 
[8s 3 40.140 | 
18s 2, 083 39, 646 
It will be seen from this table that the tonnage of iron steam vessels 
built in the United States in 1874 was 33,097 tons, and in 1881 it was 
28,520, a falling off of 4,777 tons in seven years. In 1882 it was 40,097 
tons, and in 1883 37,613 tons, a falling off of 2,484 tons in one year. 
And yet we are told, as each recurring year brings us nearer to dissolu- 
tion, that the patient is showing symptomsof renewed vitality and must 
certainly recovel 
Nothing like it has ever been known since the Scotchman’s experi- 
ment to ascertain if his mare could live on nothing, and when she 
reached a single straw death unfortunately interfered and prevented a 


solution of the problem 


I commend to Mr. Roach the following from the annual report on 
foreign commerce for 1883 

rHE DECADENCE OF AMERICAN SHIPPING EMPLOYED IN FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

In our commerce with foreign countries there is still a very large preponder- 
ance of foreign vessels employed rhe tonnage of American vessels entered at 
seaports of the United States from foreign countries amounted to 2,834,681 tons 
during the last fiscal year, as against 2,968,290 tons during the previous fiscal 
year; andthe tonnage of foreign vessels entered at seaports of the United States 
amounted to 10,526,176 tons, as against 11,688,209 tons during the preceding fiscal 
year 


In 1856 the tonnage of American vessels entered at our seaports from foreign 


countries amounted to 3,194,275 tons and constituted 71} per cent. of the total 
tonnage entered, and in 1868, three years after the termination of the war, the 
tonnage of American vessels entered amounted to 2,465,695 tons and constituted 
14.26 per cent, of the total tonnage entered, but of the total tonnage entered at 


seaports of the United States from foreign countries during the last fiscal year 
79 per cent, consisted of foreign tonnage and only 
Thiagre 

fhe amount of American tonnage 
since but the tonnage of 


3.105.826 tons in 1868 to 10,526.17 


entered has exhibited but little change 
vessels entered has increased from 
In other words, foreign ship-owners 
have been able to secure the entire increase in our foreign carrying trade, which 
increase has been very large. These facts show that the decadence of Ameri- 
can shipping is not at the present time due to incidents of the late war, 
causes which are persistent. These have been treated of somewhat at length 
in previvus reports, and therefore it does not apPear to be necessary to enlarge 
upon the subject at the present time 

rhe iron ship, especially the iron steamer, has become the most efficient ve- 
hicle of international commerce upon the ocean, to a great extent superseding 
the wooden ship. During the last fiscal year the tonnage of iron sailing vessels 
built in this country amounted to only 2,083 tons, and that of iron steam vessels 
to 37,61 a total iron tonnage built of 39,646 tons, as against 40,097 tons built 
<dluring the preceding fiscal year. How small, relatively, is the iron tonnage 
built in the United States is shown by the fact that during the year 1882 there 


1868 


foreign 
6 in 1883 


tons 


were 130 iron and steel sailing vessels built in Great Britain and Ireland, the 
total tonnage of which was 132,340 tons, and 568 iron and steel] steam vessels built, 
the total tonnage of which was 520,437 tons; a total of 698 iron and stee! sailing 
and steam vessels, the aggregate tonnage of which was 652,777 tons, or sixteen 
and a half times the total iron tonnage built in the United States 

The small progress which we have made in the building of iron and steel ves- 


sels is even more strikingly exhibited by the fact that of the 39,646 tons built in 





21 per cent. of American ton- | 


but to | 


| labor bureau of 


exports and imports; and when we reflect that an Englishman can buy 
one of these vessels for nearly one-third less than the same vessel can 
be had by an American it will be seen how terribly we are handicapped 
in the race for commercial supremacy and how hopeless is the task of 
inducing our citizens to enter the contest unless this inequality is in 
some way removed 

It is said by the advocates of our present maritime system, conspic- 
uously by Mr. Blaine, that 90 per cent. of the cost of an iron steam- 
ship is in the cost of labor necessary to its construction, and that the 
high wages of workmen in the United States constitutes the difference 
in cost between Great Britain and this country. 

Those who oppose the present system are then defied to lay their sac- 
rilegious hands upon the wages of American workmen, and the air is 
heavy with Columbian eloquence about civilization, happy homes, con- 
tented firesides, education, and all the elevating influences of high 
wages, contrasted with the starved and pauper labor of E ngland. 

This will do for campaign purposes, but the fact is studiously con- 
cealed from the workingmen of America that the protective system 
which is said to give them these high wages also gives them higher prices 
for all the necessaries of life and largely enhances the cost of living 
While the workingman receives $2 per day, one-half is taken from him 
by the increase in the cost of living, caused by a high protective tariff. 

At the last session of Congress a piece of cloth was exhibited in the 
Senate by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], which could be 
bought by the English workman for 15 » cents per yard, but under our 
tariff would cost the American workman 75 cents per yard. Even the 
Massachusetts estimates the difference in the cost of 
living at 15 per cent. where the English and American workman live 
exactly alike, and if this admission comes from that quarter, we can 
safely assume the per cent. to be much greater 

If the American common laborer receives 30 per cent. more, and thx 
skilled laborer 50 per cent. more, and the cost of living is only 15 per 
cent. greater in this country, it is most astonishing that England is able 
to retain any labor at all. And yet we find that while thousands of 
other nationalities are flocking to our shores, very few English laborers 
are leaving their native lands, and especially very few skilled mechanics. 

The statement that English workmen do not live comfortably and 
contentedly is best answered by a gentleman who was one of their num- 
ber, and is now a large manufacturer in the State of Delaware. 

His high character is well known to both the Senators from that 
State, and I make no apology for reading a letter from him on thissub- 
ject, which was written in answer to certain inquiries propounded by 
me through one of the Senators from Delaware as to the mode of life 
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and the cost of living among English workmen as compared with that 
of workmen in the United States. 


NEWARK, DEL., January 30, 1883 
Hon, THomas F,. BAYARD: 


My Dear Str: Yours of yesterday at hand. In reply say while in England, 
in 1881,1 took from home many letters of introduction to work-people on the 
other side and delivered my letters, and then made my home among the work- 
people, and all with whom I came in contact lived comfortably well, fully equal 
to what I lived in my American home during the first nine years of my married 
life, during which time I never received over 36 per week; so now you can see 
that Lam just a little able to judge between the two countries. It might have 
been that they have done something better than their regular living while I was 
staying with them, but on my visit through Lancashire, in the cotton manufact- 

ring districts, I called on the parties to whom I had letters without their hav- 

» any knowledge of my coming, and I will say that I fared very well, and hope 
no American shall ever get worse. They then will have but little to complain 
of. I.asa rule, had for my breakfast coffee, bread and butter, fried bacon, and 
those who eat eggs had them,and in almost all cases there would be oatmeal! 
porridge, with milk or sirup, For dinner, asa rule, I found that on a Sunday 
a cood-sized roast of beef was provided, along with potatoes. turnips, cabbage 
und in very many cases a good article of cauliflower. Through the week the 
beef would be brought to the table and cut cold,and I enjoyed it very much, as 

t was so different from my late living at home. For tea we had in many cases 
muftins brought to the table hot, opened and buttered, with tea, bread and but- 
ter,and seldom any meat, but frequently oatmeal porridge and milk for those 
who chose it. I must say I did not in the class of work-people with whom I 
met find that much-talked-of article, the *‘ pauper laborer of Europe.’ 

You will probably recollect my introducing you to a cousin of mine, a David 
Constantine, when you was last at my house; he had been but two days in the 
country at thattime. He is an educated, intelligent young man of about 33 
years of age, and is now working for me at carpentering, and is a good, indus- 
trious workman and entirely reliable. I took Mr. VeEstT’s questions to him 
where he was at work and got him to quit work and answer tothe best of his 
knowledge. The character of the clothing worn by factory and other work- 
people for every-day wear in both Lancashire and Yorkshire is what is known 
in England as fustian; it is both plainor cut. We call it corduroy or velveteen. 
They have their pants made double out of this strong material, and they cost, 
made up, in our currency $2.50. Mr. C. says they will last any man two years 
for working in; this I am satisfied from seeing the article; we get none of that 
best article over here; a coat and vest of same material for $3.50, and he says 
they will lasta man alifetime, which I should think is nearcorrect. The article 
is almost as strong as leather. 

He has a suit of very fine woolen goods, which he says he bought over five 
years since and paid $15. Inmy judgmentsuch asuit here to-day would cost $30 
When I was over in 1881 I found the woolen goods to be just about one-half what 
they are here. And asIshowed youasample of cotton-warp cloth that weighed 
eighteen ounces per yard of fifty-four inches wide, which the manufacturer said 
netted him 7jd. per yard, you can judge for yourself how cheap they were sold 
over there. Mr. Constantine has on a pair of shoes which he had made to or- 
der, and cost him $3.50. Thestore shoes sell atabout $3, and they last fromtwoto 
three years with an occasional half-soling. Whilel was waiting foratrain at the 
Dewsbury Station in Yorkshire in 1881 a workingman took a seat on the bench 
beside myself. I noticed that he had a new pair of very strong shoes on his feet 
it attracted my attention, and sol put the question to him, ** What do you pay for 
a pair of such shoes?”’ His answer was l6s., or about $4, which struck me as being 
very high. I then began to inquire how long such a pair would last, and his 
reply, from three to four years * wi’ a bit o’ mendin’.”’ 

rora good quality broad-brimmed felt hat which Mr. Constantine brought with 
him he paid 4s.,and here it would not cost less than $2. The average rent of a 
house fora workingman, withacellar, kitchen, living room, twosleeping rooms 
overhead, and a finished attic, with range, gas, and water, all free except the gas, 
which, he says, cost him 3s. 6d. for a half year—such a house of stone, with gar- 
den, would cost 3s, 6d. per week. The furniture, two tables, one for dining and 
one for sitting room, from five to six dollars each. Chairs made of oak or ma- 
pic or some hard wood, with rush or cane bottoms, at $leach. Mr. Constantine 
is a cabinet-maker, and says furniture is cheaper in Englandthan here. A very 
complete iron bedstead can be had from 15s, upward to £l0each. They are very 
complete (and for our hot climate I think a greatimprovement over our wooden 
ones). All ranges and cooking apparatus belong to the house, and are included 
in the rent. 

Answer to Mr. VEst’s last question: Coffee, bread, bacon, occasionally an egg 

with plenty of porridge and milk or molasses (treacle) for breakfast ; for dinner, 
beef or mutton, bread, potatoes, Kc. Many use oatmeal porridge and milk for 
both supper and breakfast. Average cost per week for Mr. Constantine, wife 
and one child, to cover all expenses of household character, including rent, & 
a pound sterling per week ; and he said out of this amount, which he gave his 
wife with which to keep house, she saved money,and when he would some- 
times be short to pay a journeyman his wages he used to borrow enough to 
make up the amount from his wife out of her savings. 

What I have given youis reliable. Itisthe imaginary wants of the Americans 
that make it so difficult to get along. This I know to bea solid fact from my 
own experience,as I told you in the beginning. I never had but from $4.50 to 
$6 per week for wages the first nine years of my life, and they were the happi- 
est nine years of my life. I hope this will answer 

Respectfully, 





WM. DEAN. 


This is the testimony of a plain, sensible, self-made man, and from 
his own personal experience, yet I know how little it will avail against 
the clamor of those who are interested in causing the American work- 
man to believe that his greatest benefactor is the high protective sys- 
tem, which pays him with one hand only torob him with the other. 

In an address before the Board of Trade of San Francisco, Mr. Hop- 
kins, a leading merchant of that city, described the operation of the 
high protecfive tariff system in these words: 


For while the protected domestic market recoups the high cost and guarantees 
& profit on all protected articles of American manufacture, the cost of building 
our vessels is raised by the same means, but our market is not likewise pro- 
tected. On the contrary, our shipping in the foreign trade must compete, with- 
out any possible protection from our Government, in the free, open market of 
the world, which of course hires vessels where it can hire cheapest. If high in- 
terest on high cost, high wages, taxes, fees, repairs, &c., make $1,000 per month 
the cost of running an American ship, while low interest on low cost, low wages, 
and the absence unae. fees, orrepairs bring down the cost of running an Eng- 
lish ship to $500 per month, who does not perceive that the English vessel will 
make money where the American owner must soon become bankrupt? Yet 
this is the actual condition of the shipping business now, and such it has been 
since the enactment of our present high tariff. 

That under these circumstances common justice to our injured class, regard 
for the national honor abroad, as well as for the national economy which re- 
quifes the retention in our own country of the enormous freights paid on Amer- 
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ican exports to other nations, and the national safety in case of foreign war—all 
these motives justify us in the demand that we should be placed as far as possi 
ble in such a position as if there were no tariff; and that such legislation should 
be promptly enacted as will place American ship-cwners on an equality with 
those of England. Unloose the fetters; remove the weights imposed on us by 
our ill-fitting and outgrown laws; leave us free, as are the English, to utilize 
our abundant materials, our energy, and skill, and doubt not American m¢ 
chanics and sailors will soon again overtake their rivals on the seas 


he 


essary 


Every word of this energetic protest is true, and it was not 1 
for the speaker to go outside of the city of San Francisco t 
tration. 

Outof five hundred and fifty vessels which 
only twelve were owned by citizens of San F 


or apt lilus 


it that port [32 


ancisco, and jor the same 
period she paid for ocean freight to Europe $16,069,789, and to a1 


trom all ports on the Pacitie coast $2,000,000, nearly all of which went 


to toreigners. 

Nor does the high protective tariff limit its effect to the 
in the construction of iron steamships. 
atloat its baleful influence 


from the ocean 


Aiter the vessel is 


follows the American ownet 


and drives him 


In the House of Representatives, during the last Congress, Mr. D1 


N¢é 
LEY, of Maine, whose name has been given to the bill before the Sena 
from the Commerce Committee, made the following statement 
Practically with the liberty which a vessel has when it enters a foreign port to 


ship a new crew, it may be said that,so far as sailing vessels are concerned, that 
is not an element that enters seriously into the question 

So far as steamships are concerned, which from the very nature of the trad 
requires a permanent crew, there is some difficulty, but not enough to serio 
interfere with the extension of our foreign carrying trade. 


Mr. DINGLEY was then discussing the question of seamen’s wages, and 
to show how much he is mistaken in his assertions I will read a letter 
from Mr. Griscom, of Philadelphia, from which I have already read an 
extract. I do not agree with all Mr. Griscom’s conclusions, but 
acknowledged ability, integrity, and experience as the head of the Red 
Star line must give his opinions great weight 


Hon. G. G. Vest 
United States Senator. 


My DEAR Sir: The American Steamship Company, the stock of which is 
mostly owned by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, built four iron ste 
with the Messrs. Cramp, of this city, between the years of [871 and 1874 ft 5,100 
tons gross measurement They have since been operated under the A r 
flag between this port and Liverpool, enjoying all the influence which the P« 
sylvania Railroad, with her innumerable agencies and facilities, possessed 

The traffic grew so rapidly that more steamers were soon required, but the 
perience of operating them undegthe American flag, from increased wages and 
heavy first cost, deterred the American Steamship Company from building any 
further steamers, and they decided, perforce, to stand still and let 
of the service be taken up under the British flag; and since that time ten iro 
and steel steamships of the most improved type have been added and run profit 


1 ip 
ably under the British flag, while the four American boats under precisely th 


hi 
fis 


Washington, D. ¢ 


the increas 





same conditions although they have been run with unparalleled success as t 
freedom from accident or disaster, have fallen far short of earning the interes 
on their first cost, and at this m ent of writing are on the eve of being 
drawn and laid up or sold for some other trade 
That isa most astounding statement Here were these steamships 
six under the British flag and four under the United States flag. with 
all the patronage and influence of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
| behind them: and yet Mr. Griscom says that the American vessels lost 
money side by side with those under the British flag, and he wil! be 


compelled to either 
Mr. FRYE 
Mr. VEST 
Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator now will show the Senate how that 
could be cured by permitting the free purchase of English ships, how 
the increased cost of running American ships will be changed at all by 
taking a British ship and putting her under the American flag, for that 
is the real question undoubtedly on the matter of free ships 
Mr. VEST. I propose to discuss that. I am discussing the question 
of seamen’s wages now, if the Senator will pardon me, and I am pro 
ceeding to show by actual demonstration, if human testimony ever dem- 
onstrates anything, that your infamous navigation laws create this 


sell them o1 put them in another trade 
Will the Senator yield to me 
Certainly 


a moment ? 





question 


| difference in wages, and, in conjunction with other causes, operate so 


that the American vessel can not possibly compete with one runni 
under another flag. 

Mr. FRYE. In other words, the Senator to devise 
plan by which the wages of American seamen will be decreased 

Mr. VEST. I propose that those wages shall be just and equitabl 
They are not American seamen’s wages. The Senator knows that 
5 per cent. of the sailors now upon American ships are Americans 
are foreigners All this pretext of protecting 
‘leather and prunella;’’ 


proposes SOT 


mut 


American seamen 1 
they are not in existence You have no 
sailors. Ninety-five per cent. of the sailors now on our ships are for 
eigners; and under these vy American 
vessel is bound to reship her crew when she comes back to American 
shores, and then the sailors are again picked up, and foreigners are paid 
the same wages that Americans are paid in the coastwise trade. hat 
is what this letter states, and that is what I was going on to prove 
These foreign sailors are generally the refuse of the 


other countries 


miserable navigation laws every 


merchant marine ot 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator does not Say that is true of the coastwise 
trade? 
Mr. VEST. No, but I speak of wages. These foreigners come here, 
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nd en we reship our crews they demand the same wages that are 
paid in the astwise trade 

Mr. FRY] Chat is true Under the American flag they will de- 

| higher wages, and go under a foreign flag and take lower wages. 
Now, does the Senator propose to take the coastwise trade, re peal the 
itlo ind put that in precisely the same field, and have 95 

1M »f the sailors there foreigners ?” 

M ES) | have not said a word about the coastwise trade ex- 
cep i he navigat m laws which require that every American ves- 
el that comes back from a foreign port must discharge her crew and 
take another one, create an increase of wages to toreigners, not to 
(merican seamen 

Mr. BAYARD. May I interrupt my friend? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly 

Mr. BAYARD. The question is very interesting. At the city of 


Philadelphia there was a line of steamships called the American line. 
It was composed of ships built and registered in the United States, and 
also of ships built and registered in Great Britain. Part of the ships 
were English ships owned and built, part of the ships were American 
ships owned and built; and when I say ** owned I mean they were 
held by the same class of stockholders in the steamboat company 


Che other day when the Secretary of the Navy happened to be in 

gratulating them on the fact of having the only 
American line, and immediately one of the stockholders present rose 
and said that it might be a cause of congratulation, but the stock was 
and the American ships would be transferred to British register 
in the course of three months if some American did not buy them. 
stockholders own the vessels running from the same dock in 
1e dock in Philadelphia, and they were controlled by the 
t Che pay of the captain on the British ship and the pay 
of the sailor on the British ship was just the same under the rule of 
that company as the payment of the crew on the American ship, and I 


Philadelphia he was con 


ior sale 


Che same 
Live rpool to tl 


same interes 


have wanted to know what was the magic of a new set of papers for 
these two sets of vessels that was to change the cost of running them. 
Chey were owned by the same people, they traversed the same distance, 
they carried the same commodities, and the sailors and the officers re- 
ceived the same wages. Every inducement to economy was the same 
on one ship as it was on the othe 

Now the question was, what was to be gained by the change of register ? 
I have ght to discover that. There is no magic in a name any more 
than changing the name on the stern. The same hull, the same ship, 
the same men are there; the same dues, the same port charges are paid. 
What, then, was to be gained? What is there that makes the difference 
between the operating of an American ship and running her and operat- 


} 


ing and running a British ship? It is a question of interest to me. 


I sit on my piazza and see these vessels, the British ship and the Ameri- 
can ship, pass up and down that bay, owned by the same people, every- 
hing the same exce pt the flag ‘I he captain of the British ship wants 
his pay; he goes to the office. The American captain goes to the same 
office and gets the same pay. The dues are the same. What is the 


advantage of this stockholder selling out and getting a British regis- 
tel the American? What does he gain by that? In truth, 
he loses one thing, he loses the right that every American vessel has 

of engaging in the coastwise trade. Put her under a British 
register and she can not engage in the coastwise trade. So there is an 


instead ol 


aay 


advantage in having the vessel under an American register. And yet 
we are told by that stockholder, and I take it for granted he followed 


the law of self-interest, that it was not profitable to him. He told Mr. 
lation to have a line under the American flag, anybody might have the 
stock 

Che point referred to by my friend from Missouri of course we are all 
anxious to get at, we are all anxious to understand; and he will pardon 
me for the length of my interruption. I hope we shall come to some con- 
clusion that shall be fruitful of real reform. 


on this subject He is superintendent of the company that runs one 
li from Philadelphia to Liverpool in which there are ten 
1 one from New York to Antwerp which is called the Red 


and for which he receives, as stated in this letter, ocean mail 


ine 


vessels, an¢ 


Star line, 














st it, was fron 
creased cost of runni: 
abroad and organize 
company it Belgium 
ned the confid 


» to 


We 


per cent.; added to this was the continual in 
therefore reluctantly decided that we must build 
a foreig mmpany toown the steamers We organizeda 
and finally, after we had been running a few years, and 
the government community, we succeeded in 


nh « 
and the 


ga ce of 


Chandler, the Secretary of the Navy, that if it was a matter of congratu- | 


Mr. VEST Che Senator from Delaware has stated the very point on 
which I was quoting from Mr. Griscom, with whom I formed a very 
pleasant acquaintance, and with whom I have had various discussions 


postage from the Belgian Government The very question the Sena- 
tor from Delaware has asked I asked Mr. Griscom. And this is his 
rep \ 

At thet ie Pennsylvania Railroad Company established the American 
Steamship Company they « ed upon my firm to try to establish a line to the 
continen We succeeded in getting some friends together and organized the 
International Navigation Company, the proprietors of the Red Star line. The 
capital req ed at this time and all the money which has since been raised, ex- 
ceedinw 85.000.006 as been subscribed in this State, with the exce ption of one- 
hiitteenth, w 1 isowned by our correspondents and representatives in Be im. 
‘ impulse, naturally, was to build ships in this country and organize 
i rown fl Atthat moment the difference in first cost, as near as we 
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obtaining a contract to carry the mails between Antwerp and New York. for 
which we receive 500,000 francs per annum. 

Here you will observe a marked contrast between the way in which the Ry 
Star line, without any particular friends or influence at Brussels except sucl 
were secured by performing our service well, was received and treated by thy. 
Belgian Government, and the way in which the American Steamship Compan) 
organized here in Philadelphia, sustained by local patronage, and an object 
great local pride, wastreated by our Government. I believe the highest a: 
ever received by the American Steamship Company forcarrying the mails was 
$2,400 per annum If it had received only enough assistance to counteract t 
increased first cost and the subsequent continual higher cost of running, the 
steamers subsequently added tothe American line under the British flag w. 
undoubtedly have been added under our own flag 

For your information, I inclose you the sailing lists of the American and Red 
Star lines, on the outside leaf of which are the steamers engaged in each se: 
at the presenttime. The first four named on the American line list are the 
original boats under the American flag; the remaining five are under the Britis 
flag. 





WAGES. 

I ask attention of Senators to this: 

The monthly wages of the four American boats is$3,150. The monthly wages 
of the boats running alongside of them in the American line is about $1,9% 
$15,000 per steamer per annum against our flag. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, if the Senator will allow me, that was the ques 
tion which I asked the Senator from Delaware. The Senator from Del- 
aware stated that the captain, officers, and men received precisely the 

| Same pay on the American and the British line. 

Mr. VEST. Not the men. 

Mr. FRYE. That was what he stated; at least I so understood 

Mr. VEST. I will go on and read this letter, which answers the Sen 

ator from Maine and shows where this difference is and corroborates 
my statement. These foreign sailors are brought here under your na 
igation laws, and then demand the same wages that are received }) 
American sailors in the coastwise trade; the coastwise trade only con 
petes with Americans, while these vessels in the foreign trade go out 
upon the ocean and compete with foreign vessels without any protectio1 
I am going on to read what Mr. Griscom says is the reason. 

He says the difference in the expense of running is $15,000 per an 

num on each steamer against the American flag. 


On these four boats say 360,000 per annum, or 6 per cent. on $1,000,000 capita 
If we had increased under the American flag, and had the five additiona! boats 
as now running, the wages alone against us,as compared with competitors 
der a foreign flag, would have amounted to $134,000 per annum on the nine st« 
ers now running 

4 similar comparison with the Red Star boats, in which service we w h 
ten steamers running this month, would have been in round numbers $150 (0 
per annum against us if we had organized under the American flag; 
much as the Belgian Government gives us $100,000 per annum for carryin 
mails, you will see that we have about $250,000 per annum to tempt us to ex 
triate ourselves with this enterprise. In other words, if Congress should pas 
bill to-morrow admitting foreign-built ships to American registry, the Red 8 
line could not afford to abandon the flag that now protects it 

At this moment the Pennsylvania Railroad Company is negotiating with t 
Red Star line to take over and operate the Philadelphia and Liverpool sery 
now conducted by the American line,and if they do so several million of d 
lars more of American capital will be compelled to seek a foreign flag, unless 
Congress applies a proper re medy 


Mr. FRYE. 


and 


Now will it interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. VEST. It is no interrupion. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould regard it as inexcusable to interrupt the S« 
ator if there was an opportunity to reply on this bill, but there i 
shipping bill behind this. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill state to the Senator that it does not interrupt m« 


s 


jatall. I amvery glad to hear him. I want the truth about this mat 
| ter. I want to get at what is best to revive our merchant marin I 


am glad to be interrupted. 

Mr. FRYE. I eall the Senator’s attention to this: When the ques- 
tion has been presented to the advocates of free ships as to the coast- 
wise trade, which has been protected against foreign competition by 
the navigation laws, speaking of them technically, by preventing for- 
eign vessels taking any part in the coastwise trade—when that objec- 
tion has been urged to the advocates of free ships, as a rule the gen- 
tlemen reply, ‘‘ We do not propose that the ships which are purchased 
abroad shall be permitted to engage in your coastwise trade; we pro 
pose still to reserve that to Americans and to American ships and to 
the American flag.’’ And then when the objection is made, ** But 
your purchased ship will be under an American flag, and will you 
make a distinction against her because she is purchased abroad ?’’ the 
reply is, ‘‘ Yes; we will puta limitation upon the law that a ship so 





purchased abroad shall not be permitted to engage in the coastwis 
trade.’ 

Now, I ask the Senator in his statement to distinguish, to have it 
understood whether or not in his proposition for the purchase of ships 
abroad he proposes any limitation whatever upon them? If he do 


propose that limitation, then as a matter of course his argument touch 
ing the wages of seamen will be without any force. If on the contrary 
he proposes to cure this matter of wages by admitting foreign-purchased 
ships to participate in our coastwise trade, then I desire to know that 
distinctly 

Mr. VEST. So far as the amendment which I proposed to the bill 
reported by the Senator from Maine is concerned, that only applies to 
foreign commerce, not to the coastwise trade. Butlam now discussing 
the question simply of wages. I do not pretend to say that admitting 
foreign vessels under the American flag would remedy this question of 
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wages at all. Ido mean to say that the repeal of that part of our navi- 
gation laws w hich requires an American vessel to discharge her crew 
whe n she comes from a foreign voyage and rehire them does make this 
unjust inequality, and that is just the thing of which Mr. Griscom com- 
plains, as I shall proceed to show. 

Why is it now that under the law as it exists when an American 
vessel goes to Liverpool, ships her crew there of English or of Germans 
or of Italians, and comes back to this country, the very minute she 
touches the American coast under the law she must discharge all the 
sailors and rehire them from the boarding-house keepers and shipping 
commissioners, and then the very men she rehires say, ‘‘ You must pay 
us Philadelphia and New York wages in the coastwise trade ?’’ 


Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator a question to set myself 
right? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. Istated that which I believed to be true upon informa- 
tion of those who have been connected with the line, that four vessels 


running on the same line from Philadelphia pay the same salaries to 
their officers and the same wages to their crews. That I unde 
to be the case. Now, I understand that Messrs. Wright, who I think 
ire the agents of the line—— 

Mr. VEST. This letter is from 
knows him? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. VEST. Heis the superintendent for Peter Wright & Co 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes; a firm of very high repute. I think they are 
the proprietors of the Red Star line. They say now that, owning ten 
ships, five under the American flag and five under the foreign flag, there 
is between those two a difference of $15,000 a year for the mere expense 
of wages in the ships. My friend from Missouri suggests that that will 
be remedied by a change in our shipping laws in regard to the shipment 
of seamen, so as not to oblige the American ship-owner to discharge his 
crew at the end, not of every round-trip voyage, but at every terminus 
of the trip across the Atlantic. 

Chat is certainly a new fact, and it is one that I should feel disposed 
to question in the line of cause and effect. I can searcely believe that 
the difference between $1,900 and $3,000 exists in the wages of two 01 
dinary steamers to and from, when sailing from the same dock to the 
same dock under the same ownership, with no difference at all between 
them, food and clothing all the same, except the flag flying over them 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Delaware will see from this letter that 
Mr. Griscom answers that very question. I would not have undertaken 
to have made this statement upon my own responsibility. I make it on 
the responsibility of a member of the firm of Peter Wright & Co., and 
president of the International Navigation Company. 

Mr. 2 AYARD. A most responsible gentleman. 

Mr. VEST. Here is what Mr. Griscom says on this very question. 


stood 


Mr. C. A. Griscom. The 


senatol 


Yes; he 


» is a very well-known shipping merchant of 


SHIPPING CREWS. 


We can not ship a crew in a foreign port and avail ourselves of the lower rate 
of wages there, because the Rey rised Statues make it obligatory upon every ves- 
sel under the American flag in the foreign trade to discharge their crews upon 
arrival atthe United States, and on hiringa crew inthe United States to contract 
with them to bring them back to this country, sothat on the American steamers 
where a sailoror any other employé desertsin Liverpool, as frequently happens, 
we fill the vacancy by a man hired in Liverpool atthe Liverpool current wages, 
and we are compelled by law to pay that man off on arrivalhere and if we want 
him again to rehire him. When once in this country it is only possible to rehire 
men at the current wages in this country, which are the rates prevailing in our 
coastwise trade, which is a protected trade from foreign competition, and the 
employés therefore naturally receive the higher scale of wages which it is neces- 
sary they should charge in order to maintain and support their families int his 
country. In other words, the same higherscale of wages prevails for sea-going 
people that prevails throughout the entire range of skilled labor on the eed 
Therefore as long as the policy of protection makes the cost of living in this 
country, and hence thescale of wages, higher than in all other countries, it will 


be impossible to successfully compete on the ocean against the cheaper labor of 


all our competitors, even with vessels at as low a cost. 

Such legislation as is proposed in the so-called Dingley bill may possibly par- 
tially reach this question of hiring seamen, but it can not entirely reach the ques- 
tion, and my conviction is that it is the wrong way to go about it. I think our 
Government should recognize the conditions which surround our commerce, 
which are incident to the general policy of the country, and either by mail 
compensation or by bounties to ship-owners return to them sufficient to cover 
the higher cost of building and the higher cost of running. I inclose a copy 
of the bill which has been submitted by the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange 
which I assisted in preparing, modeled after the French law, which I think 
the only thorough and seare hing way to reach this difficulty. The objection to 
mail compensation is that it is not open at all, and is liable to be gobbled up by 
those having the most influence at Washington, irrespective of whether their 
enterprises are the most deserving or not. 

I differ from some of my associates in holding the opinion that besides a bill 
for establishing bounties for running as described, foreign ships should also be 
admitted to American registry for a limited term, but the owners thereof should 
receive a less bounty than allowed upon vessels built inthe United States. We 
should strive to encourage ship-building in this country, but not - so legislate 
that we may build up a monopoly in that industry, that could, by excessive 
profits, limit the building and running of vessels, and thus defeat the very object 
of allowing bounties. 

In conclusion, I believe that our Government should— 

1. Adopt the French bounty system, or one approximating it 

2. Admit for five years foreign-built vessels for the foreign trade to American 
registry. 

If I have been correc tly informed as to the figures, our Government now rea 
izes $1,: 250,000 perannum from the tonnage-tax and makesa profit out of the post 
age on foreign mails of about asimilar amount. The appropriation annually of 
a sum equal to those two items would pay bounties on a large fleet 
Such a policy as I have described would in a few years give us a commercial 


Is 


marine second only to Great Britain, and make us inde pe ndent of the world for 
marketing our crops and protecting ourselves in time of war 
Yours, truly, 


Cc. A. GRISCOM 


I will frankly state that Mr. Griscom does not agree with me in re- 





gard to the remedy. His idea is to give bounties, as the French do. 
and to admit foreign-built ships to registry for tive years. I believe 
they ought to be admitted at any time that an American citizen sees 
proper to buy them 

Mr. BAYARD. Does not my friend think it is a very left-hand in- 
ducement under these figures to give a vessel an American register ‘ 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know. That may be so now, but it would not 
be if our navigation laws are properly amended 

Mr. BAYARD. If she has to pay her crew double I think it would 
better to let her stay under foreign registry. 

Mr. VEST. But the fact remains, and that is the salient point to 
which this letter tends, that under our laws now one of these vessels 
ships her crew in Liverpool; there she pays only the same wages t 
the Germans pay, that the Italians pay, that the French pay, who p 
their crews in Liverpool. Insteadof retaining those crews a 1 
rate and the same wages for the round trip when she touches Ameri 
soil, our Congress puts its hand on that vessel and says Stop! yo 
must discharge those seamen, whether An ansor not: vou must re 
hire them; you must goto the boarding-house keepers, to the shippi 
commissioner;’’ and the very minute this isdone these people 
avarice or creed find out the wages in the coastwise trade id im 
diately the foreign sailors say, ‘*You must pay us what is pai 
(merican sailors in the coastwise trade.’’ Now, says the pe te 
ent of this line, that makesa difference of $15,000 a year on each o 
ot these vessels, and on ten vessels it makes a difference oO! SlovU, Ul 

Is it any wonder that these four vessels, the only four we have, ar 
ahout to leave the flag of their country and go to a foreign flag Is 
any wonder after we hear this statement, in view of this law, that the 
American merchant marine is now in the very agonies and throes o 
death ? 

Mr. . RYE. Will the Senator pardon me for one moment 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. It may save me the trouble of arguing the case a 
The Senator has an amendment pending to the shipping bill. Is thers 
anything in that amendment which provides tor free ships that \ 
remedy the evil of which tht Senator complains and will change the 
wages ? 

Ir. VEST. If my friend from Maine will pardon me—ef course | 
waat to hearanything he has to say—but I will discuss that hereafter 
It is a little out of the line of my argument to allude to it now 

Mr. FRYE. I will not ask the Senator to do it now. My rey 
| the free-trade argument is that if you could purchase to-day under th 
laws of the United States ships anywhere in the wide world there is 
not an American citizen who would dream of making the 


purchase 
Free trade in ships amounts to nothing, because you could not 
in competition with foreign ships on account of the increa 
reason of the wages. If the Senator does not touch the coastwise trade 
and repeal any of the navigation Jaws which protect it, him 
show before he gets through 
his amendment. 

Mr. 


sed. cost 


I want 1 


how he proposes to change those wages by 


o 


VEST. I propose to do that My amendment is only one of 
the instrumentalities I propose. I have never said, I do not Say Now 
and I never expect to say, that free ships is the only remedy bres 


ships is only one of the steps toward bringing back our merehant ma 


rine. If we were on top of the hill and on a level with the other mari 
time nations of the world, then it would be a different question; but 
we are at the bottom of the hill, and we must commence to learn to 
crawl like a child, and then to walk, and must take step by step 

If the Senator will do me the honor to listen to the remainder of my 
argument he will find that I say not only free ships but I take the 


remedies in the bill which he reported from our Committee on Com 
merce, and then I would repeal the clause the navig ation laws to 
which I have alluded in regard to reshipping crews. More than ail, | 
would reform the protective system, which has struck ae the 
chant marine of the United States as it has struck down a 
other industries of the « ountry. 

Mr. FRYE. By increasing the the peopl 

Mr. VEST. Not increasing the wages of the people, but by brin 
everything to al I know the 
that has is as well as every other question that touches 
the 


ot 


miei 
great many 
wages of 
ring 


1 abnormal and fictitious basis. argument 
been made on th 


We 


protective tarifl are met everywhere, in every campaign, pat 
ticularly in the factories and workshops, with the argument made to 
American workingmen ‘These free-traders or revenue reformers want 
to take the bread out of the mouths of your wives and childre1 \W 
want to do no such thing We simply want to prove to these peopl 
as we can prove, that the tariff does not pay them really higher wages 
that pays them with one hand and robs them with the other, and that 
the whole of it is nothing but — ma hine by which the impres 
sion is made that wages are increased, when in reality it is not the tact 
jut this isan interlude.  ] will g ro On. 

take it, Mr. President, that some time will elapse before the stats 
1ents in this letter from Mr. Griscom will be answered cept by 
















































































i ¢ i ) ) thev show beyond question that our present 

e system is fatally defective, and that without its entire re- 

ist expect to see our flag literally disappear from the 

Che only four steamships now carrying that flag are, as M1 

( mn t bout » abandon and for th as his letter shows, 
debted to those twin relics of barbarism the high tariff 

} itiol la s 

( umined brie the ¢ t of the former, and I come now to 

ling ou upon our people and commerce, the maritime 

t every other n m has abandoned except the United 

ATION LAWS 

Mr. President, itis with the greatest difficulty that I can force myself 
to speak with patience or moderation of the legislation now upon ou 
statute-books, and known as the navigation laws of the United States. 
They were enacted for a different era, and, as even their friends assert, 


n a spirit of retaliation against laws of England which no longer exist. 
History shows that they were ** conceived in sin and brought forth in 
iniquity und that they are the net result of a bargain between the 
New England States and South Carolina and Georgia, in which the 


agreed that the slave trade, with all the horrors of the middle 
passage, should be kept open until 1808, provided the navigation laws 
should secure to New England a monopoly of the ocean carrying trade. 
I know that this has been denied and Mr. David A. Wells has been 
ibused without st for making the assertion, but it is true, and the 
vuthorities Mr. Wells put the matter beyond question. The 
New England States, whose principal interest was shipping, were anx- 
to ha such navigation laws as would secure to them the entire 
of the United States,and South Carolina and Georgia 

nxious for the continuance of the African slave trade. 
history, read in the light of recent events, 
hat Virginia led in the fight against slavery, while the New Eng- 


int 


cited by 


1OUS 
trad 


equaiuy a 


The cur 


carryin 


y 


ious part ol this 





ind States voted for its continuance, in order to traffic for slaves upon 
1e coast of Africa, to be exchanged for rum and molasses in the West 
Indies 
Ind 

I f rony of history that New England afterward assisted 
1 desolating Virginia because she undertook to defend the institution 
that New England had fastened upon her without her consent and 
wiulnst he protest of het cle legates. 

While the question of permitting the further importation of slaves 

ider discussion in the convention that framed the Constitution of 

1729, M Mason, of Virginia, denounced the slave trade with all the 
earnestness Of his nature 

I - ! f! 

He said— 
originated in the avarice of British merchants Che British Government con- 
~ ked the attempt of Virginia to put a stop to rhe present ques- 

m co erns not the Inporting States alone but the whole Union 

Marvila tand Virginia bad alre idy prohibited the importation of slaves ex- 
pressly North Carolina had done the same in substance All this would be in 
vain if South Carolinaand Georgia were at liberty to import 

Declaring, then, with great frankness, the strong sentiments of aver- 
sion he entertained to slavery itself, he concluded by saying ** he la- 
mented that some of our Eastern brethren had, from a lust of gain, 


embarked in this nefarious trafiic.’’ 

Luther Martin, of Maryland, declared the slave trade *‘to be incon- 
sistent with the principles of the Revolution and dishonorable to the 
American character to have such a feature in the Constitution.’’ 


In this state 


the 


f things Gouverneur Morris, adverting tothe circumstances that 
ixth section of the same article then under consideration contained a pro- 
vision “that no navigation act should pass without the consent of two-thirds of 
the members present in each House a provision particularly affecting the in- 
terests of the New England States—suggested that this, together with the fourth 
and fifth sections, should be referred to a committee,in order that a bargain 
might be formed between the parties out of these elements of special local inter- 
est on the one side and the other 


The suggestion was adopted, and on the second day afterward the 
committee reported, extending the slave trade to 1800, and striking 
out the provision requiring a two-thirds vote to enact 
law 

When the report came up in the convention General Pinckney, of 
South Carolina, moved to extend the slave trade to 1808, and the mo- 
tion was seconded by Mr. Gorham, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Madison earnestly and eloquently opposed the motion, declaring 


it to be dishonorable to the American character, but his opposition was 
in vain. 


a navigation 


Hand in hand Massachusetts and South Carolina led the cohorts of 
slavery, and the motion prevailed, all the New England States, with 
South Carolina, Georgia, Maryland, and North Carolina, voting for it, 
and Virginia, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware voting against 
it. Luther Martin was a member of the committee to which I have 
alluded, and in a letter afterward, to the Maryland House of Delegates, 
he says 


I found the Eastern States, notwithstanding their aversion to slavery, were 
very willing to indulge the Southern States at least with a temporary liberty to 
prosecute the slave trade, provided the Southern States would in their turn 
gratify them by laying no restriction on navigation acts 


In the ana of Mr. Jefferson can be found an account of an interview 
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he had with Mr. Mason, corroborating the facts as I have given them 
and the curious student of history and of human motives will find a ful 
account of this ‘‘ strange story’’ in Elliott’s Debates, Hildreth’s History 
of the United States, Bancroft’s History of the Constitution, and thi 
second volume of Rives’s Life of Madison. 

One of the results of this coalition, based on greed and selfishness, 
was swept away in a flood of tears and blood, and African slavery 
longer exists upon this continent. The other, our present navigat 
laws, remains, a disgrace to our civilization and a curse to the count 

What are these laws, of which the birth was so disgraceful, and upon 
which such laudation is bestowed by Mr. Roach and his followers ’ 

Briefly they are: That a vessel of the United States engaged in th: 
foreign trade must be registered to entitle it to the rights and pri 
leges of a vessel of the United States; and to be so registered must 
built within the United States and belong wholly to citizens of the United 
States, or be captured in war and condemned as a prize, or be adjudged 
forfeited for breach of the laws of the United States, being wholly owned 
by citizens of the United States. No vessel can be registered, or, 
registered, entitled tothe benefitsand privileges of a vessel of the United 
States, if owned in whole or in part by any citizen of the United States 
who usually resides in a foreign country, during the continuance 
such residence, unless he be a consul of the United States or agent for a 
partner insome house of trade consisting of citizens of the United States 
actually carrying on trade within the United States; or if owned 
whole or in part by any naturalized citizen of the United States who 
resides more than one year in the country from which he came, or for 
more than two years in any foreign country, unless he be a consul o 
agent of the United States. No vessel registered as a vessel of the 
United States licensed or authorized to sail under a foreign flag and to 
have the protection of any foreign government during the existence ot 
the rebellion can be deemed or registered as a vessel of the Unit 
States, or to have the rights and privileges of such vessels, except und 
provisions of law especially authorizing such register. A register m 
be issued to a vessel built in a foreign country when such vessel s] 
be wrecked in the United States and be purchased and repaired b: 
citizen of the United if the repairs equal three-fourths of the cost « 
such vessel when repaired. 

If we did not know that these provisions could be found upon o 
statute-book they would be thought to have come from the rubbish o 
the Dark Ages, relics ot barbarism long since passed away. 

And yet, in the face of reason, right, experience, the dictates of s 
interest, and even self-preservation, we persist in forbidding our ¢ 
zens to buy ships, which they can not build, in order to enrich one 
two men who own ship-yards in the United States. 

We are told that we must regain our supremacy on the ocean; b 
how are we to regain it without ships equal in cost, speed, durabilit 
and carrying capacity with those of our rivals? 

Take the case of two farmers, with the same quantity of land, of th 
same quality, and worked with equal industry. The same sun shines 
upon both, and the same showers bless and refresh; but one uses th« 
latest and most improved machinery and implements of labor, while 
the other uses the antique plow and spade of his forefathers, and is 
prohibited from buying other implements. 
as to the result? 

When England found that we could excel in building and sailing 
wooden ships, what did her statesmen do? Did they adhere to the nav- 
igation laws enacted in the days of Cromwell, and similar to those we 
have now? Did they shut theireyes to the changed condition and for- 
bid Englishmen to buy ships from America? 

On the Ist day of January, 1850, the last vestige of the navigation 
laws was swept from the statute-books of Englayd, and the course of 
her merchant marine has been onward to its present astonishing pros 
perity. 

Governor Dingley says ‘‘ that from 1549 for three years the merchant 
marine of the United States increased more rapidly as compared with 
that of the United Kingdom than ever before in the history of this 
country.’? But what became of that prosperity after three years? To- 
day Great Britain carries half the commerce of the whole world, while 
we barely manage to carry 15.5 per cent. of our own. 

Can anything be worse than our present condition, unless it be the 
total annihilation of our shipping? Why shouid we adhere to asystem 
which has permitted, even if it has not caused, our present degradation ? 

Mr. President, I do not mean to say that the repeal of the navigation 
laws will alone restore our merchant marine. Ido not believe that any 
legislation will restore it at once, but I do believe that it can never be 
restored under our laws as they now are. 

If we can not build ships we must buy them, and the laws which for- 
bid this violate common sense and common right. 

The great obstacle to the restoration of our shipping interest lies in 
the protective system, of which the navigation laws are a part. The 


l 


Can there be any question 


| high protective and exclusive tariff has stimulated production to an ab- 
normal degree, and has put up the price of labor and also increased the 
Our ships which go out upon the ocean to compete with 
those of other nations are handicapped by an excess in first cost, and 
by the fact that they are loaded when they go out, but have nothing to 
| bring back. 


cost of living. 
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We are competing with free trade, while our enormous tariff duties 
prevent other nations from trading with us. 

Besides this, England is a great workshop, with a vast colonial sys- 
tem and the present control of one-half the commerce of the glob 
To wrest this commerce from her iron grasp will be an almost hopeless 
task. . : 

The glory of our merchant marine has departed because of stu 
navigation laws and the inexorable laws of self-interest and tr 
Cheap lands, high interest, enormous profits from railroads, manutact- 
ire, banking, have drawn both sailorand capitalist away trom the ocean 
fhe broad prairies have taken the place of the broad ocean, and the 
love of adventure and desire for gain have been alike gratified amid 
the mountains and upon the plainsof the West. The brawnand sinew 
and hardy enterprise which manned the cruisers of 1812 are no longet 
found upon our ships. The deeds of Decatur and Hull and Bainbridge 
fall upon listless and indifferent ears, while the scream of the lo« omo- 
tive and the whirl and crash of the factory drown the stories of naval 
adventure and glory. 

Not in one day orone night can a change be wrought. Changed laws 
and changed conditions must join, and many a weary year must come 
and go before our flag floats again in starry splendor above both land 
and ocean. 

Mr. President, I have spoken earnestly and at some length, because 
[ feel deeply the overwhelming importance of reviving our merchant 
marine, both toour material interests and our national honor and 
ness. 

In the year ending June 30, 1883, the total value of our exports and 
imports Was $1,547,020,316. The exports of domestic merchandise 
amounted to $804, 223,632, of which $619,269,449, or 77 per cent., came 
from agriculture. These enormous amounts will give some idea of the 
sums paid annually to foreign nations for carrying our commerce, when 
the same work should be done by our own ships and the profit paid to 
our own people. 

[t is not a question affecting only the seaboard States of the Union 
The entire country is vitally interested, and the great grain-producing 
States of the Northwest, to whose people transportation is a subject ot 
paramount importance, appreciate fully the magnitude of this question. 

For the year ending June, 1882, the State of Missouri alone produced 
23,819,300 bushels of wheat, 161,655,000 bushels of corn, and 30,374,- 
200 bushels of oats, and as yet the agricultural interest of this great 
State is only in its infancy. Shall we ship our surplus products for the 
future, enormous as they must be, in foreign vessels? Or shall we re- 
vive our merchant marine and pay more than $150,000,000 annually to 
our own people for transportation, instead of sending that amount 
abroad ? 

Nor is this the only question. Our Navy is in as desperate a con- 
dition as our merchant marine. Although Congress has appropriated 
since 1866 the enormous sum of $385,000,000 for naval purposes, we are 
to-day virtually without a navy, and our seaboard cities at the merc) 
of Europe. 

The merchant marine isthe nursery of the Navy, and one is necessarily 
dependent on the other. We are now without ships and without sail- 
ors, for not more than 5 per cent. of the seamen on American vessels are 
Americans. 

In this almost desperate condition what are we to do, and where can 
we find a remedy ? 

In my opinion no one measure will be found sufficient ; nor do I be- 
lieve it possible, no matter what we may do, to resume for years our 
place among maritime nations. When capital can no longer find specu- 
lative profits in mining and stock-jobbing and high interest ; when our 
protective tariff shall be reduced to a revenue standard and the abnor- 
mal and fictitious prices, both for the cost of living and labor, shall be 
brought to a fair basis; when the cheap lands of the West shall have 
been sold and occupied, and our population shall have so increased as 
to cause sharp competition in every department of industry and in- 
vestment, then our people will again turn to the ocean. 

In the mean time let us repeal the navigation laws which disgrace the 
civilization of the age, and allow American citizens to buy ships where 
they can be bought most cheaply. This privilege is given the English- 
man, the German, and the Frenchman; why should it be refused to the 
American ? ; 

If we do this, instead of listening to the interested clamor of a few 
owners of ship-yards, and adopt the reforms as to sailing a vessel con- 
tained in the bill before the Senate and then pay liberal and just com- 
pensation for ocean postage, we shall have done all that is possible for 
the American Congress. 

It is suicide to adhere any longer to the narrow and bigoted system 
under which our shipping has gradually disappeared from the ocean. 
With each recurring year we are told that the next will see our ships 
again in every sea and the Navy an iron rampart on our seaboard. For 
twenty years and more we have heard this syren song, not in the soit, 
Sweet strains that sought to woo Ulysses to his death, but in the hoarse 


ade. 


great- 


and gutteral accents of Mr. John Roach, denouncing the advocates of 


free ships as emissaries of Great Britain and enemies of their country. 
To continue on the road we have traveled is certain death to our mer- 

chant marine, now in the last stages of decline. In a change of our 

present laws is at least a hope, but without a change there is none. 
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_ Mr. FRYE. The Senator speaks about repealing the navigation laws 
Che term ‘* navigation laws”’ may be used in a very indefinite manne: 


The Senator's proposed amendment does not repeal the nav 


gation laws 

What I desire the Senator to say is Whether he proposes as the remedy 
or as one remedy for these « Vus to ope nh our coastwise trade to competi 
tion from the ships that he would authorize to be purchased abroad 

Mr. VEST. I do not. My amendment does not go to that exter 

Mr. FRYE Does the Senator himself propose it? 

Mr. VEST. I do not prepose it [ have not proposed 

Mr. FRYE. Chen I fail to see how those wages whi ‘ 
are to be affected 

Mr. VEST. Let me say to the Senator that I must have lx 
unfortunate In my statement. Here is an American yessel th 
to Liverpool and makes a contract there with sailors. She engae 
them of course at the prices that are paid in Liverpool Whe he 


comes to the United States and that vessel touches 


} 


the American sea 


board our Revised Statutes ste p in and say, ** No matter what the con 
tract, you must reship your crew.’’ Now, ifthe Revised Statutes we 
out of the way that American vessel could make a barg 1 with those 





sailors for that round trip or as many trips as it pleased, no matter what 


our coastwise Wages are Is there any otheranswer needed Hlere the 
law steps in and takes an American by the throat and says, *‘ I do not 
care what contracts you make, when you touch our shores you must r 


ship your crew.”’ I say it is wrong, unjust, impolitic 
President, I have not asingle 


Mr. HALE. Mr. gle word to say in reply 
to the animated and eloquent screed of the Senator from Missouri [M 


Vest] in favor of free ships and against our navigation laws. Ther 
is not in the naval appropriation bill which is now before the Senate a 
single clause or paragraph that in any way touches or raises the q 
tion of free ships or the navigation laws 

The Senator from Missouri iscalled away for an indefinite period and 
will not be here when the bill rel iting to American sh pping comes up 
is it willin a few days, and so I did not feel justified in appealing to 

im not to drag into the discussion of the naval ippropriation bill \ 
other great subject of tree ships ind the navigation laws: but I de 
implore Senators to remember the habit and tradition and bu 
forms and manner of this body Che appropriation bills have alway 
been considered business bills, devoted to the subjects-matter cont 
inthem. They raised enough subjects for discussion in the m: 
involved in their provisions, and all that is proper and right; but 
be the purpose to make the occasion of an appropriation bill the 
for discussion upon all other matters, then Senators will seeat once that 
the dispat h which we have been able to give to these bills will cea 
(ll the more is it unnecessary to encumber the bill with such d 
sions, because the shipping bill has been made a special order and w 
come up naturally in a few days. So I hope we shall confin 
to the appropriation bill forthe Navy Department, the needs of the G 
ernment in that branch of its service, and keep out all extrane 
ters. 

Che Senator from Missouri last night before adjournmen ) 
aggressive and so bitter in his treatment of the management ofthe Navy 
Departme nt, and ¢ xpre ssed so clearly his entire lack of confidence n 
Department, and was so frank at last in declaring that whatever objec 


tions of detail he had to any of the provisions of the bill they all yielded 
to his one supereminent objection that he was unwilling to trust th 
Navy Department with the expenditure ofany more money, that I shall 
be drawn into more of a discussion of some of the things stated by hii 
and some Of the reasons advanced by 
intended. There are two or three of his propositions so fallacious 0 
wholly without ground, that I can not let 
attempting to answer them. 

First and foremost the Senator is too bright a man, too old a Senator, 
too much in the habit of reading and investigating before he talks, to 
repeat the old and stale statement that $385,000,000 have been spent 
for the naval establishment in the last twenty years without results 
that no account has been given of it: and that the that ¢ 
penditure is such that the Navy Department ought to be shut off from 
any extra supplies at present. Does the Senator know 
that the Navy Department found itself in at the end of the war for 
suppression of the rebellion? Does he know that fleets and navies were 
improvised under the whip and spur of necessity at that time which 
served their purpose and did their work and then went out of existence 
like a dream? Does he know that ship after ship was built of 
material that could only float in the waters for two or three brief years, 
and that the administrations 
an establishment on hand that 
up and sold; that during all strenuous years the pressure that 
was upon the Navy Department was not to build ships for the 
but to maintain an existing blockade, to improvise a few fast eruis : 
so that the depredations of the Alabama and her consort cruisers should 
be stopped by speedy ships that could chase and overtake and capture 


her? 


him for his position than I had 


the occasion » withou 


record ot 


the condition 


reen 


succeeding the war found themselves with 
in the main was only fit to be broken 


those 





Che record upon this subject shows what sort of an establishme: 
Navy Department found itself in possession of at the close of the wai 
We built during the war 123 vessels in 
$43.158,116. We built in the navy 


in private yards, 56 vesssels, costi 


private jy irds at a cost i 


yards, their machine 


w $21,300,821 We took fron 
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merchant marine by purchase 497 vessels, costing $19,625,593, and 78 
old canal-boats and schooners for the purpose of sinking and obstruct- 


ng the harbors at a cost of $193,77 These are the figures and that 








is what during the war was improvised asa navy. 

When the war ended and peace came we had nothing that went to 
make a permanent navy. The vessels that were taken from the mer- 
chant service could only run for a year or two afterward, and under 
acts of Congress these with other vessels which were useless were sold, 

ng to the Government $15,000,000; but they went out of exist- 
‘ e and made no part of a naval lores afterward There were fifteen 
‘ enty wooden vessels on the stocks in the navy-yards. They had 
cost from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000, and to finish them would 
510,000,000 more If the had been put into them and fin- 
the ve should have only repeated England’s experiment when 
d to utilize her wooden ships, and $100,000,000 that she had 
Kind Of na i mst on went absolut: ly out ot exist- 
und was charged to profit and loss 
i the Na { Limeasingie iron screw-steamer nor 
! mpound engine, nor had such an engine been built 
What we should h e done then, as England andas 
( many and other powers makingany pretension to na- 
nce done was to have sat ourselves down and by libe ral 
s laid the found 0 ot an enduring navy We have done 
‘ kind 
| ce 1865 to present time, the only singk 
» that has been made for the purpose of building 
p na I onstructing the Americal Navy, has been that of 
WOO appropriated 1~% What a ce st that isto other great 
| e sent and got some of the figures here to show what has been 
during these years by the other powers referred to by the Senator 
i \lissour lake England len armored ships she has built of 
tie rreadnought class that cost 523,020,960 The Inflexible alone cost 
S? 935.925. the Dreadn ught herself costing 32,799,825. SIXtv-two 


oread ships of the second class cost 387,209,180: eighty unarmored 

ships cost 345,432,525, and sixty-nine gunboats cost $6,008,000, mak- 

yeand total that Great Britain has expended during these years up to 
1879 of 3141,649,705, and since 


to make 


1879 thissum has beenadded to enough 
it almost 5200, 000,000 


ther nations have followed in the same line of policy. France du 


ng this time has built five armored ships of the Formidable class, cost- 
ing $14,000,000; sixty armored ships costing $65,000,000; and the total 
cost of her ships up to Is79 was $88,500,000; and enough more has 
been added since then to make it more than $100,000,000. Russia has 


built five first-class ships, at a cost of 37,025,000. The largest one, the 
Peter the Great, cost alone $2,800,000, more than we propose in this 
Dill to appropriate this year fot the new cruisers that are to be built 
hereafte1 Italy, referred to by the Senator from Missouri last night 
as an example, has built the most powerful naval war ships known, of 
the Duilio class. Fiveof these cost $18,505,000, over $3,000,000 apiece. 
Che Duilio cost $3,500,000, the Italia, the Letanto, and the Colombo, 
35,855,000 apiece. Ten other armored ships cost $9,445,000, and sev- 
532,250,000 against our $3,200,000. 

Germany has built five large and powerful vessels of the Konig Wil- 
helmciass. Shealone cost $2,492,000. Twenty-one armored ships cost 
$15, 167,950, thirty-six unarmored ships over $12,600,000, making in all 
237,100,000. Austria has built five armored, iron-hull ships, costing 
$6,154,890; five armored, wooden-hull ships, costing $7,409,360; and 
twenty-two unarmored ships, at a cost of $5,000,000, her total being 
$18,564,250 lurkey alone has expended in this time $17,228,500, 
against our $3,200,000. Grouping these six nations together, we have 


enteen unarmored ships $4,300,000; making a total expenditure of | 


a total naval construction expenditure up to 1879 of $367,813,155, and 


the amount expended since 1879 certainly can not be less than $75, 000,000 
to $100,000,000 more. I have not the figures for the late years. 

Now, contrast that with what we have done, $3,200,000, and then 
consider what was left to us from the war, and the wonder is to-day 
that we have even the remnant of a navy, that we have anything left 
upon the waters of the globe to bear our flag. The Senator from Mis- 
souri comes in and repeats that old, stale charge that $385,000,000 have 
been expended for the Navy during these last twenty years, and asks 
where it has gone and wants the Senate to pass a vote of want of con- 
fidence in the Navy administration or in the administration of the 
Government itself because of that. 

He ought to know that that $385,000,000 does not represent a navy; 
it does not represent new ships. It represents simply the expenditures 
of the Department, and hardly a dollar of it has gone into anything like 
anew ship. These appropriations have been made for the running ex- 
penses of the Department. Does the Senator want to know how it is 
that money has gone? Let me tell him—for I have been getting the 
figures, some of them exact and some of them approximate 

Of that $385,000,000 which the Senator complains has been spent wan- 
tonly and unaccounted for in these twenty years, does the Senator know 
that $165,000,000 have gone for the pay of the Navy, a pay regulated 
by law, and upon which limitations are fixed by Congress, and of which 
not a dollar could enter into the construction of a vessel of the Navy 


any more than it could enter into the construction of his house in Mis- 
souri, or mine in Maine? There is $165,000,000 of it gone at once 
Does the Senator know that for provisions and clothing, as essential as 
it is that life should be maintained in the Navy, over $30,000,000 have 
gone, and not a dollar of it has touched the structure of a new ship? 
Would the Senator like to be informed that for repairs and maintenance 
of navy-yards $70,000,000 have gone in these several years, and that 
not a dollar of that goes into building up and maintaining a navy ° 
Does he know that in the Equipment Bureau for coal and other sup 
plies needed to maintain the life of the Navy as it exists as much as ai! 
water, and food are needed for man’s sustenance, $20,000,000 have gon 
(nd for repairs of old ships that came to us as a legacy from the war 
that we have been straining to keep afloat, $41,000,000 have gone? 

In these great items alone I have accounted for $326,000,000 out 
his $385,000,000, and if I go into the details of the smaller bureaus, t} 
Navigation Bureau, the Annapolis Academy, the naval asylums, and 
the contingencies that have been appropriated for, his $385,000,000 
swept aside and accounted for, and not a dollar of it has gone or co 
vo into the rebuilding a n iy. 
story 


And yet the Senator repeats that . 


I have gone into this for the purpose and with the hope that dur 
this discussion we shall hear no more of that oft-repeated cry o! 
$385,000,000 and the want of confidence expressed in the Navy Dep 
ment because of that. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question 

Mr. HALE. Certainly 

Mr. BAYARD. Iask him whether it is not just also to state t! 
in addition to the sums of money which have been appropriated 
Congress since 1866, which amount to $385,000,000 for the naval est 
ishment, large sums, the proceeds of old vessels sold and old mate1 
sold, are not justly to be added to that? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; that is not so. All of the late sales have bi 
in subordination to the enactments of Congress, which have been 
tremely rigid and thoroughly observed. Every sale of vessels or mat: 
rial inits resultsis turned into the Treasury, and the Navy Departn: 
gets no benefit from them. Immediately succeeding the war, whet 
legislation was looser and when there was not that closescrutiny giv: 
to appropriations and to the sources of expenditure, a few million di 
lars additional went into the Navy Department, but that was dissipat 
in the expenditures that were made at that time. 

Mr. BAYARD. It has not been in the direct line of my assignment 
of duty to examine these expenditures, but I had a very strong it 
pression, which I confess remains, that to many contractors for vess: 
in the way of repairs not only was money paid but that old vess 
were taken by them and material furnished to them which is not 
cluded in the total sum of the $385, 000,000 

Mr. HALE. The totalaggregateof what the Senator refers to at th 
time to which he alludes was so small that it does not make a con 
ponent part of importance in the funds at the control of the Navy 1 
partment. If the Senator will examine the statute he will see how 
clearly it is defined there that every dollar received trom the sale ct 
old ships and old material must be turned into the Treasury. That 
has been insisted for years, and every dollar coming in that way goes 
in that manner into the Treasury, and has for the last twelve years. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
proceeds of the sales of old material are turned into the public Treas- 
ury ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In every case? 

Mr. HALE. In every case 

Mr. ALLISON. Now. . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. IfIremember aright, if theSenator will furthe 
yield to me for a moment, the distinct charge was made by the commit- 


| tee of investigation of the other House, called the Whitthorne com- 


mittee, that large quantities of vessels and old material, the contents 


| of navy-yards in which material had been stored and pi'ed up for a 


long term of years by excessive purchases, far beyond the wants of the 
service, were traded off to contractors for repairs of ships and the con- 
struction of new vessels, some of which the Senator will remember 
were commenced under great scandals in 1874. My informationis, and 
the records of Congress show, that the Senator’s statement is not ex- 
actly in accordance with the facts as set forthin that report. I believe 
that no Senator or member representing that side of the Chamber has 
ever yet undertaken to gainsay or resist successfully the conclusions of 
that report. 

While I am on my feet, perhaps the Senator will allow me to mak 
another observation. He takes occasion to criticise Senators upon this 
side of the Chamber for objecting to large appropriations of money [01 
the increase of the Navy. Speaking for myself, I would not withhold 
appropriations for a proper increase of the naval service. [am anxious 
for appropriations, and for appropriations adequate to meet the exigen 
cies of the times. 

Mr. HALE. 


I hope the Senator will not seek to interject a speech 
here. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam coming to mypoint. Since 1861 we have | Statutes, which contains th 
not been menaced by any foreign power, we have not needed these ap- | made: 
propriations of money, and we have seemingly not needed a navy. SEx 


result with the exceptions that have been 


3618. All proceeds of sales of old mate: 


Now, when we come to take into consideration the experience of the | other public property of any kind, except oF 
past, thescandals that haveattended upon the Navy, the appropriations Here are the exceptions— 
of money that have been squandered, which have been of no benefit to except the proceeds of the sale or leasing of 1 i ea 5. 01 





the country, and then when we take into consideration the existing | revenue-cutters, or of the sales of « 


yMmMissary stores to t officers ar 





sit i 
condition in which that same state of affairs exists, when the party the | men of the Army, or of the sale of condemned navy clothing, or of sales 
Senator himself represents will still persist in keeping at the head of | [°7yUS;Storesor Diltaliak andl cuead tein tha Secs cn cate 
the United States Navy a man under whom no Senator upon this side | céipts,on account of “proceeds of Government prope .* wed sie 
of the Chamber and no fair-minded citizen has any confidence that the | Withdrawn or applied, except in consequence of a iu 
appropriations we here make will be either intelligently or honestly ap- made by law 
plied, then I say it comes with very poor grace to charge this side of And the amount of these sales is to be stated by each head of Dey 
the Chamber or any Senator here with a want of appreciation of the | mentevery year in his annual statement and reports which published 
necessities of this Government. annually. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am very glad that I let the Senator Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask—— 
go on and that he did not sit down without discharging some of the bile Mr. HALE. I can not yield further, because if I do my time w 
that is in him against the Secretary of the Navy. The Senator would | all be consumed. I wish to go on in the thread that I began of answet 
be very unhappy evidently in discussing naval appropriations unless he | ing the Senator from Missouri. 
relieved himself of some of that feeling, and I am glad to have afforded The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON in the chair The Set 
him the opportunity of doing that. | ator from Maine is entitled to the floor and insists upon occupying it 
Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. I} Mr. MCPHERSON. The statement made by the honorable Senatoi 
submit to him that is a very unfair way of treating a fact if the state- | from Ohio is very misleading. 
ment I make is a fact; and I think if the Senator will read the news-| The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Maine will proceed 


papersof the country and hear the statements that are made upon every Mr. HALE. Ido not mean to be discourteous in any way to the Sen 

hand, he will not charge it upon my bile or upon any opposition I | ator from New Jersey. If he has any question to ask, I shall yield to 
have to the Secretary of the Navy. I have none—none whatever. I | him. 

scarcely know him. I have no communication with him. I have Mr. MCPHERSON. I thought I answered the question that has been 
never visited the Navy Department of this Government, although a | put practically by the Senator trom Ohio. The Senator will understand 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, since that gentleman has | that the law from which he read was one passed to prevent the con 

been at the head of the naval affairs of this country. But this I do | tinuance of doing exactly the things which I charge upon the Depart 

say: if a great political organization in charge of the affairs of this | ment. It was found that the law previous to that time had been vio 
Government will persist in keeping at the head of that Department a | lated; it was altogether too loosely drawn, and the Secretary of the Navy 
man who has not the confidence or even the respect of the people of | evaded the practical and just interpretation of the law, and what has 
thiscountry that the appropriations made will be either intelligently or | been read is an additional law that was then passed 


honestly employed, then the responsibility rests there, and it does not I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio this question: With that law 

rest either with this side of the Chamber or with the people of the | upon the statute-book is it possible for a Secretary of the Navy to order 

country. | an ironclad worth $1,700,000 to be towed to the ship-yard of John Roach 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have made no allusion to that side of | and only by a telegraphic message order her to be broken up? 

the Chamber. The subjects that are mainly of importance in this ap- Mr. SHERMAN. That has nothing to do with the sale of vessels 

propriation bill which is under my charge are subjects-matter upon | Mr. MCPHERSON. And then sold as old scrap. 


which the Senate has already made its record. The new ships that are Mr. HALE. The law that has been read by the Senator from Ohio 
contemplated in the amendments to this appropriation bill are the ships | had nothing whatever todo with the Navy Department, bat was a gen 
provided for by a bill which passed the Senate and upon which, a yea- | eral law passed to meet all the needs. 1 remember very well when it 
and-nay vote being taken, were found in its favor many of the old and | was passed, because I was a member of the Committee on Appropria 
leading and conservative and wise Senators upon the other side of the | tions in the House of Representatives; and it had nothing whatever to 
Chamber. And the Senator from New Jersey is most unjust when he | do specially with the Navy. 
intimates that I have made any reproach to his side of the Chamber. The Senator from Missouri in attacking this bill has declared himself 
What I was saying was meant to be directed to the Senator from New | entirely dissatisfied with its provisions, and especially with reference to 
Jersey, and I do not recognize the assumption that he represents his | the new cruisers that are provided for in it. Now, let us look at that 
side of the Chamber, because it has been true heretofore that many | fora moment; let us see what the Committee on Appropriations has 
Senators upon that side have realized the deplorably helpless condition | done, what it has incorporated on this bill for the action of Congress 
in which the United States finds itself.to-day and have sought early and | of the Senate first 
late to aid and further and advance measures that shall relieve us from Some weeks ago the Naval Committee, on bills that had been referred 
that humiliating attitude. The discussion already had upon the bill | to it, took up the whole subject of the construction of new ships for th 
for the construction of cruisers has developed the fact that Senators | Navy, and after most patient hearings, after summoning distinguished 
upon the other side realize, as the Senator from New Jersey does not | officers.of the Navy, the Secretary, the members of the advisory board 
seem to do, that there are things which rise above party lines. and other officers known to represent the best interests of the Navy and 
I hope, sir, that I shall not live many years before I shall see the | commanding the confidence of the country from very long and merit 
American Navy what it ought to be, the pet of the American people. | rious service, reported a bill for additional cruisers of the class that are 
No matter what administration comes into power, no matter how long | now being built, which were authorized last year and appropriated tor 
it shall remain, no matter when it shall go out and be succeeded by an | and after full discussion the Senate passed the bill and sent it to the 
administration representing the opposite faith in politics, the American | House of Representatives, which from that day to this has made no sign 
Navy ought to be the cherished child of every administration; it ought | in the direction of responding to the demands made upon its attentio: 
to be, as in its past, the pride and the pet of the American people. We | by the overwhelming vote of the Senate 


do not need much of an army. If we ever shall need it we can impro- In this condition of affairs the Committee on Appropriation 

vise it with the stamping of a foot. But the American people ought | ing that it is the only way to bring the House of Representatives to 
not to go on another year without showing to the powers of the world | expression upon this subject, and in order to make the issue, has do 
that if complications ensue, as they may in diplomacy, we have at our | what has been done ever since the foundation of the Government 
hand the means to defend ourselves and to maintain our honor: and | the provision for building these ships upon the naval appropriation 


that is a question which, to me, it is self-evident rises entirely above | not as new legislation, but simply as continuing und augmenting 


party considerations, and I do not believe that the Senator from New | present naval establishment of the Government, which is recognized | 





Jersey represents his party in this body in the opposition that he makes | law and may be appropriated for from year to year It has put uy 
early and late to the provisions that are incorporated in this bill this measure that bill in termsas passed by the Senate, passed by almos 
Mr. SHERMAN. At the request of the Senator I will read the sec- | the solid votes of this side of the Chamber and by nearly or quite | 
tion of the Revised Statutes which requires the proceeds of public | the Senators on the other side, and that is the question betore thes 

property to be covered into the Treasury—an ordinary proceeding con- | ate now, and the Senator from Missouri says first that ther 

ducted every day: in these ships, that they are not what we want, thatthey pre 
Sec, 3618, All proceeds of sales—— what we do not wv ” ; and th nD 0s Ms ae - 

whose authority and judgment is worth cons ing, and he has qu 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Approved when ? \dmiral Porter inthe speech that he made last night against t! che 
Mr. HALE. Passed in its present form in 1872 Why, Mr. P ‘ of the leading advoes of these s] ) 
Mr. SHERMAN. It was passed first in 1847, amended in 1866, a1 ‘ ) Was enc the Sena 

amended by one or two acts since. Vir. Jov vho | see now is attending to what I sav, will 
Mr. HALE. The mainamendment was passed in 1872. tt most eager advocates tor the building ot Siiiy 
Mr. SHERMAN. This is the form in which itstands in the Revised | Chicago and the Atlanta and the Boston 
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and the gunboats 


was Admiral Porter himself. The fault that he 
found was that the committee was not appropriating for enough ships 
of this class. When he was asked: 

Senator BUTLER 
the class provided for? 

Referring to the very class contained in the bill, this was his an- 
Sswelr 


Admiral PORTER. 


I think you ought to build now twice as many as you pro- 
in that bill 


pose 
No lack of confidence there 


It is just aseasy to buildthem as the others, and there is plenty of money in this 
country—more than we know what to do with 
Senator BUTLER. You mean cruisers? 


Admiral Porrer. Yes, sir, the cruisers; and then we should go to work and 


build fifteen or twenty of these gunboats at once, and fifteen or twenty torpedo- | 


boats of 100 feet length, which will run from nineteen to twenty knotsan hour. 
All that can be done rapidly 
Senator BUTLER 
Admiral PORTER 


And then ten or a dozen cruisers? 
Yes, of large size. I speak from knowledge; I know what 


the country wants, and we do not want less than twelve ships of the Chicago | 


SIZE« 


we want from forty to fifty ships right offof the size of the Boston and At- 
lanta 


I say it is an absolut« necessity. 
a War with the smallest of naval powers, we would be the most humiliated peo- 
ple in the world. We would have to stop boasting of our great war resources, 
and every man who had held an office affecting the Navy would try to throw 
the blame of its inefficiency on some one else. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. He will remember that Admiral Porter in 
that examination stated that in the course of a few years, under the 
authority of Congress now.cive. and which some of our friends here 
opposed, there would not be a ship in the Navy, and unless some pro- 
vision of law was made to substitute the old ships with new ones there 
would not be a vessel on the ocean to carry the American flag. 

Mr. HALE. That is found immediately following what I have read. 
Rear-Admiral Jenkins, a distinguished officer of the Navy, was sum- 
moned. He says: . 


In that connection will the Senator permit 


I believe I have read everything printed officially, and I have read all the 
criticisms that have come into my possession, foreign and domestic, in relation 
to the scheme of the advisory board, and so far as lam able to judge I approve 
of every recommendation they have made. Of course a ship is a very complex 
thing. Very few things in this world are perfect. We must run a little risk. 
Men have different opinionsand all can not be right. We prove in the end who 
isright. I believe that the recommendations of the advisory board in regard 
to the first ships, those now being built and those proposed, are as good as could 
be provided in any courtry 


[ could go on over this little volume, which gives all the testimony, 
and I could read page after page. 
Naval Affairs, which originally reported and was the sponsor of this 
measure, was struck forcibly with the unanimity of the officers of the 
Navy in approval of these ships—not entire, not complete unanimity; 
one or two exceptions; but all of those were explained away and the 
residuum was that the Navy Department believe in these ships, believe 


they will make the best cruisers in the world, believe that we should | 


go on building more and more each year and that they should not be 
delayed 

The Senator from Missouri says that is not what we want; we want 
ships for coast defense; we want ships such as the great powers of 
Europe are building; and he instances Italy especially, which has ex- 
cited his admiration by the building of heavy ships that she has en- 
gaged in and completed in the last fewyears. That is undoubtedly the 
fact. t 
to make one of those ironclads, one of those war ships of the class of 
the Lepanto, of the Duilio, or the Colombo? He alluded to one of 
those as having been built last year in Italy. Why, Mr. President, 
I have here a statement of the length of time required to build ships 
and armament of the class referred to by the Senator from Missouri. 
The Inflexible, one of the great English armored ships of the heaviest 


class, took seven years to finish; the Dreadnought took nine, the Aga- | 


memnon seven, the Téméraire four, and the Monarch, a second-class 
armored ship, took three years, the smallest time given of any ship of 
the kind 

In France the Formidable has been building for years, and is yet in- 
complete; the Friedland, named from one of Napoleon’s great battles 
and victories, took nine years to build; the Tonnerre took five years to 
build. In Italy the Italia has been under process of construction from 
1876 to 1880, and is yet unfinished; the Lepanto has taken seven years, 
from 1876 to 1883, and is yet incomplete; the Duilio took from 1873 
to 1880, seven years to build; the Dandolo from 1873 to 1882, 
years; the Princesse Amadeo from 1865 to 1875, ten years. 

The building of every one of these immense mammoth structures for 
harbor defense or for war purposes is an exploit in itself and requires 
years for completion. 
before this bill passes, if nobody else shall propose, I do not know but 


that I will myself offer an amendment calling on the Secretary of the’ 


Navy to submit to Congress plans at the next session for the cost and 
expense and time it would take to build one of these monstrous struct- 
ures of modern naval construction. But the Senator should see, as any 
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What number of additional ships do you think we wantof | 


If we should be suddenly involved in | 


This is true, that the Committee on | 


But does the Senator from Missouri realize how long it takes | 


nine 


I do not say that we should not start out; and | 
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man ought to see, that we for our protection need something beside 
these armored ships for harbor defense. 

One of the things that contributed largely to keeping the hands o0; 
European powers off us in the war, that maintained and preserved 
Great Britain’s neutrality, was the immense power that the American 
people showed of improvising a navy at that time. The fast ships that 
| we built and sent out that pursued the corsairs frightened the English 

Government for fear that if hostilities occurred their whole commercis 

marine would be at our mercy. And I tell you, Mr. President, that 

with a good fleet of steel cruisers such as we started last year, such as 

are provided for in this bill, cruisers such as will overtake nine out of 

ten of the merchant ships of any power, steam or otherwise, the United 

States stands in a position where she can bid defiance to any foreign 
| power. 

I do not say that the Inflexible or the Dreadnought or the Duilio o; 
the Lepanto, if they were laid alongside the Chicago or the Atlanta, by 
a single discharge could not blow her out of the water. These ships 
are not built for any such conflict as that. But let it be known that 
we have in our control a dozen ships of the Chicago class, twenty ships 
of the Boston and Atlanta class, making from sixteen to seventeen and 
| eighteen miles an hour on the seas of the globe and ready to be sent 
| out, and any administration in Great Britain, in France, or Germany, 
or any power will think twice before they will take a hostile attitude 
on any of the questions in which we are vitally interested here. Let 
that be known and felt, and it is better than anything else in presery- 
ing America and the American continent from the interference of any 
foreign power; and that is what these ships are made for largely. 

Besides that, they are ships that will take the place of the Trenton 
and the Tennessee and the other wooden ships which are now fast full 
ing into decay and must soon cease representing our flag the world over 
I do not believe there is a Senator here who will get up in his place 
and declare that he wants to see the American flag blotted out from 
the ports of the world. No matter if our commerce has been decay- 
ing, the time will come when it will revive. When investments are 
profitable in American commerce, when it is seen that the vast bulk 
of the money which has been ipvested in internal enterprises and im- 
provements can be better adapted to service upon the waters of the 
| globe and a mercantile marine will pay, then the American mercantile 
marine will raise itself to something like its old prestige and its old 
prominence; and whenever that comes the American people, no matter 
what administration has power, ought to be in possession of a good 
navy that shall represent us everywhere all over the globe; and it is 
for that purpose that these ships are made. They are useful in that 
| respect every day of their lives. 





| But the Senator says that he does not want to be dictated to and that 
he objects to this scheme for enriching contractors and for enriching 
| John Roach. There is another thing that has been heard early and 
late here, like the $385,000,000 charge. I have nothing to say of Mr 
| John Roach. I have the barest acquaintance with him. I have not 
seen the man for a year except once meeting him on the street. I can 
| say when it is charged that these are simply schemes for enriching and 
building him up while our merchant marine is growing less, that neither 
the Committee on Naval Affairs that sponsored this bill first nor the 
Committee on Appropriations that has put it on the appropriation bill 
has ever seen the face of John Roach or has ever heard the footfall o! 
his foot, or has known of his presence in Washington. I do not know 
that he has been here during the consideration of any of these measures 
Mr. John Roach, I take it, has business to attend to. If it makes him 
offensive to Senators or Representatives or anybody that he is a business 
man, that he is a prosperous man, I can not help that. I was inter- 
ested in the debate that took place the other day. When the bill was 
before the Senate, on the report of the Naval Committee, this same gen- 
tleman was referred to. I was interested in the testimony that was 
brought out in the colloquy with reference to Mr. Roach. This o 
| curred on February 27 in this Chamber. 





Mr. Butier. There is John Roach again, the béte noire of my friend from New 
Jersey and my friend from Kentucky. 
| Mr. McPHerson. No; I have a great respect for Mr. Roach. I admire his 
pluck, his enterprise, his progress. I do not blame Mr. John Roach for compet 
ing with all comers for the business of the United States as well as for privat« 
business. 


And later: 


Mr. But._er. The Senator from New Jersey says he has a very high respect 
for Mr. John Roach. 
| Mr. McPuersow. I said for his pluck, for his enterprise, and for his progres 
siveness. 

Mr. Butrier. For his pluck, for his enterprise, and for his progressiveness 

Mr. McPuerson. I do not question his honesty in fair competition. 

Mr. BuTLER. The Senator does not question his honesty. Then we have th: 
Senator down to some point where we can put our hand upon bim. 

Mr. McPuHerson. Certainly. 


I have taken occasion because of the iteration and the reiteration of 
| the charge about Mr. Roach, in whom I have not the least interest but 

who is continually involved in these discussions touching naval appro- 
| priations, to send to the Department and get the record of Mr. Roach 
| as to all his transactions there, and I have it here. 


| When the war closed Mr. Roach was notaship-builder. He had been 
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engaged in furnishing engines and machinery for ships that were fitted | animated; that every ship-builder had the opportunity of putting in his 


out by private enterprise or by the Government, and the question came | 
up of new engines first for the new ships that were being built. Mr. 
Roach’s first bid for two pairs of engines of the Guerriere class was 
$760,000. No other builder bid the same as he, and the contract was 
not closed. Nineteen pairs of engines were given out to other builders at | 
$400,000 each, or $20,000 on each bid higher than Mr. Roach. There 
was certainly no complication there; there was no influencing or con- 
trolling improperly the Navy Department. When the contract was 
finally given for the Wampanoag class, Mr. Roach built one pair for 
$620,000, while the other contractors got $700,000. Onevery engine that 
he built of that class the Government profited $20,000 over the other 
contractors. The next work that he did was on the Dunderberg, which | 
Mr. Webb was then building, which was afterward sold to the French | 
Government, and our Government itself made money in the trans- | 
action. 

After this other questions came up, and other bids and contracts 
were put out and made by the Navy Department. The proposition | 
arose for putting compound engines in the Tennessee. The old en- 
gines had been found comparatively useless. The needs and wants of | 
the world had demonstrated that compound engines were better and 
should be put wherever they could be intoour ships. The project was 
advanced of sending abroad to see what could be done there in the way 
either of getting models or purchasing these engines; but Mr. Roach, 
with an enterprise that I think has characterized him always, believed 
that it could be done in America, and he made this proposition to the | 
Department: He said that the navy-yards could not build these com- 
pound engines and put them into the Tennessee; that he would agree 
to build them with these results, putting himself under bond to accom- 
plish the following things: First, that the engines should take up 30 | 
per cent. less room than the old ones had, 30 per cent. less weight, and 
burn 30 per cent. less fuel, and furnish 40 per cent. more speed. 

That does not look like a proposition of a charlatan or a contractor | 
who is seeking to make money improperly out of one of the Depart- 
ments of the Government. He went on with that notwithstanding it 
was said in the navy-yards and by some men in charge at the Depart- | 
ment that it was utterly impossible for him to do this, that he was 
proposing a dream that no man could realize, and yet he did it. 

The next transaction was building the combined engines for the Tren- 
ton. Those were advertised for and the following were the bids: Wood- 
ruff Iron Works, of Hartford, $675,000, in fourteen months’ time; 
Quintard Iron Works, $665,000, in twelve months’ time; Atlantic 
Works, of Boston, $663,000, in fourteen months’ time; William Wright 
«& Co., of Newburg, $650,000, in fourteen months’ time; John Roach, | 
$635,000, in ten months’ time. 

Thus his bid was $15,000 lower than the next lowest, $32,000 less 
than the average, and two months less in time of work. That does not 
look to me like the record of a corruptionist or a man who is not will- 
ing to submit to fair competition, for these firms that competed with 
him were bright, able, enterprising firms who knew what they were 
about and what they could do. 

In 1873 the Government appropriated the $3,200,000 that I have 
alluded to for the construction of engines and of sloops of war. Bids 
were called for to build seven pairs of compound engines. The Atlan- | 
tic Works of Boston was the lowest bidder and received two pairs, all 
that they certified they could do. The rest were built by the Quintard 
Works, the Woodruff Works of Hartford, William Wright & Co., of 
Newburg, and Murphy & Co. The price paid for these engines was 
$175,000 each. Mr. Roach secured the contract for one of the smaller 
engines at $125,000 and carried it out. 

Next the two sloops of war were advertised, and by this time Mr. 
Roach had got into condition that he was building the finest ships that 
could be produced on the American continent. The bidders for these 
were, Harlan & Hollingsworth, $350,000 each; William Cramp & Sons, 
$325,000 each; John Roach, $290,000 for one, or $580,000 for both; the 
Atlantic Works, $320,000 for one, or $640,000 for both; and thus Mr. 
Roach’s bid was $60,000 lower than the next bid. That would look to 
me like good business. I know nothing about these transactions ex- 
cept as the record shows them, and the showing is complete. 

The next work was under advertisement for a section of the docks at 
the Pensacola navy-yard. The bids there run from $341,436, the highest, 
to $219,000 by Mr. Roach, or $60,000 saved to the Government by that 
contract which he carried out. 

Then came the completion for the iron-clad monitors, all of which 
was under committees raised by the Department on due bids and com- 
petition, and where the work was divided between the best constructors 
in the country, one vessel being at one place, another at another, and 
another at another, and a fourth in California. 

At last, in 1883, Mr. John Roach, who seems to stalk, like Banquo’s 
ghost, who will never down, as the representative of immorality and cor- 
ruption, was brought into competition with other contractors for the 
new cruisers and ships provided in the bill that we passed last year, 
and if anybody has the curiosity to look at those he will discover that 
proposals were sent out all over the country to business firms; that eight 
or ten of them competed, and that the competition in every way was 





| 





bid. Here is a statement of those bids: 


Tabular statement of proposals for the construction of the steam steel cruisers 
Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and the dispatch-boat Delphin. 


CHICAGO, 


No.1. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company, iron-steamship build- 


ers, Wilmington, Del............... ieliniodiiai , Jcsmiduiteedicumiaianen ace 
No.2. The William Cramp & Son’s Ship and Engine Building Com- 

pany, Philadelphia......... Sbieilailesinichisnilana Niele kadai tinebaaateinbe 1, 080, 000 
No.3. C. H. Delamater, Delamater Iron Works, New York city... 1, 163, 000 
*No.4. John Roach, Morgan Iron Works, New York city......... * 889, 000 

ATLANTA. 
No.5. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company................ ........00 ‘ 775, 000 
No.6. The William Cramp & Son’s Ship and Engine Building Com- 

pany entails pieiedeibaniiaeaaricdaaedibiianiaaabeaniiaiiheniniiin iis edegisaliecinabumnmaeweiniinc 650, 000 
Pie ar III 1 scecansetenilasiimeeabiimetentininiinniaasin’ iii 617,000 
No.8. H. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., Quintard Iron Works, New York city 763, 400 

BOSTON, 
No. 9. The Harlan & Hollingsworth Company......................- manednienes 777, WO 
No. 10. The William Cramp & Son’s Ship and Engine Building Com- 

MII atacand sdlenaitn ad ddiemaietsentmahedinedsndseiabdinhe Wada nbhendiubenbuinn tented 650), 000 
Phe Ela a Haven cakideivaxieinadvncuidecndvokesers paeadabnaeabesehiiues 619, 000 
Wo. 1S. Harrison Lorime,, Bomboms, Mai ooccccccccoccccccescsescscusccevececessceces 748, 000 

DOLPHIN. 
No. 13. The William Cramp & Son’s Ship and Engine Building Com- 

TIE cnc cinetasdsameenpnietauinnebeutedianatnatianceubiececessnqent : soneuignen 375, 000 
*No. 14. John Roach iegiiacanien ioe takae sculasieuateinnsksaliacupaneimundedupeusicn 315, 000 
No. 15. Theodore Allen and Anthony H. Blaisdell, constituting the 

firm of Allen & Blaisdell, Saint Louis, Mo........... siletaadadelananihdelepuiesel 380, 000 
No. 16. Henry Ashton Ramsey, of the firm of H. A. Ramsey & Co 

esis cd ectlsnasnk kcaisbedabsicicaicsind plcganiadquinaivenidevaneeanente 420, 000 


I have heard no charge made but that in these contracts everything 
was open and aboveboard. Congress set itself carefully to provide safe- 
guards and provisions that would free them from any danger or any 
suspicion; and the correspondence that is submitted by the Navy De- 
partment from all these contractors shows how it was that Mr. Roach 
was enabled to underbid. 

Now I dismiss him. I care nothing moreabout him. I donot know 
that he will ever have a contract to build another ship for the Ameri- 
can Navy, and so far as I can gather from business men who know Mr. 


| Roach and from information ghat Senators on this floor are better capable 


of producing than I, it is a matter of little account to him whether he 
builds ships for the Navy or not. He terrifies the souls of men who con- 
template any connection of his with building ships in the American 
Navy, but it is not of any consequence whether he does or not. 

Mr. Roach has one of the greatest establishments in the world for the 
building of iron and steel ships. He competes with the world in the 
manufacture of these structures. He has built, outside of everything 
done for the Government, as I understand, eighty ships, ranging from 
a thousand tons up to 4,500. Heisa busy man. The Government is 
not to him aclient that he must follow, or he would have been knock- 
ing day after day at the doors of the committee-rooms of the committees 
who have charge of this subject-matter. sut he has done nothing of 


| that kind; and if John Roach should disappear to-day the American 


Navy would not in its course of being rebuilt be obstructed; and if the 
American Navy should disappear to-day Mr. John Roach would go on 
in his business, as I understand, and there I dismiss him. I have only 


| sent for this record in order that I might see myself, for I did not know 
| it before, what it was in the past that had raised the hue and cry that 


has followed after him and every contract that he has been engaged in. 

Now, Mr. President, the bill that the committee has reported after 
careful consideration not only provides for the building of the addi- 
tional cruisers and the gunboats, but also for continuing the work 
which Congress at the last session embarked upon in the completion of 
the double-turreted ironclads, the Puritan, the Amphitrite, the Ter- 
ror, and the Monadnock, which latter lies in California. All that ques- 
tion was fought out in the Senate last year, and after a most animated 


| controversy the Senate embarked in the policy and the House sustained 


it on the naval bill for finishing these monitors, and we spent last year 


| a million dollars upon them. 


The committee has provided in this bill for $2,000,000 more under 
all the safeguards that it could throw around it, and that is intended 
to cover partially the feature that rests in the mind of the Senator from 
Missouri as to the necessity for harbor defenses. I believe that when 
these double-turreted monitors are finished, while they are not of the 
first class like the Inflexible and the Dreadnought and the Lepanto and 
the Dandolo and the greatest of the French ironclads, yet conipared 
with any others of theirs they will be the most formidable structures 
of the sort afloat. 

I shall feel myself better about that defenseless condition of our 
coast which the Senator from Missouri more eloquently portrayed than 
I can do when the Puritan is finished, when she has her guns mounted, 
and when she is ready upon any alarm to steam to the mouths of the 
harbors of our great cities and lay herself athwart the path of any foe 
that may menace. The sleep of men and women and children will be 
more secure at night whenshe is completed. The Appropriations Com- 
mittee has sought in its report to provide for that, not as an initiatory 


































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 9. 























































































proceeding, but because the Senate and the House in accord iast winter 
contributed to this end and embarked on this enterprise and spent a 
mn m dollars, wl h will have been wasted if we do not go on 

1 r r provisions of the bill with reference to armament, 

refer » guns, and if any fault can be found it is that the com- 
mittee have not gone far enough The matter of the construction of 
these great guns, like that of these great naval ships, is one Of years; 
it can not be done in a year nor in two years, and we can not set up an 
establishment for making the forgings, the tubes, the jackets, and the 
rings of these great guns, from the 8-inch caliber up, and the gun fac- 
tory that afterward completes them, for less than nearly 52,000,000; 





































































thing for the whole country than to do the things that the committee 
propose shall be done on this bill, and even more. 

I say again in closing that this is a matter which has nothing what- 
with party feeling. Of the appropriations that are provided 
| only the smallest fraction can be expended by the present 


ever to do 
in this 


administration 


hil 
Dili 


friends on the other side or another administration represented by this 
of the Chamber, that administration has got.to go on with the 
American Navy, and as I have said once 
I hope I shall be found when that time comes, if the adminis- 
tration is in the hands of my friends on the other side, doing every- 
thing that I can do to uphold the hands of a Secretary of the Navy who 


side 
ereat work of building the 


} 
petore, 


that any administration will put a man at the head of this great De- 
partment who will not administer its affairs honestly, who will not 
scrutinize contracts, who will not feel that the chief thing that he has 
to do touching himself is to establish a reputation for integrity and 
honesty 

Iam not here, and am not called upon to reply at length to the in- 


confidence in the Secretary of the Navy. Llonly say this: He has been 
there during all this discussion for the last two years engaged in con- 
tracting for ships of different kinds, in carrying out the provisions of 
Congress for expending money. He has had all the glare of scrutiny of 


here and now, and I[ invite attention to my proposition, that I ask any 
man before this discussion ceases, if he can to put his finger on one 
single thing that the present Secretary of the Navy has done in his ad- 
ministration of the Navy Department which even suggests or raises a 
suspicion that anything is wrong. If there is anything of that kind I 
want it to come out 

If the Secretary of the Navy is not to be trusted, if Congress can not 
safely put money in his hands to expend—and we raised the other day a 
committee of which you, sir [Mr. WILSON in the chair], have the honor 
to be the head, to look into just such transactions—but the day some 
time ought to come when the head of a great Department of the Gov- 
ernment who has no voice upon this floor, who can not be seen or heard 
here, shall be free from such insinuations or imputations when nothing 
is given to back them up 

I believe that the Secretary of the Navy is engaged in a good work. 
I believe that he has weeded out of the Department one abuse after an- 
other. I believe, and my investigation and acquaintance with the 
Navy Department lead me to believe, that in the appropriations of 
money intrusted to his hands he is most scrupulous and zealous in pro- 
tecting the interests of the Government. I believe that no contractor 
can come to him and demand and obtain undue favors. 




















| remember that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] said the 
ther day when the first discussion came up that while he could not 
bear testimony to confidence in the Secretary of the Navy in his politi- 
cal ¢ se heretofore, he knew of nothing (and his eye is keen and 
scrutinizing upon these things) worthy of fault-finding on the part of 
the Secretary of the Navy during his administration of the Depart- 
me Ile has striven zealously to raise the spirit of the naval estab- 
li it s made it seen in thatestablishment that personal favors 
‘ be given there, aad that all shall be treated impartially. He 
! t seen that icers of the Navy who have been dismisserl for 
nl CO t, for lack of skill, for negligence, and for drank 

: ive no warrant from him and no encouragement to come back. 
Hie has helped to raise the spirit of the corps and of the service, so that 
the other day when the Government provided for an expedition to the 


northern seas fraught with the greatest danger and with terrors that 
might well appall a stout heart, and word was sent out for voluntary 
contribution of service to the Navy Department, the most excellent 
officers in it, those who are in the easiest places about Washington and 
elsewhere, gladly responded to the summons, and put themselves at his 
disposition to go upon that far-off, dangerous quest. Already I can 
see that the American Navy is being bettered by his administratio1 
Neither does he come here and clamor for appropriations or for votes of 
confidence. Striving thus faithfully as he is, it has seemed to me hard 
that continually he should be subjected to insinuations and imput 
tions with nothing given to back them. 

I have spoken longer than I intended. I did not mean when the bill 
came up to consume time in long speeches, but to spend myself in answer 
ing questions and removing objections. What the Senator from Missouri 
said called me to my feet, and that has been followed by what the Sen 
ator from New Jersey said. I hope and believe that when the Senat: 
considers this subject broadly and largely, when it sees the needs which 
are upon us, that by a unanimity as great as that with which we passed 
the bill the other day it will send this bill to the House with thes 


| amendments, and then we shall know whether either branch of th 


and if we goon under them, and with the ponderous hammers that we 
put in there, and with all the modern machinery which the ingenuity 
of man can devise, if we put ourselves in a condition where we can 
make our own guns of every kind and class, we can not turn out then 
a number of gunssufficient to fit out a rehabilitated navy for less than 
from a million to a million and a half or two million dollars a year. 

B for one, sir, | believe that the American people are ready to see 
Congress embark in that expenditure. Ido not believe that the pica- | 
yunish policy that has been pursued by the House of Representatives 
for s ears uutil within two years ago, the cutting and paring down 
of every appropriation and limiting and crippling the Navy Depart- 
ment, has any seat in the popular regard oresteem oropinion. I believe 
that the American people are ready to see that this work goes on and 
that Congress can not be better engaged or doing a more meritorious 


Whatever administration succeeds, if it be thatof my | 


is put into power by that administration, for I shall be slow to believe | 


timations of the Senator from Missouri or from New Jersey of lack of | 


. - . . | 
everybody upon him; he has had men following him who would be 
glad if there was an opportunity to trip and to catch him, and I say | 
question. 


American Congress will stand in the way of the pronounced public de- 
mand for a creditable American navy. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion, something in relation to the amendment that I find on pages 16 
17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 of this bill. It relates to an appropriation to: 
building a number of new cruisers. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment beginning on line 383 ? 

Mr. BAYARD. On page 16. It provides for the building of new 
cruisers. I have read it, but I have not placed it in comparison with 
the bill we voted for and which passed the Senate. I ask the Senator 
whether this amendment is in the same language and terms as the bill 
that was passed by the Senate about six weeks ago? 

Mr. HALE. I believe precisely. I will tell the Senator how I got 
the language of this amendment. The bill that we passed has neve1 
been printed in the shape we passed it. It lies on the Speaker’s table, 
and under the rules of the House is not printed until referred. I sent 
to the House of Representatives and had an exact copy made of that 
bill and incorporated that as my amendment. I have not myself read 
the amendment in comparison with that bill, but that can be done. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not mean to ask the Senator as to the precis 
ion of resemblance between the two, but whether that amendment is 
the same bill in substance that we passed here. 

Mr. HALE. Precisely the same. 

Mr. BAYARD. Having passed this bill by so largely affirmative a 
vote, in which I was very glad to join, and which passed, I think, by a 
vote of three to one in this Chamber, will the Senator inform me why 
it is necessary now to repeat the action of the Senate? A bill for this 
purpose has already passed, it has gone to the other branch, and I would 
ask the Senator why in the form of an amendment to an appropriation 
bill he ingrafts this general legislation anew ? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator exactly. I am glad he asks the 
First, I do not admit or believe that it is a measure of gen- 
eral legislation. JI have examined the precedents, and all through the 
history of the Government appropriations for additional ships have been 
put on to appropriation bills upon the ground that it was appropriating 
for an existing establishment. Even last year the Senate put the meas- 
ure for building cruisers on the appropriation bill. One main reason, 
let me tell the Senator, why this was first considered and reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was this—not that I had any doubt 
or that the majority of the Committee on Appropriations had any doubt 
that it might not put the bill on first, but in the last Congress the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was reproached heéause it sought to intrude 
subjects of this kind without the consent and accord and companionship 
of the Naval Committee, and therefore when I went upon that committee 
I believed and the Naval Committee believed that it was better that 
the investigation should be made by that committee first, and that this 
measure should have the approval of that committee. There never was 
a moment, let me tell the Senator from Delaware, when, if the ap- 
propriation bill had come up first, I should not have been in favor of 
putting it on, as was done last year. 

Now, in addition as a reason, let me say that the bill has gone to the 
House, and it has, metaphorically speaking, snapped its fingers in the 
face of the Senate; it has not even taken it from the Speaker’s table 
and referred it. Whether that is the will of a majority 1 do not know, 
whether that is the belief of a majority we can not tell until it is tested ; 
but it is easy enongh under the rules of the House to stifle that bill so 
that neither the Senator from Delaware, nor I, norany of the majority 
here who passed it can ever get a record upon it. 

It will lie there in that tomb entombed for this session, and for the 
next if that is deemed | Therefore, upon that account the Com- 


est. 


mittee on Appropriations thought—not in any way inter‘ering, but in 
accordance with repeated precedents—that if we really believe: 
building up an American navy we should take advantage of everything 
that the rules give us, and should do what has been done repeated 
| put this appropriation on the naval appropriation bill. It is simply to 


augmenting and increasing an existing naval establishment 
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the Navy were struck out of existence by storm upon the sea, does the 
Senator, does anybody believe that Congress can not appropriate in an 
appropriation bill for restoring it? Where is the difference between 
building the Chicago and building a boat at the Kittery navy-yard or 
at the Norfolk navy-yard? It is simply in the direction of extending 
and augmenting an existing and legal establishment of the Government, 
and that is why the committee has done tHtis. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask the Senator whether in his judgment 
the Committee on Appropriations could have put in ten vessels as well 
as seven if they thought it right ? 

Mr. HALE. I think there is no difference in principle. That isa 
matter of discretion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I was surprised when I found the re- 
introduction and, as I believe, in the words themselves, of a bill which 
had already been fully debated and had passed the Senate. I was sur- 
prised to find that bill transplanted and ingrafted upon a naval appro- 
priation bill which had come to us from the House of Representatives, 
providing for the necessities of the Navy as it then existed. At first I 
thought that this amendment was out of order under our rules, and I ex- 
amined the rules and discovered that it is within the exception provided 
for by the rules against amendments to appropriation bills in the nature 
of general legislation, because it is expressly allowed by the rule—I for- | 
get its number—that measures which have passed the Senate at the same 
session may be, in the discretion of the Senate, accepted as amendments 
toappropriation bills. Therefore I am disposed to believe that under the | 
rules of the Senate this amendment is in order. But then comes the 
other question, why should the Senate pass the same bill twice, first 
separately, and in a few weeks thereafter as an amendment to an appro- | 
priation bill? The answer of the Senator from Maine is that we have 
reason to believe, or if not to believe to suspect, that the other branch | 
of Congress will not act favorably at least, if they act at all, upon the | 
bill that passed the Senate and has gone to them. 

Mr. HALE. I see, I think, what the Senator is driving at. There 


I agree to that; there ought to be. 

Mr. BAYARD. There must be. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate pass this and put it before the House, if 
the House maintains its attitude, no one branch can drive the other. 
It has got to be a matter of fair agreement and consideration, and one 
must yield in whole or in part. I might have said this, that under 
the rules of the House, which, as the Senator knows, seem to obstruct 
rather than further business, I believe it will be impossible for the 
House to consider our separate bill; that they can not consider it under 
the rules. 

Mr. BAYARD. I know nothing really of the rules of the House, | 
confess. There is a veil of mystery surrounding those rules which I 
have never been able to penetrate, and never having been a member of 
the House I never thought it necessary to exert my poor faculties in 
endeavoring to comprehend them, nor do I think it is within my pur- 
view as a Senator to study the rules of the House. 

I am glad to hear the Senator take the ground that I have taken be- 
fore against the right of either House to coerce, or | may say further 
to attempt to coerce, the independent judgment of theother. However 
much I may wish or think that the Navy of the United States should 
be increased by a number of vessels—and I do think so, and I saidso, 
and I hold to thatstatement—I do not believe I have the right to cause 


the appropriations for the Navy as it stands under existing law, the | 


pay of the men and the officers and the rigging of ships, and so on to 
be conditioned on the fact that one House shall compel the other to ac- 
cept its judgment. 


Some years ago this question was raised. I remember it well. Gen- | 
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| have no objection to that, but I do not want supplies to carry on 
the various branches of this country’s Government to depend upon 
wrangles between the two Hlouses as to measures which are outside of 
the appropriations fermane and necessary to execute existing laws 

I know it was the intentionof the Senate, at least I believe it to have 
been the intention of the Senate, to treat this ingratting of legislation 

whether you may call it general or special) upon appropriation hills 
with disfavor. We considered that, and I believe it was a Common 
opinion expressed here that it was a vicious system of legislation. Cer- 
tainly I do not think that the executive branch or that either House of 
Congress ought to submit or ought to be asked to submit to anything like 
coercion by obtaining supplies to carry on the legitimate expenditures 
of the Government at the cost of yielding their opinions and their judg- 
ment upon matters improperly associated with the bills to furnish the 
Government with the money that it needs. 

I recognized in this bill the re-enactment of this other legislation, 
and I wanted to know from my friend from Maine precisely why it was 
puton. If, as he states, it is merely put on for the purpose of taeiti 
tating the consideration of the question and obtaining the opinion and 
the consent of the other [Louse to this matter and not put on fora 
coercive purpose of intimating that we must have these ships or the 
ofticers of the Navy shall starve, that removes the objection I would 
otherwise have to the amendment. I still believe, I say it very re 
spectfully, that there is naught in my ftriend’s argument that this is not 
new legislation. You may call it general or special; it is new. It is 


| not the Navy as it is, but the navy to be created by law in fudwro, and 
it calls for money not necessary to supply either pay or equipment or 


anything else. 

Theretore, it is not strictly an appropriation bill with this ingrafted 
upon it; and yet I believe under the rules it is in order. That is the 
result of my examination of the rules; but I am also relieved from the 
other idea that it is put on in a minatory way for the purpose of say- 


| ing, ‘‘ You must yield your view, if you have a view contrary to that of 
should be a complete observance of courtesy between the two Houses; | 


the Senate, or else the Navy shall not be supplied.”’ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall not abuse the patience of the Sen- 
ate, but I wish to say a very few words in reply to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and in perfect frankness in regard to questions that 
are pending in this bill. I have endeavored in whatever [ have said 
about the policy of the Navy Department to avoid any gross insinua- 
tions or statements as to the Secretary of the Navy. I dislike such per- 
sonalities. I think that h® position and mine should demand a degree 
of courtesy and an abstention from anything that would savor of abuse 
or injustice. What I have said about the Secretary of the Navy was 
predicated upon my honest opinion in regard to him, in which I think 
[ am warranted by his career and antecedents asa public man. Those 
antecedents and that career have been discussed freely in the Senate, 
and I shall not go into what was said in executive session. The Seec- 
retary of the Navy is no unknown man. He has been anapplicant for 
other positions besides the one that he holds to-day, and his antecedents 
and character have been fully discussed. 

I say once for all that my opinion of the Secretary of the Navy is that 
while he is 4 man of great ability, of unquestionable public courage, 
his personal feelings and his partisan bias would lead him to do things 
in a public capacity that I do not think would be warranted by the 
| interests of the country. That is my honest and deliberate judgment. 
I meant to say this and to say nothing more, and that is the reason 
why I have expressed a want of contidence in him. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not say that in the administration of 
| the Navy Department he believes that the Secretary of the Navy has 
| done everything of that kind? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not able to say that he has done it; I could not 





tlemen who ordinarily agree with me in their party action differed trom 
me on the subject, but I never had a doubt that to accept the contrary 
doctrine would be to resolve all the powers of the Government into one 


or the other of the two Houses and allow conditions to be put under | 


which the Government should live only by the sufferance of either 
House. Ido not believein that. Therefore it was that I looked upon 


@ naval appropriation bill having ingrafted upon it new features not | 


necessary for the subsistence of the Navy as it now exists as being 
a measure of very doubtful policy and one which I did not think the 
Senate would maintain when the point came whether the necessary 
appropriations to maintain the Navy in its present status should have 


ingrafted upon it a separate measure which had met the approval of the | 


Senate alone but which did not meet the approval of the House. 
Now as to the facility of business, I am not here to urge any small 
or petty objection; I have not the least objection; on the contrary ! 


think it is the wisest way to allow the issues of opinion between the | 


two parties that control the country to pass fairly and squarely before 
the country that they may be understood. That is all wecando. The 
arbitration between the differences of party and the differences of the 
Houses will be finally submitted to the great court at whose bar we 
shall appear and plead when the question of the public policy of the 
country is to be considered by the people at large. The great thing is 
to make up issues fairly, to make up issues distinctly. If there is any- 
thing to gain strength to a party from insisting upon a measure, let them 
gain it. If there shall be loss, let that loss fall where it may. 





put my finger upon one single act of his administration which would 
even subject him to criticism; but I mean to say that that is my gen- 
eral opinion based upon his antecedents as a public man. I shall not 
go into detail in regard to those antecedents unless some Senator chal- 
lenges the statement, and then I can give my reason, I think, so ex- 
plicitly that there can be no question about it. 

As to Mr. John Roach, I have never assailed Mr. Roach except as the 
| representative of a system that I believe to be fatal to the merchant ma- 
rine and the Navy of the United States. He is a man of great ability; 
he is a man of surpassing energy. I have met him at different times 
when I was serving upon committees, and he appeared there in the en- 
forcement of his views. I have simply assailed Mr. Roach, if it be 
assailing, because I recognize in him the embodiment of the navigation 
| laws which I believe are destroying the commerce and the merchant 
| marine of the United States; and that is all of it. 

There is another thing I wish to say, and then I shall have nothing 
more to say in this debate. The Senator from Maine criticised very 
closely, not to say harshly, what I said in regard to the expenditure of 
| $385,000,000 for naval purposes. Some Senator told me that I said 
| since 1861 this expenditure was made. It was made since 1866. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed it was within the last twenty years. I pre- 
sumed the Senator intended to cover the time since the war. 

Mr. VEST. Since the war. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understood him. 
| Mr. VEST. Since 1866 3585,000,000 have been expended for naval 
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purposes. I have never said or pretended to say that a dollar even of 
the $385,000,000 went to the construction of a navy. That is exactly 
what I arraign the Republican party for to-day, as I have a right to do 
as a Senator of the United States and a member of the opposing party. 
I arraign the Republican party to-day because, as the Senator from 
Maine, their exponent in this debate, says, they have spent $140,000,000 
in paying officers when they did not have any ships. This town to-day 
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is flooded with naval officers who have not a ship to go to and have not | 


had for twenty years. The whole service is composed of barnacles— 
gallant men, brave men, scarred marine veterans, but what use are they 
to the country? They are marine ornaments around the corners at 
Washington, and that is the fault of the Republican party. 

That is the issue I make plainly and distinctly. You have had pos- 
session of the country absolutely and illimitably since 1861. You can 
not say that you spent this $385,000,000 for vessels under the war pres- 
sure and made them out of green wood. Since 1866, with profound 
peace, you have spent $385,000,000, and when arraigned for it, and 
when asked where is the navy, you reply, ‘‘ We have paid off sailors 
and ’ For what? You have kept sailors and you have kept 
officers, and you have built no ships; to-day your seaboard is defense- 
less, and now the Navy of the United States is a mere by-word and a 
matter of derision and reproach the world over. 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator’s remedy? 

Mr. VEST. I have tried to give the remedy. 
about a picay unish policy. 
ing $20,000,000 to build first-classironclads and I will votefor it. Let 
him build vessels that will face the Invincible and the Alexandra of 
the British Navy and the Lepanto of Italy. 
changed conditions of the world. Instead of that, the organ of the Re- 
publican party and of the Committee on Appropriations tells us now, 

We must have cruisers, commerce-destroyers.’’ Forwhat? He says 
England will not dare to fight this country as long as she can carry 
our commerce 

God forbid that any conflict should ever again come, either upon land 
or ocean, between the people of England and those of the United States, 
the two great countries of the world. I do not anticipate it; it is the 
last thing I should contemplate; but I do anticipate and contemplate 
the much greater mortification and national humiliation that a third 
or fourth rate power, with no commerce itself, should assail our sea- 
board and batter to dust our great cities. Suppose, as Admiral Porter 
says, that Spain to-morrow, in a complication in regard to Cuba (and 
she is complaining now that we permitted a vessel to escape from Key 
West to attack her dependents in Cuba 
this country, what would be the result ? 
highest naval authority in this country. 
the Navy. 


officers.’ 


The Senator talks 


I will read you from the 
I read from the first man in 
Admiral Porter says in his official report of November, 1883: 

If Spain, the least formidable of maritime nations, should go to war with us 
to-morrow, she would sweep our gradually increasing commerce from the ocean 
by setting afioat the large, swift steamers she could buy in Europe, and we could 
not prevent it. Our vaunted “ home squadron ”’— 

Of which the Senator can talk so eloquently— 


and the “ six tugs,’’ which one of our statesmen declared a great auxiliary to our 
naval force, would retire under Sandy Hook or the friendly guns of Fortress 
Monroe, and be obliged to look quietly on while we were being despoiled, un- 
less they chose to add to the laurels of the despoiler by offering themselves up 
as a sacrifice to satisfy public sentiment 

Would your cruisers destroy her commerce? What would the Chi- 
cago do then? It might raid a few orangeor lemon ships. What would 
Spain care for your commerce-destroyers when she could send over here 
one of her first-class ironclads and batter down every city we have from 
Maine to Florida? 

Admiral Porter alludes to Fortress Monroe. Not long since in a pri- 
vate conversation with one of the most distinguished Army officers of 
this continent we were discussing the very question that I have been 
attempting feebly to discuss to-day. We spoke of Fortress Monroe, 
and said he, ‘‘ Do you know, VEsT, if I were the commander of Fortress 
Monroe, in case of a maritime war and a foreign ironclad should moor 
in front of that fort what I would do?’’ said this gentleman, whose 
name is second only to that of General Grant; ‘I would take every 
soldier and every citizen I had inside of that fort and camp them out- 
side to save their lives. The brick and mortar from exploding shells 
would kill every one inside of that old fort.’’ Said he, ‘It is a min- 
ing machine and nothing else, built fora state of warfare which is no 
longer possible with civilized nations. ’’ 

But the Senator from Maine says we must have these cruisers because 
we have nothing else. We are building two of them. What does 
Admiral Porter say about them? He says they are not war vessels 
and not fit for war. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I have here his language. He says that coal is contra- 
band of war, and that in case of a maritime war these vessels could not 
obtain coal; that they have not sail power enough to navigate the ocean 
as war cruisers, and the result is mathematical that they would be use- 
less to us in the event of war. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has read the report, and he will not assert 


that Admiral Porter anywhere says that these are not war vessels or | 


would be useless. 


clusion from some statement, but the Admiral, as I attempted to show 
by reading his testimony, isin favor of these ships and in favor of build- 
ing more of them and going righton. If the Senator will turn to the lat- 
ter part of Admiral Porter’s testimony he will see it stated there very 
clearly. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Maine will remember that 
Admiral Porter is in favor of giving full sail power. 

Mr. HALE. There were some matters of detail, as that they ought 
to have more sail power, but that does not go to the substance of their 
construction. 

Mr. VEST. I have here what Admiral Porter says in his annual re- 
port, made November 19, 1883, to the Secretary of the Navy. He cen- 
sures the plan of the construction of these vessels on the ground that 
they are to be insufficiently sparred and rigged, and can not carry enough 
canvas to enable them to make fair speed independently of their engines 
He calls attention to the fact that coal has been made contraband of 
war by the European powers, which would greatly detract from the serv- 
ice qualities of these vessels in time of war, as we are without proper 
coaling stations outside of our own boundaries, just as we are without 
everything else for the Navy. He infers that such fleet passenger 


| steamers as the Alaska and the Oregon, mounted with a few powerful 


Let him come up to the | 


| years? 


' 


should declare war against | 





| 
| 


| sels are so constructed as to be absolutely useless. 


| been taken, and taken deliberately, todo something for the Navy. 
| does not suit everybody, it is not a perfect plan, it may be, but it has 


guns, would be very formidable in war as commerce-destroyers, &c 
Then he says ‘the least formidable,’’ &c., which I have read. Aside 


| from this the Senator does not notice the statement of the highest au- 
Let him introduce a bill here appropriat- | 


thority in the world, the English Engineer, which states that these ves- 
That may be too 
harsh a criticism, but it comes from the highest naval authority in 
Christendom. Yet we are asked, without having tested these two cruis- 
ers, without knowing whether this English and American authority is 
correct or not, to vote two million and a half more dollars to build two 
more cruisers, one dispatch-boat, and four gunboats. 

The Senator says that it takes years to build one of these first-class 
ironclads; that it took seven years to build the Lepanto. Shall we ever 
build any unless we commence, whether it takes seven years or seventy 
Shall we ever have one of these first-class coast-defenders, not 


| commerce-destroyers, but coast-defenders, unless we commence it? 


Does the Senator want money? The Treasury of the United States to- 
day is bloated with money. Does he want votes? My vote is ready. 
I will vote $50,000,000 if necessary for seacoast defense. I shall not 
vote one dollar to give more of these commerce-destroyers, as they are 
called, until we see what is to be the result of the two that are now being 
constructed. I shall not go in the face of Admiral Porter, I shall not 
go in the face of the highest naval authority in England, when at the 
very same time I know, when the Senator from Maine knows, that any 
fourth-class maritime power could send over here one of its first-class 
ironclads and batter down every city on the American seacoast and 
blow out of the water ever single one of the gunboats and cruisers that 
he proposes now to construct. 

I have nothing more to say upon this question except to declare in 
the most solemn, emphatic, and positive manner that I am willing to 
go as far as the Senator from Maine or any public man in this country 
to protect the seaboard and then to build a navy that can maintain our 
flag and our honor in every port andon everysea. But I sayin this ques- 
tion as in every other, I must see my way; and with my opinion of the 
Secretary of the Navy as a public man and with his antecedents, I shall 
not vote one single dollar under the circumstances for these cruisers 
unless it be under the most overwhelming necessity, immediate and im- 
minent, and under limitations which are not found in the measure now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question here ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator makes his statement, and I have no doubt 
with entire candor, that he wants to protect the .country, and that he 
is ready to vote for anything that will dothat. How is either branch 
of the legislative part of the Government to be so well instructed as to 
what is the advisable thing to do in this direction as by a carefully se- 
lected advisory board? We have had two of them, who considered all 
these subjects-matter, and then decided that the best thing to do is to 
build this class of ships. Admiral Porter in his testimony, which I 
have here, goes into that, and says the advisory board had heen selected, 
made up of the best officers in the Navy, and that he is willing to trust 
them. The trouble will be that if each Senator or each Represeetative 
has a view that such and such a ship must be built and others must not 
be built, we shall never get anything done whatever. 

Years have gone by and nothing has been done. The Senator says 
we have no navy, and he charges the Republican party with the fault 
that we have none. The Senator should bear in mind (I am not going 
to introduce any politics here) that for the last twelve years his party 
have had power in the House of Representatives half the time and here 
a portion of the time, but nothing hasbeen done. Idc not charge that 
as a fault or intimate that they are any more interested than we are, 
but just as much, both equally. Here isthe first opportunity that has 
It 


been reached through a great deal of trouble and travail to get at it, 


The Senator may derive something by his own con- | and the naval authorities, having had the aid of the advisory board, a 
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«ood board, have selected these methods. Now, can the Senator advise 
any better? ° 

Mr. VEST. I have just this to say, that I have as much respect for 
the officers of the Navy as it is possible for any one to have personally, 
hut I recognize the fact, and every Senator here knows it, that the ves- 
sels to which our naval officers incline are the cruising vessels. Not 
one of them wants to go on an ironclad to be put out at stations. That 
part of the service which has its charmsis the part which gratifies their 
ilove of adventure and travel, visiting foreign countries, carrying the 
flag as a matter of display and honor. That is a very creditable motive, 
but what the American people want is no more show, no more display. 
rhe national dishonor to-day is that our cities are at the mercy of any 
maritime power in Europe. The Republican party has had this coun- 
try without dispute for more than twenty years, and I have a right to 
ask them, what have you done with the immense resources put in your 
hands ? 

Suppose a British ministry should stand like the Senator does to-day 
with such replies to such questions as I put to him, how long would 
they retain their portfolios as ministers of the navy or of finance? 
The British people would put out of power any party that had brought 


them into any such condition as the Republican party has brought us | 


in to-day in this country. 

The Senator talks about the Democrats having been in power. 
we have had a good deal of it for a long time. 
sporadical control of the Senate and the House, which lasted probably 
altogether three months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And which will never occur again. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont, with the spirit of prophesy 
upon him, says it will never occur again; yet I have known that Sen- 
ator to be mistaken, great as are his intellectual attainments. 

Mr. HALE. You had it six years in the House. 

Mr. VEST. Six years in the House. What could we have done in 
six years in the House? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what the country asks. 

Mr. VEST. 
us and the President was against us and the Republican party declared 
all the time that we were there only for a day and made a large num- 
ber of our people believe it. The greed for power and office has been 
so great and so absorbing on the part of our distinguished opponents 
and the energy arising therefrom is so great, that they absolutely make 
Democrats believe that we have no chance to succeed. 

No, Mr. President, that will not do. To-day the Republican party is 
responsible for the condition of the Navy of the United States. Three 
hundred and eighty-five millions of dollars were spent for what? To 
pay officers who had no ships, sailors who had no duties, and the reply 
that is made to us now is, ‘‘ You had the House of Representatives for 
six years and you ought to have done something.’’ 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
rose as he indicated to protest against the discussion of matters not 


Yes, 
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think he said, but somebody has prepared for him a very elaborate brief 
of all Mr. Roach’s doings and connections with the Government, which 
I am glad he has laid before the Senate. He has done this as though 
that was part of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can find it himself. 
Department he will find it there. 

Mr. BECK. I have no doubt the head of the Department is perfectly 
able to furnish it, considering all that has been said about his past re- 
lations with Mr. Roach. 

Mr. HALE. Any clerk there can give it who has charge of or access 
to the records. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not going into any matter concerning Mr. Roach. 
I only assume if the Senator is anxious to proceed with the bijl he 
would hardly have spent half an hour of what he calls the extremely 
valuable time of the Senate in reading a brief about Mr. Roach unless 
somebody was intensely interested in having that matter laid before us. 

Nor do I know particularly, if the Senator was so anxious to press 
the bill and nothing but the bill, why the present Secretary of the Navy 
should have been lauded for another half-hour. About all these things, 
I desire to return to the 
proposition the Senator started out with, that the Senator from Mis- 


If he will go to the 


| souri had gone out of the way to argue questions connected with the 


We had here a little | 


| we do ships. 


} 
} 


merchant marine of this country on a naval appropriation bill, and 
warning those of us who were not going to leave the city that he would 
not expect us to doit. I desire to give him notice that I shall insist 
upon doing it if I deem it expedient, and I will show that it is legiti 
mate in discussing this bill, because we need sailors quite as much as 
You can not make a sailorinaday. You can not have 
sailors in numbers sufficient to fight our battles unless you have a mer- 
chant marine. They have been driven from the sea by bad laws and 


| worse policy until 95 per cent. of the few sailors that are left are for- 


We could do nothing, because the Senate was against | 


eigners, and that of the most worthless class. That fact was so stated 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. We are paying other nations 
now $150,000,000 a year to do our carrying trade; 62 per cent. of it is 
carried in English ships, while we are helpless and defenseless 

Now, what is proposed? Not to allow us to have a mercantile ma- 
rine, not to allow us to have sailors, but to have fast cruisers that will 
go out upon the high seas to hunt for prize-money and sink English 
merchant ships that have no guns, but are carrying our wheat, our 


| corn, our cattle, our exports ¢f all sorts that we are not allowed to have 


bearing directly on the subject before us; he urged us to adhere closely | 
to the appropriation bill that is being considered, yet he spent an hour | 


and a half, a much longer time, indeed, than was taken by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], in regard to matters that as far as I know 
have very little to do with the bill that he has charge of, certainly far 


less than the questions the Senator from Missouri argued so ably this | 


morning. 

His first attack was upon the Senator from Missouri, because he had 
said that the Republican party have spent $385,000,000 in naval appro- 
priation billssince 1866. Thatis true. We had spent but $330,000,000 


from 1791 to 1861, and had built up and maintained a very respectable | 


navy during that period with that amount of money. 
desire an issue to be made as to the conduct of the Naval Department 
for the last eighteen years, and argued as if he was prepared to account 
for the proper expenditure of all that money from 1866 until the pres- 
ent time by showing from appropriation bills where so much went and 
where so much went, indeed where it was said it all went, according 
to the books. I tell him now that if he opens up all these questions as 
to how the money has been expended in the Naval Department from 
1866 to the present time his appropriation bill will be pending after the 
Republican and Democratic conventions are held in June or July. 

If he desires to know why the laws referred to by the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN] were passed in 1872 and 1873 he will find that 
it was because hundreds of ships belonging to the United States Navy 
were sold and absorbed in the Navy Department and no account given 
of them. If he wants to go into the discussion of that subject we can 
have a week’s debate that will show rottenness and corruption and mis- 
management and concealment of facts that would not be agreeable to 
him. TI think I can prove it all by the speeches of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] when he was chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the other House; I know I can prove it by the 
official reports. That is a subject that I did not suppose he desired to 
go into, although he has thrown down the gauntlet and appears to be- 
lieve that it is a proper subject to discuss here. 

He spent another half-hour in reading a very able brief, seemingly 
prepared by some attorney, showing the merits of Mr. Roach and his 
patriotie purposes in all his dealings. He does not know Mr. Roach, I 





He seems to | 


ships to carry them in ourselves. Theshipsthe Senator and his friends 
are proposing to build are not expected to fight the ironclads or other 
war vessels of the world; they are not intended for use to defend the 
cities and coasts of the United States. That is to beconfined to torpedo- 
boats, to ironclads, and to land batteries. But favored pets of the ad 
ministration are to be put upon these grand steel ships and to be sent 
out to prey upon commerce, more than all else on our own goods on 
foreign ships, in order to secure prize-money for themselves. They are 
to be the Indian agents who are tostir up the strife and make the real 
soldiers do the fighting and then get all the profit. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make a remark here ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want the Senator to feel that I thought I could 
stop him if he wished to make a speech about free ships on this bill. | 
know I could net do that. Nobody could stop him from making a 
speech on any phase of the free-trade subject on any bill. He not only 
has the advantage of the Committee on Finance, of which he is a 
member, but of the discussions upon the educational bill; and now if, 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations largely responsible 
for the course of business, he thinks that he ought to discuss free ships 
when within a few days a special bill touching that subject is coming 
up, I can not stop him. I[can not stop him any more than I could stop 
the current of a great Niagara. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss that question 
now, but we are met with a proposition to build seven more cruisers 


| upon an appropriation bill, and we are told the House can not be 


trusted to pass a bill that has already passed the Senate, and such is 
the anxiety of the Senator from Maine and his friends to have seven 
more cruisers, that a proposition to build them is to be put upon an 
appropriation bill upon the excuse that the subject is up, and he 
says we have the same right to provide for seventy new ships that we 
have to provide for seven. I suppose if the subject of rivers and har 
bors was before us the Committee on Appropriations could tor that 
reason provide for all the rivers and harbors of the United States, or be- 


| cause a public building comes before us for an appropriation or a post- 


i 
office or a custom-house, we can provide for all the buildings in the 


country on an appropriation bill for the same reason. When be goes 
beyond the ordinary scope of a bill providing for a sufficient sum of 
money to carry out the provisions of existing law and seeks, although 
a bill has passed the Senate and is now before the House, to put coer 

cion on the House and bring it into a conference committee and get 
some two men there to agree with him against the will of the House 
by threats of defeating the naval bill if they do not agree to pass 
such new provisions of law as he desires, then instead of voting to 
build more cruisers that, as I said, are not intended to defend the 
coast nor the cities of the country, not intended to contend with for 
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eign ships of war, not intended to give any protection to our own peo- 
ple, and at the same time proposes not to allow our people to buy a 


» anywhere to compete with anybody else in carrying on necessary 
and legitimate commerce, I shall antagonize the proposition of building 
these new ships by seeking to build up a merchant marine which can be 
converted into a navy if needed, as we are to-day prostrate at the feet 
of the other nations of the world, almost without a ship, a sailor, or a 
That is the way to build upcommerce. It is the true way to 
build up a navy. Theonly way, I repeat, to train sailors for the navy is 
to build up a merchant marine of our own that will furnish us with 
fast ships, that will be better cruisers, better commerce-destroyers, if 
d for that purpose, because faster than those that are now sought 
to be provided for. They will simply be used to send men out on 
junketing expeditions in time of peace and secure prize-money for 
them in time of war to which they are not entitled, as they will not 
aid in any real battles. The pets of the Navy will be put upon those 
cruisers; they will never hear a gun fired if they can avoid it, they will 
never be ar our coasts and harbors when trouble comes, but will 
keep away from the war ships of the world; their only interest will 
be to stir up strife, so that they can keep clear of the big guns and 
do what they can to put prize-money in their pockets. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Kentucky listen to me for 
@ moment? 
Mr. BECK. Certainly 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I was much interested in his statement of what 
a fine navy we had before what is called the late war and in what he 
has said about John Roach and contractors. I merely wish to contrib- 
ute, without entering into the debate at this time, for the information 
of the Senate a statement in a letter from James Buchanan, then min- 
ister at London, dated the 5th of September, 1853, and addressed to 
Hon. Henry A. Wise, of Virginia, on this subject of a navy. After 
speaking of sundry other topics of polities, &c., which are not germane | 
to this question, Mr. Buchanan says: 


wun 


nee cle 


ne 


We boast loudly about our power and with justice upon ‘our own continent: 
but what is our Navy compared with that of England or France? 
powers or either of them should determine to prevent 
Cuba 


Suppose these 
us from interfering in 
in case the time should arrive when we ought to interfere, have they not 
the naval power? We should at least have a navy suificient to command our 
own coasts. Let the surplus money in the Treasury, or partof it, be applied to 
the construction of steamers, not under the superintendence of the old fogies, 
but by contracts with our best naval architects 


So that my friend from Kentucky will perceive that according to the 
opinion of Mr. Buchanan at that time the naval establishment of the | 
United States was just about in the condition that it is unhappily now, 
and in his opinion the best way to remedy it was to put out by contract 
arrangements for building steamers, somewhat apparently in the way 
that is now proposed. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not presume that Mr. Buchanan or any one else 
supposed we had a navy equal to that of England or the continental 
powers or that we ever had an army equal to theirs, nor is it part of 
our system to keep up an army or navy equal to the great powers of 
Europe, who have to watch each other and maintain what is called the 
balance of power; nor does this bill propose to add one iota to the 
strength of our coast defenses nor to our naval armament for any pur- 
pose of resisting the ships of war that either England, France, Ger- 
many, Italy, or even Brazil could now make an attack upon us with. | 
Nor will it do anything to building up our merchant marine, nor will | 
it be a nursery for our sailors to any appreciable extent. 

The one hundred and fifty millions that we pay every year to foreign | 
nations under our present absurd laws enables England to feed, clothe, 
and maintain in active service 100,000 trained sailors at our expense, 
every one of whom is ready at her bidding to destroy our cities if she 
so orders. That $150,000,000, at $60 aton, the average of steam and 
sail, would enable us to buy a merchant marine that would maintain 
50,000 American sailors to meet her with. Weare to-day prostrated, 
and it seems that it is objectionable even to suggest means of relief. 
When the cruisers we now propose to send out after prizes would at- 
tack English unarmed merchant ships, as they would have a right to do, 
with our goods on board, they would destroy more for us than they | 
would for England. 

We are beginning atthe wrong end of the work, especially when we 
do not know whether the ships we are now building will be of any 
account even as prize-catchers 

All I propose to say now, indeed all I rose to say, is that I do pro- 
pose if I think it best (and I will show a good reason whether the Sen- 
ator from Maine likes it or not) to convince the Senate, I hope, and the | 
country that we never will have American sailors, that we never will 
have the nucleus even for a navy upon the basis that he proposes to 
pursue by building ships that can not defend us against anything; but 
that we can become a naval and a commercial power by building up a 
great merchant marine trom which we can draw sailors—a marine that 
can be converted into as good cruisers when needed as it is now pro- 
posed to build—for the purpose of carrying on our commerce; fast ships 
that will earn money forour citizens in time of peace, instead of squan- 
dering millions, as will be done under the provision that it is now pro- 
posed to make when we reach that portion of the bill, as we will some 
time to-morrow. I reserve the right to discuss that proposition, and I | 
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will consume less time in doing so than the Senator from Maine [Mr 
HALE] did in reading Mr. Roach’s brief and in telling how well the 


affairs of the Navy Department have been managed since 1866. I think 
I will make out a more satisfactory case in support of my proposition 
than he could in support of his. 

FALSE PERSONATION OFFICERS. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GARLAND. With the leave of the Senator, let me call up a 
concurrent resolution from the House of some importance, which wil] 
take but a moment to dispose of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution received from the House of Representatives. It 
will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


OF GOVERNMENT 


Does the Senator from California yield 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the enroll- 
ing clerk of the House,in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a 
felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer 
oremployé acting under authority of the United States or any Department 
thereof, and prescribing a penalty therefor, be directed to substitute the word 
‘therefor’ for the word “‘ thereof’’ where it last appears in the Senate amend- 
ment amending the title of said bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill waspassed by the House and came to the 
Senate. The Senate amended it, and it went back to the House. The 
House concurred in the Senate amendments, but the Secretary in en- 
grossing the bill made the mistake alluded to, the word ‘‘ thereof”? 
This concurrent resolution is simply to cor- 
rect that. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed tothe 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


SESSION. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission 
by the President of the United States to run and mark the boundary 
lines hetween a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas 
in connection with a similar commission to be appointed by the State 
ot Texas was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 4713) requiring the governors of certain Territories 
to be residents of said Territories at least two years preceding appoint- 
ment was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 224) granting certain publications to the 


Cincinnati law library was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the Library. 
AMENDMENT TO POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 


| the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
| Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask unanimous consent to submit 
for immediate consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill 1578, the same being “‘a bill to amend sections 1, 2, 
3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States, to regulate the removal of causes from the State courts, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved the 3d of March, 1875, which said bill is now on the House 
Calendar with a favorable report from the Committee on the Judiciary, be made 
a special order for Saturday, the 12th of April, and from day to day until dis- 


posed of, not to interfere with prior orders or with appropriation bills, revenue 
bills, or bills reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 


The SPEAKER. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous cop- 
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sent to offer this resolution for present consideration. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair will state to the gentleman from Texas that the 12th 
of April has been set apart by order of the House for the consideration 
a of resolutions in regard to the death of Mr. HERNDON, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that; but this isa con- 
tinuing order. 

Mr. BISBEE. Would the gentleman from Texas have any objection 
to fixing a more remote date ? 


% Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. This is a continuing order. I have 
Be no idea that the bill will come up on the 12th. 
ie TheSPEAKER. There being no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution, the question is on its adoption. 
Mr. HENLEY. I would like to hear the resolution read again. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be again read. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to object to the resolution. [ Cries of 
: ‘Too late !’"] 
b The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objection comes too late. 
F The Chair called for objection to the consideration of the resolution, 
rp and there was none. The Chair had stated the question on the adop- 


tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman who has introduced 
this resolution whether he intends this bill shall come up in its order. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Isuppose it will come up inits order. 
The resolution provides that it shall not interfere with prior orders. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not the intention to jump over orders pre- 
viously made ? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. PRICE. Iask unanimous consent to have taken from the Speak- 
er’s table for reference to the Committee on Commerce the bill (S. 1797 
to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across the Saint Croix 
River in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


No, sir. 


Mr. COBB. 
mote the efficiency of the General Land Office, be taken from the 
Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

WILLIAM B. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1148 
for the relief of William B. Moses be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
SEWERAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, as a substitute for H. R. 5465, a bill 
H. R. 6526) making an appropriation for the completion of the sewer- 
age system of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES GAS, ELECTRIC LIGHT, AND FUEL COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, also reported back adversely 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia the bill (H. R. 1034) 
to incorporate the United States Gas, Electric Light, and Fuel Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 
I ask unanimous consent to present at this time the 


MOSES. 


Mr. KEIFER. 


petition of survivors of confederate prisons and late Union soldiers of | 


the war of the rebellion praying for pensions. 
Ohio, 2,545 in linois, 1,460 in Indiana, 2,275 


» ~<bO 


sas, 2,645 in Pennsylvania, 483 in Minnesota 


It is signed by 2,835 in 
in Iowa, 2, 
07 


5 we 


in Connecticut, 176 in Massachusetts, and 780 in California, Kentucky, 
and other States and Territories; in all, 19,686. I would like to have 
the body of this petition—not the names—printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection; and the following petition was ordered to be 
printed in the RecorD, and referred to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, survivors of rebel prisons and late Union soldiers of the war 
of the rebellion, respectfully submit to your honorable body that in common 
with their fellow-soldiers, many of whom are drawing pensions, they endured 
the privations and hardships incident to army life, and in addition were subjects 





of cruelties before unknown in the annals of « 
prison-pens of the South, by reason of which they contracted disability, in many 
cases entirely debarring them from obtaininga living by manual labor, throwing 
them dependent on charity 
the affidavit of an officer of claimant's company or regiment or two of bis com 


| of the atrocities known to have been perpetrated on allinmates of rebel prisor 


| dence as to 


| contracted in rebel prisons, 


| not be changed by act of this Congress. 
| d 


I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 554, to pro- | 


189 in Kan- | 
3, 2, 3 in Missouri, 446 in | 
Michigan, 349 in Wisconsin, 672 in Nebraska, 2,465 in New York, 333 
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ivilized warfare in the numerous 


Under the rulings of the Pension Office requiring 


rades, giving data as to contraction of his disability, also the affidavit of a sur 
geon or assistant surgeon of his regiment as to treatment for stated disability 


while in the service, nearly all occupants of rebel prisons and their legal sur 


vivorsare deprived of the beneficent effects ofthe present pension laws. Thrown 
together, as your petitioners and their comrades were, by thousands some 
prisons, from all loyal sections of the Union, oftentimes without previous ac 
| quaintance, without the means to make the necessary data for the continuance 
of that acquaintance after discharge, unable by death and removy to tine the 


whereabouts of such comrades, if living, as they were in prison more intimately 


acquainted with, they find it impossible to comply with the requirements of the 
Pension Office. 

We therefore pray your honorable body to enact, at your earliest convenience, 
a law which, while it will discourage and prevent fraud, will be less stringent 


than the present one on the honest claimant, and which will admit 
of sound bodily health the medical examination each recruit |! 


is evidence 
ad to pass at en 


listment; also as to disability at and since discharge, cither medical testimor 
or that of near neighbors or intimate friends, and not requiring evidence as to 
time, place, and circumstances under which disability was contracted. In view 


the fact that claimant was an inmate of such prison or prisons being 

together with his own statement under oath, to be received as 
contraction of disability as claimed. The same classes of 

only to be required of widows whose husbands have died or may die of disease 


established, 









ictlent evi 


evidence 


Pension in all above cases to commence at date of discharge from the service 
of the United States, rating the same as under present pension laws 
And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT 8I 


NA 
Mr. DUNN. [ask unanimous consent to have taken from the House 
Calendar and passed at this time the bill (H. R. 5692) to adopt tl 


ry 11 


| ‘revised international regulations for preventing collisions at sea.’’ 


I will ask that the reading of the bill, which is lengthy, be dispensed 
with. The bill contains no legislation whatever beyond what is ex- 
pressed in its title; it embraces not a syllable except these rules and 
regulations, which have been agreed to by all the maritime powers 
They can not be changed or altered by any one nation. They can 

This simply makes them stat- 
utory, as they have been in every other maritime nation. 
effect next September. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read at length afew mornings ago 
Mr. ELLIS. I objected to that bill once before when unanimous con- 
| sent was asked to take it up. Because it was so long I could not fully 
understand it, but now siflce I have read it I can say it is all right and 
I believe ought to pass. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Mr. DUNN. Yes; 
| Commerce. 
Mr. GIBSON. 
age? 

Mr. DUNN. Nothing at all. There is no change of the law in ref 
erence to pilotage. It contains nothing in regard to the navigation of 
inland waters. It relates only to navigation upon the high seas and the 
coasting trade, and is international. exclusively. I will ask to have 
the report of the committee printed as part of my remarks explanatory 
of the measure. 

There was no objection. 


Che Vxro into 


Is this a unanimous report ? 
it is a unanimous report from the Committee on 


Does it contain any provision asto compulsory pilot- 


Report to accompany H. R. 5692. 
| The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (IIT. R. 1387) to 
| amend certain sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
| States, concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam-ves- 
| sels, have had the same under consideration, and report a substitute therefor 
The rules for preventing collisions at sea, which have been concurred in by 
every maritime nation in the world, without a single exception, are now statu- 
tory in every country in the world except the United States. They are inter- 
| national, and went into effect on the Ist of September, 1881, and now form a part 
| of the law of the sea. It has been held by the Supreme Court of the United 
| States that rules of this character govern the high seas; that no one country can 
| alter them, and that ships of every nation are bound to observe them on the high 
} seas, no matter what the municipal rules they may be governed by 
At the present time our merchant marine, although bound by this decision to 
observe and follow these international rules, have never been required to know 
| and to obey them. 
| Inthe absence of legislative action by Congress upon this subject, a genera! 
order was issued by the Secretary of the Navy,in which the American rules 
were ordered to be followed by the Navy of the United States in American 
waters, and the international rules elsewhere 
The Treasury Department was invited to issue similar instructions for the 
| government of the merchant marine, but did not do so, because it was found 
| upon careful consideration that it had no power to formally authorize the adop- 
tion by the merchant marine of the United States of the new international rules 
of the road for preventing collisions at sea so long as the provisions of section 
233 of the Revised Statutes remained unchanged by Congress. So matters now 
| stand 
It is evident that this condition of things may, and probably will, lead to dif- 
ficulties between British and other foreign ships and ships of the United States. 
| At present, for example, according to English law if a case was brought ina 
British court it would be decided according to the international rules, which 
have never been adopted for the government of our merchant marine and fish- 
ing fleet. These international regulations have now been revised by the board 
of trade of England, in pursuance of the merchant-shipping act, and these re- 
vised regulations for preventing collisions at sea have been accepted by the 
powers, and will be adopted and go into effect on the Ist of September, 1484, as 
will be seen from the following communication from the British minister at this 
capital to the honorable Secretary of-State of the United States, and by him re- 
ferred to Hon. Joun H. REAGAN, chairman ofthis committee : 


} 


} 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 29, 1384 


Sir: With reference to my letter to your committee of the l0th ulkimo, urging 
the importance of legislative action in relation to the international regulations 
for preventing collisions at sea, I now have the honor to inc!ose herewith for 
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your further information a copy of a note to this Department, from the British 
minister at this capital, from which it appears that it is desired to put the revised 


regulations in force on the Ist day of September next, if the approval of all the 


governments concerned can be obtained in time. 
| have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
FRED’K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Hon. Joun H. REAGAN, 


Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, House of Represe ntatives. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 25, 1884. 
With reference to my note of the 19th of August last I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a copy of the revised regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea, which have been drawn up by the board of trade in pursuance of the mer- 
chant-shipping act, amendment act of 1882. I am requested, in communicating 
these regulations to you, to state that the necessary steps will be taken by Her 
Majesty's Government for the adoption and circulation of the rules by the Ist of 
September next, to which date their operation has been further postponed in 
order that sufficient time may be afforded for their consideration by govern- 
ments of the countries concerned. 


I have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, sir, 
Your obedient servant 


SiR 


L. 8. SACKVILLE WEST. 

The “ revised regulations for preventing collisions at sea,’’ transmitted by the 
British minister to the Secretary of State, are copied without change or altera- 
tion into this bill, and the bill contains no other regulations whatever. 

Such rules as we have in the statutes for preventing collisions at sea are em- 
bodied in section 4233 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and are 
blended in a confused mass with the rules for the inland waters 

Your committee think that it iv best to embody the “ international rules” in 
a separate act or code in order to avoid confusion. 

It is well said by a high naval authority that ‘ 


‘rules for the high seas must be 
few in number and rigid in character in order that the whole world may act in- 
telligently rhe same rules must apply to our coast waters to prevent confu- 
Blot 


£ for there are no guides to the mariner toshow him the boundary between 
American waters and the high seas, and he should not be obliged to use two 
codes except where the responsibility for a second or municipal one can be thrown 
upon local pilots. International rules not being subject to change or alteration 
by any one nation are, therefore, stable and permanent. But rules for inland 
waters of necessity must be subject to frequent changes and modifications as 
conditions of navigation alter. Therefore, separate codes are necessary. 

fhe code for the inland waters already exists in section 4233 of the Revised 
Statutes, requiring an amendment of its first clause only to limit it to harbors, 
lakes, and inland waters, which is provided for in another bill, which your com- 
mittee have recommended. That result, however, is practically accomplished 
by the passage of this bill 

Your committee call especial attention to the following interesting and in- 
structive communication upon this subject from Lieut. E. W. Very, United 
States Navy, to the Secretary of the Navy, dated January 26, 1882 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
January 12, 1882 


In your last annual report to the President of the United States you 
called attention to the immediate necessity of legislation with regard to the pres- 
ent international regulations for preventing collisions at sea, and, in view of 
certain measures that are now before the Committee on Commerce, and since I 
believe that it was through my instrumentality that the neglect of the Govern- 
ment to take action on this important subject was brought to public notice, I 
take the liberty of submitting for your consideration information with regard to 
it which I consider of great importance at the present time 

First. As to the importance of immediate legislation on this subject. 

The rules for preventing collisions at sea, which have been concurred in by 
every maritime nation in the world, without a single exception, that are now 
statutory in every country in the world except the United States, and which went 
into effect on the Ist of September, 1881, now forma part of the law of the sea. 
The recorded decision of the United States Supreme Court is that rules of this 
nature govern the high seas and that no one country can alter these rules, that 
ships of every nation are bound to observe them on the high seas, no matter 
what municipal rules they may be governed by. 

At the present time our merchant marine, although bound by this decision 
to follow these rules, have never been required to know and to ébeythem. That 
this lack of knowledge works great harm to our commerce is clearly shown by 
the two following examples, taken from a number which may occur: 

1. The American rules for the exhibition of lights by a vessel at sea when dis- 
abled or not under control are entirely different from the international rules 
Therefore our merchant vessels are liable at a time of utter helplessness to be 
sunk by collision, involving perhaps the destruction of the colliding vessel in 
addition; and in such a case not only has the United States no redress, but it 
will be held culpable throughout the courts of the world. 

2. The international rules for lights to be carried by fishing vessels are quite 
different from the American ones. Our fishermer are constantly engaged in 
the offand in shore fisheries of the Newfoundland Banks, where the English 
keep up a rigid and by no means friendly patrol. Our vessels are therefore at 
all times liable to libel for violafion of these rules, and to an amount more than 
sufficient to absorb the entire profits of a season’s work. Moreover, their fish- 
ing leads them directly into the lane routes for the transatlantic steamers, and 
they are placed in great danger of being run over and sunk. 

Nearly if not more than three years ago the United States notified the British 
Government, which had the matter in charge, that it concurred in the rulesand 
would take action thereon. The Government is therefore pledged to the per- 
formance of this duty, not only by its distinct assertion, but by the common law 


of humanity and the necessity to act in concert with the world in the develop- 
ment of a law of the sea. 


Second 








SiR 


As to the history of the case in this country. 

In 1879, while in England, I found in asmall almanac a condensed statement 
of these rules with the notice that sixteen of the most important maritime na- 
tions had agreed to adopt them, the United States being one of them. On my 
return, shortly afterward, I applied atthe Navy Department for a copy of the 
new rules, and, tomy surprise, found that no knowledge of any such regulations 
existed. I was authorized to makean unofficial inquiry with regard to the sub- 
ject, and found that in 1877 the British Government had corresponded with the 
United States on the subject. The correspondence had been submitted by the 
State to the Treasury Department, and the latter, after having suggested a few 
minor alterations, which were not concurred in by the Government of Great 
Britain, had agreed to adopt the rules as they stood. Here the matter had 
stopped, and I discovered that no one, as far as I could learn, in the Treasury 
Department knew anything about it. 

I was then ordered by the Secretary of the Navy to draw up a brief giving all 
the information with regard to rules of the road necessary for the information 
of Congress. This I did, and the brief was submitted to Congress in a letter 
from the Secretary in answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives. 
An attempt was made to secure legislation on the subject, but it failed. After 
Congress adjourned I suggested that there was a way in which, without legisla- 
tion, the Navy might be placed in accord with the new rules. A general order 
was issued in which the American rules were ordered to be followed in American 


| although originally the rule was perfect 





| 
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waters and the international rules elsewhere. The Treasury Department was 
invited to issue similar instructions, but did not do so. The only thing done 
was to give general information to our merchant captains that such new rules 
existed. Thus matters stand now. 

Third. As to the remedy for this confused state of our rules. 

The rules for preventing collisions at sea are embodied in section 4233 of the 
Revised Statutes. These rules, although international—declared so by the Su- 
preme Court, and the ruling having been made in that court that no one nation 
could alter them—have been frequently amended, and in some places the mean- 
ing has been completely changed. Furthermore, when these rules were trans- 
ferred to or embodied in the Revised Statutes a clerical error was made in rule 
1 that destroyed the whole intent of the rule and has been a subject of constant 
legislation ever since. In nocase has such legislation devised a proper remedy, 

This error consisted in writing the 
words *“ steam-vessel’* instead of ** vessel under steam.”’ 

| respectfully suggest that since these rules are now, by force of universal ac- 
tion, only municipal in character, they be given that character in the statutes, 
I would recommend that the new rules be introduced as a new section of the 
Revised Statutes, and that, in order that no confusion may arise, they be made 
applicable to the government of United States vessels everywhere, except in 
the inland waters of the United States, for this reason: Rules for the high seas 
must be few in numberand rigid in character, in order that the whole world may 
act intelligently. The same rules must apply to our coast waters to prevent con- 
fusion, for there are no guides to the mariners toshow him the boundary between 
American waters and the high seas, and he should not be obliged to use two 
codes, except where the responsibility of a second or municipal one can be thrown 
upon local pilots. 

In contradistinction tothis, rules for inland waters must be subject to frequent 
modification as conditions of navigation alter. They can not be made applicable 
to the high seas except by accident ; therefore a separate code is necessary, and 
this code already exists in section 4233, which needs only to be limited in its 
operation. 

I respectfully suggest that the whole object may be accomplished by the fol- 
lowing amendment to the preamble of section 4233: 

‘* The following rules for preventing collisions on the water shall be followed 
in the navigation of all vessels within the harbors, lakes,and inland waters of 
the United States.” 


In adopting the rules for the high seas I respectfully suggest that the pream- 
ble of the section introduced should read: 

‘The following rules for preventing collisions at sea shall be followed in the 
navigation of all public and private vessels of the United States upon the high 
seas,and in all coast waters of the United States, except such as are otherwise 
provided for.” 

I finally respectfully call your attention to a slight alteration in the wording 
of the international rules that does not in any way alter their meaning, but 
makes it clearer, and is in strict conformity with United States admiralty law. 
The word “steamship” should be changed to the phrase “ ship under steam” 
in the following places: Article III, opening clause ; Article IV, opening clause ; 
Article XII (a), opening clause; Article XII (c), opening clause; Article XVLI, 
the two places where the word occurs; Article X VIII, opening clause. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDWARD W. VERY, 


Lieutenant, United States Navy. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. Hunt, 


Secretary of the Navy. 


This subject was constantly and urgently pressed upon the attention of Con- 
gress by the Navy Department during the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty- 
eighth Congresses. (See Ex. Doc. No. 55, Forty-sixth Congress, second session, 
and Ex. Doc. No. 160, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, which contain all the 
correspondence between this and the British Government on the subject and 
the various communications to Congress from time to time.) 

In response to a resolution of the House of Representatives passed on the 9th 
of January, 1880, requiring the Secretary of the Navy to report to the House “the 
rules prescribed by the Navy Department for the guidance of naval vessels at 
sea, whether in his opinion the same are in conflict with the existing rules for 
the guidance ‘of merchant vessels,’’ the Secretary made the following report to 
the House, which will be found to contain a very instructive history of this wise 
international policy. The papers referred to in his report are omitted. 


Your committee earnestly unite in recommending the immediate passage of 
the bill herewith reported. 


[House Ex. Doc. No. 55, Forty-sixth Congress, second session. } 


Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the House of Representatives, rules for the guidance of naval vessels at 
sea. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 22, 1880. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution of the 
House of Representatives passed on the 9th instant, which requires the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to report to the House “ the rules prescribed by the Navy De- 
partment for the guidance of naval vessels at sea; whether in his opinion the 
same are in conflict with the existing rules for the guidance of merchant vessels; 
and, if so, wherein such a conflict exists; and also what measures are in his 
opinion necessary to be taken to establish a system of international rules which 
shall apply to all naval and merchant vessels at sea,”’ and in compliance there- 


with to submit the following report : 


Although certain principles with regard tothe conduct of vessels meeting and 
passing each other at sea, common toall maritime nations, may be traced back 
almost as far as marine commerce itself, the attempts to embody these princi- 
ples into rules for national or universal observance is of comparatively recent 
origin. 

As far as the naval vessels of a country are concerned, these principles are 
found embodied in regulations which are centuries old and which form ele- 
ments of the science of naval tactics. These regulations, however, in former 
times had little, if any, legal control over vessels of the merchant marines. 

As commerce increased in extent and importance and asthe control of vessels 
of the merchant marines passed from the hands of owners to those of local 
boards of trade, and from those of local to those of national boards, we find dif- 
ferent nations introducing these rules as statutes for general observance, and 
as the science of maritime law became developed and the absolute freedom of 
the high seas came to be acknowledged by all maritime nations the necessity 
for some universal law for the guidance of vessels on the ocean became ap- 
parent. 

The first movement toward establishing some universal law seems to have 
been made about the year 1842, the Government of Great Britain taking the 
initiative. In this year the British admiralty issued a set of orders prescribing 
certain lights to be used at night by all British vessels; the same order made a 
steering rule applicable to all British vessels that had previously been a board-of- 
trade rule only,and which was generally known as the “ lawof the port helm.” 
These rules were not formally submitted to other nations, but before 1844 the 
majority of the maritime nations of the world had adopted them either in whole 
or in part. In the United States they were adopted by the Navy Department 
only, appearing verbatim in a general order to all United States vessels. 

The law of the port helm was, however, very faulty, and in 1852 the British ad- 
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committee composed of officers of the royal navy and an elder brother of the 
Trinity House, to examine and report upon them. ; 

In consequence of the condemnatory report of this committee, a second com- 
mittee was organized by act of Parliament, composed of officers of the royal 
navy, elder brethren of the Trinity House, and members of the board of trade, 
to frame laws for preventing collision at sea. These laws were submitted to 
Parliament in 1862. They were made statutory in Great Britain, and all other 
maritime nations were invited to examine them in the interests of commerce at 
large. and, if found suitable, to legalize them. ; 

In the course of the next two years thirty-four of the principal maritime na- 
tions of the world had approved and made statutory these laws. 

In 1877, it having been found that these laws did not fuifill the requirements 
of marine commerce, an act of Parliament was passed authorizing an examina- 
tion of them by a board similar to the previous one, consisting of naval officers 
Trinity House brethren, and members of the board of trade. By this commit 
tee a revised set of laws was compiled and submitted to the government. The 
British Government submitted them to all the foreign maritime powers, and 
after sixteen of these powers had signified their approval of them and their in- 
tention to legalize them for national usage, the British Parliament made them 
statutory, to go into effect on the Ist of September, 1580. 

It is thus seen that the present international rules for preventing collision are 
due entirely to the action of the British Government, and before entering into 
a discussion of the actions of our own Government, it is necessary to examine 
more closely the methods by which Great Britain arrived at the desired results 

Every nation has a right to make such municipal lawsas it sees fit; therefore 
the right of the British Government to force the use of certain lights on board 
its naval and merchant vessels is unquestionable 

The British admiralty (corresponding tothe United States Navy Department 
issued the first instructions binding upon all British vessels, and upon reference 
to British authority it is found that previous to and forsonie time after 1842 the 
admiralty had a certain control over the merchant marine, which included mat 
ters of this general description. 

It will be noticed that the first revisory board was made up of naval officers 
and a Trinity House brother. 

Referring again to authority, we find that between 1842 and 1859 all pilot regu 
lations were placed under the control of the Trinity House, and these light and 
steerage rules were considered to come within the limits of pilotlaw. Therefore 
the controlling Departments of the Navy and the merchant marine were both 
represented on the committee. 

In 1862 we see the new rules framed by a committee of naval officers, Trinity 
brethren, and members of the board of trade. Again, by reference we find that 
in 184 the British merchant marine was placed under the directions of the board 
of trade, the pilots remaining underthe Trinity House. Thus, again, the whole 
marine was represented. 

rhe new rules having been made statutory, were submitted for approval to for- 
eign governments, and it was stated that all foreign ships who were guided by 
these rules should be treated as British ships in British courts of law. All the 
principal nations of the world approved and legalized these laws, and immedi- 
ately the laws or rules changed their character. From being municipal laws, 
as enacted by Great Britain alone, they became, by the force of the common 
consent of commercial nations, an integral part of the law of the sea. Itisnot 
out of place to quote here an extract from an opinion on this self-same subject 
delivered by Mr. Justice Strong in the Supreme Court of the United States (14 
Wall., 188): 

‘When we find such rules of navigation accepted as obligatory rules by more 
than thirty of the principal commercial states of the world, including almost 
all which have any shipping on the Atlantic Ocean, we are constrained to re- 
gard them as in part, at least, and so far as relates to these vessels, the laws of 
the sea. Undoubtedly no single nation can change the law of the sea. The law 
is of universal obligation, and no statute of one or two nations can create obli- 
gations for the world. Like the laws of nations, it rests upon the common con- 
sent of civilized communities.’ 

It is stated that in 1877 the British Parliament authorized an examination of 
these laws, and the result of this examination was the compilation of a revised 
set of laws, which have been made statutory in Great Britain. Let us cxamine 
the mode of procedure in the light of the Supreme Court decision above quoted 

The proclamation declaring these revised rules statutory tells the whole story, 
and the following extracts are sufficient : 

“And whereas the admiralty and board of trade have jointly recommended to 
Her Majesty that the regulations contained inthe orderincouncil * * * shall 
be annulled, andthatthere shall be substituted * * * thenew regulations; and 
whereas it has been made to appear to Her Majesty that the governments of the 
several foreign countries mentioned * * * are respectively willing that the 
regulations * * * shall apply to ships of the said countries, respectively, 
whether within British jurisdiction or not: Now, therefore, * * * | 

Here we see a distinct acknowledgment of the necessity of consulting foreign 
nations before changing rules which Great Britian itself had made. This proc- 
lamation declaring the new rules statutory was not made until the approval of 
sixteen of the principal commercial nations of the world had been obtained 
Nothing could be more plainly implied. The rules of 1862 were first mad 
statutory, and then submitted to foreign governments. Their successors were 
first submitted to foreign governments, and after their approval had been ob- 
tained they were made statutory. 

l now turn to the consideration of the actions of the United States Govern- 
ment with regard to rules for preventing collisions. 

In 1838 Congress enacted a statute making it obligatory for all steamers to 
carry one ormore signal lightsat night. In 1842 the United States Navy Depart- 
ment adopted for the guidance of naval vessels the British steering and light 
rules which had been enacted that year. In 1849 Congress enacted a statute 
obliging all merchant vessels navigating the northern and western lakes to « arry 
the lights prescribed by the Navy Department order above mentioned 

In 1852 Congress authorized the appointment of nine supervising inspectors 
among whose duties it was specified— 

That it shall be the duty of the supervising inspectors to establish such rules 
and regulations, to be observed by all such vessels (steamers navigating rivers 


only), in passing each other, as they shail from time to time deem necessary for 
safety.” 





In 1863 Congress enacted a law establishing “ regulations for preventing col- 
lisions on the water,” which regulations were in conformity with those submit- 
ted by the British Government for its approval. In that same year these regu- 
lations were established in conformity with the act of Congress as the guiding 
rules for naval vessels by general order No. 34, issued by the Secretary of the 
Navy, which order has never been annulled or modified. 

In 1865 the statutes with regard to supervising inspectors were so amended 


as ot > aaa them to make steering and light regulations for all American 
vessels, 





In 1874 the United States Statutes at Large were revised and compiled under 
the title of “The Revised Statutes of the United States.” In this compilation 
she regulations for preventing collisions were amended and appeared as section 

in 1878 the British Government submitted for the approval of the United States 
a set of amended regulations for preventing collisions at sea. These regulations 
were approved by the Treasury Department for the United States Government, 
and the British Government was notified of this approval, and partially in con- 
sequence of this approval the British Government made them statutory. 
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In 1879 a bill was submitted to the consideration of the Committees on Com- 
merce of Congress proposing certain amendments to section 4233 of the Revised 
Statutes. This billis still under the consideration of the committees 

rhese having been the actions of the United States Government, it remains 
to examine the effects produced by them. Previous to the year 1863 all these 
actions were strictly within the province of municipal law. In that year Great 
Britain submitted her rules with the avowed intention of attempting to estab- 
lish an international maritime law These rules were approved by the Navy 
Department forthe Government, and in accordance with its suggestions the 
rules so amended as to extend their force to United States inland waters were 
made statutory. In suggesting these amendments directly to Congress the ex 
amining officers encroached upon the specific dutiesof the supervisi: 
ors, Who, as shown above, made regulations for inland waters Chey further 
more failed to comprehend the strictly international signification of the 
in recommending them for inland waters, although it was plainly evident that 
in certain places lceal regulations might be necessary which would interfere 
if not conflict with the rules for the sea his point was even -made by the 
British Goverment in subsequent correspondence. No notice, however, was 
taken of it, and the British Government in a circular shortly afterward issued 
to all governments, naming those powers who had approved the regulati 
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rules 


ns 
mentions the United States in the tist, as follows 
‘United States sea-going ships 
United States inland waters.” 
Our Government being the only one in which inland waters are mentioned 





In 1865 the Board of Supervising Inspectors, in conformity with the powers del« 


gated to it by Congress, made certain piot rules for lake and seaboard, and 
“pilot rules for Western rivers Phe necessity for these rules is unquestion 
able, and in framing them it was necessary to depart in many particulars from 


the precepts ofthe general rules which had become international rhe making 
of such rules did not imply any violation of the international rules, but noinfor 
mation oftheirenactment was given to foreign countries. Thusan act of disecour 
tesy to all nations was done by the United States in leaving them to believe that 
the general rules applied still to our inland waters. Although naval vessels are 
constantly patrolling our lakes, seaboard,and Western rivers, no notification of 
the enactment of these rules appears to have ever been given to the Navy De 
partment rhis notification was a matter of prime necessity, as, since naval 
vessels are by statute exempted from the control of such municipal laws, the 
Navy Department should have been notified in order that proper and conform 
ing reguiations could be issued for its guidance 

In 1874 the regulations were inserted as section 4233 of the Revised Statutes, 
the wording having been amended. As long 
rules remained unchanged and intact,the r 
disputable 








as the intent of the international 
ght to amend the wording was in 
But whatever power the Government may possess,it had not the 
right to inany way impair the signification of the international! rul 
preme Court opinion above quoted The wording of section 4233 is changed in 
many places. Omitting all changes that do not modify the intent, attention is 
called to the following points In the second clause of the first article or rule 
the following difference of reading occurs 

International rule: “‘And every steamship which is under steam, whether 
under sail or not, is to be considered a ship under steam.’ 

Statute rule: “And every steam-vessel, which is under steom, whether undet 
sail or not, shall be considered a steam-vessel.”’ 

By this change it is claimed that the sense of the law is mutilated if not per- 
verted; for by referring to the ®pening words of rules 18 and 19 we find, “If 
two vessels under steam are * * * .”* The question 
tutes a vessel under steam? This point is specifically answered in the interna 
tional rule. Itis not even referred to in the statute, and by the latter the claim 
may be set up that a vessel under steam and sail is notto be considered a vessel 
under steam. To landsmen this may appear a quibble, butitis by no means the 
case 4 steam-vessel having the wind tn her favor may set all her sails, and use 
only so much of her steam power as will overcome the resistance of the propel- 
ler to the water,in order to economize fuel 
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arises, what consti- 


In this condition she is under steam 


and sail, but her steam power is not sufficient to control her movements This 
! 
1 





a condition in which naval vessels of all nations are very commonly placed, 
and merchant vessels frequently: and it isseen ata glance thatin case of collis 
ion this question would cert tinly arise, and could only be decided by referring 
to the intent of the statute as expressed in the original rule. 

It is objected to the statutory reading that it is in no sense a definition, as it 
reduces itself to defining a steam-vessel as being a steam-vessel when under 
steam. 

Article XX of the international rules reads as follows: 

Nothing in these rules shall exonerate any ship, or the owner or master or 
crew thereof, from the consequences of any neglect to carry lights or signals, or 
of any neglect to keepa proper lookout, or of the neglect of any precaution which 
may be required by the ordinary practice of seamen or by the special circum- 
stances of the case.”’ 

This article is of such importance that its precepts are found repeatedly quoted 
in admiralty opinions, yet it is entirely omitted from the statutes. 

Rule 4 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows 

“ The exhibition of any light on board of a vessel of war of the United States 
may be suspended whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, the 
commander-in-chief of a squadron, or the commander of a vessel acting sing 
the special circumstances of the service may require it.”’ 

This is a complete precept affecting all the international light rules, but it is 
neither expressed nor implied in the original rules, nor does it appear in the latest 
authorized regulations of the Navy, although of application to naval vessels 
only. More than this, the rule itself is in direct violation of the principles of 
international law 

No matter what rights naval vessels may claim during war time within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, they can not jeopardize neutral life and prop- 
erty on the high seas. A defense founded on this rule in any foreign court or 
in courts of arbitration would not stand an instant 

rhe rules being originally intended to form an integral part of international 
maritime law, and as such having received the approval of the United States in 
common with the rest of the commercial world, it became not only a point of 
national honor, but one of necessity, in order to guard them against mischiey 
ous legislation, that they should of themselves form a single section of the stat- 
utes, from which all strictly municipal regulations should have been carefully 
excluded 

By reference to section 4233 it will be found that rules 6,7,and 12 are regulations 
neither mentioned nor contemplated in the original rules. They are now and 
by their nature must always be municipal regulations, and however absolute the 
necessity for their existence may be they are out of place in the midst of inter 
national rules. The rules for preventing collisions having become de facto.an in- 
tegral part of international maritime law before the Revised Statutes were com- 
piled, the above-mentioned examples clearly show that in approving section 

4233 the United States Government did violence to the laws of the sea 

It has been stated that in 1878 the British Government submitted revised rules 
for the approval of the United States, and that the approval was given by the 
Treasury Department for the Government. In so far asthe merchant marine 
was concerned, this approval was perfectly regular, provided that such approval 
originated with the board of supervising inspectors, in whom lies the pewer 
delegated by Congress to make regulations of this nature for the merchant ma- 
rine 
That the approval did so originate is doubted. 
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Phere s no thority, however, for the Treasury Department to examine 
and approve these rules for the Navy Phat an examination by the Navy De- 
pa vent was necessary is plainly evident from the fact that one of the new rules 
affects 1 il vessels especially Leaving this special case, however, out of con- 
sidera the fact remains that we have squadrons of naval vessels constantly 

sing the high seas and in foreign waters which must be guided by the 

t sea; therefore the controlling authority of these vessels should cer- 

‘ ilted with regard to amendments in the law whi h affect these 

sels. Our manner of legislation upon this subject being thus proved faulty 

o the questions arise, To whom is the fault attributable And how 

tber redied rhe responsibility lies directly with Congress, but in a 

er of this kind Congress alone is not competent to judge of the technicalities 

t | toits assistance authorities on marine affairs. The fault originally 

ist be placed at the doors of the Navy Department, whose officers, in 1563, 

g their possession a knowledge of tiie methods adopted by Great Britain 

raming the rules, approved of them arbitrarily for both the Navy and mer- 

chant marin Had it not been during atime of war, when our sea-going com 

merce was almost totally destroyed, and when all such matters were naturally 

refe d to the Navy Department, this general approval would not have escaped 

protest by the Treasury Department, and proper means for approving the rules 
would have been used 

Since amended rules have now been approved and legislated upon by fifteen 
of the principal maritime nati of the world, the present seems to be the proper 
time to remedy former faults, and to aid instead of obstruct the development 
of international law 

In seeking the remedy it is not out of place to refer to the actions of the Brit- 
sh Parliament under similar circumstances. We find that invariably when it 
becam< ecessary to legislate upon collision rules committees were formed as 
parliamentary advisers, in which the whole British marine was represented. 
Firs was the Britishadmiralty alone; then the admiralty and Trinity House ; 
then the admiralty,the Trinity House, and the board of trade; and finally, when 
t es became international, the marine authoritiesof the entire commercial 
we 

] e United States we have no national board of trade or national pilot con- 
tre fhe board of supervising inspectors, in a manner, possess the authority 
n regard to steering and light rules that is vested in Great Britain in the board 
of trade and Trinity House It would seem that in appointing an advisory 
board, to properly examine the amended rules, a difficulty would arise in pro- 
viding a fair and competent representation for the merchant marine, for the 
reason that although the power to make regulations with regard to lights and | 
pilotage is vested in the board of supervising inspectors, the members of that 
board are not necessarily experts in general maritime affairs rhe special 
function of the members of this board is the examination of marine boilers ; and 


although the general control 
mediate practical control is vested in local pilot commissioners 
Che approval of the newrules by the Treasury Department having been im- 


proper, | would respectfully suggest that a re-examination of them be ordered 
by Congress,to be made by a committee representing the whole marine. A 
committee composed of the following members would, I think, meet the re- 


quirements 
[wo naval offic To represent the Navy 
Pwo supervising inspectors To represent the merchant marine 


One revenue oflicer: To represent the revenue marine and act as adviser to 
the inspectors 
One 


rs 


pilot commissioner: Chosen from among the pilot commissioners of one 


of our large seaports, to represent pilot interests and act as adviser to the in- 
spectors 

One naval officer 
clusively 

In this manner there would be three members chosen directly from the Navy 
Department, three from the Treasury Department, and one from a local control ; 
all branches of marine interest would be properly represented, and matters of in- 
ternational import would be properly guarded 


Torepresent the interests of international maritime law ex- 


I respectfully call attention to the fact that the United States Government is | 


already committed to an approval of the new rules, and, as they have at thistime 
become a part of international law, the Government is bound to act in accord- 
ance with all the preceptstherein stated. The functions of the examining board 
would be confined to making such amendments of the wording as may seem 
proper and necessary. They are at liberty to enlarge the precepts, but not to 
curtail them 

I respectfully recommend that whatever rules be approved by this committee 
should be approved by the Navy and Treasury Departments before being sub- 
mitted to Congress, and after being made statutory they should be brought to 


the notice of all foreign maritime nations who have already approved the 
amended British rules 
Very repsectfully, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEASING PREMISES FOR 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 1508) to authorize 
the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of post-offices for more 
than one year. 

l ask to make a statement of about a minute long. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the statement? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
Senate and has been unanimously reported from the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads of this House, and it is earnestly desired by 
the authorities of the Post-Office Department, and for this reason: the 
Court of Claims has recently decided that the Government has no au- 
thority to lease beyond one year, or during the life of an appropriation 
bill. ‘The result is that the Government is paying from 334 to 50 per 
cent. more than private individuals for rent of buildings when they are 
obliged to make leases 


POST-OFFICE PURPOSES. 


Mr. Speaker, this bill has passed the | 


It is a business proposition, and will result in 


The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before | 


of pilotage matters is in their hands, the more im- |} 
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a saving to the Post-Office Department. It is the unanimous report of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of both Houses. 

Mr. WELLER. What period of time does it provide that leases shal] 
run? 

Mr. SKINNER, of Newy York. It provides that the Post-Office De- 
partment may lease such buildings up toa period of ten years, but leases 
will be rescinded when the premises become unfit for occupancy. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to ask the further question whether 
there is any provision for rescinding a lease when the Post-Office can 
rent on more advantageous terms ? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. That provision is contained in the 
bill, giving that discretion to the Postmaster-General. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. YOUNG. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have been considering this question, and for the present I must object 
I do not object to its reference to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The subject has been considered by 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of both Houses, and it 
is a matter especially belonging to that committee. 

Mr. YOUNG. I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

® EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. LOVERING. I ask by unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4592) to pay to employés of the 
Government wages hitherto withheld in violation of the eight-hour 
law, together with the accompanyng report. It was reported from 
the Committee on Labor under a misapprehension, as the subject was 
not referred to that committee, but to another committee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the en- 


rolling clerk of the House in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 4993) making it a 
felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer 


| or employé acting under the authority of the United States or any Department 





thereof,and prescribing a penalty therefor, be directed to substitute the word 
‘‘therefor”’ for the word “‘ thereof’ where it appears in the Senate amendment 
amending the title of said bill. 


ELLEN 
Mr. BISBEE. 


CALL LONG AND MARY K. BREVARD. 


Iask by unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 


| table the bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Ellen Call Long and Mary K. 


Brevard for present consideration. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I do not object to taking up the bill 
for reference to the appropriate committee, but I do object to its being 
taken up for action. 

Mr. MILLS. There are a great many of such cases, and they ought 
to be considered in their order. 

Mr. BISBEE. Let me makea few moments’ explanation, and I am 
sure objection to the passage of this bill will be withdrawn. The 
House committee have reported unanimously on the same subject. 

Mr. MILLS. As I have said, there are lots of just such bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The report of the committee of the House 
was not unanimous in this case, I think. Let it be referred. 

Mr. BISBEE. Well, if I can not pass it, let it be referred. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PATRICK VY. DOLAN. 

Mr. GIBSON.  Iask unanimous consentto offer a resolution simply 
for reference to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
Patrick V. Dolan, out of the contingent fund of the House, a sum equal to the 
difference between the compensation received by him as laborer in the House 
Library and that as paid to the messenger in the House Library, at $3.60 per 
day from the 15th of December, 1883. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PUBLIC LANDS, NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 57) for 
the relief of the settlers and purchasers of lands on the public domain 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

TRANSPORTATION OF 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent to present a resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The resolution was read. 


ANIMALS TO BE USED AS FOOD. 


It is as follows: 
Whereas it is charged that the present system of transporting live-stock by 
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railroad companies engaged in interstate commerce is barbarous and destruct- 
ive, that 10 percent. of the animals perish in consequence of this treatment, and 
the flesh of the remainder is rendered unfit for human food; and 


dead and dying, is sold to the people, and can not when dressed be distinguished 
from sound meats, and is the source of many and various diseases; and 

Whereas it appears by a report of the Committee on Agriculture of this House, 
January 21, 1875, that the loss by shrinkage alone in the weight of animals, caused 
by this system of transportation, amounted to the immense sum of $8,000,000 0n 
the business of 1870, and must now be nearly or quite $16,000,000 per annum; and 

Whereas it has been charged that said railroad companies, by a system of favor- 
itism, give to a small number of persons known as the Association of Eveners 
a bonus or gift of about $15 upon every car-load of beef cattle shipped from West 
to East, said sum being no part of the actual legitimate cost of transportation, 
but is on the contrary collected by the transporters and paid over to the so-called 
eveners as a mere gratuity ; and 

Whereas the losses and charges alone constitute in the aggregate an enormous 
tax upon a necessary article of food, which must be borne by producer and con- 
sumer alike, diminishing the just profits of the meat-growers in the West and 
placing meat-food in many instances beyond the reach of the poor man in the 
East: and 

Whereas it is charged that the act of Congress requiring railroad companies 
to unload stock in transitu at least once in every period of twenty-eight hours 
to be fed, watered, and rested, unless carried in cars in which the animals are 
adequately fed, watered, and rested without unloading, is habitually violated : 
rherefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire whether 
these evils do in fact exist, and to what extent they may be remedied by law, 
with power to send for personsand papers, and with directions to report at any 
time, by bill or otherwise. 


There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce. 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 874) to further suspend the operation of section 5574 
of the Revised Statutes, title 72, in relation to guano islands, for pres- 
ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HITT. That bill, Mr. Speaker, has been reported unanimously 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of two Congresses. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first ask if there is objection to the 

present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BISBEE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 421 for reference to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, unless that be 
withdrawn, will prevent the request of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BISBEE. I insist upon the regular order. 


UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, [ rise toa privileged question. I 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will determine whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be discharged from the 
further consideration of House bill 6333, granting right of way to the Usah and 


Northern Railroad Company, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman hold that it was an erroneous 
reference of the bill under the rules? . 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sir. I will send the bill up. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to know what it is. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. BELFORD. Unless the members of this House can have an 
hour every morning for the consideration of bills, I will object to every 
bill by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska submits this as a 
question of privilege. The Chair will cause the bill to be read, to de- 
termine whether it presents a matter of privilege or not. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BELFORD. _I object to that change of reference. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let us have a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, as the Chair understood, claimed 
that it was a matter of privilege. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this bill was pre- 
sented ior the purpose of obtaining the right of way for this railroad 
company through the National Park. It is tomake a connection with 
the Northern Pacific Railroad and the Union Pacific Railroad through 
= National Park. It is identically the same thing asked for by House 

1 ——— 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BLAND. _[ ask whether that was a proper reference in the first 
instance under the rules of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeas uring to ascertain. If it was 
properly referred, the resolution is not a matter of privilege. If it was 
improperly referred in the first instance, it is a matter of privilege ac- 
cording to decisions heretofore made by t 
the same question 


he House on 2 submission of 


of reference is this: that it is a matter which should be determined by 
Whereas it is charged that the flesh of animals so treated, including that of the the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. <A bill was introduced and r 


| would take it tothe Committee on the Public Lands. 


| cause it relates to two subjects, over one of which the Committee on 


| the bill which was under consideration on Saturday, reported from the 
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Mr. VALENTINE. The only object I have in asking this change 


ferred to that committee on the 29th of January granting the right otf 
way to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company, toconnect the 
North Pacific Railroad with the Clark’s Fork mines, introduced by the 
Delegate from Montana[ Mr. MAGINNIS]. That bill granted a right of ' 
way to this company through this identical reservation. It provided 
for making a connection through that reservation from the Northern 
Pacific road to the Union Pacific 

Mr. CASSIDY. That did not encroach upon the park howevel 

Mr. VALENTINE. The effect is the same exactly as that proposed 
by the bill I have suggested. 

Mr. CASSIDY. It merely entered in at one part of the park and 
went out at another. 

Mr. VALENTINE. This is the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the gen 
tleman from Nebraska to the fact that this bill, while it relates to th 
railroad and telegraph lines between the Mississippi River and the Pa 
cific coast, which, if it were the only subject introduced by the bill 
would take it to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, also relates to 
the lands of the United States, which, if that were the only subject 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Committee on the Public Lands of course 
would have no jurisdiction of this matter, because the bill itself makes 
it subject now to the law upon that question. They have the right 
these railroads—to go through the public lands of the United States 
under existing law. They have that right by simply filing a map of 
definite location. But, Mr. Speaker, they have no right under any ex 
isting law to go through a reserve, a park, a national park, or othe! 
public grounds of the United States reserved by the Government fo1 
park purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Does not that take the bill therefore to the Com 
mittee on Public Lands ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think not. But if the Speaker so decides | 
am willing to leave the bill where it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill might have been sent 
by the House under the rules to either one of those committees, be- 


Public Lands has jurisdi@tion and over the other the Committee on 
Pacitic Railroads 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think both the bills of like import should 
have gone to the same committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not a matter of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. Under the resolution adopted by the House on Mon- 
day this day has been assigned for the consideration of bills reported 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and Senate bills 
on the Speaker’s table relating to the erection of public buildings. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What becomes of the unfinished business, 


Committee on Public Lands ? 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business was not a special ordei 
The Chair will cause the resolution of the House to be read 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill from the Committee on the Public Land 
was called up under a special order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first cause the resolution adopted 
on Monday to be read. It is not entirely free from difficulty, but the 
Chair thinks its execution can be called for as against the regular ordet 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Resolved, That Wednesday, April 9, 1884, be set apart for the consideration of 
such bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 


Senate bills upon the Speaker's taple relating to the erection of public buildings 
as the committee shall designate, and that this special order continue from da 
to day until all such bills on the House Calendar and the Speaker's table sh 
have been considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with ap 
propriation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore made rnd that 


the consideration of each bill and its amendments not more than thirty minutes 
} 


shall be consumed in debate, fifteen minutes on each side 

Mr. REAGAN. I propose to antagonize that special order by ca 
ing up the bill (H. R. 5461) reported from the Committee on Commerc 
for the regulation of interstate Commerce 

The SPEAKER Phat can be done Che Chair will state in regard 


to the untinished business that if it had not been for the adoption of 
the resolution just read the unfinished business, being areport from the 












Committee on the Public Lands, would have come wp as the regular 
order this morning But that resolution displaces the regular ord: 
| and excepts noth ig but p cial o1 lers previous) made and bills mal 
ing appropriations and revenue bills 
} I } 


Mr VW ARNER ot Ohio. But does it dis Nace a prior speci ul ords 
he SPEAKER 


T t does not 
Mr. WARNI 





ot Oho I allude to the Sper | order unde 
the Committee on Public Lands presented that bill 
Mr. TALBOTT I desire to make a parliamentary ing 
The SPEAKER Che gentleman will state it 
\ LI Doe s that sper ial order sel! aside the mornin ho ir? 
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The SPEAKER. It does. It isan assignment of a day subject only | The SPEAKER. Those 
to certain exceptions which are enumerated in the resolution. 

The Chair will state in response to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. nays, they are ordered. 
WARNER] that the bill reported from the Committee on the Public 
Lands was not a Special order, but it was called up under a resolution 
of the House which gave to that committee the privilege to report at 
any time for consideration, and it stood precisely on the same footing There was no objection, 

“a0 appropriation bill or a bil] raising revenue, which bills may be | Mr. ROSECRANS. chairman of the Committee on Military Affair. 
reported at any time, under the rules of the House, for consideration. asked and obtained leave of absense for two days for himself and other 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Chis IS a Continuing Special order, and it members of the committee to inspect the soldiers’ home at Hamp- 
takes precedence of al] other business of the House for to-day, does it ? ton, Va. 
The SPEAKER. Except Special orders theretofore made and appro- Leave of absence was also granted gs follows: 

priation bills and bills raising revenue. And whenever a gentleman To Mr. CONNOLLY, until] Saturday next. 
calls up a special order previously made -the House must determine | ToMr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for ten days 
not to consider that before it an go on with the business under this of important business. 7 
resolution. ; ; | To Mr. CurcueEon, for two days. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry ? | To Mr. Cox, of New York, for the rem 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. count of important business. 
Mr. WELLER. My inquiry is if the present ruling of the Chair ex- To Mr. McCormick, until] the 21st instant. 
cludes SPE uttees from making reports this morning ? | To Mr. SMALLS, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 
he SPEAK ER. It does, | To Mr. Fyn, for ten days, on account of important business, 
Mr. RE SGAN. I propose to antagonize the special order made by To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for one week from the 8th instant, on 
the resolution of the House on Monday with the prior special order, the account of important business, 

bill (H. R. 5461 to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- To Mr. HILL, for ten days, on ace 
merce and to regulate such commerce. Fe 

Mr. MILLS. Ag | understand, those who vote ‘ 
take up the special order for the 

Committee on Public Buildings 

TheSPEAKER. The¢ ‘hair h 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Reac 


demanding the yeas and nays are 35. those 

| against it are 111. More than one-fifth having demanded the yeas and 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. Before the roll is called th 
mit to the House certain personal requests. 


e Chair asks leave to sub- 


from to-morrow, on account 


ainder of this week, on ac- 


ount of important business. 
PRINTING A BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS asked and obtained unanimous consent that Senate bi]] 
(S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
ad better state the question. Thegen- | schools, now on the Speaker’s table, be printed for the use of the House. 
AN] calls Up a Special order made before | ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
the passage of the resolution with reference to the bills reported by the The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, Under the rules of the tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] that the House now resolve itself 
House the question must be first taken on the motion of the gentleman | into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering House bi]! 
from Texas to take up the special order which he has indicated. Those No. 2228, to remove certain burdens on the American merchant marine 
who vote ‘‘ay”” will vote to take up the bill indicated by the gentle- and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, made a special order 
man from Texas [Mr. Reag AN]. for the 13th of March. On this question the yeas and nays have been 

Mr. DINGLEY. | desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. | ordered. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wil] State it. The question was taken: 

Mr. DINGLEY. A special order has been made ing 89; as follows: 
the consideration of the bill to relieve 7 
was made for the 13th of March, 


‘ay’’ will vote to 
consideration of bills reported by the 
and Grounds. 


‘ and there were—yeas 76, nays 157, not vot- 
by the House for 


American shipping. That order 


YEAS—76, 
to continue from day to day thereafter. Adams, J. J. Deuster, Kasson, Rockwell, 
The bill which the gentleman from Texas (Mr. REAGA N] proposes to | pesiey, a Kelley, posers, W. F. 
call up was made a special order for March 18. Would not a motion | Release = Oe my ll Shaw,’ 
be in order at the present time to proceed with the consideration of the | Bingham, Fiedler, Long, Skinner, C. R. 
prior order, the bill for the relief of American shipping? er, Findlay, iare, Spooner, 

The SPEA KER. That bill ean only be reached by moving to go into | Boutelle. ? Satine. MeKiniey, iecieeee, 
Committee of the Vj hole House on the state of the Union to consider | Brewer, F. B. Greenleaf, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
that order, and that motion would have precedence over the special | rower, J. H. Harmer, Bene, ene, iin 
order called up by the gentleman from 7 exas. ab nly | Ducknes. Hatch. H. H. O'Neil tharles Taylor's _ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into | Burleigh, Henderson, T. J. Parker, Taylor, J. D. 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- | Campbeli, Felix Holman, Price, Thompson, 
pose of considering the special order, the bil] (H. R. 2288) to remove Cnmphell, a= Houseman, > i 
certain burdens on the American merchant marine and encourage the | Chace. ’ Hunt, ’ Reed, _ Warner, A. J. 
American foreign carrying trade, a bil] which has stood at the head of | Cox, W. R. James, 7 Riggs, > Whiting, 
the Calendar for more than two months. Davis, L. H. Jones, B. W. oa Robinson, W.E. Wood. 

Mr. REAGAN, | submit that that motion is not in order. ee : NAYS—157. : 

The SPE (KER. _It is in order. The gentleman moves to go into my GC. E. eT Mexico, Srey: T. G. 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering a special order Alexander, Forney, McCoid, Smith, 
fixed for a day prior to the day indicated for the consideration of the | Anderson, Funston, Matson, Stockslager, 
bill to which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] refers, —a Gumooek, NT at. 

Mr. REAGA N. While the bill was set down to be considered at an Barksdale, Graves, Mills, = Sumner, D. H. 
earlier day than the one | desire to call up, the order for that was made | Belford, 


Green, Mitchelk . Talbott, 
after the order for the bill to which I refer. Bennett, Guenther, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
The SPEAKER. The priority of the d; 


» . : 7 Bisbee, Halsell, Morrill, Tillman, 
iy fixed for the consideration Bland. Hanback. 
of a bill determines the order « 


Morrison, * Tucker, 
f precedence, and not the day when the — Hancock, pculton, Tully, = 
rder fixing J el maaan 4 7 : teen BD 7 nee rainerd, - ardeman, Muldrow, urner, H. G. 
order fixing such date was made. For instance, if the House should | Breitung: Hatch, WH. Wesce. Turner, Oscar 
make an order to consider a given bil] on the 16th, and should subse- Broadhead, Haynes, Nelson, Valentine, 
quently make an order to consider another bill on the 15th, that would owe. W. W. Hemphill, ~~ Nicholls, van Alstyne, 
Jl ; ieats . > —— . a Raed on 2 > lat. | uchanan, enderson, D,. B. Oates, ance, 
be a clear indication of the desire of the House to first consider the lat Budd. Henley, Ochiltree, Wakefield, 
ter bill Burnes, Hepburn, Patton, Ward, 
Mr. DINGLEY. Both orders were made on the same day. Certaton, Bert, - a es Warner, Richard 
The SPr "rp Tha ret} : . : ae ee | Cassidy, ewitt, G. . ayson, eaver, 
_ The SI EAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman Clardy, Hiscock. Pleres. Wellborn, 
from Maine that the House resolve itself into ( ommittee of the Whole | Clay, Hitt, Peel, S. W. Weller, 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bil] (H.R. | cone Hoblitecll, posite. o J. Winple, 
N9OQ na s Cartai dic . = — arina <« Collins, olmes, erkins, Lite, Milo 
~<~5) to remove ce rtain burde ns on the American merchant marine and Converse. Holton, Peters. Wilkins, 
encourage the American foreign carrying trade. made a special order Cosgrove, Hopkins, Poland, Williams, 
for the 13th day of March. Covington, Jeffords, Pryor, willie, . 
"hn a re aaa : . . . , ——- Crisp, Jones, J. H, Pusey, vilson, James 
I he question was taken upon the motion of Mr. DINGLEY; and upon Culberson, D.B. Jones’ J. ie Ray, G. W. Wilson, W. L. 
a division there were—ayes 71, noes 82. Cullen, Jones, J.T. Reagan, Winans, E. B. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, Dargan, Keifer, Reese. Wise, G. D. 
Mr. DINGLEY called for the yeas and nays. —, Laney’ ne, Woniteg 
The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there Dowd,’ Lamb, Rosecrans, Yaple, , 
were 35 in the affirmative. Dunn, Lanham, Rowell, York, 
The SPFPAaARrrp That ; . ' 84 , Bows 5 Eaton, Lawrence, Ryan, Young. 
rhe SI EAKER. That is more than one-fifth of the last vote. Eldredge. conse Seales. 
Mr. GUENTHER. 1 call for a count of the other side. | Ellwood, Libbey, Seney. 
Those opposed to taking the yeas and nays were then counted. | Ermentrout, Lovering, Seymour, 
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NOT VOTING—89. 


Arnot, Dunham, Kellogg, Rice, J 
Barbour, Elliott, Ketcham, Robinson, eh 
Barr, Ellis, King, Singleton, 
Bayne, Evans, I. N. McComas, Slocum, 
Bowen, Ferrell, McCormick, Smalls, 
Boyle, eee es = Soe, 
eckinri ollett, iller, S. H. Steele, 
en Fyan, Milliken, Stewart, a. W: 
Cabell, Geddes, Morey, Stone. 
Caldwell, George, Morgan, Storm, 
Calkins, Gibson, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Candler, Hammond, Murphy, Thomas, 
Clements, Hardy, Murray, Townshend, 
Connolly, Hewitt, A. S Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Cook, — Hill, O'Hara, Wait, 
Cox, 8. 8. Hooper, O'Neill, J. d. Washburn, 
Culbertson, W. W. Horr, Paige, White, J. D. 
Curtin, Houk Pettibone, Winans, John 
Cutcheon, Hurd, Phelps, Wise, J. S. 
Davidson, Hutchins, Post, Worthington. 
Davis, G. R. Johnson, Potter, 
Davis, R. T. Jordan, Randall, 
Duncan, Kean, Rankin, 


So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was not agreed to. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. WASHBURN with Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. FoLLett with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. MorRGAN with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEMPLE with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. PoTTER with Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. RoBINson, of Ohio. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. ELLioTT with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. SMALLs. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. McCorMIck. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. BAYNE. 

The following were also announced as paired: 


Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN, until April 14. 
Mr. BoYLE with Mr. LAWRENCE, until April 10. 

Mr. DoORSHEIMER with Mr. O’HARA, until April 14. 
Mr. HILL with Mr. Houk, until April 18. 


Mr. StoRM with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until April 11. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Morey, until April 14. 


7 
| 


| 
| 





Mr. REAGAN. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 120, not 
| voting 100; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Anderson, 


| Bagley, 


Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Breckinridge, 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
‘annon, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Converse, 
Cosgrove, 
‘ox, W. R. 
Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 


~ 


Adams, G. E 
Aiken, 
Atkinson, 


| Belford, 


singham, 
Bisbee, 

Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
3rewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
sroadhead, 
Brown, W. W. 
3uchanan, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 


| Cobb, 


Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, until April 19. 
Mr. MURRAY with Mr. CUTCHEON, until April 11. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, is | 


detained at home on account of sickness 

Mr. McADOO. If I correctly heard the Clerk I was announced as 
paired with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAs] on all ques- 
tions. My understanding is that I am paired on political questions 
only, and, therefore, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irisetoaparliamentary inquiry. Willit be in order 
at this time to present, as anamendment to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Texas, the question whetherthe House will consider the un- 
finished business of last Saturday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The unfinished business 
would have been the regular order, but the regular order is displaced 
by the resolution adopted on last Monday. 

_Mr. PAYSON. But that subject having been up and its considera- 
tion having been entered upon, why can not the question be presented 
at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Because the resolution of the House adopted 
last Monday assigns this day to the consideration of a particular class 
of business, with certain specific exceptions; and the unfinished busi- 
ness is not one of the exceptions. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill which the gentleman from Texas moves to take up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate 
merce and to regulate such commerce. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to take up this 
special order, and the question of consideration is raised against it. The 
question is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
the title of which has just been read ? 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes appear to have it. 


com- 


eB A> vepeetpaed ted 


aa ibaa. 


Collins, 
Covington, 
Crisp, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Dibble. 
Dibrell 
Dowd, 

Ellis, 


Adams, J. J 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 

sarr, 

Bayne, 
Blackburn, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Browne, T. M. 
Caldwell, 
Calkins, 
Candler, 
Chace, 
Clements, 
Connolly, 
Cook, 
Cox. S. 5S. 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 


| Davidson, 


Davis, G. 
Davis, R. 
Dingley, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 


R 
‘ 


So the motion of Mr. REAGAN to consider H. R. 


to 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
RYAN with Mr. BLACKBURN, on all political questions, until 


Mr. 


further notice. 


Mr. KING with Mr. WADSWORTH, on 


further notice. 


Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. STRAT! 


YEAS—102 


Dockery, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Ellwood, 
Fiedler, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Halsell, 
Hanback, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 


Kasson, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
McComas, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Neece, 
Oates, 
Payson, 
Peelle, S. J. 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Reagan, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rosecrans, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 


NAYS—120. 


Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 

Evins, J. H. 
Ferrell, 

Findlay, 
Funston, 
George, 

Goff, 

Green, 
Greenleaf, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B. 
an 
Holton, 
Hopkins 
Horr, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J. H. 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Laird, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, 


Libbey, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
MecCoid, 
Maybury, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Muldrow, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Peel, S. W. 
Perkins, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reed, 
Reese, 


NOT VOTING—100. 


Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Evans, I. N. 
Finerty, 
Follett 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardy 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 
Hooper 
Houk, 
Hutchins, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Kellogg 
Ketcham, 


King, 
Long, 
McAdoo, 
McCormick, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Morey, 
Morgan, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Ochiltree, 
O Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Randall 
Rankin 

Ray, Ossian 
Rice, 
Robinson, J. 8. 


Stewart, Charles 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tully, 

Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Osear 
Valentine, 
Warner, A. J 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wood. 

Yaple. 


. 


Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 
Russe!/ 
Scales, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, C. R, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Smith 
Spooner, 
Stevens, 
Stockslager, 
Stone 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Tucker, 

Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Wemple, 
Willis, 

Wise, G. D 
Wolford, 
Woodward, 
York, 
Young. 


Robinson, W. E, 
Rockwell 

Ryan, 
Seymour, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Slocum, 


Smalis 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Storm 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A 
Thomas, 


Tow nshend, 
Wadsworth 


Wait 
Washburn 
White, J. D 
White, Milo 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S 


Worthington 


5461 was not agreed 


all political questions, until 


on this question. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


















































Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it not be in order at this time to raise the question of the consideration 
of the unfinished business before the House—the bill reported from the 
Committee on the Public Lands? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, under the resolutior 
by the House on last Monday. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to call the attention ot 


idopted 


the > peaker 
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to the last branch of the resolution, providing for the consideration of 
I the Committee on the Public Lands 


pusiness from 

Phat the Committee on the Public Lands is hereby instructed to report to the 
House } sto carry into effect the views expressed in the foregoing resolutions 
that said committee shall be authorized to report such bills at any time, subject 
only to revenue and appropriation bills; and the same shall in like order be 
entitled to consideration 

Now, would not an appropriation bill or arevenue bill be entitled to 


consideration at this time, notwithstanding the special order ? 

The SPEAKER. It would, because such bills are expressly ex epted 
from the operation of the resolution of Monday last 

Mr. WARNER Ohio The order made by the House on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] provided that the 
committee on the Public Lands shall be authorized to report such bills 
at any time, subject only to revenue and appropriation bills, and then 


oi 


it goes on to say, ‘‘ and the same shall be in like order entitled to con 
sideration.’ 
The SPEAKER If it had not been for the order of Monday there 


is no doubt bills from the Committee on Public Lands, for the purposes 
indicated in the resolution the gentleman from Ohio holds in his hand, 
would have occupied exactly the same position as general appropriation 
bills and bilis for raisingrevenue. But whenthe resolution was passed 
on Monday last the House thought proper to except appropriation bills 
and bills raising revenue from the operation of that rule, but did not 
except bills reported from the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. HOLMAN. But would the latter resolution, passed under sus- 
pension of the rules by the House on Monday last,rescind the order made 
with precisely the same sanction on the preceding Monday under sus- 
pension of the rules? On the preceding Monday the House, by the same 
vote of two-thirds, suspended the rules and made a special order, so to 
that is, it certainly made a special order taking a given class of 
bills out of the general order, making them special and declaring they 
should have precedence, subjectonly torevenue and appropriation bills 
Now, will a resolution adopted by the House on a subsequent Monday 
under a like suspension of the rules have the effect of rescinding that 
prior declaration of the House? 

The SPEAKER If the bill reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands and heretofore under consideration had been itself aspecial order 
it would have been excepted from the operation of the resolution passed 
on Monday, but it was not a specialorder. Itsimply belonged to a class 
of bills having a certain preference by resolution of the House over other 
business ofthe House. The resolution of Monday is very similar to the 
resolution passed by the House during the present session, and usually 
passed at each session of Congress, setting apart a particular day oreven- 
ing for the consideration of pension bills. This is precisely like the 
resolution on that subject except it makes certain specific exceptions, 
whereas the resolution in reference to the consideration of pension bills 
on Friday evening makes no exception; it sets apart a day, assigns it, 
dedicates it to the consideration of a particular kind of business 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But under the suspension of the rules this 
class of business of the Committee on Public Lands was made a special 
order, and was placed in the same category precisely with bills for rais- 
ing revenue and general appropriation bills. Under that special order 
made by the House these land-grant bills reported from the Committee 


speak 


on Public Lands were placed precisely in the same category with ap- | _ : : : : 
’ , | mittee in making this motion. 


propriation and revenue bills. Itseems to me, therefore, the unfinished 
business, being a report from the Committee on Public Lands in refer- 
ence to the Oregon Railroad grant, was excepted. I ask for the read- 
ing of the special order relating to public buildings 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That Wednesday, April 9, 1834, be set apart for the consideration of 
such bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
Senate bills upon the Speaker's table relating to the erection of public buildings 
as the committee shall designate, and that this special order continue from day 
to day until all such bills on the House Calendar and the Speaker's table shall 
have been considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with appro- 
priation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore made, and that in the 
leration of each bill and its amendments not more than thirty minutes 
sumed in debate, fifteen minutes on each side 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This was a special order, made under sus 
pension of the rules, by which all bills reported from the Committee oa 
Public Lands of the character referred to were placed in the same cate 

| 
gory precisely with revenue and appropriation bills 

The SPEAKER. That is the exact difficulty. 
made a special order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
that category. 

The SPEAKER. It was not put in a particular place, but it was 
placed upon the same footing precisely with general appropriation and 
revenue bills That is to say, the committee were allowed to report 
them at any time and to takethem up for consideration at any time 


const 


shall be cor 


The bill was not 


But it was by a special 


order pl wed it 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask whetherit is not in the power of the 
House to take a vote on the question of consideration as between thos 
bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, it is known to the Chair the bills pending for 
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a me 
muildir 

} <*> 4 } 
mh aay od 


the erection of public 1 es and made the subjec tota special ord 
‘ ay until disposed of are bills which ino); 
an appropriation of money out of the Treasury, and under the rules 
mu arily have their first consideration inthe Committee of t} 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

If the House should then refuse to go into the Committee of thy 
Whole on the state Union the consideration of suc hb 
would it not then be in order to proceed with the further conside1 


of the unfinished business of Saturday last ? 


lay and fre 


st necess 


of the Lor 


’ 
al { 


The SPEAKER. It would be unquestionably, because the bills { 
the erection of public buildings are left by the resolution subject to t] 
rule, which prevents the House from reaching them at all, except bh 


taking a vote to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of t 
Union. That rule of the House requiring bills making appropriatio 
to have their first consideration in the Committee of the Whole on 1] 
state of the Union was not changed by this resolution assigning da 
for the consideration of public-building bills. If, therefore, the Hor 
should refuse to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of t 
Union these bills could not be considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN So [understand, that they could not be consider 
and then if the House shall so vote, the bill forfeiting the Oregon la 
grant would come up for consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Iceall for the regular order of business. The Chair 
has already decided this question, and I hope the gentleman from In 
diana will not be permitted longer to debate it unless he wishes to tak: 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair 





PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now move to take from the Speaker’s tab 
the bill (S. 233) providing for- the enlargement and improvement of thi 


post-office, custom-house, and court-house at New Haven, Conn., with 
a view of moving that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this covered by the resolution ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House has not gone to the Speaker’s table 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is it a privileged motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, under this resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the House must go to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table in order to take up that business, and the House has 
not done so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the resolution adopted 
on Monday last the motion of the gentleman from Indiana is in order 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, The inquiry that I wish to make is whether the 
resolution passed upon Monday under a suspension of the rules did not 
provide that only such bills as were upon the Calendar reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and bills upon th 
Speaker’s table should be taken up, and only by the action of the com- 
Now, unless there has been action of the committee on this 
bill, I claim that it is not in order under that resolution. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iam acting under the direction of the com 


Mr. THOMPSON Action by the committee has been taken upon 
this bill? There has been no official report from the committee. I! 
there has been I should like to have my attention called to it. Does 
the gentleman desire its reference to the committee ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. No, I do not ask its reference to the commit 
tee, but that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on th« 
state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, 

The SPEAKER. 
essary 

Mr. THOMPSON. This bill is not pending before the Commiitce 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. It has not been considered by that 
committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Committee on Public Build 
ings and Grounds would have the same right with reference to bills 
which are taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union as with reference to 
those which are upon tle Calendar, under the special order of the Hous 
heretofore adopted. 


Mr. THOMPSON 


Has the committee acted upon the bill ? 
The Chair thinks that no written report is ne 


But that resolution specified that the committ 


should designate the bills 

{| Mr. MILLS. My friend from Kentucky misunderstands the purport 
of the resolution. It authorizes bills reported by the Committe 
Public buildings and Grounds and also Senate bills upon the Speaker's 
table to be taken up 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
f understand it 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER That 
losignated by the committee 
SPEAKER, 


resolution 


Such 


as have been designated by the committe: 
they shall be considered in the orde! 


The The Chair thinks the motion is in order under the 
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The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana to take the bill the title of which has been read from the 
Speaker’s table and refer it to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; the House divided, and there were—ayes 
85. noes 35. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. BEACH. Let us have the yeas and nays at once 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to ask if it will be in order at any time 
to refer this bill to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds tor 
a report; and, if so, at what time would it be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RuLe XIII 


* e * z * * 
2. The question of reference of any proposition, other than that reported from 
a committee, shall be decided without debate, in the following order, viz: a 


standing committee, a select committee; but the reference of a proposition re- 
ported by a committee, when demanded, shall be decided according to its char- 
acter, without debate, in the following order, viz: House Calendar, Committee 
f the Whole House on the state of the Union, Committee of the Whole House, 
« standing committee, a select committee. 


The SPEAKER. This bill if taken from the Speaker’s table would 
necessarily go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union upon a mere point of order. But it is also in order if the 
bill is taken from the Speaker’s table to move its reference to any one 
of the standing committees or to any select committee that may be 
named. But the bill must be first taken from the Speaker’s table be- 
fore any motion to refer is in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I understand the motion is now to take it from 
the Speaker’s table—— 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. And refer it to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Can the motion be put in that way? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to a standing or select com 
mittee would have preference of a motion to refer to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, because the bill would go 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as the 
Chair has said, on a mere point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I ask for a division of the motion 

Che SPEAKER. The first question will be on taking the bill up. 

Mr. THOMPSON. lL ask for a division of the question. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Indiana to make a motion to take this bill 
trom the Speaker’s table and refer it to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union all in one motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky desires to move 
its reference to a standing committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON. No; to makeaseparate motion of each of the two 
motions submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires then to separate the motion: 
first, to take it from the Speaker’s table, and then on the question of 
reference? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. Then if the House decides to take it 
from the Speaker’s table I would like to be recognized fora motion for 
its reference afterward. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is an independent motion 
which can be made if the House agrees to take the bill up. 

Mr. THOMPSON. After the question of consideration is determined 
[ can make that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, because it would necessarily 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the point of order without a for- 
mal motion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But an independent motion would be in 
order for its reference to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

TheSPEAKER. It wouldif the bill is taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. In order to save the waste of time that this 
= evidently necessitate, I will withdraw the motion which I have 
made, 

Mr. BEACH. I object. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. If the gentleman wants to place himself in 
the category of obstructing public business I have no objection, but the 
responsibility must rest with himself. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentlemen from Indiana has 
the right to withdraw the motion at any time under the rules of the 
House, before amendment or a vote upon it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Inow move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering bills reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That brings up the direct issue between the public 
lands and the public buildings. 

Mr. MILLS. It is an issue between the consideration of the business 
of this House by a majority of its members or its obstruction on the 
other hand by a minority. 
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Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The gentleman can not put anybody in a 
false attitude by his statement. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inguiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. When the question as to the order of 
presented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], the Speaker's 
decision was not distinctly heard in this part of the House. My inquiry 
is this: If the House shall refuse to go into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bills indicated by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STOCKSLAGER], would it then b 
ished business of Saturday last? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only way to reach 
the consideration of the bills reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds is to sustain the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana |[Mr. STOCKSLAGER]. If that motion is not stistained 
House will then proceed with the regular order of business, and the 
regular order would be the unfinished business, being the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands, which was under consideration at the ad 
journment on Saturday. The question is on the motion of the gentle 
man from Indiana | Mr. STOCKSLAGER | 

The question being taken, there were 

Mr. BEACH No quorum 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays 
than one-fifth of the 


business was 


in order to call up the unfin 
sl 
‘ 


the 
the 


aves 101, noes 47 


were ordered, 39 members voting therefor—more 


1 
last vote 








lhe question was taken: and there were—yeas 160, nays 61, not voting 
101: as follows: 
YEAS—16) 
Adams, G.I Ferrell Lore Seales 
Adams, J.J Findlay Lovering Seney 
Aiken Funstor Lowry Seymour 
Atkinson Garrison MeCoid Shaw 
Barksdale Glascock McKinley Skinner,C.R 
Bennett Gofl Matson Skinner, T. ¢ 
Bisbec Cireen Mavybury Smith 
Blount Greenleaf Miller, J. 1 Spoone 
Boutelle, Hanback Milliken riges 
Brainerd Hancock Mills I 
Breckinridge Hardemat Mitche ! 
Breitung, Ilarmer Money s 
Brewer, F. B Hart Morrill Stewart, Char 
| Brewer, J. H Hatch, H ¥! Morrisox Stockslage 
Broadhead Hatch, W. HI Muldrow Strub 
Brown, W. W Haynes Murphy Talbott 
Buchanan Hemphill Nelson raylor, J.D 
Budd Henderson, D.B Nicholls ravlor, J. M 
Burleigh Henderson, T. J Ochiltree rh m 
Burnes, Henley, O'Neill, Charles Pilln 
Campbell, J. M Hepburn Patton Pucker 
Carleton, Holmes, Payne Turner, H. ¢ 
Cassidy, Hopkins Peel, S. W \ 
Collins, Housemat Peelle,S. J \ 
Covington Howes Perkins VW ‘ ! 
Crisp, Hunt Peters, Ward 
Culberson, D. B Hurd, Phelps Wear 
Cullen, James, Poland Velibon 
Dargan Jeffords Price VW ‘ 
Davis, R. T. Jones, J. H Pryor Wempk 
Dibble Jones, J.T Pusey vi Mil 
Dibrell, Kasson, Ranney W 9 
Dowd Keifer, Ray G.W Wilk s 
Dunn Kelley, Ray, Ossian Willis 
Ellis Kelloge Reed, Wilson, James 
Ellwood, Lacy Reese Wise,G.D 
Ermentrout, Laird, Rockwell, Wood 
Evans, I.N. Lamb, Rogers, J. H Woodward 
Everhart, Lanham, Rosecrans, York 
Evins, J. H. Lawrence Rowell Young 
NAYS—61 
Alexander, Davis, L. H Holman, Rigg 
Anderson, Deuster, Jones, B. W. Sumner, D.H 
Bagley, Dockery Kleiner, Taylor, E.B 
Ballentine, Eldredge Le Fevre, Thompson, 
Beach, Fiedler Lewis Tully 
Bland, Foran McAdoo Turner, Osear 
Buckner, Forney, McComas, Van Alstyne 
| Cabell, Graves, MeMillin, Warner, A.J 
| Campbell, Felix Guenther Morse, Warner, Richard 
Cannon, Halsell, Moulton, Williams, 
Clardy, Herbert, Neece Winans, E 
Clay, Hewitt, A.S Oates, Wolford 
Cobb, Hewitt,G. W Parker Yap 
Converse, Hiscock Payson 
Cosgrove, Hitt Pierce 
Cox, W.R. Hoblitzell, Reagan 
NOT VOTING—101 
| Arnot, Chace, Finerty Jorda 
3arbour, Clements Follett Kean 
sarr, Connolly Fyan Ketcha 
Bayne, Cook (seddes King 
Belford, Cox,8.8 ( rere Libbe 
Belmont, Culbertson, W.W. Gibson Long 
Bingham, Curtin Hammond Lyr 
Blackburn, Cutcheor tardy Mc k 
Blanchard, Davis,G.R Hil Millard 
Bowen, Davidson, Holton M r,S.H. 
Boyle, Dingley Hooper M 
Browne, T. M Dorsheimer Hort Mo 
Brumm, Duncan Houk M 
Caldwell Dunhan Hutehins Mu 
Call Es Johnson Mutel 
| Car FE} e3,J.K 
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O'Hara Robinson,J.S. Steele, ; Wait, | Mr.STOCKSLAGER. I submit to theChair that we are considering 

— J.J etme | 7 E. ene Ww. = ag these bills under a special order of the Housé which provides that such 

Pet Russell Storm, Wilson, W. L bills shall be taken up as they shall be designated by the Committee o; 

P Ryan, Strait, — Winans, John | Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Ra : Sineteson ay A. Werliumen Mr. THOMPSON. Under the rules of the House. 

Rank Slocum, | Townshend | Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Stock 

R Smalls Valentine, | SLAGER] to remember in that connection that while it is true that 

Robertsor Snyder Wadsworth, special order was made for the consideration of these bills, and that 
So the motion was agreed to. | special order was passed under a suspension of the rules, in the consid 
Mr. SPRINGER ask unanimous consent to dispense with the | eration of those bills the rules of the House are no further suspended 

reading of the names | than by the direct terms of the resolution making this special orde1 
Mr. BEACH. I object | The rule to which the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. THoOMPsoN ] has 
Che names of members voting were read. j 





referred was never suspended by that order. The method in which w: 


Che following additional pair was announced : shall proceed in the consideration of those bills was not changed exce))1 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. RUSSELL, for this day that thirty minutes only for debate is allowed on each bill and amend 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. ments thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote the Chair Mr. MILLS. I beg the gentleman from ennessee (Mr. McMIL! IN 

will submit some personal requests of members. also to remember that by the very terms of the resolution adopted by 


By unani 


lo Mr. HEMPHILL, from Thursday, the 10th instant, to Monday, the 


mous consent 


the House on Monday last, as has been heretofore ruled, I think once }y 
Speaker Blaine, every rule of the House is suspended, and the order o! 


leave of absence was granted as follows: 


14th. both inclusive. on account of sickness in his family. | the House as embraced in the resolution is the ruleof the House upon 
fo Mr. Gipson, for fifteen days, on account of important business. | the subject, is the rule controlling the order in which those bills are to 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | be considered. The resolution adopted on Monday was mandatory 
ee | that these bills shall be considered in the order designated by the Com- 
The result of the vote on Mr. STOCKSLAGER’S motion was then an- | mittee on Public Buildings andGrounds. That resolution is the orde1 
nounced as above state : | which the Chair, as presiding officer of the Committee of the Whole, is 
Che House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | now to execute. 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. | Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] has al 
The CHAIRMAN Che House is in Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills on the Cal- 
endar reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in 
relation to public buildings. 

PUBLIK 
STOCKSLAGER 
Grounds have directed me to call up first House bill No. 483. 

I object to the consideration of that bill. 
(rkansas. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr 


THOMPSON. 
ROGERS, of 


are matters of importance, and I insist we shall have order while we 


are considering them 


BUILDING 


lowed his zeal to run away with his judgment. With all deference to 
him, if what he now states is true, that every rule of the House was 
suspended by that order, then it would not be necessary for us to be in 
Committee of the Whole as we now are. 
Mr. MILLS. We are in Committee of the Whole under that order. 
Mr. McMILLIN. We are in Committee of the Whole under th« 
| rules of the House. The rules of the House have not been suspended 
except as provided by the direct terms of the resolution. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We are either to consider this bill which 
has been called up by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER 
under all the rules of the House or undernoneof them. If those rules 


AT KEOKUK, 


The Committee on 


IOWA. 
Public Buildings and 


I rise to a question of order. These 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. of the House have all been suspended and the consideration of this bil! 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I rise to a question of order. | is not open to the objection made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman will state it. | [Mr. THompson }, then we might also proceed to pass this bill without 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Is it competent for the chairman of the | a quorum. Suppose that there should be a call for a quorum, the sam« 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to call up bills out of their 
r on the Calendar ? 


ora 


Che CHAIRMAN 


+} 


as tie 


us back to the 
The CHAIRMAN 


ized and directed to purchase a site for and cause to be erected thereon a suita- 
ble building with fire-proof vaults therein forthe accommodation of the United 


It is competent for him to do so under the reso- | 
lution of the House which directs that such bills shall 
committee shall designate. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
House 
The bill will first be reported by the Clerk, and 
the Chair will then entertain the objection. 


argument would lie against that as lies against the right of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I would ask the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER] if under the resolution of the House a bill of this characte: 
can now be debated more than thirty minutes ? 

Mr. WARNER. of Ohio. The House can fix the time for debate. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. And the House has done so. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The House hasdone so; but it has not sus- 
pended all the rules of the House, and the debate must go on under the 


be considered 


An objection to this bill of course carries 
I object to the consideration of the bill. 


tion of any one of these bills we must under the rules go back into the 


rhe bill was read. as follows: ——, Every soe ae "ped in — except so far as they 

\ bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, Iowa. | lave Sa aa ry the Spec la — We must have a quorum 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, andis hereby, author- | here to pass these bills, and if there is objection made to the considera- 
| 


States courts, post-office, and other Government offices in the city of Keokuk, 
The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be 
previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the 
site and building complete the sum of $150,000: Provided, That the site shall 
eave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an 
ess than forty feet, including streets and alleys; 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Iowa shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, 
ng the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of the State and the 
f civil process therein 


The CHAIRMAN. 
tucky [Mr. THOMPSON }, who stated that he objected to the considera- 


lowa 


open space of not |! 


dui 


serv ice ¢ 


tion of the bill. 
Mr 
The CHAIRMAN 

objection ? 


Mr. THOMPSON 


object to the consideration of a bill in the Committee of the Whole. 
When objection is made to the consideration of any bill the rule pro- | 
vides the committee shall immediately rise and report such objection 
to the House, and the House shall decide whether the committee shall 
consider the bill or not. 
the rules the other day did not suspend that rule. 
vides that this day is set apart for the consideration of these bills; but 
they are to be considered under the rules of the House and not in oppo- 
sition to the rules of the House. 
that when the House is in Committee of the Whole if objection is made 
to the consideration of a bill, the objection shall be reported to the House | that the consideration of that bill is now in order. 
and the House shall direct the committee as to the order of considera- | 


tion 


THOMPSON. 


House and let the House make order in reference toit. There isnoth- 
| ingin the special order that suspends that rule more than any other rule. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the reso- 
lution under which the House is now proceeding. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


and no 


Resolved, That Wednesday, April 9,1884, be set apart for the consideration of 
|} such bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 

Senate bills upon the Speaker's table relating to the erection of public buildings 
as the committee shall designate, and that this special order continue from day 
to day until all such bills on the House Calendar and the Speaker's table shall 
have been considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with ap- 
propriation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore mace; and that in 
the consideration of each bill and its amendments not more than thirty minutes 
shall be consumed in debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 


Mr. THOMPSON. If all the rules of the House were suspended by 
that order, then I would like to know why the Speaker of the House 
sent us into Committee of the Whole? If the rules were suspended by 
that order, then there is no need for us to go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider these bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that on motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER] the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, in pursuance of the resolution which has 
| just been read. That resolution expressly designates the bills that ar: 

to be considered by the Committee of the Whole House; that is, ‘‘such 
| bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
* * * as the committee shall designate.’’ The chairman of that 
| committee has indicated the bill which has just been read by the Clerk 
| as the first bill to be considered under that order. The Chair holds 


The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ken- 


I object. 
Will the gentleman state on what he bases his 


It is not necessary under the rule to do more than 


The resolution adopted under a suspension of 
The resolution pro- 


And the rules of the House provide | 


Mr. THOMPSON. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the ; 
Chair. . 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomp- 
son] appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ” 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is that open to debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, because I do not think that the resolution which has been read 
bv the Clerk goes as far as the Chair has held ittogo. If I understand 
the decision of the Chair, it is that the resolution which has been read 
not only compels the House to go into Committee of the Whole, but 
goes so far as to direct the Committee of the Whole as to the business 
which it is to consider. 

Now, the resolution which has been read gives no direction whatever 
to the Committee of the Whole, but that committee is left to pass upon 
its business under the rules of the House. The suspension of the rules 
was only so far as to allow the consideration of this particular class of 
bills, to give them priority, and to fix the day upon which they should 
be considered, not by the Committee of the Whole but by the House. 
The House met, and has determined to consider that business. In what 
order is the business to be considered? The House has determined to 
consider this business in Committee of the Whole, and will consider it 
under the rules of the House, except in so far as the resolution itself 
suspended those rules and prescribed the order of proceedings. 

The next question is, under what rules are these bills to be consid- 
ered? A rule of the House prescribes that they shall receive their first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. Therefore, pursuant to the 
routine of business prescribed by the rules of the House, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER | submitted his motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and he is sustained by the 
House in going into Committee of the Whole. 

When we get into Committee of the Whole the rules of the House, 
so far as applicable, must govern; this business of the Committee of the 

Whole must be proceeded with-in the same way as any other business 
that might come before the Committee of the Whole, unless the reso 
lution of the House prescribes a different course of proceeding. But 
there is nothing in that resolution which fixes a different order of busi- 
The only change which the resolution makes from our ordinary 
rules is upon the subject of debate. Ordinarily, in the consideration 
of bills in the Committee of the Whole there is unlimited general de- 
bate until we go back into the House and the debate by a special order 
has been limited. Under the resolution adopted by the House with 
reference to this particular class of business we are limited to thirty 
minutes’ debate on each bill; but that is the only change which the 
resolution makes in the ordinary rules bearing upon the proceedings of 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Is it not also provided that bills shall be 
taken up in their order ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. All bills in Committee of the Whole are taken 
up in their order except certain bills which are entitled to priority of 
consideration—bills raising revenue and general appropriation bills 
Bills of this character are expressly excepted in this resolution; their 
right of priority is preserved. 

Now, my point is that these public-building bills when considered in 
Committee of the Whole are subject to all the rules of the Committee of 
the Whole, except the rule which allows unlimited debate so long as no 
order of the House has been made cutting off debate. In every other 
respect the ordinary rules are in force. Under the ordinary rules, one 
objection to the consideration of a bill requires that the Committee of the 
Whole shall rise, and then the House shall determine whether this par- 
ticular bill shall be considered or laid aside. I submit that upon one 
objection being made we are entitled to adecision by the House whether 
this particular bill shall be considered or laid aside. You can not de- 
prive the House of this right, because the rule in that respect has not 
been suspended. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that the decision of the 
Chair upon this question is construed on the floor as being based upon 
a different ground from that which the Chair has announced. The 
ruling of the Chair, as I understand, does not rest upon the fact that 
the order of the House in this case was adopted under a suspension of 
the rules; it rests upon the terms of the order itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the ground upon which the Chair placed 
the decision. 

Mr. KASSON. So I understood; but it does not seem to be so un- 
derstood on the floor. By the terms of the resolution it is the order of 
the House that these particular bills be considered, and therefore it is 
not the right of any one member or any number of members to inter- 
cept the order of the House declaring that these bills, as designated by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, shall be considered. 
The decision of the Chair, I repeat, rests upon the ground of a specific 
order of the House to consider these bills, and therefore I think we 
ought to sustain the decision. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. If 
I understand correctly, this is the fourteenth bill upon the Calendar. If 
these bills are to be considered in their order upon the Calendar, wh) 
should we pass over thirteen other bills to take up this one ? 

_ Mr. KASSON. That does not touch the argument. The House, by 
its order, has said that the first bill to be taken up shall be that indi- 


ness. 


| cated by the committee. 


We are acting under the order of the House: 
and whether it was adopted by a majority vote or a two-thirds vote 
makes no difference. I think the Chair is right in holding, and the 
Committee of the Whole should sustain the Chair in holding, that th: 
order of the House is to be executed, whether we like it or not 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuch as there seems to be some misappre 
hension in regard to the ground on which the Chair based his decision 
the Chair would state that he caused the resolution to be read 
the particular language on which he based his decision was this: 


That Wednesday, April 9, 1884, be set apart for the consideration of such 
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and Senat 
bills upon the Speaker’s table relating to the erection of public b igs a ‘ 


committee shall designate 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the special order does not require that 
these bills shall be considered in Committee of the Whol So ft 
that order is concerned, they may be considered in the Hous« th 
are subject, however, to the point of order that the rules require th 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. The special order doi 
release them from liability to that rule. The House once in Comn 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of this business, the ord 


rules of the Committee of the Whole prevail. I think the gentlemai 


from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] is entirely right. The House, not 
by virtue of the special order but by a vote, has determined to go 
Committee of the Whole to take up these bills. We are now in Co 
mittee of the Whole in consequence of that vote of the House. Bi 


in Committee of the Whole, we are subject to all th 
which—Rule XXIII, clause 4—is in this language: 

In Committee of the Whole House, business on their Calendars sh: 
up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bill 
and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have preced 
ence, and whe n objection ismade tothe consideration of any bill or propositior 
the committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the Ho 
which shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposit 
considered or laid aside for the present 


rules, one 


mall be tu 





How the special order does away with this rule any more than 
does away with the rule requiring a quorum, I am unable to se: Wi 
are in Committee of the Whole by a vote of the House. These bills are 
to be considered subject to all the rules, modified only by the special 
limitation of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Cha 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire tosay one word before the Chair submit 
the question to the committee 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the Chair ought to be sustained in it 
ruling. The rule read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is 
one of the standing rules of the House, and it provides that when in 
the Committee of the Whole House a bill is reached and objection is 
made, the committee shall rise and the House shall then determine 
whether that bill shall further be considered or not. Therefore by on 
of the standing rules the House may determine the orderin which bills 
shall be considered upon the Calendar. On Monday last, however, th: 
day on which, under the rules, they could be suspended, those rules were 
suspended and the House adopted a special order. Just so soon as that 
special order was adopted by a vote of the House it became pro tanto 
one of the rules of the House and suspended every rule which inte 
fered with its execution. 

And what does that special order or the rule then adopted provide 
It provides that these bills shall be considered, not in the order which 
the House may designate, but in the order which the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds shall designate. They are not to be 
considered in the order in which they stand upon the Calendar, but un 
der this rule, made by the special order, they are to be considered in 
the order in which they are designated by the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON. That applies to the House and not to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. ‘he Commit 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the House of course, unde 
the special order, had the right to designate the order in which the 
bills were to be considered; but when the committee designated the 
bill which was to be first considered its power was exhausted under the 

| special order, and the House then proceeded to consider the bill under 
the rules of the House, modified only as to the length of debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee has designated the order in which 
these bills shall be considered, and one of them is now before the com 
mittee under that designation, and we can not go behind that order of 
the House without suspending the rules, and this is not the place nox 
is this the day when the rules can be suspended. 
dently right in his rul 

*Vote!’’] 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Mr. Chairman, I submit we should proceed t 
dispose of the business of the House according to its accepted rules 

It is true, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has said, that 
on last Monday when the rules permitted there was a motion made to 
suspend the rules and fix a special order for to-day. Now, I ask th 
House and I ask the gentleman from Illinois what was the operation vf 
the adoption of th il order? It simply set aside for this day a 
order of business as laid down by Rule X XIV 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itsuspended all rulesinconsistent with that speci 


The chairman is e\ 


ing, and I hope he will be sustained. [Cries of 
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order and made it the e of the House for the purpose of considering 
These bi 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. It was an order adopted for the purpose of set- 
ting aside Rule X XIV, which established the order of business and gave 
pr ty in the operation of that rule to a class of business provided for 
special order. Whatthen? Beyond that the committee can not 
d ything else. It has been said by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
K ASSON | that the special order is the rule to guide the Chair. 1 call 
the gentleman’s attention to the fact that no standing rule of this House 
‘ ve changed except on one day’s notice, nor can it be rescinded 
without one day’s notice Rule XXVIII says that no standing rule 
er order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without a day’s 
no 
i ERMENTROUT Che special order set aside the rules of the 
Hous 
Mr. HOBLITZELI Wait until I get through 
On Monday last the House by a two-thirds vote set aside the order 
isiness, as provided for by the rules. The regular order of busi- 
ness of the morning hour and going to the business upon the Speaker’s 
t as well as other matters provided for by the rules, were dispensed 
with by the adoption of the special order. Having set aside the order 
ine stablished by Rule X XIV, are you now going to say, when 
t » the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Uy , all proper motions made under the rules for the purpose of ex 


cut oy { ( ler of the Llouss adopted by a two-thirds vote shall not 
ed? Ifthat be so, then to carry the point to its logical con- 
the adoption of the special order left us without any other rule 
order I should like to have gentlemen who announce 


ll us where otherwise we get the authority to go into 


hit 


that special 
1 theo V to te 


Tf ? 


committees If you suspend all the rules of the House you suspend 
the right to go into committee as well 
But the House did go into committee under the rules of the House, 
ul under the special order the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Stock 
SLAGER | designated the bill which was to be considered The special 


order was fully carried out, but then the 


gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. THOMPSON 


rose and under the rules of the House said he objected 
her consideration of The Chair has decided that 
tion was not in orde1 It certainly is in order under the rules 
of the House, and nowhere does the special order provide that that rule 


the furt the bill 


S OD )eEt 


shall be suspended. What was the object of the rule? It was to have 
the sense of the House tested as to which one of a series of measures 
coming up for consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on 
he state of the Union had the strength to be first acted on in commit 
te If the special order made it imperative upon the Committee 


ot 


the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider and pass on 


every one ol these bills in their order, then this House has abdicated 


its authority to say under the rules which shall come up first and which 
shall come up next To do that is to destroy and rescind all the rules 
of the House, of which the House has had no notice, and of course that 
can not be done 

I will for the information of the Chair read what Cushing says on 
this subject in his Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, section 
1512 

In the two Houses of Cohgress, beside orders of the day which are established 

1 Virtue of the parliamentary law and privileged questions which are made so 
by a general rule, orders of the above description are occasionally made which 


have the effect, under the name of special orders or assignments, to override or 


take precedence of all other business whatsoever. Orders of this kind may be 
made in the manner agreed upon and pointed out in the rules or by the erdinary 
major vot In the House of Representatives itis provided by the rule that the 
order of business as established by the rules shall not be changed except by a 
vote of at least two-thirds; and in that assembly a special order (which to have 
the effect above mentioned must necessarily change the established order of 


business, and operate to suspend the rules relating to business), made for that 


purpose, requires a majority of two-thirds; if made by a majority only, the orde: 
so made would only have precedence over other business of the same class not 
made special. Of two special orders for the consideration of different topics at 
the same time the one first made is entitled to precedence over the other The 
business which is thus made the subject of a special order is to be proceeded 
with at the appointed time,and may be finished by wl 
necessary to that end under the order 


doing iatever may be 


Chat is all it has done It has changed the order of business a8 pro- 
vided by Rule XXIV; and unless you declare that this House by the 
adoption of that order on last Monday has disorganized itself and ab 


dicated its authority, you can not sustain the ruling of the Chair upon 
that proposition | Cries of Vote! , 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt but that it is 
the duty of the House, through its committee, to consider these bills 
for the erection of public buildings in the same way that it considers 

ll other bills of like character, except in so far as the special order 
made by the House on last Monday may suspend those proceedings. 

\ great deal of stress is put upona rule which allows a single objec- 
tion to be made in committee to the consideration of a bill, and which 
ule, when that objection is made, requires the committee to rise and 


the objection to the House 


that rule applies her Let me say, first, that that question of consid- 


eration the very one of all others that is absolutely settled by the 
speci ile of the House adopted on last Monday. It is the question 
‘ onsideration itself And, secondly, let me say that the paragraph 


It is claimed that the operation of 
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of Rule XX, which has been referred to, when it is examined careful], 
will be found to be an impossibility in its application under this special 
rule. That paragraph refers to an objection made to bills when they are 
being considered in their order upon the Calendar, and provides that 
when objection is made the House is given the right to decide that the 
bill to which objection is made shall be laid aside for the present or the 
consideration proceeded with, whichever the House may determine 

But the rule under which we are now acting requires that we shall 
consider all bills reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and all other bills of like character on the Speaker’s table in 
the order designated by the committee, and act on each one of them 
Chat is the effect of the rule. So that the Committee on Public Build 
ings and Grounds in this instance, and so far as the question of consid- 
eration is concerned, is made supreme, and it may name in committee 
any one of these bills that is to be made a subject of special conside 
ation; and when we are required under the rule to consider them w 
consider them under the general parliamentary rules governing th: 
House. There is no difficulty about that. 

But the question of consideration is determined by the very language 
of the special rule, and therefore the decision of the Chair is eminently 
correct 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Cha 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now yield so much time as he may desir 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to detain the com 
mittee but a few moments, and in that time I wish to call their atten 
tion away from the discussion that has just taken place to the merits ot 
the pending bill ’ 

This is a bill providing for the erection of a public building at Keokuk 
lowa. They have in that city the circuit court of the United States 
the district court of the United States 

Mr. BEACH I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEACH. Idesire to know whether we can not demand the read 
ing of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been already read 

Mr. BEACH. Then let us have the report read 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I make the point of order that you can not 
take the gentleman from Iowa off the floor in that way. 

Mr. BEACH. I wish to hearthe report of the committee, if in order 

The CHAIRMAN Chere is no rule requiring that to be read. The 
ventleman from Iowa will proceed 

Mr. McCOID ‘hey have there the Des Moines Rapids Canal, upon 
the Mississippi River, and the officers and men in charge, and all of the 
works inconnection with the cane], as well as the other officers connected 
withthe commerce upontheériver. Thecity isone of 15,000 inhabitants 
It is between that and 20,000 now. It is a city of free delivery. The 
Government receives from the post-office alone at that place over $27,000 
a year of revenue. The Government has, in connection with its other 
interests at that city, a national cemetery, where soldiers from both 
sides sleep beneath the flag, and the officers in charge of it. Keokuk 
is a city on the Mississippi River at the point where the Des Moines 

River, running southeastwardly through the State of Iowa, empties into 
the Mississippi. Across the river on the other side are three towns, War 
saw, Hamilton, and Alexandria, having a population of 3,000, 1,500, and 
about 1,200, so that we have a total population in and adjoining Keokuk 
of considerably over 20,000 inhabitants 

It is a beautiful city, well located, and has been the key of the com 
merce by water of that State from an‘early date, being at the head of 
the deep water navigation of the Mississippi River. It is true that 
since the war the city has not grown as rapidly as some others. It is 

far enough south of the line of the Union Pacific Railroad and conti 
nental trunk lines to have been affected somewhat by the commercial 
conditions that grew up during the war and since, and which have at- 
fected all of the cities south of thatline. But it has superior natural 
advantages and is now taking a new growth. A great many manulact 
uring establishments have started into life within the last two or three 

Important works are being built up; and it is going to be, if it 

is not now, one of the most important cities in the State 

The bill is meritorious, as much so as any bill before this House 
There need to be upon the merits no question whatever in the mind of 
any gentleman 

Until I hear something against it, I reserve the remainder of the 
time the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STOCKSLAGER] has given me. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 
tion: How much rent is paid by the Government tor public buildings 
in Keokuk ? 

Mr. McCOID. For the court-house alone a rent is paid of $1,000 a 
year. I have a letter from the Attorney-General stating that fact in 
connection with the necessity for a public building for the court. 

Mr. THOMPSON. One thousand dollars for the court-house ? 

Mr. McCOID. This is what the letterof the Attorney-General says: 

In reply to your letter of this date asking an opinion as to the necessity of 
a public building at Keokuk, Iowa, for the accommodation of the United States 
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courts, Lhave to say that this Department is now paying rent to the amount of 
$1,000 per annum for accommodation of United States courts and officers. 

| wish to say further in answer to the gentleman’s question that at 
the last term of the court Judge Love, the district judge, had to go into 
the State court building to hold his court, Judge McCrary holding the | 
cireuit court in the rented room that they occupy. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman from Iowa state how much, 
if anything, is paid for other public buildings at Keokuk. The post- 
oftice, for example. 

Mr. McCOID. Ido not know how much is paid for the post-office. | 

Mr. THOMPSON. How much would this public building cost? 

Mr. McCOID. The bill provides an appropriation of only $150,000. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is that the whole expense? 

Mr. McCOID. That is the full expense. The bill says it shall be 
the limit of the expenditure. That amount, I wish to say, is fixed upon 
an estimate made by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and, 
as I understand, with the approval of the Department. The estimate 
was sent to the committee and the amount was fixed from that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
save $1,000 rent. 

Mr. McCOID. 
court-house. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I did not understand the gentleman to say ther 
was rent for anything else. 

Mr. McCOID. Oh, yes. Besides the post-office, the officers in charge 
of the canal, the revenue officers, and other officers of the United States 


That is not thecase. That is the rent merely for the 


Then we are to put up a building for $150,000 to | 





are at that point. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask the gentlenfan for informa 
tion as to how much the local court-house cost ? 

Mr. McCOID. I can not tell you that. That county of Lee is the 
oldest, and perhaps wealthiest, and has two county seats—at Keokuk and 
Fort Madison. 
in the State in the same county. 
public building for the State court. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish toask the gentleman from lowa— 

Mr. YOUNG. I object to the gentleman from Iowa yielding all his 
time to the other side to ask questions. Let them use theirown time 

Mr. McCOID. I decline to yield further, and reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume the bill is now open to amendment. | 
move, in line 11, to strike out ‘*$150,000”’ and insert ‘* $100,000.”’ 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Make it $75,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend suggests $75,000, and I will modify my 
amendment accordingly. To put the House in possession of the facts in 
addition to those stated by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. McCorp], | 
desire that this article from a leading newspaper in that portion of the 
State of Iowa be read. The article is from the Burlington Daily Ga- 
zette; and I call special attention to this article for this reason. 

Mr. McCOID. I wish to know if that comes out of the time on 
the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes out of the time of the gentleman 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it does. I hope thecommittee will give 
attention to the reading of this article. It is not a newspaper pub- 


il 


om 


lished in the town of Keokuk, a very prosperous little city of 15,000 | 
people, I believe, in the southeastern corner of Iowa; it is not a news- | 


paper published in that city, but it is published in that section of the 
State; and I am assured, and I presume that assurance will be con 
firmed by the gentleman who has addressed the committee, that it isa 
highly respectable newspaper, and it professes to report the facts. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is it an article from a newspaper published in a 
rival city? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A WORD TO CONGRESS ON THE PROPOSED KEOKUK PUBLIC BUILDING 

Upon what sound principle of finance or political economy can the appropria- 
tion asked by Congressman McCorp fora public building at Keokuk be justified? 

At the last census Keokuk had a smaller population than the census reports 
showed ten years before, yet during all these years, while the Government was 
spending money lavishly in building the canal for Keokuk’s benefit, Hon 
George W. McCrary never thought of asking an appropriation for a public 
building, or if he thought of it he refused to do it, because he knew there was 
no justification for such anappropriation. What reason has come into existence 
since ? None in the world, but the intense anxiety of the people of that good 
little city to anchor there the Federal court, which they plainly see will, in the 
language of Mr. McCotp, soon “‘ come to Burlington by the force of gravitation 
unless they do something to hold it against this force. 
ing will accomplish this purpose. Such an object is an unworthy one 
should be resisted on principle as a waste of the people's money. 

_ That there is no earthly use for the building is abundantly proven by the tes- 
timony of many prominent citizens of Keokuk. In 1878 a bill was pending to 
bring this court back to Burlington, where it rightfully belongs, and these good 
citizens appeared and opposed it, their best argument being the following, which 
is quoted from their printed brief (page 7 

One of the largest and best buildings in the State has been leased by the Gov- 
ernment for the use of the court so lately as February of this year (1878). A court- 
room, with convenient and commodious offices for judge, attorneys, marshal, 
clerk, &c., has just been fitted up at much expense. The rent paid by the Gov- 
ernment for the whole is but $700 per annum.” 


It is from a newspaper published in another city 


; and 


The following is an extract from Marshal Root’s letter, found on page 8 of the | 


brief: 


‘The court is now located in the Estes Building, the largest building in the ! 


The State of Lowa has the largest and chief penitentiary 
I do not know what was the cost of the | 





It isthought that a build- | 
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city 


paper has adopted the general theory accepted through this enti 
Whether weact upon that pri 
ciple or not, that is the conviction that has settled down upon the co 
try. 
edifices and palatial buildings, and the one which throug 


try, 


The court-room is large and commodious, well 


that this is a 








*retorm Congress. ’’ 


(nd one of the most potent arguments 


These rooms have recently DEC! 





| adapts d to 


} 


against this syst 


t 


irefi 


| suitably furnished, and other rooms for other officers on same floor a: 
convenient to the court-room. 
| furnished for accommodation of this court 


mot 
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has rendered the practice of appropriating annually tor these : 
the most objectionable, is derived from the large sums you appropriate 


for each of these cities. 


where Federal courts are 
rect 


me 


Mr. McCOID 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
Federal courts are held 


The 


building convenient 


at that point. 
at the instance of gentlemen around me to what 


not be said that is not ample. 


I say to gentlemen that they will 


pr 


Ly 


¢ 


ithe 


tted ar 





rpose 
ertectiyv 


a re 


rhe court has recently removed at 
the expense of the Government from another building 
Again, on page 10, is found this 
“There is another reason why no change should be mad Che Government 
has just moved into new and commodious quarters for holding the « rt and 
| has rade a lease for a term of years on th ling, which in cas t il 
| would be a dead loss.”’ 
And on the same page is the following 
* The court has been recently removed into new quarters lease Gov 
ment at low figures, and fitted up by the lessors for the purposes I 
ness in a Manner most convenient and practicab The quarters ar “ 
adapted and could not be improved upon. Every officer of the « t 
| satisfied with the present situation.”’ 
How is it possible for any member of Congress who reads s 
of the mouths of the very men who are now urging this app iw 
wants to be faithful to his public trust, vote to expend one ortwo | ired 
sand dollars of the public money for a building for this same l 
form Congress beware such dereliction in squandering 
from the people by taxation 
i Phe situation in Keokuk is now precisely the same as whe 
ment was made by its representative men. What does the argu 
1. The Government occupies the largest building in Keokuk 
largest in the State 
2. That it has a lease of it for a term of years, and has t \ 
to convenience 
3. It is admirably adapted with oflices on same floor for 
officers, and it is so good that it can not be improved upot 
4. The cost to the Government is only $700 a vear 
5. A removal of the court will result ina dead loss of this re l G 
ment rhat is tosayv,if the Government should remove the « ir s t 
the lease no one would rent the largest building in the city, as tl s ! 
use for 1l except fora court Ist 
And yet the men who deplore the loss of $700 i 
are urging the Government to give up this we : 
and “not to be improved” establishme it and spen t I i 
of its own—to incuran expenditure of six or seve iy it 
which it is now getting for 5700 his isnot the ‘ ‘ 
present Democratic Congress was elected to ent l 
tend to recommend it to further continuans | Ww » 
improvement on the “river and harbor bi of urt 
count of which the Democrats gained so iny seats 
It won't do to say it isasmall matter. He whois not faithful oy fev \ rs 
is utterly unworthy to be trusted with many th Weagain war 1 ) 
cratic friends to beware of this kind of risla 1, and whe ted t 
“swap jack-knives,”’ as it is called, on these local appropriations ert 
knives are not yours to “swap 
Mr. HOLMAN Mr. Chairman, I do not know exactly what é 
editor means by “‘swapping jack-knives ’ and remembering tha 
knives are not ours 1 do not know exactly what the appl cation ot 
that may be. But there if one fact in that communication to which I 
wish to call the attention of this side of the House especiall) Phat 


public 


VULICINYES 


Here is a city of 15,000 people pros] us 
little city in a State in which I believe there are seven or eight points 
held If l am wrong the ore ntleman can cor 
number is six 
There are, it seems, six points il the State where 
Here isacity with a population of 15,000, 
and this bill coolly proposes to appropriate $150,000 to erect pub 
for the population in that comparatively smal! 
portion of the State of lowa for the accommodation of the Federal court 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have moved to reduce that amount 
it seems to mie ild 
be regarded anywhere else than here a sufficient sam, $75,000 can 
l largely remove the objections ot 
ft they will make the appr 


people to the erection of these buildings 1 
priations therefor moderate and reasonable. 
pay for a building which will greatly exceed any of the publi 
ings generally erected in the States of Ohio and Indiana fon 
ience of a much larger body of public officers and for the admin 
of justice. 


a moment? 


and into which the gentleman from Indiana | 
extent has followed him. 


Mr. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
McMILLIN. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt | 


With pleasure. 


The sum of 375,000 will 


I do so tor the purpose of correcting 


into which the gentleman from Iowa | 


Mr. Mc¢ OID | see ms to! 
Mr. HOLMAN | 
The gentleman from Indiana, I belic 


+1 
il 


so informed, has stated that the population of Keokuk is 
borhood of 20,000. 


three vears. 


downat 12,117. 


Mr. McCOID. 


(m I correct ? 
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t] 


al 
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i 
‘ 
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ay 


ly a 

a en- 
n 

1 lor 

i eTro}?r 

e fallen, 
oa certain 
ve, | im 

e neigh 
h that of 


I stated that the population of Keokuk, wit 
the adjoining town on the opposite side o1 the river, was at least 20,000. 
If that is so, then I undertake to Say tha 
been a most wonderful increase of population in that town 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


‘ 


+ 


11 
‘ I have before me the returns of the census of 1> 
which I learn that the population of the city of Keokuk by wards is put 
What was the population of that town ten years betore ? 
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According to the returns of the then census, only ten years before, that 
same town had a population of 12,776, six hundred inhabitants more 
than it had according to the census of 1880, or about 5 per cent. more. 

Now, where is the thrift of this town which should call for an appro- 
priation of $150,000 to erect a public building there? Where is the 
necessity for it? I am in favor of making appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a public building wherever that is necessary. But I do protest 
most earnestly against building magnificent structures in towns where 
the commerce of the town does not keep down the pennyroyal or the 
dog-fennel in its streets 
Mr. HOLMAN. One additional word. I feel very confident that if 

should make moderate appropriations here for these public build- 

ings we will remove one of the strongest objections on the part of the 
people to this system. If you appropriate $150,000 for this particular 
building you will erect a building out of all proportion to the balance 
the improvements in that city. The sum of $75,000 is certainly 
ample for any building which may be needed there. 
that that amount would provide about as convenient and ample a build- 
ing as would be provided with twice that amount. 

Gentlemen must remember that the mere cost of the building is not 
all the expenditure that is involved. There is the construction of the 
ap] o the building, the improvement of the grounds about it, 
the furnishing of the building, and after the building is erected there 
is the necessity of large expenditures to maintain it, the expense of in- 


rance and other items of « xpenditure : 
inn) 


we 


ot 1c 


roaches t 


a 


States court and which is described in the newspaper article which I 


have read, you will increase beyond all measure the expense of your 
public offices at Keokuk, even if you put the cost of the building at 
S75.000 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate in opposition to the bill has 


been exhausted. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp] has three 
minutes of his time remaining, and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


STOCKSLAGER | has three minutes of his time remaining 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. | 
McCoip]| the remainder of my time. 
Mr. McCOID. I want to say first that I now have the figures indi- 


cating the rents paid by the United States for offices in the city of 
lor the post-oflice there is paid a rent of $1,200 a year; for 
the court room $1,000; tor chambers in connection with the court $300, 
and for other offices $500; making a total of $3,000 a year. 

In regard to the newspaper article which the gentleman from Indi- 
ana | Mr. HOLMAN] has had read, I think every gentleman on the floor 
understands what that amountsto. I think they know that it issimply 
a neighborhood quarrel growing out of the rivalry between two towns 


in my district 


Keokuk 


Mr. HOLMAN What about the matters of fact stated in that arti- 
cle , 
Mr. McCOID. I will come to that. In regard to the stafement of 


facts, the most charitable thing that could be said is that it is probably 
another of Burdette’s jokes; nothing else. The facts in this case are 
what I have already stated and what have been found by the commit- 
tee 
contains a population of 15,000 inhabitants. 
nessee | Mr. MCMILLIN | cites the ceusus of the population of this town. 
There must be some mistake about that. It may be another instance 
like that of Saint Louis, where the census-takers did not get the proper 
figures in ascertaining the population. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
many officials are to be accommodated in this building ? 

Mr. McCOID 


minutes. In regard to the amount named in the bill I think gentle- 


men on this floor will say that $150,000 is not too much, considering the 


interests of the United States involved and the rent which is now paid 
by the Government there. The rent now paid by the Government 


for accommodations in the city of Keokuk equals the interest on $80,000 
The necessities of the court are | 


of United States bonds at 4 per cent. 


beyond question. I hope no gentleman on this floor will be misled into 


antagonizing this bill because of anything that has been read here or 
stated concerning the rivalry of two towns in relation toa matter which 
That matter has | 


has been decided by this Congress four or five times. 


been here at times for ten years, and has been again and again decided 


by Congress in favor of Keokuk. 


Mr. EATON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 
Mr. McCOID. Certainly. 
Mr. EATON. The gentleman says that by the erection of this build- 


ing the Government would save about $3,000 annually which it now 


pays for rent 
Mr. McColripD. 
Mr. EATON, 


Certainly 


saved would equal the interest on $130,000 of bonds. 
inquire what sort of bonds’? 
Mr. McCOID. 
erred on the right side; I have made it too little. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Indeed, I think 


Therefore, if you pay out $75,- | 
for a building to take the place of the one now occupied by the United | 


Che committee find from the evidence before them that this city | 
The gentleman from Ten- | 


I would inquire of the gentleman how 


I can not stop for questions now; I have but a few | 


And then the gentleman in some way, by some sort | 
of figures, what I can not understand, says that that amount of rent so 
I would like to | 


I meant $80,000; if the gentleman pleases I have 


The time for debate upon this bill has expired. 
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The question is now upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
amendment and to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has been exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understood that there were three minutes 
left to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STOCKSLAGER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes in favor of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that the special order does 
not say there shall be fifteen minutes for and fifteen minutes against 
the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that that is exactly what 
the special order does state. 

| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
of the bill. 
| The CHAIRMAN. 


I certainly did not want to speak in favor 


So the Chair supposed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] so as to make the appropria- 
tion $50,000 instead of $75,000. 

I would like to debate this proposition if I had the opportunity. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that the object of this 
amendment is to delay or obstruct legislation. I want to inquire 
whether if gentlemen claim the right to debate these amendments they 
will be permitted to do so under the resolution of the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, to the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, there were—ayes 40, noes 89. 

[Cries of ‘‘ No quorum !”’ | 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
a quorum on this vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair orders tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
STOCKSLAGER] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes. 31, 
noes 135. 

So the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was not agreed to. 

The question being then taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, 
to make the appropriation $75,000 instead of $150,000, there were— 
ayes 61, ndes 100. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McCotp and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
noes 107. 


Mr. Chairman, I think we had better have 


59, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by striking out 
make the appropriation $100,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend the amendment so as to 
make the appropriation $80,000 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, there were—ayes 34, noes 95. 
| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

Téllers were ordered; and Mr. McCorp and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, 
were appointed. 
| The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 26, noes 
142. 

So the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, there 
were—ayes 72, noes 83. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is no quorum. 
any event. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOLMAN and,Mr. McCorp were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, 
noes 92. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend by striking eut ‘‘fifty”’ 
and inserting *‘ twenty-five;’’ soas to make the appropriation $125,000. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the amendment be read. 
| The Clerk read the amendment. 
| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw the amendment. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid aside 
| to be reported favorably to the House. 
| Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
| be reported favorably to the House? 
| The question being taken, there were—ayes 107, noes 26. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
| the Chair will order tellers. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it may be agreed that a motion may be made 
| in the House to reduce this appropriation to $100,000; and in that 
| event [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

If the other side will agree to that, we will 


** fifty;’’ so as to 


I call for tellers in 





Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
withdraw the call for a quorum. 


> Resse ee 


argh 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I should think that in the interest of public busi- 


ness—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the taking of the vote by 
tellers. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCorp]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 133, 

oes 31 . 
. So the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WACO, TEX. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1570) for the 
erection of a public building at Waco, Tex. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. As soonas the bill is reported the Chair will sub- 
mit the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THoMpson }. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


{merica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected 
thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommoda- 
tion of the United States court, post-offices, internal-revenue office, and other 
Government offices, at the city of Waco, inthe State of Texas. The plans, spec- 
ifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously madeand 
ipproved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building com- 
plete the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unex- 
posed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 
forty feet, including streets and alleys ; and no money appropriated for this pur- 
pose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of Texas shall have ceded tothe 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 


States shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall purposes except the adminis- 


ration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


rhe amendment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds was read, as follews: 


Insert after the words *“‘ one hundred thousand dollars”’ the words ** which is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


iter 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I wiil yield now twelve minutes of my time 


to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. THOMPSON ] 
has moved that the committee rise. 

Che committee refused to rise. 


Mr. MILLS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, I shall have the attention of the 


committee. In the first place, I desire to ask the unanimous consent 


of the committee, and I do not know in its present temper I should do 


it, but L will do it, and that is that the Senate bill be substituted fox 


the House bill. It is precisely word for word the same as the House 
bill with the amendment reported to the House bill from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The only reason for it is thatif 
the Senate bill be taken up and passed it will save all further loss of 
time, whereas if we pass this House bill it will have to go back to the | 
Senate and the whole thing be gohe over again. I hope there will be 
no objection to considering the Senate bill instead of the House bill 
and voting on it instead of the House bill.. I believe it is a reasonable 


request, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. It may be that the reconsidera- 
tion in the Senate may be a good thing. I do not know how that is; I 
have not yet heard any explanation of this bill. I do not know what is 


the population of Waco. 
Mr. MILLS. I will give you the population of Waco. 
Mr. ANDERSON What is it? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to reserve the right to object until 


I hear the discussion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be hardly competent 
for the committee to do as requested by the gentleman from Texas even 
by unanimous consent, because the House has directed the committee 
The Chair is willing to hear from the gentleman from 


what to do. 
Texas on that point. 
Mr. MILLS. 


Here is a gain of 55 per cent. in three years. 


There are two large trunk lines of railway which cross it. Itisa 
seat of learning in our State and has been foralong time. The judges 
of the circuit and district courts have both united in a letter stating 
there is no building in Waco suitable to hold court in and that none can 


be rented. 


sut without detaining the committee with further discussion, I move | had homes, but when Rome was marble her people were in the streets— 


that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The special order provides for thirty min- 


utes of debate, and no one can cut that off. 


Mr. MILLS. Ofcourse not. I withdraw the motion for the present 


that the bill be laid aside. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas reserve the re- 


mainder of his time ? 
Mr. MILLS. I do. 


| utes’ time in my own right, because I want to expose to this country the 


| Whole House. . I have never engaged in filibustering. I have always 


I have nothing further to say. I accept the decision 
of the Chair. I only wish to say, in a few minutes, this: The popula- 
tion of Waco by the census of 1880 was over 7,200, but by a recent 
census taken in 1883, under the provisions of a State law in reference to 
certain benefits to be conferred upon schools, the population was 11,321. 
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Mr. BELFORD. I desire to know whether I can not have five min 
hypocrisy which characterizes the proceedings of this Committee of the 


been in favor of the exercise of the power intrusted to the constitu- 
tional majority of this House, and against such political Anaks as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] and perpetual objectors, as the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HORR. There is so much confusion I can not hear a word of 
what the gentleman from Colorado is saying. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman trom 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to learn from the gentleman from 
Texas what kind of a building it is proposed to erect at Waco under 
this bili, and what uses it is to be devoted to. 

Mr. MILLS. It is necessary for holding the Federal courts and pro 
viding internal-revenue offices. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the population of Waco? 

Mr. MILLS. ItisasI stated it. The reportaccompanying the bill 

| states all the facts. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But that report has not been read. 

Mr. MILLS. [!t has been printed and laid upon every member's 
desk. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A great many reports have been printed 
and laid upon our desks or sent to our rooms—more than I could read 
in three months if I did nothingelse. AsI understand the gentleman, 


the population of this town of Waco was 7,200 in 1880 and that it has 
Do they need such a public building 


rapidly increased since then. 
there? I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas what he thinks is the 
probable cost of the best building now in that place? Is it more than 
ten or fifteen thousand dollars? 

Mr. MILLS. I wantto state in reply tothe gentleman from Ohio, 
that there are court-houses over the whole State of Texas that are worth 
perhaps from $25,000 to $100,000 each. The one in my own county cost 
about $50,000. They have spent vast sums toerect public buildings for 
the State in all parts of Texas. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, will the gentleman be kind enough to 
state as to the dwellings of the people of Texas, will he give us the 
average value of their classof buildings, the homes of the people who 
pay the taxes to build these other costly structures ? 

Mr. MILLS. I have never entered into an estimate of the cost of 
them. 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. I will venture toassert, Mr. Chairman, that 
their average value is not $500 toa family. While at the rate of $100, 
000, which it is proposed to appropriate for the construction of this pub 
lic building and other public buildings in little towns of eight or ten 
thousand inhabitants, it will be found on investigation to beat the rate 
of not less than $10,000 for office-room for every Government ofliciat 
that will be provided for in these buildings. 

I might be willing to vote for a reasonable sum for buildings in some 
of the more important of these places—a sum that wouid be sufficient 
to put up a building that would compare favorably with other build- 
ings in the same town—but I am opposed to all these monumental 
structures the Government is erecting all over the country 

By the last census I find that the total value of all the buildings in 
the United States, including business houses in all the cities and the 
real estate connected with them, amounts to less than $200 per capita 
The average, I say, is less than $200 for each inhabitant of the United 
States, admitting all of the buildings of your great cities into the cal 
culation, and, as is well known, some of them are very costly And 
when you come down to the homes of the people, they who pay for all 
these grand structures you are building, the cost of their homes aver 
ages less than $500 perfamily. The housesin which the great majority 
of the people of the country live and rear and educate their families 
will not average more than $300 or $400 per family, and yet you pro- 
pose to tax them to construct public buildings to cost from $10,000 to 
$15,000 for the office-room for the few public officials who will be ac- 
commodated in them. That, sir, is what I object to 

Some one has written: 

Of Augustus and Rome 
rhe poet may warble 


How he found it of brick 
And left it of marble 


But the truth of history is that when Rome was brick her people 


‘‘ without houses, without homes, with nothing left but the air they 
breathe, they wander from place to place with their wives and their 
children,’’ iswhatits historiansays. And the story of Rome isthestory 
of every country that has robbed its people to increase the magnificence 
of an official class. That is what we are doing in this country, when 
we are taxing our people to build such structures as are provided for in 
the bills of this character brought before this House 


But, sir, I object to another thing I object to the way these bills 
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come here under this special order, because I find them all fastened to- 
gether as links in one sausage, and evidently not all good meat, but it 
appears that under this special order they are all to go together. ‘You 
help mine and I will help yours.’’ Some of these bills no doubt are good 


om but generally they are too costly Some I could vote for, but 
some iltogether bad, and I object to this mode of forcing down our 
throats any of these bills under this order with but thirty minutes’ de- 
bate As long asI believe that there is acombination to put these bills 
throug rood and bad alike, I will fight against all of them 

But if this combination i broken and we can construct publi bu ld 
ings only in places where they are really needed, and where United 
States courts are held, and of the character which the people of thes« 
place can fford to construct for themse es—the best class of such 
b ding I should be willing to vote, no doubt, for many of them 
B 3 ¢ tion of monuments to fan chitects in all of the littl 
towns and lages of the count! s the worst sort ot extravagance 
And t mind this House that just such a class of bills as this, 
co iWagant rand harbor bill, by the last Repub- 

Ca Lon : hat ae i lat part in the election two years ago 
Phe peo} the polls condemn such extravagance 

Mr. HEWITT. of Alaban e river and harbor bill was the best 
measure that passed the last Co gress 

Mr. W NEI f Ohio. The people said they did not want any 
more like it Thirty or forty public buildings were authorized by the 
last Congre lL believe 

Bu M { iirman, this Congress was elected as a reform Congress 
and on t ssue of economy, and | for one am willing to stand up 
ilways e economy Economy has never impoverished a family; 
economy never beggared anybody. It has never bankrupted a State, 
but the want of it has been the cause of the downfall of many a proud 

ingdo Voltaire said of Prussia that two hundred years ago it was 
but the desert of Brandenburg, but by the economy of her great Fred 
ericks it became the center of a great power, and has become at last the 
most powerful state in Europe At that same time, under Louis X1V 
and Louis XV, France, a rich kingdom, by the opposite policy became 
a beggared state Louis XIV built theaters and churches and costly 
public buildin But while the king was thus adding to his mag- 
nificence and building monuments the people were starving and the | 
peasantry being made slaves. 

That country is the best off which has the greatest number of com- 


fortable homes for its people, and not that which has the greatest num- 
ber of grand structures erected at great public cost. Somebody must 
pay, Mr. Chairman, for these buildings, and they pay in the end who 
earn on th not $400 per year, and whose families are brought 
up in homes that do not average $500 per family. 


average 


Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman say to this House that the 


people of Russia, the common people of Russia, are in a better condi- | 


tion than the people of France? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have said nothing about the people of 
Russia 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Than the people of Prussia? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I say it is the wise public economy of Prus- 


sia and of Germany that has elevated that state to the proud eminence 


it now holds, and it was the opposite policy that prostrated France in | 


the dust a century ago 

I said it was the opposite policy that has left the ruined marble struct- 
ures of Rome to stand as monuments of the folly of the age that built 
them. One policy enriches the people, the other magnifies but, at the 
same time, enfeebles a government and does not improve its officials. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question ? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BURLEIGH. Is it not true that in France the common people 


raised more money to pay off their national debt than was ever done | 


any other nation? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 


> 


to-day owes $3, 


in 
France has not paid off her debt. France 
800,000,000, on which her laboring classes must pay over 
$150,000,000 of interest annually. That is the result of the wasteful 
policy inaugurated years ago in France, the opposite of the economical 
policy of Germany. But it is true that the people of France since the 
revolution have greatly changed 
magnifying rulers they have gone to work for themselves, and have been 
building railroads and canals and improving land and making better 
homes; just what every free people ought to do. 
was the France of Louis XIV, when she was pursuing the policy we are 
pursuing now, and wasting the people’s labor and the people’s money 
on monumental buildings instead of letting the people keep it for the 
improvement of their own homes. Iam prepared to stand always for 
public economy as well as for private economy. Why, sir, the wealth 
of the world is nothing else but what has been saved by wise economy. 
And, sir, 1 do protest against proceeding under such an order as is now 
being executed, under which a lot of bills—forty or fifty or more, and 
more to come—for public buildings are to be put through the House. 
This combining together the interests of members of this House and in 


Instead of spending their energies in | 


The France I refer to | 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 9. 








that way putting bills through is the worst sort of legislation. It is, | 
say, an iniquitous order, and I give notice that until that order 
vacated I am ready to resort to every means known to the rules of th. 
House to defeat the purpose for which the order was taken. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask the gentleman from Ohio when he changed 
his opinion on the subject of unlimited greenbacks with which he was 
willing to flood this country ? 

WARNER, of Ohio. I will answer the gentleman from Colo 
by asking him to tell when or where, in what speech or utteranc 
or publication, I ever favored or advocated any such thing or favored 
any such policy I have never advocated greenbacks or any other form 
of currency, except to maintain a currency already in existence, or to 
keep the volume of money stable as the only way to preserve stability 
of value. The gentleman is therefore mistaken when he attributes 
any such doctrine to me, as he will find if he will read what I 
said or written on that question. , 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentlemen from Ohio was elected to this Hous 
on that distinct issue, and now he appears as a convert to another theory 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from Missou 
[Mr. BUCKNER]. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Ido not know that I can make myself heard in 
the present confusion and temper of the House. But I desire as a 
Democrat, as one who has been in Congress now for the last ten years 
to enter my protest against this species of legislation. We are tramp 
ing, my friends, just where the Republican majority tramped two 
years ago. 

4 MEMBER. That is what you are always doing. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iam told that we are always doing that. It looks 
very much like it, my friend, I confess. [Laughter.] But we 
two years behind that side of the House in the extravagance of mak 
ing appropriations, not for general purposes but for personal and local 
purposes. We are putting on the old cast-off habiliments of ow 
friends on the other side that they put on in the first session of the last 
Congress, in consequence of which the people repudiated them and 
elected a majority to this House in the interest of economy and reform 
And does this look like reform, like reduction of taxation, with ap 
propriations proposed for public buildings amounting, my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] says, to from ten to twenty million 
dollars? 

Mr. WILLIS. I beg my friend’s pardon. I do not know what th« 
amount is. I should say five or six million dollars. 

A MEMBER. Seven millions. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well, seven millions; which is about three mill 
ions less than we have expended at half a dozen points in the United 
States. 

Mr. BUCKNER. It isa larger amount than the Republicans wer 
condemned for spending, and they admitted when they,returned here 
after that election that that was one of the grounds on which the peopl 
had elected this House with a majority on this side. 
| Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him—— 

Mr. BUCKNER. Notnow. I knowthis, that when the short session 
was held you did not attempt to pass any of the bills that were then on 
the table except one, and that was in my own State, where the Govern 
| ment made by the operation a clear saving. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques 
tion? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman from Missouri advise this 
House to vote upon the merits of this bill, or to vote with a view toa 
Democratic or Republican victory ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I want to vote on it in the interest of the people, 
and not in the interest of members of Congress. 
|} Mr. MILLIKEN. That is dodging the question. 
upon the merits of the measure before us? 

Mr. BUCKNER. There are no merits in it. You are proposing to 
spend here $100,000 on a pretext that it is for the public benefit, when 
$50,000 will build you a house that will be substantial and sufficient 
| for all purposes. 
| Mr. HARDEMAN. 
| lic buildings? 

Mr. BUCKNER. 
| 
} 
i 


Ir 


MID 


have 


are 





Are 


we to vote 


Did not Alabama get a large amount for pub- 


Iam not from Alabama. 

I meant to say Missouri. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have not any share in this transaction. 

A MEMBER. That is what is the matter. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCKNER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen will allow me 
to get along with my argument. I do not often claim the indulgence 
of the House. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Did not Missouri get $6,000,000 for one build 
ing, the building at Saint Louis? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. There 
| is so much confusion that we can not hear the gentleman from Missouri. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 
| Mr. HARDEMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has not yet an- 
| swered my question. Will he tell us what Saint Louis and Hannibal 
in his State have got ? 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. HARDEMAN. 
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Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. 

Mr. BUCKNER. 
ernment needed buildings in Saint Louis and Jefferson City. 
them there. 

Here are bills to provide buildings at places where you have to bring 
in the office of collector of internal revenue, when we all know that 
the internal-revenue officer may be changed from one place to another. 
And you have no other officer in the place to provide accommodations 
for. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
fifteen minutes in opposition to the bill has been exhausted. 

Mr. MILLS. I would inquire how much time I have left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eleven minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. MILLS. I have listened with a great deal of attention to the 
Democratic lecture which we have heard from the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER]. I want to ask that gentleman, before h 
walks too far away from his seat—— 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will Jisten to you with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to ask that gentleman to tell us if he got up 
and gave this House the benefit of the economic strictures which he 
has just delivered when the bill was pending for the erection ofa build- 
ing at Hannibal, Mo. ? 


The Saint Louis building cost $4,000,000 

No wonder you are surfeited. [Laughter. ] 
The difference from these bills is that the Gov- 
It needed 


Mr. BUCKNER. I was here. 

Mr. MILLS. I saw you here. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I did not vote for it. 

Mr. MILLS. No, but you were as silent as the grave. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I did not vote for it. 

Mr. MILLS. Why did not you speak against it then, as you have 


spoken now ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I did not do it because I did not do my duty; 
you are not doing your duty now. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, lam; andI did my duty by Hannibal. I want to 
know what the gentleman said about Saint Louisand Kansas City when 
bills were pending here for the erection of public buildings in those 
cities. Did you enlighten the House with your viewson that subject 
when those bills were pending? What makes youso suddena convert 
to the cause of economy now ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iwill tell you. It is because you have made a 
ring here in which you expect to get your ‘‘ share of the pork.’’ 

Mr. MILLS. And you have already got your ‘* share of the pork.’’ 
[Great laughter]. The gentleman from Missouri is a funny man; he 
is a singular statesman. He says that we have been elected by ow 
people to come here and reduce taxation. Now, I want to ask that 
gentleman if he has not been ‘‘shooing’’ down our efforts to reduce 
taxation on the food and clothing used by the people of the United 
States and on their farming implements? 

Mr. BUCKNER. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. You Have been contending that it was impolitic and 
unwise for us to do anything on that question 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, I have. 

Mr. MILLS. That iswhat I said. A)l the trouble with the gentle 
man is that he has not a public building in his little town in Missouri, 
the name of which I do not know. ‘ 

I will now yield four minutes of my time to my friend from Virginia 
(Mr. Gorr] and will yield to my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNnT] 
the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has nine minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr.GOFF. In the few moments of time allowed me on this matter 
I desire to call the attention of the committee particularly to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], and to what I con- 
ceive to be his erroneous conception of the question involved in this 
bill and in other bills of a similar character. 

The gentleman tells us that this bill should not pass for the reason 
that the city in Texas where this building is to be erected is of small 
dimensions, that its population is only afewthousand. I, for one, claim 
that the people residing in a city of a few thousand inhabitants are as 
much entitled to the privileges and benefits of a building of this char- 
acter as are those who reside in the great cities of Louisville, Saint Louis, 
Boston, New York, Cincinnati, and other large cities 

These buildings are not for the benefit of the inhabitants of these 
cities only; they are constructed for the benefit of all the people of the 
United States residing in the respective States of this Union. Over 
200,000 of the people of the State of Texas transact business under their 
Judicial system in this city of Waco, and they are entitled when they 
go there to find a building which will furnish the necessary accommo- 
dations for the proper transaction of their business. It is altogether a 
mistake to say that the people of the town alone are interested in the 
building to be erected there. While the population of this place is 
perhaps not 10,000, there are more than 200,000 of the people of Texas 
who are compelled to go there by the processes of courts, and to bring 
their suits at that point. You then have really a population of 200,000 
who are interested in the construction of this building. 


and 
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I am not scared at this clamor for reform; I am not frightened by 
this cry of economy. I believe the people of this country are in favor 
of the construction of public buildings at all points where they are dé 
manded by the public interest For one, I am in favor of the Govern 
ment flag floating over a building owned by the Government at every 
point where the Government has established a court 

The CHAIRMAN. The tour minutes of the gentleman have expire 

Mr. MILLS. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gent 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLOUN1 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not 
time of the committee by 


think it necessary to occupy any 


remarks on this bill 


Mr. MILLS. Then let us have a vote. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend the bill by striking « 
*$100,000”? and inserting **350,000;"" so that it will read 
Shall not exceed for the site and building complete $50,000, 
The question was taken on the amendment, and it was not agreed t« 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I now move to amend by reducing the ay 
propriation from $100,000 to $75,000 
Che amendment was not agreed to; upon a division ives 42 ‘ 
120 
The CHAIRMAN The question is upon laying the bill aside to 
reported favorably to the House. 
Che question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 13 
noes 21 
So (no further count being called for) the bill was laid aside t 
re ported favorably to the House 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, S&S. ¢ 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Under 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I now 
the erection of a publie building at 

Mr. THOMPSON I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I hope not 

The motion of Mr. THOMPSON was agreed to 


noes 75. 


instructions from the Committee o1 
call up the bill (HL. R. 1458 
f;reenville, S. C 


fer 
or 


there being— ayes 91 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed tii 
chair, Mr. WELLBORN report d that the Committeeof the Whole Hous« 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration bills for the 
erection of public buildings, had directed him to report back to the 
House the bill (H. R. 4 for the erection of a publie building at 
Keokuk, Iowa, and the bift H. R. 1570) for the erection of a pub! 
building at Waco, Tex., and to recommend that the first-named bill 
be passed without amendment, and the last with an amendment 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 1 that the House 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning 

Several MEMBERS ry, 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon the motion to adjourn 

The question being taken, there were 92 

Mr. THOMPSON I «all for tellers 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I eall for the yeas and nays 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 17 
the last vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON I call for tellers 

Tellers were not ordered 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion to adjourn 
was not agreed to. 


{x5 


move now take a recess 


savy 


aves 75, noes 


not fifth of 


on 


on ordering the yeas and nays 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 


4 message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, at 
nounced that the Senate had concurred in the resolution of the Hou 
that the enrolling clerk of the House, in the enrollment of the bill (H 
R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to falsely and fraudulently a 
sume or pretend to be an officer or employé acting under the autho 
ofthe United States or any Department thereof, and prescribing a pen 
alty therefor,’’ be directed to substitute the word ‘‘therefor’’ for the 
word ‘‘thereof’’ where it last appears in the Senate amendment to the 
title. 


ORDER Ol 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, has there not been interven 
ing business so that the motion to adjourn may now be renewed ? 

The SPEAKER. There has been nothing but a message from the 
Senate. The House has taken no action whatever 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio I move to amend the 


BUSINESS. 


we 


motion of the gentle 


man from Indiana [Mr. StocKSLAGER] for a recess by striking out 
**ten’’ and inserting ‘‘ eleven.’’ 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will accept that amendment, and modify 
my motion accordingly 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER as 
modified. there were—ayes 127, noes 25 


Mr. THOMPSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. THOMPSON and Mr. MILLS were 
pointed. 
The House again divided 


ap 


and the tellers reported—ayes 13%, noes 12 
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cess until 11 o’ clock a. m. to-morrow. 











PETITIONS, ET¢ 








The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Petition of citizens of Atlantic County, 
New Jersey, for a harbor of refuge at Absecon Inlet at Atlantic City, 
N. J to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Memorial from the Indian Rights Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, relative to education among the Indian tribes— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BUDD: Unanimous resolutions of the Democratic State central 






























































































the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of W. H. Haigh and 168 others, citizens of 
the Territory of Utah, praying forthe restoration of the tariff of 1867 
on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition J. A. Arnold and 12 others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, and of W. N. Cowden and 316 others, citizens of Guern- 
sey County, Ohio, praying for the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867— 


ol 


severally to the same committee 
By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to the pension claim of C. T. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DOCKERY 
Committee on Claims 
By Mr. DORSHEIMER 


Petition for the relief of John Tagg: 


aa* 


irt—to the 
Memorial of Henry Sheldon, Joseph J. 


of New York, relative to the improvement of the Harlem River, New 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. % 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitionof employés of the House folding- 
room, for equalization of pay—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, petition of Presly N. Guthrie, adjutant-general of Pennsylvania, 
to increase appropriation for State militia—to the Committee on the 
Militia 

Also, memorial of the First National Bank, Saugerties, and Sauger- 
ties National Bank, relative to the national banking system—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of business men and merchants of Baltimore, Md., 
bankrupt law—severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

(lso, memorial for the revision of the pension system—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of Sarah 
pension—to the same committee 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Resolutions of A. R. Macdonald Post, No. 56, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, relative to pen- 
sions, bounties, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J.T. JONES: Report relating to the claim of W. C. Edmon- 
ston—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of the Western Andersonville Survivors’ 
Association, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of the employés of the Government, for the 
enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 


E. 


> 
> 


heirs of Capt. John Lascomb—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Jonathan 
Conkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating tothe claim of Caleb R. Clement— 


to the same committee 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of George H. Richmond, against copy- 
right for newspapers—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. RIGGS: Affidavit relating to the bill for the relief of James 
Dodson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of workingmen of the city of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Petition of C. W. Mitchell and 98 others, 
for educational aid—to the Committee on Education. 


T 


pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


fairs 
mittee on Pensions. 
andof William Williams—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 


Jacob Funkhouser—to the Committee on Pensions. 


| suppose Senators do not desire a meeting of the Senate to-morrow. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. I do not insist upon the point that no quorum | SENATE. 
has voted 

So the motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER for a recess was agreed to; and THURSDAY, April 10, 1884. 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House took a re- 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLocK, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 





ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 


TO MONDAY. 


To-morrow is Good Friday, and I 
I 
therefore move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Saturday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday 
Mr. COCKRELL. Would not that be amendable by moving to ad- 


| journ to Monday ? 


committee of California, favoring Sumner’s postal-telegraph bill—to | 


0’ Donohue, and over 200 others, merchants and capitalists and citizens | 





By Mr. SPOONER: Petition, &c., of Lewis Manross, for increase of 


Also, memorial of Capt. William P. Martin, asking to be retired with 
rank and pay of captain of cavalry—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Jeremiah McCarty—to the Com- 


By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claims of James C. McNeeley 


and of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, for the passage of a general | 


| 
| ordered. 


Graves, for arrears of | 


By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition relating to the claim of the | 


By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of | 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let us adjourn to Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Wisconsin to move to adjourn to Saturday. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to adjourn to Saturday, but 


| if it is the desire to adjourn over until Monday, I have no objection. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The Chair thinks the motion is not amendable. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to modify it so as 


| to adjourn to Monday. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will modify the motion so as to 
provide for an adjournment to Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will not be done. We can not afford cer- 
tainly now in the state of business to lose the next two days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will withdraw the 
motion until the Senate is full and let the matter be settled once for all. 
It can be brought up at any time during the day. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. WilltheSenator from Maineconsent, 
so far as he is concerned, that the Senate shall adjourn over until Sat- 
urday ? 

Mr. HALE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter is not open to debate, the 
Chair is obliged to remind Senators. The yeas and nays have been 
The Chair will state the question. It is moved by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next, on which motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 30, nays 
18; as follows: 


The 


YEAS—30, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jackson, Plumb, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Butler, Garland, Kenna, Sherman, 

| Call, Gorman, Logan, Slater, 

Cameron of Wis., Hampton McPherson, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Coke, Hill, Morrill, 
Cullom Ingalls Platt, 

NAYS—18. 
Allison, Hale, Miller of Cal., Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Conger, Hoar, Morgan, Wilson 
Dawes, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Frye, Lapham, Pike, 

ABSENT—238. 
Anthony, Fair, Lamar, Ransom, 
Bayard, Farley, McMillan, Sabin, 
Blair, George, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Vance, 
Camden, Groome, Mitchell, Van Wyc*, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Palmer, Walker, 
| Colquitt Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Williams. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 

from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the 20th ultimo, copies of such accounts and vouchers of 
the disbursing agent of the Department of Justice for miscellaneous ex- 
penses relating to the star-route cases, during the past three years, as 
appear on file in the Treasury Department; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, transmitting a letter of M. A. Healy, commander of the 
| revenue-steamer Corwin, upon the subject of making provision for a new 
and larger revenue-steamer for duty in Alaskan waters, and recommend- 
| ing an immediate appropriation of $175,000 therefor. 














1884. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter, with the accompanying 
report, will be printed. The Chair does not know whether it should 
go to the Committee on Commerce or the Committee on Appropriations 
~ Mr. CONGER. If the object of the communication is to ask for an 
appropriation, it should go to the Committee on Appropriations; but if 
it is to have a report of a committee upon the necessity for the passage 
of a law authorizing the construction of such a vessel, it should go to 
the Committee on Commerce, which has charge of the revenue-marine 
service. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter of the Secretary contains 
both propositions; the necessity for such a bill, and if coming to the con- 
clusion that it is necessary, recommending that the appropriation be 
made. 

Mr. CONGER. I think if the character of the communication is such 
that it urges an immediate appropriation it should go to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. Such appropriations have commonly been made, always 
I think, on appropriation bills. I agree with the Senator from Mich- 
igan that if the need is such as is stated, as I presume it is, by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, as there ought not to be any delay, the matter 
ought to be considered by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. It was with that view I made the inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying report, will be referred, if there be no objection, to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a statement showing the 
number of enlistments in the Navy during the late war within the 
boundaries of each State and the States to which the men were accred- 
ited; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of G. W. Shuster Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Toronto, Ohio, in favor of the passage of a pen- 
sion bill recommended by the pension committee of that post; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors 
now residing in the State of Kansas, praying that certain changes be 
made in the pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Me., urging legislation to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine 
service, and especially to provide for the retirement of its officers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by Manus Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Baldwin, Il. ; resolutions adopted by Olney Post, 
No. 92, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic; resolutions 
adopted by William J. Stephenson Post, No. 249, Department of Illi- 
nois, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the pension legislation 
recommended by the Grand Army of the Republic committee on pen- 
sions; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition adopted by the Grand Army of the Re- 
public of the Department of Utah, embracing the Territories of Utah, 
Idaho, and Montana, at its second annual encampment, praying Con- 
gress to take away all legislative power from the people of Utah uatil 
such time as they shall prove themselves worthy of the trust; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Trenton, N. J., praying for the suspension of the coinage of the 
silver dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOWEN presented the memorial of M. J. McCarty and others, 
of Costilla County, Colorado, remonstrating against the action of cer- 
tain claimants to Mexican land grants; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of John Pray and citizens of 
Lynn and other towns in Massachusetts, machinists, merchants, &c., 
remonstrating against the passage of the bills now pending for the 
amendment of the patent laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT. I present two memorials, one the memorial J. M. Em- 
erson, of Ansonia, Conn., and the other the memorial of the Middle- 
town Publishing Company, of Connecticut, remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the news-copyright bill. I am not aware 
that any memorial of this kind has been heretofore presented, and I do 
not know that any bill is now pending in the Senate on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter is under consideration 
by the Committee on the Library, the Chair believes. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I move the reference of these memorials to that 
committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the memorial of F. W. Corson, of Wapping- 
er’s Falls, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the news-copy- 
right bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
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State of New York, in favor of the amended Lowell bill for establishing 
a uniform system of bankruptcy and urging its immediate passage; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of Robert Lawson, Elizabeth 
Miller, John N. Eslinger, and 40 other men and 49 other women, citi- 
zens of the State of Kansas, praying for the passage ofa sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the States 
from disfranchizing citizens on account of sex. I believe the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage have reported a resolution on that sub- 
ject. I move therefore that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of the city council of the city of 
Newport, R. I., praying for such legislation as will allow that city to 
construct and maintain a sewer over or across the Government break 
water at Goat Island, Rhode Island; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a resolution adopted by the Toledo (Ohio 
Produce Exchange, urging upon Congress that the excavation of the 
harbor at Duluth to a greater depth is seriously needed by the great 
and growing commerce of the lakes and favoring an appropriation 


| therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 


Mr. MILLER, of California, presented resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of California; which were read, and ordered to lie on 
table, as follows: 


the 


Assembly concurrent resolution No. 1, relative to the postal-telegraph bill 
duced in Congress by Hon. CHARLES A. SUMNER. 


intro 


Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That we heartily indorse the 
postal-telegraph bill introduced in Congress by Hon. CHARLES A. SUMNER, of this 
State, betieving it to be an eminently wise and practical measure, and one im 
peratively demanded by the interests of the people of the United States 

Resolved, That our Senators be, and they are hereby, instructed, and our Rep 
resentatives requested, to support and by all honorable means endeavor to se- 
cure the passage of said bill 

Resolvéd, That the governor be requested to forward a copy of the foregoing 
resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress 


H. M. LA RUE, 
Speaker of the Assembly 
JOHN DAGGETT 
President of the Senate 
Attest : 
THOMAS L. THOMPSON 
Secretary of. State 


Mr. PENDLETON. I havea letter from F. M. Shippey, superin 
tendent of schools for Freeport County, Ohio, who makes a statement 
that there are in the treasury of England certain papers bearing the 
stamps of the old celebrated stamp act of 1765, which are of interest in 
our colonial history. It evidently was intended, though a letter to me, 
to be a petition to the Senate, and I ask that it be received as such, and 
move that it be referred to the Committee on the Library 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Pensacola, 
Fla., in favor of the passage of the Lowell bankrupt bill; which wer 
ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, it 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; and 


A bill (S. 874) to further suspend the operation of section 5574 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to guano 
islands. . 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R 


5692) to adopt the revised international regulations for preventing col 
lisions at sea; in which it requested the concurrence of the Ser 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed enrolled bill (H. R. 4993) making it a felony for a person to 
falsely and fraudulently assume or pretend to be an officer or employ: 
acting under authority of the United States, or any Department or any 
officer thereof, and prescribing a penalty therefor; and it was there 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 


late 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 200) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi River at Saint Louis, Mo., reported it with an amendment 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report an amendment to the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill in lieu of certain bills referred to the commit- 
tee on the subject of appointing a special commissioner to visit the 
principal countries of Central and South America for the purpose of 
collecting information looking to the extension of American trade and 
commerce, &c. I report this amendment with a written report, which 
I ask to have printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations reports an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. The 
amendment will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I report back from the same com- 
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mittee with a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed the 
bill 347) to authorize the appointment of a special commissioner to 

sit the principal countries of Central and South America for the pur- 
pose of collecting information looking to the extension of American 
trade and commerce and the strengthening of friendly and mutually 
advantageous relations between the United States and all other Amer- 


~ 


ican nationalities 
Mr. COCKRELL. I did not fully understand the former report just 
made by the Senator from California. 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 
fornia from the Committee on 


The report of the Senator from Cali- 
Foreign Kelations was an amendment 
providing for this matter to be put on the consular and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill, and his written report explains the ground on which 
the recommendation of the committee proceeds. He also reports sun- 
dry bills upon the subject as not necessary to be passed in view of the 
amendment that he 


propose 


; to the consular and diplomatic appropria- 


tion bill If there be no objection the bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned Che bill just reported will be indefinitely postponed if there be 
no objection 
Mr. MILLER, of California I am also instructed by the same com- 
ttee to report in favor of the indefinite postponement of the bill (S. 
94) for the encouragement of closer commercial relationship and in 


the ints 


rest of and the perpetuation of peace between the United States 
} 


und the Republics of Mexico and Central and South America and the 
Empire of Brazil 

| Dlil Was indefinite ly postponed 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iam also instructed by the same com- 

ttee to report in favor of indefinitely postponing the bill (S. 1700) to 
iuthorize the appointment of three commissioners to visit the principal 


ntries of Central and South America for the purpose of collecting in- 
looking to the extension of American trade and commerce 

d the strengthening of friendly and mutually advantageous relations 

between the United States and all the other American nationalities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall ask that that bill be placed on the Calen- 
dar until I have had time to examine the substance of the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the amendment reported 
by the Senator from California will be printed in the ReEcorRD? 

Ir. MILLER, of California. It will be printed as a proposed amend- 
ment and the report will be printed as the report of a committee. 

[ am also instructed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill 1860) for the relief of Richard Phoenix, to re- 
port adversely thereon. I think as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
M ANDERSON } has taken a great interest in the bill and he is not pres- 
entit had better be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WILSON. The bill (8. 2008) te provide for the payment of the 
amounts that, may be found to be due to postmasters under the act of 
March 3, 1883, and for other purposes, was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and has been considered by that com- 
mittee. Iam directed to report the provisions of that bill in the form 
of an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the Post-Office Department, and I ask the reference of the pro- 
posed amendment to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa, from the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, reports an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Post-Office appropriation bill. The amend- 
ment will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


nation 


~ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2025) for the relief of John Rick- 
etts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 


papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Elias Shel- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2027) for the relief of A. B. Norton: 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims 
Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2028) granting a 


pension to Sarah M. Bissell; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) introduced a bill 
of James A. Whalen; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill 
citizens in the rights of property and to punish infringers of patents; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. | introduce the bill by request and without commit- 
ting myself to the principle of the bill in any way. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr HILL introduced a bill (S 


. 2031) to declare a forfeiture of lands 


S. 2029) for the relief 


S. 2030) for the better protection of 
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granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. I shall ask the consent of the Senate at some convenient 
time in a few days to submit some remarks upon the bill, and I ask 
that it lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 2032) to protect employés of 
railway corporations engaged in interstate commerce and in the trans- 
portation of freight by railways in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. BOWEN subsequently said: I understand that bills of the nature 
of the one I have just introduced have been referred to the Committee 
on Railroads. If that information is correct I should like to have the 
reference changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the refer- 
ence will be changed. The Chair is not advised what the practice is. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2033) providing for a writ of error in 
the cause of the heirs of Arredondo against the United States of Amer- 
ica in the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2034) to remove the political disabilities 
of Alfred Iverson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying petition, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 5261) making an appropriation 
for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

RANCHO DE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no *‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate 
the Calendar under Rule VIII, Order of Business 231, being Senate 
bill 1232, which will now be laid before the Senate. 

The bill (S. 1232) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de Napa, in 
Napa County, California, to prove up their title, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAPA GRANT. 


° COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 209) to establish a United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. At the time that bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Territories I indicated that there was a difference of opinion 
as to some of its provisions by certain members of the committee, my- 
self holding some views with the minority, and it can hardly be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule. I therefore object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. 


ARMS FOR SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and 
settle the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and 
the Government of the United States was considered as in Commitiee 


| of the Whole. 


Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report W ill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMP- 
TON February 15, 1884: 


There is a report. 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1412) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle the accounts for arms be- 
tween the State of South Carolina and the Government of the Lnited States, 
having considered the same, beg leave to submit the following report: 

It appears from the papers in this case, furnished by the Secretary of War, 
that R. K. Scott, governor of South Carolina, sent the adjutant and inspector- 
general of the State, Franklin J. Moses, jr., to Washington in 1869 ‘‘to make 
requisition upon the United States Government for the quota of arms due this 
State and to receive and receipt for the same ;"’ that, in pursuance of the order 
of Governor Scott, Moses made a requisition, and was notified by Col. T. J. 
Treadwell, then in charge of the Ordnance Bureau, that there was due to the 
State, on account of her quota of arms, the sum of $8,798.78. Upon receipt of this 
information, Moses wrote to General Dyer, Chief of Ordnance, that “the num- 
ber of arms embraced in such quota would be entirely inadequate for the pur- 
poses for which the arms are desired by the governor; ’"’ and he asked that 
10,000 Springtield muskets and the like number of sets of infantry accouterments 
should be issued to the State. This request was approved by the Secretary of 
War, and the arms were issued. The State was charged for these arms $124,000, 
and since their issue no arms have been issued to South Carolina except 120 
Springfield rifles, for which she was charged $2,491.20, 

In view of the fact that the act of April 23,1808, directs an annua! distribution 
of arms to the several States, and in consideration of the circumstunces attend- 
ing the unprecedented requisition of Governor Seott, by which the State has 
been deprived of her quota of arms since 1869, and will be deprived of it for 
many years to come, it seems to be but an act of equity that she should be re- 
lieved from the debt with which she is charged by the General Government. 
It will readily be perceived that if the Secretary of War has authority to issue 
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o any State its quota of arms in advance, and should do so, asin the case of 
South Carolina, for thirty years, such State would not only be deprived of all 
the benefits which would accrue from the adoption of improved arms, but an 
enormous debt might be imposed on that State. ; 

In order that all the facts connected with this case may be fully understoood 
the papers submitted by the Secretary of War are appended to this report; and 


your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

desire that the accompanying papers shall be read? 
Mr. PLATT. Ido not. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be again reported 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and lhe is hereby, authorized 
ind directed to adjust the account for arms between the State of South Carolina 
and the Government of the United States, and balance the same by so reducing 
the overcharge made against said State in A. D. 1869, under the act approved the 
23d of April, A. D. 1808, and the several acts amendatory thereof,as that the 
amounts paid on said account by said State for the ten years last past be taken 
n full satisfaction of the same, 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator who has charge of this 
bill what the effect of the bill will be upon the other States of the 
Union? There isan annual appropriation, as we know, for arms, which 
is distributed regularly among the States according to their quota of mi- 
litia. Now, here is a readjustment of the account for arms furnished 
to South Carolina. Is it not the effect of this bill to take away from 
other States who are entitled to arms their proper proportion ? A] 
though some injustice may have been done to South Carolina, is it right 
now at this late day to take away from other States their proper quota 
of arms under the law of 180s ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. The passage of the bill will have no such effect as is 
ontemplated by the Senator. The facts of the case are simply thes 
In 1869, when Scott was governor of South Carolina, he made a requi- 
sition through his adjutant-general forarms. When the adjutant-gen- 
eral came here he found that the annual quota of the State was about 
$4,000. He said that that would not be sufficient for the purpose that 
they had in view in South Carolina, and he asked for 10,000 rifles. They 
were given him, I think myself by a very great stretch of authority, 
but they issued arms for thirty years in advance to South Carolina. The 
consequence of that has been that we have received no arms from that 
day to this, and the State is now charged with about $60,000 of balancé 
on the quota which was advanced in 1869. The bill simply proposes 
to wipe out that debt and to authorize the State to draw hereafter het 
jyuota. 

I will state that a similar bill was passed unanimously last year by 
the Senate, and the report is a unanimous one from the Military Com- 
mittee. I think there can be no objection to the bill if Senators will 
look intw it. 

Mr. PLATT. I got the impression from hearing the report read that 
the State of South Carolina had the arms which she was charged this 
$124,000 for and has them still. Now, what isthis proposition? That 
she shall return them ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. The State has not the arms. They were sent to 
South Carolina at that time. Asthe militia was organized the colored 
troops got all the arms. Nota single arm was given to a white com- 
pany in the State. The arms were very inferior and most of them have 
been lost. A few of them are there still. I will say that there are 
twelve or fifteen colored companies in South Carolina, one whole bri- 
gade in Charleston, and they are armed with those arms 

[ think we ought to be entitled to our arms for the past twelve o 
fourteen years, but this only provides tor the future. In the papers 
accompanying the report will be found a full statement of the case 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand from the statement made by 
the Senator from South Carolina what disposition was made of thes: 
arms. I understand there is an annual appropriation of $200,000 made 
for the distribution of arms among the different States under the act ot 
1808, and that in 1869 the properly constituted authorities of the Stat 
of South Carolina received a very large excess of the amount to which 
they were entitled, .ggregating nearly $125,000. The allegation is not 
made in the report that the State did not receive the arms, nor is it a 
counted for whether they are there at the present time or not. But it 
this requisition was honored in 1869, then other States were deprived o! 
the amount to which they were justly entitled, and if we now proceed 
toreadjust the account upon the basis that the withholding of theamount 
due South Carolina for the last ten years shall be an equivalent for what 
she received in 1869, some other States are to be deprived of what they 
would be entitled to under succeeding quotas. I wish the Senator from 
South Carolina would state where these arms are 

Mr. HAMPTON. Very few are in the State 


Mr. INGALLS. That is not the fault of the United States Govern- 


ment. 
Mr. HAMPTON. No. 
Mr. INGALLS. The demand was made on the Government } 
governor of the State of South Carolina, and in pursuance of the law 
the amount of arms specified in this report was delivered to the Stat 
The tact that they are not there, or that there was a misappropriat 
or that they were improperly distributed, or that they have been 
properly taken care of since, imposes no additional obligation on 1 
Government of the United States 


y 
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Mr. HAMPTON As I said just now, I can not see how the balan 
ing of this account can in the slighest degree affect the claim of any 
other State. 

Mr. INGALLS. The ‘Senator, I believe, understands that there is 
an annual fixed appropriation made for this purpese 

Mr. HAMPTON. I was going on to state that by the law of 1808 
there is an annual appropriation, and the law explicitly declares that 
the arms shall be annually appropriated to the States. While 
mean to criticise the Secretary of War for his action, I think he ex 





ceeded his authority when he undertook to issue arms to aState forthirts 
years in advance If hecan do it forthirty years or ten years inadvanc 

he might for one hundred vears. We have been deprived li South 
Carolina since 1869 of the benetit of receiving any arms. so that we 
have had no improved arms. The arms that were given there, as | 
stated, were distributed to the negro militia in the State, and there are 
none of them in the State now except those which are in the hands ot 
the regiments and companies of negro militia, and they are very cred 


able organizations Not a single one ot these arms passed into the 
hands of the white militia In 1877, when I assumed the office of go 
ernor, we endeavored to recover these arms. We found very 

them except those that were placed in the hands of colored troops, and 
of course they were not taken from them, and the State has been ce 
prived trom that day to this of any issue of arms at all. We sim 
ask now that hereafter she may receive her quota Chere is a bill re 


ported by the Military Committee increasing that appropriation to 

3600,000, so that every State will be amply supplied under the new bill 
Mr. SAULSBURY 

the annual distribution of arms among the States, but I rise to say that 

in my opinion it would be wise to repeal the act of 1808 providing fon 

the distribution of arms 


I doubt verv much the policy of antic Ipating 


I do not believe there is any necessity fo1 

and there being no occasion for the purchase of arms and for the dis 
tribution of arms among the States in time of peace, I do not see why 
we should spend $600,000 as now proposed for arms to be distributed 
I think under the circumstances, however, South Carolina ought to be 
relieved from the embarrassment in which she is placed in reference to 


} 


these arms. Itis well known—it is understood generally at least—that 
the object of securing these arms in advance of the time at which the 
State would be entitled to them was to arm one portion of the people 
of that State. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Pr&ident, the report to which we have been 
referred and which was not all read shows that there was due from South 
Carolina, taking the account of the mone \ advanced for arms, $80,596.0- 
on the statement of the account for the arms furnished the State Phe 
governor of South Carolina made a requisition on the 13th of July, 1569 
upon the United States Government ‘‘for the quota of arms due the State 
for arming the militia The adjutant-general of the State requested on 
behalf of the State of South Carolina that it might be ‘‘ allowed to draw 
so Many years’ quota of arms in advance as will enable us to obtain from 
the United States 10,000 muskets as soon as possible, in order that we 
may be enabled to have them altered to breech-loaders at as early a day 
as practicable.”’ 

Che date of that communication is Jniy 17, 1869 Phat was a request 
of the State of South Carolina from its governor through its adjutant 
ore neral. In re ply to that. the matter b ing referred to General Dvet 
the brevet lieutenant-colonel and major of ordnance in charge of the 
bureau, Mr. Treadwell, reports that ‘‘ there is due to the State of South 
Carolina, on account of her quota under the law for arming the militia 
the sum of $8,798.78; and, if authorized, this department might issue 
arms to the extent asked for in advance of future quotas to become due 
from our surplus arms; in which case I would recommend the issue of 
Springfield rifle-muskets, which have been cleaned and repaired and 
that the same be charged at the price ot S7 each against future quot is 
to South Carolina.” 

Under that authority the State drew seventy thousand dollars’ worth 
ot muskets and fifty-four thousand dollars’ worth of accouterments 
In addition to that and since that time, as late as March 9, 1878, the 
State drew of Springfield rifles one hundred and twenty, to the amount 
oft 32,160 and for other things enough to make $2,500 The result was 


that in 1879 thev had overdrawn the amount due to the State unde! 


the law $80,596.08. There is no question but what the governor of 
that State drew trom the United States protessed]y in advance of the 
quota it would have received, large amounts of arms Chere is no doubt 
that they were sent to the Springfield armory and were there changed, 
as desired by the governor of that State, into breech-loading guns, as 
rood arms as there wer n the United States Phere is no pretense 
but that the governor, the accredited and proper authority of the State 
of South Carolina, drew from the General Government by special ré 
q Lest this amount in advahe ot its quota: and the uction of the gov 
ernor whoever he was is binding to me, who am a strong State-rights 
man, 2s all Senators here v I say the action of that governor who 
ever he was, whether the pre nt Senator or his predecesst , Is binding 
pon the State and in regard to this matter upon the United Stat-s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chai 
duty of the Cha to inform the enator from Michigan tl { 
minutes have expired 

Mr. CONGE! or purpose of i ’ 1 lo } lis 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being objected to, goes over. | the statement that the committee had taken action to the extent thev 



























































Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator from Michigan if he will | are willing to go in the bill which had been reported; and the othe; 
let it retain its place on the Calendar, so that it shall come up at the | day when the Senator from Michigan perhaps introduced some petition 
next sitting and we shall have the opportunity then of examining all | looking to the location of a home in that State, at my suggestion th; 
the documents? | petition was laid upon the table, for the reason that the Military Com 

Mr. CONGER. I shall be met with objection to going on with my | mittee had already acted upon the subject asthey thought. Now. 
remarks then, having spoken once. the Senator from Michigan desires this bill to be passed over until }y 

Mr. HAMPTON. I shall ask unanimous consent to let the Senator | can prepare some amendment looking to the location of a hom: 
speak as long as he pleases. Michigan with a view of attaching it to this bill, there can be noobijec- 

Mr. CONGER. Having of course the same right, if there should be | tion that I know of. 


a refusal of that request of the honorable Senator, to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill then as now, I am willing that it shall remain on 
the Calendar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


informally passed over 


Is there objection to the bill being 
holding its place at the head of the Calendar 


under Rule VIII? The Chair hears none 7 
CITADEL ACADEMY, CHARLESTON. 
Che bill (S. 1413) toempower the Secretary of War to audit the claim 


of the State of South Carolina for rent alleged to be due for the use and 
occupation of the Citadel Academy at Charleston was considered as in | 
Committe “the Whole 


ol 


Mr. CONGER If that should be changed from ‘‘ audit’* to ‘‘ex- | 
amine the claim, so that it shall not involve the idea of a settlement | 
of it, I have no objection to the bill. 


Mr HAMPTON. This bill is framed, as I think, to meet the views 


1 


of the Secretary of War. I have been in consultation with him, and | 
the whole matter is left to him entirely He has to pass upon the fact | 
whether the building has been used, and, if so, what rent is due, and if | 
rent is due, what amount should be paid, and he then reports to Con- 


Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. 
been from August, 1866. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I will state for the information of the Senator that 
Judge Upton has examined the claim, and in a written communication, | 
W Military Committee, he says that a reasonable 
We propose to let the Secretary of War, who will appoint 
a board, pass upon the question whether the rent is due and report all | 


This claim seems to 


Dave 


i 


which as before the 


rent is due. 


the facts to Congress | 
Mr. CONGER. I have no objection. | 
Mr. INGALLS. I think the word ‘‘audit,’’ in line 4, should be 

changed. That has a technical meaning. It is the function of an au- 


ditor of the Treasury to audit accounts. I prefer the use of the word | 
and will 


examine,”’ move to substitute the word ‘‘examine’’ for 
iudit.’ } 
Mr. HAMPTON. Iam not authorized to act for the committee, but 
as far as I am concerned I am perfectly willing that that change should | 
be made } 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, the title was amended so as to read: 

4 bill to empower the Secretary of War to examine the claim of the State of 
South Carolina for rent alleged to be due for the use and occupation of the 
Citadel Academy at Charleston | 

BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
The bill (S. 1404) to authorize the location of a branch home for | 


volunteer disabled soldiers in either the States of Arkansas, Colorado, 


Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for other pur- 


poses. was announced as next in order. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALLISON. Let this go through. 
Mr. HALE. If this will not take long I have no objection. 
Mr. ALLISON. It will only take a few minutes. 
Mr. HALE. Very well. 
Mr. CONGER. There are propositions before the Senate for the es- | 


tablishment of branch homes for volunteer disabled soldiers in Michi- | 
gan and in other portions of this country, and I desire that there shall 
be embodied in one bill whatever action may be taken in regard to the | 
I am especially anxious that the proposition for a branch of 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in Michigan should have 
and if this bill goes over without prejudice, not losing its 
place, pe rhaps the committee will be able to report a bill to embody 
whatever is to be done. 
Mr. HARRISON. 
terrupt him. 
Mr. CONGER. Certain); 
Mr. HARRISON. I desire to state that there have been petitions | 
presented to the Military Committee for the location of soldiers’ homes | 
in specified States, among others the State of Michigan. One of those 
petitions was reported the other day from the Military Committee by | 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], 


subject. 
the Home 
early action 





Che Senator from Michigan will allow me to in- 





home in my own State that I desire delay. 


( 


tion as that referred to by the Senator from Indiana was made in my 
hearing it was with the understanding that Michigan was provided fo) 


« 


| lars, 


not adversely but with | a suitable board of officers of the comparative merits of anthracite and bitum 





Mr. CONGER. It is principally in reference to the location of 
Mr. HALE. 
‘alendar. 

Mr. CONGER. 


Then let this bill go over and keep its place on t! 


I wish to say in regard to that, if any such proposi 


is well as other States, for I can not conceive it possible that the com 


mittee having the subject in charge would leave that State out of any 
such proposition. 


Let the bill go over without prejudice. 
Mr. HARRISON. Before that is done I desire to say to the Senat: 


that this bill is here without any written report from the Military Com 
mittee. 
ing of the committee held on a day when I had a meeting of my ow: 
Committee on Territories, and I was not present. 


It was in my charge, but was passed upon at an extra meet 


It was brought tom: 
by the direction of the Military Committee to report it, which I hav 


done, but I did not accompany it with any written report. 


Senators will find, if they will examine the last section of the bil 
that it enlarges the scope of the law 9s it exists now with reference to 


| all the homes as to theclass of persons who may be taken to the homes 


I mention this fact in order that the attention of uny who choosé 
look at it may be called to it. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to add in this connection that my colleagu: 
and myself have received very numerous petitions from soldiers and 
posts of the Grand Army of the Republic in regard to this matter, and 
it has been pressed upon our attention from time to time by letters that 
the subject should be brought before the Senate. I should be sorry to 
have action taken on this bill until an opportunity is presented to show 
the committee what we wish in regard to the State of Michigan. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this bill I desire to say that | 


| also have received, with my colleague, many petitions respecting th: 


establishment of a home in Iowa, but I have supposed that we could 
not secure a home in every State in the Union and that we should lx 
obliged therefore to locate these homes in different localities throughout 
the Union. I have been rather disposed to accept the report of the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs giving a range wherein this additional hom: 
may be established so as to accommodate the soldiers of several States 

Mr. CONGER. That must be very satisfactory to the gentleman, 


| because Iowa is one of the States mentioned in the bill for such a hom: 


Michigan is not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this bill being 
informally passed over, holding its place on the Calender under Rul 
VIIl? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
HOUSE REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5692) to adopt the revised international regulations 
for preventing collisions at sea was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

NAVAL 


BILL 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the naval appro- 
priation bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed at this time to the consid- 
eration of the naval appropriation bill. Is there objection? Th« 
Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


| tion of the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval serv- 


ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, afte: 
line 178, to insert under the head of ‘* Bureau of Ordnance:’’ 


For the construction or purchase of one torpedo-boat, after the best model of 


| construction now in use, $55,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Equipment 
and Recruiting,’’ inline 189, after ‘‘ receiving-ships,’’ to strike out ‘‘ for 
the civil establishment.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 193, to increase the appropriation 
** for equipment of vessels’’ from $707,000 to $850,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same clause, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
’? in line 194, to insert: 


The coal for the Navy purchased under this appropriation shall be of the kind 
which may be preferred by the Secretary of the Navy, afteran investigation by 











nous coal for ordinary naval uses, and the price of said coals, and the readiness 
with which they may be procured in the ports of the world. 


Mr. BECK. On this whole question I wish to ask the Senator from 
Maine, who is managing the bill, whether we have not some statements 
relative to the superiority of bituminous coal over anthracite coal and 
whether we have not also information that ought to be furnished in some 
way as to our want of a naval st ation and our absolute dependence for 
all sorts of coal on foreign countries, showing the necessity for these 
amendments. Weuse anthrac ite coal now, I believe, nearly altogethe r, 
which can not be had except in our own ports, and we have neither sta- 
tions nor anything else outside of our own ports, except one or two in 
very remote parts of the world. I think some information should be 
viven to the Senate on these points, either orally or in print. I want 

in the RECORD for the benefit of the Senate and the House. 

* Mr. HALE. I will state the object sought to be reached by the 
amendment. During the war the Navy fell inté the use almost exclu- 
sively of anthracite coal. Since that time the groove into which the 
Navy fell has been continued, and anthracite coal is used largely or 
almost exclusively by the Navy. It is not the opinion of naval au- 
thorities that I have consulted, ‘and I may say of the Secretary, that 
anthracite coal isthe best. I believe and he believes (and I think that 
is the sentiment generally) that the Navy would be better out of this 
groove that it has been rumning in, and should buy and consume the 
other coal. The bituminous coal is not quite as comfortable on hoard; 
it makes more smoke and smell, and therefore may not be a favorite 
with officers; but it is cheaper, more readily attainable, and the Sec- 
retary thinks he can use it with profit and advantage. He undoubt- 
edly has the power at present to direct the purchase of bituminous 
coals wherever they can be reached; but a provision of law of this 
kind from Congress helps the head of the Department in getting the 
Denartment outof an old and established usage, gives him an authority 
and a prestige, something to back him, which is desirable. That 
the reason why the clause has been put in. 

We have but few naval stations anywhere on the face of the earth. 
There is one on the Sandwich Islands which is pretty badly out of re- 
pair and needs money spent upon it, and that is why the appropria- 
tion has been increased. There is one at the point of Lower Califor- 
nia called Pichiluego and another at the San Juan Islands. These 
all need something in the way of repairs; they need a supply of coal; 
and the amount appropriated by the House ot Representatives for these 
items the Department say is not sufficient. Therefore the Committee 
on Appropriations upon this presentation increased the appropriation 
and inserted this amendment, which I believe has been agreed to al- 
ready, giving the Secretary some encouragement in taking hold of this 
question of the kinds of coal to be consumed by the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has not yet been 
agreed to. The Chair was putting the question when objection was 
made. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator please inform me, 
what kind of coal is now being used by the Navy? 
bituminous coal? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator I presume was not present when I ex- 
plained this matter. That was the statement I mude on taking the 
floor before. It is anthracite. The Navy is running in that direction. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And this provision is simply to give the Secre- 
tary of the Navy power to make investigation as to which would be 
the most suitable coal to use ? 

Mr. HALE. As I have said he 
helps him in that direction. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Inasmuch as the district producing anthracite 
coal is very limited and very small, and as the coal that we shall neces- 
sarily use very largely in our naval steamers must be obtained from 
other sources and in foreign ports and that mainly bituminous coal, 
and as the appliances necessary to burn bituminous coal must be en- 
tirely different from those used to burn anthracite, it would seem to 
me as though it was important, if it could be done, that the furnaces, 
&c., on board our steamers should be so arranged as to burn bituminous 
coal entirely. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. That is what 
what I desire he should do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not been present in the Chamber all the 
time, and I wish to know whether we have reached that part of the bill 
which begins at line 179. 

Mr. HALE. We are on page 9, line 194. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to ask a question of the chairman of 


the committee in relation to a provision from line 179 to line 181, in- 
clusive: 


Is 


if he ean, 
Is it anthracite or 


can do sonow undoubtedly, but this 


the Secretary desires to do, and that is 


For the construction or purchase of one torpedo-boat, after the best model of 
construction now in use, $55,000 

I ask would it not be wise to insert the words ‘‘ after approval by 
the advisory board,’’ inasmuch as all these matters relating to our ships, 
the purchase, repairs, &c., of ships are under the control and direction 
of the advisory board? Would it not be wise to have the construction 
a _ hase of this torpedo-boat placed entirely under the advisory 
ward 7 


Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. It is a thing that comes 
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under the head of the Bureau of Ordnance. Itis a specialty. I would 
not want anything done that would seem to imply any lack of confi 
dence in the head of that bureau, who is. 
competent and faithful officer. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I admit that. 
Mr. BECK. I think wehad better explain that paragrs iph as amended 
I favored the amendment in regard to coal and the increase made by the 


as the Senator knows, a very 


committee in regard to all the items in the preceding clause. As was 
stated on the authority of Admiral Porter the other day, coal is now 


made contraband of war by the European nations. For that and other 
reasons I believe we ought to make arrangements in the furnaces of out 
new ships—and I understand it can be readily done without doing any 
thing beyond changing the grate—to burn bituminous coal as well as 
anthracite, and ve ry little expense will be added to their construction 
by this change so as to burn any of the various kinds of coal 

Mr. HALE. It is very easily done, at little expense. 

Mr. BECK. It only involves the changing of the grate. The main 
thing to be considered is the absolute ly helpless cond lition we are in in 
regard to this indispensable article. We can not to-day send an Ameri 
can steamship from the port of'New York or New Orleans to San Fran- 
cisco without being absolutely at the mercy of foreign nat 
supply of coal. That ought not to be. There is not a country on either 
side of the coast of South America or the West Indies where England 
has not her coaling stations. France has hers ; 


and other nations have 
them. The people of the United States are at the mercy of the powers 
with whom they may have 


to contend in sailing from one part ot 
country to another part. We have nota coaling station anywhere until 
we reach lower California where we could get a pound of coal, except 
by the consent of foreigners, at the very time we might need it worst 
We ought to make some arrangement such as other nations make, and 
which we can make just as easily as they can, whereby we can have coal 


ions for ou 


oul 


ing stations along the coast of South America, in Peru, Chili, and Bra 
zil, as England, France, and other countries have, so that we can at 
least sail our own ships froin the eastern to the western coast of the 


United States. 

Without such indispensable adjuncts as coaling stations the idea of our 
becoming a warlike power is all nonsense. Years Englan . 
commercial treaties with every couniry, established her workshops, het 
repair shops, her blac ksmith shops, and coal-stations at convenient 
points, so that her ships of war can readily obtain supplies and be r 
paired. She sells coal to all the world as well while we 
no facilities and no rights anywhere. Some steps ought to be taken it 
we intend to build and maintain a navy, or anything which presents 
the appearance of a navy, and at least be independent of foreign na 
tions by having stations for coal, if nothing else. 

I called the attention of the Secretary of the Navy to that matter the 
other day when he was in the committee-room, and he said that the 
facts I state now are true, and that they were important, and he would 
look into them carefully and make recommendations or suggestions at 
an early day as to what was best to, be done in order to make ourselves 
reasonably independent of the powers with whom we may some time o1 
other be at war, so that we may at least sail from one port of our own 
country to another 

I rose more for the purpose of 
say anything in regard to the amendment, which I approve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
from line 194 to line 200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resnmed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 216, to insert, under th 
head of *‘ Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting: ”’ 


ago hy 


as to us, have 


+ 


making that statement than I did to 


For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations, $9,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* 
Docks,’’ in the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for general maintenance 
of yards and docks,”’ in line 227, after the word ‘‘ dredging,”’ 
out on letters and other mailable matter on public servic 
and.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in line 235, after t 
word ‘‘navy-yards,”’ to strike out ‘‘ for the civil establishment.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 237, to increase the appropriation 

‘for general maintenance of yards and docks’’ from $220,000 to $250, - 
000. 7 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator who has charg: 
of this bill why an increase has been deemed necessary by the Commi 
tee on Appropriations, in line 237, of $30,000 for the purposes provided 
in this clause of the House bill; and why there is an addition to t! 
contingent expenses, in line 240, another $10,000, and then for th« 
civil establishment, placed in this bill by the amendment of th: 
mittee as an entirely separate affair, the sum of $24,000 additional 
appropriated in lines 241 and 242? In short, why is the sum devot 
here to the Bureau of Yards and Docks increased $60,000 by the Sena 
Committee on Appropriations over the House bill after it had been un 


Bureau of Yards and 
to strike 


* postage 
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dersto eded appropriation was put in for like purposes 
l I riginai til 

Mr. HALI The Bureau of Yard$ and Docks is what I may call the 

eeping establishment of the Navy It has the control and cus- 

» und responsibility of the yards as divided into the several different 


It has the keys; it has care of all the stock; it has the respon- 
to the buildings, the care and control of watchmen and their 
t, and everything of that kind, making it, as I have termed it, 
In the last ten years Con- 


eeping bureau of the Department 


taken that important bureau and has cut it down from an 
/propriation of $800,000, gradually, to $200,000 in this bill as 

»u !‘or the last fiscal year that the returns are in the appro- 
priations were $323,000, and all was expended and needed. The pres- 
there | be spent when the year is out $250,000, and the 

! 1u complains that it is pun hed and wants another $100,000 The 
i e has given it in this bill $250,000, just what it had for the 
vhich is less than a third of what it had ten years ago and | 
out half what it had five years ago. It isasmall sum; it will pinch 

l It will be hard work to do all the work of the different 

th this sum Some buildings will be neglected, some work 

ve done that pe rhaps ought to be done, but the committee was 

nm itive and confined it to $250,000. That is the reason why this 

1 has been increased from the House bill 530,000 

\s to the civil establishments of the navy-yards, the last item of the 
ppropriations for this bureau, that is the same appropriation it has 
for years, and it is put here by itself as it was taken out of the 


Che item for contingent expenses, 520,000, raised from 


$10,000 he same that it was last year 
Mr. McCPHERSON But the Senator will observe that his commit- 
have placed an appropriation for the civil establishment in a dis- 
und separate item by itself, whereas in the original bill provision 
s made tor the civil establishment in the TOSS appropriation ot 

»*2 AD TMM) 

Mr. HALE. No; it was not. The Senator will let me give him the 
story of that The House went over these items and provided for 
1e general expenses not only of this bureau but of others, and then 
ifterward proceeded to insert the civil establishment but did not add 


»> the amount So the Senate committee, not adding to the general 
mount for this purpose, not deeming that wise, as I explained the other 
da as taken out the civil establishment, which is clerical. and given 
to vhat it has always had herewfore and which the House did not 


uutin when it put the phrase in with the others 


Mr. MCPHERSON {m 1 to understand that all the amendments 

de by the Senate Committee on Appropriations to the House bill are 
found the print before us in italics ? 

\ HALE. Yes 


' 
i 
Mr. MCPHERSON 


[ find on liné 235, page 10, that provision is 
the civil establishment the same as for any other thing called 
uwler the Bureau of Yards and Docks. I find that there has been 
rropriation here of something over $60,000 added to the amount 
propriated by the House I find also in looking through the entire 
ill that there is no single department of the Navy where most extraor- 
iary increases have not been 


Fou 


made far in excess of anything I have 
we find here for the contingent 
expenses in one place a large increase, the civil establishment being re- 


from the 


‘ witnessed before instance 


d 
and 


by itself 
even after the 


general sum and placed in a separate item 
separate and distinct appropriation made for it, 
original appropriation has been largely increased 

[ fail to find in the Senator’s statement in reply to my question any 
vood ground, any good reason, to show that a want exists for this increase 
lhe Senator states as a reason that we have reduced the appropriations 
tor the Bureau of Yards and Docks from $800,000 ten years ago to 
$250,000 as proposed by this bill. The Senator should understand that 
ten years ago we were building up the navy-yards and to-day we are 
ibandoning them. The Secretary of the Navy has recommended, I be- 
lieve, or a board appointed by the Secretary has recommended, and I 
think it meets with his approval, that several of the navy-yards of the 
country should be entirely abandoned and given up. In short, we are 
informed that no improvements are taking place to-day in those yards 
which have been recommended to be abandoned. 


Consequently a less 
sum ol money Is ne eded 


But here is a large appropriation made by the 
House for aspecific purpose, covering all the objects that the Senate com- 
mittee propose to make appropriations for, and yet the Senate committee 
in a separate, distinct item increase the House appropriation, and then 
separate the civil establishment from the general body of the bill, and 
make a large appropriation for that 

Mr. HALE. Now let me see if I can make the Senator understand 
s. In the first place I should like to know whether he would prefer 


that the civil establishments of the different bureaus or of the different 
departments should be put in these bills in a lump or whether the ap- 
yropriations should be kept separate? 


Mr. McPHERSON. I care nothing as to that, whether they be kept 


Se] te or put in a general mass 
Mr. HALE. Let me explain to the Senator, and then I think he 
“ ul Che civil establishment is clerical It has always been 


ined that ifany Department had the authority to expend an in- 
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definite sum for clerical force the pressure would be too great upon it 

and it would be increasing its clerical force. There is notany Depart 

ment where we do not seek to limit the amount used for clerical forc: 

We do not want general funds taken and given in addition to the spe- 
cific salaries voted, and so everywhere we appropriate distinctively and 
specifically for civil establishments. That has been done always in the 
naval bill for years past, because it was looked upon as a fitting thing 
to confine these bureaus, and say just how much they shall spend for 
clerks and civil establishment. 

This year the House in passing the bill made it up without the ci, 
establishment at all, made it up without appropriating for it, made up 
its general clauses and fixed the sums, and when they had got through 
the bill attention was called to the fact that they had not put the « 
establishments in anywhere, they had not provided for them, and so 
they put them in the body of the bill by name, but made no approp: 
ation to cover their expenses; put them right in with the general fund 
not providing for them otherwise, leaving it to the bureaus to take what 
they pleased from the general fund for the civil establishment. Thx 
Senate Committee on Appropriations does not believe in that, and 
has taken out the civil establishment from the general fund and put 
separately, where it has always been, and then has given the money 
that it has had heretofore for the civil establishment. We have simply 
rectified what the House has done. We should not want to see th 
civil establishment lumped with the other items, and I think we ought 
to know just how much money they are spending for clerks and for sal 
aries in the different bureaus I want this item of expense segregated 

Mr. MCPHERSON. TheSenator from Maine, I think, will not den) 
that there has been an increase of $64,000 by the Senate amendments 
above the House appropriations for the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
Now I should like to ask the Senator what the estimate of the Depart 
ment was as to the amount required for the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks ? 

Mr. HALE. The appropriation of last year for the maintenance ot! 
yards and docks—which covers the items of the bill just read; I will 
not go over them in detail—was $264,000; civil establishment, $24,000 
contingent expenses, $20,000; aggregatirg $308,000. The bill as r 
ported by the committee this year is for maintenance of yards and 
docks, the items that occur here in the first part of the provision 
$250,000; civil establishment, $24,000, the same 
gent expenses, $20,000, the same as last year 
$294,000 against $308,000 last year 


as last year; contin 
making an aggregate ot 


Now let me say to the Senator that the only real increase over the 
House bill is the increase of the appropriation in line 237 from $220,000 
to $250,000, which is $30,000; and the increase in line 240 from'$10,000 
to $20,000, which makes another $10,000; or $40,000 over the House 
bill. I do not consider the item of $24,000 for the civil establishment 
an increase, because there is nothing in the proceedings of the Hous« 
which goes to show that they considered that they had appropriated 
for that in any way. They put itinto the general fund without adding 
to it. But the bill has undoubtedly been increased $40,000, bringing 
the appropriations for this year up to $294,000 for this bureau against 
5308,000 last year 

Mr. MCPHERSON If I understand the Senator aright, he says 
there is nothing in the House bill to indicate that they had appro 
priated anything to the civil establishment. I have called his atten 
tion to line 235 where it is distinctly provided for. 

Mr. HALE. Have I not just explained to the Senator how that got 
in; that after the House had proceeded and gone through the bill at 
tention was called to the fact that they had not appropriated anywhere 
for the civil establishment, and then they directed that it be put into 
the general fund, but did not add anything to the fund in company 
with putting it in? ‘ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the appropriation made by the Senate, 
asked for by the Department, is $64,000 greater than that given by th« 
House, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
reported by the committe« 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are no votes in the negative; 
there is no quorum voting. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think if the question is again put by the Chai: 
there will be a quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
will put the question again 

The question being again put the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 240, to increase the appropri- 
ation under ‘‘ Bureau of Yards and Docks,’’ ‘‘ for contingent expenses 
that may arise at navy-yards and stations,’’ from $19,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, after line 240, under ‘‘ Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,’’ to insert: 

For the civil establishment at navy-yards and stations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery,’’ in line 269, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for necessary 


The question is on the amendment 


if there be no objection, the Chait 


$24,000 





repairs of naval laboratory, naval hospitals, and appendages, including 
roads, wharves, outhouses, sidewalks, fences, gardens, farms, and cem- 
eteries,’”’ from $10,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Secretary to line 244, page 
11, so that the manuscript copy may be made right. At the end of line 
244 it reads: ‘‘ For surgeons, necessaries for vessels in commission,’’ 
&e. The word ‘‘surgeons’’ should be in the possessive case, ‘‘ sur- 
veons’.”? The comma has been dropped down. Itis: ‘* For surgeons’ 
necessaries. ’? It is not ‘‘ For surgeons, necessaries.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that correc- 
tion will be made. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary will see to it that the manuscript copy 
is put right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Bureau of Pro- 
visions and Clothing,’’ in the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for pro- 
visions for the seamen and marines,’’ after the word ‘*‘ dollars,’’ in line 
278, to strike out the following proviso: : 

Provided, That all enlisted men and boys in the Navy, attached to any United 
States vessel or station and doing duty thereon, and naval cadets, shall be al- 
lowed a ration, or commutation thereof in money, under such limitations and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 295, to increase the appropriation 
“for contingent expenses’’ of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing 
from $30,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, after line 290, undet 
ions and Clothing,’’ to insert: 

For the civil establishment, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repair,’’ in line 301, after the word ‘‘ drawing-room,’’ to strike 
vat ‘‘and for the civil establishment;”’ in line 302, after the word ‘* mill- 
ion,’’ to strike out ‘‘and twenty’’ and insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ in line 
303, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ of which sum $100,000 shall 
be immediately available; ”’ 3 


‘Bureau of Provis- 


and in line 304, after the word ‘‘ available,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and this amount shall be apportioned in monthly install- 
ments during the next fiscal year; and the apportionment shall be ad- 
hered to, except in some emergency ;’’ so as to read: 

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; 
purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; labor in navy-yards and on for- 
eign stations; preservation of materials; purchase of tools; wear, tear, and re- 
pair of vessels afloat, and for general care, increase,and protection of the Navy 
in the line of construction and repair, and incidental expenses, namely, adver- 
tising, foreign postage, telegrams, photographing, books, plans, stationery, and 
instraments for drawing-room, $1,500,000, of which sum $100,000 shall be imme- 
diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 316, under 
struction and Repair,’’ to insert: 

For the civil establishment, 220,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘** Bureau of Steam- 
Engineering,’’ in line 327, after the word ‘‘ instruments,’’ to strike out 
‘and for the civil establishment, seven hundred and sixty’’ and insert 
‘one million fifty;’’ so as to read: 


‘*Bureau of Con- 


For repairs, completion, and preservation of machinery and boilers, includ- 
ing steam-steerers, steam-capstans, steam-windlasses, &c., in vessels on the 
stocks and in ordinary; purchase and preservation of all materials and stores; 
purchase, fitting, and repair of machinery and tools in the navy-yards and sta- 
tions; wear, tear, and repair of machinery and boilers of naval vessels; inci- 
dental expenses, such as foreign postages, telegrams, advertising, freight, photo- 
graphing, books, stationery, and instruments, one million fifty thousand dollars 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, in the same clause, line 329, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out the following words: 


And the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $1,000,000 made by the act 
approved March 3, 1883, for engines and machinery for the double-turreted 
ironclads be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and made available during 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1885, for the purposes enumerated in this para- 
graph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: rhe next amendment was, after line 342, under ‘’ 
Engineering,’’ to insert: 

For the civil establishment, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
lhe next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Increase of the Navy,”’ 
in line 375, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That 20 per cent. of the amounts appropriated in the last three pre- 
ceding paragraphs for the completion of the three new steel cruisers and one 
dispatch-boat shal! be available immediately. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine whether the amounts here appropriated are sufficient under the 
contract to complete the cruisers and the machinery for the same ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. These are the amounts that added together make 
up the total of the limit, and are intended, as is incorporated into the 
bill, for the completion. It is found that 20 per cent. of these sums 


XV——178 


Bureau of Steam- 
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can be used to advantage between now and the Ist of July, and so we 
have put in, nobody objecting thus far, that provision. It 
plete them. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 379, to insert: 


is to com- 


To complete the ordnance outfit of the three new steel cruisers and one dis- 
patch-boat, $400,000 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine requested me to suggest the 
following amendment: Strike out ‘‘ $400,000’ and insert ‘‘ $500,000.’ 
The subcommittee desire to have that done after a re-examination of 
the question. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Kentuc ky moves 
to amend the amendment by striking out ‘‘4’’ and inserting ‘‘5,”’ 
as to make the sum $500,000. 

Mr. BECK. Not being able to answer very thoroughly some of the 
questions that were propounded by the Senator from Delaware { M1 
BAYARD], the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. MCPHERSON ], and others 
a day or two ago, on yesterday morning, at my request, Commodore 
Sicard was sent for and appeared before the subcommittee. He gave us 
full information in regard to the guns for the new cruisers, their quality 
and number, besides much other useful information. He called 
attention to a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, addressed to Hon 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON, chairman of the committee, in which he sets 
forth an estimate (Exhibit A, on page 21) showing the amount of money 
he had on hand from the appropriation for the current year and the 
amount which he would require to be appropriated by this bill for 
the next fiscal year in order to complete the armament of these ships, 
making a total amount of $449,992. On page 23 he furnishes an addi 
tional estimate, and on page 22 gives the reasons why that is necessary. 
He says, on page 22: ‘Since the original: estimates for the cost of the 
armament of the steel cruisers were made changes have taken place in 
their secondary batteries, resulting in an additional obligation of about 
$54,000, and it was necessary to place this additional order immedi 
ately, otherwise the secondary batteries would net be ready in time for 
the ships. Thus, in any event, the $54,000 will be urgently needed to 
meet obligations already incurred in accordance with the act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1883. 

He proceeds to give other reasons, and then furnishes the appended 
Exhibits A and B, on page 23, showing the amounts required during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 4885, for completing the armament of th: 
steel cruisers to be $503,992. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator either read that or have that table 
put into the Recorp? 

Mr. BECK. Exhibit A and Exhibit B had 
the Reporter, to show exactly what is required 

The exhibits referred to are as follows 


’ 


sO 


our 


better be handed 


+ 
to 


EXHIBIT A 
Two hundred and thirty-four thousand dollars allotted to the Bureau of Ord 
nance from the appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, for com 
mencing the armament of the steel cruisers, divided as follows 


Machine-cannon, ammunition, &e 2 $149, 000 
Steel for 11 6-inch B. L. rifles 5, LOO 
Steel for 48-inch B. L. rifles 27, 934 
Total. 233, O34 
Not allotted 966 
EXHIBIT B 
Showing the amounts required during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, for cor 
pleting the armament of the steel cruisers. 
Contracts for construction of 11 6-inch guns , , . $30, 600 
Contracts for the construction of 4 Sinch guns ; 34, 000 
Steel for 4 8&inch guns : , 27, 934 
Steel for 9 6-inch and 25-inch guns 54, 000 
Labor on 9 6-inch guns in the navy-yards 14, 000 
Labor on 45-inch guns in the navy-yards i 13, 000 
Labor on 25-inch guns in the navy-yards 11,000 
Carriages for 20 6-inch, 8 &inch and 2 5-inch guns 145, 000 
Ammunition and magazine equipments So, 220 


Gatling guns, small arms, ammunition, &« 0), 678 
lorpedo search-lights and plant 21, 560 
Total..... me HS, 992 


This amount of money will fully complete the armament of the four 
ships that are now under contract and will furnish eight &-inch guns, 
twenty 6-inch guns, and two 5-inch guns, making in all thirty guns 
needed for these cruisers. 

The commodore further explained some of the things we were dis- 
cussing the other evening. For instance, he said in substance that the 
forgings, as they are called, for the 8-inch guns are all made in Eng- 
land. The forgings consist of the tubes, the jackets, and the rings. We 
have no machinery in this country capable of making proper forgings 
for guns of that size. The 8-inch guns are 22 feet long and weigh 
27,800 pounds. They use a charge of 125 pounds of powder and carry 
a 250-pound projectile, the initial velocity of which is 2,000 feet to the 
second, and their range from five to six miles. Of those they are hav 
ing five made at Whitworth’s establishment, at Manchester, and three 
by Messrs. Campbell, of Sheffield. The 6-inch guns are 16 feet long. 
They use a charge of 50 pounds of powder and carry a 100-pound shot. 
The initial velocity of that projectile is 2,000 feet per second, and the 

































































































































range the same as of the 8-inch guns. They are all being made in 
America. We have hammers and plant sufficient to make them, and 
guns of that size are being made here very well 

Ife made another statement in regard to these guns which has much 
to do with their power. The great length of the gun enables them to 








make use ot 





anew character of powder. The most delicate experiments 
are being made to test the expansive power of the powder to be used, so 
its explosive force through the whole length of the 22- 
foot 8-inch gun, so that all of it will be burned when the shot reaches 
the muzzle and not before. These are costly experiments, for which a 
large amount of money must be expended. He said that one of the 
in use, | had been experimented with satisfac- 
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The Senator from Delaware inquired other day whether we had 
any the 6-inch rifled breech-loading guns is now 
in position, and the tests made with it have been very satisfactory. 

Mr. BAYARD. Only one 

Mr. BECK. Only one [wo of the 8-inch breech-loading rifles will 
be ready for use early in the fall. The material will be all on hand 
they are being finished at the navy-yard in Washington. 

I asked the commodore other questions Which were talked about on 
this floor the other evening. We have thirty 5 and 6 inch breech-load- 
ers now in the Navy, the converted Parrott gun. The Army has about 
twenty-three, he thought, but he was not very positive about that. 
They have about fifty muzzle-loading 8 inch rifles, converted from 
smooth-bores, now in use inthe Navy. I asked him furthermore what 
was the cost of these guns here and abroad, and this is the answer he 
sent me by telegraph 


































































now in use One of 
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very soon: 


NAVY 
James B. Breck, Senate 


DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 9, 1884. 


To Hon 
English 6-inch gun, $5,800 without freight; English 8-inch gun, $10,400 without 
freight; German 6inch gun, $4,750 without freight ; German 8-inch gun, $13,000 
without freight; American 6-inch gun, 39,500 without freight; American 8-inch 
gun, $15,500 without freight; all made by private establishments. 
SICARD. 

You will observe.that while the German 6-inch gun costs less than 
the English 6-inch Bun, the German 8-inch gun costs a great deal more 
than the English 8-inch gun. Our people are prepared to make 6-inch 
guns, but not yet prepared to make 8-inch guns; but the cost of both 
classes is very much greater here than in Europe. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator to say that they had 
estimated that the cost of an 8-inch gun in this country would be $15,- 
000, and that they are prepared to construct them. 

Mr. BECK. They are not, because they have not the plant or the 
hammers or any of the heavy material necessary as yet; but those mat- 
ters were all spoken about here the other evening. None of us seemed 
to be very accurate, and at my request Commodore Sicard gave me this 
information. The committeeagreed that if we intended to finish these 
guns promptly, as I think we ought in order to complete the armament 
of the four cruisers at the earliest possible moment, it was proper to 
give the Department all the money it needed to complete them, and 
to make immediately available whatever sum they think they can use 
between now and July. The Commodore further said that 100-ton 
guns use a charge of powder not far from 600 pounds, and that the pro- 
jectile weighs about a ton 

This is all I care to say about the amendment. We may have togive 
the $503,000 asked for, but $500,000 in round numbers we assumed 
would complete the armament for the four ships now under contract. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky, for I desire to appropriate the money needed 
to construct these cruisers under the contract, to complete the steam- 


work, in short every item of expense, no matter what it is, to the most 
minute particular concerning these ships. I desire to have an appro- 
priation of money in order that they may be completed at once within 
the terms of the contract as to time, and that the money you pay for 
them may be made immediately available. All that I want done. I 


have not reported the necessary amount of money I hope it will be 
stated now, in order that the Senate may take action upon any increased 
amount needed; but as to continuing the construction of like ships 
until these are tested I shall have something more to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 382, to insert: 


82 


To enable the President to strengthen the naval establishment of the United 
States the n of $2,500,000 is hereby appropriated, to be expended as follows 
and under the following limitations: For the construction of one cruiser of 4,500 
tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch-vessel of 1,500 tons, 
two heavily armed gunboats of 1,500 tons each, and one light gunboat of 750 
tons, and one gunboat, not to exceed 900 tons, to be built on plans and specifica- 
tions to be furnished by the Admiral of the Navy, and under his supervision 
and directions, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Navy; one steel 


Sul 


one cruising torpedo-boat, advocated by the same board and by the present ad- 
visory board in its memorandum of November 21, 1882; and two of the harbor 
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machinery, to complete the batteries, to complete the masts and other | 


wish nothing done to retard action upon them, and if the committee | 


ram, as recommended by the first naval advisory board, November 7, 1881; | 
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torpedo-boats recommended by said first board and in the report from the ] 
reau of Ordnance of November 1, 1883, all of which are recommended in th 
annual report of the Secretary of the Navy. And, under existing law, it sha)! 
be the duty of the advisory board appointed in conformity with an act maki 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, a; 
for other purposes, approved August 5, 1882, to advise and assjst the Secretar) 
of the Navy, in his office or elsewhere, in all matters referrec to them by hi; 
relative to the designs, models, plans, specifications, and contracts for said y 
sels in all their parts, and relative to the materialsto be used therein and toth, 
construction thereof, and especially relative to the harmonious adjustment, r 
spectively, of their hulls, machinery, and armament; and they shall examin¢ 
all materials to be used in said vessels, and inspect the work on the same as it 
progresses, and have general supervision thereof, under the direction of said 
Secretary. But said board shall have no power to make or enter into any con 
tract nor to direct or control any officer of the Navy, the chief of any bureau o 
the Navy, or any contractor. Neither ofthe vessels hereby authorized to be built 
shall be contracted for or commenced until full and complete detail drawin-:s 
and specifications thereof, in all its parts, including the hull, engines, and boi! 


| ers, shall have been provided or adopted by the Navy Department, and shal! 


have been approved, in writing, by said board, or by a majority of the mem- 
bers thereof, and by the Secretary of the Navy; and after said drawings and 
specifications have been provided, adopted, and approved as aforesaid, and the 
work has been commenced, or a contract made for it, they sha}l not be changed 
in any respect, when the cost of such change shall in the construction exceed 
$500, except upon the approval of said board, or a majority of the members 


| thereof, in writing, and upon the written order of the Secretary of the Navy 


and if changes are thus made, the actual cost thereof and the damage caused 
thereby shall be ascertained, estimated, and determined by said board; and in 
any contract made pursuant to this act it shall be provided in the terms thereof 
that the contractor shall be bound by the determination of said board, or a ma 
jority thereof, as to the amount of the increased or diminished compensation said 
contractor shall be entitled to receive, if any, in consequence of such change or 
changes. And for the construction of all which vessels and their armamentthe 
Secretary of the Navy shall invite proposals from all American ship-builders and 
builders of machinery who shall show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 


| Navy that within three months from the date of the contract their ship-yards 


| will be equipped for building and repairing iron and steel steamships, and con- 
structors of marine engines, machinery, and boilers; and the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized to construct said vessels and procure their armament ata 
total cost for each not exceeding the amounts estimated by the naval advisory 
board; and in the event that such vessels, or any of them, shall be built by con 

tract, such building shall be under contract with the lowestand best responsible 
| bidder or bidders, made after at least sixty days’ advertisement, published in 
| five of the leading newspapers of the United States, inviting proposals for con- 
| structing said vessels, subject to all such rules, regulations, superintendence, and 
provisions as to bonds and security for the due completion of the work as the 
Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe; and nosuch vessel shall be accepted unless 
completed in strict conformity with the contract, with the advice and assistance 
| of the naval advisory board, and in all respects in accordance with the provisions 
| of theactof August 5, 1882, except as they are hereby modified; andthe authority 
to construct the same shall take effect at once: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Navy shall utilize the national navy-yards, with the machinery, tools, and 
appliances belonging to the Government there in use, in the building of said 
ships, or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same can be 
done with advantage to the Government. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment just rendered. 

Mr. BECK. I submit that the amendment just read is new legisla- 
tion, and not in order under the rules of the Senate. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amend- 
| ment is in order, for the reason that it is a provision like the provisions 
in all the appropriation bills for increasing the establishment the bill 
| provides for, as an appropriation bill in respect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment provides for more clerks, provides for new furniture, and all things 
that relate to the subject of the bill and the execution of the purpose 
of the establishment. The Chair therefore feels obliged to rule that this 
amendment is not general legislation within the sense of the sixteenth 
rule. 

Mr. BECK. Then I suppose under that ruling we might provide for 
building a hundred new cruisers as an amendment to this appropriation 
bill, although there is no existing law on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that the 
number of cruisers is affected by the rule. 

Mr. BECK. I just desired to know what power an appropriation 
committee has. I had been taught to believe heretofore that no new 
| legislation could be proposed on an appropriation bill, and I am very 
sure that the present occupant of the chair held us to a very strict ac- 
countability, and not only did not allow legislation on an appropriation 
bill, but not even an amendment to a House provision containing legis- 
lation. But I assume theChair knows more about the rules than I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has examined the Jour- 
nals as to analogous amendments at former sessions, and finds himself, 
as he thinks, fully supported. The distinction is a very broad and ob- 
vious one between the general legislation named in the rule and a pro- 
vision of this character. ‘‘General legislation,’’ in the general sense 
(there are exceptions, however), is legislation that is permanent and 
regulates the conduct of affairs, and does not exhaust itself of its own 
| force, as every item or provision in appropriation bills properly does. 

This amendment is to provide for doing an act which when once done 
the statutory part of it is entirely exhausted and the law is no longer in 
| force; it has beenexecuted. That is widely different from a regulation 
even in respect of the conduct of officers of the Navy, which regulation 
would be a general provision that would continue in force until repealed. 
The Chair therefore thinks, however great the enactment of the sub- 
| ject is, that within the rule it is inorder. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. The President pro tempore was not in the chair yes- 
terday when I asked a question of the Senator in charge of the bill in 
relation to this amendment. I asked him whether the language of 


The question is on agreeing to the 














the proposed amendment was in fact the same as that of a bill which 
the Senate had passed at the present session, and he replied in the 
aflirmative. Looking at Rule XVI, respecting amendments to appro- 
priation bills, we find that— 

No amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect 
of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or 
to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provis- 


jons of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session. 


The facts of the present case are that the Senate did pass at the pres- 
ent session a bill identical in language with the amendment now pro- 
posed to be ingrafted upon this appropriation bill. Therefore, it seemed 
to me to be one of the exceptions referred to by the word ‘‘ unless;’’ 
but if that exception had not been contained in the rule, it would have 
been in violation of the rule which forbade an amendment which added 
a new item of appropriation; that it did add new legislation, and that 
it did add a new item of appropriation to the bill. 

On that ground I said I was satisfied that it was within the rule; but 
the Senator went further and he said something in concurrence with 
that which has fallen from the Chair; that is, that in effect it was not 
a new subject-matter, but that this being a naval appropriation bill it 
was competent for the Committee on Appropriations not simply to add 
increased amounts, but to add new items. 
concur, for it seemed to me very plain that but for the especial language 
of this rule which excepted acts or resolutions which had previously been 
passed by the Senate during that session, a reorganization of the Navy 
or the creation of an entire navy would certainly not have been in order 
under the rules of the Senate upon an appropriation of money to sup- 
port and maintain an existing navy. 

The Chair, as I understand, however, has made the decision that it is 
competent, irrespective of the limitations of the rule, for the Appropria- 
tions Committee, for the Army necessarily as well as for the Navy, to in- 
crease by the number of war ships and the officers and crew necessary 
for them, or for the Army by regiments necessary, upon an appropriation 
bill, and that this can be done under the present rule of the Senate. 

Of course the great matter is to understand what the rules are and 


to have an adjudication of them, in order that legislation may be con- | 


ducted under them, or that the rules may be modified should the Senate 
find their working improper. I merely desire to say that yesterday 
when this matter was referred to I agreed to the fact that this amend- 
ment was in order under the rule only because it was expressly ex- 
cepted by the language of the rule; but submitting to the decision, as 
I do, I can not bring my mind to concur that it is proper for the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to add an indefinite number of war ships, an 


indefinite number of regiments, an indefinite supply and creation of | 


any force, to a bill that has come from the House appropriating money 
under existing law for the Army or Navy as it stood at the time. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks, if the Senator from 
Maine will pardon the Chair, that the construction of the rule is pre- 





cisely the same as if this main provision had been one to buy a single | 
gun or a cartridge or any other thing for the use of the Navy, with pro- 


visions as to how and what price and in what way and what kind of 
gun or cartridge should be procured; and that the large magnitude and 
importance of the subject does not affect the application of the law of 
the Senate to the question. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. 
Delaware as to the amendment being in order, whatever may be his 
reason. I call his attention now to another consideration, taking its 
rise in the clause that he has read, which provides that an amendment 
may be in order if it is made to carry out ‘‘an act or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session.’’ I call the atten- 


tion of the Senator from Delaware to that provision in our rule as bear- | 


ing upon a difficulty which he indicated yesterday existed in his mind 
in reference to coercing the House. Does not the language of our rule, 
deliberately adopted by us, exclude the idea that by putting any bill 


that we have passed on an appropriation bill we mean to coerce the | 


House? Do we not generally commit ourselves by this rule, which 


the Senator has given here, to the proposition that when we have passed 
a bill or a resolution we may take that same bill or resolution and put 
it on an appropriation bill, and that the House can raise no question 
upon that? 

Mr. BAYARD. That really seems to be the sensible construction to 
be given to the words of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. Then, setting aside the question of order, is this not a 
reasonable thing for us to do in the relations of the two Houses? 1 
want to remove, if I can, the feeling the Senator has that the Senate is 
now doing anything that may look like coercing the House. I agree 
fully with him that that can not bedone by either House, but [ do think, 
and I hope he will support me in this, that it is legitimate and fair and 
not encroaching upon the other House to put on this appropriation bill 
this amendment, which our rule allows us to do, simply to bring the 
matter before the other House. 

Mr. BAYARD. I remember very well that in 1876 I was a member 
of a committee of conference upon an important appropriation bill. 
There had been a long contest between the two Houses as to many items 
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In that reading I[ did not | 


I am very glad to have the support of the Senator from | 
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of that bill, and I remember we were in session by ni 
day for two or three weeks in endeavoring to settle 
settled. 

But a bill had passed both Houses reducing the salary of the Presi 
dent of the United States, of course after the expiration of the term of 
the then incumbent, General Grant, General Grant had 
vetoed that bill, much to my satisfaction and with my entire appreval; 
and the veto message lay upon the table of the House in which the bill 
had originated. The House of Representatives passed an amendment 
to the appropriation bill which was in form and substance the bill 
which the President had vetoed, and by tacking it upon the appropria 
tion bill brought it again to the Senate, and of course it was 


ght as well as by 
Lt 


. 2 
» nally it was 


to $25,000 


proposed 
to send the general appropriation bill to the President with that meas 
ure upon it which he had vetoed in a separate form. 

Against that I protested in committee, out of committee, on the floor 
of the Senate, and everywhere. He had exercised his constitutional 
right. Ifthe House wanted to exercise theirs let them summon two- 
thirds and overcome him if they could, and if they did not think he 
had done exactly what he had a right to do, he was responsible to the 
people for his action. When the appropriation bill came up here to the 
Senate such a rule as this was not to my knowledge in existence in 
either House, nor do I think this was the rule of the Senate prior to 
the last revision. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; but there is no such rule in the House. 

Mr. BAYARD. I know that in the House they did assume to in- 
graft general legislation upon appropriation bills. The Senate has re- 
tused to recognize such a right, and I think it ought in all cases. Cer- 


tainly the President of the United States, one of them, within .a few 


years has vetoed an appropriation bill on account of the improper asso- 
ciation of geheral legislation upon the bill, and stated that to be his 
reason for it. 

I do not find under the rule an objection to placing upon this ap- 
propriation bill an ‘‘act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session.’’ There might be a manifestly improper associa- 
tion of measures, that is to say, something not germane tothe bill, but 
| yet it seems to me under this rule it might go on. 
| So you might take a bill that has passed the Senate and tack it toan 
| appropriation bill and send it to the other House. I might approve or 

disapprove of the expediency or the propriety of such an act, but Ido 
| not deny that it is within the rules of the Senate, and therefore it may 
be done 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] very frankly gave his reasons 
yesterday for desiring this measure to be sent a second time to the 
House of Representatives. It has gone there once in a separate form 
It is to be sent there again associated with the general appropriations 
for the Navy, and the rules of the Senate say that may be done. At 
least I could put no other construction upon the language which I read 
here, and I understand the Chair finds additional reasons for authoriz- 
| ing it to be done besides the reason I can see in the rule. 
is enough. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Maine will par 
don the Chair lest the Chair should forget it, the Chair has merely de- 
| cided the point of order raised by the Senator from Kentucky and 
| under the third section of Rule XVI. Thatis all the opinion the Chair 
has given. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Delaware will find in clause 3 of 
Rule XVI a requirement that whatever amendment is offered shall be 
*‘germane or relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill,” 
which applies to clause 1 as much as to clause 3. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do younotthink there might be a collision between 
the two, a confusion as to that? If all general appropriation bills shall 
not be amendable unless, and then the exception is made in which they 
shall be, it seems to me that carries its own force. Ordoes the 
| suppose that is controlled by the third section of the rule? 
Mr. FRYE. I suppose the third clause would control it, which says, 
Nor shallany amendment not germane or relevant to the subject-matter 
contained in the bill be received.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I do notsuppose—and I will not imagine an improb 
able case—that the Senate would wish to ingraft a wholly incongruous 
subject upon an appropriation bill. There is no incongruity between 
a supply for the Navy and the increase of a single ship or some dire¢ 

ion given to the expenditure of a fund The subject-matter is the 
same; but whether you can in an appropriation bill take legislation of a 
general nature and generally control the subject which is appropriated 
for is in my opinion something that the laws of the Senate were in 
tended to prevent; and I am surprised now to find that the exception 
does exist to the extent that the act, supposing it to be germane as to 
the general subject, which has passed the Senate at the same session can 
be ingrafted, whether it is general or special legislation, but certainly 
new legislation, upon an appropriation bill. 

But the language that I addressed to the Senator from Maine yester 
day was to avoid any suggestion upon the part of the Senate that they 
thought they would put their bill in a more impressive form before th« 
other branch of Congress; that is, by sending it attached to an appre 
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priation bill instead of sending it separately and by itself. I do not | finally that it is unsafe to proceed with the construction of vessels of 
think they do; not a particle [ think that the Navy as it is, the | that type, and that he leaves the question entirely open to such new 
officers as they stand, are entitled under law and under the necessities | decision, such new judgment, as may be formed by the present advisory 
of our Government to be supported; and whether as to new matters | board? 


not then in existence there shall be a difference ofopinion between the Mr. HALE. There has been no change in that regard. It is just 
two Houses, that is a question to be relegated toanother forum and not | as it was in the bill that we passed. There were no restrictions in that 
to be made the subject of wrangle at the cost of the existing Navy. I bill. 4 
understand the Senator from Maine concurs with me in that view. Mr. McPHERSON. I supposed there were. * 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I certainly do. I agree fully with the Senator Mr. HALE No, sir. The debate showed and the investigation 
f 


from Delaware that there should be the utmost courtesy and regard for | showed what the purpose was of building under that general type; but 
courtesies between the two Houses. Nothing should be done by either | there are no restrictions. It is left to the advisory board. 

House knowingly that is in any way a monition, to say nothing of a Mr. MCPHERSON. The examination before the Committee on Naval 
menace, to the ether; but either body under the rules has the right to | Affairs, both of the Secretary of the Navy and of the advisory board, all 
put on measures in order to call the attention of the other House to | went to show that the vessels were to be constructed exactly upon th: 
them and in order that the two Houses may if possible get together | type of the vessels now under construction. 

and settle them in a conference or by vote; nothing more. Mr. HALE. Perhaps not exactly, but substantially. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will remark that not only should there be court- Mr. McCPHERSON. Substantially. I will adopt that word, as 
esy, which of course is the great lubrication of all intercourse between | seems to be preferred. I objected then and I object now most strenu 
men and between bodies of men, but there should be the strictest con- | ously to the appropriation of any sum of money, however great or how 
sideration for the rights of the respective Houses, which are certainly | ever small, toduplicate vessels now under construction, or to make any 


ndependent and coequal new experiments in vessels until those vessels are completed and their 
Mr. Beck obtained the floor | worthiness as sea-going vessels is first demonstrated. I want to see the 
Mr. MCPHERSON lhe Senator from Kentucky yields to me for a | actual vessel afloat, her machinery in motion, and her capacity to pet 


few moments, that I may say what I wish tosay in reply to the Senator | form the service for which she is intended thoroughly and fully demon 
from Maine, and it will only take me a moment | strated, under the contracts, for the fulfillment of which we hav 
I care nothing about what the rules of the Senate provide as to the | appropriated the needed sums of money to-day in this bill, for the con 
power of the Senate to attach this kind of legislation to an appropriation | struction of the hulls, the completion of the machinery, for the arma 
bill, but considering the action the Senate has already taken, having | ment of the vessels with suitable apparatus; in short, for every item of 
passed a bill of like character and sent it to the other House, which I[ | expense to the most minute particular. For one, I voted for those ap 
ippose has been referred to the appropriate committee of the House, | propriations because I wished to have the vessels completed within th« 
wund upon which, asl understand, if it is proper in this place to refer to | period of time named in the contract. If the terms of the contract are 
that body, the judgment of the House is not yet concluded, it is now | fulfilled by the first day of next February we shall have the ships com 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to attach a like bill to | pleted. This gives us abundance of time during the next session of 
an appropriation bill, and, as the Senator from Maine says, again call | Congress to make appropriations to duplicate them, and we shall have 
the attention of the House to it. | the actual vessel afloat; we shall then know something as to the quali 
In my opinion no greater discourtesy could ever be given to the House | fications of the ship, and not go on with experiment after experiment 
of Representatives than that proposed by this sort of legislation. It is | by incompetent men, squandering the public money as it is now pro- 
an indignity, a menace to the House, and I believe it will there be | posed to do. 
treated as such and characterized as it deserves. What is the result? We know not whether the vessels they propose to build to-day will 
If the bill which has been passed by the Senate and sent to the other | sink or swim when built. They are after no known type of vessels 
end of the Capitol does not receive the favorable consideration of that | The machinery is a departure from everything to-day employed in 
body it ceases to agitate either House of Congress; but here is the same | naval vessels; and I claim it is the duty of the Senate to go slowly and 
measure of legislation attached to an appropriation bill—I will not say | first see whether the money we have already appropriated will be used 
for the purpose, but it will result in getting up acontest between the two | in a way that will be for the benefit of the country 
Houses with respect to that measure of legislation, and, as in times past, | Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I raised the question of order because 
the Democratic party will be again charged—the time is not very long | the rules of the Senate have been generally regarded as being quit: 
rone when the Democratic party of Congress were charged—with an | stringent in regard to amendments of this sort. I knew it would be 
ittempt to starve the Government. Now, I suppose we shall be liable | overruled, but I desired to have it distinctly understood what the pow 
to the same charge in case we refuse to give the needed appropriation | ers of the Committee on Appropriations are. The President of she Sen 
for the naval establishment whichis contained in this bill. I hope and | ate announces that we might have amended the bill by proposing to 
trust, however, the House of Representatives will never accept this | build a hundred ships just as well as seven. It is now decided to be 


bill with this amendment perfectly in order, and I assume, under the rule, that we could have said 
Mr. BAYARD. The other House have passed this appropriation | in the amendment how they should be built. We could submit an 
bill amendment that these seven vessels shall be built by Mr. Roach and 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly, the House have passed the appro- | that nobody else shall have a right to bid; indeed, they might as well 
priation bill giving needed supplies to the Department; but the Sen- | not be empowered to bid, because, as the Senator from Delaware said, 
ite must also take action upon it. But the Senatedoes more. It de- | when the contracts were given out forthe four cruisers now being built, 


n 
liberately proceeds to affix to the bill a measure already passed and | that nobody else can get the same inspections that he can, at least they 
now in the possession of the other House and says, ‘* We will go into | so believed. The gentleman at the head of the Navy Department un 
a committee of conference upon that question and hold you to the | derstands Mr. Roach’s affairs well, and doubtless has great confidence 


work if it takes all summer. We know we can not get it in any other | in him. He was his lawyer and hisagent for years, and he understands 
way, and we mean to have it. Chandlershall have the money in spite | the value of Mr. Roach’s services in a great many regards, no doubt, and 
of your unwillingness appreciates his fitness to build ships. Perhaps it would be as well to 

Before the Senator from Kentucky proceeds I wish to ask one more | insert in this amendment at once that Mr. Roach is to build the seven 
question of the Senator from Maine. I understood him to say yester- | new vessels. That would be in order, I understand; it relates to the 


lay upon a question being asked by the Senator from Delaware that | subject; we can direct how they shall be built, who shall build them, 
this amendment was an exact transcript of the bill we passed author- | and what we shall pay him. I suppose we could properly give him a 


zing the building of the new cruisers. Am I right? | good margin of a hundred thousand or two hundred thousand dollars 
Mr. HALI I said that the bill which we passed for the new cruis- | and provide that Mr. Roach shall contribute 10 per cent. of the amount 
ers went from the Senate to the other House and there lies upon the | for campaign purposes in the interest of the public service and to pro 
Speaker's table. It is not printed under the rules of the House until | mote the general welfare. That will cover it if nothing else will. 
it is referred to a committee. It has never been printed; but I sent | The rules mean that the Appropriations Committee can do anything 
over and had a copy made of it. I have not myself, as I said yester- | it likes. I always knew the only rule of the Senate, the only one I ever 


day, compared this provision with the bill, but I have no reason to | saw enforced, was that whatever the majority of the Senate wanted 


believe that it in any way differs. It is substantially the same. If it | done it did. A majority of the Senate, I presume, wants to give Mr 
s found that in any way it does differ materially, of course that can | Roach a new contract to build seven more steel cruisers at any price 
be adjusted; but I know of no difference he likes, and the Secretary, his former agent and attorney, is now in a 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to cal] the attention of the hon- | good position to give it to him. The navy-yards will doubtless be 
orable Senator to the fact that the bill that originally passed, if my | placed in a condition to be very valuable political auxiliaries next fal], 
memory serves me right, proposed to build one cruiser of 4,500 tons of | and the House of Representatives is to be coerced. You may call it by 
the Chicago type; it proposed to build other cruisers of the Boston and | some other name if you please, but we say to them, ‘‘Agree to this, o1 
\tlanta type; it proposed to supplement that by other vessels enumer- | we will keep you here all summer.’’ Senators have comfortable resi- 
ated in the bill. He will see by reference to the proposed legislation | dences here, many of them at least, and no elections to attend to this fall. 
now that it makes no allusion to either the Boston or Atlanta type or | The members of the other House will have to go home to appear before 
the Chicago type of vessels. Do I understand that the Senator, in con- | their people. We say to them, ‘‘ We havesent you a bill once propos- 
nection with distinguished authorities upon this subject, has decided ! ing to build seven ships, and you will not pass it. Now we put that 


































































proposition on an appropriation bill and we will keep you here all sum- 
mer unless you agree to it. 

That is the meaning of this amendment. Under the ruling of this 
morning I assume that when a court-house or a custom-house or a post- 
office is provided for in an appropriation bill the committee can say, 
‘: Yes, we will build this custom-house, we will build this post-office, 
we will build this court-house; but we will amend the bill so as to 
build one in the toavns where each oneof us lives. We can not get a re- 
port from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and there 
are nine of us on the Committee on Appropriations, and we live in dif- 
ferent towns; none of us have any public buildings of any sort, neither 
« custom-house, post-office, nor court-house; we propose to make Con- 
gress give them to us; we will make our public buildings part of the 
bill. and we will direct who of our friends shall build them and fix 
what the price shall be. The House may not agree with us, but we 
will amend the appropriation bill the way we want it, and if we pass 
it through the Senate we can fix it in conferences by giving up other 
things, or stay all summer and coerce the House. The rules of the 
Senate make us quite potent men on that committee.”’ 

Hereafter under the ruling we have had this morning whenever a 
subject is up anything relating to that subject isin order. A hundred 
ships may be proposed by way of amendment, and if we can propose 
that. of course we can direct in the amendment who shall build them. 
We have seven navy-yards of our own, yet this amendment provides 
that the new ships shall not be built in our navy-yards. We have en- 


og 
= 


hands of a favored contractor, and he shall charge, as is shown in the 
price we are required to pay for guns, 50 per cent. more than these ships 
can be built for if they were built honestly in the navy-yards of the 
country out of the free material and machinery which the United States 
has the right to buy in the cheapest markets in the world and import 
duty free. 

| do not know anything about the advisory board; I never saw any 
of them that I know of, but I can take men like General Wright or 
General Meigs, men I do know, and direct them to take possession of 
any of our navy-yards and hire honest, competent men to build these 
ships, and they will build them for 50 per cent. less than Mr. Roach 
will undertake to build them for. 


he bought for $10,000 abroad; we pay $9,000 for what they pay $4,500 
The vessels Mr. Roach builds will of course cost us 45 per 
cent. more, while the United States, reserving by law the right to buy 
everything in open market, will have to pay a price for everything 
that goes into the ships with the duty added; the oflicers of the 
United States are not to be trusted; contracts with private men are to 
be made so that they may be enriched. That is the meaning of this 
amendment. Of course I can not stopit. It could not be stopped, | 
presume, by all the votes of this side, even if all on this side agreed 
with me. 

We are building four ships now that the officers of the Navy, Mr. 
Wilson, Mr. Clark, Admiral Porter, and others, criticise as not being 
what we need; they will be afloat before next March. If they are good 
ships we can build others of thesame character, and if they are not we 
ought not todo so. We ought to wait until we see whether those ships 
are valuable or not. But the Presidential election is pending and othe 
pressing matters have to be considered I presume, and the other House 


abroad. 


has to be forced to consent to make more experiments, regardless of the | 


uncertainty about those now in process of construction. 
I voted in committee for every dollar necessary to complete the 


cruisers that are now on hand, for their engines, their armament, for | 


everything necessary to insure their speedy completion. We have ad- 
vanced money now, not waiting until July but giving them every dollar 
they can use from this time forward out of the appropriations for next 
year, so as to enable Mr. Roach to finish them by the Ist day of next 
December. 
ought to duplicate or not. Not content with that, not content with the 
fact that we have passed a bill already through the Senate for more, 
barely recognizing the fact that the House has equal rights with us over 
all appropriations and over all contracts, we place the proposition in this 
bill again, so as to get it into the power of a conference committee, for 
that at last is the main reliance, so that if two men can be found in the 
House who will agree with two men in the Senate, notwithstanding 
the body of the House may non-concur with us in regard to the meas- 
ure—by getting it into conference it is placed in the handsof two men, 
and of course they will ultimately carry it through, even if every other 
amendment is abandoned, and this provision will become the law, the 
body of the other House to the contrary notwithstanding. But it is 
in order, and everything I suppose will be in order from this time on 

What I ask is the great imperative necessity requiring the building of 
those seven vessels now without waiting to see whether the four that we 
are building are valuable for the purposesdesired ? Is war imminent ? 
Have we not been doing without this class of ships for years? We are 
now making experiments with four. Wedonot know whether they will 


be good or bad. Some say they will be good, some say they will be us¢ 
less. 
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ineer officers living in enforced idleness; they are men of character; | 
but we say that they shall not superintend them; they shall go into the | 


The guns, asCommodore Sicard re- | 
ported, that we buy in this country cost us $15,000, when they could | 


Let us wait and see whether they are such ships as we | 
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It is said that we have an advisory board. Neither the House not 
the Appropriations Committee has any confidence in the advisory board ; 


the other House has no confidence in it. ‘The House and the Seuate 
committee have agreed, and I believe I agree with them, because from 


what I have heard I have notas much confidence in the advisory board 
as I had. One of the provisions inserted in this bill is that 
Phe four pivot guns of the Chicago to be mounted on Clark's defle 


gun turrets or V-shields, of the same weight as is now allowed 
and armor protection of the guns 


tive single- 
mounting 


forthe 


The advisory board made a report saying that this deflective armor 
of Clark’s can not be used, ought not to be used, and is not a fit thing 


to use. This is their language in regard to it 

Second. The mounting of the four Sinch guns of the Chicago i leflective 
turrets will probably make certain changes necessary in the half-turrets in 
which they are to be mounted, and this will affect the cost of their construction 
and hence the contract g 

Again, the carriages for the guns have been contracted for, and in the event 
of the use of deflective turrets or V-shields these contracts would have to be an- 


nulled or the carriages abandoned 
Third. In answering the Department's question as to whether or not itis con 
sidered expedient to place the guns in such turrets, it should be understood that 


the board’s knowledge of the deflective turret or V-shield is derived from a draw 
ing submitted by Mr. Clark, received 27th November, 1882. If the turret con- 
| templated by the bill is such as represented in these drawings, they can not pos- 


sibly be constructed upon the weight at present allowed for the 
armor protection of these guns. 

It is not deemed expedient to place the 8-inch guns of the Chicago in deflective 
turrets or V-shields as shown by these drawings; first, on account of their ex 
cessive weight in proportion to the protection offered; second, since the ques- 
tion of the advisability of having any shields for the guns of an unarmored 
cruiser isan open one. Among artillerists, opinions are about equally divided 
on the subject, and the shields already designed and contracted for 
simple and, being adjustable, can be attached or removed at pleasure 


and 


mounting 


“are very 
Yet in the face of that positive report of the advisory board the 
House and the Senate committee have cast a vote of want of contidence 
in the recommendation of the advisory board, and have said: ‘* The 
four pivot guns of the Chicago are to be mounted on Clark’s detlective 
single-gun turrets or V-shields, of the same weight asis now allowed for 
the mounting and armor protection of the guns.”’ Yet we are told in 
the face of a voteof a wantof contidence by the House of Represetitatives 
and by the committee of the Senate (and Iam rather inclined to think 
wisely, for I have rather changed my mind about them from what I 
have heard) thatwe must build seven more ships under their direction 
Although we have taken the mounting of the guns of the Chicago out 
of their hands, and said that we have no contidence in their judgment 
we have directed how these guns shall be mount« d, although the board 
positively reported against it and say it ought not to be so done and that 
they have made contracts already which renders it impossible to do it 
Yet after all that we are to make contracts for seven mor I 
their direction and can not wait until December to see the result of thei 
first work when there is neither war imminent nor any threat from any 


ships und 
hip Lid 


| foreign power which looks in that direction; and if there was, the ships 


hot 
not 
than a cockle-shell in a contest with 
the ironclads or the great war ships either of Europe or ot 
America. They would not even aid in defending our coasts and sea 

board cities; they would not remain near our coasts They would be 
atter booty in unarmed ships. They are not intended even to approach 
the guns of foreign vessels of war 

We propose to finish the double-turreted monitors for that purpose. 
We ought to buy and build big guns to place in land batteries near out 
harbors. We are providing torpedoes and torpedo-boats for that pu: 
pose. These things that gentlemen are now in such a hurry to multi 
ply, which of course all the naval officers want, are merely to prey upon 
commerce, to be pirates upon the high seas, to hunt the merchant ships 
of nations that we are at war with—nations, it may be, carrying our own 
goods—and sink their ships with our goods on board, or escort them into 
some foreign port as prize for the money they can pocket safe themselves, 
not defending the country, interested in becoming mischief-makers for 
the purpose of gain. Is there any hurry in multiplying that class of 
ships until we can defend our coasts and cities by other means from hos 
tile ships ? 

Mr. BLAIR. 
it for information 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that he complains of these cruisers as 
likely to destroy American goods, because American goods are being 
carried in English bottoms 

Mr. BECK. I do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator think that after we are at war with 
England and employing these cruisers against English commerce Eng- 
lish bottoms will be carrying American goods? 

Mr. BECK. I have only this to say in rega 
shall not go to war—— 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator 

Mr. BECK. I will answer the 
we have not to-day an American ship that crosses the Atlant 
from the great port of New York. Our goods will, of course, be 
the high seas, going and coming from all parts of the world 


we are building and propose to duplicate, 
intended to enter into any combat with any foreign for Phere is 
one of them that would be more 


as I said yesterd iV, are 


South 


I should like to ask the Senator a question, and | ask 


rd to that: I hope we 
is assuming that we are at war 


question fairly. If we do go to wal! 
(cean 
upon 


whenever 
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war is declared, largely in English bottoms, as they are now Do you 
think war will be postponed when occasion for it arises until we give | 
“# year or two notice and hAve our goods called in from over the world 


and taken from on board Englis 


h ships before the war is declared ? 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is not answering my question. I canan- 
: the Senator’s»but I should like to have him answer my question. 

Mr. BECK. I will 

bir. BLAIR. I will state my question again. The Senator’s dis- 
course is to the effect that we should not build these cruisers, which 


are to chase and destroy commer e, because our commerce goes in Eng- 


lish bottoms, and therefore if we destroy British bottoms we destroy 
American commerce Now, the question I put to him is whether, as- 
suming the war which he does assume, the American commerce will 


; 


ll continue to be carried in English bottoms, and if it is not, how are 
ese cTULseTS to dest 


Mr. BECK. Ido after war was declared, and it 
was known all over the world that we were at war with England, any 


+} 


roy American commerce ? 


not suppose that 


of her ships would come here to take our wheat or our grain; but her 
ships start from San Francisco with thousands of bushels of grain and 
have to go around Cape Horn and make a three months’ trip before 


+ 


get to London. Can not a war break out in ninety days? She 
goes to China and Japan and she returns; that makes a three months’ 


rip. Can not war break out in that time? 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose it does break out in that time ? 

bir. BECK Chen will not our goods go to the bottom in her ships 

he ire sunk Dy our cruisers ? 

Mr. BLAIR If the Senator will allow me, suppose war does break 
out that three months’ time and one of these cruisers gets after a 
British ship and captures that British ship loaded with American grain, 


does he suppose that we have lost anything 


g in retaking our own prop- 
erty and capturing a British ship besides ? 


Does he imagine we shall 


destroy that wheat ? 
Mr. BECK. I think when the British ship goes to the bottom the 
cargo and the ship go together, and if you capture, her her cargo is as 


much prize as the ship. 
Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator expect that we are to abolish the or- 
dinary rules of civilized warfare and sink these innocent ships. The 
confederate cruisers did not do that. We simply take them as prizes 
and take them to an American port and return to the American owner 
the grain which shipped in the British bottom, and we have the 
British bottom besides 
Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. I understand the goods found on a bel- 
gerent are prize as well as the bottom. As I understand the rules of 
countries the foreign bottom covers the goods, and she can be sunk 
taken, and the prize applies to all 
Mr. BLAIR. Then, if we capture the foreign bottom, we get the 
goods and will destroy neither 
Mr. BECK. Letmegoon. Why are we now to build these cruisers, 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire, that are not expected to de- 


he 


} 


al 


fend anything? Are they to defend our coasts? Are they to defend 
our cities? Are they to do anything except to be pirates upon the high 
seas f 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that it was contended by any- 


body that these were to defend our own commerce particularly. They 
could defend it against weaker vessels undoubtedly, but the Senator has 
been informing us all the way along that we had no commerce, and I 
it is not worth while to defend that which we have not. Our 
freedom from foreign attack is based upon the fact that we have nothing 
to destroy, and the Senator’s own theory does not hold well, because he 
says having nothing to destroy, we employ these same foreign bottoms 
to transport our commodities. The thing will not work both ways. 
Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire knows the 
difference between commerce and ships to carry it in. I have always 
said we have an immense commerce, but we have to hire the hauling 
and have it done by other nations. My complaint is thatour immense 
commerce is carried on in foreign bottoms, and that we are not now by 
the provisions we are seeking to make preparing ourselves to resist 


am sure 


the enemies that we may have, whether they are French, English, 
German, or Brazilian, but that we are proposing to build a class of 
ships that are to go out upon the ocean to destroy the ships of any 


nation we may be at war with, and those ships may have our own 
1, as we have no merchant vessels ourselves, and I in- 


goods on board, 


sist that there can be no great haste in building ships of that class 
until we provide first to have American sailors to fight in defense of 
our seaboard in wholly different ships, until we provide defenses for 
our coasts, until we provide monitors, ironclads, torpedo-boats, and land 
letenses that will keep off the great ironclads of the world that these | 
ships do not pretend to contend with, and are not expected to oppose. 
he pretense that we are now proposing to build a navy to fight with | 
is the merest bald, naked pretense. These ships we are now proposing 
to build are uot intended to fight. That is what I contend, and it is 
what is admitted by every one who knows anything about ships and 


the requirements of modern warfare. 
provision in this appropriation bill is that it is painfully apparent that 
the effort is now being made to press this through not with any legiti- 
purpose of defending the coast or the cities of America or of carry- 

r with any foreign nation, but simply to give favored pets of 


mate 


i 
inh 


on wal 


The objection that I make to this | 
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the Department fine ships to go off junketing and avoid the big guns. 

| the war vessels and iron-clad ships of the enemy, and get away from 
them and seek to make prize-money without danger wherever they can, 
whether our goods are on board or not. 

If we propose to build up a navy to defend ourselves we are beginniny 

| at the wrong end. It is admitted to-day, the Senator from Maine [ M: 
FRYE] has said so over and over again, that 95 per cent. of the sailors 
now on board American ships are foreigners, and foreigners of the poor 
est class, foreigners unfit to be retained in the great vessels that belong 
to their own nationalities. We want fighting men, we want fighting 
ships, we want guns that will compare with other people’s guns if we 
mean war. We do not want pleasure-boats, we do not first want com 
merce-destroyers, for our own commerce is all carried in foreign bottoms 
and may be destroyed in them whether it ison board English or French 
vessels if we go to war with them, as all we send across the A tlantiec, at 
least in steamships, goes in foreign bottoms. _ It is all liable to be sunk 

I protest against what I think is the indecent haste in the first in 
stance of endeavoring to have this class of ships increased before we 
know whether those we are now building are of any value, and in the 
next place we ought to begin to endeavor to establish a nursery for our 
own seamen. I am not going to argue how a merchant marine can best 
be established. I thought I would on yesterday, but I have concluded 
to wait until the bill of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] in regard 
to our merchant marine comes up. I think I can show that until we 
do build up a merchant marine and have our own sailors we will have 
no nursery out of which we can rely on obtaining sailors for our Navy; 
and as long as we are paying $150,000,000 a year to foreign nations and 
are lying prostrate at their feet and enabling England to clothe and feed 
and keep in training 100,000 of her native-born sailors by doing ou 
work, we are not doing much to prepare for war. 

I will say to those who are so much opposed to free ships that England 
is the last country in the world that wants us to allow our people to 
have free ships. She is building nearly all the merchant ships for the 
world now. She is building for the French, the German, the Italian, 
for the Brazilian, and for the Mexican Governments and people. We 
have treaties with them that allow them to trade with us upon exactly 
the same terms that our own people can. We can charge no more tariff 
upon goods in their vessels, no more tonnage upon their ships, than on 
ourown. England is building all the ships forallofthem. Thereare 
just enough ships needed to do the carrying trade of the world. 

Does it make any difference to her whether the French, German, the 
Mexican, or the Brazilian pays her for the ships she builds or whether 
we do so? Their money feeds just as many mouths of her operatives as 
our money would feed; she gets it all now. She will sell a ship fon 
$200,000 that neither Mr. Roach nor any man in this country will sell 
for less than $300,000. Our ship-builders can not force foreign nations 
to pay them $300,000 for what they can geta duplicate of for $200,000 
The trade of the world goes on in English-built ships. 

We are simply prohibiting our own people from entering into com 
petition with foreign nations in our own trade. Their money feeds 
just as many English operatives as our money would, and we are sup- 
porting for her 100,000 sailors to-day, when we have none ourselves, 
all for fear that Mr. Roach or Mr. Somebody-else will not get the job 
of building ships which no foreigner will give them, and our people 
can not give them, and compete with foreigners on the free, high seas 
in their cheap ships. 

That is the policy we are pursuing. What I insist is that instead 
of squandering money on additional cruisers, the value of which we 
know nothing about, we should go to work and build up a merchant 
marine, with American captains, American officers, and American sail- 
ors; ships that can be converted into cruisers just as England contem- 
plated and agreed that the Cunard steamers should be at her service 
whenever she desired. The Alaska to-day Would be worth a dozen of 
these cruisers that are now building. She can sail four or five miles 
an hour faster than any one pretends that they will sail. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think the Senatoris mistaken about that 

Mr. BECK. Iamnot mistaken. I asked thequestion. The chair- 
man of the committee will correct me if I am not stating it correctly 
When the question was asked if they could not build these ships and 
put armor on them, they said the Alaska would sail away from them. 
If they would take a ship like the Alaska and put half a dozen 8-inch 
guns on her she would run down ten times as much commerce as these 
ships that you propose to build. She weuld be earning money for citi- 
zens of the United States during all the years of peace, and would be 

| convertible at once into a great cruiser of the American Navy the mo- 
ment war demands herservice. She would be manned with American 
sailors, commanded by American captains and officers, and be ready to 
maintain the honor of the country, or at least prey upon the commerce 
of our enemies. 

Mr. MCPHERSON 

| than these vessels. 
Mr. BECK. I believe she will. The Senator from 
dicted me in that, but every officer will tell him so. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. What is her speed ? 
Mr. BECK. I do not know her speed, but I know that tobe the fact, 


| 


The Alaska will sail five miles an hour faster 


Florida contra- 


and all the officers of the Navy will so tell the Senator 
Mr. MCPHERSON 


Her speed is twenty miles an hour. 
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Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have traveled in the Alaska and know 
something of her speed; I know something of the speed contended for 
these ships, and unless all calculation fails, and there is no certainty 
about any thing, these ships will be as fast as she is. 

Mr. BECK. There is very little certainty about the usefulness of 
the ships we are now building. But one thing is perfectly certain. 
Notwithstanding it is assumed - that we had to build them, because the 
country demanded them and patriotism demanded them (and nobody 
seemed to be more anxious to insist upon a patriotic view of it than 
the Senator from Florida), there is not one of the ships that are now 
being built or that we propose to build that will even pretend to enter 
into a contest to defend either the harbors or the cities of the United 
States or to enter into any contest with any of the great armored ships 
and the big guns we shall have to fight with any country or nation we 
went to war with. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Nobody has ever pretended that. 

Mr. BECK. Then where is the patriotism, whence comes the cry 
that we must protect ourselves by building ships that nobody assumes 
are going to protect us if we get into trouble? ? Is it any protection to 


the country that we have put a few favorite pets of the Departme nt on | 


fine ships to get prize-money and pocket it? Are we to make it to the 
interest of any body of men in the American Navy to stir up strife 
with a foreign country by insulting somebody else and then preparing 
the way to capture unarmed ships, for that is about all that will come 
of this. 

Is it not wiser, is it not better to wait until we see what becomes o1 
those cruisers we are now building, and in the meantime exert our- 
selves in building up a great commercial marine that will make it un- 
necessary for us to pay $150,000,000 a year, as we are now paying to 
foreign nations, so that we may have seventy-five or one hundred thou- 
sand sailors of our own instead of only a fragment, and 95 per cent. of 
the fragment foreigners of the most worthless character? We have 
given a license to all the other nations of the world to trade with us 
upon the same terms that our own people can. Ought we to handicap 
our own people and give a monopoly to foreigners of the carrying trade 
of this country, and leave ourselves without a ship, without a sailor, 
without a gun on the great highway of the world’s commerce? I do 
not think anybody will so contend. 

I will go as far as any gentleman on this floor to do what is necessary 
for the national defense. 
propose, and buy torpedo-boats, the best that we can find, just as we 
go to England and France now; and we are providing under this bill to 
go to Mr. Whitworth and Mr. Cammell to buy all the plant, whatever 
you call it, for the 8-inch gun. So I say let us go to Mr. Krupp’s 
factory, if pee at Essen, and buy enough big guns to protect the 
harbor of New York, the harbor of Boston, the hi arbors of all the great 
cities, and build the torpedo-boats that we are now buying. We pro- 
vide in this bill for buying one hundred thousand dollars’ worth of 
Whitehead’s torpedoes, with the right to manufacture. 
the right to make guns. Krupp has no patent on his guns. We can 
buy what we need and arrange to build more at home after we get a 
start from abroad. 

If the cruisers we are now building turn out to be first-rate, why, 
then, build more, but do not begin at the wrong end; do not be as de- 
tenseless after you have spent this money as you were before, for that 
will _ about the result; do not be tempted because the Secretary of 
the Navy has a pet contractor into whose hands he wants to get con- 
tracts at an early day or before it is even seen whether those he 
building are going to be of any value—— 


is 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator complains that the ships which are pro- 


vided for in this amendment submitted by the Committee on Appro- 
priations are to be useless. They are good for nothing, he says in ad- 
vance, in maintaining the national honor, and asks why we proceed in 
this way against the light that we ought to have gained from other na- 
tions e ngaged in naval warfare. Now, does the Senator from Kentucky 
know that Great Britain, which, perhaps, is an exemplar as a naval 
power, one as safe to follow as any, has built in the last sixteen years 
one hundred and thirty-two ships of the kinds embraced in this amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. BECK. I know she has built many. 

Mr. HALE. The numbers of ironclads, of armored ships, that any 
naval power builds will always be smal! compared with their cruising 
fleet, and Great Britain to-day is able to maintain herself in the 
cendant as a naval power and to keep her domination over all other 
great powers more because she has a great cruising fleet on all the waters 
of the globe than from any other cause; and if war breaks out, she can 
annihilate the commerce of any other people because she has such a 
cruising fleet. We are following her example, seeking to have some- 
thing like a respectable navy in this line. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, of course every great naval power that has 
fighting ships and big guns has cruisers as we oll, but I did not suppose 
any nation situated as we are now would fail to put itself in an attitude 
of protection first, instead of leaving itself defenseless, and with all its 
harbors exposed, to go out on the high seas and pirate for plunder and 


as- 


I insist that we ought to go on as we now | 


We can buy | 


























































prize-money. What would England or France or any other country 
do if you were to do it but sail into the port of New York or some 
other of our great cities at once and laugh at our cruisers 

The first thing, as I understand it, in becoming a naval power—and 
we do not prete nd, and I hope we never shall pretend, to build up such 
armaments as any of the continental nations or Great Britain, either in 
an army or a navy—is to become a great commercial nation, and our 
power and aim will always be, I hope, in that direction. The Senator 
trom Maine [ Mr. FRYE] has introduced a bill to build up the merchant 
marine. I will not discuss that bill until it comes up, which | hope 
will be very soon; but in some way or other before we shall ever rank 
as a commercial power we must have ships of our own; we must have 
American sailors; we must carry our own commerce; we must keep at 
home the $150,000,000 a year we are now enriching foreign nations 
with; and in some form or other we must establish our greatness there. 
In the mean time we must go to Mr. Krupp or somebody else and buy 
such guns as will make it impossible for the ironclads of the world to 
enter our harbors; we must have our torpedo-boats; 
land defenses; and we must protect our seacoast. I have noapprehen 
sion about the lakes. Ships would have to traverse from Quebec to the 
Thousand Islands before they could get into Lake Ontario, and 100,000 
men would take that part of C anada, and there would be no Welland 
Canal or a lock on it before they reached Lake Erie. The about 
the lakes is all stuff. Some naval officers think they have 
fied. I care nothing for them; the men of the West will 
but we must defend our seacoast. 

I am ready now to finish the cruisers we have on hand 
if they are the best that can be had; let us make no mistake : 


we must have our 


talk 
to be forti- 
see to that; 
Let us see 


vbout that; 


and if we can, let usdo more. I am willing to send out cruisers to 
make it dangerous for any country to go to war with us; but when it is 


assumed that we are going to build these for the defense of the country, 
to protect our harbors or the coast of the United States, I regard it as 
absurd. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question here ? 
Mr. BECK. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. How longa time will be lost if thissession of Congress 


| does not appropriate for the additional cruisers provided for in this 
amendment? 

Mr. BECK. I will say that we have given all the money 
to finish them. It was said when the 
vessels would be ready by December. 


necessary 
bill was passed in February the 
The Secretary says he never said 


so, but it ‘was said by other officers. I believe the contract time is 
December. 
Mr. HALE. No, sir. 
| Mr. BECK. When is it? 
| Mr. HALE. The contract time for the completion of the Dolphin 
| is in the late fall. The others, the Secretary says, cannot be com 


| pleted according to contract until February 
Mr. BECK. The contract time was stated on the 
again to be December. They will be done 


and over 
they can 


floor over 
early this winter; 


| be put upon a cruise; they can be tested before this Congress adjourns. 
| I do not mean this session. 

Mr. HALE. Before the 4th of March? 
|} Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is entirely and absolutely wrong. There 


is no foundation in the statements of the Department or of the con 
tractors or of the advisory board for that. No test can be made of 
these vessels, excepting the Dolphin, the dispatch-boat, until long atter 
the appro- 
priates money nothing can be done for two years from now, and that 


last session of this Congress is closed, and unless this session 


time is lost. 

Mr. BECK. If that time is lost, it had better be lost than to have four 
worthless ships that we have spent a good many millions upon, and 
| many more equally worthless to be thrown away, as we have had to do 
with the ironclads that have lain on the stocks now for ten years 
The same clamor was made then with the Puritan, the Miantonomoh, 
the Terror, and the Amphitrite; they were all pressed through, and it 
was claimed for a long time that they were of no value, they had to be 
changed, until it is very doubtful whether they are of any value now, 
although we propose to finish them. What we want to know is to as- 
certain that we are right, and in the mean time, while we are making 
this test of what kind of cruisers we shall have and see if these are 
of any value or not, let us address ourselves to obtaining guns to de- 


fend our cities and harbors, guns that will defend them 


them. China bought nin ee from Krupp; 
zil buys them; Mexico is buyi We 


You can buy 
taly buys them: Bra- 


< them have not the plant to make 


them here. Buy enough to m: ea Boston sate, New York safe, Norfolk 
safe, and Pensa ola safe | have no fearof Baltimore or Philadelphia or 
any of those cities situated so f up rivers that no enemy will reach 
them. Buy enough guns to make Portland, Me., safe Build your 
torpedo-boats; build your land batteries: are and ofticer our monitors, 
and see if these cruisers we are buile “ye are worth anything In the 
mean time, whatever money we have t ) spe nd in addition to that, let 


us address ourselves to the building ofa merchant 
a school for our sailors; let us hay 
$1,600,000,000 of which we hav 


marine; let us have 
e ships which ¢ soods, 


now. and 24 ner cent. of which eoes in 


in Carry our 
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That is what I desire to see 
, and I am bound to say that there is nothing in the past experi- 
ence of the Navy Department that induces me to hurry up any doubt- 
ful proposition 

Che Senator from Maine yesterday said in reply to the Senator from 
Missouri that nothing had been shown or could be shown against the 
managementof the Navy Department. Why, sir, I have the reports of 
the from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] and a great many others 
contradicting that Here is a very able speech made in 1878 by Hon. 
Benjamin W. Harris, of Massachusetts, in which he said: 

Neve 


foreign bottoms to and from our seaports. 


aon 


™ 


nator 


rtheless the close of the war found us in possession of an ironclad fleet 

the largest and for defense the most formidable in the world, and with a sea- 

going navy sufficiently numerous and powerful to secure immunity from all 

danger of foreign war. We had conquered a peace after the most destructive 

war of modern times, and were in condition to maintain it No nation in that 

supreme moment of our triumph and exultation had any temptation to engage 
war with us 


W here is that fleet now ? 
and fifty vessels when the 
I made a note ol 
Massachusetts 


What has become of it ? We had six hundred 
war ¢ losed Before December. 1871, we had— 
just now from a report made by the Senator from 
only one hundred and thirty orone hundred and thirty- 
Four hundred and odd ships were sold between 1866 and 1872, 
and we had to pass the law read yesterday by the Senator from Ohio in 
order from going on, and after we did it they invented 
a new -as suggested by the Senator from New Jersey—the 
breaking them up and selling them for old scrap 
Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. He speaks of the 
six hundred and odd vessels we had at the end of the war. How many 
nominal number, which of course sounds large and seems to in- 


seven 


to prevent hat 


mode is 


i formidable 


dicate navy, were vessels that had been purchased from 
the merchant marine, which were only useful in enforcing the block- 
ade, which were never built for or intended for or purchased for per- 
manent naval ships? If the Senator has not got the figures, I can tell 
him that out of his six hundred and odd four hundred and ninety- 


en were of that fugitive, perishable, evanescent kind that in the nat- 
ural course went out of existence within two or three years, and the 


sooner they were sold the better, and that is why they were sold. 

Mr. FRY] Chose four hundred and ninety-seven were purchased 
at lara 

Mr. HALE Purchased at large from the merchant marine, never 


in any way built as naval ships, never conceived as war ships, but only 
purchased for transportation and for the incidents to the blockade; and 


now for any Senator to here reckon those vessels as a part of a perma- 
nent naval establishment seems to me is exaggerating the case 

Mr. BECK. I stated that we had six hundred and odd vessels, that 
four hundred and thirty-odd had disappeared, and the proceeds were ex- 
pended by the Navy Department without giving any intelligent account 
of them Chat is the fact. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean by not giving any account ? 

Mr. BECK. I will state it in this way: The money for which they 
were sold was expended in addition to all appropriations made at that 
time 

Mr. HAL] There was not a dollar that was ever received from the 


sale of those perishable ships that were sold by the Navy Department in 
the years immediately succeeding the war which was not reported and 
accounted for, and every dollar of it can be found in the records of the 
Navy Department 

Mr. BECK. I said that they expended that money in addition to 
all the appropriations made by Congress. 

Mr. HALE. How much does the Senator suppose that all this 
amounted to when they were sold? 


Mr. BECK. I can tell the Senator pretty accurately, I think. 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator can not tell me, I can tell him. 
Mr. BECK. The Senator defended that Department very well for a 


good many years; not quite so successfully as he thinks he did, how- 
ever. Is this true? I read now from thespeech of Hon. Benjamin W. 
Harris, of Massachusetts, made on the 29th of May, 1878, taken from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, a pamphlet copy of which he was kind 
enough to furnish me, in which he says 
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Nevertheless the close of the war found us in possession of an iron-clad fleet, | 


the largest and for defense the most formidable in the world, and with a sea- 
going navy sufficiently numerous and powerful to secure immunity from all 
danger of foreign war. We had conquered a peace after the most destructive 
war of modern times, and were in condition to maintain it. No nation in that 
supreme moment of ourtriumph and exultation had any temptation to engage 
in war with us 


Were those evanescent, too? Were those ironclads, ships that were 
good for defense, of the character the Senator from Maine has spoken of ? 


Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that every one of the iron- 


clads that at that time were so formidable in contrast with the ships of 


other powers of the world have been maintained since? We have got 
them, but other nations have made such strides and have built such 
enormous ships that what was true at the time stated by the former 
Representative from Massachusetts, Mr. Harris, never has been true 


since Che American Navy never has been as formidable as it was at 
the close of the war: it soon fell 
Mr. BECK Chen the Puritan and the Terror and the Miantonomoh 


and the Monadnock and the Amphitrite will have to be thrown aside, 
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too, because not one of them compares with the great ironclads othe: 
nations have, does not begin to compare with them. So we are repeat 

ing the same useless thing now in finishing those double-turreted mon 
itors, and surely the cruisers we are seeking to put out would not stand 
a minute before any armored ship. Therefore we are to be as defens« 

less after we have done all that is proposed now, according to the Sen 
ator from Maine, as we are before we begin. 

Mr. HALE. The double-turreted monitors, the Puritan, the Amphi 
trite, the Terror, and the Monadnock, when completed, will be armored 
ships, as destructive, as powerful, as efficient as any ships in the world, 
excepting a few, and u very few, of the larger class that have been built 
by Great Britain, France, Germany, and Italy. They arenot to be com 
pared with the ironclads that we had at the close of the war, which 
were then so formidable. They are not simply double or three times 
but are ten times as efficient, great ships of war in conflict, as any of 
the monitors at that time, and when completed, as I have said, will fur 
nish us effectual defense, so far as they go, excepting against the superio: 
class, only a few, of the great powers of the world, and I have very great 
doubt whether those exaggerated ships built by the naval powers withi: 
the last few years will ever be brought to our shores. 

Mr. BECK. I hope they never will. 

Mr. HALE. And the Puritanand herclass that weare to finish and 
that this bill provides for finishing, with the assent I believe of th: 
Senator from Kentucky, will make ships that will be most efficient in 
harbor defense; and they are what we need as a companion measure t 
the cruisers we are trying to provide for. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Inasmuch as the Senator from Maine in his 
reply to the Senator from Kentucky has referred to one vessel of thi 
United States Navy, to wit, the Puritan; and inasmuch further as 
he has stated that there was not a single vessel in all this list of six 
hundred and fifty ships borne on the Navy Register at the close of thi 
war for which the proceeds had not been turned into the Treasury of the 
United States, I wish to ask one single question: Were the proceeds 
of the Puritan, notwithstanding the provision of the law read by th« 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday, which required the pro 
ceeds of vessels sold to be turned into the Treasury, so paid in? 

Mr. HALE. I did not say that the proceeds of the sales of ships 
made immediately succeeding the war were turned into the Treasury ; 
I said that every dollar received from them could be accounted for, and 
the records of the Navy Department would show it. The statute passed 
that required everything in the nature of the proceeds of sales of ships 
and materials to be turned in was not passed until 1872, and in the in 
tervening years between the close of the war and that time undoubted! 
materials and ships were sold and the proceeds used by the Navy De 
partment for its running expenses, but an absolute account can be 
stated of all that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. TheSenator from Kentucky stated the fact that 
the proceeds of the sales of ships were used by the Navy Department i! 
addition to the money appropriated by Congress 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And that was when there were laws upon the 
statute-book just as strong as the law of 1873 or 1874, to which the 
Senator refers. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, the Senator from Kentucky, admits that 
the money appropriated by Congress was a distinct and separate fund; 
that money received from the sale of ships and materials was also used 
by the Secretary of the Navy, without covering it into the Treasury, 
and made available forthe same purposes as the distinct appropriations. 

Here was the Puritan, of which the Senator has spoken, and I am 
glad he has brought up the question. She was a ship the most formid- 
able in the world; a new ship, nearly completed by John Ericsson, the 
builder of the famous Monitor which destroyed the Merrimac. She 
had cost this Government $1,960,000; anew ship, never out of the har- 
bor except when towed from the port of New York to the port of Phil- 
adelphia. 

Mr. Howland, of New York, agreed to complete her in accordance 
with the contract and specifications for the sum of $300,000. When 
completed what would she have been? A vessel 60 per cent. more for- 
midable, more able in every quality of military efficiency, more capa- 
ble than the present Puritan, the miserable abortion which bears the 
name of the old vessel. On the order of Isaiah Hanscom, then Chief 
of the Bureau of Construction, acting under the authority of the then 
Secretary of the Navy, she was towed to the ship-yard of John Roach 
and ordered by telegraphic message to be broken up. John Roach broke 
her up. He charged this Government $6,000 for breaking her to pieces, 
and when he made his return to the Government he gave it four hun- 
dred and ninety tons of material less than had been put into the ves- 
sel when constructed. 

Do you call that turning into the Federal Treasury the money for 
which vessels were sold? Without one particle of that ship remaining 
except the sign-board which bore her name, the Secretary commenced, 
under the name of repairs (the only thing which he had the authority 
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to do under existing law), to repair what? The sign-board of the old 
Puritan, and to build a vessel which four boards of survey declared if 
completed in accordance with the contract would sink at her moorings. 

The facts are that no contract was observed, no law was obeyed; the 
vessels which the liberality of Congress had enabled the Government to 
build would go down at their moorings; money was squandered right 
and left; vessels were turned over to favored contractors and traded 
away for new material; and that is the honest administration of the 
Government of which the honorable Senator from Maine speaks! This 
he calls covering money into the public Treasury. 

The Senator from Kentucky is entirely right, a I will undertake to 
show some time before this discussion is ended; and if I had the phys- 
ical health I should have undertaken to-day to have shown the people 
of this country the condition of affairs in regard to the administration 
of the Navy. When the honorable Senator from Maine and that side 
of the Chamber undertake now to compel the Congress of the United 
States, by affixing at the end of an appropriation billan appropriation 
of money to allow the same condition of things to go on under this | 
naval administration, for the influence outside then is to-day the power 
inside the Navy Department; when the honorable Senator from Maine 


undertakes to deny the statements of the Senator from Kentucky, then | 


[ wish him to answer me with regard to the Puritan, what has become 
of her, what has the Government received for her, a vessel that cost 
$1,960,000, a new ship that had never been out of port, and was delib- 
erately broken to pieces and bartered to a favored contractor, who re- 
turned, not what the vessel was worth, but exactly what he pleased, to 
the Government. What the contractor was to receive was the ship it- 
self; what the Government was to receive depended entirely upon his 
discretion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is a very old story of the Senator 
trom New Jersey 

Mr. BECK. I have not yielded the floor, but Iam willing this shall 
vo on. Lonly desire to make this remark before the Senator from Maine 
proceeds, that that is an old story that he very defiantly brought up 
yesterday when he said that not a dollar had been spent except what 
appears in the appropriation bills, and that the charge that anything 
had been spent wrongfully was a slander. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not going to take up the timeof the Senator from 
Kentucky —— 

Mr. BECK. The bravado of yesterday can not be made good 

Mr. HALE. This is only a renewal of the attempt of the Senator 
trom New Jersey to alarm and array his side of the Chamber by reviv- 
ing some of these old complaints. If there was anything under the sun 
that was thoroughly discussed by the Senate in the last session of the 
last Congress, it was the very subject-matter of these iron-turreted ar- 
mored ships, their inception, the whole cause of their building, their 
change from wooden to armored iron ships. Every point in that mat- 
ter was brought out fully in the discussion last year, and on that the 
Senate concluded deliberately to embark in the enterprise of finishing 
the monitors. 

Now, let me say to the Senator from New Jersey, who has arrayed 
here in the most impressive manner possible by him his statement as 
to the Puritan, that from the time the first hammer was struck on the 
original keel of the Puritan not one step has been taken without the 
action and the advisement of naval boards constituted by the Secretary ; 
every process of condemnation was approved; and finally out of it all 
the action was taken by the investigation of the Department upon the 
claim that there had been wrong proceedings; and on the action of those 
boards, as I explained in the debate in the last Congress—and which if 
necessary I will bring here again—every subsequent step has been taken. 
The Senator can not show that a particle of fraud or corruption rested 
at the bottom of this thing. Why it is that he insists now at this lat 
day on reviving that old controversy that was settled at the last Con- 
gress, and on the basis of which, as the Senator from Kentucky knows, 





the Committee on Appropriations has put an appropriation in this bill | 


of $2,000,600 to complete these monitors, passes my comprehension. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield just one minute? 

Mr. HALE. All the time you want. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not raised any question regarding the 
Puritan. The Senator from Maine raised the question, and he spoke ot 
the Puritan as one of the vessels for which returns had been made in 
answer to the statement made by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. I spoke of the Puritan as one of the ships we are propos- 
ing tofinish. Inever went intoany ofthese old controversies. I never 
have brought them up. I have no objection to their being brought up 
They only delay discussion on the practical ever-present question that 
is before the American Congress to-day, and that is, whether you will 
vote to rebuild the American Navy, whether you will vote supplies to 
maintain the national honor, whether you will here and now provide for 
the national defense. That is the real question. I am not going to 


occupy any great length of time in harrowing over these old things of 


the past. Ido not believe that Senator can alarm that side ot the 
Chamber by bringing these things up. It can not be done. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine was the Sen- 
ator who brought those things up on yesterday, and he read with ap 
parent satisfaction that so many dollarsof the $385,000,000 the Senator 


from Missouri spoke of were spent for this and so much for that, and 
that all had been fairly accounted for, and that that was all that ever 
had been spent. When I alluded to the tact yesterday and said to him 
that he was undertaking a job that would last him several weeks if he 
was going to show that everything done with that money was proper, 
I simply brought the official record sent by the Secretary himself to 
show that in addition to all the expenditure of $385,000,000 since 1866 
which had been made and the result no navy, and six hundred and fifty 
vessels of the United States owned at the close of the war with iron- 
clads that were said to be the best in the world according to Mr. Harris, 
of Massachusetts, were nearly all gone, and that the money for which they 
were sold prior to 1872 or 1873, at least, was all expended in addition 
to the appropriations made by law; and the Secretary in his report of 
April 10, 1872, being Executive Document No. 250, Forty-second Con 

gress, second session, said that $119,000,000 had been appropriated for 
the service for the year 1865-66, much of which was not needed because 
the war closed before the fiscal year began and only $43,000,000 of that 
sum was spent. So they had a larger surplus remaining. Secretary 
Welles covered $7,400,000 of that into the Treasury. There was $24,- 
000,000 besides what the ships sold for, in addition to all the appropri- 
ations made by law that fell into the hands of the Department. Ves 

sels and materials were sold and the Navy Department gave a sort of 
account of them, but such an account! I have the official document 
in my hand. This is a fair specimen. No human being not in the 
secret is any wiser after reading it. 


, Amount re- 
Character of prop- 





By whom sold ont When. Where. alized from 
_—* sale 
Admiral C.H.Bell) Furniture July 24,1865 New York S667 5O 
Vessels 3d quar., 1865 do. 706, 350 00 
Do 3d quar., 1865 do. 764, 200 00 
Boats Sept 25, 1865 do. 02 SO 
Vessels Oct 25, 1865 do. 509. 350 37 
Do ; Nov 10. LS65 do. 168 
Lumber Nov Renee do. 
Refuse wood, & Ist quar., 1866 .do 1. o2 
Do 2d quar 1866 do > 6 
Vessels Mar 16, 1866 do 16, 2 
Do Avg. 23, 1866 do 12,4 
Do June 15, 1866 do 5 
Do Sept 13, 1866 do 5. 000 { 
Do ’ ceaecl Ge 5, 1866 do 119. 990 00 
Timber Siig -} Uct. 5, 1866 ac ‘ 7 
Vessels Nov 9. 1866 do 6.000 09 
Do Oct. 9. 1866 do 2 000 00 
Refuse wood, &&« cl quar., 1866 do 1.108 
Vessels Jan 19, 1867 do 16. 000 00 


On the 2d day of May, 1872, I believe it was, this matter was up in 
the Senate as well as the House, and the present presiding officer en- 
lightened this body as to what became of these ships. Among other 
things the Senator from Vermont |Mr. EpMUNDs] then said 

But we had a little investigation during that time into some of the affairs of 
the Navy Department respecting the sale of some of those ships that are now 
making such a fuss in this debate, and it did appear in that investigation (and 
if Senators are very curious I think I can look up the testimony and have it 
read) that, not to spend any time in detailing them, some very extraordinary 


performances in the way of advertising ships for sale, and then taking pains to 
have them awarded to the lowest instead of the highest bidder, took place in 


that Department. One of them we stopped and broke up; one or two we were 
unable to. 

If that Senator will take the pains to look up how those ships were 
sold he will enlighten the Senator from Maine very much as to the 
mode in which our ships were disposed of. But I rather agree with 
the Senator from Maine. If he is content to go back over all these 
things, I do not object to doing it. I have the reports here showing 
the contracts of the 3d of March, 1877, which were repudiated after- 
ward by Congress, all binding the Department when there was no ap- 
propriation made by law to carry them on—all repudiated over and 
over again. That is one reason, among other things, why I say that | 


| will not provide for more cruisers of this class until we see that the 


contracts now made by the Department are faithfully executed: that 
the ships are of the character we have a right to expect them to be; 
that they will perform the service we expect from them, especially when 
it has been said on this floor by naval constructors and others that they 


| are unfit for the use for which they are intended, when it has been said 


on this floor that other contractors did not dare to bid because they 
could not get the character of inspection that Mr. Roach could get, 
when it is admitted that they are of no value for defense and are only 
fit te prevent war by intimidating other nations—which is a great deal, 
of course: it is one of the things that ought to follow If the vessels 


| now being built can only come up to that, and if the Alaska outsails 


them five miles an hour, what good are they going to do in stopping 
her? Speed is one of the greatest elements required. Until we know 
the practical result on these points we ought not to duplicate them. | 
think the Senator from Florida will agree with me 1n that 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 1 will Say that the entire testimony given 
| before the Naval Committee by those gentlemen who have devoted 
| their lives to the public service, and whose opinions are wor 
' than my own and the Senator’s, all concur that they will have the 
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I think that is the testimony of Admiral Porter and of the gen- 
tlemen of the Navy whom we examined; that there was no trouble 
whatever about getting the speed out of these ships; that it was the 
simplest question of mathematics. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not propose tosay any more. I have expressed my 
views in regard to the matter. I opposed this amendment in the com- 
but the majority overruled me. I have not the faith that I had 
a few days ago in the advisory board after I have seen and heard what 
I have about them. When the House of Representatives deliberately, 
against their report, ordered the armor of Engineer Clark to be placed 
on the guns of the Chicago, and when the committee of the Senate did 
the same thing, and I now believe they were right in doing it, though | 
| opposed it, the House and the Senate committee have cast a vote of 


rmittes 


censure upon and not a vote of confidence in regard to that advisory 
board. I think that ought at least to make us wait until we see 


whether what they have advised is fit for use before we proceed to build 
ny more ships under their direction. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida Mr. President, I am not going to discuss 
stion at length, but it seems to me to be admitted on all hands 
that the present state of the Navy is such as to require some action by 
Congre [t is admitted on all hands that we have got nothing in the 
way of ships to defend this country or to prevent a war. It does not 
matter to me whether we build ships that will prevent war or ships | 
that will succeed in defending us after war arises; the consequence is | 


thy 


ue 


the same It would be infinitely better if we had a power that would | 
enable us to avoid war, which is a thing always to be deprecated; but 


as IL said before, according to the testimony of Admiral Porter and the 

other officers of the Navy examined before the Naval Committee, in a | 
few inder the existing authority of Congress, which my friend 

from Kentucky helped to give to the Secretary of the Navy, there will 
not be a naval ship afloat to bear the American flag. 

[ for one, without regard to party, am not willing to take the respon- 
sibility of putting out of commission every public ship that bears the 
flag of this great Republic and at the same time refuse to vote a dollar | 
to supply its place 


yeal 


| know there have been abuses in the past, and nobody regrets them 
more than I do; but I say that the statement of that fact is noanswer to | 
the demand now made by the country for some decided action with re- 
spect to the building up of a public force. Admiral Porter says in his 
testimony lying before me that in a few years, under the existing act | 
of Congress, for which the Senator from Kentucky voted, there will not 
be a ship afloat; and they have gone on, as my friend from New Jersey | 
knows, for he referred to it in the beginning of this debate, and con- 
demned sixty orseventy ships. I deprecated that authority at the time 
it was given. I de not like to repeat myself on this subject, but I say 
that all this ought to have been considered before it was determined to 
blot out the existing navy I say that the country will not be satisfied 
atter Congress has passed a law giving this very Secretary the power to | 
dispense with every ship that now bears your flag and leave the country 
absolutely without a ship of war except these three or four little vessels 
proposed to be brought into existence under the existing contract. I! 
do not think that will satisfy the public mind. Whatever difference 
of opinion there may be with respect to the existence of a naval force, 
the public opinion of this country will demand a larger force than the 
three or four cruisers now being built under the existing contract. 

[ said before that it was a humiliating thing for me to hear in the 
Senate of the United States, and have it paraded before the great | 
powers of the world, that there was no confidence anywhere in this Re- 
public under which its interests could be attended to in great affairs 


like this. It is humiliating to me to think of it going out to Great 
Britain and to France and to the whole world that the American Re- 
public is in sucha condition it can not trust one of its own chosen offi- 
cers, its President, to take a step in the direction of building up its pub- 
lic 1 Chere is not a morning chronicle in London or in Paris but | 


what will reflect on the sentiments that have gone out to the detriment 


of this country and its institutions and parade them before the public 
of their countries 

[ say there is no question of party involved in this. I do not car 
who is in power, whether it be a Democrat or a Republican; there are 


some things essential to the public interest that must be done. 
is the spirit that animates m«¢ 
that it was mock patriotism. 
W h everybody admits 


ait 
dent of tl 


That 
rhe Senator from Kentucky intimated 
Nothing of the kind; but a necessity 
his measure proposes to give to the Presi- 
ve United States this authority. I have nothing to do with 


Chandler or with Roach I do not know them in this business and 
never will; but I do recognize the President of the United States as the 
head of this great Republic, exercising under all the responsibilities 


that can possibly attach to the highest position on earth the functions 


at office; and when he comes and says that the interests of this 
people require that something shall be done in the line of building up 
the Navy and protecting the interests of the country, I am not going to 
turn away from him because he happens to be a Republican and La 
Democrat 

Next year orso, if we should have a Democratic President and a Re- | 
publican Senate, they might take the ground that they would not trust | 
him with these matters affecting the public welfare. Can you keep up 


of a gr 
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| merce. 











ECORD—SEN ATE. 


APRIL 


LU, 


a Government on that line? If officers fail to do their duty, hold 
them to accountability; impeach them, turn them out of office; but 
above all things take care of the interests of the Republic. That is 
the position this question is in. It is all very well to talk about guns, 
but I say here in a few years you will not have a ship able to protect 
your commerce in case of emergencies or to prevent war, 

As I have said repeatedly before, I do not want to see our Navy de- 
stroyed, and I voted against the law to which I have alluded because, 
as I said yesterday, I was apprehensive that this contingency would 
arise, that after Congress had given the Secretary authority to put out 
of commission every existing wooden ship I did not believe when the 
time came the authority would be extended to replace them. Is not 
that exactly the position of the Senator from New Jersey to-day? This 
ground’ought to have been surveyed with the eye of a statesman before 
you took the first step. You ought not to have given authority to de- 
stroy our existing Navy unless you were prepared to give authority to 
build something in its place. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not vote for that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not either. The record shows that 
I did not. I took the ground at the time that I was willing to go 
slowly and to add to the Navy by degrees, but that I was not willing 


| to give this extraordinary power the effect of which Admiral Porter 


testifies to here and says that in a few years there will not be a ship 
afloat to bear your flag. 

Now, with respect to the testing of the cruisers at present being con 
structed that isall very well. They will not begin to replace the ships 
that are going out of commission. In two years from now all your best 
wooden ships will be gone and there is no help for it, because under 
this 30 per cent. clause, as the Senator from New Jersey knows, as Con- 


| gress has given this authority, the country will be without the means 


ot protecting the people. Then what are you going to do about it? 


| Do you suppose that any party or any set of public men can stand be- 


fore the country on the ground that this Government at this advanced 
day is not to have ships of war? Notwithstanding all that is said 


about our commerce (and God knows it is in a condition to merit nearly 


everything that has been said), the commercial marine of the United 
States is second to that of Great Britain to-day under all its disad- 
vantages. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] said the other day 
that there is no necessity for a naval force except on account of com- 
Well, we have more commerce than France, more than Ger- 


| many, more than Russia, more than any other power with the excep 


tion of Great Britain. Look at their navies. Where is the commerce 


| of Peru, of Chili, of Brazil, of Spain, of any of the powers whose fleets 


are completely overshadowing those of the great Republic of 
America ? 

Finding this great necessity, I have voted in the line of building up 
the Navy, and I shall continue to vote on that line. No matter what 
may have been the shortcomings of officials in the past, their existence 
will not justify me in refusing to place the country in a proper state. 
That is my position. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator states his position, and states it 
very frankly and very strongly. He has already voted, if I remember 
aright, in favor of a bill for the Navy, which bill passed the Senate and 
is pending in the other House of Congress. It is now proposed to repeat 
that legislation upon an appropriation bill, to the imminent peril, as the 
Senator knows, of other appropriations, just and needed appropriations, 
in this bill for other purposes. Does he propose to give his sanction to 
such an unwarranted and audacious attempt, when in fact the House has 
all the right to-day, all the power it possibly can have, to deal with this 
question that it will have if thisamendment should be adopted? Does 
he propose to place the members of that House*in the position of being 
again charged with starving this Government because they refuse to 
agree with the Senate in voting an increase of the Navy when thesame 
bill is pending there and has not yet been considered by the appropriate 
committee there ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, | am not going .nto matters 
between the two Houses. When it comes to that, the House of Repre- 
sentatives, if we are permitted to allude to it, has sent its legislation 
here time and again encumbered with provisions such as this body did 
not think proper. The Chair has already held that this provision is 
in order-under the rules of this body. I am not going outside of this 
Chamber to take into consideration what the House will do or what it 
will not do. Whatever it does will be acceptable to me. I have only 
my duty to perform in this matter, and if this appropriation is in order 
under the rules of the Senate, and it tends in the direction that I said 
I favor, the building up a navy, I see nothing in the way of my sup- 
porting it, especially when I see that this country will be left in a state 
utterly defenseless. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would rather the Senator would let me 
get through and then he can make his speech. I only want to justify 
myself. 

I concurred with the Senator, as he well knows, when this matte 
was first opened two years ago, stood by him, and refused to vote te 
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give the power under which these results are being worked out, but I 
do not want to place myself in the position of refusing to give the Gov- 
ernment money for the purpose of public defense on the sea, especially 
after the Executive has said that the national honor and necessity de- 
mand it, and we know from every quarter that that is the case. 

You may say we are going to have no war. Possibly not, but you 
can not tell when war may come upon us. If, as has been said, these 
cruisers will have the effect of preventing war, that is a result which 
ought to be acceptable. 

From the testimony before the Naval Committee from the officers who 
were there, I have not any doubt that these ships will be all that is 
claimed for them. As I said to the Senator from Kentucky, I did not 
expect them to be able to cope with the great ironclads of England and 
France and Italy, but still they will answer a great purpose of defense 
in showing to Great Britain and other maritine nations of the world 
and if we have war we can only have it with them—that there is some 
power here to guard the public interests and to protect ourselves from 
their attacks. I donotthink that four cruisers to take the place of our 
entire wooden navy will satisfy the demands of the country. What 
does Admiral Porter say? Let me read a question put to him by the 
Senator from New Jersey and his answer to it: 

Senator MCPHERSON. Suppose that an appropriation of money could not be 
obtained sufficient to build both, which would you build? 

Admiral Porter. That is a pretty hard question to answer; we are so much 
in want of vessels of all kinds. In four years more almost every ship in the 
Navy, by the rule now adopted, will go on the retired-list. It will take more 
than four years to getanything like the number of ships that will be condemned 
by the law. Therefore I am undecided what to say about that subject 

Here is the authority of the commander-in-chief of the Navy that in 
four more years, under the act of Congress, for which I did not vote, but 
for which the Senator from Kentucky did, there will not be a ship of 
ours on the ocean. I say that this condition of things will not satisfy 
the public mind of this country in my opinion, and that neither Demo- 
crats nor Republicans, north or south, will be satisfied to see in four 
years every vessel that now bears the American flag retired and noth- 
ing to take its place. 

It is true that our Navy never was up to the standard of European 
fleets and never will be; but, as I said in debate when this matter was 
first agitated, before the war we had a navy fit to cope with any in the 
world; our ships were the pride of the country; not as numerous 
those of many foreign nations, but in their quality, in their build, in their 
naval equipment, in 1860 they were the pride of the United States. | 
am not going now to discuss the causes that have led to our present con- 
dition. It is enough for me to know that it exists, and I mean to put 
the responsibility upon those in power to put the country in something 
like the condition it wants to be in respect to a navy, and if they do 
not do their duty in this matter I mean to do mine. But I say upon 
the authority of Admiral Porter that in a few years the Tennessee, the 
Wabash, the Pensacola, all the ships you have now, will be gone, and 
you are going to wait to see the American flag at the head of three or 
four little cruisers on the ocean and our humiliation made greater even 
than it now is! 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After fifty-five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


as 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 10, 1854. 
The recess having expired, the House (at 110’clock a. m., Thursday, 
April 10) resumed its session. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that the House resolve itself into the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 


continuing the consideration of the special order made last Monday— 

bills on the House Calendar for the erection of public buildings 
Mr. EATON. 

sent a report? 
Mr. 


pose 


Will the gentleman give way to me, that I may pre- 
It will take but a moment. 
STOCKSLAGER. Certainly; I yield to my friend for that pur- 


ELECTION 
_Mr. EATON. TheSelect Committee on the Law respecting the Ele: 
tion of President and Vice-President, to whom was referred the bill (S. 25 
to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-Pres 
ident, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for Pres 
ident and Vice-President and the decision of questions arising thereon, 
have considered the same, and are of the opinion that this bill in it 
present form ought not to pass, but have directed me to report it back 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and to recommend 
the adoption of the substitute. I ask that the bill, with the substitute, 
be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 
here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT 
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Mr 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
HARDEMAN ]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. StTOCKSLAGER ] 
withdraws his motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 
FREE ALCOHOL Al 


Mr. HARDEMAN. I hold in my hand a memorial from about two 
thousand citizens of the State of Georgia, residing in twenty-nine dif- 
ferent counties, asking the repeal of the tax on alcohol used for phar 
maceutical purposes, &c. [ask unanimous consent that this memorial, 
without the names, be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly 

The memorial is as follows: 


I now yield to my friend from Georgia [ 


FOR PHARMACEUTI(¢ PURPOSES, ET( 


To the honorable Senators and Representatives in ¢ ss assembled 


Your petitioners beg to show that the tax on aleohol is a heavy burden on 
druggists, on physicians, and on all classes of people, more especially the poor 
of our country. This article enters largly into the medicines which are prime 
necessaries to the sick and afflicted. We show that most of the 


onaor 


tinctures con 
tain one-half alcohol, and many of them are allofalcoholasamenstruum., We 
show that the cost of the alcohol now in a pint of ordinary tincture is 15 cents 
and in the stronger tinctures 30 cents; whereas without this tax the cost would 


be 3} cents and 7} cents respectively, thus making a great burden to the cer 
sumer. We respectfully suggest that it was not the desire or intention of Con 
gress to put so high a tax on articles which are so indispensable 

some means may be devised by which our pharmacists, our druggists, our apoth 
ecaries and our manufacturing chemists may have free alcoho! for pharmaceu 
tical purposes and for manufacturing medicines. We respectfully ask you to 
pass some law by which the burdensome tax above mentioned may be taken 
off 


and ask that 


PROTECTION OF MAIL MATTER FROM FIRI 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H 
Res. 226) requiring the Postmaster-General to investigate and apply 
the most effective means to prevent the mails on postal cars from de 
struction by fire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CHANGE REFERENCE A BILL. 

On motion of Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 5397) for the relief H. B. Wilson, administrator; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


OF OF 


JACOB SEUER 


AnD ELIZABETH 


Mr. SMITH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 6527) 
for the relief of Jacob and Elizabeth Seuer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE 

Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Commit 
tee on Ways and Means the bill (H. R. 3831) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transporta 
tion of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 
1880; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom 


panying report, ordered to be printed 


GOODS 


GUANO ISLANDS 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table Senate bill No. 874, being an act to fu 
the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes, title 72, 
tion to guano islands, and put the same on its passage 
that this bill was unanimously reported from the Commit 





eign Affairs of the House. I have the report here, which gentlemen 
can have read if necessary 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. From what committee is this vorted 

Mr. TALBOTT. From the Committee on Foreign Affair Che bill 
was passed unanimously in the Senate 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report in the cast 

Mr. TALBOTT Yes, sit 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, sub ect 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, a That section 5574, title 72, of the | Stat 
United States be, and the same is hereby, fu s ~ set 
forth for the period of five vears next from d afte the —s 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio I desire to have the report l, reserving 
the right to object until after I shall | he 

Che re port was re ad, as follows 

The ¢ nitte mm Fe on Affair ‘ ~ i 
to further suspend the operation of sect \ S 
United States, title 72. in rela } rua 3.6 Ww e 

rhe law in reference to gua sla S < red y y A 

tizens, passed s i ta vised Ss es, pl 
hibited them { selling the guan« si zens 
States or residents thereof is eX ling fro hi ‘ é f 
the world rhes n con hg is proh weve - . 
susp s operat tiv s 1 and after Is 5 
subs v extend I ea f « gress M ~ 
tir MK nearly a year, th is of this guano from the i } 
has been in force, and has operated astr sly upon allt = 
which American tizens and capital are ¢ uged At y 
islands were actively worked by Americans. near $5,000,0 8 
the business, Several islands have been abandoned. Only three « | 
at present working, and their operations are carried on w i ro 

rhe deposits of phosphates disc« vered in the Carolinas ( 1 5 
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ply the markets of the United States, and the price has been greatly reduced. 


Phe export from the deposits of South Carolina alone are said to be near a quar- 
ter of a million of tonsannually While they can export without hinderance, the 
Americans operating the guano islands appertaining to the United States are 
prohibited from selling abroad 

The justice and policy of the bill appear to be clear; there is no opposition to 
it known to exist in any quarter; your committee therefore recommend its pas- 
sage 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Chere being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
ad by its title a first time, 
third time, and passed 

TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
that the 


and second ordered to a third reading, 


read thie 


Mr 


passed and also moved motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table 
Phe eed to 


latter Movlon Was ag! 


RELIEI CERTAIN 


PAYSON, by unanimous consent, from the 
ic Lands, reported back with amendments the bill 


oO} HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Committee on the 
Publ H. R. 100) for 
the relief of certain pre-emption and homestead settlers in California; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


report, orde red to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILI 
Mr. OATES Mr Speake r, Lask that House bill No. 27, being a bill 
o amend the title of an act to exclude the public lands in Alabama 


from the operation of the laws referring to mineral lands 


Report No. 


117), which by mistake has been placed upon the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union, be referred to the 
House Calendar I move, therefore, thatthe Committee of the Whole 
Hlouse on the state of the Union be discharged from its further consid- 
‘ ition, and that the same be placed upon the House Calendar at the 
piace Whk h it should have been prope rly placed whe n re ported. 

The SPEAKER It would take its proper place upon the Calendar 
without a motion Does the bill make an appropriation of money or 
property or require an appropriation , 

Mr. OATES It does not; it is merely with reference to the dispo- 

tion « ertain public lands in Alabama 

The SPEAKER Without objection, the bill will be referred to the 
He se Calendar 

There is no objection, and it was ordered accordingly 

SALLII \ SPENCHI 
Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 


sent to take trom the Speaker’s table the bill (S 


| 


Sal lic Spence, and put itupon its passage 

The SPEAKER rhe bill will be read, subject to objection 

Che bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, & Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Sallie A. Spence $100, for rent of a building at Murfreesborough, 
Tenn., used and occupied as a hospital, under contract with the proper military 
officers, during July, 1864 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reservethe right toobject until I can hearastate- 


ment from the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee. This bill, Mr. Speaker, has passed the 
Senate, and was unanimously reported upon by the Committee on Claims. 
Che facts of the case are simply these 


That this lady was the owner 
of a building in Murfreesborough, Tenn 


, which was leased from her by 


the War Department, under a contract fixing the payment at the rate of 


$100 per month A regular voucher was given to the claimant for a 
month’s rent under the terms of the contract, which was presented for 
payment, but refused on the ground that the claim originated during 
the rebellion in an insurrectionary State. She only asks now that the 
$100 due for the time during which the building was occupied as a hos- 
pital under the contract shall be paid 
penate 

Mr. HOLMAN 

Mr. STORM. 

Mr. HOLMAN 
the bill to be again reported. 

Mr. STORM. I will withdraw the objection until the bill is read, 
reserving, however, the right to object. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER 
the bill? 

Chere being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


The bill unanimously passed the 


I hope the bill will be again reported. 
1 object. 


for the relief of 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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| hope the gentleman will not object, but will allow 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider the vote by which | 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table 
Che latter motion was agreed to 
ORDER OF 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER [ renew the motion that the House resolve 


itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union 


BUSINESS 


| dered. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is it? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. To go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to proceed with the further consideration of 
the special order, being the bills reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Can we not antagonize that with a motion to take 
a vote on the bill already reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House? 

The SPEAKER. 
it. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is it not amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union yesterday are unfinished 
business of the same class. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. After the recess I now move that 
House adjourn; and on that motion I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 65. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the bills under the special order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I renew the point there is no quorum. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I hope my friend will withdraw that motion 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BELFORD. If the gentleman wishes to let this filibustering go 
on, Ido not. But I will withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. Stock- 
SLAGER as tellers. 


The gentleman can antagonize it by voting against 


the 


[ Laughter. } 


3, noes 7. 


CAVALRY POST, SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the 
Lieutenant-General of the Army containing estimates and plans, c., 
for converting one-half of the quartermaster’s depot at San Antonio, 
Tex., intoa military post sufficient to garrison six companies of cavalry, 
and recommending an appropriation therefor; which was referred t 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


SUBMARINE CABLE, RHODE ISLAND. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from 
the Chief Signal Officer of the Army setting forth the necessity of a 
new submarine cable between Block Island, R. I., and the main-land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the special order. 

The House dividéd ; and the tellers reported ayes 99. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will withdraw the point of no quorum 
if we can have a vote on the bill already reported to the House. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have no authority from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers report—ayes 120, noes 15. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum. 

Mr. BELFORD. I demand a call of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 13. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes &2. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Is it in order to move to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The call has not yet been proceeded with. The 
only mode would be to reconsider the vote ordering a call of the 
House. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order of business. - 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I move to reconsider the vote order- 
ing a call of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 


I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. 


That is the regular order. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the call of the House was or- 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] moves to lay the 


| motion to reconsider on the table. 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 37. 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 


failed to answer: 
Anderson, Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Robinson, J. 8 
Arnot, Davis, R. T. King, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Laird, Shaw, 

Barr, Elliott, Lamb, Singleton, 
Bayne, Eliwood, Lyman, Slocum, | 
Bowen, Fiedler, McCormick, Smalls, 
Boyle, Fyan, Millard, Steele, 
Breckinridge, Geddes, Morey, Stewart, J. W. | 
Brewer, F. B. George. Morgan, Stone, 

Browne, T. M. Gibson, Morse, Struble, | 
Brumm, Hanback, Muller, Sumner, C. A | 
Calkins, Hardy, Murphy, Thomas, 
Campbell, Felix, Harmer, Murray, Townshend, | 
Campbell, J. M. Hemphill, Neece, Wadsworth, | 
Candler, Henderson, T.J. O'Hara, Wait, 
Chace, Henley, Paige, Washburn, | 
Clements, Hewitt, A. S. Parker Weller, 
Collins, Hill, Pettibone, White, J. D 
Connolly, Houk, Phelps, Wilkins | 
Converse, Hurd, Post, Willis, 

Cook, Hutehins, Potter Wise, J. S 

Cox, 8. 8S. Johnson, Randall, Worthington 

Cox, W R. Jordan, Rankin, 

Culbertson, W. W. Kean, Rice, 
Cutcheon, Kellogg, Robertson, 


When the name of Mr. ERMENTROUT was reached, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: It is evident there is a quorum present. 
I move to dispense with further proceedings under the call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the call of the roll can 
be interrupted. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the ¢all of the roll. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I wish to inquire of the Chair how many 
members have answered ? 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and twenty-five members have an- 
swered. The doors will now be closed. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move to dispense with farther proceedings 
under the call, as there is a quorum present. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 105, noes 16. 

So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is now within three minutes of the time 
assigned for the regular meeting of the House. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 20— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER] that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the ‘consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point of order that this day 
has ended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with that as a point 
of order. The legislative day will continue as long as the House sees 
proper to remain in session. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER, there 
were ayes 117, noes 26. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum. 

Mr. BELFORD. I demand a call of the House. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. There is evidently a quorum present. The 
call of the House disclosed that fact, and I hope the gentleman from 
Colorado will withdraw his motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Colorado insist on his 
motion ? 

Mr. BELFORD. I insist on my motion that there be a call of the 
House to ascertain whether we have a quorum of courageous men or of 
cowards. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

The motion for the call of the House was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, the Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gentle- 
man from Indiana, Mr. SrocKSLAGER, and the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. WARNER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 142, noes 21. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I call for the yeas and nays. It will save 
time to give us the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 17 members voting there- 
for—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow the House to decide whether 
tellers shall be ordered or not, although the gentleman from Ohio is 
somewhat late in making his demand. 

On the question of ordering tellers, there were ayes 16—not one-fifth 
ofaquorum. - 


| of the House adopted on Monday last. 
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The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays are refused, 
and the motion is agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itsef into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with refer- 
ence to the erection of public buildings, in pursuance of the resolution 
The committee will resume 
consideration of the bill which constitutes the unfinished business 

The Clerk will report the bill. 

PUBLIC BUILDING 


AT GREENVILLE, 8. ¢ 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Greenville, in the State of South Carolina. a 
substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the 
of the United States district and circuit courts, post-office, internal-revenue office, 
and for other Government uses; the plans and estimates for said building to be 
prepared, examined,and approved as required by section 3734 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States,and at a cost which shall not exceed the sum ol! 
$50,000 when finally completed: Provided, That no money to be appropriated 
for said building shall be used until a valid title to the site selected (which site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of at least fifty feet, including streets and alleys) shall be vested in 
the United States, nor until the State of South Carolina shall have ceded juris 
diction over the same for all purposes, during the time the United States shal 
be or remainthe owner thereof, except forthe enforcement of the criminal laws 
of the State and the service of civil process therein 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I yield twelve minute 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Evins] 

Mr. STORM. [| call for the reading of the report 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is one of the 


H. R. 1458) for the erection of a public building at Greenville, S.C 


use 


of my time to the 


beauties of the resolution 


| under which we are acting that we can not even have the report read 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina 
Mr. SToRM addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania rise? 
Mr. STORM. 


I believe I have the floor. 


I have risen for the purpose of calling for the reading 


| of the report. 


The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report, the Chair will say, isa 
matter of debate, and it is not in order for any gentleman to demand it 
as a matter of right. There is no rule of the House which requires it 
It is a matter of debate, and if the report be read the time occupied in 
reading it must come out of the half hour allowed for debate 

Mr. STORM.. What rule of the House provides that the reading of 
a report is not always in order ? : 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no rule of the House that declares it to 
be in order to have a report read, and it has been the universal practice 
and usage of the House to treat the reading of a report as debate 

Mr. STORM. And is that ruling insisted upon now because of this 
special order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because ot the spec ial order 

Mr. STORM. I hope that those who seem to be in the majority here 
on this question will not object to the reading of the report. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I will state the facts contained in 
the report more briefly than the report does, although it is a short one 

Mr. HORR. I think it has been the practice to allow any member 
to call for the reading of a report 

The CHAIRMAN.  Itis merely a practice, as the Chair understands, 
in the absence of objection to allow a report to be read, and when read 
the time of reading not to be taken out of the time for debate But 
the Chair will thank the gentleman to call attention to any rule of the 
House giving a member the right to demand the reading of a report 

Mr. HORR. I do not know that there is any rule in direct terms, 
but my memory is distinct that this question was raised in the last 
Congress, and it was then held that any member had the right to de 
mand the reading of the report 

Mr. McMILLIN I not remember a single instance when the 
reading of the report has been denied. I trust that in the hot haste 
in which we are considering these bills so important a matter will not be 
made the foundation for the commencement of a practice so dangerous 
in its nature 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. In order to save 
up the report and ask to have it read 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time taken upin reading the report will be 
taken out of the gentleman’s time 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina 
rapidly. 

The Clerk read the report 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill CGH. R, 1458) fora public buiding at Greenville, S. ¢ having had the 
under consideration, begs leave to report 

That similar bills were introduced in the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Con- 
gresses, and in both instances were reported favorably; that in the Forty-sixth 
Congress the bill so reported failed to reach consideration, from the crowded 


state of the Calendar; and in the Forty-seventh Congress a bill passed the Senate 
for the same purpose, and a similar bill was reported favorably by th 


do 


+iy 
tLe 


I will send 


Then | hope the Clerk will read 


made by Mr. DIBBLE), as follows 


same 


Committee 
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on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House, but likewise failed of considera- 


tion for the reason above stated; and the present bill is identical with the one 
last mentioned 

The grounds in favor of this bill are briefly as follows 

Phe ty of Greenville is the third city in population and importance in the 
State of South Carolina, and is rapidly increasing in both particulars, an official 
city census, taken in September, 1583, showing an increase of population when 
compared with the census of 1880 of over 37 per cent. in three years and three 
months It is the largest city in the western district of South Carolina, and is 
in the center of said district and in easy railroad communication with every 
section of it, by lines converging to, and crossing each otherat,thatpoint. The 


United States courts, exercising district court and circuit court powers, are held 


there regularly, and at no other point in the western district, embracing one- 
half of the State. So large is the amount of business there transacted that its 
dispatch has required, during the last few years, an extra term of court every 
year, in addition tothe regular terms designated by statute rhe present United 
States district attorney, in a letter on the subject, says 


A Government court-house is a necessity. More than two-thirds of the busi- 
ness of the United States in this State is done in the district court at that place 
it. €., at Greenville 

The dockets of the last term of the district court at Greenville contained four 
hundred and sixty-five cases for trial, and previous terms have shown even a 
larger number, amounting at one time to seven hundredand forty-five cases. 

The United States « 
are no accommodations at all suited for the United States 
upon this subject, says 


ourts are 


The district judge, 


here is next to no accommodations for our officers—marshal and his dep- 
uties, clerk and his deputies-—and no provision at all for the safe, methodical, 
and de« of the process and papers ofthe court.” 
The circuit judge 
here is equal ne 


ent care 
also expresses the same opinion. 

ssity for suitable accommodations for the postal business, 
As far back as 1879, 326,570 packages of mail matter were handled, and since that 
time the volume of mail matter has largely increased with the growth ofthe 
city. The post-oflice at present is kept in a rerited building, and rents are con- 
tinually advancing, increasing the expense of a suitable rented building year 
after year 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


now held in the county court-house, where there | 


In view of the foregoing facts, your committee recommends that the bill do | 


pass 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I would inquire of the Chair how 
much of my time there is remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his time re- 
maining 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. The facts are so fully stated in the 
report which has just been read that I can not add véry much to it in 
the short time allowed me. In addition to what is stated in the re- 
port, I will simply say in reference to the action heretofore taken in 
regard to this bill that there is now on the Speaker’s table a bill passed 
by the Senate at this session in exactly the samé words as the bill now 
under consideration; but unfortunately, under the rules of the House, 
it is beyond the reach of this committee at present. 

Greenville, where it is proposed to erect this public building, 
of the most beautiful and thriving towns anywhere in the South. 


is one 


Mr. STORM. What is the population of Greenville? 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. According to the last census, that 


of 1880, the population of Greenville was over 5,000. According to an 
official census taken in September last there were 8,355 inhabitants. 
As stated in the report, its progress has been marvelous, and it con- 
tinues to increase in population and business. It is situated in the 
center of the most prosperous portion of the State of South Carolina, and, 
with its healthful climate and commercial advantages, is destined to 
become one of the chief cities of the great Piedmont belt. As evidence 


that in the county of Greenville (including the two mills that are 
within the city limits) there are seven cotton-mills, with about 50,000 
spindles and 800 looms, consuming over 20,000 bags of cotton annually. 
In my own county, the county of Spartanburg, adjoining Greenville, 
there is the same numberof mills, with about 34,000 spindles and 700 
looms, consuming annually over 14,000 bags of cotton. In the county 
of Anderson, adjoining that of Greenville, there are a number of mills, 
running some 15,000 spindles, with 350 looms, and consuming between 
six and seven thousand bags of cotton annually 

The city of Greenville is fast becoming a great manufacturing town. 
In addition to the cotton-mills mentioned, there are there quite a num- 
ber of manufacturing enterprises, important in their character, but 
which I have not now time to more particularly refer to 

The United States district court, having circuit court powers, has 
been held at Greenville a great many years. As stated in the report 
which has been read, the business in that court has continued to increase 
with great rapidity. I have before me a certificate of the clerk of the 
court with reference to the amount of business transacted there. At the 
August term of 1880 there were 187 cases on the docket; at the Au- 
gust term of 1881 there were 120 cases; at the August term of 1882 
there were At the special term which was held in February, 
1883, there were 188 cases, and at the August term of 1883 there were 
277 In addition to the terms of the court held under the stat- 
ute, embracing the months of August and September in each year, for 
the last two years it has been necessary to hold special terms of six 


weeks in February and March in order to dispose of the business of this 
court 


254 cases 


CUSCS 


\s was further stated in the report of the committee, the district at- 
torney says that this building is an ‘‘ absolute necessity 
the same letter referred to in the report with these words 


He ‘ lose Ss 


I hazard nothing in saying that there is no point in the Southern States where 
the erection of a Government building is so imperatively demanded, in view 
solely of the requirements of the Government service.” 


P ; : é | ties in interest except those above named. 
of the rapid growth of this part of the State, I will mention the fact 
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Hon. George 8. Bryan, the district judge, who has for years been zeal- 
ous in his efforts to procure better facilities for the accommodation of 
the court and its officers, says ‘‘ there is next to no accommodation’? in 
that respect. If I had time I could show that the accommodations are 
utterly inadequate, The circuit judge, assistant district attorney, th 
marshal, and clerk all bear testimony to the same effect. 

As to the showing made in the report in reference to the amount of 
mail matter handled and the receipts of the post-office at Greenville, 
there might very properly be added one-third to each of those items, 
by reason of the increase of business since 1879. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that in this list of bills for the erection of 
public buildings none of more merit than this can be presented. | 
trust there will be no objection to it. But for fear there may be I beg 
leave to reserve whatever time I may have remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that there are 
in the State of South Carolina three points at which Federal courts are 
held. Iam glad to see that my friend from South Carolina [ Mr. TiLL- 
MAN] honors me with his attention; and if I am not accurate in my 
statements I hope he will correct me. I holdin my hand a paper which, 
although the original has been mislaid for the moment, is, as I am as- 
sured by the gentleman from South Carolina who presented the original 
to the House, a certified copy. The original of this paper is signed by 
gentlemen of the highest character in six of the counties composing the 
judicial district of which Greenville is the center—the counties of Union, 
York, Fairfield, Edgefield, Spartanburg, and Lancaster. The signers 
are business men, lawyers, judges, and others; and in this paper they 
protest against the erection of this building at Greenville, on the ground 
that from the nature of things it is not the place where the Federal court 
will permanently be held. They represent that, in view of the growth 
of population and the location of railroads now being constructed, an- 
other point will be more central; that this appropriation of $50,000 for 
the erection of a public building at Greenville, with a view exclusively 
to furnishing facilities for the Federal court, will tend to defeat the pub- 
lic will of that portion of South Carolina in respect to the location of 
the Federal court; will prevent an unbiased determination as to where 
the permanent location shall be. With this explanation I ask that the 
paper, without the names, be read. 

Mr. MONEY. If all these people agree upon a place, will the gen- 
tleman vote for the bill to construct a building at that place? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatstate of facts is not yet presented. Iam eon- 
tent to meet the case as it comes. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The undersigned respectfully submit that the bill now before the Congress ef 
the United States to appropriate the sum of $50,000 for the building of a United 
States court-house for the western district of South Carolina, at Greenville, S. C., 
should not pass, for the following reasons: 

Because Greenville is located too far from the center of the district and is less 
accessible to all the counties of the district, except Anderson, Pickens, and Oco- 
nee, which are the smallest and least populous of the said counties. 

Because Spartanburg, S. C., is much nearer the center of the district and has 
much better railroad facilities, and on this account is preferred by all the coun- 
Greenville has but two railroads, 
and one of these runs through the western section of the districtand accommo 
dates only a small number of the people thereof, while Spartanburg has three 


railroads, which run north, south, east, and west through nearly the centers of 
the several sections. Besides, the Greenwood, Laurens and Spartanburg Rail- 


|} road has been graded and will probably be running within this year, which will 
| make Spartanburg more accessible than Greenville to a still larger section of the 


district, 

Because the resources of the upper part of South Carolina are as yet but par- 
tially developed, and the center of trade and commerce not yet fixed, and a 
United States court-house should not be located until these things have been 


| accom plished 


Because the present indications point to Spartanburg as the future center of 


trade, commerce, and railroads for the western district 


| shortest time 


court, except in its geographical position 


Because the court-house should be located where witnesses, jurors, attorneys, 
and parties can reach it by the cheapest and most conVenient route, and in the 


This consideration will be very important when one of the terms 
of the circuit court shall be held in the western district. 


If it be urged that Greenville has been for a long time the place for holding 
the court, we answer that it was selected for that purpose at a time when that 
place had greatly the advantage of Spartanburg in all the facilities for holding 
This is all now changed, and Spar- 
tanburg presents her claim inthe confidence thatevery argument which would 
influence an impartial mind is in her favor 

Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen can not fail to see, from the moderate 
statements of this protest of citizens of South Carolina against the loca- 
tion of this public building at the point named in the bill, that the 
question here presented is whether, as the motive now urged for this 
appropriation seems to be so uncertain in its character, it ought to be 
allowed to influence our conduct in the appropriation of this money. 

Yesterday the Committee of the Whole ordered to be reported favor- 
ably to the House a bill appropriating $150,000 for the erection of a 
public building for the purposes of the Federal court at Keokuk, Iowa: 
yet gentlemen, I have no doubt, are now completely informed that the 
public interests require the location of the Federal court at a different 
point in that State, and that it is more than likely—the chances are 
much more than equal—that the appropriation of $150,000 for the erec- 
tion of a public building at that point will have one of two effects: it 
will either involve ultimately a loss to the Government by reason of a 
change in the location of the Federal court, or else it will tend to fix 
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permanently the Federal court at that particular point, contrary to 
considerations of convenience and public interest. 

Mr. McCo!D rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman will excuse me for a moment. 
What I object to is the passage of bills for the erection of public build- 
ings at these numerous points where Federal courts have been provided 
for, and provided for with the view of furnishing an argument in favor 
of locating public buildings at those points—with the view of fore- 
stalling the action of the people of those States in determining through 
their Representatives and Senators in Congress where the Federal courts 
shall permanently be held. 

Mr. McCOID. What I wanted to say was that the gentleman in 
introducing into the discussion of the pending bill his remarks with 
reference to the Keokuk bill is unfair. He knows that every railroad 
running into the other town runs into Keokuk also; that Keokuk has 
railroad facilities equal to those of the other town; that the two towns 
are but forty miles apart; that Keokuk is an important town upon the 
Mississippi River, and is in the most populous county in the judicial 
division-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
to him further. 

Mr. McCOID. The gentleman has introduced his remarks about 
Keokuk into the discussion of this bill, in order, I suppose, insidiously to 
injure the bill which has already passed. 
unfair, and is perverting the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman need not get into a passion. His bill 
has been reported favorably to the House, and he can afford to be court- 
eous, even if his local interests are atstake. Ido notthink our interests 
in any measure ought todestroy our temper. I put the case of Keokuk 
for the purpose of illustration; and what I have said is more than sus- 
tained by an article read yesterday from one of the most respectable pa- 
pers in the State of Iowa. 

I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
TILLMAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, as I presented the memorial which 
has just been read by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], I 
desire to state some of the factsin reference to its presentation. It was 
forwarded to me in the absence of my colleague [ Mr. Evins], in whose 
district most of the people reside who signed it, and I was asked to pre- 
sent it, and I did present it merely because I respect the sacred right 
of petition, no matter from what quarter it comes. 

I say to this House now, in all candor, that memorial was gotten up 
in a spirit of rivalry and jealousy on the part of the town of Spartan- 
burg, between which and Greenville, where it is proposed to locate this 
building, there is and has long been a fierce contest for precedence in 
trade and power; a spirit of rivalry and jealousy—nothing more. 

The entire South Carolina delegation are in favor of thisbill. Every- 
body in the State except those actuated by the petty jealousy just men- 
tioned are in favor of it. 

Mr. Chairman, in erecting this grand Capitol at a cost of thirteen and 
a half million dollars we have had some regard for the comfort of mem- 
bers as well as for providing asymbolical structure worthy of the dignity, 
wealth, and greatness of this mighty Government. Now, if it be proper 
to build a fit Capitol in which the Legislature of the United States shall 
meet, why not construct comfortable and respectable quarters for the judi- 
ciary and for the collectors of customs duties and internal revenue? Why 
not have decent edifices for the post-oftices of the cities? There is such 
a thing as moral power which in governments in respect to many things 
is far superior to physical power. The time has passed when the Fed- 
eral Government should be living from hand to mouth and holding its 
courts in an old barn orat the mercy of some owner of'a piece of dilapidated 
property, or even being dependent on the States. While I do not want 
the United States to dominate the States, I, even as an ultra State-rights 
man, if you choose to call me so, do wish to see this Government have 
suitable quarters for its judicial officers to hold court in and where the 
publie records may be safely preserved, and I do hope, as we have only 
claimed the modest sum of $50,000 for this Greenville building, that 
the House will agree to grant it to us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like toask the gentleman from 
South Carolina what is the character of the four hundred and sixty- 
five cases reported to be upon the docket of the court in Greenville ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Most of these cases are for alleged violations of the 
internal-revenue laws, and that is one reason why I wish to repeal those 
laws, 

_ Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, if this bill were here stand- 
ing upon its own merits outside of any combination to put through this 
House a number of bills under a special order which binds and gags the 
House, I might vote for it. I think I should. I do not understand, 
however, upon what theory $150,000 is appropriated for a public build- 
ing for the same purpose at Keokuk, Iowa, with a population of six or 
seven or eight thousand people and $100,000 at Waco for a building for 
the same purpose, and $50,000 in Greenville, 8S. C., for a building for 
the same purpose. I say I do not know upon what theory, unless it be on 
this theory: that the $150,000 and $100,000 and the $50,000 are only the 


My friend will have to excuse me; I can not yield 


The gentleman’s course is 


beginning of expenditures that are hereafter to be made. We know that ‘ 
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has been the course in the construction of our public buildings hereto 
fore. The gentleman from Connecticut will bear me out in the asser 
tion that the appropriation of $200,000 for the public building in the 
State was run up to over $900,000 before we got through with it. 
it has been with all the public buildings. I find nothing specitic as to 
the character of the building in this bill except that the architect shal] 
submit a plan, but what will be the cost this House officially has no 
means of knowing. If you would give thearchitects and the engineers 
of the country all the money they want to expend there would be no 
occasion for reducing taxation 

One word further. My objection, therefore, to this bill principally is 
it comes here combined with others under a rule that is not only in- 
iquitous itself, but against good public morals; and all bills, Mr. Chair 
man, passed under such arule should, in my judgment, if not defeated 
here, be vetoed after they have passed. 

[ Here the hammer fell 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER 
Carolina [Mr. Evins] 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I would not say another word ex 
cept for the fact that the memorial read by the gentleman from Indiana 
places me ina position where it is necessary I should say something. It 
has already been stated by my colleague [Mr. TILLMAN] that this me 
morial arises out of a contest between two rival towns. As a native 
and resident of Spartanburg, which my friend has so eloquently repre 
sented, I should be delighted if it were consistent with my public duties 
and what is best for the public service to transfer this court-house from 
Greenville to Spartanburg. But I stand here as the Representative ot 
the fourth Congressional district, and not merely as the Representative 
of my own town and county. 

Mr. STORM. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether the 
facts set forth in that petition are true or not; that is what the House 


So 


I will yield tothe gentleman from South 


| wishes to know and not anything about the rivalry between these two 


L 
towns. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
will only take his seat 

Now, the facts are these: Greenville is very near the geographical 
center of the district. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. [still have four minutes left, and will yield 
two of them to the gentleman. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is only about thirty or thirty-five miles from 
the geographical center. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. 
time. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I would 
like to understand as to the extent of the resolution fixing to-day foi 
the consideration of these public-building bills. Does it apply to Sen 
ate bills on the Speaker’s table, or is it confined simply to those in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly thinks that is a parliamentary 
inquiry at this time, as we are engaged in the consideration of a partic- 
ular bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understood the gentleman’s time had expired 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman has two minutes more 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. As Isaid a moment ago, Mr. Chair 
man, Greenville has all of the advantages, I think, that any other point 
in the district has as a place for holding the courts of the United States. 
It has sufficient railroad facilities; one long line of railroad running 
north and south through the whole district, and another line running 
east and west through the entire district. There is no difficulty what 
ever on that point. Another railroad, too, is now being constructed 
from Greenville to Laurens, adding still further facilities. 

The reasons given in the memorial I do not think should prevail 
against the facts stated in the report of the committee, and I have no 
doubt the House will agree with me. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say but a single 
word in order to place the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds 
in a proper position before this House. With reference to the 
rial which has been sent up by my colleague from Indiana, I will state 
it did not reach the committee until long after the bill had been re 
ported to the House. This committee, therefore, has now all of the in 
formation that is to be obtained with reference to that matter 

I do not know what weight should be given to it. Opportunity has 
been given to gentlemen from that State to have expressed their views 
upon the subject, and I do not think that they are averse to the 
of the committee in presenting this bill 

Mr. STORM. Let me ask the gentleman a 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Certainly 

Mr. STORM. Doyou know anything to the contrary as to the facts 
stated in the paper which was read? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, I do not, sir 

Mr. STORM. The gentleman coming from that district would not 
allow the question to be asked. Now, I want to know f1 hody 
who has information upon the subject as to the facts of that memorial 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. | 
except what is set forth in th 


I will answer the gentleman if he 


I hope this will not come out of my 


memo 


action 


question 


m some 


nothing at all with 


memerial it 


know ‘e to it 


referen 
self. 
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Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. What question is it the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania says I would not permit to be asked? 
Mr. STORM. I asked you whether you could state as to the facts 


ontained in that memorial. When I asked the question you told me 


to take my seat 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Isaid if the gentleman would take 
his seat | would answer the question 


Mr. STORM But you did not answer 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I said that it was a local question 
as between the two places, that there was a contest for the building. 


it 


Mr. STORM Now I want to know with relation to the facts set 
forth in that memorial 

Mr. TILLMAN rhe gentleman I think is mistaken in the char- 
uwtel the memorial 

Mr. STORM What I want is the fact as to the geographical situa- 
tion of the two towns It is set forth there that one of them, where it 


is proposed to put this building, is not properly located 

M TILLMAN That is undoubtedly a mistake 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I would say to the gentleman that 
the location of this building at Greenville is approved by a very large 
the people of the State and district, and the law requires the 
courts to be held at that point 

Che CHAIRMAN The time allowed for debate on this has expired. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that 


t 


body of 


ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
Che motion was agreed to 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ALBANY, IND. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now call up House bill 337, to provide for 


the construction of a public building at New Albany, Ind. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to renew the inquiry made by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, whether, if the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds desire to do so, it will be competent for them to move to | 


take up a bill upon the Speaker’s table from the Senate under the res- 
olution which was adopted on Monday ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that he hardly considers 
that a parliamentary inquiry; but as a matter of fact the Chair does 
not think, under the terms of the motion under which the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole this morning, it can consider 


any bills except those reported by the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds, because the motion limited the committee to the consider- 
ation of those bills. Besides that, the Senate bills on the Speaker’s 
table are in the House and have not been referred to the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. The resolution adopted on Monday was that we 
should set apart yesterday and subsequent days for the consideration 
of such bills reported from the committee and also such as were upon 
the Speaker’s table from the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that these bills upon the 
Speaker’s table must be first considered in the House. The Chair will 
state, however, that a ruling on that subject would hardly be pertinent 
now; nor would the Chair consider himself bound by a mere statement 
of opinion not called for by an actual question which has arisen. 

Mr. KEIFER. That had better come up in the regular way when 
the question shall be raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not announce that, as he inti- 
mated, in the nature of a ruling. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now call up the bill which I have inti- 
mated, House bill 337 


hdd 


The CHAIRMAN 


The bill will be read. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows 


Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Representative s of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site for 
a public building, which site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from 
fire in adjacent buildings by an open space not less than fifty feet, including 
streets and alleys, and cause to be erected thereon, at the city of New Albany, 
in the State of Indiana, a substantial and commodious public building, with 
fire-proof vaults, for the use of the United States district and circuit courts, the 
internal-revenue service, and the post-office; the plans and estimates of said 
building having first been prepared, examined, and approved as required by 


section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, upon calculations and 


specifications that will insure the completion of the building at a cost not to ex- | 


ceed the sum of $100,000, which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That no money to be ap- 
propriated for said building shall be used until a valid title to the site selected 
shall be vested in the United States, 
ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during 
the time the Government shall be or remain the owner thereof, except for the 


enforcement of the criminal laws of the State and the service of civil process 
th erein 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman 

The report was read, as follows: 


I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report will be read in the turn of the gen- 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 337) providing for the erection of a public building at New Albany, 
Ind., for the use of the Government of the United States as a court-house, post- 
office, and other Government uses, have had the same under consideration, and 
respec tfully report 


That New Albany, Ind The 


contains a population of over 25,000 inhabitants. 


| these courts 


the bill be laid aside to be re- | 


nor until the State of Indiana shall have | 
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post-office at New Albany is the distributing office for about fifty other offices. 
The receipts of the office are now over $15,000annually. It requiresthe services 
of seven persons to transact the business ofthe post-office. The territory within 
its delivery embraces fully 35,000 people. The Government is compelled to rent 
such buildings as can be obtained, without regard to their adaptability or con 
venience to the public, for the use of the post-office and internal-revenue office 
at a large annual rental 

The United States circuit and district courts are located at New Albany 
Within the last twelve years a large number of cases, admiralty, bankruptcy 
and other civil cases, some of them involving large amounts, have been tried in 
And owing to the proximity of the United States quartermaste, 
depot buildings and grounds at Jeffersonville, Ind., over which the United States 


| courts have exclusive jurisdiction, as well asto other and natural causes, a large 


number of criminal cases bave also been tried in the United States courts at this 
place The office of the clerk of these courts, which is located two and a halt 
squares from the place where the courts are held, has a large file of important 
documents, which are altogether insecure from fire The courts are held, by 
permission of Floyd County, Indiana, in the grand-jury room in the county 
court-house, a place wholly inadequate for the easy and convenient transaction 
of its business. 

There has been no custom-house at New Albany for a number of years, h« 
cause there is no Government building in which to transact the business. The 
business has been audited through the Louisville, Ky., custom-house, at great 
inconvenience to the mercantile interests of New Albany. One firm alone, th 
proprietors of the glass-works, imports annually over a thousand tons of soda 
ash, emery-stone, arsenic, and felting, for use in manufacturing glass. This bus 
ness, as now done, entails much trouble, annoyance, and expense upon the im 
porters. In addition, New Albany is the largest manufacturing city in the Stat 
Her facilities for railroad and water transportation are excellent, and then shx 
is growing rapidly in population and wealth. A bill for the erection of a publi 
building at New Albany was favorably reported by the Committee on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds in the Forty-sixth Congress, and again in the Forty 
| seventh Congress, but in both instances failed of a passage because they were 
| not reached on the Calendar 

In view of the above facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bil 
limiting the cost of the building and site for the same to $100,000 


Mr.STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, if I can have theattention of 
the committee, I would like to be heard for a few minutes on this bil! 
The report as read sets forth the facts briefly in regard to the propriety 
| of the construction of this building at New Albany, and I shall ask 
permission to append to my remarks some additional statistics in re- 
gard to the manufacturing business and enterprises of that city: 


STATISTICS OF NEW ALBANY 


| This city is the county seat of Floyd County, Indiana. Population in 1834 
estimate based on average annual increase, 22,000; estimate based on town 
ship trustees’ enumeration, 25,000. Location, on Ohio River, nearly opposite 
| Louisville, Ky., and the most important town on the north bank of the Ohio 
between Cincinnati and Evansville,and about midway between these two cities 
Immediate railroad connections with all points of the State, with all the advan 
tages of river transportation afforded by the Ohio and its tributaries. Direct 
railroad lines to Saint Louis, Chicago, Cincinnati, Indianapolis, and all points 
| North, West, East, and South 
Trade statistics.—Value of river trade, $13,500,000; railroad tonnage in 1882 
240,000 tons; coal consumed annually, 7,000,000 bushels; number of industria! 
| establishments in the city, 139; capital invested, $7,544,490; hands employed 
1.836; wages paid annually, $2,091,744; value of annual products and sales 
| $26,851,257 
| The most important industrial establishments are plate and window glass and 
bottle and fruit-jar works, rail-mills, cotton-mills, hosiery-mills, cotton-batting 
| factory, stove-works, steam-forge works, four merchant flour-mills, three larg: 
| furniture factories, four large founderies and machine-shops, two extensive bent- 
wood works, six large tanneries, three large cooperage works, four large brew- 
| eries, two large railroad-spike works, four large planing-mills, large boot and 
shoe factories, two brass founderies, carriage and wagon works, and cigar and 
tobacco factories, and other establishments representing various industries 
| Twoterms of the Federal courts are annually held in this city. These courts 
| are held in the county court-house. The United States revenue service has an 
important office in the city, the tobacco, cigar, beer, and wholesale and retail 
liquor interests paying a large revenue to the Government here. The Federal 
courts held in this city are pensioners for a court-room upon the bounty of th: 
county commissioners, the Government paying no rental 
The city does a large wholesale trade in groceries, dry goods, boots and shoes 
| liquors, &c. There are Government offices in the city as follows : Deputy clerk 
| of Federal courts, United States commissioners, deputy United States marsha 
deputy United States internal-revenue collector and assessor, postmaster. Tl 
business of the Federal courts for this district is steadily on the increase, as well 
| as that of the post-office. Railroads centering at New Albany: Louisville, New 
Albany and Chicago; Jeffersonville, Madison and Indianapolis; Ohio and Mis 
sissippi; New Albany and Saint Louis Air Line. These roads afford facilities 
for reaching every county inthe State but three, and*to these there is river navi 
gation by the Ohio 
New Albany is the most important manufacturing city in Indiana, both in 
number and extent of its factories. One establishment alone in the city, the De 
Pauw American Plate Glass Works, annually pays the Government $25,000 as 
|} custom charges on imported raw material, soda-ash, &c. Wholesale liquor 
| wholesale drug, wholesale queensware, and other dealers, besides other manu- 
factories, also pay a large revenue in customsduties, The Government pays an 
nually a heavy rental for a building for the use of the post-office. The impor 
| tance of the office in this city is annually growing, and will demand increased 
facilities at increased cost to the Government 


Now a word as to the question of policy of the Committee on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds with reference to bills reported by that com- 
mittee. I ask the opportunity to speak upon that subject upon m) 
own bill, so that no man can charge me with an attempt to affect any 
other bill. The policy of erecting public buildings by the Govern- 
ment outsideof the city of Washington for the transaction of the public 
business of the Government is no new one. It has been in existence 
for nearly three-quarters of a century. 

During that time nearly $80,000,000 have been expended on public 
buildings outside of this city. I believe about one-third of that amount 
has gone to three States, the States of Missouri, Ohio, and New York 
My friend, Colonel YouNG, of Tennessee, a member of this committee, 
| has compiled a detailed statement of all these statistics, which he will 

submit when an opportunity is offered. 
| I believe that a wise economy demands that we should erect public 
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buildings at such places as the business, the convenience, and the ne- 
cessities of the Government require. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a single question? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have so little time that I cannot yield 
now. But I will answer any questions the gentleman desires to ask 
in his own time. 

[am as much in favor of economy in the erection of public build- 
ings, I believe, as my friend and colleague, Judge HOLMAN. I believe 
that a rigid economy should be exercised, and I think a reasonable 
sum only should be appropriated for these buildings. I do not agree 
with the Architect of the Treasury in the following views expressed by 
him in his letter submitted to the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds in the Senate: 


It does not seem to me that the subject of the erection of public buildings 
should be considered solely from the standpoint as to whether it is a profitable 
investment of public funds, but that the question of encouragement of industry 
and the cultivation of architectural and mechanical art may very properly b« 
entertained, particularly when bills are under consideration for public build 
ings at cities whose inhabitants have not hitherto been able to profit by the ed- 
ucation to be derived from the erection by private parties of buildings with some 
pretensions to architectural beauty. In furtherance of these objects, | think it 
would be wise to adopt a liberal policy in making appropriations for the con- 
struction of public buildings. 


Secretary Folger, in a communication transmitting this letter, says: 


For my part, I recognize no rule for providing a building at any place save 
that of the needs of the Government at that point. In other words, the sole 
consideration with me is one of present and continued economy with reason- 
able consideration of convenience. 


I heartily agree with Secretary Folger in his views upon the subject. 
Neither do I believe in that other theory that we should have immense 
structures erected throughout the country to produce on the minds of 
the people of the country an impression of awe as to the great strength 
and power of the Federal Government. I do not believe in any such 
doctrine. It is a fallacy, and I am sorry to hear gentlemen advocating 
the erection of these buildings for such reasons. Again, I believe that 
the money expended on the public buildings throughout this country 
has been to some extent extravagantly and wastefully expended. But 
if we refuse to make appropriations on the ground of extravagance and 
waste in the expenditure of the money we appropriate, I ask gentlemen 
of this House where will you make any appropriations? Point metoa 
Department in this Government where two-thirds or more than one- 
half at least of the members of this House do not admit there is waste 
ind extravagance in its expenditure. And yet gentlemen do not refuse 
to make appropriations that are necessary and proper for that reason. 
Neither do I think they should do it in this instance. 

I think the law governing the erection of public buildings should be 
amended, and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are now 
preparing this session to introduce a bill and endeavor to push it 
passage for the purpose of providing a better and more economical sys- 
tem of constructing. 

So far as this bill now under consideration is concerned, I ask for 
$100,000. 1 believe it is a meritorious bill and should pass. I do not 
believe the amount asked is too much, although I believe it is sufiicient 
And yet I will say to any gentleman upon this floor, to any member otf 
this committee, that if he thinks the bill standing alone is not meritori- 
ous or that the amount asked is too large, I shall not take it as an at- 
tack upon me, an attack upon my bill, or an attack upon the committe 
if he shall oppose its passage or in good faith makes a motion to reduc: 


to 1ts 


the amount. But I should be compelled to consider it in that light if 
I thought it was simply for the purpose of filibustering and wasting th 
time of the House, as many of the motions heretofore made in my judg 


ment have been. 

Now, one word to my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], who talks 
about a gag, a gag rule, and these bills being banded together and log 
rolled through. I say all that is unjust, unwarranted, and uncalled 
for and untrue. Every gentleman of this committee knows that the 
gentleman from Ohioalmost talked himself hoarse yesterday. He talked 
nearly all day yesterday and has commenced it again to-day. He has 
talked more than any other man on this floor; certainly much mor 
than I have done; certainly much more than any member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Then why should he speak 
of being gagged ? 

The gentlemen from Ohio and other gentlemen on the floor have seen 
proper to denounce in very severe terms the method adopted by the 
House, by more than a two-thirds vote, for the consideration of these 
bills. How have these bills been passed heretofore? Four-fifths of 
them have passed under a suspension of the rules, and had this special 
order not been made these bills could only have passed this House in 
that way. Under that system, which is one of favoritism entirely, the 
same debate, and no more, is allowed that is permitted under the special 
order. And under a suspension of the rules no amendment can be 
made. Under this order unlimited amendment can be made. Now, 
which is the fairer and the better system? That this is no fair-minded 
man will gainsay. Then why all this outery against this method of 
passing these bills? It is not founded on reason and is all wrong. 

The gentleman from Ohio speaks of the appropriations here made 
as being only an entering-wedge, and that additional sums will here- 
after be asked to complete the buildings. If the gentleman will listen 
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to the reading of one of these bills, and I believe they are all alike in 
form, he will find the appropriationsare limited absolutely to the 
specified, and can not be changed unless they are changed by the action 


of a future Congress. Of course we can not bind a future Congress on 


rt 


amoul 


this or any other subject; but we go as far as we can go to limit the 
expenditure of that amount That amount and no more than that, 
without the action of a future Congress, can be expended Che law 


makes it a penal offense for the officers of the Government to expend 


an amount beyond the appropriation. This much | have said in justice 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
Mr. TULLY. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana a question? 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TULLY. Which is the larger city, Keokuk or New Albany 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I presume New Albany. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is three times as large. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I do not know the population of Keokuk, 
and therefore can not answer the question of the gentleman from Cal 
fornia accurately. The population of New Albany is about 25,000 

Mr. TULLY. Then upon what principle is there an appropriation 
of $150,000 for Keokuk, and only $100,000 for New Albany ? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is due to the modesty of the chairman of tl] 


1e 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I am acquainted with 
all the tacts. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. My friend says it is due to my modesty ] 
thank him for the compliment. But there are other things to be con 


sidered, as, for instance, the relative cheapness of material in different 
parts of the country. We have in the neighborhood of New Albany 
the best building-stone in the country, superior to either granite or mar- 
ble, and it can be delivered at New Albany at one-fourth the price of 
either granite or marble. I think $100,000 will be amply sufficient 
It would not be, perhaps, if we had to go one hundred miles for mate 
rial, or if we were compelled to build of granite or marble. But I do 
not believe in building of granite or marble when you can get good stone 
much cheaper and as durable 

Mr. Chairman, in this connection I desire 
as a reason why we can build more cheaply 


to submit to the commit 
at New All than 
at some other places, some facts and figures bearing upon the excellence 
and durability of Indiana building-stone, and its cost as compared with 
various other leading building-stone, granite, and marble 


tee, any 








I desire to submit the following letter from Professor Collett, Stat 
geologist in Indiana, a maf who stands pre-eminently high in his prot 
sion 

STATE OF INDIANA 
DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY AND NATURAL History, 
Indianapolis Tn ip 4. 1884 

DEAR Sir: You will find my remarks on the Indiana oolit limestone on 
pages 29 to 33, inclusive, Geological Reports, Indiana, ISS8L, which I send by « 
press to you; also mechanical tests, carefully measured, pages 4 to 47, same re- 
port 

Che analyses show it isof wonderful purity, % to 98 per cent. carbonate of lime 
if linpurities are organic matte petroleum) witha minimum or freedom from 
corrodable minerals. Consequently itis capable of withstanding in this chang 
able mate the action of air, heat, and frost, and 1 have specimens showir ‘ 
delicate hair-line striations of the glacial epoch as perfect as if made yesterday 
yet exposed to the clements, according to astronomers, full five thousand year 
It is in humanity's time f vy indestructibl 

In the climate of the United States, with abundant moisture and quick 
changes of temperatur rigid granite and marble can not submit to the rapid 
expansion and cont vetion incident to quick changes. Indiana oolit mestone 
however, is elast will bend and stretch (see table after page 42, Indiana Ge 
logical Reports, 1Ss1), returning to its original power and resonant as stee te 
being so bent one thousand times In purity and elasticity it is unpara 
unique It occurs in several counties, on several lines of transportat 
favorable, competing rates are obtained, and as well competing prices 

Soft i the quarry is cut out of the living rock with steam « nn 
cheaply, without waste; hence can be furnished at one-quarter to on¢ lf 
price of granite, marble, or the best of worthless sandstones 

Brown sandstone, such as used for ** brownstone fronts” (of Connecticut), w 
last fourteen to twenty years n Philadelphiasuch houses |Tom Ss 
down after fifteen vears, and Indiana stone takes its place 

This Indiana oolitic limestone is used also in our new State-house, United 
States post-office and court-room, county court-house, and in many | i 
private buildings, showing perfect markings, sculpture, and elastic res 
ifter use of fiftes twenty, twenty-five, or thirty years Phe outerops of 

eys, old as the glacial epoch, oppose the elements with perpendicular « 
crop. It will last it bears the heaviest burdens, 10,000 to 00 pounds yp. 
square inch, leaving two hundred to four hundred as a factor of safety I hie 
heaviest burden in the dome of the new State-house is fifty-two pounds pet 
square inch It is stronger than granite, marble, or sandrock See table, pag 
43, Indiana Geological Report 

Che stone is of neutral, gray tint, grateful to the eve, becomes white, by decay 
ol petrol um, with age; does not easily stain ind brushed with a ste brush 
once in ten to twenty years presents a new and showy appearance 

I believe it to be the handsomest, cheapest, and best material in the world for 
our climat« 

I have samples in my office and ¢ xpostures of this stone to visit, bv which a 
the facts here stated may be demonstrated. It is used in one of the Vanderbilt 
residences, New York in Chicago city court-house in United States buildings 
Louisville; Cotton Exchange, New Orleans; May Buildings, Saiit Louis; and 
court-houses all over the States of Indiana and Illinois 

Yours 
JOHN COLLETT, State Geologist 

Hion. S. M. StrocksLaAGeErR, M. C., Washington, D. 

\s to its cost as compared with other stone and with granite and 


marble, I desire to submit the following statement from the same gen 


tleman 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND., April 4, 1584 

DEARFRIEND: Preparing to let the State-house contract, proposal bids were in 
vited from quarrymen to consider in selecting material 


Indiana oolitic stone 
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was offered and furnished three times cheaper than Portsmouth (Ohio) stone; 
four times cheaper than Cleveland (Ohio) buff stone; five times cheaper than 
Maine granite, and five times cheaper than Vermont marble. That is, they de- 
manded for their products on the yard here three, four, and five times more than 
did oolitic men rhe cost of cutting oolitic limestone is 15 to 25 per cent. less 
than sandstone or granite. Oolitic limestone may be dressed and moldings made 
by steam planing achine 
JOHN COLLETT. 
Mr. THOMPSON I desire to ask the gentleman from Indianaa 
question 
r. STOCKSLAGER do not wish gentlemen to consume all my 
M POCKSLAGEI Id t h gentler t nsur ll my 


time with questions; but I will hear the gentleman’s question. 


Mr. THOMPSON I presume that is all the use you have for your 
time, to give explanations. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will hear the gentleman’s question and 


answer it if I can. 

Mr. THOMPSON I ask the gentleman, as he went into the subject 
of the arrangements made by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER 
comm ittec 

Mr. THOMPSON. My question is, how many bills the committee 
have agreed to call up and pass under the resolution now being ex- 
ecuted ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will state very frankly to my friend from 
Kentucky exactly the facts. The Committee on Public Buildings and 


I did not speak of any arrangements by the 


Grounds have instructed me to call up the bills on the Calendar for the | 


erection of public buildings until I shall be otherwise ordered by the 
committer 1 am acting entirely subject to the orders of the com- 


mittee, as directed by the special order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. On what days of the week does the committee 
meet? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Its regular day of meeting is Thursday, but 


for two weeks past it has been meeting three or four times a week, not 


always, however, for the purpose of considering bills for the erection of | 


public buildings. The committee have had much other work to do. 


The committee may meet at any time upon the call of the chairman. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Then this is to go on until Thursday of next 
week ? 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I can not answer that. We will go on as 


long as the House shall desire, unless the committee shall direct other- | 


Wise I will reserve the remainder of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON ]. 


Mr. BELFORD. I desire to say that by some arrangement of the 


chairman of the committee no man on my side of the House seems to | 


be able to get an opportunity to be heard on any one of these bills, 
even to put a question to a gentleman on that side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Colorado that it has been the purpose of the Chair—— 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not refer to the chairman of this Committee 
of the Whole, but to the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in all kindness to the gen- 
tleman that the Chair has not recognized gentlemen on the left of the 
Chair simply because they have not asked for recognition at the time, 
but there is no disposition on the part of the Chair to draw any line. 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not reflect upon the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole at all, but I desire to say that I have on several occa- 
sions sought to obtain the floor, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have occu- 
pied the floor about all the time. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Will the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. BEL- 
FORD] give me his attention for a moment? 
half of the time I have remaining; that is, three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER] is willing to yield his time to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELFoRD ]—— 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. One-half of the time I have remaining. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. To yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado. The Chair will recognize that arrangement as soon as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THompson ], who has been previously 
recognized, shall have exhausted his time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, I will reserve my time until the gentleman from 
Colorado has been heard, if he desires to ask me any questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD | is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD 
conduct of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. THomMpson]. During the 
last Congress, unless my memory is absolutely mazed and astray, that 
gentleman voted for an appropriation of $200,000 to build a court- 
house in the city of Louisville, Ky. Is that true or is it false? The 
gentleman also voted for an appropriation out of the public Treasury 
of $100,000 to build a court-house at Frankfort Ky. 


Now, I desire to ask you [to Mr. THOMPSON] when did your change | 


and conversion of heart occur? I will tell you. It was when you be- 


came one of the trinity, composed of and led by the gentleman from In- 





I will yield to him one- 


I desire to say that I am absolutely amazed at the 
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diana [ Mr. HOLMAN], my oldschool-teacher from Ohio {[Mr. WARNER] 
and yourself from Kentucky. Now, do you think that statesmanshi; 
consists in appropriating to your own State every dollar that you can 
appropriate, and then seek to deprive the other States of this Union ot 
an equal enjoyment of the Government patronage? If I am wrong 
then deny me on the floor of this House. This is the statement I mak: 

You have appropriated $200,000 for Louisville, in your State, and $100 

000 for Frankfort, in your State; and here you turn up posing 
economist and reformer. 


aS al 


I think that is all I have to say on that sul 


ject. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. BELFORD. Oh, yes; you got Paducah in, too. You hav 


feathered your nest, and now you propose to take the feathers out of ours 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam very glad that the attack has been mack 
upon me by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFoRD], charging 
me with inconsistency in opposing these bills, because it enables me to 

make an exhibit of my conduct and my record in that regard. Having 
been a member of the Forty-sixth Congress, which was Democratic, and 
of this House, which has a Democratic majority in it, in discharge ot 
what I deemed a duty to my party and my country I did oppose all th 
public-building bills then pending. Nosuch resolution as was log-rolled 
through here last Monday was ever passed through that Democrati: 
House. There were many public-building bills pending before th: 
| Forty-sixth Congress upon the Calendar of the House, and under th: 
rules of the House they could all be killed by a single objection. 

Upon that Calendar was a bill making an appropriation for a publi: 
building at Louisville, a bill for a public building at Frankfort, one fo: 
a building at Owensborough, and one for a public building at Maysville 
all in my own State, and in spite of the appeals of my colleagues, pe1 
sonally interested in these bills, I made the objection that killed every 
one of them, as well as every other public-building bill that was then 
upon the Calendar; for if I have been correctly informed by the Libra 
rian, who made the examination for me, not a single public-building 
bill was passed by the Forty-sixth Congress after that time. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iam informed by a gentleman from Tennessee that 
over a million of dollars of appropriation was given to Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Be! 
FORD], who is so troubled about the plethora in the public Treasury, 
| point to any act in his own history since he has been here where hy 
has ever sought to protect the Treasury from plunder at the hands ot 
anybody ? 

Mr. BELFORD. There is no plunder in this. 

Mr. THOMPSON. In every organized effort to get money out of the 
Treasury during this Congress my friend from Colorado has been seen 
and heard leading the vanguard in the attack on the Treasury. 

Mr. BELFORD. I helped you whisky men of Kentucky to keep 
money out of the Treasury. [ Laughter, ] 

Mr. THOMPSON. If the gentleman was fairly posted on the whisky 
question he would understand that the whisky bill, if passed, would 
have increased the revenue. I think he knows less about that matter, 
I mean the whisky question, than he does about any thing else he deals 
with. 

Now, as to the Forty-seventh Congress. The gentleman says that 
$200,000 was given to Louisville and $100,000 for a public building at 
Frankfort. Louisville is a city of 160,000 inhabitants. The small pub- 
lic building which had been in use something like forty years, and foi 
nearly the whole of which time was the only public building in the 
State of Kentucky, had been outgrown entirely by the city of Louisville 
There was not room any longer to transact the public business within 
that building, and upon presentation of the facts by the able Represent- 
ative from the district, Congress did last year agree to enlarge that 
building. 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, and I voted for it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. And you never gave a fairer or more righteous 
vote in your life if the facts be true as stated. Iam not opposing the 
erection of public buildings where they are required by any public 
necessity; but I do oppose and will ever oppose any scheme which 
undertakes to force upon the House the consideration of forty-seven dif- 
ferent public-building bills one after the other, without regard to pro 
priety or necessity, all ina lump, making it the interest of every member 
who has one of these bills in charge to sustain the general scheme ot 
public plunder in order that his particular measure may not fail. [Ap- 
| plause.] That is what I object to. 
| Mr. McCOID. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question to 
| test his accuracy ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will answer any question. I wish we only had 
time to discuss these matters more fully—that the ruledid not gag us, 
practically cut off the right of debate; for | would like for the Hous 
and the couatry to see in its full force the ‘‘cohesive power of public 
plunder’’ holding gentlemen together upon this floor without regard 
| to party or section, and making them sustain a scheme of this kind 

because of the interest each one supposes his district has in this gen 
| eral raid upon the Treasury. I knowitisthe ‘‘pork’’ in the pot which 
makes some of you at least vote for these schemes. You can not put 
these bills through except by putting all your ‘‘ pork”’ into one pot, 
and you all know it. 
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Mr. BURLEIGH. Did not the gentlemen vote to take $500,000 out 
of the public Treasury for the sufferers by the flood on the Ohio River? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir; I voted for it asamatterof charity. I 
do not live within a hundred miles of the river. And I tell you now, sir, 
that if this was for charity—charity to the starving, houseless, homeless 
poor—I would vote for it; but this is not charity, it is plunder 

Mr. BURLEIGH. It is better than charity. 

Mr. McCOID. As the gentleman has said that he prevented the 
passage of any public-building bill in the Forty-sixth Congress, | w ish 
to ask him whether there was not passed in that Congress a bill for the 
erection of a public building in the district of the gentleman trom Ohio 
[Mr. HuRD]; whether there was not passed a bill fora public building 
at Montgomery, in the district of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HERBERT]; whether there were not four or five public-building bills 
passed in that Congress, including one at Paducah, Ky. ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I can only repeat, as I have already stated, that 
I applied to the Librarian to furnish me a list of the public-building 
bills passed in the Forty-sixth Congress, and he told me there was not 
one. 

Mr. McCOID. Didnotthegentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. TURNER] 
have a bill for a building at Paducah, in that State, passed in the Forty- 
sixth Congress ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I can not remember whether it was in the Forty- 
sixth or the Forty-seventh. The Librarian may be mistaken; we may 
have passed four or five. 

Mr. McCOID. It was in the Forty-sixth. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It might have been that if that bill had been 
properly considered by the House it never would have passed, because 
it never was discussed in the House that lremember. If that bill was 
wrong, will the gentleman and the House make it a precedent to guide 
our actions ? 

Here is a list of public-building bills passed by the last Congress—a 
Republican Congress. The listembraces thirty-four different bills passed 
by a single Congress. 

I wish right here to call attention to the fact that during the whole 
time the Democratic party was in power in the Forty-fourth, Forty- 
fifth, and the Forty-sixth Congresses, all the bills that they passed for 
public buildings were not equal to the plundering done by the last 
Republican Congress. I say that. we are starting out now upon the 
same course. If we pass the forty-seven bills now pending betore the 
House upon this Calendar—and God knows how many more the com- 
mittee is now ready to report; I sent to the clerk of the committee this 
morning to get the number of bills unreported, and two messengers 
came back with the information that he could not be found. Has he 
fled in order to deprive this House of the knowledge of how many more 
of these bills are to be foisted upon us ? 

Mr. BELFORD. He is a Democrat; is he not? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know. I presume he is. What does 
that signify? Thereseems to be no party lineshere. The only differ- 
ence between him anda Republican would be about that expressed by 
the old man down in Georgia, who one morning went upand down the 
street proclaiming that the Democrats had stolen half the pork he had 
killed and hung up the night before. Some one wanted to know how 
he knew they were Democrats who had stolen the pork. He said, ‘ If 
they had been Republicans they would have taken it all.’’ [ Laughier. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Isthe gentleman from Kentucky in favor of petty 
larceny ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam opposing the whole scheme, but if it must 
go through I am in favor of always making the ‘‘steal’’ (so called) as 
small as we can. Does the gentleman want to make it any larger than 
is necessary ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
you all. 

Mr. YOUNG. Let me make a proposition. I feel that the speech 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] ought to be an- 
swered. I ask unanimous consent that he be permitted to continue 
for thirty minutes upon condition that I may be allowed a similar 
length of time in reply on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has agreed to let 
me ask him a question. Does he say that it is ‘‘plunder’’ for the 
United States Government to provide a proper building in which this 
Congress shall meet. to legislate for the country? Is that ‘‘ plunder?”’ 
If not, how can it be distorted into ‘‘plunder’’ for the Federal Gov- 
ernment to provide decent buildings in which the businessof its courts, 
its revenue offices, and its post-oftices may be conducted, and in which 
the records of the Government may be preserved ? 

_Mr. THOMPSON. I am glad the gentleman has asked me that ques- 
tion, because it enables me to state again that Iam as much in favorof 
providing public buildings where there is a public necessity for them as 
he is. Isay that each bill for a public building ought to be brought in 
and considered fairly upon its merits, under the rules of the House, with- 
out tying a number of bills together, as you have done here, for the 
purpose of log-rolling them through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. One further question: Are not the members from 


I do not want to make any ‘‘steal”’ at all. 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 
Oh, yes; I wish I had an hour in which to answer 





| friends to help them? 
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each Congressional district the best judges as to the needs of the publi 
service in their particular districts ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; they are not. They are influenced by 
the passions, prejudices, and local interests of their districts and con 
stituents; they are influenced by their own desire to secure something 
to which they can point as a monument of their ability, activity, en 
ergy, and popularity, indisputable evidence of what was accomplished 
by them during their term of service. ‘Take only the case of this pub 
building to be provided by the bill now pending. Do you expect t .is 
member to resist our erection of it even if unnecessary? Will we h we 
to beg him to let us? Why, sir, human nature can not bear the s 
many times repeated of securing the renomination and re-election of 
members to this floor if a public building gouged out of the public 
Treasury willsecureit. [Laughterandapplause.] You know we have 
appeal after appeal made to us on the floor of the House by members 
to allow them to pass their public buildings through in order that they 
may have something to ride back into Congress upon. Ther 
friend, with his head in danger, his prayers, almost tears, on the one side, 
and nothing on the other except patriotism and our duty to protect the 
public Treasury. It is hard to refuse to help them; many will not re 
fuse. We have but little hope of securing the deteat of these bills, 
which are log-rolled through by combination and could not be got 
through in any other way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Evil to him who evil thinks. 

Mr. THOMPSON. We know very well that every member of the 
House desires to accomplish some particular object to which he can 
point his constituents and upon which he can bank for his return. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Did notevery single Representative from 
the State of Kentucky, at the time the bonded whisky bill was pending 
before the House, make precisely the same appeal to their personal 
{ Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I deny it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I willanswer the gentleman. 

Mr. HALSELL. So far as lam concerned, as one of the Representa 
tives from Kentucky, I will say that I made no such appeals 

Mr. CLAY. As one Rgpresentative from the State of Kentucky, | 
will say to this House, Mr. Chairman, that I made no such appeal as 
that stated by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has not the debate upon this proposition been ex 
hausted long ago? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it has not, 
there are still four minutes remaining. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam very glad, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle 
man from Missouri [Mr. HAtcH] has asked me the question, because 
it enables me to answer it here and now. I did appeal on the floor of 


aio 


is Oul 


but that 


| this House personally and in every other way to secure the report and 


passage of the bonded-whisky bill, because I knew it to be fair and just 
and right, and founded upon a wise statesmanship and conducive to the 
best interests of my constituents, as well as the best interests of the 
whole country. I sought in every fair way and by all proper means to 
secure its passage, and I believe this House made a fatal mistake, so far 
as that is concerned, in not passing it. 

Now, I do not object, Mr. Chairman, I do not consider it improper o1 
wrong for members of this House to make personal appeals to secure the 
passage of just, reasonable, and fair legislation. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
to say that none of these bills are fair or legitimate? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No; I do not say that; and if the gentleman had 
listened to me in the remarks which I have just delivered he 
have known very well that 1 did not say any such thing. 
what is troubling my friend from Missouri | Mr. HATcH]; he is think 
ing of the ghost of the public building he secured at Hannibal, Mo., 
and, like a true manas he is, having got his pork out of the pot, as was 
suggested some time ago, he is resolved on seeing fair play for the bal 
ance of the boys. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Allow me to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that there is no ghost about the public building at Hannibal, 
Mo. The Government never expended 375,000 since it was established 
which has been worth more to it than the erection of that public build 
ing in the city of Hannibal, Mo 

Mr. THOMPSON. Every man w gets a public building thinks 
it is a public necessity, and it is a public necessity so far as he is con 
cerned. [Laughter and applause.] Ihave no doubt of it. My friend 
is conscientious in what he says, and I will give him full credit fo 
having done the best he could for Hannibal. But that ques 
tion we are discussing here now. We are urged here to pass these bills 
in the interest of each private individual, and many are not 


upon any good public policy 


mean 


would 


But I know 


J 


ho 


is hot the 


founds 
Instead of acting under the present ga 
resolution, as we are compelled to, I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, what 
I think we ought to do, and it would be much fairer than the preset 


action; we ought to pass a joint resolution that every member on 


¢ 


the 
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floor of this House shall be allowed to have in his district at least one 

ng, in the language of Oakes Ames, ‘‘ to put where it will 
do the most good Laughter and applause.] That would make it 
certain that every one would have at least one public building, and we 


be renominated and all come back Forty-seven bills for pub- 
buildings are on the Calendar in this committee, but how many 
OI to be reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Groun e do not know and haveno means of finding out 


W e passed 


t ur during the last Congress 
Grentlemen, is there to bea stop anywhere to this matter? Thechair- 
in of the committee tells the House that he has the gag in our mouths 
nd he can force the consideration of these bills so long as he wishes, 
il he gets through the whole of these forty-seven bills and all others 
to be reported 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I said we 


could pa ‘ ery 


one the House might think proper should be passed. 


The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman’s time has « xpired. There re- 


main now four minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STockK- 
LAGEI favor of the bill 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER., I yield my time to the gentleman from Ten- 
Mr. YOUN It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, to answer the speech 
which ha t been made by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr 
Pio tought to be answered by some member of this com- 


mittec de of four minutes; and | venture to ask unanimous con- 
sent of this committee to extend that time a little until I can review 
somewhat some of the statements which he has made. 

Mr. WARREN, of Ohio. Only with the understanding that the other 
side m ilso have an equal extension of time. 

Phe CHAIRMAN Che Chair can not entertain the request of the 
rentleman from Tennessee 


HARDEMAN There are plenty of other bills on which the 


rentieman trom lennessee can be heard 

Mr. YOUNG I do not care to occupy the time unless I can have 
n ext s0n oF it 

Mr. AIKEN I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it 

Mr. AIKEN. Ido not know that it is exactly a parliamentary in- 
quiry that the chairman must decide, but I know it is a question that 


this House would like to have answered. This, I believe, is for the 
ré of a public building for Indiana. Now, I desire to know if 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] can not possibly find some 
objection to this bill Great laughter 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that that is not a parlia- 
mentary nqu ry 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER If the gentleman from Indiana will permit 
me to answer, I will say that so far no gentleman on the floor has found 
any objection to this bill 

M WOLFORD I rise to a question of ordet 

rhe CHAIRMAN Che gentleman will state it 

Mr. WOLFORD. The proposition made by the gentleman was just 
to keep gentlemen who are opposed to these public buildings from being 
heard Now, I want to hear the debate on this question So far asthe 
gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN] finds objection, I can answe1 
that if we were not under the gag law thereare a number of objections 
that n ioht be offered 

Mr. HOLMAN I wish tosay tothe gentleman from South Carolina 
that I consider this bill unusually meritorious, but 1 will join with him 
and vote against them all cheerfully 

The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 
flog 

Mr. YOUNG I will not undertake to address the committee unless 
I can g nanimous consent to extend my remarks somewhat beyond 
the period allotted to me by the gentleman from Indiana. If there is 
uny objection to that, I shall take some other opportunity to answer the 
entleman from Kentucky 

Che CHAIRMAN Che Chair will state to the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee that in his opinion he is not permitted to submit the request to 

the committee for an extension of the time, for the reason that the 

House has imposed a limitation on the debate upon these bills, and the 
1 


committee can not make any departure from that limitation without the | 


action of the House 


Mr. YOUNG. Then I shall not occupy the time. 

Mr. MONEY I will occupy the few moments remaining if I am 
perm tted to do so 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Mississippi, no other gentleman claiming the floor. 

Mr. MONEY I rose, Mr. Speaker some time ago for the purpose 
of asking the very identical question which has been anticipated by my 


friend from South Carolina [Mr. AITKEN |} I, too, would be glad, sir, 
to hear the eloquent voice of my distinguished friend from Indiana 
| Mr. HOLMAN 


that did not benefit Indiana, making some objection to the pending 
measure I have been very willing to accept the gentleman’s leader- 
ship frequently and have approved of the gentleman’s position on many 
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|, who never has failed heretofore to interpose his objec- | 
tion to any proposition, no matter what, from any quarter of this Union | 
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occasions. I have admired the grave decorum and grace with which 
he has risen on this floor to protect the Treasury of the United States 
from raids. I have long admired his fidelity to the Treasury. But | 
am unable to understand why it is that he is silent on this occasion 
On every other subject the House has not failed to hear his voice in op 
position to any measure affecting any State except Indiana. On all 
such occasions no one can say that the gentleman has not been found 
prowling about the sacred precincts of the Treasury to protect its sur- 
plus. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is my friend asking me a question? 
he will give me an opportunity of answering his question. 

Mr. MONEY. I have but two or three minutes; the gentleman can 
find plenty of opportunity to answer on some other bill. I am sure 
that he will be heard on every one of the bills now pending before this 
committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is certainly correct on this occasion 

Mr. MONEY. I know the gentleman is anxious to win the title of 
protector of the Treasury; but I know it is his desire to take care of 
his own people, for I remember that I caught a rap from him myselt 
here because in discussing a matter of grave public importance I did 
not take care of my own people, but preferred to take care of the pub 
lic interests, for which the gentleman said that I had risen toa plane of 
statesmanship that he could never hope to attain. But it seems to be 
one thing when the proposition affects any other State and quite another 
thing when it relates to Indiana. The gentleman exhibits a certain 
excess of liberality when he is giving money to Indiana, when he is to 
get itin his own State or for his friends; but when any other State is the 
beneficiary all of his great abilities are brought to the front in opposi 
tion, and the gentleman is unwilling, no matter how meritorious, to give 
it countenance. 


If so I hope 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, just one moment. 

Mr. MONEY. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a word in response. 

Mr. MONEY. I would be glad to hear the gentleman on this or any 
other question, but I must decline now. I have but three minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I trust the gentleman will not be ur fair. 


Mr. MONEY. If there is an appropriation for a turnpike read in In- 
diana the gentleman will support it 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Did he not vote for the whisky bill ? 

Mr. MONEY. I have said that he would vote for a turnpike road 
in Indiana. Iunderstand that he did that, from gentlemen around me. 
I have simply anticipated, it seems, what he would do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state what turnpike road ? 

Mr. MONEY. Out to some cemetery there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah, that is a different question. Are you opposed 
to the construction of roads to the national cemeteries ? 

Mr. MONEY. No; Lam not. I should vote for appropriations for 
every public building, because I do not believe that the Government 
could make a better investment; I should vote to open up our rivers 
and harbors to permanent navigation, to build public buildings where 
they are needed. [Applause.] It far better investment of the 
money than to rent them 

You do not destroy the money; you do not throw it into the river 
you put it out among your people who work for it, and you get a re 
turn in the shapeof public buildings suitable for offices for the admin 
istration of the affuirs of thiscountry. And besides, wherever you place 
a public building that belongs to the United States it is a symbol to 
every man of the power of this Government and tends to attach every 
section of the country to a government which is represented in such a 
permanent and durable form as appears in its public buildings. [ Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that the bilk be laid 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I call for a division 

rhe committee divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 25 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is that a quorum ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think there should be a quorum on the 
question of the laying aside of any of these bills with a favorable rec- 
ommendation 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio raise the point 
of no quorum ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being raised that a quorum has not 
voted, the Chair will order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. WARNER] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Stock 
SLAGER]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, 
noes 21. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


is a 


aside to be re 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I move that 


| the committee rise. 


We have passed two bills to-day. 
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Mr. McCOID. I rise to a question of order. I believe the gentle- The Clerk read as follows: 
man from Indiana has the floor in charge of this matter. Mr. Marshall called for the reading of that portion of the report OY the Com 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair of course recognizes the gentleman mittee on Elections which containsa statement of the votes s 
: . . . . > 20 as eee + The Speaker decided that under the thirty-sixth rule, which declares that 
representing the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; but a 


the previous question there shall be no debate,’ the reading of the report called 
motion that the committee rise ts always in order. for would not be in order, as it was in the nature of an argument which at this 
The question being taken on Mr. THOMPSON’s motion, there were— | Stage of the proceedings was forbidden 
ayes 16, noes 82. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now states that the House having lim 
So the motion was not agreed to. ited debate upon these bills, the reading of a report, being in the na 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now move, by instruction of the committee, ture of debate, is not in order except it be taken out of the time fo 
to take up the bill H. R. 1339. debate. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I make the point of order that the last vote of| Mr. MCMILLIN. With all deference to the ruling of the Chair, I 
the Committee of the Whole disclosed the lack of a quorum. wish to state that the ruling which the Chair has had read was upona 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is not required on the proposition | bill where the previous question had been ordered Chat state of facts 


that the committee rise. A motion that the committee rise is equiv- | does not exist here. We have the simple, plain rule of the House that 
alent to a motion to adjourn in the House, and on a motion to adjourn | when the reading of a paper other than that which is to be voted upon 
a quorum is never held to be necessary. The Clerk will report the | js called for, it can not be decided by the Chair that it shall not be read, 
bill called up by the gentleman from Indiana. for that is not the function of the Chair. The reading comes as a mat 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman ter of course, without there is an objection to it; and if there should br 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ken- | objection to the reading, then the question is to be decided by th: 
tucky rise? 





House. There is no objection made to the reading of this report 


Mr. THOMPSON. I believe the rule provides that whenever the Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I rise to a question of order 
committee finds itself without a quorum it shall rise and the chair- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
man shall report the tact to the House. | Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. My question of order is whether this 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just ruled on that point. | subject is debatable ? 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PA. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear gentlemen upon it. Thi 


} 


Chair is quite willing and desirous on this question of order to hear the 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call up now the bill (H. R. 1339) to in- | suggestions which gentlemen desire to submit. But the Chair would 
crease the appropriation for the erection of the public building at | state that if there should be a disposition to protract the debate for an 


Pittsburgh, Pa. | unreasonable length of time the Chair would interpose, but not other 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. wise 
The bill was read, as follows: Mr. MCMILLIN. I have never knowingly manifested any dispos 


Be it enacted, &c., That the amount heretofore fixedasthe limit of cost for the | tion of that kind since I have been a member of the House 
erection of a public building by the United States Covernment at Pittsburgh What will be the effect of this ruling of the Chair? We can have none 
Pa., be, aud the same is hereby, increased to $1,500,000, and that sum is hereby : : 1 W ; at . . ; that 
fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of said building. ot these reports reat e want to transact business insuch a& Way t a 
Sec. 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of the | we will at least seem to be showing some deliberation and care in the 


erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by performance of our duties as legislators upon important matters. Here 
the limitation hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of said 7 > : ; , . 
building : are bills involving an expenditure ultimately of from seven to eigh 
S . ° — 1} 

. millions of dollars. Is it possible that we are to have all these bills 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. I want to see what | pyched through and not a single report read in any case? I can not 


is the necessity for this increased appropriation. believe that when the blouse a few days ago passed the resolution under 
. WT To T : oo ae . > . . aia P " : 7 z . 
Mr. HOPKINS. Not in my time. If the ue ntleman wants to have which we are now acting it intended thereby any such thing 
the report read, the time occupied by the reading must be taken out of Mr. YOUNG. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him a mo 
the time allowed in opposition. ment? P 
: Mr. McMILLIN. ] call tor the reading ot the report, mn orde r that Mr. Me MILLIN. ( ertainly 
the House may act intelligently on a bill that is to appropriate $1,500,- Mr. YOUNG. It is to correct a misapprehension of the gentleman 
000. And I state that ut has been the custom to allow the reading ol I have so otten heard it stated here that the appropriations contained 
reports. I hope the House will not depart from that usage in this in- | jy these bills amount to seven or eight millions of dollars that i think 
stance. cama , : s ; it should be corrected. All the appropriations recommended by th: 
Mr. HOl KINS. ; I certainly have no objection to the report being Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for this purpose amount 
read. The only point I make is that it shall not be charged against my | 4, only $4.300.000. 
ame. — , . . ; : : Mr. McMILLIN. The bills that are embraced under the resolution 
Mr. STORM. I raise again the question that I raised before this | now controlling the order of proceedings here, if my arithmetic is not 
morning, that any member has a right to have the reportread unless the | 5, error. involve appropriations amounting to more than $6,000,000 
House decides to the contrary. I ask for the reading of the thirty-first | put whether the amount is $6,000,000 or $4.000,000. even if it is the 
rule. : : | amount suggested by my colleague [Mr. Youna], 
Phe Clerk read as follows: should be called upon to vote, with only fifteen minutes allowed for de- 
When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is called to | bate on each side. upon bills involving an appropriation of > $000,000 


give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by any member, it 
shall be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 


is it proper that we 


without having a single report read ? 
Mr. McCOID. Allow me—— 
Mr. STORM. I want to seeif the committee will vote down the call Mr. MCMILLIN. In amoment. To recur to the immediate ques 
for the reading of the report. tion, I suggest that there has been no objection made to the reading of 
Mr. McMILLIN. There can be no vote unless there isan objection; | this report. 


and I should suppose that in a matter involving the appropriation of Mr. McCOID. It isnot a question of the reading of the report. The 
$1,500,000 there will be no objection. question is out of whose time the reading shall come 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The gentleman is mistaken. The bill does Mr McMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. STORM | 


not appropriate a dollar. : suggested that it be read to come out of the time of neither side, and | 
Mr. McMILLIN. The bill provides for a building that is to cost | think that was entirely proper and fair. 


$1,500,000. | Mr. McCOID. It can be read to come out of your time 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon again. It Mr. McMILLIN. Isounderstand ; 
simply fixes the limit of the cost of a building heretofore authorized. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have never heard of an instance where the limit Mr. STORM. There is an additional portion of the Digest which | 
fixed has not been gone up to at last. This isa building that is to cost | should like to have read, beginning at the top of page 365 
$1,500,000. The CH AIRM AN. In one moment, if the ire ntle man ple ise I he 


Mr. STORM. I desire to have a decision from the Chair on the ques- | Chair will state to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN | that 


tion I raised. the reason upon which the ruling of Mr. Speaker Stevenson was based 


Mr. McMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that I | was that the reading of the re port was in the nature of debate Now 
am not in error as to the nature of the bill. the Chair holds that the pending condition of things is exactly the situ 


Mr. HOPKINS. _I wish to ask the Chair whether the report can not | ation on which Mr Speaker Stevenson based his ruling. The He 
be read without being charged against the time of either side ? 


rn : — . has limited debate upon each one of these bills to thirty minutes Phe 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the view he takes as to the | Chair would ask the gentleman, not by way of controversy but for his 0 


reading of the report. All debate on this bill having been limited by | information, what rule of the House is there which gives to any! 
order of the House to thirty minutes, the Chair thinks the reading of | ber of the House the right to demand the reading of a report ? 
the report is in the nature of debate and must be charged to the time Mr. MCMILLIN. Rule XXXI, which I will read 

allowed for debate. As there seems to be some doubt about the ques- Mr. BLOUNT. 
tion, the Chair will direct the Clerk to read the ruling made by Mr. | been made befor 
Speaker Stevenson on that subject. 


I< 
IS¢ 


I rise to a point of order. This point of order 
, whether several times or once only does not ma 
any difference; if made once, that is sufficient for the purpose I ha 
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ew My point is that it is not in order to renew it again. I make 
this point of order for the purpose of saving time 
Mr. McMILLIN I thank the gentleman for his economic disposi- 


+ 


ion to save time 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is 

ititled to a ruling on his point ol order 

Mr. BLOUNT {s to the gentleman’s remark about my disposition 
to save time, let me say to him that I have a right to present to the 
Chair a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he has the right to insist upon a ruling on his point of 
order. But there is now a point of order pending before the committee 
which is to be determined rhe Chair will state that of course this 
point of order can be raised against every one of these bills 

Mr. BLOUNT Chat is the very point I desired to make; I thought 
oLnerwist 

The CHAIRMAN Che ruling of the Chair in one particular case 
does not of course preclude a ruling upon a similar case; and as on 
this question gentlemen are ceé rtainly very earnest in their convictions, 
the Chair thought it his duty, as it is his pleasure, to hear them 

Mr. BLOUNT. The rule in regard to the consideration of appropri- 
tion bills (to which I was analogizing this case) is very clear, that where 


t point of order has been once made and ruled upon it is not in order 


; 


0 make ( Ont again 

The CHAIRMAN Chis point of order has not before been made 
against this bill, but against another bill. The question now is simply 
whether the Chair should apply to this case a principle which he had 
applied to a prior case 


I understand that this is not the same bill. 


Mr. BLOUNT But I 


was unalo ¢ the consideration of these bills to the consideration of 
paragraphs in an appropriation bill. The question presented is the 
same and the reasons are the same 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLOUNT]| has fallen into an error in supposing that because these bills 
by the action heretofore taken (by whom or how I need not say) have 


been locked together like the shields of a phalanx marching to the 
charge, therefore they are to be treated as one bill. On that point he 
is in error 

Now I will read the rule, the reading of which was interrupted by 
the gentleman from (ie ryia It is Rule XX XI 

When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a tinal vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by any member, it 
shall be determined without debate by a vote of the Hous« 

Chis is not a paper upon which we are to vote finally Weare to vote 


upon the subject-matter, but not upon the report. The objection to 
the reading of this paper has not been interposed, and therefore I hold 
that under Rule XXXI the paper may be read as a matter of course. 


But putting the question upon the strongest ground taken by those 


who object to the reading, it is clearly the duty of the Chair to submit | 


the question of the reading to a vote 


In this connection I wish to read from the Manual a paragraph on 


page to which my attention been called by the gentleman in 
front of me | Mr. STORM 


365 


has 


here is, indeed, so manifest a propriety of permitting every member to have 
as much information as possible on every question on which he is to vote, that 
when he desires the reading, if it be seen that itis really for information and not 
for de be read without putting a question, if noone 
objects a question must be put 


ay, the Speaker direets it to 


but if objected to 


The CHAIRMAN. While not disputing the authority which the 
gentleman quotes, the Chair will state that in this instance were he to 
direct the reading of this report or other papers he would act directly 
in violation of the special order of the House, which has limited the 
time for debate 

Che Chair will state further that Rule X X XI, to which the gentle- 
man refers, applies only to papers of which a member has the right to 
demand the reading. But what ruleof the House gives a member the 
right to call for the reading of a report except as a matter of debate ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I very candidly admit, Mr. Chairman, that there 
is no rule which in express terms gives to a member the right as a matter 
of course to have a report read. But so far as I have observed it has 
been a universal custom that the report should be read in connection 
witha bill to be voted upon; and this is a custom which the House ought 
never to depart from. The report embraces the utterances of those who 
have had the matter in charge, and if nothing is to be gained from hav- 
ing it read to the House, then the rule which requires that a bill from a 
committee should be accompanied with a report in writing is of no use. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to refer to a precedent bearing directly on 
this point Under the former rules of this House on certain days as- 
vonsideration of the Private Calendar a single objection 
was suflicient to carry a bill over. While that rule was in force the 
question arose whether during the consideration in Committee of the 
Whole of bills on the Private Calendar the reading of the report could 
be called for as a matter of course before the member was required to 
elect whether he would object or not. That question being presented 
while Mr. Blaine, a very accomplished Speaker, occupied the chair, he 


signed for the 


ruled that any member, before the question of objection was interposed, | precedent on that subject, that of Speaker Blaine ? 
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had a right to call for the reading of the report. If the reading of the 
report was in the nature of debate, then under the rule the objection 
could not be made after the report had been read, because the objection 
had to be made in the first instance. 

Speaker Blaine held in cases where the right of a single objection ex- 
isted to the further consideration of a bill that in case the reading of 
the report was asked for the member calling for the reading of the re- 
port had a right to have it read, and he so held for the reason that no 
debate had occurred up to that time. He decided it upon the ground— 
and I think I remember his language—that all men are amenable to 
reason, and that the paper which was asked to be read was a report ac- 
companying the bill and which had been submitted to the House under 
its rules and by its order, and that no member should be required to 
vote until the reasons presented by the committee for its action had 
been read in the hearing of the House. He held on that occasion most 
distinctly that the reading of a report accompanying a bill then pend- 
ing and before the House for its action was not to be considered in the 
nature of debate. Any clerk at the desk at all familiar with the sub- 
ject will be able to find that ruling of Speaker Blaine. It was held 
not to be in the nature of debate, and, as the Chair will see at once, in- 
stead of being in the nature of debate these reports which accompany 
the bills are in the nature of a presentation of the facts in each indi- 
vidual case, and after the reading of the bill it would follow as a mat- 
ter of course that the accompanying report should also be read as ex- 
planatory of the bill. Therefore the ruling of the Chair, in my judg- 
ment on this cursory examination of the subject, is not sustained by 
the ruling of Speaker Blaine, for that ruling was made upon the ex- 
press ground that the member had a right to call for the reading of a 
report even where a single objection would prevent the passage of a bill, 
and that the reading of a report was not at all in the nature of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman’s argument embrace also 
the right to have the views of the minority read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are not embraced because they are not a part 
of the report accompanying the bill; they are merely the views of the 
minority members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question whether or 
not the House is required to vote on the report or whether the report 
is in the nature of argument to sustain the bill when members are re- 
quired to vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report may or may not bean argument. The 
report may not recommend the passage of the bill at all, but simply 
present the facts without any recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. But may not the report be an argument in sup- 
port of the passage of the bill? And in that case certainly it must be 
considered in the nature of debate 

Mr. HOLMAN The report accompanying a bill is a simple presen- 
tation of facts involved in the matter at issue, and as I have already 
stated in the case of a bill brought up on objection day when a single 
objection would prevent its passage, and when no debate was allowed 


| under the rules, it was held that when a member called for the reading 


of the accompanying report he had the right to have it read, and that 
it was not to be considered in the nature of debate. Iam confident if 
the decision of Mr. Speaker Blaine could be consulted by the chair- 


| man he would find that it is directly in point on the question now 


pending before the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to call the attention of my friend 
from Indiana to a question on that point 

The House last Monday morning suspended the rules and instructed 
us thereby how we should act when these bills from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds came up. One of the provisions under 
that resolution making these public buildings special order was that 
we should have thirty minutes of debate upon each proposition. Now 
this proposition to have the reports read is certainly debate. That 
resolution on Monday last on suspension of the rules suspended what- 
ever right any member might have to test the sense of the House, 
whether the report accompanying a bill should be read or not. I do 
not wish to antagonize my friend from Indiana, for there isa good deal 
I admire and like in him. I have thought, perhaps, that the ebjector 
should be on our side of the House, but in this matter of point of order 
raised I think the gentleman is clearly wrong. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman certainly has not consulted the most 
recent precedent on the subject or he would hold a different opinion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am now examining this discussion on the 
point of order in view of the light thrown upon it by the motion to 


| suspend the rules on Monday last. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have already called the attention of the House to 
a precedent directly in point where Speaker Blaine decided that the 
reading of the accompanying report was not to be considered in the 
nature of debate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Indiana. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
to make to the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But has the gentleman examined the most recent 
Mr. Speaker Lynn 


Hold on. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 


Let me state the point which I am trying 
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Boyd was certainly a distinguished Speaker, but the precedent in the | 


case of Mr. Speaker Blaine is much more recent. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In my judgment, the Chair is clearly right; 


and if you wish to filibuster—and I do not take the ground we should | 


not—why, then, filibuster in some other way than by annoying one 
of the best presiding officers we have had during thiswinter. Thegen- 
tleman from Indiana says we wantinformation. These reports of com- 
mittees are sent out through the mail to us every day and we are ex- 
pected to read them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But any member has the right to have them read 
on the floor of this House when he makes the demand, for the precedent 


iid down by Mr. Speaker Blaine holds that they are not to be consid- | 


ered in the nature of debate at all. If the gentleman from lowa denies 
that such is the precedert and ruling, why then we will have the rec- 
ord hunted up and the decision read. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But it is clear under this proposition 
adopted on last Monday, to suspend the rules for the transaction of 
this business, that everything outside of thirty minutes’ debate was en- 
tirely excluded. 


Now, I did not want to mix up any other thing, but simply to pro- 


test against filibustering by any one for the purpose of perplexing such | 


« good-natured presiding officer as the present occupant of the chair 
{Mr. WELLBORN }. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair is able to take care of himself. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I think my friend from Tennessee and my friend 


from Indiana also are entirely mistaken in regard to the question of order 
raised here. This House on Monday last passed a new rule in regard 
to the consideration of a particular class of business, the class of busi- 
ness which is now pending before the committee. The 
Speaker Blaine, of Speaker Stevenson, or any other Speaker, under 
the general rules of the House, can by no construction be made to ap- 
ply here, because the circumstances are essentially different. We have 
been put into a cast-iron groove 
rule out of which the Chair has already decided we have no right to 
depart, even by unanimous consent, and the Chair would not enter- 
tain, and properly in my judgment did not entertain, the request for 
unanimous consent to prolonging the debate beyond a half-hour on any 
one of these bills; because the House on last Monday, when the rules 
could be suspended, decided that the debate should be restricted to one- 
half hour on each bill, and therefore that it was not competent for the 
committee even by unanimous consent to extend the time. 

Now, it is evident to every member of this House, whatever may be 
the ruling of Speaker Blaine or anybody else, that the 
report of the committee is debate on any question that is pending. 
Everything is debate except the proposition upon which you are called 
directly to vote. The proposition to vote upon is the bill itself in this 
instance. The report of the committee is, or ought to be,a document 
which contains the reasons or arguments in favor of the passage or 
against the passage, as the case may be, if it be an adverse report of 
the measure. What is it, then, but debate? Nothing. Now,will the 


gentleman contend for a moment that he could occupy the time of the | 


committee by the hourin reading reportsif it extended the time beyond 
a half hour on each bill? Will he take that ground? I think not. 
This rule is plain. It is not subject to misconstruction. It provides 
that fifteen minutes shall be allowed on either side for debate, and the 
gentleman who controls those fifteen minutes may put into his argu- 
ment anything that is pertinent to the discussion, and he may, if he 
desires it, incorporate the report of the committee or any other paper. 
But he « 
House. To that it is limited. But Iam surprised that gentlemenare 
so slow to understand the rule that ought to be so easily understood. 
I insist that the Chair ruled rightly, and that it 
some gentleman appeals from it. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman, I raised this objection, but did not 
raise it for the purpose of perplexing the present occupant of the chair, 
for I indorse heartily the compliment paid to him by the gentleman 
from Iowa. I raised it because when the question was up before I asked 


the Chair distinctly if he had ruled against my point on the ground of 
the special order, and I understood the Chair to say he did not but upou 


another ground. Therefore I renewed it because I thought that the 
other ruling was erroneous unless based upon the special order. But, 
since it has been now based upon the special order, I have nothing 
further to say. 

Che CHAIRMAN. When the question was first submitted the Chair 
did not base the ruling upon the special order. On a reconsideration 
of the question, however, the Chair finds the strongest ground upon 
which to rest the ruling is the special order. But the Chair still be- 
lieves that it is tenable on the ground originally stated. 

On both grounds, therefore, the Chair adheres to the ruling. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HOP KINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss the ques- 
tion of the general policy of the Government in regard to the construe 
tion of its public buildings. But I want to say a word in entering my 
protest against the idea that seems to be entertained by some gentle- 
men here, that every bill providing for the construction of a public 


rulings of | 


, 80 to speak, by the adoption of the | 


reading of a | 


‘an not extend the time beyond the fifteen minutes fixed by the | 


should stand unless | 
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building is a raid upon the Treasury for the benefit of some individual 
| or of some given locality. 
| The Government is building its houses for the occupancy of its own 
officials and the transaction of its own business, and 
| such questions we are in ail respects to be governed as any prudent 
| business man would be governed in like matters, and I appeal to any 
business gentleman here whether in the transaction of a business in 
volving a million of dollars he would be content to do it in a log-cabin 
or in a little room 10 by 12? 

Now, to come to the special bill before the committee. It has been 
said that this is an appropriation for $1,500,000 for the construction of 
this building. Allow me to correct that impression in the first place 
Congress passed an act appropriating $700,000 to erect a publi ¢ building 
at Pittsburgh. Plans were submitted and approved by the ¢ haute rot 
Commerce of Pittsburgh before the work of the building commenced. 


in considering 


But in the course of the excavation quicksands were struck, and it was 
not a long time before the plan of the building developed. Then 
it was discovered they were only building a little over one-half of the 
proposed building. On inquiry it was found the reason of that was 


| the limitation. Thesupervising architect found he could not construct 





the building under the limitation fixed by the previous act. The plan 
had been approved by the Chamber of Commerce. I may say that for 
the purchase of the ground the people of Pittsburgh contributed of their 
own money almost $50,000 to secure an eligible site for a suitable build- 
|ing. When this amended plan on which they were working was de- 
| veloped, it was found that it cut off that much of the _ r. leaving 
it an architectural abortion, and leaving it as to space very little more 
than is now in the public building at Pittsburgh, and ti: it building 


was erected thirty years ago. 
| the 


The business has so grown that three of 
Federal officers have been crowded out and compelled to occupy 


rented houses—the pension agent, the collector of internal revenue, and 
| the surveyor of the port. 
Now, I want to call attention to some of the statistics in regard to 


Pittsburgh. By the sameratio that has been fixed in the bi sildings that 
have been authorized already in this and in other Congresses, P 
would have been justified in asking for 


ttsburgh 
an appropriation of $5,000,000, 


based on her population and the Federal business transacted there 

At the port of Pittsburgh the tetal tonnage registered is 34,303. 
The value of the merchandise imported for the year endin ig June 30, 
1883 was $1,361,817. The%amount of import duties paid a t Pittshurgh 
during that year was $496,097.44. Asinternal revenue in the twenty- 
second district during the past year there was paid $1,854,674. 

The building which is to be erected under this bill is for a court-house 
for all of Western Pennsylvania, which includes not only the twenty- 
second internal-revenue district, but the twenty-third, the nineteenth, 
the twentieth, and parts of the twelfth, thirteenth, and sixteenth Che 
internal revenue from the district I have thus indicated would in the 
aggregate be over $4,000,000. 

Next in order of importance is the pension office, which is one of the 


seventeen pension offices in the United States. 
payable at Pittsburgh 16,006 pensioners. The 


was $3,072, 281.92. 


There are upon the roll 
amount paid last year 
In the post-office department the receipts during the ye 
June 30, 3, were $344,891. 

Now, as to the Federal courts—and I beg to state to gentlemen that I 
have the official papers here from all the officers confirming every state- 
ment I make—in the district court there is an ayerage in each term of 
eighty cases tried, and there two regular terms, and often three and 
four special terms. There are twoterms of the circuit court held there 
Oftentimes both courts are in session at the same time, thus requiring 
two court-rooms and at least two jury and when the 
is in session of an extra jury-room. 


ar ending 


1x: 


is 


ure 


se 
-rooms, grand jury 


course 


In the circuit court the average number of cases tried for years has 
been three hundred and ninety-seven per year. And I may say that 
although Philadelphia larger in population by two to one, and al 


though she has a publi building that cost some $7,000,000, the business 


of the Federal courts of Pittsburgh far exceeds that in Philadelphia, 
and for this reason: the western district embraces more than two 
thirds of the counties of Pennsylvania. I have here astatement show 


ing that fact, which I will not stop now to read 

In regard to the population and growth of Pittsburgh, I will stat 
in 1860 the population of that citv was 49,000, 0 it 
in 1880 it was 156,000, and now it is 175,000. In 1860 Pittsburg} 
the twentieth city in the United States, in 1870 the sixteenth, and in 
1880 the twelfth. Pittsburgh's percentage of growth for twenty ihoean 
has been larger than that of New York, Brooklyn, Philadelphi 5 S- 
ton, Saint Louis, Baltimore, Cincinnati, or New Orleans; and it - is been 
larger than that of any of the larger cities except Chi San Frar 
and Cleveland 
The populz ition of All 

western district of 
revenue office 


that 
» OOO, 


in 157 was &f 


was 


tho, 
CISCO, 
chen. is 396,000. The population of 
Pe ennsylvania, which is to be supplied by thi 


this court-house, and this custom-house, 


County 
the 


internal 


Is OVeT 


2,000,000. The population of the county alone—I call the attention of 
the committee to that fact—is larger than that of any one of the seven 
States of Vermont, New Hampshire, Delaware, Florida, Colorado, Ne- 
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l ition of manufactured articles in Allegheny County per an- 
num ts 3105,000,000, and exceeds in value articles manufactured in any 
Oo twel seven States 

I find, Mr. Chairman, my time is rapidly running out, and I will only 
call attention to one or two other points. Allegheny County has re- 
ct made a contract for a court-house of her own, to cost over 32,000, - 
O00 v of the importance of this hive of industry, which turns 
out a ste ul every minute of the three hundred and sixty-five days 
ol the year and a locomotive every second day; in view of the vast 
amount of Federal business to be transacted; in view of the appropria- 
tions, which I say by comparison would justify a much larger claim, I 


think this bill should be favorably passed upon by the committee. 


[ submit with my remarks a letter of the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that it be printed in the REcorD. 


Mi 
lact tl 


for the 


milttes 


HOPKINS 


ut the 


Very well. I will simply call attention to the 
\rchitect states that the amount specified will be required 
construction of a suitable building. And I wish also the com- 
to bear in mind that the $1,500,000 specified is not asked as an 


Not a single dollar is asked. 


appropriation I reserve the remainder 
ol my time 
The letter of the Supervising Architect referred to by Mr. HOPKINS 


is as follows 


Pri 
rHE 


ASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SUPERVISING ARCHITECT 
January 30, 1884. 


OFFICE OF 


Sir: I ve the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th in- 


at my earliest convenience I give you an estimate of the prob- 


al . i struction at Pittsburgh, Pa., of a building suitable tothe needs 
of lily and adapted to necessities of the public business 

In v of the information furnished me to-day as to the needs of the various 
pul flices to be accommodated, I am satisfied the amount specified in bill H 
it creasing the limit of the cost of the building, namely, $1,500,000, will 
be req red for the construction of a suitable building for the accommodation 
of public offices, and, judging from the proposals received for the stone- 
we a portion of the building, the work can be entirely completed within 
that s ’ 

Very respectfully 
M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect 
lion. JAmMrs H. Hopkins, 
iH Representatives, Washington, D.C 

Mr. HOPKINS. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are four minutes remaining of the time 
for debate in advocacy of this biil. 

Mr. STORM I will reserve the remainder of my time 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIS. ILIask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Hop- 
KINS] to yield me the remainder of his time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will do so. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will give way until the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] has occupied the time yielded to him. 


Mr. WILLIS. I will not take it now. Let the gentleman proceed. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a bill making an increase of appro- 


We have been told here 
imes that the appropriations contained in the bills before us 
are intended to be final appropriations, and are made as such. 

The gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 


priation for the erection of a public building. 


several t 


lic 
been commended on thé floor for not claiming more than $100,000 for 
his own town, New Albany, will probably remember that in a former 
Congress an appropriation was made for a public building in another 
town in Indiana, the town of Evansville. - If I recollect aright, $100,- 
000 was the amount first appropriated. What did that building cost? 
Something over $300,000, I believe; and I remember that in the Forty- 
sixth Congress an appropriation of twenty or twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars was made for fences to be put around the building. 

I hold in my hand the report of the Supervising Architect, and I will 
refer to a few appropriations which were first made for public buildings 
and then give the amount which they finally cost. The first one I 
come to is the public building at Albany, N. Y. I will refer only to 
buildings recently constructed and those under construction. Those 
bills contained, I presume, substantially the same limitations as are con- 
tained in the present bill 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken on that point, 
and that goes to the whole argument. 

Mr. WARNER, Ohio. Very well; but let us see. The building 
at Albany, N. Y., was authorized by act of March 12, 1872, ‘‘ which 
act,’’ says the report, ‘‘ limited its cost to $350,000.”’ 

Mr. WILLIS My friend certainly does not wish to say to this 
House that the law under which the Albany building was constructed 
is the sameas that under which present buildings are being constructed ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have read from the report of the Super- 
vising Architect, which says that ‘‘the cost of the building at Albany 
was limited to $350,000.”’ 

Mr. WILLIS Che gentleman knows, or ought to know, if he un- 
dertakes to instruct the House, that under existing law the plans are 
to be made and the contracts let out before the building is begun. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will make his argu- 
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Buildings and Grounds [ Mr. STOCKSLAGER], whose modesty has | 
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ment in his own time. 
It cost $725,000 Now, 
cinnati, Ohio 

Mr. WILLIS. In your own State. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The bill which made the first appropria- 
tion limited the cost to $1,750,000. What hasit cost? It has already 
cost $5,400,000, and not completed vet, I believe. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him if that 
was not betore the law prescribing a penalty in case the architect should 
prepare plans and make contracts in excess of the appropriation? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The architect can not tell in preparing his 
plans and making his estimates exactly what a building will cost. 

Mr. WILLIS. He ought to be able to do so. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And he is not made a criminal for 
doing that which he is not able to do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The law prescribes the penalty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentlemen from Ohio will allow me—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HopKINs] 
of course bears in mind that that criminal statute is only applicabl 
where the bill which authorizes the erection of the building appropri- 
ates the entire sum of money for its cost. In every other case that law 
is entirely inoperative. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understand that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But let me goon. The architect can not 
himself contract beyond the appropriation. The first bill for the con 
struction of a public building at Covington, Ky., limited the cost to 
$100,000; but it has cost $305,000. Scarcely a building has been au- 
thorized which has not cost more than the sum originally appropriated 

Mr. McCOID. What building is that in Kentucky? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The building at Covington, Ky. 
building at Little Rock, Ark.; the first 
$100,000; it has already cost $251,000. 

Mr. DUNN. And it is worth it, and more, too. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These buildings must besurrounded with 
fences; they must be furnished. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. And they ought to be. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes. And when Congress is asked to sup 
ply furniture it will be asked to furnish it at a cost ten times what 
private persons would provide for themselves. These buildings are for 
public officials, and the theory upon which these buildings are appro- 
priated for is that Government officials are to be aggrandized; they 
are to have quarters, and furniture, and everything else to compare 
with the buildings they occupy. Very few people can atford such or 
have such accommodations. I desire to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. HopKINS] how many officials will be accommodated in 
this building in Pittsburgh after it shall have been completed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not mean how many dollars of pen- 
sions will be paid there, but how many officials will occupy this build- 


What did the building at Albany really cost? 
take another building, the post-office at Cin- 


hot 


Take the 
bill limited the amount to 


ing. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will inform the gentleman as to how many ofli- 
cials will be accommodated. There are over one hundred employés in 


the post-office there; there are thirty-odd in the pension office, and | 
do not know how many there are in the custom-house. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The post-office employés are ordinarily in 
one room. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
large ones. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
whole building. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They occupy the entire ground floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The truth is we are constructing buildings 
and furnishing offices at a rate of expenditure of from ten thousand to 
fifty thousand dollars for each Government official. 

Mr. PAYNE. The post-office building at Pittsburgh is now a very 
large one, and it fails wholly to accommodate the post-offce depart- 
ment. The internal-revenue offices occupy a building outside at a rent 
exceeding the interest on the full amount of the cost of this building. 
The pension office has to rent another building at the expense of the 
Government. 

One word more. My friend is altogether in error in objecting to this 
and other bills now reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds because of the fact that certain buildings heretofore erected 
by the Government have exceeded in cost the amount of the limitation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman should state that in his 
own time. 

Mr. BAYNE. Since the act of the Forty-seventh Congress the Super- 
vising Architect has kept strictly within the limit of the appropriation 
allowed by law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Of what materials are these buildings to 
be constructed, and where are the materials to be obtained? Are you 
going to Vermont for marble or to Quincy for granite? Is there any 
assurance that the architect—and it seems to be pretty much all left 
to him—will not repeat the experiment tried in the erection of public 
buildings at Chicago and Cincinnati? For the Chicago building the 


By no means; they require several rooms and very 


But they occupy but a small part of the 
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stone was transported from the Ohio River, through Cincinnati to Chi- 
cago, for the erection of the Government building there; and when the 
public building was to be erected in Cincinnati the stone was brought 
through Chicago to Cincinnati; so that there was transportation of the 
stone from Cincinnati to Chicago for the Chicago building and from or 
through Chicago to Cincinnati for the Cincinnati building. This is the 
sort of economy the General Government practices in erecting public 
buildings. And I do not believe there is a public building erected by 
the Government anywhere in this country that could not be duplicated 
to-day for one-third or one-half what it has cost the Government to 
build it. The United States Government erects no buildings at a less 
cost than two or three times what it would cost the localities to con- 
struct the same buildings. Until we can change our whole system, 
until we can come down to the level of something like respectable econ- 
omy in the construction of public buildings, I am opposed- 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When the gentleman makes his statement as to 
the comparative cost of buildings put up by the General Government 
and those erected by the States, does he base his conclusion upon any 
facts 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Or is it simply a general statement? Has the 
gentleman compared the buildings of the United States Government 
with those erected by the States; for instance, the new State-house at 
Albany, N. Y.? ; 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Albany, I am afraid, is a good deal like 
Washington. But take buildings anywhere. Take the building at 
New Haven, Conn. I am informed that contractors would agree to 
duplicate that building for one-third what the Government has paid for 
its erection. 

But how many buildings are we to put up? 
which they are to be located? Is it population that should entitle a 
town to a Government building? There are fifty or sixty towns in Ohio 
having a population as large as some of the towns for which we have 
already appropriated money to construct public buildings. There are 
thirty or forty towns in Indiana, I presume, with a population equal to 








What is the theory on 


those for which public buildings have already been provided. Are we | 
to go on and erect public buildings in all of these towns? Are we to 


log-roll them through Congress by the argument, ‘‘ Put a building here | 


for me, and I will help put one there for you.’’ Then where is to be 
the end? 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has no right to make his insinna- 
tion about ‘‘ log-rolling.’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I said that might be done, and I do not 
think it a violent assumption. 

Mr. Chairman, the theory has been advanced here that we ought to 
erect public buildings all over the country in this way in all these 
towns, as ‘‘symbols of power,’’ palatial structures as ‘‘symbols of 
power.’’ No longer a government of the people then, but one needing 

‘symbols of power,’’ to remind us, I suppose, that we have masters, and 
that these buildings are where our masters dwell! Then after you have 
got your great buildings, what is it going to cost to take care of them? 
They must be heated and lighted and cared for. How much will be 
added to the expenditures of the Government? Let me remind gen- 
tlemen that already in this Republic of ours—founded as a model re- 
public by our fathers—government is costing relatively more than any 
governmentin the world. And the cost is all the time increasing, and 
increasing, too, faster than population increases 

A MEMBER. And it is better government. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is worth all it costs. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Governments are not better by being costly. 
Ah, sir, it was not when Rome [Laughter]. Gentlemen may 
laugh, but examples are sometimes worth heeding. 

A MEMBER. Give us modern history. 

Another MEMBER. Stick to Pittsburgh. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It was not when Rome drained her prov- 
inces to support extravagance at home that the government was best. 
And, sir, as a rule testified to by all history, the best governments have 
been those that have cost least. Bad governmentis always costly, good 
government is always economical, say what you will. We have the 
power of taxation, it is true, and its machinery is terribly perfect, and 
just here let me give some figures to show what this Government costs 
as compared withother governments. In France, witha standing army 
of more than 500,000 men, the total expenditures, including interest 
on her vast public debt, were in 1883a little over $350,000,000. In the 
German Empire, they were a little over $150,000,000; but of course that 
did not include the local governments of the several states comprising 
the empire, and Germany has an army of 400,000 men to maintain. 

But in France the cost of the local government is largely included in 
thisstatement of expenditure. In Great Britain the expenditures are 
$435,000,000; but this includes $150,000,000 interest on her public debt 
and nearly as much more for herarmy and navy. How do these fig 
compare with the expenses of our own Government? Last year we col- 
lected over $400,000,000 of revenue, and expended nearly $300,000,000. 


I can not give the gentleman any more of 
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So the truth is, unwelcome as it may be, that royalty, with crowns 
and thrones, great standing armies and vast naval armaments, is not 
costing as much to the people of other countries as republican govern 
ment is costing in the United States under the policy that we have been 
pursuing since the war. And the policy of constructing public build 
ings all over the country as *“‘emblems of power’’—'‘* emblems of the 
power’’ of a great government—will not lessen the burdens of govern 
ment, we may be sure. I for one do not want any such ‘‘emblems of 
power.’’ The emblems of power and the evidences of prosperity which 
I desire to see are improved hognes for the people, the multiplication 
of comfortable dwellings for the people 
a few Government officials. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ladmire the speech of the gentleman so much that 
I would like to know whether he is for or against this bill 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will tell the gentleman. If he will take 
his bill out from the operations of this order and bring it here by itself, 
with an appropriation for a reasonable sum—I think the appropriation 
proposed here is unreasonable—I will vote for it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It stands by itself now—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. So long as these bills are linked together: 
under this order I condemn them all; I can not support any of them 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS addressed the committee. [See Appendix 

Mr. WILLIS. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


not great, costly structures for 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

That the amounts heretofore fixed as the limit of cost forthe erection of pul 

lic buildings at Pittsburgh, Pa.,and Louisville, Ky., be, and the sameare hereby 

increased to $1,500,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of each of said buildings, 

“Src. 2. That the officers of the United States Governme having cha 


“= nt ‘ve of 
the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be 


erned by 


the limitation hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of said 
buildings.’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill applies to a public building in the State 
of Pennsylvania. The amendment proposes to strike that out and to 


substitute therefor a bill covering a public building in Kentucky 
well as one in Pennsylvania. 

I think, sir, that there are three grounds of objection, on each of w 
this proposition issubject to the point of order, one of them being a matte! 
of fact and the others arising under the rule. The first point to which | 
shall call attention is that you can not amend a bill embracing a sing 
subject of appropriations by the addition of another bill or se 
of similar character, on the principle of general parliamentary law form- 
ing the basis of our rules: and for the reason that the 
House are entitled to vote on each individual proposition. Therefore, as 
I understand the rule, you can not in a matter of public expenditure in 
volving one item embrace, as is proposed here, other matters of expendt- 
ture embracing another or many items; 


hich 


veral bills 


menibers of the 


because if you can add one 


public building to the pending bill you can add all the others, and of 
course there will be no limit. 
The second objection is that there is a bill already pending in the 


House and never yet acted upon, as I understand it, by the Committes 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, for the construction of, or the en 
largement of, the limits of a public building in Louisville, Ky. How 
ever disguised by the form of the bill, the fact still remains and comes 
to the knowledge of the Chair and is brought to his knowledge by an 
inspection of the bill itself that a bill of similar substance is sought to 


be ingrafted upon this bill as an amendment. The Chair will perceiv 


the change in phraseology does not change the stihstance of the bil 
pending before the House, and which is sought to be ingratted as an 
amendment. 

The third objection rests upon a matter of fact; that is to say,’ that 


bills to be brought betore the House and considered during the execu 
tion of this special order are bills which are to be brought in upon re 


ports from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Now, in 
the present instance I ask if there is a report upon this bill which is 
sought to be ingrafted as an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. They have reported upon this bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair has held that the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds might call up by this special 


rule bills in their order as determined on by the committee of whieh 
he is chairman. The Chair will see at once that that order of busine 
is entirely defeated if every single bill pending he bill re- 
ported by the committee can be attached to the pending bill as an 
amendment. I understood the ruling of the Chair to be that the chai 
man of the committee was authorized under the special rule to call up 
bills in the order determined upon by the committee. While of course 
if this amendment is admitted, this would be an entire contray 
of that view of the Chair, if I understand it, it would allow these 
to be brought in all together, or in any order in which the 
might choose to embody them. 

But I base the point of order upon the two propositions, largely upon 
the second one, and I ask particular attention of the Chair to the seb 
ject and request that the Clerk be authorized to procure the bill an 


re or every 


ent 
bil 


imendment 
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call the attention of the Chair to it. I refer to the bill providing for 
ease of the building at Louisville, Ky I will ask first if that 
hill has been reported to the House? 




































































Mr. STOCKSLAGER Icanstate to the gentleman, my colleague —— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to be 
eard upon the point of order ? 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing to submit the 
iestion to the Chair. I recognize the fact that time is precious. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state on one of these points of 
order, the last point raised, that it woul be fatal to the amendment if 
fact be as stated. Hence the Chair calls upon the gentleman from 
Ken for information as to the fact stated by the gentleman from 





























Indiana. If it be true as a matter of fact that the proposed amend- 
ment seeks to incorporate into this bill matter specifically and sub- 
stantially embraced in another bill pending before the House, the Chair 








feels Compe lled to sustain the point of order 









































































Mr. WILLIS. Loffer the amendment as a substitute for the pending 
bill, not as an amendment. I understand that it has always been held 
that a substitute was in orde 

Mr. SPRINGER. A substitute is simply an amendment to the bill, 
hut in another form 

Mr. HOLMAN Chat does not change the effect. The fact that the 


bill is pending must be taken official notice of by the Chair when it is 


called to his attention 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair will hear from the gentleman from 
Kentucky upon the point of order if he desires to be heard 

Mr. WILLIS. The proposition which I have offered, I repeat, is not an 


amendment to the bill that is pending in the committee 


ninetitint 
Ls ite 


It is offered asa 


hill pending before the House. I understand the ruling of the Chair 
has been for years, indeed ever since the adoption of the rules, that the 
substance of a bill might be embodied in the nature of a substitute to 


a yx nding bill. and that if it be offered as a substitute for the measure 


t may be admitted, and does not come within that strict construction 
of the rule which would otherwise exclude it 
Mr. HOLMAN Will the gentleman answer another question? 


What becomes of the provision of the rule which limits debate to one- 
half hour on each of these bills? The meaning of that was of course one- 
half hour debate UpPOR eat h proposed public building. 

Mr. WILLIS. In answer to that I can only say that the gentleman 
himself fruitful of amendments in the committee. 
been offering them at the rate of ten a second up to this time, and on 
each he has delighted the House with his eloquent words. It 
would therefore stand hardly in reason for the gentleman to complain 
of any one else, or to endeavor to make the point of order against me, 
or attempt to limit debate to strict conformity with the rule against 


has been 


one 


to which he is opposed 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman misapprehends me. My point is 
that if you embody all these bills in the nature of amendments to one 
bill there would only be a half-hour’s debate upon the whole. 


rule provides for one-half hour’s debate on each one 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment which I have offered to the pending 
bill is, as I have stated, in the nature of a substitute for the bill. 

He has offered amendments to reduce the amount $100,000, to re- 


House 
Mr. SPRINGER. On this point of order I desire to say a word, 
without wishing to take up unnecessarily the time of the committee. 
It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting clause of this bill, 
which makes an appropriation for a public building at Pittsburgh, and 
to insert in lieu of the matter stricken out a proposition in relation to 
a public building at Pittsburgh and in relation to a public building at 
ille, Ky. The proposition so far as it relates to Louisville, Ky., 
in another bill pending in this House. It is a separate 
and distinct measure pending in the House. The analogy is the same 
as if a private bill for the rehef of a private individual were pending, 
and you 


son 


the 


LOULS\ 


s embraced 


which is against the rule, as you will see by examining the Digest. 
Mr. WILLIS. I would like to have that decision read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I call attention to this statement, on page 224 of 
the Dive st 


It is als 


proy isior 


Now, this is a public bill, and the analogies are precisely the same. 
rhe proposition offered is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. That has been decided a dozen times. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not germane to a bill in relation to a public 











it of order to ingraft upon a bill for the relief of one individual a 
for the relief of another. 






































building at Pittsburgh to extend the time for a public building at Louis- 
The amendment relates to another subject, and the rule states— | 


No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 
admitted under color of amendment 
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simply including anothercity and anotheramount forthesame | 


purpose as that already embodied in the bill. That has been always held | 
is not in contravention of the rule prohibiting the embracing within a 
pending measure of an amendment embodying the substance of another | 


He has | 


The | 


| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
ery member and on every amendment to a bill or substitute fora bill | 





APRIL 10, 


This is as different a proposition from the original bill as it is possi- 
ble for propositions to differ from each other. They areas wide apart 
as Louisville is distant from Pittsburgh. I make, then, that point, that 
it is not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Again, it is not in accordance with the rule adopted on last Monday. 
That rule provided that the bills to which it relates should be consid- 
ered in the order named by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Here is a bill about to be brought up for our consideration, 
not in the order suggested by the committee, but out of its order, by 
way of anamendment. And it is suggested to me that the bill is not 
even on the Calendar and is not embraced in the order at all. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. [understood the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] to say yesterday that the law for this committee was the 
special order for the consideration of these bills. I would like him to 
answer this question: How he undertakes to invoke a rule of this House 
to shut off this amendment when he says the law of the House was the 
special order adopted on Monday ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. _I will answer the gentleman, and with pleasure. 
I stated yesterday that the special order revoked every rule that was 
inconsistent with it and no other. This rule is not inconsistent with 
the order at all, but is one of the rules not affected by the order of the 
House. * 

So far as the other rules of this House are concerned, not affected and 
changed by that rule, they are all in force in this debate; and one is 
that these bills shall be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, where we are now considering them. The 
rule I have cited is not affected at all by the order passed on Monday 
last. 

Mr. WILLIS. My attention has been called privately to clause 7 of 
Rule XVI, which declares: 

No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 
shall be admitted under color of amendment 

I desire to say in reply to that suggestion from a friend, that the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill is to extend the limit upon a public building 
That is the whole of it. 

Mr. LONG. No; it is to extend the limit upon a public building at 
a certain place 

Mr. WILLIS. The subject-matter is the extension of the limit on a 
public building. The substitute is upon this same subject and for the 
same amount, the extension of the limit upon another public building 
as well as that contained in the original bill, the one being at Louis- 
ville, the other at Pittsburgh. But both propositions refer to the same 
subject-matter, both embrace the same amount; and I hold, therefore, 
the substitute is not properly open to criticism as coming within this 
section 7 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to make one remark in justice to the 
In reply toa remark by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs], I desire tosay that I do not 
understand the committee have directed that this bill should be offered 
as an amendment to the bill relating to the public building at Pitts- 
burgh. 


Mr. WILLIS. In justice to myself I desire to make one statement. 


| The chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is 


| committee. 


duce it $75,000, to reduce it $50,000, and by each proposition of that | 
sort, differing widely from the preceding, he has consumed the time of 


proposed to add to that a proposition to relieve another per- 


undoubtedly right as to there having been any formal action by the 
But I am equally right in saying what I said before, that 
this amendment was offered after consultation with and by the consent 
of the gentleman representing Pittsburgh, and after consultation with 
and by the consent of every member of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds whom I could see yesterday, and I think I saw all 
except two, who were absent. That was my statement. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Wouldit be in order for the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to accept a substitute embracing al! the bills 
for public buildings which they have now pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is hardly a parliamentary 
inguiry. Asa matter of fact, perhaps the ruling of the Chair will an- 
swer the question put by the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It seems you are permitted to offer by a substi- 
tute what you can not directly offer by an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has raised the point 
of order against the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky and based it substantially on two grounds. The Chair desires to 
state these grounds, that the committee may understand upon what his 
decision rests. The first ground on which the gentleman from Indiana 
bases his point of order is that the subject-matter of the amendmentis 
different from that of the bill, and therefore the amendment is obnox- 
ious to the last sentence of the seventh clause of Rule XVI, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And nomotion or proposition on a subject different from that under consider- 
ation shall be admitted under color of amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the pending bill relates to a 
public building in Pennsylvania; the proposition of the amendment 
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relates toa public building in Kentucky. The inclination of the mind Mr. HOPKINS. And $200,000 less than the architect says this 
of the Chair is that the two propositions are entirely distinct, and if | building can be completed for. 


this question were a new one the Chair would decide that the amend- The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not debatable. 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] related The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN; and 
to asubject different from that covered by the original bill. | upon a division there were—ayes 38, noes 89. 

This question, however, is not a new question, but has been decided Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
in a case somewhat analogous by Mr. Speaker Lynn Boyd. The caseon | voted. 
which Mr. Boyd decided was this: The original bill proposed todonate | Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HopkKINs and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 
certain public lands to the State of Wisconsin in aid of the construc- | pointed. 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to the head of Lake Superior. The The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
amendment proposed to donate certain lands for a similar purpose to | were—ayes 42, noes 120. 
the State of Kentucky. Against that amendment a point of order was So the amendment was not agreed to 
raised, and the Speaker decided that the amendment was relevant and The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
overruled the point of order. The Clerk will read the decision. to be reported favorably to the House? 

The Clerk read as follows: The question being taken, there were—ayes 95, noes 21. 

The said amendment having been read, Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point that no quorum has 


Mr. George W. Jones made the point of order that it was not relevant to the voted. I think we should have a quorum. 
pill under consideration, but was on a different subject, and consequently un- Tellers were ordered: and Mr. WARNER. of Ohio. and Mr. HopKINs 
der the fifty-fifth rule was out of order. ae ° d 

The Speaker stated that inasmuch as the bill provides for a donation of land | Were appointed. ; ; 
toa State for railroads therein, it was competent to amend it by a provision for The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 141, 
a donation to other States for si@Jilar purposes. He therefore overruled the : 


: noes 31. 
point of order. 


So the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported favorably to 
The CHAIRMAN. The fifty-fifth rule referred to by Mr. Speaker | the House. 
Boyd was identical with the clause of the present rule of the House PUBLIC BUILDING AT 
which has been read by the Clerk. The Chair will state further that 
he has been advised, though he has not had an opportunity to give per- 
sonal examination to the ruling, that it has been decided that on a bill 
to admit a particular Territory as a State in the Union an amendment 
roviding fo > ission of another Territory as a State was relevant. = 7 
prov iding fe r the admissi nof an ther Te rritory as a State was re le unt Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
rhe € hair would state further on this question that wherever a point | thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
of order is raised on the ground that the proposed amendment is not | suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
. : ? . y icers, U " ates cour st-oflice, : o “r Grover *ntoftices 
relevant to the pending bill, if there be anv reasonable doubt, the Chair customs office r , United States « urts, po t-< flice, and the r Governme nt office 
: : 7 2 . > at the city of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. The plans, specifications 
thinks that the doubt should be resolved in favor Of the relevancy o1 the | and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved ac- 
proposed amendment, so as to give to the committee an opportunity to | cording to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum 
dispose of the whole question, as well of relevancy as of expediency. = a Sed ie my oe the aoe a 
vs . . . . ° ~ * ° - 0 ire najyacen ) ‘ igs bya ope space oO 1oO ess ian forty feet, i 
With reference to this ground of the point ol order in this case, while | cluding streets and alle ys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be 
the mind of the Chair is not in accord with the ruling of Mr. Speaker | available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
s ‘ . + a J i » r > ate of Te -ssee 8 t * cede © the rite 
Boyd, still the Chair, rather than undertake to overrule that decision, | Umted States, nor until the State of Tennessee shall have ceded to the United 
. > > . ‘ S 7 States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
would submit the point of order to the committee for the determination shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the administra 
f the committee. This course the Chair would now take, if alleged | tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein 


CHATTANOOGA, TENN 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. By instruction of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, I now call up the bill (H. R. 1484) for the ere« 
tion of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


irrelevancy were the only ground on which the point of order is based. | Mr. STOCKSLAGER I’ yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
But an additional ground for the point of order is based upon the | [Mr. YounG], who reported the bill. 

fourth clause of Rule X XI of the House, which the Chair will direct the Mr. YOUNG. I yield fiveminutes to my colleague [Mr. DrpRELL] 

Clerk to read. Mr. DIBRELL. I ask for the reading of the report. If the House 


The Clerk read as follows: will hear this report and afterward a brief statement in regard to this 
No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or in- | case, I think no member will object to this bill. 
orporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending be- The CHAIRMAN The report will be read; but it must come out 
fore the House. . P cape ie 
of the gentleman’s time. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is admitted that the matter embraced in the Mr. DIBRELL. All right. 


proposed amendment is the substance of another bill now pending be- The report (made by Mr. YOUNG) was read, as follows 
fore the House. Such being the case, the Chair holds that it is obnox- | The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 


ious to the rule, and sustains the point of order. bill (H. R, 1484) to erect a public building in the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., re- 
Mr. WILLIS. Then I will modify my amendment, in view of the | *Pe¢tflly submit the following report ; 

a : re . . The city of Chattanooga is a prosperous, growing, manufacturing city, situ 
lecision of the Chair. ated on the south bank of the Tennessee River, which drainsa territory of more 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE than 30,000 square miles. Chattanooga is the principal distributing and ship- 

ae . ; ‘ en “4 ping point of allthe produce shipped down said river. Itisthe terminus of seven 
The committee rose informally; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken | prominent railroads. The United States district and circuit courts are held reg 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. ularly at that place, and the business of said courts is rapidly increasing, owing 


. . 3 . to the large commercial business done at Chattanooga. The population of the 
McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed, and re- | city by a recent enumeration is near 25,000, 


quested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: Chattanooga is a port of entry. The Roan Iron Company, engaged in the 
A bill (S. 1232) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de Napa, in | ™#?ufacture of steel rails, paid $150,000, in 1882, duty upon steel blooms, & 
, ee ae ee : z a : sca The depression in prices the last year stopped their manufacture until the re- 


Napa County, California, to prove up their title; and ceipts were greatly reduced 
A bill (S. 1413) to empower the Secretary of War to examine the _ The post-office receipts for one quarter only ending Ist January, 1854, were 
claim of the State of South Carolina for rent alleged to be due for the ae a upward, and increasing so rapidly that larger postal facilities are 

. “2 . ecessary. 
use and occupation of the Citadel Academy at Charleston. When the Tennessee River is opened for free navigation Chattanooga will be 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH. PA the principal shipping point for a large territory in several States 

‘ os ; oo As Tennessee is a large and populous State with only four public buildings 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, and proceeded with | your committee are of the unanimous opinion that a public building should be 


the consideration of the bill in relation to a public building at Pitts- | ©Tected 4t Chattanooga, and therefore recommend the passage of said bill 
burgh, Pa. Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, Chattanooga is the terminus of seven 
Mr. WILLIS. I had intended to offer an amendment which I think important railroads, and an eighth is now being constructed. It is one 
would meet the ruling of the Chair, but upon an intimation by some | of the largest manufacturing towns in the South. Only last week a 
gentlemen that they think it would jeopardize the passage of the bill | 200-ton furnace was started there. Two weeks ago a subscription was 
I will not do so. begun, and on the first day $200,000 subscribed, to erect another blast- 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the bill by striking out ‘‘$1,500,- | furnace there. When the Tennessee River shall have been opened by 
000? and inserting ‘‘ $1,000,000.”’ removing the obstruction at Muscle Shoals we shall have water com- 
Mr. HOPKINS. The time allowed for the consideration of this bill | munication with New Orleans and other important points. In the 


having expired before the point of order on the last amendment was | course of ten years Chattanooga will be a city of 50,000 population. 
raised 





Last year there were erected there eighty-seven storehouses, ranging 
_The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that that | from two to fourstories high, and between four hundred and five hundred 
limitation of thirty minutes was only as to debate, not as to the con- | dwellings, a large number costing from $10,000 to $15,000 each 
sideration of the bill. Methodist Episcopal Church North ‘has established a Southern univer- 
_ Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Chair hold that this amendment is sub- | sity at Chattanooga, and during this year will expend from $50,000 to 
ject to debate ? $100,000 in the erection of buildings. The Roan Iron Company, as 
The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to be offered, but is not debatable. | stated in the report, has paid from $120,000 to $150,000 per annum as 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will say that the amount I have named is $200,- | import dues upon steel blooms for the manufacture of steel rails. These 
000 more than the sum given for the Brooklyn building. duties had to be paid at Norfolk and Savannah. But Chattanooga is 


The 
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now by law a portof entry. There isan important signal station there. 
The marine-hospital funds are collected and disbursed there. The 
United States « we uit and district courts sit there, and the statement here 
na Chattanooga paper is that when the State courts are in session 
s frequently no room for the jury and they have to go out of doors 

0 deliberate upon their verdict because no accommodations can be ob- 

1ined convenient to the court-house 

All that is wrong in this bill is that it does not appropriate enough 

mon My constituents are complaining of me because I do not ask 
for a ger appropriation [t seems to me that no man here, if he will 
consider the necessity for a public building at Chattanooga, and the very 
moderate appropriation proposed this bill, can refuse to vote for it 


H. R. 1013 (Report 436), 
N. 
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APRIL 10, 


for the erection of a public building at Troy, 


Y piigupasndinddhtinennn . ; $200, 00 
= R 5264 (Re port 441), for the erection of a public building at Lancas- 
Pa saineiiaia és : : A 100, Oo 
H. R 2949 Report 442), for the erection of a public building at Port 
Townsend, Wash - a (emanactetnian - ‘ 57, OOK 
H. R. 870 (Report 443), to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and 
for United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 
OG on ccen execs socceeccceutccnccccocssseseseseeseses oe 75, OK 
H. R. 5672 (Report 630), for the erection of a public building at Wil- 
mington, Del . ‘ : ys eiadinniameiaes 150 000 
H. R. 805 (Report 631), to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Jackson, in the State of Michigan 75, OO 
H. R. 5673 (Report 632), for the erection of a public building at Sacra- 
mento, Cal ; 100. OOK 
H. R. 1570 (Report 635), for the erection of a public building at Waco, 
lex , 7 selentciioeaieliaatils ibdinietnkiasieniaietianbeenitie 100, 000 
H. R. 5674 (Report 634), for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas 50, Om 
H. R. 848 (Report 734), to provide for the e srection of a public builk ling 
in the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota ; LOO. OO 
H. R. 5693 (Report 736), for the erection of a public building at Akron, 
Ohio : SPREE EI AEN SAI cE NEE, ORL A LOO, O06 
S. 229 (Report 1058), to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect 
a public building in the city of Key West, Fla a LOO, Oo 
H. R. 707 (Report 1059), to provide for the erection of a public building 
at the town ot! Houlton Me . aenesee 50, 000 
H. R. 6410 (Report 1060), for the erection of a public building at Char- 
lotte, N. ¢ = se 4 75, 000 
H. R. 6411 (Report 1061), to provide for the selection of a site and erec- 
tion of a new public building at Detroit, Mich 900, OO 
H. R. 6412 (Report 1062), to amend chapter 464 of the first session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘An act to provide for a public 
building at the « ity of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana 50, OOM 
H. R. 1618 Report 1063 to provide forthe construction of a court-house 
and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va 50, OOK 





6, O68, OOK 





S. 233*, an act providing forthe enlargement and improvement of the 

post-office, custom-house, and court-house at New Haven, Conn 50, OO 
S$. 52,an act providing for the erection of a public building at Waco, 

lex eeeee coer oe 100, OOK 
S. 53, an act providing for a public building at San Antonio, Tex 200,001 
8. 55, an act to provide for the erection of a public building for the use 

of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices 

in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada S 100, OOK 
S. 78, an act for the erection of a pub¥c building at La Crosse, Wis 100, 000 
S. 146, an act for a public building at Greenville, 8. C ; 50.000 
S. 147,an act to authorize the purchase of a site fora buil ding fora 

post-office, court-house and other public offices in San Fran isco, ( al. HM), OOM 
S. 160, an act for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J 75, 000 
S. 235, an act to provide for the erection of a public building in the city 

a a sai 150, 000 
S. 256, an act to provide for a buile ding for the use of the Federal court, 

post-office, internal-revenue, and other civil offices, and a United 

States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark . INA 100,000 
S. 292, an act for the erection ofa public building: at Fort Scott. Kans 100.000 
S. 396, an act for the erection ofa public building at Nebraska City, Nebr 75,000 
S. 505, an act for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, Ala 100,008 
S$. 574, an act appropriating money for the purchase of a site and the 

erection ofa suitable building for the United States courts, post-office, 

and other Government offices in the city of Winona, State of Min- 

nesota ‘leis 100,000 
S. 636, an act for the erection of a public builk ling at Oshkosh, Wis. 100,000 
S. 674,* an act to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for the 

United States court-house and post-office buil ine at a. 

iil 26,000 
S. 84, an act to provide for the erection of a a pub lie buile ling in the city 

of Manchester, in the State of New Hi: wmpshire an ‘ . 800,000 
S. 1040,an act to provide for the construction of a public building at 

New Albany, Ind. sseadhlaiiuindiscishiinalisatiaesteasiantedidianendipieaitibie , . 100, 000 
S. 1117, an act for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga ‘ 125, 000 
S. 1146,an act to provide for the erection of a public ae in the 

city of Annapolis, Md ‘ 100, 000 
S. 1429, an act to provide for the erection of a public builk ling at Mont- 

pelier, Vt ° ecece ececceces 75, 000 
S. 1473, an act toe nlarge the United State $ custom- house at Richmond, 

Naisinienes ee . ves evccwceocecsce cose LO00, 000 
S. 1504, an act for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo.. 100, 000 
S. 1600, an act for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga 200, 000 

2. 871, 000 

Nore. —Those marked with a * are increases over former appropriations—in 


the case of H. R. 1339 the limit of cost being increased to $1,500,000 


Mr. Chairman, itis, I know, an ungracious thing to oppose the wishes 
of gentlemen who, pressed by local interests and reasons of moment to 
them, are urging these measures, but I think it is a duty to resist this 
combined effort toerect forty public buildings. Is it proper that the 
House, which has now for two days been voting the expenditure of sum 


after sum for these purposes, should recklessly continue this procedure 


Mr. McCOMAS Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr 
McCom rise to oppos the bill? 
Mr. McCOMAS. Ido 
Phe CHAIRMAN Che gentleman is entitled to tifteen minutes. 
Mr. McCOMAS Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in opposition 
4 iss of bills which are included in this long catalogue of bills re- | 
ported favorably from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
egating $6,068,000 so faras heard from inthe billsin this House, and 
about $3,000,000 in bills passed by the Senate and now on the Speaker’s 
tab | am aware that some of the Senate bills are duplicates of those 
wrted by the House committee, but the total makes asum of at least 
$8,000,000 to be expended for purposes which, so far I can satisfy 
nt as a Representative, do not warrant the expenditure, es- 
1 en it isto be made with insufficient opportunity for consid- 
ind without any prior investigation; for the partial and rose- 
ate tements of the member from the district seeking the aid of the 
N mal Government is after all the argument of the advocate. The 
) of the member as a subcommittee is rather a restatement of this 
D than a thorough investigation, and the favorable report of the | 
CO ttee, whose manifold public duties prevent a thorough inquiry, is 
0 he result they reach by conjecture upon the data they can obtain 
Che gentlemen who compose this committee in respect ol characte! 
ul pacity are the peers of any on this floor, but they inherit a method 
W h execrable, inadequate, and which ought to be reformed In 
1862 when Congress appropriated but $6,000 for public buildings no evil 
results could follow \ committee sitting at the Capitol had time to 
ntorm itself when its inquiry was limited to several buildings proposed | 
1 one or two States But what shall be said in favor of such a method 
for a committee which can only afford couple of hours each week 
wherein it is compelled to pass upon applications for hundreds of build- 
ings in all the States and Territories of this country, hearing only state- 
ments in favor of the application, having no reports of engineers or archi- 
tects, and without the inspection for which many of the paid special 
agents of the Government or the paid officers of its Army or Depart- 
ments might be made responsible 
In times of peace, when Congress and the people find a large surplus 
revenue at hand, the most insidious temptation to extravagance, the sit- 
uation portrayed in this table is the legitimate result of such a faulty 
method 
Bills on the Calendar of the Committee of the W hole House on the state of 
the Union, reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 1458 (Report 64), for a public building at Greenville, S. ¢ , 850, 000 
H.R Report 65), to provide for the construction of a public build 
ing at New Albany, Ind : 100. 000 
H. R. 1339 (Report L11*),to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa ; oa 1, 500, 000 
H. R. 1484 (Report 112), for the erection of a public building at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn ; . senehe 100, 000 
H. R. 702 (Report 114), for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Augusta, Me : 150, 000 
H. R. 1415 (Report 128*), to amend an act entitled “‘An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
of the United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and other 
Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making an additional appro- 
priation therefor a cs p ¥ . 100, 000 
H. R. 441 (Report 129*) forthe completion of a public building at Coun- 
cil Bluffs, lowa : . — 100, 000 
H. R. 4585 (Report 184), for the erection of a public building at Augusta, 
Ga os 200, 000 
If. R. 162 (Report 213), for the erection of a public building at Macon, 
Ga 125, 000 | 
H. R. 190(Report 214 to authorize the purchase of additional grounds 
for the United States court-house and post-oflice building at Spring- 
AI ciclanin: inte lialion  nctiineienibianindiemaiaiatitadaite , 26, 000 
H. R. 38 (Report 215), to provide for a building for the use of the Fed- 
eral court, post-office, internal-revenue, and “othe r civil offices, and a 
United States jail in the city of Fort Smith Ark aves 250, 000 | 
H. R. 1321 (Report 340), for the erection of a public bui Iding at Read- 
ng, Pa : aie , te 80, 000 
H. RK. 4979 (Report 341), to provide for the improvement and enlarge- 
ment of the public building at Richmond, Va 75, 000 
H. R. 37 Report 364), for the erection of a public building at Sari toga 
Springs, N. Y ; 200, 000 
H. R. 4989 (Report 366), for the erection of a public building at Carson 
City, Nev ‘ ——— 
H. R. 483 (Report 388), for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
lowa : 150, 000 
H. R. 3315 (Report 389), for the erection of a public building at Pater- 
son, N.J 7 80, 000 
H. R. 2912 (Report 390), for the erection of a public building at La 
Crosse, Wis : " . 100,000 
H. R. 3598 (Report 391), for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 
Il! 50, 000 





until the aggregate of these vast sums voted for in Committee of the 
Whole have been appropriated. 

Do the mem ers of this House know that in the course of a century 
only about two hundred public buildings have been erected in the States 
and Territories by the Government outside of the District of Columbia? 
Do you know that although you have within one hundred years built 
only a public buildings you are now proposing to build over 
forty in a single of a Congress vaunting itself as 
the eae economical of all economical Congresses that has ever sat in 
this country? Do you know further we have in this whole Union ex- 
pended for public buildings outside the District of Columbia up to 1883 
but $83,429,839, and yet the Senate bills on this Calendar reach nearly 
$3,000,000, while the House bills aggregate $6,068,000? In other words, 
it is proposed to appropriate for public buildings at one session one- 


session of C ONngTess, 








1884. 


tenth of all that has been appropriated for public buildings since the 
foundation of the Government. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
for a question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I regret that I can not do so, as the time I have is 
barely enough for myself. 

I put it to gentlemen here who are officially charged with the respon- 
sibilities of legislation, and whoon the other side of this House daily as- 
sume they have been sent here as Democrats to Congress because they 
represent the careful economy which the people of thiscountry demand 
and require, to tell the House upon what system this long list of public 
buildings has been made up. I find there are twenty-three Democratic 
districts and thirteen Republican districts represented in this list so far 
as it has been made up. Is that the sort of economy to which they 
would invite us on this side, asking us to vote with them in swelling up 
the appropriation by some seven or eight millions of dollars upon these 
publie buildings which are by favoritism and not on account of public 
need scattered over thirty-four States? 

Can it be expected, Mr. Chairman, that any committee of gentlemen 
having in charge the erection of public buildings throughout the United 
Statesand making upalist including thirty-four States out of the thirty- 
eight should be controlled only in making appropriations of the public 
money by what was best for the general weltare, and that they should 
not be affected by a bias in favor of their own localities? In sucha 
position they are surrounded by influences which they can not resist. 
I do not mean to impute improper motives to any one, but as I have 
said we are all affected by a bias of which we are frequently ourselves 
unconscious. It happens that the individual member when he comes 
to vote finds himself constrained against his better judgment to uphold 
what has been reported by the committee. The committee use the best 
light they can get. There is no investigation and there can be none 
I say it is not worthy of the House that we should continue to make 
appropriations in this random way. 

The members whose districts are favored are constrained to think 
kindly of all others in this long chain of appropriations. A chain is no 
stronger than its weakest link, and the member so strongly influenced 
by local pressure is induced unconsciously to support the weakest link 
that the chain may draw his own portion of it across this floor. Mem- 
bers from the several States are gently disarmed of opposition by the 
donation of asum in their respective States, and with thirty-four States 
thus invited to the alliance, who can successfully resist this powerful 
co-operation of local interests which in the guise of a national improve- 
ment is being pressed through this House to the prejudice of all mat- 
ters of great national concern? For myself, sir, 1 am told by these 
reports, vote away eight millions of the surplus if you would secure 
$100,000 for Annapolis. 

This vicious system of combination should be stopped, and some bet- 
ter mode devised. Eveuin the river and harbor bills, against the abuses 
of which so much has been justly said, there is a preliminary survey be- 
fore any appropriation is made for the improvement of any particular 
river or harbor. Some responsible officer, some responsible authority, 
investigates and reports all the facts, furnishes all the estimates and 
data necessary to advise the House as to what is proper to be done. 
But in this matter of the erection of public buildings, upon which ws 
are to begin to expend such vast sums of money, nearly equaling in 
amount the appropriations contained in the river and harbor bills, we 
have no recommendations or preliminary reports of the facts involved, 
but are left in each case to be influenced altogether by local pressure, 
without regard to what is best forthe public good. And we vote unde 
an order of this House which allows only thirty minutes for debat« 

Now what is the ‘principle upon which the committee have acted ? 
What entitles a community to a public building byan act of Congress? 
What excludes a community from this favor? What is the principle 
upon which the little town of Waco, in Texas, prosperous and growing 
as it is, but with a population of only six or seven thousand, gets a pub- 
lic building? It has a sort of carrier-pigeon court, which will sit a few 
weeks there and then flies to another town and then another in six dif- 
ferent sections of the State, a court where business is not yet sufficient 
to make it permanent; and because a peripatetic court wants a public 
building in that little town of Waco we are compelled to grant it here 
under the local pressure brought to bear upon us and because its fate 
is linked with better measures. The result is that caprice and not 

judgment determines the matter. It is legislation by guessing, appro- 
priation by caprice. The system half the time builds the building in 
the wrong place and not in the right one. 

These buildings are not confined to the capitals of the States nor to 
the largest cities nor to the busiest towns in those States. And the 
mischief commences only with the first appropriation. These buildings 
have thus been made the bantlings of Congress. The tables I hold in 
my hands show they will return again and again. The caprice of the 
architect succeeds to the caprice of the Legislature. Whenthe custom- 
house is abolished or the United States courts consolidated the building 
becomes useless to the nation. And this is to be apprehended in more 
than one of these cases. I say this in no spirit of parsimony. I favor 
fair and liberal appropriations for real national needs and for public 
buildings, as well as for all branches of the public service. 


Task the gentleman to yield to me 
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I find in the district in Maryland which I have the honor to represent, 
in Cumberland, Hagerstown, and Frederick, cities ranging in population 
from nine to fifteen thousand, three of the largest towns in that State, 
with manifold and rapidly growing industries, railway trains going and 
coming every day, and yetif they had applied for public buildings they 
would have been denied because they have nv Government business ex- 
cept the post-office They no longer have a revenue collection district 
located there, nor the pretext of a migratory United States court, or a 
miniature custom-house to veneer an appropriation. While 
town, with railroads passing in every direction, with about a hundred 
trains going and coming every day, with a rapidly growing population 
is denied a publie building, I see towns here in the list of much less 
importance, business, and population asking $50,000 and $150,000 for a 

g, and in almost every case it is not asentiment of nat 
ality that is gratified, but a local town or county pride, thinly veiled by 
a plausible demand fora Government subsidy for a national court-house 
or custom-house. The Democratic party under Southern leadership, 
despite its constitutional objections to internal improvements, now see] 


Inv own 


leon 


to squander millions of public moneys for purely local buildings, over 
which the old flag will float only to catch the appropriation. 

I believe that to-day, sir, if even a tithe of the very money which} 
are expending here in this capricious legislation, which will aggregate 
millions of dollars and which will also sueceed in combining asuflicient 
vote to sweep all these bills through the House, were to be expended to 
encourage the people of this broad land to build in all the towns sec- 
ond and third class post-offices on long leases houses for the use of the 
post-offices as has been recommended by Postmaster-General Gresham, 
to be leased at a low rental or a fair valuation to the Government, you 
would save money to the people of this country and give the people a 
thousand-fold more than you can by thus expending millions You 
would carry on more successfully the flourishing operations of the postal 
service by adequate clerical help and in commodious houses, which serv- 
ice this House, instead of promoting, has already endeavored to cripple; 
while on the other hand you are enthusiastic in lavishing expenditures 
of millions on such measures as this. ire 
going to spend in the little towns of this country from $50,000 to $150, 
000 and from that up to a million and a half of dollars in one city to 
inaugurate or continue or complete buildings without investigation 


ou 


It does seem to me when you 


from anybody or without plans it is a subject that should have a littl 
more attention than you Wropose to give it here under the rule adopted 
It seems to me also that you should 


take note of the fact that the ‘‘ extravagant ’’ Congress which has just 


| expired—the Republican Congress—expended, so faras I have been able 


| bility of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


to ascertain, only about $1,660,000 in all for these expenditures, while 
youare now called upon to expend five times that amount at one sitting 

Sir, from the very beginning of the tables, which I shallask leave to 
include in my remarks, to the end you will find that the growth of 
each one of these buildings has far exeeeded all expectations in the way 
of expenditure. 

Every one of the bills on this long list which you have brought be 
fore this House ought to be recommitted,. the whole body of them, with 
instructions to the committee to report a general law declaring what 
classes of buildings shall be erected by the nation, including not only 
forts and arsenals, barracks and lazarettos, and hospitals, asalready pro- 
vided by law, but custom-houses, court-houses, and post-oflices of cet 
tain grades, and precisely defining the degree of public and national im- 
portance or business which will warrant such appropriation, preceding 
all by utilizing the civil and military officers already in the pay of the 
Government to make careful investigations in the section of the Union 
concerned, make accurate reports, and let all be subject to the responsi 


who shall report to Congress 


for its decision after intelligent consideration. Ina word, be as careful 
about building a house as you now desire to be about building a war 
vessel. I know it will not be done. I know that it is an appeal made 
in vain. I know that there is too much of the sentiment of local gain 
pervading this House and that it will override all scruples of public 
prudence But there ought to be a recommitment of every bill like 


this, with instructions to the committee to establish a standard of pro 
priety for the guidance of this House which would admit of the ere¢ 
tion of public buildings only after due investigation and caret 
ination and preliminary survey and estimate 

This Democratic Congress, and my Republican brethren might as well 
bear it in mind, by these bills and the impending rive! 
are about to expend more money in one session, although professing to 
be opposed to internal improvements, than the old Whig , 
pended in all its administration of this Government. You will expend 
for local purposes and local pride more money than you have denied 
for public purposes. 

You will deny to the clerks of the post-offices, as you have done a 
ready, less than $1,000,000, which will go home to all the people of a 
the land, giving much-needed facilities, and yet spend seven t 
amount in this capricious legislation t 


ind harbor bil 


party ever ex 


imes that 
You will deny the country 
a navy, and you have already cut off all hope of building more wa 
vessels, which might have been the pride and the glory and 
fense of this nation, in order to squander these millions of money here 
to throw it away in districts where local influences and ofttimes po- 
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lit 


itical purposes are the ruling motives, the inception and final approval 
of these vast building projects. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, for myself, being held in the dark and finding 
the light as best I can, I do not consider that the reports of the 
committee which accompany these bills for public buildings, or the 


ten or twenty reports which will dispose of $8,000,000, and which are 
ill reported by one man and considered, perhaps, in a perfunctory man- 

perhaps looked at by the committee, I do not believe that it is the 
right and proper method of presenting a subject for our consideration, 


ne! 


and I shall object to each one of them and vote only for a few of them 
wl I am convinced there actual national need, voting against 
the most of them because they do not measure up to that high standard 
of public usefulness which requires the expenditure of the people's | 
money 4 surplus shall not tempt me to public extravagance. 

The CHAIRMAN rhe time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. McCOMAS. I shall ask leave to print in the REcoRD the 
remainder of my remarks 


tion 


en 


is an 


l he re was Do obj« ( 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, itis not my purpose todevote muchof 
the little time I have at my command to theadvocacy of this particular 
bill, its claims to the support of the House having been sufficiently set 
out by my colleague from Tennessee | Mr. DIBRELL] and the report of 
the committee which accompanies it. I only desire at present to sub- 
mit a few remarks touching the general policy of constructing public 
buildings, and in vindication of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds against the unjust and unfounded charges which several gen- 
tlemen have seen proper to prefer against it since the discussion of the 
various bills which it has reported to the House was commenced. 

If the committee of which I am a member, and in whose behalf I 
speak, as well as three-fourths of the members of this House, are to be 
held up before the people of the country as jobbers and spoilsmen and 
put upon trial for the alleged commission of these offenses against legis- 
lative propriety and decency, I for one propose to examine somewhat 
the charges made against me, and in order to enable the public to judge 
intelligently of my guilt or innocence I also propose to show the char- 
acter and credibility of the witnesses by whose testimony I am to be 
convicted. Before referring further, however, to our accusers and the | 
credit which should be given to their testimony, I desire to say that 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in reporting every bill 
which they have caused to be placed on the Calendar, and in every 
recommendation made by them, have been actuated by as high a sense | 
of public duty as ever prompted the conduct and action of any com- 
mittee of this or any other Congress. 


So far from their recommenda- 
tions involving an extravagant and needless expenditure of public 
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| lieve it. 


| of the party to which I belong than myself. 


| half. 


money, as has been so frequently charged by gentlemen either igno- | 


rantly or thoughtlessly, I maintain that the bills which they have re- 
ported are all in the interest of public economy, and that a large saving 
of public money would be secured by their passage. This fact I can 


i 
easily demonstrate, if I can have the time to do so, not by any argu- 


ment of mine, but by the logic of facts and figures which I shall en- 
deavor to submit before the conclusion of my argument. 

One would suppose from the alarm and trepidation manifested by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON], the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN], the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], and 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER], that the erection of a 
public building is a great public calamity, and that the Treasury of 
the Federal Government had been kept depleted from the day of its 
organization up to the present time by the building of these * 


costly 
structures,’’ as they term them 


From the great outcry which they 


and wiser leaders. 


| at my hands and that of every other member of the House. 
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in different parts of the country in which to transact our public busi- 
ness, an amount sufficient to pay the interest at 10 per cent. per annum 
on $14,000,000, at 5 per cent. on $28,000,000, and at 34 per cent. on 
more than $40,000,000, twice the amount that would be required to 
erect every public building at present demanded for the use of the Gov 
ernment, 

From statements furnished me by the heads of different Departments 
I learn that they pay rent as follows 


Interior Department 


S148. 1x 
Post-Office Department 528, 332 
Treasury Department 19,72 
War Department 544, 449 


This is exclusive of what rents may be paid by the Navy Depart 
ment and the Agricultural and Medical Bureaus; so that it is not im 
probable that the total amount of rents paid by the Government will 
aggregate altogether more than one million and a half-+of dollars 
Now, I respectfully submit to the unselfish and patriotic statesmen who 
have so vehemently opposed the recommendations of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds which is the wiser and more economical 
course for us to pursue: to continue paying a rental for public buildings 
amounting within itself to more than half the expenditure advised by 
the committee, or to appropriate the small amount of money covered 
by these various bills for the construction of buildings which the Gov 
ernment itself would own. In the light of the figures I have just 
given, is it economy to rent or to build houses for the Government ? 

It may be economy to continue the present system of renting and to 
advocate it may be statesmanship, but I doubt if many people will be 
These gentlemen who assail us so vigorously and undertak« 
to lecture us in respect to our duty to the public are some of them olde: 
Democrats than I am perhaps, but none of them have been or will, | 
apprehend, in the future be more loyal to the principles and teachings 
They tell me that I am 
paving the way for Republican success at the next Presidential election 
by advising the House to adopt and pass measures involving a waste 
ful andextravagant expenditure of money. I heard this same doctrine 
of economy preached by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER } 
and other statesmen like him in the Forty-fourth Congress, and what 
was the result? We came into that Congress with a majority of sev- 
enty-four in the lower House and submitted to the leadership of the gen- 


| tleman and others educated in his peculiar school of economy and cut 


down expenditures more than $20,000,000. This, however, did not seem 
to have the effect which should follow the gentleman’s logic, for we cams 

back to the Forty-fifth Congress with our majority reduced more than on« 

We continued the policy of economy recommended by the gentl 

man, and in the Forty-sixth Congress we barely had a majority at all. 
And still following thesame leadership and the same teachings the Forty- 
seventh Congress found a clear majority against us, and the Speaker’s 
gavel was placed in the hands of a Republican. If this is the result ot 
your economy, if this is the outcome of your leadership, you had bette: 
abandon the one and abdicate the other in favor of a different policy 
My friend from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] reminds 
me of my duty to the Democratic party and what the public expects 
He says 
that we were sent here to reform existing abuses and to secure an eco 

nomical administration of the Government. What are the abuses the 
people expected us to reform when they sent us here? Was it to stop 
the construction of public buildings and to keep locked up in the Treas- 


| ury $100,000,000 paid by the people under an unjust and oppressive 


make against this alleged raid upon the Treasury, it might be con- | 


cluded by those as little imformed upon the subject as they seem to be | 


that hundreds of millions of dollars had been expended in the construc- 
tion of public buildings, whereas the truth is that only two hundred 
and four have been authorized for the entire country from the founda- 
tion of the Government up to the present time, and fifty of these have 


not yet been completed, and all of the money expended upon them up | 


to the Ist day of July, 1883, amounted to less than $80,000,000. 
I venture to say that there is no other country in the world contain- 
ing more than 50,000,000 of people, and an extent of territory equal to 


ours, that has expended so small an amount of money in the erection | 
In extent of territory, wealth of resources, growth, | 


of public buildings 
progress, and enterprise, this country is unequaled by any other one in 
existence 
sum of money in prosecution of works which evidence our nationality 
and greatness. Of course this computation does not include the Capitol 
building and those for the accommodation of the various Government 
Departments in the District of Columbia. I have no data at hand from 
which to calculate the cost of these latter buildings, but whatever it may 
have been, and however numerous and extensive they may be, it is a 
fact well known to every member of this House that they are even now 
wholly insufficient for the demands of the public service, and that the 
erection of additional ones is every day urged upon Congress. As to 
whether or not the buildings recommended by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and which created so much commotion among 
a small minority of the House, are needed for the public service, let the 
following figures speak: 


We are now paying $ 





And yet we have expended but this comparatively small | 


1,400,000 per annum for the rent of buildings | 


system of taxation? No, sir; this is not the character of economy and 
reform which was expected at our hands. 

You and I, as well as a majority of the members of this House, were 
sent here under instructions from our constituents not to wrangle over 
the construction of a few public buildings, but to effect a reformation 


| in reference to a great vital question of political economy and a method 


and system of taxation that affects most nearly the interests of every 
man in the country. I ask my friend what he has done in that direc- 
tion and what he proposes to do? Does he propose to go oa collecting 
taxes under the present system until a few hundred millions more ot 
money is taken from the pockets of the people and hidden away in the 
vaults of the Treasury ? Is it wiser and more statesmanlike to do this 
than to expend a few millions of dollarsin a way which will benefit not 
only the public, but the laborers, artisans, and poorer class of the people ? 
[ ask my friend from Kentucky [Mr. THompson] if he believes that it 


| was a wiser measure of statesmanship to lend $70,000,000 at 4 per cent 


interest to the dealers in and manufacturers of whisky than to expend 
tyvo or three millions of dollars in the employment of some of the idle 
but willing hands now seeking an opportunity to grasp the implements 
of labor? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to answer the gentleman’s question 

Mr. YOUNG. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. THOMPSON. You should not ask a man a question and then 
decline to hear him answer it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I think your answer would be a question to me, so I 
will say that I'would have supported your bill perhaps if I had been here. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WOLFORD. In debate has a gentleman the right to put a 
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; question to another gentleman and then refuse to wait for an answer | are no public buildings, I infer from the statement of my friend. In 
2 to his question ? Prussia there is no liberty as known and understood in this country 
Mr. YOUNG. I will gladly hear my friend from Kentucky [Mr. | Then it follows, I suppose, from the logic of my friend, if his theory b« 
‘| HOMPSON | to-morrow, but now I have but ten minutes, and I must | correct, that in countries where there are no public buildings, absolut 
: use that to say a few things more to these gentlemen which I think | despotic tyranny isthe ruling attribute of government. If the practice 
needs to be said. I desire to ask a question or two of the gentleman | of his system of economy has worked this effect in Prussia, I trust it 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], a gentleman for whom nobody has a higher | will never be received with public favor in this country 
regard than I have. I would like to know of him what were his ideas A MeMBER. Tell him about Egypt 
of political economy and of relief to the people from burdensome taxa- Mr. YOUNG. Ah, yes; thank you. I will analyze another one of his 
tion when on Monday last he voted for a measure which would, ac- | illustrations. Does he think that the Egypt of to-day, the plaything 
cording to the testimony of his eloquent colleague [Mr. HurpD], have | of Europe and the prey of every surrounding nation, is stronger than 
taken trom the pockets of the poorer class of people many millions of | it was in the days when the pyramids were reared and the palaces of 
dollars by compelling them to pay higher prices for all the woolen | the Ptolemies were builded ? 
goods they are compelled to use. Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is it—symbols of powe1 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not agree with my colleague as to Mr. YOUNG. Yes, sir,and symbols of progress too; evidences not 
that. only of the growth and greatness of a government, but of its d 

Mr. YOUNG. That may be; you may have too much wool in your | nity and power as well. By your theory you would give less dignit 
district, but judging from the vote on the question a very large ma- | and respectability to the Federal Government than is possessed by a 
jority of your party agree with him, and if the proposition had been to | State, or even a county or municipality. Nearly every State, county 
restore the tariff upon any otherarticle now on the free-list you would, | and city in the country constructs and owns enough of buildings fo 
I suppose, have denounced it as eloquently as your colleague did. the transaction of their business, and few individuals will live in a 

The gentleman from Ohio has given us some refreshing historical in- | rented house if they have means to build one of their own 
formation in respect to public buildings and their effect upon the rise, The disadvantage under which the Government must necessarily 
progress, and downfall of nations and governments which was not here- | bor in the renting of buildings for public use is too apparent to every 
tofore in possession of the House and is only known to scholars and | one to admit of dispute. It is not usual that more than one or tw 
men of antiquarian research and learning. I never heard before that | buildings in any given locality can be found which are suitable for pub 
the enterprise and public spirit of a people led in any way to the down- | lic purposes; hence there is ordinarily no competition, and the Govern 
fall or destruction of their government, but on the contrary it has been | ment is left a victim to the rapacity of those who chance to own the 
my belief, formed from the little I have learned of history, that these | buildings, and I think it extremely probable that the Government pays 
were the evidences of vitality and strength. If history discloses any | upon an average for rent more than 10 per cent. upon the value of th 
other fact it has escaped my observation. buildings rented. 

The gentleman drew a beautiful rural picture of the Romans when Hon. PETER V. DEUSTER made a report from the Committee on Ex 
they were wandering with their wives and children, their flocks and | penditures on Public Buildings to the Forty-sixth Congress in respect 
herds, over the hills and valleys that surround the Eternal City, dwell- | to the custom of renting, which contains some valuable information on 
ing without houses in the open air. My colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN] | this subject, and points out most strongly the abuses of the entire sys 
embodied in chaste and classic language a beautiful poetic idea when | tem. 
he declared a day or two since ‘‘that the splendid public buildings of I submit the following extract trom that report, which I shall ask to 
the country were the crowned and turreted mausoleums of dead and | have printed with my remarks, and I trust that the gentlemen who 
buried liberty.’’ This is poetry, but poetry only; the element of fact | have manifested such activity in guarding the public interests v 
does not enter into it. In short, there was more-poetry than truth or | it a careful perusal: . 
logic in the eloquent declamation of my colleague. Let me ask of both | The Secretary of the OR Ea tt i a ate 

7 . ° , oat & ‘ ; ie Secretary of the Interior makes return of $32,700 paid for ren rurtlel 
him and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] if it is their opinion | required here in Washington for his Department. Said amount is made uy 
that works of public improvement erected by the labor of the people | follows: 4 at 
under the patronage of the Government tend to debauch the one or | _ The “ Jessup building”) (Pension Office), corner t welfth street and Penns) 

‘ . : vania avenue, for which $20,000 rent is paid for the upper stories his ren 
destroy the other? Do they believe that Rome was greater when its equivalent toa fraction over 13 per cent. of the assessed or salable value of 
people were semi-savages, clothed in the skins of wild beasts, and dwell- | property ; “ Wright property,” corner of G and Eighth streets, costs$7,200, which 
ing in tents and caves, than they were when they had built their splen- en ee ee ne Reng Fe caekned wales 
did water ways and aqueducts, their Coliseum and amphitheaters, when | « Barnard ” building, corne r Thirteenth and Pennsylvania avenue, costes $4.000 
they had erected temples and palaces, and when Cvsar at the head of | which is equivalent to 6.25 per cent. of the assessed value of the property. — 
his invincible legions had overthrown and conquered every surround- Bet em soy Pall -w ee ips, sentaore a eee are 
ing nation and compelled their people to acknowledge its greatness and ~ "Phe length of time requ veil tochtain peck een of all the building 

’ pay tribute to Rome? rented by this Department throughout the country would be so great (perhaps 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman is up. several months) that it is deemed inexpedient to undertake it, unless yo 

- waren ‘ A gard it of great importance n which event you will please advise me 
Mr. YOUNG. I did not think my time had expired. The Department of Justice in 1878 reported annual rents paid amounti 


Mr. DIBRELL. I will yield what time I have left to my colleague | $86,905; and this amount very nearly approximates what is required at the pres 





and wi » oli ‘ i roceed ent time 
d ill be glad ‘or him to proceed. . =e 1 rhe Navy Department reported in L878 $13,400 throughout the ountry, ana 
The CHAIRMAN. rhe gentleman trom Tennessee {Mr YOUNG | now pays for use of buildings in this city about $2,000 per annum for rent 
will proceed. rhe Department of Agriculture pays no rent whatever 
“4 IN : f ‘he resol oO alls for infor tion in regar ‘ ssessed and salable 
Mr. YOUNG. I want to ask these gentlemen further, if they be- Phe re ution calls for informa in regard to the a 1 ilal 
. . _ . 8 : value of the rented premises, and as such datacan not be given without sendir 
lieve that E rance was greater under the reign of the Bourbons or under agents all over the country to assess and estimate the real value of the proper 
the following empire? Under the former France languished and de- | it would be almost an endless undertaking to obtain full and accurate inform 
. . : he exte ‘alled fo 
clined, debauchery reigned at the court, public works were unknown, — ee ee having investigated this subject - 
idleness and poverty prevailed all over the kingdom, the people were | atthistime, submit these views and figure s. We add that inthe opit ‘ot ‘ 
turbulent and lawless, clamoring for bread or for work. Under the | committee itisan unwise policy on the part of the Government t ts 





latter the Champs Elvsées and boulevards of Paris were construc ted. a ia roe oa por ee nt to 5,6, LO, and even as high as 20 per cent. of tl 
7 J. Prange . ‘ -o * property rente 
public roads and public buildings were erected all over France, peace The total amount annually expended for rented premises in all the Depart 
and quiet were restored, the people were given work, and industry and | ments exceeds one and a quarter millions of dollars, a sum equivalent to 4 ps 
a ap : . a at 0 re irty-one ions of dollars. This amount jud 
thrift took the place of idleness and poverty. Now I ask these eco- | “ nt. interest on more than th rty-one million ‘ fd ar rh I t 
; ate ; ciously expended would construct several hundred handsome pub buildings 
nomic statesmen, these learned students of history, if they believe that enough to supply the needs of the public service for half a century to come, and 
the French Government was more popular and powerful when the | put one in every important city in the Union not already supplied 
mob of Paris was besieging the Tuileries while Louis XVIII was Sas cea naeatininkaueien Sueaseuns toned ton tees of veema and 
rn . ™ 5 < f ’ ortan aces ‘re rer 3 pal or the use on Is Arie 
trembling upon his throne, or when the great Napoleon at the head of | forthe customs service, Internal Revenue, and Post-Office Departments, in 
his army was carrying the eagles of France across the bridge at Lodi, | and v on throughout the States and Terr tories But that the joy rime 
dicts a ace : ‘. “ete = ce e si a aed >| is needlessly spending money for rent can not be questioned or denies ; 
: ating peace at Campo I ormo, or ove rthrowing the allied powers of Your committee would further suggest that the inconvenience, trouble, and 
Europe on the field of Austerlitz? The gentleman points to Russia as | expense that would follow frequent or sudden removals to some extent places 
illustrative of the effect of his theory of economy upon governments. | the Government in the power of the owners of the rented premises and 1 
Chat country, I suppose, is his ideal of one ruled by a government of | 48ers the safety of the public records 
economy. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I beg the gentieman’s pardon, I did not 
name Russia. 


Mr. YOUNG. Then you name Prussia, I suppose. 





What is true in respect to renting buildings for public use in the 
District of Columbia as set out in the above report is true in a greate 
or less degree throughout the entire country, and from the information 
I have been able to obtain on the subject, I am of the opinion that 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, Germany. the abuse is greater elsewhere than here in Washington cit 
Mr. YOUNG. There is no Germany now; it is all Prussia. Take Gentlemen who manifest such energy and zeal in combating measurs 
that government then, where tyranny and despotism are written on every | of legislation as has been exhibited by the four or five gentlemen wh 
page of its history, where the whole legislative and executive power is | have been conspicuous in their opposition to the bills reported by th 
wielded by one iron hand at the bidding of the king. In Prussiathere | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ought, it would 
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possess at least a reasonable degree of information concerning a matter 
they have discussed so much and so intemperately, but it does not ap- 
ive occurred to them that it was at all necessary to take the 
juainting themselves with the facts. I say this because 
ms to be a sharp rivalry between them as to who shall talk 
restand talk [ presume, to prevent as little talking as 
in a condition at least to give them some in- 
seems they And I am further led 
to this inference from the fact that they do not seem even to have read 
1 single report accompanying the bills, and they have continually and 
persistently per verted and though I do not 
harge that they did so purposely, but rather in the inconsiderate haste 


most in ordet 


those W h ) 


possible by ure 


mation, which it do not possess 


misrepresente d the tacts, 


with which they have rushed into this debate 

Now, it is a somewhat ungracious task to expose their fanciful and 
insupported statements, but I am of opinion that the House would 
like to act advisedly in this matter, and I am not altogether without 
hope that the gentlemen themselves, when informed as to the exact 
state of affair | agree with me that these measures are not only 
demanded in the interest of public economy, but that they will benefit 


in a very proper and substantial manner a large class of people who 
orely need it. It has been loosely asserted in different forms of ex- 
pression by nearly all of the gentlemen who have done the speaking for 
the opposition that the committee has reported anywhere from forty 
to sixty bills, involving an expenditure ranging anywhere from eight 01 
ien to an indefinite number of millions ofdollars. The gentlemen might 
us We have stated the number of bills to be five hundred and the ex- 
penditures at athousand million of dollars. This would have been just 


ttl 


The commit- 
reported but thirty bills altogether for the 
erection of new buildings and the enlargement of those already au- 


thorized by 


further removed from the facts 
have 


as easy and only ali 


up to this me 
previous acts of Congress 

(he expenditure recommended for new buildings only amounts to 
$2,842,000, while that recommended for the enlargement of buildings 
authorized and in process of construction amounts to $1,811,000 


a total of 34,653,000 


already 
making { considerable discrepancy thus appears 
between the facts and the extravagant statements of these gentlemen 
But they say, ‘*‘ What about the lL answer that lam not 
a Senator and did not report them, but when they come before the 
House 
myself concerning their merits, and then vote for or against them as my 
judgment and sense of duty dictate 

lor the information of my friends, however, asthey seem to need in- 
formation in respect to the Senate as well as to the House bills, I will 
state that those bills which have so far passed the Senate and been re- 
ported to House aggregate $1,000,725, but the larger part I believe 
the appropriation asked for in these bills is also for the enlargement 
buildings already authorized 
It is not my purpose, however, to defend the Senate bills nor the 
Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; | only hold my- 
self re sponsible for the action of the House committee By that I shall 
stand, and am willing to submit my action on that issue to the public 
judgment 
been charged that these bills were not carefully and intelli- 
gently considered by the committee; that they were unsupported by the 
recommendation of any Government official or heads of Departments, 
all of 


Senate bills?’’ 


for its action, unlike the gentlemen, I shall endeavor to inform 


the 
ot 


ol 


It has 


which is the product and outgrowth of an undisciplined fancy. 
Every bill was carefully considered after having been submitted to the 
head of the Department having control of public buildings and an 
estimate furnished of how much the proposed building should cost. 
This was as to the construction of new buildings, while in respect to 
those buildings for the enlargement of which the committee has rec- 
ommended appropriations the proper officers of the Government have 
assured the committee that the proposed enlargement was an absolute 
public necessity, and the committee did not feel at liberty to disregard 
these recommendations and embarrass the public service 

The recommendations of the committee proper therefore reach toonly 
the sum of $2,842,000, a sum less than has been appropriated by any 
Congress since 1872 for public buildings. I suppose, of course, the gen- 
tlemen who have been making all this outery did not know this fact; 
but nevertheless it is true, as will appear from the following figures: 
The Forty-fourth Congress authorized and appropriated for public build- 
ings $5,731,554; the Forty-fifth Congress, $8,037,475; the Forty-sixth 
Congress, $8,252,477; the Forty-seventh Congress, $13,457,800. 

So far we have recommended the expenditure of vastly less money 
for the erection of public buildings than has been expended by any one 
of the last four Congresses. I am told by my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BUCKNER] that I will defeat the Democratic party, and the country is 
told by him and the other gentlemen both that I and the two-thirds of 
the members of this House who have been acting with me are jobbers 
and legislative log-rollers. Perhaps if our accusers and other disciples 
of their school of statesmanship had talked less about imaginary econ- 
omy and worked more in the interest of the real article they would 
have accomplished far more valuable results. 

But the gentlemen say that their opposition is not so much grounded 
upon any objectionable feature of the bills themselves as upon the 
method of their passage. Now, does this objection rest upon a solid 
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basis or upon another fanciful structure? The resolution of the House 
under which we are proceeding sets apart certain designated days for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ingsand Grounds, and this the gentleman calls a combination of forces to 
secure the consideration of all these bills within a given time, or to put 
the proposition in the less classical but possibly more forcible formula 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THompson ], we have brought 
a pot into the House in which every hungry Congressman is boiling his 
own pork in the shape of a custom-house for his district. As I have no 
pork in the pot myself, I suppose my friend will relieve me from the 
imputation of being actuated by any personal consideration. 

But, now, what is there unusual in this proceeding? Do the gentle- 
men not know that it is a custom of long standing in this House to set 
apart a particular day for the consideration of bills reported from som: 
one of the different committees? We have now a standing order setting 
apart one day in each month for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and one day of every week 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, and yet I neve 
heard it charged that these orders were the result of any improper com 
bination or that the proceedings under them were in any way consid- 
ered as an objectionable method of legislation. So far from this method 
of considering bills for the erection of public bufldings being an obje: 
tionable one I maintain that it is the fairest and safest one under which 
such bills were ever passed. The gentlemen know as well as I do that 
no bill for a public building has ever passed this House, at least within 
the past ten years, except under a suspension of the rules and in the 
most summary manner, and yet they complain that these are now being 
hurried through without an opportunity for discussion or amendment 

In view of the anxiety and capacity which many gentlemen have ex- 
hibited to talk long and talk often in the discussion of these measures, 
the wisdom of placing a limitation upon debate is most conspicuously 
shown, for without restraint nobody knows when they ever would have 
stopped. 

It is a maxim of our Government, and a wise one, too, I think, that 
legislation should be fair and impartial, and that its benefits, whateve1 
they may be, should be equally and justly distributed, and it may be 
worth while to inquire whether or not this has been done in the erec 
tion of public buildings heretofore. Of the $79,000,000 which has 
been expended in the erection of public buildings since the beginning 
of the Government $36,639,121 has gone to four States alone, 
lows : 


as fol 


Missouri 
Ohio 
Massachusetts 
New York 





Which amounts to nearly one-half of the whole sum expended in th« 
entire United States, and adding something over $7,000,000 for Penn- 
sylvania, the amount will be swelled to more than one-half. Iam not 
complaining of the large sums expended in these States, perhaps it was 
required and justified by their wealth and population and the amount of 
publie business necessary to be transacted within their limits, but I do 
complain that gentlemen coming from those States so largely favored by 
Government benefactions should object when the States of the South 
and the younger ones of the West seek to obtain something like a fair 
share of whatever benefits may flow from this character of public legisla- 
tion. I must remind them that it is scarcely kind, and certainly not gen- 
erous, when Iowa, the growing young State of the West, asks for a smal] 
appropriation fora public building, nor when Texas, the Empire State of 
the Southwest, asks a similar favor, for them to oppose it so strenuously. 
But, touse the simile of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON ], 
they have got their pork and are now unwilling to feed their hungry 
brethren. No wonder the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] can afford to play the réle 
of bold, patriotic, and disinterested legislators when it is considered that 
their States between them have received from the national Treasury for 
the erection of custom-houses something over $14,000,000, and that there 
is no town in the district of either one of them large enough to build a 
custom-house in. 

But I shall not rely upon refuting the flimsy arguments of the gen- 
tlemen who have assailed us for the vindication of the action of my 
committee. I shall place its defense upon the broad ground of a wise 
public policy, and one that will commend itself to the common sense 
of the people. With more than a hundred millions of dollars of sur- 
plus revenue in the Federal Treasury, paid by the people in the discharge 
of unnecessary and unequal taxes, I will risk their judgment upon my 
conduct when I endeavor in a legitimate manner to return some of it to 
the souree from which it was gathered. Better expend it for the benefit 
of the people in wages for their industry and labor than to let it remain 
where it is, a constant temptation to the thousand jobbers always ready 
to depredate upon the public Treasury. There are all over the country 
thousands of honest, industrious laborers willing to work and seeking 
employment. Why not, therefore, expend for their benefit a few mill- 
ions of the money which they have paid into the Treasury, while at the 
same time you will be prosecuting public works required by the exigen- 
cies of the public service ? . 

When an opportunity is presented I will endeavor to reply further to 
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the arguments which I have noticed only briefly in my remarks for | 
want of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iask unanimous consent for five minutes more; every- | 
body else has talked himself to death but me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks consent for five minutes ad- | 
ditional time. Is there objection? 

Mr. YOUNG. I want toask my friend, pursuing this subject further, | 
if he can point to any nation in history 

Mr. THOMPSON. If this debate is to be continued, I want it contin- 
ued for an hour longer. 

Mr. YOUNG. Well; I would be glad to take an hour longer. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. If we give this privilege to one we should give 
it to all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object ? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I must object. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I ask the privilege of printing the further re- 
marks I desire to make, or I will avail myself of some opportunity to- 
morrow to make additional remarks. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I now move that this bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that motion is put, I move to amend by 
reducing the appropriation from $100,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I hope that will not be done. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 24, noes 98. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was not agreed 
to 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend by inserting these words: 

Provided, That this building shall be constructed of brick or durable stone 





If this building is to be for use and not as a ‘* symbol of power,’’ that 
amendment should be adopted. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 7, noes 98. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was not agreed | 
To 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon laying the bill aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 110, 
noes 14. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum has voted. We should havea 
quorum on ordering such a bill as this to be reported. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DIBRELL and Mr. WARNER of Ohio 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 139, noes 25. 

So the committee ordered the bill to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, ME. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. By instructions of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, I now call up House bill No. 702, for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Augusta, Me. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Augusta, inthe State of Maine, a substantial 


and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accom- 
modation of the post-office, United States courts, internal-revenue office, pen- 


sion office, and for other Government uses. The site,and the buildingthereon, | 


when completed according to plans and specifications to be previously made 


and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $150,- | 


000; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from 
tire in adjacent buildings, byan open space of at least fifty feet, including streets 
and alleys; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $150,000 is hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, 
That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to said site shall 
be vested in the United States; and the State of Maine shall cede to the United 


States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the United States | 


shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process thereon. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. 


building should be erected. I believe that the amount of business done 
in the city of Augusta, Me., is such that it must be clear to members 
of this House that a public building is demanded there, that it will be 
economy for the Government to erect this building. 

Augusta is the capital of the State of Maine, but it has no public 
building. Its post-office receipts directly from the sale of stamps are 
more than $83,000 annually, and the amount of post-office business 
transacted in that city is between six and seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars a year. In the post-office there are handled annually between 
eighteen and nineteen million pieces of mail matter. There is dis- 
tributed there annually for pensions $2,500,000. There is an internal- 
revenue office there. 

Augusta, Me., is the seventh city in this country in the amountof its 
second-class mail matter. The first is New York, the second Chicago, 
the third Boston, the fourth Philadelphia, the fifth Saint Louis, the sixth 
Cincinnati, and the seventh Augusta, Me. 


XV——180 


| The number of money-orders paid during the year ! 


I have presented this bill to the House only be- | 
ause I believe that the interests of the public service demand that this | 
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Now, all this business is done in two old buildings, three hundred feet 
apart, with no safety-vaults; and it is done at such inconvenience that 


| I believe it would be a saving of public money for the Government to 


erect a building there. Why, sir, the Government pays $3,300 a year 
as rent for these inconvenient buildings, which are, however, the best 
facilities that can be obtained for the business of the Government in 


l 


| that city. 


Besides, sir, Augusta, if I am rightfully informed by my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], who I believe is always right on statistics, 


the only capital in this country, except the capital of Nevada, that has 


no public building at all. 
Mr. Chairman, I have always believed that facts are the best 
ments; therefore I ask the Clerk to read, in my time, the report of th 


| committee, and whatever time may remain I will reserve 


The report of the committee (made by Mr. MILLIKIN) was read 
follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was refer 
bill (H. R. 702) for the erection of a public building at the city of Au 
the State of Mame, would respectfully report 


Phat Augusta is the capital of the State, with a population of 8,666, show 
a small increase during the last decade. It is situated on the Kennebec Riv 
in the center of population in the State, has a fine and extensive water-pows 
has large industries in the manufacture of cotton, lumber, boots and shoes, & 


and has good railroad facilities, and is surrounded by thrifty and growi: 
towns and cities within a radius of twenty miles 

rhe post-office business of Augusta for the year ending June 30, 1883, was 
follows, namely 


Cash receipts of office ease S83, 878 
Stamped third-class matter with stamps not purchased at the Augusta 

office wees ‘ 18.051 
Receipts from money-orders issued ST OSs 
Receipts from money-order drafts O50 
Receipts from money-orders deposited by postmasters 183. 571 
Amount of money-orders paid > ; 139, 288 
Amount of money-order money deposited with Postmaster Goddard 

at Portland “ , : . $4,179 
Amount deposited with assistant treasurer at Boston, Mass ; 72, 480 

Total postal busine ss of the office J F 652, 184 49 

otal number of money-orders issued during the year........ : 2 4 


Total number of sacks of newspapers sent from the office during the 


year des wtucausonecneses ‘ ‘ 17,5 
Total number of circulars sent......... s aaa ‘ ‘ 5, 709, 180 
rotal number of pieces of mail matter handled by letter-carriers 1,38 ) 
otal number of pieces of mail matter handled during the year 18, 173, 928 
In the amount of second-clAss mail matter for the year ending June 30, 1882 


Augusta ranked as the seventh post-office in the United States, New York « 
being first; Chicago, second; Boston,third; Philadelphia, fourth; Saint Louis 
fifth; Cincinnati, sixth; Augusta, seventh. Augusta’s post-office receipts show 
a large increase each year since 1879, when they were $51,449, and are likely 
increase in future, for they are in great part due to large publishing houses 
cated here, which do a business which extends all over the globe, and has be 
increasing for more than a decade. They have extensive permanent buildings 
and the very best class of printing machinery, and together with the cotton and 
lumber industries here have a continually growing business 

We also find that this vast mail is handled in two separate buildings, mo: 
than three hundred feet apart, which is both inconvenient and unsafe, as these 
buildings have no fire-proof vaults, and is very expensive to the Government 

For these unsafe and inconvenient buildingsthe Government pays a rental o! 
$3,300 per year; and though they are the best that can be had, they afford but 
poor returns in the accommodations which they give for the rental paid. It is 
estimated by Mr. Manley, the present postmaster, that $3,000 per year might be 
saved to the Government in rental and by reason of the superior facilities which 
a properly constructed building would afford. 

There is a United States pension office at Augusta, which distributes annualiy 


| $2,500,000 on account of pensions. The internal-revenue office is also located at 


Augusta, and at least one term of the United States court is required to be held 
there, on account of its central location in the State and the commercial interests 
which center here. Augusta is at the head of navigation on the Kennebe 
River, and in the midst of a large and rapidly increasing manufacturing and 
| commercial community. 
| 4 bill similar to the one accompanying this report passed the Senate of the 
Forty-seventh Congress and was favorably reported to the House, but on a 
| count of the illness of Mr. Lindsey, who had charge of it, was not called up or 
| the Calendar. 
| Your committee would therefore recommend that bill H. R. 702, accompany 
| ing this report, do pass, limiting the cost of said building and grounds when 
completed to the sum of $150,000, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
| favorably to the House. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, no stereotyped sneers which may be 
directed against the opponents of these measures should prevent mem 
| bers of the House from doing their duty to the people at large. Itseems 
to me that this ‘‘omnibus’’ scheme for the erection of public buildings 
partakes very much of the character of the river and harbor bill. No 
doubt there are rivers and harbors in this country which ought to be 
improved, and the improvement of which would be of general advan 
tage; but under the forms of appropriations for rivers and harbors 
great abuses and gross waste of the money of the people have found 
their way into our legislation. A similar remark may be made in re 
gard to the erection of public buildings. There are undoubtedly local 
ities in the United States where the Government should have good 
substantial buildings; but in regard to matters of this kind there has 
been a log-rolling system. There is no man on the floor of this House 
who might bring a stronger case in behalf of the erection of a publi 
building in his district than I could; but I have refrained from present 
ing such a proposition, because I was not willing to enter into what 
consider indecent ‘‘deals’’ in order to secure that object When | 


deals’’ I meamthat natural feeling of obligation, dependence, and 
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mutual kindness toward members with similar projects and which does 
not necessarily imply a direct and openly dishonorable understanding 
and agreement 

Mr. YOUNG. Has the gentleman introduced any bill for the erec- 
tion of any building? 

Mr. McADOO. I have not 

Mr. YOUNG Did you know in advance that the committee was 
going to pursue this course, and was that the reason you did not intro- 
duce any bill? 

Mr. McADOO. I knew nothing of what the committee was going 
to ‘ 

Mr. YOUNG. Then that is not the reason you did not introduce a | 
hy 

Mr. McADOO. I did not introduce any bill because I knew the gen- 


era 


character which the people of the country attribute to the manner 
n which these bills have been passed 


Mr. YOUNG Chis never was done before. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, sir, it has been said—— 

Mr. BURLEIGH rose 

Mr. MCADOO. I must decline to yield for the present. Mr. Chair- 


man, I think the argument that these public buildings should be erected | 


because they represent the ‘‘ moral power’’ of the United States is en- 


| or the amounts involved. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











APRIL 10. 






had oceasion to state in the first remarks I submitted to the House on 
this subject that there were some of these bills undoubtedly which 
should pass. Some of them are meritorious measures. It occurred to 
me, sir, that in the case of two capitals, that of Maine and that ot 
Nevada, it would be fair and proper, inasmuch as Federal courts ar 
held at both of those points, public buildings should be erected there. | 
thought, sir, there were some ten or twelve of these bills that the Houss 
with proper regard for the public interest, might take up, consider, and 
pass, and I certainly should be inclined to select among those the bill 
now pending. The capital of Maine, the capital of Nevada, and thé 
capital of California are the only three capitals at which public build- 
ings have not been erected or authorized to be erected. Iam told that 
Montpelier, Vt., has not a public building. I had overlooked that fact 
As to Sacramento, in California, the overshadowing influence of t! 
large number of public buildings at San Francisco has undoubted! 
prevented the erection of a public building there. 

I say again, sir, as I said at the beginning of this discussion in th: 
House, that I thought some of these were meritorious measures and 
some of them ought to pass, and that the country would approve ot 


| reasonable appropriation of money for any like this at this time. | 


think the indignation which will be aroused over the country will bx 
more at the method than the character of the bills which may be passed 
And I hope I do not overlook the fact on this 
side of the House that the bills being urged in the progress of this pro- 
cedure are to increase appropriations which were deemed ample in th: 
last Congress during its first session, and upon which the public judg 
ment has already been pronounced, as has been seen in the change o! 


| the two sides of the House. 


tirely fallacious. We want the power of this Government to be repre- 
sented by buildings honestly erected under honest legislation, and free 
from all suspicion of personal interest. 

Let each of these bills stand on its individual merits. The *‘ moral 
power’? of this Government can not be represented through this broad 
land by costly and palatial buildings, the legislation for which has been 
driven through this House by—what? By a syndicate in the interests | 
of selfishness, by a system of legalized local larceny, symbolizing the 


moral power’’ of this great country ! 
Such monuments to the ‘‘moral power’’ of the Republic would be 
bad teachers to the youth of the land, educating them to believe that 
the advancement of personal interest, and not patriotism, was the stand- 
by which representative men were gauged 


he 


moral grandeur of our country consists in the freedom, happi- 
intelligence, and prosperity of the individual citizen; not in the 
glitter and glare of a gorgeous display of governmental power, but in 


ity and democracy and its strong hold on the affections of 


me 


its simplic 
the 
One 


pn ople 


fturt! 


ther fact about these bills. Do gentlemen on this floor know 
that many of these bills are introduced here to stop the natural drift of 
popul; Members come here from a district in which some town 
s languishing; natural causes are taking away its population. To stop 
this natural drift they propose to erect a great public building (such as 
a Federal court, for instance) at the expense of the Government as a 
stimulus to that particular locality 

In this particular instance, so far as Augusta, Me., is concerned, I am 
not sufficiently cognizant of the facts to vote intelligently and under- 
standingly for or against the measure. As has been said—very ably and 
pertinently—by the gentleman from Maryland, we have not in these 
cases the same opportunity for information as in the case of the river 
and harbor bill. In connection with that bill (to be taken, it is true, 
for what they are worth) there are surveys by Government engineers 
whose reports we have before us. . We have some facts upon which we 
can form our judgment. but in this case we are groping in the dark. 
We must depend solely on the judgment of the Representative of that 


tion ? 
1on 


| and States in my own section. 


The city of Augusta, Me., had a population of 8,566 inhabitants a 
cording to the last census, being aslight advance over the population ot 
the preceding decade, which was 7,808, showing an increase of near a 
thousand, a moderate and healthy increase of population. It hasa court 
it has a pension office, as there is a pension agent located there. And 
gentlemen should observe, while that argument has been urged with 
great pertinacity, there is a bill pending which meets with general ap 
proval reducing the number of pension agents, which will at least 1 
this particular locality change the location of that particular agency 
And that is not an unimportant question entering into the considera 
tion of this subject 

It is proposed to appropriate $150,000. Augusta, Me., is contiguous 
to the great deposits of granite. I take it for granted as the principal 
material entering into the cost of this building there it would b 
cheaper than anywhere else to which our legislation applies. You 
have thought proper in the town of my colleague, the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. STOCKSLAGER], New Albany, having 26,000 peop 
with a Federal court, with all the other offices there except a Federal 
pension agency referred to by the gentleman from Maine, you hav: 
thought there an appropriation of $100,000 was sufficient. I think it 
is ample, and for one, although a citizen of Indiana, I would not hav: 
voted for it if that measure had contained a dollar beyond that sum 
That is clear up to the average cost of public buildings in the counties 
Thinking $100,000 was ample in In- 
diana, and more than ample, I think the committee should agree to 
scale down this building to a reasonable sum. Gentlemen should not 


| shock the sensibility of our people by putting up buildings much more 


particular locality; and I say with all due respect to the gentleman | 


from Maine that he is on general principle as unfair a juror as would be 
the plaintiff in a particular case if he were put into the jury-box to 
render a verdict upon his own case. We have nothing here but the 
statement of the gentleman who represents the district, made through 
the committee or made personally upon the floor of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will ask the gentleman whether he intends to 
reflect upon my integrity as a Representative? 

Mr. McADOO. I do not intend to reflect upon the integrity or honor 
of the gentleman from Maine or any other gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say to the gentleman that the figures 


which I have cited in this case he will find in the report of the Post- | 


Office Department, if he will look at it. The statements are not made 
upon my authority as a Representative. 

Mr. McADOO. I will say that it isa disadvantage to the gentleman 
(as it is a disadvantage to every gentleman who is asking the passage 
of any of these bills) that he is more or less interested. I think the 
best course would be to give a lumpsum to the Post-Office Department 
or some other Department of the General Government and make it re- 
sponsible for the distribution. 


costly than those in the same region. It is not increase of space, it is 
not more elegant and commodious rooms, but it is the embellishments 
which enter into this enormous increased cost of our public edifices 
over the structures generally erected throughout the country. Such 


| a building should harmonize more with the nature and genius of our 


Government and the necessities of the country. 

I move therefore to reduce the appropriatiop—perfectly conscious of 
the propriety of the erection of this building, for it stands in my judg- 
ment among the most favored class of these buildings—but I am justi- 
fiable, I think, in asking the committee to redace this appropriation to 
$100,000. If at the town of New Albany, a town of twice the popula- 


| tion, four times in fact the population of any town nemed so far, 


lo have gentlemen come here asking appropriations for buildings un- | 


der the pressure of their individual interests and that of their localities, 
and as to its justice and necessity compelling this 1 to take their 
word for it, is, I think, without disrespect or questioning of their mo- 
tives, an unfair system of legislation. 

I will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN }. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tion to the propriety of reducing the amount of this appropriation. 


Mr. Chairman, my main purpose is to call atten- 


I 


$100,000 was considered sufficient, I ask you gentlemen upon what 
principle of public necessity and for what public reasons can you insist 
upon an appropriation of $150,000 for this building right at the point in 
your territory where the material is most readily and cheaply obtained ? 

I therefore move to strike out ‘‘ $150,000’ and insert “‘$100,000."’ 

Mr. McADOO. I desire, having reserved the remainder of my time, 
to add a single word to what I have already said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. In that one minute I wish to state simply that in 
that State of Maine there are nine custom-houses that only collect $26,- 
928, while they have public buildings aggregating in value $137,659.80. 
So, Mr. Chairman, they seem to have more public bnildings in Maine, 


| so far as the collection of customs duties is concerned, than they have 





revenues to collect. 

I desire to say if that report is true of which the capable gentleman 
from Maine is the author 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is that? 

Mr. McADOO. I am referring to the report in this case, prepared 
I believe by the gentleman himself. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. But there is a better man behind me and just as 
capable of drawing the report. 

Mr. McADOO. Iam not reflecting upon the report; it is sufficiently 
capable. It is an able document, so far as that goes; but I was going 
on to say that this $150,000, if that report be correct, will not be suf- 
ficient according to the opinions expressed in the report itself, and I 
venture to say that, this amount being appropriated, you will find the 
ventleman or some other gentleman applying to the next Congress and | 


asking that they will vote to the State of Maine an additional appropria- | 


tion to carry out the work thus begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a few 
minutes, with the consent of the committee. I wish to repeat that I 
presented this bill to the House, as I said in the beginning of my re- 
marks, upon the merits of the case itself, and not upon anything else 
whatever. I believe that the great business demands of that city re- 
quire that the Government of the United States should build a good, 
safe, comfortable, and convenient building for the accommodation of a 
post-office that handles almost nineteen millions of pieces of mail mat- 
ter, and does a post-office business that amounts to between six and 
seven hundred thousand dollars. I think this should be done for the 
reason that an office conducting such a business as that should not be 
required or expected to do it in two buildings three hundred feet apart, 
with no vaults for storage, and no possible safety for the public prop- 
erty, and at so much inconvenience thatthe losses occurring thereby, 
and the rate of $3,300 a year paid for rent, will amount to more than 
the interest on the $150,000 appropriated by this bill. 

Now, tomy friend from Indiana, whom I am very glad to find sus- 
tains me in reference to this appropriation, I wish to say a word as to 
the general question pertaining to the bill, and that is this: that from 
the very situation of affairs it is entirely necessary that this public 
building should be pretty near the railroad depot. You can not take 
it away far fromthis depot without great inconvenience as wellas great 
expense to the Government. 

To place it there where the post-office is now, you have got to place 
it in a position where land is most expensive in Augusta; and you can 
not purchase a site suitable for a building of this character at the point 
indicated for less than from $25,000 to $40,000. 

I do not want, Mr. Chairman, one dollar more for this public build- 
ing than is necessary to give tothisGovernment a proper place to trans- 
act its business efficiently; and I wish to say in one sentence, in so far 
as all of these bills are concerned, and in answer to gentlemen who 
oppose them, that I should not vote for one appropriation here where 
[ would not vote for it if I myself owned the resources of this Govern- 
ment, had its debts to pay, and was looking upon it personally as 
a business question whether I would or would not make the invest- 
ment. 

Mr. STORM. May Lask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. The gentleman is a member of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. And says that when he presents this bill he desires it 
to stand upon its own individual merits? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether he has 
not supported and voted for each of these preceding bills? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did, sir; and I wish to say plainly to the gen- 
tleman 

Mr. STORM. I am not through with my question. 
to vote for those that are to follow ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I propose to vote for every measure before the 
House which I think is just. 

Mr. STORM. I ask the gentleman to answer my question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman is now holding the floor in my 
own time. 

Mr. STORM. 
House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


me. 





You propose 


No, sir; you are speaking now by the charity of this 


I do not ask the House to extend its charity to 
I do not ask charity for this bill. I am speaking on my own bill 
and in my own time, and if the gentleman asks a question, if he is a 
gentleman he will listen for the answer. I say that I shall vote for 
every bill that comes before the House, whether from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds or from any other of the committees, 
which commends itself to my judgment and possesses merits which war- 
rant my support. But I will confess to the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania, in so far as I know as to how I am going to vote on any question, 
when he will show me his warrant as being my confessor. 

_Mr. STORM. The gentleman has yet to give an answer to the ques- 
tion whether he proposes to vote for the rest of the bills for public 
buildings on this Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to the gentleman that it is none of his 
business for what bills I shall vote. 

Mr. STORM. Then the gentleman virtually says in the presence of 
this House that these measures are all together, cut and dried, and he 
proposes to stand by every bill, whether it be for Greenville, S. C., with 
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a population of 5,000, or for Augusta, 
or for any other place on the list. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman says what he has no authority for 
saying. 

Mr. STORM. You do not answer my question because you dare not 
say you will vote against any of those bills lest those interested in them 
should strike you back. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
against it. 

Mr. STORM. Announce beforeband what bills you will vote 
and then see what your log-rolling will amount to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When the gentleman speaks of log-rolling, th 
may be something in hisown experience; itdoes not apply to me. ‘Th 
man who is a thief cries ‘‘thief.’’ You have been talking of log-rol 
ing all the time and you have produced no evidence of it And I want 
to say the people of this country will not be deceived by this cheese 
paring, canting, hypocritical talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman trom Maine has ex 
pired. 

Mr. STORM. I wish to say to the gentleman—— 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! vote! 

Mr. STORM. All I wish to say is this 
‘Vote!’’] I ask three minutes’ time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. IfI have any time left I give it to the gent 
from Tennessee | Mr. YOUNG]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no time left 

Mr. STORM. I will have my say hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will be seated and the committes 
will come to order. [After a pause.] “The question is on the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Me 


, Witha population of 8,000, 


If one bill comes up that is unjust, I will vote 


age 


it 





{Cries of ** Vote!’ 


man 


In line 15 strike out the word “ fifty ;"* so that it will read 


cost of S1LO00.000 


Mr. BELFORD 


shall not exceed the 
I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
Mr. BELFORD. My inquiry is whether the resolution assigning a 
day or days for the consideration of this class of business cuts off d 
under the five-minute rule on amendments that may be offered ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Colo 
rado that.the resolution fimnits all debate to thirty minutes 
Mr. BELFORD. On the original proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. And on all amendments. 


} 
enat 


It does not cut ofi 


amendments, but it prevents debate on the amendments. The ques 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 62, noes. 95 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will orde1 


tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and 
the gentleman from Maine, Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I hope that will not be done Let us get 
through with this bill. 

The question being taken on Mr. THOMPSON’sS motion, ther 
ayes 57, noes 101. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HoLMAN, 
and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. MILLIKEN, have been appointed 
to act as tellers. 


were 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, 
noes 106. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill be laid aside 


to be reported favorably to the House ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 30 

Mr. THOMPSON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point tellers. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Pending that, I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on Mr. THOMPSON’S motion, theré 
ayes 55, noes 100. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bil! to 
reported favorably to the House. A quorum not having voted, the 
Chair will appoint tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. THOMPSON ] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN }. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134 
noes 31. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be re 
ported favorably to the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the 
diana rise ? 


, 
e— 


we 


lye 


gentleman from In- 
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r. STOCKSLAGER 
The CHAIRMAN 


CONC 


To call up another bill 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
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Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] that the committee rise. 
rhe motion was agreed to, there being—-ayes 104, noes 74 


mmmittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration bills 
Calendar reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds, had directed him to report back to the House sundry bills 


Mr 


t amendments and to recommend their passage. 


| ~ p> 


eet on Friday 


The SPEAKER 


rence I 
I l i 


Mi sPRINGER 


nak 


m I have 


I THOMPSON. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER 
LO-morrow 
PEAKER 
Mr. SPRINGER 


I move 


I move that the House adjourn 
I move that the House take a recess until 11 


rhe question is first on the motion to adjourn. 
that when the House adjourns to-day it 

This is the legislative day of Wednesday. 
Che Chair thinks such a motion would make no 
+ House adjourns it will be to meet on the next legis- 
it will be the calendar day of Friday 

rhis is the calendar day of Thursday. 
ated is not placed on the Journal you take no ac- 


he day intervening between Wednesday and Friday. 


Phe SPEAKER 


i l aili 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the Chair does not think it necessary I will not 
ipon I withdraw the motion 
question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and upon a divis- 


on there were 


betore the result ot 


ayes ade noes YU. 


the vote was announced, 


Mr. THOMPSON called for tellers 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 


ordered at once. 


Che question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 


were 57 in the affirmative. 


~ t hv 


eas and hays were ordered. 


Che question was taken; and there were—yeas 96 
24; as follows 


jreckinridge, 


unpbell, Felix 
lardy 


Culberson, D. B. 
Culren 
Deuster 


Docke ry, 
Dorshe imer, 


Duncan 


Eldre dge 
ollett 
Forney 


Adams, G. E. 


Aiken 
Atkinson, 
Bayne 


Belford 
Bennett 
Bisbee 
Blount 


soutelle 


Brainerd, 


Breitung 


Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H 
Brown, W. W. 


Buchanan, 


Budd 


Burleigh, 
suThes 
Campbell, J. M 
annon, 
‘arleton, 
assidy, 
sonnolly 

‘risp 
avidson, 


Adams, J. J 
Anders« 

Ar { 
Barbour 
barr, 
Belmont 
Bingham 
Blanchard 
Bowen 
Broadhead, 


Garrison, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf 
Halsell, 
Hatch, H. H 
Hatch, W. H 
Henley, 
Herbert, 


Hewitt, G. W. 


Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
James 
Jones, B. W. 
Kasson, 

K léiner, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lew is, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 


Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eliwood, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N 
Everhart, 
Evins, J.H 
Funston, 
Glasscock, 
Guenther 
Hardeman, 
Hart, 
Haynes 


Henderson, D.B 
Henderson, T. J. 


Hepburn, 
Holmes, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houseman, 
Jeffords, 


YEAS—9%%6 


McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F 
Mitchell 
Morrison 
Mutchler, 
Neece, 
Oates 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 8. W. 
Price, 
Pryor, 
Ranney, 
Riggs, 
Rogers, W 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G 
Spriggs, 


oot 
™ 


NAYS—97. 


Jones, J. H 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
McCoid, 
Maybury, 
Milliken 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 
Parker 
Payne, 
Peelie, 8. J 
Perkins, 
Peters 
Poland 
Pusey, 
Ray, G. W 
tay, Ossian 
Reese, 


Rockwell 





NOT VOTING 29 


Browne, T. M. 


Brumim 
Buckner 
Cabell 
alkins 
andler 
*hace 
lements 
Yollins, 
‘onverse, 


ook, 


ovil 


ilbertson, W. W 


C 
( 
( 
Cox, W. R 
( 
‘ 
( 


urtin 
sutcheon 
Dargan, 
Davis, G.R 
Davis, L. H 


If the gentleman insists on his motion the Chair 


[ call for the yeas and nays; we may as well have | 


affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the | 


, hays 97, not voting 


Springer 
Stevens 
Stewart, Charles 
Storm, 
Sumner, D. H 
Taylor, J. M 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tully, 

Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Ward, 

Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Whiting, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 

Wood 

Yaple 


Rogers, J. H. 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stockslager, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Tillman, 
Turner, H. G. 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Willis, 

Wise, G. D 
Woodward, 
York, 
Young 


Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Eaton 
Elliott 
Ellis, 
Ferrell 
Fiedler 
Findlay, 
Finerty 
Foran 


If the 
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Fyan Jordan, O’ Hara, Slocum, 
Geddes Kelley O'Neill, Charles Smalls, 
George, Kellogg, O'Neill, J. J. Snyder, 
Gibson, Ketcham, Paige, Steele, 

Goff, King Payson, Stewart, J. W. 
Green, Laird, Pettibone, Stone, 
Hammond, Lamb, Phelps Strait, 
Hanback, Libbey, Post, Sumner, C. A. 
Hancock, Long Potter, Taylor, E. B. 


Hardy, McCormick, Randal! Thomas, 
Harmer, Millard, Rankin Townshend, 
Hemphill Miller, S. H Reagan, Tucker, 
Hewitt, A.S. Money Reed Valentine, 
Hill, Morey Rice, Wadsworth 
Hitt, Morgan, Robertson Wait, 
Hoblitzel! Mors Robinson, J.S Washburn, 


Holton Moulton Robinson, W. E Wilkins, 


Houk Muldrow Rowell, Wilson, James 
Hurd Muller Russel! Wise, J.S 
Hutchins Murphy Ryan Worthington 
Johnson Murray Shaw 

Jones, J. K Nicholls, Shelley 


Jones, J.T Ochiltree, Skinner, C. R. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Che following additional pairs were announced for to-day: 
Mr. GEDDES with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. CoLLiIns with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. ELLis with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. REED. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. VALENTINE 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. LONG. 

The following were also announced as paired: 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. JOHN S. WISE, on all political questions, 


| until further notice. 


Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KETCHAM, until April 14. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until April 11. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. BRuMM, for to-day. 

Mr. JoNEs, of Arkansas, with Mr. STEPHENSON, until April 24. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. SMITH, until April 15. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire tostate that lam paired with Mr. GEDDEs, 
of Ohio, on political questions. Not regarding this as one, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I would inquire if the order of the House in rela 
tion to business reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds would give that business precedence over private bills to- 
morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers to decide that question when it 
is presented. The question now is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER] that the House take a recess until 
11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COBB. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 42 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. Before the roll is called the Chair will lay before 
the House certain executive communications, and also reports from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that that 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 431) for the relief of Sally A. Spence; and 

A bill (S. 874) to farther suspend the operation of section 5574 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to guano 
islands. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting papers and reports on the depredation claim 
of William L. Robinson, Cyrus Beers, and Solomon Vaile, and of Abiel 
Morrison; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


| of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House, adopted Janu- 


ary 23, 1884, transmitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, inclosing a list of claims allowed in the Department of the Interior 
for depredations by tribes of Indians who have annuities or other funds 


| due them from the United States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that that communication be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
There was no objection, and the communication, with the accompa- 


| nying papers, was accordingly referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


fairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSE MARIA DE MARTINEZ. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


| of the Interior, transmitting a report of the surveyor-general of Arizona 
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on the private land claim of José Maria de Martinez; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SUMNER, of California, indefinitely. 
To Mr. Houk, for ten days, commencing April 10, on account of im- 
portant private business. 
To Mr. DARGAN, for ten days. 
To Mr. STEPHENSON, until the 20th instant, on account of important 
business. a a D eins 
To Mr. CULLEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. CABELL, for four days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, until the 16th instant. 
To Mr. MouLTON, until May 1, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. No business has been transacted by the House since 
the motion to adjourn was voted down. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Why, Mr. Speaker, executive commu- 


nications have been referred to committees, and leave of absence has 


been granted in a number of cases. Certainly business has intervened 
since the vote upon the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. THOMPSON. It was by unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair by unanimous consent laid before the 
House certain executive communications 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. It was official business of the House. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists on his motion, the Chair 





‘supposes it is in order. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I see that there is a disposition on the part | 


of the House to adjourn and I do not wish to antagonize it. There- 


tore, if there be no objection, | will withdraw my motion for a recess. | 
TheSPEAKER. The motion for a recess is withdrawn. Theques- | 


tion is on the motion that the House adjourn. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If | 


the House should now adjourn, when we meet to-morrow will it be 
Friday or Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BISBEE: Petition for the improvement of the Saint John’s 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the claim of E. C. Chirouse—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

sy Mr. F. B. BREWER: Petition of Samuel C. Noyes Post, No. 232, 
Grand Army of the Republic, relative to pensions, bounties, &&.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Memorial of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Utah, praying for the abolition of the legislative power 
of that Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of citizens of Sedalia, Mo. ,for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Sedalia, Mo.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of Warren 8. Noble, D. F. Higgins, and 


others, ex-soldiers, of Joliet, Ill., relative to pensions, equalization of | 


bounties, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of the bar and business men of Mil- 
waukee, asking for the passage of the bill to increase the salaries of the 
district judges—to the Committee on the Judieiary. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the officers of divers national 
banks in Minnesota, New York, and Pennsylvania, in regard to the 
national-bank circulation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the H. J. Lewis Post, No. 129, 


Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, for amend- | 


ment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of John B. Clarke, publisher of the Man- | 


chester Mirror, and of Kendall & Ladd, publishers of the Manchester 
Weekly Budget, for the defeat of the news copyright bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George B. French and others, citizens of Portsmouth, 
N. H., for a survey of the channel of Little Harbor near Jerry’s Point, 
New Hampshire—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARDEMAN: Petition of citizens of Georgia, asking for the 
repeal of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Dubuque Medical 
Society, favoring the bill for publication of National Pharmacopeia— 
to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, resolutions by J. J. Stillman Post, No. 194, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, as to pension laws—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
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Also, petition of Howard County, Iowa. asking for the retention of 
duties on flaxseed oil, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of citizens of the State of California, to 
increase the tariff on wine, brandy, and raisins—to the Committee o1 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Resolutions of Marshal] Grange, No. 24, rela- 
tive to experimental stations—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, resolution of T. J. Hungerford Post, No. 39, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, relative to pensions, é&c.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial ofthe Moral Education Society, of Phil 
adelphia, relative to the National Board of Health, &c.—to the Select 
| Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Resolutions of the Davenport Academy of Science 
relative to inventions, &c.—to-the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Petition of citizens of Dakota, in favor of the 
| passage of the bill (H. R. 3856) relative to the homestead laws—to the 
| Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition for vacating a part of the military reservation of Fort 
Stevenson, Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Remonstrance against the passage of the 
news copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Capt. H. C. Egbert and others, offi 
cers of the Twelfth Infantry, and of Maj. F. Mears and others, officers of 
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, in support of H. R. 2613—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lieut. Col. N. Douglas and others, officersof the Four 
teenth Infantry, and of 9 officers of the Eleventh Infantry, in support of 
Senate bill 1677—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition from the bar of Portage County, 
Wisconsin, for an increase of salary of United States judges—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the resolutions of Baxter Spring Post, No. 133, Grand Army ot 
the Republic, Department of Kansas, to enlarge national cemetery —to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of McFarland Post, Grand Army ot 
| the Republic, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Bill to provide for a survey of Green River, in Polk 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Petition of John K. Mitchell, for removal ot 
disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 11, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. F. D. Power, D. D 
The Journal of Wednesday’s proceedings was read and approved 
LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION 


Mr. ELLIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back Senate bill 1871, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 


to offer a reward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the 
Greely expedition, and to ask unanimous consent for its consideration 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

| TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, reserving the right to 
| object. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to make proclamation immediately, and cause said proclaina 
tion to be published and distributed as thoroughly as may be in such foreign 
ports as are interested in navigation and traffic in the Arctic seas, that the Gov 
ernment of the United States will pay a reward of $25,000, to be equitably paid 
or distributed to such ship or ships, person or persons, not in the military or 
naval service of the United States, as shall discover and rescue or satisfactorily 
| ascertain the fate of the Greely expedition; but such proclamation shall not be 
| made in terms that will involve the United States in any future liability or re 

sponsibility beyond said reward, or will induce unprepared vessels to incur extra- 
| ordinary peril or risk; and the determination of the Secretary of the Navy as to 
the right of any man to said reward, or ashare thereof, shal] be conclusive upon 
all persons. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bil! in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. MILLS. Let us hear some explanation of the bill, reserving the 


right to objeet. 

Mr. WELLER. I object 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask the gentleman from Iowa to listen to me before 
he insists on his objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I will wait for a moment before insisting on my 
objection. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, some years ago, I think in 1830, the 
Government of the United States sent Lieutenant Greely with an ex 
pedition to Lady Franklin Bay. He was sent by the United States 
Government, and I ask the gentleman to pay attention to what I am 
saying. It was a naval expedition, but officers and men, both of tl 
Army and Navy, with the ships of the United States Navy, were sent 
under an act of Congress for scientific purposes. The expedition finied 
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to reti 
} 


irn; it was arranged with Lieutenant Greely that efforts should 
for his relief in 1882 and 1883 if he did not return. Those 


<peditions were sent, but failed, on account of the unusual rigors of 


mace 


‘ 


the northern winter, to reachhim or communicate with him. They 
re our countrymen; they are officers and men of the United States 
{rmy and Navy, they are in charge of United States vessels, and they 


alive, in extreme peril. 

One of the expeditions which went out left stores, provisions, and 
clothing near the entrance of Smith’s Sound, just at the entrance to 
Kane's Basin, about two hundred and twenty miles below the point to 
h Lieutenant Greely went in Lady Franklin Bay. The Govern- 
has organized under act of Congress another expedition for their 

Chat expedition can not possibly depart on its merciful mission 
before the Ist or 10th of May next; before it can possibly reach the en- 
tran Smith’s Sound where the supplies of stores and provisions 
eft the whalers and sealmen of the American and British merchant 
marine will be in all those waters; they understand the language of the 
nat and under the stimulus of the proposed reward will make 
close search into all the inlets, bays, and islands of those wintry seas, 


wil 


ent 
l 


e ¢ 
i 


and they may perhaps save the lives of the devoted men composing 
Greely’s expedition by four or five or ten days; they may save the lives 





of these gallant officers and men of the United States Army and Navy 
sent there at the behest of this nation. They may save their lives by 
being eight or ten days sooner than the expedition possibly can be ex- 
pected to reach there. If so, the object of the Greely relief expedition 
will be accomplished much sooner by some eight or ten months and the 
expedition will be enabled to return that much sooner to the United 
States at great economy, at a great saving of money, and the avoidance 
of further risk toshipsand men. Every sentiment of duty, every throb 
of humanity to our imperiled countrymen prompts this bill should 
pass, and that the United States shall in its obligation to these men 
leave no stone unturned and no resources unexpended to rescue those 
men who by its behest were sent into their present position of peril. 
They went at our behest. Educated to obey- 


Theirs not to reason why 
Theirs but to do and die 





they went to dare dangers, to encounter perils, to brave difficulties 
that we—some of whom here were once used to the horrors of war— 


can not adequately conceive; and having placed them in their awful 
position of peril, is it not our solemn and imperative duty to rescue and 
bring them home to their friends who grieve tor them, and to their coun- 
try to whose service they have dedicated their lives, and to this end to 
leave no expedient untried that shall accomplish this purpose? I hope 
and believe now that no gentleman will object to the consideration of 
this bill 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to say in reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
manfrom Louisiana that we have already during this session made an 


| 
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Now, the objection that I have made to this matter is made because | 
believe the work of this House has been ignored by the Appropriations 
Committee, and that they have paid special attention to the bill pre- 
sented by the Senate instead. I am of the opinion that this Hous 
should see to it that it should have the preference in the consideration 
of its own bills over matters introduced by the Senate. I believe that 
the House should see to it that bills presented by its own members shal! 
have priority of right before the Appropriations Committee, and should 
be considered in preference to bills from the other end of the Capito! 
and not pigeon-holed or otherwise ignored. 

Further, sir, my objection is that this same measure could have been 
passed by both Houses of Congress weeks ago if the Appropriations 
Committee had paid the attention to it that they have paid to the work 
of the Senate. I am in favorof granting therelief, but Ido not believ: 
that we should, on the one hand, grant an unlimited appropriation to 
buy ships, specially fit them out for the waters of the Arctic seas, and 
provide them with stores and send them on their mission, and then, on 
the other hand, make another appropriation in the way that this bil! 
proposes to do. I believe that it is entirely unwarranted. I believe 
that it is ignoring the rights of this House in the premises in regard to 
this whole matter, and that this bill should come up in its proper order 
and give the Appropriations Committee an opportunity, if they have 
not already availed themselves of it, tomakea report upon the bill that 
had priority of right and that was called to their attention in due time 
and proper manner weeks before this bill saw the light of day. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. ELLIS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Roprnson]. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this bill 
will pass immediately. I rise, however, for the purpose of proposing 
an amendment to the bill. I move that the sum fixed, $25,000, be 
stricken out and that $50,000 be inserted for the object contemplated 
by the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. 
$100,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume the gentleman from Louisiana did not 
intend when he yielded the floor to permit amendments to be offered 

Mr. ELLIS. I did not yield the floor for amendments. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If there is objection I shall, of 
course, notattempt to make the motion. I hope, however, the gentle- 
man from Louisiana will not object to anamendment. 

Mr. ELLIS. I cannot yield for an amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Ishall not, then, persevere in the 


m 
< 


I move to amend the amendment by making it 


| attempt to offer one. 


Allow me to say in the moment or two which the gentleman has been 
kind enough to yield to me, that I trust there will be no opposition to 
the passage of this bill, insignificant as is the sum which it proposes to 





unlimited appropriation to fit out cruisers for these waters forthe relief 


of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa insist on his ob- 
jection 7 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to speak for a few moments in answer to the 


yentieman from Louisiana. I wish to give the reasons briefly why I 
refuse to yield unanimous consent to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for on both sides of the 
House, and if the gentleman insists on his objection the bill is not be- 
fore the House 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido not understand that the gentleman from 
lowa insists upon his objection. 

The SPEAKER. He states that he does. 

Mr. HAMMOND. | understand he is arguing the question as though 
the bill were under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. But still he insists upon his objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to have an opportunity to make a statement 
of the ground of my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection for 
that purpose ? 

Mr. WELLER. 
make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WELLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been already an un- 
limited appropriation made by this House for the relief of the Lady 
Franklin Bay expedition or of the Greely party. I was at that time 
opposed to the granting of this unlimited appropriation, believing that 


I withdraw it for the present in order that I may 


there was a method that could be adopted by Congress which would | 


be far preferable to that. In view of my opinions, I presented, many 
weeks ago, to the consideration of this House a bill asking for an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for this very purpose. That bill was introduced 
by myself in this House and was referred to the proper committee. 
Subsequent to that time a bill was presented at the other end of the 
Capitol, in the Senate, touching this very question, and asking simply 
an appropriation of $25,000, which passed the Senate and came to the 
House and was referred to this same Committee on Appropriations. 


| appropriate, and notwithstanding my fears that it will be a total failure 
| intheend. Weshould have at least $100,000 appropriated for this pur 
pose. We have already paid $100,000 for one ship, and for another ship 
we have paid about the same sum, and in addition to that we have gone 
| down on our knees to a foreign nation, begging another from them which 
in the end will avail nothing for the rescue of the gallant officers and 
crew of that ill-fated expedition. 

Offers were made, as gentlemen around me are well aware, to build 
ships which would have been superior in all respects to those which 
we have begged from a foreign nation and those which we have bought, 
which would have been ready for the service on which they were to 
be sent by the first of this month, more than ten days ago, which 
would have given an opportunity to American ship-builders and ship- 
yards to build the ships of our own material. Had this option been 
given to them they would have been ready, as I have said, to have 
furnished these ships to the Department by the first day of this month. 
But that opportunity was never granted to them, and now it is too 
late to complain. 

I can only repeat the wish, sir, that this appropriation was $100,000. 
I wanted it $50,000 at least, which was the amendment I had desired 
to offer, and though the gentleman from Louisiana would not yield 
for that purpose, I heartily support him‘in urging the immediate pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask the gentleman from Louisiana if he will yield 
to me to allow an amendment increasing this appropriation to $100,000? 

Mr. ELLIS. I can not, and I will state very briefly the reasons. In 
the first place, I have no right under the instruetions I have from the 
Committee on Appropriations to open up this bill to amendment. In 
the second place, the Senate believe, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions also believe, that if a large amount like $100,000 was. offered as a 
reward it would be, perhaps, a stimulus to many persons to risk their 
lives and their vessels in the search, and we would probably have to 
send relief for somebody else before the purpose of the expedition has 
been accomplished. I think, therefore, the original reward contem- 
plated, the comparatively small sum of $25,000, would be sufficient to 
stimulate the whalers to make careful survey and search ofall the bays, in- 
lets, and islands in those regions, and, if successful in their search, will 
arrest the progress of our relief expedition at the entrance of Smith's 
| Sound and send it back home. 
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Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question | Mr. BEACH. I shall not withdraw the objection. I would not 

Mr. ELLIS. I will hear it. have made it if I had intended to withdraw it. 

Mr. WELLER. Does the gentleman regard the interests at stake as 
heing just simply of the importance of $25,000? Or would he regard 
the interests at stake as of the importance of $100,000? 

Mr. ELLIS. _s the we = yuan gallant soldiers and sailors can favorable recommendation the resolution which I send to the desk 
not be estimated in dellars and cents. isthe gia an tiene: 

Mr. WELLER. Then permit me to inquire why not offer $100,000 fs st : a a on a a ; : : 
reward at this time, being an amount that would | be somewhat com- what light vemos Coen aiaen as ailae anuutings tata are toe an a 
mensurate with the interests at stake, and run the risk of the judgment American vessels entering and clearing from the ports of foreign countries: and 

‘the men who undertake the enterprise to navigate those waters and | also with what nations the United States have reciprocal commercial mar 


AMERICAN VESSELS IN FOREIGN PORTS 
Mr. DINGLEY. I aminstructed by the Select Committee on Ame 
ican Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests to report back with a 


. eATe . ef j > ¢ > F > a: “re inv 1 2 time treaties or arrangements, the dates at which the same were entered 
ake that seare h for relief in the matter of the dangers involved ? cad vite paeeeaicnn siden abate ox aseneasunend 
Mr. ELLIS. Because we believe it would unduly stimulate men to fa @ 
in into peril. ‘The report was read, as follows: a 
Mr. HAMMOND. Inother words, because you think $25,000 enough. The Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests 
. ’ . . - to whom was referred the accompanying resolution requesting iia Caekate of 
Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. ‘ 


, f 7 ‘ . the Treasury to inform the House what charges are imposed on American ves 
| vield three minutes to the gentleman from Colorado | Mr. BEL- | selsin foreign ports, report the same back with a recommendation that it be 


ORD}. adopted. 
Mr. BELFORD. When the earthly life of my friend from Iowa shall | The resolution was adopted. 
have ended and he shall have floated into the fields of illimitable and | Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


immeasurable space I give a guarantee that I will erect a monument | tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 

to him, and the first line on it will be, ‘‘I object;’’ and below that I | on the table. 

will have engraved on that monument a precise and absolute copy of | The latter motion was agreed to. 

the damnable rules of thisHouse. [Laughter.] I think the rulesand ORDER OF BUSINESS 

the ventleman from Towa will go fitly together and float down the stream Mr. HANCOCK. I move to dispense with the consideration of pri- 

tt eternity forever and forever. [Renewed laughter.] Here is a bill | . 46 business for to-dav and also to dispense with the morning hour, 

passed by the Senate, recommended by a Democratic committee, re- | my purpose being to move that the House resolve itself into Committe: 

ported to this House, and antagonized by the luminous and elaborate | 4¢° tie Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 

gentleman from the State of Iowa, who must have started his craze on general appropriation bills, with a view to proceeding with the consid 

the greenback question and the Lord knows where it will end. [Laugh- | Chation of the pension appropriation bill. 

eal. a = SPEAKER. That motion requiresa two-thirds vote. _ | 
ah, ane i Seen : 7” a ; 1e question being taken on the motion of Mr. HANCOCK, there 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] has were—ayes 68, noes 50. 


. aving made > report, ¢ is entitle ) » fe : ; ; ; : 
- floor, having made the report, and is entitled to the floor for one | So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 
es not agreed to 


Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question. \ y ; 
Sara ; Mr. HOLMAN : thers called for the regular orde 
Mr. WELLER. I trust the gentleman will yield to mea minute eienennsrienanitmmenncinhetdayudes, scene 


or two. CHARGES AGAINST H. V. BOYNTON. 
Mr. ELLIS. I withhold the demand for the previous question and | Mr. HOPKINS. I rise to a question of privilege. I call up the re 
yield the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] one minute. | port of the select committee to investigate charges against H. V. Boyn 
Several members called for the regular order. | ton. I have the authority of the committee to say that they desire no 
Mr. WELLER. I apprehend it is in regular order for me to pay | discussion so far as they aré concerned, and unless the resolution shal! 
briefly my attention to the distinguished gentleman from Colorado. | be debated or some one shall desire to speak in opposition to it I shall 
Mr. BELFORD. You can go at it whenever you get ready. call the previous question. 
Mr. WELLER. I have been an admirer of the brilliant remarks The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up as a 


that the gentleman from Colorado so frequently, in order and out of | matter of privilege the report of the select committee on charges against 
order, makes on this floor. But that which I admire more than the | H. V. Boynton. The resolution will be read. 
brillianey of his remarks is the indescribable brilliancy of his counte- The Clerk read as follows: 


nance. f Laughter. ] Iam surprised, however, that thegentleman(who | Resolved, That the charges against H. V. Boynton are not sustained by the 
hoasts that he is astalwart member of the Republican party) should have | ¢vidence and that there is no ground for any action by the House 
« face brilliant in such shades of colors as to indicate so plainly as his The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the 


countenance does the indices that he, if Republican proclamations on 
that point are reliable, belongs to another party and is on the wrong 
side of this House. [Laughter.] I trust, Mr. Speaker, that I may, 
when I enter the realms of eternity, float on and forever in that para- Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote bv which the resolution 
dise of my eternal hope as a just and proper reward for daring to do | was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
right. But I guarantee when I do I will be found floating in a con- | the table. 
trary direction from that which the gentleman from Colorado must in- 
evitably take unless he reforms in very many particulars, and that 
speedily. [Laughter. ] eer a : 
Mr. BELFORD. I will be going to heaven and you will be going| The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 


previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 


the other way. [Laughter. ] Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to give notice at the present time, if in 
The SPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEL- | 0Tder, that to-morrow I will move to vacate the special order in relation 
LER} has expired. i to bills providing for the erection of public buildings. 


Mr. ELLIS. I demand the previous question. The SPEAK ER. : This being Friday, the first business in order is the 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof | ©! of committees for reports of a private nature. 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was accordingly read | CHARLES W. HAYS. 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ss and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

he latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5698, a bill (H. R. 6528) to remove the disabilities 
of Charles W. Hays, of Alabama; which was read a first and second 
time,referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
PONTON BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. | WILLIAM HUNTINGTON, 


Mr. PERKINS. lask unanimous consent to take from the House Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back with 
Culendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 450) to amend an act | # favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6065) for the relief of Will 
entitled “‘An act to authorize the construction of a ponton bridge across | 1@™ Huntington; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
the Mississippi River at or near the city of Dubuque, in the State of House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
lowa,’’ with the amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce. | to be printed 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will | NATIONAL BANK OF BARRE, VT 
ask for objections. Mr. MILLER. of Texas, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
The bill was read. rency, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6219) to au 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | thorize the Comptroller of the Currency to issue to the National Bank 
the bill? of Barre, Vt., $1,300 of circulating notes to replace the same amount 
Mr. BEACH. I object. of unsigned notes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] | House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
will withdraw his objection, at least until I make a statement. dered to be printed. 
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GEORGE |! BICKNELL. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
hack with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 263) for the re- 
iet of George F. Bicknell; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
ered to be printed 

RUPERT 


HILI 
Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5714) for 
the relief of Rupert G. Hill; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed 

TEN EDORE 


TEN EYCK 


Mr 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4000) to 
authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
WEBSTER (¢ WEBB. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 5750 
Webb; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed 

LIEUT 


M. ©. WILKINSON. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- | 


ported adversely the bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of Lieut. M. C. 
Wilkinson; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH 


W. FISHER. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 


ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- | 
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MAJ. W. W. FRYBARGER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of Ma 
W. W. Frybarger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered t: 
be printed. 

MRS. SAMANTHA HARRIMAN. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5485) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany 


ing report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BOYLE. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, also ré 


| ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 389) grant 


; ; | ing a pension to John Boyle; which was referred to the Committee of 
rank in the Army and to place him on the retired-list of Army officers; | the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 


port ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


REPORTS. 


| back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
for the relief of Webster C. | 


on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 


A bill (H. R. 205) granting a pension to John K. Mannon; 
A bill (H. R. 327) granting a pension to William N. Seymour; and 


A bill (H. R. 5737) granting a pension to William B. Baker. 


HENRIETTA M. SANDS. 


Mr. CULLEN (by Mr. MATson ), from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R 
4297) for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands; which was referred to the 


| Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the a 


ported adversely the bill (H. R. 6017) for the relief of Joseph W. Fisher; | 


which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed 
EGBERT 
Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5584) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Egbert Thompson, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


THOMPSON. 


WILBUR F. STEELE, 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4360) for the relief of Wilbur F. 
Steele; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed 

rHOMAS J. RHODES. 

Mr. OURY,from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Thomas 

Rhodes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed 

JOHN KAULA. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2324) for the relief of John Kaula; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report,ordered to be printed. 
JOHN COOK. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4802) for the reliefof the estate 


ot John ‘ 00k ; which sg referred to the ¢ OMAMRITSSS OF the W hole House | the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | ordered to be printed. 


he printed 
riIMOTHY M’CORMICK 

Mr. FINERTY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 

with an amendment the bill (H. R 

McCormick; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House 

on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed 

WILLIAM 


BEDDO AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GRAVES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1573) for the relief of William Beddo 
and others: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed 

MRS. MARY 


MORRIS HUSBAND 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5894) granting 
a pension Mrs. Mary Morris Husband; which was referred to the 
Committec the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
companying report ordered to be printed 


to 


of ac- 


companying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY 

Mr. CULLEN (by Mr. MATSON), from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1569 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of Maj. Gen. E. 0. C 
Ord; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 


M. ORD. 


ALONZO B. CHATFIELD. 


Mr. CULLEN (by Mr. MAtTson), from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3112 
for the relief of Alonzo B. Chatfield; which was referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 


ANNA BECK. 

Mr. CULLEN (by Mr. Matson), from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 572s 
granting a pension to Anna Beck; which was referred to the Committe 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

JACOB LAFFERTY. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5148) granting 
a pension to Jacob Lafferty; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 


| ordered to be printed. 


4135) for the relief of Timothy | 


| ordered to be printed. 


JACOB J. MORNINGSTAR. 
Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3403) for the re- 


lief of Jacob J. Morningstar; which was referred to the Committee ot 


EUGENE L. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a'so reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5595) granting 
a pension to EugeneL. Townsend; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS M’GINNIS. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1449) granting 
a pension to Dennis M¢Ginnis; which was referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA A. SMITH. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4663) granting a 
pension to Barbara A. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
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WILLIAM HAKBESON. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ANNA MARIA RESSLER. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Anna Maria Ressler; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NOAH CATON. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Noah Caton; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, | 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WEDDINGFIELD. 
Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension | 
to William Weddingfield; which was referred to the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. M’COY. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1436) granting a pension to 
William T. McCoy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AARON. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pen- 
sion to James Aaron ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR I. M’CONNELL. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pen- 
sion to Arthur I. McConnell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM HOWARD. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2629) granting a pension to Abram 
Howard; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER LENNON. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 796) to increase the 
pension of Peter Lennon; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADOLPH WEACH. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
also reported back the bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Adolph 
Weach; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. BAGLEY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the following bills; and 
they were referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 998) for the relief of James Butler; and 

A bill (H. R. 3721) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon. 

CATHARINE WEISS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catharine 
Weiss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ALONZO COOPER. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pen- 
sion to Alonzo Cooper; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pen- 


sion to Mary E. Seymour, widow of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased 
soldier; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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| back the bill (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Louisa Earle; 
| was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
| endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


| back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3340 
| pension to James M. Pike; which was referred to the Committee 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE 8. RIGGS. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reporte: 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3332) granting a pension to 
George 8S. Riggs; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SHIELDS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to Michael Shields; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


LOUISA EARLE. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
which 


ELIZABETH A. SPRINGSTEED. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Springsteed; 


| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House.on the Private 
| Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


USEBUS SWEET 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


| back the bill (H. R. 2440) for the relief of Usebus Sweet; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen 


dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH JACKSON. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also. reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson: which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


B 


SHERMAN C. PERRY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3336) for the relief of Sherman C. Perry; which 
was referred to the Compittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

MARY TARBELL. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 3040) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe Private Calendar 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


ELLEN O’BRIAN. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5888) granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brian; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


CYNTHIA SHAW. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, al 
back the bill (H. R. granting a pension to Cynthia Shaw; whi 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Ca 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
PIKE. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


} 


h 


sO reportet 
o~ 
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‘ 


JAMES M. 


granting a 
ot the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


DAVID M. NAGLE, 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5543 
pension to David M. Nagle; which was referred to the Committe the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re 
back with adverse recommendation bills of the following 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
reports printed, namely 


granting a 


of 


ported 
h 
om pany ing 


titles: whi 


ace 


A bill (H. R. 6176) for the relief of Christina Gavin; 

A bill (H. R. 6342) for the relief of Augustus Axmaker; 

A bill (H. R. 5986) for the relief of Franklin Carris; 

A bill (H. R. 5985) for the relief of Peter Kraft; 

\ bill (H. R. 4541) granting a pension to Mary Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 5987) for the relief of Charles Meal: 

\ bill (H. R. 4824) granting a pension to Philip Michael 
\ bill (H. R. 5982) for the relief Mrs. Emerancy A. Reed; 
4 bill (H. R. 4826) for the relief of Catharine Smith 
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\ bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 
\ bill (HL. R. 4827) for the relief of Peter Schultz; 

\ bill (H. R. 5791) for the relief of Sarah Gallagher; 
\ bill (H. R. 4161) for the reliefof Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker; | 
Che bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of Henry M. Munion; 

Che bill (H. R. 2403) for the relief of Mary Helena Mahan, widow 
Dennis H. Mahan 

Phe bill (H. R. 997) to pay Samuel V. Adams arrears of pension; 
Che bill (H. R. 4170) for the relief of Theodore Rauthe;: 
Che bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to John W. Rose; and 

| bill (H. R. 3707) for the relief of Charles Pierson 


MAJ. D. WILLIAMS. 


MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
vith a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1738) restoring 
the pension-roll the name of Maj. D. Williams; which was referred 
the Committee the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
th the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


‘ 
of 


\\ 


MARY A. KNAWBER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 
ported back the bill (H. R. 499) grantinga pension to Mary A. Knaw- 
ber; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 
printed | 
SAMUEL BARNARD 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back the bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,ordered to be printed. 
HUGH DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty; | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- | 
yate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. H. ADAMS. 

Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Houk), from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5835) granting a 
pension to J. H. Adams; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 





HENRY BALLINGER. 
Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Houk), from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions, also reported back the bill (H. R. 5838) granting a pension to 
Henry Ballinger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | 
ordered to be printed 
NANCY SMITH. 


Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Houk), from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5183) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy M. Smith; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


M. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports printed, namely : 

\ bill (H. R. 539) granting apension to Jacob R. MeFarren; and 

A bill (H. R. 541) granting arrears of pension to Durant F. Hunt. 

JOHN KANE 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 1976, a bill (H. R 
Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANK 8S. MARSH. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported | 


back the bill (H. &. 2453) grantinga pension to Frank 8S. Marsh; which 
was referred ‘to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT J. GILLESPIE 
Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 460) granting | 


a pension to Robert J. Gillespie; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed 
HENRY ALDEN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4094) grantinga 

pension to Henry Alden; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed 
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REUBEN H. FITTS. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 766) grant- 
ing a pension to Reuben H. Fitts; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


JOBES. 


GILBERT A. PHILIPS. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 664) granting a 
pension to Gilbert A. Philips; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3370) to amend an act 


be Oe 


| entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,’’ approved 


June 4, 1872; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
KATE WILHARLITZ. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 663) grant- 
ing a pension to Kate Wilharlitz: which wasreferred to the Committee 
of the Whole House onthe Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SHEFFIELD. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 662) granting a pen- 


ANN 


| sion to Mrs. Ann Sheffield; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
THEO AHRENS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5565) grant- 
ing a pension to Theo Ahrens; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL Z. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
| ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5124) grant- 


COOPER. 


| ing a pension to Samuel Z. Cooper; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ANDREW KONKLE 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
| ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4568) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed- 


J. 


FREDERICK BRAUNWALD. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back witha favorable recommendation thé bill (H. R. 5123) grant- 
| ing a pension to Frederick Braunwald; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
| which were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 


« 
« 


5380) granting a pension to Patrick Coyne; 





| A bill (H. R. 3752) granting a pension to John Wheatley; 
| A bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase of pension to Michael Cannon; 
| <A bill (H. R. 3390) granting a pension to Henry B. Spooner; 

A bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Martin Douglass; 

A bill (H. R. 3746) granting a pension to O. W. Minor; and 

A bill (H. R. 1220) granting a pension to Hugh Ward. 


JOHN L. LAKE, JR. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief of 
John L. Lake, jr.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 








ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
hack with adverse recommendations the following petition and bill; 
which were laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed: : 

The petition of John Nelson Trask; and 

4 bill (H. R. 3314) for the relief of John Jordan. 


JAMES M. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported ad- 

versely the bill (H. R. 2732) to restore James M. Allison, a soldier in 

the war with Mexico, to the pension-roll; which was laid on the table, 
ind the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALLISON. 


T. I. HARDIN. 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported adversely 
the bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of T. I. Hardin; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM G. BROWNLOW. 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 5478) for the relief of the estate of William G. | 
Brownlow; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report | 
ordered to be printed. | 

JOHN C. THOMPSON. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported ad- 
versely the petition of John C. Thompson for compensation for carrying 
the mail from Washington, D. C., to Leonardtown, Md., during the war; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


ELLEN CALL LONG AND MARY K. BREVARD. 


Mr. OCHILTREE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Ellen 
Call Longand Mary K. Brevard; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES VANCE AND WILLIAM VANCE. 

Mr. OCHILTREE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of 
the estates of James Vance and William Vance; which was referred to 


the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the | 


accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
TERRENCE DELOZIER. 
Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1431) for the relief of Ter- 


rence Delozier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be | 


printed. 
AZARIAH T. WHITTLESEY. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 4749) forthe relief of Azariah T. Whit- 
tlesey; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

H. C. LINN. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, also 
reported adversely the bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of H. C. Linn; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWIN 


B. HAY. 


Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an | 


amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 95) for the relief of Edwin B. 


Hay; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 


printed. 
JOHN BYRNES. 
Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported adversely 
the bill (H. R. 1173) for the relief of the heirs of John Byrnes; which 


was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed, 


EDWARD M. SHIELD. 
Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported adversely 
the bill (H. R. 1192) for the relief of the heirs of Edward M. Shield ; 


which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


PARDON WORSLEY. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 2685) for the relief of Pardon Worsley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MURPHY. 
; Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a bill (H. 
R, 6531) for the relief of Charles Murphy ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
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| Parish; which was referred to the ¢ 
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Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask leave for the minority of the committee te pr 
sent views upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. What member of the committee ? 

Mr. PRICE. I ask it for myself. 

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted for the 
views of the minority to be presented and printed with the report otf 
the majority. 

JOSEPH E. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R 
lief of Joseph E. Moore; which was referred to the Committee ot 


MOORE 


re porte a 
for the re 
t} 


Lilt 


QO) 


| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


report, ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH W. PARISH. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of Joseph W 
‘committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES H. ADAMS. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1892) for the reliefof Charles H. Adams 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

REV. ERASTUS LATHROP. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3889) for the 
relief of Rev. Erastus Lathrop; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

LUCY ANN LEE AND ALLEN LEE. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.R. 41) for the relief ot 
Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. Lee; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany - 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


&. 


p#. THOMAS J. JONES. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
as a substitute for bill 3626, a bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Di 
Thomas J. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


ELIAS B. MOORE 


| Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 


a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief of Elias 
B. Moore; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3514) for the relief of the Washington and 
| Ohio Railroad Company; which was laid on the table, and the accom 
| panying report ordered to be printed. 
| The call of committees for reports of a private nature was continued 
| and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will now rec- 
| ognize for the presentation of reports of a private nature gentlemen who 
were not in their seats when their committees were called. 

There was no objection. 

CAPT. HENRY ERBEN. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4175) to 
carry into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened 

| under the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case ot 
Capt. Henry Erben, United States Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
LAND TITLES IN ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4399) to confirm the title 
of the residents thereof to the town or community grant of the town of 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for the allotment and disposition of the 
lands in said grant; which was referred to the Committee of the Whol: 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS A. WESTON. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with a 

favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6069) forthe reliefof Thomas 


A. Weston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
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WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 


by Mr. GREENLEAF) reported back from the Com- 
H. R. 1451) 
for the ‘relief of William G. Budlong; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the aecom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


Mi 
1ittee on Patents with a favorable recommendation the bill 


DARGAN 


INDUSTRIAL PROPLE. 


Mr. AIKEN. lIask unanimous consent to report from the Committee 
on Education a resolution for reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The 

Whereas this committee believes that the kind of education now most needed 
by the colored people of this country is in the line of useful industries and of 
the mechanic arts; and ‘ 

Whereas Howard University, a national institution, in the District of Colum- 
bia, has recently commenced the experiment of an industrial department in con- 
nection with their academic course with great promise of success: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in order that an industrial department may be maintained at 
said university the Committee on Education respectfully recommends to the 
Committee on Appropriations an appropriation for the salaries of a superin- 
tendent and five instructors in the several mechanic arts in the industrial de- 
partment of said institution to the amount of $3,700. 


EDUCATION OF COLORED 


resolution was read, as follows: 


rhere being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 

tee on Appropriations. 
PROSECUTIONS UNDER INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. McMILLIN, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 

Committee on Revision of the Laws with amendments the bill (H. R. 


6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may be instituted | 


against persons charged with violating internal-revenue laws; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
. ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported a bill 

H. R. 6534 

struction of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and forother purposes; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

Mr. OATES. On behalf of a minority of the Committee on Public 
Lands I ask consent to file to-morrow, or as soon as practicable, the 
views of the minority upon the bill just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority of the com- 
mittee will have leave to submit their views in writing, to be printed 
with the report of the majority 

here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported, in lieu of various bills re- 
ferred to the committee, a bill (H. R. 6535) to regulate the granting of 
pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
tion of the committee J shall on the first occasion when the committee 
is called for a motion to suspend the rules ask that this bill be taken 
up and passed 


LEGISLATURE OF DAKOTA, 


Mr. CARLETON, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on the Territories with a favorable recommendation the bill 
H 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HANCOCK. I move todispense with the further consideration 
of private business in order to take up for action the pension appropri- 
ation bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to state, in view of the fact that the House 
is much behind with the appropriation business and as the Committee on 
\ ppropriations has a bill ready foraction in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, I will make no effort to go into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, in order that 
the House may go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and proceed to the consideration of the pension appropri- 
ation bill 

Mr. KEIFER. As it is, I do not believe it is necessary to move to 
dispense with the private business in order to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the question will be put on the motion 
of the gentleman from Texas to go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider appropriation bills, in ref- 
erence to which a majority has control. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Wé6uld a call 


for the regular order of business, which would be the consideration of 
That is, if 


the business on the Private Calendar, take precedence ? 


to declare forfeited certain lands granted toaidin thecon- | 


R. 4359) in relation to the Legislature of Dakota Territory; which | 





regular order were demanded and a motion made to go to the business 
on the Private Calendar, would not that motion take precedence of the 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair understood the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [ Mr. MCMILLIN], chairman of the Committee on Claims, to say that 
he did not propose to antagonize the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider appropria 
tion bills. 

Mr. HANCOCK’s motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of th: 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first bill on the Calendar making appropria- 
tions is the bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for the payment ot 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move that the first formal reading of the bill for 
information by unanimous consent be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now before the committee, to be con- 
sidered by paragraphs, and the Clerk will read the first paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appro 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ees, for the 
payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses, namely : 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chi 
dren,and dependent relatives, and survivors and widows of the war of 1812 
$20,000,000; and any balance of the appropriation for the above purposes for th: 
current fiscal year that may remain unexpended on the 30th of June, 1884, is 
hereby reappropriated and made available for the service of the year ending 
June 30, 1885: Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions 
shal! be paid from the income of the Navy pension fund, so far asthe same may 
be sufficient for that purpose: And provided further, That the amount expended 
under each of the above items shall be accounted for separately. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Were points of order reserved on this hill ’ 
The Chair understands they were not, and it is 


| now too late. 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have but afew remarks to mak: 
on this bill making appropriations to pay our pensions for the next fis- 
cal year. The total sum for that purpose proposed to be appropriated 
by the bill is $86,684,400. It seems to be sufficient, and it is expected 
a surplus will be left after all the pensions have been paid. 

The appropriations for the current fiscal year, 1884, aggregate in round 


numbers the sum of $126,000,000; of that amount there was expended 


| during the first six months, ending December 31, 1883, $25,675,000 


Estimating that the total expenditures for the-fiscal year will aggregat: 
$60,000,000, it will be seen that an unexpended balance of the appropri- 
ations for the year of $66,000,000 will remain. 

The bill reperted herewith makes an appropriation of $20,634,400 for 
the service of the year 1885, together with all unexpended balances of 


| the appropriations for the year 1884, which are estimated, as above, to 


I desire to give notice that under instruc- | 





be $66,000,000, making the aggregate amount appropriated by the bill 
for the fiscal year 1885 $86,684,400. 

The bill further appropriates $684,400 for miscellaneous items and 
contingent expenses, as fuel, postage, &c. This portion of the bill | 
presume will excite no opposition and likely no amount of discussion. 
3ut, Mr. Chairman, there may be difference of opinion as to the second 
paragraph of the bill. It proposes new legislation, and changes the num- 
ber of pension agents from eighteen to twelve, and reduces the pay al- 
lowed for preparing pension vouchers from 15 cents to 5 cents for each 
voucher in a pension case. 

The reduction of the agents from the present number, eighteen, to 


| twelve I understand is acceptable to the Commissioner of Pensions, he 


believing that number will be sufficient to do the work, and certainly 
more economically than the eighteen, and it is believed that the work 
will be performed just as satisfactorily as now. A strong disposition 
was manifested to dispense with these agents entirely, and ren. it the whole 
business of paying the pensioners to the Treasury Department, where it 
probably rightfully belongs, and where it might be more economically 
performed than by the present system. But there was a disinclination 
on the part of some to make that change, and it was insisted that as the 
pensioners themselves in many instances have become familiar with this 
mode of payment they ought to be deferred to so far as continuing the 


| present system is concerned, although it is not questioned that it will 


cost probably $150,000 more to pay them in the present manner than if 
they were paid directly through the Treasury Department. 

The other clause of this second section, reducing the compensation 
allowed to the pension agents from 15 centsto 5 cents for each vouche: 
prepared by them, will doubtless be objected to as reducing the com- 


| pensation of the pension agents more than it ought to be reduced. | 


conceive there can be no question, Mr. Chairman, that the pension 


| agents will be still abundantly paid for the amount of labor they are 


required to perform in the preparation of the vouchers. Heretofore | 
think it is safe to say that with the exception of but very few officers otf 
the Government they have been paid larger sums by way of salary and 
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compensation in proportion to the amount of labor than almost any of 
the other employés of the Government. Each agent received as a sal- 
ary the sum of $4,000 a year for his services and for the preparation, 
vou may say, of vouchers for 1,000 pensioners four times a year; that | 
*s to say. 4,000 vouchers during the year. Hehas no compensation for 
that number of vouchers excepting the salary; but heretofore he has | 
received 15 cents for each voucher in excess of that number, which it is | 
now proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to reduce to 5 cents. 

To estimate what would be fair and reasonable in this respect we | 
have called to our assistance persons supposed to be better able to de- | 
termine the amount that could be realized by the pension agents than | 
probably the members of the committee or others connected with this 
body. We find that the voucher is made up in the form of this paper 
which I hold in my hand, and gentlemen can see here the amount of 
writing that is necessarily done by the clerk or the agent himself to fill 
it up. It will be seen that he must only fill in the blank space in these 
receipts; and then on the back of it indorse upon it the name and num- 
ber, to indicate what particular voucher it is. It is estimated that a 
fair, active penman will write without difficulty as much as eighty 
pages of foolscap manuscript inaday. There is not probably inamount 
one-tenth, perhaps not more than one-twelfth, of the labor required to 
write one page of foolscap necessary to fill up one of these vouchers. 
In addition to that, however 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to ask the gentleman if a great deal 
of labor necessarily performed in making up these vouchers is not in 
looking up the record in each case ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Iwasjustcomingtothat point. The mere clerical 
labor, the filling up of the blank places on this printed form, is not all 
of the labor that is necessary to be done by the agent, because if it were 
5 cents for each one would bean excessive compensation. But of course 
they are required also to look upon the list in order to get the proper 
name and probably the proper amount and perchance also the proper 
address of the party, which, however, can not take a very great length 
of time or involve much labor, as the lists of the pensioners are all fur- 
nished to the agent by the Pension Bureau, and it is only a mere mat- 
ter of looking over the list and ascertaining the particular facts in refer- 
ence to the case in order to fill up the voucher. The voucher, however, 
you will remember, is not entirely filled up until it has been sent first 
to the party and this portion of it which relates to the magistrate’s 
certificate has been filled up and returned. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the gentleman another question? He 
says that the voucher is partly filled up before it comes into the hands 
of the agent. 

Mr. HANCOCK. 

Mr. MORRILL. And it is finished afterward by the agent ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. They are partly filled up before they are sent to 
the pensioner, and afterward when they come back the draft is sent to 
the party, which is an additional service rendered by the agent besides 
filling up the voucher. He has simply to fill up the amount in the 
voucher and remit the draft to the party. This payment I understand 
to be made upon the draft of tlie pensioner himself. With all of the 
amount of clerical labor which is required in filling up the voucher 
and of making the payment, it is believed that without difficulty one 
hundred youchers could easily be completed ina day. Now, this priated 
form, the voucher, is printed without expense to the agent. All that 
he has to do is simply to fill it up. 
would, as Iam informed, readily complete one hundred of them ina 
day and require no great amount of skill, which would be equal, at the 
rate proposed here, to a salary of $5 a day for aJl the labor involved. 
That seems to the committee to be a sufficient sum to engage the service 
of men eminently qualified to perform that particular duty. Indeed, I 





Yes, sir. 


think it is such a sum for each of these vouchers in addition to the com- | 


pensation which the agent receives in the first instance, and whose time 
certainly is not required to be actively and closely engaged for the whole 
year, as will secure efficient service. Getting as he does $4,000 a year, 
with all of his rent paid, his light and fuel furnished, and even the 
postage paid by the Government, it is believed that the sum ought to be 
and will be a sufficient compensation to secure for this service, which I 
regard as one that should be done efficiently and expeditiously, the best 
character of business talent in the country disposed to take hold of this 
character ef occupation. 

Mr. MILLARD. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. 

Mr. MILLARD. 
clerks ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. He is not supposed to pay his clerks out of the 
$4,000. The fee of 5 cents on each voucher is supposed to be sufficient 
to pay the clerks. For the $4,000 he has to fill up 4,000 vouchers. For 
all over that he is paid 5 cents on each. 

There is another matters of new legislation which I do not propose to 
particularly advocate. Itis that which fixes the compensation of pension 
lawyers at $10. It seems to be a sort of inexorable rule that the law yer 
shall in no instance receive more than $10 for his services in and about se- 


Certainly. 
Does the pension agent out of this $4,000 pay his 
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| neys who receive but a contingent fee, 


An ordinarily expert penman | 


| try. 
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curing pensions, arrears of pay, bounty lands, &c., and only in such cases 
as may be successful. We find from the report of the Commissioner ot 
Pensions that about 60 per cent. of the applications for pensions su 
ceed, so that the average fee of the lawyer would be reduced to $6. | 
can not say whether that is right or not. I must confess in frankness 
I very much doubt it. I think the compensation is inadequate 
it was insisted by a member of the committee far more familiar with 
these duties than I am that about all that the pension attorneys about 
the capital did was to receive the papers trom the attorneys in the 
neighborhood where the pensioner resided and present them. If that 
be true, probably an average of $6—for that would be what he would 
get—would compensate a person competent to present the papers. But 
if he has to perform professional labor, requiring learning in the parti: 
ular duty that he undertakes to discharge, I submit to the committe 
whether this is a wise provision. 

It has been suggested, and I think with a good deal of force, that 


But 


| probably pensioners and other like claimants might as well be lett to 


the exercise of their own best discretion on this subject, rather than 
trammel them by requiring them to depend upon the services of atto 
and that an exceedingly smal! 
one. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from Texas perm 
me to interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I want to say at this point very briefly 
this: The Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty 
Back Pay have had under consideration for the past six weeks or two 
months two subjects. One was with reference to the rules of practic: 
in the Pension Department and the other was with reference to the 
compensation of the attorneys. We have given that subject careful 
and long consideration, aided by the ablest counsel engaged in that 
practice in the city and aided meeting after meeting, for week after 
week by the Commissioner of Pensions himself, who has given us the 
result of his experience as Pension Commissioner upon this subject 
We have also looked up the history of the law upon the subject, and 
have found the defects under the one system and under the other and 
the merits under the one system and under the other, and to-morrow 
was the day set apart for perfecting the bill for that purpose. I think 
the Committee on Appropriations ought to consent to have this provis- 
ion of the bill stricken out, and the House should have the benetit ot 
the bill which the commiftee specially delegated to consider the ques- 
tion have matured for that purpose 

I make this suggestion thus early that the gentleman from Texas 
may have the opportunity of consulting with his colleagues on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as to the advantage of our giving the Hous: 
the benefit of the investigations we have made upon this subject. And 
I give notice also that at the proper time I shall move to strike out that 
section of the bill. 

Mr. BUDD. I believe the point of order that the section changes 
existing law would be against it 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to 
me for a moment ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, sit 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In addition to what the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] has said, I wish to say that the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Bay undoubt- 
edly will be prepared to report to-morrow, after one more session, a bil! 
upon which a great deal of labor has been expended. I may add also 
that it is the judgment of the committee that this provision of the bill 
section 2 as it stands here, while a part of what it aims at is right, as a 
whole should not remain in the bill. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I think I can reply to both of the honorable gentle- 
men that I have not urged this feature of the bill very affirmatively 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I observed that 

Mr. HANCOCK. [am not responsible for it. But I wish my col 
league on the committee, Judge HoLMAN, to have an opportunity to 
vindicate his view. He is far more familiar with the subject than I am, 
and has a knowledge of the facts which are not familiar to me 

We down in my section of the country are not much favored with 
pensions. I think there are but one or two in all my section of coun 
I think a few others have made application, but have been denied 
on some immaterial, unimportant ground—some incident that might 
perhaps be better forgotten than recollected. [Laughter. ] 
a new subject with us, and I am not prepared to say what is the right 
thing todo. But I am gratified to hear it is a subject which has en 
gaged the special attention of I. think the appropriate committee to 
consider it 


ina 


‘gy +} ; 
So this 1s 


Mr. RAY, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me for om 
moment ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, sir 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I throw out this suggestion more for the 
purpose of getting information and the views of the committee en the 
point than for any purpose of crMicising their report or their actio 
But it seems to me it is a proper question to come before this commit 
tee in some form or other, and I would like to ask this: Is it not a fact 
that your investigations show that reducing the comp pen 

























































to a very small amount results in the employment of 
cheap, very dishonest attorneys, and they in fact do 
soldiers more harm than they do them good? And would it not 
t ke out all restrictions on their fees and leave that to be a 
if agreement between the soldier and hisattorney; so that 
1 man and pay him what his services are honestly 
and thereby secure the services of good, honorable men ? 
HANCOCK. I can not answer the gentleman’s question, except 
I can say in vindication of my profession that our investigations 
e not led to the development of anything like dishonesty on the part 
law they are generally found to be correct. If you will give 
them fair compensation I think it very likely that you will get efficient | 
Sometimes by not giving adequate compensation you do not 
yet the right kind of lawyers; and that often leads to litigation and 
expenses to an extent that is not necessary. 

[ will not occupy more of my time at present, but will yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], my colleague on the Commit- | 
tee on Appropriations 

The CHAIRMAN 

Mr. CANNON 


matter 


‘ in CMpioy POO 


Mr 
that 


‘ vers: 


WOTK 


How much time does the gentleman yield? 
I will take ten minutes; 


I may possibly want a lit- 

tle more 
Mr. HANCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman for ten minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. HANCOCK] in charge 


of this bill has stated the amount that it carries. The bill really car- 
ries, as he well stated, the amount in round numbers of $86,684,000, 
although it only purports to carry specifically on its face $20,000,000. 
It is estimated by the committee, and by the estimate clerk of the | 
Treasury Department, that there will be at the end of the current year 

an unexpended balance of the appropriations heretofore made for pen- 

sions of $66,000,000. The appropriations and reappropriations made 

by the last Congress for this year amounted to $126,000,000. It is esti- 

mated that $60,000,000 will be the amount expended this year, leaving 

$66,000,000 unexpended. This bill reappropriates that $66,000,000 

adds $20,000,000 to that amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the gentleman now on the floor why that 
is done, why the money necessary for the next year is not directly ap- 
propriated, and the unexpended balances of appropriations for two or 
three years past returned to the Treasury? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose itis a mere matter of dress-parade; that is 
In other words, it will enable some of our Democratic friends when 


na 
ana 


they go before the people during the next campaign to get on the stump 
und say, ** We havecutdown the appropriationsso much.’’ Now, here 


is a big item of $66,000,000 which they need not count, provided they 
are not good book-keepers. That might fool somebody; but yet when 
you take the next clause of the bill reappropriating the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for the current year, which substantially 
amounts to $66,000,000, the whole appropriation by this bill is really 
$86,000,000. It, therefore, does not amount to anything; it will not 
deceive sensible people, and as to those who want to be deceived by it, 
it is not worth while to take the trouble to explain the matter further. 


Mr. COBB. Allow me to ask you a question ? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. COBB. Howcan you make a reappropriation without putting it 


iin the bill? 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. COBB 
not made? 
Mr. CANNON If you do not reappropriate this $66,000,000 it will 
go back into the Treasury. 


You can not do so. 
How then about the pretense that the appropriation is 


Mr. COBB. I understand that perfectly well. 
Mr. CANNON. Let me answer your question; I have but ten min- 


utes’ time. If you do not reappropriate the unexpended balance it 
will go back into the Treasury and then you would have to appropri- 
ate $86,000,000 specifically. As the bill is it appropriates $20,000,000 
specifically and reappropriates the unexpended balance heretofore appro- 
priated without mentioning the amount. 

Mr. COBB. How, then, is it a political trick, as the gentleman would 
make the House believe ? 

Mr. CANNON. 
asked why we did this. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is the right way. 

Mr. HORR. It is the right way. 

Mr. CANNON. Who is making this speech, I would like to know? 
[ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
terrupted 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask the gentleman a further question, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. CANNON. I will not allow the gentleman to ask a further 
question until I have answered the question of the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. Hiscock] and the one already asked by my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Cops]. When I have done so, if I have not then covered 
the whole ground, I will yield for a further question. 

I say in answer to my friends from New York and Indiana that so 
far as the Treasury is concerned it does not make any difference whether 
this bill formally appropriates $86,000,000 or whether it formally ap- 


The gentleman will proceed without being in- 
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| directly and reappropriate the unexpen¢ 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] | 
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propriates $20,000,000 and reappropriates the unexpended balance for 
the current vear, which it is estimated will amount to $66,000,000 

Mr. COBB. Now let me ask the gentleman 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, if my time can be extended. 
talk a little about the material matters in the bill. 

Mr. COBB. Is not this bill in strict conformity with the action of 
ing last House of Representatives on this subject? Are we not follow- 
the in the same line ? 

Mr. CANNON. In one instance I will say that during the short ses 
sion of the last Congress the House of Representatives did make a re- 












I want to 











sions, if that will satisfy the gentleman. 
Mr. COBB. Then there is no political trick about it. 
Mr. CANNON. [said that my friend from Indiana could go upon 





| the stump during the next campaign and claim that his party had r 
| duced the appropriations, and not take into account this $66,000,000 


And 
[ Laugh 


reappropriated, although it is in fact covered by this bill. | 
suspect that my friend from Indiana [ Mr. Coss] will do so. 
ter. 

Mr. COBB. How can you make a reappropriation and prevent thx 
people from knowing it? 

Mr. CANNON. You can appropriate $86,000,000 pure and simpl 
upon the face of the bill, and the bill would bear exactly the san 
amount of money as it would if you appropriate only $20,000,000 
led balance heretofore made by 
a Republican Congress. ; 

Mr. HORR. It was wrong last year, and it is wrong this. 

Mr. CANNON. [I hope I will be permitted to answer the questions 


| of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] without interruption. 


Mr. COBB. I have no further questions to propound. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman is correct in that last state- 
ment. [Laughter.] Somuch forthisappropriation. I did notintend 
to occupy more than a minute upon it. 

Now, there is a clause in this bill to which Iam opposed. In the first 
place I will say that section 2, touching the fees of attorneys, I am in 
clined to think is not properly matured, andI am gratified to know that 
the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, at the head of which 

is my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], has given weeks of considera 
tion to thissubjectand is ready to-morrow, undera special order, to tak 
it up and exhaust it. I think the bare statement of this fact ought to 
be sufficient to secure the exclusion of the section from this bill 

Now, I wish to call attention to a part of section 1, commencing with 
line 23, on the second page, and ending with line 41, on the third pag: 
This provision I do not approve of. It provides in brief for conso] 
dating the eighteen pension agencies into twelve; and it provides fu 
| ther for cutting down the fees of the pension agents upon vouchers froin 
15 cents, the present rate, to 5 cents, a reduction of two-thirds. I do 
not think the legislation embraced in this provision is wise, and I un 
dertake to say if it be enacted into law the pensioners will not be paid 
any money in the next fiscal year. I think if the House comes to un 
derstand that fact this proposed legislation will not be adopted. 

I am frank to say, asa memberof the Committee on Appropriations, 
| that when this bill was adopted in committee I did not find any on 
who had sufficient knowledge touching the compensation of these agents 
| and their expenses to give me any light upon thequestion. I was not 

upon the subcommittee, and I reserved the right, as my colleagues on 
| the committee will recollect, to investigate this matter and act upon 
my judgment after investigation. I havegiven the subject as thorough 
investigation as was possible for me to give it at the Pension Office, and 
I oppose this feature of the bill. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HANCOCK. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more of my 
| time. 
Mr. CANNON. 
tion of $174,400: 
For pay and allowances of pension agents: For salary, fees for preparing 


vouchers, rent, fuel, lights, and postage on letters to the Executive Departments 
and to pensioners, $174,400. 


I 
I 


This item, it will be observed, carries an appropria- 


It will be observed that this covers the entire amount of the salaries, 
including fees on vouchers, all the expenses for every purpose of paying 
pensioners. The present salary of these pension agentsis $4,000a year 
In addition to this, they receive 15 cents on each voucher upon which 
they make payment. The former pay was 30 cents for each voucher. 
It has been cut down during the last eight years one-half. It was first 
reduced to 25 cents for each voucher, and later to 15 cents. There is 
no payment whatever of fees upon these vouchers, except for vouchers 
in excess of 4,000. Out of the salary of $4,000 and the fees upon 
vouchers the pension agent has to pay his clerk-hire; he has to pay for 
his office furniture where he is not in a public building, and also many 
incidental expenses, such as ice, stationery, &c. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. How many of these officers are in Gov- 
ernment buildings? 

Mr. CANNON. There are seven of these offices in public buildings 
Besides all this, the pension agent pays without any reimbursement all 
his postage other than the postage upon the correspondence with the 
Department and with pensioners. Now, a great many letters are writ- 
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ten to these pension agents by attorneys and friends of pensioners; a 
great many letters are written all over the country making inquiries, 
and it is courteous and proper that the pension agent should answer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does he pay the postage in such cases ? 

Mr.CANNON. He does. All that comes out of his sulary; and as 
I have said, where he is not in a public building he furnishes the office 
fixtures and all other conveniences at his own expense, and only seven 
of these eighteen agents have their offices in Government buildings. 

Upon inquiry at the Pension Office I find that in 1881 the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions had reports from fifteen of the seventeen pension 
agents then in office. These reports, when consolidated, show that for 
every 2,500 pensioners paid it was necessary for the pension agent to 
employ one clerk for the whole year; and it must be borne in mind that 
these clerks are paid by the agent; and besides the permanent clerks, 
the agents are obliged to employ temporary clerks on an average of eight 
days every quarter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. From that time on is not the pension 
agent practically a gentleman of leisure ? 

Mr. CANNON. Byno manner of means. The same report of 1881 
shows that for each 16,600 pensioners paid eight temporary clerks were 
employed on an average of eight days during each quarter, in addition 
to the permanent clerks. I have given the facts, and will state the 
account upon these facts as to receipts and expenditures of agents. 

On the 1st of July next it is estimated there will be 325,000 pen- 
sioners on the pension-roll, which in round numbers would give 27,000 


pensioners to be paid by each one of the twelve pension agents proposed | 


by this bill. Now you pay them four times a year, which would make 
108,000 vouchers. Many of these pensioners let their pensions accu- 
mulate: that is they do not ask payment every quarter where the pen- 
sions are small. It is ascertained that 6.4 percent. are not paid quar- 
terly. It is cut down, therefore, from 108,000 by this 6.4 per cent. on 
account of those pensioners who aggregate their pension payments. 

Now, if you deduct the 4,000 vouchers which pay nothing to the 
agent, and deduct that from the 108,000, after you have deducted the 
6.4 per cent. you will find it leaves 96,338 payments on vouchers an- 
nually. On an average each one of these agents would get 5 cents in- 
stead of 15, which would make $4,839. The salary is $4,000. Add 
the two together, and that is the total compensation of each one of these 
pension agents, namely, $8,839. 

Now let us take the expenditure on the part of each one of these pen- 
sion agents. The aggregate of receipts, as I have shown, for each pen- 
sion agent is $8,839. By these reports, as we have seen, there are 
eleven permanent clerks at $736 per annum each, and that is little 
enough for a permanent clerk. The permanent clerks, therefore, cost 
$8,096, to be paid at each pension agency. Thirteen temporary clerks 
employed at each agency during each quarter on an average of eight 
days at $2.a day for each—and that is little enough to pay—would give 
us $832. Add the printing and stationery which each agent furnishes 
at his own expense, $600. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON. 
and stationery. 

Now, how do we find the account to stand? We find that each pen- 
sion agent receives as total compensation $8,839, that his expenditures 
amount to $9,528. In other words, it would take all of his salary and 
all the fees upon vouchers, at 5 cents a voucher, to pay the expenses, 
and $689 in addition per annnum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman heard of any one of 
these pension agents resigning ? : 

Mr. CANNON. No, and for the reason that the agents now receive 
not over $4,000 per annum under existing law, but if you require them 
to do this work for nothing, as this bill proposes, no one would do the 
service. Even my philanthropic friend from Kentucky, who like my- 
self is not a capitalist, would not do it. 

These facts are from the report of these agents made to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in 1881. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Texas will allow me a 
few minutes longer, in order that I may conclude what I have to say 
as to this matter. 

Mr. HANCOCK. How long does the gentleman wish ? 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman would allow me 
to proceed, and whatever time I occupy Iwill return to him when I am 
recognized in my own right. As I have begun the statement of this 
matter I should like to be allowed tocontinue until I have finished it. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I yield with pleasure to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois. 

_Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, at my request the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions communicated with the several pension agents and 
asked them to make a full and frank statement in reference to their re- 
ceipts andexpenditures. Returns were made by sixteen of the eighteen 
pension agents. The returns cover six months of time in 1883~’84, 
and for these six months the salaries of the sixteen agents were $32,000; 


Does not the Government furnish that ? 
No; the Government does not furnish the printing 


fees on vouchers, at 15 cents per voucher, the present law, $74,488; 


making a total of $106,388. The expenses amounted to $58,825; or, 
in other words, deducting the expenditures, there was left $47,963, 
net compensation for sixteen agents. 





| of cutting the vouchers, and here is another statement made in 1883 
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Now, I will from these facts state the 
proposed by the bill, for six months: 


result at 5 cents a voucher 


Receipts by agents : 
Six months’ salary for sixteen agents__________- $32, OOO 


For fees on vouchers, at 5 cents per vouc her 24, 796 
Total GG. T96 

Expenditures of agents : 
Paid for clerical help (the permanent force being 119 clerks 53, 170 
Stationery and printing- <a ; 2,755 
Office expenses (estimated 2 500 
Total - ed i ‘ 08, 425 


which would take all the salary and fees of pension agents and $1,629 
besides for six months. 

My friends around me say that they do not understand the basis of 
this calculation. For their information I will repeat that the state 
ment I have made is on the basis of 5 cents for each voucher. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
Do not the pension agents make that statement themselves ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; and therefore it is all the more val 
uable. And if my friend from Kentucky is the champion of this 
measure Without investigation, I submit to him, and I say it with all 
due respect, that I think the Committee on Appropriations also reported 
without investigation, and as I am on the committee I have the right 
to abuse myself. I do not think that there has been any accurate in 
vestigation whatever made by the committee. Now, I call the atten 
tion of the House to the fact that here is a statement made in 18:1, 
when this question was not mooted at all, when there was no question 
S84 
both of which substantially agree as to the facts. And you can not 
cut these expenses down any less than they are now, for the reason that 
the pension agent pays the same out of his own pocket and it is his 
interest of course that he should get people to do all of this work at 
the lowest possible price. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman another 
question 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, si 

Mr. WHITE, Do I understand you to say that the 


of Kentucky. 
pension agents hire all of the clerical force to which you have referred 
for the entire vear ? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman know that the 
whole. business is disposed of in a few days four times a year ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, in 
© ay 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And the gentleman should remember 
that the agent’s salary is quite large in the first instance. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Kentucky will permit me to 
answer his question, I will endeavor todo so. I will say tothe gentle 
man that the positions of the agents are responsible ones. They have to 
give bonds and their work runs the whole year round, and it is found 
necessary, as shown by their returns, that they shall have one permanent 
clerk the whole year round for every 2,600 pensioners that they pay 
Why, does my friend from Kentucky think that the only duty of the 


I have 


answer to my friend from Kentucky 


| pension agents is to furnish the check and transmit it to the pension 


ers? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
salary 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend suppose that the first eight days in 
each quarter in which he makes these payments ends the duties of the 
agent for the entire quarter? Does he not know that there are other 
and manifold duties to be performed ? Does he not know that there are 
to be returnsmade tothe Auditor? Does he not know that the accounts 


That is the perquisite rather than th 





| have to be made up; that the whole of the papers have to be gone over 


by careful comparison withthe roll? That after the report is forwarded 
to the Auditor there is necessarily a great deal of correspondence about 
it; that it has to pass the Comptroller? Does my friend understand the 
system of settlement of these accounts ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that this whole system of paying pensions could be done at 
the Treasury Department at a great deal less expense than through 
these agents ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. CANNON. I am consuming the time of the gentleman from 
Texas, and if he will allow me to cover the time I will give him my 
time, when I take the floor in return. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from Texas 
to yield a limited time. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I will yield the gentleman five minutes more if 
he desires it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take the floor in my own right, and if 
gentleman will yield to me now all of the time to complete my state- 
ment I will return it to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Texas 
yield ? 


the 
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Mr. HANCOCK. Until he stops or exhausts all my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank the gentleman. 

Now, my friend from Kentucky asks a question that Ido not care 
to discuss at this time, whether payments could not be made at the 
Treasury Department. “ I will answer him, yes, they could; but will 
state after investigation that the expense of payment would be greater 
than under the present system. It is but fair that I should call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that under the present law the average 
net compensation of these sixteen agents for the last six months was at 
the rate of $5,995 per annum 


Mr. ROSECRANS. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I understood you to say that there are some 


20,000 pensioners OF thereabouts 

Mr. CANNON. Three hundred and twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. ROSECRANS \llowing, then, four vouchers for each pensioner, 
that makes 1,300,000 vouchers \llowing twelve pension agents, then 
there would be 48,000 vouchers that would not be paid for at all. That 


deducted from the 1,300,000 vouchers you will have 1,252,000 vouchers. 
Mr. CANNON. I suppose the gentleman has made the computation 
Mr. ROSECRANS. Now, paying for preparing these vouchers and 
ittending to the business in connection with them at the rate of $5 
per hundred gives $64,600, which, divided among the twelve agents, 
would be an average of $5,380 for each. I want to ask the gentleman 


if in view of the amount of work performed he does not regard that 


iS CXCeESSLVE 
Mr. CANNON I will say to my friend frona California that I made 
the calculation which I announced to the House some time ago. I 


have not time to stop and verify the gentleman’s calculation. -One 
thing he has not taken into account is that 6.4 per cent. of these 


vouchers should be deducted on account of payments made less frequent 
than quarterly. My friend asked, ** Is not that excessive?’’ I will say, 
on the contrary, it is not sufficient to pay the expenses of payment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then the gentleman from Illinois ad- 
mits that practically these agents get $6,000 a year now, being $1,000 
more than a member of Congress receives who works during the whole 
year, while these agents are only employed during part of the year. 

Mr. CANNON. AsI go along stating the facts, before I have stated 
the whole of them or drawn the conclusion from them the gentleman 
from Kentucky springs up without addressing the Chair or asking my 
permission, and seizes upon one fact after I have told it in order that 
he may dovetail it in with his own speech. I will say to the gentle- 
man that it would be better if he would let me state the whole case be- 
fore in his inordinate zeal he rushes in when it is only half told. I 
state to the House very frankly that according to these last reports if 
the fee for the vouchers remains at 15 cents, as at present, that would 
give the agents $5,995 per annum 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is, $6,000. 

Mr. CANNON. On, yes; any fool would know that without my 
friend’s stating it. [Laughter. | 


Fiscal year— 


1861.. 
1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 b 
1866 b 
1867 b [ 
1868 b 
1869 
1870 
1871 
1872 
1873 
1874 
1875 
1876 
1877 
1878 
1879 
Pansies 
1881.... 
1882 

1883 

1884 

iss5 





a Indefinite. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I will reserve the remainder of my time in case I 
desire to say anything further. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not rise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of enter- 
ing upon any general discussion of this appropriation bill. My own im- 
pressions, gathered from all the statistics which I have been able to 
look at and from all the information we have been able to obtain in 
the Committee on Appropriations, is that there will be no difficulty as 








b This period includes the investment of $13,000,000 of the Navy pension fund. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Provided he is from Wabash. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Kentucky is always witty, but I 
would rather he was witty in his own time. , 

Now, if it is the sense of this committee to cut that compensation 
down, all right. If itis the sense of the committee to cut it down so 
that the agents shall get just $4,000 a year after they have paid the ex- 
penses, all right; cut it down. But there is nosense in cutting it down 
so that they will not get anything and will have to pay from thei: pri- 
vate funds to carry on the office. 

I might say, if I was ungenerous, that this is ascheme to defeat the 
payment of pensions. I do not think anybody on either side of the 
House wants to do that. But I say itis a scheme which is brought into 
this House without investigation and without proper knowledge, th: 
effect of which will be, if it be written in the law, to defeat the pay 
ment of pensions. 

Now, gentlemen ought to recollect another thing which is not tak: 
into account here, that every one of these agents is responsible if h: 
pays money on a false voucher or by mistake. And, however carefu 
agents may be, false vouchers are presented and paid every year to th: 
amount of hundreds of dollars,and in every instance the agent must 
make up the amount from his private funds. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that it costs to disburs 
money through the paymasters of the Army $23 per $1,000, and mu 
is said as to the efficiency and economy of the Army, while it only costs 
to pay the pensioners, much greater in number than the Army, $4.76 p 
$1,000. 

I undertake to say that never in the history of this country was mone 
disbursed so rapidly, so satisfactorily, so economically as it is disbursed 
through these pension agencies. And I say, after investigation, it is not 
even disbursed through the Treasury Department here at Washingto 
in payment of the public debtas cheaply, everything taken into account 
as it is by these pension agents. Now, I think gentlemen will hesitat: 
long beiore they will undertake without investigation to change this 
system. 

There are only eighteen of these agents for the whole United States 
The system is working admirably. I think it ought to be let alon 
If it be the sense of the House that the fee should be cut down to 12 
cents a voucher, or to bring down the salary of the agent substantial!) 
to $4,000, very well, so be it. But I think the House should inquir 
fully before they even do that, especially when they consider tl: 
amount disbursed and the responsibility of the position. 

I thank the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] for having 
yielded me his time. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I will take but a moment. I have herea very 
interesting table showing the amounts appropriated for the pension-list 
from 1861 to 1885 inclusive. It is carefully made out, but is not in 
print anywhere that I could find. When I was making the few remarks 
I did upon this bill I did not have it beforeme. I now ask that it may 
be printed in the REcoRD for the use of members. 

There was no objection. The table is as follows: 


Army and Navy pensions. 





Appropriations 
Estimates. - Expend 
tures 
Regular Deficiency. Total. 
$849, 000 60 $849,000 00 | +a $136,527 64 $985,527 64 | $1,036,064 06 
1, 082, 000 00 1, 082, 000 00 a 1,089 62 1, 083, 089 62 853,095 40 
1, 450, 600 00 [SD Pt nscencttassamnetennend 1, 450, 600 00 1, 078, 991 59 
7, 685, 300 00 8) ae ‘ 7,685,300 00 | 4,983,924 41 
{ 3, 200, 000 00 3, 200, 000 00 3,565, 000 00 6, 765,000 06 | 16,338,811 15 
} 11, 230, 000 00 11, 230, 000 00 2, 500, 000 00 13, 730,000 00 15, 605,352 3 
| 15, 440, 000 00 15, 440, 000 00 70,000 00 15,510,000 00 | 20, 936,551 71 
33, 280,000 00 | 33,280,000 00 ....... i calaaiasaichaabiatie 33, 280,000 00 23,782,386 78 
30, 330, 000 00 30, 350, 000 00 15,000 00 30, 365,000 00 28, 476,621 78 
pect 23, 250, 000 00 19, 20, 000 00 80,000 00 19, 330,000 00 | 28,340,202 17 
a 30, 490,000 00 | 34,740,000 00 ‘ 34, 740,000 00 | 34,443,894 88 
30, 000, 000 00 29,050,000 00 oo. 29,050,000 00 28,533, 402 76 
30, 480,000 00 30, 480,000 00 30, 480,000 00 : ) 
30, 500, 000, 00 30, 480, 000 00 ETM s 30, 480,000 00 
30, 480, 000 00 29, 980,173 33 375, 000 00 30, 355, 173 33 
30, 500, 000 00 30,000,000 00 75,000 00 30, 075, 000 00 L 
29,401,500 00 29,481,500 00 |... 29. 481,500 00 | 27, 2 2i 
28,533,000 00 | 28,533,000 00 (oo 28, 533,000 00 | 27,137,019 08 
28, 000, 000 00 29, 371,574 00 456 09 | 29,372,030 09 | 35,121,482 39 
29, 616, 000 00 54,391,455 33 1, 808, 623 04 56, 200.078 37 | 56,777,174 44 
32,44, 000 00 82, 404,066 09 9, 241, 290 59 41, 645, 356 68 | 50,059,279 62 
50, 000, 000 00 50. 000,090 00 18, 282, 306 68 68, 282.396 68 | 61,345,193 95 
100,000,000 00 100,000,000 00 16, 000,500 90 116,000,500 90 | 66,012,573 64 
101, 575,000 00 86,575,000 00 1,287 49 86,576, 287 49 
40.000, 000 00 


to the amount appropriated by this bill. In other words, $86,000,000 
will be all that will be required to pay the pensions for the next fiscal 
year. 

Some criticism may be made upon the manner of making this appro- 
priation, and possibly such criticism may be just as applied generally 
to making appropriations. While this bill appropriates directly but 
$20,000,000, it may be fairly said that it contains direct appropriations 
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to the amount of $86,000,000. I admit that the amount, $66,000,000, is | tion, proposes to fix a fee of $10 as the utmost amount which may be 
to some extent an estimate of what will be the surplus of appropria- paid, demanded, or received by any agent or attorney in any pension 
tions over and above the amount necessary to be used in the payment | case. It is provided that this shall be the only fee paid, received, or dk 
of pensions for the current fiscal year. But it is probable that the manded. — 
appropriations made by this bill will amount to $86,000,000; that is, Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very likely that at this late day it would 
the direct appropriation is $20,000,000 and the unexpended balance | be unwise to undertake to go back and establish the policy that every 
for the current fiscal year which is reappropriated will amount to | pensioner should employ his own attorney or claim agent upon such 
$66,000, 000. terms as he may choose to make. But a large number of persons who 
" It is very probable that each appropriation billshould name the sum | areapplicants for pensions believe they would be betterserved, would ob 
carried by it for the year for which the appropriation is made, and that | tain their pensions more promptly, if they were permitted to make thei 
all unexpended balances of appropriations should be covered into the | own contracts with their attorneys. They believe that in this way 
Treasury under existing law. But whatever may be the proper policy | they would be able to employ more responsible and better trained at 
in that regard, I am not criticising this bill for inadequacy of appro- | torneys. But it is very likely we can not go back upon our tracks and 
priation. I will therefore proceed now to consider the particular pro- | establish an entirely different policy from that which has now prevailed 
yisions of the bill to which there is objection. for years. Butitis perfectly certain to my mind that we must do some 
The first to which objection is made, and upon which I shall spend | thing in this matter; that the policy under which we are working at 
very little time, is the proposition to pay to pension agents $5 for each | present is a very bad policy. In view of the present state of things, I 
one hundred vouchers, or in that proportion, paid by any agent in ex- | favor a limitation upon the amount that is to be paid, which will pre 
cess of 4,000 vouchers per annum. vent the attorney from obtaining any more than a given amount. I 
Mr. LONG. What is paid now ? favor this because I think there is great dangerof imposition. I, how 
Mr. KEIFER. Under existing law the agents are now paid $15 per | ever, do not concur in the provision of the bill fixing this sum at $10) 
hundred in excess of 4,000 vouchers per annum, instead of $5 as pro- | in all cases. 
posed by this bill. I have not in such tangible form that I can use Let us see how this matter works, and let us speak plainly in regard 
them the statistics to demonstrate what is claimed by those who have | to it. I believe that any member who would investigate concerning 
examined this question fully; that is, that if we reduce the rate of | the pension attorneys in his own district would find that more mone 
payment from $15 to $5 for each hundred vouchers we shall practi- | is paid to these attorneys on claims which are never passed through tly 
cally wipe out all the salaries of mest of the pension agents. I have | Pension Office than upon claims that do go through. How does tiis 
seen statements that would show that in some instances the salaries | happen? A poor widow, or any other person who feels entitled to a 
would not be sufficient to pay the clerks and run the office, leaving | pension, or it may be somebody representing orphan children, goes to 
the agent without any pay at all for his services. an unreliable attorney—unreliable in more ways than one—unreliable 
The pension agent for the State of Ohio, a careful, prudent man, who | because perhaps he is not a man of integrity, and also unreliable be- 
works by day and by night, informs me that upon a careful estimate he | cause he does not understand the legal principles and rules that apply 
could probably run his office, if this change is made, by devoting to it | in the matterof proving upa pension case. He does not know perhaps 
his salary and hiring persons at a low rate of compensation, and not | the classes of persons who are entitled tothe bounty of the Government 
claiming one cent of compensation for hisown services. Iam informed | under the pension Jaws. But in spite of this ignorance he is ready to 
that the agent at Knoxville, Tenn., who pays the pensions of nine | say to the applicants, who are quite unable to throw away their money, 
States, finds upon a calculation carefully made that with his salary | ‘‘I will make anapplication for you.’’ He makes theapplication upon 
added to the fees provided by this bill it would be impossible for him | a blank, charging a certain sum, which is required to be paid in ad- 
to run his office, however economically he might manage it. vance. This sum is paid, and the application is sent to the Pension 
But there will doubtless be furnished for the information of the Com- | Office. About the next thing that is heard of this case is a letter which 
mittee of the Whole and of the House carefully prepared statistics which | comes to the member of Congress from that district, asking about this 
will show exactly how this proposed change will operate in case this | claim; and more than half of these cases are found to be cases in 
bill should become a law with this feature of new legislation in it. | which it is impossible to imagine that the applicant was entitled toa 
There seems to be an impression upon the part of one or two, pos- | pension under any law of the United States. In more than one-half 
sibly more, members of the House that these pension agents work for | of these cases the claim agent never expected, after forwarding the ap- 
five or six days in each quarter, when they are rushing out these vouch- | plication, to pay any further attention to the matter or to hear any- 
ers, and that they are gentlemen of leisure for the remainder of the | thing from it. But the inquiries are sent tous. Members of Congress 
quarter. That impression is formed carelessly and without investiga- | are receiving inquiries—are writing and referring letters by the hun- 
tion. I have had enough experience to know that the pension agent | dreds and thousands. We are employing competent clerks who are 
who runs his office so as to be prepared to pay the pensioners promptly | daily engaged in answering letters which we receive in regard to claims 
at each recurring day for the payment of pensions must have a care- | that never had any foundation. 


fully organized office and work day and night, or the affairs of his Others of these claims are probably good—claims which ought to be 
office will fall into great confusion. granted; but the claim agent, who receives his money in advance, is in 


The vouchers which are sent out are prepared in the interval between | many cases unable, if he is willing, to go to distant parts of the country 
the pay periods. There is a great deal of correspondence with persons | to look up the proper testimony in support of the claim, and he never 
who have to be carefully corresponded with in order to keep them ad. | does it. Thus the claim can not be allowed at the Pension Office be- 
vised of their rights. In the case of new pensions which are granted | cause the attorney, for the amount of money he receives, can not hunt 
payments must be made in the intervals between the regular pay pe- | up the evidence or carry on the correspondence necessary to secure the 
riods. There are also more or less persons drawing their pensions | allowance of the claim. Thus the claim hangs on year after year. I 
irregularly, those who did not get in their vouchers so as to be paid | have recently received an inguiry about a claim of this kind seventeen 
promptly. So the work goes on, books are kept, reports are prepared, | years old, and ever since I have been a member of Congress, now more 
money drawn, calculations made with reference to the coming pay-day. | than seven years, I have been constantly corresponding with somebody 
The pension agent is a man who is obliged to be industriously at work | in regard to that particularclaim. The experience of other members is 
all the time. nodoubtthesame. In many of these cases perhaps the claimant would 

And what is more, something is certainly due to the man who is | have obtained his pension in the first instance if he had had a competent 
responsible for the handling and proper disbursement of large sums of | attorney 
money, sometimes for a particular quarter at some of these agencies| Mr. PETERS. Is there a particle of information to be obtained by 
running up to hundreds of thousands of dollars. These gentlemen, | the applicant for a pension that can not be obtained either at the Pen 
therefore, ean not be assailed on that ground. I do not propose, how- | sion Office or through the member of Congress? 
ever, to talk longer on that subject. Mr. KEIFER. I think perhaps there is no information that can not 

It is proposed by further new legislation on,this bill to reduce the | be obtained in that way. 
number of pension agents in the United States from eighteen, which I! Mr. LONG. No information at this end of the line, but there is 
think is the number at present, to twelve. Already in some regions of | great deal to be done at the other end in the way of picking up testi 
the United States asingle pension agent pays the pensioners in as many | mony, ce. 


as nine States. It is stated, and I have no doubt that the statement Mr. KEIFER. No doubt it is necessary in many cases that there 
would be verified by careful investigation and experience, that when-| should be a pension attorney. 

ever frauds are practiced upon the pension agent (and I trust that they Mr. PETERS. But is it not the fact that the pension attorney is 
occur very rarely) they generally occur a long distance from the point | needed at the home of the applicant and not here ? 

where he is located, not in the region of country immediately around Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir; I agree tothat. But the policy is to have 


him, but at distant points, where fraudulent identification, &c., can be} pension attorneys here; many of them represent thousands of cases 
gotten up. I do not believe it is wise to reduce the numberof pension | There is hardly a day on which we do not receive letters—I have re- 
agents, and thereby so concentrate the work upon a single officer as to, ceived such letters this very morning—from people in our districts, in- 
require him to pay too great a number of persons, for all these pen- closing letters of pension attorneys in this city asking the applicant to 
sioners are presymably needy, and should be paid promptly on the day | appeal to his member of Congress to do certain things toward prepar- 
fixed by law. ing the case and obtaining the pension. 

But section 2 of this bill, to which I specially desire to call atten- Mr. RAY, of New York. I do not care to interrupt the gentleman 
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that is illustrative of the evils of this present pension sys 


te esire to state I now have in my possession letters from pen- 
S10! rneys residing in this city to soldiers in my district saying, 

Send your $10 with your papers, and I will doall I can. If your 
‘ es not go through I will return the money.’’ They have only 
ta e€ papers and placed them on file, and never have done any- 
thing else in the case When the claim has been rejected, and the 
poor soldier at home is out of his $10 and his family are suffering for 
th vant of it, the y can not get « nough money to come here and prose- 
cute miserable, dishonest attorney. Still they go on with this 


‘ 


tem of fraud, and no attention is paid to it 
Mi 


to In 


I therefore say Chairman, in my judgment and my belief this 
oht wiped out Let us give the soldiers of the 
credit of possessing common sense, common intelligence, 


1ou 
Republic th 
al 


lity to 


manage their own business, and when they have 
that then they can employ a good attorney, an attorney of the Supreme 
Court, and pay him what he is worth, and have their pension cases prop- 
e! y atte naeced ‘) 

Mr. KEIFER I am obliged to the gentleman from New York for 
his suggestion, which is directly in the line in which I am speaking. 
It is, of course, an open question what policy we should finally adopt. 
\nd I wish while I am upon the floor to say one thing against the usual 


plan of making applications for pensions. I hope gentlemen will think 
of it If these persons who are entitled under the law to receive pen- 
sions were allowed and required to employ competent counsel in the 
first instance it would be large ly in the interest of the Government as 
well as of the claimant 

What I say and mean is that not only should the application be made 

thin a given period of time, but the applicant, through a proper and 
well-qualified attorney, should prepare his case and submit it for final 
le on, if you please; that the necessary proof should show disability, 
and that it arose in the line of duty; that it was disability received from 
wounds or disease contracted in the service; that all the proof should 
be brought together and arranged, and that then it should be submitted 


wv final decision, of course leaving the right to every party to amend 


his case on newly discovered evidence, and leaving also the discretion 


to 


the Commissioner of Pensions or proper persons passing on these 
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The effect of this course would be toenable the attorney, after he has 
done his work on the faith of the case and presented it on his judg- 
ment after an examination, believing that there was a good case on tly 
first examination, and when he was successful in getting the case a 
lowed he would be sure of his fee. The cases would then receive bet 
ter attention; and this payment to the attorney should not depend upon 
the whim of anybody, but the agent should pay him at the time h 
makes the first payment to the pensioner, deducting this amount tron 
the first payment. That would be just to theagents, to the claimants 
and to the attorneys at the same time. It would be very likely to e: 
list lawyers and men of judgment whose examination of these cases 
would be worth something, and in my judgment it would have tly 
effect of weeding out fully one-half of the applications which now e1 
camber the Pension Office and enable us to reduce the pension forc 
the matter of clerks largely indeed. It would also relieve us of thi 
work which we are doing here, making applications about rejected and 
imperfect cases and all that sort of thing. In view of this belief ] 
may offer an amendment as a substitute for section 2 of the bill. I 
am unable to get one that is exactly in accord with my views it w 
be simply because I am not certain that we can change so radical] 


| policy that we have been running upon for so long a time. 


claims to allow them to amend and correct mere errors in the prepara- 
tion of the cases But we go on now preparing and preparing as evi- 
dence is requested, and pressure is made on the part of the applicant to 
seck out and find somebody somewhere to furnish what is needed in the 
matter of testimony until the case is finally worked through. Itis not 
always in the interest of the Government to allow this mode of prepar- | 
ing cases having to advise from time to time the claimant in each case 


what further testimony is needed. Inmy judgment itis not in the in- 
terest of the Government that that line of proceedingshould be further 
followed 

\ MemBer. If we were to allow no solicitation, instead of being 
robbed out of $10 would not the pensioner be robbed out of $25 or $50? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam not able to say about that. In practice it may 
be true as the gentleman says. If these pension applicants understood, 
is they ought to understand, that they are responsible for their own 
attorney, that they must get a well-qualified and responsible attorney, 
they would probably be more careful as to the person they employed. 
In the counties all over the United States there are well-qualified at- 
torneys. Some perhaps would not be willing to take a case of this sort, 
but there are competent, well-qualified, excellent young lawyers, who 
would train themselves to do this sort of work and do it well. They 
would learn what was requisite in order to get a claim through, what 
character of evidence was essential, what form was necessary, how many 
witnesses were required, and how to submit the claim for pension in 
every particular \s it is I think there is hardly a well-trained, well- 
educated lawyer, old or young, in the counties who is willing to take a 
I believe that is the testimony of gentlemen all round 
me who know anything of these matters. It is a bad state of things 
where there is so much money to be taken out of the Treasury, so much 
to be paid on lifetime pensions, that the leading lawyers, and even or- 
dinary lawyers, will not even look ata case of this kind, so thatall these 
matters drift into the hands of persons whoset themselves up as pension 
attorneys, many of them knowing no principle of law or rule of evidence. 

It has grown to be the belief that it is one of the duties of a legislator 
in the Congress of the United States to hunt up proof and to press pen- 
sion cases before the Pension Office. It has grown to be so much the 


case of that sort. 


custom, a matter of so much grace on our part, that there is not any of 
We have tried to do the best we | 


them who will now refuse to do it. 
can, but at the same time we are merely helping out a lame and dan- 
gerous policy in this way. 

Now, I had prepared with some little thought a plan for the grada- 
tion of the payment of pension attorneys. I am not very well satisfied 
with it myself, but I should propose to give not more than $10 where 
the pensioner was not allowed to exceed the sum of $100 a year, and 
up to $20 where the pension granted reached the sum of $200 a year, 
and $25 if it was above that, and so on in that way to make the grada- 


tions and try to relieve this matter; and I provide, also, that the pay- | 


ment of the pension attorney shall come out of the first payment of the 


pension after it has been allowed, and be paid to him by the officer | 


charged with the payment of the pension. 


| that we had better strike out this section. 


Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to ask the gentleman if he would not con 
sent to have the whole of this section stricken out without amendment 
and let the Committee on Pensions report a bill providing for this ques 
tion of attorneys’ fees? 

Mr. KEIFER. I would be glad of that, but I am satisfied that th 
Pensions Committee would only report the bill. That is about all 
They would never get it up for consideration. You would never get 
it through the House. We will be going on in the future in the e\ 
course that we are now pursuing and gain no good results. But if 
can have any assurance that we can get a bill through or on the Calen 
dar in some relation that we can reach it, I would rather trust that 
committee who have examined the whole subject than to submit an 
amendment based upon my own judgment. 


I would like to ask the gentleman a question 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit me 
moment to make a suggestion in the line of his agument? I stated, 


perhaps when the gentleman from Ohio was absent from the Hall, that 
the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay hav: 
been for some time considering among other subjects this particular 
one, and to-morrow has been set apart for a meeting of that committe: 
for the purpose of disposing of that bill. And I will say furthermor 
that the committee are anxious to report a bill upon this and one othe 
kindred subject which they have been carefully examining, and when 
reported it will be pressed with all possible haste through the House 

Mr. KEIFER. I have only to say that I am afraid it will get onthe 
Calendar simply, and there it will remain. You will hear no more ot 
it for this session. The gentleman on my right [Mr. PoLAND] thinks 
J agree as to that, for | would 

like to have some reform in this policy. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
There are some things in this second section that strike me as peculiar 
to say the least, and inasmuch as I am in the dark here upon them | 
would like to have a little light from the gentleman from Ohio. Ther: 
is in this bill a provision with reference to the payment for lost horses 
lost-horse cases—and I would like to know whether it is the intention 
of this committee to put our pensioners down upona par withor in the 
same category with claims for lost horses? Shall claims for pensions 
and claims for lost horses come into the same category and in the same 
law, and are they to be upon the same plane? In my judgment the) 
should not. What is the idea of the committee tn that respect? It 
seems to me that the second section should go out. We take care of 
our pensioners here in one way; now let us make provision for our lost 

horses in another. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Let me say to the gentleman-— 

Mr. KEIFER. I will say firsttothe gentleman from New Yerk that 
I am not the author of this clause in the bill. I am not responsible for 
it. But I think the gentleman submits his question wrong end first; 
that the policy of this bill was to put the claims for lost horses down 
| on a par, in so far as the amounts to be paid for attorneys is concerned, 
with the claims for pensions. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Letmesay tothe gentleman that my idea 
in asking the question was that I do not think we can afford in the 
eyes of the country to put claims for lost horses and our pensioners in 
the same category. I think there is a moral obligation, and it is cer- 
tainly the feeling of this country, that claims for pensions should stand 
upon a higher plane than claims for lost horses. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman no doubt is right about that. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I wish to explain that I understood 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] addressed his question to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 


Pay. It seems I was mistaken. 
Mr. KEIFER. There are many things I might have said upon this 
| subject. I have only outlined my objections to the policy, which the 
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Committee on Appropriations are not responsible for, and to some of | 


the legislation proposed bythis bill. I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Harr]. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Before the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KEIFER] takes his seat I wish to ask him a question for information. 
I find no information in the report or in the bill as to special examiners 
in the Pension Department. As I understand, there are now about two 
hundred and sixty special examiners. But whatever the number is, 
whether it is large or small, I would like to know whether it is in the 
power of this House or in the power of the Commissioner of Pensions to 
increase that number if necessary in order that cases which are referred 
to special examiners may be considered. I frequently have cases where 
the applicants have been referred to a special examiner as much as a 


year and a half ago, and it seems an actual impossibility to secure and | 


examine the case, simply because there are not special examiners enough. 
I would like a little information in regard to this point, and I presume 
there are other gentlemen in the same position as myself. 

Mr. KEIFER. I thinkthere is nothing in the bill touching that 
matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman trom Ohio will allow me, I will 
say to my colleague [Mr. SKINNER] there was last year permanent legis- 
lation enacted by an appropriation bill, as I now reeall it, giving the 
Commissioner of Pensions the power to detail as many special exam- 
iners as he thinks necessary. He can detail clerks from his office, who 
have power to take evidence and make examinations. As I recall it, 
there is no such title affixed to them as special examiners. But they 
have the power to administer oaths so as to make false statements 
amount to perjury. And the Commissioner of Pensions can organize 
that force as he pleases. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is a matter which will come up further along. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. KEIFER. For a question. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I desire to say to the Chair that it is 
impossible for members around me to know what is being said in the 
colloquy on the other side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer] if 
he does not understand, as I have been personally informed by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions this morning, that the Commissioner has made an 


application or a recommendation to this House for authority to appoint | 


one hundred and fifty more of these special examiners and that he has 
stated the absolute necessity for them? 


Mr. KEIFER. I can only say that that request will be considered | 


in the Committee on Appropriations in connection with the legislative 
bill, where it properly belongs. It does not belong to this appropriation 
bill. And that also answers the question of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SKINNER]. 

Mr. SKINNER, ot New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. As I have promised a portion of my time, I ask that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. HouK], who has been obliged to go 
away, be permitted to print some remarks which he has prepared that 
are pertinent to this bill. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Harr]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HART] is enti- 
tled to twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HART. I thank my friend and colleague from Ohio for the op- 
portunity he has given me to address the House. There is no subject 


in which my constituents have a greater interest than that of pensions | 


for the men who served in the Army and Navy of the United States 
during the civil war. This interest is not confined alone to soldiers 
and their families, but exists throughout the entire community. I! 


should feel that I had failed to discharge an important duty as well as | 


failed to exercise a great privilege if I allowed this session to close with- 
out presenting and urging upon the House the necessity of more liberal 
legislation and of greater appropriations for the benefit of this important 
class of the American people. 

The soldiers of the Union Army enlisted under peculiar circumstances. 
The Government wasalmost in the agony of dissolution. Its credit was 
destroyed and its Treasury empty. The soldier was compelled to take 
his wages in a depreciated currency. The money compensation he re- 
ceived was small in comparison to the value of his services. It is true 
that his contract of enlistment contained nothing upon the subject of 
future reward oradvancement. There was, however, a very general feel- 
ing and understanding with the body of the people that he and his 


family should be remembered beyond the mere compensation named in | 


the contract. 

We promised in substance and effect that his wife and childrenshould 
be provided for in his absence;-that when he returned from the war he 
should be made to feel that he was gratefully remembered by his coun- 
trymen. It was not so ‘‘nominated in the bond,’’ but I submit that 
it was so understood, and while this was not his motive for enlistment, 
he went out to battle feeling that if he died his family would be cared 
for, and that if he returned with an honorable record the country 
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would not only offer words of praise and congratulation, but would 
also render substantial aid in case of need. We are now in a position 
to carry out that common understanding, that implied contract. It is 
not a matter of charity but of justice. 

These soldiers are not paupers asking for alms; they are heroes, hon- 
orable men, demanding their rights. It would be a burning shame if 
the Government should permit any soldier of the Union Army ever to go 
to the poor house, and yet there are thousands of men who served faith- 
fully and who to-day, on account of disease, age, or infirmity, are be- 
ginning to look with anxiety to the future, and are wondering whether 
their last days are to be spent in hunger and poverty almost in sight of 
the Capitol of the nation that was saved by their valor Chere are 
children whose fathers lie upon the field of battle; there are widows 
whose husbands went down to death in the strength of their manhood 
who are to-day, as we all know, struggling with want. These are com- 
mon statements, but everybody knows them to be true. 


PENSION LAWS—PRIOR SOUNDNESS. 

I wish now to call your attention to some of the statutes relating to 
this subject of pensions. Experience has shown them to be in many 
respects very defective, and however well and conscientiously the Pen 
sion Office may be administered, serious injustice is often done. One 
of the mistakes of the law and of the Department enforcing the law is 
in requiring applicants for pensions to prove that they were sound he 
fore entering the service. Hundreds of claims are rejected, | know 
this has been the case in my own district, upon this ground: The appli 
cant proves his enlistment, his service, his sickness and disability while 
in the Army, his honorable discharge; but his claim is rejected because 
there is a suspicion that he was not entirely sound before entering the 
Army. 

I submit that this is a grievous wrong. When the Government has 
examined a man prior to enlistment, has pronounced him sound, has 
mustered him in, has accepted his services, and he has proved a taith- 
ful and honest soldier, it should be forever estopped from denying him 
a pension upon the ground of disease or sickness prior to enlistment. 
To reject a claim solely for this reason is an illiberality and littleness 
unbecoming a great nation whose very peace and prosperity are the 
fruits of soldierly valor and suffering. The lawand its administration 
in this respect should be cogrected at once. 

A MEMBER. That is very true. 

A MEMBER. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him fo1 
a moment, I will state the Committee on the Payment of Pension, 
Bounty, and Back Pay have reported a bill prescribing precisely the 
rule he lays down 

Mr. HART. I understand that is so. It is an important and long 
felt want existing in the administration of the Pension Bureau lo re- 
ject a claim on that ground is, as I have said, an illiberality on the part 
of the Government unbecoming a great nation whose very life was saved 
by the valor and services of these men. 

A MEMBER. And I would add that it is more than illiberality, it is 
an outrage. 

RIGHT TO ARREARS 

Mr. HART. Another feature of the pension laws which is clearly 
unjust is that it refuses arrears of pensions to such persons as filed their 
applications since July 1, 1880. Many of the best and most meritori- 
ous soldiers after the war closed thought they could get along without 
Government aid. They desired to be independent, and although suf- 
fering from wounds and disability arising in the service they were loath 
to seek assistance. As years roll by they are reluctantly forced to the 
conclusion that they must apply for aid. They file their applications 

| and tind that they have by their delay deprived themselves of impor- 
tant and valuable rights. 

It often happens that the bravest and best soldier, the one who 
never goes to the hospital if he can help it, and who never leaves the 
ranks as long as he is able to stand, is the last to make complaint ox 
to seek for assistance. There should be nostatute of limitations against 
a soldier’s pension. No time should ever come that the country re- 
fuses to listen to his prayer. The Departments should always be open 
| to him and ready to consider his case upon its merits. It should be a 
| sufficient pass-word to say that he was a soldier of the Union, and no 

delay upon his part to present his claim should be permitted to stand 
in the way of merited relief. 


PROOFS IN PENSION CASES 


There is another thing wherein the administration of the law needs 

| correction. Lretertothe proofs required and the rules of evidence applied 
to the adjudication of pensionclaims. It isnow over nineteen years since 

| the war closed. Every day adds to the difficulty in obtaining evidence. 
Records are destroyed or lost, officers, surgeons, comrades, and friends 
|} are manyof them dead or scattered to the ends of the earth. The 
} memories of men fail them; the recollection of transactions and events 
becomes fuint and obscure, and under these circumstances to apply to 
each case an iron and rigid rule operates as an absolute denial of justice. 
I am not disposed to criticise the administration of the Pension Office. 
The gentlemen in charge of that department, as I am glad to bear tes- 
timony, are men of distinguished ability and high character, and they 
'are conscientiously and honestly discharging the important and deli- 






























































































































































































































Oxsitio I have. however. at times been mpressed 


he examination of cases their subordinates are 


ability which accrued in the service. 
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55 years be entitled to a pension of $4 per month, and after arriving 
at the age of 60 years shall be entitled to $8 per month during th 
remainderof hislife. It further providesthat every man who has served 
faithfully inthe Army and Navy of the United States for a period of on 
year or more and was honorably discharged, and who by reason of in 


juries or sickness is so disabled as to be unable to perform any manua 


labor, shall be entitled to a pension of $8 per month, whether the disa- 


bility arose in the service or not, and it also provides for a restoratior 
of the right to arrears of pensions. 

Since the introduction of the bill I have received many communica 
tions from soldiers approving the measure, but it is suggested that thy 
ages fixed in the bill should be 45 and 50 instead of 55 and 60. I should 
be very willing to have the measure changed i this respect it by so 
doing its passage would not be endangered in the House. Lam anxior 
that something should bedone in this direction. I respectfully submit 
to the House that the provisions of this bill are founded in sound policy 
It is also a necessity, in order to do anything like justice to the soldi 
of the Union Army. 

I have already called attention to the great difficulty in securing 
proof in pension cases and to the fact that this difficulty constantly in- 
Chere is a very large body of soldiers who now feel the need 
of pensions who under existing laws are entirely excluded. Unde 
the present rules of the Pension Office they are unable to show any dis 
They can not name the day o1 
the place when any sickness began or when any disability had its 
origin. They do, however, know the great and significant fact that in 
consequence of exposure, of overexertion long continued, their ability 
to labor has been lessened, that they are prematurely old, that pains 
and infirmities come upon them at an earlier date, that their lives have 


cTeases., 


been shortened, and that their pleasures and enjoyments have been les- 


p to presume everything against a soldier and against 

1 his ¢ I ind they search for g ounds upon which to re- 

| beral in the construction of the rules of evidence. 

\I claims of high merit are sacrificed to the application of narrow 

pension hould at all times be administered in a broad 

spirit and fu of the purposes to be accomplished 

L ce entious soldier, who scorns all tricks and unworthy 

nds himself entirely helpless He feels in his heart that he 

‘ tled to a pen but required evidence is entirely beyond his 

Hence | 1ust go his way unassisted, and he feels that he is 

ott d neglects ountrymen It was not so in the days 

ol ‘ He remembers very distinctly what promises were made 

to Ife remembers how his neighbors and friends gathered 

‘a he remembers how they applauded his patriotism, and 

} ‘ they assured him that when the war was over he should 

bread or 1 lent or support, and that his wife and chil- 

nuld be the peculiar objects of the nation’s care (nd as he bid 

od by to take his place in the ranks of the Army; these assur- 

him faithand courage He remembers the stern vicissitudes 

< oodky strug the heat, the cold, the long marches, the dreary 

‘ : 1 nights, the tierce onset of battle Now, after it is all over, when 

the ach 1d pains and infirmities of life have come upon him, when 

iis capacity for labor is growing less and his wants and necessities in- 

crease, and he is forced to contemplate a miserable and destitute old age, 

aud possibly beyond it a pauper’s grave, he feels, and justly feels, that 

his services are not appreciated and that his country is ungrateful. 

[a ot blame him [am in receipt of letters almost every day upon 
this subject, and the pictures of anxiety and helplessness are enough to | 

make one’s heart ache If the nation was poor, if we were in the midst 


of calamity, or if the exigencies of the times were such as to require 


sened. Long marches in thestorm, sleeping on the ground, poor and in 
sufficient food, extraordinary and exhausting labor, all have left thei: 
mark. Forthisclass there is no remedy under existing laws. The pension 
which this bill proposes is a service-pension. In equity the claims ot 
these men might be placed upon the ground of disability in the service, 
for undoubtedly it did arise there, but clear and definite proof of this 
fact is impossible under the circumstances of the case. 1 am disposed 
therefore to place the pension upon the ground of a just recognition by 


| the Government of the bravery and valuable service rendered by these 


great expenditure of money and strength in some other‘direction, the 
case would be different. But there is no such excuse. The Treasury 
is full, our revenues are enormous, every day adds to our wealth and 
pows und now, when the veterans of the Army who have survived 
the struggle and the children of their dead comrades appeal to the 
nation for food, for clothing, for education, and for homes, it should be 
deemed an honor and a privilege for the American Congress to ‘‘care 


for him who has borne the battle and for his widow and his orphans.’’ 


No nation can be true to itself which does not recognize its supreme 


obligation to reward the defenders of its honor and its life 

I come now to another point to which I desire to direct the attention 
of the House 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Permit me to interrupt you a moment 


before you take up another subject 
evidence 


You call attention to the rules of 
[desire to ask you if in your judgment the 
rule adopted by the Pension Bureau can be defended which makes a 
distinction between the evidence of a private soldier and that of an 
officer and a distinction in favor of the officer ? 


in pension Cases. 


Mr. HART. Ido not think it is a just rule 

Mr. RAY, of New York. You believe it to be unjust? 

Mr. HART. Ido. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. SodoI 

Mr. WELLER. And so do J. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. So do I. 

Mr. HART. There are thousands of honest claims pending in the 


Pension Department as to which there can be no relief unless the testi- 
mony of the private soldier can be received and given its full force and 
effect 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is not the private soldier more likely 
to have known the physical condition and the sufferings of his fellow 
than any officer ? 


| Fear and anxiety were in all hearts. 


Mr. HART. Certainly; he is a great deal more likely to know the 
facts, and there is no reason why his testimony is not entitled to as high | 


consideration as that of the commissioned officer 


PENSIONS ON GROUND OF SERVICE 


I now come to another feature of the subject to which I would direct 
the attention of the House rhe first week of the session I had the 
honor 
on Invalid Pensions, 


where it still remains. I hope it may be reported 
iy and brought to the consideration of the House There 
unger, however, that it may be stranded or strangled underthe appli- 
cation of some of the rules of this body 


in early d 


is di 


With all due respect I take the liberty of saying that the rules of 
the House are so my steriously and wonderfully constructed as to render 
it almost impossible, especially toward the latter end of the session, to 
get a subject fairly heard and considered upon its merits. It seems as 
though they had been framed forthe express purpose of preventing free 


1 


qGaiscussion and 


necessary and important legislation 

Che bill to which I have referred as introduced by myself provides 
that every man who served faithfully in the Army or Navy of the United 
States for the period of one year or more since the 4th of March, 1861, 


and who was honorably discharged, shall after arriving at the age of 


men. 

I would publicly acknowledge, and embody that acknowledgment in 
the form of a clear and definite statute, the immense debt of gratitude 
which we owe to these defenders of the Union. I would say to them 
in substance: ** Do not feel anxious or look with foreboding tothe fut- 
ure. You shall never be forgotten by your country; you shall never 
want for the necessaries of life so long as the nation lives and the flag 
floats. In your lives you shall be supported and honored, your graves 
shall be sacred, and your names and deeds shall be enrolled upon the 
brightest page of your country’s history.’’ There is no action that 
could be taken by the Congress of the United States which would be 
hailed with greater delight by the great body of the American people 
than the passage of a law which would secure to every soldier of the 
Union Army a pension. 


VALUE OF SERVICE AND RESULTS ACCOMPLISHED. 


If you consider the character of the services on the one hand and the 
results and fruits of the struggle on the other you will be compelled to 
admit the supreme justice of this claim. Look at the state of affairs 
when he went into the service and contrast it with our present condi- 
tion. Then we were in the midst of a great calamity. The flames of 
civil war were climbing up and winding around the very columns ot 
the temple. The country was circled at night with burning camp-fires. 
The land shook with the tread of armies and the thunder of battle. 
Those who constituted the very 
flower of our youth and manhood were enlisting and fighting for the 
flag and thousands and tens of thousands were marching to their deaths 


| It was at such a time as this that the soldier made his contraci of en- 
| listment. 


to introduce a pension bill, which was referred to the Committee 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. ELLIS. 
Mr. HART. 


The gentleman’s time has expired. 
How much more time does the gentleman want ? 
Ten minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will yield it out of my time. 

Mr. HART. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the scene is changed. Out from the midst of 
these terrible days the country has emerged into the broad light of lib- 
erty and peace. The graves that were opened then are closed now and 
covered with the flowers of spring. The scars that the war made are 
becoming obliterated The sections once in conflict are now being 
welded together in the bonds of fraternal love, I trust never more to be 
separated, and the country and its people have entered upon a career ol 
prosperity unexampled in history. 

As we survey the situation, looking first upon one scene and then 
upon the other, contrasting the sorrow of that day and the joy of this, 
the perils of that day and the security of this, as we behold a govern- 
ment composed of prosperous States no longer at war but engaged in 
generous rivalry for wealth and honor, all under the same flag, and 
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marching onward to still greater achievements, how should our hearts 
warm toward the noble band of patriots by and through whose efforts 
this wonderful and happy change has been wrought. For myself, when 
I think of these things and contemplate the golden results of that 
mighty conflict I feel like uncovering my head in the presence of these 
defenders and saviors of the nation. 

Only by their valor and suffering was our prosperity rendered pos- 
sible. and but for them the nation would not exist to-day. No man 
can estimate the value of the Union. No man can tell the measure of 
blessing which has come even to the present generation, and when you 
add to this the increasing glory and power of the Republic in centuries 


to come, you can in some slight degree begin to understand the nature | 
and immensity of the debt which we owe to the men who filled the | 


ranks of the Army and Navy of the United States during the civil war. 

I am aware that some of the members of this House object to all pen- 
sions and pension laws not based upon the idea of physical disability. 
They hold that a purely service-pension is erroneousin principle. I can 
not agree with them; on the contrary, I believe the idea to be founded in 
justice and sound policy. It has been frequently recognized in this coun- 
try and by thelawsofCongress. Only a few days since we passed, under 
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to pension cases, in which arrears of pension are or shall be claimed or 
granted. 

Every person, Mr. Chairman, who has had any connection whatever 
with the prosecution of claims of this class—and I state frankly that I 
have not except in one single instance, but I get this information from 
others—every person who has had experience in the prosecution of pen- 
sion claims knows that the great difficulty arises in cases where arrears 
of pension are involved. Take this character of case for example: The 
seed of a disease is sown in the war, say twenty years ago. It develops 
gradually, until five, ten, or fifteen years afterward the soldier becomes 
disabled and entitled to a pension. Under the pension laws, in order 
to procure his pension, he must trace that disease back to the Army and 
identify its origin with the service. 

Let me ask gentlemen if they appreciate the difficulty that must 
arise in thousands of cases for a man who is honorably and justly enti- 
tled to his pension to make that proof? And if you leave him to make 
the proof he never can, for in seven out of ten instances the papers when 
prepared do not meet the requirements of the Pension Office, and they 


| are rejected and sent back for amendment or alteration, and the work 


a suspension of the rules, a bill giving to every man who had served | 


in the Mexican war for sixty daysa pension. This bill was based solely 
upon the idea of service. By that bill we granted a pension to men who 
since their service in Mexico have been soldiers inthe confederate army. 
By that bill men who fought forthe Government for only sixty days and 
against the Government for four years are granted a service-pension. 
With what sort of propriety, then, can you now refuse to consider the 
claims of the men who rendered honest service for their country and 
who never betrayed it, but were always true and loyal to the flag ? 

It has been suggested to me that the passage of my bill would result 
in making heavy drafts upon the Treasury. If this be true it neither 
changes the principle nor the justice of the claim I make. It comes 
with a poor grace for a nation so rich and powerful as ours to make a 
plea of poverty against the soldiers. I have already referred to the im- 
mense revenues of the Government and our ability to meet any just and 
reasonable demands. Already the attention of the country is directed 
to the immense sums of money lying idle in the Treasury, and the best 
judgment of American statesmen is invoked as to the proper method of 
lessening the income and of disbursing the surplus. I would not advo- 
cate extravagance in any direction, but I do insist that we are now ina 
condition to deal justly and fairly by all our deservingcitizens. There 
is no accurate means of determining how many persons would be bene- 
fited by the provisions of this bill or what sum of money would be re- 
quired from year to year. 

Of the 2,000,000 men who enlisted in the Army and Navy it is safe 
to say that over one-quarter are already in their graves; probably one- 
half would be nearer a correct estimate. Their ranks are rapidly di- 
minishing. The burden imposed upon the Government will not be a 
heavy one, but whether heavy or light, it will be cheerfully and gladly 
borne by the people. I therefore most earnestly invoke the attention of 
the House to this subject, and express the hope that more just and liberal 
laws may be enacted and that abundant appropriations will be made. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
man from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few prac- 
tical observations to make, and they relate to the second section of the 
bill. By the courtesy of the gentleman in charge of.the bill I said a 
few moments ago that I should move at the proper time to strike out 
that section. I desire in the time that I shall now consume to state the 
reasons why I think that section of the bill ought to be stricken out. 

I regret I did not know this bill would be reached to-day, for in that 
event I might have presented my views more clearly and concisely than 
I shall be able to do, not having arranged or matured them with refer- 
ence to this bill, which I had not seen until this discussion began. I 
can, however, point out the defects, as I believe, the section contains, 
and note the conclusions to which my mind has been brought by the 


investigation of the subject in the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, | the officers of the Federal Army are not to be allowed to control their 


and Back Pay, where this subject has been under consideration for some 
time. I invite attention now to the second section of the bill. It pro- 
vides as follows: 

Sec. 2. That section 1 of the act entitled “An act relating to claim agents and 
attorneys in pension cases,’ approved the 20th day of June, A. D. 1878, be, and 
the same is hereby, made applicable to bounty, arrears-of-pay, lost-horse, and 
bounty-land cases, and pension cases in which arrears of pension are or shall be 
claimed or granted. And the fee of $10 prescribed by law shall not be payable 
to nor demanded or received by any agent or attorney in any pension case, 
whether for arrears or otherwise, or in any bounty, arrears-of-pay, lost-horse, or 
bounty-land case, in whole or in part, until such claim shall be allowed. 


I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- | 


is to be gone over and over and over again. 
And these last remarks, Mr. Chairman, are equally applicable not only 
to the pensioners themselves, but they are applicable as well to incon.- 


| petent counsel unable to prepare the required proofs to maintain their 


| cases under the regulations of the Pension Office. 


| 


| 





| the officers of the Federal Army. 


If you will examine the section named—and for the information of the | 


committee I will read the first portion of it—you will observe that the 
section originally only applied to pensions. It isin the following words: 


ceive for his services in any pension case a greater sum than $10. 


_ The present bill extends the provisions of the section which I have 
Just read to the additional class of cases that I have named, namely, 
to bounty, arrears-of-pay, lost-horse, and bounty-land cases, as well as 





| by this bill is as to lost horses. 


They are incompe- 
tent to present the case as it should be presented under the law. Who 
will say, whereshall we find a member of the bar in this body who will tell 
us that in the prosecution of cases of this character honorable and com- 
petent counsel can be found to engage in them and perform the work 
that is frequently required at the pitiful sum which this bill proposes— 
$10 for each application? And shall we deny to men who are entitled 
honorably under the laws of the country to a pension the privilege of 
securing it by passing a law prohibiting him from paying counsel to 
prosecute a difficult but a worthy claim? I say, sir, that it is unwise; 
that it is unjust. Itis not conservative legislation, and ought not to be 
indorsed by this committee. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is there any question—intricate ques- 
tion of law arising in the pension cases as a rule? Is it not ordinarily 
a question of fact, that any ogdinary clerk or commissioner can deter- 
mine? If it requires any particular legal skill I would like the gen- 
tleman to point it out. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I give you, sir, 
formation as I have myself received from others. I have already stated 
that I have no practical experience. I understand that difficult and 
intricate questions arise in the interpretation and the construction of 
the pension laws; and I state further, on the information which I have 
received, that the greatest difficulty is the establishment of the facts 
by legaland competent evidence—facts which are often required in order 
to trace the disease back to its source and identify its origin with the 
service. There are difficult and intricate facts which arise in connec- 
tion with the medical testimony required; questions not only requir- 
ing an acquaintance with the forms of law, but involving the high- 
est skill of the medical fraternity for a proper determination of the 


May I ask the gentleman a question ? 


the benefit of such in- 


| case, and, as my friend here suggests, a thorough knowledge of the laws 


of evidence. I will add that just such ill-digested and unconsidered 


| legislation as this proposed will inevitably increase these difficulties 


and foster litigation. 

I hope, sir, that I may be permitted to progress in the discussion of 
this question without interruption, and I shall endeavor to make my 
remarks applicable I hope to the bill without unnecessarily prolonging 
the debate. 

The next class to which this provision is attempted to be extended 
I myself in my political beliefs and 
doctrines have always favored just as little legislation as is consistent 
with sound polity and good government. And are we to be told that 


own business transactions? Are they not capable of making theirown 
contracts with competent counsel and attending to their own business ? 
Nobody except an officer is entitled to paymeut for lost horses. I say, 
therefore, it is not a creditable.thing to the officers themselves or the 
country, nor is it consistent with a sound and intelligent public policy, 
to undertake by legislation to make the Pension Office a guardian for 
As arule they are entirely capable 
of attending to their own business matters. 

Let us take another step. The third class also is open to objection. 
The argument which I have made in relation to the other two classes 
is equally applicable to this. It applies to pension cases in which ar- 
rears of pension are or shall be claimed or granted. But I say this pro- 


| vision is open to another objection. 
It shall be unlawful for any attorney, agent, or other person to demand or re- | 


Will gentlemen contend that that is wise or conservative legislation 
which invades contracts already made between parties? And yet 
that objection can be urged to more than one provision of this bill; by 
its very terms itnotonly applies to cases where the claims shall be made 
hereafter, but as to those where claims have already been made and 
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where under the law the contracts may have been made perhaps years 
vO It operates retroactively. 
lake the case of an officer who began five years ago the prosecution of 
a claim for a lost horse or for arrears of pension. He has employed 
co ind after the counsel has worked under contract for two, three, 
li six years Congress comes in and says to the counsel *‘ you shall 
not rece more than $10.’’ And it makes this statementto officers of 
the Army and to counsel who have entered into contracts with them. 
It is conservative legislation. If any State in the Union should 
unde e to pass a law like that, the Federal Constitution would be 
nvoked and it would be declared unconstitutional. And yet that is 
what Congress is asked to do in the second provision of this bill Let 
1 read another clause of this section 
And the fee of $10 prescribed by law shall not be payable nor demanded or 
agent or attorney in any pension case, whether fo rarrears or 
é in any bounty arrears-of-; ost-horse, or bounty-land case, in 
“ part, until such claim shall be »wed 
I result of our investigations has brought my mind to the conclu- 
on that the latter part of that provision embodies a correct prin iple. 
ry} entleman from Ohio [| Mr. KEIFER] elaborated that subject, and 
pt s I ought not to stop to discuss it further than he has discussed 
it d yet I think I can throw some additional light upon it 
Let me illustrate for a moment Here is a firm of attorneys. The 
Pension Office has construed the existing law so that attorneys could 


these fees in advance, and unscrupulous parties have issued cir- 
culars sending them out to all parts of the country in which they tePi 


persons they were entitled to pensions and tosend in their claims. As 
soon as the claim comes a demand is made fora fee of $2, $3, 36, or $10, 
and in thousands of cases they get it, and when they have gotten it they 


drop the case. Two or three different firms and perhaps more may by 
collusion accomplish the same result (and I have been informed it has 
been done) under the construction put upon this law by the Pension 
Offic And, as a last resdrt, when pressed by the applicant, they ad- 
Office and 
tation. In this way members are compelled to do unnecessary work, 
when the attorney knew at the time he undertook the claim that under 
the law the parties were not entitled to a pension. And thus they sad- 
dle the responsibility on the member of Congress from the district and 
swindle tie claimants out ofall they can get in the prosecution of ground- 
less claims. 
I say, therefore, that feature of the bill which denies these unscru- 
pulous parties the right to collect $1 of the fee until they procure 
the pension is not only a correct one, but a protection to honest practi- 
tioners. But $10 allowed, and the collection if so limited will not 
cover all the cases. One gentleman on the other side thinks that these 
claimants ought to be allowed, privates an 1 officers alike, to contro] these 
contracts themselves. But I say to him and to others that the result 
of our investigation is that there is a golden mean between these two 
extremes 
$10, and not allow them to collect one cent until they have procured a 
pension. Then in these extraordinary cases, as prosecuting for arrears, 
for lost horses, and for the other classes of claims I have pointed out, 


Commissioner of Pensions, if you think best; the amount being limited, 


if you please, say to $25, or if you think it better to $50, certainly not | 


above $50, because in many cases they would be unable to make any- 
thing at $10. Many cases will not be taken by competent counsel at 
that sum. Perhaps $25 would do. For if they get some cases where 
$25 does not pay them, there will still be an equalization in the easy 
prosecution of other cases at that sum. The main thing is to prevent 
these attorneys from practicing extortion on the ignorant. Make them 
perform the work before they receive a dollar of the fee, and you have 
then a wise, sound, and conservative principle on which to proceed; 
and if you allow a contract as high as $25 in difficult cases, you will 
enable many meritorious cases to be correctly determined which would 
otherwise be defeated for want of competent counsel. In other words, 
you exclude to agreatextent the bad elementamong the practitioners, 
secure better s@rvice, and provide for all meritorious cases. 

Let me illustrate the importance of that position. I said that in the 
course of my practice I had had experience in only one pension case. 
1 have had it in two others, and, as it illustrates the point under dis- 
cussion, I will tell you whatthat experience was. It was in compelling 
dishonest lawyers to disgorge that which they had taken in violation of 
the statutes from the pensioners by fraudand misrepresentation of facts. 
In one case the lawyer had procured nearly a thousand dollars for a pen- 
niless, ignorant widow, who, as I now recollect, could neither read nor 
writ 
that he would obtain the money and give it to her. 
money, but he put every dollar of it in his own pocket. I say it is not 
safe or wise to permit such men to have unlimited scope with the ig- 
norant in matters of this character 

In another case a member of the bar recovered several hundred dol- 
lars, and took over $75 of it for his services. I succeeded by a pro- 
ceeding for contempt in compelling him to turn it over to the parties to 
whom it belonged upon penalty of being disbarred. That is my ex- 


I would limit them in the cases I have indicated to a fee of | 





perience. As we learn from the Pension Office, you can find numerous 
cases of similar practice in different parts of the country. 

During the present session of Congress the atmosphere here in Wash- 
ington has been filled with the charges that corrupt and dishonest 
practices have been engaged in by parties in pension cases under the 
law now in force. 

I say, therefore, that while I have the highest regard and the utmost 
respect for the distinguished Committee on Appropriations, I believe if 
the House will join with the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay and permit us to mature the bill which we now 
have under consideration we will be able to prepare sound and con- 
servative legislation such as members will be able to indorse, legisla 
tion thoroughly matured and acceptable to this body. Therefore I say 
again that at the proper time I shall ask this House to join me and 
that committee in striking from this bill the second section, which in 
my judgment never had any business on an appropriation bill, but 
ought to have been left to the committee which had been intrusted by 
this House with the duty of preparing competent and conservative 
legislation upon this matter. 

I believe I have now said all that I had desired to say on this subject. 
In closing permit me to thank my friends on both sides of the House 
for the attention and consideration they have yielded to me while I 
have been discussing this bill. I now yield to my friend from Ohio 
{Mr. WARNER] what time he may need. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think five minutes will be all that I shall 
desire 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I yield five minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rog- 
ERS] has stated so well and fully the objections to the second section of 
this bill that there remains very little to be said. 

There are evils connected with our present pension system, and es- 
pecially with the system of claim agents. It is well known that there 


| are in the city of Washington claim agents who have made it their busi- 
vise their clients to urge their member of Congress to visit the Pension | 
the case will be hastened or granted upon his personal solici- | 


ness, under the law as it now exists, to collect two, three, or five dol- 
lars—as much as they could—from a claimant; who, after having sent 


| circulars to thousands of persons and obtained money from them in that 


way, have abandoned the claims entirely, and the claimants have no re- 
course except to come to members of Congress. For that reason mainly 
the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay 
agree that fees in such cases should be collected only after the claim 
has been prosecuted to a successful termination. 

This section of the bill proposes, however, as my friend from Arkan- 


| sas [Mr. RoGrers] has explained, to limit the fees in cases where the 
| claims of officers are involved. 
| far. 


I think that is carrying it quite too 
The Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay have thought that in certain cases, in fact in all that class of cases 
which include arrears of pensions from the date of the discharge, the 
claimant ought to be permitted to enter into an agreement with his 
attorney, in order that he might be able to obtain competent attorneys 
to prosecute his claim, for a fee not exceeding $25, to be approved by 


| the Commissioner of Pensions. 

| In the case of claims involving only an increase of pension, or a pen- 
| sion without arrears, I think the fee of $10 is quite enough. 
let them contract for some greater sum, subject to the approval of the | 


The fee 
should be allowed to stand as it now is in all that class of cases. As 
the committee to which I referred has substantially matured a bill em- 
bracing these features, which it will probably be ready to report to the 
House after to-morrow, I agree with my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
ROGERS], and with other gentlemen who have spoken on this question, 
that this second section ought to go out of this bill. At any rate it 
ought to be modified before it is allowed to pass the House. I believe 
that is all I wish to say. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio on the other side of the House [Mr. JosEPH 
D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH 
| pendix. ] 

Mr. HANCOCK. I move that the committee rise. 


D. TAYLOR addressed the committee. [See Ap- 





He got her to indorse the voucher for the claim, representing | 
He did get the 


| The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
| on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
| 6094) making appropriations for the payment of invaiid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


| MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


ARMAMENT FOR FORTIFICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which was 
| read, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

printed: ; 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The condition of our seacoast defenses, and their armament, has been brought 
to the attention of Congress in my annual messages, and I now submit a special 
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estimate of the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, transmitted by the Secre- | use their best endeavors to secure the passage of an act by Congress in accord- 
tary of War, fora permanent annual appropriation of $1,500,000 to provide the | ance with the provisions of said Robinson bill, No. 1189 
necessary armament for our fortifications. : ; Approved March 29, 1584. 
This estimate is founded upon the report of the gun-foundery board, recently 
transmitted, to which I have heretofore invited the early attention of Congress. | Oh ii iiniaknitins Hite Disa a ' ; d 
In presenting this estimate I do not think it necessary to enumerate the con- | , ere y certily t 1 foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original 
siderations Which make it of the highest importance that there should be no | JO!ntreso ution on file in this office 


STATE OF LOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STAT! 


unnecessary delay in entering upon the work, which must be commensurate Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, this—day of April, A. D.1ssi 
with the public interests to be guarded and which will take much time J. A. T. HULL, Secretary of Staie 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. W. T. HAMMOND, Deputy 


>xX ECUTIVE MANSION, April 11, 1884 ie “re : ; ; 5 ; 
EXECcUTI , I Che joint resolution was referred to the Select Committee on thi 


i 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
To Mr. LEwIs, for fifteen days. Mr. WELLER. [also ask unanimous consent for the printing in tha 


To Mr. NICHOLLS, for two weeks from Monday next, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. BREWER, of New York, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. CovINGTON, for four days, beginning Monday, the 14th in- 


RECORD of a petition in regard to the eight-hourlaw. Ido not ask for 
the printing of the names, but merely for the printing of the attesting 
name. 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 


—_ OG ERS > New York. fr ! 1%} a tien -2 | Petition for the enforcement of the eight-hour law and to pay to employés of 
fo Mr. ROGERS, of New ork, from the 12th to the 21st instant, the Government wages hitherto withheld in violation of the ‘eight-hour 
on account of important business. law.’ 
To Mr. BROADHEAD, until the 26th instant, on account of important | To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
business. ao ee ns eepronent that jo y ae rs, W - kinen o1 
T tT oep ; ay AY mechanics Who now are or who have been employe yy or on Hehall of the 
fo Mr. TALBOTT, until Monday next. | Government of the United States subsequent tothe 19th day of May,1869. That 
FREE HOMES FOR SOLDIERS AND SATLORS on the 25th day of June, 1868, the following became the law of the land 
wis - . . 4 4 4 ee 


‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Mr. WELLER. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the America in Congress assembled, That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
peer . os ° > : > ; | for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may be hers 
RECORD a memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature of the State | after employed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
of lowa relative to free homes for all surviving soldiers and sailors ot | that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are 
ee ‘ , | hereby, repealed.’’—Fifteenth Statutes at Large, 77. 
the | nion Army. . . Your eetiiioners further show that onthe 19th day of May, 1869, U. S. Grant 
There was no objection. then President of the United States, issued a proclamation from which the fol 
The joint resolution is as follows: lowing extract is taken 
, ee ** Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
[Joint resolution No. 11.) that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
Memorial and joint resolution relative to free homes for all surviving soldiers | ¢™ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and repealed 
: and sailors of the Union Army. } all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith 


. oo ide i a } Now, therefore I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
Whereas under the provisions of the homestead laws of Congress it is impos- : ae a a esident of the United Stat ees 


; : ; : | direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages 
sible for many of the soldiers and sailors of the late war to avail themselves of | : > Se ee en ere eee ee ee 


a ; 3 2 : ™ | paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
the provisions of said law, by reason of ill-health, caused by injuriesand disease, | on account of such reduction of the hours of labor.’’—-Sixteenth Statutes at Large 
received and contracted while in the service of their country, and for want of 1127 ; o E 
means to locate and improve homesteads as required by law; and Your petitioners further show that on the 1ith day of May, 1872, the President 
Whereas there is yet belonging to the United States Government enough land of the United States issued another proclaniation, of which the following is an 
to give every soldierand sailor a home without detriment to the public interest : cutvael. tc wih: , - 
Therefore, “Whe oti ® ; ae 
: . . » ‘ . 1ereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constitued om and 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and after that date ola emete a ete ee a all eect aeemtitac aes cad ae 
Representatives in Congress be requested to use their utmost endeavors to se- | , hanicsemployed by and on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
cure the passage of a law, at this session of Congress, giving toevery honorably | « whereason the 19th day of May, in the year 1869, by Executive proclamation 
discharged soldier and sailor of the late war a patent for one hundredand sixty | j¢ was directed that from and after that date no reduction should be made in 
acres of the public land asa home, without requiring them tosettle thereon, and | t),.4 waces paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and 
that the title thereto be made non-transferable, or with such conditions attached | | chanics on account of such sndiaihion: ait the heonveck thar: and , 
as will secure to the soldier or sailor, or their families, all the benefits of such “Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the proc- 
grant, and debar the speculator from procuring and holding the same for specu- lamation aforesaid have not been sitlitle atiaueved be all the call smite ot the 
lative purposes; and, further, that such homesteads be exempt from taxation for |G), ernment having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanies 
ten years, and also be exempt from all debts contracted or incurred by such ‘‘ Now, therefore. I. Ulysses 8. Grant. President of the United States. do hereby 
soldiers and sailors for a like period. : j ty ag. Tl oa . : ae : r+] 
sete od ine ae : a Nc i . ais <, | #gain call attention to the act of Congressaforesaid, and direct all officers of the 
ee. a -_ y prea vals of ogee! _ dire ane wt a =o of these | executive department of the Government having charge of the employment and 
* rr oo March 39. 1884 enators and Hepresentatives in Congress. payment of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Approved Marcn <y, . Government of the United States to make no reduction in the wages paid by 
STATE OF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac 
. : . eds | count of the reduction of the hours of labor. -Seventeenth Statutes at Large, 955. 
I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original And your petitioners further show that the Congress of the United States 
joint resolution on file in this office. . : j passed an act, approved on the IXthday of May, 1872, the second section of which 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, this — day of April, A. D. 1884. | j. 4. follows ? . 
SBAL..j s “oe ea ee a State, | «+ That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and r 
wore —— NL, epUsy. quired in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen 
The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Military | and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
Affairs States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
tae hs hours a day’s work forall such laborers, workmen, and mechanies, and the 19th 
SURVIVORS OF CONFEDERATE MILITARY PRISONS. day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning such 
he a EE dad - - cia etc : pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account of reduction 
Mr. WELLER. I alsoask unanimous consent that a joint resolution | 6¢ hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that such was the 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa relative to certain prisoners of | sole cause of the reduction of wages; and a sufficient sum for said purpose is 


the war of the rebellion being placed on the pension-rolls be printed in | »eTeby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


nen | priated.’’— Seventeenth Statutes at Large, 134, 
the RECORD. p . sa . ; ; And your petitioners further show that notwithstanding the plain letter and 
There was no objection. The resolution is as follows: spirit of the eight-hour law, and notwithstanding the Presidential proclama- 


Ct 7 e % tions enforcing it, and notwithstanding the interpretation given to the law by 

[Joint resolution No. 12.) | the act of Congress last quoted, which your petitioners are advised by counsel 

A memorial to Congress asking that certain prisoners of the war of the rebellion | is binding upon all executive and judicial officers, your petitioners have been 

be placed on the pension-rolls. compelled to work ten hours for a day’s work under penalty of dismissal or a 

Whereas many officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Federal Army and Navy | reduction of their daily wages of 20 per cent. in case they worked but eight 
were confined in so-called Confederate prisons for an unusual length of time, hours for a day’s work 


suffering great hardships and contracting disease hard and difficult to prove The following order will show how and upon what authority the eight-hour 

under existing pension laws; and law which is now enforced was violated for six months in each year for six 
Whereas Hon. JAmeEs 8S. Roprnson,of Ohio, has introduced in the Forty-eighth | Years ; a 

Congress a bill (No. 1189) “ granting pensions to all soldiers, sailors, and marines General Order No, 227 


who, while in the service of the United States, and while in the line of their duty, 
were taken prisoners, and as such confined in the so-called confederate prisons 
between the Ist day of May, 1861, and the Ist day of May, 1865,”’ as follows: “ All 
who were vrisoners of war two months, and less than six months. one-half 
pension; those who were prisoners of war six months, and less than twelve : 
months, a three-fourths pension; and all such as were prisoners of war twelve Under this « onstruction of the law regulating public labor given by the Su- 
months,and more than twelve months, a total pension. And, furthermore, such | preme ¢ Jourt of the United States, the Department has fixed the rate of labor for 
surviving prisoners of war shall receive $2 per day for each day and every day’s | ™e< hanics, foremen, leading-men and laborers on the basis of ten huurs a day. 
confinement in said confederate military prisons: Provided, That such pension | All workmen electing to labor only eight hours per day will receive a propor- 
shall in each case begin from the date of the passage of this act, and shall be | tionate reduction of their wages 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 30, 1877 


The following decision of the Supreme Court of the United States is published 
for the information of the Navy 


paid at the same time and in the same manner as other pensions are now paid: R. W. THOMPSON 
And provided further, That this act shall not entitle any person to draw more Secretary of the Navy 


than one pension, but that such survivors of the so-called confederate military The above order was issued by the honorable Secretary of the Navy uponthe 

prisons as are entitled and are receiving a pension at the time of the passage | decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, No. 401, October term, 1876 

of this act shall be entitled to the increase of their pension which this act may | The United States, appellants, vs. Arthur Martin 

grant them :’’ Therefore, The judicial action is reported in the case of Martin vs. United States, 4 Otto 
Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That our | 400. The Martin case had no merit init. Martin worked under a special con- 

Representatives in Congress be requested, and Senators therein instructed, to | tract, was paid extra wages, then made claim under the act of May 18, 1872. 
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His was adjusted. The amount found due under that act was paid and 
he gave a receipt in full, which relieved the Government of any further in- 
debtedness 
rhe above order was enforced at the navy-yard, League Island, Pa., by the 
commandant, as shown by the following, a similar order being issued at each 
of the navy-vards 
Cireular 
COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, July 7, 1877. 
Phe wing will be the working hours at this yard under the ten-hour 
rule 
I m 7.30 a. m., until 12.30 p.m 
I lp.1 until 6 p.m 
C.H. WELLS, Captain, Commanding. 
Circular 
COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, September 4, 1877. 
By direction of the honorable Secretary of the Navy, the hour of quitting work 
on Saturdays is changed from 6to5 o’clock—commencing next Saturday, the 
Sth stant 
Cc, H. WELLS, Captain, Commandant, 
[Circular 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., October 25, 1877. 
Sir: The working hours in the several navy-yards may be as follows 
From March 2lto September 21,7 a. m. to 6 p. m 
From September 22 to March 20, 7.40 a. m. to 4.30 p. m.; 
with the usual intermission of one hour for dinner. This regulation is not de- 


signed to carry withit any present reduction of pay. 


Very respectfully, t 


R. W. THOMPSON, 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Ca I rt 
f 


C. H. WELLS, U N., 
ypmmandant Navy Yard, League Island, Pa 


[Cireular 


CoMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, October 26, 1877. 

The working hours at this navy-yard willbe as follows, commencing to-mor- 
row, the 27th instant 

From March 21 to September 21,7 a. m. to6p. m.; 

From September 22 to March 20, 7.40 a. m. to 4.30 p. m.; 
with an intermission of one hour for dinner. This regulation is not designed to 
carry with it any present reduction of pay. 

C.H. WELLS, Captain, Commandant. 


59 


Order No 
)MMANDANT'S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, Pa., March 2, 1883. 
working hours at this navy-yard from March 21, 1883, to September 21, 
will be from 7 a. m. to 5.30 p. m., with a half hour intermission for dinner, 
in accordance with Department Circular No. 8, of March 21, 1878, and letter of 
March 29, 1879 


} 


The 


1883 


E. SIMPSON, Commodore, Commandant. 


Order No. & 


COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
Leaque Island, Pa., March 21, 1883. 
Commandant’s order No. 59, of the 20th instant, is hereby revoked, and, by 
direction of the honorable Secretary of the Navy, the present eight hours of 
labor will continue until otherwise ordered 
E. SIMPSON, Commodore, Commandant. 


Order No, 62.) 
COMMANDANT'S OPFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, Pa., March 24, 1883. 
Until otherwise ordered the hours of labor at this yard will be from 8 a. m. 
until 12 m., and from 1to5 o'clock p.m. This to goin to effect on Monday next, 
the 26th instant. 
E. SIMPSON, Commodore, Commandant. 


The eight-hour law has been violated from on or about June, 1877, to March 
26, 1883, since which time it has been enforced, under orders of the Hon. William 
E. Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, of that date, and is now in operation at all 
navy-yards; and that from August 25 to September 19, 1883, while the U. 8. 8. 
Ossipee was on Cramp & Son's dry-dock, in Philadelphia, Pa., undergoing re- 
pairs, the employés were worked ten hours per day, and received one and a 
quarter days’ wages for ten hours’ work, thereby carrying out the law as passed 
by Congress June 2, 1868 

We would also state that during the time that the law was violated the em- 
ployés were paid the same rate of wages for eight hours’ work as they received 
for ten hours’ work 

As to the War Department, we would state that the “ eight-hour law ”’ has been 
violated in the same manner as in the Navy Department. The employés of 
arsenals at Benicia, Cal., Rock Island, [ll.,and Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa., 
petitioned the Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, several months ago to 
enforce the law, and the following order was promulgated at Frankford ar- 
senal, viz 

| Post Order No. 3.) 


THE FRANKFORD ARSENAL, January 8, 1884. 

I. In accordance with the decision of the Secretary of War, dated January 
3.1884, the working hours of this arsenal will, on and after the 9th instant, be as 
follows for all days of the week: From 8 a. m. until 12 o'clock noon, and from 
12.30 until 4.30 o'clock p. m. 


II. The officers in charge of shops will prepare and submit for approval of 


the commanding officer detailed regulations regarding signals for beginning 

and stopping work, roll-calls, &c. 
By command of Maj. S. C. Lyford 
Official FRANK BAKER, 


Lieutenant of Ordnance, Post Adjutant. 





Your petitioners therefore pray that alaw be enacted directing and requiring 
your petitioners to be paid for the extra work which they have performed in 


excess of eight hours per day since the act quoted above provided for pay- 


| to make said payments. 


ing the workmen up to the 19th day of May, 1869, and appropriating the money 

And your petitioners further pray that such penal laws 

may be enacted as will for the future compel the administrative officers of the 

Government to respect the rights of labor under the eight-hour law. 
Respectfully submitted by 


J. M. DAVIS, 
Representative of Petitioners 
106 RICHMOND STREET, Philadelphia, Pa. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on Labor. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I rise to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I am instructed by the committee to report 
back a resolution ofinguiry, together with a substitute, and to recom- 
mend that the substitute be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will be read, and then the 
proposed substitute. 

The original resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish to 
this House copies of all orders, reports, recommendations, correspondence, and 


| other papers on file in the Treasury Department relating to the purchase of a 


i 


site for a public building in the city of Brooklyn and State of New York. 
The substitute was read, as follows: 


Whereas a resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds relative to the purchase of a site for a public building in Brooklyn, N. 
Y.; and 

Whereas at a hearing before said committee specific charges were made, in 
writing, and filed with said committee, alleging complicity between some of the 
officers of the Government and the owners of real estate in said city, whereby 
it is alleged that the Government is likely to be required to pay an exorbitant 
price for the contemplated site ; and 

Whereas it is due to the Government as well as to the officers implicated that 
the facts should be ascertained: Therefore, 

Be it resolved. That the Secretary of the Treasury is requested to furnish to this 
House copies of all orders, reports, recommendations, correspondence, and other 
papers on file relative to the purchase or contemplated purchase of a site for a 


public building in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., and that the Committee on Pub- 


lic Buildings and Grounds be instructed to investigate the charges made, with 
power to send for persons and papers; and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to suspend negotiations for the purchase of said property pending 
the investigation. 

Mr. BEACH. I object to the consideration of that resolution at this 
time. We should not undertake to passa resolution of that kind within 
thirty seconds of the time for taking a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this substitute is something more 


| than aresolution calling forinformation from the head of a Department. 
It proposes to authorize the committee to send for persons and papers 


and to make an investigation. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It is a substitute for a resolution calling for 
executive information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman can not, as a priv- 
ileged matter, report back a resolution calling for executive informa- 
tion together with a substitute for an entirely different purpose. 

Mr. BEACH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, pursuant 


| to an order of the House heretofore made, the Chair declares the House 


in recess until 7} o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 p. m. 
The Clerk read the following: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 11, 1884. 
Hon. Jounw B. CLARK, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives : : 


Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at this evening session. 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Represeniatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). 
the order of business for this evening session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House 
will take a recess at 5 o’clock until 7.30 p. m.,at which evening sessions bills on 


the Private Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions shall be considered. 


Mr. MATSON. Imove that the House now resolve itself into Com- 


The Clerk will read 





At the arsenals at Benicia, Cal., Rock Island, Ill., and other posts under the 


mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business under the 
order of the House just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering pension bills on the Private Calendar. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1073) 
granting a pension to William J. Lee. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill and all other 






immediate charge of the War Department, the employésare compelled to work 
nine and ten hours per day, while at the arsenal at Frankford, Philadelphia, 
Pa., the employés are receiving the benefit of the eight-hour law, by order of 
the Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, dated January 3, 1884. 








| bills down to the one for the relief of Walter Dickson, on page 28 of the 
Calendar, be passed over informally for the present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee has heard the request of the gen- 
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tleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson]. 
be ordered accordingly. 
There was no objection. 


If there be no objection it will 


WALTER DICKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson was 
read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations @f the pension laws, the name of Walter Dickson, formerly of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was to insert, after the word ** formerly,’’ the word *‘sergeant;’’ so that 
it will read ‘‘ formerly sergeant of Company G,”’ &c. 

The report (by Mr. HOLMEs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


2017) granting: a pension to Walter Dickson, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to submit the following report : 


Walter Dickson entered service as sergeant of Company G, One hundred and | 


forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted August 26, 
1862, and was discharged June 5, 1865. He applied for pension to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, but his claim was rejected on the ground that proof was not 
sufticient. He was required to furnish proof of his regimental surgeon as to dis- 
ability and acquired asthma, and although he had abundance of other proof, 
substantially covering the case, his claim was rejected, it appears, from want of 
proof on the part of the surgeon of his regiment. Therecord in the case shows 
that Walter Dickson was in every respect asound man when he entered the serv- 
ice. As will be seen, claimant was in the. service nearly three years. During 
the time of his enlistment he acquired asthma, resulting from fever contracted 
in July, 1863, while on the march from Gettysburg, Pa., in pursuit of the enemy ; 
that his fever had troubled him, and, following this, terminated in asthma; this 
prior to his discharge from the service. 

He was honorably discharged and mustered out with his company as second 
lieutenant June 25, 1865 

Capt. F. B. Hart testifies that he was captain of claimant’s said Company G; 
that he was personally acquainted with Walter Dickson, of said company ; that 
at some time in 1863 said Diekson contracted asthma from exposure incident to 
the duties of a soldier. and that such disability kept growing upon him with 
more severity until he was mustered out of service; and says that he knows 
that said Dickson was sound at time of enlistment. 

Edgar A. Vermilyea testifies he entered the service of the United States, One 
hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers, in September, 1862, as an 
orderly sergeant of the company, and was promoted to second lieutenant in 
May, 1863. He was well acquainted with Walter Dickson, who was sergeant of 
said Company G, and that said Dickson’s health in first year of said service was 
x vod, 

Dr. H. W. Smith, of Garner, lowa, testifies that he has been acquainted with 
the soldier three years and a half, and during that time has acted as claimant's 
family physician; that claimant was afflicted with asthma of a dyspeptic char- 
acter, which in the physician’s opinion was caused by malarial fever; that his 
attacks begin with great drowsiness. In respiration the rids and shoulders raise 
to their utmost extent. The physician's treatment has extended over a period 
of three years and a half; and further states that claimant's condition unfits 
him for manual labor of any amount. 

J. H, Barker, M. D., Samuel Hart, M. D., testify that the claimant is suffering 
with asthma, and has done so for some years. The last-named physician says 
he suffers to such an extent as to unfit him for manual labor. 

J.S. Hurd, M. D., examining surgeon, says, in his certificate : 

“Claimant was taken with fever while on the march after Lee’s army from 
Gettysburg, in the month of July, 1863, and had cough from that time. Asth- 
matic symptoms first showed themselves at Folly Island, South Carolina, after 
a cold caught while crossing from Folly Island to James Island, some time in 
January, 1864; has had frequent asthmatic attacks, increasing in severity, since 
then. Since October, 1870, he has been unable to remain the whole of a single 
night in bed, being forced to pass the latter part of the night in a chair on ac- 
count of difficulty in breathing; and is considerably emaciated,”’ 

The only proof whatever that can be said to be omitted is that of his regimental 
surgeon, who does not recollect his case, but as against this the report of the 
assistant adjutant-general of the War Department shows that in July, 1863, 
claimant wasin general hospital, which bears out the statement of the claimant 
and his other witnesses as to the inception of his disease. 

It is shown by the certificate of the surgeon that Dickson was sound when he 
enlisted, by that of the assistant surgeon that he was in perfect health and quali- 
fied forasoldier. The evidence of numerous neighbors and physicians as to his 
condition since the war is on record; of two others as to having asthma in the 
service, one of whom nursed him in the Army, together with the affidavit of 
Captain Hart, who says Dickson contracted asthma by exposure incident to the 
duties of a soldier, which kept growing upon him with more or less severity until 
he was mustered out of the service. Other witnesses show the contracting of 
asthma from the time he was mustered out until the present. 

It also appears that he was wounded at the battle of Shiloh and lost the index 
finger of his left hand, so shattering the finger as to render amputation neces- 
sary. The same was amputated close to the knuckle. It further appears that 
the claimant Dickson is very poor, and is an extreme sufferer from the malady 
complained of. 

Your committee think it a proper case for relief, and the statements of dis- 
tinguished citizens who are acquainted with the claimant bear uniform witness 
to his character, integrity, and standing as a good citizen. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment in- 
serting the name of ‘sergeant’ in the sixth line, after the word ‘ formerly,” 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to inquire why it was 
that the name of this man was not put on the pension-roll by the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMES. The application in this case was rejected solely on 
account of the failure of the regimental surgeon to remember the case. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Do the proofs show that this man received the 
benefit of the treatment of his regimental surgeon or assistant surgeon ? 

Mr. HOLMES. They do. The surgeon’s record shows that this 
man was in hospital in 1863, at the time that he asserts the disability 
was incurred; the record bears out his statement. The statement of 
the regimental surgeon is simply that he does not remember the ease. 
They were then on the march, and no particular record was kept at that 
time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then, Mr. Chairman, this is simply a 
ease of appeal from the Pension Bureau to Congress. There is nothing 
technical in the case. If the report presents correctly, as I have no 
doubt it does, the facts, it clearly appears that this pension ought to 
have been granted by the Pension Bureau under the general law 

Mr. HOLMES. It should, we think, have been granted under the 
general law; but this is like thousands of other cases which come be- 
tore Congress, which are equitable in their nature and upon which the 
House acts in order to do equity. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This does not present any case of equity 
It presents a case of legal right; because if this soldier contracted while 
in the service the disease which now disables him, he is entitled, not 
upon equitable grounds but as a matter of legal right, to a pension. | 
do not wish to oppose the bill, but merely to point out that this is one 
of those cases which present a mere appeal from the Pension Office to 
| Congress. 
| Mr. HOLMES. It is a requirement of the Pension Office, in cases 
of this kind, that the evidence of the regimental surgeon shall be pro- 
duced. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There is no law that requires that. 

Mr. HOLMES. But it is a rule of the Pension Office. The absence 

| of such testimony from the regimental surgeon is in this case amply 
| supplied by other evidence covering the whole ground. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this case seems to be one 
| of a large class, in which there has been service and where, according to 
the report in this case (which I do not doubt is worthy of credit), there 
is present disability; but after the lapse of twenty years there is great 
| difficulty in obtaining the evidence necessary to connect this disability 
| with the service in such a manner as to show the time, place, and cir- 
cumstances in which the disability was contracted and its continuance 
from that period to the present. If such proof could be presented in 
this case, the applicant would be entitled under the law to arrears. Not 
being able to do that, but showing present disability, he asks for a pen- 
sion to date from the passage of the act. 

Now, as I have said, there isa large class of casesof this kind. I think 
| the complaints about pensions arise very largely in cases of this nature. 
| If the House should see fit to pass a bill which has been reported by the 
| Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, I be- 
lieve cases of this kind will all be removed from the consideration of this 
House. I have no doubt, from the report, that this is a case in which 
| relief ought to be granted; but instead of being granted in this way— 

though I make no objection to this particular bill—I think there ought 
| to be relief for this class of cases under a general law, which I trust 
| will be speedily passed. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported from the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions, it was agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
| House. 





AMANDA CUTTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3188) 
granting a pension to Amanda Cutter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
| limitations of the pension laws,the name of Amanda Cutter, mother of J. Henry 
Cutter, formerly a private in Company C, Thirty-second Regiment of Lowa In- 
fantry Volunteers, said pension to be at the rate of $8 per month, and to com- 
mence on the 30th day of March, 1867. 


The following amendment, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, was read: 


Strike out at the end of the bill all after the word “ volunteers,’ and insert 
“to commence from and after the passage of this act.”’ 


The report (by Mr. HOLMES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to make the following report: 

Amanda Cutter, the claimant, is the widowed mother of J. Henry Cutter, who 
was a sergeant in Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteers. He 
enlisted August 14, 1862, was mustered in the same date, and discharged De- 
cember 21, 1863. He died March 30, 1367. 

The said soldier left no child or children, but a widow, named Rosetta Cooper, 
who remained his widow until 1874, when she remarried, and is now the wife 


: ° . . . | of one Harry Hurst, of Waterloo, lowa. Theson remained unmarried while he 
The want of his testimony, however, is amply supplied by that of other aie ens . a pedal ‘h ; 


witnesses, the members of his company, his neighbors, and his attend- 
ing physician, amply showing that the disability originated in the Army 


was in the service, and until August 17,1864. The evidence shows that the peti- 
tioner, the widowed mother and claimant, was dependent on this son for sup- 
port; that herhusband, Moses Cutter, was 64 years old at the date of his decease ; 


: > : . : : > was an invalid and unable to earn any support for himself or his family fora 
during the service of thisman. Indeed there is nothing wanting in the ca ae , 1 


testimony, and I was myself surprised that the claim was rejected by 


year preceding his death, and for several years before that time was able to do 
but little work: that said Moses Cutter, the father of the deceased soldier, left 


the Pension Office. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has carefully | 8¥Tviving him two sonsand one daughter; that the other son, Dexter B. Cutter, 
examined the cl ton and there certainly i ins Siecle of ev ieee ss to the enlisted in May, 1861, in the Iowa Infantry, and served three years, received an 
XE ls < re certainly is ac > e as , 


disease having been contracted while in the service. 


honorable discharge, and re-enlisted in Hancock’s Corps, where he served an- 
other year, and then returned home, dying February 14, 1870; that the remain- 











» 
\ 


CONG 


‘ 
|: 
4 















































































































































































































































































Char te Lov lied on or about February 20, 1863; that the wid- 
‘ e and diess. The only property of the claimant herein 
nd lot, which she owns and occupies, worth from $150 to $200, 
s of supp rt other than that she is abl to obtain by labor 
On De 579, she applied for a pension as dependent mother, on ac- 
‘ 1. Henry Cutter, he having died of disease and disability in- 
servi is shown by record and proofs. Her claim was rejected 
Pension Office in January, 1882, on the ground that the soldier left a 
Ww r whit that the medical and other evidence presented showed 
soldier, J. He Cutter, suffered from chronic inflammation of the 
whic e finally died While in the service he had the measles, while 
t Dubuque, lowa,and had never been well since that time 
i lseem to he » reasonable doubt from the evidence that the sol 
clic i sc account this claim is made incurred the disability from which he 
‘ e Army and in the line of duty; also that his widowed mother is 
i ‘ i, withoutany living children, and in very destitute circumstances 
I point raised by the Pension Office was that he left a widow surviving 
l This wife has signed a written declination and waiver of all rights in 
f 1¢ widowed mother if the mother was dependent on the soldier, as 
“ ppear, we can notthink that justice should permit any technical rule 
und pension laws to defeat her, because the soldier left surviving him a 
Ww ‘ i he married after he came out of the service, and who makes no | 
< itews but files an express waiver 
Your ttee, therefore, recommend that the claimant, Amanda Cutter, be 
placed 1 the pension-rolls by the Secretary of the Interior, subject to the 
pi : s and limitations of the pension laws, from and after the passage of | 
this nd that with the bill so amended the same be passed 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ido not know that I have any objec- 
tion to the amendment; but I wish to say that this bill is simply a new 
departure Chere is not any technical reason why the applicant in this 
cast not put on the pension-roll; the law very plainly excluded | 
het The law excludes the dependent mother or father in any case 
when the soldier left a widow or minor children. In this case the sol- | 
dier left a widow; and I suppose that widow drew a pension until she 


remarried, as I presume she did, although the fact is not stated in the | 


report. Upon her remarriage, it seems, she relinquished all right to | 
the pension; but she had no right to relinquish 
Mr. HOLMES. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that this | 


widow never drew a pension. She never applied for one: She makes 
an express waiver in favor of the widowed mother. If the widowed 
mother has any right as a dependent mother they could not be cut off | 
by a marriage, after the services had been rendered by the soldier, and | 
especially where the widow of the soldier had waived all her rights in 
favor of the widowed mother. The Government has never paid any- 
thing to the widow of the soldier. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama 
does not amount to anything 

Mr. HOLMES. But the remarriage on the part of the widow makes 
a perpetual waiver 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. To pass this bill puts on the pension- 
roll a new class of persons by special favor. If that class ought to go | 
on the pension-roll all ought to go, and it is unfuir to select out one and 
pass a special bill for that one case, leaving all the others unprovided 
for If we pass this bill we ought to pass a general bill providing for | 
all like cases 

Mr. HOLMES. I will say, for the information of the gentleman from 
Alabama, that this is such a case as we pass on every day. There is no 
difference between this and other cases, except a mere technical differ- 
ence, which in effect amounts to nothing, and it is that this man had 
married and left a widow, but that widow, as I have already said, has 
waived all her rights in favor of the widowed mother. I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist on his objection to the bill, because it is as good and 
worthy a one as has passed the House during this session. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the only 
ground for granting this pension is that of sympathy for this old lady. 
The objection which may be brought against this bill will go further 
than that she is not in the line of receiving a pension, there being a 


The waiver on the part of the widow | 
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| sented here involving peculiar merit. 
| have been the mother of two sons, both now dead, and both of them 





life intermediate, that of the widow. When you come to look at the 
report you will see that the soldier was in the service only one year, 
that he enlisted in 1862 and was mustered out in 1863. There is not | 
a scintilla of evidence indicated by the report which would lead us to 

believe that he incurred any disability in the line of duty or service | 
which ultimately terminated in hisdeath. While in the Army he was | 
unmarried, and he remained so for some time after he was mustered 
out He was married a year when hedied. The only disease referred 
to is that he had measles while he was in the Army. 
tense that he was wounded in the service. 

Chere is no man perhaps within the sound of my voice who has not 
had the experience of having the measles. It is alleged in this case 
that the measles resulted ininflammationof thelungs. Itisexceptional 
that measles ever results in any chronic disease of the lungs. Chronic | 
inflammation of the lungs I believe does not exist for the length of time 
which it necessarily would have existed in this case if it were the out- 
come of the attack of measles in 1862 or 1863, as the patient lived five 
or six years thereafter 

here would be no objection made to granting the pension in this 
case if the soldier died from disease occasioned by exposure in the Army 
or from wounds received in the line of duty. I think that is as far as | 
we ought togo. The officer in the Pension Bureau having the question 
to pass on of course declined to grant the pension in this case from the 
fact that the soldier left surviving him a widow, and that of itself was | 



























There is no pre- | 


| other one for a year and four months. 





APRIL 11, 


sufficient without reference to any other fact. My sympathy goes out 
to the same extent to the unfortunate of my fellow-citizens as that of 
other gentlemen, and I should be willing to join in doing something in 
behalf of this old lady if I could find any just ground for my action 

I do not believe she is so impoverished as they would have us believe 
She seems to be the ownerof realty to the extent of one or two hundred 
dollars a year. She is better off, I understand, to-day in her circum- 
stances than aconsiderable portion of the people throughout the coun- 
try. Ido not believe we should suffer our sympathies to carry us be- 
yond the line of consistent propriety in the discharge of our duties 
in this House. I do hope that this Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
with the assistance they can marshal in this House on part of the 
members on this floor, will do what is right and just, and will not at- 
tempt to force this bill through at this time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my friend 
from New York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE] with reference to the principle 
involved in this bill. Would the House be willing to extend the pen- 
sion laws so as to include all dependent parents whatever, whether 
their sons left widows or minor children or not? If it would be, then 
it would include this class But if it would not, then I do not think 
this case ought to be taken out from a class and be given the benefit of 
a special act, when there is a considerable class occupying precisely the 
same position. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is an extension of the pension laws; and is it 
such an extension as it is desirable to make? I do not think itis. I 
do not think we can afford to go that far. I do not think it is in ac- 
cordance with a safe public policy to go beyond parents, who would 
have the right to demand the assistance of their sons, were they living, 
for their support. In granting pensions itseems to me that is the clear 
line to be drawn. 

Mr. ROWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Would not this mother, by the law, have the right 
to be supported by this son, although he was married, if she became 
dependent ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That depends upon the statute law of the 
particular State. She would not under the common law. Besides, 
this mother, I understand from the report of the committee, has prop- 
erty of herown. But whether she would be entitled in the State of 


| Iowa, in which I believe this case arises, to call upon her son for sup- 


port, or whether he would be legally bound for her support or not, I 
do not know; but if it is proposed to extend the provisions of the pen- 


| sion laws to that class, I repeat it should be extended to all of them, 


and not to a single one by a special act. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, it is well known, I suppose, to the 
House that under the rules of law governing the allowance of pensions 
this woman could not obtain a pension. Nobody pretends that she 
could. ‘This bill proposes to give her a pension outside of and beyond 
the law because of the equities of the case. When gentlemen say that 
they propose to adhere rigidly to the administration of the law in de- 
ciding these cases, and are unwilling to go a step beyond that, they lay 
down a harsh rule which will do great injustice in very many cases. 
If the Committee on Invalid Pensions has any right and proper concep- 
tion of its duties, one of the very first rules by which we have been 
guided and influenced in our actions is to be governed by the princi- 
ple of doing justice in these cases where justice can not be done by 
the law by reason of its universality, applying the rule out of which 
equity itself grows. 

Applying the rule, then, which guided us in our deliberations in all 
such cases, the committee are constrained to believe that a case is pre- 
Now, this woman is shown to 


having served their country in the last war. These were the only sons 
that she had. These were the only persons upon whom she could lean 
in her old age, and to whom she could have looked for support had they 
lived. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
in the service ? 
Mr. MATSON. 


Let me ask the gentleman, were they killed 


One of them served for a period of three years, the 
And now we thought, after a 
hearing of all of these facts, that notwithstanding one of the sons had 


| married after he came out of the service, although the mother was de- 
| pendent upon him during the time he was a soldier, and if he had been 


killed during the war would have obtained the pension—and notwith- 
standing that after returning home he married, but continued to con- 
tribute to the support of his mother, and his widow never applied for a 
pension, the Government never having been called upon for a single 
dollar because of the death of this soldier, we thought under all these 
circumstances that it was no more than right and proper to give this 
old woman who had given her two sons to her country in the hour of 
her country’s trial a pension to relieve her of her absolute necessities. 

Why, the gentleman from Ohio says that she has real estate. The 
report shows that she has real estate to the value of $150 or $200, and 
nothing else; merely a little, poor, simple home, in which she can find 


| shelter; no means of support, and very old. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. 


How old is she ? 

















Mr. MATSON. Seventy-one years of age. 
older. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Another question: What was the length of the 
enlistment of this son in the Army? 

Mr. MATSON. One year and four months. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. How did he become discharged from the serv- 
ice ? 

Mr. MATSON. 
Army. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Measles. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman says measles, and that it is a very 
common and insignificant disease. 

Why, my observation, and experience too, is that a man never had 
the measles, or a woman either, after they became grown, without the 
disease leaving in almost every instance very serious results. It isa 
slight disease with children, but with grown people it is a very serious 


I suppose on account of disease contracted in the 


one; and instead of inferring that simply because the soldier had the 


measles no serious results followed, the very reverse is likely to be the 
case. But the fact is stated here, and stated, too, upon a fair and full 
investigation of the case, that this result followed, and that the soldier 
died because of the disease he contracted in the service. 

And now will this House refuse to give this old woman a pension un- 
der the circumstances? My friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] says it 
is going a step beyond the law. Ofcourse it is. But I think the very 
first opportunity he had this evening he took occasion to say that he 
proposes to push the law even a step further 

Mr. WARNER, ef Ohio. I beg the gentleman’s pardon 

Mr. MATSON. That he proposes to pension all the soldiers that are 
disabled. 
bills we arecalled upon to consider will be taken out of the House. 
I right or not? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. You are not quite right. 

Mr. MATSON. How faram I wrong? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. You are wrong in this: that it is not the 
purpose to extend the law to include any classes that are not pension- 
able now, but only to remove the difficulties in the way of evidence, so 
as to enable those who are disabled to obtain pensions to which they 
areentitled, not to extend the provisions of the law to include any classes 
not now included. 

Mr. MATSON. I think I have not misstated the gentleman’s propo- 
sition. I understood him to say he proposed to extend the Jaw in rela- 
tion to pensions so as to include more persons—and so I still understand 
him—so as to include those who have a present disability and can not 
prove the disability originated in the service. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To cover persons who, at this distance of 
time, are unable to provide the evidence necessary to show that they 
are entitled to a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Yes; and I approve of all that. But would it be 
more right to extend the law to that class of soldiers than to pension 
this old woman under the circumstances? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then would my friend agree to extend 
the provisions of the pension law soas to include all dependent parents ? 

Mr. MATSON. I would have it include all such dependent mothers 
as this. I should, most emphatically. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not say the gentleman is not right 
in that. 

Mr. MATSON. 
ing general laws. 








Am 


But we are not here now for the purpose of mak- 
The committee and the House must take each case 
as they find it. Here is a case which I believe isa good one and ought 
to pass. I have no fault to find with other gentlemen who forma dif- 
ferent judgment about it. But I do insist we can not afford to be gov- 
erned by the iron rules of the law in determining upon these particular 
cases, but that we must be governed by the equities, by the right of 
each particular case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is somebody’s mother that we are 
speaking about. This is the mother of an Iowa soldier. She reared 
him for the service of the Republic. She took care of this man as the 


him to the years of manhood to make him sucha man as every soldier 
should be. 
him as a free-will offering. 
heart went with her great gift. She gave all she had when she gave 
her boy. She watched him through all the vicissitudes of army life. 
Years hurried upon her while her boy was gone. She read his letters 
when he was well, and rejoiced with him in his pride of life. She read 


As old as you; perhaps 


That he proposes to pass a bill under which nearly all the | 
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mother. The question with us to-night is whether we appreciate this 
mother, this lowa mother. 

It has been remarked that it is doubtful whether indeed this soldier 
had received in the service the disabilities that attached to him when 
he came home from the war. I never saw an old soldier who was not 
more or less disabled constitutionally by his army life. 
disability which always attaches itself to him. Thousands of them 
in lowa are too proud to ask for any help. Thousands of the 
mothers are too proud toask for assistance until they are reduced down 


There is some 


} 
old 


| to the condition of this mother who has only $150 in the world. You 
see, she, like the woman in the Savior’sdays, gave all she had. Those 
heroic people, mothers and sons, are all passing quickly away. A few 


| 





them when he was sick and cheered him with a mother’s love; she | 


shared all his hopes and enlarged them, and shared his dejection and 
lessened it. She encouraged him as only a mother can. She was his 
first friend, his truest counselor, his best advocate. 
ers when her great trial came and her sons were worthy of them. We 
should deal generously with them when they come here asking us to 
take the place of their lost boys. We should speak reverently and in 
subdued voices of their needs, and look respectfully when the House is 
honored with the presence of their tottering feet. 

Young people can not rightly and fully value a mother. 
mature manhood to thoroughly and completely appreciate a good 


years and the pension-rolls will gradually fade until the cemeteries con- 
tain the last of that generation, but of our great abundance let us not 
refuse the necessities of life to any that ask. 

Now, sir, we can make an exception here to general rules and bureau 
regulations. It may not be wise to make a general law peasioning 
women of this condition in every case. But we can certainly make an 
exception. When my triend from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] wasspeak 
ing on this question to-night I was reminded that I have had letters from 
old Mexican soldiers in lowa asking what Hewitt of Alabama looked 
like; the man who made a whole night’s fight at the head of this House 
to pension old Mexican soldiers—what does he look like? I have writ- 
ten in answer saying he is a tall, broad, fine-looking fellow, that HEw- 
Itt of Alabama. [Laughter.] He has got a heart in him and he has 
got asoulin him. He thinks of the benefits that came to the United 
States in the grand acquisitions through the fight made by the United 
States with Mexico to get those Pacitic Territories; and he appreciates 
the work done by those old soldiers who went there and gloritied the Re- 
public in thosedays. Thatisthe kind of a man HEWITT of Alabama is 

I want him to strike from the RECORD some of the remarks he has 


| made to-night, because I do not want these old soldiers in Lowa to ask 
| me questions in another strain about 


‘*HeEwirt of Alabama.”’ 

Mr. HOLMES. One word in answer to the remarks of the gentleman 
as tothe matterof disability. I am sure that no gentleman will inter- 
pose any objection to this case if he fully understandsit. I can readily 
see why they should want light on this matter. Butit is a case where 
the disability of the soldier is clearly proven, from the time that he had 
the measles and exhibited the first symptoms of consumption down to 
the time of his death. Wedid not think it worth while to refer to that 
in the report, but the evidencé shows it clearly. 

The pension would have been granted by the Pension Office had it not 
been that the applicant had since married a wife. The old mother isa 
widow, has never remarried, and is a dependent mother, just as she was 
at first. She is not to blame for the son’s marrying, nor did his marry- 
ing take away the right of the son to support her. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] suggests that that depends 
upon the laws of the particular State. It does not seem to me that that 
is relevant to this question at all. But I might say in answer to it that 
the law of Iowa provides that a man shall take care of his dependent 
mother. That is a wholesome law, and it should be the law of every 
State, and if there is any State in which that is not the law, all I can 
say is that I pity the State and its people. 

This woman gave her two sons to the country—all the sons she had. 
They both served in the Army, and they both died. She has made 
every sacrifice that she could make, and it does not seem to he equitable 
that opposition should be made to the pensioning of an old lady like 
this, who is 70 years old, while we are pensioning the widows of gen 
eral officers at the rate of $50 a month, who, to say the least, had a 
reasonable compensation while they lived. 

It isecruel, and would be unjust in Representatives of this Congress, 
to deny to an old lady—one to whom, of all beings on the earth, our 
sympathies should go out—this small pittance, an old lady who brought 
these young men into being, nurtured, and took care of them, and 
finally gave them up as sacrifices for the preservation of the country. 
I trust earnestly that gentlemen will not seriously make any opposition 


| to this bill. 
Government never could employ any one to take care of a man to bring | 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question ? 
And when the time came that the country called, she gave | 
She did not count the cost although her | 


Mr. HOLMES. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Is this claimant in your district ? 

Mr. HOLMES. She is not. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Have you any personal knowledge of the case? 

Mr. HOLMES. Ihave not; the bill was introduced by another gen- 
tleman from another district. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Was this soldier discharged from the service 


| on account of physical disability ? 


America had moth- | 


It requires | 


Mr. HOLMES. I understand that he was. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Have you any knowledge upon that subject ? 

Mr. HOLMES. I can not make a positive statement about it. It 
is some time since this case was examined, but my recollection is that 
he was discharged before the close of the war on account of disability 
incurred in the service. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Was he a volunteer or a drafted man ? 

Mr. HOLMES. He was a volunteer. Drafted men did not come 
from that section of the country; they were men of different mettle. 
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The question was taken upon the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and it was agreed to 

The question was taken upon laying aside the bill as amended to be 
reported favorably to the House, and the chairman announced that the 
aves had it 

Mr. HOBLITZELL (in his seat I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN Che Chair will not recognize the call for a divis- 
ion from any gentleman while in his seat. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL 


rising I call for a division 
Che committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 1. 
Mr. HOBLITZELL No quorum has voted 
Mr. MATSON. I hope the gentleman will not make that point. 
Mr. HOLMES. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon that | 
point 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. I will withdraw the point with the understand- 


ing that this bill shall not be voted on in the House except there is ¢ 
quorum present 
Ir. WILSON Phat is right 
So (no further count being called for) the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN R. WALLACE, 
lhe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to John R. Wallace. 


Che bill was read, as follows 


Be &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John R. Wallace, 
late a member of the Union Guards, of Davis County, lowa, at the rate of $2 
per month, from and after the passage of this act 


H. R. 4439) 


t enacted 


The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was to strike ont the words ‘‘at the rate of twenty-four dollars per 
month from and after the passage of this act’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words *‘ subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws, from and after the passage of this act.’’ 

Che report (by Mr. HOLMES) was read, as follows: 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 4439, beg 
leave to submit the following report 

rhe petitioner, John R. Wallace, asks to be placed on the pension-roll for 
disability resulting from wounds received in the line of military duty. That he 
is permanently disabled for manual labor, and that the disability results directly 
from the causes stated, he furnishes abundant proof. 

His petition sets forth, and the accompanying evidence fully supports, the fol- 
lowing chain of circumstances 

During the war there were repeated disturbances along, and raids across, the 
border between the States of lowa and Missouri, attended with a continuedand 
high state of excitement and apprehension. To repel incursions and preserve 
order on this border the State of lowa organized a military force or forces. A 
part of these forces was a military company called the Union Home Guards, com- 
manded by Capt. J. M. Garrett, who, like all other officers of these military 
forces, was under orders from the public authorities to be constantly on the 
alert and arrest all suspected persons. 

Phe petitioner, John R. Wallace, wasa member of Captain Garrett's company. 
On the 7th of November, 1864, he was ordered to accompany a party ufhder the 
command of the second lieutenant of his company to arrest a couple of confed- 
erate officers who were known to be lurking inthe vicinity. These confederates 


L | 
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Mr. HOLMES. 
character. 

A MEMBER. Two were passed last Friday night. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman will allow me to add that 
if the application in this case had been made prior to 1874 this man 
would have been entitled to a pension under the general law. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The pension laws have included cases of 
this kind; but this man did not make his application in time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. HoLMEs] a 
question. If this soldier is entitled to he pensioned upon the state of 
facts presented in the report, why should he not be allowed a larger pen- 
sion than $8 a month, which I believe is the rate proposed to be granted ? 

Mr. HOLMES. Because, being only a private, that is all he would 
be entitled to under the general law. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But might not the pension be greater in view of 
the degree of disability presented ? 

Mr. HOLMES. We do not fix the rate at all, but allow it to be fixed 
under the general law. The examining surgeons will determine the 


There are numerous precedents for bills of this 


| degree of disability, and the man will receive pension accordingly. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 


agreed to. 


| service as surgeon April 6, 1565. 


made a strong resistance, during which the petitioner's commanding officer was | 


mortally wounded, and himself pierced by three separate bullets, to wit, pistol- 
ball, which entered his left groin, passing through the body and lodging against 
the spine; another, from a similar ball, entered above and about one inch to the 
right of the right groin, passing through the right side of the body and lodging 
in the back part of the body near the spine; also a third wound by a ball, which 
entered near the spine, and, passing to the right of the center of body, lodging 
nearand under the shoulder-blade. Medical and other evidence shows that the 
claimant has been permanently injured,and that he is entirely disabled from 
performing manual labor. The details of the case show great suffering on the 
part of the claimant, and your committee think him as much entitled to a pen- 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 


ALLICIA DURRANT. 

The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5457) 
granting a pension to Allicia Durrant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allicia Durrant, widow of Henry 
K. Durrant, late an acting assistant surgeon inthe United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the case of Allicia 
Durrant, by the Pension Office, having examined the same, beg leave to submit 
the following report, with an original bill: 

Under the joint resolution of Congress approved May 29, 1830, the papers in 
the case of Allicia Durrant, widow of Henry K. Durrant, late acting assistant 
surgeon United States Army, were sent to the committee by the Pension Office 
for consideration as to the propriety of placing applicant’s name upon the pen- 
sion-roll by special act of Congress, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the general pension laws, for the reason that her claim appears to the Pension 
Bureau to be deserving and meritorious, but can not be admitted under the ex- 
isting law. y 

The record of service of Surgeon Durrant, when he was under contract, began 
May, 1862, serving as acting assistant surgeon United States Army, with con- 
trabands at Beaufort, S. C., to April 5, 1865, except that in September, 1864, he 
was in charge of prisoners of war at Morris Island, South Carolina. In Decem- 
ber, 1864, was on duty under General Hatcher, and was present at the action 
of Honey Hill, S.C. His contract was annulled, and he was mustered into the 
From April to August, 1865, was on duty with 
his regiment at Beaufort, S. C., also post surgeon at same place in March, 1866, 
and was relieved from post and small-pox hospitals at that time. 

The proof proceeds to show that from March, 1866, to March, 1877, he was on 
duty at upward of forty different points between South Carolina and Oregon. 


| He was much of the time in the Territories and among the Indians, and accom- 


sion as though he had been technically mustered into the United States service | 


and performed the same duty. We therefore recommend the granting of the 
pension, but that the bill be amended so as to provide that such pension be 
granted subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law, and to take 
effect from and after the passage of the act 


Mr. HOLMES. I would say in regard to this bill that this claimant 
belonged to a company of home guards, called out by the governor of 
Lowa for the purpose of repelling raids along the border of Missouri. 
The attempt made to arrest two confederate officers resulted, as stated 
in this report, in the killing of the officer commanding the party and 
the wounding three times of this claimant. He is wholly incapacitated 
for any kind of labor; the least exertion causes great hemorrhage from 
his wounds. Indeed, he is as utterly disabled as a man can be from 
bullet-wounds. 

Chere is no question about the disability and no question that the 
man was in the military service as a member of the home guards of 
the State of Iowa at the time the disability was contracted. He was 
never mustered into the United States service, but his case is similar to 
scores of others which have been passed through this House. He was 
in the service acting in behalf of a State in repelling the invasion of 
the enemy. He was engaged in substantially the same duty as those 
troops that were regularly mustered into the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I would like to put a question to the gentle- 
man trom Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs], who I believe made the report in this 
case. 

Mr. HOLMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I would like to know whether there are prec- 
edents for the recommendation made by the committee in this case? 


| but for the existing heart trouble. 


panied the expedition against the Modocs. Being taken sick at this time, he 
was directed, by Special Order 31, headquarters Modoc expedition, dated March 
20, to proceed to the camp on Lost River and reportto Assistant Surgeon H. Mc- 
Elderry for medical treatment. During all this time his duties were arduous, 
and he suffered much from exposure, deprivations, and fatigue. He resigned 
his position on account of poor health and went with his wife to the Bermuda 
Islands in hopes to recuperate, where he died of scarlet fever. 

In a letter written by his wife she says: 

“*Tean solemnly declare that my husband never had a day's health after the 
Modoc war. At that time he endured great fatigue and exposure, from which he 
never recovered. When his last fatal illness came his strength gave out, and you 
will see by medical certificates the physicians thought he might have recovered 
The only person who knew of his condition 
was the surgeon that was in charge at the lava-beds during the Modoc war, and 
who died suddenly while there. The poor fellow only lived six weeks after he 
left, and when he contracted scarlet fever we neverknew. He saw no patients, 
as he was not practicing, and we were together traveling all the time from Ore- 
gon to Bermuda Islands, where he hoped to rest and regain his health, but we 


| were there only ten days when death claimed him.” 


The proof as todeath, signed by Park B. Tucker, M. D., and John Wate Reed, 
M. D., inspector-general of hospitals, says that they were— 

“* Medical attendants of the late Dr. Henry Durrant, who died in this colony 
suddenly and unexpectedly of scarlet fever, in May, 1877,and weare of the opin- 
ion that he would in all probability have recovered from the attack had he not 
been laboring under some disease of the heart, which in our opinion was in- 
duced by overfatigue and anxiety during his arduous service in the United 
States Army.” 

This certificate is dated Bermuda, March 5, 1878. 

The memorandum of rejection by the Pension Office says: 

‘Rejected upon the ground that fatal disease, scarlet fever, was contracted 


| after the soldier left the United States military service ; hence the general pen- 


' ably to the House. 


sion laws do not cover the case. 
of Congress.’ 

Your committee, after duly considering the case, are of the opinion that the 
widow of this faithful and deserving officer should have relivf. erown health 
is poor, and she is in indigent circumstances, It is also quite apparent from the 
medical testimony that her husband’s death, although not directly due to dis- 
ease contracted in the Army, that he was nevertheless so reduced in strength 
and broken in constitution that he became an easy prey to the fell disease with 
which he was attacked, and it isa fair conclusion that had he been a strong man, 
in the full flow of health, when overtaken by the disease, that he would have 
fought it successfully and recovered. Having this impression, and believing 
that the doubt, if any, should be in favor of the claimant, the committee recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported favor- 


It may be a proper case for the consideration 








1884. 


ANN M’CARNEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3331) 
for the relief of Ann McCarney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann McCarney, widow of Thomas 


McCarney, late a private in Company B, Thirty-second Regiment New York 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension from the 7th day of July, 1563. 

The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9331) for the relief of Ann McCarney, having considered the same, beg leave to 
submit the following report : 

The petitioner, Ann McCarney, widow of Thomas McCarney, late private in 


pany he was mustered November 8, 1861, and from which he was discharged July 
17, 1862, asks a pension on account of his death, which occurred July 7, 1565, 
which it is alleged was caused by disease contracted in the service. 

The widow filed her application on June 19, 1880, but it was rejected by the 
Pension Office on the ground that the disease for which he was discharged and 
of which he died existed prior to enlistment. 


\s to the soldier's physical condition prior to enlistment, Michael Farrell, of | 


Amsterdam, N. Y., testifies that when this soldier entered the service he was a 
well and sound man; that he was able to perform and did do hard manual la- 
bor; that when he returned from the Army in 1862 he was then sickly and feeble, 
and suffering from some disease; that he continued to grow worse and did not 
recover; and that he was in a failing condition ever afterward, until he died, 
July 7, 1863. 

his statement is corroborated by Ellen McCarney and Susan Fitzpatrick, 
daughters of the claimant, and by James Fox and Francis Quinn, who were 
acquaintances of the soldier for many years prior to enlistment. 

John Degolyer, who was a comrade of McCarney’s, and a member of the com- 
pany, remembers that soldier was taken sick while in the service, February, 
1862; that while on picket duty he was out in a storm and got wet; that he re- 
turned to his tent, and next day had a very severe cold, and was so sick that he 
lay in his tent for several days, complaining of bad pains in his back; that he 
got around after many days, but did not get well. 

Charles Devens, another comrade, and George W. Watkins, sergeant of the 
company, testify to same state of facts. 

W. R. Little, the surgeon who signs the certificate of disability for discharge, 


says that he examined McCarney, and found him incapable of performing the | 


duties of a soldier, because of ** incontinence of urine’? and general physical dis- 
ability, and also says that this condition existed previous to enlistment. 

The evidence strongly points to the conclusion that the soldier was a strong, 
healthy man before enlistment, and there is no positive evidence to show that 
he was not so, The physician whotreated him during his sickness, and the only 
person who had pred 
enlistment, isdead. That important evidence is therefore wanting ; but the tes- 
timony of his neighborsand the members of his family is positive that he wasa 
sound man when he enteredthe Army. Your committee are of the opinion that 
he was so and that his death was referable to disease contracted from exposure 
and hardships while in the service, and that his widow is entitled to a pension, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill with the follow- 
ing amendment: Strike out all aftér the word * volunteers”’ in the eighth line. 


read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the bill all after the word “ volunteers.”’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is not my purpose to make any captious ob- 
jection to any of these pension bills; but I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAGLEY] who reported this bill, or, if he 
is not present, some other member of the committee, what evidence 
there was as to the disease of which this soldier died. It is not stated 
in the report, and because it is not Ithink the Committee of the Whole 
can not formany intelligent opinion whether or not the disease was con- 
tracted in the service. It seems from this report that the soldier did 
contract some disease in the service, and after having served eight 
months was discharged; but it does not anywhere appear in the report 
that he died from the disease which, as appears in one part of the re- 
port, was contracted in the service. 

Mr. MATSON. I think I can satisfy the gentleman thoroughly on 
this subject. The second paragraph of thé report states that the appli- 
sation in this case ‘‘ was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that the disease for which he was discharged and of which he died ex- 
isted prior to enlistment.’’ Now, it does not make any difference what 
the disease was. The Pension Office finds that that disease for which 
the soldier was discharged and from which he died existed during the 
time he was in the service and even before. It was upon this point 
that the claim was rejected at the Pension Office. But the committee 
find upon examination of the evidence that the finding of the Pension 
Office as to the existence of the disease prior to enlistment was not sus- 
tained. I repeat, it makes no difference what the disease was, the 
fact is admitted that the disease existed during the service and that the 
man died from it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Since the gentleman has called that paragraph 
especially to my attention, I see that the disease of which this soldier 
died was that for which he was discharged, and that the Pension Office 
rejected the application upon the ground that the disease existed prior 
to enlistment. But I submit there is nothing in this report to show 
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I repeat, it nowhere appears in this report there is any evidence going 
to show that the disease he had during the service contributed in any 
respect to his death after he was discharged. 

1 know that it is useless for me to make these criticisms on this case, 
as it is likely the committee is going to pass this bill. But U think this 


| is one of the cases which should be rejected on account of the insutffi- 


ciency of the evidence. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
FRANK WOODRUFI 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 


M. 


H 


> 
aX 


2467 


| granting an increase of pension to Frank M. Woodruff 
Company B, Thirty-second Regiment New York Volunteers, into which com- | 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to rerate the pension of Frank M. Woodruff, late a mem 
ber of Company G, Ninth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers 
$8 per month, commencing at the time of his discharge, deducting therefro: 
the amount that he has been paid. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
2467) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. Woodruff, having ce 
the same, beg leave to submit the following report 

The petitioner was mustered into the service of the United States on the Sth 
day of September, 1862, in Company G, Ninth Regiment New York Heavy Ar 
tillery, to serve three years or during the war. On the muster-roll of the com 
pany for March and April he is reported absent, wounded, since Mareb 25, 1865 
He was mustered out on June 14, 1865. 

The papers show that while in the service and line of duty at Petersburg, in 
the State of Virginia, on or about the 25th day of March, 1865, he receiveda gun 
shot wound in the right arm while in action, the ball entering inside the arm 
near axilla, and passing out above the elbow, fracturing the humerus, near 
shoulder joint, and that for this wound he was treated in Emory United States 
General Hospital, Washington, D. C 

rhe petitioner was granted a pension of $3 per month from August 4, 1875, and 
also arrears at that rate from time of discharge. The amount was increased to 
$5 per month from August 2, 1876, and subsequently to $8 on October 15, 188) 
showing.that in the opinion of the examining surgeon the disability was pro- 


HH 


nsidered 


| gressive and increasng. 


essional knowledge of him prior to and subsequent to his | 


} aS a carpenter 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was | 


that the disease which existed during the time he was in the service | 


contributed at all to hisdeath. It seems that at the time he sought a 
discharge he was examined by the surgeon, who found him incapable 
of performing the duties of a soldier, mentioning the particular disease 
with which he was suffering, and stating that this condition existed 
prior to his enlistment. 

Now, sir, if that be true, then this soldier is not entitled to any pen- 
sion, because he did not contract that disease during the time he was 
in the service. 





} tion is the service and blood of the soldier. 


The petitioner declares that he earned nothing for over a year after receiving 
the wound ; that he can not straighten his arm; that he is a poor man and has 
to labor fora living; that he is a carpenter, and as such had to either work for 
less wages or do special line of work; at times work at farming, but can do no 
hard work, such as chopping, mowing, cradling, Kc. 

D. B. Horton, examining surgeon, says 

‘1 find that a bullet entered on inner side of right arm, half inch below shoul 
der joint, and passed down the arf about six or seven inches, coming out ou 
inner front ofarm. The bullet shattered or splintered the humerus to some ex 
tent; muscles of this section are atrophied and partially paralyzed. Being the 
right arm, it must disable him very much working atany kind of labor, especially 
The elbow having been bent to aright angle fora year has never 
become entirely usetul; has not perfect use of hand, owing to paralysis of some 
of the muscles of the arm.” 

The petitioner is seriously disabled, and the Pension Office has exhausted its 
powers for an increase. Underthe law he can receive but S8$amonth. The bill 
asks for the payment ofarrears at that rate from the time of discharge, but your 
committee are of the opinion that it will be better to grant an increase from the 
passage of the bill, being averse to the payment of arrears without a genera! 
law. Itis, therefore, recommended that the following amendments be adopted 
Strike out, in line 4, the words “rerate the pension,’ and insert the words 
** place on the pension-roll the name ;"’ and strike out all after the word ‘vol 
unteer,”’ in line 6, and insert the words ‘‘and pay him a pension of $15 per 
month,in lieu of any and all other pensions now received by him.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, under the general law 
it is made the duty of the Pension Office to rate pensions. There are 
different degrees of disability, and it is the duty of that office in each 
ase to determine the degree of disability under which the claimant 
suffers. It seems in exercising that power conferred by the law upon 
the Commissioner of Pensions this soldier’s disability was rated at $3 a 
month. Subsequently he was re-examined, when it was discovered he 
was entitled to a higher rate. It may have been, and the report does 
not negative that opinion, that when he was put upon the pension-rol! 
his disability did not entitle him to more than $3. I believe the Pen- 
sion Office, with its surgeons to examine and rate these pensioners, can 
better determine the amount of disability than Congress, this House, or 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The committee, opposed as it is to the payment of arrearages, say it 
this case they will give this claimant $15 a month. That is, they di 
for this soldier what they have failed to do heretofore for others. They 
ought to be consistent with their past action, but in this case they raise 
the pension from $8, which is the highest he would be entitled to under 
the law, to $15a month. That is not right. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] a few moments ago, in his 
compliment to me in reference to my action on the Mexican pension bill, 
said he would like to be able when he writes again to his friends in Iowa 
to say that I was also a friend of the Union soldiers. If the gentleman 
from Iowa has noticed my humble course since I have been a member 
of Congress he must know I have always been a friend not only of sol- 
diers of the Mexican war and of soldiers of the Florida and other In- 
dian wars, but of the Union soldiers of this country. And I wili send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read an extract from a report which I made 
in the Forty-fifth Congress from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows 

The pensions of soldiers disabled in the line of duty are in no sense a gratuity 


but are supported by contract made by the Government with them at the date 


of their enlistment, that if disabled they should have a pension. The considera 
The parties were competent t 


1e contract was neither in contravention 


> con- 
tract. The subject-matter of tl f law 
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vas expressly authorized by law and promotive of the 

ngredient of a contract, as defined by all the law- 
cated on the sole condition of the soldier's disa- 
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ch soldier may now be drawing is that which the Gov 
ernment owes him under the contract made with him when he was enlisted 
at should be disabled in the service in the line of duty he should 
ip sion, and the soldier thus disabled is as much entitled to a pension 

cer the aw as ta hismonthly pay 


and blood of the soldier 


was to Phe consideration of the contract 


There is no power in Congress or in any 
epartment of the Government to take such a pension from such a soldier 


Heh s it by as firm and stror property 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the remarks made by the gentleman 
om Alabama lead me to believe that there will be considerable dis 
cussion on this bill; and as the author of the bill is not present, I will 
it be informally passed over 

Mr. PAYNI Che author of the bill is present now 

Mr. MATSON. I yield the floor to the gentleman from New York 
I did not know that he was in the Hall 
Mr. PAYNE Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to have heard read the record 
ny friend from Alabama [ Mr. Hewitt] and to find that he has been 
always and is now the friend of the American soldier. I was glad to 
ear him come down so gracefully to-night in favor of the poor old 
widowed mother in the case presented by the gentlemen from Iowa 
(Mr. HoLMEs]}, and I hope before the pending case is decided that I 
may be able to write to this poor disabled soldier from the State of 
New York that the gentleman from Alabama is still a friend of the 
Union soldier 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama All I want is what is right. 


' } 


i diSa 
Mr. PAYNE. And that he favors paying pensions, and liberal pen- 
sions, to meritorious Union soldiers. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this case illustrates what has been so well dis- 
cussed in the House this afternoon, and that is the villainous system in 
relation to attorneys in pension cases as fixed by the present law. 
Congress in their desire to protect the Union soldiers has placed so small 


vy a title as he holdsa y other 


wk that 


ot 


That is 


cases that no real attorney, unless he has more patriotism than the most 
of us attorneys possess, is willing to spend his time in getting up the 
papers and preparing the proof, putting the case in shape, and present- 
ing it before the Pension Office 
dier. Poor himself, having nothing with which to employ an attorney 


proofs in shape 
trom the examination of all the papers on file in the Pension Office in 
this case, if he had produced the proper proofs that he might have ob- 
tained, 
evidence so as to have presented the case in the first instance to the 
Commissioner of Pensions as it really existed at the time that the pen- 
sion of $3 per month was granted, the soldier would not be here before 
Congress to-day, for in that case he would have received the full amount 
of $8 per month, and received it from the time that the disability was 
incurred in the service. 

But it made no difference in the consideration of his case by the office 
that his three years had been spent in the service. 
that his right arm was practically of no use to him. He did not pre- 
sent his proofs in such shape before the Commissioner of Pensions as he 
might have presented them if a competent person had attended to the 
case, and hence his allowance by the office was but $3 per month. 

Seeing the injustice of this insignificant allowance himself, knowing 
that under the pension laws he was entitled to more than that, he made 
application for an increase, but, as I understand the law, that increase 
could not date back to the time of the disability, though it was readily 
granted by the Pension Office at $5 per month. Still believing and 
knowing that he was entitled to more, he again presents his proofs to 
the Commissioner, and his pension is readily increased to $8 per month. 
But justice is not yet done him. If he had had the proper proofs in 
proper shape, if he had had an intelligent person to draw his papers and 
get his proofs in shape in the first instance, he would have received the 
$8 a month from the beginning 





if that attorney had been competent to understand the force of 


It made no difference | 
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a sum upon the services of an attorney in the prosecution of pension 


And so it was in the case of this sol- | 


except a contingent fee that might come out of the pension if it should | 
be granted, he went to some person who could assist him in getting the | 
Having a good and a meritorious claim, as I believe | 


} 
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A bill is introduced to rerate the pension, and that he be allowed what 
he is entitled to, $8 a month, from the time that the disability occurred, 
But it seems that the Committee on Invalid Pensions had adopted a 
different rule in respect to cases asking originally for pensions in this 
House, a rule which excluded arrears. I do not know whether it ever 
applied to a case where there is simply an application for rerating a 
pension. But,as I have said, they adopted a different rule in cases 
asking for original pensions here, and this case seemed to come within 
the terms of that rule. And yet the committee, seeing the merit of 
the case and endeavoring to do justice, report a bill granting this appli- 
cant $15 a month from the time that the act takes effect. 

Look at the equities of the case. If the man had gone one step 
further and lost that right hand, as I understand it, he would have been 
entitled toa pension of $18a month under the generallaw. There is a 
difference in the degree of rating pensions as between a mere gunshot 
wound in the right arm and the loss of the right hand or of the left 
hand. It seems to me that the evidence in this case is convincing that 
it is almost a case equivalent to the loss of the right hand or of th 
loss of either hand. ‘There is equity in it. He ought to have the $15 
a month, because it isshown that the disability under which he labored 
is such that he can not carry on his trade—is not able to do his ordi- 
nary work. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does not the report say that the pen- 
sion is not based upon that ground, but to avoid the giving of back 
pay? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the committee have not given 
the right reason, this Congress can afford to give the reason or at least 
to do justice to the case whether the committee have put it on the right 
ground or not. But on either of these grounds and upon both of them 
it seems to me the House should grant the pension to this man at $l5a 
month from now out, and try to do that justice which has failed hitherto, 
because he has been obliged to employ an incompetent attorney, becauss 
the laws of this country as they have been ordained by Congress do not 
enable him to get a real attorney to make out his papers and present 
them before the Commissioner of Pensions. 

I hope my friend from Alabama [Mr. HEwittT] will enable me to 
carry the good news to this soldier from New York that he is always in 
favor of giving to soldiers their just and honest due, and that he is not 
going to take advantage of any technicality or any failure in proof sim 
ply because a man has not been able to employ an attorney who could 
intelligently make out his proofs to present them to the Commissioner 
in the first instance. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not understand that this is a case of 
proof at allor acase of an attorney. Ido not understand that it would 
have made the least difference in the world whether this man had an 
attorney or a claim agent at all—not in the least. It is a case of rating 
a disability. Attorneys are not supposed to know how to rate disabili- 
ties. Attorneys are not employed for that purpose, but to gather evi- 
dence and present the case. 

How a man is rated under our practice is determined in this way: 
The claimant is ordered before a board of surgeons, three or five, ap- 
pointed in the different districts throughout the country, the best sur- 
geons being selected by the Pension Office to examine these applicants. 
This applicant doubtless—and I desire to have the attention of the gen- 
tleman from New York—went before such a board of surgeons for exam- 
ination. What for? To ascertain and report the trne physical condi- 
tion of this claimant to the Pension Office and with that report to give 
their opinion of the nature, degree, and character of the disability. 
That report goes to the medical referee in the Pension Oflice who sits 
there from day to day, from week to week, from year to year, and 
passes upon all these cases upon the facts reported to him by competent 
medical authority, not the opinion of lawyers or witnesses, which is 
worth absolutely nothing in such a case as this. It is a medical ques- 
tion, pure and simple. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does not the medical referee take into consideration 
the evidence of witnesses as to the disability of the applicant, whether it 
does not disable him from his ordinary avocations ? 

Mr.WARNER, of Ohio. Notasto the rating, not as to the question of 
the disability. He never looksat that. Itisnotlaid beforehim. He 


May I ask the gentleman a question ? 


| receives only the report from the board of surgeons, and upon that he acts. 


| He may approve or not. 


; . . . . } 
Now he comes to Congress and asks that justice may be done to him. 


He may find that one board reports one rating as their opinion on one 
state of facts which they report, and another board might report differ- 
ently. Very often, therefore, these claimants are sent before different 
boards. And this claimant doubtless, if he made application, would be 
sent before a different board for examination as to his true physical 
condition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very plain to my mind that this is a case 
which this House ought not to pass upon, a case which the committee 
ought not to pass upon. The Committee on Invalid Pensions is not a 
committee of surgeons—some of them may be; I do not know but there 
may be surgeons upon that committee—but the committee would not 
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be supposed capable of passing upon a question of that kind. They 
did not have the applicant before them for examination, and are not 
competent, therefore, to report upon his true physical condition. And 
all this evidence that is presented is so much stuff probably. I know 
we have these reports; but, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to 
those who make reports, I am inclined to treat them just as 1 do in- 
scriptions upon tombstones—I never deny them. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Itseemsto me the argument of the 
gentleman from Ohio, if it proves anything 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it a question you want to ask? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then ask the question; and if the gentle- 
man will answer my argument when he takes the floor I will listen to 
him. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman is to dictate how 
I am to ask the question, I will not ask it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman desires to ask a question, 
I will answer it if I can. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It strikes me that according to the 
argument of the gentleman from Ohio we should not change the rating 
under any circumstances. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It should never be done by this House or 
by the committee, and for this reason: They can not possibly have 
the necessary evidence before them to reverse the judgment of scientific 





men in the Pension Office, who are men of experience and who pass upon | 


the question upon medical and surgical evidence. If we should do that, 
as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEwItTr] suggests to me, the 
House would be full of bills. 

Therefore I say this is a case the House can not afford to pass. We 
can not afford to take upon ourselves the duty and the responsibility of 
reversing the judgment of scientific boards, and with no evidence betore 
us but reports that are read here in our hearing. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions if he or any member on the committee can 
give the information upon what basis the rate of $15 a month was made? 
Was it a mere arbitrary fixing of $15, or was there any reason for it? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It was necessarily arbitrary. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. That is what. I want to know. 
chairman of the committee can give me the information. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not remember much about this case; possibly 
it may have been considered during my absence. I have very little rec- 
ollection of it, and what knowledge I do have I get from the report; 
at least I have no recollection of any extraneous facts. 

But from the report I gather these facts: This man was severely 
wounded in the arm, in the right arm. While the report of one of the 
surgeons, perhaps, as set forth in the report of the committee, states 
that the disability was a progressive and an increasing one, I think | 
an justified in saying that the committee arrived at the conclusion that 
probably that was not the case. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
right there ? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would not the Commissioner of Pensions 
at once, on the presentation of this report, order this applicant before 
another board of surgeons, if he desired another examination in ordet 
to secure a just rate of pension ? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And would not that evidence be better 
than such testimony as is presented to this House or was presented to 
the committee ? 

Mr. MATSON. 


Perhaps the 


I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 


WARNER] and to the House that my experience with those who have | 


had their pensions increased is this: As soon as the pension is increased 
they form the idea that that ought to have been the rate from the date 
of the beginning of their pensions; that fact is true. I admit in all 
its force that whenever a man’s pension is increased that idea strikes 
him at once—that the increased rate ought to have been the rate from 
the beginning of the pension. 


In the case of permanent wounds that do notaffect any other parts of 


the body than the wounded parts, the pensioner is probably right about 
that; probably his disability was as bad at the time he was wounded as 
it is now, just as great. 

In investigating this case the committee probably—I want the House 
to understand that I have no recollection of it, but gathering what I 
can from this report I am satisfied that the committee concluded that 
this disability was one of that character, and each gentleman here to- 
night can form his own judgment about it. The committee probably 
concluded that the wound was of that character, that the disability 


was necessarily as great at the very moment of its infliction as it was at | 


the time the pension surgeon last examined him and fixed the rate at 
$8 amonth. We therefore concluded that injustice had been done this 
man and that we would increase the pension. That is the long and 
short of it, as far as I can get at it. 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
justice of the case. 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. TheCommittee on Invalid Pensions has 
adopted the rule, which I am sure willcommend itself to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HEWItT], that we would in no case grant arrears 
of pensions, because to do so would be entering upon a very dangerous 
field. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Allow me to say that that was the rule 
adopted by the committee in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses, when I was on the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. I understand that; and that I suppose makes the 
rule the more commendable to the gentleman from Alabama. We are 
not asking to give this man any arrears of pension; but we thought we 
could do something to repair the wrong that had been done him. We 
thought that the wound, which was in the right arm near the elbow, 
created as much disability at the time it was inflicted as it does now; 
that he had fora great part of the time drawn a pension of $3 a month, 
and we would now increase it to $8 a month. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I donot think the gentleman has answered my 
question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As my friend seems to be so very patient 
under questioning, will he let me ask him a ¢uestion? 

Mr. MATSON. Let me first answer the one by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HoBLITZzELL]. I will say to that gentleman that he is 
right in the supposition that the rate of pension here determined upon 
was an arbitrary rateonour part. We fixed the sum arbitrarily. We 
had no other datathan the gentleman himself has from the report. We 
believed that rate would be about just and right, and therefore fixed 
it at that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The question I desired to ask the gentle- 
man is this. Who does he think would bethe best judge of the degree 
of disability, his committee or the board of surgeons and the medical 
reviewer of the Pension Office ? 

Mr. MATSON. Well, I might answer that question as they say our 
friends in the far East answer questions, by asking another. Who does 
the gentleman think was the best judge of the degree of disability, 
the man who rated it $3 a month, or the man who rated it at $8 a 
month ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. ,The degree of disability might have 
changed. Iam not a surgeon or a board of surgeons; but for my own 
part I am not willing to substitute the judgment of lawyers and Con 
gressmen on questions of this kind for the judgment of a scientific 
board of surgeons. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The man might have been wounded 
and it might have been ten years afterward that the disability devel- 
oped itself. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I think while the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions have sought to do justice and equity to this claimant, and in 
endeavoring to do that have rated his pension arbitrarily at $15 a 
month, according to the statement made by the chairman of that com 
mittee [Mr. MATsoN] still it would I think be entering upon ver) 
dangerous ground for us to pass this bill upon any such statement o 
justice and equity measured by the Committee on Invalid Pensions as 
organized in any Congress. 

One Committee on Invalid Pensions, very tender-hearted and humane 
might in the exercise of an arbitrary power fix a higher rate than anothes 
committee not so tender-hearted. Thus, after a while, we may fine 
ourselves in the attitude of having various expressions of justice 
equity emanating from various Committees on Invalid Pensions. It is 
like measuring equity according to the size of the chancellor's foot. 
Now, I do not think the heart of any particular Committee on Invalid 
Pensions is quite as reliable an authority to determine the rate of disa 
bility as the board of surgeons. 


And this is an attempt to get at the 


+} 


and 


They have.no interest whatever in pass 
ing upon the diiferent degrees of disability and determining the rates of 
various Claimants. The law in the organization of such boards has had 
in view the securing of a body of disinterested judges to deterinine upon 
each case. 

The fact that the pensioner in this case received in the first instance 
only 33 and that the pension was afterward increased to $5 or 33 does 
not imply necessarily that when he received $3 he was entitled to the 
$5 or $8. The rate fixed at the particular time simply expressed th 
degree of disability shown to the board at that time. 

As I understand the statement of the gentleman trom New York, 
there is partial paralysis of the arm of this pensioner; but it does not 


necessarily follow from the nature of the injury that this paralysis will 
extend to entire disability. On the other hand, it is possible that 


within forty-eight hours from the time we act on this case that arm 
may be totally paralyzed, and then the pensioner would be entitled 
upon an examination by the board to be rated at $18 a month, the rate 
for entire disability of the arm 

I submit that the action of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in fix- 
ing the rate of pension arbitrarily at $15a month should not be accepted 
by the House when it may establish a bad precedent which may come 
back to plague us in the future. Surely such a precedent would do 
more harm than it can possibly do good. This soldier has the same 
means as every other disabled solder of being rated properly according 
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his disability by the action of the board of surgeons. 


By the finding of such a board he should stand as other soldiers must 
stand 

Mr. PAYNE I understand that the Commissioner of Pensions has 
no power to increase this pension beyond $8 a month, unless there 
should be total loss of the use of the right arm—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Or disability equivalent thereto 

Mr. PAYNE. Or equivalent disability. I understand that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions has exhausted his power in this case, because it 
does not appear that there is total loss of the use of the right arm 

Mr. MATSON I must correct the gentleman. As I understand, 
the Commissioner of Pensions would have the right to grade this man 
at any sum from $8 a month up to $50 a month. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then there seems to be a mistake in the report, for 
it says in so many words that the Commissioner of Pensions has ex- 
hausted his power in this respect 


to the 


measure ol 

































































































Mr. MATSON That is a mistake. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He has exhausted his power, because 
the disability would not entitle the man to more than $8 a month. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The report states that under the law he can 
receive but 58 a month | 

Ir. PAYNE. I have not been able to find in the statutes any stop- | 


ping-place in such a case as this between $8 a month and $18 a month. | 
As I understand the law, the rate can not be more than $8 a month 
unless there is total loss of the use of the arm—whether it be the right | 
or the left arm I presume makes no difference. 

Now, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HoOBLITZELL] says that the 
committee has fixed an arbitrary sum. Why, Mr. Chairman, I would | 
like to know how under the general law we get at the sum of $8 a month 
or $18 a month, or in the case of an officer $30 a month? Is not the | 
sum entirely arbitrary? How do we arrive at the sum of $8 a month | 
for pensions of soldiers of the Mexican war? Every general law and 
every special act passed for the purpose of granting pensions provides 
an arbitrary sum, depending, as is said, upon the generous heart of 
members of the committee or of the House. These sums are all arbi- 
trary. 


But the chairman of the committee says that they fixed upon this | 
arbitrary sum in the effort to deal out equity and justice to this soldier | 
upon all the facts in the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I said before the trouble was with the man who | 
drew the papers in this case in the first instance. I still think that | 
was the difficulty. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then the bill ought to be recommitted. 

Mr. PAYNE. By the papers in the Pension Office it appears that the | 
final decision of the medical reviewer was based not alone upon the evi- 
dence of the examining board, but upon all the evidence in the case in | 
regard to the disability. The evidence of the witnesses, the man’s 
neighbors, those who worked with him, those who saw him day by day 
and had actual knowledge of the facts, is much better than the evidence | 
of an examining board who only saw him but once. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him I will present a similar case within my own knowledge. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from California with 
pleasure. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I know of a case where a man was rated at $4a 
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appears that the disability has been growing worse. 
was in the preparation of his papers in the first instance in his not ca] 
ing in the evidence of his neighbors, the men who worked with } 


will ask, in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that this ; 
and the one succeeding it on the Calendar, as the gentleman makiny 
the reports from that committee is not present in the House, may 
informally passed over for the present. 





























month. Under the excitement attending his presence before the ex- 
amining board he seemed to have more power of his hands than he had 
before or had afterward. He was stirred up by the excitement of ap- 
pearing before the examining board. Dr. Hamilton and Dr. Hunting- 
ton thought it was a very curious case. After the examination the 
man was not able to unbutton his clothes or to feed himself. He had 
to be fed before he appeared before the examining board as well as after- 
ward; but, as I have said, under the excitement of appearing before the 
examining board he seemed to have more power with his hands than 
was usually the case with him. 

Mr. PAYNE. It appears this man was rated at $3 a month on the 4th 
of August, 1875. Less than a year afterward, on the 2d of August, 
he was rated at $5 a month. Each time he was examined by one of 
these boards of competent doctors. Again in 1880, four yearsafterward, 
he was rated at $8 a month. The committee find—and if the House 
would take time to read the evidence on file in the Pension Office they 
would be satisfied—there was no difference in his disability on the 4th 
of August, 1875, or in 1880. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
to indicate it. 
take to say. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He did not file till 1875, which is good 
evidence his wound did not develop into any disability. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many thousands of pensioners there are who had 
as good a case in 1865 or 1866 as they had afterward, but who left their 
cases for fifteen or twenty years, meritorious cases, too, without bring- 
ing them to the attention of the Pension Office. It appears from the 
evidence in this case that this man was wounded, was in hospital, and 
that this disability which he received in the Army continued from that 
time down. 


When did he first file his application? 
That I do not know, and there is nothing in the report 
I do not remember that fact; and I would not under- 
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The only troub), 


and knew as well as any medical examiner could what the real trouh 
was with him and what was the nature of his disability. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, this has provoked such discussion | 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we should have a vote ina cas: 


this kind, and that it should be voted down. 


Mr. MATSON. The gentleman will not lose anything by allowing 


the cases to remain upon the Calendar, as he will have an opportunit 
to vote upon them when they come again before the committee. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wishes 


to pass over this case, I must frankly say that I do not, for I believe tha 
it is a case which ought to be voted on at this time and laid aside to lx 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. I) 
my judgment it is a good case and ought to be enacted into law. 
have listened to the reading of the report and heard the remarks o 
gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
acted wisely and that they are wise and proper persons to judge of thy 
degree of disability. 
giving personal attention to these pension cases, that under the genera! 
law which gives a certain sum to a certain class of cases or certain di 

| gree of disability in many cases coming under that class, by reason o! 
its stringency pensioners are unjustly dealt with. 
man here on this floor who is not aware of that fact. 
missioner of Pensions has frequently admitted to me, as I have no doult 
in similar cases he has to other members of the House, thatfif the law 
permitted him he would give a greater rate of pension. 
did not give him any such authority. 
and the only thing he could do was to recommend that the particula: 
ease should be taken to Congress. 
| sioner is restricted to a certain sum and to a certain degree of disability 


I believe that the committe: 


Weall know, and especially those who have bee: 


There is no gentk 
Indeed, the Com 


But the law 
He was restricted in his actior 
By the general law the Commis 


Now, in this case the committee reported theyare satisfied the degre: 


of disability which this soldier labors under is greater than that fo: 
| which he has been rated by the Pension Office under the law, and fo: 


which he is now drawing a pension. They come into this House and 
state that we report to you our judgment to the effect that this soldie: 
is entitled by reason of the degree of his disability to a greater sum than 
he has been paid; that he has not been receiving the amount he should 
properly have received, and is entitled as a matter of justice to the sum 
named. I for one am ready to grant it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman will examine the r 
port he will find thatit does not state what he is saying now. It does 
not say that he is laboring under any disability which entitles him to 


| receive $15 a month. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Not only has the chairman of the Committe: 
on Invalid Pensions so stated, but the report to this House shows con 
clusively that he is not receiving what he is entitled to, and that there- 
fore the committee recommend $15 a month. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; if the gentleman will examine 
the report he will see that it sets out the fact that in order to avoid 
giving back pay this sum is proposed. They do not think that he was 
rated high enough in the first instance; and to make up the difference 
they now propose that he shall go on at the increased rate of $15 a 
month. s 

Mr. VALENTINE. I know what the gentleman from Alahama says 
is contained in this report. But it also shows that this applicant has 
been unjustly dealt with heretofore. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me ask the gentleman from Nebrasica if it is 
not better in his judgment to pass this over than to waste time ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ladmit that. I have no wish to consume the 
time of the committee. I do not desire to be classed among thos 
statesmen who have been known so often to bud out in this House with 
a policy that would seem to indicate an opinion that it is better to con 
sume a hundred dollars’ worth of time rather than lose the opportu- 
nity of making ten cents’ worth of objection. I do not want to be 
classed with them, and therefore I shall not detain the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. I renew my request, and ask that this bill be laid 
aside informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Indiana? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is objection. If it be laid aside to 
come up before a full House on Friday next, I shall not object. 

Mr. MATSON. Toobviate further delay, I will state tothe gentleman 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


| trom Ohio that my object is to consult with the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. BAGLEY] who reported the bill from the committee, with a 
view to having his consent that this and the next bill on the Calendar 


| shall be recommitted to the committee for a further investigation. 
By the evidence of the case, instead of getting better, it | 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is satisfactory to me. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this bill will be laid aside in- 
formally. ae 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JAMES M. ETTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4163 
granting a pension to James M. Etter. 

Mr. MATSON. I make the same request in reference to that bill, 
that it be passed over informally. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

DORATHEA BOTHNER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1084 
granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner. 
~ The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dorathea Bothner, 


widow of Gustavus Bothner, late second lieutenant of Company C, Thirty- 
eighth New York Volunteers. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1084 
granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner, having considered the same, beg leave 
to submit the following report: 

Gustavus Bothner, husband of the petitioner, was mustered into the service of 
the United States as second lieutenant in Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, December 12, 1862, and was discharged February 16, 1863 
His death occurred May 12,1874. At the battle of Fredericksburg, Va., he re- 
ceived a gunshot wound in the left shoulder, and it is so reported by the Sur- 
geon-General of the United States Army. For this disability he was pensioned 
April 11, 1873, at $7.50 per month, to date from February 17, 1863. The widow 
filed her application for pension June 30, 1874, and it was rejected by the Pension 
Office, on the ground that the immediate cause of death—phthisis pulmonalis 
was not the result of his wound. 

Dr. B. A. Mylins, the soldier's physician, testifies as follows 

‘That he attended soldier professionally for the last five years for neuralgia 
of the left shoulder and affection of the left lung, both caused entirely by a gun- 
shot wound through the cord of the neck, the ball coming out at the left shoul- 
der.”’ 

The same witness testifies again, May 6, 1874, on soldier's application for in- 
crease : 

“That he is physician to the pensioner, and has been for eight years. He was 
suffering from gunshot wound of left shoulder. The shock to the muscles 
partly paralyzed the arm and side, causing a sluggish flow of blood through 
the lung; the cords of the lung fastening under the shoulder gradually became | 
diseased, and finally worked into the lung, producing hemorrhage.”’ 

The same witness, who is an M. D., residing at 635 Lexington avenue, New 
York, testifies April 22, 1875: 

“That he has been the family physician of the soldier from 1866 to the date of 
his death. At the time of deponent’s first visit to soldier he found him suffer- 
ing with pain in the left lung and lameness in the shoulder. Deponent madea 
number of careful examinations, and the result showed a wound from a gun- 
shot, which entered the neck, grazed the cervical vertebra, then passing down 
entered the cavity of the thorax, injuring the left lung, and finally came out be- 
tween the ribs near the spinal column. The injury of the nerves caused partial 
loss of power, and the injury of the lung caused disease of that organ, evidently 


due to the gunshot wound. The disease of the lungs progressed slowly, but 


was incurable, and was finally the cause of death, which occurred from disease 
of the lungs, after eight years of regular professional treatment. Deponent 
can safely pronounce soldier’s death to have been caused by injury to the lungs 
from gunshot wound, of which he died May 13, 1874.” 

The examining surgeon certifies to the good standing of Dr. Mylinsas a phy- 
sician. 

Your committee are of the opinion, from the evidence adduced, that the sol- 
dier’s death was plainly traceable to the wound received in the service. It 
shows that he suffered continuously from the time of discharge to death, and 
that the lung disease had its origin fromthe gunshot wound. Yourcommittee, 
therefore, recommend the passage of H. R. 1084, granting the relief asked for 
by the petitioner. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELLIDA I. MIDDLETON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2702 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton, widow of the late Rear- 
Admiral Edward Middleton, United States Navy. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name Ellida I. Middleton, widow of the late Rear-Admi- 
ral Edward Middleton, United States Navy, and to pay her, from and after the 
passage of this act, the sum of $50 per month. 


The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 2702, after duly 
considering the same, report it back and recommend its passage on the follow- 
ing statement of facts: 

Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton entered the Navy in July, 1828, and served 
twenty-two years at sea in all grades up to that of commodore, and that during 
the period of nearly fifty-five years in the service of his country he won the ap- 
proval of the Navy Department. His last command was that of the Pensacola 
navy-yard. While there he was retired from active service at the head of the 
list of commodores, having reached the age of 62. In two months he would 
have been commissioned a rear-admiral and received the pay of that grade 
Congress, recognizing his claim to promotion, in 1876 passed a special act ad- 
vancing him to the grade of rear-admiral on the retired-list, but not mentioning 
any increased pay corresponding to the rank given, he was not benefited pecu 
niarily thereby. He died in the city of Washington, D. C., on the 27th day of 
April, 1883. 

He inherited from his forefathers a valuable property situated near Charles- 
ton, which was destroyed by the Union armies in their occupancy of that portion 
of the State just before the close of the late war. His widow, EllidaI. Middleton, 
is left with two children, a girl of 14 and a boy of 11 years of age, respectively 
in straitened circumstances. 


Your committee can see no good reason why the said widow should not have | 
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the same pension that has been allowed to the widowsof other officers of sim- 
ilar rank to that of her late husband, to wit, 0 a month. Rear-Adrairal Mid- 
dleton spent the best years of his life in the service of his country, during which 
time he could not successfully engage in private business, so as to provide for 
his family after his death. In a large number of similar cases the Government 
has recognized its responsibility for the support of the. widow of a naval officer 
above the rank of captain by granting her a pension of $0 a month. Your com- 
mittee therefore, following the precedents, recommend that the bill do pass: 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suggest to the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions that he move the committee do now rise 
and let this case go over until Friday next. It is evident that it can 
not pass here to-night and ought not to pass 

This isa bill to grant a pension of $50 per month to the widow of a 
naval officer, and, while I know that there are precedents for such bills, 
no such bill ought to pass. When we grant but $8 a month to the 
widow of a soldier who was killed in battle and 330 per month to the 
widow of a major-general who was killed in battle, there is in my judg- 
ment no good reason—none has ever been offered yet that is satisfactory 
to my mind—for the granting of pensions of $50 to the widows of naval 
officers or officers in the regular Army 

I give notice now that there must be a quorum to pass such a bill as 
this. I do not wish to debate it if the gentleman will move that the 
committee do rise. If not, I desire to be heard further. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ithink if my friend from Ohio would 
examine back to see what has been done heretofore in just such cases 
as this, and probably cases not so meritorious, where the service was 
not so long at least, that he would withdraw his objection. | suppose 
there are sixty-odd cases, possibly more, where Congress has granted by 
special acts the increase of such pensions to $50 a month 

Now, I remember but a few weeks ago the gentleman from Ohio 
himself raised an objection to a pension in the case of the widow of 


Sargeon-General Barnes. And I remember when he was appealed to 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] to withdraw his objec- 
tions, he did so and let it gothrough. The gentleman is therefore on 


record.as allowing one case of that kind to go through. Now, I do not 
pretend to say that this admiral’s services were any better than those 
of Surgeon-General Barnes; but I do say his services for more than 
fifty years for his country—his whole life to his country—entitle his 
widow to this pension. He left a widow and two children in straitened 
circumstances, and it seems to me, as the Government has granted pen 
sions in all such cases at $50 a month, the gentleman from Ohio ought 
to be willing to withdraw his qbjection and let this case go through. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ala 
bama a question ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Dees the gentleman from Alabama yield ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do, very gladly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Has not this widow a pension under the law; 
and, if so, what is the amount of it? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. She has $30 a month, I suppose 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And this isa proposition to increase 1t to $50 ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. There are about sixty cases 
where Congress has done it for widows of officers of the same rank. 
Congress has never refused in a single instance since I have been here 
to pass this kind of bills. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. I did 
not catch in the reading of the report what was the full rank of this 
officer when on the active-list. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He was a rear-admiral. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Alabama has referred 
to another case, in which my objection was withdrawn. I desire tostate 
the circumstances under which it was withdrawn. I was called out of 
the House and was not able to come in at the time. The gentleman 
from Virginia appealed to me, and not being able to come in I said I 
would not continue my objection, being out of the House. 

We are told there are titty or Sixty precedents for this. I presume 
there are, but they are just fifty or sixty too many. If you can give 
me any other reason than that it has been done before for increasing 
the pension of the widow of a general officer of the Army or of a rear- 
admiral of the Navy who has received Government pay all his life, then 
I might withdraw my objection. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama says that Rear- 
\dmiral Middleton left his widow and children in need. That was his 
fault He should not have left them in that condition Drawing the 
salary which he drew for the twenty or thirty years he was in the 
Ciovernment service, he should have made a saving. And I say we 
ought to teach these officers of the Army and Navy that out of their pay 
they are expected to make a provision for their families and learn to 
save as other people have to do. 

Mr. ROSECRANS 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It seems to me a pertinent question to ask the 
gentleman. Do you think it is easy, from what you hear, for these sal 
aried officers of the Army and Navy to lay up anything? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think they can, and they ought. If they 
exercise the economy which people in general are expected to exercise, 
they ought to, and I will state why. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. When youstate it as youropinion that they ought 


Will my gallant friend from Ohio allow me to 
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tw, yuld 
of those } 


t not be fair that an appeal should be made to the experience 

They are interested in their own cases; they are in- 
terested in the welfare of their own families, and so far as I know, ex- 
cept a fortunate few, with all the care they can take, they seldom ac- 
cumulate for old age or for the support of their families anything that 
amounts to a row of pins. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
the widow of 


She 


“ ople , 


In answer to the gentleman, I will say 
this officer is entitled under the law to $30 a month. 
is entitled to just as much as the widow of a major-general shot 
battle field is entitled to. I ask if this widow should be con- 
sidered entitled to more than the widows of major-generals who were 
shot in the field under the command of my distinguished friend from 
California [Mr. RosEcRANS] ? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I donot think myself I could point out a special 
reason why a rear-admiral’s widow should receive more than a major- 
re But I will say to my distinguished friend from Ohio 
that $50 a month for a family such as hers is represented to be and 
such as other families are to whom Congress has given $50 a month is 
not more than a pension of $8 is to those who are able to cook and wash 
for themselves. I believe it is right to do what Congress has done in 


+} 


on ne 


neral’s widow 


these fifty or sixty cases. 


are needy and appeal for at least enough to keep them decent, it is fair 


for Congress to increase their pensions as we have done in those fifty or 


sixty cases from the regular allowance of $30 per month to $50 per 
month 

Major-General Mitchell’s widow was given $50 a month. Major- 
General Mower’s widow—my friend from Connecticut [Mr. WAIT] can 
tell She writes him that she needs it. I 
submit to the gentleman from Ohio whether, after having indicated his 
views and done that ably, and after we have given him credit for his 
spirit of economy, whether it would not be fair for him to allow the 
majority to settle the case in their way ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We are often appealed to in that way, and 
the appeal is very strong that we should do no more than express our 
opinion 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have rules of the House. 
we are always acting with a quorum in the House. 
no quorum here now; 


us in what distress she 


is 


It is assumed that 
We know there is 
that only those have come here who have come 
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fore to say I thought was a bad one, and which I should oppose if it Was 
now atitsinception, began by increasing the pensions of the widows 0; 
general officers who fell upon the field of battle; that is where it ha, 
its beginning. It was not begun with the widows of naval officers. } 
with the widows of general officers who were killed upon the field 0; 
battle, and among the first was the widow of Major-General Wads 
worth, of New York. 

That precedent led to another precedent, which is now well esta} 
lished. I refer to the practice of Congress in granting to the widows, 
general officers of the Army and the widows of officers of equal ran) 
in the Navy who had served a long time, and whose widows were le't 
in indigent circumstances, the same increase of pension. 

The bill now under consideration was introduced by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], who is not here to-night. I w 
derstand that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is willing that 
this bill shall pass the Committee of the Whole and be reported to th: 
House, with the understanding that it shall not be voted on until F) 
day next. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mai 
I want this bill to have consideration j: 
the House next Friday, not a mere vote. 

Mr. MATSON. I understood the gentleman differently. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is what I proposed. 

Mr. MATSON. The bill can not be reached then. If that is th: 
proposition of the gentleman, and he still says that he intends to a& 
mand a quorum upon the bill, while I have not charge of it and it did 
not come from the committee to which I belong, it seems to me it would 
be useless to further consume the time of the House at this evening 
session. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
mittee to-night. I 


Iwant a vote on the bill in the con 


I am sure my friend from Ohio will withdraw his ob 


| jection when he finds that we are all in favor of the bill. 


to aid in the passage of these bills, and that bills do not have here the | 


consideration at these evening sessions that important bills are entitled 
to have 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will ask the gentleman whether he 
does not come here to help to pass bills ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then why do you oppose them ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
ought not to pass, and I have favored the passage of those which I 
thought should pass. 

I desire myself to debate this bill at much greater length if itis going 
to be pressed to a vote. I think we might as well draw the line here 
and now If we decide that the widow of a general officer of the regu- 
lar Army or of an officer of the Navy shall be granted a pension of $50 
a month, and only $30 a month shall be granted to the widows of the 
higher officers of the volunteer service, and but $8 a month to the widow 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
comes to a vote. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama 
General. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam glad that you have. Anold divin 
once said that no one ever succeeded in trying to serve the Lord in such a 
way as not to offend the devil, and I think that is a good rule to follow 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Stick to the devil. [Laughter ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will stick to the true rule. If this b 
is to be pressed to a vote, then I desire to discuss the question furthe: 


I want to discuss the bill further before it 


to Mr. WARNER). I have faith in you, 


| if not, then I will not further consume the time of the House. 


I have opposed only those which I thought | 


of a private soldier, then let that be decided; and whenit is once made | 


the law I will make no further opposition, because no further opposi- 
tion will then do any good. But in order to establish that rate, to 
make that the law, I must insist that we must have a quorum in this 
House 
Friday in the day-time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly I will. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I want to ask the gentleman if he is in 
favor of reducing the pensions of officers and their widows to the same 
rate as that now allowed to private soldiers and their widows ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In reply to that question, I will say that 
that subject has been under consideration by the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman, and I think it has been the opinion 
of the majority of that committee that there ought to be no distinction. 
While I have not in any speech or in any report which I have made 
expressed my opinion upon that point, now that the question is asked 
me, I will say that my inclinations are entirely in that direction. 

At any rate I am settled in the conviction that we ought not to grant 
pensions of $50 a month to the widows of officers of the regular Army and 
widows of rear-admirals of the Navy, officers who drew large pay in their 
lives, and deny the same rate of pensions to the widows of officers who 
were killed upon the field of battle, and also give but $8 a month to the 
widows of private soldiers. I have no doubt on that proposition; and 
having none, I must insist upon such a question having consideration ina 
full House, or at least ina House with a quorum. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is wrong 
in one respect. Whenever the widow ofa major-general has applied to 
have her pension increased to $50 a month it has always been done. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And been done by special act. 

Mr. MATSON. That precedent, which I have had occasion hereto- 


Will the gentleman yield to me fora 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Ifit is only a question of allowing 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] todiscuss the subject furthe: 
then why not let the committee sit here and listen to the gentlema 
while he discusses it, seeing that he has had no time to do so? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. You can not get a vote on the bill to-night 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman from Ohio will agre: 
to allow the bill to be reported to the House, I will agree that a vot: 
shall not be taken on it except when we have a quorum here; and | 
will further agree that the gentleman shall have a full hour to discuss it 
if he wants to do so, before I call the previous question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How long does the gentleman say he will 


| allow for discussion in the House ? 


I hope the gentleman will let this bill go over until next | 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will give you an hour. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When will it be called up in the House? 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. When it is regularly reached. 


I will 


| not ask that it be voted on to-night. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In that event, why not let the bill go to 
the House to be considered there with a quorum? This is an impor- 
tant question to besettled. Let it go over to be considered on Friday 
We might as well settle this question upon this bill; because if th 
House determines to allow $50 in such cases, then we may just as well 
pass a general law and end these special bills. We may as well decid: 
the question on this case as on any future case. Let us make this th 


| test; but before we decide it let there be a fair discussion. 


| and we will pass over the bill. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I want to state one other thing to th« 
gentleman, and then if he will not yield I will give up the matte: 
I want to state to him that this com 
modore owned considerable property about Charleston, 8. C., which 
was destroyed during the late war; and that is one reason of the pov- 
erty of his widow and children. Ifthe gentleman will not withdraw 
his objection upon that statement I can say no more. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Alabama makes 2 
strong appeal to our sympathy. It is a kind of appeal that is mad« 
here day after day. But if we should yield to such appeals and pass 
bills upon the emotion of the moment, where would we be? That is 
what we have done in too many cases. I do not believe myself in this 
emotional kind of legislation. 

I wish to say to the gentleman further that it seems to me in his last 
statement he has, to use a common expression, *‘ given away ’’ his whole 
case by changing entirely the ground on which he bases it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Oh, no; I have not changed the ground 
at all. 
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Mr. ROWELL. Did not the gentleman from Ohio in arguing this 
case a little while ago urge that this man ought to have laid up money 
for his family; and did he not give that as a reason why a pension 
should not be granted ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I donot change my position in that regard. 
This officer drew pay all the time he was in the Navy, and he ought to 
have saved enough for the comfortable support of his family. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I haveshown you why he has not left 
property to his family; his property was destroyed during the late war. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Well, I must insist that we may as well 
upon this case decide whether we are going to allow $50 a month to 
the widows of officers of the regular Army and the Navy. When that 
question has been decided by a full House upon proper discussion, | 
shall have no more to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House ? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 35, noes 5. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, hav- 
ing had under consideration pension bills, had directed him to report 
back to the House various bills with the recommendation that they be 
passed with or without amendments, respectively. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
onthe Private Calendar were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time ; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: . 

A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant. 

The amendments reported to the following bills were agreed to, and 
the bills as amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney; and 

A bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace. 

AMANDA CUTTER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar have reported with an amendment the bill (H. 
R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMES. That bill was reported to the House on an agree- 
ment with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HoBLITZELL] that a 
vote should be taken on it in the House. I wish to act in good faith, 
but as the gentleman is not present I do not know whether he insists 
upon having a vote on the bill in the House or not. 

Mr. MATSON. It was agreed that the vote should not be taken on 
this bill until a quorum was present, and therefore I move by unani- 
mous consent that the bill be allowed to remain as unfinished business 
coming from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and to be taken up when that class of business is next in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MATSON (at 10 o'clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. F. CAMPBELL: Petition for the improvement of Johnson’s 
Inlet, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 





By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the First National Bank of 


Grafton, Mass., relative to the national banking system—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial in favor of free sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial in favor of penny letter-postage—to the Committees 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of 300 citizens, inventors, manufacturers, 
and merchants, of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the further lim- 
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iting the life of patents and protesting against the passage of laws dis- 
criminating against inventors—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition and resolutions of the board of trade of the city of 
Cleveland, Ohio, asking that the further coinage of silver be stopped for 
two years, and that bank notes of less denomination than S85 be 
issued—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of members of the Marine Society, Board 
of Trade, and merchants of Portsmouth, N. 
for the survey of Portsmouth Harbor 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of James Nolder Post, No. 329, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the pas- 
sage of the Robinson bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Tonganoxie Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Kansas, asking for the enactment of pension laws asked for 
by the committee of the Grand Army—to the same committee 

By Mr. MURPHY: Joint resolution of the State of Iowa, relative 
to free homes for all surviving soldiers and sailors of the Union Army 
to the same committee. 


not 


H., for an appropriation 
-to the Committee on Rivers and 


Also, joint resolution relative to pensioning ex-prisoners of war—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Affidavit of employés of the Rock Island arsenal, 
relative to the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of Benjamin W. Hopper, for 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Pap Thomas Post, No. 52, Grand 
Army ofthe Republic, and letter of Maj. J. G. C. Lee, United States 
Army, asking for the passage of H. R. 557 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of C. G. Wells and 57 others, citizens of 
Galveston, Tex., for the passage of H. R. 4482, relative to the revenue- 
marine service—to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Memorial of John Gray and asso- 
ciates, proposing to enter into contract for removal of obstructions to 
navigation at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WELLER: Petition of employés of the folding-room for in- 
crease of pay, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Rogers Post, No. 11, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, and of Robinson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, asking Congress to 
pass such pension laws as were recommended by the committee of the 
national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: Memorial against the newspaper copyright hill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


severally to the Commit- 


severally to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 12, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHNn 


ARMAMENT FOR FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa privileged question. It is to 
correct an improper reference. Yesterday a message from the President, 
accompanied by a letter from the Secretary of War in reference to sea- 
coast defenses and their armament, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I move that committee be discharged from its farthe1 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, where it properly belongs. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It does not belong to our committee 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change ot 
will be ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. ELLIS. Can not I have a vote on my motion ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemancandoso. He claims an improper 
reference has been made, and it is a matter for the House to decide. It 
has been the practice to submit the matter to the Honse. It was re 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, as it relates to permanent annual appropria- 
tions 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that committee be discharged, and it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the communication be 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Ii pre 


The condition of our seacoast defenses and their 


reterence 


re ad. 


statives 


armament has been brought 


to the attention of Congress in my annual messages, and | now submit a s] ial 
estimate of the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, transmitted by the Se 
tary of War, for a permanent annual appropriation of $1,500,000 to provide the 
necessary armament for our fortifications 

This estimate is founded upon the report of the gun-foundery board recently 
transmitted, to which I have heretofore invited the early attention fc’ res 


In presenting this estimate I do not think it necessary to en 
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siderations which make it of the highest importance that there should be no | would be in order after the demand for the regular order if it be a privi- 
unnecessary delay in entering upon the work, which must be commensurate leged report 
with the pub nterests to be guarded and which will take much time 5 e} 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR APPOINTMENTS, NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 11, 1854 . — ‘ ' 

Se ie Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the 
Mr. K ay ER. “m ( nopow 2 Appropriations have ene following report: 
subject unde onsideration, an k it is ype : iss : P ‘ , 
Su ander . DSICCaUON, a : think tis proper that this shouk The Committee on Commerce having had under consideration the following 
also be referred to them While it isa request lor a permanent annual resolution, respectfully report it back to the House with the recommendation 
appropriation, still it is a subject that must come before that commit- | that it do pass 


tee, and had as well go before it now as at any other time. The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, that communication re- The resolution was read 
lates to an appropriation permanent in its character—— It is as follows: 


Mr. ELLIS. Suppose it does ? Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, requested to 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina Well, suppose it does! furnish the House with the correspondence, if any, now pending with subordi 

\ S \ ‘ riates { fortifi s? TT ear nate officers of customs at New York as to the interpretation and construction 

Mr. ELLI Vho appropriates for fortification There can be no of section 1754 of the Revised Statutes and the civil-service law with reference 
dispute about this reference. to the preference given by the aforesaid section and law to honorably discharged 
The SPEAKER Che Chair will state that, strictly speaking, under | soldiers and sailors. 


the rules of the House this question is not debatable; but the Chair has The resolution was agreed to 
listened to the suggestions of gentlemen upon the subject, there being Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
no objection | was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
Mr. REAGAN. I object to debate on this question. the table. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, then, on the motion made by the | The latter motion was agreed to. 


gentleman from Louisiana to discharge the Committee on Military Af- | 


tairs from the further consideration of this communication and refer it a ; ; : 
} tt ot? Mr. HANCOCK. I renew the motion to dispense with the morning 
to the Committee on \ppropriations 5 


The ee | hour for the call of committees. 
1¢ motion was agreed to se Ais" ia = 5 
Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was | The SPEAKER. That requires & two-thirds vote. 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | . The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes 
tabl 70, noes 40. 
Mr. McADOO. I demand tellers on the motion. 
Tellers were not ordered, 14 members only voting therefor. 
| So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion to dis- 
Mr. HANCOCK. Idemand the regular order. pense with the morning hour was not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports, but the Chair desires to submit an executive com- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The latter motion was agreed to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


BILLS OF LADING. 


munication and personal requests of members, if there be no objection. Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
There was no objection. back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2414) to make bills of lading 
; ' conclusive evidence in certain cases: which was referred to the House 

LEASE OF POST-OFFICES. 


| Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying report, ordered 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- | to be printed. 


General, in relation to the necessity of an increase in the appropriation ro ad Be Re ae : 
for the ensuing fiscal year by reason of the passage of the pill (S. 1508) | APPEALS FROM SUPREME COURT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

authorizing the lease of premises for the use of post-offices of the first, | Mr. POLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
second, and third classes, and also transmitting copy of a letter from the | with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6220) regulating ap 
Postmaster-General to the chairman of the subcommittee of the Com- | peals from the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate; which was referred tothe Com- | Supreme courts of the several Territories; which was referred to the 
mittee on Appropriations. | House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. printed. 


: ; OHIO JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr W HITE, of Minnesot x indefinitely, on account of sickness Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 

im his famils ; with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2525) to transfer Logan 
To Mr. MANZANARES. indefinitely, on account of sickness in his | COU®ty from the western division of the northern judicial district of 
Benn il x Ohio to the eastern division of the southern district of the said State; 
KANSAS RAILROAD LAND GRANT. | which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BELFORD to present | 


the views of the minority of the Committee on the Public Lands to the | ; al ; f 
bill (H. R. 6416) to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by | Mr. REAGAN, troni the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the State of | With a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5724) making an ap- 
Kansas; which was ordered to be printed with the report of the com- | Proptiation for the erection of a light-house on Dog Island, Florida; 
mittee which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. HANCOCK. Regular order 
Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON DOG ISLAND, FLORIDA. 


LIGHTS ON LOWER CAPE FEAR RIVER. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
Mr. BELFORD. I belong to the Committee on Public Lands, which | With & favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5100) to establish 
ee Pag rien ae ee > 4-) | lights on the Lower Cape Fear River, North Carolina; which was re- 

is privileged to make reports in reference to land-grant railroads. Until | Small én the Camasiites on Anmeenstetionn 

this morning I have not been able to prepare my minority report. I | we 2 

sk whether the question of privilege covers my right to present that REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

report Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
rhe SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that it can | a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6120) to promote the efli- 

not be done as a matter of privilege ; but the Chair has just asked the | ciency of the revenue-marine service. 


House and obtained consent for the gentleman to present it. Hecan| TheSPEAKER. Does the bill make or require an appropriation ? 
therefore submit it at any time during the day that he desires. | Mr. PETERS. It requires no appropriation. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. | Mr. REAGAN. It requires an increase of rank of officers. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it requires an increase of appro- 
| priation hereafter to execute its provisions. The bill will be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the report, will be printed. 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire to present the views of the minority on this 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BRENTs to present 
his dissenting views as a member of the Committee on the Public Lands 
on the bill (H. R. 6534) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to aid 
in the construction of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and for other pur- 
poses; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the Commit- 


>} ae bill, to be printed with the report of the majority. 
tee on the Public Lands we . ; . . 
; Phere was no objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Mr. PETERS. I also report back from the Committee on Commerce 
Mr. HANCOCK. I move todispense with the morning hour for the | several bills for which the bill just reported is a substitute. 
call of committees The following bills, reported back from the Committee on Commerce, 


Mr. REAGAN. I hope we will not do that. We ought to have a | were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
morning hour to make reports. I have a privileged report which I de- | to be printed: 
sire to submit A bill (H. R. 4483) to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that that | service. 
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A bill (H. R. 5519) providing fora retired-list for the officers of the 
revenue-marine service. 

A bill (H. R. 5979) to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine 
service; and 

A bill (H. R. 6227) to promote the efficiency of the revenue-marine 
service. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT WHITE CLOUD. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5315, to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at a point to be selected between the north 
and the south line of the county of Douglas, State of Nebraska, and to 
make the same a post-route, a bill (H. R. 6536) for a bridge across the 
Missouri River at White Cloud, in Doniphan County, Kansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most acces- 
sible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minnesota; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES RIVER AT SAINT PAUL. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4799) to authorize the construction 
of foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at 
Saint Paul, Minn.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the amendment and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 5434, a bill (H. R. 6537) to authorize the construction | 
of bridges across the Mississippi River, one within the State of Minnesota 
and one between the Statesof Minnesota and Wisconsin; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. : 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as 

a substitute for S. 1797, a bill (H. R. 6538) authorizing the construc- 


ACROSS MISSISSIPPI 


tion of a railroad bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of | 


Wisconsin and Minnesota; which was read a. first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS RIVERS 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on 
a substitute for H. R. 5433, a bill (H. R. 6539) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Wisconsin, Chippewa, and Saint Croix 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF FRUIT-GROWERS, ETC. 

Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported, as asub- 
stitute for H. R. 4564, a bill (H. R. 6540) for the relief of fruit-growers 
and to encourage the cultivation of fruit; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWEY obtained unanimous consent to present the views of the 
minority, to be printed with the report of the majority. 


CAPT. 


IN WISCONSIN. 


Commerce, also reported, as 


DOUGLASS OTTINGER. 


Mr. GOFF, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back with | 


a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief of Capt. 
Douglass Ottinger, of the revenue-marine service; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS AT NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. GOFF, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4782) to fix the posi- 
tions of the assistant astronomers at the Naval Observatory; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES N. CARPENTER. 

Mr. GOFF, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2853) for the relief of 
James N. Carpenter; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

LEASE OF POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, from the Committee on the Post-Oftic« 
and Post-Roads, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5091 
to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of post- 
offices of the first, second, and third classes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


| post-office, and other Government offices at Williamsport, Pa.,’’ 
| making an additional appropriation therefor; which was referred to the 


| Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ 


teported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 


| ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR LETTER-CARRIERS, ET‘ 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, from the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
2409) granting letter-carriers and clerks in the first and second class 
post-offices thirty days’ leave of absence in each fiscal year; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COSGROVE. On behalf of a minority of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads I ask consent to submit their views upon 
the bill just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the minority of the com 
mittee will have leave to file their views, to be printed with the report 
of the majority. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILLIAMSPORT, PA. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2686) 


| to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the use of 


the United States circuit and district courts of the United States, the 
and 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAINT JOSEPH, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5080) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri,’’ approved August 5, 


MO. 


| 1882: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
5139) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a suitable building for a post-oflice and other 
and making an ad 
ditional appropriation therefor ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING rEX 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3441) 
for the erection of a public building at San Antonio, Tex.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | nion, 


and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 


AT SAN ANTONIO, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 154) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of 
Jacksonville, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
H. R. 1147) 
to provide for the erection of a building for the accommodation of the 
post-oftice, custom-house, court-rooms, and other Government offices in 
the city of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina; which was re- 


WILMINGTON, N. C. 


Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUBURN, N. Y. 
Mr. WEMPLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 


R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city of Auburn, 
N. Y.: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr. PUSEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2 for the erection 
of a public building at Wichita, Kans.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


9. 


aw 


accom 


CLAIMS 
Mr. LOVERING, 


UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


from the 


Committee on Labor, reported as a sub- 


stitute for H. R. 1006, a bill (H. R. 6541) providing for the adjustment 
of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the 
eight-hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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SARAH J. BREMMER. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; which was referred to 

Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
ccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HARRIET 


S. BRISBIN}I 
Mr 


sions 


RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
itute for H. R. 5780, a bill (H. R. 6542) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet 8. Brisbine; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


I 


reported, as a subst 


SEWELI rIBBETTs, 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 3702) granting an increase of pension to Sewell F. Tibbetts; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 

MARY ANNA EGAN 
Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 


amendments the bill (H 
Mary Anna | 
House on th: 
to be pl 


Kk. 3979) granting an increase of pension to 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 


yan 


nted 


MRS. KATE C. M’DOUGAI 


from tl 


Mr. LAIRD 1e Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 70) granting a pen- 
on to Mrs. Kate C. McDougal: which was referred to the Committee 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 


report ordered to be printed 


ALFRED 


Mr. VAN ALYSTNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition of Alfred Wood; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed 


Woon. 


PAYMENT OF FEMALE NURSES DURING THE WAR. 


Mr. CONNOLLY, from the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 


sions, bounty, and Back Pay, reported back the bill (H. R. 307) to pro- 
vide tor the payment of female nurses during the war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
ind, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLISM. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


. . | 
Mr. KLEINER, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


lraflic, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 596) to lessen crime and 
human suffering from alcoholism by restricting the use of distilled spirits 
mechanical, and medicinal purposes; which was laid on 


to sclentilic 


the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I desire, by unanimous consent of the 
House, to submit the views of the minority and in favor of reporting 
back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. They are not 


prepared at this time, and I only ask permission to file them when they 
are ready and to ask unanimous consent that they may be ordered to 
be printed with the report of the majority 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
according 1y 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAI 


Mr. MURPHY, fromthe Committeeon Railwaysand Canals, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1879) to provide for the acceptance by the United 
States of the grant of the Illinois and Michigan Canal and all its ap- 
purtenances from the State of Illinois; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
DUCK VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION, NEVADA. 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Indian 
\ffairs, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3008) for the 


relief of certain settlers on the Duck Valley Indian reservation, in 
Nevada: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
DI a 
F. C. BULKLEY 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, also reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 4056 
for the relief of F. C. Bulkley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed 

LEAVE OF ABSENCI 

Mr. Cox, of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 

absence until Tuesday next, on account of sickness 
EXTENDING SIGNAL SERVICE TO FARMERS. 

Mr. AIKEN I am directed by the Committee on Agriculture to re- 

port back a bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief of the farmers of the United 
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States by extending to them the benefits of the Signal Service, and to 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KEIFER. Hasnot the Committee on Agriculture the power to 
make appropriations in this respect under the rules? 

Mr. AIKEN. This simply enlarges the appropriation already em- 
braced in one of the appropriation bills, and for that reason we have 
recommended its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thinkit should go tothe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. AIKEN. I think I have the right to move, under the instruc- 
tions of the Committee on Agriculture, its reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order for the gentleman to move its refer- 
ence to one of the standing committees of the House. Does the gen- 
tleman from Indiana insist on his motion that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. AIKEN’S motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Appro- 
priations was agreed to. 

ORDER OF 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I desire to take a bill from the 
Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The SPEAKER. 

FORFEITURE 


BUSINESS. 


The regular order of business has been demanded 


OF A LAND GRANT 


Mr. PAYSON. I call up for consideration the unfinished business, 
which is the bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeited certain lands granted 
to aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon and to enforce the 
same by judicial proceedings, reported from the Committee en the Pub- 
lic Lands, and put the same upon its passage, on which the gentleman 
from Alabama [ Mr. OATEs] is entitled to the floor. 


IN OREGON. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I gave notice yesterday, Mr. Speaker, that I 
would to-day make a motion to rescind the standing order of the House 
in reference to the consideration of bills coming from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds for the erection of public buildings, and 
if in order, I should like to take up the matter and have it disposed of. 
We have too little time left to-day, as I understand that at 2 o’clock, 
according to previous order of the House, we are to have memorial serv- 
ices on the death of the late Mr. HERNDON, of Alabama. I gave notice 
yesterday of my intention to move to rescind the order in reference to 
public buildings, and I ask that it be taken up at once. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. THOMPSON. If Iam in order I now make the motion to re- 


| scind the order by which the House set apart the 9th of April, and 


_—_ 


afterward from day to day until disposed of, for the consideration of 
bills for the erection of public buildings coming from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to raising the question of order 
as to whether the gentleman under the notice given by him can make 
the motion to rescind the order to which he refers. It is a matter of 
some importance and some difficulty. If it be a standing order the 
House made on last Monday, then the Chair perhaps would have little 
difficulty in determining what are the rights of the gentleman under the 
notice given by him on yesterday, but the real question appears to be 
whether that is a standing order or not. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I understand the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina to raise the point of order. I believe that is subject to debate 
He raises the point of order, or rather he raises the question of con- 
sideration against the motion I submitted. I think the order made 
last Monday is in one sense a standing order of the House. When the 
subject was up for consideration on last Wednesday the question was 
made at that time whether it was a special order or not, and I under- 
stood the Speaker to rule it was not a special order and was not sub- 
ject to the exceptions to be taken to a special order. 

I wish to call the attention of the Speaker especially to page 3044 of 
the RecorD of the proceedings of the House, of date April 10, when 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] made the point of order 
that this was a special order, and nothing but a special order, made by 
the House, and was, therefore, subject to be intereepted in its opera- 
tion by any other special order or general order theretofore made, and 
especially was liable to be intercepted by the demand for the unfinished 
business coming over from the Committee on Public Lands. The 
Speaker ruled as follows 

If the bill reported by the Committee on Public Lands and heretofore under 
consideration had been itself a special order it would have been excepted from 
the operation of the resolution passed on Monday, but it was not a special 
order. It simply belonged to a class of bills having a certain preference by res- 
olution of the House over other business of the House. The resolution— 

And this is the part to which I desire to call the special attention of 
the Chair— 

The resolution of Monday is very similar to the resolution passed by the 


House during the present session, and usually passed at each session of Con- 
gress, setting apart a particular day or evening for the consideration of pension 





CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 





hills. Thisis precisely like the resolution on that subject, except it makes cer- 
tain specific a, whereas the resolution in reference to the consideration 
of pension bills on Friday evening makes no exception ; it sets apart a day, as- 
signs it, dedicates it to the consideration of a particular kind of business. 

Now, in that case the Speaker ruled that this was not a special order, 
hut that it wasin the nature of a standing order of the House, precisely 
the same in its character, force, and effect as the standing order of the 
House which sets apart Friday of each week for the consideration of 
pills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and for no other 
business, except that the Friday evening order of business under which 
the House operates, as a standing order, makes no exception in favor 
of any other character of business, whereas this order did except gen- 
eral appropriation bills, revenue bills, and other prior orders of the 
House. Therefore, it being in its nature a standing order of the House, 
and a standing order continuing from day to day until disposed of, 
under the demands of these gentlemen representing that committee if 
they choose to enforce the execution of that order, it continues to op- 
erate as a continuing standing order of the House until it finally ex- 
hausts itself with the consideration of every bill reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and possibly every one 
to be yet reported by that committee, and not only that, but all of the 
bills upon the Speaker’s table which are reported from the Senate. 

Now, what is a standing order of the House? There is a clear dis- 
tinction between two classes of orders, that is to say there are two 
grades of orders—special orders, made for the consideration of a special 
subject and which terminate with the consideration of that special 
matter, and a standing order which is more permanent in its charac- 
ter and which must endure until it is rescinded by the action of the 
House itself. The special order exhausts itself with the subject-mat- 
ter to which it applies. The general or standing order continues in 
force until action is taken by the House for its repeal. 

Now, we have many standing orders in the House. 
erates under fixed rules. The rules then are but the standing orders 
ofthe House. They are inthe natyreof standing orders. Their effect 
is equivalent tothat of standing orders. For instance, we have a stand- 
ing order that we will meet every day at 12 0’clock until it shall be re- 
pealed by order of the House. That is a standing order until the House 
chooses to rescind it. Upon notice given in accordance with another 
standing order the House has the right to rescind it; and the other 
standing order to which I refer requires one day’s notice of the inten- 
tion to change the time of meeting. Andso, also, with any other order 
which makes out and lays down the general order of business for the 
House, which it must adhere to and pursue from day to day until the 
business is concluded or the resolution rescinded. 

This resolution under consideration to which I refer does that, and 
in that respect the Speaker was right when he said it was not a special 
order but a general or standing order, subject to be rescinded upon one 
day’s notice. What is the difference between that and what you term 
a rule of the House? The language of the eighteenth rule of the 
House is: 


The House op- 


No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor. 


Now, Lapprehend that there was some reason for theadoption of that 


rule. The rules of the House should not be changed without due 
notice. Nor ought the standing orders of the House to be changed 


without notice. It ought not to be possible for any gentleman to rise 
in his place and offer a motion to rescind the rules of the House with- 
out due notice of the intention to do so. Nor is it admissible where a 
fixed rule has been made to change the rule without reference of the 
motion to the Committee on Rules and a report back from that com- 
mittee. But, sir, the standing orders of the House, as I understand, 
are not of the same dignity as the rules of the House, while to a cer- 
tain extent they have the same effect and force. They are not so gen- 
eral in their character and operation, but while they are not so general 
in their operation the House ought.to have the same power to change 
them. A standing order of the House, such as this, ought therefore to 
be subject to a revision by the House. There ought to be and must be 
some mode left by which the House can disengage itself from the en- 
tanglement into which it may be placed if it chooses to do We 
ought not to be coerced in the contention of a rule which it becomes de- 
sirable and necessary to rescind. There ought tobe some way whereby 
the House, when tired of the subject, might escape its consideration. 
Now, what chances are there todo that if this is to be considered asthe 
rule of the House, to be rescinded only on a report made by the Com- 
mittee on Rules? 

But it is not nor has it becomea standing rule of the House. 
it a special order of the House. Special orders are not rescinded upon 
notice. When the House has suspended the rules and made a special 
order for any purpose it ought not to be in the power of a simple ma- 
jority of the House to undo that act. A special order has to be con- 
sidered and the House does not intend to escape its consideration. It 
is limited in its operation. It does not continue except for that spe- 
cial purpose. The time to be expended in and upon it is not of suffi- 
cient moment to require the day’s notice to be given that you will 
move to suspend it 

sut here is a standing 


So 


Sv. 


Nor is 


order assigning the consideration of certain 
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business from day to day and continuing from day to day the consid- 
eration of a special matter, and I think it clearly comes within the 
range of the twenty-eighth rule that upon a day’s notice it shall cease 
to be a standing order if the majority consent. 

I therefore make the motion to rescind the general order made upon 
last Monday for the consideration of these bills on the 9th of April and 
from day to day until all of them are considered. 

Mr. YOUNG. How much time have we on this side? 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of order. 
cussion is within the discretion of the Chair. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iyield to my colleague the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE}. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As I understand,the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is to rescind a general order. I do not understand, even 
after his ingenious argument, that he claims it comes in terms under 
the rule which applies to a standing rule or order. 

The very terms of the resolution passed by a two-thirds vote of this 
House in suspension of the rules declare that this is a special order of 
the House. The House declared that under a suspension of the rules, 
and that part of it is unchangeable, because the resolution has in it 
these words, ‘‘and that this special order continue from day today;’’ &e. 
Therefore the House itself, under a suspension of the rules, has deter- 
mined that this order shall have the character of a special order. 

But, Mr. Speaker, under general parliamentary law also it is aspecial 
order. It is not a standing order forthis reason, that in its own terms 
it provides for its termination. It provides it is to continue until a 
certain contingency arises, and then it ceases; it “‘stands 

\ standing order is only abrogated by regular action of the House upon 
the order. It is therefore not a standing order in that sense. And it 
provides for limited debate, so that if the House proceeds in good faith 
under that order without interruption or filibustering, with the thirty 
minutes’ debate allowed on each bill, the order would very speedily ter- 
minate. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think the point of order is well 
taken, because the order provides in terms for its own termination 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the point of order is well taken. Itseems 
to me very unusual that the gentleman should make a motion to set 
aside a special order of the House made on a Monday when the rules may 

| be suspended and which can onjy be made at that time. It would seem 
very strange after the House by a two-thirds vote had fixed a special 
order of businesss if it should be in order at any time to set that order 
aside. I think the question is too clear for argument. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair said when the gentleman submitted 

his motion, the only difficulty, or at least the principal one, about the 

| matterarises upon the question whether the resolution passed on Monday 
is or is notastanding order of the House. The Chair has never decided, 
according to its present ree ollection, that the order made on Mond Ly 
was not a special orde1 rhe Chair decided that the unfinished busi- 
ness which was sought to be introduced as against the business under 
this resolution was not a special order; and the Chair decided that this 
resolution was different from a mere order of the House fixing a par- 
ticular bill for consideration on a particular day, inasmuch as it dedi- 
cated or set apart and assigned a day tor the consideration of a ¢ 
business, and in that one respect the Chair said it was precisely like the 
resolution of the House assigning Friday evenings forthe consideration 
of pension bills. But it does not follow from that that this is a stand 
ing order of the House Che Chair will cause to be read the definition 
of a standing order as laid down by Cushing in his work on the Prae- 
tice of Legislative Assemblies 

The Clerk read as follows 


The time for its dis- 


} . 
ho ionger. 


ty, 


lass ot 
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STANDING « 

The orders of both houses, which ars iz orders, 
ire those which they have from time to for the government 
ind regulation of their proceedings and which e stand 
ing orders. Orders of this description do1 Lor pal 
liament in which they are made, but « ther 
and are of equal force 1evervs ead s ed 
or abrogated Y 1 - iW itl ‘ Is 
sometimes made at on but rot ilt ‘ i- 
tion of a previous session or parliame . ing 
order rhus a resolution of l ~ that 
this house will receive no petition fe inv s yi \ 
ice but what is recommended from ‘ is ed J nd 
declared to be a standing orde ind is « S bere ss las rhe 
system of standing orders. w! hy « t } j ed us 
of the English Parliament, has 1 ~ - . i this 

puntry Che nearest approa to itis foundint sand orders « Sen 
ate of the United States and other sin i tituted bodies That branch 
being a permanent body, contat yr alwa ric tia Rqu 31 i 
bers,and being duly organized, its 1 sand lers are not renewed from one 
Congress to another 

The SPEAKER The order made last Monday may continue during 
the entire session, and would do so unless rescinded or repealed o1 
unless the business for which it provides should be considered before 
that time It might have continued to operate only one day, because 
it ceases to have anv effect as soon as the business mentioned in the res- 
olution is disposed of by the House 

It is in the powet of a majority. as the Chair has decided heretotore. 


to control the In 
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| 
part of the bills to which the order relates are in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; the others are on the Speaker’s table. 
The Chair has decided that as to one class of business embraced in the 
resolution the majority of the House can at any time prevent the fur- 
ther transaction of business under the order by refusing to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of such business. As to the 
other class of business, the majority can at any time refuse to proceed | 
to the consideration of that class of business on the Speaker’s table, 
and thus stop the operation of the order. 
The Chair would glad, however, to have the sense of the 
House upon this point, and for that purpose will submit to the House 


be very 


the question whether or not the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. THOMPSON ] can now be entertained under the rules. 

Mr. YOUNG Mr. Speaker, is discussion ended on this question? 

The SPEAKER Che Chair proposes to submit the question to the 
House Of course gentlemen can make brief statements in regard 
to it 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, if I am recognized I would like to ad- | 
dress the House briefly 

The SPEAKER. On this question? 

Mr. YOUNG. Well, | must deal frankly with the Speaker and say 


that I do not desire fo confine my remarks strictly to the proposition 
before the House. If, however, | am heard for a little while it may | 
the House to give a more intelligent vote upon this question, | 
though I propose to discuss a somewhat different question—the ques- 
tion rather of the propriety of the proposed action than the strict legal 
in which the matter is presented to the House as a question of 


enablk 


asp cl 


order 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the gentleman from Tennes- | 
see | Mr. YOUNG] proceeding with his remarks ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio For what time? 


The SPEAKER How much time does the gentleman from Tennes- 


desir 


see 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio Does the gentleman wish to discuss the 
public-buildings question for an hour? 

The SPEAKER Che Chair does not know 

Mr. YOUNG I want to reply to some of the speeches made within | 
the last week l am going to discuss the proposition that has given so 
much trouble to the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I will not object. I would rather 


hear speeches upon the subject than pass the bills. 


Mr. BEACH I think there should be some limitation of time. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from Tennes- 
see ask ? 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to have thirty minutes. If the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. JONES], who is entitled to the floor at 2 


+4 ’ 
0 CIOCK 


will yield for thirty minutes, I will ask the House for an hour. 


I really believe it would contribute to a proper determination of this | 
I do not wish to speak for an hour myself, but would divide | 


matter. 
the time I think it might be well for gentle- 
men to sit and hear me for a while. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEAcH] 
insist 

Mr. BEACH. I shall object, unless the gentleman confines his re- 
marks within twenty minutes. 


with other gentlemen 


Mr. THOMPSON We want a vote on this question. 
Mr. BEACH At 2 o’clock the House enters upon another order. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I submit that the objection of the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. BEACH] comes too late. 

TheSPEAKER. Not at all. 
NER] objected and then withdrew his objection; but thatcan not prevent 
another gentleman from renewing the objection. If it could, a single 
member, by objecting and afterward withdrawing the objection could 
force a matter upon the consideration of the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from Ohio did not object to my pro- 
ceeding with this discussion, but only raised an objection as to the 
length of time to be occupl d. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; and when the gentleman from Ohio 
withdrew his objection, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEAcH] 
renewed the objection as to the time to be occupied, and desired to 
know how much time the gentleman from Tennessee wanted. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Is not 
of the Chair? 


Mr. YOUNG. Iam willing to go ahead until some one desires me 
to quit, 
Mr. REAGAN As the gentleman does not propose to discuss the 


question now before the House, I object. 


Mr. YOUNG That objection comes too late. 

rhe SPEAKER rhe Chair thinks not. 

Mr. YOUNG I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and when he made his request, which he could not do without 
first obtaining the floor, the Chair submitted it to the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have been here for ten years and never objected to | 


the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN ] talkingall he wished. 


want only thirty minutes to defend myself and my committee from un- 


The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WAR- | 


that a matter within the discretion | 


[now | 
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founded and unjust aspersions. I think itisa little unkind on the part 
of my friend from Texas to object in this way. 

Mr. REAGAN. My objection was made on the ground that the gen- 
tleman did not propose to discuss the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question immediately before the House is a 
question of order raised by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr 
DIBBLE}] upon the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 
THOMPSON]. The question of order is whether this motion, notice of 
which was given yesterday, can now be entertained under the rules of 
the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Let us have a vote on the question. 

Mr. YOUNG. If gentlemen want to vote on the question without 
knowing anything about it, let them do so. 

Mr. THOMPSON. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] did not 


| promise to give us any light on this question of order. 


The SPEAKER. 


The qnestion is whether the motion made by thx 


| gentleman from Kentucky is now in order. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it is not too late, I would like to say a 


| word on this point. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] will 


} proceed. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to appeal to the Chair not to submit 
that question to the House unless some one takes an appeal from his 
decision, because the ruling of the Chair on this question is so evidently 
right that even to admit the necessity of submitting it to the Hous 
would in my judgment be a thing that ought not to be done. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, no motion can be made in the House except it 


| be a motion provided for by the rules, and it must be made at the tim« 


the rules provide it should be made. The rules say what we can ck 
and the order of business prescribes when we can do it. We have a 
provision under the rules that on Monday and on certain of the last 


days of a session of Congress motions can be made for special orders by 


a two-thirds vote, and at the time designated those special orders cat 
force themselves right into the middle of business which has been pre 
sented and is proceeding under the ordinary rules of the House. Bya 
two-thirds vote on Monday and those last days of a session of Congress 
a certain time is set apart and dedicated by the House to the consid 
eration of that particular business which has been made the special 
order. At the time fixed it must be attended to, and unless a majority 
of the House at that time, on the question of consideration being raised 
refuses to proceed with it, it must come up for consideration 

It was decided by one of your predecessors, Mr. Speaker, ou that 
point that you can take a horse to the water, but you can not mak« 

| him drink. And at any time the majority of the House, when it b« 
comes dissatisfied with its own special orders, can refuse to go on and 
consider them. Special orders can hang in the House, and some hav 

| hung for two years. You can take it up and consider it for a littl 

while and then let it be passed over, and in a month it can be taken 

up again, or it can be taken up next year. It is still a special order, 

| and the moment a majority of the House wishes to take it up they can 
do so. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. THoMPSoN ] 
can be submitted under the rules of the House provided no one objects 
But objection has been made. It is a question in my mind, if he ob- 
tained unanimous consent, whether he could have moved to postpon: 
to a day certain the consideration of the special order; but to move to 
rescind it is so clearly out of order that I hope the Chair will not sub 
mit it to the House unless some one appeals from his decision. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to make one or two suggestions in reply 
to what the gentleman has said, and then I am willing the House 
should pass on thesubject. If I understand the gentleman from Iowa, 
he takes the position that it was not in orderto make this motion which 
I have made to rescind the special order. I understand the Speake 
has decided to leave that question to the House, whether it is in order 
now to make this motion after a day’s notice to rescind this order. 

I desire to call the attention of the House specially to Cushing’s Law 
and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, because it distinctly declares that 

| standing orders are wholly unknown to the legislative bodies of this 
country. There isnothing likeastanding order ofthe British Parliament. 

| Their standing orders are their rules. They work under standing or- 
ders instead of by rules, aswedo. Cushing says ‘‘ the system of stand 
ing orders, which play so important a part in the proceedings of the 

English Parliament, has no existence in the legislative assemblies of this 

| country.”’ Why do they not?  Hesays that the only thing which can 
be compared with standing orders of the British Parliament are the rules 
adopted by the Senate of the United States, because that alone is a con- 
tinuing body in this country. This House of Representatives is not a 
continuing body, and consequently it can not adopt standing orders 
which will continue from Congress to Congress and bind our successors 
The Senate, as I have said, is acontinuing body. It changes one-third 
of its numbers every two years, but the rules which it adopts have a con- 
tinuing effect. There any standing order continues until it is rescinded 
by the Senate, but we are notin a like situation; weare not a continu 
| ing body in the sense in which this authority on parliamentary law in 
dicates. 
I think, therefore, it is proper that the Speaker should submit the 
| question to the House. It is with great propriety, in my judgment, 
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he submits to the consideration of the House whether they shall reserve 
to themselves the right to set apart an order of that kind after a day’s 


notice. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
motion to rescind the special order ? 
Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 





Yesterday. 
But the rules say you can only give notice 
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The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
to rescind the order made on Monday last in relation to the considera- 


tion of bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


to amend the rules of the Houseon Monday. It is notin order to doit | ing 143; as follows: 


on any other day. 





YEAS—78. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, the rule does not | 4 jexander. Graves Morgan, 
say that. | Beach, Halse! Morse 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is in accordance with the traditions | Blanchard, Herbert Murray, 
f the House Bland, Hewitt, A.S Neece 
v — iz le .| Breckinridge, Hewitt, G. W. Oates, 
Mr. THOMPSON. Iam not old enough to know the traditions of | Caldwell Hitt Patton, 
the House, but I know that my motion is in order under the rules of | see es litzell, ie ew 
rn , . . »D Oo £ ,-ee1,S 
the House. The rules say that on one day’s notice a motion can be | @e)jji\ ona Post 
made not only to set aside a standing rule of the House | Converse, Jones, B. W Ranney, 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. You can not get the floor to do so, as it is | ye W.R — -o ines ee, 
not in regular order to give notice except on Monday. le ie pep seen > 
ones’ . y = . a Davis, L. H. Le Fevre Robertson, 
Mr. THOMPSON. I got the floor on yesterday and gave notice that | Deuster, Long, Shelley, 
I would to-day make a motion to rescind that special order. ees aromas 0 Singleton, 2 
; . seas > = r . : 2 = : L dorsheimer, MeMillin, Skinner, C. R. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, you got it, I suppose, on your good | Paton. Matson Skinner. T. G. 
looks. [ Laughter. ] | Eldredge, Millard Slocum, 
Mr. THOMPSON. I gotit by the unanimous consent of the House, | Follett, ae J.P. Snyder, 
which is itself tired of the subject. Forney, Tiller H. Stewart, Charles 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman speaks upon the subject, | NAYS—101. 
that is a different thing, altogether. I am speaking now of the rules | Adams, G. EF. Everhart Keifer, 
of the House, not the subject upon which the House acted. Aiken Evins, J. H. Lacey, 

Mr. DIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- a to a — 
tion? Jennett, F nerty McCoid, 

Mr. THOMPSON. With pleasure. | Bisbee Funston, May bury, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Did not the gentleman qualify his notice by saying | Blount on™ an 
‘if in order ’’ he would give it? It so appears in the RECORD of yes- | Brainerd, Greenleaf, Morrill,” 
terday, and no notice of this motion appears in the Journal. Breitung, __ Hanback Muldrow, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Ido not remember, sir, that there was any quali- en 7 es ao" 
fication. I think I said, in substance: ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, ifit is in order| Buda. ak Payne, 

I will now give notice that on to-morrow I will make a motion to re- | Burleigh Hatch, H. H, Payson, 
scind this order of the House;’’ and the Speaker recognized my motion. | ; oo swe ly if - ne J. 
By unanimous consent the notice was given. There was no objection | Gonnolly, Henderson, T.J. Peters, 
made from any quarter, and it went into the RECORD. Cosgrove, Hepburn, Poland, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It was in order if there was no objection. | CT'SP. oe — 

Mr. THOMPSON. And I think further that it is eminently proper | Davidson’ cmaembinn: Pusey, 
that the House should be able to pass upon the subject in some form. | Dibble, Jeffords Ray, Ossian 
There has never been a ruling made by a Speaker, ora precedent estab- — —— i — 
lished by the House upon the subject heretofore, and I think now is | E}jwood. Jenne, 0.4 aiiean 1, 
as good a time as can be found to make a ruling upon a question in- | Ermentrout, Jordan Rogers, J. H. 


volving so much importance as this. 
The Chair is ready 


The SPEAKER. 


NOT VOTING—143 





= " x ; S : ; Adams, J. J. Dargan Kasson, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. A single word, if the Chair will permit me. | Anderson, Davis, G. R Kean, 

This will make a complete revolution in our rules, of course. It goes | Arnot, Davis, R. T Kelley, 
to the effect that when a special order is made by the House, by a two- es i ; = Hose. 
thirds majority under a motion to suspend the rules on Monday, by | Ballentine, Dunean King,’ 
anybody getting up in his seat any time thereafter and giving one | Barbour, Dunham, Lamb, 
day’s notice that he will make a motion to rescind it, a majority vote — ae — “s oer 
of the House will be empowered to vacate that order. That is the | Belmont, Evans, I. N. Libbey, 
effect of it. Now, the proposition on which the chair is called to rule— | Bingham, Fiedler Lore, 
and I am satisfied that the present occupant of the Chair desires to be “na — asc Seen 
not only fair but more than fair with the House; but on this question | Boyle,’ Geddes, McComas, 


we ought to divorce two things from each other, that is to say, whether 
we want to consider the question of public buildings as one thing, and 
whether to revolutionize the rules of the House as another. 


consideration effects the purpose of my friend from Kentucky. 


vacated at any time by a majority. 
to giving one day’s notice of the change as well as the other. 


The SPEAKER. 


Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H. 


George 
Gibson 


McCormick, 
McKinley, 


Broadhead, Glaseock, Mills, 
Browne, T. M Green, Money 
If we do not want to go on with the public buildings, the question of | Brumm Guenthe Morey, 
Buckner, Hammaoseid Morrison, 
: “ : ~ : : s Burnes Hardy, Moulton, 
will be a revolutionary proceeding if we now, without the consideration | Cabell, Harmer Muller, 
of the Committee on Rules, and merely with the animus behind this an . iy —_ oo. ra ty 
. . . : . ‘' ) ll. Fel ndersor ». : I rlis, 
among gentlemen who desire to stop public buildings, shall in this man- Campbell’ — faa age 
ner change the rules of the House so that aspecial order made by a two- | Carleton, Hill, © Ochiltree, 
thirds vote and under a suspension of the rules on Monday can be Say: Hisco kk, ao Charl 
wer . ate . - wmlatica | VBACE, olton, Neill, 1arles 
It revolutionizes the rule relative | ; lay, Hooper O'Neill’ J.J 
Clements, Horr Paige, 

The Chair has no hesitation about deciding the | Cook, — See 
question, and has already intimated to the House his opinion upon | 62¥'8'2"™ oe" aie 
it. But this question very largely concerns the rights and privileges of | Gulbertson, W. W. Hutchins Potter 
the House itself as a body; and, as has been stated, it isentirely anew | Cullen, caee a eee 

ns Curtin, Jones, J. K tankir 


question. For that reason alone the Chair desires to have the advice 
of the House upon it. 


intimated. 


The question is, Shall the motion made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky be entertained ? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that by the sound 
the ‘* noes’? seemed to prevail. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 


Mr. PERKINS. 
tion ? 


The Chair has an opinion upon it, which it has 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
Will the Chair be kind enough to state the ques- 


So the House refused to consider 


On motion of Mr. 


THOMPSON, 


Was notice given by the gentleman of this | Grounds. The Chair submits the question to the House whether or 
not the motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky shall be enter- 
tained. Upon that motion the gentleman from Kentucky demands 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 101, not vot- 


Storm 

Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne 
Wadsworth, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple, 

York. 


Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, J. D. 
rillman, 
rucker, 
Vance, 

Van Eaten, 
Weaver, 
Wemple 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Woodward, 
Young. 


Ray, G. W 
Rice, 
Robinson, J. 8 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W. F 
Russell, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 

Smalls 
Smith, 
Spriges, 
Steele 
Stephenson 
stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A 
ralbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G 
Valentine, 
Wait 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
Weller 

White, J. D 
Wilkins, 
Winans, FE. B 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J. 8S 
Worthington 


the motion a question of privilege 


by 


unanimous consent, the reading 


of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. DUNCAN, was ob 


} j 


Mr. DEUSTER. My colleague 
absent on account of sickness 


Mr. SCALES 


Mr. BAGLEY, 


{ 


to Slate 


] 
cesire 


} 


[ desire 


ived to leay 


detained at home 


to state that my colleague, 


the House on account of ickness. 


from Wisconsin, Mr. GUENTHER, is 


that the gentlen 


by indispositior 
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Phe 


following members were announced as paired on all political 

questions until further notice 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Davis, of Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. WAKEFIELD 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BURLEIGH 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. THOMAS 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Morr! 

Mr. CooK with Mr. CULLEN 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. KEAN 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Wart 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. POTTER with Mr. MILLARD 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. Roprnson, of Ohio 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. PETTIBONE 

Mr. ELLiotrT with Mr. Rict 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. SMALLS 

Mr. LEwts with Mr. McCorRMICK 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. HOLTON 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. STEEL! 

Mr, NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE (except on the tariff). 

rhe following were announced as paired for this day 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. McCoMAS 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. Lor 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. BALLENTINE, on this vote 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. VALENTINI 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. STRUBLI 

Mr. BAGLEY with Mr. OCHTLTREE 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MORRISON 

Mr. GEORGE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, on this vote. 

The following were also announced as paired 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN, until April 15. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. O’HARA, until April 14 

Mr. HILL with Mr. Houk, until April 18 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Morey, until April 14. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, on all questions except 
the tariff, until April 18 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. KeTcHaM, until April 14 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. SmIru, until April 15. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. BruMM, until April 15 

Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, with Mr. STEPHENSON, until April 24. 

Mr. MouLTon with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until April 15. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until April 14. 

Mr. TALBoTT with Mr. HARMER, until April 14 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. KAsson, until April 14 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. LiIBpBey, until April 15 

Mr. GLASCOCK with Mr, WHITE, of Minnesota, until April 15. 

Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. BREWER, of New York, until 
April 19 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio I take it this order will terminate at noon 
on the 4th of March, 1885, anyway 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence for one day was granted to 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York 
rHE LATE THOMAS H. HERNDON. 
The SPEAKER. By resolution of the House, this day at 2 o’clock 


was assigned for the offering of resolutions expressive of regret at the 


death of the late THOMAS H. HERNDON, a Representative-elect of this 
House Chat hour has now arrived 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama I offer the resolution which I send tothe 
desk 

Che Cler} id as follows 

Res rh s Llouse has heard with deep regret of the death of THoMaAs 
H. Hire ‘ ite Representative-elect to this House from the State of Alabama 

Res That as a testimonial to his memory the officersand members of this 
llouse w wear the usual badge of mourning for the space of thirty days 

R That opy of this resolution be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
llouse to the family of the deceased 

Re That the Clerk be directed to commu 1copy of these proceed- 
ings t« “ ule i that as a further mark of respect to the deceased this 
House “ | 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama Mr Speake as Colonel HERNDON’S suc- 
cessor in this House, it becomes my duty, as his friend itis my privilege, 
to pay a humble tribute of respect to his memory His well-known 


modesty and his aversion to everything like ostentation forbid that I 


should indulge in t ] 


ne 


language Of extravagant praise so common on an 
occasion like this. I shall, therefore, in what I have to say simply call 
attention to a character of rare symmetry and completeness, and en- 


deavor to hold up to public 
full of usefulness. 

rHoOMAS H. HERNDON was a native of Alabama 
n the schools and at the university of that State 


view the record of a life full of honors and 


He was educated 
After reading law at 
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| for the office of governor. 
| to him, justly considered him worthy to represent Alabama in the Sen- 


| lie service, on the 2&th of March, 188: 
| of service in this Congress commenced, he died at his home in Mobile, 


| well. 
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Harvard University he was admitted to the bar, and thereafter devoted 
his life and his talents tothe serviceof hispeople. He wasseveral times 
a member of the Legislature. He was a delegate to two of the most 
important conventions ever held in the State. During the late war he 
was colonel of an Alabama regiment, and was several times severely 
wounded in battle. His command was engaged in the thickest of the 


| fight at Chickamauga, where he received a wound which was at the 


time supposed to be mortal. 
In 1872 he was earnestly supported by his party friends as candidate 
His friends, who were numerous and devoted 


| ate of the United States, and frequently and zealously supported him 


for that exalted position. 
bile district in this House. 


He was thrice returned to represent the Mo- 

After a long and honorable career of pub- 
3, only a few days after his term 
in the bosom of his family and in the midst of constituents who were 
all his friends. 

It was my good fortune, Mr. Speaker, to know Colonel HERNDON 
I knew him at the bar, and in public and private life. He was 
a representative man. He wasa type of the best elements of his State 
Always and everywhere he was a gentleman. Born in Alabama, he 
had grown with her growth. He had fought and suffered with his 
people in war, and in peace he had labored to restore the blessings of 
good government. Hewas thoroughly identified with the people of Ala- 
bama by birth, by association, and by common pursuits and common 
sufferings. He knew their wants, and was in warm sympathy with 
their purposes and their aspirations. Hence it is not surprising that 
the people of Alabama desired that his abilities should not be confined to 
the bar. Had he lived, it was the hope of his friends that his influence 
in public affairs should not be confined to the limits of a Congressional 
district, but might sweep out into broader fields of usefulness. 

Colonel HERNDON was a model soldier, illustrating that rare combi 
nation of courage and gentleness which immortalized Sir Philip Sidney 

Mild in manner, fair in favor, sweet in temper, fierce in fight. 

And in all the positions of trust to which he was elevated in civil life 
he exhibited the same modesty and courage that had rendered him con- 
spicuous in the field. He was true at all times to his convictions and 
never swerved from the path of duty. 

In private life Colonel HERNDON was modest as a woman, gentle as 
charity, and possessed a genial magnetism that attracted men and bound 
them to him ‘‘as with hooks of steel.’’ While he lived laborious 
days, he did not scorn the delights of life. But it was in the saered 
precincts of the home circle that his social nature shone with the purest 
luster. Upon his hearthstone the fires of domestic happiness always 
burned brightly. In his home peace and love were enthroned; there 
he found an incentive to his ambition and rest from his public labors. 
Learned and successful as a lawyer, brave and chivalrous as a soldier, 
enlightened as a statesman, singularly fortunate in all his family rela- 
tions, his life was blessed with a larger share of happiness and bright 
ened with more of ‘‘ sweetness and light’’ than usually fall to the lot 
of mortals. 

I will be followed by other gentlemen whose remarks will show in 
what high estimation Colonel HERNDON was held by his fellow-Con- 
gressmen. It was my desire, and it would have been highly gratifying 
to the family of our departed friend, that to-day’sobsequies should have 
been graced by the taste and eloquence of my distinguished friend from 
New York [ Mr.Cox], but Iam this moment in receipt of a letter from 
him informing me of his being confined to his bed by sickness. In this 
letter he incloses to mea letter addressed to him by Mr. John Bigelow, 
formerly our distinguished minister to France, which contains senti 
ments so appropriate to this occasion, and so fitly illustrating the utili- 
ties of occasions like this, that I send it to be read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

APRIL 10, 1884 

Dear Mr. Cox: Until to-day I have had no opportunity of running through 
the memorial addresses which you were good enough to send me, and for which 
please accept my cordial thanks. I thank you not only for sending them to me 
but for uttering them. Any man who does or says anything to cult and 


cherish a respect among our people for their benefactors gives power to th« 
Government, efficacy to the laws, and new guaranteesto public order. In doing 


vate 


all this he in a corresponding degree checks and discourages the satanic spirit 
if detraction and irreverence with which the privileges of a free press are al 
ways conditioned 

Mortuary eloquence is neither history nor biography nor criticism, but the 
commendation in high places of those virtues which should illustrate pul 


life, helps to elevate and sustain the national standard of official duty, and in 
that respect answers a purpose as important perhaps as if it embodied the full 
ness, the accuracy, and the discrimination of all three rhe higher we raise the 
popular standard the more will the people find to admire and respect in those 


who have had a part in shaping the history of their country 

rhe taste andskill with which you have decorated the tombs of your departed 
friends one at least of your readers gratefully appreciates 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN BIGELOW 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune during the 
life of my deceased colleague, Hon. THoMAS H. HERNDON, to be num- 
bered among his friends. We had known each other for more than a 
third of a century. During this long period our relations had been 


the most cordial, friendly, and intimate. What I have to say upon 
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this sad and solemn occasion I know but voices the general sentiment 
of the people of his State from the mountains to the Gulf. No «itizen 
of Alabama from its organization as a State was more beloved, esteemed, 
or respected. He was a native of Alabama, born and raised in the 
county of Greene, the most beautiful section of the South, lying in the 
heart ‘of the cotton-belt, with its broad acres and fertile fields. 

My colleague was brought up in the midst of a refined and highly 
cultivated community. He had all the advantages of learning that the 
country afforded. He received a classical education at his State uni- 
versity; after graduation entered the law school of Cambridge, Mass. 
He commenced his professional career in the city of Mobile. His edu- 
cation, training, and natural ability rapidly secured for him a high po- 
sition at the Mobile bar, then as well as now noted for the number of 
learned, prominent, and distinguished lawyers. 

THOMAS H. HERNDON was a true Southerner; a representative man 
of the South; the soul of honor; chivalrous, polished, and courtly in 
manners; kind and generous in spirit; conservative in temper and 
action; considerate of the feelings of others, but brave in principle and 
true to every trust confidedinhim. He had occupied many prominent 
positions in Alabama. The people of Mobile, when he was quite 
young—in 1857—knowing his great worth, appreciating his ability, in- 
tegrity, and high character, elected him to the Legislature. During the 
great excitement which pervaded the South in 1860 he was elected a 
delegate from Greene County to the convention known as the secession 
convention of Alabama. He took a prominent position in that body. 


The result of that convention was the adoption of the ordinance of | 


secession, on the 11th of January, 1861, which separated Alabama from 
the Federal Union. My colleague voted for that ordinance. He was 
one of those who honestly and conscientiously believed it was right. 
So believing, when the hour came for action, thoroughly in feeling and 
sympathy with his people, he joined the confederate army. By his 
valor, coolness, and efficiency in camp and field he was promoted to the 
rank of colonel. He had the entire confidence of the officers and men 
of his regiment; upon many fields of battle won the admiration of his 
general, who on several occasions mentioned him in his reports of en- 
gagements with the enemy for his bravery and gallantry upon the field. 

During the war he was twice wounded so severely that he could with 
credit and honor to himself have retired from the army; -yet so soon as 
his wounds were healed, like a true patriot, he would return to his com- 
mand. There he remained tothe close of the war, until his chief sur- 
rendered and the cause which he so nobly and gallantly espoused was 
lost. The war over, his fortune destroyed and gone, he resumed the 
practice of his profession, and soon took rank with the leading lawyers 
of his State. The people of Mobile again called him from private life— 
elected him as a delegate in 1875 to the constitutional convention of 
Alabama. No one delegate took a more active part in that convention 
than he did or had more to do in the formation of the present constitu- 
tion of Alabama. . 

In 1876-’77 he was again elected to the Legislature of his State, and 
was regarded as one of the leading members of that body, occupying 
the most prominent positions and taking an active part in the discus- 
sion of all important measures. In 1878 he was chosen a member to 
the Forty-sixth Congress from the first district of Alabama. He had 
not sought the position. At the time of his nomination he was actively 
engaged in his profession and was fast regaining his lost fortune. The 
people called him and he accepted the trust tendered. His course in 
the Forty-sixth Congress met the approval of his constituents and he 
was re-elected to the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses, serv- 
ing with distinction and ability upon the Committees of Foreign Af- 
fairs and Commerce. 

But, Mr. Speaker, he was not permitted to take his seat in this Con- 
gress. After a long and severe illness, with intense suffering, he de- 
parted this life on the 28th of March, 1883, in the midst of friends and 
surrounded by the loved ones at home. Mr. Speaker, HERNDON has 
gone from among us; gone toa better, brighter, and purerworld. The 
family circle wili miss the kind, tender, and indulgent father, the affee- 
tionate, loving, and devoted husband; society, the genial, affable, and 
pleasant compgnion, the generous, noble, and true friend; the client, 
the able, faithful, and reliable counselor; the bar of Alahama, one 
of its leading lawyers and brightest ornaments; the State, one who 
may be truly classed among the bravest of her brave sons, a patriot, a 
statesman whose garments were unstained, pureand spotless, one who 
had been faithful to every official obligation during his public lif 

Mr. Speaker, I was present at his burial and witnessed the universal 
demonstration, the grand outpouring of the people of Mobile to do 
honor to their distinguished Representative, to pay the last tribute of 
respect to one whom they had esteemed and honored in life. From the 
church to the cemetery the streets were alive with thousands of people, 
all classes, both races, the aged and the young. The various military 
organizations, secret societies, orders, and associations of the city f 
lowed the cortege tothe grave. This demonstration told unmistakably 
and truly how he was loved at his home. He had lived with them 
frm early manhood; with them he had commenced his professional 
caer; they had watched his course through life with pride and admi 
ration. They knew him well. They loved him for hissterling worth, 
the purity of his character, the sincerity of his friendship, for that noble, 
true, generous, and liberal heart that beat within his breast As 
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stood around his grave there was another pleasingincident. The floral 
offerings, numerous and beautiful designs of rare flowers, covered the 
casket. After it was lowered to its last resting-place and all was over, 
garlands of choicest flowers, wrought by fair hands, encircled his grave 
This pure, chaste, and beautiful offering from the daughters of Mobile 
spoke more eloquently than words how he was loved by his people at 
home, a people who will hold him in memory as fragrant as the mag 
nolia groves that linethe bay shore where he now quietly, peacefully, 
and calmly sleeps. 


Mr. HORR. It falls to my lot to do perhaps an unusual thing, and 
that is to talk for a few moments to the members of the House in refer- 
ence to our deceased brother and friend without that preparation which 
is usually made for such occasions. I shall make this attempt simply 
because of my respect for Mr: HERNDON, and my lack of preparation 
arises entirely from the fact that my other duties have been such that 
it has been impossible for me to find time to do what I should like to 
havedone. Therefore, whatever I may say upon this occasion, while it 
may lack the finish which is due to stich an occasion, will perhaps have 
one advantage—it will be simply what comes into my mind from the 
memories that cluster around the name of our departed friend. 

Mr. Speaker, we learn but little of the real character of men as we 
serve with them upon the floor of this House. What I mean is this 
That here it is always a sort of intellectual arena—a sort of fight which 
simply brings out one-half or one side of a man, so that you may serve 
here with a member year in and year out and yet know little of the 
qualities which go to make up his real character. Some one has said, 
I do not know who, that no one ever knows a person well unless he lives 
in the family with him, sees him in his own home, meets him in the lit 
tle every-day affairs of life; and Isometimes think that perhaps that is in 
every respect true. 

But while we do learn but little of men as we meet them here from 
day to day on the floor of the House, is it not equally true that we do 
often come to know men well with whom we serve upon the active, 
laborious committees of this House? For two years I served with Mr 
HERNDON upon the Committee on Commerce. It was a laborious com 
mittee. I had there the opportunity to meet him almost every day of 
the session; for in the Forty-seventh Congress we were at work con 
stantly in that committee. In that way I think I learned more of his 
character than I could have learned by meeting him on the floor of this 
House in perhaps ten years’ service. During those entir« years, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not recollect a single instance of anything but the 
most pleasant relations between Mr. HERNDON and every member of 
the committee. And what is perhaps still stranger, while he and I 
differed as widely as two men could differ on questions of polities, I do 
not now remember to have had the least difference with him on any 
question of business, and that committee, as you all know, was de- 
voted entirely to business, to the development of the business interests 
of the country 

I very well remember the last time that I ever sawhim: The com- 
mittee bad been postponing for days matters which pertained to his 
State and district on account of his illness in order that we 
ceive from him his wishes as to the different matters befor 
mittee. He finally came in—feeble, but with the same quiet, unob 
trusive manner that so attached tohim every member of the committee 

And I recollect, as he went over the list and pointed out the instances 
in which his people were affected by the legislation we were proposing, 
how careful and conscientious he was to demand only what his people 


two Vvée 


might re 


the com 


ought to have (And I reveal no secrets of the committee when I say 
that in a list of twenty requests we adopted without a dissenting voic 
every one of his recommendations. He wasasafe man to follow He 
was agman whose head was always level, and whos« judeme nt was ac 
curate on questions of public business or public policy 

Some of you gentlemen around me here who were his neighbors will 
10 doubt speak of Mr. HERNDON as you knew him sociail) I knew 
nothing of his family relations; but from my intimate acquaintance 
with him during those two years ol laborious yimittee service I fee 
the utmost confidence in saying that he was a kind father and an ex 
cellent husband {nd when you have said that of a man 
said more than when you call himastatesman A great 
been statesmen who have not been the best of citizens But there was 
never a man who was the best of citizens kind t t « 
who might not have been viven the opport t in ex t 
man 

I look back upon my relations with Mr. HERNDON asamong the pleas 
unt recollections of my lif I revere his m simp for those 
quiet, sterling qualities which in our every-day lite we recognize as the 
elements that dignify and ennoble the character of men in tie genuine 
relations of life. More than this I could hardly say of any one ss 
than this I could not say of my friend, Mr. H1 DON, and « m jus 
tice or do justice to my own feelings toward 

Mr. DOWD. Mr. Speaker, it is related of an eminent Eng state 
man that, being about to sit for his portrait, he was interrogat ry the 
artist with reference to certain splotches on his face, whether the ould 
appear in the picture or not, he answered with emphasis a m 
as I am, blemishes and all.’" And when the late Governor G im, of 
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my own State, had delivered a well-considered eulogy upon the life and 


character of Hon. George E. Badger, being asked why he had not been 
more fulsome and ornate in his descriptions and characterizations, his 
re ply was 


It was not my purpose to see what a flaming picture I could draw, nor to 
make a grandiloquent sketch of an ideal orator, lawyer, and statesman, suited to 
no one in particular; but I was trying to describe George E. Badger just as he 


was, to draw a picture that would look like him and nobody else 


So in this instance. The highest eulogy that could be pronounced 
PHOMAS H. HERNDON would be to describe him just as he was. 
Whether as the youthful orator in his graduating speech, declaiming 
in tones of thrilling and fiery eloquence upon that patriotic sentiment, 
‘*Qur country, right or wrong ;’’ whether as the slender and handsome 
bridegroom, leading to the altar a lovely bride of only 
16 sammers; whether as the young husband and father, kissing adieu 
to his wife and children and hastening to the front at the sound of war; 
whether lifting his voice above the din of battle and dauntlessly leading 
his comrades into the very vortex of destruction and death, or lying upon 
a soldier’s couch, pale and exhausted from fractured limbs and | 
whether thoughtful and grave over the problem of reconstruc- 


upon 


20) years of ave, 


oss of 
blood; 
tion or bearing down carpetbagism with the terrific force of his invective 
and ridicule; whether as the young barrister or maturer lawyer; whether 
in victory or defeat; whether rolling in pain and torture at his hotel 
while a member of this House or cracking jokes to groups of members 
and pages behind the railing in this Hall, where- 
ever he was, whatever he was doing, his highest praise, his best eulogy, 
would be to hold him up before the public and let him appear ipsum 
ipsissimum THOMAS H. HERNDON, just as he was 

It isnot my purpose to make any extended sketch of the life and public 
services of the deceased, nor to dwell at length upon the topics suggested 
very brietly to some of the leading 
and mention a few of his many excellent traits of char- 


in the corridors and 


by this occasion [ shall only refer 


events in his | 
auctel 


His father was a Virginian, born in Spottsylvania in 1794 
of 16 he 


At the age 
to Washington to seek employment, and formed the friend- 
* Seaton of the old National Intelligencer, and retained that 
friendship unabated through life 


CuTHi¢ 


shipotG iles < 


His mother was a daughter of Judge Henry Toulmin, of an old Eng 
lish fam who fled from the persecutions ol the reign of the Second 
James and sought repose as well as political and religious liberty in 
the new colonies, settling first in Kentucky and afterward upon the 
Tombigbee, in Alabama. Judge Toulmin, the maternal grandfather, 
was a man of marked ability In Kentucky, in early life, he was se 


retary of state and compiler of the laws. In Mississippi, a few years 
later, he occupied a high judicial station, and won great distinction by 


his decisions of questions then attracting the attention of the whole 


country And still later in life he held high positions in the State of 
Alabama, being engaged, as the last work of his long and useful life, 


by the Legislature of that State, to mak« 
its laws. 

THOMAS H. HERNDON was born July 1, 1828. His father was asuc- 
cessful merchant and farmer, having settled after leaving Washington 
on the Black Warrior, in Erie, Green County. THOMAS wasa bright and 
intellectual boy and had good advantages. One of his first teachers was 
Judge Sam Houston, still living in Mississippi. Having taken a pre- 
paratory course at La Grange, he entered the sophomore class in the 
University of Alabama at the age of 17. 
in 1847, he went in September of that 
bridge, Mass., where, in July, 1848, he took his degree of bachelor of 
laws. In December, 1848, he was married, being onlya little more than 
20 years of age and his bride 16. 

Mrs. Herndon, his excellent and devoted wife, is a daughter 6f Dr. 
Abram Franklin Alexander, an eminent physician and a North Caro- 
linian by birth, whose ancestors for several generations lived in the 
county of Mecklenburg, which I have the honor to represent in this 
House and to call my home. Doctor Alexander was the grandson of 
Abraham Alexander, the president of the series of meetings which for- 
mulated, and of the convention which in May, 1775, promulgated the 
Mecklenburg declaration of independence, more than a year in advance 
of the national declaration of July 4, 1776 

Mr. HERNDON early took an interest in politics. In 1851 he was the 
nominee of the Democratic party for the Legislature, and though the 
county had a large Whig majority he was defeated by only a few votes. 
In 1853 he moved to Mobile and became a member of the law firm 
of Chandler, Smith & Herndon, which had a large and successful 
practice. He was elected to the Legislature from Mobile in 1857, and 
was a member of the secession convention in 1860. On the breaking 
out of the war he entered the army with the rank of major and was 
soon promoted to that of colonel, and was twice severely wounded. 
After the close of the war he returned home and resumed the practice 
of the law, but soon became again engaged in politics. He was among 


a digest and compilation of 


‘ 


ear to Harvard College, Cam- 


the foremost in that desperate struggle which resulted in wresting the | 


State of Alabama from the hordes of carpet-baggers and plunderers 
who had obtained control in the dismal period of reconstruction. 

In 1872 he was the Democratic nominee for governor of the State, 
receiving the full party vote, but was defeated by a small majority. 
In 1876 he was again a member of the Legislature, and had a consid- 


Graduating with distinction | 
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erable following for United States Senator in the Democratic caucus 
when Senator MORGAN was nominated. He was elected a Represent- 
ative to the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses 
and died on the 28th day of March, 1883. 

My acquaintance with Mr. HERNDON began with the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and, knowing him somewhat intimately, I should say his 
most prominent characteristic was his extreme amiability and mildness 
of temper. His cheerfulness seemed never to desert him. 

A long, painful, and hopeless illness did not render him morose nor 
drive away the softness and sweetness of his disposition. And yet hé 
was fond of life, and had the keenest relish of its pleasures. An earnest 
and faithful worker in whatever he had to do, he was yet fond of amuse- 
ments and keenly enjoyed his hours of recreation. Patient of labor 
enduring with fortitude the cares and toils of life, he did not scorn its 
delights nor refuse to pluck a rose on his pathway because, forsooth, he 
might encounter a thorn. He seemed to appreciate the philosophy 
life and pleasure as typified in the familiar stanzas: 


y? 


There's a ripple of rhyme 
On the river of time, 
As it floats thro’ the years and the ages, 
And a sunny gleam 
Ora golden dream 
On the saddest of life’s sad pages. 


There’s asad refrain 
To the sweetest strain, 
The longest day soon closes; 
And so we'll take, 
For their sweet sake, 
The thorns ‘mid life’s sweet roses, 


The daylight fades 
In deepest shades, 
And life has many phases; 
The falling dew 
And sunbeams 
Make buttercups and daisies. 


too, 


In his friendships he was both ardent and steadfast. Warm-hearted 
and genial, close and confidential with his friends, he united dignity 
with complaisance in that rare proportion which at once commands the 
highest respect and the warmest affection. It was only the beautiful 
and the good in the world that seemed to have any affinity for him. It 
was impossible for him to have an enemy, as there was no place in his 
heart for envy or hatred or malice. 

To his life has flow’d 
From its mysterious urn a sacred stream, 


In whose calm depth the beautiful and pure 
Alone are mirror’d 


With all this gentleness and softness of heart he adhered to princip| 


| with the firmness and heroism of a stoic, and he was as openand frank 





| peaceful tomb. 


with an adversary as he was close and contidential with a friend, ‘ 
gentle as a woman—as stalwart as a grenadier.”’ 

In his marriage he was most fortunate. His wife was indeed a help- 
meet for him. Engaged when he was19 and she 15, it could have been 
nothing but a love match; and no two hearts could have been more 
closely united or two dispositions more perfectly assimilated and blended 
than theirs. Much of his success in life was due to the strong sense 
and inspiring devotion of his faithful wife. In the field of his enter- 
prises and labors she was ever his bright incentive, in adversity his stay 
and support, in the hour of triumph she was his pride and his joy, and 
in affliction and sorrow his solace and comforter. 

As their young hearts were cemented in the enchanted season of early 
love, so their wedded life seems to have been an unbroken spell of love. 
Theirs was truly a love-life. In a recent letter written with reference 
to this occasion, Mrs. Herndon uses this emphatic language: 


as 


I feel that I should be more resigned to God’s will in this sad bereavement 
because of the long, happy, and blissful life I have enjoyed 

To them love must have been the morning and evening star and the 
bright bow to span all the dark clouds that overhang the journey of 
life. It blazed upon the marriage altar and shed its radiance upon the 
In their home it was the source of beauty, the parent 
of melody, and its voice was music. It was the builderof their every 
hope, ‘‘the magician that changes worthless things to joy and makes 
right royal kings and queens of common clay; the perfume of that 
wondrous flower, the heart—a sacred passion without which we are less 
than beasts and with which earth is heaven and we are gods.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, there is no appeal from that inexorable decree which 
dooms us all to death. Generations of men will appear and disappear 
as spring and autumn and day and night, and the multitudes which 
now people the earth will soon be gone, as the flight of sparrows or 
the mists of the morning. Death is the antagonism of life, and the 
thought of the tomb is the skeleton at every feast. We do not want to 
go down into the dark valley, although its gloomy passages may lead 
to perennial sunshine and happiness— 

For in that sleep of death what dreams may come, 
When we have shuffled off this mortal coil, 


Must give us pause. 
. 
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The dread of something after death, 
The undiscover’d country, from whose bourn 
No traveler returns, puzzles the will; 
And makes us rather bear those ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of. 
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‘The hope of immortality was eloquently uttered by the death-de- 
voted Greek in the beautiful dream of ‘* Ion,’’ and finds a deep response 
in every thoughtful heart. When about to yield his life a sacrifice to 
fate, his Clemanthe asked if they should meet again, and his response 
was, ‘‘ That dreadful question I have asked of the hills that look eternal, 
of the clear streams that flow forever, and of the stars among whose 
azure fields the raised spirits walk in glory.’’ 


Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas’ Mr. Speaker, the history of the life 
and eminent career of Mr. HERNDON has been well told by those who 
have preceded me, and I come now only to express my sorrow for his 
loss and to offer a brief but sincere tribute to his virtues and his mem- 
ory. 1 was reared in the State of Alabama, and from my earliest boy- 
hood whatever concerned the well-being and honor of that State or the 
character, virtues, and lives of her prominent men has been of great 
interest to me. 

Although I had never met Mr. HERNDON until the organization of 
the Forty-sixth Congress, his character and public services and his emi- 
nent career were all well knownto me. I was prepared to appreciate his 
inestimable worth. Our personal acquaintance began with that Con- 
gress, and our personal relations soon became most intimate and friendly. 
He was my friend, and when his bright life closed in death I sincerely 
deplored his loss. 

Mr. HERNDON was no ordinary man. 
was acharming companion. He was the pride and admiration of every 
circle of friends. His finely cultured mind, the warmth and frankness 
of his genial nature, and his pleasing manners gave him a cordial wel- 
come to every social circle. Indeed, in every element that ennobles 
human nature none excelled him, and no one in all the range of my 
acquaintance seemed to possess in such a remarkable degree all of those 
qualities of head and heart that make human nature Jovable. There 
was no station in life for which he was unfitted, and none filled by him 
he did not adorn by his learning, ennoble by his virtue, and endear by 
his pleasing manner. 

He was a thorough and accomplished lawyer, and was greatly devoted 
to his profession. At the very outset of his professional career he took 
rank among the foremost members of the bar of Alabama, then and 
now renowned throughout the Southwest for its thorough learning and 
integrity. His mind was incisive, analytical, and thorough. Though he 
possessed genius of the highest order, he reached his conclusions after 
patient consideration, and when reached he had the courage of his con- 
victions, and maintained them with all the fervor and power of his 
nature. He was indeed an ornament to the legal profession, and his 
eminent career as a lawyer is worthy of the highest emulation. 

As a soldier serving the ‘‘ lost cause ’’ his noble characteristics shone 
resplendently. Whether in the pride and pomp of the opening of the 
great struggle between the sections, in the suffering and privations of 
actual war, or upon the battlefield, or in the gloom and disaster of 
defeat, he was the same true, hopeful, and devoted patriot, beloved by 
all. In all the ranks of that great army that went to battle inspired 
by what it deemed a patriotic duty there was none gentler, braver, 
truer than the lamented HERNDON. 

His name in camp and field was the synonym of all that is heroic in 
courage, noble in patriotic devotion to duty, magnanimous in victory, 
or hopeful in defeat. He loved his home, his native State, with more 
than filial devotion, and served her cause in peace and war with all the 
energy of his tireless nature. When the noble deeds of the sons of Ala- 
bama in that great struggle shall be gathered up by the historian there 
will be no brighter, purer, or lovelier chapter than that which shall re- 
cord the sacrifices, the unselfish love of home and country, the indom- 
itable courage and fortitude of her gifted son whose virtues we com- 
memorate and whose death we now deplore. 

His devotion to Alabama cost him years of physical pain, and finally 
his life. A wound received upon the battlefield shattered his frail 
form. Surgery was powerless to repair the injury. Year by year hi 
walked in the very shadow of death. At last, in the meridian of his 
useful life, his spirit yielded to the conqueror, and one more victim 
lay upon the altar of patriotic duty. 


In private and social life he 


When the war closed Mr. HERNDON returned to his home in the 
lovely city of Mobile and resumed the practice of the law. The 
vicissitudes and results of the war had swept away his fortune. He 


carried the wound which daily wasted his vital energies, but neithe1 
aiversity nor privation nor wounded health broke his manly spirit 
Success crowned his toil. 

He was not, however, permitted to enjoy but for a short time the 
quiet and comforts of private life and the undivided pursuit of his pro- 
fession, so congenial to his tastes and nature. Alabama had entered 
upon the most critical period of her history. 
reconstruction. The wisdom of his counsel was demanded in the serv- 
ice of the State. With that self-denial which ever characterized his 
eventful life, he abandoned his private business and entered the Legis- 
lature of Alabama. This occasion forbids allusion to partisan or politi- 
cal subjects that would mar its solemnities. In the presence of a com- 
mon loss and a universal grief the voice of party is hushed, and eulogy 
records the merits which all alike concede. His election to Congress 
was a fitting recognition of the great service he rendered his people and 


She was in the jaws of 
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State in the days of their trial, and with what industry, fidelity, and 
intelligence he served his constituents his colleagues bear willing tes- 
timony to-day. 

Mr. HERNDON was not a politician in the ordinary acceptation of that 
character, but he was a scholar, an accomplished lawyer, a brave and 
generous soldier, and cultured statesman. He scorned, as unworthy 
his noble nature, the ordinary arts of the politician and the misleading 
artifices of the demagogue. He wasa profound and independent thinker 
and maintained under all circumstances the courage of his convictions 
His frail and wasted physical condition in some degree unfitted him for 
an equal part in the ordinary tumultuary proceedings of the House of 
Representatives, but in all those departments of labor devolved upona 
member of Congress in which laws are primarily shaped and policies 
determined, in the council chambers of committees, in party conferences, 
he was the peer of any member who sat with him upon this floor 

Mr. Speaker, the family circle composed of husband, wife, daughters 
and sons, broken by the death of our friend, wasa true type of domestic 
happiness. Whatever of the gloom of adversity obtruded upon it, 
whatever of disquiet and solicitude invaded its sacred precincts, was 
speedily expelled by the presence of its head. 

His countenance was sunshine itself, his voice the expression of con- 
fiding love, and his deportment, under all circumstances, the offspring 
of the nobility of human nature. 

He was a devoted husband—gentle, kind, and contiding; a generous, 
indulgent, loving father. All these virtues, and more, impressed them- 
selves upon the modest home of that bright and happy circle. The 
gloom which now enshrouds that once happy home tells in unmistaka- 
ble language the irreparable loss of wife and children, and proclaims in 
silent eloquence the virtues of the lamented dead. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. -Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose 
at this time to speak at any length of the life and character of the late 
THoMAS H. HERNDON. That has been done by others who are more 
familiar with his character and better prepared to speak of his many 
virtues than I am. 

My acquaintance with Mr. HERNDON began soon after he became a 
member of this body, and was brought about bya similarity of names, 
onaccount of which | often received his lettersand opened them through 
mistake, and he quite as often received and opened mine. And in this 
Way an acquaintance began between us which became quite intimate 
and cordial, so much so that it was with much regret and 
heard the sad intelligence of his death 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have only intended on this occasion to express 
the respect which I entertained for Mr. HERNDON, and to say that in 
all my acquaintance and association with him he always impressed 
me as a man of the highest and noblest characte 

I never had the honor of serving upon any of the committees of the 
House with Mr. HERNDON. Nor did our legislative duties bring us in 
contact with each other very often. But I had opportunities to observe 
and did observe his deportment here as a member of this House, and ! 
always found him to be, as my friend from Alabama [Mr. JONES] has 
said, a perfect gentleman. He was quiet, dignified, honorable in his 
intercourse with his fellow-members, and able and faithful in the dis 
charge of his public duties. I have been impressed with the belief that 
owing to failing health Mr. HERNDON never exhibited to the House 
fully the ability, the high and manly qualities which he really pos 
sessed. But certainly, Mr. Speaker, no one who observed the amiable 
character, the exemplary life of Mr. HERNDON could fail to 
and admire the man for his many noble qualities 

I will detain the House but a moment longet 
I have said, to pay a brief tribute to the memory of Mr. HERNDON, and 
in conclusion will say that I shall always remember him as one whose 
character it was profitable to study. 
ing worth; a gentleman who brou 
ic duties the highest integrity and 
in cherishing his memory 


sorrow | 


I Sper t 


} ' 
I only desired, as 


He was a manof ability and ster- 
ht to tl all his pub- 


he discharge of 
but honor ourselves 


i ur or 
fidelity, and we 


Mr. HERBERT. 


Southerner, one ot 


Mr. Speaker, THOMAS H. HERNDON was a typical 


that class we proudly point to as the outgrowth of 


Southern civilization Chere is not a virtue that embellishes true man 
hood that did not find in him a perfect exemplification 

He was modest as a woman, tender as a girl, brave as a lion, gener 
ous to a fault, and, amid all the vicissitudes of an eventful life, 
whether radiant among his friends in the calm sunshine of peace, or in 


the vanguard of his comrades breasting the dark storm-clouds of wa 


he was absolutely true to hi His character shone 


t became brighter and 


s convictions of right 


like a star, and like a planet in the he 


brighte as the night grew d: 

Intellectually he was not so pre-eminent, and yet he was possessed 
of distinguished ability. He was highly efficient as a legislator and 
devoted to the interests of his constituents; but ill health impaired | 
usefulness when a member of this House. 
yer, clear in his perception of legal propositions and forceful in their 
statement Here as every where his character came to his aid He en- 
joyed the confidence of all men, and this gave him weight as a jurist 
and effectiveness as an advocate In sarcasm he had the power lo exce l, 


ivens 1 


irke! 


11S 
He was a successful law- 
























































































































2910 


CONGRESS 





but he restrained himself. His wit sometimes flashed and cut like a 
faichion, but he carried it as a sword asleep in its scabbard. The cas- 
ual acquaintance seldom knew he possessed it. He also had fine exec- 


uti ypacity In the dark days that came upon the South in 1867 
68, when in the South began that terrible political struggle which 
culminated in the great campaign of 1874, when of those who believed 
with him the stoutest hearts had lost hope, HERNDON came to the 
front, an appointed leader, and to him more than any other was his 
pa in the beautiful city of Mobile indebted for the grand triumph 
it ultimately won. For his devotion, his patriotism, his unselfishness 
the people loved him, and as they loved him so he loved them. 


Mr. Speaker, it has been my melancholy pleasure to attend two great 
funerals. I was at Cleveland, Ohio, where so many of the American 
people were gathered around the bier of the murdered Garfield. Never 
did the pomp and pride and luxury of grief find more fitting illustra- 
tion As I looked on the vast sea of humanity that surged to and fro 
the North and the South, the East and the West had 
met on one common ground As the eve ran over the floral decorations, 
it appeared that Mother Earth had given up all her flowers that the 
florist might weave them into forms of beauty in honor of a favorite son; 
and when the black plumes waved and the grand cavalcade moved, and 
Euclid avenue, the most beautiful street in America, was packed for 
miles and miles with the procession, civie and military, that pageant 
revel a testimonial to the genius of the dead statesman the 
like of which eye had never seen before. 


Mi 


it seemed as if 


was a ation 


Speaker, there was grief there; the Union was mourning over 


the victim of the assassin. But, sir, there was something more than 
grief. The place that had been vacated was too great, the occasion was 


too momentus, the elements comprising it were too diverse, to permit 
that vast assembly to be animated solely by a single impulse. Even 
under the shadow of the tomb, though the thrill of horror that followed 
the shot of the murderer yet vibrated in the hearts of the people, there 
were hope and fear and wonderment and other impulses contending 
with the grief that permeated that mighty concourse of people. 

Two years later I attended the other funeral. It was a beautiful 
April morning in a quiet Southern city by the sea. No tragedy had 
brought about the death of him we had come to bury. Human hands 
had not assailed, but human aid had been exhausted in the effort to 
save. He had died quietly at home, amid kindred and friends, the victim 
of a slow, merciless, incurable disease. If it had been possible, expecta- 
tion had discounted grief. 

He was not a great orator, whose words had rung over the Union. 
He was not adead President; none came out of curiosity to see the face 
of the great man for the first time; but every home in that city seemed 
as silent as the grave. Its more than thirty thousand people had gath- 
ered to bury a dear, familiar friend. One impulse animated all; every- 
where the paraphernalia of woe; everywhere flowers, tokens of affection; 
in every face of high or low, rich or poor, the signs of sadness and sorrow. 
It was a touching sight to see the merchant, the lawyer, the laborer, the 
old and the young, the white and the colored man pass one by one 
around the coffin, each taking a last sad look at the face of him who 
was the friend of all. 

And so with mingled grief we laid our dead colleague away to sleep 
among the flowers. Rest thee, HERNDON! Your life was as beautiful 


JONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| personal considerations. 


as the flowers of the field, and it teaches a lesson that will not like them | 


fade away and die. 


Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, THOMAS HooD HERNDON was bornat 
the village of Erie, onthe Warrior River, in Green County, Alabama, on 
the Ist day of July, 1828, and died at Mobile, Ala., on the 28th day of 
March, 1883. He spent his boyhood at the place of his nativity, sur- 
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As soon as possible after the adjournment of the convention he en 
tered the confederate army as major of the Thirty-sixth Alabama In 


fantry. He was afterward chosen colonel of that regiment and served 
with that rank until the close of the war. He was distinguished f 
high courage and gallantry as a soldier. He was wounded at the bat 
tles of Chickamauga and Atlanta, and surrendered at Meridian, Miss 
After the close of the war he settled again at Mobile, where he e1 
gaged actively in the practice of the law, in partnership with his brother 
in-law, Col. Robert H: Smith, the firm doing the leading practic 
the « ity. 

Colonel HERNDON never shirked the duties of a good citizen: cons« 
quently the drafts made upon him by his fellow-citizens, which wer 
constant and heavy, were always promptly met. He was chosen pres 
dent of the central council of the Democratic party of Mobile Count 
in 1868, during the Presidential campaign of that year, in which pos 
tion he displayed rare executive capacity and eternal vigilance. H 
was nominated by the Democratic party for governor of Alabama 
1872, but was defeated by Hon. D. P. Lewis, the Republican nomine: 
after a heated campaign, in which he fully sustained his reputation as 
a brilliant debater and enlightened statesman. 

In September, 1876, Colonel HERNDON was chosen by his fellow-citi 
zens of Mobile County as one of the delegates to represent that county 
in the constitutional convention which framed the present constitutio: 
of the State of Alabama. He was chairman of the committee on th« 
executive department, and the people of the State are probably mor 
largely indebted to him than any other delegate for the compact and 
methodical manner in which that constitution now exists. 

Colonel HERNDON was again elected a member of the house of rep 
resentatives of the State Legislature from Mobile County in November 
1876, and served as chairman of the judiciary committee of that body 
He received a very complimentary vote in the Legislature that year for 
United States Senator. 

He was first chosen a member of this House in November, 1878. He 
received the nomination from the convention of his party while absent 
from the State, without solicitation. He hesitated to accept the nom 
ination, notwithstanding the complimentary manner in which it had 
been tendered, as by its acceptance he sacrificed a large and very lucra 
tive law practice. The record which he made during his service here 
is known to the country. 

Mr. Speaker, with my feeble words I feel that I will not be able t 
do justice to the character of my dead friend. Sublime in his courag: 
exalted in his ambition, noble in his patriotism, pure in his instincts 
honorable in his actions, true in his friendships, THoMAS H. HERNDON 
combined in his character more of the human virtues and graces thar 
any man I ever knew. His courage manifested itself in the very b 
ginning of his career, and was always a conspicuous element in his 
character. Born of pure motives and lofty aspirations, it sustained him 
in the pursuits of private life and in the discharge of public duties, and 
enabled him to do right always, even in opposition to popular senti 
ment. Guided by wisdom and prudence, quickened by a sensitive con 
science, he confronted danger when encountered in the discharge ot 
duty with a calm fearlessness that made him invincible. 

His ambition was of that exalted kind which lifts a man above mer 
He accepted position more to enlarge his field 
and increase his powers of usefulness than to gratify selfishends. H: 
was not indifferent to popular applause, but he never sought it. His 
highest ambition was to do his duty well. His patriotism was in- 
stinctive. He loved his country with devotion. He believed in het 


| republican institutions, and favored the largest degree of liberty con- 


rounded by the best influences of a home abounding in all that can re- | 


fine the heart, improve the intellect, exalt the character, and develop 
manhood. From there he went to the State University, at Tuscaloosa, 
where he graduated in the year 1847. He read law with Hon. Joseph 
W. 
admitted to the bar in 1849. He settled at the town of Eutaw, in his 
native county. Before he reached the years of matarity he was an ar- 
dent Democrat. He took an active interest in politics and became as- 
sociate editor of the Eutaw Democrat, of whuse editorial columns he 
had entire charge during the exciting times of 1850. 


In 1851 he was elected a member of the house of representatives of | 
During the month of 


the State Legislature and served for one year 
September of that year he wrote a series of letters, over the signature 
of *‘ John Taylor of Carolina,’ to the Montgomery Advertiser and Ga- 
zette, which exhibited his varied learning and brilliant literary attain- 
ments. 
to his home and devoted his time to his profession, without any abate- 
ment, however, of his deep interest in the politics of the country. 

In the year 1853 he removed to Mobile, and in the year 1857 was 
elected by the Democratic party torepresent Mobile County in the lower 
house of the State Legislature. He returned to Eutaw in 1859, and was 
chosen in 1860 a delegate with Hon. James D. Webb to represent Green 
County in the secession convention of the State of Alabama. He was 
conspicuous as a leader of the younger members of the convention, 
among whom were many of the most brilliant young men of the State. 


\fter the expiration of his term in the Legislature he returned | 


| 





sistent with the good of society and the well-being of the citizen. At 
the same time he recognized the claims of Government upon the citi- 
zen, and was ever prompt to respond to the call of public duty—to 
spend and be spent in the service of his country. 


In his actions he was ever honorable. His appreciative sense of honot 


| led him to make any sacrifice for its vindication, for he was utterly in- 


laylor, a distinguished lawyerand orator, and at Harvard, and was | capable of doing a dishonorable act. 


His 
Ife was a rare combina- 
In his friendships he was sin- 
No man ever enjoyed his friendship who was not 


In his nature he was refiaed. 
instincts were pure, his feelings cultivated. 
tion of bravery, tenderness, and truth. 
cere and faithful. 


| impressed with the nobility of his character and the fidelity of his nat- 


ure. His intellectual attainments were of a high order. He did not 
have that rugged strength of intellect which attracts attention by its 
brusqueness rather than its force, but his mind possessed all the ele- 
ments of intellectuality in their purest form and so well organized that 
he enjoyed powers far above most men. To these great natural gifts 
improved and strengthened by industrious and careful culture, may be 
ascribed the large measure of success which he attained in the various 
walks of life. His exalted character, his intellectual powers, his ex- 
tensive and varied learning, his brilliant literary attainments, united 
with his industrious, systematic, and painstaking habits, gave him capa- 
bilities for usefulness that bore abundant fruit all through his activ 
life. 
His life was devoted to public interests. 

and his best years were given to her service. 


He loved his native State, 

In peace and in war his 
wisdom and courage have made their impress upon every page of her 
history. To him as much as to any other man in the State are we in- 
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debted for the restoration of our government to the control of our in- 
telligent and virtuous classes. To his wisdom and patriotism we owe 
many of the wisest provisions in our present State constitution. 

Alabama will always hold in grateful remembrance the valuable 
services of her gifted son, whose courage so strikingly illustrated her 
manhood and whose wise counsels contributed so largely to her pros- 
perity and the advancement of her civilization. 

My personal relations with Colonel HERNDON can not be described in 
language. I loved him as I loved my own soul. Drawn to him by a 
mysterious power which I could not resist, the feelings, aspirations, and 
secrets of my heart were confided to him with perfect faith. His tender 
sympathy was my consolation in the hour of my sorrows; his thought- 
ful advice was my ready assistance in the hour of trouble. I miss his 
friendship; I miss his love. He is gone; he is dead. He has crossed 
over the river and is resting gently in the shade of the tree of eternal 
life. His toils and his sorrows are ended. He is now gathering the 
fruits of his great and good life. The joys of heaven are his. 

Decorated with a crown of glory, the reward of the virtues which 
adorned his pure life here, he awaits us beyond the grave. May God 
help me so to live that when this life is ended I may be permitted to 
join him in that haven of rest, where friendship and love which united 
‘us here may be revived and intensified through all eternity. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, that day ina man’s destiny which is like 
no other is his death day, ‘‘a transition out of visible time into invis- 
ible eternity,’’ and if not to be lamented, because the inevitable for all, 
yet it awakens a feeling of awe and deepest interest in the hearts of all, 
who must experience profound sorrow when one of the best and most 
useful is called hence. After whathas been so well said concerning the 
character and virtues of my late coJleague I fear that anything I may 
add will but mar the beautiful imagery and pathetic eloquence which 
have been expressed in words as perspicuous, pure, and select as the 
characteristics of him whose career they so faithfully portray. 

But, sir, I knew and loved him too well to remain silent when the last 
sad tributes here in this grand old Hall where he served his people and 
country long and faithfully are being paid to his memory. No eulo- 
gium, however high; no feeling we can express, however deep; no praise 
we can utter, however extravagant, can benefit him now or add to his 
spotless name; that is as unsullied and enduring as the placid waters 
of the beautiful bay on whose shores he lived and loved so well and 
where his honored ashes now repose. 


As the great rock in mid-ocean serves as the eternal beacon to the mar- | 


iner, so his solid character stands a model, challenging emulation by 
the young men of his native Alabama. His scholarly attainments and 
thorough elementary training made him an accurate logician and gave 
him reputation as a lawyer. He was a sensible talker rather than an 
eloquent speaker. He was less ornate than solid. He knew that in 
this practical age eloquence of speech is of secondary importance to 
scope and variety of knowledge; but the delicacy of his constitution 
limited his research and hindered his progress. Of medium height, 
slender stature, and sallow complexion, his manner, while civil, re- 
spectful, and dignified, was also classical, clerical, and proud, rathet 
than cordial; hence with those who did not know him well he was not 
popular. But beneath his cold exterior there was nowhere a warmer, 
more generous, sympathetic, or braver heart. 

He was of high social qualities. His hospitality and liberality were 
bounded only by the extent of hismeans. If he had a fault—and who 
has not ?—it was prodigality for his family and friends. To know him 
was to love him, and with those who knew him he wasimmensely pop- 
ular. 

My acquaintance with him began in 1867, and during the four suc- 
ceeding years we served together on the Democratic State executive 
committee. In comprehensiveness and breadth of thought he was 
equaled by few, and in executive ability surpassed by none. In 1872 
he was my successful rival for the Democratic nomination for governor 
of Alabama. But this, instead of estranging us, as such rivalries too 
frequently do, made us faster friends. During the sixteen years of our 
acquaintance our friendship grew stronger, and was attested by tears 
at our final separation. 

Novalis, a German writer, has said that a strong character is but a 
completely fashioned will. This found illustration in my late lamented 
colleague. His intellect was the servant of his will. That deep con- 
viction, that firm resolve, like the electric lamp on the Dome of the 
Capitol, shed its gentle yet steady effulgence on all around him and won 
their admiration. 

Brilliant intellects with deficient will-power are too often like the 
threads of silver ore which lie scattered here and there, dazzling and 
encouraging by their brilliancy and surface richness, but, alas! when 
the deluded miner’s expectancy is at its zenith the vein vanishes and 
his hope sinks with it. But that of my departed friend—light placer 
on the surface—deep down was a Comstock lode. The strong will is 
the strong man. 

His devoted wife and grief-stricken orphans remain to cherish his 
name, but the loving husband, the indulgent and tender father, the 
true friend, the brave soldier, the wise statesman, the sterling patriot, 


the perfect gentleman, THOMAS Hoop HERNDON, is gone from us 
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forever, leaving to his children the richest of all 
less reputation. 


+ 


inheritances, a spot 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the relation the cradle bears to the 
grave is painfully suggestive of both their near and natural kindred 
ship. The one is succeeded by the other as surely as wave follows 
wave in the ebb and flow of the tide. The shrieks ushering into th 
family home the one unerringly foretell their approaching counter re 
sponse in the wails at the brink of the other Che 
receptacle of our helpless loved ones for the time 
maining time. 

In the one undisturbed quietude aad repose are the conditions sought 
and fostered; in the other attained in aspell unbroken by our most piti- 
ful endeavors. In the one we deposit the opening flowers of our love 
sweetly dimpling in angelic beauty; in the other, their faded and dis 
solving forms, distressingly precious to our bleeding hearts. The on 
invokes our wakeful vigils for the continued vitality and healthful forth 
coming of its loved occupants; the other our most agonizing solicitudes 
for their revitality and immortal uprising. Around the one our hearts 
carol the lays of sweet affection and love; over the other afford heaven 
and earth incontestable proof of their depth and devotion 

This untiring devotion to the sleeping dead quickens Into existence 
attendant genii standing upon the prostrate demon of skepticism, dis 
sipating the clouds of his foul doubts wherewith he had sought to 
obscure the light of the star of Bethlehem, and proclaiming it all 
around the world that the love enkindled over the cradle will not ex 
pire or flicker, but shall survive with increased and increasing luster 
at and beyond the grave. 

That the divine agency of the grave, in its exercises upon our hearts, 
is to our affections and love rather that of the crucible to the treasures 
of the refiner. That, phcenix-like, rising from the desolation and dust 
of that sorrowful and instrumental test, and free of all base alloy, out 
affections and love are divinely enstamped with the seal of an immor- 
tality proclaiming its birthright in the Heaven-ordained resolve to go 
to our loved ones by acting out through God’s revealed means a 

Life that shall send 


A challenge toits end, 
And when it comessay, Welcome, friend 


one is the known 


, the other for all re 


That this Heaven-ordained resolve, grounded in its firm foundation 
upon the immovable Rock of#A ges, nurtures and commissions forthward 
the invigorated and entwining tendrils of our indestructible affections 
andlove. Thatthese tendrils, emanating from a sacred soil ofthe heart, 
not of the earth earthy, and wherein it is the pleasure of the divine 
Husbandman to culture his immortal exotics, lap over into the un- 
known world in pursuit of the absent loved ones, inspired by the truth 
of faith’s conviction, that— 

Who in life's battle firm doth stand, 
Shall bear hope’s tender blossoms 
Into the silent land. 

That, in their ascending and unvarying course homeward, they will 
entwine and thread the golden trackway of faith up to that happy land 
that is fairer than day. 

That, in the sweet by and by, and while awaiting us over there, they 
will be trailed by a faith reuniting our hearts in indissoiuble ties with 
the dear loved ones gone before. 

Could the innumerable tendrils of love, which throughout the ages 
have entwined their ascent homeward, all be unveiled to the human 
eye, if for an instant only, methinks the dumain of space would glisten 
and glitter with their heaven-tinted weft and woof, while the bound- 
less dome of the mansions of the blest would appear in the enchanting 
distance, canopied with their felicitous beauty and unrivaled splender 

O land! O land! 

For all the broken-hearted 

The mildest herald by our fate allotted 
seckons, and with inverted torch doth stand 
To lead us with a gentle hand 

Unto the land of the great departed, 
Into the silent land! 

What fragrant clusters of love’s undying tendrils would be seen in 
that silent land, embosoming and embowering in their special entwin 
ings the sweet and lovable spirit of the late and honorable THOMAS 
H. HERNDON, of Alabama, could only be dependent upon how many 
there were who came to a true knowledge of him while dwelling here 
upon the earth; for, Mr. Speaker, I hazard nothing in saying to those 
who truly knew him, none came to that knowledge but to love him 

Would that within range of subserviency to my call slumbered su 
pernatural powers, the very inherent magnetism whereof when awak- 
ened evolved original and elaborate skill in the striking and refined 
tracings, the pure and delicate touch, and the polished, correct finish 
of subjects eliciting their transcendent dealing. 

Even then would I barely be equal to the emergency of present 
him as he truly existed, than which no tongue or pencil ever descried 
amore pleasing and Even then would I be tram 
meled with if not misgivings of success in { to 
hold him forth to those unfavored with a knowledge of his physical, 
mental, and moral outfit, robed in the grandeur of his finished and 
vivid portraiture. Powers thus scarcely 
exhibitions should at 


attractive image. 


overcome by an etiort 
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less than miraculous in 


least be commanded to unveil to their enray 
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view his stately pr 
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magnificent figure, 
ornamented in the majesty of exquisite features, and 
n their enkindled and enkindling inspiration 
























































































































} 
Prominent among these gems of nature’s royalty were his eagle- | 
beaming eyes, the luster whereof was irresistible in the fascinations of | 
their unexcelled charms; his finely marked, well defined, extended 
moutl whose thin, seamed, compressed ] ps utteringly bespoke vol- 
umes in character and will power; his well set, thoroughly architec- 
ted Saxon nose, jaw, and chin, whose classic mold significantly indi- | 
vated their inseparable attendance upon rare, luminous forces and | 
well-grounded powers. I would alike be dependent upon that miracnu- | 
lous power for the ability to depict with a vitality corresponding to 


or 


that of life his penetrating and captivating expression of countenance; 
his looks, which had something in them so superexcellent and that 
Wiis in a name; expression and looks, generated and born 
of, nurtured and matured by the inspiring glow and light illuming and 
wreathing this blended association, this grand assemblage of facial feat- 
ures and parts, pronouncedly imposing in the display of his thorough- | 
bred a personage calmly reposing upon its conscious and | 
unstinted strength, as it unfolded an entirety embodying the richest | 
and rarest profusion of nature’s unbounded liberality, promoting him 
to the high rank reserved for those enstamped with her marked favorit- 


so Wanting t 


pn rsonuue 


ism, and sweetly inducing the conviction that none was ever more fash- 
ioned, favored, and finished after the divine creative image of his 
Maker 

in despair of attaining to the goal of an ambition invoked in the in- 


terest of a consummately achieved portraiture of him, I find myself re- 
mitted to the cheerless undertaking, and with faltering expectations of 
its fultillment, of what I crave may at least suffice as an acceptably 
wrought reminder thereof—in pursuit of this last resort, I affirm, and 
what was so well known to those acquainted with him, that in the par- 
ticulars mentioned, including withal his entire mental and physical 
confirmation, a total exemption therein from any deformity or blem- 
ish afforded the least significant feature in his prepossessing and brill- 
iant array. In the meanwhile their clustered and inspiring beauties, 
their diffused and animating enchantment, sealed with nature’s im- 
press of rare forces and high-born powers, would have invested the 
most exacting and unyielding critic with a spirit of positive inhibition 
to all promptings, the least suggestive of any change whatever, ina 
make up and finish wherein all were so lovably harmonious, impress- 
ively engaging, and attractively majestic 

In his stately person, in his sinew and muscles, his nerve, energies, 
power, and bottom, Mr. HERNDON, like the eagle or thoroughbred 
courser, Was unencumbered with any of the dross or incubus resulting 
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from redundancy of physical matter. If in his person apparent deli- 
cacy was to be seen, it may well be remarked it was untrammeled with 
any latent physical or mental effeminacy. Manifestations unmistak- 
able in their teachings abound in the texture and fiber of his heft and 
elements, foretelling his ample capacity for active labor, thought, and 
speed, interlinked with corresponding powers of elastic endurance, 
and that when brought into full play they would not fail to put upon 
their highest mettle any and all who essayed in the commendable if 
perilous task of continuing abreast with him 

In his grand figure he would have been a conceded and esteemed 
model for symmetry to have pursued and copied, while in his man- 
ners he was so courtly, in his action so unaffectedly dignified, and in 


been successfully presented as their hailed preceptor, whose exemplary 
tutorage would have challenged the profound attention if not the un- 
qualified approval of all. Moreover, in the particulars pertaining to 
pleasing neatness and commendable taste and tidiness he was, what all 
would have held him to be, a finished pattern, dispensing with sugges- 
tions Of improvement 

From his bewitching countenance uniformly flashed and radiated a 
beaming and bright expression of intelligence, sparkling as the dia- 
mond. Indeed, he was in every particular and essential entering into 
and constituting his elements, finish, and polish, naught less in his brill- 
iant display and superb excellencies than a veritable diamond of na- 
ture in the great multitude of the human race; one, according to our 
American taste, too superexcellent and invaluable in its ingredients and 
composition to be misapplied in associations or comparisons with crowns 
of royalty, and yet never more fitly in its impressive place than when 
immortally bedecking the divinely royal brow of its own maternity, 
Dame Nature 

Besides, this bright, intelligent expression acquired new and increas- 
ing luster and attractivehess from a wreathed and savored sweetness of 
temper, profusely gentle, kind, true, and manly; a temper and dispo- 
sition highly relishable in its refreshing and revivifying influences to 
all mingling and associating with him. For his was inherently a genial 
and companionable nature, enticing and luring in its exhilarating 
savory and fragrancy, insomuch its happy effects would have been no 
more apparent and palatable had they been susceptible to and substan- 
tially realized by its fortunate recipients through the tests of their natural 
senses 

As a resulting out-turn, a natural and crowning finish to a combina- 
tion so uniquely interesting, he embodied and prefaced an interwoven 


his courtesies of standard and high breeding so sweet, he could have | 






) 


~s, 


APRIL 1 


manly face, and towering, | beauty of person and countenance, adjudging him rightly and decreeing 


him justly to be ‘‘a joy forever.’’ This pronounced beauty, in which he 
was so strikingly arrayed, was attractively arresting, even tothe listless 
observer favored only with a passing view, and who could not fail to 
render him the just homage of his involuntary admiration. 
Superadded to all this wealth of his enrichment by these most enviable 


| parts, traits, and characteristics was his pre-eminence as the soul of 


honor, trath, and unalloyed physical and moral courage. Indeed, he 
never looked, spoke, nor acted otherwise, and was thus marked and un 
erringly emblazoned to mankind, insomuch those little acted upon by 
these noble and ennobling attributes failed not to recognize and appre 
ciate his birthright and divine title to them. 

\ most brilliant and eloquent son of America, deplerably prostrated 


| upon the ground by the baneful effects of inebriate habits, was stumbled 


upon at night by one, then, now, and likely ever to be the most emi- 


nent of all her renowned jurists. In reply to his apologetic inquiry as 


| towhom he had so regretfully thus offended, the recumbent brother, with 


eyes peering up into the presiding beauties of the evening firmament, 
and in a voice ringing out in the stilly night musical and touching, 
responded, ‘‘A fallen star, yet beautiful and brilliant in the dust 


| Thestar of Mr. HERNDON’s beauty and brilliancy, unsubjected to intru- 


sions in the dust, moved grandly and triumphantly on in the safe and 


| sublime orbit outlined by the King of all true nobility for nature's 


ordained barons of liberty, among whom he stood by divine right a born 
and towering chieftain. 

His mental parts were pre-eminently appropriate, and exaltedly be- 
coming in the endowment and adornment of our brother in his native 
dignity and truly majestic display, rather than asso feebly and inadk 
quately herewith sketched. Hisinnate and imperial mental forces were 
robustly muscular and active. Unconscious of burden therefrom, they 
were, in massive capability, equal to the most extended thought, and 
linking enforcing argumentation—for he was mentally stout, erectly 
balanced, and firmly planted by nature—upon the unwavering feet of 
an intuitive logician of magical skill and power. 

His perceptive faculties, potently penetrating and pellucidly clear, 
were marshaled and presided over by no less a luminary than if con 
tinuously companionated with some morning star, oneof a glittering host 
apparently bestudding his intellectual firmament. Likewise with his 
descriptive forces, equally acted upon from the same brilliant canopy, 
rendering them vividly photographic in their nature and verifying action, 
evenso much the object or theme he sought to array seemed present with 
and visibly standing before you. 

His exhaustless fund ofstartling and inimitable humor, his blistering 
and withering satire, and his soul-upheaving heart-melting pathos 
never failed to come to the front when occasion demanded, nor of robing 
his subject or theme in the attire and style suitable to and sufficiently 
substantial for a full journey down the columns and currents of enduring 
history. For the lightningsof genius flashed from his eyes no less per- 
spicuously than the thunders of eloquence audibly pealed from his lips 
Hissense of the ridiculous was simply the keenest of the keen, while his 
tact in its exposure, through rib-testing exhibitions, could not have well 
been surpassed. When thus engaged his memorable part was upheld 
and sustained amid surroundings of ludicrous scenery, most adroitly 
arousing, in its arrangement by him, and performed in a manner never to 
be forgotten by the multitudes inexpressibly refreshed while thrown 
into unrestrainable hilarity thereat. 

His fancy, orimagination, corruscating with the brilliancy infused 


| from his mental firmament, and aboundingly intuitioned for all the 





grand purposes of illuming with the heat and glow of a promethian 
| fire his mental furnace, of roseating his sublime thoughts and ideas in 
colors and beauties suitable to theirnatural dignity and correctly ascer 
| tained magnitude, did not, however, sway the scepter of power in his 
| well-ordered and solid mind. It was subordinated to the enforced posi- 
tion of an ever-present and ready auxiliary to his sterner, more use- 
ful, and enduring forees—forces which exhumed and prepared the ore, 
forged and welded the grand links, constituting the steeled, marvelous, 
and resistless chain of ponderous argumentation and fiery logic; fac- 
ulties capable, and with electric thought, of eliminating from his sub- 
ject, and down to the bed-rock thereof, all whatsoever foreign thereto 
or incongruous therewith; intellectual instruamentalities fraught with 
the power in their chemicalizing action of dissolving down to its orig 
inal units the constituent elements of that subject, of divining and dis- 
playing them, with whatever pertained or related thereto, in all its 
phases and bearings, and with an accuracy, fullness, and power at once 
heralding the presence and dealing of the master-magician spirit of the 
same; mentalities imbued with Vulcan strength in their intuitive grasp 
of the fruitful and exhaustive results flowing from his profound in- 
vestigations and powerful analysis; and in their gigantic stretches of 
his sweeping and overwhelming combinations they upheld, marshaled, 
and thundered his deductions and conclusions with a perspicuity and 
an intensity of feeling and thought few if any would dare wantonly to 
provoke, and fewer still would volunteer to improve. 

No renowned, invincible chieftain ever descried with more unerring 
certitude the line upon which to plant the legiens of his bristling col 
umns for the approaching fray and in more frightful array to the foe 
than, with a strategy born of Omnipotence, did he align the assemblage 
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of his grand mental marshals pending momentous struggles, invoking | than to his illumed mind flashed and glittered the grand truth and 
their rally around his talismanic banner. With a skill that was con- | its essential philosophy so sublimely expressed by Britain’s world-re- 
summate and a tact that was supreme they were wielded and hurled upon | nowned bard, when into words his pen ingemmed the undying utterance 
the lines of the opposing forces with telling effect. No redoubtable | that— 

knight upon the arena of a tournament, with his plumed fame render- rrogsery ee alt se a the book of fate, 

ing illustrious the legends of literature, and acting under a cordon of All but the page prescribed, the present state; 


: 2s : . : . From brutes what men, from men what angels know 
the inspiring eyes sparkling from the circles of assembled beauty and Or who could suffer being here below? 


grace, ever displayed a more gallant mien and chivalric courage than Ea o thy riot a - a a b 
did he unveil when, baring his helmet to the foe, he poised his trench- Seca ate ian — come Seastiaeame tread 
ant blade, braced upon the lion-hearted breast of his indomitable will- And licks the hand just raised to shed his blood 
power, and crowned with the dauntless majesty of his own native Oh! biindness to the future kindly given, 
ande . r Phat each may tread the road marked out by Heaven 
granc eur. t ? 4 Sane » Who sees with equal eye, as God of all, 
Powers so august and knightly in their brilliant array and action, so A hero perish, or a sparrow fall; 
pronounced and defiant in their development and outcome, could have a —— — ruin aan sl 
been no otherwise than manifestly and essentially Herculean in their ARG BOW 6 REls DUM, ANS ROW A World. 
origin. Their pre-eminence, however, was augmented in no inconsider- If in my feeble efforts thus far made in the display of our brother you 


able degree by being the stalwart factors of a mind thoroughly organ- | have failed to see him grappling in tireless heroism with all the difti- 
ized and ramified in its unbounded area, height, and depth—factors | culties and troubles encountering the usefulness and honor of his path- 
rarely combined in one, whose unification was properly a notice to man- | way in life; if you have not seen him standing upon and master of the 
kind of increase in their separately formidable but when aggregated | highest eminence of human thought attainable by finite capacity; if you 
their then accumulative and aggressive force. They were crowned with | have not seen him in the throes of a genius, pressing restively upon the 
the prowess of a signal and vigorous training by, and aroyal investiture | limits prescribed to finite endeavors for room wherein to afford vent to 
in, the classic armory of thorough, finished scholastic attainments. | cramped powers, with a mettle, physical, mental, and moral, no coun- 
Thus armed and equipped with all the needful instrumentalities for | terfeit in mankind could face, any more than darkness can confront the 
whatever contests that might arise, however heated, or to the hilt, if you silvery dawn of light; with adevotion to right calmly unshaken by the 
please, he stood ever ready for the combat, and with his incisive weap- | prospects of immediate death; with a disinterested care and concern for 
ons flashing with the burnished polish resultant from a thorough re- | the well-being of his species, obscuring self entirely from view, then, 
search, a profound investigation, and a wise understanding of hissubject. | and indeed, have I failed to remind you whatever of him. These were 
Mr. Speaker, generations will come and go’ before Alabama again may | priceless muniments of his more than enriched heritage. They were 
be able and equally so fortunate as to honor this Hall with the presence | his birthright, descending as heirlooms from an ancestry who pre- 
of another such son, another rarely endowed, exquisitely adorned, and | served them unimpaired and untarnished, and by him they have been 
wisely matured THOMAS H. HERNDON; one whose dutiful bearing toward | alike transmitted to his own blood. 
and in her behalf was without complaint or reproach and above suspicion: He descended from a lineage immortalized, more than a quarter of a 
one whose recognized relations to her, whether as a private citizen or a | century ago, by William Lewis Herndon, of the United States Navy, 
public servant, whether she was engulfed in the horrorsof war or blissful | who sealed his devotion to duty with his life while in command of the 
in the possession of peace, whether reveling in prosperity’s outturn or | mail steamship Central America. That noble sire, of the lines of line- 
cast into the pits of adversity, could have been rendered no more pure, | age from whence our brother hailed, had passed through a terrific hur- 
true, and filial in its sacredly fulfilled obligations and devotion than if | ricane at sea only to find his craft disabled and irremediably sinking. 
borne toward the affectionate and honored mother of his birth; one who | Eliciting aid trom some smagl vessels, happily in sight, he effected the 
ever stood calmly ready to launch, with a heroism rivaling that of the | safety of about one-fourth of the six hundred passengers and crew aboard 
bravest of the brave, his earnest, honest, and tireless endeavors even to | the doomed craft, and to one thus escaping from her deplorable tite 
the extremity of the pledge of his life, fortune, and sacred honor inthe | he committed his watch and other keepsakes consigned to his wife, 
defense of her rights and the preservation of her untarnished fame; who | then a resident of this city and the mother of the late and lamented 
was ever sagacious, wise, fearless, and faithful in all his acts in that | consort of our present and highly esteemed most excellent President. 
behalf; ever unswerved or moved therein by selfish considerations other The abandonment of his sinking craft, with nearly five hundred souls 
than those conspiring to her growth and prosperity; ever uncramped or | yet remaining aboard and unprovided for, was so wholly at variance 
acted upon thereby through any personal ambition other than in so far | with his keen sense of the honor due to his country’s service, that he 
as it promised to promote her honor and glory; embedding his daunt- | remained upon her deck, wedded in death to his post of duty. The 
less stand unyieldingly by her fortunes and honor, he contended with | last seen of him by those escaping a watery grave through the aid of 
all the power of his regal forces for and by every honorable method at- | his unselfish and supremely noble nature was his proud person, clad 
tainable enforced, enlarged, and elevated her material, civil, social, and | in the full uniform of his rank and service, erectly standing at the 
political existence and liberty as a great American Commonwealth, her | wheel-house of his fast disappearing steamer. In this position un- 
constitutional duties, rights, privileges, and immunities as a proudState | daunted he stood until the waters had passed over and closed forever 
of this grand family union of States. from their view this commander of heroic blood. 
His unwavering devotion to, and unfaltering endeavors for, the good | what after that of another, may I not say— 
and glory of his own Commonwealth were not without their correla- 
tive blessings alike to all the other States; for the wholesome well- 





in language some- 


While he asked not that fame should his merits rehearse, 
Though he asked not a shaft to be sculptured in verse, 


being of no member of the body politic could well be promoted with- The world beheld, in his stand, as he gave up the ghost, 
out a resulting good therefrom to the entire membership even when not Blood, heroic to the last, when he went down at his post 
so intended. But, sir, it would be a rank injustice to his revered mem- Among the ** full many gems of purest rays serene the dark unfath- 


ory for lodgment to be suffered a conviction that the fervid patriotism, | omed caves of ocean’? will reveal to the light of the last day, none 
generating, nourishing, and maturing this sublime devotion to this | will measure higher in the peerage of deathless devotion to the post of 
unbounded interest in, the general welfare and honor of his own State, | duty, ever the post of honor, than that of William Lewis Herndon. 
was confined alone to her borders or those of ber soil. The blush of shame should mantle the fair cheek of our country at the 
Not wishing to encumber your time with a recital of hismany private | thought that until this day no monumental tribute has been redred to 
and public acts, and whose very essence was fraught with overwhelm- | the imperishable memory of one who held that country’s honor inti- 
ing refutations of an implication his instincts would have scorned and | nitely higher than he did his life. Such was the heroie blood coursing 
rebelled interminably against, allow me, with all becoming modesty, | the blue veins and animating the big heart and brainy power of eur de 
to suggest that the patriotism, like charity, its parent stem, which | ceased brother, the deserved kinsman of the immortal commander of the 
distills its benign influences and blessings profusely throughout the | ill-fated Central America. 
thresholds of its own borders, is the alone one ever yet commissioned by Sir, may I not, without the indulgence of any undue pride, mingle 
nature and countersigned by Heaven for a journey abroad; for that phil- | congratulations with my condolences to Alabama in her good fortune 
anthropic visitation on which it was his bold and fond delight actively | to have afforded this House and the world a specimen of our race so 
to engage, whose confines were never less contracted than the bounds | rare, noble, and commendable, and whose relation to her, be it said 
of his own glorious country—yea, from the outposts of whose hounds | to her honor, though it may add to the poignancy of her grief, ‘‘ was to 
it was his equal satisfaction unrefrainingly to wing his fruitful thoughts | the manner born?’’ His treasured dust rests and mingles with the per- 
and blissful conceptions in the interest of the entire human family of | ennially swarded, the tlowery-odorized soil from whence it hailed. And 
the world, speeding them to an uncalled halt at the line defined by Deity | the precious spot wherein that priceless dust is entombed will be pyra- 
as the exterior boundary of all finite advances; a boundary presenting | mided by the heartsof her people in more arousing, enduring grandeur, 
not only an impassable barrier to all finite efforts, but also clearly de- | and with more pulsating, thrilling expression of thought and feeling 
fining the line of separation between the realizing present and the mys- | than was ever inspired or prompted by any of those materialized, stu- 
terious, unknown future, and whose alone extended limits constituted | pendous structures of the East. 


the only pent-up Utica known to his aggressive spirit in its towering Mr. Speaker, however inscrutable the decrees of an all-wise Provi- 
career of his grandly superendowed powers. dence may appear to our finite capacity, the unconditional and trust- 


The sunbeam sparkled with no more brightness to his radiant eve | reposing surrender of our will tothat of Hisown isonly the more neces- 
3 } 
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sitated thereby; becoming, as it should ever be esteemed, our imperative | 


duty. But how sublimely does it ascend to the pinnacle prominence of 
the highest of all privileges as well as a pleasing duty when, facing up 
to and beholding the unalterable decree suspended from the scepter ot 
His omnipotent power, we read therein from His proclaimed will to 
mankind that all things shall work together for good to those who love 
Him 


With what awakened gratitude and heart-bounding delight should 


ne} 


exalting in its exercises, as thus to combine and harness all things to- 
yether in the interest of earnest coworkers for our present and eternal 
good; by whose consolidated strength the mass of darkness and tor- 
turous doubt surrounding and obscuring us from His divine favors 
would be dispelled, as it would open up and wall with His everlasting 
promises a clearly defined way from the footstool of duty to the elysium 
fields of unlimited and unending blessings, happily conspicuous among 
which would be a coinheritance as an adopted joint heir of His benefi- 
cent and exhaustless estate 


But grander and more munificent than all else would be our unre- | 


strained privilege of mingling and participating with those, unceasingly 
glorifying His divine will. ‘Tothisinheritance of that estate and to this 
admission of that grandest of all privileges our esteemed friend and 
dearly beloved brother was ushered on the twenty-eighth day of March, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-three, 
and in the fifty-fifth year of his earthly existence. 

He had fought the fight, had kept the faith, and clad in the whole 
armor of God, he stood poised upon the crumbling brink, traced by 
the dread elements of the dark river, its unbaffled pilot skillfully un- 


tying the last tinsel cable confining his game spirit to the shores of | 


earth. Witha heart undismayed by any stings therefrom, unterrified 
by its somber, turbid surges, and reclining blissfully upon the hope 
which he had asan anchor of his soul both sure and steadfast, and which 
entereth into that within the veil, he calmly looked out upon the ap- 
proaching scenes, shifted and shifting undér the guiding hand of the 
pale messenger. Moving out upon its eventful and awfully critical cur- 
rents, he uplifted the telescope of a faith in his Mediatorial Master, the 
twin-sister of his inspiring hope, and saw revealed there through the ex- 
tending hand of deliverance from the arm of omnipotent power of his 
Merciful and Heavenly Father. 

Withdrawing for the moment his attention from the glorious insight 
thus afforded within the borders of the silent land, and intently con- 
scious that he was upon the eve of closing his eyes in instant death, he 


turned them for the last time here upon the heart-broken partner of | 


his toils, sorrows, and joys, bidding farewell to this fitful dream of ex- 
istence, he whispered in his dying voice to that justly dear, untiringly 


devoted, and tenderly loving helpmate, as he mingled there with his | 


last good-by on earth: ‘‘All is well with me.’’ God succor, comfort, 
and provide for her desolate, distressed, and sorely tried heart in this 
overwhelming bereavement, is the breathing prayer of his and her in- 
numerable friends. 

Chat he should have passed away from earth poor in this world’s 
goods, yet rich in his unproclaimed deeds of charity, was a fate inevi- 
table to him—a fate induced, yea, fixed, by a generous benevolence and 
whole-souled charity for his fellows too genuine ever to allow its per- 
ishable trash to accumulate in hands never closed in the presence of 
the needy and distressed or under appeals for their relief. His wealth 
of intellectuality and Samaritan spirit interdicted that badge of pov- 
erty proclaiming there were none to do him homage. Thousands of 
scores there were of those who realized a special delight therein. Acres 
who had ever thus been acted upon, embracing all shades, grades, and 


bedewed in tears around his bier, wherewith, under the soil of his birth, 
his idol form was being consigned to rest in the narrow confines of its 
long home—multitudes, embracing not only his own State, but scat- 
tered hither and thither throughout this broad land, though absent in 
person, were present and participating in heart-aggrieved contemplations 
the solemn ceremonies of that mournful occasion. 

The fiat for his transition found him in the fruitful maturings of the 
golden autumn of his earthly career, richly ladened with and abound- 
ing in useful, rare, and superexcellent fruits, fruits endowing a life of 
unmixed blessings to his fellows and of assured immortality to him- 
self. Our deprivations, as recipients, of those so much esteemed and 
coveted blessings are full enough to prompt our natures to arise in 
rebellion thereat and to deplore a calamity so calamitous. 
comforting unction comes in soothing benedictions to our aching hearts, 
imbuing them with the consoling assurance that our temporary loss 
has been his eternal gain. And while the loss may weaken the ties of 
earth, the gain will more than correspondingly strengthen the attrac- 
tions of heaven. 

Dear, beauteous Death, the jewel of the just! 
Shining nowhere but in the dark ; 


What mysteries do lie beyond thy dust, 
Could man outiook that mark! 


That Mr. HERNDON’S career should have unfolded a life glowing 
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exhibitions of all the elements of innate and high-born manhood, and 
fruitful in its manifold feats of paramount usefulness and signal honors 
can be no matter of surprise to the least thoughtful. 

That he should have inherently scorned, loathed, and repulsed every 
thing unbecoming, low, or mean; that he should have enticingly led. 


| his fellow-man by precept and example onward, upward, and stead- 


fastly in all that was noble, grand, and true, none who knew him would 


| not, could not gainsay. 
we hail and embrace a duty so profound in its blessings, a privilege so 


That he should have been one to whom mankind, in unsolicited 
choice, cheerfully and cordially tied in the closest bonds of unselfish 
friendship, unreserved confidence, and, a8 was so apparent to them, 
without the semblance of any hazard whatever to their confided trusts, 
is too plain not to be seen by all. 

That he should have been one deeply, lastingly beloved by his peo- 
ple, should have been their special pride, the apple of their eye, th« 
gem of their hearts’ citadel, and should have been exalted and hon- 
ored by them with lavishing hands and with fond delight, should not, 
could not excite any wonder. 

That he should have been a cherished and finished ornament to so 


| ciety, one ever welcomed to its gay and festive midst by the greetings 


alive with the warmth of fond hearts alone; that he should have been a 
lawyer of unquestioned eminence, a warrior of unchallenged heroism, 
and a statesman of enlarged resources, resources coextensive with his 
growing country’s increasing and vast demands, nonecandoubt. That 
his good name should have been esteemed and decreed by his peopl 


} . . . 
| and those who came truly to know him as a jewel-coined synonym ot 


the beautiful and bright, the brave and true, who could, if he would 
dare deplore ? 

That this endeared name is thus enshrined and sentried in the heart; 
of the sons and daughters of his own loved, flowery land of rest, a land 
whose interest and honor it was his pride and delight jealously and 
zealously to guard on this floor as one of her cheerfully accredited, un 
boundedly intrusted Representatives, their entire united voice from 
her mountains to his own orange-grove seaboard promptly would dc- 
clare. That he should have been a citizen of prominence in living up t 
the full requirements of the law, undauntedly maintaining on all occa 
sions the majesty and supremacy of its mandates; that he should have 
been an endeared and an endearing triend, a devoted, atfectionate, and 
tender husband, a loving, kind, and honored father, needs no affirm 
ance from any one whatever. 

That, though absent, he never will be forgotten by those favored with 
his acquaintance or blessed with his friendship; that though, alas! alas! 
dead, his memory will never cease to be treasured by them, and with 
increased and increasing fondness therefor; that though the grave, so 
beautifully defined as the footprint of angels, for the time may hic 
from us all that was mortal of our dear friend and brother, and yet 
that we shall be permitted to see him again, are all divinely bottomed 
intendments and glorious expectations we most confidently entertain. 
Their realization and enjoyment may be called in question, doubted 
or denied; but, if so, it will hail from those and from those only who in 
their hearts have said, ‘‘ There is no God.’’ 

Ifa star were confined into a tomb, 
Her captive flame must needs burn there ; 


But when the hand that locked her up gave room 
She'd shine through al! the sphere. 


Within man’s mortal tenement burns a captive flame, lit up by the 


| same infinite hand that enkindled ‘‘all the constellations that gem, 


like a diadem, night’s brow.’’ The beams of intelligence, ever emitting 
from that immortal flame, go out in quest of nature’s mysteries as they 


| sport in their contemplations amid the beauties, relations, distances, 
conditions of society, stood in sorrow-breathing silence, and with eyes 


and orbits of the glittering host marshaled on the nightly plains, and 
eagerly seek to know more of the source of their own promethian fire. 
These fugitive beams, eluding the fetters of an irksome confinement, 
and with a speed in their flight unknown to electricity, bound to the 
outer circle of the remotest of those orbits. Even though disallowed 
the divine pre-eminence, whereon Israel’s great leader stood when he 
viewed the landscape o’er, nevertheless, if guided by the light of the 


| Star of Bethlehem, as they survey the limitless domain of space spread 


i 


But the 


with the inborn inspirations of a lofty genius, rich in its incidents and | wise the simple; whose evidence, disregarding all peradventure, wisely 


out before them, they may see through a glass darkly into Jehovah’s 
pre-emption area, wherein his children arrived, arriving and homeward 
bound will find mansions prepared for them upon his eternal camping- 
ground. 

How oft recalled to our contemplations is it as a melancholy fact, that 
the flowers we so tenderly nurture and so much enjoy in their fragrant 
array of unsurpassed glory, that the objects unceasingly caressed by our 
love’s fondest affections and joyfully afforded favored niches within 
the temple of our hearts as idols of our life’s devotion, all had the seed 
of death implanted within them when those of life were quickened into 
existence. But, sir, in our musings thereon how important that we 
fathom with earnestly inquiring thought deep down into the philosophy 
therefor would we contentedly learn and consolingly realize why all 
sarthly pleasures and treasures of the heart are so transitory and fleeting. 

When thus fathomed and comprehended we can not fail to recognize 
in them witnesses of Almighty God, whose testimony is sure, making 
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institutes and promulgates, as an anchoring conviction of the heart, 
the momentous truth that our Maker never intended this earth as 
man’s abiding place. We hear it proclaimed on every hand that noth- 


ing dies but in fulfillment of His omnisciently established decrees, while | 


by His divine agency we alike see and know its place is at once re- 
supplied with newness of life. 

Throughout all nature these reproductive links have been coining in 
continuous order from creation’s dawn, and will so transpire until the 
hand that suspended this earth in the orbit of its existence and con- 
centrated upon its prepared bosom the creative power of His own 
omnipotent will shall withdraw it therefrom. In man alone has He 
breathed the inspiration to look with confident hope beyond the disso- 
lution of his earthly house of this tabernacle, and to know that he has 
a building of God, a house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens. 
In his decay, step by step, as he descends to the grave, Faith illumes 
with extended and extending ken and Hope invigorates with increased 
and increasing brightness the grand truth embraced by Charity with 
unyielding devotion that with those wisely prepared therefor to be ab- 
sent from the body is to be present with the Lord. 

For this cause, though the outward man is perishing, yet will the 
inward man be renewed day by day. When thus reverently under- 
stood and spiritually realized, death becomes the unfolding door of 
entrance upon renewed, increased, and increasing vitality, wherein 
mortality is swallowed up of life. Through the thresholds of this un- 
closed door, open and to remain open for the reception of the last pil- 
grim of the human race, will continue to pass those more than golden 
links in the countless strand of the family of humanity, among whom 
will shine with a luster not of earth, a luster inherited and reflected 
alone from the face of their Divine Master, those of our race ransomed, 
purified, and redeemed by His atoning grace. This onward march to 
the source of all good will never halt until it shall have encircled and 
environed to the full measure of His own divine purpose the supreme 
throne of our Heavenly Father. 

In accordance with His own eternal decrees, the last pilgrim of earth 
will have then passed through and closed forever behind him the door 
of death, and will have been added to that grand army, enlisted, mar- 
shaled, and encamped upon the Elysian fields of His unending glory. 

Ye stand in the midst of the progress of this startling, momentous, 
and solemnly eventful existence, mingling therewith while borne upon 
its resistless currents to those near and nearing transcendent changes. 

Clad in the livery of our dearest esteem, affection, and love for our 
so much missed, lamented brother, and planted within the inspired 
circle, reflected from and lined by the crowning halo of the immortal 
genii of our devotion, we proclaim it here and now, and with a resolve 


which shall know no varying or the shadow of change, that, God being | 


our helper, we will go to our brother. 


He that hath found some fledged bird’s nest may know 
At first sight if the bird be flown; 

But what fair field or grove he sings in now, 
That is to him unknown. 


And yet as angels, in some brighter dreams, 
Call to the soul when man doth sleep, 

So some strange thoughts transcend our wonted themes 
And into glory peep. 


The question being taken on the resolutions submitted by Mr. JONEs, 
of Alabama, they were unanimously adopted; and then, in accordance 
with the concluding resolution, the House (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Re- 
form Association, relative to civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

3y Mr. CONVERSE: Memorial of J. H. Newton, of the Advocate, 
and others, publishers of Newark, Ohio, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the news-copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the board of officers of the German 
Society of Pennsylvania, for the better delivery of letters of foreign 
origin—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York city, relative to the Lowell bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the New York Cotton Exchange, relative to the 
coinage of the silver dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, memoriai of the Civil Service Reform Association League, fixing 
tenure of office at four years—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Reform 
Association, relative to the civil service—to the same committee. 

_ By Mr. GOFF: Two petitions of late officers of the volunteer army, 
in support of H. R. 3485 and 1306—severally to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 
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By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Resolution of Paddy Shields Post, No. 36, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Clarence, Mo., in favor of certain bills 
recommended by the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Reform Association, re!- 
ative to the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Chamber of Com 
merce, New York city, favoring the Lowell bankrupt bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. HURD: Petition of Levi Beebe and others, of Berkshire, 
Mass., favoring free trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of Harry Smith and 312 others, of Charles Lee and 
others, of Max M. Bergman, and many others, and of Horace J. Sprague 
and many others, all of Toledo, Ohio, favoring the Chinese restriction 
act—severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. D. Lindley and others, of Toledo, Ohio, against 
the importation of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of N. A. Reynolds and 32 others, citizens of 
Branch County, Michigan, for a national soldiers’ home in Michigan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of the citizens of Smithfield, Va., relative 
to the improvement of Pagan Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LONG: Resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation, relative to the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of 259 citizens of Lonaconing, Alleghany 
County, Maryland, relative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Reform 
Association, relative to civil service—to the Select Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Fort Donaldson Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Saint Mary’s, Kans., asking for the enactment of the 
laws asked for by the committee of the Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petitiog of the board of marine underwriters of 
Boston, praying for an appropriation for the removal of the telegraph 
cable at Block Island—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Resolution of the Missouri Civil Service Reform 
Association, relative to the civil service—to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of lowa Legislature, relative to jurisdiction of United 
States circuit courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of soldiers and citizens of Olin, lowa, asking for an ap- 
propriation to locate a soldiers’ home in the West—to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of John E. Sherman Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, for amendment of pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, relative 
to jurisdiction of United States circuit courts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition of Henry L. Phillips and the con- 
gregation of St. Luke’s church, Charlestown, and of Henry E. Hovey, 

| rector, and 86 members of St. John’s church, Portsmouth, N. H., for 

| the adoption of the educational plans recommended by the Secretary ot 
the Interior in his report for 1882, &c.—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

| By Mr. REED: Memorial against the news-copyright bill—to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition for the relief of John H 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of five officers of the Third Artillery, 
United States Army, for the passage of 8. 1677—to the same commit- 
tee. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Mary K. Cayce, of Hot Springs, Ark., 
asking for the passage of a bill allowing her to purchase certain lots of 
land on Hot Springs reservation, &c.—tothe Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of Jacob W. Parker, of the same import 
committee. 

Also, petition of Andrew McGeehan and 54 others, citizens of Hazle 
ton, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, relative to the Chinese restriction 
act—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Iowa, relative to free homes for all soldiers and sailors of the late 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolutionot the Legislature of Iowa, relative to pension- 
ing ex-prisoners of war, &¢.—to the Select Committee on Payment ot 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

3y Mr. WILLIS: Resolution ofthe Louisville Typographical Union, 

protesting against the pending copyright law—to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 


Edwards—to the 


to the same 
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Prayer by Rev J of Washington, D. C. 
A PRESIDING OFFICER 
Mr. INGALLS called the Senate to order, and the Chief Clerk read 


the following letter 
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I hereby name and designate Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, a 
1e State of Kansas, to perform the duties of the Chair during my 


absence this « 


GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
President pro tempore. 
Thereupon Mr. INGALLS took the chair as presiding officer for to- 
day. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prove d 


PETITIONS ANY MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair) presented 
the petition of J. H. Soulé, of Washington, D. C., praying for an in- 
crease of pension to widows and dependent relatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the memorial of James J. Lash, of Albion, 
Ind., the memorial of Williams & Hossler, of Warsaw, Ind., and the 
memorial of William C. Talcott, and others, of Valparaiso, Ind., remon- 


to the Committee on the Library. 


Atlantic City, N. J., relating to a harbor of refuge on the coast at that 
place; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of the publishers of the Evening 
Express, of Portland, Me., 
ford, publishers of the Cape Elizabeth Sentinel, of Cape Elizabeth, Me., 
remonstrating against the passage of the news-copyright bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the following memorials, remonstrating 


which were referred to the Committee on Patents 


urers and inventors, of Wallingtord, Conn. ; 

A memorial of Isaac Cole and 4 others, of New York city; 

A memorial of Professor Alexander C. Twining, C. E., of New Haven, 
Conn. ; 

{ memorial of R. Wallace & Sons Manufacturing Company, of Wal 
lingford, Conn. ; 

\ memorial of the Whiting Manufacturing Company of New York; 

{ memorial of J. H. Bullard and 18 other manutacturers and in- 
ventors of Springfield, Mass. ; 

\ memorial of D. W. Wesson and 
ventors of Springfield, Mass.; and 

\ memorial of the Billings & Spencer Company and 9 other manu- 
facturers and inventors, of Hartford, Conn. 

Mr. HAWLEY also presented the petition of Samuel Cupples, presi- 
dent; Charles Claflin Allen, secretary, and 108 others, officers and mem- 
bers of the Civil-Service Reform Association of Missouri, praying for 


15 other manufacturers and in- 


ministrative offices at four years; which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PLATT. On the 25th of March last a convention of inventors 
was held at Cincinnati, Ohio, at which there was a registered attend- 
ance of some six hundred persons, and something over 4,000 letters of 
sympathy and concurrence in the objects of the convention were received. 
That convention passed certain resolutions which I have been requested 
to present to the Senate and have read. Ilask that the resolutions may 
be read. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Patents, 
as follows 


Whereas the incentive and rewards given inventors by the Constitution of the 


haps than any one cause to advance our whole country to the front rank in 
wealth, resources, and industries among all nations of the world; and 

Whereas any material change in those laws would in the opinion of this as- 
sociation seriously retard our material progress as a people: Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in the United States Con- 
gress are respectfully requested to oppose the passage of any bill which would 
have the effect to discourage inventions by impairing the value of patented 
property or imposing any conditions on the owners of such property in prose- 
cuting and maintaining their rights to the full value of their said property 
which are not equally applicable under the laws of Congress to the rights of all 
property and the remedies provided to protect the same for all citizens of our 
entire country 

Resolved, That the inventors, patent-owners, brain-workers, and citizens of 
the United States, in convention assembled, where patent interests antagonize 
no other, but benefit all classes of the community alike, demand the continued 
protection of our present patent system unimpaired by Congress 

Resolved, That since the money derived from the fees paid by the inventors to 
the Government is ample to pay all the cost and charges, it is the imperative 
duty of Congress to provide sufficient force in the Patent Office to do the work 
well and to keep it up to date, and in all details and particulars to thoroughly 
equip the Patent Office for its work by providing sufficient accommodations for 
its force 














strating against the proposed news-copyright bill; which were referred | 


Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted by the city council of | 


and the memorial of J. H. & F. H. Har- | 


ainst the repeal or hostile modification of the present patent laws; | 


A memorial of Simpson, Hall, Miller & Co., and 7 others, manufact- | 


the repeal of the act of May 15, 1820, fixing the tenure of certain ad- | 


United States and the laws of Congress passed thereunder have done more per- | 


, an ample library of books and publications pertaining to patent and | 
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scientific matters, and full and complete digests of inventions in all the classes. 


| and rooms and means to enable the inventor and patentee to search into the 


novelty of any device or the state of the art in any given direction 

Resolved, That the dignity and importance of the business of the Patent Office 
demand that it should be severed from the Interior Department and made a 
department by itself, with a head duly recognized as a member of the Cabinet 

Resolved, That since the matters adjudicated in the Patent Office are ina very 
large degree legal in their scope and bearing, it is the evident necessity of the 
case that there should be a distinctly legal bureau or division of this office 
clothed with the authority to hear and decide said matters and enforce its de- 
cisions. 

Resolved, That though there have been nearly 300,000 patents granted, there 
have been scarce a score of patents which the public has objected to, and no 
patent based on a wrong which the courts have not finally held invalid 

Resolved, That since under our law the Patent Office must be self-sustaining, 


} and since there are very large requirements to cover the expense of properly 


equipping the Patent Office for full discharge of its duties, it does not at present 
seem to be expedient to reduce the Government fees on patents 

Resolved, That protection under the patent system is of more vital importance 
to us as a nation than the protection of any other industry connected with our 


| Government. 


Resolved, That Congress be requested to so modify section 4887 of the United 
States Statutes that letters patent for the invention of a citizen of the United 
States shall continue in force for the full term of seventeen years, whether such 
invention shall or shall not have been previously patented in any foreign country. 


Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of Gillespie Brothers, publishers 
of the Advocate, Stamford, Conn., remonstrating against the passage of 
the news-copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of Mrs. James A. Garfield 
and 500 other citizens of Cleveland, Ohio. This memorial represents 
| that in 1863 the Government made a treaty with the Nez Percé In- 
dians, who held their reservation under a treaty by which a majority 
of the Indians surrendered a portion of their reservation, but Chief Jo- 
seph and several other chiefs refused to join in that treaty and refused 
to leave the reservation. They were permitted by the Government to 
remain upon that reservation without molestation for fourteen years 
when troops were sent to forcibly drive them out of it, which involved 
us in a war with Joseph and his band. The memorialists say that 
Joséph and his band retreated before the United States troops 1,300 
miles and then surrendered to General Miles upon a pledge given by 
| General Miles that they should be removed to their brethren in Idaho; 

but in violation of that pledge the United States removed them first to 
| & prison in Leavenworth, Kans., where they remained a year and a 
half, and that they were then transported to the Indian Territory to a 
very unhealthy location, in which half of them have died. There are 
but about three hundred and fifty of them now left, mostly widows 
and orphans, and but three children of the whole number that have 
been born since 1878 have lived to three years of age. 

There is a bill pending in the Senate to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to remove such of the remainder of this band back to their old 
home as in his opinion can safely be done, and these memorialists pray 
for the passage of that bill. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present also two petitions for the same purpose, one 
from Harvey County, Kansas, and the other from Sedgwick County, 
Kansas. I move that they be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present resolutions of the Legislature of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, in which they resolve, for the reasons set 
forth in the resolves, that House bill No. 4483, relative to the revenue- 
marine service of the United States, commends itself to that Legisla- 

| ture as a just and wise measure, and say they will be glad to see their 

| Senators and Representatives support it. I ask that the resolutions 

| may be printed in the RecorpD, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The resolutions were ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty-four. 


Resolution relative to the revenue-marine service of the United States. 


Resolved, That the Legislature of Massachusetts is fully impressed with the 

importance of the revenue marine and the efficient and valuable service it has 

| rendered to the Government and to the ocean, lake, and river commerce of the 

country, as well asin saving the livesand property of hundreds of those engaged 
| therein; and 

Resolved, That as there is no provision of law whereby those who may become 

| disabled by age, injuries, or other cause in said service may be retired, as is the 
case in the navaland military service of the Government, which in the judgment 
of this Legislature should be remedied: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Legislature of this Commonwealth that the 
bill (H. R. 4483) now before Congress, entitled “‘A bill to promote the efficiency 
of the revenue-marine service,”’ is one which commends itself to us as a wise 
and just measure, and one which we would be glad tosee the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from the State support 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolutions be forwarded to the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 


Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 27, 
Sent up for concurrence. 


1884 
Adopted. 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
SENATE, April 1, 1854. 

Adopted in concurrence. 
S. N. GIFFORD, Clerk. 

A true copy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of McCall Post, No. 123, Grand | Representatives in Congress be requested to use their utmost endeavors to secur 
ee ic. Buena Vista, Ohio: : tition of Spiegle Post the passage of a law, at this session of Congress, giving to every honorably dis 
Army of the Republic, vena ista, Li ; a pe : | = ~“* | charged soldier and sailor of the late war a patent for one hundred and sixty 
No. 208, Grand Army of the Republic, Shiloh, Ohio; a petition of Mc¢ OY | acres of the public land asa home, without requiring them to settle thereon, and 
Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic, Columbus, Ohio; and a pe- that the title thereto be made non-transferable, or with such conditions attached 


i ~e ae <a tT, ON Or etal , RPannhije | @8 Will secure to the soldier or sailor, or their families, all the benefits of such 
tition of Zeller Hamilton I ost, No. 206, Grand Army ol the Re public > | grant, and debar the speculator from procuring and holding the same for specu 
Middle Point, Ohio, praying for the passage of certain pension bills; | lative purposes; and, further, that such homesteads be exempt from taxation for 


which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. ten years, and also be exempt from all debts contracted or incurred by such 
. . 445 . . soldie l ra like pe ; 
He also presented the memorial of J. D. Stine, publisher of the | ; ers and sailors for a like period 


I . : : ; | Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to forward a copy of these 
Torchlight, Xenia, Ohio, and the memorial of J. O. Amos, publisher | resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


of the Democrat, Sidney, Ohio, remonstrating against the news-copy- | Approved March 29, 1884. 
right bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Library. STATE oF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE 


I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original 
joint resolution on file in this office 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, this — day of Ayn A.D. 1884 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present the petition of the Saint Paul (Minn. 
Chamber of Commerce, praying for an increase of the appropriation for 


the improvement of the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, for the harbor [SEAI J.A.T. HULL, Secretary of St 
of West Saint Paul, for the expenditure of $15,000 heretofore appropri- | - Pi W.1 H AMMOND, Deputy 
ated for the improvement of the river at that point, and for a further ap- | Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 


propriation for the same purpose. The petition isaccompanied by a map of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
of the locality, which I send up with the petition. I move the reference | to be printed in the RECoRD, as follows: 
of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. (Joint resolution No. 18 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce | | Whereas thousands of applications for pensions are now pending in the United 

Tan, Tas in fav . > pDassavce of an ac akine Tac as + | States Pension Office, and have been pending from two to ten years; and 
of Tacoma, W ash., in favor of the passage ot an act making Tacoma & port Whereas many of the applicants gave the best years of their lives, their health, 
of entry; which was referred to the Committee on ( ommerce. _ | their strength in the defense of their country, and many gave up husband and 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the memorial of T. D. Curtis | father; and : 

& Sons, of Syracuse, N. Y., and the memorial of the publishers of the | , Whereas many of them have now no means of support, but have with their 
>D ‘ : r , arr ns Ss eeemmenae .| families been reduced to abject poverty and want: Therefore, 
Journal, of Port Chester, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of | “Re it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That these applications 
the news-copyright bill; which were referred to the Committee on the | of right ought to be speedily adjusted ; that the expectations, hopes, and just 
Library ; | rights of those who suffered wounds and disease for their country’s good should 
. “ne ia 7 . ‘ a - not longer be delayed. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the W ashington F ire and Marine | Resolved, Second. That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and 
Insurance Company and others, praying for an appropriation for the | oo are hereby, requested to. use all their influence to secure the most speedy 
renew; 4 » teleors ic Cs » at Black ‘ : whic as referre and adequate adjustment practicable of all such claims, 
rene wal of the telegraphic able at Block Island; which was referred | edad SUG. aud Gib enenalsre af etude belaeteesiod te favaish a cone ot 
to the Committee on Commerce. 5 : the memorial and joint resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 
He also presented a petition of certain Government employés, pray- | in Congress. A 
ing for the enforcement of the eight-hour law, and to pay to employés | 4Ppreved April 7, 1884, 
of the Government wages hitherto withheld, in violation of the eight- | 


Memorial and joint resolution in reference to the applications for pensions 


STATE OF [OWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE 


I hereby certify the foregoing to bea true copy of the original on file in this 


hour law; which was referred to the Committee on Education and | oftce. 
Labor. | Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, April 9, 1884. 

He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Brookline, Mass., pray- | “P4" e > = + ae ee crane 
ing for a repeal of the tenure-of-office laws; which was referred to the | ; ; vr 7 ee Ke 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. | Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Bishop T. M. Clark, of Rhode | of lowa; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
Island, and others, members of the Indian Rights Association of Provi- | to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
dence, R. I., praying for an appropriation for the education of certain | Joint resolution No. i2.} 

Indian tribes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. | A memorial to Congress asking that certain prisoners of the war of the rebellion 

Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly | ___ be placed on the pension-roll. 
of the State of Iowa; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Whereas many officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Federal Army and Navy 


were confined in so-called confederate prisons for an unusual length of time, 


the Judiciary, as follows: suffering great hardships and contracting disease hard and difficult to prove 


[Joint resolution No. 15.] under existing pension laws; and 
Joint luti 1 a li rard to jurisdi ti f United Stat it | Whereas Hon. JAMEs S. Roprnson, of Ohio, hasintroduced in the Forty-eighth 
Joint resolution and memorial in re ae o jurisdiction of United States circui | Congressa bill (No. 1189) ‘ granting pensions to all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
co Ss. 


who, while in the service of the United States, and while in the line of their duty, 
| were taken prisoners, and as such confined in the so-called confederate prisons, 
| between the Ist day of May, 1861, and the Ist day of May, 1865, as foliows: “All 


Whereas by act of Congress approved September 24, 1789, the jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of the United Statesin suits between citizens of different States 
was extended to cases in which the amount in controversy exceeded $00; and | who were prisoners of war two months, and less than six months, one-half 

Whereas for almost one hundred years the amount thus fixed has remained | pensions; those who were prisoners of war six months, and less than twelve 
unchanged, while the commercial and material interests of the country andthe | months, a three-fourths pension; and all such as were prisoners of war twelve 
business of the courts have increased many fold, and the reasons why so small | months, and more than twelve months, a total pension. And, furthermore, such 
an amount should determine such jurisdiction no longer exist; and surviving prisoners of warshall receive & per day for each day and every day's 

Whereas corporations organized under the laws of other States, and doing | confinement in said confederate military prisons: Provided, That such pension 
business in the State of lowa, have systematically removed all cases possible to | shall in each case begin from the date of the passage of this act, and shall be 
the United States courts, thus compelling the citizen of this State to pursue his | paid at the same time and in the same manner as other pensions are now paid: 
remedy in the United States court, and in many cases amounting to a denial of | And provided further, That this act shall not entitle any person to draw more 
justice, and causing great inconvenience, unreasonable delay, and unnecessary | than one pension, but that such survivors of the so-called confederate military 
expense: Therefore, 


prisons as are entitled and are receiving a pension at thetime of the passage of 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and | this act shall be entitled to the increase of their pension which this act may grant 
Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to use their influence to pro- | them :’’ Therefore, 
cure such a modification and change of existing law, so as to increase the amount Be it resolved by the 
determining the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, commen- 
surate with the increase of commercial interests and business of the courts and 
the demands of the people. 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to forward to the President 
of the Senate of the United States and the Speaker of the House of Representa- | 


house of representatives the senate concurring That our 
Representatives in Congress be requested, and Senators therein instructed, to 
use their best endeavors to secure the passage of an act by Congress in accord- 
ance with the provisions of said Robinson bill, No. L189. 

Approved March 29, 1884. 





: ; : STATE OF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY STA 
tives a copy of the foregoing resolutions, with the request that the same be laid | : ; = ; ¥ ” ‘ " - = s 
before each House of Congress, and that a copy be sent to each Senator and e I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original 
member of Congress from this State. joint resolution on file in this office. 

Approved April 3, 1884. Witness my hand and the great seal of the State, this—day of April, A. D. 1884 

STATE OF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. % : ‘aati a try of State. 
- ie 2 x _ I > . Jepr J 

I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original on file in this | — ; : ; ; ty 4 
office. Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the publishers of the Herald, 

[SEAL. ] J. A. T. HULL, Secretary of State Frie Presse, and Weekly Blade, newspapers published at Council Bluffs, 


W. T. HAMMON de : ° » : ore 

oo neon eng Iowa, and a memorial of the publishers of the Messenger and the Times, 
Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of | newspapers published at Fort Dodge, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
the State of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Public | proposed news-copyright bill; which were referred to the Committee 


Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: on the Library. 


{Joint resolution No. 11.] He also presented a memorial and resolutions of the Buard of Trade 
Memorial and joint resolution relative to free homes for all surviving soldiers | Of Burlington, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of several bills 


and sailors of the Union Army. vending in Congress relative to the patent system and laws of the 
: dQ. pending g 
= mesons anes ~ eens te eaeeet laws os Conapene it is impos- | United States: which were referred to the Committee on Patents 
sibie for many of the soldiers and sailors of the late war to avail themselves of | . > “Vv : 2 : ° oO) 
the provisions of said law by reason of ill health caused by injuries and disease | . . Mr. I ARLEY present da joint resolution ot the Legislat - ae 
received and contracted while in the service of their country and for want of ifornia; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Pest-Offices 
means to locate and improve homesteads as required by law ; and and Post-Roads, as follows: 

Whereas there is yet belonging tothe United States Government enough land ities ; N \ tel ‘ 
to give every soldierand sailor a home without detriment to the public interest Assembly concurrent resolution, No. 1, relative to the postal-telegraph 
Therefore, troduced in Congress by Hon. Charles A. Sumner 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and Resolved by the assembly (the senate 


concurring), That we heartily indorse the 
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postal-telegraph bill introduced in Congress by Hon. Charles A. Sumner, of this 
State, believing it to be an eminently wise and practical measure, and one im- 
peratively demanded by the interests of the people of the United States 
Resolved, That our Senators be, and they are hereby, instructed, and our Rep- 
resentatives requested, to support and by all honorable means endeavor to se- 


cure the passage of said bill 
Resolved, That the governor be requested to forward a copy of the foregoing 
resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
H. M. LA RUE, 
Speaker of the Assembly 
JOHN DAGGETT 
President of the Senate 
Attes 


THOMAS L. THOMPSON 


Secretary of State 

Mr. CONGER presented a memorial of B. H. Williams, of Port Huron, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to copyright news 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Reunion As- 
sociation of Southwestern Michigan, praying for the erection of a home 
in Michigan for disabled soldiers: which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of editors of certain newspapers 
published at Hornellsville, N. Y., and a memorial of editors of the 
Journal, of Port Chester, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of 
the news-copyright bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented a resolution of the New York Cotton Exchange, in 
favor of the stoppage of the further coinage of the silver dollar until 
some readjustment of the relative values of gold and silver coins may 
be accomplished; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iholdin my hand a memorial, numerously signed 
by gentlemenand firms engaged in the tobacco business, remonstrating 
against the agitation looking to a repeal of the tax now imposed upon 
their business. They are content as the tax stands, and say that any 
agitation of the question of the tax demoralizes their trade and very 
seriously affects their business, and that during such agitation sales are 
hindered and parties wait, hoping always for more than is realized, thus 
virtually stopping their business for the time, which is never regained. 
The memorialists further represent that the tax is now so light that it 
is not felt by the trade, while it aggregates to the Government a large 
sum in liquidating the national debt, which all good citizens desire 
paid at the earliest possible day. They do not think a debt by the Gov- 
ernment any more a blessing than an individual debt; and they there- 
fore pray, in the interest of trade and that of the Government, that the 
tax may rest as it is until the Government shall need no further inter- 
nal taxes in paying off the national debt. 

I heartily indorse the sentiments of the memorial, and move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Finance, and I hope that that com- 
mittee will adopt the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of W. J. Oliver and other citi- 


zens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the passage of a news- | 


copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of members of Fort Donelson Post, 
No. 256, Grand Army of the Republic, Saint Mary’s, Kans., praying for 
the passage of laws in accordance with the recommendations of the pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Ot- 
tawa, Kans., in favor of the passage of the bill granting to the Southern 
Kansas Railway Company the right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of the 
city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., in regard to certain occurrences which 
have recently taken place in that Territory; and I will venture to ask 
unanimous consent that it may be read at length. It is upon a very 
important subject and presents somewhat at length, but tersely, the 
matters of difference in that Territory. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

Your memorialists, the officers and members of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mexico, on behalf of themselves and 
all the people of said city, would respectfully represent : 

First. That an act of Congress authorized the holding of a session of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, to be begun on the 18th day 
of February, A. D. 1884 

Second. That on the day above mentioned the two houses of the Territorial 
Legislature aforesaid were organized amid much confusion, and in a manner 
which a very large and intelligent portion of the people of the Territory did 
then and do now regard as irregular, improper, and illegal. 

Third. That on account of said alleged irregularity and illegality in the or- 
ganization of the bodies assuming to be the Legislature of the Territory, certain 
men holding uncontested rights to seats in the council did refuse, and have ever 
since refused, to qualify and take their seats in that body. 

Fourth. That the council is and has from the first been composed of less than 
a majority of those who hold certificates of election from the lawful authorities 
as legally elected members of that body, together with two persons who did not 
possess or present any evidence of their right to seats, but were admitted by the 
arbitrary act of the Secretary of the Territory,and whose rights to seats in that 
body were never investigated or passed upon by the council. 

Fifth. Under the ruling that it does not require a majority of all the members 
of the body to pass an act, but only a majority of those present, the votes of four 
persons are sufficient to pass bills in the council asat present organized, and two 
of these may be persons who hold no certificates of election, whose competitors 
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were returned as elected and whose rights to seats have never been examined 
or passed upon by the body in which they are acting, thus making it possible 
for any two of those who were returned as members to pass bills, make appro- 
priations, and do all other acts which should be done only by a majority of all 
the members of the council. 

Sixth. That the Legislature as thus constituted has passed divers and sundry 
acts which in their character are inimical to the public interest, and which, as 
your memorialists firmly believe, were passed forthe purpose of promoting the 
personal aggrandizement of certain individuals at the expense of the public 
good, and the effect of which would be to subject the people of the Territory to 
unwise and unjust laws, to put upon them, contrary to their will as expressed in 
their petitionsand protests, unnecessary and onerous burdens of taxation which 
the business interests of the Territory are unable to bear, and to bring upon the 
people of the Territory great hardship in their persons and property. 

Seventh. That it has made lavish and unreasonable appropriations for un- 
necessary and improper purposes, and has provided for the issuing of bonds 
therefor, which would place upon the people of New Mexico a burden of public 
debt greater than has ever heretofore been contracted by any Territory of the 
United States, and greater than the taxable property of the Territory can bear 

Eighth. That it has provided for the creation of debts which, with the inter- 
est upon the same, would equal 5 per cent. of all the tax-paying property in the 
Territory,and has provided for the commencement of costly and unnecessary 
public buildings which will require the appropriation of much largersums for 
their completion by other Legislatures in the future. 

Ninth. That a very large proportion of all the best property of the Territory 


| is held by religious organizations and used for purposes of business, such as 


orchards, gardens, and vmeyards, and that the body assuming to be the Legis- 
lature has passed an act exempting all this from taxation. 

Tenth. That it has passed a so-called public-school law, which is unjust and 
anti-American in its provisions, which places the public-school fund of the Ter- 
ritory virtually at the disposal of the church, which makes the schools that are 
supported by public taxation essentially sectarian in character, contrary to the 
genius of American institutions and at variance with the progressive educa- 
tional spirit of the age. 

Eleventh, That its course has been mainly governed by what was undoubtedly 
a deliberate plan to further the interests of a few individuals at the expense of 
the public treasury and the public weal, and, in order to carry through its un- 
just and corrupt plans, has promised favors to those individuals and those com- 
munities that have supported it and has endeavored to punish by unfriendly leg- 
is'ation those that have opposed it. 

Twelfth. That two of the most populous and important cities of the Territory, 
Las Vegas and Socorro, because their people took an active part in opposition to 
certain acts of injustice and extravagance, have been ‘ punished’? by the pas- 
sage of laws disincorporating them, against the protest of nearly all their citi- 
zens, and they are thus left in a state of confusion and without any form of local 
government. 

Thirteenth. That it has levied a duty upon all graded or thoroughbred cattle 
coming into the Territory, thus laying a burden upon an industry that oughtto 
be protected and encouraged, striking a blow at one of the most important inter- 
ests of the Territory and violating the provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which guarantees unrestricted commerce between the States. 

Fourteenth. That it has ordered the erection of costly buildings for a capitol 
and Territorial penitentiary, which works, if necessary, should be constructed 
by the United States, and has provided for the payment therefor by the issuing 
of large amounts of bonds, to pay the interest arid principal of which will ren- 
der necessary a burden of taxation which the property of the Territory is not 
able to bear, and which must inevitably lead the Territory into financial distress 
and repudiation 

Fifteenth. That it has passed an act ratifying the action of the commissioners 
of San Miguel County, who through improper influences have entered into a 
contract for the building of a court-house at an expense of $125,000, in defiance 
ofthe protests of the tax-payers of the county, who assert that $40,000 at the 
utmost for such a building is as much as the property of the county can bear 

Sixteenth. That it has passed divers and sundry other acts making extrava- 
gant and unnecessary appropriations of public money and authorizing the reck- 
less @xpenditure of the public funds, all of whichcombined will place upon the 
tax-payers of the Territory a burden greaterthan they can bear, and greater 
than has ever been assumed by any other Territory of the United States. 

Seventeenth. That the credit of the Territory is already seriously impaired, 
its obligations selling for not more than 80cents on the dollar, and the enormous 
debts which have been authorized by this Legislature must inevitably render its 
paper comparatively valueless, or render necessary a rate of taxation which the 
property of the Territory can not bear, which would seriously retard develop- 
ment and check the growth of our most important industries. 

Eighteenth. That it has acted in all things in utter disregard of the petitions 
and supplications of the people, and has left no escape from the conclusion that 
its action has been governed by corrupt motives and by a desire to enrich a few 
individuals at the expense of the public. 

Nineteenth. That, despite the enormous percentage of illiteracy in New Mexico 

which is far greaterthan in any other division of the United States), it has failed 
to establish an American public-school system; though it has levied a generous 
school tax, it has so provided forthe managementand disposal of the fund as to 
turn it all into the control and for the benefit of the church, and though it has 
made lavish appropriations from the public treasury for the benefit of church 
institutions, it has failed to provide for the appropriation of a dollar for the build- 
ing of school-houses. 

Twentieth. That it has been so far engrossed in serving the personal ends of 
a few individuals that if has ignored and neglected all the important public 
interests of the Territory. 

Twenty-first. That for the foregoing and many other reasons of like character 
that might be enumerated for the purpose of rescuing the Territory from an in- 
supportable burden of unnecessary indebtedness; for the purpose of protecting 
our property and business interests from the outrages with which they are 
threatened, and for the purpose of saving the people of the Territory from the 
evil consequences of legislation which is corrupt in its nature and anti-republi- 
can in its character, your memorialists would respectfully ask that each and all 
of the acts of the body which assumed to be the Twenty-sixth Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico may be annulled and set aside. 

The above memorial being presented at a meeting of the Albuquerque Board 
of Trade, held on April 5, 1884, was on motion unanimously adopted. 

W. K. P. WILSON, First Vice-President. 
CHAS. ETHERIDGE, Secretary pro tempore. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. CONGER. 

-ad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
attached to the paper. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘ W.K. P. Wilson, first vice-president; Charles 

| Etheridge, secretary pro tempore.”’ 


That reference will be made. 
l ask tohavethe names of the signers to that paper 


The ChiefClerk will report the names 








1884. 





Mr. CONGER. Of what? 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘ Your memorialists, the officers and members 
of the Board of Trade of the city of Albuquerque, in the Territory of 
New Mexico, on behalf of themselves and all the people of said city, 
would respectfully represent.”’ 

Mr. CONGER. Has it been referred ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask unanimous constnt to have printed in the 
RECORD the recommendation of the grand jury of the United States 
district court of Delaware respecting certain public buildings in Wil- 
mington, Del., toaccompany the report made by the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds on the bill (S. 1885) for the erection of a 
public building at Wilmington, Del. It is a mere recommendation that 
an appropriation for public buildings in that town should be made. 

The paper was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

The undersigned, grand jurymen for the United States court for the district of 
Delaware at its session this 9th day of April, A. D. 1884, would most respectfully 
represent that, 


Whereas the United States court-rooms in the city of Wilmington are totally 
unfit and inadequate for the business of said court: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be most re- | 


spectfully but earnestly requested to secure an appropriation for the purpose of 
a building suitable for the uses of said court. 
JOHN VY. CHRISTY, Foreman. 
F. M. DUNN, Secretary. 
AMOS COLE. 
MINOS CONAWAY. 
WM. P. BESWICK THOMAS J. BOWEN. 
JOHN W. DAY. SAMUEL FINLEY. 
ROBERT B. JUMP. E. C. ROSS 
W. M. BRACKIN. E. H. GREGG 
JAMES LANK. E. O. RAYMOND. 
JOS. L. BLACK, Jr. 


District of Delaware, ss: 

I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the preamble and resolutions re- 
ported to the United States district court for said district by the grand inquests 
of the United States of America in and for said district on April 9, 1884 

Witness my hand and seal of said court this L0th day of April, A. D. 1884. 

SEAL. } S. RODMOND SMITH, 

Clerk United States District Court, District of Delaware. 


G. H. ROBINSON. 
CHAS. DENNY. 
S. T. JENKINS. 
JNO. B. COOPER. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them adversely; and they were in- 
definitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 1707) to establish a court of appeals, and to provide addi- 
tional cirenit court judges; 


| to the Committee on Commerce. 
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| drew W. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


| said counties has beer attached to the State of Nevada 


A bill (8. 1722) to establish a court of appeals, and to provide for | 


certain changes in the constitution of the circuit courts of the United 
States when sitting in banc, and for other purposes; and 


| proved June 23, 1836, entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the deposits of the public 


A bill (S. 471) to provide for courts of review in the various circuits | 


of the United States, and to regulate the practice in civil and criminal 
cases in the courts of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the same committee, who had before 
them the subject of relieving the Supreme Court from the accumulation 
of business and providing additional circuit courts, to report an original 
bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill (8. 2035) to establish a court of appeals was read twice by 
its title. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 581) to define the routes of steam-rail- 
roads in the city of Washington, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which was ordered 
tobe printed; and, on motion of Mr. GORMAN, the bill was recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 224) granting certain 
publications to the Cincinnati Law Library, to report it with an amend- 
ment. I give notice that to-morrow I shall ask the attention of the 
Senate to the joint resolution, so that it may be put on its passage. | 
should like to have the accompanying letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print will be made, and 
the joint resolution will be placed upon the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (S. 2036) to forfeit the unearned 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SLATER. [I ask that the bill may lie on the table, and I give 
notice that on Thursday next, at 2 o'clock, I shall seek to call it up for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks on the subject of land grants 
and their management and forfeiture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table subject 
to the call of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill 


S. 2037) to amend 
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the act entitled ‘‘ An act to prevent the importation of adulterated and 
spurious teas,’’ approved March 2, 1883; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committée on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2038) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 2039) to authorize the issue of dupli- 
cate certificates, bonds, or other evidences of debt against the District 
of Columbia in cases of loss or destruction; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROOME introduced a bill (S. 2040) for the relief of Capt. An- 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (8S. 2041) granting the right of way 
to the city of Newport, R. I., over the breakwater at Goat Island; which 
wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2042) to protect American labor 
ers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the letter of Joseph Neumann, presenting to the Senate a flag 
made from California silk, be taken from the files, and referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library. 

CALIFORNIA EAST BOUNDARY LINE. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas it is alleged by citizens of the counties of El Dorado, Alpine, and 
Mono, in the State of California, that an error was made by Alexey Von Schmidt 
in the survey of the east boundary line of the State of California, where by a 
strip of territory belonging to said State about a mile in width extending through 


Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to make in 
vestigation of said survey and report his tindings to the Senate, with his recom 
mendation of such action as he may deem necessary in the premises for the 
restoration to California of any territory which may have been taken from said 
State by mistake or otherwise 


SURPLUS DMPOSIT WITH THE STATES. 
Mr. GARLAND submitted the following resolution; which was read 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury should not be authorized and directed to carry out the 
provisions of the thirteenth and fourteenth sections of the act of Congress ap- 


money,’ by making the deposit of the fourth installment which was postponed by 
the act of Congress of October 2, 1837, entitled ** An act to postpone the fourth in 

stallment of deposit with the States,’ with such of the States then entitled thereto 
and which have not received the same out of the present existing surplus rev 

enue not otherwise appropriated in the manner provided by said act of 1836, 
and report by bill or otherwise 


Mr. GARLAND. _ I ask that the resolution may lie on the table. I 
shall call it up in a day or two for the purpose of making an explana- 
tion of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


The resolution will lie on the table. 


A message from the House, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner: 

A bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) tor the relief of Ann McCarney; 


A bill (H. R. 4429) granting a pension to John R. Wallace; and 
A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a re- 
ward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the Greely ex 
pedition; and 7 

A bill (S. 1272) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John Hays, 
deceased 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; and 

A bill (S. 874) to further suspend the operation of section 5574 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to guano 
islands. 


. 


DEATH OF HON. THOMAS H. HERNDON, 


The message further communicated to the Senate the intelligence of 
the death of Hon. THoMAS H. HERNDON, late a Representative-elect 
to the House from the State of Alabama, and transmitted the 
tions of the House thereon. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask that the resolutions may lie on the table, on ac- 
count of the absence of Senators who desire to make remarks upon the 
resolutions. I give notice that I shall not call them up for action by 
the Senate until 4 o’clock on Friday next 


resolu- 
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ROCKPORT A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to take up for consideration 
at the present time a bill which will require no debate. It is merely 
to correct an error in the Revised Statutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thepending question, the Chair would 
state, is to proceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill. 

Mr. HALE. If it will take no time I shall yield. 

Mr. HOAR. It will take no time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read by title for in- 
formation 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Secretary read the entire bill for information. 
It contains but three lines. 

The Clerk read as follows 


A bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
district of Gloucester 
Be it enacted, &c., That the second clause of section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, 


describing 


the district of Gloucester, is hereby amended by making the town 
of Rockport a port of delivery therein. 

Mr. HOAR. Thetown of Rockport has been set off from Gloucester. 
It has been a port of delivery for many years as a part of Gloucester. 
When the statutes were revised the statement was accidentally omitted 
that it should be a port of delivery, leaving the old town only. Ithas 
been treated as a port of delivery ever since, as I am told, and the mis- 
take has just been discovered. The bill has passed the House and is 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Commerce. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the Senator if this is the same bill in 
substance as the one reported by the Committee on Commerce of the 
senate ? 

Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. HOAR. The 
reported it. 

The bill was passed. 


It is: it is the identical bill. 
The House bill? 


House bill. They have not changed it as they have 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


BILL. 


propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations appearing between 
lines 383 and 476 of the printed bill. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
the new cruisers? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment comprised between 
lines 383 and 476 of the printed bill. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment was read in full on the last day the 
Senate was in session. I will state to Senators that it covers the bill 
for the new cruisers. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is, the main amendment for the seven cruis- 


What is the question? Is iton the amendment for 


ers ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have but a word to say about that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. This amendment is in substance and form a measure that was 


passed by the Senate at the present session, and because it was passed 
by the Senate at the present session it may, as appears by thesixteenth 
rule, be ingrafted as an amendment upon an appropriation bill. 

I understood the President pro tempore of the Senate to rule that 
upon other grounds this measure would be considered not only germane 
but proper as an amendment to an appropriation bill. In his view upon 
that subject I do not concur, but as he has made the decisiun I take no 
appeal trom it. 

Although the sixteenth rule permits the amendment to be in order, 
yet I do not think it expedient or right that it should be placed upon 
this bill. The Senate has done its duty, and by a majority vote, in 
which I joined, it has signified its approval of the proposition to build 
a new American navy, and as an installment of that navy to create 
seven additional cruisers, not of great strength or warlike power but 
of considerable swiftness, that they may act as adjuncts to American 
commerce and protect American commerce. 

There was a most odious appellation given to these vessels, one that 
grated on my ears, calling them ‘‘ commerce-destroyers.’’ I hope they 
never will have occasion to be used as commerce destroyers. It may 
be the unpleasant function and duty of the American Navy to cripple 
the commerce of a hostile nation, but I had rather vote for this meas- 
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ure with the view that American commerce needs protection and as- 
sistance in foreign ports, as I believe the American people now are 
awakening to the fact that our manufacturers and producers are to 
have other markets than our home market, and to that end that the un- 
wholesome ligatures shall be loosed which excessive tariff rates have 
tied up our markets with and have so increased the cost of production 
that our manufacturers and producers can not find foreign markets for 
their commodities; but that there is to be greater commercial freedom 
for the people of the United States than for the last twenty years they 
have been allowed to enjoy. Looking upon the building of these seven 
vessels, together with the four that were authorized previously, as a 
proper, seasonable, and reasonable step toward the end in view, I voted 
tor the bill as a separate measure. 

I expect if the opportunity be given me to vote for a reduction in pro- 
hibitory duties now imposed by law in order that the cost of production, 


| of manufacture in the United States may be lessened and the people ot 


the United States may have access to other than their home market. 
That is, I say, one of the most desirable features to be contemplated by 
this increase of the American Navy. I need not refer to other services 
that these vessels can perform in the immediate present and possibly in 
thefuture. Hydrographicsurveys have been neglected in the last twenty 
years. These vessels can assist in makingthem possibly. There is to- 
day a great field of employment for the officers of the American Navy 
which they are notsent upon; and in that I include hydrographicsurveys 
upon the high seas. We have contributed little or nothing to that proc- 
ess of enlightenment and aid in the world’s commerce. There was a 
time a few years back when one American by his ownability, his genius 


| as a geographer, and his labor in office, bestowed incalculable wealth upon 


the entire commercial world. I refer to Capt. M. F. 


Maury, lately in 
charge of the Observatory in this city. 


His charts, his sailing direc- 


| tions, his geography of the sea, brought not only honor to himself and 





| Senate on this subject, or the order of business. 


hiscountry, but the most important benefits upon the entire commercial 
world. With that service by him, it seems to me that the Americanaid 
to general commerce almost ended. 

Now, sir, I desire to see it restored. I believe these seven ships will 
assist in restoring it. I look upon them, I say, as an adjunct to acom- 
merce which I hope to see expanded and which I believe the wisdom 
of the American people is bound to produce that they no longer intend 
to be tied up in their home market, under which labor is compelled to 
unpaid idleness for many months in the year simply because when the 
home market is supplied there is no possible outlet for the remainder 

3ut, Mr. President, while I have signified my willingness for this 
Navy, while I have spoken and voted in favor of the creation of this 
Navy, despite very unpleasant obstacles to the expenditure of money 
at this time (which I do not care again to refer toand only did refer to 


| in the course of the line of my duty), still I do not see why this meas- 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4716) making ap- | 


ure is repeated a second time at the same session by the same branch 
of Congress, and I do object to its being placed upon an appropriation 
bill. It is the beginning of a practice which has always been con- 
demned in the Senate and even when it has been assented to it has 
been with constant expressions of protest; and that is the ingrafting of 
general legislation or new legislation upon bills that ex vi termini were 
intended only to supply money to carry out existing laws. 

Why, sir, there are features turther proposed to this bill in the shape 
of amendments offered by the honorable Senator from Maine in respect 
of providing $1,800,000 plant for a gun-factory and providing also for 
the purchase or erection of plant for castings, forgings, and tempering 
guns of a large caliber—expressions very wise in themselves, but which 
are just as plainly new legislation as words can define. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to have a clear idea on this subject. 
I can not for the life of me see wherein this can be said to be independ- 
ent or new legislation. I have again and again voted for appropriatiom 
bills coming from the House that had on them legislation repealing 
laws and changing laws, and there was no question about it. Bui here 
the Naval Committee reported a bill authorizing the construction of 
these seven ships. In the regular course, I take it, that bill should have 
gone to the Appropriations Committee and then come to the Senate; 
but before going to the Appropriations Committee it was passed through 
the Senate. The Naval Committee passed on the question of the con- 
struction of the cruisers in regulay course, and it ought to. have gone 
from there to the Appropriations Committee and let that committee 
have provided for the money necessary to construct them. This is in 


substantial compliance with that usage; and the authority that has 
| been given by the Senate to the bill of the Naval Committee may stand as 
| a reference to the Appropriations Comnuittee. 


That is the way I look 
at it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senator from Florida isinerror. I sub- 
mit to him very respectfully that he is wrong as to the practice of the 
It was perfectly com- 


petent for the appropriate committee, that is to say the Committee on. 
Naval Affairs of the Senate, to bring in a proposition to increase the 
Navy, and in the same bill to provide for paying for that increase; and 
that was precisely what they did. They did it in due and regular form. 
There was no objection from any source as tothe method of presenting the 
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measure, and the discussion that took place was entirely as to its merits. 
So I think my friend from Florida is in error in supposing that this 
roundabout process should be resorted to and that the Naval Committee 
should report a bill to build a navy and then send it to the Appropri- 
ations Committee to learn the cost of the proposed navy and to provide 
an appropriation to cover it. That has not been the custom; that is not 
the rule of the Senate. 

The Naval Committee proceeded precisely as they ought to have done. 
They made up their minds that the Navy needed reconstruction and 
replacement. They did produce a bill to that effect, and they said that 
they needed so many vessels and they needed so much money to build 
them, and the Senate passed that bill and it has gone to the House of 
Representatives. That wasall regular and I voted for it; I sustained it. 
But now the proposition is to pass the same measure over again as an 
amendment ingrafted on an appropriation bill sent here from the House. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. What is the force of that rule which the Senator has 
referred. to which provides that a bill which has already passed the Sen- 
ate may be incorporated in an appropriation bill, unless it is intended 
to cover just such a case as this? What force will the Senator give to 
that rule if it does not include the case that is now before the Senate ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Here is an exception to the denial of the right of 
amendment upon an appropriation bill, unless the amendment proposed 
has received the approval of the Senate at the same session. Of course 
the necessary implication is that yott' may ingraft upon an appropriation 
bill a measure that has received the approval of the Senate at the same 
session. 

Mr. HALE. It says so in terms, does it not? 

Mr. BAYARD. I say that the rule permits it. 

Mr. HALE. In terms? 

Mr. BAYARD. I say that the rule permits it in terms. I can con- 
strue the words as having no other meaning. But because the rule 
permits it, that does not make it in my judgment a proper form of leg- 
islation. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly it must remove any impression that there is 
a desire to unduly force the other body, because our rules which the 
Senate have adopted and which conclude the Senator as well as me do 
provide this very thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Maine has perfectly satisfied me 
that he has no intention of forcing the other House. Iwas very glad 
to have the statement made by him because I do not like suggestions of 
coercion or force. They are out of the question. A man here in either 
body ought not to be coerced except by his own sense of duty; and to 
such coercion he ought to yield and to no other coercion. Therefore I 
accept fully what my friend from Maine says—that this is simply a 
method of bringing the subject a second time and more directly before 
the attention of the House in order to procure their answer yes or no in 
regard to it. I do not know that I particularly object to getting their 
opinion upon the subject, but they certainly have the opportunity to 
vote on that bill now. We can not compel them to agree to these new 


cruisers, and I do not know that we can compel them to consider the sub- | 


ject. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to present 
to the Senator from Maine what I conceive to be the meaning of the 
rule in answer to the question he propounded to the Senator from Del- 
aware? 

Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
a law will involve the necessity of the expenditure of money, it is then 
competeht for the Senate to incorporate in an appropriation bill the ap- 
propriation, but not the legislation—the appropriation which may be- 
come necessary if this bill that the Senate has passed at this session 
shall pass the other House and become a law. If the appropriation be 
made, however, and no law shall be passed authorizing the building of 
the cruisers the appropriation would fail. It would not be used for the 
purpose for want of an object. Thatis what I conceive to be the mean- 
ing of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. I will not controvert with the Senator from Tennessee 
about the meaning of this rule and what itcomprehends. Taking the 
view of the Senator from Delaware as to what this rule does compre- 
hend, and his statement made the other day that it embraced this amend- 
ment—starting upon that as my hypothesis, the ground for acting, | 
was seeking to bring out from the Senator from Delaware that if it did 
not cover this it did not cover anything. Ihave no controversy with 
the Senator from Tennessee about the rule myself. That is another 
thing. 

Mr. HARRIS. My suggestion was in respect te the point made by 
the Senator from Delaware. I beg, if the Senator from Delaware will 
permit me, to say this: If you incorporate into this appropriation bill 
the legislation that makes the appropriation necessary, which gives the 
authority to expend the money as well as toappropriate it, you do put the 
Senate in an attitude under which the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate may say to the conferees on the part of the House, ‘‘ These necessary 
appropriations shall not be made unless you consent to that legislation ;’’ 
whereas, if you had confined yourselves to putting simply the appropria- 


I shall be very glad to hear it. 
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tion made necessary by the bill passed by the Senate in this bill without 
the legislation, the House could very well have afforded to make the 
appropriation, leaving its ultimate expenditure upon the passage of the 
Senate bill which authorized it. I beg pardon of the Senator from Dela 

ware. 

Mr. HALE. The answer to that, if the Senator will allow me, is 
that it has already been ruled and is now the law of the body upon 
which we are proceeding, that the amendment submitted by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is not general legislation, that it is simply an 
appropriation of money to be used in the building up and augmenting 
of a department of the Government already provided for by law. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me toask the Senator from Maine a question. 
There is no doubt, I believe, that the bill which passed the Senate did 
appropriate the money to build these vessels. The bill that we voted for 
last February, or whenever it was during this session, appropriated the 
money to carry on the work? 

Mr. HALE. The original bill; oh, yes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Therefore the bill was complete, authorizing the con- 
struction of the vessels and providing the money to construct them. 
Was not that so ? 

Mr. HALE. Complete if it passes both Houses. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam speaking so far as the Senate is concerned. 
That is so. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Now, the language of the rule is in accord with the 
| suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. In the first place it provides: 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Appro 
priations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which shall 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be re 
ceived to any general appropriation bill the effect of which will be to increase 
an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of appro 
priation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, o1 


treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during 
that session. 


Unless it be made to carry out the provisions of the bill which passed 
the Senate and which, as the Senator said, provided for the construc 
tion of a navy and appropriated the money to build the ships. Now, 
what do you mean by declaring that your amendment shall be in orde1 
if it is to carry out the provisions of a bill heretofore passed at this ses 
| sion? It is not certainly to re-enact authority to build the ships, but 

it is on an appropriation bifl to carry out the provision to build those 
| ships. Is not that the meaningof the rule? Here are words in accord 
| ance with the interpretation given by the Senator from Tennessee where 

the exception is made to the inhibition of amendments upon general 

appropriation bills in the case of an ‘“‘act or resolution previously 
| passed by the Senate,’’ which need to have their provisions carried out. 
Of course if their provisions are to be carried out on appropriation bills, 
it is by the appropriation of money. This does more than that. 

Mr. HALE. I was proceeding, and have been all the while, on the 
basis of the statement that the Senator himself made on Thursday, that 
under this rule he believed this amendment to be in order. That is the 
basis of all I have said. The Senator from Tennessee does not agree 
with that. He does not think that this is in order underthe rule. That 
raises another question entirely. But on the basis of the statement of 
| the Senator from Delaware, that the rule which he has read does make 
this amendment in order, then I can not see how he can have any hesi- 
tation about putting it onto this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The Senator from Maine, I know, is disposed to deal 
very candidly with the question unembarrassed by the forms of legis- 
lation and to assist in presenting it fairly. I am disposed to think 
| that my assent was given too broadly on Thursday to that ruling unde 

the language as to ingrafting any act or resolution on an appropriation 
bill because it has passed the Senate at the same session. It is simply 
to carry out the provisions of such an act. Now, what were those pro- 
visions? What do you mean by carrying out the provisions of an act 
in an appropriation bill? Is it not, I submit fairly, to furnish the 
money to carry them out? I submit to the Senator from Maine if that 
is not a satisfactory interpretation of the rule to him? That is, you 
are to carry out the provisions of the act, which is a very dilferent 
thing from authorizing the ingrafting of any act or resolution upon an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I understand the Senator to say that 
if this were a provision making an appropriation to carry out the pro 
visions of a bill which had passed the Senate heretofore during this ses- 
sion it would bein order. Now, would it not be necessary to describe 
what the appropriation was designed to carry out? And has there been 
anything more than that done in the amendment to which he takes 
exception ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Now, I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine, 
because that is the very point between us. Suppose the Senate had 
passed a bill authorizing the construction of the seven additional men- 
of-war, and had made no provision for payment, and that bill had 
passed to the House; now, it seems to me that under this rule it would 

have been proper, in order to carry out the provisions of that bill 


Will the Senator allow me to aska 
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which passed the Senate, that we should by an amendment find the 
money to carry these provisions into effect. In this case, however, we 
have not only passed a bill authorizing the construction of the seven 
rs but have passed a bill authorizing the expenditure of the 
money to pay for them. Now, it is proposed in this appropriation bill 
not to put on an amendment providing money to pay for these seven 
cruisers, but an amendment regulating the entire matter and appropri- 
ating anew upon an appropriation bill and providing new legislation of 
a similar character which independently we have passed and sent to the 
House as a separate measure. 

I must say that upon reflection I am compelled to restrict my view 
as to the order or disorder of this amendment to this last statement 
which I have made, and that considering the nature of the bill with 
which we are dealing, which is a bill appropriating money to carry into 
effect existing laws, it is made competent by this rule of the Senate to 


cTULS wi 


ingraft upon that bill an amendment to carry out the provisions of | ‘ / V 
| the question of order, which was passed upon by the Chair at that time, 


another act which we have passed at the same session; that is to say, 
to make appropriations to carry into effect the provisions of that act; 
but I do not believe under this rule that because a bill making appro- 
priations was coupled with a distinct and new measure you can take 
that entire bill and ingraft it on an appropriation bill. 
extent that I am disposed to restrict the construction which I assented 
to last Thursday or some time last week, and which has been quoted 
by the Senator from Maine. 

But, Mr. President, if it were in order by the rule (which I am dis- 
posed now, as I say, to restrict) to ingraft a totally new and independ- 
ent measure on this appropriation bill, I do not think it would beright 
todoso, It is nota form of legislation that I would recommend or that 


[am here to sustain. We can do no better than present our measures 


It is to that | 
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estimation of those who have voted for it, because a like appropriation 
is contained and the manner of its expenditure is also set forth in the 
bill already passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would rather record my judgment upon this mat- 
ter. The rule provides: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bili, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant to 
thesubject-matter contained in the bill be received ; norshall any amendment to 
any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate thereto ; 
and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, 
shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 

I should like to have a vote of the Senate on the relevancy of the 
amendment now proposed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. When the amendment was offered 
the other day, the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BEcK] distinctly raised 


and no appeal was taken. 
has already been decided. 
Mr. BAYARD. But if the Senator will read Rule XVI he will find 
that although the President of the Senate decided and no appeal was 
taken and no demand was made for it to be submitted to the Senate, 
yet the language of the rule at the end of clause 3 is this: 
And all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, 


So it seems to me that the question of order 


| shall be submitted to the Senate and bedecided without debate ; and any amend- 


articulately, so that they may be precisely understood and stand or fall | 


on their own merits. That is good in every contract or proposition in 
life: that a man should make himself understood so that he-may be an- 
swered yes or no to what he is asking for and asking in the right way. 
The forms of law all tend to that, and the forms of legislation all tend 
to that or ought to, and that is to distinctness and articulateness of de- 
mand 

In this case the Senate has plainly and distinctly asked the House to 
concur with them in building these seven new vessels. 
companied that already by giving their consent and aid to finding the 
money from the Treasury to build the vessels. Thatiscomplete. Every- 
body understands it. But is it wise or right upon an appropriation bill 
to couple not merely the provision of money to carry out this measure 
which we passed at the present session, but to repeat the measure itself 
by ingrafting it upon an appropriation bill? It is not right; it is not 
wise; and I do not hold upon examination that it was intended by this 
rule to allow it. 

| have heard in the Senate over and over again the most obvious and 
most just criticism upon the legislative vice of ingrafting general legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill. Each measure ought to stand or 
fall on its own merits; and if you mix it up with appropriations for a 
variety of subjects you may endanger the appropriations, or you may 
secure the appropriations by carrying a very doubtful measure with 
them. That is nota wise form of legislation. 
prevented by the constitutions of several of the States. My impres- 
sion is that the State of Pennsylvania objects to and prevents two vari- 
ant measures from being joined in the same bill. It is the objection to 


They have ac- | 


Omnibus bills have been | 


the omnibus bill that we call a river and harbor bill that it contains an 


infinite variety of measures, some good and others bad. In this case I 
do not think a man who wishes to vote supplies for the Navy ought to 


be compelled to vote for or against a bill to build these new ships with it. | 
I should like to ask the Senator from Maine the | 
It has | 
been denied here that there was any coercion in it, that any coercion | 


Mr. MCPHERSON., 
object of placing this legislation upon the appropriation bill. 


was contemplated. Whatis it if it be not coercion? If it is not placed 
here with the intention of coercing the House of Representatives to pass 
this amendment, why is it affixed to a bill containing other matters for 
which appropriations must be made? The Senate has already passed 
a bill of like character, one which the honorable Senator himself de- 
clares to be an exact transcript of what is here proposed; it is now in 





the possession of the House, and if they desire to act upon it, if it is | 


deemed of sufficient importance by them to pass, it can be taken up and 
acted upon at any time. 

Now, what is the necessity and where is the necessity of putting this 
legislation upon an appropriation bill if it be not to say to the House 
ot Representatives, ‘*The Senate has twice passed judgment upon this 


measure: first, in an original proposition, ina bill standing alone by itself; | 


and secondly, the same bill affixed to an appropriation bill.’’ The judg- 
ment of the Senate having been expressed twice, when the committees 
of conference of the two Houses meet together the Senate conferees can 
quite properly and quite justly say, ‘‘The Senate has twice expressed 
its judgment on this legislation; we deny your right to refuse it; we 
insist upon it, and mean to remain here till you do give us the legisla- 
tion demanded on this appropriation bill.”’ 


| 


I submit, Mr. President, that under the rule itself it has no place | 


upon this bill. In right and justice to the other branch of Congress it 
has no right here, and there is no necessity for it whatever, even in the 


ment to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the table without prejudice 
to the bill. ’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Delaware that the President pro tempore of the Senate decided at 
the last sitting of the Senate upon the question of order that was raised, 
which was that this amendment was not general legislation. The ques- 
tion of relevancy if raised—and any Senator has a right to raise it—must 
be submitted to the Senate under the rule, and the Senator from Dela- 
ware now raising the question of relevancy, the Chair will submit that 
question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Chair to submit that question. 

Mr. HALE. I only Wish to saya single word upon that point. 
doubtedly the Chair has ruled correctly that at any stage—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Maine that by unanimous consent of course any suggestion upon 
the question pending may be received. 

Mr. HALE. I was only going to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I shall take up notime. I think hardly any Senator 
would on the question of relevancy to the subject-matter of the bill— 


Un- 


| appropriations for the Navy—be prepared to vote that this is not rele- 


vant. Appropriation bills have heretofore been loaded with general 
legislation entirely distinct and apart from the Departments for which 


| they are made; but that an appropriation for new ships for the Navy is 


not relevant to an appropriation bill for the Navy seems to me to be a 
proposition that very few Senators on reflection would vote for. So J 
am content that the vote may be taken at once on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Is the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations relevant to the bill? 
Senators regarding it as relevant will say ‘‘ay;’’ those of the contrary 
opinion, ‘‘no.”? [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am usually paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs], who is detained on 
account of sickness. I suppose he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if present. 1 
shall vote ‘‘yea’’ myself. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [ Mr. VEST] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. My colleague has been called home by 
necessary business, and will be absent for some days. I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cut- 
LOM] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—35. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Morgan, 
Allison, Frye, Jackson, Morrill 

| Bowen, Garland, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Brown, Hale, Kenna, Platt 
Butler, Hampton, Logan, Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Coke, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Conger, Hawley, Millerof N. Y., Wilson 
Dawes, Hill, Mitchell, 

NAYS—l4 

Bayard, Farley, Jonas, Van Wyck, 
3eck, George, McPherson, Williams, 
Call, Gorman, Pugh, 

| Camden, Groome Slater, 
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ABSENT—27. 


Anthony, Fair, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Gibson, Maxey, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Vance, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Nevada, Pendleton, Vest, 
Colquitt, Lamar, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Lapham, Ransom, Walker. 
Edmunds, Mahone, Riddleberger, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment is relevant. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read if de- 
sired. The Chair will state to the Senator from Georgia that the amend- 
ment is about one hundred lines, and has been fully reported. Does 
the Senator desire the amendment reported ? 

Mr. BROWN. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is scarcely necessary for me to repeat that I was 
and am in favor of the increase of the Navy proposed in the bill of 
which this amendment is a copy; but I am not in favor of ingrafting 
that measure in this form on an appropriation bill, and therefore I shal! 
vote against it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to say, sir, that this subject does 
not present the difficulty tomy mind that itseems to do to some Senators. 
In my position on the Naval Committee I have had an opportunity, as 


I stated before, of ascertaining the necessities of this branch of the pub- | 
lic service, and I made up my mind that in any way that I could vote | 


to add a new ship to the Navy I would doit. The mere form of this 
thing does not matter tome. I have voted to concur with the House 
of Representatives in adding measures to appropriation bills. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds propose appropriations for 
buildings time after time, and after they are proposed they are referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations to provide the money. 


done here over and over. The appropriation made a few years ago for 


the improvement of my own navy-yard first had to pass through the | 


Naval Committee and then go to the Committee on Appropriations be- 
fore it could go through the body. This is substantially that proposi- 
tion, and as a friend of the new Navy I am not going to permit any 
technicality to stand in the way of voting for it when I feel that the 
country demands it and the ee of the public service require it. 

It is said that the rules of the Senate will be violated. I do not see it. 
The rule expressly provides for this case, and I can not conceive of any 
party question involved here. A few years ago I staid here day after 
day to sustain the action of the other body that had ingrafted legislation 
on appropriation bills and had repealed every obnoxious feature in our 
election code. My vote is on record, and my speech is there, in which 
I justified the House in ingrafting upon an appropriation bill a provision 


to sweep out of existence every obnoxious law relating to elections that | 


was then on the statute-book. 
with respect to a provision that looks to nothing but the appropriation of 
a few million dollars to add a few ships to the Navy after having made 
the record that I did make to support the House of Representatives in 
1879—am I going to take the high ground that I can not give a few dol 
lars to the Navy because it is distinct legislation ? 

As I said before, this is a proposition to give to the President of the 
United States the authority to do this thing. On him I shall throw 
the responsibility. Everybody. admits the wants of the Navy. So far 
as concerns the obnoxious fact that these vessels are to be ‘‘ commerce- 


dlestroyers,’’ I understand there is nothing meant by that but that if 


war should happen theyshall stand as a menace to France and to Eng- 
land, not to compete with their ironclads or their great ships of war, but 
to make seizures of their private vessels on the high seas according to 
the laws and customs of nations. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator did not misunderstand me to say that I 
objected to that ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
attached to an American man-of-war. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 


No. 


ing to the usages of nations. 
this nation to do: to put upon the ocean fifty fast vessels, if necessary, 


so that England may understand that she can not go to war with the 
United States with impunity and maintain at the same time her com- 


mercial marine, about which so much has been said here. 
There is a strong public sentiment in this country, Mr. President, 


both Democratic and Republican, in favor of a navy; there is no ques- 
tion of party here; and I think I may say that I am better serving my 
party when I take the ground that I do to-day and indicate to the 
<ountry that I am willing to vote in any way I can in order to add to 


the efficiency of our public force. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


reported by the Committee on Appropriations, on which the yeas and 


mays have been ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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It has been | 


And am I going to stultify myself now | 


I only said it was a very odious term for me to hear | 


I insist that all that was meant by ‘‘com- | 
merce-destroyer’’ was that so far as commerce was a benefit to the | 
enemy it would be destroyed, but not by the torch, not by destruction | 
on the high seas, but by legitimate seizure and condemnation accord- | 
That I say it is perfectly legitimate for 
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| Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
| ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 

| Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY} 
| amendment and he would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HILL (when his name wasealled). I am paired on this question 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. MAXEyY’s name was called). My colleague 
| [Mr. MAXEY] has been called home on business and wiil be absent sev- 
| eral days. During his absence he is paired with the Senator from Mas- 
| sachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont { Mr. EpMUNDs]. 
** nay.”’ 

| Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 
| Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAiR]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON ]._ If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay,’’ and I pre- 
| sume he would vote ‘*‘ yea.’’ My colleague [Mr. VEST] is paired with 
| the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. My colleague would vote 
** nay.’’ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am paired on all political questions 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. Ishould like to 
inquire of his colleague if he considers thisa political question on which 
I should observe my pair? 

Mr. CAMDEN. My colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That being the case, I will say that if 
| the Senator were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER 
MAN ] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 18; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were here, I should 


T 


am paired with the 


{i am paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—27 7 

Aldrich, Frye, Logan, Platt 

| Allison, Garland, MeMillan, Riddleberge1 
Bowen, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 

| Butler, Harrison, ® Mitchell, Sawyer 

| Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Morgan, Sewell, 

| Conger, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pike, 

NAYS—18 

| Bayard, Farley, Jackson, Slater, 

Beck, George, Jonas, Vance, 

| Brown, Groome, McPherson, Van Wyck 
Coke, fampton, Pugh, 
Colquitt, larris, Ransom, 

ABSENT—31 

Anthony, Edmunds, Lamar, Plumb, 

| Blair, Fair, Lapham, Saulsbury 

| Call, Gibson, Mahone, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman, Manderson, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Culfom, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Williams 
Dawes, Kenna, Pendleton, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 476, to insert : 

For procuring tools and otherwise preparing for the construction of iron or 
steel ships, $150,000, the same to be expended in fitting for construction of the 
hulls of such ships such navy yard or yards as may be deemed most advanta 
geous to prepare and use for such work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 483, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
insert ‘‘ to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For completing the Mohican at the Mare Island navy-yard, $50,000, to be im- 
mediately available. 


to 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was stated to be to strike out from line 484 to 
line 487, inclusive, as follows: 

For care and safe-keeping of the iron-clad monitors now in the hands of the 
contractors when they shall have been turned over to the Government by said 
contractors, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I think that amendment ought to go as part of the next 
one, because if the Senate failsto agree to the amendment proposed to be 
inserted by the committee this clause of the House bill ought to remain 
I think the Senate will agree in all probability to the amendment offered 
by the, committee, but until that is done, I suggest to the Senator from 
Maine who has charge of the bill whether this ought not to be treated as 
part of that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

| succeeding amendment as printed 
Mr. HALE. Itwasintended to substitute the next succeeding printed 
amendment for the clause just read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the amendment is to strike on 
and insert. 
Mr. HALE. 


The Secretary will report the next 


} 
A 


t 





Yes. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so reported. The amend- 


ment is to strike out the words just read and to insert in lieu thereof | 


what will now be read. 


Che Cuter CLERK. In lieu of the words proposed to be stricken 
out, the Committee on \ ppropriations propose to insert: 
For continuing work upon the double-turreted monitors, $2,000,000, the same 


be applied toward procuring the side and turret armor and armament and 
nishing the vessels; and the Secretary of the Navy, acting under the advice of 


‘ 


the naval advisory board, in the same manner in all respectsas in the construction | 


of the steel cruisers, shall not, in procuring such armor and armament and fin- 
shing the monitors, exceed as the total cost of such completion the amounts 
estimated in fie report of the board of October 25, 1883, and the report of the 
Secretary of December 1, 1883; and in all purchases of armor or contracts for 
construction there shall be free and open public competition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as now reported to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to strike 
out from line 502 to line 506, inclusive, as follows: 


Naval line officers may be detailed as instructors in mathematics or other 
ranches of learning in any schools or colleges, according to the act of Febru- 
ary 26, 1859; but the total number of all naval officers so detailed shall not ex- 
ceed forty 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the committee why that is stricken 
out? 
Mr. HALE. Mainly because it is clearly a provision of legislation | 


changing the law as it stands now, and the committee did not deem it 


advisable to incorporate it into the bill. It went out with other mat- 


ters which the Senator must have noticed. 
Mr. HOAR. If it is put on that ground I will not make any con- 


troversy 


but I simply wish to say that it is a very sensible and useful 

rhere are a great many institutions in this country which 
now giving instruction in steam-engineering and in construction, 
and the people whom they educate would be of great service and great 
ssistance to the country in the case of a naval war requiring a sudden 
expansion of our naval strength. While I do not wish to controvert 
the principle on which the committee have acted in striking out this 
clause, I desire to say that I hope the committee will find an oppor- 


provision 


re 


tunity to enlarge the power now possessed by the Secretary of the Navy 
in this direction hereafter 
Mr. HALE. The authority comprehends engineering officers now. 


Mr. HOAR. I am aware of that; it comprehends all officers under 
the rank of lieutenant now, whether engineer officers or not, as I under- 
stand 


Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be understood, I think, in regard to this 


provision that it does not limit the detail of engineer officers to engi- | 


neering or construction; that the purport of it was to permit the detail 
of officers of the Navy other than engineers for the teaching of mathe- 
matics and things of that kind, which they can not do better than any- 
body else It would be, I think, vicious to extend this idea of detail- 


ing naval officers to others than those possessing proficiency in some | 


special branch which could not be taught by the ordinary professors in 
colleges, which is certainly not true of mathematics. 

While the Senator from Maine says the action of the committee was 
because this provision was legislation, the vote which I gave for strik- 
ing it out did not depend on that proposition of it at all, but it was be- 
cause I regard the legislation proposed as vicious in itself. The present 
law permits the detail of officers of engineers to teach those branches 
which can not be taught by an ordinary instructor. 
privilege of teaching mathematics in addition. 

Mr. HOAR. There are many officers who are in the line and above 
the rank of lieutenant who would be exceedingly useful in this branch 
of instruction, and whose pupils might render great service to the coun- 
try in the case of a naval war requiring the improvisation of a large 
naval force. While thecriticism which the Senator from Kansas makes 
on this clause of the bill as framed is entirely sound, yet I think it 
would be better to limit the bill so as to cover the grounds of the ob- 
jection which the Senator from Kansas has suggested if we were pro- 
ceeding to legislate on this subject at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the law as it now stands permits the detail of en- 
gineers for the purpose of teaching steam-engineering in colleges, -and 
this is intended to enlarge that so as to permit the detail of naval offi- 
cers to teach mathematics. 


This only gives the 


engineers who may be detailed for the purpose of teaching their special 
branch of proficiency, that is one thing. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator remembers that last year or the year be- 
fore last we abolished the special education of cadet-engineers, and all 
our officers now are educated alike, as I understand, at Annapolis. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will not apply to the existing establishment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


reported by the Committee on Appropriations striking out from lines 
502 to 506, inclusive. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Marine Corps, 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 617, to strike out the following clause: 


And from and after the passage of this act there shall be no appointments, ex- | 


cept by promotion, to fill vacancies occurring in the list of commissioned officers 
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The question is on the amendment | 


If it is desirable to increase the pumber of 


x9 | 
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| 


of the Marine Corps until the number of such officers shall have been reduced, 
by casualties or otherwise, below seventy-five ; and after the number of officers 
shall be reduced as above provided, the whole number of commissioned officers 
on the active-list in the Marine Corps shall not exceed seventy-five. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 3, in the fol- 
| lowing words: 


Sec. 3. That no officer whose name is borne on the retired-list of the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps shall hold position in the civil service or other employ- 
ment of the Government, and draw the salary or compensation thereof, together 
| with his pay as a retired officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps: Provided, 
That any such retired officer accepting a position in the civil service or other 
employment of the Government may, at the time of acceptance, elect to take 
the salary of such position or in lieu to retain his pay asa retired officer: Pro- 
| vided further, But the restrictions of this section shall not apply to any officer 

below the rank of major in the Army or Marine Corps, or commander in the 
Navy, who has been retired by reason of wounds received in the service, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| Mr. HALE. 


The bill is still open to amendment 
There are certain amendments that are mainly formal 
that I would call attention to. In line 76, after the word ‘“‘ care,’’ I 
| move to insert ‘‘and fittings;’’ so as to read: 

Care and fittings of library. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. HALE. 


In line 81, after the word ‘‘instruction,”’ I 
sert 


** professional journals;’’ so as to read: 
Reports, professional investigation, cost of special instruction, professional jour- 
nals, and information from abroad, &c 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. HALE. In line 194, I move toinsert, after 
‘** or other fuel.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent that amend- 
ment can be incorporated, it being a proposition to amend an amend- 
ment already agreed to. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 198, after 
other fuel.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That also must be done by unani- 
mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 199, after “ 
tuel.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 
none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Inline 392, after the word ‘‘tons,’’ where it occurs the 


| second time in that line, I move to insert, in order to make the clause 
| clear, ‘‘this boat;’’ so as to read: 


move to in- 


‘**coal,’’ the words 


**coal,’’ I move to insert ‘* and of 


coa,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ or other 


The Chair hears 


Not to exceed nine hundred tons, this boat to be built on plans and specifica- 
tions, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to this amendment? 
The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 446, I move tostrike out ‘‘ and their armament;’’ 
so as to read: 

And for the construction of all which vessels the Secretary of the Navy shall 
invite proposals, Kc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this amendment ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill the necessity or apparent necessity for striking that out. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will see himself that when propositions 
are made for the ships there are certain provisions that ship-yards may 
have in readiness, but they have nothing to do with the armament. 
The armament does not go into the bid for constructing the vessels. 
That is entirely separate and distinct. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not see that it makes any difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to theamendment ? 
The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask theSenator from Maine the 

| result of striking out those words in line 446, whether it will not have 
the effect of removing the armament of these vessels entirely from any 
range of competition and leave the matter in the hands of the Secre- 
| tary of the Navy without any limit whatever as to the method heshall 
pursue-tn the purchase of the armament of these ships? 
| Mr. HALE. The Senator will see that this is the clause that pro- 
vides that before constructing the ships proposals shall be invited from 
' American ship-builders, who must show that their yards are or will be 
equipped to the extent necessary for construction. It will throw outa 
large portion of the ship-builders if you oblige them to show that they 
have their yards ready for the buildingof the armament. The point is 
| simply that you can not ask ship-builders to agree that they will build 
guns or that they will have their yards ready to build guns. That is 
| why I have moved to strike out those words, and they have been 
stricken out. 

There are one or twootheramendments which I wish to make, which 
| [gave notice of the other day. The first is in relation to the gun-foun- 
| dery and the other in relation to the gun-factory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment indicated by 


| the Senator from Maine will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 382 it is proposed to insert: 

For the purchase and erection of plant for casting, forging, rough-boring, and 
tempering guns up to one hundred tons, ready for delivery at gun-factories, in- 
cluding cast of the process of liquid compression, if adopted, $835,000. 


Mr. BECK. I make the point that that is new legislation. 

Mr. HALE. I should hardly think that that point is well taken. 
We have appropriated all through the bill, under the proper bureaus, 
for the construction of guns, for ordnance, and this is simply to perfect 
methods by whichit may be done. I will say, however, to the Senator | 
from Kentucky that if he will withdraw his point of order I shall with- | 
draw the amendment. I do not urge it, but will only urge the adop- 
tion of the amendment providing for the gun-factory, believing that the 
forgings, the tubes, the jackets, the rings can be, as the gun board con- 
clude in their report, built by private enterprise, which should be en- | 


couraged. Therefore I do not urge the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kentucky with- 


draw his question of order ? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I do not desire to withdraw anything. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to withdraw the amendment if the point 
of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. BECK. Of course, then, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the amendment. Now let the next amend- 
ment be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 382 it is proposed to insert: 

For plant for gun-factory for completing guns from 6-inch caliber to 16-inch 
caliber, including buildings and shrinking-pit, $900,000, 

Mr. BECK. I desire something in that direction done, and I do not 
really know but what the Senator from Delaware has a proposition 
which I should be very glad to have submitted. I desire something 
of that sort done, but I desire it done with more care than can be given 
in this bill, perhaps. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator make a point of order? 

Mr. BECK. Not now. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment of the Senator from Maine isin the 
line of a proposition which I entirely approve, and that is that the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States should, after this very long interval of 
neglect, commence the preparation of some facilities for the construc- 
tion of modern artillery. I have read with some interest and care the 
reportof the gun-foundery board to which my attention was directed by 
the Senator from Maine, to be found in House Executive Document No. 
97 of the present session. I have read it carefully, and it seems to be | 
most intelligently stated. The result of their recommendations is in 
some degree embodied in the two amendments presented by the Sena- 
tor from Maine; but he has not presented them subject to the condi- 
tions that the board recommend. At page 47 of the report, after criti- 
cising the English, the French, and the Russian systems of constructing 
artillery, they state the conclusions of the board, as follows: 


The conclusions of the board on this subject accord with the plain teachings 
of these historical instances. It accepts the system now pursued in France as 
the proper standard for imitation, and recommends that in inaugurating the 
manufacture of war material in our own country a conformity as close as cir- 
cumstances will admit to the plans which have proved so successful in France 
should be observed. 

The plan in France was this: 

As anexample of depending alone on government works France was a per- 
fect instance before the Franco-German war. During the period referred tothe 
government founderies were the sole source of supply of the armament ‘of the 
country ; the officers charged with the work formed a close corporation; their | 
action was never exposed to the public; their ideas were never subjected to 
criticism; the ingenuity and inventive talent of the country were ignored and 
resisted, and no precaution was thought necessary to provide a supply in case of 
need of rearmament. The result is well known; agreat crisis came; the govern- 
ment works were inadequate to meet the additional demands made upon them, 
and the patriotic efforts of private establishments were inadequate to produce 
all the material that was needed. How entirely France has now altered her 
system is shown in a previous part of this report; her present practice is theo- 
retically perfect, and it has proved to be practically efficient. Her government 
establishments are still retained, but as gun-factories simply, in which the parts 
are machined and assembled, but for foundery work she depends upon the pri- 
vate industries of the country, and many of these works have found it to their 
profit to establish gun-factories which supplement the government factories to 
a great extent. 


That makes the recommendations of the board obviously wise, and 
the Government by having gun-factories of its own as well as other 
plant for making the raw material will never be subject to extortion by | 
private contractors, because unless they shall propose to do their work 
upon fair terms the Government will have the ability to turn to its own 
facilities and prevent its suffering at their hands. 

On page 50, however, we come to the conclusion of the report signed 
by this foundery board. They state the cost of casting, forging (hy- 
draulic press), which it seems by the late experience is preferred to the 
steam-hammer process of forging, rough-boring, and turning, and tem- 
pering, and the approximate cost of plant for gun-factories to be found 
in this document, the one at $775,000 and the other at $900,000. But 
they say: 

Three years will be required to complete the tools, construct the shops, and es- 
tablish the plant. Such a factory will be able to turn out per year fifty 6-inch, 
seventeen 12-inch, and twelve 16-inch guns, or a proportionally larger number 
of smaller calibers, at a yearly expense of about $2,000,000. The figures can not 
be pronounced exact, but the board is confident that they closely approximate | 


| amount stated should ratably be appropriated as time goes on. 


| the naval advisory board, appointed in conformity with the act approved 


accuracy. The calculations are based upon estimates obtained abroad,and do 
not include ocean freight and customs dues. 
* = * 


* * * 


The facts that the United States is destitute of the means of fabricating the 
modern guns so urgently needed for national defense,and that at |! 


least three 
years will be required to complete the tools, construct the shops, and catablioh 
the plant, would seem to demand an immediate appropriation of the amount 
$1,800,000) estimated for the establishment of the proposed gun-factories 

That is to be the total cost of these two establishments which have been 
suggested by the amendment of the Senator from Maine. It is obvi- 
ous that if three years are required installments of one-third of the 
But, 
sir, there ought to be something more before this money is appropriated ; 
there ought to be something more than mere approximation. There 
can be and there ought to be an examination, and a detailed examina 


| tion, and drawings and.estimates, in order toascertain how much of this 


$2,000,000 in round numbers will be needed in each year to commence 


| and carry on economically the proposed structures. 


{ am strongly in favor of this appropriation when we have put it un- 
der the proper restrictions under estimates in detail; and itis a strange 
thing that it has been so long delayed. It is proper that it should be 


immediately commenced, and economy will dictate that preparation 


for the commencement is essential. We must know more about it 
than we can in this way and by this amendment. I ask to have read 
for information that which I would propose as a substitute for these 


| two amendments; but I apprehend that both the amendments will be 


withdrawn by the Senator from Maine, because they are not in order on 
this bill. The point has been suggested by the Senator from Kentucky 
as to one, and it will be as to the other, for it was only withdrawn to al- 
low an explanation. Jf the Senator will allow my proposition to be 
read perhaps he will agree with me in permitting this amendment, 
which appropriates no money, but directs examination to be made, to 
be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I presume the Senator and I will come to an accord on 
this matter, because we are seeking acommonend. Ihave already with- 
drawn one amendment, and only the second one now remains. I shall 
be glad to hear what the Senator proposes. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that my amendment be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware proposed as a substitute will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, with the assistance of 
gust 5, 1882, to report to Congress on the first day of the next ensuing s¢ a. 
plan and estimate for the preparation and purchase of plant fora gun-factory to 


+ 
t 


|} complete guns from 6-inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, including buildings and 
| shrinking-pit; also for purchase and preparation of plant for castings, forgings, 


rough-boring,and tempering guns up to one hundred tons ready for delivery at 
gun-factories, including machinery for liquid compression ; and to report the full 
and detailed estimates for the cost of the work aforesaid, and whether the same 
can be better and more economically performed in establishments owned by the 
Government or by private contract, or by a combined system whereby the said 
work can be accomplished partly by the Government and partly by private 
contract, and in what annual installments the said appropriation can most eco- 
nomically be made 

Mr. HALE. So far as I see, I am entirely willing to withdraw the 
other amendment and accept this amendment that has been submitted, 
or will be, by the Senator from Delaware. It is in the line of a more 
complete investigation of this important subject. The gun board does 
not believe in the Government erecting what is provided for in the sec- 
ond part of the Senator’s amendment, but he has well provided in that 
for the whole questior. to be considered. The report that we get under 
this will, if anything can, throw additional light. And directly in 
point here I ask that there may be printed in the REcoRD a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy on this subject, inclosing a letter to him from 
Admiral Simpson, who was at the head of the gun-foundery board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the letters 
will be printed in the RecorD. The Chair hears no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, Aprii 10, 1884 

Sir: I havethe honorto inclose a copy of a letter from Rear-Admiral Edward 
Simpson, president of the gun-foundery board, relative to the amendments pro- 
posed by you to the naval appropriation bill for providing means for the manu- 
facturing within the United States of material for heavy cannon and for the fab- 
rication of naval guns from such material. I concur withthe board in advising 
that private worksshould be induced to produce the necessary steel by contracts 
involving a fixed annual appropriation continued for a series of years, and that 
the guns should be fabricated at Government factories 

As the subject is novel and any appropriations for these objects will be large, 
I recommend that there be added a requirement that the sums shall be expended 
only with the assistance and advice of a board appointed by the President after 
confirmation by the Senate, three members of which at least shall consist of 
naval officers 


Very respectfully, WM. E. CHANDLER 
Secretary of the Nam 
Hon. EvGene HA? 
Acting Chairman Naval Committee, United States Senate. 
NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD, Washington, April 9, 1884 


Str: Referring to an amendment to the naval appropriation bill ‘ reported 
for information" by Senator HALE-in the Senate, which provides for the manu- 
facture of metal for cannon at Government expense, I ask your attention to the 
following conclusions arrived at on this subject by the gun-foundery board 

The board concluded that the Government should fabricate the guns at gun- 
factories 

rhe board concluded that the manufacture of the material, in ling casting 
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forging, rough-boring and turning, and tempering should be done by private | 


works 


The amendment reported yesterday is opposed te the mature conclusions of 
the board, which desired this encouragement given to the private industries of 
the country 

In order to encourage this outlay of private funds, the board proposed a per- 
manent appropriation (similar to that for supplying arms to the militia) for ‘* pro- 
viding the country with modern artillery.’ This appropriation would be a 
guarantee against loss to those who undertake the work. 

The proposals of the board would thus involve— 

1. Nine hundred thousand dollars for the establishment of a complete Govern- 
ment gun-factory for the Navy 

This includes the fabrication of guns of the largest calibers. Sofaras the Navy 
is concerned, the plant for guns from 12-inch to 16-inch calibers might be omitted 
at present; guns up to 12-inch caliber is all we will require for some time. This 
would reduce the amount of the appropriation to $550,000, 

2. To keep the full plant, including that for 16-inch caliber, busy (producing 
fifty 6-inch, seventeen 12-inch, and twelve I6-inch guns yearly) a permanent 
yearly appropriation of $2,000,000 will be required. 





APRIL 14, 





Mr. HALE. Has the Senator read the letters from the Cambria Iron 
Works that have just come into the Department, and others, showing 
the condition they are in and how little expense they would be at in 
order to make these founderies ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave read those letters, and I undertake to say that 
if we enter upon a system of defense with reference to our Army and our 
Navy, we shall very soon find men in this country who are enterprising 
enough and energetic enough, and who have the means, to furnish all 


| the plant necessary for the making of the steel and the forgings with 


which to build these guns. 


i do not want any information myself up- 
on that question. 


I agree with the gun-foundery board that it is not 


| wise for this Government to undertake to manufacture steel from ores 


Leaving out the guns from | 


12 to 16 inch calibers would reduce the amount about one-half, say to $1,000,000, | 


If half of this amount be estimated for labor at the gun-factory and half for 


purchase of materia] ,the private manufacturers will have the guarantee of $500,000 | 


yearly to remunerate them for the expense of putting up a plant for preparing 
the material for guns for the Navy alone. 


I would recommend as a substitute for the amendment referred to the follow- 
ing 

For the purpose of providing modern artillery for the Navy of the United 

States, for the purpose of encouraging in the United States the manufacture of 


| the advisory board inquire into that. 


material suitable for modern artillery, and for the purpose of establishing a | 


guarantee against loss to those manufacturers in the United States who will 
undertake the manufacture of suitable material, $1,000,000, to be a permanent 
yearly appropriation to be expended under the authority of the President for 
the specific purposes cited 

‘For plant for gun-factory for completing guns embyacing all calibers up to 
twelve inches, including buildings and shrinking-pit, $500,000.”” 


and to undertake the great business of manufacturing guns from the 
ores of our country. 


Mr. BAYARD. 
amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


There is nothing of that kind suggested in this 


It is suggested that the Secretary of the Navy and 
We have already had one board 
who have inquired into that, and they report against it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is the Senator not in error? 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I have not read correctly the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is in error. He will find that the 
amendment relates only to the items to be found on page 50 of the re- 


| port of the gun-foundery board. 


I feel confident with such a guarantee the material for cannon will be forth- | 


coming from our own steel-works. I believe that the Cambria Works at Johns- 
town would entertain the idea seriously and at once. 
Very respectfally, 


E. SIMPSON, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy, President of the Gun-Foundery Board. 
W. E, CHANDLER, ; 
Secretary of the Navy 


Mr. HALE. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine is withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYARD. NowlI offer my amendment, to which I understand 
there is no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I hope no objection will be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware, which has been read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, while I agree in the general view of 
the Senator from Delaware and of the Senator from Maine who has charge 
of this bill, I do not think the amendment now suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is exactly what we should adopt in this regard. 

At the last session of Congress we appointed a joint commission con- 
sisting of Army officers and naval officers whose duty it was toexamine 
this whole question of guns, and they have made their report, which 
the Senator from Delaware has read from. That examination was ex- 
haustive in its character. 


Hon 


Army and the Navy. What can the Secretary of the Navy and this 
advisory board do that has not already been done? What can they do 
to furnish us additional light on this question? 

Mr. BAYARD. They can utilize every particle of the information 
found by this joint board. The board has already recommended two 
of these establishments, one at the Washington navy-yard for the 
Navy and the other at West Point for the Army; but they are mere 
recommendations as to a general plan; they are not sufficiently specific 
or detailed to permit any man in charge of private money or public 
money to make an expenditure upon such a report as is now before us. 

It is true, for they themselves have recommended it, that the Army 
should have its own foundery, and that the Navy should have its own es- 
-tablishment, because if there were a mingling of jurisdiction there would 
be confusion among the officers. That is all well enough. I think 
that everything asked for in the amendment is necessary for the Army, 
and I believe it is necessary for the Navy, and I thinkit ought to be pro- 
vided for as to each. They both touch the question of the Govern- 
ment providing establishments of its own for the creation of war mate- 
rial of a modern character. 

My amendment was intended certainly to provide, and I think the 
Senator from Iowa upon examination will find thatit provides for such 


a detailed report as will enable us economically to make those appro- | 


priations that shall give the Government, in this case for the Navy only 
in some other bill I trust it will be for the Army also separately), a 
workshop of its own that will place it beyond the power of extortion 
by private parties. 
Mr. HALE. Another feature struck me as valuable in the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Delaware, which the gun-foundery 


Mr. ALLISON. 
be read again. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I ask that the latter clause of the amendment may 


The Secretary will report the latte: 


| part of the amendment again. 


| whole amendment. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And to report full and detailed estimates for the cost of the work aforesaid, 


| and whether the same can be better and more economically performed in es 


tablishments owned by the Government, or by private contract, or by a combined 
system whereby the said work can be accomplished partly by the Government 
and partly by private contract, and in what annual insta]lments the said appro- 
priation can most economically be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. That does not cover the point. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk had better report the 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, with the assistance of 
the naval advisory board, appointed in conformity with the act approved Au- 


| gust 5, 1882, to report to Congress on the first day of the next ensuing session a 


If we are to build up a system of defenses | 
through the Navy and through our fortifications, it seems to me that in | 
any investigation we make on this subject we should unite both the | 


board have not gone into, and that is the investigation which could be | 


reported to us in December as to the capacity of private establishments 
in this country to do a part of this work. The gun-foundery board did 
not go into that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We all know perfectly well that there is not a pri- 
vate establishment in the United States to-day which can do this work. 


plan and estimate for the preparation and purchase of plant for a gun-factory 
to complete guns from 6-inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, including buildings and 
shrinking-pit ; also for purchase and preparation of plant for castings, forgings, 
rough-boring, and tempering guns up to one hundred tons ready for delivery at 


gun-factories. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isall I desire to have read. I think we have 
satisfactory evidence in the report of the gun-foundery board that it 
is not wise for the Government to enter into the business of manufact- 
uring steel for guns. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator strike out that part of the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. The amendment does not provide for the manufacture 
of steel for guns. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I do not understand the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let that part be stricken out. 

Mr. BAYARD. They can utilize any information. Let the amend- 
ment be modified by striking out that part of it, if the Senator thinks 
it covers that; but I really do not think it does, for I have copied 
this 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator suggest the language 
to be stricken out? . 

Mr. HALE. That part in relation to the founderies. 

Mr. ALLISON. The board has already reported against this. 

Mr. BAYARD. The question is stated at page 50 of the report: ‘‘ap- 
proximate cost of plant for producing the tempered parts of guns up 
to one hundred tons, ready for delivery at gun-factory ;’’ and then they 
go on to give the items of that cost. It is entirely competent for the 
Government to make provision for that, in my judgment, when we know 
the details and the expense of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the modi- 
fication suggested by the Senator from Iowa. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out the following words: 

Also for purchase and preparation of plant for castings, forgings, rough-bor- 
ing, and tempering guns up to one Renaieall tons ready for delivery at gun-fac- 
tories, including machinery for liquid compression. 

Mr. ALLISON. In other words, what I desire is that this examina- 
tion and investigation shall relate wholly to the manufacture of guns 


by the Government, and not to the manufacture of raw material for 
use as guns. 


Mr. HALE. Forgings? 

Mr. ALLISON. For forgings. 

Mr. BAYARD. With due respect to my friend from Iowa, I think 
he is cutting too deeply in this matter, and that he is excluding infor- 
mation; for this is only information. It binds Congress to no appro- 
priation. But the Government of the United States ought to be able 





to make a gun itself. 
From the ore? 


Mr. ALLISON. 
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Mr. BAYARD. That does not make it fromthe ore. It never will 
be run from the ore in this case. I know that you now can convert 
iron ore into steel by a single process; there is no doubt of that. Itis 
not proposed, as I understand, that the Government should manufact- 
ure steel, but it is to have the founderies in which guns can be cast | 
from steel purchased or made elsewhere. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware will bear with me. | 
have myself given some examination to this subject, and I have some 
opinions respecting it. What I desire to provide against is that this 
Government shall undertake the business of manufacturing the mate- 
rial from which steel guns are made. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa yield for a ques- | 
tion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator from Idwa think that Herr 
Krupp, who is a large manufacturer of guns in Westphalia, would per- 
mit any manufacturer on earth to supply him with the material that | 
he puts inte his guns? In other words, would he go into the market 
and buy such material as he could purchase upon the market and man- 
ufacture his guns, which require of course that they should bear tre- 
mendous strain and tension, in preference to making the material him- | 
self, and then knowing when the material was ready to put in the gun 
that it would perform all that was demanded of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know what Mr. Krupp would do. I have 
no doubt he would much prefer to make his entire plant, including 
the steel and every raw material that goes into the making of a gun; | 
but I know that there is not a government on earth to-day that manu- 
factures the steel from which guns are made. Great Britain does not | 
do it; France does not doit. They all purchase their forgings, their 
steel, their castings, and build up their guns. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Nearly all purchase the gun itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Many of them purchase also the guns. 
makes some guns, but purchases others. 

What I desire is simply to confine this investigation to what I think 
we ought todo, namely, providing a plant whereby we can take the raw 
material of steel and from it build upsuch guns as we wish to use in our 
Navy and in our Army. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will my friend suggest a modification of the amend- 
ment? I have entirely the same object in view. I have no idea of the 
Government going into the manufacture of steel, but I have an idea of 
their going into the manufacture of guns from steel. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sohavel. The Senatorand I have no difference on 
that point. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator so modifies the amendment as to an- 
swer that purpose, I shall be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is not any doubt about the 
amendment. It does not include the manufacture of steel. 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes the castings. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Taking the pig-iron and castings does | 
not include making pig-iron. Itsays, ‘‘also for purchase and prepara- 
tion of plant for castings, forgings, rough-boring, and tempering guns 
up to one hundred tons.’’ The use of pig-iron or iron in its first base 
of manufacture to be cast and forged has no reference to the manufact- | 
ure of iron or steel from the ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will bear with me, this steel is now 
cast by what is known as the open-hearth process from the ores, and is 
cast in one single piece, requiring a casting certainly as high as fifty tons 
fora hundred-ton gun; much larger perhaps. That can be done at any 
steel establishment that has the plant prepared for it. I have no doubt 
the Cambria Iron Works, with an expenditure of $50,000, could manu- 
facture these castings (and the rough-boring of course is still another 
process) for guns say 10 or 10} inches indiameter. But when it comes 
to a 16-inch gun, ofcourse there must be immenselylarger castings in or- 
der to cast into one single piece. For that reason I think that we had 
better allow our own steel manufacturers to grow upinto this business. 
We are not likely to build a 16-inch gun within the next year or the 
next two years, at least not more than one or two of them. 

I donot believe there are to-day in the world twenty-five 100-ton guns. 
It is a rare thing indeed that those guns are cast either for the army or 
for the navy, for fortification, or to be put upon ships. Therefore I do 
not believe it is necessary for us to rush into a plant which wil] include 
the construction of 16-inch guns. Our manufacturers of steel will grow 
up into this business as rapidly as we desire them to grow. We are 
building now 6, 8, and 10 inch guns. By the time we get ready to 
build 16-inch guns our steel manufacturers will be ready to furnish the 
castings and also the machinery for rough-boring those guns. 

Therefore it was that I ventured to suggest to my friend from Dela- 
ware that we should confine this examination and investigation and this 
expenditure for the present to the creation of a plant, not for the manu- 
facture of material for guns, but for the manufacture of the guns them- 
selves; and that is exactly what the gun-foundery board recommend 
and nothing else. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the objection to making the inquiry 
thorough? What is the objection to inquiring into it? I understand 
that the amendment is only one of inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is noobjection whatever, except that the gun- 


France 


| not permitted to visit Mr. Krupp’s establishment. 


| is hereby revived, and then let it go on? 
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foundery board, consisting of Army officers and Navy officers, have al- 
ready made the inquiry, and it is absolutely impossible to make that 
inquiry thoroughly unless the officers shail visit Europe. How can the 
naval advisory board go over the inquiry made by the gun-foundery 
board unless they themselves make a journey to Europe? The gun- 


| foundery board at the expense of the Government went to Europe and 


spent the summer there visiting every foundery and every great’ estab- 
lishment for the manufacture of guns except Krupp’s, and they were 
Are we to repeat 
that by sending this naval advisory board to Earope to go over the ex- 
amination that has been already made by the gun-foundery board ? 

I wish to confine our investigation to what the Senator from Dela- 
ware desires and what I desire, namely, the amount of machinery nec- 


| essary, the cost of that machinery, and the best place to plant it for 


the manufacture of guns from the raw material, which we shall pur 
chase either in this country or in some other country from the manu 
facturers of steel. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like toask the Senator from Delaware 
why it is that instead of offering such an amendment to the appropria- 


| tion bill he does not introduce a joint resolution continuing the old 


board both of Army and Navy officers jointly? Both branches of the 
service are interested. The Ordnance Department of the Government 
has received more attention from the War Department than from the 
Navy Department: It is of more importance to the War Department 
Why take from the commission which has been appointed and which 
has reported certain facts to Congress the responsibility and power and 
confer it entirely upon the naval branch of the service ? 


Mr. BAYARD. 


Simply because it seemed tome more convenient to 


| use this bill for the purpose of a mere inquiry, not detracting in the 


slightest from its effect and not adding a dollar to its cost, so as to get 
the information that would enable us to vote money as speedily as pos- 
sible for the procurement of this armament. If the Senator thinks 


| there should be a separate board, and that we should have separate 
| action, separate consideration, more time to think—— 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I shall simply ask that the amendment 
be modified so as to include also the Secretary of War as well as the 
Secretary of the Navy. Ifthe advisory board of the Navy is included 
I would also include the Ordnance Bureau of the Army, as practically 
the same committee of invespigation will be had in this case as the one 
who have already made their report. I suppose there will be no objec 
tion to such a modification of the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is called the foundery board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
modify hisamendment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to the moditication. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have the amendment read as modi 


Delaware 


so 


| fied. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. — If the Senator from Delaware chooses 

to somodify his amendment, the Chief Clerk will report it as modified, 
Mr. BAYARD. All right. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, 
with the assistance of the Ordnance Department and the naval advisory board ap 
pointed in conformity with the act approved August5, 1882, to report to Congress 
on the first day of the next ensuing session of Congress a plan and estimate for 
the preparation and purchase of plant for a gun-factory to complete guns from 


| 6-inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, including buildings and shrinking-pit, &e 


Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator, which would be better still, 
provide that this shall be done by the Secretary ef War and the Secre 
tary of the Navy, with the assistance of the gun-foundery board, which 
Would not that be better than 
to mix up the Ordnance Department and the advisory board? I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Delaware, in lieu of ‘‘ the Ordnance Depart 
ment and the naval advisory board’’ to insert * 
which is hereby revived.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that would be better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so moditied 
It will be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of * “arand the Secretary ofthe Navy, 
with the assistance of the gun-foundery board, which is hereby revived, ap- 
pointed in conformity with the act approved August 5, 1882, to report to Con- 
gress on the first day of the next ensuing session a plan and estimate for the 
preparation and purehase of plant for a gun-factory to complete guns from 6- 
inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, including buildings and shrinking-pit. 

Mr. HALE. The reference to the date should be stricken out, be- 
cause that refers to the act authorizing the advisory board 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I submit to the Senator from Iowa that he had 
better let them examine into the whole matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. March 3, 1383, is the date of the act providing for 
the gun-foundery board. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity to put in the date. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Secretary will be allowed to report the 
entire amendment. The remainder of it is the important part, as | 
understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Delaware has accepted the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Iowa? 


gun-foundery board, 
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Mr. BAYARD. I accept that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] the amendment as modified will be reported. | 
Mr. HALE. The whole amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole amendment as modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War und the Secretary of the 
Navy, with the assistance of the gun-foundery board, which is hereby revived, 
to report to Congress on the first day of the next ensuing session a plan and es- 
timate for the preparation and purchase of plant for a gun-factory to complete 
guns from 6-inch caliber to 16-inch caliber, including buildings and shrinking- 
pit; and to report full and detailed estimates for the cost of the work aforesaid, 


and whetherthe same can be better and more economically performed in estab- | 


lishments owned by the Government or by private contract, or by a combined 
system, whereby said work can be accomplished partly by the Governmentand 
partty by private contract, and in what annual installments the said appropria- 
tion can most economically be made 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment as just reported 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where does the amendment come in? 
Mr. HALE. It will follow the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that the Senator from 


drew his second amendment ? 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; all those have been withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now offered by the 
Senator from Maine will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK After line 3 
insert 


=> 


2, as amended, it is proposed to 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to Congress at its next 
regular session a plan or plans for the construction of one armored vessel for the 
United States Navy of not exceeding 8,500 tons displacement, the cost of the 
same with machinery and armament, and the time which the process of con- 
struction of such vessel would take 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. lL ask to have printed as part of the debate upon the 
amendment just adopted a letter upon armored ships from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and also from the head of the advisory board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made if there be 
no objection 

The letters were as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 11, 1884. 


I transmit herewith a copy of acommunication, dated this day, from the 
president of the naval advisory board, concerning the expediency of an appro- 
priation for the construction of an armored broadside war vessel 

Very respectfully, 


SIR 


WM. E. CHANDLER, 


Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. EvGene HALE, 
Acting Chairman of the Committee on Naval 


{ffairs, 
United States Senate 


NAVAL Apvisory Boarp, Washington, April 11, 1884, 
Sir: Referring to the debate in the Senate on the amendments to the naval 
appropriation bill, objection is raised by some Senators to granting additional 


Maine with- 


| firm on the Thames. 


below the armor-deck makes the passage of ammunition safe and rapid. The 
pilot tower is protected by 10 inches of armor 
Contrasting the protection afforded by the armor above stated with the vul 
nerability of the Chicago, the advantage of the increased displacement of the 
Imperieuse becomes apparent 
Another type of vessel that would come up for consideration is the turreted 
ship Riachuelo, just completed for the Brazilian Government by an English 
Her dimensions are as follows: Length, 305 feet; beam. 
52 feet; draught, 20 feet; displacement, 5,700 tons; indicated horse-power, 6,000 


| speed, 16 knots. 


The armament consists of four9-inch guns in two turrets, and six 6-inch guns 
on the upper deck. There is an armor-belt of eleven inches thickness, covered 
by a 2inch deck, and the turrets have ten inches of armor. 

The armor protection is by no means so complete as that of the Imperieuse, 
nor is the arrangement of the battery so effective, but on the other hand the 
speed is greater and the displacement is 1,700 tons less. 

These instances are cited to show that a board can not, except after the most 
eareful study and examination, decide upon even the size and general dimen- 
sions of an armored yessel best suited for our puposes. Therefore, in suggest- 
ing the form for an act of Congress which will best carry out the recommen- 


| dation I make in this communication, and estimating the time required for 


completing the vessel as three years, | would propose that the authority should 


| be given somewhat in the following form, namely: 


| taken upon the amendments in gross ? 


| 30, 1885, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments. 
| notice that I shall call the bill up for action by the Senate at an early 





vessels for the Navy on the ground that the cruisers asked for are not of such | 


fighting quality as to match armored vessels of other nations, the inference be- 
ing thatif a bill were presented for the construction of an armored vessel it would 
meet with their approval. 

The first advisory board was fully sensible of the need of armored vessels for 
the Navy, but, in consideration of the great need of cruisers to carry the flag 
abroad it recommended as the first step in “rehabilitating the Navy’’ the con- 
struction of vessels to supply this, the most pressing want of the service. Con- 
struction of armored vessels was confidently expected to follow in due order 
after a sufficient number of unarmored vessels should have been built to forma 
cruising force. It seems apparent that the building of armored vessels and of 
unarmored vessels was not proposed to be carried on simultaneously from a dis- 
inclination to call for very large appropriations. 

For the purpose of conforming to the implied desires of Senators for armored 
ships, and from the fact that there is no doubt of the need of them, I respectfully 
recommend that the programme laid out by the first advisory board be so far 
departed from as to admit of having one armored vessel under construction con- 
stantly,even while the work of providing cruisers is in progress 

The length of time required for such constructions is from three to five years ; 
they are very costly and will involve much study and careful preparation; be- 
sides, the selection of a type will be a matter requiring much deliberation 

In relation to the last point, the selection of a type, I submit general dimen- 
sions and some particulars of two armored vessels which represent the most ad- 
vanced ideas of the present day. One of these would, most probably, be the 
character of the vessel that would be recommended by such a body as the ad- 
visory board 

Her British Majesty's ship Imperieuse, not yet completed, was commenced in 
1881. She is called an armored cruiser,and is intended for service on foreign 
stations, where fast unarmored ships may have to be opposed, and where second- 
class ironclads may have to be engaged Her dimensions are as follows: 
Length, 315 feet; beam, 61 feet; draught, 25 feet; displacement, 7,400 tons; in- 
dicated horse-power, 8,000; speed, 16 knots 

The battery will consist of four 9.2-inch guns, each mounted in an armored 
barbette, and six 6-inch guns in broadside. The barbettes are arranged one for- 
ward, one aft, and the others abreast of each other at the sides amidships; the 


‘** For the construction of one armored vessel of not exceeding 7,500 tons displace- 
ment, $1,000,000; such vessel to be constructed under the same conditionsas pre- 


| scribed for the construction of the steel cruisers, and its armor and armament 


procured, at a total cost notto exceed $2,500,000."’ 
Very respectfully, 
E. SIMPSON, 
Rear-Admiral, United States Navy 


Hon. WM. E. CHANDLER, 


Secretary of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Shall the question be 
Hearing no objection, the Chair 
will so put the question. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. lIask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLsS in the chair). 
will be received, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 


The report 


I giv e 
day, probably on Wednesday morning. 
WITHDRAWAL 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the claim of A. A. Thomas be permitted 
to be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


OF PAPERS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1063) to amend 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 


| lution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read 


against the United States for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the 
invention of said Read, and by him alleged to have been used pursuant 


| to a contract or arrangement made between him and the War Depart- 
| ment, and for which no compensation has been made, in which it re- 


quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President rad on 


| the 10th instant approved and signed the following acts: 


An act (S. 1027) for the relief of James H. Woodard; and 
An act (8S. 1817) to regulate appeals and writs of error in certain 
cases. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willlay before the Senate 


| certain bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 


heavy guns are thus situated attwice the height from the waterthat they would | 


be in a turreted ship, and can be fired, three together, in any direction. The 
speed and armament here described does not greatly exceed that of the Chi- 


eago, but the difference in displacement of 2,900 tons admits of the following 
armor 


Phroughout the length occupied by the machinery and boilers (139 feet) the | 


sides are protected by 10 inches of compound armor fora depth of 8 feet, the 
deck over this is 1} inch thick, bulkheads of plating 8 inches thick run athwart- 
ships at the forward and after extremities of the side armor,thus forming a cit- 
adel inclosing the machinery and boilers. Forward and abaft the citadel, at the 
level of its lower edge, extends a protective deck 3 inches thick sloping down- 
ward tothe sides, as in the Boston and Atlanta. The barbettes are 17 feet in 


diameter, and are armored with 8 inches of steel, which protects the machinery 
for turning, elevating, and loading the gun, and an armored chute leading to 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the claim made by 
Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of pro- 
jectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to 
have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between 
him and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 
made, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner; 

A bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney; 

A bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace; and 
A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant. 






























































1884. 





SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
first special order under the assignment of special orders hitherto made, 
being Senate bill No. 1372. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1372) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be read by sec- 
tions. 

Mr. ALLISON. For amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. For amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be observed if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. The Secretary will proceed 
to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to understand what the Senator from 
Massachusetts means by reading the bill by sections. That is to say, 
after we pass a section we can not go back to it? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Otherwise there is no particular advantage in read- 
ing it by sections. 

Mr. HOAR. I[ask that. Of course when the bill gets into the Sen- 
ate we can go back to any section. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. That is understood. 

The Chief Clerk read the first nine sections of the bill. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to reserve the right to offer at the proper time 
an amendment to section 9. I give notice of it now. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that there be unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from Texas may return to section 9 hereafter at any time when 
his amendment is prepared. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why would it not be wise to have unanimous consent 
to return to any section ? 

Mr. HOAR. We can do that in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not do it asin Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know whether it is necessary to offer an 
amendment to a particular section at the first reading of the bill as we 
go along ? 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it, the bill is now being read through 
by sections as in Committee of the Whole, and you can not go back to 
any section to offer an amendment as in Committee of the Whole un- 
less the consent be reserved at the time; but it will be open to any Sen- 
ator to offer an amendment in the Senate after the bill is reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the bill has b-en read through and all the 
committee amendments have been acted upon the whole bill will be 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was not present when the unanimous con- 
sent was given ? 

Mr. HARRIS. No, I was not. 

Mr. HOAR. There are no committee amendments. Instead of re- 
porting one hundred or two hundred amendments to be acted upon, the 
committee reported an original bill containing all their amendments. 
That is the bill before the Senate. Before the reading of the bill was 
begun I asked unanimous consent that the bill be read by sections for 
amendment, and that there should be no going back, and that was the 
consent given; but the statement was made that any Senator who de- 
sired to offer an amendment could offer it in the Senate notwithstand- 
ing this agreement, if it was not ready at the time the particular sec- 
tion was read. I understand that the Senator from Texas [ Mr. CoKE] 
desires to offer an amendment which is not yet prepared, and the sug- 
gestion is that he reserve the right to go back to it, to which I suppose 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 9, just read, 
whenever it shall be in order and proper to do so. I simply wish to 
give notice now of my intention to offer an amendment to section 9 at 
the proper time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Texas has the right now to propose his amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Then I will propose it. In the first line of section 9, 
after the word ‘‘that’’ where it first occurs, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘the court of bankruptcy may direct that,’’ and to strike out 
all of the section after the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 3; so as to make the 
section read: 

That any debt, demand, or property claimed by the trustee shall be sued for 
in the appropriate court in the State. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I wish te state simply the object of the 
amendment. Thesection as it now stands, if unamended, will grant to 
the district and circuit courts of the United States jurisdiction over 
every debt and demand that may exist in favor of the estate of a bank- 
rupt. People living fifty, one hundred, two hundred and fifty, or, as 
in my State, sometimes as far as three hundred or four hundred miles 
from a Federal court, may be sued in the Federal court by the trustee 
of a bankrupt for a ten or twenty dollar debt, and the costs in the Fed- 


XV 184 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2929 


eral courts are always two or three times as heavy as they are in the 
State courts. The amendment that I propose strikes out all that part 
of the section and leaves the jurisdiction of the State courts as that 
jurisdiction now stands for the collection of the assets of the bankrupt 

Mr. HOAR. I think the purpose which the Senator from Texas has 
in view is a meritorious and proper one. I believe I did state to the 
Senator in private that when I originally drew the portion of the section 
which I drew, it contained a provision reserving the rights of the State 
courts as they would exist if the suit were by or against the debtor him- 
self; but it seems to me that his amendment goes a little too far, be- 
cause it not only secures the adverse party to the controversy with the 
bankrupt’s estate from having small suits brought in the United States 
court at a great costand ata great distance in some cases from his resi- 
dence (which is a proper and wise security in my judgment), but it also 
cuts up by the roots all the existing constitutional jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts so far as itis possible to do that by legislation. For in- 
stance, suppose a trustee in bankruptcy has to travel from Texas to 
Massachusetts to collect a claim there. This amendment would deny 
that trustee in bankruptcy the right to appeal to the Federal court, 
although if the Texas debtor, the bankrupt, without going into bank- 
ruptcy, had come to Massachusetts to enforce his claim he would have 
that constitutional right. 

If the Senator will allow his amendment to be moved and treated as 
pending, I think perhaps I can with a little time suggest to him, when 
we come back to it before the bill is finally disposed of, something 
which will accomplish all he wants and which will not be liable to the 
objection I have stated. 

Mr. COKE. I do not believe that the objection made by the Sena 
tor from Massachusetts is a good one. I think the jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts over the debtor as it now stands would remain notwith- 
standing the section were amended as I propose. Yet I am entirely 
willing toconfer with the Senator and allow the amendment to be passed 
over so that we can make it satisfactory. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow it 
suggest a form 

Mr. COKE. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwas not in when the unanimous agreement was 
made about amendments. Ido not know that I understand the ex 
tent to which the agreement wgs made. I desire to know now whether 
amendments must be offered as the bill is read by sections, or whether 
the mere notice of an amendment, the reservation of the right to offer 
an amendment, will be sufficient. I understood that that is all which 
will be required, but I want to have it definitely stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairthinks that under the agree- 
ment, if a section is passed over as in Committee of the Whole with- 
out amendment, it will not be open to amendment until the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate, at which time an amendment can be offered to 
any section of the bill 

Mr. GEORGE. Then a mere notice that 
offered will not do? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ther consent. 


to be passed over I will 


an amendment would be 


That could only be binding by fur- 
The Senator could ask permission to offer an amend- 
ment at a subsequent time, and the agreement being made the section 
could be returned to subsequently. 

Mr. GEORGE. I[ask unanimous consent, then, that the agreement 
be extended so as to include mere notice of anamendment. Ihave sev- 
eral amendments which [ have marked, but I have not prepared them 
I wish to vote for the bill, but I can not vote for it as it now stands. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the reason why the Senator can net offer his 
amendments to the bill after it is reported to the Senate? Every 
tion of the bill will be open to amendment the moment it is reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. There advantage, in 
passing over a section as in Committee of the Whole without amend- 
ment 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know of any. 

Mr. GEORGE And it will take no more time to act upon such 
amendments in Committee of the Whole than after the bill is reported 


se ( 


seems to be some however 


to the Senate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks there is no parlia 
mentary advantage in the matter. It is simply a question of conven 


ience and economy of time. The right toamend is r 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Mississippi will 
ask unanimous consent that section 9 may returned to for the pur- 
pose of offering any amendment that he chooses at a subsequent time 
to offer to it, I have no doubt that such consent will be at once given. 

Mr. HOAR. So of any other section. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. O01 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator has not asked that there shal! be unan- 
imous consent given to return to the section 

Mr. GEORGE. I now ask unanimous consent to offer amendments, 
as in Committee of the Whole, after the sections have been passed over 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what sections? 

Mr. GEORGE. There are several; I can not indicate them all now; 


served absolutely 


he 


any other section 


| at least half a dozen, or a dozen. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that he be permitted to offer amendments to a dozen 
the bill after the bill has been read as in Committee of the 


sections of 
Whole 
Mr 


HARRISON. I suggest that the simpler way would be to re- | 


consider the consent given by the Senate when the bill was first laid 
befor Senate, so that the liberty which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi asks for himself may extend to us all 

ie 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


ImMous ¢ 


lhe Senator from Indiana asks unan- | 
agreement previously made in regard | 
to the reading of the bill by sections as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR I shall object to that 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Massachusetts was not attend- 
ing. The Senator from Mississippi asked leave for himself to offer a 
number of amendments to different sections of the bill after they have 
been passed over in the reading as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sections not being specified. 

Mr. GEORGE Not specified 

Mr. HARRISON The sections not being specified. If that liberty | 
is to be coneeded it had better be uniform throughout the Chamber. 
Therefore I suggest we can get along better in that way. 


onsent to reconsider the 


Mr. GEORGE. To relieve Senators from all difficulty upon the sub- 
ject, as I shall have the same right to offer amendments after the bill 
is reported to the Senate, I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 


ator trom 


lexas [ Mr. COKE] to section 9 is pending and undetermined, | 
the ¢ 


hair understands, the agreement being that it is to be returned to 


for action hereafter The reading of the bill will proceed. | 
Che Chief Clerk read section 10 to the end of line 13, as follows: 
Sec. 10. Thatappeals may be taken from the district to the circuit courtsin all 
cases in equity, and writs of error may be allowed from the circuit to the district | 
courts in cases at law such as are mentioned in the last section, when the amount | 
in dispute exceeds $500; but no such appeal or writ of error shall be taken or al- 
lowed unless it is claimed, and notice thereof given to the clerk of the district | 
court, to be entered with the record of proceedings, and also to the adverse | 
party, within twenty days after the entry of the decree or judgment sought to be | 
reversed, nor unless the appellant or plaintiff in error shall give bond and com- 


ply with the other 
spective ly 

Mr. McMILLAN. That section, I suppose, will have to be passed 
over pending the question as to section 9. 
observe it is provided 


provisions of law relating to appeals and writs of error, re- 


In this section you will | 


That appeals may be taken from the district tothe circuit courts in all cases in 
equity, and writs of error may be allowed from the circuit to the district courts 
in cases at law such as are mentioned in the last section. 


If that section is to be amended in accordance with the motion of the | 
Senator from Texas, it will modify the character of that section per- 
haps, and there will be no subject for this reference to act upon. The 
sections seem to be dependent upon each other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota ask | 
that the section be passed over without action ? 

Mr. McMILLAN [suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
that would be necessary 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move toamend section 10, in line 4, by striking out 

‘such as are mentioned in the last section.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Is the Senate ready for the question ? 





Mr. FRYE. That should not be done unless section 9 is amended. 
Mr. GEORGE. No; I want that to stand over. 
Mr. HOAR I have no doubt that I can suggest an amendment to 


section 9 which will accomplish entirely what the Senator from Texas 
wishes to accomplish, and at the same time will leave the constitutional 
right of any party to sue unaffected by this bill, even if we could affect | 
it by legislation, as we can not; and if that is done, the amendment 
which the Senator from Mississippi suggests will not be necessary, be- 
cause there will be certain cases where the jurisdiction of the United | 
States court will still exist. It seems to me that the true arrangement 
would be to have a provision that the trustee shall resort to the same 
court as the bankrupt whose successor he is would have been compelled 
to resort to. That would prevent the summoning of the debtors of the 
bankrupt by his trustee or assignee into the Federal court for a small 
claim from a great distance, and in addition to that would give the court 
the power, where the debtor had a choice between the State or the na- 
tional tribunal, to order the assignee to go into the State tribunal also. 
If that is done it will leave section 10 operative. I therefore suggest 
to the Senator from Mississippi not to move his amendment now, but 
to wait and see what the Senate does with section 9 when we go back 
to it alter the amendment is drawn. If they amend section 9 in that | 
way, which makes his amendment proper, it will be open to him in the 
Senate, and of course if you sucgeed and amend section 9 in committee 
the Senate will amend section 10 in the Senate if it requires amend- 
ment, as a matter of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. My amendment was offered simply to leave it open | 
for the consideration of the Senate in case the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas was adopted, and I have no objection to its lying over to be 
acted on after the Senate takes action upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas 


Mr. FRYE 


There would also, if section 9 was amended, be required | 
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| none, and the sections are passed over. 


| as expressing exactly what I think on the general proposition. 
i i e 5S 


| sentatives in Congress- 


| who will be the subjects of this bill. 


| lives; it used to be said some years ago at any rate. 
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an amendment to section 11, and I believe those are the only two sec- 
tions. Therefore I move that sections 9, 10, and 11 be passed ove 
without prejudice. I ask unanimous consent that those three sections 
may be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
Shall they be read ? 

Mr. FRYE. Thereis nouseinreadingthemnow. Go ontosection 12 

The Chief Clerk read section 12. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend in line 10 by striking out the word 
‘*one-half’’ and inserting ‘‘two-thirds.’’ Ido not make that motion 
I have 
in my mind localities in which the number of commissioners here pro- 
vided for will be absolutely inadequate. As the Senator from Texas 
said a few moments ago, there are portions of Texas three or four hun 


| dred miles remote from any Federal court, and that is just as true of 
| the State of Kansas, and will be even under this amendment. 


That is 
to say, the people will be just as remote from the situs of these commis- 
sioners as they are now from the location of the Federal courts, because 
in that State, two hundred miles one way by four hundred the other, 
there can be only three commissioners appointed even under my amend- 
ment. It will be impossible to so locate them as that a large number 
of people will not be obliged, on account of the business they will hav: 
to attend to before the commissioners, to go one, two, or perhaps five 
hundred miles to attend before them as witnesses or as otherwise inter 
ested in the business of bankruptcy. 

It ought to be the purpose of this bill to bring the convenience of th: 
administration of the estates of bankrupts as near to the people inter- 
ested as possible, and I think, therefore, that there should not be th 
particular limitation which has been provided for, and I am not certain 
that there ought to be any except such as is contained in lines 2, 3, and 
1, leaving to the circuit court the question of determining absolutely 
the number of commissioners which may be necessary for the transac 
tion of this business in the respective circuits. There will be nodanger, 
I think, that this power will be abused, and if a limit is placed it ought 
to be placed in such a way that at least the number will be sufficient 
to render some accommodation to the mass of the people. 

Take the State of Rhode Island, which has, I believe, three Repre 





Mr. HOAR. Two. 

Mr. PLUMB. It would be entitled to two commissioners. It is 
about the size of a man’s hand as compared with the State of Kansas, 
which would be entitled to only three. While I am not contentious 
about any particular form of words to express the idea, I suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the bill should be amended in such a 
way as toaccomplish the purpose I have named. 

My amendment is to strike out ‘‘ one-half’’ and insert ‘‘ two-thirds, "’ 
so us to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in States entitled to not more than six members of Congress 
the number of commissioners shall not exceed three, and in any State entitled 


i 


| tomore than six members of Congress the number of con:missioners shall not 


exceed two-thirds the number of members of Congress to which said State is 
entitled. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment otf 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. HOAR. This, of course, renders it possible to create a large 
number of officers than the bill provides for. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not necessarily. 

Mr. HOAR. If the court so hold. The committee were of opinion 
that commissioners not exceeding one-half the number of members of 
Congress in States where there were more than six would be able to do 
the businesseverywhere. Thecommissioneris to go to the neighborhood 
I do not mean that he will travel to every man’s house or every man’s 
neighborhood, but he will go about to different places in the district, 
so that in the case of the sparsely settled territory where two Congress- 
ional districts taken together would occupy a large space of territory, 
it seems to me it would be better to leave the one commissioner to go 
to such convenient places within his jurisdiction as may be found nec- 
essary than to have another salaried officer, because persons engaged in 
agriculture, planting, and that class of pursuits are exempted from th« 
involuntary operation of this bill, and the bankruptcy business in that 
class of communities will be very small indeed 

It seemed to the committee that it was very clear that one-halfthe num 
ber of the members of Congress, that is, one commissioner for every two 
Congressional districts, would be all that were necessary. Now, tak« 
the case of the State of Rhode Island, that is a great commercial and 
manufacturing community, the most thickly settled territory in the 
United States, crowded with manutacturers and merchants and trader 
I believe it is said that 95 per cent. 
of all persons engaged in trade in this country fail some time in their 
The bill does not 

It only permite 
1 think that the bill goes as far as is necessary or as will be found 


require two commissioners foraState like Rhode Island. 
it. 


| desirable for any community in the United States. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is one thing the Senator from Massachusetts» 


| should not overlook, and that is that this bill is going to occasion failures 
The passage of this bill is going to double the number of failures in 








1884. 


i 


this country at least. I venture to say that I shall have occasion to 
recall that prophecy before my term expires, and to show by the records 
that it is proved to be true. 
number of failures occurring now as an evidence of the business that is 
going into these courts. This privilege of getting rid of one’s debts 
which is valued so highly is going to be made large use of; but it re- 
mains to be said that the number of commissioners ought to bear some 
relation to the territory over which they are to operate. 

While itis true that now the State of Rhode Island is much more thickly 
populated than the State of Kansas, and it will be true always perhaps, 
at the same time the disparity between them is constantly lessening, and 
if the Senator from Massachusetts is willing to trust to the circuit court 
whether two commissionersare needed in the small State of Rhode Island 
he should be just as willing to trust to the same authority to declare how 
many are needed in the State of Kansas or in the State of Texas. As 
the Senator from Texas has called my attention to it, at the present time 
the State of Texas would be entitled to only five, or if you could make a 
commissioner out of a fraction of a man it would be five and a half, to be 
accurate. Under the same rule there would be three and a half for the 
State of Kansas. The State of Texas is larger than any other three or 
four of the largest of the American States, and the ability of the commis- 


So then it will not do to take the limited | 
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sioner to transact the business, to be familar as he ought to be to some | 


extent with the business brought before him, to have some knowledge of 
the country generally, would be taxed to the utmost; and so of other 
States as well. 

While I am on thissubject I would call the attention of the Senator 
also to the fact that the Territory of Dakota with 500,000 people, with 
a territory twice as large as the State of Kansas nearly, having about 
156,000 square miles, and the Territory of Montana, which I think is 
still larger, each has only one commissioner, and that Territory is divided 
by great mountain ranges, with means of communication of the most 
primitive character. It would amount, as I think, to anembargo upon 
the business of the commissioners very largely, and perhaps lead to 
something like an unseemly strife as to who should be the one commis- 
sioner before whom all this business should be brought, and whoshould 
be charged with all these onerous and responsible duties. 

I think the suggestion I make will not mar the symmetry of the bill 
but will add to its efficiency; and as the Senator 


a 


trom Massachusetts | 


supposes that the bill is in the right direction and is going to accom- | 


plish a great deal of good, I do not see how he can object to bringing 
these instrumentalities nearer to the people and removing whatever 
doubt may exist as to the propriety of the number of persons who are 
to operate its provisions. 

Believing that it is not unreasonable, I hope the Senate will adopt 
this amendment or even make the number larger. This would only 
add one for all the territory of Kansas; it would only add one for th« 
State of Texas by reason of the fact that there would be no way ot 
making the whole number exactly equal to one-half simply of the rep- 
resentation from that State or from the State of Kansas as it is now 
and will continue to be until after the census of 1890. Instead of being 
that it ought to be as great as three-fourths, or perhaps it would be 
even better if all the limitation were stricken out, so that the number 
of commissioners should not exceed the number of Representatives. 
That would enable the courts from time to time to adjust the business 
to be transacted under this law to the convenience of the people, and I 
presume the courts could be intrusted with this power. They are not 
under the control of politicians. It is not expected that these appoint- 
ments will be made at the behest of anybody, but with a sole view to 
the public good, as the commissioners of the circuit court are now ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am personally entirely willing to trust 
the discretion of the circuit court as a general rule, but the bill was 


drawn in reference to what was supposed to be the settled policy of 


Congress, to deposit no discretion, especially a discretion to create a sal- 
aried officer anywhere. 
gether. 

While I am no prophet or son of a prophet, I do not agree with the 
expectation of my honorable friend from Kansas that this bill is to in- 
crease bankruptcies or failures. Failures go on in this country at the 
rate of about 11,000 a year. That is the average of some years past. 
There are added to the list of undischarged insolvent debtors more than 
10,000 every year, without any national bankrupt law. When there 
is a bankrupt law a great many debtors will settle with their creditors, 
make compromises and get relief, indulgence, and extension, not being 
as now at the mercy of any single creditor who may expect to get a 
preference by holding out. If a debtor now goes to his creditors and 
asks for a composition, any single creditor can prevent, unless he is paid 
in full, a compromise between debtor and creditors, whereas if this bill 
passes the debtor goes to the creditors with the knowledge affecting 
both that if the creditor will not accept a reasonable compromise that 
the debtor can comply with he can go into bankruptey and get his dis- 
charge by the law and the estate will be diminished by the amount of 
the expenses. So unquestionably the 100,000 old bankrupts, more or 
less, who now exist in the United States, will a large part of them re- 
sort to the bankrupt law, and fora year or two you will have many 
bankruptcies; but when the law gets permanent and its settled opera- 


That should be left to the legislature alto- | 
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tion goes on, I believe there will be less bankruptcies than there would 
be without it—fewer stoppages to business. 

I am not at all strenuous about this matter; and if gentlemen like 
the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Kansas representing 
large States prefer that the limit should be two-thirds, [haveno great 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. As this general subject has been mentioned for which 
perhaps I am responsible, I wish to say that I regard this bill as agreat 
improvement over the old bankrupt law. It is in fact a very much 
better bill than I had believed or even hoped would be drawn. I con 
fess that I have regarded the adoption of any bankrupt bill with a great 
deal of apprehension. I think the repeal of the old bankrupt law was 
a most essential thing to the revival of the prosperity of this country. 

I know, however, that there is a very wide and persistent demand 
for the passage of a bankrupt law; and so far as Iam concerned I do 
not propose to interpose to prevent the result which is likely to follow 
from that sentiment. I am willing that it shall be embodied substan- 
tially in the form the Senator from Massachusetts has proposed. I do 
not doubt that this is as good a law perhaps as could be framed; but 
I say to the Senator that I think while it will be much better than 
the old law, it is still bad insome particulars. It will encourage peo- 
ple to enter upon doubtful ventures; it will set up in every consider- 
able town men who are not legitimate traders, men who do not care 
whether they trade or not because they know they can get settlement; 
they can get settlement on honestly failing that they can not get now. 
I have had some experience in these matters and I never knew a time 
when a man whohad honestly failed could not get a discharge by turn- 
ing over his property. If he dishonestly failed some creditor would 
hold out and he would not get a discharge; but all the honest men can 
always get it. The operation of thislaw will be availed of by dishonest 
men who will go into all the towns, put out a red rag to sell goods 
that they have bought from somebody more credulous than wise, 
run a muck against the local traders, selling goods below cost, thus 
breaking down honest traders; and if they do not win at that, they will 
simply charge the loss on somebody else, go through bankruptcy, and 
come out brand new, indorsed, ready for a new enterprise of the same 
kind. , 

It is largely a blow at legitimate merchants, at men who expect to 
pay their debts and do by a course of honest dealing, dealing with the 
expectation of realizing a profit to enable them to pay their debts. 
That class of people do not want a bankrupt law. The only of 
people in this country who do want a bankrupt law is a class of men 
about large cities who do not care to go to the « xpense of local collec- 
tions. They want to have machinery by which they can turn around 
in their own establishments and settle the whole question right there. 

However, as I said, the feeling for such a bill has become a sentiment; 
and while any bankrupt bill would not meet with my approval, at the 
same time whatever bill is passed I want to have it in such a way that 
it may bear with the least burden on the yx ople. I know the « xpenses 
of administering it are not to be compared with the individual expenses 
which will have to be incurred by persons who seek the benefit of it, who 
are witnesses, &c., in the settlement of cases. Therefore I want these 
commissioners brought by necessity as near as possible to the people 
whom they are to serve or with whom they are to come in contact in 
the adniinistration of their great trust. 

Mr.GARLAND. One of the chief objections to the former bankrupt 
law, enacted in 1867, with its various amendments, was the great ex 
pense which accrued, to a considerable extent out of the numerous offi- 
cers, and the efforts of the committee in this direction have been to cut 
down as much of the expense and burden as possible, to con 
sume the entire estate of the bankrupt in expenses and that the credi 
itors may get something. 

There is a very good restriction in this section. A circuit court of 
two justices is to act in this particular matter in reference to the ap- 
pointment of commissioners. I think if the Senator from Kansas in- 
sists on his amendment the real gist of it will be better carried out by 
striking out the proviso entirely, so as to leave the circuit court, with 
two justices, a discretion, occupying the ground and knowing the cir- 


Che question the amendment 


on 


and 


class 


SO as not 


cumstances surrounding every State and the business before them, to 
I for 
to limit them to tl 
ilar number; butif any restriction is going to be taken off I think 
it had better be taken off entirely and leave the judges to decide 


appoint as many commissioners as the business may justify. 
thought the bill in its present shape was better 


partic 


one 


“as tO 
the necessity of these particular appointments. While I do not sup 
port the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas ‘uif he is 


v« 
going to insist on one of that spirit and meaning I think he had better 


move to strike out the proviso entire], 

Mr. PLUMB. That is my prefer I think we can easily trust 
all this matter to the wise discretion of the circuit judges without any 
limitation except as to the number of Congressional districts. | 
strike out the proviso so that they should not appoint mors 
ber equal to the number of members of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


nce. 
would 


thananum 


Does the Senator modify his amend 


/ ment ? 
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Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw my previous amendment and move the 
one suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not resist that. 
ators who live in sparse ly settled States 


PRESII 


I defer to the judgment of Sen- 


The ING OFFICER Che part proposed to be stricken out 
will he read 

The SECRETARY In section 12, after the word * entitled,’’ in line 
6. it is proposed to strike out 

Provided, That in States entitled to not more than six members of Congress 
the number of commissioners shall not exceed three, and in any State entitled 
to more than six members of Congress the number of commissioners shall not 
exceed one-half the number of members of Congress to which said State is en- 
titled 

The amendment was agreed to 


Che Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read from section 
13 to the of section 17 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention 
he Senator from Massachusetts to the word ‘‘ county,’’ in line 6 of 
section 17, and ing uire whether it should not be country id 

Mr. HOAR. Thatisamisprint. Letthe Secretary make the change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change wil! be made. 

The Secretary read sections 18 and 19 

Mr. GEORGE. 


who has ch 


} 
CLOSE 


ott 


I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
urge of this bill the reason for the fee in this section, as in- 


dicated in line 12, of $10 to a commissioner for each case? I would 
substitute ‘‘not exceeding $1,000 in any one year It seems to me 
where there are a great many cases in bankruptcy the salary of this 


officer would be unduly auginented by a fee of $10 in each case. I 


should like to hear from the Senator from Massachusetts upon this sub- 
ject 


Mr. HOAR 
provided by this bill which I have heard of anywhere in the country 
within the last six months has grown out of a claim by very intelli- 
gent and experienced persons residing in the large cities that the allow- 
ance is not enough to secure competent legal ability and responsibility 
and integrity in these commissioners. 
get cheap law, which is always very dear law in the end. 
the criticism that has been made on the bill. 

The desire of the committee and all the promoters of this bill has 
been to commend it to the Senate by making as great a saving as possi- 
ble both to the public Treasury and to the estates in the expenses. The 
rock on which the old law split was the inordinate fees. But it was 


That 


is 


They say it is an attempt to | 
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The most vigorous and earnest attack upon the scheme | 


supposed that in some estates there would be long complicated cases | 


where the commissioner would have to work all the time, and where | debts provable under this act exceeding the amount of $200, may apply, by pet 
he lived in a city where the expenses of living were high it was sup- | 


posed that the court might in some cases find that even $3,000 a year 
would not be an adequate compensation. It was thought better, there- 
fore, not to limit it absolutely to that sum. If we do put in what 


the Senator suggests instead of this provision, the judges will have the | 


power which the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from Texas 
questioned so much in regard to the discretion of the United States 
judges in another bill that we had up te make allowances up to the 
limit the bill provides, and they might do it in all cases. 

This permits only 510 to be allowed for each case, and of course 
would allow the judges to go above $3,000 a year in those communities 
where the number of cases is very large; and that would be only in 
the commercial and manutacturing regions of the country. It seemed 
to us, therefore, that a limit by the cases would on the whole be safer 
and cheaper, and at the same time would more secure justice to the 
commissioner in the extraordinary cases where he ought to have an al- 
lowance than to commute it by a sum of money. We went over that 
matter very carefully again and again. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will understand and the Senate will 
understand that judges always make an allowance. In the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator in the last session the limit was $1,000 a year in- 
stead of $10 a case That would make the salary $4,000. 


Mr. HOAR Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do the commissioners only get $2,000? 

Mr. HOAR Che commissioners got $3,000 by that bill in all cases, 
ind had an additional allowance at the discretion of the court of a 


housand dollars more. If it be true that a judge will always give the 


maximum ullowance, as the Senatorsays, that would make $4,000a year 


alloverthe country. Instead of that we put it at $2,000, and then a limit 
by the amount of business which would not in four-fifths of the dis- 


tricts of 


the country be got up to the additional thousand dollars, but 
in a few districts like New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and perhaps in 
New Orleans, where they have a great number of cases, itis not very 
likely the commissioners would ordinarily come up to one hundred 
cases a year, which would be a case for every three days. Take one 
hundred cases a year and you give him an additional thousand dollars. 
It may be that the first vear or so after the bill goes into operation in 
the commercial centers, districts in which the number of cases will be 
large, the Senator will see that if we went back to the thousand dollar 
allowance in connection with the amendment adopted on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas, the result would be a very large increase 
of the aggregate expense of the bill 


| itors at a distance in other States. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator think $10 a case would be cheaper 
than $1,000 a year? 

Mr. HOAR. I haveno doubt of it whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed 

Sections 20 to 27 inclusive were read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether the receiver can get possession of the property before it is taken 
without the bond provided for in section 26. In section 26 it is provided 

That no warrant or injunction interfering with or restraining the prosecu 
tion of the ordinary business of the alleged bankrupt shall issue unless the 
petitioning creditor execute and file with the clerk of the court a bond to the 
alleged bankrupt, in the penal sum of not less than $500, with sureties to be ap- 
proved by the judge, conditioned to pay all damages resulting from granting 


the same, in case it shall be ultimately decided that the creditor was not entitled 
thereto 


In section 27 the court is allowed to appoint a receiver before adju 
dication, before the party has been found to be guilty of any act of 
bankruptcy, and there seems to be no provision for a bond in a case of 
that sort, mn case the receiver shall have been improperly appointed, 
the party’s business improperly interfered with. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the provision of line 23 and the subsequent 
part of section 26 runs through the whole bill, and in case there is any 
doubt about it I will add: 


The judge may, subject to the conditions of the last section—— 


Mr. GEORGF. As to bond. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir— 
subject to the conditions as to bond in the last section 
to make it free from doubt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Massachusetts will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
it is proposed to insert: 


The amendment of the Senator from 


After the word ‘*may,’’ in line 1 of section 27, 


Subject to the provisions of the last section as to a bond 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 28 to 31 inclusive were read. 

Mr. HOAR. I think in line 17 “‘ where ”’ is a misprint for **‘ when 
ask consent that that amendment be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion will be made. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
** five”? 


If there be no objection the correc- 
The Chair hears no objection. 

I move to strike out in line 3 of section 31 the word 

and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

That any person residing within the jurisdiction of the United States, owing 


tion. 


I believe that if the amendment which I have offered is not adopted 
a great many meritorious cases will not get relief under this bill. | 
know that there are persons, and there are many persons, in thiscountry 
who, being indebted to the amount of $200, are unable to make any 
progress in life owing to that burden which they can not get rid of 
Men who are without property sometimes get involved in small sums 
and they find it impossible to escape from the burden thus imposed upon 
them. I think that it is but just and right that the limit should be 
reduced from $500 to $200. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill reserves, as did the statute of 1800, the first 
bankruptcy act in this country, the power of the States over all cases 
which are not embraced within its provisions. 

Mr. GEORGE. How is that? 

Mr. HOAR. The bill reserves now, which was not the case in the 
last bankrupt law, but was the case in the first bankrupt law of 1800, 
to the States the power to provide for the discharge or otherwise deal 
with the case of bankrupts not included in the provisions of this bill 
so that every State will be entitled to make its own arrangements fo 
all debtors under $500. 

This bill requires the payment of $50 and of $10, making $60, and 
1 per cent. of the gross assets as the charge for settling the estave. That 
is the whole charge in all cases. Now, do you ask a person who owes 
$200 first to pay $60? The supposition is that he has not got $200, and 
has not enough to be able to make a compromise with his creditors and 
have the remaining money that is necessary to get relief. It seems to 
me itis a pretty expensive machine in proportion to his debt if he has 
to pay $60 to the United States and 1 per cent of the gross assets b« 
sides to get a discharge from $200. I think that $500 is little enough, 
and that the States will in all cases make some provision by which lit 
tle indebtednesses will be provided for. Where a man owes only $100, 
or two or three hundred dollars, he is not very likely to have his cred 
It is not likely to be a commercial 
bankruptcy. I think the $500 limit small enough. 

Mr. GEORGE. In answer to the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I desire to say this: In the first place, a State under 
the Constitution of the United States has no right to release a party from 
any debt due to acitizen of another State; in the second place, as to 
the amount of fees, it would be, if this amendment is adopted, very 
proper to have a further amendment reducing the amount of the de- 
posit for costs to be made by the person who owes less than $500. There 


would be no want of harmony, no incongruity in such a provision in 
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the bill to reduce say to $10 or $15 the deposit for costs required to be 
made by persons who owe less than $500. 

| know that the benefits of this act will not reach a very large class 
of persons, especially in the South, who owe these little debts and who 
have no means of paying them. Especially I speak now—and I hate to 
do that by way of discrimination—in behalf of my colored constituents, 
many of whom owe sums of less than $500, debts contracted in one way 
and another. They can never relieve themselves from that liability. 
| do hope that the Senate in passing a bill intended to benefit insolvents 
and the poor people of the country will not have it so provided that 
those who are really in the most need of it can get no benefit from its 
yrovisions. 

Mr. HOAR. In addition to the suggestions I have made that you 
are using too large a cannon to fire off at a small target if you reduce 
this to $200, there is a provision in section 43: 

And the court may allow the bankruptasum of money, notexceeding $500, for 
his support pending the proceedings, if his circumstances require it 

He shall also be allowed reasonable wages for services rendered his estate at 
the request of his trustee, and the usual fees for his attendance as a witness when 
required to attend for hisown examination, or in any other matter excepting at 
hearings on the question of his discharge. 

In other words, the expense would in nine cases out of tenof those 
which the Senator proposes be more than the amount from which the 
claimant would get discharged. 

Mr. GEORGE. The allowance of the $500, as I understand, is only 
out of the assets of the debtor; but it does seem to me that the persons 
to whom I have alluded ought not to be deprived of the benetit of this 
act because the allowance made to them might include all they possess 
in the world. 

Mr. HOAR. Will not the State take care of that? For instance, it 
there is such a condition of things as the Senator supposes among the 
colored people of Mississippi or any other State, or the poor white 
laborers in my own—if there are such cases there, will not the State pro- 
vide some cheap, prompt, and expeditious arrangement, without the 
mechanism of a bankrupt law, by which the little indebtedness of this 
kind may be canceled and the debtor discharged? There would not 
be one in ten thousand, I presume, certainly not one in one thousand, 
of those persons who would be found owing debts beyond the limits of 
the State in which they reside 

Mr. GEORGE. Suppose that they owed money to a creditor who 
should assign to a person residing out of the State? 

Mr. HOAR. I take it the chances of a Mississippi creditor who had 

i debt against a colored person, whose debts all told did not exceed 
$200, assigning it to a citizen of another State would be 


very remote. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


It may be that the States could furnish a remedy. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardon me. That kind of debt is not 
assignable. The little poor workingman does not give a negotiable 
promissory note for his debt. It is adebt to his grocer or to his doctor 
or for some little neighborhood trade. I will not detain the Senate by 
debating it any longer, but it seems to me it is better to leave it to the 
States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam obliged to say that, notwithstanding the Sen- 
ator’s explanations of the terms of this bill are generally satisfactory to 
me, and I am very willing, as a general rule, to act upon them; yet his 
explanation of this part of the bill has not been satisfactory. 

In the first place, a good many States have never passed any in- 
solvent laws since imprisonment for debt has been abolished. There 
are many agricultural States that have never passed any law of that 
sort at all. I do not think there was ever any such law in force in 
Mississippi since the abolishment of imprisonment for debt. 

But, in addition to that, when we are legislating for all the people of 
this country under an admitted power of Congress, is it right for us to 
turn over to the tender mercies, or otherwise, of the several States that 
portion of our people, that class who are least able to protect themselves ? 


[ take it that we ought to act for them just as we do for persons of 


larger means. 

Mr. GARLAND. For one I would prefer that the old limitation of 
$300 should remain in this bill, and I am disposed after all I have heard 
to still think so. The matter ought to be considered; and as it is get- 
ting somewhat late, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
cration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 14, 1884. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
D. D. 


The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MRS. MILLIE E. 


Prayer by Rev. ALBERT R. STUART, 


HAYS 


Mr. BLAND. I ask by unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays 


, widow of 
John Hays, deceased. 
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The SPEAKER. For reference or for present consideration ? 

Mr. BLAND. The bill has already passed the Senate and is now 
upon the Speaker’s table, and I ask unanimous consent to take it from 
the Speaker’s table and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, reserving the right to object 

The bill was read, as tollows 


Be it enacted, &c., That the proper officers of the Interior Department be, and 
hereby are, authorized and directed to prepare and cause to be issued and de 
livered to Millie E. Hays, the widow of John Hays, deceased, a bounty land- 
warrant for eighty acres of land, upon the surrender of bounty land-warrant 
numbered 26454, issued under the act of Congress of September 28, 1850, in such 
form that the same can be located by said Millie E. Hays, or assigned and trans 
ferred by her and located by her assignee, as other land-warrants are located 
upon the public lands 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking the bill from the 
Speaker’s table for present vonsideration ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will give the 
House some reason why this bill should be taken up at this time for 
action. 

Mr. BLAND. It had a favorable report in the Senate from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands and from that report it appears that John Hays 
did on October 9, 1852, at the United States land office at Shawneetown, 
in the State of Illinois, attempt to locate bounty land-warrant No. 26454, 
for eighty acres of land, issued under the act of Congress of September 
28, 1850, to John Sullivan, upon the south half of the northwest quarter 
of section numbered 2, in township numbered & south, and range num 
bered 3 east; and the said John Hays had purchased the said land-warrant 
in good faith, and paid the full value therefor, from Robert M. Hundley, 
now of the city of Marion, in Williamson County, Illinois, and procured 
the said Hundley to make the said location of said bounty land-warrant 
upon said land in the name of said John Hays; and the said Robert M 
Hundley finding the entire back part of said warrant covered by the 
written assignment of the said John Sullivan and the requisite certiti- 
cates thereto, did in good faith and honesty erase the name of the party 
from whom he had purchased the said warrant and to whom the said John 
Sullivan had so assigned the same on the back thereof, and insert the 
name of the said John Hays, to whom he had sold the said warrant; and 
Robert M. Hundley did thereupon complete the location of said warrant 
upon the said land in the name of the said John Haysso far as the same 
could be done at the said local. land oftice and deliver the 
warrant to the register and the receiver of the said land office, and did 
receive from the said local land officers a duplicate receipt of said loea 
tion; and the local land officers did forward the said land-warrant with 
the said John Hays’s name written over the said erasure in the said as- 


said land 


signment, with one of the duplicate receipts of the said location in the 
name of said Hays, to the General Land Office, at Washington, D. ¢ 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office suspended the sa 
location because of the said erasure in the said assignment ther 
returned the said land-warrant to the said local land office for corres 

tion; and the said John Hays was unable to perfect the assignment as 
required, not being able to find the said John Sullivan or the party 
whose name had been erased, and in 1856 returned the said land-war- 
rant to the General Land Office; and in 1860 the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office addressed a letter to said Hays advising him ot 
said suspension; and in 1878 the duplicate receipt of the said location 
thereof was sent to the General 
the General 


Land Office, and the Commissioner of 
Land Office returned the said land-warrant, with a copy 
of said letter to said Hays ad\ ising him of the suspension ; and the said 
land-warrant was again returned to the General Land Office, with the 
affidavits of the said Hays and the said Hundley explaining the said 
erasure and assighment, and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oflice refused to issue a patent until the assignment was perfected as 
required, and returned the said land-warrant with the affidavits thereto 
attached, and advising that cash could be substituted for the warrant 
and a patent issue in the name of John Hays; and a cash payment for 
the said land was thereupon made to the General Land Office in lieu 
of the attempted location of said bounty land-warrant, and a patent 
issued to the said John Hays, and a duplicate warrant was refused to 
be issued without special legislation; and the said John Hays was the 
actual and real owner of said land-warrant, without the pretension or 
assertion of any claim thereto by any person whomsoever, and departed 
this life in the year 1879, leaving his widow, the said Millie E 
entitled to said land-warrant. 

There was no objection. The bill wastaken from the Speaker’s table, 


Hays, 


read a first and second time, and ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 


The latter motion was agreed to 
FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE IN MAINE 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to submit 
for adoption at this time the resolution f send to the Clerk’s desk he 
read 

The Clerk read as follows 

Whereas it isalleged that the foot-and ith disease has be ' 
the State of Maine through the fault or oversight of the 1 ted S 
who are charged with the v { spe ine the quara I I i - 
cuttle lheretore 

Resolved That the Committee i ( Mthnmerce be lire ed t i ine i es 
















































































































2934 


CONGRESSIONAL 


gation into the matter, with authority to report at any time such bill asthey may 
deem proper, to reimburse the authorities of said State and the citizens thereof 


for such expenses as have been ‘properly and judiciously incurred and may be 
incurred in suppressing the disease. 


Chere was no objection, and the resolution was received and adopted. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 

Mr. REED. I ask by unanimous consent that the letter of the gov- 
ernor of the State of Maine stating those facts be printed in the RECORD 

Chere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

rhe letter is as follows 

STATE OF MAINE, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Augusta, April 11, 1884. 

DEAR SIR hat you had followed up my request made 
to Commissioner Loring, and that Professor Smith had been designated to re- 
port to me 

Phe United States is largely responsible for the introduction of this dreaded dis- 
ease into our State It has not only created great excitement and alarm among 

farmers, but has occasioned considerable individual and public expense, 

which must be paid. Everything has been done by our authorities to keep the dis- 
ease within narrow limits, and so far with good success. We desire toeradicate 
y vestige and germ of this disease. There are cattle in quarantine that be- 


‘ 


I was pleased to learn t 
I 


our 


ever! 


long to parties in other States. This disease has been introduced here by the im- 
portation of foreign cattle, and itis further alleged that great carelessness beyond 
the control of the State is the cause of this public calamity. In view of these 
facts, | would respectfully ask that the State have the advantage of such an ap- 


propriation of money from the United States as will satisfy the payment of all 


necessary bills occasioned by the introduction of this disease a‘ will prevent 


further increase 
lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant 
FREDERICK ROBIE. 
fo Hon. THomas B. REED, M. ( 
LABOR COMMITTEE—SPECIAL ORDER 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I submit for present consideration 


the following resolution on behalf of the Committee on Labor. 
The Clerk read as follows 





RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 14 


’ 





The SPEAKER. Has this bill been reported from the committee ? 

Mr. SHAW. It was reported by the committee without prejudice, 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill which has been reported adversely and 
laid upon the table ? 

Mr. SHAW. Yes, sir. Iask that it be taken from the table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be taken 
from the table and recommitted to the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar from the further consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 170 
in relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United 
States for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said 
Read, and by him alleged to have been used pursuant toa contract 
or arrangement made between him and the War Department, and for 
which no compensation has been made, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to organize a board of officers, of not less than three in number, select- 
ing the same from the ordnance and artillery arms of the United States service, 
who shall examine al! the facts relative to the said claim of Dr. J. B. Read, and 
ascertain whether the United States have made any use of any invention of the 
said Read in projectiles; whether the same, if so used, were used under any 
contract, express or implied; to what extent, if any, his invention was so used 
and whether such use was valuable to the United States; and if so, what sum 
if any, under the circumstances of the use, the United States ought in justice to 
pay for the same; and that such board do make their report thereon with all 
convenient speed to the Secretary of War, to be by him transmitted to Congress 
for its action in the premises; and that such report be accompanied by a state- 


| ment of all the proofs submitted to and considered by them. 


Resolved, That Saturday, April 19, be set apart for the consideration of bills | 
reported from the Committee on Labor. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to object to the introduction 


and adoption of the resolution until the bills which are to be consid- 
ered have been indicated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can indicate the bills which it is the intention of 
the committee to report on that day. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let them be named in the resolution itself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are they? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The bill to establish a department of labor statis- 


tics, the bill to prevent importation of labor under contract from abroad, | 


and the bill to enforce the eight-hour law. Those, Mr. Speaker, are 
the only three bills which have been reported from the Committee on 
Lal 


if that day be set apart for the consideration of the business of the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 


Mr. MCMILLIN 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
nue bills, &e. ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mustobject, unless it also excepts the bills forfeit- 
ing land grants, reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ELLIS. I understand those bills are reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Labor 

Mr. HOPKINS. They are. If gentlemen insist on their objection, 
of course I will modify my resolution accordingly; but I think one day 
ought to be set apart for the consideration of business coming from the 


Does it except preceding orders ? 
It does not. 
Do you except the preceding orders, such as reve- 


or which it is the intention to call up for action on Saturday next, | 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 


In line 11, after the word *‘ implied,” insert the following words: ‘‘ Whether 
he consented to the use of said projectiles by the confederate government 
against the United States, and whether his invention was used by the United 


States.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of this joint reso- 
lution, and that the same be put upon its passage ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has this been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs ? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It has been. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the. amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 


It is all right. 


It has the unanimous report of the 


| third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 


| consider be laid on the table. 


| ate bill 


Committee on Labor, in which so many of our fellow-citizens are inter- | 


ested. This is not a continuing order, but is only to set apart one day 
for the consideration of that business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithoughtit was a continuing order; and if itis only 
to set apart one day, I will withdraw all further objection. 

Che resolution was again read 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bills which the gentleman has indicated are the 
bills which are to be considered on that day ? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood, then, that it applies only to these 
three bills 


Chere was no objection, and the resolution was received and adopted. 
Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table 

Che ter motion was agreed to 

Mr. LONG Do those bills under that resolution take precedence of | 
other special orders ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide that question at this 
time Che Chair has decided when other special orders are called up a 


vote must be taken on considering them. 


ARCHIBALD HUNDLEY 


Mr. SHAW Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 286) granting relief to Archibald 
Hundley for recommittal to the committee. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ISSUE 


Mr. BURLEIGH. 


OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Sen- 
No. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and passed. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I will state to the gentleman from Alabama that 
this provides simply for the issuance of duplicate pension checks which 
have been lost in transmission. There area number ofcases ofthat kind 
pending, and this is a general bill covering the whole ground. It will 
save the necessity for the passage of a number of special bills. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I will withhold the objection for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is withdrawn; the bill will be 
read. 

The bill was read at length 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
mittee of this House? 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Ithinknot. There are several special bills which 
have been recommended by the committees, but this is a general bill 
covering the whole ground of the special bills which have heretofore 
been considered by the committees of the House. As I have said, it 
will save the necessity for special legislation in a number of cases 

Mr. KASSON. It is all right, and ought to pass. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not know that I have any object 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Has that bill been reported by any com- 


on 





to this particular bill, but I think as a rule that all matters of legisla- 
tion of this character should first have their consideration in some com- 
mittee of the House 
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Mr. MORRISON. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. 

The SPEAKER. 
ence ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. WOLFORD. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, N. C. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday last I reported a bill from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for the erection of a | 
public building at Asheville, N. C. It does not appear to have been 
inserted in the Recorp. I now ask that the proper reference of the 
report be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from | 
Tennessee had himself withdrawn the report, and it therefore was not | 
considered as having been presented. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I now ask consent to offer it and that it be in- | 
serted in the Journal and RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1125, a bill | 
(H. R. 6543) for the erection of a public building at Asheville, N. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole House on thestate of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


I have objection. 
Objection is made. 

Then I ask its reference to the proper committee. 
Does the gentleman from Ohio object to its refer- 


I have no objection to that. 
I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States for the in- 
troduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. Under this call 
resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures are also 
in order for reference to appropriate committees, and also resolutions 
of inquiry addressed to heads of Departments. 


1 C. 
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MARGARET BEYMER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois (by Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 6552) granting a pension to Margaret Beymer; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY 
Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 6553) granting a pension to Mary 
Reiman; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PHILIP TRAMELL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 6554) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Tramell, late private Company I, Third Illinois Volun- 
teers, in the Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY HAVENS. 
Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 6555) granting a pension to 


C. REIMAN. 


| Mrs. Mary Havens and minor children; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
NAMES OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (prepared by Mr. Goodfel- 
low, of the Coast Survey) (H. R. 6556) to change the names of certain 
streets in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read a tirst and see- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I introduce this bill by request of a gentleman 
connected with the Geodetic Survey. 

CHRISTOPHER 6, 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 


CANN 


6557) for the relief of Christo- 


| pher C. Cann; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


RITTENHOUSE MOORE. 
Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of Rit- 


tenhouse Moore, of Alabama; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CHICKASAW NATION OF INDIANS. 

Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6545) for the relief of 
the freedmen of the Chickasaw Nation of Indians; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 6546) to reorganize 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH CHAPMAN. 
Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 6558) for the relief of Elizabeth 


| Chapman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. BUDD submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California indorsing and asking the passage of the postal- 
telegraph bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUDD. 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the re- 
quest can not now be entertained even if objection had not been made, 
this being simply a call of States for the introduction and reference of 
bills. 


I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be printed 


VETERANS’ HOME OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 6547) authorizing the is- 
sue of clothing to the inmates of the Veterans’ Home of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6548) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to settle the claim of the State of Florida on ac- 
count of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF LOUIS GOLDSTONE. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 6549) for the relief of the heirs 
of Louis Goldstone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FLYNN 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of 
Thomas Flynn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY 8S. STONE. 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 6551) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary S. Stone, administratrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 


s 


| Samuel N. 


| mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. HASSELL. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 6559) for the relief of John 
A. Hassell, late of Company M, Third Lowa Cavalry Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB ZIKES. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res for the 
relief of Jacob Zikes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6560) to equal- 
ize taxation and impose a tax on incomes over $5,000; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. ELLIS. I eall for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the bondholders and millionaires have paid no tax upon their in- 
comes to support the Federal Government for over twenty years; 
WlHtereas taxes should be ly imposed and all should bear the 
taxation to defray the expenses of the Government, and there 


Qo” 
~et 


ON INCOMES. 


and 
burdens of 


just 


should be 


no 

favored class: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, &c., That a tax of 3 per cent. on all incomes over $5,000 and a tax 
of 5 per cent. on all incomes ov $10,000 and a tax of 10 per cent. on all incomes 
over $100,000 shall be levied and collected, under such rules and regulations as 


shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed 
JOSEPH OATS 
Mr. HALSELL 


relic f of Joseph Oates: 


by introduced a bill (H. R. 6561 
which was read a first and second time 


to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 


request for the 


, referred 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. HALSELL (by request) also introduced a bill (HH. R. 6562) to 
empower the Cincinnati Pier bridge Company. to erect a bridge across 


st and second time, referred to the 


the Ohio River: which was read a fir 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered : printed 

SAMUEL 3% GAINES 
Mr. HALSELL also introduced a b H. R for the benefit of 
Gaines: which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Patents, lered to be printed. 


6563 


and or 


D. R. HAGGARD 


Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 6564) for the benefit of 


D. R. Haggard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES R. ALLEN 
rr the relief 


Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6565) f of 
Charles R. Allen. of Anderson County, Kentne] 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed 


( \. PENNEBAKER 


Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 6566) for the relief of C. A. 
Pennebaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL HOLIDAYS FOR DISTRICT 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6567) providing for additional 
holidays for the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on 
dered to be printed. 


OF COLUMBIA. 


PRESERVATION OF PUBLIC RECORDS. 


Mr 


the preservation of the public records from fire; which was read a first 
and second time, 


ELLIS also introduced a joint resolution 


Grounds, and ordered to be printed 
IMPORT DUTIES, E 


Mr. KING H. R. to amend an act entitled 
An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purposes,”’ 


re, 


introduced a bill 6568 
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the case inthe naval and military service of the Government, which in the judg 
ment of this Legislature should be remedied: Therefore, 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Legislature of this Commonwealth that the 


| bill (H. R. 4483) now before Congress entifled “A bill to promote the efficiency 


the District of Columbia, and or- | 


H. Res. 228) looking to 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


approved March 3, 1883, placing cotton-ties, agricultural implements, | 


and other articles on the free-list : which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Commitee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed 
SALE OF RAILROAD LANDS IN LOUISIANA, ETC. 

Mr. KING. I submit the resolution of inquiry which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read 

Che resolution was read, as follows 

Resolved , That the Commissioner of the General Land Office is hereby requested 
to report to this House at the earliest practicable time = 

The SPEAKER. This is not a resolution calling upon the head of a 
Department for information If the gentleman will change it so as to 
make it a call upon the Secretary of the Interior it will be in order. 

Mr. KING I will modify the resolution as suggested. 

he resolution as modified was read, and referred to the Committee 


on Public Lands, as follows 

Resol Chat the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested to report to this 
House at the earliest pra able time the number of homestead and pre-emption 
entries wh have been allowed in both the odd and even numbered sections, 
respectively, within the limits of the grant made to the State of Louisiana to aid 
in the construction ofa railroad from Vicksburg tothe Texas line westof Shreve- 





port since the definite location of said road, giving the aggregate acreage of such 
entries and the number of acres which have been so entered and patented ; also 
to report the punt of land within said grant which since the definite location 
of the road has been sold by the United States to persons purchasing at private 
entry « I ] oddand even iumbered sections, giving the amount which has 
been patent each case and giving the names and number of persons making 
such homestead, pre-emption, and private entries, respectively 
JOHN C. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6569) for | 

the relief of John C. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW ORLEANS AND NORTHEASTERN 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 6570) to authorize the payment 
of money due the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad Company for 
mail transportation during the year ending 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
tions, and ordered to be printed 


RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Committee on Appropria- 


EDITH M. NICHOLLS, 


| 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to | 
Edith M. Nicholls, of Searsport, Me. ; which was read a first and second | 


time, 
printed 
GOTLEIB WEISER. 

Mr. COVINGTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6572) for the 
relief of Gotleib Weiser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY 

Mr. HOBLITZELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6573) for 
the relief of Henry Barnes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BARNES. 


UNITED STATES REVENUE MARINE. 

Mr. LONG presented a resolution of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 
tollows 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty-four. 
Reso 
Resolved 


importance 


ut 


ion re 


lative to the revenue-marine service of the United States. 


That the Legislature of Massachusetts is fully impressed with the 
of the revenue marine and the eflicient and valuable service it has 


rendered to the Government and to the ocean, lake, and river commerce of the 
country, as well as in saving the lives and property of hundreds of those engaged 
therein; and 

Resolve Mhat as there is no provision of law whereby those who may become 
disabled by age n 


ries, or other cause in said service 


may be retired, as is | 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 


of the revenue-marine service” is one which commends itselfto us as a wise and 


just measure, and one which we would be glad to see the Senators and Repre- 


sentatives from the State support 


Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing resolutions be forwarded to the Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 27 


1884 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk 


SENATE, April 1, 1884 
Adopted in concurrence 


S. N. GIFFORD, Clerk 


A true copy. 
Attest EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 

Cle rk of the House of Represe ntatives 
EVA D. KELLOGG. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 6574) granting arrears of pen 
sion to Eva D. Kellogg, widow of Charles D. Kellogg, late first lieuten- 
ant Company D, One hundred and thirty-seventh New York Regiment; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF MERCHANDISE FROM CANADA, ETC. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6575) concerning the im 
portation of merchandise of Canada and Newfoundland into the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PARMELIA SMITH 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6576) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Parmelia Smith; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY MONTI. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 6577) for the relief of Mary 
Monti; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORWARDING MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6578) to amend section 3940 ot 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the forwarding of mail matter; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on th: 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RED I 


MRS. 


AKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 6579) in relation to the Red 
Lake Indian reservation in the State of Minnesota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDERSON COLLETI 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6580) granting a pension to 

Anderson Collett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE RIVER. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6581) for the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Hamburg, Mo.: 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


MISSOURI 


- - : | Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
June 30, 1883: which was | 


A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 
Mr. GRAVES introduced a bill (H. R. 6582) for the relief of A. L. 
H. Crenshaw: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 6583) granting the right 
of way to the Utah and Northern Railway Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bili (H. R. 6584) mak- 
ing persons honorably discharged after service in the Army or Navy 
during the late war eligible to certain appointments in the civilservice 
without the civil-service examination required by law; which was read 


| a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in 


the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 
STEAM-BOILER INSPECTOR FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York (by Mr. DoRSHEIMER), introduced 
#bill (H. R. 6585) to amend the act creating the office of steam-boiler 
inspector for the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. FREMONT. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 6586) authorizing the 


President to appoint and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general 
in the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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ISAAC F. QUINBY., 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced abill (H. R. 6587) granting a pension 
to Isaac F. Quinby; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONAL BAGGAGE FREE OF DUTY. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 6588) to amend the Revised 
Statutes so as to admit free of duty a limited amount of baggage be- 
longing to persons coming from foreign countries; which was read a first | 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASA DYE. 

Mr. WEMPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 6589) for the relief of Asa | 
Dye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALICE RILEY. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 6590) granting arrears 


of pension to Alice Riley, of Troy, Rensselaer County, New York; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA L. STRONG. 
Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 6591) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Maria L. Strong, widow of Admiral Strong; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT 8S. ORTON. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 6592) for the relief of Al- 
bert S. Orton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARSHALL N. COOK. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 6593) for the relief of 
Marshall N. Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT CLAIMS BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. VANCE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Appropriations: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to this House a list of all claims which have been audited by the Treas- 
ury Department and which remain unpaid by reason of a lack of appropriations. 


OF 


RUSSELL F. DIMMICK. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6594) granting a pension to 
Russell F. Dimmick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MORRIS JOY. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6595) granting a pension 
to Morris Joy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HAZLEWOOD. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6596) granting a pension 
to John Hazlewood; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH MASON. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6597) granting a pension 
to Joseph Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAYTON, OHIO. 

Mr. MURRAY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 6598) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Dayton, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GOLD AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 6599) to authorize and re- 
quire the issue of gold and silver certificates on deposits of either gold 
coin or bullion or silver coin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY DAY. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. 6600) granting a pension to 
Mary Day, of Clark County, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH A. NEIBLING. 


Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6601) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Neibling, widow of Col. J. M. Neibling, Twenty-first Ohio 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SHANNON. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6602) granting a pension 

to Mary A. Shannon, widow of Criner C. Shannon, private Company 


| G, One hundred and eighteenth Ohio Infantry; 
|} and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
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which was read a first 


ordered to be printed. 
JACOB 
Mr. MOREY introduced a bill 


rHEIS. 
H. R. 6603) granting a pension to 


| Jacob Theis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL FOEHT. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 6604) granting a pension 
to Samuel D. Foeht: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM (. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 


D. 


6605) for the relief of 


| William C. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
UNLADING COAL, SALT, ETC. 
Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 6606) to amend section 2776 


OF 


| of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to authorize the un- 


lading of coal, salt, railroad iron, and other like articles in bulk, under 


| the superintendence of customs officers, at the expense of parties inter- 


ested, at places te be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury within 
the collection district; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 

Mr. GEORGE also introdueed a bill (H. R. 6607) to provide for the 
constiuction of a public building at Portland, Oreg.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LAKE HOOD IMPROVEMENT 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (I. R. 6608) to grant the right 
of way over the public lands of the United States to the Lost Lake and 
Mount Hood Improvement Company; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed 


LOST AND MOUNT COMPANY 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOTLERS 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 6609) to amend section 
1414 of the Revised Statutes, "fixing the compensation of inspectors of 
hulls and boilers in the Willamette district; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND-WARRANTS 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 6610) amending clause 2 of 
section 2426 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to 
persons in the naval service of the United States entitled to bounty land 
warrants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. SUSANNAH P. SWOOPE. 


Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6611) for the relief of Mrs. 
Susannah P. Swoope, assignee of William Irvin, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HOGAN. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 6612) for the relief of John 
Hogan: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DELONG. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6613) granting a pension 
to John 8. Delong; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

JACOB SHINGLER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 6614) granting a pension 
to Jacob Shingler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN J. SHARP. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of Nathan 
J. Sharp, of Reynoldsville, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 


Ss . 


G. ORR. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 6616 the relief of 
John G. Orr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER FREET. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 6617) for the relief of Oliver 
Freet, late private Company B, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


also for 


GEORGE H. MALOY. 
Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of 
George H. Maloy, late private in Company C, One hundred and fort 
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third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to tx print ad 


ANN { BUTLER. 


Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6619) granting 
arrears of pension to Ann C. Butler, supplementary to an act approved 
January 1873; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LENA MANROSS. 
Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 6620) increasing the pension 
of Mrs. Lena Manross; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Je 


AMENDMENT TO RULES 


Mr. DIBBLE submitted the following resolutions; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: . 


rm ; 
Aesotred 


That Rule XIV, sections 2and 38, ofthe rules ofthe House be amended 
as follows, namely: Strike out the words “‘one hour” and “an hour’ wherever 
they occur in said sections 2 and 3 in said Rule XIV, and instead thereof insert 
the words “thirty minutes 

Resolved, That inevery reference to the limit of debate prescribed in Rule XIV, 
sections 2 and 
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LEMUEL C. WRIGHT. 


Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6632) forthe relief of Lem- 
uel C. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


| Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRUST AND INDEMNITY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6633) 
to incorporate the Trust Indemnity Company, of the District of Co- 


| lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


3. which may occur in any of the rules of the House, the said rules | 


shall be modified so as to conform to the change of limit from one hour to thirty | 


minutes, as above provided 

Resolved, That the Speaker shall not entertain any request for extension of the 
limit of debate herein fixed beyond an extension of fifteen minutes additional to 
the thirty minutes above provided; nor shall such request be granted save by 
unanimous consent 


SEVENTH TENNESSEE CAVALRY. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. 6621) for the relief of the offi- 
cers and soldiers of Colonel Rogers’s, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 6621) for the relief of J. L. 
Cain, A. A. Kyle, A. Kennedy, and G. M. Hazen; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed 

ROBERT HOLLAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 6623) for the relief of Rob- 
ert 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL STATION, HOUSTON, TEX. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 6624) to establish 
a signal station at Houston, Tex.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed 
OWNERS OF FORT BROWN RESERVATION, TEXAS. 


Mr. OCHILTREE introduced a bill (H. R. 6625) to appropriate the 


sum of $136,000 to pay owners of Fort Brown reservation, in Texas, for | ; ; : : : : 
a to pay owners of Fort Brown rvation, in Texas, for | ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


rents due thereon by the Government from 1846 to 1884; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS, ETC. 


Mr. REAGAN (by Mr. Jones, of Texas) introduced a bill (H. R. 
6626) to amend the act of March 17, 1882, authorizing the Postmaster- 


General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, 
fire, or other unavoidable casualty; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Cc. H. MORGAN 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 6627) for the relief of 


C. H. Morgan, postmaster at Marquez, Tex.; which was read a first 

and second time, 

be printed. 
BUSINESS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 6628) to facilitate the dispo- 
sition of cases in the Supreme Court of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 

AMENDMENT OF TAX OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 6629) taxing 
shares of incorporated banks in the District of Columbia as other per- 
sonal property; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


LAWS, DISTRICT 


STEAMER GLENELG 
Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 6630) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to investigate the fine imposed 
on the steamer Glenelg; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY H. SIBLEY 
Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 6631) for the relief of Henry 
H. Sibley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


by request 


Hollan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 





referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | 


mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
GERARD D. MOORE. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 6634) for the 
relief of Gerard D. Moore; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D. WILTSHIRE. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6635 
for the relief of George D. Wiltshire; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID HUNTER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced abill (H. R. 6636 
for the relief of David Hunter, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA C. BOWERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6637) 
for the relief of Maria C. Bowers, widow of Barrabas Bowers, late a 
private in Company K, Seventeenth Virginia Infantry Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM ZORN. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6638) 
granting a pension to Adam Zorn, of Berkeley County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH KING, 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 6639) for the relief of Elijah 
King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN MEANS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 6640) for the relief of Calvin 

Means; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN STADER. 
Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 6641) granting an increase 
of pension to John Stader; which was read a first and second time, re- 


WESTERN UNION RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 6642) for the relief of 
the Western Union Railroad Company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 6643) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Boice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD L. GRANT. 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 229) providing 
for the payment of one month’s salary to Edward L. Grant, an em- 
ployé of the House; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

HOPKINS COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 6644) for the benefit of Hopkins 
County, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

MRS. JANE CONLIN. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
6645) placing the name of Mrs. Jane Conlin on the pension-roll; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BOICE. 


DARIUS CROUCH. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6646) placing the name of Darius Crouch on the pension-list; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARY O'LOUGHLIN. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6647) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary O’ Loughlin; which wasread a first and second 
| time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARY A. BENTLEY. 


Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 6648) to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of Mary A. Bentley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROOF IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 6649) regulating the proof re- 
quired in certain pension cases, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES RILEY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 6650) for the re- 
lief of James Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS DEAN. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 6651) to in- 
crease the pension of Thomas Dean; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE 8. STEELE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced abill (H. R. 6652) grant- 
ing a pension to George 8. Steele; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMERICAN COLLEGE IN ROME. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas the Central Catholic Advocate, April 3, 1884, published the follow- 
ing: ‘* The Secretary of State, Frelinghuysen, on behalf of the United States, 
protested against the proposed sale of American college in Rome under order of 
the Italian court of cassation. A dispatch from United States Minister Astor, 
dated Rome, March 28, says: 
propaganda sale. The protest was made at the request of Cardinal McCloskey 
and the American hierarchy :’’’? Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and hereby is, requested to furnish | 
this House, if not inconsistent with public policy, with a statement of all the | 


facts and copies of all the papers in relation to the exemption of the American 
college in Rome, Italy, from the propaganda sale. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. WELLER presented a joint resolution and memorial of the Leg- 
islature of the State of lowa in regard to the jurisdiction of United 
States circuit courts; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

The joint resolution and memorial is as follows: 

[Joint resolution No. 15.] 


Joint resolution and memorial in regard to jurisdiction of United States circuit 
courts, 

Whereas by act of Congress anproved September 24, 1789, the jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of the United States in suits between citizens of different 
States was extended to cases in which the amount in controversy exceeded $500; 
and 

Whereas for almost one hundred years the amount thus fixed has remained 
unchanged, while the commercial and material interests of the country and the 
business of the courts have increased many fold, and the reasons why so small 
an amount should determine such jurisdiction no longer exist; and 

Whereas corporations organized under the laws of other States and doing busi- 
ness in the State of lowa have systematically removed all cases possible to the 
United States courts, thus compelling the citizen of this State to pursue his rem- 
edy in the United States court, and in many cases amounting to a denial of jus- 
tice and causing great inconvenience, unreasonable delay, and unnecessary 
expense: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress are hereby requested to use their influence to pro- 
cure such a modification and change of existing law, so asto increase the amount 
determining the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, commen- 
surate with the increase of commercial interests and business of the courts and 
the demands of the people. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to forward to the President of 
the Senate of the United Statesand the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
a copy of the foregoing resolutions, with the request that the same be laid be 
fore each House of Congress and that a copy be sent to each Senator and mem- 
ber of Congress from this State. 

Approved April 3, 1554. 


STATE OF IOWA, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original on file in this 
office. 
[SEAL.] J. A. T. HULL, Seeretary of State 
W. T. HAMMOND, Deputy. 
MARY C. AXLINE. 


Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Axline; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. STEWART. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 6654) to remove the charg: 
of desertion from the record of John P. Stewart, late private Company 
D, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 
CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 
Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 230) tor the 


appointment of a commission of seventy-six, composed of two persons 


‘The American college is exempted from the | 
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from each State in the United States, of different political parties, for 
the purpose of considering and proposing to the several States the pro- 
priety of the Legislatures of two-thirds of the several States calling a con- 
vention to meet on the 4th day of July, 1887, for the purpose of proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


HULDAH 
Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension 
to Huldah Mayo; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER 

Mr. HANCOCK. I move to dispense with the morning hour 
The SPEAKER. There is no morning hour to-day. The amend- 
ment to the rules adopted by the House at its present session sets apart 
the second and fourth Mondays of each calendar month, immediately 


MAYO. 


OF BUSINESS. 


| after the call of States, for the consideration of business reported by the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANCOCK. In probably a couple of hours we can dispose of 
the pending appropriation bill for the payment of pensions. If in 
order, I move todispense with the consideration of business of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia for that purpose. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I make the point of order that the Chair can not 
entertain that motion at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the resolution to be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the second and fourth Mondays of each calendar month here- 
after during the continuance of the Forty-eighth Congress, after the call of States 
and Territories for bills and joint resolutions be, and the same are hereby, set 
apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. HANCOCK] is not in order. Under the rules of the House the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union is not in order until after the morning hour. The gentleman 
from Texas will observe the resolution just read destroys the morning 


| hour entirely on those Mondays and sets them apart for the considera- 


tion of bills reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 

Mr. BARBOUR. I call forthe regular order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Lask unanimous consent- 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for by the gentleman 
from Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. The regular order is the consideration of business reported by 
that committee. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
eration. 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. BARBOUR. 

The SPEAKER 
sist upon it. 

Several MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. 
tlemen. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, is authorized 
by the committee to call up the first bill for consideration to-day, and 
I vield to him for that purpose. 

BENEVOLENT INSTITI 

Mr. McCOMAS. By instructions of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I now call up for consideration from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 1063, to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relative to the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 


I desire to submit a resolution for present consid- 
] 


Is the call for the regular order withdrawn ? 
Is it in order to make a qualified withdrawal ? 
The gentleman must withdraw the demand or in 


Regular order. 
The regular order is insisted upon by several gen- 


TIONS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ET‘ 








The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &« Phat the following sections of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States of America relating to the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, amended in the following manner, that is to say 

Section 545, by striking out the words “ not exceeding twenty years so that 
the same shall read 

Src. 545. Any three or more persons of full age, citizens the | ted States, 
a majority of whom shall be citizens of the District, who desire to associate 
themselves for benevolent, charitable, educational, litera mit tific 
religious, or missionary purposes, including societies f I im 
provement or for the promotion of the arts, may make, sign, and 
before any officer authorized to take acknowledgment of deeds th 
ind file in the office of the recorder of deeds, to be recorded by 
n writing in which shall be stated 

First. The name or title by which such society shall be known in law 

Second. The term for which 

Phird. The particular business and objec & soci 

Fourth. The number of its trustees, directors, or managers for the first year 
of its existence 

Section 546, by adding at the end the the words and other real d per 
sonal property, the clear ant tl Income om which shall not excced Value 
$25,000 so that the same shall read 

Sec. 46. Upon filing their certificate the persons who shall have signed and 
icknowledged the same, and theirassociates and successors, shall be a body poli 
tic and corporate, by the nam stated in such certificate ; and b hat nar they 
and their successors may have and use a common seal, and may alterand change 
the same at pleasure,and may make by-laws and elect officers dl agents, and 

iy take, receive, hold,and convey realand personal estate necessary) rthe pu = 
poses ef the society, as stated in their certificate, and other real and pe prop 
erty, the clear annual income from which shall not exceedin va 325,00 Pro 
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vided. howeve 
from taxation 


Section 547 


Phat this section shall not be construed to exempt any property 
n addition to that now specifically exempted by law.”’ 
by striking out the words ‘“‘annually, or oftener, elect from its 
men ind inserting the word “elect” after the word *‘ may,” in the first 
line; so that the shall read 
Sec. 47. Such incorporated society may elect its trustees, directors, or man- 
agers at such time and place and in such manner as may be specified in its by- 
laws, who shall have the control and management of the affairs and funds of the 
society, and a majority of whom shall be a quorum for the transaction of busi- 
ness; and whenever any vacancy shall happen in such board of trustees, direct- 


ors, or managers, the vacancy shall be filled in such manner asshall be provided 
by the by-laws of the society 


Phat section 549 of the 
be, and the same is hereby 


bers 


MATT 


Revised Statutes relating 
, repealed 


to the District of Columbia 


and in lieu of said section the following is 
enacted 


Sec. 459. Any property ofthe corporation may be leased, encumbered by mort- 
or deed of trust in the nature of a mortgage, or sold and conveyed abso- 

when authorized by a vote of a majority of the shares of stock of the 
corporation, or by a vote of a wajority of the directors, managers, or trustees of 
the corporation, at a meeting called for the purpose, and the proceedings of which 
meeting shall be duly entered in the records of the corporation ; and the proceeds 
arising therefrom shall be applied or invested for the use and benefit of such cor- 
poration 

Sec. 2. That s« 


rage 


lutely 


tion 551 of the Revised States relating to the 
and the same is hereby, repeaied 


Chat any corporation heretofore formed under sections 545 to 552, in- 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Co- 
lumbiaymay avail itself of the provisions of this act by complying with its require- 
ments, and those that this act is intended to amend; but the right to repeal this 
act, and to alter or abolish any charter of incorporation granted under 
it, is expressly reserved to Congress 

The SPEAKER 
entitled to the floor 
Mr. BELFORD 
Mr. McCOMAS 
his amendment read 

Mr. BELFORD 

Clerk’s desk 

Che Clerk read as follows 


District of Colum- 


SE 


clusive 


amend 


Che gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is 


I desire to offer an amendment 


I will give the gentleman an opportunity to have 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 


the 


That the Botanical and Agricultural Departments, as well as the Smithsonian 
Institute, be kept open on Sundays between the 
from the of the of this act 


hours of 9a. m. and 4p. m 


Lime pruasseigre 


Mr 


McCOMAS 1 do not yield to have that amendment offered: 
only 


to have it for information. I would be glad to accommodate 
my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], but his proposition is in no 
e bill amending the Revised Statutes of the District 
of Columbia with respect to the incorporation of benevolent and chari- 
table institutions 

Mr. BELFORD Do you not think that looking at God’s flowers on 
Sunday is a benevolent institution ? 

Mr. McCOMAS 


tion for tlowers 


read 


sense germane to th 


I have, as the gentleman has, the highest admira- 
beautiful flowers, but they are not relevant to the bill 
just read by the clerk 

Mr. BELFORD. I think such a provision as this should be adopted 

Mr. MCCOMAS. This bill is for the purpose of improving and re- 
vising the Statutes of the District of Columbia, so that a hospital or an 
educational, benevolent, scientific, or othersimilar institution organized 
in this district may not be restricted to a life of twenty years. because 
an institution with such a benevolent purpose should not be limited to 
an existence of only twenty years. It is also intended to strike out 
that provision of the Revised Statutes where by such a benevolent so- 
ciety, unlike a business corporation, is in this District allowed to hold 
property only for the term of five years. And theinstitution or society 
is also restricted to holding only such property asis absolutely necessary 
to the purpose of the corporation, and can not hold any other property 
in aid of the benevolent purpose intended to be accomplished by the 
incorporation 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is the existing law 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the existing law. Under the existing law 
these societies are not allowed to elect as trustees and managers persons 
other than members of the societies; they can not now, as is often de- 
sirable, elect benevolent individuals residing elsewhere than in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to aid or assist in the management of the societies. 
Nor under existing law can these corporations mortgage or encumber 
any of their property, no matter how beneficial the purpose wherefor 
they would raise funds. Nor can they in this District sell or dispose 
of such property in the ordinary mode, or hold any property which is 
not eligible for their direct purpose. Any such society is at the mercy 
of any purchasers who would enforce the law against it and compel it 
to sell the property which it thus holds. 

[ send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask to have read, a letter from Justice 


Miller of the Supreme Court, and one from Mr. Niles, the president of 


the Children’s Hospital in this District 


The Clerk read as follows 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, February 5, 1884. 
DEAR Str: As president of the Garfield Memorial Hospital, organized under 
the general law of the District of Columbia, my attention has been called to 


serious defects in that law 


These were, perhaps 


ef no great consequence when special charters could 
easily have been obtained from Congress, and when occasions for such charters 
were few, but with the growth of the District in wealth, in culture, and in popu- 
lation, much of which needs charitable and benevolent organizations, the re- 


stricted and limited character of the powers conferred by the general law need 
reconsideration 


\ very wel 
econ 


considered bill, introduced by yourself January L4, is before your 


ttee, and I hope it will be pressed to a speedy passage 


| viduals. 
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No such corporation, for instance, can expect to become permanently usefu) 
whose existence is limited to twenty years. 

And the limitation as to the amount of property, real or personal, to be held 
by such an institution is an effectual barrier to the establishment of any great 
hospital or library or other useful) public corporation. 

We have nearly completed a hospital with seven acres of ground. We have 
another lot in the city covered with buildings which by the present law we 
must sell within three years from this time, whether we get a good price or not 
thus placing us at the mercy of any one desiring to purchase. 

However these restrictions may have been appropriate at the time of their en- 
actment, the times and the city of Washington have outgrown them, and I beg 
leave to solicit your earnest attention and that of your committee to the neces- 
sity of the amendments embodied in the bill. 


I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Jonny S. BARBOUR, 
Chairman House Committee on District of Columbia. 


SAM. F. MILLER 


CHILDREN’S HospitTa., Washington, January 11, 1884 

DEAR Sirk: I am instructed by the board of directors of the Children’s Hos- 
pital to 1:equest you to introduce the inclosed bill in the Senate. 

The hospital was organized in 1870, under the act of Congress of May, 1870 

United States Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, sections 
545 to 552). 

This act limits the existence of corporations created under it to twenty years: 
does not authorize such a corporation to mortgage any of its property, even 
though it be necessary forthe advancement of the object for which it was organ 
ized ; does not authorize it to hold real estate more than five years, except such 
as is in actual use of the corporation; does not authorize it to sell its real estat 
unless it surrenders its charter, except the lot in actual use, in which case the 
proceeds must be invested in the purchase of another lot to be used for the sams 
purpose; and requires the election of trustees to be held every year, instead of 
in classes of one, two, and three or more years. The object of this bill is to re- 
move these obstacles. 


The Children’s Hospital is particularly anxious to have the amendment passed, 
because several years ago Dr. J.C. Hall left it several pieces of unimprov ed real 
estate, which yield no income, but are a burden to the hospital by the annual 
payment of taxes. 


Hoping that you will comply with the request of the directors, and will also 
give the matter your favorable attention when it comes before your committee 


District of Columbia), and before the House, I have the honor to be, very r¢ 
spectfully, your obedient servant 

SAMUEL V. NILES, 
President Children’s Hospital 


Hon. Joun S. BARBOUR, 


Chairman of Committee on District of Columbia. 


House of Representatives 


Mr. McCOMAS. I also hold in my hand, but will not trouble the 
House with it, another letter complaining of other grievances and show- 
ing that societies incorporated in this District for these purposes have 
been compelled to take much of the property intended for their pur- 
poses in the names of private persons, trustees, with power to mortgag« 
it, in order that they might carry out the purposes of the incorporation. 

The Senate bill which has been read is a substitute for a bill which 
was introduced into this House by the gentleman from Virginia [| Mr. 
BARBOUR], the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
for this House, and a bill introduced into the Senate by the honorable 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia of the Senate., On the 1st of April this sub- 
stitute bill passed the Senate unanimously; there was no objection what- 
ever to it. As I have said, by an amendment to section 545 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Columbia, the limit of ex 
istence for these corporations to twenty years is stricken out; and by an 
amendment to section 546 of the Revised Statutes for the District of 
Columbia these benevolent associations or corporations are empowered 
to hold property which may be beneficial to their purpose, and to any 
extent, the’clear annual income of which shall not exceed $2,500. By 
these amendments the Garfield Hospital, the Children’s Hospital, and 
other benevolent institutions of this District of Columbia may hold 
property which may be given or devised to them, all the property to be 
subject to taxation as is the property of other institutions and of indi- 
In this District the only property which is not taxed is that 
of churches, schools, and cemeteries. 

Section 547 as amended allows the election of trustees or managers 
according to the by-laws and ordinary regulations of such societies usual 
in all the States. 

Section 549 as amended allows the mortgaging or encumberiag of 
property by the corporation in the ordinary mode allowed in many of 
the States. 

For the same purpose the bill strikes out section 551, whereby other 
property than that whereon the buildings of the society stands can be 
held for five yearsonly. As Mr. Niles has stated in the letter just read 
from the desk, one of these benevolent institutions has received from 
an eminent physician of this District, Dr. Hall, a devise of land in this 
District, which under existing law must be disposed of to the highest 


bidder, because the society is required to sell it in five years. Toavoid 


| such a necessity, section 551 is stricken out. 


After this explanation of the scope of the substitute bill passed by the 
Senate, having in view an obviously good purpose, I will reserve the re- 
mainder of my time, though I am ready to yield to any gentleman who 
desires to ask any question. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BELFoRD] 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in the first place that 
I most cheerfully support this bill. But I wish to call the attention 
I have tried 


of the House to an abuse which exists and should be cured. 
to cure it by the amendment I have proposed. 

On two occasions I have gone to visit the Agricultural, Smithsonian, 
and Botanical Gardens with ladies from my State on Sunday, because I 
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could find no other time to do so, but have found those places closed. 
Now, I say thisthing ought to be corrected. These gardens ought to be 
opened every day. God made time and we made days. Now, let us 
have every day wherein we may inspect the beautiful flowers that God 
has created. That is what I insist upon; that is the object of my 
amendment. 

But under existing rules and regulations not amember of this House 
can take his lady friends to the Agricultural Department or the Smith- 
sonian Institution or the Botanical Garden on Sunday and allow them 
to inspect the beautiful creations of Providence. 

Is Sunday any better than Saturday, or is Saturday any better than 
Monday ? Those are questions for us to consider; and I have the cour- 
age on the floor of this House to propose them for your consideration. 
Therefore I have offered this amendment. 

A MeMBER. You should read your Bible on Sunday. 

Mr. BELFORD. Yes, sir; I read four chapters in the New Testa- 
ment last night before I went to sleep. 

Mr. Speaker, I recollect very well when I was a boy in the State of 
Pennsylvania they would not allow the street-cars to run on Sunday; 
and I remember hearing Mr. Porter, the great lawyerof that State, argue 
against the constitutionality of the law prohibitingstreet-cars from run- 
ning on Sunday. Do not the cars now run on Sunday in this city and 
every other large city of this continent? After appropriating the money 
of this Government to keep the Agricultural Department and the Botan- 
ical Gardens going, why should we not have the privilege of requiring 
them to keep open on Sunday, to the end that the poor people who work 
all the week may enjoy the beauty of the flowers and the aromas con- 
nected with them? This is what we ought to do as sensible men. 

I take advantage of this bill to offer the amendment because it is the 
first measure to which I have had opportunity to attach it. I say it is 

an abuse and an outrage to exclude from these places on Sunday the poor 
‘ people who can not get there on week days. There is nothing so beauti- 
fully typical of the love of God as a blooming rose or a blushing violet 
or a sweet-smelling pansy. Can we not kcep these places open, that we 
may there worship God on Sunday, not under the shadow of the altar, 
but in the blaze of the beauty that the Almighty has created? [Ap- 
plause. | 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am glad that the missionary zeal of my friend 
from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] respecting flowers moves him to sup- 
port this bill, though he advocates an amendment which is not relevant. 
I hope my friend from Colorado, and other gentlemen of this House, 
will look to these human flowers—the little ones of the Children’s 
Hospital and the poor whom we ‘‘always have with us.’’ ‘To these 
the charitable purposes of this bill directly relate. 

Mr. BELFORD. Do you not love a bouquet of flowers at the bed- 
side of sickness? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the support which my friend from Colorado 
gives to this bill will obviate any need of further discussion. Unless 
some gentleman desires further explanation or debate, I will move the 
previous question, that the bill may be read the third time and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] did not yield for the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I did not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MCCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyYMPsoON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
district of Gloucester. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration ot 
bills reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. VANCE in the chair. 

BRIDGE OVER THE POTOMAC. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3810) to | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


2941 


authorize the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
Three Sisters, near Georgetown, D. C. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


River at the 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be constructed across the Potomac River, at the Three 
Sisters, above Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, a substantial iron and 
masonry bridge with approaches; and the sum of $220,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the construction of said bridge and approaches, the same to be 
maintained as a free bridge for travel: Provided, That the Secretary of War 
shall construct a bridge upon such plan as shall cost no more than the amount 
herein appropriated, and which cost shall include the construction of a sub- 
stantial iron bridge over the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal and highway, and 
any and all approaches to the said iron bridge ; and no part of this appropriation 
shall be paid out of the Treasury until contracts shall have been entered into with 
responsible parties, and with good and suflicient sureties, to be approved by the 
Secretary of War, for the construction and completion of said bridge, including 
the masonry, iron-work, and approaches, at a cost not to exceed $220,000: And 
provided also, That the sum which may be expended under this act shall be 
treated and regarded asa part of the general expenses of the District of Columbia, 
and the United States shall be credited with the amount which it may pay under 
this act for the erection of said bridge upon its 50 per cent. of the expenses 
of the District of Columbia, as provided in the act of June 11, 1878, entitled 

An act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Colum 
bia :"’ Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall a8 Soon as possible, cause 
a survey of the river to be made at the Three Sisters, determine the length, width, 
and height of said bridge, and thereupon advertise for plans and price for the 
construction of said bridge, such advertisement to be inserted in one or mors 
daily newspapers published in Washington, D.C.; New York; Cleveland, Ohio; 
Detroit, Mich.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Chicago, I1l., and Richmond, Va., for the 
space of one week: And provided further, That the sum of $15,000 shall be avail- 
able at once for such investigation and surveys and such contingencies as the 
Secretary of War shall deem necessary 


Mr. BARBOUR. 


I yield the floor to the gentleman from Alabama 
[ Mr. SHELLEY ] 


] who reported the bill. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I ask the Clerk to read the amendments reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “two hundred and twenty" 

In line 8, after the word “ dollars,” insert ‘ 
provided in act 23d February, 1881 

Strike out all after line 16, including line 22 anda part of line 23, including the 
word “ dollars,’’ and insert the following: ** And provided further, That no moneys 
appropriated by the bill should be expended until the proper authorities in the 
State of Virginia shall have given guarantees satisfactory to the Secretary of 
War to open and construct the necessary road or roads to connect the said bridge 
with the highways of that State, and to keep the said road or roads in good re 
pair and open for free travel.” 

After the word “* 


and insert “eighty 
in addition to the sum heretofore 


sum,”’ in line 41, insert the words “‘ not exceeding 
Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the act of Congress approved Feb 
"> 


ruary 23, 1881, appropriated the sum of $140,000 for the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown. It was 
left to the discretion of the Secretary of War, and he sought to pur- 
chase the bridge known as the Aqueduct Bridge, which is now a toll 
bridge; but in attempting to negotiate with the lessees of that bridge 
he discovered from the parties in interest it was impossible to get a 
good title to that property. He then directed surveys to be made to 
ascertain the best site upon which the new bridge should be located 
The engineers in charge of the work selected the site known as the 
Three Sisters as the most favorable for the construction of the bridge 
on account of cheapness, convenience, &c. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Where is it? 

Mr. SHELLEY About half a mile beyond the Aqueduct Bridge: 
not quite halfa mile. It was ascertained by the engineers in charge of 
the work that the amount appropriated is not sufficient to construct a 
suitable bridge in a proper location. Propositions were invited for the 
construction of a bridge in the location selected, and the bids showed 
that the $140,000 appropriated was inadequate 

This estimate exceeds the amount appropriated by the act referred 
to in the sum of $80,000, making the total cost of the structure $220, - 
000, which sum is deemed suflicient by the Engineer Department for 
the construction of a substantial bridge of masonry and iron of ample 
strength and durability to insure safety and avoid accidents 

The report of the engineers is found in Executive Document 156, 
first session Forty-seventh Congress. 
the department 
ableon the score of convenience and economy. 


The location recommended by 
the Three Sisters—is regarded also as the most suit- 
The site named is 
the point where it is possible to navigate the river at present with 
steamers or large vessels, and it will not be 
draw in the bridge for the passage of vessels. 

The necessity for a free bridge at or near Georgetown for the conven- 
ience of personal and commercial intercourse between the citizens of 
the District and of Alexandria and Fairfax Counties, in Virginia, is 
admitted by all, while the interests of the Government would be pro- 
moted by its construction. 

It will require a bridge of about, 1,100 feet in length to span the river 
at that point. At any other than the site selected, either adjacent to, 
above, or below the present Aqueduct Bridge, the length of bridge re- 
quired would be some 1,700 feet, and therefore necessarily more ex- 
pensive than at this point, known as the Three Sisters. 

[think it hardly necessary to say anything to show this committee 
the necessity of constructing a bridge which shall be open free to traffic 
and travel across the Potomac at some convenient point near the city 
of Georgetown. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


above 


necessary to construct a 


Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
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Mr. SHELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill, I believe, provides that one half of the 
expenditure for the construction of this bridge shall be borne by the 
United States and the other half by the citizens of this District. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Yes, sir 

Mr. HOLMAN Now I wish to ask upon what principle does my 
friend think the public Treasury ought to bear that burden? This 
bridge is being erected for the benefit of the citizens of the District of 


Columbia Why, then, should the Government of the United States 
pay tor it 
Mr. SHELLEY. There are several very good and forcible reasons 


why the General Government should pay its proportion of the amount 
necessary to construct this bridge. Among other things I might state, 
in the first place, that the Government makes important and constant 
use of this bridg« They pay now an annual rental or tollage to the 
present bridge company of about $600, Ithink. Inaddition to that the 
law provides, and | think very equitably and properly, that the Gov 
ernment of the United States should pay one-half of all the expenses 
incurred in the District of Columbia of every kind and character. Ido 
not see that there are any reasons why the Government should not bear 
its proportion of this expenditure 
to warrant and justify it 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think that the law passed a few 
years ago which fastened upon the public Treasury one-half of the ex- 
penses of the Government of the District of Columbia is a fair and rea- 


sonable regulation as between the Government and the people of the 
District? 


Mr. SHELLEY 


and reasonable 


On the contrary, everything seems 


I do, undoubtedly. Ithink itis fair, just, equita- 
I think it isonly right that the Government, own- 
as it does in this city, should bear its fair share of the 
expense of the government of this District. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While the Government meets every conceivable ex- 
pense touching its own property, as a general proposition, independent 
of paying 50 per cent. of the expenses of the administration of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia, does not the gentleman think that 
it is a little too much to ask this also? Does he not thinkit a little re- 
markable that until within a few years past—within the past ten years— 
it was not necessary that the Government of the United States should 
bear so large a proportion, or indeed any considerable proportion, of the 
expense of this District? Does he not know that this present regula- 
tion is of recent years? All the way back in our history 

Mr. SHELLEY. I know, Mr. Chairman, as we become more en- 
lightened and make further advancement we will be more disposed to 
do justice to all people; and these improvements in the District of Co- 
lumbia and these necessary works will be constructed under the laws 
by the General Government at less expense to the people of the District 
than they are now called upon to bear. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman think that the large proportion 
of public men from all parts of the country who have become property- 
owners here have any effect upon that question ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. I think this: that 51 or 52 per cent. of the entire 
property of the District of Columbia belongs to the General Govern- 
ment. I think that 35 or 45 per cent. of the officials of the United 
States are now enjoying the privileges of the District of Columbia, en- 
joying all the protection necessary through the police regulations and 
otherwise without cost except in this way—the payment by the General 
Government of 50 per cent. of the expenditures. Ithink, sir, that the 
time has passed when we can afford to higgle about the expense of a 
proper system of improvements for this city which will increase the 
facilities of travel to it from all the adjacent country. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask him if when he says 51 per cent. 
of the property in this District belongs to the Government of the United 
States he does not put into the estimate of the property that belongs 
to the Government all of the streets, &c. ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Reservations, &c. I will answer I do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wanted that statement made. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The streets are not included; the avenues are. 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are not intended for the benefit of the people 
of the District, are they? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Of course they enjoy them, and the Government 
also enjoys all of the privileges that are conferred upon any of the citi- 
zens. Besides that, the Government is using this bridge to-day, and are 
paying a tax every year to pass to and fro to their interests on the other 
side of the river. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Alabama a question 


ble 


ing 


prop rty 





I would like to ask the gentleman from 
He states that the Government is now using this 
bridge for communication between this and the other side of the river. 
What bridge does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. SHELLEY. The Aqueduct Bridge, located about the west end 
of Georgetown. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam not very familiar with the location, 
and have therefore asked for information. 

Mr. SHELLEY. This bridge is owned by a company and is a toll- 
bridge. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would the people necessarily make use of 
that bridge to pass to the cemetery on the other side of the river ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. They would if it was a free bridge. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it located at a convenient point for that 
purpose ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. I think so, sir; perhaps the most convenient point. 
The engineers have selected the site at the Three Sisters, which is not 
so convenient a point, but is more economical. It is no doubt true, 
however, that the Aqueduct Bridge would be the most convenient site 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It seems to me it is rather far up to be 
convenient. But there may be questions of engineering and of con- 
struction that should influence that matter. 

Mr. SHELLEY. When you come a thousand feet below the Aque- 
duct Bridge you have to cross Analostan Island, making a very expen- 
sive structure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not doubt another bridge is needed: 
but Ido not quite indorse the theory of my friend from Alabama that 
the Government ought to pay all the taxes for all its employés and offi- 
cers. I think they should pay their own share. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I did not make any such statment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam glad that is not a correct inference from 
what the gentleman stated. 

Mr. SHELLEY. It is not a correct inference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama a ques- 
tion. I donot remember in the bill passed some years ago for the 
building of a bridge 

Mr.SHELLEY. The bill was passed February 1881. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not remember whether in that bill there was 
provision for half the expenses to be paid by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Yes, sir; it required one half to be paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half by the Government. 

I reserve the remainder of my time for future use. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I am directed by the committee to submit some 
amendments to the bill which has been presented by the gentleman 
from Alabama, and I desire to say, sir, in that connection, and as bear- 
ing on the inquiries made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], 
that this is not a new proposition. There is an existing appropriation 
made by the Forty-sixth Congress in the act passed February 23, 1881, 
by which $140,000 was appropriated for the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown. It was left to the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, on the report of the military engi- 
neer, to select the site of that bridge either at the Three Sisters, as it 
is called, or at the Aqueduct. When the matter came up for final dis- 
position it was found there was a difficulty about the title to the Aque- 
duct site—to the piers of the Aqueduct; and the appropriation was 
inadequate to build the bridge at the Three Sisters. And this bill is 
brought before Congress now with a view to supplying the inadequacy 
of that original provision for the construction of a bridge at the Three 
Sisters. 

It seemed that the trouble about the Aqueduct site, which is a more 
direct one and where there are already piers sufficient upon which to 
erect a bridge—it seemed the trouble about the title at that time could 
not be removed, the bill requiring the fee-simple in these piers should 
pass to the United States with the construction of the bridge. But re- 
cently the parties have come together, and it seems now that all the 
parties who could make a perfect title have agreed to make that title 
so that the Aqueduct site comes up in the competition now as an ap- 
propriate one for the location of the bridge. 

This is not an original appropriation. The appropriation heretofore 
made was inadequate, falling short $80,000, which is appropriated by 
this bill, $40,000 of which is to be contributed by the District of Co- 
lumbia and $40,000 by the Government of the United States. So after 
all it is only a charge of $40,000 upon the Treasury. 

I will say, in reply to what has fallen from the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], that I understand it has been the practice always 
from the beginning of the Government that the United States Goern- 
ment should build the bridges over the streams surrounding Washing- 
ton city. They have built the bridges over the Eastern Branch. 
Away back in General Jackson’s time they built the Long Bridge. 
And I believe they built the Chain Bridge. And here isa bridgé essen- 
tial for the connection of the District with the country on the Virginia 
side of the river, and essential to enable persons to pass conveniently 
to Arlington Cemetery and to Fort Myer, where they have a signal sta- 
tion, to which it is the immediate and direct approach. These twoplaces 
are only half a mile apart. One is used now as a toll-bridge, and to 
the great detriment, inconvenience, and cost of the country people who 
come here to market, and who at present are compelled to cross that 
toll-bridge. 

Then the old Long Bridge, which for a long time supplied the wants 
and accommodated the people on the other side of the river, was by act 
of Congress given to a railroad company and is now paralleled with a 
railroad bridge. The railroad company is compelled to keep up the 
bridge for vehicles. The result is that the two linesof railroad 2nd the 
way for vehicles are right close together, and to pass that bridge with 
vehicles is a matter of extreme difficulty and danger. Of course there 
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are teams that can pass it, but as a general thing there is a risk of life 
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and property in crossing where so many railroad trains are continually 
in transit. F 

Under the circumstances I do not think the committee ought to hesi- 
tate to make this small additional appropriation for an object which is 
so much wanted, which will accommodate the markets of Washington, 
which will accommodate the purposes of the Government in connection 
with Arlington, and will accommodate the numerous visitors from all 
parts of the country who want to go to Arlington to see the national 
cemetery and to Fort Myer signal station. All these things are to be 
taken into account as a part of the accommodation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman from Virginia—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I should in the first place prefer to have read the 
amendment I have indicated. I move, as an additional section to the 
bill which has been reported by the gentleman from Alabama, what | 
send to the desk. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Is there an amendment pending now ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are amendments submitted by the com- 
mittee which are now pending. 

Mr. SHELLEY. No others? 

The CHAIRMAN. No others. 
tleman from Virginia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of establishing a free bridge and in lieu of erecting 
the bridge provided for in the preceding section, the Secretary of War may, in 
his discretion, purchase the Aqueduct Bridge now crossingthe Potomac River, 
at Georgetown: Provided, Said bridge, with all the appurtenances, rights, and 
franchises connected therewith, including piers and real estate for abutments 
and approaches, can be purchased for a sum not exceeding $85,000, to be paid to 
the lessees of the Alexandria Canal, and $15,000 to the Alexandria Canal Com- 
pany; the said $15,000 to be applied to the discharge and satisfaction of certain 
judgments against said canal company which are liens against its property ; 
which sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be paid out of the 
money appropriated by this act: Provided further, That a good and sufficient title 
thereto can be secured to the United States, to be approved by the Attorney- 
General of the United States, within sixty days after this bill shall becomea law. 
It is further provided that the Alexandria Canal Company, orits present lessees, 


The amendment sent up by the gen- | 


shall have the right to maintain at their own costand expense a canalaqueduet | 


of the same width and depth as the one now in use, and to attach it toorsuspend 
it from said bridge; and whenever a permanent bridge shall be erected upon 
said site the same shall be of sufficient strength to sustain a canal trunk oraque- 
duct; but the construction, attachment, and maintenance of such trunk or 
aqueduct shall be such as the Secretary of War may determine, and shall be 
without cost or liability to the United States or the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SHELLEY. 


sire to say that the same or similar provisions are in the law as it now 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. . In which case there will be no new bride 

Mr. SHELLEY. In that case we will not build the new bridge 
The amendment also proposes to give $15,000 to the lessors of the cana! 
company for the purpose of discharging some liabilities that rest upon 
this property. Then the balance of the appropriation is to be used for 
the construction of the superstructure over the aqueduct piers. Th 
present wagon-way there is very frail, not sufficient for the purpose 
This bill contemplates the construction of an iron bridge across thes¢ 
piers, above the aqueduct, of sufficient strength to sustain and support 
the aqueduct canal. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is to be a new superstructure cn the 
piers after the purchase of the wagon-way ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
as for a new bridge? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Not so much 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nearly as much 

Mr. SHELLEY. The total cost would be $200,000; $85,000 to the 
lessees, $15,000 to the lessors, and $100,000 for the superstructure 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
new bridge? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Just $20,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. While I am on the floor I would like to 
ask another question, of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 
That gentleman stated, I believe, that the Government has constructed 
the Long Bridge, the Chain Bridge, and perhaps one or two other bridges 
entirely. I would ask the gentleman if the State of Virginia did not 
join in the construction of one of these bridges ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Never 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
Government ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Entirely. I will reserve the remainder of my 
time, after yielding to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BreLrorp] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. One of the most interesting epochs in our national 
history can be found in the first volume of Benton’s abridgment of the 


And altogether the cost would be as mu 


i 


Resulting in a saving of how much over a 


They the 


were constructed entirely by 


debates of Congress, which I would like to commend to the attention 


With reference to the amendment just read, I de- | 


exists, the law which appropriated $140,000 for the construction of a | 


free bridge at or near Georgetown. 
tionary power to the Secretary of War is that the Government does not 
get anything but a right of way over the piers of this aqueduct bridge. 
The sum of $85,000 here proposed to be appropriated is merely for the 


the aqueduct piers, leaving the title to the piers and to the aqueduct in 
the canal company. 


the construction of that bridge and of the canal from Georgetown to 
Alexandria; they loaned the company that much money for that pur- 
pose. In addition to that they donated $100,000 for the same purpose. 


The objection to giving this discre- | 


of my lovable friends on the other side. It pertains to the location of 
this Capitol. [Going down the aisle toward the Democraticside. |] They 
had many a serious debate in “he first Congress with reference to the 
location of the national capital. 

A MEMBER. Why do you always go over there when you speak ? 

Mr. BELFORD. I have to come over here to impress my views upon 
them. 

This, gentlemen, is the capital of our nation, a nation of 50,000,000 


| of people, and within the next twenty years we should make it a city 
| grander than Paris. 
purpose of obtaining the right of way, the right to build a bridge over | 


But we can only make it so by encircling the brows of our ‘‘ Three 


| Sisters’? with the garland of flowers that I intend to have open on Sun- 


Now, by paying the $85,000 here proposed the Government will only | 


get the right of way over the piers of this aqueduct, the title to the 
piers and to the aqueduct remaining in the company. 

In 1866 the present proprietors of that bridge leased it from the Alex- 
andria Canal Company for the term of ninety-nine years, and agreed to 
pay the nominal sum of $1,000 a year for the canal and bridge from the 
north side of the Potomac to the city of Alexandria. 
they have expended a large amount of money in restoring the canal and 
building a bridge over the aqueduct in order to accommodate the pub- 
lic. The estimate of the cost of the bridge is $25,000—the cost of put- 
ting the bridge there which spans the Potomac. Of course the aque- 
duct and the piers were previously constructed. Congress granted to 
these lessees the right to construct a foot and wagon way over the aque- 
duct. 

The Government is now asked to pay $85,000 to purchase back that 
privilege. 
bridge is the sum of $25,000. The other money which they have ex- 
pended can not be properly charged to the bridge, for they had to keep 
up the aqueduct anyhow and to keep up the canal. 
has no use for either. 
$85,000 to the Government or to the District of Columbia. I there- 
fore move to amend the amendment by making the amount $50,000 to 
be paid to the lessees for this right of way. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
@ question ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
right of. way over the Aqueduct Bridge to be in addition to the amount 
to be expended upon a new bridge ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. No; it is to be in lieu of it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In lieu of the new bridge ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Yes; the Government is to pay $85,000 to the les- 
sees for this right of way. 


They claim that | 


| day in the Agricultural Department. 


The Government of the United States originally paid $300,000 toward | and belted with the most beautiful posies; and then think of three of 


Think of one sister garlanded 


them, and my lovable friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], with his 
bosom heaving and shaking and swelling in the contemplation of a spirit 
of grand generosity, will never declare that he objects to that belt of 
flowers. [Laughter. ] 

What objection can there possibly be to opening these agricultural 
grounds on Sunday? Why should any gentleman on this floor raise a 
point of order on such anamendment? It doesnot involve the expend 
iture of one dollaradditional. You already have your employés there; 
and by adopting such a proposition as I offer, you open that institution 
for—what purpose? For the benefit of the poor people of this country. 

The Democratic party has control of this House. It has control of 
your committees. Why do not these committees direct some member 
to accept an amendment so wholesome, so God-some, so beneficent 
this. 

I am ready to vote for this bill, and will do so cheerfully. 


as 


But let 


| us garland and garnish, let us adorn and beautify this bridge, even if 


| these beautiful and magnificent flowers. 
The only investment which the lessees have made in that | 


it be on Sunday when the great mass of the people will cross it, with 
I appeal to you gentlemen to 


aid me in accomplishing this result. 
Mr. BARBOUR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 


| [Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR]. 


The Government | 
The mere right of way is not worth the sum of 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the 
amendment which provides for purchasing from the Alexandria Canal 
Company and their lessees the entire title to the Aqueduct Bridge. One 
gentleman on the other side has said that the amendment proposed only 
the purchase of the rightof way. As I understand the proposition, and 
if I am mistaken I hope the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia will correct me, it is to purchase for the sum of $85,000 to 


| be paid to the lessees of the canal company and $15,000 to be paid to 
Is this $85,000 for the purchase of the | 


the lessor, the Alexandria Canal Company, the fee, the real estate, every- 
thing on both sides of the Potomac River belonging to the company, 
save and except the right on the part of the canal company to continue 
the aqueduct across the river as it is now. As I understand the matter, 
this easement alone is to be retained by the Alexandria Canal Company ; 
nothing more. 

As has been stated, the Aqueduct Bridge is half a mile or more east 
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of the Three Sisters, and as a location fora bridge is much more eligible. 
s 1 understand, no sufficient calculation has yet been made to ascer- 


tain accurately the cost of constructing the bridge at the Three Sisters: 
but from the best information I have been able to obtain the cost will 
be more than $300,000. I think any gentleman having any knowledge 
on this subject who will examine that location will come to this con- 
clusion \{t the Three Sisters, you have on this side of the river an 
ipproach for the bridge which does not present very much difficulty, 
ind yet it will be expensive because of its height, the ground for the 
ipproach being much more unfavorable than the ground at this end of 
+} 


1e Aqueduct Bridge 

On the other side, the \ 
et back from the 
k in 


i+} id 
On either side 


rginia side, thers 


river 


is no approach at all—no 
On that side there is an immense gorge 
a northwesterly direction, very deep and very narrow. 
of this gorge and all along the south side of the Potomac 
re are high hills, extending a considerable distance up and down the 
I r and to the water’s edge If the bridge is built at the 
Three Si I do not see how a road can be built from the south end of 
il an enormous cost 


way to vg 


le iding bac 


rive coming 
sters 


unless at The steep hills come so close to the river 
road can not be made either up or down the river to any advan- 
and the chasm is so narrow and rises so rapidly as to make the con- 
struct road up it almost impossibl 

[am unable to determine how much would be the cost of a bridge 
constructed at that point, or in what way the bridge would be of any 
very great advantage totheGovernment. The Aqueduct Bridge is too 


that a 
tag 


ion ofa 


far to the west for the convenience of the people in Washington, and 
the ‘Three Sisters is still farther west and more out of the way. The 


Aqueduct Bridge is at the west end of Georgetown, and the Three Sis- 
ters is half or three-quarters of a mile beyond Georgetown. But the 
from the south side of the bridge, if it is built at the Three 
Sisters, to Arlington and to the Government buildings on that side of 
the river will be increased much more than on this side on account 
of the circuitous route which the hills would make absolutely neces- 
sary 


distance 


But if the Aqueduct Bridge is purchased, we have a good location, and 
we can have a good bridge at a great deal less expense. The approaches 
to the Aqueduct Bridge are already built and the charter of the ground 
on both sides of the river at this place is admirably adapted to an im- 
provement of this kind. The best grades that can be attained any- 
where along the Potomac can be found at both ends of the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and as this bridge has been built fora long time the roads on 
the south side as well as on the north side have been located with ref- 
erence to it. There is probably no better grade from any point on the 
river to Arlington Heights than theone from the south end of the Aque- 
duct Bridge. This can be learned by any gentleman who will take the 
trouble to make the necessary examination 

If a bridge is to be built for the benefit of the Government I think 
it very important that this location should be adopted rather than erect 


oe 
pe 


a bridge at the Three Sisters. I am not discussing the necessity of 
building a bridge, nor the propriety of building one. I do not propose | 
to discuss this feature. The only point I desire to make is that if a 


tree bridge 
the two places named it should be located where the Aqueduct Bridge 
is, and not at the point called the Three Sisters, for the reasons I have 
given; 
the District better, make an easier road, and will cost a great deal less 
money, both to the Government and the District of Columbia. 

As I understand, there is no trouble in regard to this question of title. 
The United States Government, I believe, already owns more than one- 
half of the stock of the Alexandria Canal Company, which owns the fee 
of the land and the Aqueduct Bridge. The United States, as I under- 
stand it, owns 3,500 sharesout of 6,800. I am aware that the Govern- 
ment has not all these shares in possession; but it has 2,280 in posses- 
sion, and there has been a decree of the United States circuit court or- 
dering the surrender of the residue 
this property already belongs largely to the United States. There can 
be no question about title, as the owners of 1,100 shares have already 
consented and entered into a written contract to join with the Govern- 
ment at the next regular meeting of the Alexandria Canal Company 
stockholders in the acceptance of this proposition. This 1,100 shares 
and the 2,280 shares which the Government now has in possession is a 
majority of all the stock capable of being voted, and will no doubt con- 
trol the action of the company and bind all the stockholders. 

No one need fear litigation, as there is but one question in the courts, 
and there has been but one, and this is as to the ownership of the 1,220 
shares which belong to the United States and are now held by Virginia, 
and which she refuses for some reason to give up. The court decided 
against her, and she has appealed to the Supreme Court. 

rhe piers which it is proposed to use are very large, and are said to 
be very good. There are perhaps no such piers anywhere else in this 
country. They cost more than half a million dollars, and time and use 
have shown them to be perfect in their structure and durability. When 
these piers were built it was found necessary to expend twice or thrice 
as much money as was expected in order to make the work durable, 
and I have no doubt that this indicates the additional expense which 
would have to be incurred in the erection of a bridge at the Three Sisters, 


is to be constructed across the Potomac River at either of 


because it will accommodate the Government and the people of 


| doubtful. 
Therefore, we should not forget that | 
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especially in the deep and wide channel south of the rocks called Three 
Sisters. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARBOUR. 
if he so desires 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Not only is the aqueduct the best loca 
tion for this new bridge; but in my judgment the ereciion of the bridge 
at that point will be a very large saving to the General Government 
as well as to the District of Columbia. It is true that the $85,000 to 
be paid to the lessees of the canal company seems to me a large sum 
and I do not like the manner in which the money is to be divided as be 
tween the lessors and the lessees; but it is the way the parties them- 
selves propose to divide it. The lessees, as I understand it, insist on 
having $85,000; and the lessors ask only $15,000, which I understand 
is to be used in removing certain liens or incumbrances now upon the 
property. When this sum is paid we shall have, as I understand it, an 
absolute title, except that the canal company is to have the right to 
continue the aqueduct where it is now at their own expense. Th 
piers are large enough and strong enough so support the bridge and 
aqueduct both. They were so built. 

I imagine that the question of title will not in the future present 
any difficulty. I think the time will come, and that the time is not 
far distant, when this privilege which the canal company proposes to 
reserve will be valueless to them, will be abandoned, and will cease to 
be any impediment to the exercise of full title on the part of the Gov 
ernment or the District of Columbia. 

It has been stated in this debate, and, as I understand, correctly, that 
this lease is made for ninety-nine years at only $1,000 a year. Now, 
I can not imagine that the interest of the canal company in this aque 
duct can be now or hereafter of any great value when the price set 
upon it is only $1,000 a year. 

I think the time will come when these piers will be no longer used 
for the acqueduct, when the canal will be abandoned, and when the 
title of the Government will be as complete as if the purchase were 
now made without any reservation at all. So we are not only saving 
$20,000 upon the present outlay, but we will save $100,000 in addition 
I do not know that this $100,000 that is provided for need be appropri- 
ated at all. It was said that it would take $100,000 to build a super- 
structure, but this bridge isin reasonable repairnow. The piersare good. 

The superstructure, to be sure, is not the very best, but it has been 
good enough for many years, and it is good enough now for the ordinary 
travel which passes over it. So then we can get a bridge and get it at 
once at $100,000, which is less money than has already been appropri 
ated for this purpose. It is a toll-bridge nowand can at once be turned 
into a free bridge. As everything else of a public character in Wash- 
ington is free, your committee and the people who live here and the 
people who visit here think there should be a free bridge betweer 
Washington and points south of the Potomac River. 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, we should adopt the amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the committee and purchase the Aqueduct 
Bridge and use it for the present, and when we do build a new bridge 
build it on the piers now owned by the canal company, the piers of the 
Aqueduct Bridge. In this way we will save $120,000 until we build a 
new bridge, and when the new bridge is built we will, according to pres- 
ent estimates, save $20,000, and I think from the reports of former engi- 
neers that we will save more than $100,000 and have a better bridge in 
a better location. Thesame skillful engineering that selected this point 
for the Aqueduct in preference to the Three Sisters fifty years ago, when 
they spent a million dollars in perfecting this grand work, confirms the 
claim I now make that it is the best location for a bridge. More than 
one engineer has estimated, as the executive documents show, that a 
good bridge at Three Sisters will cost more than $300,000, on the sup- 
position that the rocks called Three Sisters could be used, which I think 
I would be glad to see this bill so amended that we could 
now only purchase the Aqueduct Bridge and make it a free bridge and 
use it for the time being, and I suggest this te the committee. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I still believe, Mr. Chairman, we can not get as 
much as we ought to get for this $85,000. I do not think the amend- 
ment gives us a sufficiently clear title to the piers and to the rest of the 
property. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The bill provides that the title shall be made sat- 
isfactory to the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I am informed it is impossible to get these men to 
take less than $85,000. 

I withdraw the amendment I offered of $50,000, and at the proper 
time will ask the House to vote on the amendment of my colleague, 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

I think we might save the expenditure of the cost of superstructure 
now by simply investing a few thousand dollars in the repair of the 
present structure, but it is built of wood and liable to decay, needing 
constant repairs. The investment of $100,000 in a structure of an iron 
bridge would cost nothing or comparatively nothing for repairs, and in 
that way would save more than the interest on the money which is in- 
vested in its construction. In my judgment, therefore, the Secretary 


I yield the gentleman from Ohio five minutes more, 


of War should be directed to proceed at once to acquire title to the 
bridge and to erect a suitable iron structure. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, and Mr. SHELLEY. Certainly. 
that is whether more than half of this property does not already belong Mr. BARBOUR. A satisfactory answer to the remarks of the gen- 
to the Government of the United States, and furthermore whether it | tleman from Ohio is that this is not an original appropriation. There 
is a reasonable allowance to pay them the sum which has been indicated | is an existing law which appropriates $140,000 for the construction of 
while at the same time we allow them to keep up their canal in con- | this bridge. That appropriation is standing now unrepealed, ready to 
nection with the bridge ? be utilized whenever the title to the approaches is acquired and other 

Mr. SHELLEY. The Government has now the clear right to about | conditions can be made favorable to the construction of the bridge 
3,200 shares of the stock—perhaps the Government will be entitled to | So, practically, there is nothing new recommended by the present bill. 


a larger amount. | There is no new money appropriated by it, if the amendment | pro- 
Mr. JOSEPH D.TAYLOR. Arenot the shares of the Governmenta | posed is incorporated into the bill, excepting the $15,000 addition, 
majority of the whole stock ? which is to clear the title. That is the only real appropriation out of 
Mr. SHEBLEY. Notat all. which the District Commissioners would have to pony up $7,500, and 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Are not the shares of the Government | that they can well afford and still continue the work of street improve- 
in the stock of the Alexandria Canal Company ? ments, &e. 
Mr. SHELLEY. Certainly. Now an appropriation has been already made to secure the building 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. They only receive $15,000 to go to re- | of the bridge. This question, it should be borne in mind, has been can- 
move mortgage liens, but the $85,000 goes not for any property in which | vassed and discussed before for many years, and it finally culminated 


the Government of the United States has any interest whatever, but to | in the act of February 23, 1881. The only thing that is required at 
the lessees of this Aqueduct Bridge. Hence it is not a very liberal ap- | the present time in order to secure the title and prevent further delay 
propriation at the best. | or defeat and discouragement of the friends of the free bridge is to 


Mr. SHELLEY. The $85,000 goes to buy the rights of the lessees | adopt a provision which has been inserted that if the aqueduct propo- 
in their lease of this property. They surrender their lease for the | sition can not be carried out in detail, then in order to secure the con- 
amount of $85,000. Fifteen thousand dollars is the amount to be paid | struction of the bridge its location has been fixed at the Three Sisters, 
to the owners under the bill, and the Alexandria Canal Company is to | and that the work shall be commenced within a reasonable time, and 
be allowed to continue their canal in connection with the bridge and at | that only a period of sixty days is asked for the purpose of determining 
their own expense. which is to be the point. 1] am clear in my own mind, and the com- 

Mr. MULDROW. I wish toofferanamendment so as to givea proper | mittee on an examination of the subject is clear, and I think every 
interpretation to the language intended tobe employed by the commit- | body that has looked into the matter is of the same opinion, that if the 
tee in the bill. In line 35, after the word ‘‘ with,’’ I move to insert | amendments proposed here are adopted, and this bill passed, that the 
the words ‘‘one-half of.’’ The purpose of the committee was to charge | title will be made clear to the satisfaction of the Attorney-General, 
one-half to the District of Columbia and one-half to the United States. | and that this $15,000 which is required to pay an old judgment lien 


Mr. BARBOUR. Iam willing to'accept that amendment. which binds the Alexandria Canal Company will be all the additional 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. | fund that the District will have to provide for. 
Mr. SHELLEY. Let the amendment reported by the committee be Mr. BLOUNT. That is provided you make a contract with the canal 
read for the action of the House. company. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first amendment of the | Mr. BARBOUR. ‘They have already signed the papers. All that is 
committee. necessary Will be to call a stockholders’ meeting to carry out and ratify 
The Clerk read as follows: the agreement which has been already made and signed by the directors. 
we INT This nronositi : saint : , eduet 
Strike out ‘‘220,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘80;"’ so it will read: ‘And the | |. Mr. BLOL N r. Phis vee AesOn then in reference to the Aqueduct 
sum of $80,000, in addition to the sum heretofore provided in the act of the 23d | Bridge is a substitute for the bill as read. 
of February, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money | Mr. BARBOUR, It is an alternative proposition It is simply to 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, forthe construction of said bridge cure a bridge ; 
and approaches, the same to be maintained as a free bridge for travel.’ | Secure a bridge. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The first proposition was to con- 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to ask the gentleman from Alabama | struct a bridge at the Three Sisters. But if the Aqueduct Bridge can 
another question, if he will yield the floor for that purpose. be acquired within the time specified by the bill, it is believed to be a 

Mr. SHELLEY. Certainly. better location—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have been informed that the commissioners of the Mr. SHELLEY. In reference to the opposition of the commission- 
District of Columbia are opposed to the construction of this bridge, and | ers of the District of Columbia and their objection, as alleged, to this 
I should like to ask the gentleman from Virginia whether that is true | matter, I desire to say that the president of that board made his ob- 
or not? jections known to me. His objection was as stated by the gentleman 

Mr. BARBOUR. I will say in answer tothe gentleman that Ihave | from Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT] that it would divert too much money trom 
no official notice individually, nor has the committee any official notice, | the improvement of the streets and'the pavements and the sewerage 
that the commissioners are opposed to the bill. The committee are in | system of the District of Columbia. They regarded that as a more im- 
possession ofnosuchinformation. Ihave heard some rumors to the effect | portant work than the construction of the bridge. But atter looking 
thatthey did not like tolet the money go; that they did not want to part | into the matter and considering all of the questions the Committee on 
with so much of the fund which might be applicable for other purposes | the District of Columbia differed with the commissioners. They be- 
at thistime. But I supposed, of course, that that was a very natural | lieve the revenues of the District are sufficient to enable the commis- 
feeling on their part, and that they would desire to hold on to all of the | sioners to invest the sum necessary in the construction of the bridge 
money they could retain to apply to the improvement of the streets and | and to go on with the ordinary improvements of the streets at the same 
sewerage of the city. But regarding this bridge asan exceedingly im- | time. 


portant question, not only tothe people of the District of Columbia and The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
the adjoining country, but to some extent a question of national im- | recommended by the committee, which the Clerk will read 
portance, because it is the only method of accommodation for those per- The Clerk read as follows 
sons who are going to Arlington, Fort Myer, &c., the committee have | Strike out of line 7 the words “two hundred and twenty” and insert in lieu 
thought it necessary and proper to recommend the passage of the bill, | thereof the word “eighty” so that it will read 
differing in that regard from the alleged views of the commissioners. | ~ 44 the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated,” & 

Mr. FOLLETT. If I may be permitted to say in response to the Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. A word upon that amendment. I confess 


gentleman from Virginia, I will state that I have been advised person- | that Ido not understand the real effect of that amendment, and [ wish 
ally by the commissioners of the District of Columbia that the funds | toask forinformation. It is proposed in the bill to appropriate $220,000 
of the District government will not now justify the building of this | but this amendment, as I understand it, reduces it to S80,000? 


bridge, for the reason that it necessarily comes out of the fund for the Mr. SHELLEY. It just increases the amount appropriated to 3220, - 
improvement of streets and the extension of the sewerage system of the | 000. There was an appropriation originally of 5140,000 
District. That is the only flexible part of the appropriation for the Dis- Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This makes it $220,000 ? 
trict of Columbia, and if the funds applicable for that purpose are di- Mr. SHELLEY. Yes, sit 
verted it will tothat extentsuspend the extension of the sewerage system, Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand that sum of money is likely to 
and the improvements of the streets as well, for the time being. Now, | be used. 
it is regarded as very important that these works shall be continued. Mr. SHELLEY. Not unless they go on with the construction of the 
It is very desirable in many parts of the city that the sewerage sys- | bridge upon that site. 
tem shall be extended, and for that reason the commissioners tell me Mr. MULDROW. Not if they procure the aqueduct site. 
that for the presentat least they are opposed to entering upon the work Mr. BLOUNT. And I understand the gentleman from Virginia [Mz 
of the construction of the bridge, and that the funds would be much | BARBOUR] to say that is about arranged. 
more advantageously expended in the city in the extension of the sew- Mr. MULDROW. That was the impression which prevailed in the 
erage and in the repairs and improvements of the streets. committee this morning. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio—— Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It seems to me we ought to know which 
.Mr. BARBOUR. Permit me for a moment to answer the question | we are to do; whether we are to buy the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge 
of the gentleman. or to build a new bridge 
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Mr. SHELLEY Chat is the very thing which we can not deter- 
mine now If we can get the Aqueduct Bridge we will have a better 
site. We authorize the Secretary of War to purchase that bridge. If 
he succeeds in doing so we will have a site better than the other. 

Mr. WARNER. of Ohio It leaves a good deal of discretion with the 
pecretal { War 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama if does not think it would be better to extend the time during 
which title may be acquired? 

Mr. SHELLEY. Ithink not. Ithink sixtydaysisample. If itis 
not acquired in that time it can not be acquired at all without proceed- 
ings of condemnation 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR Is it not necessary that there shall be 


a meeting of the stockholders of the canal company, and that the title 


shall be perfected by the action of that corporation? And yet you 
have limited the time in which that is to be done to sixty days. Would 
it not be better to extend it to three or four months? We all know 
how apt delays are to aris 

Mr. SHELLEY That matter was considered by the committee, and 


we came to the conclusion after consultation with the parties in inter- 


est that it could be accomplished in sixty days. 

Mr. McCOMAS I ask the gentleman from Alabama whether or not 
if you lengthen the time you would not at once lose the coercive force of 
the alternative proposition, whereby the committee hope a free bridge 
may be secured in a better place fora less sum of money? Would not 
extending the time defeat the very purpose which is had in view by 
the alternative proposition? Is not that so ? 

Mr. SHELLEY [ think it would have that effect 

Mr. BARBOUR Che only object of allowing time is to give the | 


STO kholders ot the 
together \ 
Mr 


\lexandria Canal Company an opportunity to come 
ng has been called, I understand, for next month. 


meetin 
rAYLOR. But suppose there should be some delay, 


JOSEPH D 


some difficulty as to the time, does not your bill compel the authori- | 


ties to procee a 
point ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. For the reasons which have been stated, I do not 
see that any more time is required. 


it once after sixty days and locate the bridge at the other 


Mr. SHELLEY. The sixty days begin after the bill becomes a law: 
and in the mean time there will be ample time to give notices and call 
the meeting 

The CHAIRMAN Che question is on the adoption of the first | 


amendment reported by the committee, which the Clerk will report. 
The ¢ ad 


In lines 7 strike out ‘ 


1 11 
lerk re as IOLLOWS: 


und & $220,000" and insert “ $80,000,”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: | 


the 
act 


after 


d in the 


In nes 
provide 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows 


word “ dollars,”’ insert ‘‘in addition to the sum heretofore 


of the 23d of February, 1881 


Sty » 


ike out, fre 25, the following 

And no part of this appropriation shall be paid out of the Treasury until con- 
tracts shall have been entered into with responsible parties, and with good and 
sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for the construction 
and completion of said bridge, including the masonry, iron-work, and ap- 
proa hes, at a cost not to exceed $220,000.’ 

And insert in lieu thereof the following 

ind provided further, That no moneys appropriated by this act shall be ex- 
pended untilthe proper authorities in the State of Virginia shall have given 
guarantees satisfactory to the Secretary of War to open and constructthe neces- 
sary road or roads to connect the said bridge with the highways of that State, 
and to keep the said road or roads in good repair and open forfreetravel: And 
prov ted also 


ym line 18 to line 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is nexton theamendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. MULDROW ], which the Clerk will 
read 

The 

In line 
read 


And the United States shall be credited with one-half of the amount which it 
may pay under this act for the erection of said bridge upon its 50 percent. of the 
expenses ol the District of Columbia.’ 


Clerk read as follows: 


5, after the word “ with,” insert the words “‘ one-half of; ”’ so that it will 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Loffertheamendment which I send to the 
desk, my object being to include Saint Louis among the places where the 
advertisement shall be published. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

After “‘ New York 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask that the amendment which I offered under 
instructions of the committee be now read. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to offer an additional amend- 
ment at line 47. I move to insert, after the amendment just adopted 
the words, ‘‘ Columbus, Ohio.’’ We have great bridge-builders there, 
and I wish them to have an opportunity of competing. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Provision is made in the bill for publication in one 
city of Ohio already—Cleveland. 


in line 47, add “‘ Saint Leuis, Mo.’ 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That is too far off. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section the following ; ; ; 

“Spec. —. Thatan actentitled ‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of Columbia 
and for other purposes,’ approved February 23, 1881, be amended as follows, to 
wit: By striking out from the second section of said act all of said section after 
the words *‘ District of Columbia,’ in the twentieth line (as printed in the United 
States Statutes at Large).”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I now offer my amendment. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I hope the gentleman will not offer that amend- 
ment. The people of Ohio will be sufficiently informed by the adver- 
tisements in the papers at Cleveland. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think not. I move to amend by in- 
serting, in the forty-seventh line, after the word ‘* Michigan,’’ the words 
‘*Columbus, Ohio.’’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] by instruc- 
tions of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add as a new section the following: 

‘‘Seoc. 2. That for the purpose of establishing a free bridge, and in lieu of 
erecting the bridge provided for in the preceding section, the Secretary of War 
may in his discretion purchase the Aqueduct Bridge now crossing the Potoma« 
River at Georgetown: Provided, That the said bridge, with all the appurtenances 
rights, and franchises connected therewith, including piers and real estate for 
abutments and approaches, can be purchased for asum not exceeding $85,000 to be 
paid to the lessees of the Alexandria Canal, and $15,000 to be paid to the Alexandria 
Canal Company, the said $15,000 to be applied to the discharge and satisfaction of 
certain judgments against said canal company, which are liens against this prop- 
erty, which sums or so much thereof as may be necessary may be paid out of 
the money appropriated by thisact: Provided further, That a good and suflicient 
title thereto can be secured to the United States, to be approved by the Attorney- 
General of the United States, within sixty days after this bill shall becomea law 
And it is further provided, That the Alexandria Canal Company or its present 
lessees shall have the right to maintain at their own cost or expense a canal 
aqueduct of the same width and depth as the one now in use, and to attach it to 
or suspend it from said bridge ; and whenevera permanent bridge shall be erected 
upon said site the same shall be of sufficient strength to sustain the canal trunk 
or aqueduct, but the construction, attachment, or maintenance of such trunk or 
aqueduct shall be such as the Secretary of War may determine,and shall be 
without cost or liability to the United States or the District of Columbia.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
which has been read. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What has become of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. SHELLEY] to reduce the sum of $85,000 


The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 


| to $50,000 ? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Ascertaining that it would be an impossibility to 
purchase this property for the sum of $50,000 I withdraw the amend- 


The Chair understands that that amendment has 


| ment. 


| amendment, and therefore I withdrew it. 


| of $50.000. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Was there not an amendment to reduce the sum 
from $85,000 to $50,000 ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can I now renew it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can renew the amendment. 

Mr.McCOMAS. ThenIdoso. I movein line8 of the amendment 
to strike out ‘‘$85,000’’ and insert ‘‘$50,000.”’ 

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
CoMAS] desire to be heard upon his amendment? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
SHELLEY | for a moment, if he desires it. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I was convinced of the impracticability of my 
Before I offered it I was led 
to believe that the purchase of this property could be made for the sum 
I have since been convinced that that can not be done, end 





| believing that if my amendment was made it would defeat all negotia- 


| 


| tions for the purchase of this property, rather than run that risk I am 


willing to leave the amount at $85,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Because I believe, as my friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
SHELLEY] did believe, that the sum of $50,000 will be adequate for 
this purpose, I renew the amendment in order to obtain the sense of 
the House upon it. Under all the circumstances it does seem to me 
that the parties in interest, rather than have the other bridge built, will 
accept this sum, and if they do so it does seem to me that they will be 
amply compensated. I shall therefore ask for a vote on my amend- 
ment, because I think it is a just and fair proposition and will not an- 
tagonize the building of a free bridge. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope it will not be the pleasure of the committee 


| to adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maryland 


[Mr. McComas]. I think if gentlemen will examine this subject and 


consider the facts of the case it will be perfectly apparent to them that 

| the Government by the payment of $85,000 to the lessees of this canal 
and $15,000 to the lessors will be making a most excellent bargain. 

These piers are very expensive; they have been put into the river 
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at a very great cost, and the lessees of the Alexandria Canal hold pos- 
session of them. Of course the Government ought not to take this 
property from them without giving them a fair price for it, as a matter 
of equity. The Government can not put piers for any bridge across 
the Potomac River at any point for less than $150,000, if it can do it 
for that sum. 

By this arrangement with these lessees the Government will obtain 
a free bridge at a saving at the minimum of $50,000. As I understand 
it, these lessees have already expended about $200,000 on this bridge 
and the aqueduct together. When they come forward here and offer 
to give the Government the use of the piers for $85,000, and the expend- 
iture of $15,000 to the canal company will remove the obligations 
which now rest upon the property and enable a clear title to be given 
to the Government, it seems to me that we will be making a most ex- 
cellent bargain. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to say simply this, while the proposed 
amendment may seem to be in the direction of economy, practically that 
will not be the result, and I will state the reason. This bill provides 
for the erection of a bridge across the Potomac at the Three Sisters at 
an expenditure of $220,000. If this Aqueduct property can be pur- 
chased at the price indicated in the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], that is, $85,000 to the lessees and 
$15,000 to the lessors, making in all $100,000; and if, as would appear 
by the evidence given before the committee, the superstructure on these 
piers can be erected for the maximum cost of $100,000, then it will be 
a saving to the Government of $20,000 to adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. Should the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] be adopted, limiting the price to be 
paid to these lessees to $50,000, in my judgment, from the evidence sub- 
mitted to the committee, the parties holding the title to the piers will 
not part with itforthat sum. Ifthey refuse to part with it, then under 
the terms of the bill you will be compelled to erect the bridge at the 
Three Sisters at a cost of $220,000. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What assurance have you that the 
bridge can be built at the Three Sisters for $220,000 ? 

A MEMBER. The report of the engineer. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. Mr. Chairman, this bill originated ina desire, 
as I understand, on the part of a large population near to this city to 
have means of ingress and egress with respect to Washington, and from 
a widespread feeling that some good bridge is necessary. As far back 
as 1852, and continuously since, if I understand correctly, the site at the 
Three Sisters was designated as the most desirable point for a bridge 
across the Potomac. The report of the engineer corroborates this state- 
ment. All the old Virginia roads converge at the site of the Three 
Sisters; and a bridge there would lead into the counties of Loudoun and 
Fairfax; whereas at the aqueduct it leads simply to a local cut-off 
population in the little county of Alexandria. 


Now, I believe I am not mistaken in my statement as to the desire of 


the people interested, so far as I can gather it and so far as it has been 
expressed tome. The object of locating the bridge upon these old piers 
of the aqueduct is simply, in my judgment, to give an opportunity to 
some people to sell to the Government of the United States an old 
played-out, broken-down, bankrupt structure, that is not worth the 
money they are trying to get for it. 

Mr. MULDROW. The gentleman will permit me to suggest that the 
piers alone upon which the aqueduct bridge has been built cost the par- 
ties who erected them $600,000. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I understand what they cost; and it will cost 
the United States a great deal more than $600,000 if we enter into the 
arrangement proposed, because the taking of these piers is to be coupled 
with the responsibility of keeping up the aqueduct there, which would 
be a constant burden upon the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The bill expressly excludes that. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. Moreover, I undertake to say the title tothat 
preperty is bound up in a complicated litigation in the courts of the 
United States. I do not believe the canal company car make a good 
title under any circumstances, within the time limited in the bill. 

A bill has passed the Senate of the United States to give to the peo- 
ple a good bridge on Government ground, uncomplicated with any job, 
and at a fair price, and in a good location. 

Mr. BARBOUR. When did the bill pass the Senate ? 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I understand the bill has passed the Senate. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman is mistaken. The bill has never 
passed the Senate, unless it passed to-day. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. I may be mistaken. Iaccept the gentleman’s 
statement. Whether I am correct on that point or not, I say that a 
bridge located at the present aqueduct will not meet the desires and 
needs of the people of Virginia, because it would only open communi- 
cation with Alexandria County, which, I believe, is not more than 
five or six miles square altogether. A bridge located at the Three 
Sisters will give ingress and egress to the population of Loudoun and 
Fairfax Counties and the adjacent country. 

I hope the House, before acting on this question, will consider these 
things and not trammel or handicap this bill with amendments, the re- 
sult of which, in my judgment, can only be to put money into the 
pocket of a bankrupt concern that has possession of these old piers and 
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wer” 
wants to make a good fat thing out of the Government of the United 
States by selling them to it. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the Committee 
of the Whole, in the amendment already adopted, has decided the ques 
tion which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoHN S. Wise] has been 
discussing. Probably he was not present when the vote was taken 
As I understand, the matter before the Committee of the Whole at this 
time is a very simple one. The question is whether the Secretary of 
War shall have the privilege of paying $50,000 or $85,000 for these 
piers. The amount originally proposed was $85,000. An amendment 
was made, as lunderstand, reducing the sum to $50,000 and that amend 
ment was rejected. Butthegentleman from Maryland has renewed the 
amendment, and the question is now simply, as I understand, whether 
the Secretary of War shall have the discretion to pay $50,000 or $85,000 
Upon this point it appears there is a difference between two members 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia. But how is the Com 
mittee of the Whole to judge which of these propositions is correct ? 
The question presented is simply whether we shall give to the Seer 
tary of War the discretion to expend, if he deems it necessary, the 
larger sum named—$85,000. Itseems to me further discussion on this 
point is idle. If there is a division of opinion in the Committee on th 
District of Columbia, I think we certainly ought to give the Secretary 
of War, in the power which we confer upon him, the benefit of t 
doubt implied in that division of opinion. I trust, therefore, that t 
amendment proposed to cut down this sum from $85,000 to $50,000 will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the debate on 
bill to learn the necessity for its passage and to hear some reason sub 
mitted to the committee why another bridge should be built across the 
Potomac, and thus far I have heard nothing that tends to show the 
necessity or propriety of expending this large sum. We are told by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLetr] that the commissioners of the 
District do not ask for the erection of this bridge. We are told by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JOHN S. WISE] that the people of V 
ginia want it, but I fail to hear anything showing that the people of the 
United States want it or need it. 

Is it necessary? Ifso, why? Gentlemen submit that a bill was passed 
at the last session of Congress authorizing its construction, and contend 
that therefore it is necessary. In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, that 
does not follow. It does not follow because one Congress passes a bill 
to erect a bridge that its erection is necessary and we ought to increas¢ 
the appropriation. If no better reason exists for the erection of this 
bridge than has yet been given, my judgment is that we should not only 
decline to increase the appropriation but we ought to repeal the act 
heretofore passed. 

What isthe necessity for it? Can no one answer? Whois it to serve? 

Mr. BARBOUR. The District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRISP. How is it to serve the District of 
they not bridges already ? 
going to Arlington. 
the bridge. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Did you have to pay? 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, I paid a small toll. Why should we fur- 
nish a bridge connecting the District of Columbia with Virginia when 
Virginia does not pay a dollar of the cost? The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JoHN S. WIsE] told you what Virginia wanted. He told 
you where the roads converged in Virginia, and he told you that was 
the point where the bridge ought to be built. Why? Did he tell you 
becauseit would benefit the District? Not at all, but because the peo- 
ple of Virginia wanted it there. That is the proposition. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. If the gentleman will allow me I 
spond to that inquiry. 

Mr. CRISP. If I misrepresented the gentleman I will be 
yield to him to be corrected. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. Ithought the Government ofthe United States 
for a long time had shown such a desire to get into Virginia they would 
like to have the best way to getthere. And I thoughta bridge which 
connected the capital with one of the States of the Union was more or 
less an international idea, and I did not feel it necessary for me every 
time I got up on this floor to give renewed assurances that we of Vir- 
ginia were a part of the Union. 

Mr. CRISP. That has nothing to do with this bill. 
of business. 


1 
ait 
} 
I 


+] 
vis 


olumbia? Have 
Some gentleman says it is for the purpose of 


You can go there now. I have been there over 


will re- 


glad to 


This is a matter 


Now, I ask this committee again what reason has been given why this 
bridge should be built at the cost of the United States? I think we 
have now two bridges crossing from the District to the Virginia shore 

Mr. BARBOUR. One is a railroad bridge and the other is eight 
miles off. 

Mr. CRISP. Suppose it is eight miles off, can not the people go to it 
and cross? Why should we spend $220,000 to make it a little more 
convenient for the people of Virginia to come here? It seems to me the 
bridge is more for the benefit of those people than it is for the people of 
the District, and yet the chief beneficiaries are 1] 


not to pay one cdi lar of 
the cost 


I understand the United States pays one-half of the 


expenses of the 
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District, and there i 


money from the 


reason for that; but why should we pay 
lreasury of the United States for an enterprise that a 


few of the people of Virginia want? The District commissioners do 
not want it now; they need their revenues for other purposes; and yet 
we propose by this bill to force them to contribute to the building of this 
bridge | protest against it; there is no necessity for it, and there are 
many reasons why we should not do it 

One gentleman of the committee says they differ with the commis- 
sioners and therefore recommended this bill I respectfully submit to 


this committee that the commissioners of this District, being specially 
harged with the administration of affairs here 


chi ,and having doubtless 
carefully investigated this subject, 


are likely to know more about the 
necessities, wants, and requirements of the people of the District than 
the members of a committee whoare here only tora few months. Noi 
being furnished with any satisfactory reason why this large appropria- 
tion should be made, 1 am compelled to oppose this bill 
a real necessity for the proposed bridge 
conditions of aiding 


lf there appeared 
I would be in favor on proper 
but it occurs to me that it is not 
right to spend the people’s money on an enterprise like this when it is 
not demanded by the necessities of the case, and when the authorized 
heads of the people for whose benefit alone we are authorized to make 
the appropriation tell us they do not desire its construction at this time 

Mr. LAIRD I should like to ask some member of the committee a 
quest 1 will ask the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. MULDROW 
him tostate why the site at the Three Sisters was selectec 
ire rocks in the 


in its erection; 


ion 
I should like 
I understand 
were they selected ? 
Mr. MULDROW There are certain islands in the 
center of the Potomac River known as the Three Sisters: they are rocky 
and furnish not only the best but the cheapest foundation tor the piers 
to be erected for the superstructure of this bridge. It is the most eligible 
and economical point near Georgetown for the people there, ‘for whom 
in the main this bridge is being erected 


. 
l. 


they 


river above Georgetown; but why 


The reason is this 


pay toll going across the river on the Aqueduct Bridge. The people in 
the neighborhood who bring their produce to Georgetown are compelled 
to pay toll as well as those who come across that bridge to Washington 
The people of Georgetown, indeed, have to pay additional on everything 
transported back or forth over that bridg« And therefore it im 
portant to that people that this bridge should be built Chis location, 
the Three Sisters, has been selected on account of the cheapness with 
which the bridge can be built in comparison to what it would cost at 
any other suitable place, because of these islands in the middle of the 
river upon which the piers can be more cheaply and more rapidly con 
structed. Besides that, the approaches to the bridge are considered to 
be exc llent 
Mr. LAIRD 


engineers ? 


1s 


The bill is predicated upon investigations made by the 


Mr. MULDROW. Yes, sir 

Mr. LAIRD And after examination of the bottom of the river at 
that point ? 

Mr. MULDROW. I think so 

Mr. BARBOUR. I will explain to the gentleman from Nebraska as 


to that point 
Mr. LAIRD 


I will give way to the gentleman from Virginia in a 
few minutes 


For the present I wish to say a word upon another point 
in connection with this subject 

Some gentleman on the floor made during this debate a remark which 
from my standpoint I regard as peculiarly pertinent—that perhaps to 
this Congress the needs of the municipalities of Georgetown and Wash- 
ington do not afford so strong a motive cause for the erection of this 
bridge as the fact that the people of the whole United States are con- 
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it is proposed to erect this new bridge. I visited them in company with 
the president of the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia 
It has been correctly stated by the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
LAIRD] that the only means at present of passing from the District of 
Columbia over to the Virginia side, the only access from this side of the 
river to the national cemetery, is over either the Long Bridge, which is 
in itself a railroad bridge and dangerous to cross on account of trains, 
or over the Aqueduct Bridge, in Georgetown, which is a toll-bridge, and 
where the rates are exorbitant. I agree with him that there should be 
free access to the national cemetery for citizens who want to pass and 
repass, visiting the Government property on the other side of the river, 
as well as to allow people visiting this city to bring their produce and 
their articles from the Virginia side of the river to the markets here 
This free access is something which not alone the city of Georgetown, 
not the people of Virginia, as the gentleman from Virginia has said, 
but the whole people of the District of Columbia need, and in which 
they are interested; and so far as the cemetery is concerned I may say 
it is a matter of interest to the people of this country. All are inter- 
ested in having free access to that great cemetery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska has 
expired, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Then I will take the floor now in 
my Own right, since I have exhausted the remainder of his time. 

l was going on tosay, sir, that there are but these two bridges which 


| I have named now existing to afford means of access to the other side 


| reason why that is so. 


The people are compelled to } 


of the river, the Long Bridge and the Aqueduct Bridge, which is a toll 
bridge. The only other point where a bridge can be constructed at a 
reasonable cost is at the Three Sisters, and I will tell the gentleman the 
If you will visit the Aqueduct Bridge you will 
find piers which probably in their masonry and construction are equal 
to any bridge in this country. The information I have had from per 
sons familiar with the subject enables me to say that when the Govern- 
ment undertook to erect this bridge it was found necessary to go so far 
below the bed of the stream to reach a solid foundation that the con 
struction of the piers alone cost in the neighborhood of a half-million 
of dollars 

At the point known as the Three Sisters, abouta half-mile above George- 
town, the river is very narrow and is likewise very deep. At the Three 
Sisters there are rocks about midway in the river, one of which can be 
utilized for the erection of a pier, and the immense expenditure found 
necessary in the construction of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge will 
be ob iated 

The Engineer Department, after an examination of the subject, re- 
ported in favor of utilizing one of these rocks, and it was estimatedjhat the 
entire construction at that point need not exceed the sum of $220,000. 
There are, it is manifest, strong reasons, therefore, for the construction 
of the bridge at that place. It is the only place where a bridge can be 
constructed for such a sum. It is the only point hereabouts where the 
bridge can be erected for any moderate sum. 

Mr. LAIRD. I desire to ask the gentleman a question there. Itis 
proposed to make an appropriation of an additional sum of $80,000, as 
I understand, for the purpose of purchasing the bridge structure known 
as the Aqueduct Bridge. Now, if that be purchased, is it the idea of 


| the committee that the construction of the bridge at the Three Sisters 
| shall be abandoned ? 


cerned in the question of having opened to them an easy, direct, and | 


practicable route to the national cemetery at Arlington. That route 


should be opened free to all, and I am ready to vote for the passage of 


such a measure; for in my judgment there should be no obstruction to 
the accessibility of that point. I am ready to contribute, so far as my 
vote goes, to the erection of a public improvement which shall open up 
a practicable, easy route to that cemetery. I find every day of my life 
here that somebody comes and asks to be shown the route tothe national 
cemetery. They are advised that there are two modes of access to it, 


either by going across the Long Bridge, where they are in danger of 


trouble to their teams, owing to the fact that the cars cross that bridge 
and the noise of the locomotive is likely to frighten horses, or, on the 
other hand, they can have the privilege of crossing in the neighborhood 
of Georgetown, providing they are willing to pay a tribute to some 
corporation whose existence I know nothing of. 


Now, then, | would like to ask the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia why it is necessary to go, if they have any other answer to 
make, toa point a mile or a mile and a half above Georgetown and 


two miles or two and a half miles from the center of the city, to find 
a point where you can fling a bridge across the river, thereby necessi- 
tating considerabl : 
the river to reach this point of national interest to the United States ? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia Asa member of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia | wish to state that I visited the several bridges 
now existing and examined this point known as the Three Sisters, where 


travel on this side as well as on the other side of 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; because the Aqueduct 
Bridge is located so as to be far more convenient to the people of the 
District of Columbia, and I believe from what I have seen in visiting 
that point far more convenient to the people of Virginia. The roads 
center at that point; whereas at Three Sisters there is a bluff on the 
District side of the river and a bluff on the Virginia side, and consid- 
erable money would have to be expended in making approaches at that 
point. 

Mr 


BLOUNT. If I am not turning the gentleman from West Vir- 


| ginia from the course of his argument I would like to make an inquiry 


at this point. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
tion and answer it if I can 

Mr. BLOUNT. One of the amendments which I believe has been 
agreed to provides the bridge to be built where the Aqueduct Bridge is 
now shall be of sufficient strength to sustain the aqueduct. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes. The aqueduct conveys the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal to the city of Alexandria 

Mr. BLOUNT. So I understand. But by this amendment for all 
future time the Government is bound to keep the bridge not only for 
the accommodation of the people passing at that point into and out of 
the District, but they are bound to keep such a structure as will sus- 
tain the aqueduc t. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The piers support the aqueduct, and then the part 
between the two piers is suspended from the bridge. 

Mr. BLOUNT. lunderstand that. But I understand also from the 


I will hear the gentleman’s ques- 


reading of the amendment that the bridge is to be constructed not solely 
for the purpose of allowing people to pass from the Virginia side to the 
District side and vice versa with their wagons and conveyances, but 
that it must be a structure of sufficient strength to sustain the aqueduct 
below. 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The aqueduct is already there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the amendment contemplates the bridge is to be 
built of sufficient strength to sustain the aqueduct. So that you give 
to the company not only this sum of money, but a guarantee that you 
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will always keep a bridge there of sufficient strength not only for the | 


purposes of travelers but for their own commercial purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Virginia 
has expired. Does the gentleman from Georgia claim the floor ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rose simply to ask some questions for information 
from the gentleman from West Virginia whose time has now expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia can now proceed in 
his own right, if he so desires, for five minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WArR- 
NER} desires the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rose to take the floor to make the in- 
quiry whether under that amendment the Government would be com- 
mitted to maintaining the canal on those piers ? 

Mr.SHELLEY. No,sir. The amendment expressly stipulates that 
it shall be at the cost of the canal company. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Without committing the Government to 
any expense in regard to it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is more than that. 
United States to make a bridge of sufficient strength not only for the 
accommodation of the persons using the bridge but for the use of the 
canal company in having the aqueduct suspended therefrom. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If there is any partnership under that 
amendment between that corporation and the Government, whereby 
the Government is obligated to contribute anything to the mainte- 
nance of the aqueduct, | am opposed to it. I am willing the corpora- 
tion should have the right to maintain its own aqueduct on these piers, 
because I conceive the piers are strong enough to support the aqueduct 

Mr. MULDROW. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But if the Government is bound to con- 
tribute to the maintenance of the aqueduct I am opposed to it. [ un- 
derstood, however, from gentlemen of the committee the Government 


is not obligated at all. I wish gentlemen would make that plain. 
Mr. MULDROW. 


It is an obligation of the | 


The right reserved to the Alexandria Canal Com- | 


pany is that they shall have the right to hang their aqueduct from the | 


piers of the bridge which they now use. That is the omy reservation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is as I have understood it. Does 
require the Government to construct a bridge to which they may attach 
the aqueduct? 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
amendment itself: 

It is further provided that the Alexandria Canal Company or its present les- 
sees shall have the right to maintain at their own cost and expense a canal 
aqueduct of the same width and depth as the one now in use, and to attach it 
to or suspend it from the said bridge, and whenever a permanent bridge shall 
be erected upon said site the same shall be of sufficient strength to sustain 
canal trunk or aqueduct. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I see that does commit the Government to 
maintaining a bridge there of sufficient strength to support that aque- 
duct for a private corporation. I do not think the Government should 
enter into any such partnership as that. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The proposition is for the Government to come in 
and buy a right to build a bridge on these piers. When they come to 
do that they find the bridge already occupied with a trunk or aqueduct 
which is suspended from the present bridge. 
sarily associated. 


To settle this matter I will read the language of the 


the 


The two things are neces- 


When the Government comes to put its new bridge | 


there in buying the canal company out and getting this cheap site fora | 


bridge they must make some concession to allow this trunk to be main- 
tained which is to be connected to some extent with the bridge. But 
the amendment also provides that the maintaining of that aqueduct or 
trunk shall be at the expense and cost of the Alexandria Canal Com- 
pany. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia will allow 
me, the distinction is right here. I do not remember just now dis- 
tinctly the present plan. But if it were only to permit the aqueduct 
to be sustained on these piers, and it could be sustained on the piers 
independently of the bridge, the piers being now strong enough to sup- 
port the aqueduct and the bridge, I should have no objection. But to 
obligate the Government to construct this bridge in such a manner as 
to support the aqueduct for this company and of sufficient strength for 
that purpose, it seems to me would bea source of trouble to ourselves 
in the future. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Of course the gentleman must see the canal com- 
pany would not consent to have this aqueduct destroyed. If by build- 
ing this bridge you should destroy the aqueduct, there should be some 
provision made to prevent such destruction. The gentleman from Ohio 
can move any amendment which he thinks is necessary. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the proposition is that the Government 
shall construct a bridge strong enough to suspend this canal aqueduct 
to it, then I think that is a partnership which the Government should 
not enter into. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The present bridge, which is avery frail structure, 
is sufficient to support the aqueduct; and of course the kind of bridge 
which the Government should build for its own purposes would sus- 
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tain the weight of the aqueduct. There will be no increased cost to 
the Government, no increased responsibility, for the structure which 
will be necessary for the purpose will support the aqueduct. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
it will require a bridge of no more strength to carry an aqueduct than 
for a public highway. If in addition to its own weight the bridge must 
be strong enough to sustain the canal, of course it must be stronger 
than for a highway simply. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The gentleman must understand that this aqueduct 
rests on the piers, and it is suspended to the bridge only in the spaces 
between the piers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 
should be made stronger. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Qf course; and the necessary strength for such a 
bridge will be sufficient to support the aqueduct without any trouble. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Of course, if you make the bridge strong 
enough, but that will add to the cost and will make the Government a 
partner with the aqueduct company owning the bridge. 


Mr. LAIRD. 


And that is just the reason why the hn 


? 
wige 


I would inquire what we are to get for this $85,000 


| to be paid to the Aqueduct Company ? 


Mr. BARBOUR. The use of the piers. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 


It seems to me that the should 


compa Vv 


pay the Government something for building a bridge to which they can 
swing their aqueduct. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Yes; but the present bridge is acknowledged to be 
frail and will not last many years. 

Mr BLOUNT. I think we have had experience eno igh with this 
canal company to be a little cautious in what we do, I hold in my 
hand the report of Colonel Abert, United States civil engineer, from 
which it appears that the Government now has 3,000 shares in this 
canalcompany. ‘Those shares were obtained inthis way: The Govern- 
ment advanced money to the canal company and was secured by 3,000 
shares of the stock of the company. The Government has those shares 
of the stock as collateral, and I am told that that stock is utterly worth- 
less. That was our first experience with this company; the stock is not 


worth a nickel to-day. 
We now have another proposition to pay this company $35,000 for the 
use of these piers, acompany whose stock is utterly worthless. We 
to pay this company, or to pay the lessees of the company, $85,000 
the use of these piers on wifich we are to construct a bridge. 
And it is carefully provided in this bill that we are to construct a 
bridge of sufficient strength from which this canal aqueduct 


ure 


for 


t can be sus 
pended. The very fact that the bill isso carefully guarded is suggestive 
of the necessity of the construction of a new bridge at an early day I 
apprehend that the present bridge is a very poor one; my information 
has been that it is an old bridge and out of repair. One of the reasen 
why Congress is called upon to pass a law authorizing the construction 


of a new bridge is the inadequacy of this present bridge 
remember the debate, for | was here at the time, upon the proposi- 

I he del I | i he proj 
tion to build a } We had no reason to apprehend that 


ridge. 








was to be built for any other purpose than for the transit between this 
District andVirginia. As the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. WARNER] has 
said, | do not want any proposition which will bring the Government 
into partnership with the canal company in this matter, ' 

I have seen the Government tricked too often by such propositions 
I do not mean by that that the honorable gentlemen who support this 
proposition on this floor would do anything knowingly to injure the 
Government. Indeed, I have not the slightest suspicion that the gen- 
tlemen who are advocating this proposition would be capable of recom- 
mending any legislation that in their opinion was untavorable to the 

| Government. But I have seen so often plausible propositions pass 
through this House, and then a few vears afterward we have learned 
that they involved some job. 

As said by my friend and colleague from Georgia | Mr. CRIs [ do 
not see why we should be in any great haste about this matte: [ cer- 
tainly can see why this bill should not pass with this provision in 
The District commissioners, who have never been scrupulous in their 
economy, who have the power of assessing taxes in this District, tell you 
that the interests of the people who are to be taxed are of sucha char 
acter that expenditures for a bridge should be made in quite another 
direction. 

By the organic act of the District these commissioners are re ed to 


{ 
submit to Congress estimates of what is needed to be done I hold that 
under that act the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to come in here with such a proposition as this 
without the recommendation of the District } tl 


law expressly contemplated that Congress should first knov 


organi it was almost incompetent for 


commissioners, whet 


of the District through those commissioners. 
Here the hammer fell 
Mr. JEFFORDS. As a member of the Committee on the District of 


Columbia I believe 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. JEFFORDS 


I am entitled to be heard. 
Debate has been exhat 


isted upon the 
I move 


to strike out the k 


ist word 
committee I 


was discussed a great deal in the ‘rom the first my own 
mind was in favor of the proposition to build a free bridge at the Three 


Sisters. This discussion, especially the remarks made by the gent 





2950 


CONGRESSIONAL 


man from ¢ Mr. WARNER], and the gentleman from Georgia who 
has just taken hisseat | Mr. BLouNT], have convinced me that my first 
nupress 1 regard to this matter was right. 
do 1 believe that the Government should enter into any contract 
1 other pa ties in regard to this matter. It seems to me the Gov- 
ernment should build a bridge and own it If the proposition giving 
the Secretary of War discretion to purchase the Aqueduct Bridge should 
be persisted in I believe we shall have no free bridge at all It is bet- 
ter to spend >220,000 than to attempt to save the $20.000 which it is 
said might be saved by making the arrangement proposed 
In the Committee on the District of Columbia I yielded an unwilling 


wsent to this provision giving to the Secretary of War discretion to buy 
this Aqueduct Bridge But the discussion here to-day has developed 
the fact that it is dangerous for the Government to undertake to build 
uphold the aqueduct This, 
1e gentleman from Ohio. Hence, 
provision of the bill in committee, I believe 

simple proposition recommended so often 
engineers—that we should build a free bridge at 
rhe matter will then bestripped of all incumbrances, 


such a structure or superstructure as will 
has | 


een demonstrated by tl 
s ribed to thi 
return to the 


rnment 





all negotiations, and we shall understand exactly what we are doing. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Nebraska 
| Mr. LAIRD 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the Government, in 
General Jackson’stime, built the Long Bridge. 


Now it transpires that 


this bridge, built by the Government, is owned by railroad companies 
I would like to inquire whether the*Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia « took into consideration the extinguishment of the ease- 
ments of the railroad companies 1n the Long Bridge, because if we 
have one bridge ope n to toot passengers and vehicles, that is enough. 


After the Government has built the Long Bridge the title turns up in 
the railr It is proposed that we shall buy the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and the title will turn up in acanal company. 
that sort of an 


oad « ompanies 


I am opposed to 
We can, as I un- 
of the gentleman from Virginia, get noth- 
ing more than an easement in the property of this corporation, and a law- 
suit in connection with the easement, I suppose 


arrangement upon business principles. 


derstand from the statement 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McComas to 
strike out *'385,000"’ and insert ‘*$50,000,’’ it was not agreed to 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the bill by striking 


out all after the word inserted,’’ in line 45, down to the colon in line 


49, and inserting, after the words *‘to be,’’ in line 49, these words: 
‘* posted in each and every tree-delivery post-office in the United States.’ 
I move further to amend by striking out, in line 50, the word ‘‘ fifteen ’’ 
and inserting five,’’ so that the amount will be $5,000 instead of 
>! > (nw) 

The CHAIRMAN The amendment will be read by the Clerk 


rhe Clerk read the amendment 

Mr. MULDROW a point of order upon the amendment. 
1 understand that the portion of the bill to which it relates has been 
passed by the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I donot so understand. If lam wrong, 
then of the gentleman is correct in his point of order. As I 
understand, the whole bill is open to amendment in any clause or line. 

The CHAIRMAN Che Chair thinks the point of order well taken 
The portion of the bill to which the gentleman proposes his amend- 
ment has been agreed to in Committee of the Whole 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I move to amend by striking out 

last word. This propositfén to appropriate $15,000 to be immedi- 
ately for investigating and making surveys relative to the 
location of this bridge between the District of Columbia and the State 
of Virginia is a question that should be carefully considered. If this 
bridge is t built, why should the United States build it? That is 


I make 


COUTsNE 


the 


avail ible 


) be pull 


the question which arises in my mind. Why should not the State of 
Virginia pay one-half of the whole expense, and why should not the 
District of Columbia pay one-half of the remainder ? 

\ MEMBER They do 

Mr WHITE, of Kentucky Is Virginia to pay one-half of the cost 
of constructing this bridge Not at all 

Mr. BARBOUR [ will say to the gentleman that the State of Vir- 
ginia has comparatively little interest in this bridge. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky {s I understood the gentleman from 
Virg Mr JOHN S. WISI there are at least two counties of that 
State very much interested in hay lng the bridge erected at the Three 
misters 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky [ will yield for a question 

Mr. TUCKER Not fora question, but for an answer 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky rhe gentleman can take the floor when 


I am through 


Mr. TUCKER [ want to answer the gentleman's question 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky Very well 
Mr. TUCKER I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky what I 


believe to be entirely true, that the constitution of the State of Virginia 


forbids that State to make appropriations for any such improvements 
as this bill contemplates 





RECORD—HOUSE. AprRiIL 14, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
answer. 
that 

Mr. TUCKER. It may beacheap answer, butif the gentleman from 
Kentucky understands that the obligations of the constitution are 
cheap, then he will probably understand the answer a little better. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I can very readily understand the gen- 
tleman’s obligations to the State of Virginia; but let me ask him what 
is his obligation to the nation? Is he to be particular about the money 
of the State of Virginia but lavish as to the funds belonging to the na- 
tion ? 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. 
suugestion 7 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
gentleman from Virginia 

Mr. TUCKER. I accept the discrimination. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
I did not make it myself. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. In answer to the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I want to state that I have never understood that the 
State of Virginia proposed to have anything to do whatever with the 
construction of this bridge. Certainly the proposition to build it by 
the State never has been made that. I am aware of; and | can shrewdly 
guess that if it had been made it would have been rejected. I under- 

| stood that the policy of building the bridge was determined upon by the 
United States Government, and the question was where should it be 
located. I understand further that the object in building it is to give 
the people in the neighborhood of this capital an opportunity to come 
to the city, as well as to give persons who desire it access to Arlington 
and the other Government property on that side of the river. I never 
pretended to say that Virginia was interested in the matter, but sim- 

| ply that the people in certain counties proximate to the bridge would be 
more convenienced by its location if it was placed higher up the river 
than if placed below the Aqueduct Bridge. I suppose when a man 
builds a bridge he consults the convenience of the people who are to 
cross it, and I do not see what Virginia’s interest is in the matter fur- 
ther than that, for she does not propose to build it now or at any time 
hereafter 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman 
changed his tune since he made his first speech. 


+ 


fore it 


[ can only say that this is a very cheap 
It does not cost the State of Virginia a cent to respond to 


Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow a 
Certainly I will yield to the handsome 


‘ . 
| Laughter. ] 
It was marked without my making it. 


from Virginia has 
When he spoke be- 
was for the benetit of the people in two counties in Virginia. 
Now he speaks for the benefit of the people who want to visit the Gov- 
ernment property over the river. Betore he drew a contrast between 
his own people in Alexandria, who derived benetit from passing over 
by the present old bridge, and showed that there was a job in that 
arrangement; and also spoke in behalf of the people in two of the 
counties of Virginia above the bridge, and in favor of the location in 


their interest at a point as close to them as possible, the Three Sisters. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk and ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as tollows 
Insert after the word “law,” in line 13 of section 2 
Provided further, That if the Secretary shall fail to procure a good title as 
ibove within the said sixty days, he shall proceed at once to construct a bridge 
at the Three Sisiers 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that the bill 
is not subject to such amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I offer an amendment to come ir 
at the place of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 
It is at the same point in the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Could it be read for information ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment may be read for information 

The Clerk read as follows 


The amendment is in order at this point in the 


It can not be offered now as a pending amend- 


Strike out in line 18, after the word ‘ 
‘ Aqueduct,” and insert 
It is further provided that as long as the Government maintains said bridge 
the Alexandria Canal Company or its present lessees shall have the right to 
maintain at theirown cost and expense a canal aqueduct of the same width and 
depth as the one now in use, and to attach or suspend it from the piers of the 
bridge.’ 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
‘supported from the piers,’ 
ment. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Is that a pending amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
is the pending amendment. The other was read for information. 
Mr. SHELLEY. If in order to do so I am willing to make thata 


law,"’ down to line 24, after the word 


I would suggest to the gentleman the words, 
’ rather than the words used in the amend- 


part of the amendment which I have offered—couple the two together 
and make them one amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| propositions combined. 


The question then will be taken upon the two 
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Mr. BLOUNT. The language is quite different. 
the obligation of the Government is at all changed. 

Mr. SHELLEY. It is simply two provisos coupled together. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The amendment offered, as I understand, 
by the committee materially changes the proposition. The piers, as | 
understand, as now constructed are strong enough to support both a 
highway bridge and an aqueduct. 
aqueduct company to use the same piers for the support of their aque- 
duct as now, and leaves the Government free, at any time it may elect 
to doso, to construct a new road bridge independently of the aqueduct, 
thus relieving the Government entirely from any obligation to support 
an aqueduct or a bridge from which an aqueduct shall be suspended; 
at the same time it leaves the right to the present canal company to use 
the piers. To that I see no objection myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SHELLEY] as modified by 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSsonN]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to have the amendment as now modified 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That if the Secretary shall fail to procure a good title as above 
within the said sixty days he shall proceed at once to construct a bridge at the 
Three Sisters. It is further provided that as long as the Government main- 
tainssaid bridge the Alexandria Canal Company or its present lessees shal! have 


the right to maintain at their own cost and expense a canal aqueduct of the same 


width and depth as the one now in use and to attach or suspend it to the piers 
of said bridge. 


I do not know that 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHELLEY. 1 move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the amendments. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I hope that motion will not pfevail. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
made a proposition a while ago, which was decided to be not in order; 
but I desire to make a few remarks upon it. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman from Ohio had 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. FOLLETT. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
proceed, 

Mr. FOLLETT. In the preparation of the District appropriation 
bill our object was to try to bring the expenditures of the District of 
Columbia within the amount of money we had to appropriate without 
at all taking into account the construction of this bridge, and the work 
which I did has been considerably reduced by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, and still for the purpose of properly conducting the affairs of 
the District of Columbia and keeping within the limits of the money 
there is to appropriate, we find it is absolutely essential to deny a great 
many things which I think ought to be allowed if there was money 
to do it, and most of which I deem much more important than the con- 
struction of this bridge. 

I am not alone in this view. The authorities in this District, the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, believe this is not the time 
to build this bridge or to make appropriations from the funds of the 
District for this purpose. If this bill passes there is substantially ap- 
propriated from $200,000 to $220,000, to be taken one-half of it out of 
the funds raised in the District of Columbia and applied to the build- 
ing of a bridge which I undertake to say not one in a hundred of the 
people of the District will have occasion to use in the next ten years. 
I may be a little out of my reckoning in that calculation, but I have 
not yet heard that there is an absolutely essentiai necessity for the 
construction of the bridge. 

There is a necessity of improving the streets. There is a necessity 
of improving the sewerage system of the District; a necessity that ap- 
plies to the health, happiness, and prosperity of the District. There 
are no approaches as yet constructed to a bridge to be built at the 
Three Sisters; and this bill provides that the State of Virginia shall 
make those approaches if we build the bridge. Further than that, sir, 
there is no provision in this bill by which we have any right to go into 
Virginia to build the piers at the other end of the bridge. 

The entire expense of this bridge is placed upon the District of Colum- 
bia and the Government of the United States, and that too without 
there being money to pay for it, unless you take it off your streets and 
off your sewers and appropriate it to this purpose. This is the only 
flexible part of the expenditure of the District of Columbia from which 
it can be taken. There is an eyesore here southeast of the Capitol 
All over the city is ademand for the improvement of the streets and the 
placing of them in such a condition as to make them desirable to live 
upon. In view of that, without any request from the District or the 
District authorities, this Congress, of its own motion and by the action 
of its committee, proposes to build this bridge. I always desire to pay 
due respect to committees when they act in obedience to a request of the 
people affected; but when they act independently of that I think each 
member of this House is placed upon his own responsibility in deter- 
mining whether or not the appropriation shall be made. If this bridge 
is built, if this appropriation is made, it is necessary that the expendi- 
tures necessary for the improvement of streets, for the improvement 


No, sir; I want to be heard for a few moments. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLErt] will 


Now this continues the right to the | 


| we are entailing an expense upon the District by passsing 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


- 
2951 
of sewers, and for securing the proper sanitary condition of the city 
should be ordered to stop or be largely reduced. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I beg pardon of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. FoLLett] for rising when he had the floor. I supposed he 
had simply risen to object to laying aside the bill for favorable action, 
without desiring to debate. In furtherance of what the gentleman 
from Ohio has said, I desire to call the attention of the committee again 
to the fact that we ought not to pass this bill until we put into it a 
clause that the State of Virginia shall pay one-half of the expense 
incurred in the construction of this bridge. I insist upon this not only 
to protect the Treasury of the United States but to protect the citizens 
of the District. 

As has been well said by the gentleman from Ohio [M1 


FOLLETT], 
this bill of 
$110,000. But I insist that you should put a proviso in the bill that 
the Secretary of War shall expend none of the money hereby appropri- 
ated until the authorities of the State of Virginia shall have given 
guarantees satisfactory to the Secretary of War that they will pay one- 


| half of the cost of the construction of this bridge, will open and con- 


struct the necessary roads to connect the said bridge with the highways 
of that State, and keep said roads in good repair and open for tree travel. 
Until that is done we ought not to passthis bill. If we do that we will 
then save to the District of Columbia $55,000, which can go to the im- 


| provement of the streets, &c., of the city. 


Mr. GOFF. I would ask the gentleman from what he has been 


| reading? 


I move to strike out the last word. I | 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I read from the bill as I want to have 
it amended. I read the amendment which I think should be put in 
the bill, providing that the Secretary should not expend any of this 
money until he had assurances from the State of Virginia that that 
State would pay one-half of thecostof this bridge; that the State of Vir 
ginia shall build roads to connect with the bridge, keep them in good 


| repair and free for travel. 


| obligates herself to pay one-half of the cost of this bridge 


I would add to the billa provision that the Secretary of War shal! not 
expend any of this money for this purpose until the State of Virginia 
If the consti- 
tution of the State of Virginia will not allow her to do that, then let 
us wait until the State of Virginia changes her constitution rhe peo- 


| ple of that State are to deriv® one-half of the benefit of this bridge, 


and why should the Treasury of the United States be required to pay 
all the bills? That is a very liberal proposition to come trom the sen- 
ior member from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] 

That gentleman says that the constitution of Virginia will not permit 
the Legislature of Virginia to appropriate any money for any such pur 
pose. So much the worse for the State of Virginia; her constitution 
ought to allow it. Her citizens are to derive the benefit of this bridge, 
as was very plainly portrayed by the very handsome gentleman f 


iin Irom 
Virginia. 

Besides, the proposals for building this bridge are to be advertised 

for in a few newspapers. It seems that this is not only to be for the 


benefit of a few people in Virginia and to tourists in the cit 
ington, all to be provided at Government expense, 
benefit also of a few newspapers. Listen to thi 


of Wash- 
but it is tobe for the 
wording of the bill 

The Secretary of War shall * * * 


advertise for plans and price for the 


on- 

struction of said bridge, such advertisement to be inserted in one or more daily 
newspapers published in Washington, D.C. 

How many daily newspapers are there in Washington? There are 


four of them, and every one of them would come in for a share of this ap- 
propriation. But it does not stop at Washington. The Secretary 
advertise also in ‘‘one or more daily newspapers published in 

New York, Cleveland, Detroit, Philadelphia, Chicago, Saint Louis, Rich- 


Is lo 


mond.’’ Under that he may advertise in every daily newspaper in 
those cities. Then there is to be appropriated $15,000 for a survey 
which ought not to cost more than $2,000 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Ido not propose to answer the re 


marks of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], because he has 
been discussing a portion of the bill which the Committee of the Whole 
has already passed upon. But on behalf of the Committee on t 
trict of Columbia I want to say a word or two in 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FoLLerr] 

That gentleman would have us believe 


e Dis- 


the 


il 


response to re- 
] 


that this is a matter for which 


the authorities of the District of Columbia have not asked, for which 
the people of the District have not asked; that it is simply some scheme 
devised and matured in the room of the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, and which Congress is asked to pass without anybody hay- 


ing asked it to take any such action. Whatever may be the views of 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia on this matter (and Ido 
not believe their views are such as the gentleman would have 


Us sup- 


: 
the 


pose), I know this fact as a member of Committee on the District 
of Columbia, that from all sections of this District there has been a de- 
mand for this bridge: that there has come from this District petition 
after petition to the committee and to the House asking for the con 


struction of a bridge across the Potomac River at this point 
Not only has it been th 
the t o1 


asked for by the people ot 


r rulers desire it or not, but it is 


ther 


‘ 


District. whe 


: matter of mven em ne 
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people of Washington and of the District. I say to the honorable gen- 
tlemen from Ohio and Kentucky that I consider it a disgrace that the 
mothers and orphans of soldiers coming here from different sections of 


the country can not get to Arlington where their fathers and brothers 
are buried without their meeting this tax now in force over the Aque- 
duct Bridge [ believe the Government owes it to them to give free 
access to the cemete ry at Arlington 

But I do not believe the objection of the gentleman from Ohio will 
apply to the bill as now propos d by the committee here is already 
in force an act of Congress appropriating $140,000 to build a bridge at 
the Three Sisters I know from personal observation that that is not 
the best point for the location of a bridge However it might accommo- 
date a few residents and farmers on the Virginia side of the river, it 
WwW ot accommodate the peop of the District of ¢ olumbia as a bridge 
low ed t he aqueduct would do 

This billast rv prepared by the committes proposes to allow the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, by the present expenditure of 
on S100, 000 (340,000 less than the amount already appropriated and 
$50,000 of which will come out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumb y acquire this Aqueduct Bridge, located at a point far more 


onvenient lor 


th the District than would be 


‘ people of 
a bridge at any other point rhis bridge can be thrown open and made 


a free bridg hich the marketing from the other side of the river 
can com the Dist: of Columbia, and over which the people of the 
Dist vo free, ait hich will provide free and convenient access 
to the athe emet t Arlington 

Here e hammer ft 

Mr. SHELLE | ask that we now have a vote. 

M BLOUNTI | hope that w ll not be done. 

M SHELLEY it is getting late. 

Mr. BLOUN' | know it is getting late, but it is never too late to 
examine « efull inv proposition to appropriat the people’s money. 

Che ¢ \IRMAN Debate has been exhausted upon the pending 
amendment 

Mr. BLOUNT | move toamend by striking out the last two words 
In 187K t Congress of the United States provided that one-half of the 


or the 


wury 


expenditures f District of Columbia should be paid out of the 
Federal Tre and the other half by taxation upon the people of the 
District Che very next year after the adoption of that provision this 
Government p iid out of the Treasury of the United States as its share 
more money than had been expended upon this District from the begin- 
ning of the Government through a period of more than seventy years. 

\t the time of the passage of that act of 1878 


alfairs 


great abuses had oc 
Congress knew the local influences which 
mpress the minds of members in reference to matters relating 
District of Columbia; and in order to establish careful guards in 
this direction they put into the organic act this language: 


eurred in District 
might 


to the 


d commissioners shall submit to the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
fis 


| yearending June 30, 1879, and annually thereafter, for his examination and 


approval, a statement showing in detail the work proposed to be undertaken 
by them iring the fiscal vear next ensuing and the estimated cost thereof; 
also the cost of constructing, repairing, and maintaining all bridges authorized 
by law across the Potomac River within the District of Columbia, and also all 


other streams 


n said District 


What is the Secretary of the Treasury to do after estimate has been 
made for the construction of bridges ? 
consideration. The next step to be taken by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury 1s thus pres ribed: 


The Secretary of the Treasury shall carefully consider all estimates submitted 
to him as above provided, and shall approve, disapprove, or suggest such changes 
in the same, or any item thereof, as he may think the public interest demands ; 
and after he shall have considered and passed upon such estimates submitted | 
to him, he shall cause to be made a statement of the amount approved by him 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The very thing we have under | 


and the fund or purpose to which each item belongs, which statement shall be | 


certified by him, and delivered, together with the estimates as originally sub- 
mitted, to the commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall transmitthe 
same to lo the extent to which Congress shall approve of said esti- 
mates Congress shall appropriate the amount of 50 per cent. thereof ; and the 
remainiog 50 per cent. of such approved estimates shall be levied and assessed 
upon the taxable property and privileges in said District other than the property 
of the I i States and of the District of Columbia. 


Congress 


nited 


These are the provisions of the organic act of 1878. Congress, under- 
standing the liability that members might be imposed upon or deceived 


and that thus improper legislation might be procured, threw out these 
outworks 


[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Believing that my colleague [ 
on the right line, I yield my time to him. 

Mr. BLOUN'T lam much obliged to my colleague 

Congress, | threw out these safeguards, requiring that before 
any expenditure of this kind should be made—before, if you please, a 
bridge should be constructed—the District commissioners should con- 
sider the question; that their estimate should be submitted to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for his examination and approval; that it should 
be by him brought to the attention of Congress, and that when this 
had been done we should pass upon the question. 

But, sir, we are abandoning these safeguards. 


Say, 


\ proposition is re- 
ported and urged here to build a bridge, although the gentleman from 
Cincinnati | Mr. FoLLetr] tells this House that the District commis- 
sioners dleclare the undertaking is not a proper one to be entered upon 


Mr. BLouNT] is | 
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at this time; that there are other conveniences and necessities of th 
people of the District to be provided for, and they suggest a postpone- 
ment of this bridge. 

Why should we not pay regard to the recommendation of the com- 
missioners? What necessity is there for the construction of this bridge 
at the present time? Whyshould we not heed the advice of the com- 
missioners, who, under the law of the land and by the appointment of 
the President of the United States, are specially charged with making 
recommendations of this character, who represent the people of this 
District, who are to pay one-half the expense of this structure ? 

Is there any great commercial necessity for this bridge? In some 
cases free bridges are important to a city in a commercial point of view, 
and for this reason the people of a city sometimes see fit to tax them- 
selves for such structures. 
that kind in this case? 
Ls directly the reverse 

My friend from Virginia 
anything for this bridge 


But can it be said that there is any reason ot 
Our information from the proper official source 


tells you that Virginia will never contribut« 
Certainly she would do so if it were impor- 
tant to her citizens that the bridge be constructed. Even the counties 
immediately interested might be authorized to tax themselves for their 
proportion. but I say there is in this case no commercial necessity 
such as sometimes suggests the erection of free bridges. I can see no 
reason why the people may not continue for a time to pay the small 
tolls that are charged at present. 

The District Committee in reporting this bill ignores the representa- 
tion of the District commissioners, who inform members of Congress 
that there is no adequate necessity for the immediate construction ot 
this bridge. Sir, 1 am not disposed to attach any special degree of 
weight to the recommendations of the District Committee when the 
gentleman from Alabama | Mr. SHELLEY], a member of that commit- 
tee, is so thoroughly identified with what I regard as a heresy in refer- 
ence to this District as to repeat the statement, refuted time and again, 
that the United States own one-half of the property in this District. 
He admits that this property lies mainly in your streets and reserva- 
tions, which the people here enjoy and which are utterly worthless 
except for purposes of that sort 

Mr. SHELLEY. The property of the Government is not entirely in 
streets and reservations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not so state; but the gentleman will admit 
that the great bulk of the property of this Government in this District 
lies in these beautiful highways and reservations- 





Mr. SHELLEY. And public buildings. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, I know there are some public buildings 

Mr. SHELLEY. And public parks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the people of Washington do not 


have to provide and maintain their parks like the people of other 
cities 


Mr. SHELLEY. 





(nd tish-ponds and agricultural establishments—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman sees fit to talk 
about ‘‘ fish-ponds’’ and matters of that kind I am willing he should 
go on without reply. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the speech of the honorable gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLounr] would have done very well in the 
original consideration of this question. Three vears ago Congress had 
this matter under consideration. At that time it was carefully and 
patiently investigated, and the question was then determined after 
mature deliberation. The commissioners of this District appeared be- 


| fore the District Committee and recommended an appropriation of 


$140,000 for the construction of this bridge which they are now op- 
posing. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. And in that connection let me say that at that 
time it was stated the appropriation then made for the construction ot 
this bridge would be ail that would be asked for it; that it was all which 
was needed. Here now, however, we have an increase of appropriation 
of something like $80,000, making $220,000 in all. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The committee have not disregarded the act of 1878 
in this matter. They have acted upon the estimated cost, as reported 
from the Engineer Department of the United States Army. That esti- 
mate was made after surveys and careful investigation. The report was 
made to the Secretary of War, and by the Secretary transmitted to Con- 
gress. This being a matter in which the District of Columbia is not 
alone interested, we took the recommendation of the engineers in charge 
of the work, looking at it in its national as well as local aspect. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise long enough in opposition to the bill 
to call attention to a provision which requires that the State of Virginia 
shall give satisfactory guarantee to the Secretary of War to open the 
roads to connect with this bridge. But, sir, I see nothing in the bill 
requiring the State of Virginia to give title to the ground on which these 
piers must rest. Is there any provision of that sort or not required ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. The owners of the property on the other side of 
the river have obligated themselves to surrender the title to the ground 
for the location of the piers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. SHELLEY. It is. 


proaches to the bridge. 


Is it a sufficient title? 
The right of way is granted to make ap- 
They are to be safe and convenient approaches 
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in connection with the neighboring highways. In reference to the | 
Aqueduct Bridge these things are already acquired. If that purchase 
is made that question is settled. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
question ? 
Mr. SHELLEY. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a | 


No, I can not. Now, this matter has been care- 
fully investigated. The gentleman from Georgia says the expenses of 
this District are increasing. Yes,theyare. The expenses of this House 
are also increasing. The expenses of the Doorkeeper of this House are 
more now than the whole expenses of the House of Representatives were 
forty years ago. Is that any good reason why we should fail to make 
the necessary appropriations for public purposes? The gentleman mis- 
takes the age and time in which we live. We have to keep our expend- 
itures up to the necessities of our progress and in accordance with our 
commerce and civilization. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, I desire to call his attention to the fact that the 
senior member from Virginia [| Mr. TUCKER ]—— 

Mr. SHELLEY. Weare protractingthis debate most unnecessarily, 
and I therefore ask for a vote on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor for five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The senior member from Virginia in 
the hearing of both sides of the House said under the constitution of 
that State the Legislature of Virginia was not permitted to make an ap- 
propriation for any part of the sum for the construction of this bridge. 


I desire to put this question to the gentleman from Virginia in my own 


time, as he would not allow me to do it in his time. If that be true, 
under what part of the constitution of Virginia do you expect that State 
will give satisfactory guarantees to the Secretary of War to construct 
and keep open the necessary roads to connect this bridge with the neigh- 
boring highways ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. The State of Virginia has not to do that, but it is 
done by the local communities. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
to do with it. The gentleman from Alabama may be familiar with the 
constitution of Virginia and Iam not. It has been stated by the senior 
and junior members from Virginia—the two handsome members from 
that State—that the constitution of that Commonwealth prohibited the 
Legislature from appropriating money for any such purpose as the con- 
struction of a bridge. It is provided here that the District cf Columbia 
shall pay one-half and the United States the other half, but the State 
of Virginia is to pay nothing. In my judgment the State of Virginia, 
which is to get most of the benefit of this bridge, should pay $110,000, 
and the United States and the District of Columbia $55,000 each. | 
should like to have some more satisfactory explanation of this matte 

than we have yet had. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’"] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
his pro forma amendment ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of calling the attention of gentlemen on this side of the House to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. FoLLETT], he having 
charge of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. There was some 
confusion at the time, and I fear it was not heard by gentlemen on this 
side of the House. This is a proposition to build a bridge and to ap- 
propriate some $80,000 in addition to the $140,000 heretofore appro- 
priated. 

Now, then, the gentleman from Ohio stated, and I want to enforce 
it, that there are works in progress in the city of Washington, and 


Alabama withdraw 


headway has been made upon them, of importance, that ought not be 


suspended; and he instanced the work on the streets and the construc- 
tion of sewers. 


haust the revenues for that year without this appropriation. Now, it 


is proper enough to build the bridge; but when you come to choose | 
between the bridge and the other works that are in progress, I can see 
without more investigation that in my opinion the bridge ought to 


wait. That is all I wanted to say, and I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I now insist upon my motion that the bill be laid 
aside and reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The question wastaken. The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 37, noes 63. 
Mr. SHELLEY. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
has voted the Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. SHELLEY and Mr. BLOUNT were appointed tellers. 


No quorum. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, 


noes 86. 
Mr. SHELLEY. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the Clerk to read the rule. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hope that we may be permitted to continue to count 
until a quorum is obtained. 
Mr. SHELLEY. 
do now rise ? 


No quorum. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the | 


The local communities have something | 


He showed that this work ought to be done in prefer- 
ence to the building of this bridge, and the proposed appropriation | 
for the next fiscal year for this purpose is more than suflicient to ex- 


The point of order being made that no quorum 


Would it be in order to move that the committee 
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The CHAIRMAN. It would. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not pending the count, would it? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask for the reading of the rule 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. SHELLEY. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
now. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I ask what would be the 
Would it have the effect of killing the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will announce that on this « 
the tellers report ayes 48, noes 87. No quorum has voted 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resume 
the chair, Mr. VANCE reported that 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
R. 3810) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
River at the Three Sisters, near Georgetown, had come to no resolu 
tion thereon. 


What would be the effect ? 
The gentleman from Alabama is counting the vote 
the motion? 


effect of 


res tion 


i 


a 
the Committee of the Whole Hous 
H 


Potomac 


FUEL 


FOR Hol 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent to offer a r 
for reference to the Committee on Accounts 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will 

The Clerk read as follows 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the 
by private contract, and without advert 
wood for immediate of the House of Represe 
made under li tion of the Cominittee 


the direc 
paid for out of the 


SE Ol 


REPRESENTATIVES 


solutlolr 


be read, subject to objectix I 


House be zed and directed to pure hase 
twenty cords of best o: 
ntatives, said purchase to be 


Accounts, and the wood to hb 


authori 
sing the relor iK 
use 
on 
of the House, 


ontingent fund 


There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Accounts. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILI 


Mr. FOLLETT, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6656) making appropriations to provide for the expenses ot 
| the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, agid recommitted to the Committee en Ap 
propriations. 


PURCHASE OF CERTAIN HOSPITAL RECORDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from th« 
President of the United read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Se 1 House of Representati 


States: which was 


| 


ana 


I transmit herewith for the consideratio1 
the Secretary of War of the Sth 


of Congress a communication fror 
t, submitting papers, cor 
sisting of a letter dated February 16, last, from Mr. Houghwout Howe, of New 
York city, presenting a proposition for the sale to the Government for the sum 
of $500 of certain hospital and other led 
in New York city in April, 1862, for the purpose of extending relief to soldiers of 
the late war; a report of anexamination made of these records by a representa- 
tive of the War Department, and a report of the Adjutant-General stating that 
the records would prove of great value to the Department in the 
claims of deserving soldiers as in detecting fraudulent 
books, &c., contain information not now of recordin the War Department 

The Secretary of War, it w be observed, recommends that a 
be made by necessary sum for 
ferred to. 


nstan copies of certain 


records pertaining to an association fourm 


settlement 
as well claims, as 
approp! 


Congress of the the purchase ol the records r¢ 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Ap $, 1884 


PINA BLANCA I 

The SPEAKER also laid House a letter 

tary of the Interior, transmitting a tracing of the plat of the survey ot 

the private land claim of Juan Montes Virgil, known as the P 

| Grant, New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee « 
Land Claims. 


AND GRANT 


before the from the Secre 
ina Blanca 
mn Pr vate 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FOLLETT, forthe remainder of the week, on account 
tant business. 


To Mr. SHELLEY, for ten days, on account of important business 


ot im por- 


REPRINT REPORT. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, the report of the Committee on the Publi 
Lands, declaring a forfeiture of lands granted to aid in the construction 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad, together with the views of the minor- 
itv, was ordered to be reprinted for the use of the Hous« 


OF A 


ENROLLED 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
reporied that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the district of Gloucester. 
And then, on motion of Mr. BARBOUR (at 
m.), the House adjourned. 


BILL SIGNED. 


> 


5 o'clock and 20 minutes 


P- 
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PETITIONS, ETC 


The Yollowing petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows 
By Mr. BAYNE: Five petitions of citizens of Pittsburgh and Alle- 


I } 


vheny. Pa., relative to education and civilization of the Indians—sev- 


erally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BUDD: Petition from the raisin-growers and others in Cali- 
fornia, in relation to the tariff on foreign raisins—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of the Maimed Soldiers and Sailors’ 
League, for an increase of pension to soldiers and sailors who have lost 


an arm or a leg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. M. Davis and others, for the enforcement of the 
eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Helen M. Whaley, of the Clinton Democrat, against 
the passage of the news-copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary 

By Mr. DIBBLE 
news-copyright bill 

By Mr 
Constable 


Petition of Yates Snowden and others, against the 
to the same committee. 

DORSHEIMER: Petition of E 
X ( 4) 
and consumers, of New York, for the reduction of taxation of import 
duties, & to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOWD: Petition of J. F 
Mecklenburg County, North Carolina, for national aid to education— 
to the Committee on Education 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Petition of George 
Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Reunion 
Association of Southwestern Michigan, asking for the establishment ofa 
branch of the National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

By Mr. EVERHARD: Petition of the Missouri Civil-Service Reform 
Association, relative to the civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service 

By Mr. GREEN: Bill for the improvement of New River, in the State 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


S. 


H. Meloy, for relief—to the 


(Also, petition of A. J. Johnson and 47 others, for the improvement of 


tiver, North Carolina—to the same committee. 

Also, petitions of B. C. Hunsucker and 53 others, of Moore County, 
North Carolina, and of Will C. Doub and 50 others, citizens of Moore 
County, North Carolina, for national aid to education—to the Commit- 
tee on Education 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of Isaac F 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of Edward Saxe Post, No. 135, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, and of J. W. Apple- 


BI } 
ACK 


. Quinby, for a pension— 


Blythe and 22 others, citizens of 


Jaffray & Co., Arnold, 
.and many others, merchants, manufacturers, bankers, | 


ton Post, No. 116, Department of Wisconsin, relating to pensions and in | 


support of the report of the committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public—severally to the same committee. 
yers, Ga., and of Judge James Jackson and others, of Atlanta, Ga., 
in favor of the Blair educational bill—severally to the Committee on 
Education 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Bay City, Mich., rel- 
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By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of John Musser Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Orangeville, Ill., for amendment to pension laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph N. Daw- 
son and others, and of John T. and Sarah A. De Sellum—severally to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of 
Joseph H. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Petition of citizensof Livingston and of the Yel- 
lowstone Valley, praying for the division of Gallatin County and for the 
establishmentofanew county, &c.—tothe Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of W. H. Stevens and others, to so 
amend pension laws as to give a pension to widows who, having received 
a pension, have remarried, and whose second husband has died—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Freeman McGilveny Post, No. 30, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for a pension to Edith M. Nichols—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolutions of Williamsburg Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, relating to pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, protest against the news-copyright bill 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of T. S. Cox and 400 others, citizens of 
Lawrence and Dade Counties, Missouri, in favor of the Blair educational 
bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MURPHY : Joint resolutions of the State of Iowa, relative 
to applications for pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Joseph R. Keene and others, relative 
to an increase of pension, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'HARA: Memorial of citizens of Warren County, North 
Carolina, asking for national aid to popular education—to the Commit- 
tee on Education. 

Also, memorial from the Missouri Civil-Service Reform Association, 
relative to the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. J. J. O.NEILL: Resolution of the Missouri Civil-Service Re- 
form Association, relative to the civil service—to the same committee 

By Mr. PRYOR: Petition of the grand jury of the circuit court of the 
United States at Huntsville, Ala., asking for the erection of a public 
building at that place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


to the Committee on 


| Grounds. 


By Mr. PUSEY: Joint resolution of the State of Iowa, relative to 


| pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Remonstrance of John B. Clark and others, 
publishers, of Manchester, N. H., against the passage of the news-copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Two petitions of citizens of Portland, Me., relative 
to the civil service—to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 


| Service. 
By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of G. M. Jones and others, of Con- | 


By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Governor George Stoneman, of 


| California, and others, for the modification of the act of August 5, 1882, 
| so as to admit to the Navy graduates from the Naval Academy of 1881 


ative to the Chinese restriction act—to the Committee on Foreign | 


Affairs 

By M1 
the Republic, Hannibal, Mo., relative to pension, &c. 
tee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Joint resolutions of the General As- 
sembly of theState of Iowa, in relation to the jurisdiction of the United 
States circuit court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
for placing ex-prisoners of war on the pension-roll—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions 


—to the Commit- 


Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of _owa, 
for free homes for the surviving soldiers and sailors of the late war— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. HEPBURN: Joint resolutions of the General Assembly of | H. Caldwell and 49 others, of Washington Township, Belmont County, 


the State of Iowa, for the speedy disposition of applications for pen- 
sions—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
for placiyg the names of ex-prisoners of war on the pension-roll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


W. H. HATCH: Resolutions of Post No. 43, Grand Army of 


and 1882—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the Legislature of the Stateof Kansas, 
praying for a settlement of claims for Indian depredations—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Barnhill Post, No. 162, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Illinois, for the consideration of the re- 
port of the Grand Army of the Republic on pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. SHELLEY: Memorial for the relief of the freedmen of the 
Chickasaw Nation of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of John Gray and associ- 
ates, proposing to remove obstructions to navigation at Sabine Pass, 
Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of Mr. Florida Kennedy, relative to a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of P. Shafer and 39 others and of A. 


Ohio, asking for the restoration of the wool duty of 1867—severally to 
the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of John N. Clark and 37 others and of Seth Marlatt 
and 27 others, asking for the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool— 


| severally to the same committee. 


Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 


in relation to the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
for free homes for the surviving soldiers of the United States in the 
late rebellion—-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Lieut. Oscar J. Converse, in relation to his proper 
retirement—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

$y Mr. A. 8S. HEWITT: Petition of importers of tea into New York, 
Boston, and Philadelphia, in favor of H. R. 5678—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 


By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petitionof Dr. John W. Hitchcock, for allow- 
ance of arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of W. B. McGill and others and 
of William F. Quinn and 49 others, citizens of Washington County, 
Ohio, asking for the restoration of the tariif of 1367 on wool—severally 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of Gerard D. 
Moore and of George D. Wiltshire—severally to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Remonstrance of George M 
Crosse, Wis., against 


Read, of La 
the passage of the news-copyright bill—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of E. B. Cornwall Post, No. 63, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Wisconsin, relating to pensions and bounties— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of the executive committee of the Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Reunion Association, and of C. O. Gregory, Alfred A. Key, 
and others, citizens of Centreville, Mich., asking for the establishment 
of a Michigan branch of the National Soldiers’ Home in Michigan— 
severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 15, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BuLtock, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the following enrolled bills, 
heretofore signed by the Speaker of the House of -Representatives: 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; and 

A bill (S. 874) to further suspend the operation of section 5574 of the 
Revised* Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to guano 
islands. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The condition of our seacoast defenses and their armament has been brought 
to the attention of Congress in my annual messages, and I now submit a special 
estimate of the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, transmitted by the Sec- 
retary of War, for a permanent annual appropriation of $1.500,000 to provide the 
necessary armament for our fortifications. 

This estimate is founded upon the report of the gun-foundery board, recently 
transmitted, to which I have heretofore invited the early attention of Congress 

In presenting this estimate I do not think it necessary to enumerate the con- 
siderations which make it of the highest importance that there should be no 
unnecessary delay in entering upon the work, which must be commensurate 
with the public interests to be guarded and which will take mueh time 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 11, i884 

MILITARY RECORDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of Warof the 5th instant, submitting copies of certain papers, con- 
sisting of a letter dated February 16, last, from Mr. Houghwout Howe, of New 
York city, presenting a proposition for the sale to the Government for the sum 
of $5,500 of certain hospital and other records pertaining to an association founded 
in New York city in April, 1862, for the purpose of extending relief to soldiers of 
the late war; a report of an examination made of these records by a representa- 
tive of the War Department, and a report of the Adjutant-General stating that 
the records would prove of great value to the Department in the settlement of 
claims of deserving soldiers, as well asin detecting fraudulent claims, as the 
books, &c., contain information not now of record in the Department 

The Secretary of War, it will be observed, recommends that an appropriation 
be made by Congress of the necessary sum forthe purchase of the records re- 
ferred to. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 14, 1884. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
Signal Officer of the Army, submitting a plan and estimate for a fire- 
proof building for an office suitable for the uses of the Signal Service; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the Ist instant, in- 
formation relating to the office of marshal for the middle and southern 
districts of Alabama and concerning the person now exercising the du- 
ties of that office; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a certified copy of the record in the case of Chairs 
et al. vs. The United States (the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 
Florida); which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a tracing of the plat of survey of uncon- 
firmed private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico, No. 124, 
known as the Pefia Blanca grant, Juan Montes Vigil, claimant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication will be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, which will not be printed, being a 
mere tracing, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a joint resolu- 
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tion of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, urging such a modi- 
fication of existing law as shall increase the amount [$500] determin- 
ing the jurisdiction of the circuit court of the United States in certain 
cases commensurate with the increase of commercial interests and busi- 
ness of the courts and the demands of the people. 

The Chair understands that a resolution identical with this was pre- 
sented yesterday by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. If there 
be no objection, this joint resolution will be referred without further 
reading to the Committee on the Judiciary. All these papers are 
transmitted to the Chair officially, and the Chair therefore feels bound 


| to lay them before the Senate. 


The Chair presents a telegraphic copy, certified by the secretary of 
state, of aresolution passed by the Legislature of the State of California, 
urging the speedy passage of the Chinese immigration legislation now 
pending before Congress. It will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as tollows: 

SACRAMENTO, CAI April 4, 1884 
To the President of the United States Senate, Washington D. ¢ 

Iam authorized to inform you that the Legislature of the State of California 
has passed the following senate concurrent resolution relative to the speedy pas- 
sage of the Chinese restriction act now pending in Congress 

** Whereas there are now pending in the Senate of the United States and inthe 
House of Representatives certain measures which will tend to relieve the State 
of California from the continued immigration of Chinese, 

“Resolved, That itisthe sense of the senate of the Legislature of California (the 


| assembly concurring) that the Congress of the United States should, without un- 


necessary delay, pass the amended Chinese restriction bill now pending before 
that body 

‘* Be it further resolved, That the governor be requested to forward a copy of the 
foregoing resolutions to each of our Senatorsand Representatives in Congress.”’ 

THOS. L. THOMPSON, Secretary of State 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be laid upon the 
table, the bill upon the subject having been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of New 
Tacoma, Wash., praying that the land grant relating to the Cascade 
division of the Northern Pacific Railroad may be continued and deliv- 
ered upon the completion of that road to Puget Sound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of Kearny Post, No. 48, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of East Wallingford, Vt., urging the adoption of the 
recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memogial of Leslie Thorn, George Hansener, 


| and Henry Rappold, of Buffalo, N. Y., editors of The Truth, remon- 


strating against the passage of the news-copyright bill now before Con 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Anna Burrington, of Man- 
chester, N. H., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER presented the memorial of H. N. Mather, of Saginaw 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to copynght news 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Post No. 210, of Michigan, relative to further legislation in 
regard to pensioning ex-soldiers; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Detroit, Mich., in favor of the enactment of a law suspending tl! 
coinage of silver dollars for at least two years and discontinuing the 
issue of all bills of less denomination than $5; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented resolutions adopted by the Dick Mason 
Post, No. 304, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lowell, Ohio, favoring 
the passage of certain pension laws; which were referred to the Comi- 
mittee on Pensions 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of O. M. Moore, editor and pro- 
prietor of The Phonograph, at Phillips, Me., remonstrating against thie 
copyright-news bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of P. Wise, inspector « 
and Daniel Fry, inspector of boilers, of Apalachicola, Fila. T 
tion respectfully asks Congress to increase the salaries of the United 
States local inspectors of steam vessels at that place to the sum of 
$1,200 per annum, and is accompanied by a statement of the number 
of vessels and the amount of inspection at that port. When the proper 
order is reached I shall introduce a bill which accompanies the petition 
I move that the petition be referred to th ; 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of citizens of Daviess County, 
Indiana, formerly soldiers in the late war of the rebellion, and a res 


lution adopted by Boothroyd Post, No. 31, Grand Army of th 


e Committee on Commerce 


) 
Repub- 
lie, Delphi, Ind., in favor of the passage of a bill for the equalization 
of bounties; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

He also presented the memorial of Wiiliam C. Talcott and other edi- 
tors, citizens of Valparaiso, Ind., and the memorial of James J. Lash 
of Albion, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the news-copy- 
right bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also presented a petition of survivors of the Mexican war, praying 
for the passage of a bill granting them pensions; which was referred to 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mi 


chester 


BLAIR. I present the memorial of Kendall & Ladd, of Man- 
N. H., and the memorial of John B. Clark, editor of the Man- 
chester Era, the journal having the largest weekly circulation in New 


England, I think, remonstrating against the passage of the proposed 
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SURETIES OF J. 0. RAWLINS. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
ask that the bill (S. 329) for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. 
Rawlins be recommitted to that committee, together with the report 


| accompanying the bill. 


news-copyright bill. I move that the memorials be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, 
praying for the location of a soldiers’ home in the State of lowa; which | 
was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the executive 


committe 


of the Civil Service Reform Association of Missouri, urging 
the repeal of the act of May 15, 1820, and acts supplementary thereto, 


by which the tenure of certain administrative offices was fixed at four | 


years; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 


trenchment 


TT 


He also presented resolutions adopted by the Davenport (lowa Acad- 
emy of Natural Sciences, protesting against any amendment or change 
n the existing patent laws that will shorten the period of the existence 
of a patent or will in any manner obstruct the inventor’s control of his 
invention; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the L. G. Ireland Post, No. 
118, Grand Army of the Republic, of Sibley, lowa, indorsing the rec 


the Republic for certain amendments to the pension laws; 
referred to the Commiuttec 
Mi ALSON 


Trade of Burl 


which were 
on Pensions 


1 also present resolutions adopted by the Board of 


hy lls now, pene 
Lil how na 





in both Houses of Congress proposing certain mod- 
nd changes in the laws relating to patents, which I ask may 


ihcations 


lie on the table 

Mr. HAWLEY. Those petitions have been coming in considerable 
numbers, and should be sent to the Committee on Patents instead of 
he ing left on the table 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I ask that the memorial be 


referred. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Patents 
Mr. COCKRELL 
April, 1884, by members of Colonel Grover Post, No. 78, Department 
of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, at Warrensburg, Mo., in- 
dorsing the recommendations made to Congress by the committee on 
pensions of the national body of the Grand Army of the Republic and 
requesting legislative action to carry them into effect, and also recom- 
mending that General A. J. Smith be placed on the retired-list of the 
(Army with the rank of major-general. I move that the resolutions be 
referred to the 


TIS 


Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to, 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAWES I ask the Senate to take up now for consideration the 
bill (8.1755) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation 
of Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure the re- 


linqguishment of the Indian title to the remainder, of course yielding to 
any morning business 
The PRESIDENT } The Senator 


from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate now consider the bill indicated 


oOo tt mpore 


by him Is there objection ? 
Mr. CALI I object 
Mr. DAWES 1 understand there 


re is further morning business and 
| withdraw my request 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is withdrawn. 


REPORTS OF 


Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill 1832) for the relief of William C. Dodge, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. BLAIR. I am directed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor, to whom was referred the bill 654) to provide for a commis- 
sion on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, to report it without 
amendment, and to accompany the report, as a part of the report, with 
sundry statements made before the committee on the subject. I ask 
that the report be printed and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill 675) to extend the benefits of section 4 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending June 30, 1866,’’ approved March 3, 1865, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Ir. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian 
referred the bill LOOS 


COMMITTEES 


— 


S 


~~ 


Affairs, to whom was 
for the relief of the Nez Percé Indians, in the 
Territory of Idaho, and of the allied tribes residing upon the Grand 


Ronde Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon, reported it with an 
amendment 


~ 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 463) to provide for coinage at the branch 
mint at Denver, Colo., reported it with an amendment. 


ommendations made by the pension committee of the Grand Army of 


I present two resolutions adopted on the 5th of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 2043) for the relief 
of Mrs. Maria L. Strong; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2044) granting a pension to Richard 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 2045)-for the 
relief of the Eastern Presbyterian church, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2046) for the relief of Rittenhouse 
Moore, of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


| accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


lington, Iowa, protesting against the passage of certain | 


joint resolution No, 224 at this time. 


~ 


Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2047) amending section 4414 of the 
Revised Statutes, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in the several districts of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SURPLUS DEPOSIT 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

are now in order. 


WITH THE STATES. 


Concurrent and other resolutions 
Under the rules the Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GArR- 
LAND]. It willbe read. [Apause.] The Chair understands that the 
indorsement on the back of the resolution is erroneans. It appears on 
the Journal, the Chair understands, that the resolution was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
the call of 
up. 


That was the order. 


‘* concurrent and 


At a subsequent day under 
other resolutions ’’ I shall move to take it 


WITHDRAWAI 
On motion of Mr. PIKE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William Bowen be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate for the use of the Committee o 
of the House of Representatives 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


Ordered, That Stephen N. Smith have permission to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate original letters patent granted him in the United States and in 
Canada for improvement in machines for making lacing-hooks. 


OF PAPERS. 


n the District of Columbia 


PAUL STROBACH. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: which was read: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary pe directed to inquire and 
report whether Paul Strobach, whose confirmation as marshal of the middle 
and southern judicial districts of Alabama has been rejected by the Senate, is 
now discharging the duties of that office, and whether he is entitled to execute 
the powers and duties of such office in the place of M. C. Osborne 
pended by order of the President in the vacation of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. [ask that that resolution be printed and go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
go over until to-morrow. 


Committee on the 


, who was sus- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 503) to in- 
crease the endowment of the University of Alabama from the public 
lands in said State. 


ENROLLED BILI 


The message alsoannounced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the district of Gloucester; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore 


SIGNED 


CINCINNATI LAW LIBRARY. 

I ask the consent of the Senate to consider House 
It ison the Calendar, having been 
reported yesterday from the Committee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate consider at this time the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 224) granting certain publications to the Cincinnati law li- 
brary. Is there objection to the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the letter of the Secretary of the Interior be 
read for information, reserving the right to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore If there be no objection the letter 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 11, 1884. 

Replying to your communication of the 10th instant, inclosing a joint 
resolution of the House providing that certain documents shall be supplied by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the Cincinnati law library 
inform you that the only documents enumerated therein t 


SIR 


I have the honor to 


that can now be fur- 





1834. 





nished by this Department are a partial set of those that are usually denomi- 
nated Congressional documents, embracing the journals and executive and mis- 
cellaneous documents and the reports of the committees of the two Houses of 
Congress. . 

Of these documents the Department can furnish such as belong to the last six 
Congresses and a portion of certain of the preceding Congresses. The Depart- 
ment can also supply a partial set of the Annals of Congress. The surplus copies 
of the Reports of the Supreme Court remaining after the distribution directed 
by law is made are delivered to the Librarian of Congress, to be deposited in 
the Congressional Library. I have no information that the reports of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States are held for distribution by any De- 
partment of the Government. one 

The Revised Statutes and the Statutes at Large are now distributed by the 
honorable the Secretary of State. The Congressional Globe and REcorD have 
never been printed for distribution by any Department of the Government, most 
of the Departments being obliged to purchase from the Government Printersuch 
as are required for their own official use. Such as are still available for dis- 
tribution are in the hands of the Public Printer. 

It is therefore evident that but a small portion of the documents named in the 
resolution can be supplied by this Department. It is suggested, in order to se- 
cure the object desired, that the resolution be amended in such way as to pro- 
vide that in case the documents enumerated are not at the disposal of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior he shall be authorized to call for the same upon any De- 
partment or office of the Government from which they may be procured, orthat 
the names of the several officers in whose charge the documents are now held 
be inserted in the resolution. 

Very respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary 

Hon, JoHN SHERMAN, United States Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I must necessarily reserve the right to object 

until I hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willexplain it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the Senator make some 
explanation of it. I make this point: It reads: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to furnish and deliver to the Cincinnati law library two complete sets of the 
Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, of the circuit and district | 
courts of the United States 

Then, in addition— 

Two complete sets of the Revised Statutes and Statutes at Large; a complete 
set of the Annals of Congress, of the Congressional Globe and the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, of the Journals of the Senate and House of Representatives; and 
to enable him to comply with this resolution he is authorized to call upon and 
receive from any Department or office any of such books which can be supplied 
without inconvenience to the Government. 

The joint resolution directs him to furnish all these books; in other 
words, to purchase at the expense of the United States two full sets of 
the Supreme Court Reports and of the reports of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States which have never been published by the 
Government for distribution, and then two sets of the Revised Statutes 
and of the twenty-two volumes of Statutes at Large, the price alone of 
which I believe is $5 apiece. 

Mr.SHERMAN. TheSenator has totally misunderstood the measure 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isthe effect of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Missouri will 
suspend for a moment the Chair will ask if there is unanimous con- 
sent for this discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope now that consent will be given to take up 
the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the discussion will proceed by unanimous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator totally misunderstands the scope of 
the resolution as it will be construed by the Department and as it reads 
upon itsface. It only provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
deliver to the Cincinnati law library one set of the documents named 
if he has them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I beg pardon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me go on and finish my statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the very point. In regard to the other 
books it does not make any such provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the legal construction. There is no pro- 
vision here for the purchase of anything; there is no appropriation made 
for the purchase of anything. There is no pretense, either on the part of 
the other House which passed the resolution or the Committee on the 
Library which reported it or the Secretary of the Interior in construing 
it that he would be required to purchase these books. E 

The resolution was sent to the Secretary of the Interior in the usual 
way for any intimation of amendment that he might propose. He pro- 
posed an amendment that was adopted by the Committee on the Li- 
brary and which is inserted at the close. If the Senator wishes to guard 
against such a construction of the resolution as that it means that he 
shall buy these books I have no objection to inserting the proper words, 
although I do not think it necessary. 

Let me state to the Senate that the books of the Cincinnati law li- 
brary, a ‘public library owned largely by the lawyers of Cincinnati but 
open to all the courts of the county of Hamilton, the courts of the State 
ot Ohio, and of the United States. all of which are held in the city ot 
Cincinnati, were burned by the mob in the destruction of the court- 
house. Every book was destroyed, and the lawyers are now calling for 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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subscriptions and are gathering books together and will soon replace 
that library, which was said to have been the best law library in the 
United States. Atall events it was the best one west of the mountains, 
and was a great monument of law learning, probably better than the 
law library here in the Capitol. Certainly they thought so at any rate 
It was estimated to be worth $100,000. They propose now by their 
private contributions and in various ways to gather enough money to 
buy books to restore that library. It was thought that as Congress dis- 
tributed a certain portion of public documents to the various Depart- 
ments this law library might properly call upon Congress to contribute 
such books as it had in its possession which would tend to aid them in 
gathering together a library. The joint resolution was simply intro 
duced for that purpose. I have no doubt that this law library had all 
the books which are mentioned in the joint resolution, and to the ex 
tent that Congress could give them those books from among the surplus 
books in the different Departments it would aid that much in the res 
toration of that valuable law library. That is all there is of it 

It is not expected or intended that the Department of the Interior 
will be called upon to purchase any book whatever, but only to receive 
such as are in the different Departments. At the suggestion of the 
Secretary of the Interior the latter clause has been inserted, so that 
he can call upon the different Departments and offices for such books 
as may be properly spared, and send them to Cincinnati At his sug 
gestion a provision was inserted, so as to read 

And to enable him to comply with this resolution he is authorized to call upot 
and receive from any Department or office any of such books as can be supplied 
without inconvenience to the Government 

If the Senator desires to make it clear, let it read ‘‘ without cost *’ o1 

‘without purchase.”’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have an amendment which I will suggest to the 
Senator 

Mr. WILSON. I will suggest to the Senator from Ohio, if he will 
allow me, that he add to the resolution these words 

jut no purchase of said books shall be mad at the ¢ xpense of the United 


States 


Mr. COCKRELL. I was just going to suggest an amendment which 
I think will cover it probably at a better place, which is to make the 
first part of the resolution read: 

hat the Secretary of the Int« ridt be, and he is her by, authorized and directed 
to furnish and deliver to the Cincinnati law library, if the same can be dor 


without inconvenience, from publications on hand belonging to the Gover 
ment, and without cost to the Government, two sets, &&« 


Mr. SHERMAN I have no objection to that amendment 

Mr. COCKRELL Let the words I have suggested be inserted in 
that part of the resolution, so as to apply to the whole thing 

Mr. SHERMAN. I havea letter here trom Mr. Rutus King, who 
is president of the Law Library Association, stating that they do not 
expect the Government to contribute anything except such documents 
as may be on hand and not needed by it and which can be conveniently 
spared, and he puts the same construction upon the resolution. But 
there is no objection to the amendment in either form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest the amendment 
point more fully probably 

Mr. WILSON. I am not particular which form of amendment is 
adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let my amendment be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I think the amendment I have suggested probably 
effects the purpose as clearly as the other, possibly more so, by simply 
adding the words 


1 think it covers the 


The joint resolution is not yet be 


But no purchase of any of said books shall be made at the expense of the 
United States 

Mr. SHERMAN I am willing to have either orboth. If it is neces- 
sary I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. I supposed it had been taken up 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


imous consent. 


It can only be taken 1 p by unan- 
The Chair asked for unanimous consent, and then 
unanimous consent was given for debate upon the question of giving 
unanimous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN I ask for unanimous consent to proceed to the con 
sideration of the joint resolution. We can now dispose of it readily 

“he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution referred to? The Chair hears none 
It is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on the Library ree- 
ommend an amendment, which will be read 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, after the word *‘ Representatives,” 


Is there objection tothe present con- 


the committee re port tos rike out the words 
1nd copies of any other documents and publications made by the 1 ted States 
‘ any of the Departments 


(nd to insert 


And to enable him to comply with this resolution he is authorized to ea ol 


und receive from any Department or office any of such books 





oe 


o)i{ 


—* 


) 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment 
Mr. WILSON I move as an amendment to the amendment of the 
committee the words which I stated 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore 


The Chair finds that theamendment 
1y the Senator from Iowa comes in in another part of the res- 


pl 
olutfon 
My 


oposed 


SHERMAN 


imenament 
In 


I trust the Senate will allow the vote to be taken 
Chie amendment was suggested by the Secretary 
and I suppose there is no objection to it 
The words, should follow the 
I think, sothat both publications may be 


on fil 


¢ +) ; 
ol Le 


Mi 


words 


ero! 


HOAR 


Annals of Congress,’ 


Debates of Congress.”’ 


included 
The PRESIDENT pro ten 
on and 
committe Che que 
led by the committee 
The amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro t 
‘| moves an amendment 
The CHIEF CLERK It 


tollowing words 


pore That comes in in another part of the 
ite to the amendment recommended by the 
is on agi iw to the amendment 


resoiut does not 


reli 


*<T} Pell 


10D recom- 


ent 
was agrTes a to 


senator 


mpore. The WiL- 


which will be read 


from Iowa [ Mr. 


proposed to add to the joint re solution the 


ade 


tno pur se en se of the United 


at the expen 


The PRESIDENT pro tem 


amendment 


Phe 


question 1s OI 


1 agreeing to this 


t was agreed to 


amecnamel \ 
PRESIDENT pi rhe amendment suggested by the 
from Massachusetts | Mr. HOAR] will be now reported. 

HIEF CLERK In line the F 
t the words *‘and Debates ;”’ 
Anna 


ENT pro tempore. TI 


i 


0 tempore 


9, alter t 


Annals,’ it 
} 


word 18 pro- 
sO as to reac 
mpilete set of the 


PRESI 


nendment 


and Debates of Congress 


1 question 1s On agreeing to this 


rhe amendment was agreed to 
Mr. COCKRELL In lines 6 and 7 I move to strike out the words 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States. Those re- 


ports never have been printed for distribution 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Secretary of the Interior states already that 
they have never been published by the Government. I have no objec- 
tion to having those words stricken out, because the reports are not on 
hand 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
amendment of 
the circuit and district courts of the 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr.COCKRELL. Nowlaskthat the resolution be read as amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
formation as amended. 
Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Che question is on agreeing to the 
the Senator trom Missouri, striking out the words ‘‘ of 
United States.’ 


The resolution will be read for in- 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
und directed to furnish and deliver to the Cincinnati law library two complete | 
sets of the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States; two complete 
sets of the Revised Statutes of the United States and Statutes at Large 


, & a - 
plete set of the Annals and Debates of Congress, of the Congressional Giobeand 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD, of the Journals of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives; andto enable him tocomply with this resolution he is authorized to 
call upon and receive from any Lx partment or offic eany of suc h books which can 
be supplied without inconvenience to the Government, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor: The joint resolution is still open to 
amendment. 

Che joint resolution was re ported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me that the resolution is rather incon- 
sistent initsterms. The Secretary of the Interior is required to furnish 
and deliver these books to the Cincinnati law library. 
fied and the titles of them are given. He is directed te call upon 
those Departments that may have them for distribution to enable him 
to comply with this direction. It appears to me that the subsequent 
amendment that there shall be no cost or expense to the United States 
Government in carrying out the resolution does not relieve the Secre- 
tary of the Interior from the absolute direction to furnish and deliver 
these books that is contained in the first part of the resolution. 

I suppose the intention of the Senator from Ohio is merely to author- 


ize the Secretary of the Interior to furnish from the archives and col- | 


lections of the Government such of these publications as can be spared 
without impairing the collections of the Government and without ex- 
pense to the Treasury. If that is the case, it ought to say so. As itis 
now it is inconsistent. There is an absolute mandate on him in the first 
place to furnish and deliver these books, and the fact that there is to 
be no expense to the Government does not relieve him from the com- 
h is contained in the first part of the resolution. 


mand of Congress whicl 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest an amendment which I think will meet 


the objection and make it plain. I propose to insert after the word 
library,’’ in line 5, the words 
If the same can be done without inconvenience from publications on hand be- 
longing to the Government, and without cost to the Government, 
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So as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to furnish and deliver to the Cincinnati law library, if the same can be done 


without inconvenience, &c. 

I think that would make it perfectly plain and carry out the Sena- 
tor’s idea. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have noobjection toany such amendment. This 
resolution was sent to the Secretary of the Interior and he did not ob- 
ject to the form, and only proposed one amendment. It isa resolution 
from the other House. I think if I had been drawing the resolution 
I should have made it much shorter than it is. I have no objection to 
adding the clause suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move then the amendment which I suggested 
It makes it plain and meets the objection, and does not change the in- 
tention or purpose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri is not now inorder, being a proposition to amend 

| a different part of the resolution from the amendments made as in Com 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can offer it after the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole have been concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in th: 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. If there be no ob 
jection the question will be taken on all of the amendments at once. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move to strike out after the word ‘au 
thorized,’’ in line 4, the words ‘‘ and directed;’’ and after the 
‘to furnish’’ to strike out the words ‘‘and deliver;’’ 


words 
so as to read 


That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized to furnish 
to the Cincinnati law library 


the words: 

If the same can be done without inconvenience from publications on hand be- 
longing to the Government, without cost to the Government. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I supposethe main object in drawing that language 
was that the Secretary of the Interior would send these books as he could 
through the mails free withafrank. This might require him to deliver 
them here. However, we can arrange that or pay the postage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELI 

The amendment was agreed to. 


And then to insert after the word ‘‘ library ”’ 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


CORRECTION OF AN ERROR. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following concurrent resolution: 


Whereas in Senate bill 1063, entitled “A bill to amend the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, and for ot her purposes,” which passed the Sen- 
ate on the Ist day of April, 1884, in that clause of said bill amending section 549 of 
said Revised Statutes by an error of the print is described as “ section 459,’ and 
with such error said bill has passed the House of Representatives and been en- 
rolled: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate 


the House of Representatives concurring 


, That the figures 
in said act descriptive of said section of the Revised Statutes relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be changed from ‘* 459" to “*549.”’ 

This is a simple transposition of figures describing a section to be 

| repealed. Iask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from Tennessee think that the 
difficulty can be reached by a concurrent resolution, the bill having 
passed both Houses in the method prescribed by the Constitution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I see no reason why it may not. “The suggestion 
was made by the Committee on Enrolled Bills that that was theshortest 

and best method of remedying it, and I see no reason why it will not 
do. The bill has not gone to the President yet, and I suppose a con- 
current resolution would enable us to change those figures and sead it 
to the President in the form that it should have been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that the Chair is under the impression that such 
a resolution would have to pass by unanimous consent, inasmuch as it 
violates the rule in regard to enrolled bills, which must be signed by 
the presiding officers of the two Houses after they are enrolled accord- 
ing to the truth and then presented to the President. This of course 
would be a violation of the rule, inasmuch as the bill is to be changed 
after the signatures. 
| Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to changing it to a joint resolu- 

tion, which will meet the objection, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks if the bill has not 
been sent to the President that a concurrent resolution directing a re- 

| enrollment of the bill, and then it being re-signed by the presiding ofti- 
cers of the two Houses, it would become operative, providing also that 
the other bill should not be presented to the President. 
| a suggestion of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam inclined to adopt the suggestion of the Chair, 
by reforming the resolution so as to conform to the suggestion made by 

| the Chair. My only object is to correct the error. 

The PRESIDENY pro tempore. If there be no objection then th 


That is only 


| Senator from Tennessee can withdraw his resolution and offer it again 
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in the form he desires. If there be no objection the concurrent resolu- 
tion will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Sooner than reform the resolution, I believe if there 
be no objection other than that which I see now I will simply change 
it to a joint resolution and let the resolution stand as it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. So it would. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
surmounted by asking unanimous consent to the adoption of this reso- 
lution as a concurrent resolution. Of course the practice is a very dan- 
gerous one. The assertion that this was an error in the description of 
a section of a statute would not change or in any way modify the danger 
that might result from this practice; because, after a bill has passed 
both Houses in the method prescribed by the Constitution, if we can 
change by concurrent resolution any of its terms, there is no limit to 
what might be accomplished by the procedure that is now proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee. We might change an appropriation of a 
thousand dollars to a million in the same way. But | assume that by 
unanimous consent and the agreement that this was an error of the 
clerk or of description in the enrollment the difficulty might perhaps be 
overcome. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that it 
seems from the statement of the Senator from Tennessee that the error 
was in the original draught of the bill as printed, and the bill therefore 
was ordered to be engrossed with this error in it, the Senate adopting 
the error, and it was not any fault of the clerk. So the bill is now 
truly enrolled as it was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is certainly true. I holdin my hand the orig- 
inal bill as it came from the Printer and as it passed, and in respect to 
this particular matter it reads: 

That section 549 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and in lieu of said section the following 
is enacted: 

“ Sec, 459 ’— 

And then proceeds the section as amended. The error is apparent. 
I read from the bill held in the hand of the Clerk at the time it was 
acted upon and at the time it passed. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator trom Kansas speaks of a bill passing both 
branches in the manner prescribed by the Constitution. The Consti- 
tution prescribes that we shall make rules how it shall pass; and I sup- 
pose that any bill which has gone through the several forms will be 
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That would requite the signature of the President | 


It appears to me that the difficulty can be better | 


presumed to have been passed according to our rules, because if it does | 


not in point of fact conform to the printed rules it conforms to a rule 
in which all of us acquiesced at the time. Ifa bill gets through with 


the proper enrollment and signatures it must be assumed to have gone | 


according to our rules; that is, either our established rules or those es- 
tablished rules modified by common consent. Therefore if this bill 
ever gets through and appears enrolled with the proper signatures, it 
has got through both branches and will be presumed to have get threugh 
both branches in the manner prescribed by the Constitution, the only 
manner being according to the rules which the Constitution permits 
both Houses to establish for themselves either as standing rules or rules 
for the time being. Hence the suggestion of the Chair that it be re- 


enrolled and re-signed will carry it to the end in the proper way and | 


reach precisely what the Senator from Tennessee is seeking for; and it 
seems to me he will reach it in the shortest and safest way by requiring 
a re-enrollment. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am informed by the clerks at the desk that this 


bill has not been signed by either the President pro tempore of the Sen- | 


ate or the Speaker of the House. It is a Senate bill, and is now inthe 
possession of the Senate, having passed the House without amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. But I suppose it will come here with the signature 
of the presiding officers of the two Houses. Is such a signature at- 
tached to a bill which has this mistake in it? 

Mr. HARRIS. It has not been signed by either the President pro 
tempore of the Senate or the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DAWES. Then there is no need of are-enrollment; there is no 
need of anything except to direct the finishing up of this bill in the 
manner indicated by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is exactly what my resolution proposes to do. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I can not see any objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It proposes to transpose the figures of a section. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is plainer than that the two Houses can di- 
rect their officers how to enroll a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Chair is still of opinion that the 
passage of this resolution requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask unanimous censeut that it be at this 
time passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, will the Senate 
unanimously agree to the passage of this resolution correcting this error 
existing in the bill named when it was passed by the Senate? Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none; and the resolution is unanimously 
adopted. 


SIOUX IF™LAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. DAWES. I now renew the motion I made some time since to 
take up Order of Business No. 334, being Senate bill 1755. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1755) to divide a portion of 
the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into sepa- 
rate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title 
to the remainder. 

The Secretary read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the bill be considered by sections. There 
are a few amendments to be made as to changes in boundaries, and one 
being made it becomes necessary to change others, and I should like to 
offer them as the reading proceeds. I hope the Senate will permit me 
to offer an amendment to the first section now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to offer amendments by sections as the reading pro- 
ceeds. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAWES. It will take less time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order is adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. 
word ‘‘to,”’ 


I move to strike out, in line 11 of section 1, after the 
down to the word ‘‘thence,’’ in line 15, as tollows: 

4 point due west from the intersection of White River with the one hundred 
and second meridian; thence due east to said point of intersection, and down 


said White River to a point in longitude one h 


indred and one degrees atid 
twenty minutes west 


And in place thereof to insert: 


The mouth of Rapid Creek ; thence in an easterly direction along the northern 
edge of the Bad Lands to the mouth of Black Pipe Creek on White River; 
thence up the Black Pipe Creek southerly to the source of its principal branch 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to add to the section 

Also the following tract of land situate in the State of Nebraska, namely, be- 
ginning at a point on the boundary line between the State of Nebraska and the 
Territory of Dakota where the range line between ranges 44 and 45 west of the 
sixth principal meridian inthe Territory of Dakota intersects said boundary 
line; thence east along said boundary line five miles 


1 
miles; 


thence due south five 
thence due west ten miles; thence due north to said boundary line; 
thence due east along said boundary line tothe place of beginning. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Section 2 was read. 

Mr. DAWES. Im section 2 the change which has been’ already 
adopted renders another one proper, namely, striking out all the sec- 
tion after the word ‘‘namely,’’,in line 5, as follows: 

Beginning on the north boundary of the State of Nebraska at a point in lon- 
gitude 101° and 20’ west, and running thence due north to White River; thence 
down said White Riverto a point in longitude 99° and 30’ west; thence due 
south to said north boundary of the State of Nebraska; and thence west onsaid 
north boundary to the place of beginning 

And in lieu thereof inserting: 


Commencing in the middle channel of the Missouri River, opposite the mouth 
of White River; thence down the middle channel of said Missouri Rivertoa 
point opposite the mouth of Platte or Pratte Creek, including, however, entirely 
within said reservation all islands, if any, in said river; thence due south tothe 
forty-third parallel of latitude; thence west along said parallel of latitude toa 
point due south from the source of the principal branch ef Black Pipe Creek ; 
thence due north to the said source of Black Pipe Creek; thence down said 
creek to the White River; thence down White River to the place of beginning, 
in the Missouri River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 3 was read. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the words ‘“‘ at low-water mark 
on the east bank,”’’ in line 6, and insert instead thereof ‘‘in the middle 
of the channel.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON inthe chair). The 
Chair will take the liberty of calling the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the usual language, ‘‘ the center of the main channel 
of the river.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Iadoptthat suggestion, ‘‘ center of the main channel.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out, in line 8, the words “‘ east bank 
along said low-water mark ’’ and insert the same words as above—‘‘ cen- 
ter of the main channel.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to insert, after the words ‘‘Grand River,”’ in 
line 9, the words ‘“‘including, however, entirely within said reserva- 
tion all islands, if any, in said river.”’ 

Mr. ALBISON. 
that will not do. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. ALLISON. One-half the islands may be nearer the east bank. 

Mr. DAWES. That is true; but if an island in the river can be oc- 
cupied by the whites for the purpose of putting up whisky-shops and 
the like, it was thought that the Interior Department had better be 
authorized to reserve it for these Indians. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam in entire sympathy with the Senator on that 
question. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 17 of the same section, after the words ‘‘ Can 
non Ball River,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ center of the main channel of the.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 4 was read. 


I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 


Why not? 
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Mr. D 
On the 


trike out 


.\WES 


sixth line, after the words ‘* beginning at a point,”’ 


The same amendments are necessary in this section. 
I move to 
at low-water mark on the east bank’”’ and to insert in lieu 
n the center of the main channel.”’ 
amendment was agreed to 
DAWES. In line 9 the words ‘‘ east bank ’’ should be stricken 
ut and the words ‘‘ center of the main channel ”’ inserted. Perhaps 
I ought to state to the Senate that the old treaty carried the reserva- 
tion clear over and included the whole river on the east bank. It was 
not thought wise to have it carried there if settlements were to come 
up to the east bank, nor would it be wise to take it to the west bank. 
It was therefore deemed better for the interest of the Indians and for 
everybody concerned that the line should be at the center of the river. 
The amendment was agreed to 


Thereol 


Che 


Mr. DAWES. Then in line 10 I move to strike out ‘‘ along said low- 
water mark” and insert ‘‘including also entirely within said reserva- 
tion all islands, if any, in said river.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. DAWES. In line 16 I move to insert ‘‘ center of the main chan- 
of the’’ before the words ** Missouri River.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Section 5 was read 
Mr. DAWES I move to amend in section 5, line 9, after the word 
‘latitude,’’ by striking out ‘‘ thence south on said parallel’’ and in- 
ug in lieu thereof the words ‘‘thence on said forty-fourth degree 
of latitude to western boundary of township number 72, thence south 
on said township’s western line.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. In the tenth line, after the words “ 
move to insert ** thence.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


he 


arti 
serti 


Fort Lookout,”’ I 


Mr. DAWES Before the words ‘* Missouri River,’’ in, line 11, I 
move to insert ‘‘ center of the main channel of the;’’ and in line 12, 
after the word ‘‘north,”’ to strike out ‘‘on’’ and insert ‘‘ in the center 
of the main channel of the.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to 


Section 6 was read. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out section 7 without reading it 
and insert a substitute which has been agreed to by everybody I be- 
lieve. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 
will be reported 
The CHIEF CLERK 
in lieu thereof 


The proposed amendment to section 
7 


It is proposed to strike out section 7 and insert 


Sec. 7. Each member of the Santee Sioux tribe of Indians now occupying a 
reservation in the State of Nebraska shall be entitled to allotments upon said 
reserve in Nebraska as follows: Toeach head of a family one-quarter of a sec- 
tion; toeach single person over 18 years of age one-eighth of a section; to each 
orphan child under 18 years of age one-eighth of a section ; to each other person 
under Is years of age now living one-sixteenth of a section; with title thereto 
and rights under the same in all other respects conforming to this act. And 
said Santee Sioux shall be entitled to all other benefits under this act in the same 
manner and with the same conditions as if they were residents upon said Sioux 
reservation, receiving rations at one of the agencies herein named: Provided, 
Phat all allotments heretofore made to said Santee Sioux in Nebraska are hereby 
ratified and confirmed, and each member of the Flandreau band of Sioux In- 
dians is hereby authorized to take in Moody County, in said Dakota, the same 
allotments authorized by existing treaties and this act on any part of said res- 
ervation, and all allotments heretofore made by members of said band in said 


| Indian Territory. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





APRIL 15 


, 








company may make an agreement with a particular tribe to let the 
railroad go over its land, and if that is ratified by Congress it will have 
the same effect as if the tribal patent did not exist. That is the object 
of the amendment. It would otherwise bar such a right, I suppose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 12 and 13 were read. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to amend section 13. The quantity of land 
allowed to the Poncas in the section is just twice as much as it ought 
to be, and therefore in the eighteenth line I move to strike out ‘‘ one- 
half’’ and insert ‘* one-quarter; ’’ in line 19 to strike out ‘‘ one-quarter ”’ 
and insert ‘‘one-eighth;’’ in line 21 to strike out ‘‘ one-quarter’’ and 
insert ‘‘one-eighth;’’ in line 22 to strike out ‘‘one-eighth’’ and insert 
**one-sixteenth,’’ making the allotment just half what it is in the sec- 


| tion as printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill explainthat. These Poncas that are to be pro- 
vided for are a remnant of that band which was forced down into the 
The band after it got down into the Indian Ter- 
ritory released all its rights up here, but this portion had fled back. 
The Interior Department undertook to make an agreement with the 
Sioux Indians to give them the quantity of land which is printed in 
this section of the bill, but that agreement never received the sanction 
prescribed in the treaty. The committee in this bill proposed to pro- 
vide for those Indians, and they wrote the bill providing for them the 
quantity of land which an effort had been made to get the Sioux to 
agree to; but all the Sioux and the Santees who have gone into Ne- 
braska take into their allotments just one-half that quantity. There- 
fore, inasmuch as that had not been agreed to, it was thought best to 
conform that agreement to all the others, and at the same time com- 
pensate these Poncas by giving them the other advantages which the 
bill gives to all the Sioux. So the Poncas have, instead of the larger 
quantity of land, the smaller quantity, which is precisely what all the 
others take by allotment, and then they have all the advantages the 
Sioux have under the old treaty and under thisact. So it was thought 
at the Interior Department and by the committee who visited the ground 


The question is on the amendment ot 


| that the Poncas were taken better care of by this provision than they 


were in the original agreement. 
Mr. CONGER. The Ponecas have been driven from reservation to 


| reservation, from good reservations to poor ones, and from poor ones to 


| this is carrying out what in point of fact they are doing. 


worse ones, and then to this reservation, for this is the fourth removal, 
if I recollect aright 

Mr. DAWES. This does not require any removal. They are right 
where they went when they came back from the Indian Territory, and 
1 would not 
countenance any removal of the Poncas, nor would I countenance any- 
thing that would not do full and ample justice to that little body of 
Poncas who have suffered, whether wittingly or unwittingly, at the 
hands of this Government very hard treatment; but here they get, in- 
stead of three hundred and twenty acres each to the head of a family, 
just one-half that, one-fourth of a section, one-hundred and sixty acres 
of land in severalty and in fee-right where they claim that they always 





| were entitled to stay, and they get in addition to that the educational 


county are hereby ratified and confirmed, subject to the limitations and condi- | 


tions of such treaties and this act And said Flandreau band of Sioux Indians 
is in all other respects entitled to the benefits of thisact the same as if receiving 
rations and annuities at any of the agencies aforesaid 

Mr. DAWES. The seventh section of the bill created a reservation 
outside of the Sioux reservation in Nebraska, and this is a substitute 
for it, which seems to everybody to be quite as advantageous for the 
Indians and much better for the settlers. It gives the Indians all they 
desire for allotments, and gives them all other privileges under this act 
in the Sioux reservation. They choose to go down into Nebraska and 
locate their allotments, and this is yielded to them. That is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read from section 8 to section 11 inclusive. 

Mr. DAWES After the tenth line, at the close of section 11, I de- 
sire to add the following: 


or be a bar to any future grant to any railway corporation of a right of way, and 
necessary grounds for railroad purposes across any reservation hereby created, 
by any agreement made with the Indians to which such reservation is set apart, 
negotiated under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and ratified ac- 
cording to law in all respects the same as if this act was not passed 


This bill provides for a tribal patent of this land to the tribe. It 
does not provide any way by which, if the tribe and the United States 
want subsequently to put a railroad through the land, the rightof way 
can be acquired, and this amendment provides that, notwithstanding 
the tribal patent, railroad rights may be granted by Congress just the 
same as if this law had not passe@ That is, an agreement must be 
made with that particular tribe and ratified by Congress. This takes 
the whole reservation out from under the confederation of tribes and 
gives each particular tribe its own reservation. The amendment pro- 


privileges of the old Sioux treaty, which they do not otherwise get, 
which they have no share or lot in, and they get the annuities and the 
rations that the Sioux get. They are not entitled to those under any cir- 
cumstances. It was thought by their friends that it was better for them 
to take one-hundred and sixty acres each in fee, and take these educa- 
tional privileges and these annuities, than for us to give them a larger 
quantity of land than any other Indians in that vicinity, and at the same 
time not permit them to have the annuities and other privileges that 
their neighbors have. It was making a distinction which they could not 
understand, and it would be better for them to take this method. 

Mr. CONGER. This little remnant of a band who had vast territory 
in their hands in the early history of this country and from different 
causes have been reduced to a remnant are perhaps as intelligent a 
body of Indians as there are left in our country. They have been per- 
secuted shamefully both by the Government and by agents and in all 
possible ways. Their history repeated to our children one hundred 
years hence, if written out, would be a perpetual disgrace, as many 


; : : _. | Other cases of bad management of the Indians would be to our civiliza- 
And no tribal patent provided for by this act shall in any way interfere with | 


tion and our time. 

Somebody in preparing this bill prepared it with reference to what 
seemed to be the idea of some justice and some fairness to this quite in- 
telligent and bright tribe of Indians, and I venture to say that some- 
body who wanted some of these lands and the better portion of them 
has told this committee that the Indians would be better off if they had 
less land, and I notice in all these treaties, if they are before Congress 
for a time, there are people who continually attempt to diminish the 
amount of land that is given to the Indians, until it is a very common 
feeling with many that 6 feet by 3 is all that is necessary to leave to an 
Indian, and a proportionally smaller amount for his minor children, on 
the theory that the dead Indian is the good Indian 

Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the Senator—— 

Mr. CONGER. One moment. I say the theory seems to be that 





vides that notwithstanding the tribal patent or deed, still a railroad | the dead Indian is the good Indian, and in that condition of goodness 
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is entitled to 6 feet by 3 of the land over which he roamed once as chief 
and owner. 

Now, sir, Iam a good deal surprised at the reasons given for this 
diminution, cutting down all at once what seems to have been prepared 


in this bill with great care as to the amount of lands allowed to these | 
There is no provision for further subdivision; there is no pro- | 


Indians. 
vision in this bill for lands in common, not that can be owned in indi- 
vidual right. Therearesomelandsincommon. I donot knowexactly 
the position where these Poncas are, whether they are in what is called 
the Omaha reservation just below Sioux City on the Nebraska side 

Mr. DAWES. I think if the Senator understands just what is pro- 





vided for these Poncas he will see that they are taken better care of | 


than they would be if they had the agreement which they failed to get 
from the Sioux Indians carried out. They are on the Sioux reserva- 
tion in Dakota—98,000 acres. 
ing to these particular Indians but to the tribe, and it was without 


any reference to them run around by the boundaries of the old great | 


Sioux reservation in Dakota, and they were driven out of it. This 
band of one hundred and eighty-four ran away from the Indian Terri- 
tory and came back to this reservation and are on this land in Dakota; 
they have no rights under the Sioux treaty, and an effort has been made 
to get the Sioux to give them land enough for these one hundred and 
eighty-four Poncas. 
negotiated an agreement by which the Sioux chiefs agreed to let them 


have this larger quantity, but the treaty required the ratification of 


that agreement by the tribes at home. When it got back tothe tribes 
at home they said that the larger quantity was greater than any indi- 
vidual Indian of their own tribe was entitled to under their treaty, 
and that they would agree to one hundred and sixty acres, but that 
they would not agree to three hundred and twenty, for that was just 
double what under their own treaty their own Indians were allowed, 
‘and therefore it could not be ratified. 

Now this agreement sets them up in the Dakota reservation on just 
as much as the Dakota Indians have, and it gives them in common with 
the Dakota Indians all the rest of the land in common, makes them a 
partof the tribes so far as beneficiaries are concerned, gives them all the 
lands in common along with the others, and gives them the annuities and 
gives them the schooling provisions of the treaty, and gives them what 
in this act is contained, an extension of those school privileges for twenty 
years. That is the real fact. 

I sympathize with all that the Senator from Michigan says about these 
Indians. I have spread myself upon the record till the Senate has be- 
come tired of it, probably, in vindication of the rights of these Poncas; 
and the committee that went out there and visited the ground were all 
in sympathy with what the Senator says. The committee are agreed 
that on the whole these amendments as I have suggested them put these 
Poncas in a much better position than they would be if they had their 
original agreement. I hope the Senator will see it in that light, because 
I do not want to have a controversy with him on that point. I do not 
want him to think for a moment that anybody has forgotten the origi- 
nal outrage upon these Ponca Indians. The committee have put these 
Ponca Indians on a better footing than they were ever put before. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I was about to say that I do not wish 
any disagreement with the Senator from Massachusetts, because in the 
main since he has had the control of Indian matters in the Senate I 
have been very much pleased with the humanity and the fairnessand the 
disposition to protect even against prejudice the remaining tribes of In- 
dians that are scattered through the West which have marked his ac- 
tion. I give him all credit for the fact that on many occasions he has 
been zealous to go further than his fellows in the Senate to protect the 
rights of Indians and explain their rights. And yet there is a little 
too much Yankee trading in this to suit me. I say it without dispar- 
agement or prejudice. 

What does this bill mean? It was drawn to give some benefit to these 
poor Poncas, these intelligent Poncas. They knew enough to run away 
from the Indian Territory and get back into the climate and latitude 
and region where they and their fathers had lived for centuries. They 
could not be made slaves and shackled down there in that insalubrious 
climate (insalubrious to them), and against the whole Government and 
against all its officers they ran away from the Indian Territory insquads, 
a family by itself, individuals by themselves, and some together, and 
they worked their way back to their old home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock havingarrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, which is 
Senate bill 1372. 

Mr. CONGER. 
more. 

Mr. HOAR. As representing the bankruptcy bill as far as any one 
Senator does I will make no objection if the Senate pleases to let it be 
laid aside informally by unanimous consent and let this Indian bill be 
finished. If it shall turn out that the bill leads to a protracted discus- 
sion, I shall reserve the right to call up the unfinished business. 

Mr. FRYE. I want the Senator from Massachusetts to remember 
that I am behind him with an important bill and that I yielded very 
gracefully. 


I ask permission of the Senate to say a word or two 
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Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator will not object. I think 
we have disposed of this point there will be nothing in the bill 
| will cause any debate. 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose five or ten minutes will conclude the bill 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It will probably occupy a little mor 
than five or ten minutes, but the time will be brief. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts [ M1 
| HOAR] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem 
| porarily laid aside, not to lose its place, in order that the bill taken up 
| on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
| be proceeded with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. CONGER. It is necessary that I should say a word more, be 
| cause I had cast a little reflection on that portion of our beloved land 
| represented by the Senator from Massachusetts in saying that this was 
a Yankee trick. What does this mean? It means that after the bill 
| drawn up by those who thought they were doing justice to this tribe 


aiter 


that 


Tay 


| by giving them a certain amount of land, those of my own race and 
people who are anxious to secure the best land everywhere—they have 
got the best land in the world, but they want the best of the best al 
ways—have induced this committee to cut off half the Ponca lands, and 
how ? By agreeing to give them the money that belongs to the Sioux 
| tribe, to be expended for education and for other things, to make them 
participators in the property and rights and benefits of the Sioux tribe, 
which we have secured to them by treaty, to pay for lands we give to 
| our own brethren the whites. That is the way it is. Can not Con- 
gress give them the full quota of these lands, and also give them these 
privileges which are spoken of? 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What I desire to say is that the poor 
Poncas have no lands. All of those that we propose to give them we 
give them with the assent of the owners of those lands, to wit, the great 
Sioux Nation. We proposed at first, it is true, to give three hundred 
and twenty acres to each head of a family; but it was subject to the 
assent of the Sioux, and the Sioux have not yielded their consent to it. 

Mr. CONGER. Talk about consent and about treaties with Indians ! 
When did the Poncas consent to relinquish their first reservation, and 
when their second, and when their third, and when did they leave and 
run away from the fourth reservation which this Government had given 
them in the Indian Territory? ®Talk about consent and about rights! 
The Poncas once had the best lands in the United States; they were a 
powerful nation; they were a people intelligent and bright, and they 
have been driven from place to place till they are destroyed and worn 
out, and now we tell them that the reservation we first got away from 
them they can not have, and the second and the third they ean not have, 
and they have gone away from the fourth, and now we tell them they 
have no land, and we will give them a little. A succession of infamous 
wrongs to that people brings us to the point where we can say to them 
boldly that they have no land, and that if we give them anything it is 
a free gift. 

I think, notwithstanding the demand for these lands from all peoples 
of the earth that we are trying to save for those of native birth and of 
foreign birth, we might give the natives of the soil in a grazing country 
not well suited for agriculture, depending on irrigation, at least a little 
place to pasture their cows and nurture their ponies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to section 13 proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. [‘‘No!’* ‘‘No!’’] 
Let us divide. If you have not got a quorum, give the land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division is demanded. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, no 1; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. CONGER. Witha minority of the Senate present there is.no 
doubt of the verdict of sixteen. Ido not think it is well for sixteen Sen- 
ators to take away all the rights of the Poncas or half of them. 

Mr. PLATT. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The statement of the Senator from 
Michigan is a very extraordinary one. We take away none of the 
rights of the Poncas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
onded ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. PIKE. I wish to have the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. If I may bave unanimous consent for this biil to be 
taken up to-morrow morning and finished I shall not interfere further 
with the regular order and will stop now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to see how any- 
thing can be done without a quorum present, it having appeared that 
no quorum has voted. 

Mr. DAWES. That is so. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let there be a call of the Senate; 
' that will determine whether there is a quorum present. 


Will the Senator yield for a moment ? 





Is the call for the yeas and nays sec- 





2962 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








APRIL 15, 





The PRESIDING 
be to have the veas 


Mr. DAWES 


OFFICER. The Chair thinks the best way will 
and nays taken on the amendment. 
Before the yeas and nays are taken, let me say that 


these fugitive Poncas are without homes and without a foot of land. 
The tribe itself was forced down into the Indian Territory, and when 
they got down there they sold ont their rights to the Government. 
These people would not stay there. They were wronged from begin- 
ning toend. It was a bold theft. But these people have no homes. 
They came up to this Dakota reservation, and we make this provision 
for them. Because we do not make it just as large again as we do for 
iny other Indians, and because we undertook in the beginning to make 
it as large again and failed, the Senator from Michigan is afraid we are 


ruining these Poncas ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment, 
upon which the yeas nays have been ordered. 

“he and nays were taken. 


yeas 


Mr. HAMPTON. I beg to announce that my colleague [Mr. But- 
LER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. ALLISON. My colleague { Mr WILSON ] is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [| Mr. PENDLETON | 
Che result was announced—yeas 40, nays 2; as follows: 
YEAS—40, 
Aldr Dolph Jonas, Plumb, 
Alliso Fry¢ Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Bayard Garland, Logan Ransom, 
Beck George, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Blair Hat Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bows Har Mitche Sawyer, 
Brow Harrison Morgan Slater 
Camers fv Haw Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Cok Hoar Pik Voorhees, 
Dawes Jackson Platt Wilson 
NAYS—2 
Cail ( ‘ 
ABSENT i 
Anthonys Farley, Lamar, Sabin, 
Butler Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
Camde1 Gorman, McPherson Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Mahone Vance, 
Cockrell Hale, Maxey, Vest, 
Colquitt Hill Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Cullom In 


walls Miller of N. Y., 
Palmer, 


Pendleton, 


Williams, 
Edmunds, 


Fair, 

So the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. WILSON. I merely rise to say that I understand it was an- 
nounced by my colleague [Mr. ALLISON] that I was paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. That pair was transferred to 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], and that will account for 
my voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The REcoRD will show the fact. 

Mr. DAWES. I donot feel at liberty to ask the indulgence of inter- 
fering further with the regular order, but I want to say to the Senate 
that this opens to actual settlers ten million acresof land. There is an 
immense pressure everywhere, especially in Dakota, to get this bill 
through, and unless it can go to the other branch very early there will be 
no hope of its getting through under a year. I will ask the Senate if 
they will not permit me to have it finished to-morrow morning. I 
think there will be no opposition if the President will ask the consent 
of the Senate that it may be taken up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill under consideration be taken up to- 
morrow morning immediately after the conclusion of the morning busi- 
ness. Is there objection ? 

Mr. FRYE. Did the Chair state the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts correctly ? 

Mr. DAWES. Immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. If understood that he asked that we might take it up 
and finish it to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not intend to trench upon the regular orders. 

Mr. FRYE. All right; then I shall not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts mean to-mor- 
row morning during the morning hour? 


Jones of Florida, 
Kenna, 


Mr. DAWES. After the morning business, within the morning 
hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. To the exclusion of the Calendar under the eighth 
rule? 


Mr. DAWES. Yes; I thought the Senate would indulge us to that 
extent under the statement which I have made as to the special im- 
portance of this bill. I hope the Senate will allow us that indulgence. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the emergency as stated by the Senator 
from Massachusetts; but I give notice that so far as I have the power I 
shall insist upon going to the Calendar after the morning business up 
to 2 o'clock daily hereafter. 1 

Mr. DAWES. Will not the Senator let us finish this bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield on the present occasion to the appeal of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent asked for by the Senator from Massachusetts ? 


Is there objection to the proposed 
The 


Chair hears none. Therefore to-morrow, after the morning business, 
this bill will be further considered by unanimous consent. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 450) to amend an 
act entitled *‘An act to authorize the construction of a ponton bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Dubuque, in the State 
of Iowa;’’ in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

AMENDMENT A BILL. 

Mr. FARLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and 


TO 


| contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
| stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 


| 


| 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


1885, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1372) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], in line 
3, section 31, to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 

That any person residing within the jurisdiction of the United States, owing 


debts provable under this act exceeding the amount of $200, may apply, by peti- 
tion. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] 
would move his amendment to make the amount $300 and I will con- 
sent to it. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move tostrike out ‘‘ two”’ and insert ‘‘ three,” 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not dispose of my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is pro- 
posed, as an amendment to the amendment, to strike out ‘‘ two ’”’ and 
insert ‘‘three.’’ The question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas to the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmentas 
amended, to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to make the 
amount $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I now propose the amendment adverted to yesterday 
to section 9. I move to strike out that section and insert the follow- 
ing in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 9. That any debt, demand, or property claimed by the trustees shall be 
sued for in such court, either State or Federal, as the bankrupt would have 
been entitled to resort to in enforcing the same claim: Provided, That the court 


of bankruptcy may in any case where the jurisdiction of the State and Federal 
courts is concurrent direct that the suit shall be brought in the State court. 


Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill and read sections 32 
and 33. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move a mere verbal amendment in line 2 of 
section 33, after the word ‘‘ debts,’’ to insert ‘‘ as aforesaid.’’ I move 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question before I offer some amendments. I desire to call his atten- 
tion to the first part of section 33. The section commences— 

That any person being a trader, residing and owning, &e. . 


I desire to know whether he construes the bill as if those words 
‘‘ being a trader’’ were inserted in each one of the following clauses 
separated by a semicolon ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do, very clearly; they run through the entire section 
as I understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer the following amendment to line 18 of the 
section: After the word ‘‘creditor’’ I move to insert ‘‘ who is also a 
trader,’’ so that the provision will be that any preference made by a 
trader to any other creditor, except one who is a trader himself, shall 
not be a cause of involuntary bankruptcy. That is the idea. 

Mr. HOAR. So that anybody may prefer his wife, or brother, or 
sister, or daughter? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; prefer any honest creditor that he has. 

Mr. FRYE. Is nota trader an honest creditor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘creditor,’’ in line 18, the words 
“* who is also a trader.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the right of a debtor in failing cir- 
cumstances to make a preference of one creditor over another is as old 
as the common law itself, recognized in England as well as in this 
country. It has never been denied, except where some proceedings 
like these have been instituted. The author of this bill has so far 
yielded to the idea that compulsory proceedings ought not to extend 
to the community generally that he has confined them to proceedings. 
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against persons who are traders—a very proper limitation. I think it | 
would be entirely consistent with that idea to confine these involun- 
tary proceedings to transactions between traders themselves, and for 
reasons which I will now state. 

In a large portion of this country, in the rural districts, the country 
merchant, who is a trader in the absence of banks, is the depositary to 
a very large extent of the cash of the farmers in the community who 
have extra money. Heis also very frequently the debtor of these farm- 
ers in the way of purchasing their crops. The money which is thus 
deposited with him and the proceeds of the crops thus bought go into | 
his business. They are used in liquidating his debts which he owes to | 
other creditors; they go to swell his assets. But the time comes in the 
history of a great many of these country merchants when they areem- | 
barrassed, when they are in failing circumstances. Now, under thissec- 
tion as it stands he would not be permitted to pay back any of these 
funds or to pay any of these debts, although these debts and these de- 
posits were created for the benefit of his business and actually went into 
his business and swelled his assets for distribution among his creditors. 

Mr. President, there is something in the idea that when traders have 
contributed each one his share to the general fund of the bankrupt 
trader, when each has sold him goods, then when there is a failure there 





should be a distribution pro rata among these contributors; but that | | 


does not apply, I submit with great respect, to those who are not en- | 
gaged in trade, who are the mere creditors of this party for accommo- 
dation, who frequently lift him out of trouble that he has got into in 
reference to his trading business. 

Then again these persons do not stand—and I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to that—on equal terms with the other creditors 
in ascertaining the solvency of the country merchant. We know as 
part of the commercial history of this country that the standing, the 
responsibility, the credit of every trader in this land is the subject- | 
matter of a report made to commercial agencies in the large cities. 
These reports are made for circulation among traders, among factors, | 
among merchants who are dealing with these parties. They find out | 
at the very first instant when there is danger and protect themselves, | 
while the farmers or persons residing in the neighborhood have no access 
to these reports; they only look at the party as he appears in business 
at home; and they regard him as solvent as long as there is no judicial 
process interfering with his business or until he voluntarily makes an 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors. That is the way this is done; | 
we all understand it; and the result is that while traders having access 
to these commercial reports are fully posted as to the condition of any 
trader or merchant in the country, they can see at a long distance whether | 
it is proper to refuse credit to him or to extend credit to him, when his 
neighbors, frequently deceived by the credit which he has obtained in | 
the large cities from the wholesale merchants, filling his shelves with | 
goods, and everything seems to go on prosperously, know nothing of 
the rottenness which the others may know. So I say it would be un- 
just, that it would be unfair to this class of creditors to make a prefer- 
ence paid to them an act of bankruptcy on the part of the trader or 
country merchant. 
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Then again, Mr. President, as the section now stands he is prohibited 
from making a preference to anybody whatever. If he pays his washer- 
woman he has committed an act of bankruptcy, and his washerwoman | 
may be compelled to return the money. It he pays his butcher’s bill, | 
if he pays any family expense which has been incurred upon a credit, 
he commits an act of bankruptcy, and these parties become the recip- 
ients of a prohibited and unlawful thing. 

I think it is just and right when we confine these involuntary pro- 
ceedings to traders alone that we should take the next logical step and | 
confine acts of involuntary bankruptcy to acts between traders alone, 
and in that view I insist on the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, of course this amendment is a destruc- 
tion of the bill. I do not suppose there are ten persons in this country | 
who would be in favor of a bankruptcy bill with the proposition of the | 
Senator from Mississippi in it. I suppose that the rate of interest in 
the Senator’s State of Mississippi is probably about 10 per cent., the | 
average rate of interest which people pay for loans of any considerable 

| 


permanence where the credit of the debtor is perfectly good or even 
upon mortgage security. I donot know how that is; the Senator will | 
correct me if I have it too high, but I suppose it is about that. The | 
Government of the United States borrows money at a little less than 
3 per cent. on long loans to-day. The price of a Government bond in- | 
dicates a rate of interest a little less than 3 per cent. The rate of in- | 
terest for money on call loans in the large and small commercial and 
manufacturing cities where there are banks ranges from 3 to 4 or5 per | 
cent., fluctuating a little. 

A man went up from Boston this last summer into one of the cities 
in the interior of Massachusetts with several hundred thousand dollars | 
to loan and applied to the debtors there who were borrowing money at 
5 per cent. to take the capital whieh he represented—he was the agent 
of capitalists—at 4 per cent., to which the debtors replied that the ad- 
vantage of borrowing money at their own savings-banks and in their 
own neighborhoods was that if there came a hard time the savings- 
banks would not press them suddenly to pay, while his clients, who 
were strangers, might. Thereupon he gave them a stipulation that the | 


| than England. 
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debtor might make the payment at any time or in any sum he chose, 
and the creditor should not be at liberty on his part to call for the debt 
in less than ten years; and on that bargain he loaned out a number of 


| hundreds of thousands of dollars. 


Now, what is the difference? Why isit that the debtor State of Mis- 
sissippi pays 10 per cent. for all the money it borrows and creditors in 
Wall street, New York, or in State street, Boston, will loan money close 
at home at 3 per cent. to the Government or at 4 under these cireum- 
stances so advantageous to the debtor? There is but one explanation 
of the thing. The telegraph brings for all purposes of business connec- 
tion these two communities within ten minutes of one another; the 


| laws of the United States are the same, sending their rain on the evil 


and the good alike, from Maine to San Francisco. Itis simply the prev- 
alence of a spirit like that which is indicated by the amendment pro- 
posed by my honorable friend from Mississippi that there are certain 
persons—I will not say it is the opinion of the entire community—-who 
do not mean that bargains made by debtors and creditors shall be fairly 
and justly kept by the debtor, that there is not to be fair play 

Why, sir, just let it be believed that under the laws of the United 


| States the creditor is put under the most absolute restraint against in 


justice,tyranny,or oppression; but when that restraint is accomplished, 
the debtor fails, that portion of his property which ought not to be 
reserved on liberal exemption to himself or his family shall be divided 
justly, man for man, without distinction of party, and this great accu- 
mulation of pent-up capital would rush from the North like a wave, 
fertilizing, enriching, benetiting, and stimulating those communities. 
Now, sir, the Senator from Mississippi proposes that if a trader any- 


1 
u 

if 

li 


| where fails, having distant creditors, the law of the United States shall 


permit that trader to postpone to the last those distant creditors and 
to take the property, out of which he can pay GO, 70, 80, or 90 per cent., 
and give it to his sisters, or mother, or wife, or children, or cousins, or 
It does not seem to me that that is just or 
that it is expedient for the traders or the people of Mississippi. The 
incorporation of that amendment in this bankruptcy bill, it it pass, 
I believe—I express my opinion—would cost that people millions upon 
millions of dollars, if the bill was in force ten years, in keeping up the 
rate of interest. 

These men expect to buy goodsof manufacturers and traders at a dis- 


| tance; they expect to borrow capital of the capitalists; that is their ne 


cessity if they are to trade and live and be a commercial community in 
any degree, and they will pay for it. The creditor class is not the loser 


| by inequality or by injustice on the partof the debtor, and of the creditor 


class the sharp tyrant least of all is the loser. It is the debtor whose 
interest it istosecure absolute equality in payment; it is the debtor com- 
munity, it is the debtor State, it is the debtor neighborhood, and not the 
creditor, whose interest is at the foundation of this bill and the scheme 
upon which it 1s framed. 

I say again, as the result of much meditation, study, and inquiry 
upon thisspecial matter for many years, and especially of late years, that 
you have to have just the one belief spread where capital extends that 
the debtors, wherever in this country they are found, will pay theirdebts 
proportionally if they can not pay them in full, justly, man for man, 
without exception or discrimination, and the pent-up accumulation of 
capital will run over this country like a Mississippi flood. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator’s argument does not hold 
good when tested either by reason or by the experience of this country 
and England. In the first place we have had a bankrupt law in this 


| country which contained the very provision which I am seeking to 


change by the amendment I have offered, and I did not see during the 
existence of that bankrupt law (and it extended over a great many 


| years) any very great desire on the part of capitalists to make invest- 


ments more than they did before or than they have shown since. We 
have no bankrupt law now. [By the law of every State in the Union, 
I believe, certainly by the common law of England, every man who 
possesses property and is indebted has a right, although he be in fail- 
ing circumstances, to dispose of that property fairly and impartially 
to any one of his creditors or more to the exclusion of all others. And 
yet while this is the law now all over this country, all over the South, 
we see, contrary to the Senator’s statement—— 

Mr. JONAS. Will the Senator allow me to say that is not the law 
of Louisiana. It prohibits preference. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was speaking of States in which the common law 
prevailed. I say, sir, notwithstanding this, we see capital going into 
the Southern section of the country at an unprecedented rate. 
nothing in that argument. 

Then in England this has been the law from the earliest period of 
the common law, and yet there has been no more prosperous country 
But the Senator misstates the object of my amendment 
entirely when he says that under it a man may give his property to his 
wife, or his child, or hisrelative. That is not the purpose and meaning 
of my amendment. He will be compelled to pay to a bona fide creditor, 
and he must do it under the strict limitations of the common law gov- 
erning preferences of thissort. Although the law toleratesand approves 
the right of the owner of property to make such disposition of it in pay- 
ment of his debts as he sees proper, yet when’ he does make a prefer- 
ence the law looks at it with jealousy and scrutinizes it with a view to 
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see whether there was any intent in making the payment to secure a 
benefit to himself or commit a fraud on others. 

But, Mr. President, I insist that although there may be some incon- 
veni there will be from any rule of law that may be adopted 
on t ry irising from the rule as I say it ought to be, it is still 

st provision; it is right; it is in accordance with the law which we 

d our forefathers have been accustomed to from the beginning down 
to the present time 

Mr. HOAR I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mississippi 


whether if 


1 man goes to New Orleans from his neighborhood and pur- 
chases a stock of goods and goes home he would favor the right of that 
person to distribute the stock of goods among the neighbors and let 
the New Orleans merchant go without his pay? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has no right to ask me any such ques- 


tion trom anything that has occurred or 


h I have 
HOAR I 


irom the force of the amend- 
ment whi 


Mi 
exact! 
Mr 


ment 


offered 
understand that to be the force of the amendment 
GEORGE. I do not propose to do any such thing by the amend- 
[only propose that when a trader whom the New Orleans mer- 
has up as a man of capital and credit goes into the country 
borrows money and takes it to New Orleans and pays his debts 
there with part of it, and when the pinch comes and the merchant in New 
Orleans knows trom the reports of the commercial agencies his condi- 
tion and the country people know nothing of it, I only propose that 
they shall have a fair showing to get their money. That is my state- 
ment of the case, and it has truth and justice in it. 


chant 


und 


+ 
Set 


The way this bill stands now any manufacturing company, any mer- 
chant in embarrassed circumstances who owes his laborers, owes his 
clerks, owes his porters, owes the men who do the drudgery of his busi- 
ness, can not pay them one dollar without committing an act of bank- 
ruptey Chat is the way the bill stands. He is absolutely bound to 
make a division among all his creditors pro rata. I make this state- 
ment, although there is a provision in the bill that after a party has been 
declared a bankrupt and when the bankrupt court comes to divide the 
assets these servants and clerks may be paid not exceeding $100 for 
labor during the preceding six months; but while that rule obtains un- 
der this bill as to a division of the assets after the party has been de- 
clared a bankrupt, yet the trader cannot make that payment before he 
goes into bankruptcy without committing an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin. That is a very important statement, 


and I would inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts whether that is | 


the construction which he puts upon this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly not. It is not a preference in violation of 
this bill to pay a person whom the law says may be paid in full. 

Mr. GEORGE. The language of the bill is— 


fined, or makes an assignment for the benefit of existing creditors, with or with- 
out preferences 


That is the way the language of the bill is, and you will not find any- | 


thing in this bill about paying, by the trader, clerks and laborers a sum 
not exceeding $100. 

Mr. HOAR. How is that a preference ? 
cising language simply. 
ought to be. 


The Senator is now criti- 
We donot differ on what the effect of the bill 
How is it making a preference to a ‘‘ creditor as herein- 
after defined’’ to give a portion of the estate to a person who is entitled 
to it? That is nota preference. That is giving the man his right. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is a very curious bill. 
read shows the Senator from Massachusetts that debtors are not permit- 
ted to do what the assignees are permitted to do, for in it we have this 
extraordinary provision: 


Or makes an assignment for the benefit of existing creditors, with or without 
preferences. 





tachment or seizure on execution set aside that act. 
in the bill only applies that to the bankrupt law. 


This provision 


Mr. GEORGE. In answer to that I would say that if the creditors 
get the assets of the party equally it does not make any difference 
whether it comes through a general assignment to them or whether it 
comes through the bankrupt law. 

Mr. HOAR. Butif theSenator will pardon me once more, it makes 
a good deal of difference there. It makes no difference, it is true, ifa 
man gets his pay how he gets it, but it makes a great deal of difference 
whether the property of a bankrupt may be put by him into the hands 
of a person whom the law can not reach, who does not give a bond, who 
is not subject to constant supervision of the court, whom the creditors 
can not interrogate or deal with, because it is barely possible that when 
a man has made such an assignment to such an assignee the creditors 
will not get the property. Now, what this bill says is not that after 


| the creditors have got it it shall be taken from them if they have not 


got it in the way the law provides, but the debtor shall not substitute 
a bankrupt law of his own for the bankrupt law of the country. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know the Senator from Massachusetts is not so 
ignorant of the law as his speech would seem to indicate. The trustees 
appointed under any assignment are subject and liable to the jurisdic- 
tion of the court of chancery from the very moment they enter on their 
trust. If there is even the slightest deflection from the execution of the 
trust a court of chancery will remove them, appoint another trustee, 
and require him to administer the trust estate according to law and 
according to the terms of the assignment. 

I do not want at this stage of the argument to be turned into an ar- 
gument of that question. I intend to make a motion to strike out 
‘‘without preferences’? when we get to it. I have merely alluded to 
it to show that the Senator was mistaken in his construction of the bill 
in asserting that what the law permitted to be done after the adjudi- 
cation in bankruptcy is permitted to be done before proceedings of that 
sort are commenced, and I mentioned that to show that he was mis- 
taken in that; that if the bankrupt did the exact thing which was the 
object of the proceeding to secure, namely, make a fair and equal distri- 
bution of his property among his creditors, that in itself wasan act of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, in the first section of the bill there 
is adefinition of what is termed ‘‘ a trader,’’ and then, in line 34 and 
from that on to the end of the section, is defined what shall not be a 
trader. It says the term *‘ trader ’’— 
shall not include persons who buy goods and merchandise for sale only to their 


tenants, employés, and laborers, nor who buy to sell again any goods or chattels 
from such tenants, employés, and laborers, &c. 


It is plainly to be seen from that definition which we start with in 


| the bill that the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, if adopted, 
Or who, being insolvent, makes a preference to any creditor as hereinafter de- 


will defeat in the beginning the whole purpose of the bankrupt bill. It 
teaves the door open to a fraudulent transaction on the part of a debtor 
with an innumerable class of people, and you permit him to do then 
indirectly what the bankrupt bill says he shall not do directly. 

If the Senator from Mississippi will look for a moment he will see 
that this debtor would necessarily be compelled to owe at least two of 
the class of persons who are not traders. If he owed two and preferred 


| one, certainly injustice would be done to the other, as great an injustice 


The very extract I have | 


After the bankruptcy, as I understand, except a few special cases ex- | 





cepted from the operation of the act 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted agaiy to interrupt my friend 
from Mississippi—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. I have too much respect for his legal judgment to sup- 
pose that he does not understand what has been a common phrase in 
bankruptcy legislation for centuries, I have no doubt. What this bill 
prohibits is the man’s undertaking to put his property beyond the reach 
of the law. Ifa debtor conveys to his brother or his lawyer or to some 
irresponsible person his property, to any person whom the law does not 
authorize to receive and divide it among the creditors in their behalf, 
the bill says that shall be an act of bankruptcy entitling the law to take 
it from him and distribute it itself, whether there is contained in that 
conveyance the principle of equally dividing it or whether there is 
contained in that conveyance the principle of dividing it so as to have 
preferred creditors. That is no more than the supreme courtof Massa- 
chusetts has held—the decisions vary in the country—is a fraud at com- 
mon law. That is the law, providing that if a man fails his property 
shall be attached and taken on execution by any creditor. In the ab- 
sence of any bankrupt law a man who undertakes to put that property 
out of his own control, Where it can not be seized in the mode the law 
provides, commits a fraud on the legal proceeding, and you may by at- 





| ate, and that proviso has reconciled me to this feature of the bill. 


would be done asif he came within the meaning of the word “‘trader’’ 
as defined by the first part of the bill. 

The whole theory of the bill on that point is that when a trader 
becomes insolvent, as the term is expressed here, he can not make any 
preference, because from the time he becomes insolvent in theory the 
bankrupt act takes possession of his estate. It may besome time after 
that before proceedings are filed, but when they are ‘filed they relate 
back to the commission of the act of bankruptcy, whether it was the 
actual occurrence of insolvency or any act of bankruptcy committed. 

Now I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi to 
the concluding part of this section 33, the proviso commencing in line 
49. My judgment is that that proviso will go a long way to remedy 
the evils he complains of in the remarks he has submitted to the Sen- 
I 
preferred originally what was called the creditor’s bill, as reported by 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] at the last session of Congress; 
but with the discretion given by the proviso commencing on line 49 to 
the courts to compute the valueof the assets of the debtor as compared 
with his debts and to permit him to go on for a period not exceeding 
ninety days and see if he can meet his obligations I am satisfied. 
That provision incorporated in this proviso has reconciled me to the 
bill, and I think it will go a long way to meet some of the difficulties 
suggested by the Senator from Mississippi and the difficulties that nec- 
essarily arise in an agricultural country such as he and I represent 
where the people have stated times of the year to sell their crops and 
receive their money, and do not do, as they do in other places and in 
other cities, business by the month. They have their annual receipts, 
if you please, for their crops, and upon those they do their work and 
carry on their affairs and business. 

When the bankrupt act of 1867 first came out the question as to what 
was insolvency under it was tested in a case brought from the State of 
Arkansas. It looked to me then as it looks now, that to put a maninto 
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bankruptcy who owed $30,000 and had $50,000 of available assets, if 
you gave him time to operate upon, almost amounted to cruelty. But 
yet the Supreme Court held in the case of Toof rs. Martin (13 Wallace) 
that it mattered not how much assets he had, if he failed to pay his 
commercial paper in the regular course of business after fourteen days 
and the payment was suspended for that ‘length of time he was insol- 
vent, although he might have had upon his shelf three times the 
amount of estimated property at least over and above the debt that he 
was sued for or the debt that he failed to pay. 

This proviso goes, I say, a great way to remedy that and to leave 
these agricultural people some period of time in which to make their 
arrangements, and so of the merchants who trade in that country and 
trade upon the capital and credit of those people. It leaves them a 
proper opportunity to see if they can not under the order of suspension 
of the court carry on their business and after a while successfully meet 
their debts. 

I think if the Senator from Mississippi will examine it closely he 
will see that it removes to a great extent some of the troubles that we 
had formerly and at which he has hinted in his remarks; but I think 
his amendment breaks down the theory of the bill and opens too wide a | 
door for the frauds that the bill is intended to remedy and to cover in | 
its execution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I feel a great deal of interest in the | 
amendment which I have offered. I think probably its adoption will | 
be the test as to whether I shall be able to vote for the bill, and therefore | 
I hope I will be excused for pressing on the consideration of the Senate | 
the views which I entertain in support of it. 

In the first place, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that preferences, which areso much denounced by the Senator from 
Massachusetts and which incur also the censure of the Senator from 
Arkansas, are allowed in this bill to everybody except traders. Every | 
farmer, every lawyer, every doctor, every man who is not within the 
definition of a trader may make his preferences just as he did before 
the passage of this measure. How is it, therefore, that when this right 
of preference, recognized by the common law from the very beginning 
down to this time, and recognized also in this bill as to everybody else 
except traders, when confined to them alone is to be such a source of 
fraud in the community? As I said before, a preference doesnot mean 
a fraudulent gift; it does not mean a fraudulent assignment. It means | 
a fair and Lona fide payment or security given, and unless it be such | 
it can be set aside. 

As to the position taken by the Senator from Arkansas in regard to 
the proviso in section 49, with due deference to him I must state that 
it does not remove, it does not even touch, so far as I can see, the ob- 
jections which I urged against the bill. The whole scope of that pro- 
viso is simply that where a trader has been put into bankruptcy, if it 
appears to the court that he is nevertheless good and solvent, the court 
may allow him ninety days in which to prove that fact, although he 
may have committed some default in the payment of his commercial 
paper. That is the whole extent of it. It does not allow him during 
that time to make any payment to anybody which will operate as a | 
preference. 

So, calling the attention of the Senate again (for I wish to press that 
upon their attention) that the doctrine of preferences is not discoun- 
tenanced by the bill but recognized in everybody except traders, the 
object of my amendment is the logical sequence of the position in the | 
bill. It does not destroy its theory; it makes it harmonious and con- 
sistent to confine these preferences alone to transactions between trad- 
ers. A trader alone is made guilty of an act of bankruptcy for making 
a preference, and I want it to be enacted (and I think that is the log- 
ical result of that position) that the preference alone shall be to a trader 
to have that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SLATER. In line 29 of section 33 I move to strike out ‘‘six”’ 
and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Provided, Such petition is brought within three months after the act of bank- 
ruptcy has been committed. 

I think that six months is too long a time to be allowed for an act of 
bankruptcy to run before any advantage is taken of it. Under the old 
law, if my memory serves correctly, it was four months. I am not sure | 
about it. It ought not to be more than four months, and I think it 
ought not to be more than three months. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that will not be adopted. Six months is the | 
old time, if I am not mistaken in my memory. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Six months was the time. 

Mr. SLATER. Theold law, I understand, was four months. I know 
in my State of several hardships that were occasioned by the length of 
time. Three months is long enough. 

Mr. HOAR. Weare legislating for a people whose commercial trans- 
actions extend over very great distances. A manufacturer in Philadel- 
phia sends his product to a merchant in San Francisco or in Oregon, 
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and it is quite difficult very often for a creditor to learn the prefer 
ences of a debtor, which are very often secret. Does the Senator find 
that four months was the time under the old law ? 

Mr. SLATER. It was six months. I see. 

Mr. HOAR. That was my recollection, but I was not confident 
enough to affirm it positively. 

It seems to me that three months would in many cases enable these 
preferences to go undiscovered. The bill, as the Senator will observe, 
as in a case of fraudulent concealment under the statute of limitations 
and similar provisions which are familiar to every lawyer in the Senate, 
does not make the discovery of the preference nor the concealment of the 
preference a fact of any importance. It depends on the actual fact, and 
the limitation begins to run from the fact. It seems to me it would be 
very unjust to shorten the time by one-half when we consider that the 
transactions in this country which grow out of the sales of manufactured 
articles are between persons dw. ling thousands of miles apart. 

Of course the benefits of the bill, as far as it is a benefit to creditors, 
applies equally to foreign creditors, to English creditors, to German 
manufacturers, and tosecure some reasonable chance for an equal division 
of the debtor’s estate six months seems certainly a sufficiently brief 
period. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SLATER. I will modify the amendment, and make it four 
months instead of three. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
accordingly. 

Mr. SLATER. The whole trouble and difficulty between the advo- 
cates and opponents of a general system of bankruptcy is between the 
commercial centers and the rural sections of the country. The rural 
sections of the country do their business on an entirely different plan 


The amendment will be modified 


By 
the present system of doing business in the commercial centers there 
is the means of ascertaining the situation of traders in different parts 


| of the country, and they have under a bankruptcy system like this a 


constant percentage of advantage, while its operation and practical ad- 
ministration amounts in many instances to a complete crushing out of 
the rural interests. It isto that point that I would direct attention, 
and to save the rural interests from being overslaughed while giving 
what is just and proper to the commercial centers. Those doing busi- 
ness in New York and the othepgreat cities of the country ought to have 
some means whereby to protect themselves, but in giving that protec- 
tion to them we should be careful not to give them so large a percent- 
age of advantage. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to observe that the Senator’s last state- 
ment is largely met by the consideration that the bill differs from that 
introduced last year and also from the bankruptcy act of 1867 when it 
was in force, the bill not applying to anybody but traders, so that in all 
the rural communities nobody but a trader will be affected by it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I observe that the time fixed by the act of 1867 was 
six months. 

Mr. SLATER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Yes, I learned that afterwards. 
I never heard of any complaint from any quarter as 


| to the length of time. 


Mr. SLATER. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island that in 
the Western States, in sparsely settled sections, the operation of laws 
of this kind is necessarily more harsh in rural sections than in a densely 
populated section of the country, and consequently the percentage of 
advantage toa merchant doing business in the commercial centers is 
very much greater than it would be west. In my State there was almost 
a universal sentiment against a bankruptcy law, but lately the senti- 
ment has somewhat changed. Our commercial men are in favor of it, 
and are anxious to have a bankruptcy law; and this bill is very much 
less harsh than the one which was before the last Congress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should think in sparsely settled portions of the 
country a longer time would be necessary than in commercial communi- 
ties. It would seem to me that they would require a longer time within 
which to file their proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. [Having put the question. } 
The Chair is in doubt; he will put the question again. [Having again 
put the question.] The Chair will be obliged to divide the Senate; it 
is impossible to determine by the sound. 

There were on a division—ayes 7, noes 16; no quorum voting 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will withdraw the amendment. 
can move it again in the Senate. 

Mr. SLATER. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


He 


It appears that there is no quorum 


present. If there be no objection—— 
Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Is there a second? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the roll. 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr 
PALMER] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON | for 

whatever time he is absent. 


The yeas and nays are demanded. 
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that, being engaged in the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
d with this bill. 

I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. MAXEY] was 
it for some time. 
DAWES |. 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. 


He is paired 
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MAXEY] at any time when his colleague thinks that he would desire | 
me to be so paired. I shall retrain from voting upon this question. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—li 
Br George Jonas Slater, 
( Groome Morgan Voorhees. 
Cok« Harris Pu 
Farle Jackson > suury 
NAYS S 
Ald i Edmunds I Platt 
Alliso Frye McM Piumb, 
Bayard Garland Mander , Riddleberger, 
] Hampton Miller of N.Y., Sabin 
Ca mof Wis Harrison Mitchell, Sawyer, 
‘ eT Hill Morrill Sherman 
LD rik Hoar, Pike, Wilson. 
ABSENT—34 
A y Dawes Lamia Ransom, 
Beck Fair, Lapham Sewell 
bowen Gibson Logan Vance, 
Butler Gorman, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
‘ len Hale, Mahone Vest 
( on of Pa Hawley, Maxey, Walker, 
% Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., Williams. 
Cr tt Jones of Nevada, Paimer 
Cul : Kenna, Pendleton, 
So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. SAULSBURY. In section 33, line 11, I move to strike out all 
aiter the word ** intent ’’? down to and including the word “*payable,”’ 
in line 17, in the following words: 

Or who, being actually insolvent, suffers his property to be seized on execu- 
tion, and fails within twenty days thereafter to redeem the same from such 
seizure; or has suspended and not resumed payment of his commercial paper 
or open accounts, made, passed, or contracted in the course of his business, for 
a period of thirty days after the same were payable. 

The section applies to traders who have been guilty of fraud. The 
words which I seek to strike out do not impute any fraud and ought 
not to be applied to persons who have been guilty of fraud, but sim- 
ply because of their inability to pay their debts, as for instance if a man 
suffers an execution upon his property and does not release the execu- 
tion and pay it in twenty days, it is made a cause of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy. 

The language which I propose to strike out assigns causes for invol- 
untary bankruptcy. Iam opposed to the assignment of anything as a 
cause for involuntary bankruptcy unless there is fraud. A man’s pov- 
erty ought not to be made the subject of a cause for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy. He may be poor, he may be actually insolvent, yet struggling 
to pay his creditors; and I think a man in those circumstances ought 
to have some chance in life as well as other men. Wherever there can 
be fraud traced to and fixed upon a debtor I am perfectly willing that 
his creditors shall then proceed against him and throw him into bank- 
ruptcy; but unless there are some instances of fraud, something that 
impeaches the honesty of the man, I am not disposed myself that he 
shall be cast into involuntary bankruptcy. For that reason I have 
moved to strike out those words. If a man owes a book account to a 
merchant, to a blacksmith, or to a mechanic, thirty days after it is pay- 
able it becomes a cause of involuntary bankruptcy under this section. 
There are a great many honest men who might be thrown into bank- 
ruptcy under that provision, and I am therefore opposed to the clause 
and move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ]. 

Mr. HOAR. The first part of the passage proposed to be stricken out 
would not ordinarily affect the debtor whom the Senator from Dela- 
ware seems to commiserate. Thatis put in to prevent a creditor from 
getting an attachment or execution and getting the whole of the debtor’s 
property, and getting all he sees against the other creditors, getting an 
advantage. Certainly it can make no difference to a debtor whether 
his property is taken on execution and sold by a single creditor, which 
the Senator proposes not to have interfered with hy a bankruptcy law, 
or whether it is divided properly and fairly among his creditors, with 
this exception, that as the Senator wants to leave the law the debtor’s 
property is taken by the sheriff, sold, and he does not get a discharge 
from anything except so far as the particular debt is paid or the execu- 
tion satisfied by the seizure or execution; the other creditors do not get 
anything and their debts are not discharged; whereas under the bill, if 
the debtor after twenty days does not redeem his property from execu- 
tion, then it is taken and divided equally among the creditors, and if 
he is honest he is discharged from all his debts. 

So it seems to me it is a singular sympathy which my friend from 
Delaware is manifesting when he moves to strike out that part of the 
section. The other part relates to a distinct matter, and of course re- 
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lates only in the case of commercial accounts or paper to what is called 
suspended payment. When the debtor for thirty days has suspended 
payment, then the creditors may see that the property is divided instead 
of it all going toa single creditor, subject, however, to a later provision, 
to which the Senator from Arkansas called attention. It is not neces- 
sary for me to repeat what he said. But even in that case or in any of 


| these cases if the debtor comes in and says, ‘*I hope and expect to make 


payment before a certain time,’’ and the court finds there is a reason- 


| able possibility, it may give him ninety days more to manage his busi- 
| ness and settle up. 





| 





Mr. SAULSBURY. Inreference to adebtor whose property has been 
seized on execution, there are many honest men who are a little embar- 
rassed in their circumstances, and some creditor has issued an execu- 
tion for the purpose of making himself safe, not for the purpose of clos- 


| ing the man out, but simply that he may have a lien upon the man’s 


property. The man perhaps would not be closed out by the sheriff upon 
that execution. It is simply the effort of the creditor to secure himself, 
without any intention whatever of interfering any further with the 
debtor. He is willing to give him a chance to pay his debts, but simply 
desires to secure himself by a lien upon his property. Hundreds of 


| men who have been under execution have been indulged by their cred- 


itors, and have been ultimately enabled to relieve themselves from their 
embarrassment, and instead of being thrown into bankruptcy have been 
able to adjust their debts and to continue their business. But under 
this provision, if some unfeeling creditor, for the purpose of securing 
his claim or otherwise, issues an execution against his debtor, at once the 
man becomes a bankrupt, and may be proceeded against and thrown 
into involuntary bankruptcy by his other creditors. 

I have no doubt that the honorable Senator who has charge of this 
bill has himself in the course of his life stepp@d up and assisted debt- 
ors under execution and advanced the money to relieve them from the 
particular execution in order that they might continue their business. 
It is the experience of almost every man who has done any business 
whatever that he sometimes finds an honest debtor who is being pressed 
perhaps with an execution upon his property, and he will advance the 
money and pay his execution for him. But the provision of the bill 
is, if the man could not find a ‘friend to do that within twenty days, if 
the execution creditor was willing to let the execution remain and not 
push it and close it out, it becomes a case of involuntary bankruptcy. 
That isa very harsh measure toward an honest debtor. 

Wherever you can trace frand in the transaction of the debtor I am 
willing that his creditors shall have the benefit of this measure and 
proceed against him; but povertyjis no crime, and I am unwilling that 
any man who is an honest man, however poor he may be, shall be thus 
placed at the mercy of his creditors. 

I therefore hope that my motion to strike those words from the bill 
will prevail. ; 

Mr. GARLAND. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to call 
his attention to a fact. I think he has omitted in hisremarks to notice 
what are really the words upon which this whole matter turns: ‘‘ Or 
who, being actually insolvent.’’ In the case that he instances of a man 
who is not insolvent, of course he would not be declared bankrupt; 
they would not compel him to go into bankruptcy. The theory is, as 
I said before on another proposition, that the party is actually insolv- 
ent. He can not make any preference and he can not suffer his prop- 
erty to be disposed of, because the law already seizes hold of it to dis- 
tribute it equally among his creditors. 

Mr. BAYARD. That must be a condition-precedent. 

Mr. GARLAND. Of course. The former act read ‘‘or who being 
bankrupt or insolvent, or in contemplation of bankruptcy or insolv- 
ency ;’’ but here we put it down to actual insolvéncy, ‘‘ who, being 
actually insolvent.’’ I think the Senator from Delaware probably has 
failed to notice the words I havealluded tohere. It is a condition-pre- 
cedent, and when that occurs of course the creditors ought to be permit- 
ted to have the debtor’s property which has been seized on execution 
and kept under execution for twenty days. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
what he means by an insolvent. Does he mean a man who has been 
judicially decided to be insolvent, or does he mean a man who has been 
in such circumstances that by general repute it is known that he is un- 
able to pay his debts? I did notice the words quoted by the Senator, 
and I see that those words apply to a man who may be in such embar- 
rassed circumstances that he can not pay his debts just at that partic- 
ular time. That is the class of men I am seeking to relieve. If the 
man has been judicially determined to be insolvent, that is another 
question. Why do you not put those words inif that is the object you 
have in contemplation? If the purpose is to declare that every man 
who is unable to liquidate his debts at a particular moment is insolv- 
ent, then I say it is a harsh measure against that class of debtors and 
to that I am opposed to it. 

If the Senator will incorporate the words ‘‘ who being judicially de- 
clared insolvent by some proceeding in court,’’ I shall have no objec- 
tion to the clause; but if you are to leave it upon the general estimate 
that the man is insolvent because he is not able to pay his debts at a 
particular moment I am opposed to it; for there are hundreds and 
thousands of men in this country who, if called upon to pay their debts 
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to-day, could not do it; if they had an execution upon their property | 


they could not discharge it unless some friend stepped forward to re- 
lieve them. 
itors who see proper to proceed against him and throw him into bank- 
ruptcy. 


It is to that provision I am opposed, and I shall vote certainly myself 


to strike out those words. In fact I shall vote for no measure that seeks 
to put any class of men who have not been guilty of fraud at the mercy 
of their creditors to throw them into involuntary bankruptcy. If you 
carry fraud home to any debtor where he has sought to defeat the collec- 
tion of honest debts by fraudulent practices, I am perfectly willing that 
his creditors shall have all the remedies they can against him, but I shall 
not vote to make poverty a crime, punishable by this kind ofa proceed- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY ]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there are further amendments 
to this section the reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are some other amendments to be offered to 
section 33. I was waiting for some othet gentleman to proceed. I 
know there are some others to be offered besides the one I am going to 
offer now, as they are not here to present their amendments at this 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] gave notice of an amendment to the 
pending section. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; he wishes to offer an amendment to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate can return to the section 
at any time. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall for one consent to that. The amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama I suppose is his amendment about specu- 
lating in futures? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. It can be put in the bill anywhere almost, in one place 
as well as another, if put in at all, which I hope it will not be. I will 
for one consent when we get tothe endof the bill that the Senator from 
Alabama may go buck and move his amendment to this section if he 
prefers to have it offered here, so as not to lose the time now. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
33 and two to offer to section 34, all of which I deem important. I 
did not desire to offer them until after the Senator from Alabama had 
offered his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Secretary read on. There area good 
many sections coming now that it is not likely will be sought to be 
amended. 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
tary bankruptcy. 
Mr. HOAR. We can go back when we get to the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 33 will be passed over with 
that understanding. 

Mr. HOAR. 
ject, he has his rights again in the Senate, so that he will be perfectly 
protected. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to have consent to come back to these in- 
voluntary bankruptcy provisions. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at section 34 and 
read to the end of section 39. 

Mr. BAYARD. I submitted privately to the Senator in charge of 
the bill yesterday an amendment, to come in at lines 4and 5 of section 
39. At present it requires one-fourth in value and number of the known 
creditors to enable the judge to appoint a trustee where there is a failure 
to select one. A gentleman of great experience in the city of Phila- 
delphia, who held the position of register in bankruptcy, has made 
what I think is a very sensible suggestion, and that is to dispense with 
the fraction of one-fourth in value and number of the known credit- 


ors and allow the judge upon the request of any creditor to appoint a | 


trustee where there has been a failure to elect one. 
writing upon this subject is as follows: 

It happened under the act of 1867 that in very many cases where there were 
no assets creditors would fail to attend a meeting called to make the choice of 
assignee or trustee, or refuse to vote or take any part inthe election. In such 
cases under the old law the register or the court would appoint. In the present 
bill it would seem that before the judge can appoint in case of failure, it requires 
that one-fourth of the creditors should make the request. 

Therefore, in section 39, lines 4 and 5, I move to strike out the words 
*‘one-fourth in value and number of all known creditors,’’ and to in- 
sert the words ‘‘any creditor;’’ so as to read: 


His language in 


And upon request of any creditor the judge may appoint a trustee when | 


there is a failure to elect one or a refusal to accept the trust. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 
Mr. HOAR. I hopethat amendment will be adopted. I think it is 
reasonable. The sentence which has occasioned the amendment about 
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But yet you make that kind of a man subject to the cred- | 


La 
| allowed to appoint, but if they have chosen one and he refuses, I thin] 


elect at the same meeting. 


I have two other amendments to offer to section | 


Let the Senator go back when we get to the end of the | 


| judge would give it that construction. 
I should like to go back to the sections on involun- | 


The Senator will understand that if anybody does ob- | 





| be no objection. 
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appointing a trustee where there is a failure to elect was transferred to 
another place, and that is the way it happened to be in ther 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish tosuggest whether if the words are stricken 
out, as proposed by the Senator from Delaware, the effect will nof he 





| to put it in the power of the judge to appoint the trustee where the 


trustee chosen by the creditors refuses to accept. I am sure it would. 
Suppose a trustee has been chosen by the creditors who is interested in 


| the estate and he refuses to accept ? 


Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator will read line 6 I think his criticism 
will be answered. It is only in case where there is a failure to elect 
or a refusal to accept the trust. 

Mr. HARRISON. Precisely; and the point I make is that at a prop- 
erly constituted creditors’ meeting a trustee may be chosen, and if he 


| refuses to serve, is it right to deprive the creditors of. the right, in case 
| they choose to select another, to make that selection, and to commit the 


whole matter to the judge? I agree withthe Senator that where the 
creditors do not take interest enough in the matter to choose a trustee 
they ought not to defeat the proceedings and the judge ought to be 


to } 


‘ 


they ought to be allowed to choose another. 

Mr. BAYARD. I apprehend, ifthe Senator pleases, that there should 
be a harmony in the two interests which a judge would certainly re- 
spect, and as the power to choose the assignee is vested in the majority of 
the creditors in number and value already, that he would not against 
their wish make such an appointment. But this is really to provide 
for cases of what I may call apathy or.indifference on the part of cred 
itors. I think it is practically a wise amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I will suggest, after this is adopted, an amendment 
which will cover the point made by the Senator from Indiana: that is, to 
make it read that the judge may appointa trustee when there is a failure 
to elect one, or a refusal to accept the trust and a subsequent failure to 
That will come in later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. To meet the point made by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON], after the word ‘‘trust,’’ in line 7, I move to insert 
the words ‘‘and a subsequent failure to elect by the creditors;”’ 
to read: ® 


SO as 


And upon request of any creditor the judge may appoint a trustee when there 


is a failure to elect one, or a refusal to accept the trust and a subsequent failure 


to elect by the creditors. 


Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
extend the amendment a little by making it read ‘‘ and a subsequent 
failure to elect by the creditors within a time to be fixed by the judge.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; there isno harm in that, though I think the 
Of course the subsequent time 
to elect would be a reasonable time, probably at the same meeting. 
There is only one meeting where they can elect; therefore, under the 


| bill without putting in that language, if the meeting terminates with- 
| out electing a new one, that is a subsequent failure to elect; they can 


not elect at a subsequent meeting under the law. 

Mr. WILSON. But they might not be able to agree at that meet- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HOAR. I will accept the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
it is proposed to insert: 


In section 39, line 7, after the word 


‘*trust,”’ 


And a subsequent failure to elect by the creditors within a time to be fixed by 
the judge. 

So as to read: 

And upon request of any creditor the judge may appoint atrustee when there 
is a failure to elect one, or a refusal to accept the trust and a subsequent failure 
to elect within a time to be fixed by the judge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sert the words just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Section 39 should also be amended by inserting a semi- 
colon at the end of the first line, after the word ‘‘ trustee.’’ 
sion is a mistake of the printer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question is on the motien to in 


The omis- 


Theclause will be so corrected if there 
The reading of the bill will proceed 
Section 40 was read. 
Mr. HARRISON. The word ‘* adimssion,’’ 
It should be ‘‘ administration.’ 
Mr. HOAR. There is a misprint 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. HARRISON. 
Mr. HOAR. 
of ‘‘adimssion.”’ 
Mr. HARRISON. The ‘‘allowance?”’ 
Mr. HOAR. The allowance. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


in line 6, is a mistake. 


The correction will be made 
I am not sure that that makes it right. 


It is a misprint. It should be 


‘fadmission’’ instead 


Is the language right ? 






























2OG8 


Mr. FRYE. The word is spelled wrong; that is all. 

Mr.HOAR. Itisamisprint. I think the word ‘‘allowance’’ 
be better, so as to read ‘‘ the allowance of debts.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
gésts that the word ‘‘adimssion,’’ in the sixth line, be changed to “ al- 
lowance.’’ The change will be made if there be no objection. It is 


would 


sO ordered 

Mr. HOAR. In line 22 of section 40 three words are omitted by mis- 
take of the printer, the words ‘‘ of such trustee ’’ after the word *‘duty.”’ 
It should read: 


And it shall be the duty of such trustee to conform to such directions unless 
the court for some just cause otherwise orders. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words ‘‘ofsuch trustee,’’ in the 
twenty-second line of the fortieth section, will be inserted unless there 
be objection. The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 41 and 42. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish*to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether in the latter part of section 42, where it avoids all liens, charges, 
or incumbrances, all attachments and everything of that sort, if a party 
who is not subject to involuntary proceedings should makeany of these 
assignments or suffer any of these liens or judgments which would be 
good at the time under this proposed law, whether if he afterward ap- 
plies in an involuntary proceeding in bankruptcy it would avoid those 
things ? 

Mr. HOAR. I so understand it, that a lien occasioned by a mere 
suit would ordinarily be the thing which would make it the duty of 
the debtor as an honest man to go into bankruptcy to prevent the pref- 
erence of a single creditor. 

Mr. GEORGE. He might have taken a different view of honesty 
from that under the law allowed him. I simply wanted to know what 
meaning was attached to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tinued. 

The Chief Clerk read section 43 to section 48, inclusive. 

Mr. HOAR. In the second line of section 48 the word ‘* trustees ”’ 
should read ‘‘ trustee.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read sections 
19 to 55, inclusive. 

Mr. HOAR. There was a change made in section 46, at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and the Senator 
trom Iowa [ Mr. WILSON }, authorizing the judge to appoint in the case 
of failure to elect by the creditors, or in case of refusal of the person 
elected, and a failure to make a new election within the time fixed by 
the judge, which implies that the judge might authorize a new election 
at a later meeting. That requires a change in line 5 of section 46 
which I did not observe atthe time. The Senator from Iowa has called 
my attention to it. I ask unanimous consent, in line 5 of that section, 
after the word ‘‘ chosen,’’ to strike out the words 
ing ’’ and to insert the words ‘* by the creditors;’’ so as to read: 


It dissolves the attachment. 
The reading of the bill will be con- 


And this whether he is chosen by the creditors, or appointed by the judge or 
commissioner, or fills a vacancy. 

I suppose there will be no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to strike out and insert certain words which he has 
indicated in section 46. Is there objection? There being no objec- 
tion, the Senate returns to section 46, and the question is on the mo- 
tion to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to an amendment that I desire to offer in section 55, line 
19, after the words ‘‘ twelve months.’’ With a view of preventing the 
sacrifice of real estate, especially in the South, I propose to add the 
words: 


Or in three years, if the court shall think it best for the interest of the credit- 
ors. 

I wish to state to the Senator from Massachusetts and to the Senate 
that sales of real estate in the South are usually made entirely on 
credit of several years, or part cash and the balance payable in one, 
two, and three years; and if real estate is put up at a judicial sale on 
as short a credit as that named in the section it would not bring one- 
half of its value. That is the object of the amendment I offer. 

Mr. HOAR. How much do they give in the Senator’s State when 
the sheriff sells it? 

Mr. GEORGE. They give very little. 

Mr. HOAR. How much time? 

Mr. GEORGE. None. It is a eash sale. 

Mr. HOAR. 
very long time for keeping the entire bankruptcy proceedings open. 
It is better in nine cases out of ten, if there happens to be a piece of 
real estate that would be sacrificed, to have it sacrificed than to keep 
the bankruptcy proceedings open for three years. To keep the pro- 
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The Senator from Massachusetts sug- | 





*‘at the first meet- | 





I would suggest to the Senator that three years isa | 
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offer leaves it entirely to the discretion of the judge, who shall first de- 
cide that it is best for the interest of the creditors. The language I pro- 
pose is: 


Or in three years, if the court shall think it best for the interest of the creditors, 


I am sure if the amendment is not adopted there will be a very great 


| sacrifice in the sales of real estate in the South. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest a mere grammatical change, to read a little 
better, in line 11 of section 55, where it says ‘‘ the trustee shall mail a 
notice thereof to each creditor of the time and place of sale,’’ to change 
the sentence so as to read, ‘‘ the trustee shall mail to each creditor a no- 
tice of the time and place of sale.’’ Itis ratheran awkward sentence. 
The amendment does not change the meaning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing of the bill. 

The Secretary read sections 56, 57, and 58. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
the word ‘‘in,’’ after ‘‘reckoned,’’ in line 10 of section 58, is not sur- 
plusage ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it is; it should be stricken out. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 58. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi will 
suspend for one moment. An amendment is pending. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought that was disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Indiana will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In section 58, line 10, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘in’’ after “‘ reckoned;’’ so as to read: 


The Secretary will continue the read- 


But the time which elapses between the filingof the petition and the appoint- 
ment and qualification of the trustee shall not be reckoned against him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
there be no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to insert in line 8, section 58, after the word 
“‘appointed,’’ the words “‘nor extend the time of limitation in such 
case.’’ The provision now reads in this way: 

This provision shall not in any case revive aright of action barred at the time 
when a trustee is appointed. 

And the amendment is— 


Nor extend the time of limitation in such case. 


Mr. HOAR. I do not see any objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. In order to carry out that idea, I move, in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘trustee,’’ to insert ‘‘ first qualified.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Thatsimply expresses in words what I suppose would 
be held to be the meaning of the sentence without it. I have no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suggest now whether it would not be better to 
strike out the words “‘ against him,’’ at the close of line 10 and begin- 
ning of line 11, and say ‘‘shall not be reckoned” against any one. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no reason why that time should be deducted 
as against the other party. The other party is not under any disqual- 
ification. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave another amendment to offer: at the end of the 
section to insert ‘‘except in cases of concealed fraud;’’ so as to read: 

The trustee shall be allowed to cancel his bond immediately upon favorable 
review of his administration by the court; and any and all actions against said 
trustee shall be barred by the final adjustment of the estate, except in cases of 
concealed fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatof course reopens the entire estate. I suppose the 
object was to meet in this law the difficulty which the Senator from 
Kansas complained of in the other and which he introduced a special 
bill at the lastsession to meet, and thatis the keeping these bankruptcy 
matters forever open, undisposed of. The idea was to have some time 
when as against all mankind this thing is closed, when the bondsman 


amendment will be made if 


| has no further responsibility for his principal, and when nobody can 


come and bring all the creditors and all this machinery back again into 
court. Whether it would not be better on the whole to adhere to the 
strict limitation of the bill Iam not quite sure. Ido not think the 
Senator’s amendment will do any harm. 

Mr. FRYE. It is not against the bondsman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. The object is that where the trustee shall confess- 
edly conceal fraud in the settlement of his accounts, there shall be no 


ceedings open even as long as this bill provides, twelve months, has | bar until there is a discovery of the fraud. 


occasioned criticism. 
Mr. GEORGE. I wish to say in reply to that that the amendment I 








Mr. HOAR. Ido not object if the Senator insists on it. 
Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that if 
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the amendment he has proposed be adopted, the ordinary rule that the 
statute would begin to run from the discovery of the fraud would not 
apply; but in the case of a concealed fraud there would be no limita- 
tion at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the statute would commence running from 
the time the fraud was discovered. That is the ordinary rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. I know it is the ordinary rule; but we are adopt- 
ing here a special statute of limitation, and unless that is incorporated 
here I should think it would not be the rule, but that there would be 
no limit at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator suggest that that ought to be ex- 
pressed as a part of the amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. 


the fraud. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will putit one year after the discovery of the fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. I think six months would be long enough. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I will put it at six months: 

And the time of six months is allowed after the discovery of the fraud. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi modifies 
his amendment. The amendment will be reported as moditied. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 58: 
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I think it ought to be expressed that it should | 
not be brought longer than two years or one year after the discovery of 


| 


| is a lien. 


Except in cases of concealed fraud, and in such cases the time of six months | 


is allowed after the discovery of the fraud. 


Mr. HOAR. Say ‘‘in such cases such actions may be brought within 
six months from such discovery.’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sarry Out the idea. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, let it be modified by adding ‘‘in which 
such action may be brought.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis not needed. 

The clause now reads: 


And any and all actions against said trustee shall be barred by the final ad- 
justment of the estate. 


The amendment as reported does not 


And then to add ‘‘ except in six months after discovery of the fraud ”’ 
is all that is necessary to secure a bar in six months after discovery. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
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That being the case, suppose the debtor does not get his discharge, the 
creditor ought not to have the statute of limitations running against 
him while he could not lawfully prosecute his suit. Perhaps it has 
been the only thing that has saved the statute of limitatious, and he has 
been dismissed from the court in consequence of the provisions of this 
bill. So the idea of this section is that there should be a judgment, 
that the proof should itself operate as a new judgment for the amount 
proved. Of course in many cases there would be a partial dividend, 
which would reduce the amount. I do not know how it may be in 
other parts of the country, but in all the bankruptcy proceedings that 
I have had any experience with, and I rather think that will prove to be 
true everywhere, there is drawn off in the United States courts a sheet, 
which is preserved by the clerk of the court, containing the list of 
debts proved and the amount. . 

Mr. HARRISON. But it does not goupon any judgment docket; it 
is not indexed; it is not put in shape for convenient ascertainment by 
those who are searching the records for title. 

Mr. HOAR. But I was coming to that presently. The creditor of 
course will know whether he has proved his claim, and he will know 
where to go to find this new judgment; but we have no experience in 
our part of the country of a condition of things where a judgment itself 
There is no such thing as a judgment lien in any New Eng- 
land State or in any Eastern State so far as I am aware at the present 
time. When the execution is issued and the sheriff seizes any particu- 
lar piece of real estate he makes a record of his seizure in the office 
where deeds are recorded, where all titles are recorded, so that this sec- 
tion needs no amendment or addition so far as any community with 
which I am familiar is concerned. 

But the Senator reminds me, what I did not think of before, that 


| there are States in the Union where the mere entry of a judgment op- 


| erates as a lien upon all the debtor’sland within the jurisdiction of the 


} court. 
| did not foresee it. 


The Senator from Mississippi will | 


reduce his amendment to writing, and the next section will be read | 


meanwhile. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Section 59 was read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Referring back to section 58 I offer my amendment 
in this form; I move to add to the section: 

Except that in cases of concealed fraud actions may be commenced within six 
months after the discovery thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts as 
to the effect of the last clause of section 59: 


In case of the refusal of the court to grant a discharge to any bankrupt, the 
proof of debt filed in such proceeding shall be considered, for all intents and pur- 


| proves his to-morrow. 


poses, as a judgment roll, and like proceedings may be had for the collection of | 


such debt, less the amount paid thereon for dividends, as in the case of an ordi- 
nary judgment. . 


I sappose the intention was that the proofs of debt in these cases 
shou!d be treated as a judgment entered against the debtor for that 
amount; but, if so, I submit that the bill ought to have some provision 
for putting them upon the more permanent records of the court as judg- 
ments, because if the proceedings under this bill are like those under 
the bankrupt law of 1867 those proofs are in paper; there is no judg- 
ment docket made up of the allowances with any date and amount. 
It seems to me if that provision is retained there ought to be some pro- 
vision made for transferring them to the judgment docket of the circuit 
or district court, so that they would be accessible to those who inquire 
for liens against the property of any person; and there ought also to be 
some provision as to the relative date from which these liens were to 
be calculated; that is, whether a proof made to-day of a claim takes 
precedence as a judgment of this date against proof made to-morrow or 
next day in the course of the bankruptcy proceedings. It seems to me 
that that provision is left indefinite and that it ought to have some such 
provision as I have suggested. 

I am sure it will lead to great trouble if proofs are made under this 
bill (and I am not familiar enough with it to know whether they are), 
and the records are kept as they were under the former law, and you 
treat the claims allowed as judgments of the United States courts. 
Unless provision is made for some judgment record and unless some 
definite regulation is made as to the date from which they are to oper- 
ate as liens, I see no reason why, if they are to be treated as judg- 
ment liens, they should not all be treated as of one date, and perhaps 
the date of the decree refusing the discharge, or some such provision. 

Mr. HOAR. Thesuggestion of the gentleman from Indiana certainly 
isa very weighty one. The operation of this law is, of course, to sus- 


That is a defect in the bill. It should have been foreseen. I 
So I think it would be better to reserve the section 
and have an amendment, carefully considered, something like this: re- 
quiring the creditor proving his debt, if he desires to make it a lien 
upon the debtor’s estate, to cause it to be entered,on the docket of the 
court as ordinary judgments. Of course it is no improper burden on 
him; and then some reasonable provision that a man whose claim is 
proved to-day shall not have,a lien in preference to the man who 
I would like, however, before dealing with this 
question, to ask the Senator does a judgment in his State operate as a 
lien on after-acquired real estate ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The question of priority as to after-acquired real 
estate would be settled by the levy of the execution after it operates. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it a lien? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, it would become so. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, suppose I have not a dollar of real estate in 
the State of Indiana and the Senator gets a judgment against me, and 
I inherit twelve months hence a piece of real estate in Indiana, does 
that judgment without any other proceeding become a lien ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly it becomes a lien from the very date 
that the title vests in the case supposed by the Senator; but if there 
were two judgments against the Senator the question of priority would 


| be settled by the earliest levy. 


| the bankruptcy proceeding. 


Mr. HOAR. Of course all the existing real estate of the debtor goes 
into the bankruptcy proceedings and all liens on that are dissolved by 
So if you give the creditor a right to have 


| his claim indexed in the judgment docket, if he sees fit at any time, 





| the trustee. 


pend all the ordinary methods of proceeding for the collection of debts by | 


the creditor. His suit is dismissed on motion in any court ofthe United 


States, either State or national, and he is prohibited from bringing his | 


suit. It is an answer to the suit that these proceedings are pending. 


| 


there is no occasion for any provision as to priority between two cred- 


| itors unless the judgment of to-day operates as a lien on future-acquired 


real estate, which I did not suppose it would, but the Senator knows 
better than I do about that. I understand the Senator to say that it 
does. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It certainly does in my State. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be true in any State of the Union there ought 
to be a carefully prepared addition to this section to provide for that 
case. If the Senate will consent to reserve the section I will ask the 
Senator from Indiana to prepare an amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would rather the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who has charge of the bill and who can preserve its relations better 
than I, should do so; but I want to make an additional suggestion to 
him: It seems to me that the better way would be to provide not upon 
suggestion or motion of the creditor, but to provide absolutely in such 
cases that the debts unpaid and proved against the bankrupt should be 
transferred to and entered upon the judgment docket of the court. | 
think it would be better, then, in order to settle these questions of 


| priority, that they should be really treated as one judgment, and that 


anything realized from execution thereafter should be divided among 
these unpaid debts against the bankrupt’s estate equally, precisely as 
it would have been if the money had been received and distributed by 
In other words, it is treated as one judgment with a speci- 
fication of the amount coming to different creditors, and if execution 
issues it issues for the wholeamount, and whatever is realized is divided. 
It seems to me that is the fairer way. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Secretary proceed with the reading 
until 5 o'clock, and then I will move an adjournment unless the Senate 
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desire to remain longer, which is not likely, and 
amendment to cover the difficulty. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the reading of the bill will proceed. 
Sections 60 to 70°inclusive were read. 


will prepare an 


This section will be passed over, and 


Mr.GEORGE. I desire toask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion in relation to section 70. There are some district courts which have 
circuit-court powers. I desire to know what kind of revision is pro- 
vided for in cases pending in those courts, or whether there is any. 

Mr. HOAR. That depends on the general law as applicable to those 
courts, as I understand. The Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. GARLAND] 
can answer that question a great deal better than I, because he is famil- 
iar with one of those jurisdictions 

Mr. GARLAND. It weuld depend, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has said, on the revisory power generally over those courts. We 
passed a general law on the 3d of March, 1879, for example, giving the 
right of revik to the circuit judges over those district judges who exer- 
cise circuit-court powers. This bill, without some amendment, would be 
held to refer to that general supervisory power. 

Mr. GEORGE. But would there be a supervisory power ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Nodoubtofit. That was the opinion of the com- 
mittee when it had the bill under consideration. 

Section 71 was read 

Mr. GARLAND. We are coming now to a point of importance, and 
I move that the Senate proce ed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o0’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 15, 1584. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the remainder of the Journal, which as read was ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by Rev. ALBERT R. STUART, 


BUILDING FOR SIGNAL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army, submitting a plan and estimates for a building for 
the use of the Signal Service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

UNIVERSITY 


OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. OATES. 


further consideration of the bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of 
the University of Alabama from the public lands in said State, and 
that the bill be brought before the House for present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That 46,080 acres of the public lands in Alabama are hereby | 


granted to the State of Alabama, in addition to the lands reserved to said State 
by the acts approved April 20, 1818, and March 2, 1819, for the benefit of the Uni- 
versity of Alabama, to be applied, as far as may be necessary, to the erection of 
suitable buildings for said university and to the restoration of the library and 


scientific apparatus heretofore destroyed by fire, such application to be madein | 


such manner as the Legislature of said State may direct or may empower the 
trustees of said university to direct: Provided, That the State of Alabama shall 


pay the expenses of agents appointed by the governor thereof te select such lands, | 


to be reimbursed out of the proceeds of the sales thereof. 

Sec. 2. That the governor of Alabama may appoint one or more agents to select 
the lands granted in thisact from any public lands within said State not included 
in some subsisting grant made by the United States; and such agentshall make 
report of such selections to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of thisact shall not apply to any legal subdivision 


of land to which the right of homestead entry or pre-emption shall have at- | 
tached in favor of any person who is entitled to such homestead and pre-emp- | 
tion entries, and who is occupying and claiming such subdivision of the public 


lands in Alabama at the time when such selections are approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. And in cases where it is found that such claims are su- 
perior to the rights of the State of Alabama herein granted, the said State may 
select other lands in lieu thereof, and in like quantity, elsewhere in the said 
State, from the public lands of the United States, so as to make up, as nearly as 
may be, the total number of acres of land granted in this act to said State. 

Src. 4. That when the selections of said lands are so made, and are approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, the title to the same shall vest in the State of 
Alabama, to and for the use and benefit of said University of Alabama, to be 
applied first to the uses and purposes declared in the first section of this act, and 


then to the endowment of said university, and to no other purpose whatever; 
and patents shall issue to saig State for the lands so selected and approved. And 
the State of Alabama shall by law direct the sale of such lands; and the money 
arising from such sales shall be paid into the treasury of the State of Alabama 
but no expenses that may be incurred in making such sales, after the selections 
of lands made under this act are confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior and 
are entered on thetownship maps of the proper land offices, shall be paid by the 
United States 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior is empowered to make ail needful 
and proper regulations and rules for carrying this act into effect, and for the de- 
cision of all questions that may arise as to the right of the State of Alabama to 
any lands that may be claimed under the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill is quite a long one, and the subject of it 
is very interesting. I desire to reserve the right to object until the gen- 
tleman from Alabama gives an explanation. 

Mr. OATES. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will withhold his ob- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


| jection and the House will allow me one minute for explanation I think 


no one would object. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the gentleman from Alabama 


| making a brief explanation, the right to object to the consideration of 


| troops in 1865. 


the biil being reserved ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. The bill provides for giving to the State University 
in Alabama 46,000 acres of lands, to be selected from the public lands 
within the State of Alabama. ‘This is in consequence of the loss and 
destruction of the buildings there when occupied by the United States 
The University of the State of Alabama was a very 


| flourishing institution, and about the close of the war a portion of the 


I ask unanimous consent to move that the Committee | 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the | 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will | 





| Army of the United States came there, and the soldiers occupied the 
| university buildings, which, I suppose unintentionally and probably by 
| accident, took fireand were burned, nearly allof them. Theloss by the 
| destruction of the property, in addition to avaluable library of 30,000 
volumes, was estimated at $240,000. Since that time the State of Ala- 
bama, impoverished as it was, has been as liberal as it could be in con- 
tributing money toreplace those buildings, but it has not been able to 
do it. This bill simply grants a portion of the public lands in Ala- 
bama to be used inreplacing the necessary buildings of the university. 
The bill has been before the Committee on Public Lands of this House, 
| and has a unanimous report in its favor from that committee. I trust 
| no gentleman will object to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have always been opposed to any disposal of the 
public lands except for purposes of settlement. But inasmuch as the 
Committee on Public Lands are unanimously agreed in favor of the 
| bill, and as the facts stated by the gentleman from Alabama present a 
stronger case than usual in behalf of this institution, I do not feel justi- 
fied in interposing an objection, although I regret to see any measure 
authorizing a departure from what I think should be the fundamental 
| principle of the Government in dealing with its public lands, that they 
are not for sale, but that they are designed for homes for the people. 
Unless this were for the benefit of an educational institution I should 
object. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT DUBUQUE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to have the 
| bill (H. R. 450) taken from the House Calendar for present considera- 
tion, together with an amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


- 


The bill will! be read, after which the Chair will 





| A bill (H. R. 450) to amendan act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction 
of a ponton wagon-bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of 
Dubuque, in the State of Ilowa.”’ 


Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled *‘An act to authorize the construction 
| of a ponton wagon-bridge acrossthe Mississippi River at or near the city of Du- 
| buque, in the State of Iowa,”’ be amended by striking out of section 2 of said act 

the words ** that the bridge shall be constructed with a suitable ponton draw of 
| not less than five hundred feet in width, located over the main channel of the 
river,’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words “that the bridge shall be con- 
structed with a ponton draw or draws of such length and location as shall be 
ordered by the Secretary of War.” 


The amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce was read, 
as follows: 


Add to the bill at the end thereof the following words: 
** Provided, That said draw or draws shall not be less than four hundred feet 
in length.” 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. , 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
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the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LADIES’ WAITING-ROOM. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed to purchase 
the necessary furniture and carpeting for the ladies’ waiting-room, subject to 
the approval of the Committee on Accounts, and to pay for the same out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
to have reprinted 

Mr. CASSIDY. 

The SPEAKER. 
reports. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. 

PURCHASE OF WOOD FOR USE OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ADAMS. of Illinois. 
instruct me to report back to the House and recommend the adoption 
of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to purchase 
by private contract and without advertising therefor twenty cords of best oak 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 





I call for the regular order. 
The regular order is the call of committees for 


I rise to make a privileged report. 
The gentleman will submit it. 


The Committee on Accounts unanimously | 


| committees for reports. 


wood for immediate use of the House of Representatives, said purchase to be | 


made under the direction of the Committee on Accounts, aud the wood to be 
paid for out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask consent, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. 
{Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR] when the regular order was demanded. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I will withdraw the demand for the regular order 
for a time. 





SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent that part 2 of 
Report No. 495 be reprinted. The number already printed has been ex- 
hausted. 

The SPEAKER. That portion of the report containing the views of 
the minority ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The views of the minority on House 
bill 4980, to aid temporarily in the support of common schools. 

Mr. WILLIS. Why not let both parts of the report be reprinted ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosrpH D. Tay- 
LOR] asks consent that the report of the majority, with the views of 
the minority, on House bill 4980, to aid temporarily in the support of 
common schools, be reprinted for the use of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ENSIGN L. K. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am instructed unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to ask consent to report back for present con- 
sideration Senate joint resolution No. 26, granting permission to Ensign 
L. K. Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the 
Royal and Imperial Order of Francis Joseph from the Government of 
Austria. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That Ensign L. K. Rey- 
nolds, United States Navy, be, and he is hereby, granted permission to accept 


I understand that that has been withdrawn. | 
The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ohio | 
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been made to it is that this testimonial is a badge of royalty. I have 
here a letter from the Austrian minister showing that that isan entire 
mistake. 

A year and a halfago Ensign Reynolds, at the Azores, rescued twelve 
men from the Austrian-Hungarian bark Olivo, at the risk of his own life, 
by jumping into the sea during a hurricane. His courage has been 
recognized by our Life-Saving Service, by the Boston and New York 
societies, and at last by the Austrian-Hungarian Government, who have 
sent him this medal. 

There can be no objection to allowing him to accept this medal. It 
is not a badge of nobility; it is only a badgeof humanity. I therefore 
ask that before this man departs on his dangerous mission this join 
resolution may be passed. It is just the same thing as giving a medal 
of our own Life-Saving Service. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Those of us who are opposed to all 
this tomfoolery are willing to allow it to come up if a short time for 
discussion is permitted; otherwise we must object. 

Mr. FINERTY. I am perfectly willing to allow discussion on this 
subject, as the gentleman from New York has had his say. If he agrees 
to that, I will not object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How much time does the gentleman 
desire ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I call for the regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the call of 
The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m 

LINCOLN NATIONAL BANK, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 


| ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5966) to 


change the name of the Marsh National Bank of Lincoln, Nebr., to 


| that of the Capital National Bank of Lincoln; which was placed on the 





the decoration of the Royal and Imperial Order of Francis Joseph, awarded | 


him by the Austrian Government, in recognition of heroic conduct in saving 
the lives of the crew of the Austrian bark Olivo, November 24, 1879. 

The SPEAKER. 
the joint resolution which has just been read. 

Mr. FINERTY. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope that I will be allowed to make a 
statement, as other gentlemen have been heard on their propositions. 

Mr. FINERTY. I will hear the gentleman, reserving the right to 
object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ensign Reynolds, who is the beneficiary of 
this little joint resolution, goes off very soon on the Greely relief ex- 
pedition. That is why the Committee on Naval Affairs recommend 
immediate action on the joint resolution. The only objection that has 


Is there objection to the present consideration of | 


House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
SIGNAL STATIONS ON NANTUCKET. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3890) to establish 
signal stations upon the island of Nantucket and submarine telegraphic 
communication with the main4and; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

BRIDGE OVER WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bili (H. R. 6264) to authorize the 
Arkansas Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over the White 
River in the State of Arkansas; which was placed on the House Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SAINT CLOUD WATER-POWER AND MILL COMPANY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 3678, a bill (H. R. 6657) granting the consent of 
Congress to the Saint Cloud Water-Power and Mill Company to con- 
struct a dam across the Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn.; which 
was read a first and second time, placed on the House Calendar, and, 


| with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2211) to construct, 
maintain, and support a floating ward or hospital in connection with 
the United States marine hospital at New Orleans; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMERICAN PAPERS TO BARGE PIRATE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4539) to issue 
American papers to the lighter or barge Pirate, now at New York; 
which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SAC AND FOX INDIAN RESERVATION, 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 5350, a bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale 
of the Sac and Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENSHIP OF INDIANS. 

Mr. GRAVES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 4057, a bill( H. R. 6659) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to create a commission to try and to dispose of claims 
for citizenship in the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Semi 
nole Indian Nations; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

KAW OR KANSAS INDIAN SCRIP. 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
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ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4709) for 
the payment of Kaw or Kansas Indian scrip, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to 
} nted 
we printer 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4911) to pension soldiers and 
sailors for disabilities in addition to loss of a leg or anarm; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MATSON, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1652) to grant pensions for service 
in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Iiouse on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be print d. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask consent that the minority of the committee 
have leave to present their views in writing upon the bill just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the minority of the com- 
mittee will have leave to file their views, to be printed with the report 
of the majority 

Chere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 





APRIL 15, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


discharged from the further consideration of the same, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, from the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 3672) to improve 
the civil service by relieving the legislative officers from the perform- 
ance of executive functions; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 6186) making persons 
honorably discharged after service in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the late war eligible to certain appointments in the civil 
service without the examination now required by law; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 

adversely the bill (H. R. 3454) to amend section 572 of the Revised 


| Statutes so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the dis- 


ABRAHAM J. REBER. 
Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported, as asub- | 
stitute for H. R. 2025, a bill (H. R. 6660) rerating Abraham J. Reber 


and granting him arrears of pension; which was read a first and second 
time, reterred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


trict courts for the western district of Virginia; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS. 
Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Manufactures, 


| reported back the bill (H. R. 986) to regulate the commerce between 


the States pertaining to commercial travelers; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 


companying report ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back | 


with amendments the bill (H. R. 


1442) for the relief of ‘Frances H. | 


Plummer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
PROTECTION FROM FIRE IN HOTELS, ETC. 


Mr. FIEDLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 


ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. 


Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on Territories, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H.R. 1674) to provide for additional mem- 
bers of the Legislatures of the several Territories and an increase of pay 
to the members and officers thereof; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 


| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


poried back adversely the bill (H. R. 933) to provide for the better | 
protection of life against fire in hotels and lodging-houses in the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


FIEDLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 


ASSESSMENTS. 
Mr 


PRINTING TESTIMONY. 
Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe subcommittee on naval affairs having in charge the inquiry 


| into the Jeannette expedition have leave to print the testimony given before 


reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2860) making appropriation for | 


the refunding of two-thirds the amount of assessment made under the 
act of Congress approved July 8, 1870, upon the property-holders own- 
ing property on Pennsylvania avenue from First street to Fifteenth 


street, and Louisiana avenue from the intersection of Four-and-a-half 


them from day to day for the use of the House and the committee. 


Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


| on the table. 


street to Seventh street, in the city of Washington, D. C., during the year | 


1871, for street improvements on said avenues; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC GARDENS OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1226) for the consolidation of the public gar- 
dens of Washington; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

BARTHOLDI FOUNTAIN. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported 
back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 45) providing for the removal 
and relocation of the Bartholdi fountain; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD-LAW MONUMENT. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5438) granting lands in aid of the erec- 
tion of a monument commemorative of the homestead law. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FORBES’S HISTORICAL ART COLLECTION. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported | 


back the bill (H. R. 6339) providing for the purchase of Forbes’s his- 
torical art collection; when the Committee on the Library was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
STATUE JAMES A. 


OF GARFIELD. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of joint resolution (H. Res. 224) granting certain publica- 
tions to the Cincinnati Loan Law Library, with amendments; in which 


| concurrence was requested. 


It further announced the adoption of a resolution to correct an error 
in the bill (S. 1063) toamend the Revised Statutes relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; in which concurrence was 


| requested, 





Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, also reported | 


| bill. 
irom Col. A. F. Rockwell, of the United States Army, relative to the | 


back a communication from the Secretary of War submitting a letter 


statue of James A. Garfield; when the Committee on the Library was 


| and on the division the ayes seem to have it. 


TARIFF. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration ot 
revenue bills. 

Several members asked for a division on the question. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope there will be no embarrassment interposed 
to going into the committee, as the point can be made at a late” stage 


| after the tariff bill shall be reached. 


The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is withdrawn, 
It is so ordered. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, inthe 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in committee for the consideration 
of revenue bills, and the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5893) to reduce import duties and war-tariff taxes. 


Mr. MORRISON. I presume there is no objection to dispensing 
with the reading of the bill. Therefore I ask, by unanimous consent, 
that it be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
dered. 

Mr. EATON. 


The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
Mr. Chairman, I object to the consideration of that 


Mr. KELLEY. I also object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection having been made to the considera- 
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tion of the bill, under the rules the committee will rise and report the 
objection to the House for its action. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had 
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under consideration the bill (H. R. 5893) to reduce import duties and | 


war-tariff taxes, when objection was made, and the committee accord- 
ingly rose, and under the rules he was directed to report the objection 
to the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the House on the objection 


reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
Union is, Shall the committee proceed to consider the bill which has 


been objected to? 


Mr. KELLEY. 
to save time. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


On that motion I demand the yeas and nays, in order | 


140, nays 138, not voting 44; as follows: 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Bagiey, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carieton, 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 

Clay, 

Cobb, 
Collins. 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, 5.38. 
Cox, W.R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 


Adams, G, E. 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
LBoutelle, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung 
Brewer, J. H. 
Brown, W. W. 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Cannon, 
Chace, 
Converse, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Dunean, 
Dunham, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 


Bayne, 

Bowen, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brumm, 
Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Clements, 


So the House 
bill. 


Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Ellis, 
Evins, J. H. 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 


Hatch, W. H. 


Hemphill, 
Herbert, 


Hewitt, A.S. 


Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Houseman, 
Hurd, 
James, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Jordan, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 


Foran, 
Funston, 
George, 
Giascock, 


Goff, 


. Guenther, 


Hanback, 
Hardy, 
Harwmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 


Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 


Henley, 
Hepburn, 


Hewitt, G. W 


Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 


YEAS—140. 


Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Pierce, 
Peel, 8. W. 
Potter, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
NAYS—133. 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McKinley, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Muller, 
Mutchiler, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
O’ Hara, 


O' Neill, Charles 


Paige, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peelle,S. J. 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 


NOT VOTING—4. 


Connolly, 
Cook, 
Covington, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Dargan, 
Davis, G. R. 
Follett, 
Fyan, 
Gibson, 
Hill, 


determined to proceed with the consideration of the 


Holton, 
Hooper, 
Houk, 
Hutchins, 
Laird, 
Lewis, 
Lowry, 
McCormick, 
Moulton, 
Nicholis, 
Pettibone, 


Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 
Young. 


Rice, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russell. 
Ryan, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J.S. 
York. 


Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Shelley, 
Smalls, 
Stephenson, 
Sumner,C. A. 
Thomas, 
Wait, 

White, Milo. 


| 


| up the bill. 
| emergent business for constituents. 
| call at which I have not been in my seat during the session. 





| sick. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. FoLLetr with Mr. CONNOLLY, on all political questions. Mr 
FOLLETT would vote for consideration, and Mr. CONNOLLY against, on 
this bill. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. Waite, of Minnesota, on all political ques- 
tions and on the consideration of the tariff bill. Mr. Wurre, of Min- 
nesota, would vote for the consideration and Mr. NICHOLLS against 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. PETTIBONE, on all political questions. 


Mr. RANKIN with Mr. Rosinson,of Ohio. Mr. Ropinson, if 


pres- 
ent, would vote against the Morrison bill at every stage. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MorRiLL. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. THOMAs. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. CALKINS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Davis, of Illinois. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. SMALLS. 

Mr. LEWIS with Mr. McCorRMICK. 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. HoLron. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. BAYNE. Mr. BROADHEAD would vote 


for the consideration, Mr. BAYNE against the bill at all stages. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. STEPHENSON, 

Mr. MOULTON with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. RoGErs, of New York, with Mr. BREWER, of New York. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in his seat when his name was 
called ? 

Mr. LOWRY. I can not say that I had quite reached it 

The SPEAKER. Thenthegentleman from Indiana is within the rule. 

Mr. LOWRY. If permitted to vote I would vote in favor of taking 
I was at the moment out of my seat attending to some 
This is the only important roll- 
There 
have been two exceptions only and they were instances of little impor- 
tance. I had assurance that if here at this hour I would be in good 
time, and had also arranged to be notified. But if the one vote is nec- 
essary to success I hope a motijpn to reconsider will immediately be 
made, and as I am now within the bar my vote will still count and 
secure the consideration of the measure. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the Chair cannot en- 


| tertain the request of the gentleman. 


Mr. COVINGTON. Iam paired with Mr. HOLTON, who is absent, 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘no.’’ I should vote 
on this question. 


Mr. CRISP. 


oa” 


My colleague, Mr. CLEMENTS, is detained by sickness. 


| If he were present, he would vote “‘ay.’’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
the names. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I object. 

Mr. STORM. My colleague, Mr. CONNOLLY, was called away by 
reason of a death in his family. If he were present, he would vote 
a uid 

Mr. VALENTINE. During the reading of the pairs there was so 
much confusion in the Hall that I think it likely some gentlemen have 
been announced as paired who have voted. I therefore ask that the 
names of those paired be again read. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the list will be read again. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MILLS. My colleague, Judge REAGAN, is detained from the 
House in consequence of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then anounced as above recorded, amid 
loud applause. 


I move to dispense with the recapitulation ot 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 4716 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, in which amendments the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole 
sumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee, under instructions from the 
House, will proceed with the consideration of the bill to which objec- 
tion was made. 

Mr. MORRISON. 


House on the state of the Union re- 


Mr. Chairman, information comes to us from 


| the executive branch of the Government that the people are burdened 


with unnecessary taxes and contribute annually large sums tothe public 
Treasury not necessary for public uses. The majority of the House is 


justly held responsible both for its legislation and its neglect to legis 


late. The fact that our customs or tariff revenue is not limited to the 
necessities of the Government is, so far as I know, not questioned by any 
member of the majority here where bills to reduce as well as to raise 
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revenue must originats While taxation is admitted by all to be ex- 
cessive, the extent to which its burdens are imposed directly and in- 
directly in excess of the requirements of the Government is the sub- 
ject of much diversity of opinion. The amount of annual surplus is 
dependent upon the peed with which we pay the public debt. 


Che Treasury estimate of expenditure, includingsuch annual payment 


on the public debt as is enjoined by the law under which the debt was 

de, is for the current year $40,000,000 and for next year 560,000,000 
less than the estimated revenues on the basis of existing laws. The 
[reasury estimate of annual surplus may, therefore, be fairly stated 
it $50,000,000. Of this needless taxation and surplus with their at- 
tendant aggravated evils we can not fail to relieve the people without 
flagrant disregard of public duty 

REDt TION OF a ES ONLY REFORM PRACTICABLE, 

It is not claimed that the bill reported by the committee will afford 
all the relief demanded of the people’s representatives. It is but an 
advance toward and a promise of more complete revenue reform, to at- 
tain which a general revision of the tariff and a more equitable adjust- 
ment of rates on its long list of dutiable articles is essential. Such a 


ijustment was believed to be unattainable at the present 


Congress. A bill was therefore reported having for its chief 
luction of taxes. It will create no surprise that in the 
m of the minority members of the committee the bill is not suffi- 
iently harmonious in its relations to be approved by them or by pro- 
tectionists generally. They find in it no merit because, as they allege, 
it proposes to reduce duties ‘‘alike,’’ and without regard to particular 
industri To protectionists any measure is without harmony and 
merit which deprives their favoritesof any bounty, though such 
measure but responds to the statement of the fiscal officer of the Gov- 
ernment that, ‘‘ The question still presses, what legislation is necessary 
to relieve the people of unnecessary taxes?’’ 

It would be only just to correct the inequalities in the present law by 
an increased tax or duty on wool, tin-plates, cotton-ties and wire-rods, 
say our opponents who find neither harmony nor merit in a tax bill 
which only reduces taxes. 


revision and a 
session of 
purpose tne re 
Dil 


I 


without 


HORIZONTAL REDUCTION. 


\ reduction ‘‘alike’’ or horizontal is not the most logical or best, but 
none other was practicable. Protectionists oppose it not because it is 
to them illogical in its method of reduction, but because it is a reduction 
atall. The late revision, after leaving the hands of the manufacturers 
and their Tariff Commission, was completed in conference, of which 
three leading members were Messrs. MORRILL, KELLEY, and SHERMAN, 
who have made all the tariffs of the last 25 years. They are the chief 
architects of the present system, and it will not be lightly said by the 
friends of the system that the revision as it came from such hands was 
not consistent and harmonious. They laid some duties as low as 10, 
others as high as 100 per cent. and higher. These are to be reduced 20 
per cent., or to 8 and 80. Relatively they remain the same. To the 
people they will be a little lighter. 

This horizontal or equal method is not new. In 1872 it was adopted 
tp reduce and in 1875 again to increase the tariff—this too by those who 

10w find in it no merit. 

Once deprive the system of its enormous bounties and the right ad- 
justment of rates will be a matter of easy accomplishment. 


TAXES WILL BFE MORE REDUCED THAN REVENUE. 


Gentlemen are disturbed lest revenues will increase under the bill. 
Professedly they are alarmed at the possibility of taking less of the peo- 
ple’s earnings while putting more money in the people’s Treasury. The 
enactment of a law that would accomplish this should not be classed 
among national calamities. 

The bill will decrease the revenue and lessen the burden of taxation 
in largely increased proportion. 

There are now but few duties which do not much exceed revenue 
rates. Except as to these the reduced duties will leave our own prod- 
ucts above the level of fair competition, and our own people will in the 
future, as always in the past, supply their own wants by their own 
matchless skill. The year 1860 wasa time of plenty. With a tariff 
too low for revenue—lower by one-half than that we now offer to mod- 
ify—we had in fourteen years less than two of adversity, more than 
twelve of wonderful progress. The laborer for wages was at least as 
well and the grower of grain better paid than they are in this year 1884, 
and in that year, 1860, of bounteous plenty our importations of foreign 
goods were less to the person, or in proportion to population, than in 
the years 1880-1882. (I.) 

FREE SALT, COAL, AND LUMBER. 


To the list of arficles now imported free of duty, amounting to nearly 
one-third of all our importations, it is proposed to add salt, coal, wood, 
and lumber. Salt is already freed from tax for fishermen, also for the 


exporter of meats, to lessen the cost of food to the people of other | 


countries, not for our own; coal is untaxed for use on vessels having by 
law the exclusive right to the coasting trade, or engaged in the foreign 
carrying trade—a privilege denied to persons engaged in other pursuits. 


| domestic wooden products to exceed $500,000,000 per annum. 
| average duty of 20 per cent. on theimported wood adds but 10 percent. 
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| on these articles no duty shall be collected. 












APRIL 15, 





Such privileges and exemptions should not be confined to the few, but 
extended to all. It isnow more than twelve years since the protec- 
tionists themselves, the late President Garfield among them, passed a 
bill in the House placing coal and salt on the free-list. Since then they 
have done nothing which so much commended them to the people. 
The revenue from wood and lumber imported-and hereafter to be ad- 
mitted free of duty has in the ten years last past not much exceeded 
$10,000,000, or $1,000,000 per annum. The census returns show the 
If the 


to the price of that produced here, its increased cost to the people has 
been $50,000,000 per annum, or $500,000,000 in the ten years. Inthese 
ten years, under pretense of taxing this article to secure $10,000,000 of 
revenue, we havecompeiled the people to pay $500,000,000 in bounty to 
encourage the destruction of forests and the felling of trees; and in the 
same time we have given more than 18,000,000 acres of land under the 
timber-culture act as bounty to encourage the planting of other trees 
and other forests. 


HIDDEN AND CONCEALED ENORMITIES OF PRESENT LAW 


In the estimates made by Mr. Evans, a clerk of experience in the 
Bureau of Statistics, which actual payments on importations show to 
be but estimates though based on official data, it appears the bill would 
leave in the cottons but two articles—of cotton yarns, not the finest—du- 
tiable above 40 per cent.; in woolens but one coarse carpet wool, which 
we do not produce, above 60 per cent., and in iron and steel but few 
above 50 per cent. These rates have been fixed asthe limit above which 
The present rate on the 
finest cotton is 40 per cent., and yet it is an unquestioned fact, as shown 
by invoices and payments made, that duties exceeding 100 per cent. 
(exceeding the first cost) are exacted and paid on cotton goods the duty 
upon which is, in the estimates referred to, stated to be less than 20 
percent. The same is true of iron and steel in different degrees. In 
the woolen schedule these abuses are most glaring. In all they result 
from enormities hidden and concealed both in classification of articles 
and rates of duty. The limit of 40, 50, and 60 per cent. on the cotton, 
metal, and woolen schedules is intended to expose and remedy these 
hidden enormities. 

There are those who assume the virtue of a willingness to abate some- 
thing from custom-house taxes, and aspire to be counted revenue re- 
formers, but do not find in this measure the relief demanded by them. 
Those really desirous of affording some relief from existing abuses will 
not fail to find their opportunity in removing taxes yeilding $8,000,000 
on sugar, as much on cotton and woolen goods, and $14,000,000 on other 
articles used in every home. 


MORRILL TARIFF AND WAR INCREASE. 


In March, 1861, the tariff of previous years, sometimes named in con- 
tradictory terms a ‘‘ free-trade tariff,’’ gave place to the Morrill tariff, 
which the House had passed early in 1860, and which its author at the 
time said ‘‘ would place our people on a level of fair competition with 
the rest of the world.’’ Goods which were imported under this tariff 
actof March, 1861, for $100 must pay to-day $155. An increase resulting 
from war rates and additions under various pretexts still remains, aver- 
aging 55 per cent. of the former duty, and on many articles double as 
much. The reductions proposed are so limited as never to place our 
people below but to leate them far above the level of fair competition 
on which the Morrill tariff placed them. This is proposed in the hope 
that there might be no division among the people’s representatives on 
the ‘* question’’ which ‘‘still presses what legislation is necessary to 
relieve the people from unnecessary taxes.’’ 

Duties sufficient for protection in 1861 ought to bé more than suffi- 
cient after twenty-five years. It isacardinal faith of the protectionist, 
so far as he has any faith not measured in dollars and cents, that pro- 
tection cheapens production, strengthens productive power, and fits its 
favorites for less dependence upon the bounty of the Government. Why, 
then, may we not expect to have their co-operation in a reductien of 
taxes so moderate? And shall we not have tMe co-operation of their 
incidental allies? Or must they make up in works what they lack in 
faith, and still give and give to the miserable system dying of its own 
excesses ? 

LATE REVISION ONLY REDUCTION IN NAME. 


In executive communications, and in the report which I had the 
honor to make on behalf of the committee, it has been already shown 
that the executive branchof the Government, its fiscal officer or depart- 
ment, the Tariff Commission, and the people were during the last Con- 
gress in entire accord as to the necessity of a substantial reduction of 
tariff taxes, and that all the agencies charged with that duty have 
failed to do more than makea reduction in name, not in fact. Inother 
words, all the agencies chosen to revise and reduce the tariff, including 
the two Houses of Congress, have been deceived themselves, and for a 
time deceived the people, into the beliefthat they had been relieved from 
the payment of unnecessary taxes they are yet compelled to pay. 

The official statement appended (II) shows that the average cost of 
importing goods valued at $100 was only $1.74 less under the new than 
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under the old law, and that the average cost or duty under the new 
law is 41 (40.91) per cent. 

It is also shown that the late revision and alleged reduction of duties 
has not been followed by increased but by reduced importations result- | 
ing in less revenue; that the largely increased protective rates made in 
some branches of all leading industries have not been followed by in- 
creased compensation to the workers in these industries, but the reduc- 
tion of wages begun before the revision has been continued and often 
followed by further reductions; and that our manuiacturing capacity 
exceeds the wants of our own people, resulting in lower wages, loss of 
employment, enforced idleness, suffering; and misfortune. 

This is the protective scheme we are asked to let alone, because we | 
are told the country wants relief from Congressional agitation. 


AGITATION. 


The insuflicient, not to say deceptive, character of the late revision, the 
manner of making it, and the circumstances attending its adoption alike 
forbid that it should be permanent. When it was being forced upon the | 
country with assumptions and assurances which have not been veritied, I | 
warned its authors it would give no contentment to the public mind and 
no rest from agitation, because it did not afford the relief admitted to be 
a measure of justice by the commission packed to perpetuate existing | 
abuses. Isaid then that its authors in and out of Congress but deceived | 
themselves if they expected from this measure so much as a temporary 
settlement. 

In a speech made in January last at Columbus, Ohio, Hon. Columbus 
Delano, a protectionist, longa member of Congress and member of Presi- 
dent Grant’s Cabinet, said, substantially, that of his own personal know1- 
edge the Tariff Commission was secured by the manufacturers whose sal- | 
aried agent they caused to be made its president, and as their agent here, 
after his and his employers’ commission had made its report (his own re- 
port), he secured many changes in it greatly to the advantage of manu- 
facturers. I hardly need to say that a revision procured through such 
agencies and methods is entitled to no respect whatever. 

It is correctly said that a tariff too low necessitates change to obtain 
needed revenue. It is equally true when too high, as ours now is, | 
change is necessary to avoid a surplus from imports on which the duty 
is not prohibitory. The only security from agitation and change, there- 
fore, is to confine the taxing power to its rightful purpose of obtaining 
revenue limited to the necessities of the Government. When no more 
revenue is needed by the Government of the people, it has attained the 
limit of its power to tax the people. 





PROPERTY SHOULD PAY THE TAXES. 
It is now nearly 8 years since I first said here: 
Burdens of Government should be borne in proportion to ability to bear them. 


Property should pay the taxes. He who has much should pay much; he who 
has little should pay little ; and he who has none, none. 


And later— 

Legislation which helps an unjust distribution of property, or an unfair di- 
vision of the proceeds of labor, is a great public wrong. 

And it is just because of this great public wrong that burdens are 
unequal which are laid upon the necessities and comforts of human 
existence. The First Congress, pressed by the needs of a nation griev- 
ously in debt, with an empty treasury, departed from this most@nust 
rule of equal taxation and resorted to the indirect method of obtaining 
revenue. This was justified at the time upon the assumption that an 
impost on trade was a tax in proportion to ability to pay it, because it 
was claimed that consumption was generally proportioned to the cir- | 
cumstances of individuals. This assumption has not been verified in | 
our experience. It was in fact never true. With the then conditions | 
and habitsof our peopleit may be the evil effects of the plan were not ap- 
parent. Subsequent history not only shows its monstrous injustice but | 
its baneful results. Some of these are to be tound in the fact that this | 
method of obtaining revenue so increasing the cost of living consumes | 
all the earnings of a great majority of the people in the struggle for 
existence. 


UNEQUAL BURDENS OF TARIFF TAXES. 

Estimates based on the census statistics show thatas many as 18,000,- 
000 of our people do some work or are occupied in some business; that 
the average earnings of at least 16,000,000 of these do not much exceed 
$300 and are wholly consumed in means of daily subsistence. These, 
too, arethe millions who in shopand fieldstrike the blows of all produc- 
tion. All the accumulations of and boasted additions to our national 
and individual wealth go toone-tenth of those whoearn it; and of these 
but few indeed appropriate the great mass of the savings of the people | 
and are enriched by the profits of the labor of other men. 

Like estimates will show that the few who profit most from the labor | 
of all contribute little under this system of unequai taxation, not more 
than 2 per cent. of their savings, while the great mass of workers, in- 
cluding the dependent poor, pay the bulk of taxes, all of which is sub- | 
tracted from the too scanty means of comfortable living. 

This indirect method of obtaining revenue came early into use among 
those who had not only pledged but expended their fortunes for the 
right to establish commerce. Once established, they taxed it, for the | 


best of reasons—they had nothing else to tax. They were impartial, | 





| too, in their exactions. 


| knew so much. 
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Manufactures, as well as tea, coffee, and spices, 
articles produced and those not produced here, were made to contrib- 


ute. Then, as now, the country's commerce was largely with England, 


| whose king had caused the substance of the people to be eaten out 
| Tax-paying was not a favorite employment at that time, though t] 


Lue 


taxes on manufactures were but one-tifth of what we now pay. Lightas 
they were, it may be they were yet lighter when it was declared, as it 
was, that their food and clothing, including tea, coffee, and spices, not 
grown here, were taxed for the encouragement and protection of man- 
ufactures, for had not our commerce been cut off by England, against 
whom manufactures were to be encouraged and protected ? 

REVENUE TARIFF-—FREE TRADE. 

To get away from impost taxes is to us practically impossible. Cer- 
tainly I do not expect the people to abolish a revenue system to which 
they have been so long accustomed. I do expect to confine it to its 
rightful purpose and correct its abuses. Need I repeat that when the 
Government has taken from the people all that it needs for the cost of 
frugal administration, then the hand of the tax-gatherer must be 
staid. In such a limit to the right to lay taxes the protectionist, find- 
ing himself no longer pensioned on the industries of the country more 
or less prosperous than his own, will discover free trade. Ours isa 
very free country of very free men, both very freely taxed. In the 


| Same sense that weare free men in a free country freely taxed, we may 


be correctly named free-traders when we insist that the trade and com- 
merce of the country and the necessities of comfortable living shall be 
freed from all taxes not essential to the Government for public uses. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE, 


The amount required from customs is dependent upon what may be 
received from internal revenue. The abolition of internal revenue 
means free and cheaper liquors but heavier-taxed and higher-priced 
sugar and other articles essential in every household. I am not called 
upon to defend the system, which has many abuses. Of the two sys- 
tems it is the cheaper in administration, immensely cheaper in its 
results. The spies and informers complained of are common to both. 
So offensive is the impost that gentlewomen are required for its exe- 
cution in part. The repeal of internal revenue means more than addi- 


| tional cost of living and greater privation to the poor; it means a per- 


manent public debt which few oyn and many pay and which corrupts 
administration. -The earlier statesmen described it as a moral canker 
and dangerous to good government. 

While we cannot doubt the existence of great wrongs in the execu- 


| tion of internal-revenue laws, especially in the South Atlantic States, 


many of these may be cured. Neither is it because of these abuses of 


| administration that the abolition of the liquor and tobacco taxes is de- 


manded in the States far north and substantially free from these fla- 
grant abuses of administration. 

Mr. Jefferson has been summoned here as often as four times in a sin- 
gle day and made to bear testimony to the ‘‘infernal’’ character of a tax 
on whisky. 

It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 

Public debt is a moral canker from which we ought to emancipate posterity. 

It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 


Agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and navigation are the most thriving 
when left most free to individual enterprise. Protection from casual embarrass 
ments, however, may sometimes be reasonably interposed. 

It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 


Foreign spirits, wines, teas, coffee, cigars, salt are articles of as innocent ccn- 
sumption as broadcloth and silks, and ought, like them,to pay but the average 


} ad valorem duty of other imported comforts. All of them are ingredients in our 


happiness, and the government which steps out of the ranks of the ordinary ar- 
ticles of consumption to select and lay under disproportionate burdens a par- 
ticular one, because it is a comfort, pleasing to the taste, or necessary to health, 
and will therefore be bought, is in that particulara tyranny 

It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 

Taxes on consumption, like those on capital or income, to be just must be uni- 
form. 

It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 


I do not mean to say that it may not be for the general interest to foster for a 
while certain infant manufactures until they are strong enough tostand against 
foreign rivals; but when evident that they will never do so, it ‘s against right 
to make the other branches of industry support them. 


It was Mr. Jefferson who said: 


When it is found that France could not make sugar under 6 frances (h) a 
pound, was it not tyranny to restrain her citizens from importing at | france (h), 
or would it not have been so to have laid a duty of 5 francs (h) on the imported ? 
The permitting an exchange of industries with other nations is a direct encour- 
agement of your own, which without that would bring you nothing for your 
comfort, and would of course cease to be produced. 


It isa little singular that Mr. Jefferson should be so often summoned 
here by the friends of the bounty system to tell us so little when he 
He was not made to bear witness to the moral canker 
and corrupting influence of a public debt, or that all industries are most 
thriving when left most free to individual enterprise; that taxes on con- 
sumption to be just must be uniform; that protection is only justilig 
able ‘‘to foster for awhile certain infant manufactures until they are 












strong enough to stand against foreign rivals, but when evident that 
they will never be so, it is against right to make the other branches of 
industry support them.’’ Why was he not permitted to tell the whole 
truth? 


1 


Macaulay 


™miy Ss 


There is a certain class of men who, while they profess to hold in reverence 
the great names and great actions of former times, never look at them for any 
other purpose than in order to find in them some excuse for existing abuses. 
In < ry venerable precedent they pass by what is essential and take only what 
is Aa \« they Keep out of sight whatis beneficial and hold upto public 
imita n all that is defective 

ABUSES, TO CONTINUE WHICH INTERNAL-REVENUE Is TO BE REPEALED 

What are some of the existing abuses for which some excuse is to be | 


found in professed reverence for the great name and great actions of | 


In the first six months 
yards of woolen goods for women’s and children’s clothing were imported, 
and upon every one hundred dollars’ worth (at first cost 


paid in duty. Under the old law the duty would have been 362.74— 


Jefferson ? 
S68.32 was 


12 cents more 

Vhile this abuse continues to exist the grower of grain, who is com- 
pelled to find a foreign market and exchanges his product for woolen 
goods, must on his return give to the Government out of every hun- 
dred yards of cloth 68) yards for the privilege of selling the other 313 
yards. This helps those most clamorous for internal-revenue repeal, 
who, or their friends, make woolen goods to sell 31% yards as nearly 
at the first cost of the 100 yards imported. At the last 
session, while promising to reduce tariff taxes, these new disciples of 
Jefferson so increased them on manufactures of iron and other metals, 
including cotton and other machinery, that the planter who exchanges 
100 bales of cotton for any of these manufactures must on his return 
surrender to the Government the foreign proceeds of 45 for the priv- 
ilege of selling or using that received in exchange for the other 55 bales. 
All makers of iron products, with their especial representatives, pro- 
fess reverence for the great name of Jefferson in continuance of this 
abuse. 

Yet these are but examples of the innumerable existing abuses which 
it is proposed to perpetuate by the repeal of the internal revenue; for 
when we shall have abandoned this profitable source of revenue the 
lightest of our many burdens carried only by the willing, then will the 
protectionist claim to find reason not only to continue but even to aug- 
ment the enormous bounties and exactions of the present tariff. 

It is said this is a war tax and must be repealed now that the war has 
ended. The obligations of the war have not ended with the war itself. 
In the last twenty-two years we have paid nearly $800,000,000, and in 
the next twenty-two years we will pay not less than $1,000,000,000 for 
pensions. The bonded debt was never quite eee: Itis yet 
more than $1,200,000,000. The cost of the war's not half paid. In- 
ternal taxes which yielded more than eight-tenths of the revenue ob- 
tained from that source have been repealed. Liquorsand tobacco, which 
yielded less than two-tenths alone, are now made to contribute. And 
whatever else may be said of the system, what it takes from the peo- 
ple it puts in their Treasury. What under the urgencies of war was 
added to the weight of customs, especially that which yields bounties 
indirectly, remains to plague us, cut off our commerce, and prevent 
an exchange of our products abroad for which there is no market at 
home. 

These additions or war-tariff rates should be repealed, because with- 
out yielding revenue they increase the taxes and burdens of the people. 
Until these are removed internal revenues ought not to be further re- 
duced. Even the repeal of the tobacco tax would be unwise finance 
and only justifiable as a help, if need be, to the removal of tariffabuses. 


as possible 


UNSATISFACTORY CONDITION OF ALL INDUSTRIES. 


The office of all others I am least ambitious to fill is that of alarmist 
or foreboder of evil to my country and its people. And certainly the 
report of the committee does not overstate the fact in saying ‘‘ the con- 
dition of manufacturing industries is not satisfactory.’’ Those of us 
who refuse to shut our eyes to facts must admit this to be true of most 
if not all industries. 

In that referred to in the committee’s report, iron and steel, it is shown 
that its most important division was idle one-third of the time in the 
year 1882 and yet produced all the iron the people could use. In the 
year 1883 less iron was made than in the previous year, and therefore 
more mills were idle. The same is true ofall leading industries; they 
have outrun in their capacity to make goods the ability of the people 
to use and pay for them. Our mills, furnaces, forges, cards, and spin- 
dles more than equal the wants of our population. Shall we wait for 
our people to grow up with the mills, cards, and spindles? That 
will never be while Congress offers bounties for the products of new 
mills. 

In the same journal of daily news you may read of manufacturers 
before Congress protesting against a reduction of taxes which yield them 


under the new tariff 36,000,000 | 
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bounties, of the opening of new mills or shops, of old ones shutting | 


dewn and running on part time, of a 20 per cent. horizontal cut or re- 
duction in wages, and of manufacturers before Congress protesting 
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against a reduction of taxes which yield them bounties, hypocritically 
assuming that they are protesting that wages may be maintained. 

While the millsstand still and their owners divide among themselves 
profits eight months of the twelve, what isthe laborer todo? To take, 
with or without the forms of law, part of the earnings of those whe 
work the whole twelve months to pay twelve months’ wages to those 
who are permitted to work but eight, would be dishonest. To main- 
tain by taxation an industrial system which enforces idleness with its 
attendant suffering upon men willing to work is a crime. Both are 
impossible of long continuance consistent with the welfare of the State, 
for when all who are willing to work find employment their earnings 
but little exceed their daily subsistence. Want of employment for 
great masses of industrious men from any cause can not fail sooner or 
later to bring suffering, misfortune, and hunger, and hungry men are 
dangerous. 


WE WANT A MARKET ABROAD FOR WHAT WE CAN NOT SELL AT HOME, 

When industrial and financial misfortune came upon us in 1873 it 
was credited by protectionists to a depreciated currency and other relics 
of the war, excepting always tarifftaxes. Abundant harvests here, and 
short crops abroad, brought us good prices for our grain in foreign mar- 
kets and out of trouble in 1879. Evidently the stoppage of mills and 
shops, the cutting of wages, and want of employment for men willing to 
work, are danger signals to all industrial interests. Itis not new indus 
trial establishments we need, for we have more than are employed. It 
is not men to work, for many are idle; besides we have free trade in labor 
and a half million a year come from abroad. What we want isa mar- 
ket; somebody to buy abroad what we can not sell athome. Agricult- 
ural products can not relieve us, as in the financial troubles of 1873 to 
1879, because the customers whothen bought of us have other sources of 
supply in India and elsewhere in the East. Theseare being so developed 
that they can supply food in ever-increasing abundance. 

If this were not sothe division of labor and its growing productive 
power compels us to find other markets than our own for manufactures 
which have so outgrown the wants of ourown people. Whatever else 
the tariff has or has not done it has taxed us out of all other markets 
than ourown; and such was the purpose ofitsauthors. On this subject 
Mr. MORRILL said while a member of the House: 

When one nation admits cotton or any raw material free of duty other nations 
are forced to follow the example or cease to manufacture beyond their own con- 
sumption, unless they give equal compensatory advantage upon exports. 

When Mr. MORRILL and his associates, who made and who continue 
the present tariff, refused to admit ores, coal, wood, wool, and other raw 
materials free of duty, they were not ignorant of the effect of such re- 
fusal, and must have intended our people should ‘‘tease to manufacture 
beyond their own wants.”’ 


UNTAXED MATERIALS, 


That we may manufacture beyond our own wants the policy of Mr. 
MORRILL and his associates must be so changed that in materials cov- 
stituting so large an element of the cost of production our people must 
be placed on a level of fair competition with all others. It was for 
this purpose that in the bill as first presented by me ores, coal, and 
someof the cruder materials for use in manufactures were placed on 
the free-list. Ultimately and speedily, too, all classes would be bene- 
fited by such legislation—the manufacturers first, laborers most. Yet 
the proposition met no favorable response from the manufacturers them- 
selves, or, so far as I am advised, from any member here claiming to be 
the especial representative of the industrial interests. Untaxed ores 
lie at the bottom of all real reform in the metal schedule. The tax on 
iron ore with interest and profits on investment goes into and increases 
the cost of the pig, then into the bar and the more‘finished product, 
adding the cost at every stage of production. The same is true of all 
the cruder materials which are used in the processes of production. 
Revenue must be derived from products ready for consumption if ours 
is to be a manufacéuring nation at all commensurate with its unlimited 
resources or beyond the wants of its own people. 


LOW TARIFF DEVELOPS COUNTRY MOST. 


When this is done manufacturing industries may add something to 
the wealth of the nation by reason of the tribute which other nations 
must pay to its endless resources and the unrivaled skill and intelli- 
gence of its people. 

The grand aggregate of national wealth, counted in the census at 
$43,300,000,000 in 1880, was but $26,460,000,000 in 1870. Behold,’’ 
exclaims the protectionist, ‘‘the results of our system which so multi- 
plies and nearly doubles the wealth and national savings in a single dec- 
ade.’’ Further investigation will show that inthe ten years from 1850 
to 1860 with very low tariff taxes wealth was more than doubled, and 
that was the only decade in our history which doubled wealth. Pro- 
tection has prevented this industry from bringing anythiag to the 
wealth of the country from abroad. Had manufacturing industry pro- 
duced more that could be sold profitably abroad it might have better 
claim to the credit of the country’s growth and development, when 
for its own prosperity it has been dependent upon other domestic in- 
dustries. 


sé 
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DUTIES MUST BE REDUCED ON BOTH MATERIALS AND MANUFACTURES. 


To the extent that materials are relieved from tax the articles into 
which they enter derive advantage over competing articles of foreign 
make, and the duty on such competing articles should be correspond- 


ingly reduced. Without this manufactures would be more highly pro- | 


tected than they now are and more rates would be prohibitory. 
It may be asserted that competition would regulate all this in the 


public interest, but the assertion is not justified by the practices of pro- | 
tected interests. The fact is quite notorious that distinctive branches 


of manufacturing industry highly protected against foreign competition 
combine to maintain prices to the injury of the general public. In the 
larger industries such combination is more difficult, but it pervades the 
whole system, and for twenty-five years Congress has been a party to 
it. Some of the larger industries have tariff committees to advise Con- 
gress how to make laws that they may make money. Opportunities 
for such combinations have grown into monopoly. 

The use made by the manufacturers of their advantages bestowed by 
Congress does not justify Congress in addingto them. To compensate 





| can not be made with entire accuracy. 


them for income and other domestic war taxes estimated by the advo- | 


cates of more protection at the time to be 128,000,000, they were given 

largely increased protective rates. They secured the removal of the 

$128,000,000 fifteen years ago, but adhere to the increased compensatory 

duties with the tenacity of men in pursuit of some honest purpose. 
TARIFF TAXES DO NOT ALL GO TO THE TREASURY. 


In estimating the causes of present or possible financial and industrial 


selected for illustration may have changed and the duty on some of 
them have been modified; this requires some modification of the state- 
ments, but they illustrate the principle or lack of principle by which 
this system confers especial advantages on its favorites. 
_ Estimates of the cost of this system to the people resulting from the 
increase of prices and the cost of living have been made by many who 
have given great consideration to the subject, among them Professor 
Perry and Robert J. Walker, both of whom estimated it at much more 
than goes to the Treasury. Mr. Tilden, with more caution, writing of 
our enormous taxation, said: ; 

It was aggravated by most unscientific and ill-adjusted methods of taxation 


that increased the sacrifices of the people far beyond the receipts of the Treas- 
ury. 


PRICES AND COST OF LIVING INCREASED BY TARIFF 


A comparison of present prices with those of twenty or fifty years ago 
The make, style, and structure 
of fabricsare continually changing. Old thingsnew made are given new 
names. In the report of the Iron and Steel Association made in May 
of last year, already referred to, the price of anthracite pig-iron per ton 
is given for 1860 at $24 per ton, for 1880 at $28; rolled bar-iron, 1860, 
at $60; for 1880 at $60, and iron rails, 1860, at $48, for 1880 at $49 


| These prices indicate that in iron there has been no decline of prices in 


embarrassment the great burden of taxation must not be forgotten. | 


Since 1865 national, State, and local taxes have exceeded $1,200, 000,000, 
and the contributions of the people do not all reach the Treasury. This 
is especially true of tariff taxes imposed for protection. 

It is sometimes claimed that certain taxes are more popular or less 
unpopular than others. An inquiry on that subject would probably 
disclose the fact that as a rule the tax will be most popular with each 
tax-payer of which he pays least and others pay most. The sum nec- 
essary for good government must be paid. 


must pay more than his fair proportion. And there is probably noth- 


ing for which a thoroughly honest man will so readily excuse himself 


for being dishonest about as the payment of taxes. 
paid and by our own people. 

The doctrine that the importer pays them for us is apparently ex- 
ploded. 
market 100 tons of iron at $1,400, or $14 per ton, duty-free, the maker 
of iron here must sell at the same price. Ifa duty of $6 were imposed 
on the foreigner he must add it to the price and sell it for $20 if he re- 
turns with the same amount for his iron. 
the duty to the price, but pays it himself, sells his iron at the same 
price as if it paid no duty, $14, and returns with $8 per ton; how 
would the maker of iron here be benefited or protected? It is only 
because the duty goes into the cost and price of the foreign article that 
the domestic producer is protected. 

To afford protection a duty must be a tax. To what extent customs 
revenue and the tax on articles of foreign make add indirectly to the 
annual burdens of the people through the increased cost and price of 


Still they must be 


When one pays less another | 


If the foreign maker were permitted to and did sell in our | a]] human progress as applied to popular well-being among the favor- 


| ites of Congressional legislation ? 


Suppose he does not add | 


| generally, thus admitting that prices are kept up by the tariff. 


the last twenty-five years. 

Accurate comparison can not be made in textile fabricsof cotton, wool 
flax, and silk; but in these goods, of some descriptions at least, prices are 
lower than they were twenty-five years ago, but not nearly so low as 
they would be but for the expense added to the cost of making them by 
the high rate of protective taxation. 

In the statements made before the committee by the representatives 
of the Iron and Steel Association, protesting against the bill, they said, 
‘If the duties are reduced the selling price of our products must be 
reduced;’’ and such were the statements made before the committee 
Ex- 
cept when areduction is proposed, the contrary doctrine is insisted upon; 
and before this debate is ended it will be insisted again and again that 
whatever reduction of prices has occurred in recent years results from 
the tariff, when the fact is they result from the ever-growing genius 
and aptitude of men. That goods are made at less cost year by year by 
reason of our bettered processes we learn in the every-day affairs of life. 

Then why should restrictive legislation distribute the advantages of 


It the same effort is required now as 
long ago to obtain the same comfort and good fortune, of what use to 
humanity is all we have learned? Only a few years ago the cost of 
railroad service was two or three times its present cost; their owners 
made great reductions voluntarily and still had great profits. By rea- 
son of the intelligent use of what has been learned in building and 
operating railroads further reductions were only just. Every State in 
the Union asserted the prerogative of the people and required railroads 
to carry at reasonable rates. No man’s wages was reduced, neither 
was that subject inquired of. By reason of the same causes which ena- 


| ble railroads to carry cheaper, the makers of all things material for use 


the home-made competing article is yet a matter of much speculation. | 


Sometimes the price of the domestic article is increased to the amount 
of the whole duty on the foreign; sometimes to no part of it. 
duty on foreign articles whenever they are imported adds something to 
the price of what are made here. Two years ago I made an estimate, 
based on official statements taken from the census and Bureau of Sta- 


tistics, which showed that in the census year the whole increase in cost | 


of sugar to the consumer resulting from the tariff, which on sugar and 


molasses is largely a revenue tariff, was $48,820,418, which was so di- | 


vided that the Treasury received $7.51 of revenue, while the planter 
received $1 of bounty. 

The duty on hoop-iron was $31.66 per ton. The price of the domestic 
article was $14.61 more than the price of the foreign article, including 
cost of importation, which was an increase equal to half the duty. 
The Treasury received $500,986, and the manufacturer $1,414,876, or 
$2.82 for $1 to the Treasury. On bar-iron the average duty was $22.66 
per ton; the value and price of the home product was $7.40 in excess 


of the cost of the imported article, including cost of importation, an | consumed of the products classed as agricultural three hundred and 


increase equal to but one-third of the duty, and the manufacturer re- 


3ut the | 


ceived $4,907,761 bounty; the Government, $1,641,453 in duty—$3 to | 


manufacturer, $1 to the Government. Iron rails pay $16.68 duty. 
The increased cost over the foreign article was $11.33, or two-thirds of 
the duty. The costof iron rails was increased by the tariff $6,114,916, 
of which $5,290,119 went to the manufacturer, and $824,747 to the 
Treasury; $6.41 for bounty to $1 for revenue. (III.) 

From this statement it will appear that those who use these articles 
of home production pay for them at prices increased, some of them, to 
the extentof the whole duty; on others less than half the tax on the 
same goods when imported, and that under this system the annual tax- 
paying burdens of the people do not end with the contributions to the 
Treasury for public uses. 

Since this statement or estimate was made the prices of the articles 
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| means of making wages higher. 


in our mills, fields, and homes are made cheaper; and yet the Congress 
of the United States interposes to keep up prices and the cost of human 
comfort, that the people may have no benefit of what has been learned 
in all these years. 


EXPORT OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS DOUBLE THAT MANUFACTURERS USE 


In the lower cost of transportation on land and sea is to be found one 
chief agency of the wondrous development which bounty-fed manu fact- 
urers credit to protection. The system, by adding to the cost of the 
materials for railroad construction, has increased the cost of railroad 
transportation at least 25 per cent. In the lower cost of carrying agri- 
cultural products they have found their only sources of profit. On more 
than one occasion here I have exposed the fallacy of obtaining a home 
market for agricultural products through protection maintained by tax- 
ing agriculture. In 1880 the agricultural product was counted in the 
census at $2,212,540,927. Assuming that these products were used by 
the people equally without regard to their occupations, those engaged 
and employed in manufacturing, including all mechanics, also miners, 


thirty-five million dollars’ worth, while for more than double as much, 
or six hundred and eight-five million nine hundred and ninety-one 
thousand and ninety-one dollars’ worth, the producers were compelled 
to seek a foreign market. 


WAGES OF LABOR NOT HELPED BY TAXING IT 


During more than half of the last ten years wages have been as low 
or lower than before the adoption of the taxing policy as a pretended 
They are lower still when compared 
with the use which those who earn wages are compelled to make of them, 
for they must use them to obtain the means of comfortable living 
Counted by what our laborers are able to accomplish and produce in 
quantities, and especially in values, wages here are but little more in 
many industries than the wages paid by our chief commercial rivals. 
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There is but one horizontal reduction for which our opponents are will- 
ing to legislate—the reduction of wages—and this their favorites, with 
or without regard to legislation, are now executing day by day with 
cruel regu ty 

Of all the false pretenses with which protection mocks its victims the 
assumption that labor is he lped or protec ted by taxing its earnings is the 
flimsiest. Protectionists, in common with our people, invite the sur- 


plus labor of all the world to come, untaxed, unrestricted, free, and join 

us on equal terms and share in the profits of the wonderful heritage this 

newel The captains and masters of industry, if not mas- 

, take to themselves protection of a very differ- 

they tax the people at home that they may have no compe- 
| 


ywroad 


world atfords 
ters of Congress : 
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REPUBLICAN PROTECTIO 


DEMOCRATIC PROTECT 


NISTS Ri HF LIA OF OVERTAXATION BY MORE 


Y MORE PLATFORM. 


TAXES 
ONISTS I 

In the opinion ol the minority members of the committee, represent- 
ing as they do the friends of the prevailing policy, the cure for whatever 
of national ills exist, so far as they result from taxation, is to be found 


is 


in higher-priced clothing and other articles useful in fields, mines, and 
homes; for that is what is meant by higher-taxed wool, fence-rods, 
cotton-bands, and tin-plates. Some of our friends here would cure the 


} 


ills of overtaxation with a declaration of purpose, the execution of 
which they would caretully avoid And here is the declaration. It 
is called the Ohio platitorm: 

We 


iy 


favor a tarifffor revenue limited tothe necessities of Government econom- 
istered, and so adjusted in its application as to prevent unequal bur- 
dens, encourage productive industriesat home, afford just compensation to labor, 
but not or foster monopolies 


admis 


to create 


\ tariff for revenue ljmited to the necessities of the Government is 
demanded by this plan of relief. Isthe tariff now solimited? If not, 
then why refuse to limit it? Who among the Representatives of the 
oodly people of that State who made this declaration believes it is so 
imited? Who among them believes the pending bill will reduce the 
revenue below the necessities of the Government? These are ques- 
tions to which the plain people of the country want an answer. They 
will demand to know why tariff taxes are not removed in part if they 
are beyond the revenue limit. Dogentlemanexpect to escape responsi- 
bility because rates are not rightly adjusted ? The adjustment will be 
the same when reduction is made, but whatever of monopoly belongs 
to it will be fostered by 20 per cent. less than it now is. If this plat- 
meaning it is that the tariff shall be lowered to a 
And gentlemen but deceive themselves who expect the 
people will be deceived by a refusal to legislate in accordance with this 
declared purpose If the protective policy is to be the continuing policy 
it will be, and ought to be, intrusted to its friends, 
the Republican party 


| 


form has an honest 
revenue basis 


of the Government 


ARGUMENTS For ROTECTION BASED ON ASSUMED DANGER OF REVENUE TARIFF, 


Every argument in support of the protective policy is based on the 
assumption that any considerable tariff modification, especially a mod- 
ification to the revenue basis, will destroy manufacturing industries, 
compel the abandonment of shops and mills, and force those now en- 
gaged in them into other employments. This is the old, old story. It 
was told of manufacturing industries in their infancy; it will be told 
when protection brings them to decay. Eight years ago I introduced 
the first bill for free quinine and providing for untaxed alcohol for use 
in making it \t once it was insisted that quinine-making would be- 
come a lost art among us if such a bill should pass into a law, and it 
did not then pass. Later on, when the story of free quinine got among 
the people, another placed the bill before the House, omitting the free- 
alcohol provision, and the bill became a law, protectionists themselves 
feeling obliged to vote for it. The great Philadelphia house did not 
go into decline, but continued its business of quinine-making success- 
fully as the second largest quinine establishment in the world. 
every legitimate industry would go on with a revenue tariff. 

It is insisted that wages are so much higher here than in countries 
seeking our markets that revenue duties will not equalize the difference 
in the cost of production. Conceding the truth of what is not true, 
that the foreign rival must pay for the privilege of selling in our mar- 
kets a sum equal to the difference in wages to enable the home producer 
to sell with reasonable profit, let us see if revenue rates will compen- 
sate for that difference. The census value of manufactures for 1880 was 
$5,369,579,191. The wages paid in making them were $947,953,795. 
The difference in cost of goods is said to be the difference in the cost of 
wages. But suppose the difference between the cost lrere and the cost 
abroad amounts to all the wages paid here, then these manufactures 
would cost abroad $4,421,625,396. Suppose the average rate of duty 
which the bill before the House leaves at 33 per cent. was reduced to 
22 per cent., and at that rate this $4,421,625,396 in value of goods was 
imported. It would cost the importer at that rate, of 22 per cent., 
$972,757,587, which not only makes up for the difference in wages but 
exceeds all the wages paid for making all the goods. 

If those who claim especial friendship for manufacturing industries 
will insist on their going into decay and then dying, some other apology 


So 








| of the present rates 
| and silk schedules omitted, as they are, the actual reduction onthe basis of last 





must be found for their taking off than the removal of unnecessary | 


taxes. 
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APPENDIX. 


i 

Statement showing total and per capita importations in the years 1860, 1880, and 

1882. 

1860 1880 1882. 
PR iinctcntiivennicecoisneniten 31, 443, 321 50, 155, 783 54, 163, 000 
Total importations.. .............. $353, 616, 119 00 |$667, 954,746 00 $724, 639,574 00 
Importations to the person ll 24 13 31 13 72 
Dutiable sialeadetlisaindiniaian 279, 874,640 00 459,652,883 00 514,060,567 00 
Dutiable tothe person........... 8 90 9 16 9 73 
Free merchandise. eee 73,741, 479 00 | 208,301,863 00 210,579,007 00 
Free to the person..............s00 234 415 3 98 


II. 


March 11, 1884, Mr. Morrison, from the Committee on Ways and Means, sub- 
mitted the following report : 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was referred so much of the 
President's message and accompanying documents as relates to the revenue, 
respectfully reports that in aid message and accompanying documents the 
President has deemed it his duty to give to the Congress information as follows : 

‘To make astart in the proposed reduction of revenue from imports, the Tariff 
Commission had been created. In good faith it undertook the work. In its re- 


port to Congress it said: Early in its deliberations the commission became con- 


vineed that a substantial reduction of tariff duties is demanded, not by a mere 
indiscriminate popular clamor, but by the best conservative opinion of the 
country. * * * Such a reduction of the existing tariff the commission re- 
gards not onlyas a due recognition of public sentiment and a measure of justice 
to consumers, but one conducive tothe general industrial prosperity, and which 
though it may be temporarily inconvenient, will be ultimately beneficial to the 
special interests affected by such reduction. Entertaining these views, the com- 
mission has sought to present a scheme of tariff duties in which substantial re- 
duction should be the distinguishing feature. The average reduction in rates, 
including that from the enlargement of the free-list and the abolition of the duties 
on charges and commissions, at which the commission has aimed, is not less 
on the average than 20 per cent., and it is the opinion of the commission that 
the reduction will reach 25 per cent. 

- . . . 


* * 


“ 


‘The chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, in explanation of the bill 
before the Senate last year, which after various amendments became a law, es- 
timated at $45,000,000 the reduction of the revenue which would follow the 
changes in the tariff proposed thereby. 

‘These intentions and calculations have not been verified. 


* * * * 


7 * * 


**So the question still presses, what legislation is necessary to relieve the peo- 
ple of unnecessary taxes?”’ 

Your committee find that in the first six months ending December 31, 1883, 
under act of March 3, 1883 (the new law), dutiable merchandise was imported 
into the United States valued at $235,898,109, on which duties were paid amount- 
ing to $96,514,136, being 40.91 per cent. on the value thereof. In the correspond- 
ing six months of the year 1882, under the old law, the value of dutiable imports 
amounted to $260,856,273, and the duty paid was $111,266,507, or 42.65 per cent. on 
the value. It thus appears that the average cost of importing goods valued at 
$100 was only $1.74 less under the new than under the old law. 

This exhibit of reduction in rates made by act of March 3, 1883, amounting to 
1.74 per cent. of the duty, is subject to an unimportant modification resulting 
from changes in value and other conditions, some of which increase and others 
reduce comparative ad valorem rates. 

The nominal reduction made by the proposed bill is 20 per cent., or one-fifth 
With the Morrill tariff limitations in the bil!, and the liquor 


year’s imports will not exceed 15.74 per cent. on the whole importation of dutia- 
ble goods. Together the ayerage reduction made in the Tariff Commission bill 
(act of March 3, 1883) and that to be made by the proposed bill do not equal the 
reduction ‘“at which the commission aimed.”’ 

Wood, sawed lumber, coal, and salt are of such universal use among and so 
necessary to all the people that in view of the present abundant Treasury re- 
ceipts it is not deemed advisable longer to obtain revenue from a tax on these 
articles. 

The decrease in fevenue as shown by the receipts under the new law other 
than that resulting from the nominal reduction of 1.74 per cent. results from the 
falling off to the value of nearly $25,000,000 of imports in the first half-year, 
under the new law, as compared with first half of the previous year under the 
old law. The reduction of revenue receipts under the bill reported is estimated 
at $31,000,000 on the basis of last year’s imports. Tothe extent of that $31,000,000 
the bill will “ relieve the people of unnecessary taxes.’ To that extent taxes 
will be reduced directly “‘ as a measure of justice to consumers,”’ and indirectly 
in largely increased proportion. 

From a statement made by the Bureau of Statistics, a copy of which is ap- 
pended to this report, it appears that duties or tariff taxes were decreased on 
some and increased on other articles of imported goods under act of March last 
(the new law). While this is true, there has been no increase of the rater of 
wages in any, but a reduction of wages in most industries, as well in those 
whese competing products received more as in those that obtained less protec- 
tion under the act of March last. 

The condition of manufacturing industries is not satisfactory. In common 
with other industries, they only recovered late in 1879 from reverses or partial 
paralysis of five years’ duration. In less than three years’ after this recovery 
such new evidences of industrial adversity appeared that in one of the largest, 
best-paying, and best-paid industries, iron and steel, the calamity of four months’ 
stoppages and idleness fell upon the workers dependent upon it, not upon the 
capital invested in it 

In the annual report of the American Iron and Steel Association for the year 
1882, made May 1, 1883, by James M. Swank, esq., secretary of the association, 
he says: 

“At the beginning of June nearly all the mills referred to (rolling-mills of 
Pittsburgh and the West) were closed by a general strike, which continued until 
the last of September, when work was resumed upon the scale of wages which 
had previously prevailed. During the strike of four months the prices of rolled 
iron did not advance, notwithstanding the stoppage of so many mills, a fact 
which clearly demonstrated that the capacity to produce this form of iron had 
again, as in the panic years, exceeded the demand. * * * At the same time 
it must be frankly admitted that our rolling-mill capacity has for some time 
been in advance of the consumptive wants of the country, and that the check to 
the overproduction of rolled iron which was afforded by the strike of 1882 was 
in no sense a calamity to the manufacturers.”’ 

It is believed by your committee that the condition of the iron and steel indus- 


| tries and of the workers in them has not much improved since 1882; that the 
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condition of other industries is not unlike and differs only in degree from iron 
and steel; that the calamity of frequent-recurring industrial embarrassment and 
enforced idleness is inseparable from the enormities of our protective system ; 


and that the calamities of such a system always fall upon the laboring poor. 


Values of imports of dutiable merchandise entered for consumption in the Uni 
during the six months ended December 31, 1882 and 1883. 


Ad valorem 
















Six months under the old law— 
Articles. 
Value. Duty collected. rate 
col 
Pe 
All dutiable merchandise ...............c60.c0c000+ cs $260, 856, 237 $111, 266, 507 
Sugar and melada si 44, 432,311 23, 180, 590 
Iron and steel, and manufactures ther -reof...... 32, 499, 426 12, 713, 996 
Wool: 
id cin cell nasucashavlebbateseaternuabunin 1, 210, 689 671,415 
IEE sciictnacaneinenipiernecsenvess ewe 135, 123 67, 839 
i En 3. 505, 980 974. 202 
Manufactures of wool 22, 400, 387 14, 943, 626 
Manufactures of cotton .................... aedidddmeadis 14, 967, 850 5, 629, 658 
Manufactures of silk ....... ; beanies 19, 999.119 11, 738, 469 
Earthen and china ware ............... micnnancaneseenie 4, 423, 146 1, 896, 705 
Glass and glass WaFre................ccceeseseee eee ; 4.271, 305 2 527, 660 
Spirits and wines.... ak cnacliiaaellts latch antaca cibaiede 5, 008, 625 3.706, 142 
pS ae 511,772 227, 370 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, March 10, 1884. 
Ii 


Statement of the quantity, value, &c., of domestic and foreign hoop (band and seroll 


ported into the United States during 
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Your committee therefore report the bill with the title 
recommendation that it be passed ** 
from unnecessary taxes, 


above, and with the 
as a measure of partial relief to the people 
as a measure of justice to consumers,’ and 


conducive 
to the general industrial prosperity 
ted States, with the amount of duty and the ad valorem rate of duty collected 
1882. Six months under the new law—1883 Increase. Decrease 


Ad valorem 








of duty Value. Duty collected. rate of duty Value Ad valorem 

lected. collected 

r cent. Per cent. P f 
42.65 $235, 898, 109 3, 514, 136 10. 91 $24, 958, 128 1.74 
52.17 16, 800, 67 3. 121, 601 49.40 2, 368, 360 7a 
39. 12 23, 698, 937 7, 924, 225 33.44 | — 8, 800,489 ». 68 
55. 46 2,399,515 1,073, 311 44.73 + 1, 188, 826 10.73 
50.19 615, 677 704 43.48 + 480, 54 6.71 
27.79 4, 345, 385 1, 087, 094 25.02 | + S39, 405 2.77 
66. 71 22, 064,512 15, 202, 183 68.90 | - 335, 875 2.19 
37. 61 12, 067, 631 4,835,714 40. 07 2, 900, 219 2. 46 
58. 69 21, 286, 252 10, 617, 057 49.83 | + 1, 287,133 S86 
2.88 3, 824, 91 1, 830, 363 iT — 598, 195 41.97 
54.49 3, 943, 197 2, 187, 362 55. 47 328, 108 a8 
71.22 2, 945, 001 2, 659, 312 90. 30 2, 258, 624 08 
44.43 490,315 235, 823 18.10 21, 457 7 

JOSEPH NIMMO, JR., Chief of Bureau 


and bar iron, iron rails, and sugar and molasses, produced and im- 
the year ended June 30, 1880. 


[From reports of Census Bureau and the Bureau of Statistics 


HOOP AND BAR IRON 











AND IRON RAILS, 








Hoop (band and scroll ; 
hae Bar-iron. Iron rails 
iron 
Domestic Foreign Domestic pro-, Foreign im- Domestic pro- Foreign im 
production. Imports, duction ports duction ports 
- ® 
Rl iciticaxtuiverncacatmnensecisinienancnueditbaneicueann anes 96, 843 15, 823. 76 663, 211 71, 800, 12 466, 917 2 598. | 
NN ‘aidameieinciahiaéaiais ‘ aiid weinihdailitoi $6,094,484 00 $720,903 82 $35,302,431 00 | $3,111,218 48 $20,978, 637 00 $1, 635, O80 00 
Value per ton.. sna gnowcececcsssacannenceoacascoouecsocvecessccoes sooseee 62 67 15 56 53 33 13 33 14 93 1 10 
RNIN NIN 5. sscssiuiss. suuna bation denss6 tbeassendatoencesoecees 31 66 22 86 , OR 
Amount of duty received... ‘ Piichipeaamsmontitel 590, 986 O01 ; ; 1, 641, 453 82 824,747 49 
Freight on foreign (estim: ated) pel r -ton i aac ia ahi inet 2 50 |.. Se at 2 50 2 30 
Cost per ton with freight added. i806... : ; 5 83 a ) 
Bounty paid by consumer per BOMB ao shcasa ipuidvihiniunodionts $ 61 7 40 il 
Bounty paid by consumers on domestic production hiducaictiteetlnttts ‘ 414, 876 22 4,907,761 40 290, 169 61 
Bounty paid by consumer on domestic production is to duty rece ived b y 
the Treasury Ni inataciuhian saiesgeh be tieaidaaia Wevienneian bite Kiet tae ediankennaven chdens<tcuwaeek $2 82to $1 , $2 99to $1 pe $6 41 to $1 
"Average. 
SUGAR AND MOLASSES 
Foreign. Domestic 
Articles. , ; 
Artic Amonnt of ‘Val ti Amount of 
. > - g 1 = — - - 
Quantities. Values. Rate of duty duty Quantities, pce ad guia Rate of bounty bounty paid 
: mated 
received. estimated 
BUQAL .....cccccvcsee sere eoseconees Ibs., 1, 625, 971,302 | $68,052,63955 av., 2.44c. per lb. $39,739,306 49 | lbs., 198,962,278 $13,191,200 02 av., 2. 44c. perlb. $4,854,679 58 
Molasses gals., 39,433,745 8, 978, 008 50 6ic. per gal. 2, 464,609 00 | gals., 12,189,190 3, 528. 770 51 6ic. per gal 761, S34 38 
TNE siinwinitindineines pal siiasieectereniiiinies po ree 42,203,915 49 16,719, 970 53 let casensiansais 5, 616, 503 





*The values are estimated upon the value of the forei ign article 


Mr. BURLEIGH. May | ask the distinguished gentleman from Ili- | 
nois a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Ishould like to ask the gentleman why he selected 
the year 1880 for the price of bar-iron instead of 1884? 

Mr. MORRISON. Because we have no official data for any other 
year. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I will state to the gentleman that in 1860 the 
price of bar-iron was $60 per ton, while in 1884 it is but $36. 

Mr. MORRISON. I took the census year and the offic ial data. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. And puddlers’ wages in 1860 were $1.75 per day 
while their wages now amount to $2.75. There has been a decline in 
iron since 1860 of 40 per cent. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman can make aspeech in hisown time 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has ten minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentlemen a question? 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How much do you expect this bill to reduce the 
revenues? 


, With the ad valorem rate of duty added thereto. 


Mr. MORRISON. It is estimated that the reduction of revenue will 
be from twenty-five to thirty millions, and the reduction of taxes double 
as much. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman,in obedience to the suggestion of 
friends I am to follow the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, whose remarks, however, I do not propose to discuss 
in detail. The premises I shall assume and the general scope of my 
argument will, I think, be regarded as making a clear issue between u 


mt 


on the grave questions he has raised by proposing a bill providing for 
a general reduction of our custom duties 
I do not believe that a cheapening of goods, which involves a reduc 

tion of wages, can relieve any stagnant American industry. The evil 
from which we are suffering is not that goods are not cheap enough o1 
that we can not produce them in sufficient abundance and of satisfactory 
quality. The truth is—and the sooner American lawmakers shall ac- 
cept it as a controlling consideration the better it will be for the coun- 
try—that the power of production the world over has, upon the pre- 
vailing basis of the distribution of the joint production of labor and 
capital, outrun the power of consumption; that all markets are over- 


stocked; and that in every land multitudes of skilled and industrious 
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people have, from many proximate, but secondary causes, been idle for a 
large portion of many recent years. 
Nihilism in Russia, socialism in Germany, socialism in the western 


and nihilism in the eastern sections of Austria, communism in France, | 


socialism accepted by the state within the limits of the British Islands, 
in the promotion of which Gladstone and Beaconsfield were for years 


engaged in a heated race and which will present almost every question | 
the British Parliament will consider during the present session, are but | 
expressions of the discontent born of indescribable suffering which the | 


masses of the people of all transatlantic countries feel they can no 
longer endure. Enforced idleness, want, and misery are found in every 
industrial center; machinery stands idle part of every year; capital 
claims that it can only obtain its fair reward by further reducing the 
wages of labor, while the average supply of food of the laboring classes 


is in many parts of Europe inadequate to the development and support | 


of the human system. 


In a recent letter from Zurich, my daughter, Miss Florence Kelley, 
says 

Our countryman, Dr —,informed us last evening that though for fifteen 
years he had been official physician to the poor in some of the worst wards of 
New York, he had never seen in America a case of pernicious anzemia—which is 
the shrinking and decay of the bones of a human being as the result of insuffi- 


cient food during childhood and youth—a disease which when it has once at- 


tacked the system can not be eradicated by any diet that may subsequently be 


taken; but that * unfamiliar as this disease is at home, it is so common here 
that the frequent casesexposed at the clinics attract no special attention 
A GLANCE AT THE CONDITION OF BRITISH LABORERS 
(re our Democratic associates in their mad pursuit of cheap goods 


willing to add pernicious anzmia to the list of diseases with which our 
working people are already familiar? 

Sir, last year I spent three months in England, ** prosperous, merry, 
free-trade England.’’ After the first week my increasing strength per- 
mitted me to ride or walk a little each day, and I was tempted to visit 
the slums of London, which I did under proper police protection. I 
also read or had read to me each of the daily journals, and on Satur- 
day for thirteen consecutive weeks the articles entitled ‘‘ How the poor 
live,’’ which, written and illustrated by Mr. George R. Sims and Fred- 
erick Barnard, appeared in the Pictorial World. 

Enlightened as I had thus been, it did not surprise me to learn that 
distinguished prelates of the established church had in a church con- 
gress warned those to whom they had a right to speak with authority 
that the condition of the poor of England, as they had found it upon per- 
sonal inspection within a short distance from the palaces of the Queen 
and the Prince of Wales, was as bad as that of the French sans culottes 
in the years immediately preceding the sanguinary revolution of 1793. 
A dissenting clergyman, the eloquent and devoted pastor of Bloomsbury 
chapel, which stands but a few hundred feet from Bloomsbury Square 


and the solid middle-class mansions around it, said to his congregation | 


that he had found but a short distance from the pulpit from which 
he spoke a family of nine, including father, mother, sons and daughters, 
who occupied a cellar not larger than the space marked by six of the 
pews his hearers occupied, ‘* This was not,’’ he said, ‘a peculiar case, 
but one of many thousands.”’ 

Within a week we have read, at least those of us who watch the papers 


for such indications of the condition of the British people, of a family | 


found by the coroner near Westminster’s grand old abbey, and in one 
of the most aristocratic quarters of London, in a cellar without a win- 
dow, one member of which—a girl of full age—had just died, but whose 
flesh had been largely consumed by vermin before death had come to her 
relief. These are said to be familiar chapters in the lives of tens of 
thousands who, though able and willing to work, can find no place 
among the wage-earners of free-trade England, who our Democratic 
friends present as a national exemplar from whom they would have us 
accept as indisputable truths dogmas the prevalence of which in that 
country has produced these terrible results. 
we are to enter the race with the world for cheapness. They should 
remember that when Cobden and his co-workers began the agitation for 
free trade, Carlyle admonished them that they were entering into a race 
with barbarous nations for the production of the ‘‘cheap and nasty. 
It was he, too, that gave the political economy taught by Malthus 
and Ricardo the appellation of the ‘‘ dismal science,’ 
gested war, pestilence, 


” 


because it sug- 
and famine as beneficent agents appointed by 
an all-wise and loving Providence as the only agents whereby He could 
relieve the earth of an inevitable surplus of population. That dismal 
science still prevails in British schools, and consequently no animal 
that can be utilized is of so little value in England as an unemployed 
working man or woman with a reasonably good appetite for bean-cake 
or oat-meal porridge 

‘“*Yes,’’ I think I hear some of you rejoin, *‘ you studied the poverty 
of London, which is, we are ready to admit, unparalleled.’’ No; I 
I spent ten days, unknown to everybody but my daughter, who was my 
companion, in Birmingham and in visiting the manufacturing towns 
around that rich and beautiful city. We visited so much of the over- 
crowded precincts of the city itself as a lady might ride into, and in 
charge of a policeman I went beyond these limits. Our visits embraced 
Halesowen, Lye, Lye-Waste, and Cradley, where we found women mak- 
ing nails, trace-chains, heavy fire-bricks, and galvanizing hollow-ware. 


Under their leadership | 


I observe among those who do me the honor to be present my friend 
| from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER], who comes to each succeeding Congress 

on the doctrine of free trace-chains, a bill to transfer which article to 
the free-list he never fails to introduce. The introduction of the bill 
does nobody any harm, and I shall continue to welcome him as long as 
| I shall be returned and a Democrat comes from that district. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I never weary in well-doing, and I 
hope that after a while you will grant us that reasonable request. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, yes; you ought to have free trace-chains, for we 
| learned that the women who make them, if they are quick and good 
| hands, can realize 25centsaday. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Andall that they have to pay out of their weekly wage of 6s. is 1s. 6d. for 

the forge and fuel, and another 6d. for having the rods out of which to 
| make the chains brought to the forge. Freetrace-chains! God forbid 
that any Kentucky girl or woman should ever work at such unwomanly 
employment for such starvation wages, even though it be to furnish 
cheap trace-chains to my friend and his constituents. [Applause. ] 

I say to the gentleman as my friend Emory A. Storrs said toa party 
of Englishmen when at the dinner-table of a friend in London, they 
undertook to badger him on the subject of free trade. ‘‘ Gentlemen, 
you do not want to provoke a discussion of that intricate subject at this 
social board. I will admit that free trade is best for you, at least for 
those of you who can afford to purchase anything; but I claim that pro- 
tection is best forus. The vital difference between us is that you think 
more a great deal of a cheap shoe than you do of a prosperous shoe- 
maker; while in America we think more of the welfare of the artisan 
than of the cheapness of his product.’’ [Renewed applause. ] 

In one of the smallest and dingiest of the forges of Halesowen we 
| found two men at work making light nails, such as girls are put to 

making when at 14 years of age the British law allows them to leave 

school and enter upon their lives of unwomanly toil. One of these 
men was a cripple and the other was evidently suffering from pul- 
monary disease. One of them by expending his force for full time 
could earn 3s. per week and the other 43., from each of which sums are 
deducted weekly 1s. for fuel and furnace rent, so that at the close of 
the week they had as a net result of their joint toil $1.25. In the 
villages I have named, all of which are appendages of Birmingham, we 
| also saw English girls and matrons making large fire-bricks; one car- 
rying against her breast or stomach heavy lumps of wet clay, out of 
| which her co-worker, it may be her sister er mother, molded the im- 
mense bricks which she who had brought the clay carried to a heated 
| space near to where she was to pick up her next load of wetclay. Why, 
| you ask, do these girls engage in such work? The answer is a simple 
| one; they prefer to make bricks, because they can make 6s., or a dollar 
and a half, net per week, while their sisters who make nails or chains 
| can not assuredly earn so much, and are, as I have said, subject to a 
| charge of 1s. 6d. per week for fuel and rent of forge. 
The chief specialties of Cradley are chains and hollow-ware. There 
| wesaw girls galvanizing stew-pans, boilers, bath-tubs, and other articles 
of likenature. The desperate struggle for life imposed on British toilers 
| by cheap goods and low wages is well illustrated at Cradley. The as- 
sured receipt of $1.50 a week will tempt women from the nail or chain 
maker’s forge to the brick-shed. The pay of a galvanizer is $1.75 per 
week; and for this additional shilling girls will pass the forge and the 
brick-shed to engage in a galvanizing room, although the strongest of 
them knows that in less than six months the gases generated by the 
| process will vitally impair her health. In this connection I submit a 
brief extract from one of Miss Kelley’s published letters. 

It is characteristic of the neighborhood of Birmingham that each village has 
one industry; thus nailers and chainmakers are as thoroughly separated as 
though their work differed radically and separation were needed. But the dif- 
ference between Lye-Waste and Cradley is slight. There are the same forges, 
the same hovels, the same dusty roads, and the same industrious people. To 
tell the story of the chainmakers, who we watched at their forges, is merely 
to repeat the picture of Stocking Lane, and this I have no wish to do. Here 
} and there, however, the forges are interspersed with factories and ‘‘ works,”’ 
| and the facts as to these works illustrate some of the ills to which the nailers 

eagerly fly in their effort to escape from their peculiar slavery. 

In one establishment we were shown young women at work on galvaniz ng 
pails, and our guide (who had come over from Lye-Waste for our benefit) ob- 
served privately concerning them, *‘They’m flyin’ from nailin’,and they thinks 
it’s a fine thing to get seven shillin’s a week. But they gets poorly, and then 
they gets sick, and then their parents has to keep ’em, and they don't earn 
nothin’ for a long time till they’m well again.” This we were prepared to be- 
lieve, for we found difficulty in breathing in the first room to which an intelli- 
gent foreman showed us. This was a large, dusky room, with a high ceiling, 
and arrangements for ventilation with which we could find no fault. But in 
| the middle of the room stood a seething cauldron of a steaming fluid. Back of 

this stood a man dipping pails in the cauldron and handing them to young girls, 

who swiftly rolled each pail in a heap of sawdust, then deftly brushed the fluid 
over the metal surface, assuring an equal coating to every part. A few moments 
of breathing the fumes from the cauldron made our retreat to the sultry outdoor 
| air very refreshing, and sufficed to convince us of the unwholesome nature of 
this work, even before we noticed long rows of carboys of vitriol which furnish 
one ingredient of the galvanizing fluid. * The inspection is severe,’ observed 
the foreman. * The works are closely watched, and if a girl works a half-hour 
overtime we're brought up roundly. It’s very unwholesome work.” 
This brief extract will convince you that I do not speak of things of 
which Lhave merely read. No, gentlemen, I speak ofincidents that I saw 
and of peoplewith whom and whose employers I conversed. Sir, I do 





not want American goods to become so cheap that, as my distinguished 
friend the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [{ Mr. Mor- 
RISON } said, we can sell to other people. 


God forbid that American 
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labor shall ever be embodied in any production that shall be cheap 
enough to be sold at Halesowen, Lye, Lye-Waste, Cradley, and other 
manufacturing villages that surround Birmingham. [Applause. ] 

But depressing as was the influence of each of these towns in which 
the employments are in this country regarded as demanding masculine 
muscularity, girls and women are almost the only workers, our visit 
to Myrthyr Tydvil and to the great Dowlais iron-works upon the hill 
overlooking Myrthyr was still more saddening. In the neighborhood 
of Birmingham, Manchester, and Bradford the school law is admirably 
enforced, and during school hours children between 5 and 14 years of 
age are not frequently seen upon the highways. In this Welsh mining 
and iron district the contrast in this respect was as striking as it was pain- 
ful. Here it is evident that the local authorities give but little if any 
attention to the enforcement of the only law which protects British 
childhood from the cruelest exactions of British industry. Here we 
found boys and girls loitering listlessly at all hours of the day in the 
reeking admixture of clay and grime which make the sidewalks and 
highways. It would have been a satisfaction to see them indulging in 
any of the plays of joyous childhood, but in our several tours we saw 
no instance of this. 

The factory law, however, has even here had one good effect; it has 
reduced the number of women employed in the Dowlais works from 
nearly 3,000 to about 1,000; and for this womankind throughout the 
civilized world may well be grateful. The Dowlais works are en- 
gaged in the production of heavy iron of all descriptions; the interior is 
anet-work of railroads, forges, furnaces, rolling-mills, and trip-hammers, 
the coarse labor in attendance upon all of which, as well as at the mouth 
of the coal-pit on the cars, was until quite recently the special and 
almost exclusive work of girlsand their mothers. The numberof them, 
as I havesaid, has been reduced to about 1,000, and of these we saw some 
loading and unloading coal-cars; others, one upon the car pitching bricks 
to another upon the wet, rough floor, who piled them according to 
orders; others were handling and carrying heavy iron plates or bars 
from the lifting of which I would have shrunk in my days of greatest 
vigor. 

Having asked the privilege of speaking to any of these women when 
not engaged, we felt free to interrogate them as to their wages. They 
might not have answered me, but to one of their own sex, who ad- 
dressed them in tones of sympathy, they told their stories freely; and 
from all of them we learned that 6s. ($1.50) was regarded as good wages 
for a week. I am unwilling to reduce the duties on any form of iron or 
steel 20 per cent., as is proposed by this bill, in order to allow my coun- 
trymen to consume the results of the labor of these British maidens, 
wives, and matrons. The plea that their employers, in order to sell us 
such cheap goods, must compel them to accept such wages is not one 
that satisfies my judgment, but is one from which my manhood revolts. 

At Manchester we remained nearly a fortnight. It is a noble city, 
the management of whose municipal affairs is unequaled in the United 
States. ToSheffield our visit was less protracted. The houses, grounds 
and conservatories of the great steel-makers who so long controlled our 
market, to some of which we were admitted, are regal in their extent 
and magnificence, but the offensive surroundings of the homes of the 
working people and the brutal coarseness we encountered at every turn 
in their quarter of the city made us glad to beat an early retreat. 

The American traveler finds much to admire in the best parts of Bii- 
mingham, Manchester, Sheftield, Bradford, and every other great indus- 
trial center of England, but going thence to the localities in which 
working people dwell he will, unless he be a tariff reformer who believes 
that to get his supplies cheap is the chief end of man, be shocked by the 
terrible contrast he beholds. In each city and town he will find long 
rows of small houses, between every two of which is an arched alley 
leading to a court, upon either side of which there are from four to six 
houses. These, like the front ones, are without cellars or underdrain- 
age, have three small rooms rising one above another, each also having a 
house like unto itself built against its rear wall, the consequence of which 
is that thorough or through ventilation is impossible in any of these | dreds of thousands of dollars have been expended in obtaining access 
huddled groups of houses for workingmen and their families. The | to it and preparing it for the purposes of manufactures and commerce; 
streets are the only play-ground for children, as well as drying ground for | when shafts have been opened and breakers and railroads have been 
the wash of each family, whose patched and ragged garments flaunt in | constructed and provided with adequate motive power and rolling- 
the breeze on lines drawn from house to house as if by common consent | stock, and when hundreds or thousands of people have been employed 
or express stipulation. For the use of the occupants of each court, to- | in mining, manipulating, and sorting it so that while the coal shall be 
gether with those of the front buildings, there is one hydrant and one | sent to market the slate and other impurities with which nature had 
privy. In view of these hard conditions is it not too much to expect | intermixed it shall be left behind, it is absurd to speak of it as raw or 
cleanliness, modesty of bearing, or chastity itself of families who are | unwrought material. 
habitually huddled together in this fashion. Is lumber, as described in the free-list of this bill, a raw material ? 

A house in any of the villages referred to, as small or smaller than | No, sir! Timber in the forest is raw, and rough timber and quite a 
these, of similar construction, with three rooms, the lower one a living- | number of kinds of hewn timber are already on the free-list. Every 
room, parlor, kitchen, and sitting-room, with broken-stone floor, and | article of wood embraced by the free-list of this bill as finally revised 
chambers above, which furnish sleeping accommodations to the parents, | is material largely advanced by the expenditure upon it of money and 
the sons and daughters, and not infrequently to the husbands and wives | labor. The remaining article in this wonderfully scientific free-list is 
of the sons and daughters and their children, all of whom are thus | salt. 
crowded into two little sleeping-rooms. 

Yetitis of these sets of three apartments, contracted, dark, undrained, 
and unventilated, that those apostles of falsehood, Professor Sumner, of 
Yale, and Perry, of Williams College, speak when they compare their 
rental with that of the homes of Americay artisans to prove the supe- 


rior condition of the working people of Great Britain to that of those of 
the United States. 

It will hardly be regarded as possible that other classes of British 
laborers are housed with less consideration than the facts I have pre- 
sented indicate, but the London Echo of Monday, October 8, 1883, says: 

The paper read by Mr. George Smith, of Coalville, before the social science 
congress, on Saturday, gives a lamentable account of the condition of large 
numbers of canal children. Mr. Smith tells us that there are close upon 30,000 
of these children of school age who never enter a school. Many of the cabins 


in which they live are so small that a man can neither stand upright nor lie 
out straight on the bed on which he and his wife and his children have to lie. 


FREE SHIPS. 

One of the most insidious pretensions for the overthrow of our pro- 
tective system is the demand for the admission of free ships and the 
material out of which ships may be built. Is there such a demand for 
ships to engage in international commerce as to justify us in abolishing 
the duties on pig, bar, angle, and heavy iron generally and on steel 
for the construction of Government and commercial vessels at the prob- 
able cost of dooming thousands of our workmen to idleness by opening 
our market to the free saleof British ships for which foreign capital and 
enterprise can find no employment? This is not a fancy sketch of the 
depressed condition of the British carrying trade or of the effect of such 
legislation upon our own coal, iron, and steel industries. This will ap- 
pear to the most skeptical from the following telegram clipped from the 
Philadelphia Public Ledger of this morning: 


DEPRESSION IN THE SHIPPING TRADE. 


Lonpon, April 12.—The depression in English shipping has become extreme. 
The ports are crowded with destitute and suffering sailors. In Shields alone 
there are 4,000 seamen out of employment. A hundred steamers are lying idle 
upon the Tyne. Ten thousand laborers in the Tyne ship-yardsare out of work, 
and as many more in the Sunderland ship-yards. Business isslack in the,yards 


along the Clyde, but so far there has been less suffering than in the other ship- 
building localities. 


RAW MATERIALS. 

Mr. Chairman, the persistency with which the unmeaning cry that 
raw material should be admitted free of duty has been maintained for 
years has nearly persuaded many good people that heavy duties are im- 
posed on wide ranges of raw material which we can not produce for 
ourselves. Ignorant men may echo these cries as parrots chatter, but 
the free-trade Democracy, as represented on this floor, know better, and 
shout for freeraw material for the purpose of deceiving the people. What 
article of raw material which*they would make free can they name that 
is not and has not for years been on the free-list? The author of the 
original Morrison bill could find pone. The free-list was to be a car- 
dinal feature of his bill, the 20 per cent. reduction was to be less im- 
portant because a less philosophic and a somewhat hap-hazard applica- 
tion of the doctrines of British political economy. To illustrate these 
doctrines scientifically an extended free-list was necessary. All this 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means understood per- 
fectly, and that list as it appeared in the original bill embraced some 
twenty-five or thirty articles, among which, my friend will pardon me 
for saying, there was not one single specimen of unwrought material. 
Material that has been wrought is not raw. Noone will say that broad- 
cloth is raw material because a tailor may shape a coat therefrom. 
And so long as the designation raw material may properly be withheld 
from broadcloth so long it must be admitted thatthe authors of this bill 
were unable to find a single specimen of imported raw material that 
had not already been relieved of import duties. The fraudulent char- 
acter of the claim that the great majority of the articles embraced in 
the free-list of the original bill were of the nature of raw material was 
so apparent, that the majority of the committee, at the instance I think 
of the author of the bill, withdrew all but three of them, namely, coal, 
lumber, and salt, every one of which is a prepared or manufactured 
commodity. 

Is not coal raw, asks some misguided disciple of Sumner and Perry ? 
Yes! When still in the earth and is bought and sold, as children say, 
unsight, unseen, coal is raw; but when thousands and oftentimes hun- 


Sir, instead of salt being a raw material it isa highly manufactured 
finished product, the raw material for the manufacture of which is brine 
as it wells up or is pumped from its hidden sources in the earth. The 
expenditure of time, fuel, and labor converts the raw material furnished 
by nature into the commercial article known assalt, and which is needed 
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by mankind for so many vital purposes. Now, sir, why may nota de- 
duction of 20 per cent. from existing duties on these highly manufact- 
ured articles, coal, lumber, and salt, do as well in the way of tariff re- 
form as a like reduction on the duties imposed on all the manufactured 
articles embraced by this bill? Will some advocate of this free-list tell 
me the process by which he reaches the conclusion that coal delivered to 

e steamer at the seaboard or at the forge or factory in the remote in- 
el ofthe country is a raw material? how it is that boards sawed, 
1ed and grooved, and other formsof wood prepared for car- 
i cabinet-making are 


rical power itl 


ascertained to be raw materials? and 
sthat nature, without the aid of man’s labor or 
of his time and money, converts brine into pure, dry salt 
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s, and other packages ? 


i g It must 
his Morrison bill does not propose to put brine on 
Oh, no; it provides for fre whether in bags, sacks, 
las it also makes these coverings free, it 
izht to tell us on what kind of trees or vines nature hangs the ready- 


sacks, and barrels as so much raw’ material. 
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or other 
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materiais 


deny that the free-trade wing of the Democratic party on this 


is in favor of free native raw material or will admit many forms 
grades of it to use till they have paid inordinate taxes. The two 
1 enter into more of our mechanical and scientific pro- 
ons than any other are brimstone and alcohol. We import much 
of our brimstone and it has long been on the free-list; but alcohol ts 
an American production removed but one degree from a raw ma- 
in the production, current price of and an extended market for 
which our farmers have a vital interest. I speak of corn; yet, sir, with 
a single exception, these gentlemen who clamor so lustily for free raw 
material and cheap raw material have within a week proposed, voted 
for, and carried a resolution in favor of maintaining and requiring the 
payment of a tax of 90 cents on the manufactured product of every peck 
of corn before it can go into the market and be sold for use in the arts. 
Of the free-trade raw-material Democracy on this floor every man, with 
the single exception of my friend from New York [Mr. Hewirr] (who 
does me the honor to listen to me, and who after three years of contro- 
versy between us as to the possibility of using methylated spirits frankly 
announced to the House the other day that he was in favor of free alco- 
hol because it was a raw material which entered into so large a number 
manutactures), is opposed to the untaxed manufacture of those 
important forms of raw material, corn, rye, fruit, barley, hops, and to- 
bacco. They demand the privilege of importing free of duty an infinite 
y of foreign manufactured goods under the pretense that they are 

raw, but insist upon taxing all forms of material our farmers can produce, 


l 
whicl 
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ter 
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variet 


including nature’s great and only solvent, the rival of brimstone in the | 


universality of its use in thearts, at the rate of 90 cents a peck upon corn, 
the raw 
fact 


Lure 


material from which it is extracted by asingle process of manu- 
My free-trade friends, if you are in favor of free raw material 
rr manufactures, and wish to secure ample markets and good prices for 
the crops of our farmers, why do you insist upon the prepayment of a tax 
of $3.60 upon a bushel of corn before you permit its first manufactured 
ld Out upon such hollow 


i 


yield to go into the arts in the United States ? 
and shallow pretenses of devotion to American interests and national in- 
dustries! It is the free-trade wing of the Democracy I thus denounce, 
for my Democratic colleagues from Pennsylvania are all in favor of re- 


moving these infamous impositions upon our home production and com- 
merce 


Before leaving this question finally I should say that the tax we im- 


pose on his corn is but partof the wrong we dothe farmer. Itisa tax 
of more than 400 per cent., and to this extent increases the cost of every 
alcoholic preparation, whether of drug or perfumery, whether collodion 
for the production of a photograph or chloroform for benumbing the 
senses during the operation of the dentist or surgeon, whether the prep- 
aration by his wife of her winter’s supply of liquid camphor and arnica, 
or whether it has gone into any of the thousand articles which he pur- 
chases for daily use without suspicion that in their cost he is paying the 
‘whisky tax This tax is higher than any duty known to the tariff, 
and falls upon almost every manufactured article the farmer purchases, 
and he should know that they who insist upon its maintenance are more 
devoted to the theories of foreign economists than they are to the prac- 

tical economies of their laboring countrymen. 
rHE 


TOBACCO TAX, 

What is the effect of the tobacco tax upon the interests of the farmer 
and the wage-earning classes generally of the country? The Speaker 
of the House submitted a proposition to the recent Democratic caucus 
for the repeal of the tobacco tax and reduction of the tax that pre- 
vents the small farmers of the South from using the raw material they 
grow upon their peach and apple trees. He, however, coupled with 
these genereous offers a proviso that such legislation would only be 
granted in consideration of the reduction of the duties imposed by the 
present tariff. With this boon to farmers he would bribe their Rep- 


present its text as I found it in the Democratic organ the morning fol- 
lowing the caucus: 

Mr. CARLISLE then offered the following resolution, which was adopted—8ss 
to 27: 

**Resolved, Thatin order to reconcile conflicting opinions and secure legislation 
reducing taxation the plan for the reduction of taxes at the present session of 
Congress should embrace a provision repealing all internal-revenue taxes on 
tobacco, snuff, and cigars, and special taxes connected therewith, and also re- 
ducing the tax on brandy distilled from fruit to 10 cents per gallon: Provided 
Such repeal and reduction shall not be made except in connection with the re- 


duction of tariff duties.’ 

Let us look at the effect of this tobacco tax upon the earnings and 
possible savings of our laborers, the repeal of which can be purchased 
only at such fearful cost. During the last fiscal year it yielded some- 
thing over $46,000,000, and the bill of March 3 last would, it was hoped, 
reduce the receipts from this source nearly 50 percent. The receipts 
from tobacco, snuff, and cigars will therefore amount this year to about 
$25,000,000, every cent of which is wantonly abstracted from the pro- 
ducing classes of America. No foreigner has hitherto paid or is now 
reguired to pay the tobaccotax. Whenit is manufactured tobacco goes 
into a bonded warehouse, and when it is to beexported it is delivered 
to the carrier, released from bond, and free from tax. 

Chewing is not the habit of our wealthy and more refined citizens 
We rarely find a cuspidor exposed in any part of an elegant mansion, 
but we do find in many instances daintily wrought ash-cups and the 


conveniences for smoking in richly appointed libraries. The conse- 


| quence is that our rich men contribute no part of the millions which 


. 





we derive from the internal tax on tobacco. If they smoke or offer to 
their friends aa American cigar it is because they have been cheated 
in a purchase. They pay for and desire to use imported cigars. If, 
therefore, they put any taxed tobacco between their lips it is because 
they have been cheated. 

To learn who contribute the $26,000,000 to the surplus treasure of 
the Government this year you must go into the mines, the furnaces, 


| the forges, and the workshops of the country, or watch the groups ona 


fair and pleasant evening that gather about the homes of our working 
people in town and city. Here you will see gathered at the home- 
stead door parents and children, and the weary father while enjoying 
these hours of quiet home life is in almost every case seen to be smok- 
ing his pipe or giving other evidence that he finds comfort in in- 
dulgerice in the tobacco habit. So with the sailor; as he walks his 
lonely watch under the stars or in the beating of the storm finds a 
companion whose influence is soothing in a quid of tobacco, regardless 
of the fact that his Government is making him pay a tax of from four 
to eight hundred per cent. upon its true market value. 

You may reply to these economic truths by saying that tobacco is 
not a good thing for laboring people to use; that it is useless if itis not 
positively injurious to them, and should therefore be taxed. If you 
rest your statutory infringement of the rights of the American growers 
and consumers of tobacco upon this doctrine, will you not do me and 
those of your countrymen who are burdened by these unnecessary 


| taxes the favor to read the clause in the Constitution which justi- 
| fies you in mulcting with pecuniary penalties those who find comfort 





resentatives to unite with him in prostrating the manufacturers of the | 


country and theirworkmen. It is creditable to their discretion that no 
gentleman who figured at that caucus has yet exhibited the courage to 
present such a bill to Congress and the people. This resolution by its 
terms and in thesource whence it emanated is so remarkable that the 
country may be incredulous as to my statement; I had therefore better 


in its use, as do the miner, the sailor, and the millions of those employed 
in every department of labor within the broad limits of our country 
from whom you will this year abstract $26,000,000 ? 

Before these taxes were imposed the workingman in any Northern 
city or town could for 1 cent buy four cigars made of better tobacco 
than he now buys for use in his pipe; but now the tax on each cigar is 
more than the price was or would be again for the grade of cigars of 
which I speak if the tax was repealed. To remove the tax on tobacco 
would be to remit to the industrial classes of this country from twenty 


| to twenty-five millions of dollars a year, and the responsibility for not 


doing it, as well as for maintaining the tax on alcohol, which goes inte 
the arts, rests with that party which has a majority of seventy in this 
House. 

TAUGHT BY EXPERIENCE. 

The producing classes of England are at last realizing how great a 
burden upon them is the excise or internal-tax system. Many of them 
are confused by the fact that the government ingeniously speaks of 
an internal tax as an excise duty, and as yet fail to see the vital con- 
trast in the effect of a burdensome tax and a protective duty; but ex- 
perience is very rapidly enlightening them on this point. Here is a 
curious illustration of the fact I assert, the report of which I clipped 
from the London Standard of April 4, 1883, on which day it appeared 
as current news in all the leading journals. Gentlemen will observe 
that the chancellor of the exchequer, in ciosing his interview with a 
deputation of the silver trade in London, said: 

There was no doubt, having himself gone over Tiffany’s and the other large 


shops in New York, that the development of the silver trade in the States was 
due to their fiscal policy. 


This admission by the British chancellor of the exchequer is a severe 
reflection upon the course now being pursued by the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and his followers in striving to reverse 
the fiscal policy to which our manufacturing supremacy is due. 
here is the article itself: 

A deputation of the representatives of the silver trade in London waited yes- 
terday on the chancellor of the exchequer in respect to the silver duties. 


But 


The 
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deputation was introduced by Sir George Campbell, M.P. Mr. E. J. Watherston 
and Mr. Johnson laid the views of the deputation before the chancellor of the 
exchequer, strongly urging the abolition of the duties on silver, as tending to 
cripple the trade far in excess of any value to the revenue likely to accrue. An- 
other member of the deputation urged upon Mr. Childers the desirability, if the 
revenue did not permit of the reduction, to replace the silver duties by a 10 per 
cent. duty on imported watches and clocks, which would exactly make up the 
deficiency and at the same time benefit the interests of workingmen. 

Mr. Childers in reply said it was scarcely the time to come before Parliament 
to ask for the remission of so important a sum, exceeding £100,000 In reference 
to the plea that the present duty of 1s. 6d. per ounce restricted trade it was a fact 
that of late silver had fallen in price ls. per ounce, and yet the sales had de- 
creased. With regard to the proposal to place a duty on watches and clocks he 
asked if that was not protection, and did the member of the deputation seriously 
ask him to adopt that policy? 

The MemBer. We would if we thought there was any chance of getting you 
» do so, 

Mr. Childers said there was no doubt, having himself gone over Tiffany's and 
the other large shops in New York, that the development of the silver trade in 
the States was due to their fiscal policy. But he questioned the feasibility of 
giving effect to the proposals, though he promised to give the subject his thorough 
consideration. 


‘ 


The admission of the superiority of our financial system from such 
a source is a noteworthy fact, but the demand by so influential a depu- 
tation for the repeal of internal taxes and the substitution therefor of 
protective duties is a fact of such common occurrence as to deprive the 
rest of the article of a title to special notice. 

Mr. Chairman, the working people and the tax-payers of England 
are no longer exulting over the prosperity they derive from free trade. 
They are convinced that a financial system which burdens its labor, 
capital, and enterprise with internal taxes while subjecting them to 
free competition with the productions of the most inadequately paid 
labor of the world is false and destructive. 


age of pamphlets] are a few protectionist pamphlets. They are from 


| reduce others below the protective standard. 





baix; English iron and steel mills in Belgium, and English woolen mills in Hol- 
land. I conversed with some of the gentlemen owning or superintending these 
mills, and was told that they could manufacture cheaper in these protective 
countries than in free-trade England. Removing their capital to the continent 
has secured a profitable home market, while England was near with widely 
open ports to serve as a ‘“‘dumping ground” to unload surplus 
foreign labor superintended by English skill 
are swamped and the laborer undersold. 


: by 
In this way the English markets 


goods made 


CONTRACTING OUR INDUSTTIES 

Mr. Chairman, by the reduction of duties that were not excessiv® 
and the total repeal of others we have begun the dangerous work ot 
expelling manufacture hitherto well established in our midst. When 
the Forty-seventh Congress assembled it was my hope and that of my 
protectionist associates, and I think it was also the hope of the really 
conservative men of the country, that while there might be reduction 
of duties in some instances, there were others in which by departmental 
or judicial decision or Congressional action duties under which indus- 
tries had grown up had been fatally reduced, which might now be re- 
stored. In this hope we were disappointed; a vigilant minority proved 
in many instances capable of not only preventing restoration of just 
duties, but in alliance with a few Republican malcontents were able to 
This action, togethe: 
with thatof the Forty-sixth Congress, in putting quinine on the free-list 


| effected the banishment of several branches of industry which are ot 


| 


Here [holding up a pack- | 


sritish workingmen, manufacturers, ship-owners, members of Parlia- | 


ment, barons, earls, and dukes. 
man in the movement, and from one of his latest speeches, which came 
to me but last evening in the Iron Age of the 10th instant, I propose 
to show you some of the effects of low duties and low wages upon 
what was the foremost nations of the world when little more than forty 
years ago she insanely embraced the dismal science and engaged in the 
race for the cheap and nasty. 

I find the speech in the report.of a fair-trade demonstration at Bir- 
mingham. The proceedings were published largely in the press not 
only of Birmingham, Manchester, Sheffield, and other manutacturing 
towns, but of London. The Earl of Dunraven is president of the Fair- 
Trade Association of Great Britain. In the course of his remarks at the 
Birmingham demonstration he said: 

It was claimed that England has benefited greatly by free trade. 


The Earl of Dunraven is a leading | 


national importance, if not essential to national independence. 

For many years we manufactured the best and purest quinine and 
cinchonidia that were produced anywhere; their character and quality 
were unquestioned. But two establishments in the world assumed to 
compete with us in these respects—the Howards of England and Pelle- 
tierof France. The tax of 90 cents a peck on corn when manufactured 
imposed a duty of $1.80 per gallon on the solvent vital to the manufae 
ture of these drugs, but it could be paid because a protective duty coun- 
tervailed this otherwise destructive influence; but by a united Demo- 
cratic vote, aided by a few misguided but professed protectionists, 
quinine, cinchonidia and all other salts of quinia have been put upon the 
tree-list. The gentlemen on that side of the House who engineered 
and accomplished this work tell the country that they are for a revenue 
tariff; they even tell us in the face of what we have seen them do in 
this very matter that they are for a revenue tariff. 


Let us test their sincerity by this action of theirs. To in part coun- 


| tervail the tax on aleohol, cinchona bark had been put on the free-list 
| and when quinine and cinchgnidia were also put there, what revenue 


from these drugs had these revenue-tariff men left the Government ? 


| To this extent, at least, their demand tor a revenue tariff is like their 


The great | 


strides she made after the abolition of the corn laws are all attributed to the | 


change in our fiscalsystem. That was partially but by no means altogether true. 
There were a great many other causes at work besides free trade. Free trade 
was of great benefit to us at one time, for the simple reason that we had the mo- 
nopoly of the world’s markets. 


The people of the United States have not a monopoly of the world’s 
markets, and therefore free trade can not be of the same benefit to them 
that it was to those who had that monopoly. 


Other nations had no means of supplying themselves with goods. They had 
to buy from us, and consequently as our market was assured, as there was no 
difficulty in selling, it was an immense benefit to us to be able to buy everything 
as cheaply as possible. But since then things have altered very materially. 
Foreign nations have not only learned to supply themselves, but they are be- 
ginning to supply others. Although it is true that England made great strides 


protestations in favor of free raw material—hollow and insincere. 
What has been the result of this absurd legislation? Why, Mr 


| Weightman, the surviving member of the firm of Powers & Weight- 


man, determining not to be driven from a business to which he had de 
voted the best years of his life, sent a competent agent to Europe to 
establish a manufactory of quinine and cinchonidia where wages were 
low. Within six weeks he has purchased the largest establishment of 
the kind in Germany, and having shipped his stock of raw and partially 


| manufactured materials and his retorts and other implements, has 


under free trade, it is equally true that other nations have made as great, oreven | 


greater, strides under protection. The United States had increased £165,000,000 
in accumulated wealth, France £75,000,000, and Great Britain £65,000,000. In per- 
centage of trade increases Great Britain was only 21 per cent., while the United 
States was 67 percent. In fact England was the last of the nations, instead of 
the first, as she ought to be. 


Yankee’s lie,’? but the statement of the Earl of Dunraven when sur- 
rounded by manufacturers and other influential personages from every 
part of England. Let me just here invite attention to a vital fact. In 
the race for cheapness manufacturers leave well fed countries and 
find their way to those in which labor is most depressed, and whose 
people, therefore, work for the smallest modicum of food and cloth- 
ing; we find confirmation of this fact in a speech made by Mr. Robert 


gress at Leamington, England, November 10, 1833. It may be well for 
me to say in passing that by the cry of fair trade is meant the repeal 
of internal taxes and the imposition of such duties on imports as will 
give British labor at least an equal chance with that of foreigners in 
British inarkets. It is a protest against free trade as advocated by our 
Democracy. In the course of his admirable address Mr. Porter said: 


In France and Germany the industrial progress during the last ten years has 
been more marked than in Great Britain. The most dangerous of England’s 
continental competitors in the textile industries may be found at Lille, Roubaix, 
Tourcoing, Rouen, and St. Etienne, in France; and Crefeld, Aachen, and Chem- 
nitz,in Germany. The Rhenish and Westphalian coal and iron districts, with 
such works as those of Essen and Dortmund, and those at Seraing, Belgium, can 
produce iron and steel as cheaply as England can, and the certainty of a home 
market gives these protective countries the advantage in the contest for foreign 
trade. In view of this you will not be surprised when I tell you that I have 
found shoddy manufactures from Batley and Dewsbury established in Aachen, 
Prussia; Lancashire and Scottish spinners in Rouen ; Leicestershire hosiery man- 
ufacturersin Saxony ; Yorkshire wool-combing establishments in Rheims; Dun- 
dee jute mills in Dunkirk; all-wool-stuff manufacturers in the vicinity of Rou- 


also sent that brilliant chemist and scientist Dr. John Weightman 
to superintend the manufacture by German laborers of quinine, cin- 
chonidia, and other salts for his old customers and those of his old home 
competitors. With German wages and free alcohol he can undersell 
all American competitors, and thus monopolize the American market, 
as well as secure a good share if not all the money the Government 
used to receive from the duty on quinine and other salts of quinia. By 
thus banishing one house we have closed all the others and made the 


| United States the dumping-ground for the cheap and adulterated qui- 


; : , s , ; _ | nine ofall irresponsible continental manufacturers. 
Gentlemen will please notice that this statement is no ‘‘ wandering 


The argument with Mr. Weightman is that if the United States pro- 
hibit him by law from following his business here he will pursue it 
elsewhere, and if he thus makes apparent to his countrymen the neces- 
sary results of such absurd legislation, he may do some good to the fut- 
ure industries of the country he loves and which is so gifted with raw 
material. Thus did anti-protective legislation banish one vital indus- 
try and deprive a few hundred American laborersofemployment. But 


: ‘ COC oY | we have recently perpetrated graver follies of the same kind. 
P. Porter, late secretary of our Tariff Commission, at a fair-trade con- | 


The Republican party had put a duty of 2,4; cents per pound on tin 
plates, under which duty the manufacture of such plates was success- 
fully established at more than one point, when the Treasury Depart- 
ment succeeded by some means in permitting itself to be persuaded that 
a comma, which if removed to another clause would reduce the duty 
to 1 1-10 cents per pound, was out of place. It thereupon, instead of 
referring the question to Congress who had put the comma there, or- 
dered the suggested change to be made and thus ruined the proprietors 
of the young establishments who were just organizing a prosperous busi- 
ness and perpetuated our dependence on Great Britian for the $20,000,000 
worth of tin plates we consume per annum. So, too, a decision of the 
Treasury first, and Congressional action subsequently contirming it, re 
duced the duty on cotton-ties and hoop-iron cut to lengths, and left the 
American market at the mercy of foreign manufacturers, because no es 
tablishmentin the country could pay American wages for the manu fact 
ure of these articles and compete with the starvation wages of England 

In the last revision of the tariff there was a special provision that 
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where one or more rates of duties were made applicableto the same 
article the highest rate should be applied by the Treasury. This was | 
the case as to iron and steel wire rods, to which in construing different | 
parts of the bill it was found three rates were applicable. Tosolve this | 
difficulty the Department practically ruled that Congress meant lowest 
when it said highest, and declared the lowest duty, six-tenths of 1 
per cent., to be that which must be collected. Thus was banished from 
the country the manufacture of iron and steel wire rods; and I am in- 
formed by my friend from New York [Mr. HEwitTT], whose authority 
on this point no Democrat will dispute, that he and all other Ameri- | 
can manufacturers of wire rods, which was a large and very important | 
branch of the iron trade, are now unable to manufacture rods in compe- 
tition with the low prices prevailing in Europe, and have had toabandon 
the manufacture of rods and import their entire supply. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Let me interrupt the gentleman to 
say that it was your tariff that did it, and not a Democratic tariff. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not discussing the question whether the tariff 
enacted last session was adopted by Republicans or Democrats, butcan 
truly say that if 20 per cent. of the Democrats in each House had 
united with the Republicans we would have put through a tariff which 
would have prevented the destruction of the gentleman’s business and 
allowed his firm to make its wire-rods in this country and by the aid 
of American workmen. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Would you have allowed me to fix 
things on the conference committee. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. But no Democrat would accept a place 
on that committee save Mr. CARLISLE, who, by common consent of his 
partisan friends, did so that he might report what was done by the 
committee. Senator after Senator declined to serve, and we waited 
nearly a day just at the close of the session in the hope of getting Dem- | 
ocrats to come in and aid in perfecting the complex details of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then the whole performance was a 
Republican performance, according to the gentleman’s own statement, 
and they are wholly responsible for the result. 

Mr. KELLEY. No. Democrats like you shirked it; and the Re- 
publicans who sat on the conference committee had to deal with the 
material sent it. The effort was to defeat the bill by delay, and thus 
Democratic tactics made it primarily necessary to deal summarily with 
many parts of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
myself were not here. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman palters with the question, and will, if 
permitted, consume my time as that of the committee of conference 
was so nearly consumed by Democratic delays. I must therefore pro- | 
ceed by asking the gentleman from New York or any of his Democratic 
associates to tell me whether it is the Republicans of the House who 
are here and now proposing to further reduce the duty on wire rods 20 
per cent.? Whe voted to consider the proposition to-day, the Demo- 
crats or the Republicans? The gentleman talks about and endeavors 
to confuse what occurred a year ago; but I propose to go back but two 
hours, so that the day’s Journal can tell the most oblivious of us what 
he has just done. [Laughter.] ‘There will be no question of veracity 
between us on a journalized fact not two hours old. 


Allow me tostate that Democrats like 





A MANUFCTURING NATION WITHOUT WORKSHOPS. 


Having shown that the British ship-building interest is much de- 
pressed, and that British sailors and ship-owners are suffering greatly 
by the depression of the carrying trade, let me now proceed to furnish 
proof of the proposition that if the nations of the world are to compete 
simply for cheapness of production, and if cheap commodities for con- 
sumers is the chief end of man and the highest object of government, 
general production must be transferred to those countries in which the 
laboring classes can keep soul and body together on the least amount 
and cheapest character of food. It was in support of this theory that I 
invited your attention to the fact that British capitalists whose lives have 
been devoted to the production of leading British fabrics and wares 
have carried their capital and skill to foreign countries in which, by the 
aid of lower wages, they can manufacture more cheaply, and after sup- 
plying the country to which they have gone, can dump their surplus 
goods free of duty into merry, old, free-trade England, the predominant 
characteristic of which is coming to be the prevalence of misery and 
starvation. 

The rapidity with which the burden of excise duties or internal taxes, 
the weight of which is not offset by countervailing protective duties, is 
verifying the prediction made by Sir Edward Sullivan about fifteen years 
ago, that under this policy England would soon become a manufacturing 
nation without any workshops, would long since have awakened to a | 
sense of danger a people who were less enslaved by fetich worship than are 
the political economists of Great Britain. Here is the Manchester Ex- 
aminer of March 27 telling us of the closing and destruction of Messrs. 
Jackson’s textile millsat Blackburn. It is not so suggested, but it is 
nevertheless quite within the range of possibilities that the Messrs. 
Jacksons will transfer their mill to India, where wages are lower and | 
production cheaper than in any country of Europe. 

In consequence of bad trade and their inability to effect an insurance on the | 


older portion of their mills in George street west and neighborhood, Black- 
burn, the firm of Messrs. R. R. Jackson & Co. have given orders for the whole | 





| concern to be closed, and both in the spinning and weaving departments the 


hands are working up the material on hand. It is expected that they will all 
have finished within three weeks. The old mill and the new mill, containing 
71,000 spindles, are to be razed to the ground, and the material sold. Phoenix 
Mill, which has been only recently rebuilt after a fire, is to have its looms taken 
out and sold, and then sold asaspinning mill, containing 18,000 spindles. In 
the two first-named mills the whole machinery is new and on the throstle prin- 
ciple. The three weaving sheds, containing respectively 733, 365, and 185 looms, 
are to be let, either separately or together, as going concernsif possible. Messrs. 
Jackson pay over £1,000 weekly in wages, having in their various mills, which 
form one great block, 89,000 spindles and 1,500 looms. The whole of the build- 
ings to the west of the watch-house are to be pulled down, and these are the 
most extensive portions of the premises. 


INDIA’S WRONGS AND BRITAIN’S PUNISHMENT. 

Mr. Chairman, the story of the recent industrial progress of India is in 
my judgment more interesting so far as economic questions are concerned 
than that of any other people. No measure that promised to prevent 
the diversification and restrict the quantity of Indian manufactures to 


| which their powers might be extended has been omitted by either the 


British or the Anglo-Indian Government. For many years the Indian 
tariff imposed a duty of from 3 to 5 per cent. on cotton goods imported 
into that country and admitted raw cotton duty free. To these pro- 
visions Lancashire uttered no objection so long as she enjoyed a practi- 
cal monopoly of the Indian market. But 10 cents a day is liberal pay 
for an Indian weaver or spinner, and in the race for cheapness India was 
beating Lancashire; this if it could prevent it the British Government 
must not permit. The viceroy, doubtless under instructions from the 
home government, submitted to his council a proposition for the repeal of 
the duty on imported cotton goods. The council, pointing to the revenue 
the duty yielded, £1,000,000 annually, reminded the viceroy that this 
large sum had failed to prevent a deficiency in the budget, and voted 
against the proposition. The council was powerless, and the viceroy by 
an arbitrary edict abolished the duty. 

This, however, was not enough tosatisfy rapacious Lancashire. Low 
wages compensated for the loss of duty, and the number of Indian mills 
continued to increase. This sign of prosperity among pagan subjects the 
Christian Government of Great Britain could not tolerate so long as 
there was a hope of itsdefeat. How could that be accomplished? Lan- 
cashire was quick to suggest means. The short-staple cotton of India can 
not be worked successfully without an admixture of long-staple foreign 
cotton, which had always been admitted free of duty, but thisshould now 
be subjected toa tax; and, against the protest of every chamber of com- 
merce in India, in 1875a tax of 5 per cent. was imposed on all raw cot- 
ton which should thereatter be imported intothe country. No violation 
of the laws of British political economy could be more flagrant than 
this. 

The Caleutta Englishman of August 5, 1875, said: 

If the details given in the telegram which we publish this morning are correct 
the new tariff bill is about as infamous a measure as ever a subservient legis- 
lature sought to impose upon a voiceless people. An import duty on raw material 
is under any circumstances one of the worst modes of raising the revenue that 
can be devised. But the duty which the Government is about to impose ona 
particular quality of raw cotton imported into this country is nicely calculated 
to produce the greatest amount of injury that could possibly be inflicted by such 
an impost. The present viceroy is too acute an economist not to know what 
the effect of such a measure must be, and it is impossible to resist the conviction 
that it is for the sake of the injury it will inflict on India that the measure is 
proposed. 

He who wishes to read the details of this infamous procedure will 
find it condensed into a few pages of David Syme’s Industrial Science. 

But—terrible experience for Lancashire !—the result of this inhuman 
action of the British Government of India has proven that Indian la- 
borers, whose food is exclusively rice, can live for less than 10 cents a 
day. Let me reserve the district of Orissa from this statement. It is 
an agricultural district, from the rivers of which the people take fish 
sufficient for winter food. Upon the salt to preserve the fish there is 
imposed a direct tax of 500 per cent. Ten cents a day will not always 
support a laborer in Orissa; for within the memory of my friend the 
500 per cent. tax on salt has twice doomed the people of the district to 
permit their whole catch of fish to rot and the province of Orissa to the 
loss of a million of its people by famine. 

[Here the hammer fen.) 

Mr. CHACE. I move that the time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania being extended? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KELLEY. With thanks to the committee, I proceed to bring 
to its attention a body of facts which, while they confirm the theory I 
am supporting, also prove that a just God is enabling the poor, per- 
secuted, hunted, and starved millions of British Indians to punish their 
oppressors by crowding English productions out, not only of the Indian 
market but out of Oriental markets generally, by means of the cheap- 
ness at which their oppressors have compelled them to work. 

Prominent among the manufacturers and warehousemen of Man- 
chester is Mr. Robert Barclay. He is a frequent contributor to the 
press when economic questions are under consideration. His latest 
pamphlet, entitled ‘‘ Foreign competition and the silver question,’ 
furnishes the following impressive facts: 

There is little direct data obtainable showing the displacement of British man- 
ufactures in India itself by the Bombay mills. The Calcutta import-list, how- 


ever, giving imports from other Indian ports, shows an increase in yarns (pre- 
sumably from Bombay) of from 8,814 bales in 1879 to 15,899 bales in 1882. 


Other 
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articles, such as T cloths, under this head also show a rapid increase; but re- | 
exports may be included, and I do not give the figures. As negative evidence, 
however, the stationary, or rather the declining, figures of the imports from | 
England, as shown in the Indian statistics, which give more full details than | 
our own board of trade returns, are very suggestive. They are as follows for | 
the last three years: 


April 1 to March 31— 








1880-81. | 1881-"82, 1882-"83. | 
. ————___—_————_| | a 
Yards. | Yards. Yards, 
Manufactured gray piece-goods 
imported into India from the | | 
ae | 1,160,745,903 | 1,093, 756,075 | 1,079, 849, 622 
Manufactu bleached piece| 
goods imported into India from | 
the United Kingdom............... wees] «282,764,355 | 267,473,795 | 231, 939, 081 
Manufactured colored, printed, or | 
dyed goods imported into India 
from the United Kingdom........... 315, 373, 965 | 251, 642, 193 318, 369, 975 
J 
ae a cieee | 1,758, 884,223 | 1,612, 872,063 | 1,630, 158, 678 
| 





As regards the increase of exports from India the following figures speak ror 
themselves : 
Exports of yarns to China, Japan, &c. 


Year. Quantity.| Value. 
Pounds. 

187677 7,926,710 | £367,303 | 
1877-"78.... ... 15,600, 201 682, 059 
187879... .| 21,333, 508 886, 481 
1879-’80... 25, 862,474 | 1,109, 234 
1880-81... 26,901,346 | 1,282,576 
1881-"82... 30,786, 304 | 1,368, 836 
1882-'83, 


45, 223, 000 


22, 282, 567 


2,014, 100 
866, 250 





Exports of piece-goods to China, Japan, &c. 


Value. 


Year. 


Yards, 





1876-77 15,544,168 | £373, 657 
1877-78 17,545, 464 372, 304 
1878-7 .| 22,661, 231 420, 150 
1879-80 25, 800, 501 444, 309 
1880-’81 30, 424,032 | 540,711 | 
1881-’82 29, 911, 017 556, 409 
1882- nao | 41,563,000 759, 800 
1883—one-haif year, April 1 to August 31........................... .| 24, 880, 355 374, 092 





The following particulars, also taken from a Chinese newspaper in March last, 
show the Bombay yarns were cutting out English yarns at the port of Hong- | 
Kong, Bombay yarns having increased from 3,000 bales in 1875 to 75,000 bales 
in 1882, while English yarns fad decreased during the same period from 16,000 
bales to 11,000 bales. 


Table showing number of bales of 16s to 24s shipped to Hong-Kong. 


1877. 1879. | 





1875. 1878. 1880, 1881. 1882. 
(gence eR ESHER [ 
Bombay yarns.............. | 3,000 | 16,000 | 24,000 | 40,000 39,000 | 55,000 | 75,000 
English VAINS.......000.+000s| 16, 000 | 12,000 | 13,000 | 12,000 | 19,000 | 15,000 11,000 
| 


| 





Mr. Barclay in this instance confined his investigations to the cotton 
textile trade, with which his interests are so largely identified, and his 
facts are certainly very suggestive. They are, however, more than con- 
firmed by the Economist, the highest financial and economic authority 
in England. In the issue of that paper of the 29th of last September, 
under the title of ‘‘Some features of the Indian trade,’’ is an elaborate | 
notice of the annual review of the foreign trade by Mr. J. E. O’Connor, | 
the assistant secretary to the department of finance and commerce, from | 
which review I make the following brief extracts: 

The bulk of the Indian trade is with this country, but of late years we have not 
been securing so large a proportion of the business as we formerly did. In the 
five years ending March, 1877, the proportion of the trade with the United King- 


dom to the whole trade of India averaged 60.72 per cent.; for the following five 
years the average was 56.53 per cent., while last year it was 55.31 per cent. 
* * * * “« * * 





Although, however, this is still the day of small things so far as Indian manu- 
factures are concerned, these are making considerable progress. Here isthe rec- 
ord of the growth of the cotton weaving and spinning during the past four years: | 


Yearending March— 






1883. 1878. 
TN a caicstiams ansspcsdibeiamnasaacebsaasdentabeoesutes 62 53 
Number of looms...... piaeuenaae 14, 882 10, 533 
Number of spindles................ 1,583,782 1, 289, 760 
Number of persons employed 52,763 | Notstated. 


| of which the supply is already superabundant. 


Now, moreover, a new cotton-mill is about to be established at Bangalore 


| another at Bodnera, in Berar, and eight more at Bombay, and it istherefore, Mr. 


O’Conor thinks, to be expected that at the end of this year there will be at least 
seventy-two mills at work in India, with about 19,000 looms and little less than 
one and three-quarter million spindles, and employing about 58,000 operatives. 
Now, also, the mills in the north of India are competing with us in the supply 
of woolen goods of the coarserqualities. In the manufacture of jute goods also 
an increasing business is being done, the number of gunny bags exported last 
year being 60,738,000, as compared with 42,073,000 in the previous year, there 
being also a very large increase in the exports of gunny cloths. So prosperous, 
indeed, is this branch of manufacture that several mills are being extended and 
new ones erected, and it is expected that 1,500 additional looms will be in oper- 
ation nextyear. Then the bootmaking industry, Mr. O’Conor reports, has taken 
a large development; though as yet it does not interfere with the import trade, 
as it is confined to a cheaper class of goods. Of beer, the Indian breweries pro- 


| duced last year 2,514,000 gallons, of which the Government took 1,700,000 gallons 


for the supply of the army, and now the Indian is supplanting to a considera 
ble extent the English beer. And as to other industries, Mr. O’Conor writes 
that ‘*the output of coal is increasing, and new fields of great capacity and good 
quality are being opened out; that the manufacture of irop is being carried on, 
and there is some prospect of its being taken epesndeonvidll ent on a large scale, 
with that of steel, by English capitalists; that the manufacture of paper has 
taken a new and good departure; while that of leather has largely developed, 
and that in various other directions India is beginning to supply her own 
wants.”’ 


TEH WHEAT MARKET. 

These papers refer only to the interference of India’s cheaper goods 
with the markets of England; but here is matter of interest to Ameri- 
-an wheat-growers. It is a paragraph from the Railway News, which 
was copied into the Manchester Examiner and Times for March 27, 
1884: 

Referring to the great development of wheat exports from India since 1879, the 
Railway News says in 1879 the wheat exported from India was 1,044,000 hun- 
dredweights, of the value of £514,000, while in 1882 the exports increased to 
19,863,000 hundredweights, and their value to £8,604,080. In the current year 
this quantity will proably be largely exceeded. It is a significant fact, and one 
which should not be lost sight of in estimating the value of railway enterprise 
in India, that, concurrently with a scale of rates regarded in some quarters as 
ruinousand disastrous, the East Indian Railway is now paying 8 per cent. upon 
its capital—largely increased as it was by the bonus paid to the shareholders on 
the state exercising its right of purchase—of £38,000,000. 


This paragraph, Mr. Chairman, tempts me to recur to my opening 
remark, and ask our wheat-growers whether it may not be true not only 
of manufactures but of their special agricultural industry that the 
power of production has outrun the capacity of the people to consume. 
To settle this question properly in their own minds they must not only 
consider our own undeveloped capacity and that of the Saskatchewan 


| Valley and other wheat-fields 6f the new Northwest, but that of India, 


and far more potential for evil to us than India, the great wheat-growing 
prairies of Southern Russia. The rapidly declining price of wheat and 
the reduced export demand for it indicates the possibility of what po- 
litical economists call a glut in the market, but which, in nine cases 


| out of ten, philosophic inquiry proves to be a want of ability on the 
| part of the people to purchase the amount of commodities they usually 


consume. The market may be overstocked with a particular article, 
but can not be glutted with everything that man wants while great 
masses of people suffer from the lack of ability to supply their least ex- 
pensive wants. The future of the wheat market may in my judgment 
be discussed as an exceptional article with which the world’s markets 
may be overstocked while the ruling rates of wages prevail. 

The abandonment of the protective system.even to the destruction of 
particular manufacturing industries by which we have already excluded 
the manufacture of quinine, tin plates, wire rods, cotton-ties, and hoop- 
iron cut to lengths, which latter articles consume hundreds of thousands 
of tons of raw iron annually, has wrought two evil effects upon the Amer- 
ican farmers’ interests. 

American laborers and their families feed on American grain and pro- 
visions, but the Germans, who are henceforth to manufacture our qui- 
nine, and the laborers of whatever continental country whoare to produce 
our supply of cotton-ties, hoop-iron cut to length, wire rods, and tin 
plates, together with the hundreds of thousands of tons of iron they will 
consume annually will be provided with cheaper food from other lands. 

This is one effect of even partial free trade upon the interests of farmers. 
The other is that the men we have banished from the mine, furnace, and 
factory find their way tofresh farms to increase the production of wheat 
The primary want of the 
American farmer is a quick and remunerative home market. Whenow 
mills, forges, furnaces, and factories were busy and our operatives were 
well paid we consumed nine-tenths of all the cereals we could grow, but 
with idleness prevailing in industrial centers, with the reduction of 
wages and the power to consume, and with great branches of industry 
expelled from the country, we can not look to an increase in the home 
demand or the maintenance of past prices. 

I have said that our wheat-growers are in more danger from Russia 
than from India, and this is true. Southern Russia is one immense 
body of prairie land, as fertile as and in all respects resembling the 
rich wheat fields of Illinois. The aggregate of Russia’s production of 


| wheat for export has hitherto been limited bythe want of agricultural 


machinery, railroads leading to available seaports, and a system of ele- 
vators. When these improvements shall be introduced in connection 
with the little better than Indian wages that are paid to Russian peasants, 
the foreign market for grain produced on our high-priced land, and at 
from one to two thousand miles from ports of shipment, will not pay 
the cost of production and transportation. 
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But it will be asked, is there danger of the establishment of such 
means of competition? In reply to this question I beg leave to tell 
gentiemen that the Russian Government has been and is again in nego- 
tiation with American parties to establish in the heart of this great 
wheat-growing country factories for the production of agricultural im- 
plements, to undertake the construction of railroads over the level sur- 
tace of this prairie land, and of systems of elevators at convenient points 

long the railroads and in the shipping ports to which they will lead. 

I am no prophet of evil, no Cassandra, and have not risen to say to our 
farmers that this overwhelming competition is their inevitable and im- 
iate fate; my mission is now, as it has been for all the years of my 

e life, to avert, if wise counsels can do it, such disaster to any por- 


he American peop! Observation and the privilege of many 
years of intimate intercourse with Henry C. Carey have taught me that 
lentity of interests among the people of a great country abundantly 
| with multifarious native material is created and maintained 
by the diversification ofemployments; that when manufactures prosper 
the farmer tinds a ready market for his productions, from the smallest 
hat reward the care of his wife or children to the great crops, such as 
rn; wheat, cotton, and tobacco; and that his prosperity reacts upon 
his countrymen who are engaged in producing wares and fabries for his 
use The highest degree of general prosperity is only attained by the 
promotion by each class of the prosperity of all other classes. 

It he will accept and apply broad truths like these the American 
farmer is in no danger of a glut in the market for the growth of his 
fields; he, too, can diversify his productions, and in doing so can secure 
the market afforded by more than 55,000,000 of energetic people, ainong 
whom pernicious anzemia and kindred diseases are unknown—the mar- 
ket of 55,000,000 of people who, unlike the ryot of India who raises 
wheat but lives on rice and knows not the taste of animal food, eat meat 
daily, make daily use of tea and coffee, and are free consumers of sugar. 
Yes; and herein the wheat-grower may find a cure for his apprehension. 
For sugar alone we now pay to foreigners more than $100/000,000 a 
year, every dollar of which will in a few years, if our farmers be but 


true to themselves, go into their pockets, together with those of the pro- | 


prietors of corn and sorghum mills and sugar refineries, around which 
industrial villages will cluster in every part of our farming land on 
which Indian corn will ripen. In making this assertion I am not draw- 
ing upon imagination. That clear, crystallized sugar can be profitably 
produced in merchantable quantities from corn is demonstrated beyond 
adoubt; and that corn sugar is a much less profitable growth and man- 
ufacture than is sugar from sorghum is also a fact demonstrated and 
established beyond all peradventure. 

Our farmers, therefore, need not fear the competition of low wages 


in the wheat fields of India and Russia. Wheat-culture exhausts the | 
soil. The wheat we export beyond the sea carries with it the vital prin- | 


ciples of the farm on which it was raised, which does not return to en- 
rich the producers’ acres as it does when consumed in industrial villages 


or large cities near to where it was grown. Withsugar-yielding plants | 


it isotherwise; they are green plants, and give to the soil the nutriment 
they absorb from the atmosphere. Wherever corn will ripen sorghum 
can be produced in perfection, and the value of the seed of this plant 
alone is found to be equal to the cost of growing and housing the entire 
crop. Not only does this seed furnish nutriment to swine and horned 
cattle, but nistorians and travelers give us abundant assnrance that in 


*°93,’’ and which good men may hope will put the future on a nearer 
foundation of justice to humanity than any human government now il- 
lustrates? How, I ask again, shall we protect and defend the homes, 
the wives, and the children of our laborers trom such degradation as 
the same class suffer in other lands? How secure such rewards to la- 
bor as will sustain our public schools and provide reasonable education 
for all our children; how protect American women from being degraded 
as I haveseen women in Austria, Germany, Switzerland,the Netherlands 
France, England, and Scotland, into beasts of burden in the tield and 
laborers at merely nominal wages in attendance upon men who do 
skilled work in the construction of great buildings, in forges, founderies, 
rolling-mills, glass-works, and coal, iron, or other mines? If our Re- 
public is to live, the wives of our men and the mothers of our chil 
dren must be protected at whatever cost of economic abstractions 
against such degradation asthis. [Applause.] One step in this direc- 
tion should be taken at once. We should forthwith prohibit the im- 
portation of cheap labor, and send back to whatever country they have 
been shipped from men or women who have signed contracts in foreign 
lands or on shipboard to work at lower than prevailing American wages 
[Renewed applause.] This measure, though an important one, is but 
a palliative ina matter in which radical and enduring relief is de- 
manded. 

Having pondered the question during the watches of many a night 
and sought counsel from the best thinkers to whose voices or volumes 
I have had access, I can point to but two means by which a better dis- 
tribution of the joint products of labor and capital may be secured and 
our laboring classes be saved from justifiable discontent by having the 
opportunity to work at living wages in every month of the year. They 
are, first, secure to productive labor a larger proportion of the joint pro- 
duction of labor and capital; and second, to make such statutory pro- 
vision for the Territories and the District of Columbia and appeal to 
the Legislatures of the several States also to provide by law that 
eight hours or less shall be the longest period in any one day that man 
or machinery may move in productive employment. [Great applause. ] 

How these vital changes are to be accomplished I do notsee. In othe 
lands the effort will be made through blood and carnage. Here, where 
the laborer’s vote is of as much weight as that of the millionaire, the 
revolution, for such it will be, will doubtless come peaceably, but its 
coming is inevitable, and this fact should be forever in the contempla- 
tion of the legislator. I see but one way through which we can reach 
this great result; it is, if need be, to realize the wish of Jefferson, not by 
putting aseaof fire between us and other manufacturing countries, but 
by enacting a tariff that will so far secure our home market to our pro- 


| ducers that manufacturers may afford to run their machinery eight hours 


and pay those who attend it a day’s work for this amount of labor. 

It is for our country and our countrymen we legislate. Our country 
is unlike any other. It is in the breadth and the infinite variety of its 
resources sufficient unto itself, and could live if it imported nothing but 
what would be exchanged for that which would be surplus within our 
limits. Our Government is also unlike any other. Itis notamonarchy; 
it is not a despotism; it is not an oligarchy; but is a free democratic 
Republic, of which every human being born within its limits is a citi- 


| zen, entitled to the rights of a free man, and with the duty laid upon 


the past more people have lived on sorghum seed than have been sus- | 


tained by wheat. Myriads of the people of the interior of Africa and 


\sia, from which dark regions we are but now receiving supplies of 


richer varieties of the sorghum plant than we have yet grown, have for 
centuries found in its seed food-supply equal to that the Caucasian races 
have found in wheat. 

It is, however, not from the seed, but the stock of the plant that sirup 
and sugar are extracted, and this is not taken until fodder, as efficient 
and adequate in supply as is yielded by corn, has been stripped from it, 
and after having yielded its luscious juice, the stock leaves a residuum or 
hagasse rich in value as material from which to manufacture paper or, 
when properly dried, as fuel forculinary or other purposes. Insober truth 
it may be said that there is no industry practiced by our farmers on a 
large scale east of that greater Sicily, our marvelously endowed Cali- 
fornia, which gives the farmer such returns as may be earned by him 
who will devote his acres, under his own intelligent supervision, to the 
production of sorghum for a neighboring sugar-mill; but if the farmer 
wishes to maintain the value of his acres, his implements, and his 


i 


him of assisting in the maintenance of the perpetuity of a government 
which can live only so long as virtue, intelligence, and independence 
characterize its citizens. May that Government be immortal. But, 
friends and countrymen, this it can not be if we are to enter it in the 
unholy race Britain is making with barbarous nations for the *‘cheap 
and nasty’’ under the terrible teachings of the ‘‘dismal science.’’ 
[Great and continued applause. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it is a fact admitted by.all that the pres- 
ent rate of taxation is toogreat. It is a fact admitted by all that there 


| is ademand in all parts of the country fora reduction of its burdens. It 


labor he must not run mad in pursuit of the cheap and nasty or hope | 


for bright and happy days for his posterity by inflicting the dogmas of 


the dismal science upon the manufacturing laborers of hiscountry. Let 


we intend in good faith to respond to that demand it is important for us 
to consider where we will begin the work. Shall we repeal the internal- 
revenue taxes, as demanded by some, or shall we reduce the tar'ff, as 
demanded by others? It can not be denied that increased consump- 
tion will follow the reduction of price of any tax-bearing article. The 
whole list is before us. What articles on these lists commend themselves 
most strongly to our consideration to be‘cheapened in order that their 
consumption may beincreased among the people? [sit whisky or food ? 
Is it whisky or clothing? Is it whisky or the implements of labor? 
Reduction must take place on some of these articles, and we must now 
determine what we will reduce. The people demand a reduction of 


| taxation, but I do not understand that they are clamoring for cheaper 


him above all things require his Representative to stand by the duties | 


which protect those of his countrymen who are already engaged in the 
production of sugar and sirup, whether from cane, corn, or sorghum. 

Thus may the wheat-grower avert the dangers which threaten his in- 
terests. Butwhatis to be done to protect our artisansand laborers from 
degradation such as the American traveler finds in foreign lands—deg- 
radation which is threatening the peace of every transatlantic country 
and the edicts of whose secret societies, whether of nihilist, socialist, 
communist, land-leaguers, or what not, are the premonitory mutter- 


ings of a convulsion which in its violence will probably exceed that of 


ormore abundant whisky, but that the necessariesof life may be placed 
within easier reach of those who labor for their daily subsistence. 

But there are some here and elsewhere who denounce the whisky-tax 
as an ‘‘infernal tax ’’ and demand its repeal. Whence comes this de- 
mand? Who are these zealous reformers that are compassing sea and 
land and preaching a crusade for the emancipation of whisky from the 
clutches of the tax-gatherer? Who is it that is so eager, so zealous, so 
importunate for cheaperand more abundant whisky? It does not come 
from those who make it, who pay taxes on it, who sell it, or who drink 
it. These are strange facts. But there is a constant pressure for the 
repeal of the internal-revenue tax and that tax only. It comes from 
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those who quaff the sparkling juice of the grape, which is taxed more 
lightly than whisky. It comes from a combination of manufacturers, 
national bankers, and bondholders. Why are they so anxious for its 
repeal? Because all three of them are interested in the perpetuation 
of the public debt, and the annual revenues of the Government are pay- 
ing off that debt at the rate of a hundred million every year. 

Che bondholder has his fortune invested in that debt. It is a sure 
and safe investment on which he pays no taxes, either national, State, 
or municipal. If his bonds are paid he must invest his capital where 
he will not feel so secure and where he will have-to join other people 
in helping to support his State and local government. But theinternal 
revenue is paying this debt, and therefore to him it is an ** infernal tax.’’ 
The national bankers own $350,000,000 of these bonds. The Govern- 
ment has paid them 90 per cent. of these bonds in dollars as good as 
gold, and a bill is on the Speaker’s table which has passed the Senate 
to pay them a hundred cents on the dollar and yet continue to pay them 
interest on the whole sum nominated in the bonds. They havea mort- 
yage written upon the muscles of the laboring people of the whole coun- 
try to secure the payment of principal and interest. They do not want 
the debt paid. When it is paid they will draw no more interest from 
the people on their investment. But the internal revenue is paying 
the debt, and to them it is an ‘‘infernal tax.’’ 

The manufacturer has been rolling the public debt as a sweet mersel 
under his tongue. Whenever the people, prostrated by exorbitant tax- 
ation, complain of the burden he is always ready with an answer to the 
complaint by pleading the necessities of high tariffs to meet the annual 
interest of thedebt. If the debt is paid his plea will be gone and high 
tariffs will go with it. Therefore the internal-revenue tax to him is an 
‘*infernal tax.’’ These three powerful classes are deeply interested in 
the retention of the public debt as long as possible, and if possible for- 
ever. They are constantly piling argument on top of argument and 
entreaty on top of entreaty to have this ‘‘infernal tax’’ repealed. 

Since the war we have repealed more than three hundred millions of 
internal-revenue taxes. We have repealed all the taxes on incomes, all 
the taxes from railroad and telegraph companies. We have repealed 
heavy taxes imposed on domestic manufactures. We have repealed 
taxes on bankers, on liquor dealers, and on the manufacture of playing- 
cards. And now, when the consumer of clothing and food and the im- 
plements of labor ask you to cheapen the necessaries of life to him only 
20 per cent., you offer him free whisky or nothing. You gave away to 
bankers and whisky dealers and the manufacturers of patent medicines 
about $40,000,000 last year, and you thought that would stop paying 
the public debt. But it did not, and now you want to give up the tax 
on whisky. Now, what shall we reduce? The question is pressing upon 
us for settlement. It wil notdown. Itcan not beevaded. Shall we 
repeal the whisky tax and perpetuate the debt, or shall we retain the 
whisky tax, continue the payment of the debt, and relieve the people 
by reducing taxation on the necessaries of life ? 

The bill which we present you joins issue sharp and decisive with 
those who urge the repeal of the internal-revenue tax. It demands re- 
duction of taxation on the necessaries of life—on the food which the 
people eat, the clothes they wear, the implements with which they 
work. The proposition which we ask you to support is a very moder- 
ate and conservative one. It is extreme in nothing. It was drawn 
with a view to harmonize all elements of opposition to high taxes. It 
does not meet my views. It does not reflect my opinions. But ata 
time when all admit that taxation is too high, it ought to be agreed 
that a very moderate reduction of 20 per cent. ought to be made on the 
necessaries of life. 

But it is argued that this bill provides for a horizontal reduction, 
and that horizontal reduction is unequal, unjust, unwise, and impoli- 
tic. Itwould seem from what we hear that the committee had gotten 
up some novelty and brought to the House. Why, sir, we have had 
horizontal taxes on our statute-books from the very dawn of the Gov- 
ernment. Look back through the history of our taxation and you will 
see an old law that imposes a horizontal tax of 10 percent. on all goods 
imported into this country in foreign ships. You will see another old 
law which imposes a horizontal tax of 10 per cent. on all goods pro- 
duced in countries east of the Cape of Good Hope and imported from 
points west of that cape. 

In 1833 the great compromise tariff introduced by Mr. Clay, the 
father of protection in this country, was passed by Congress. Under 
that law there was a horizontal reduction of the tariff of 10 per cent. 
in 1833, a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. in 1835, a horizontal re- 
duction of 10 per cent in 1837, a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. 
in 1839, and in 1842 a horizontal tariff of 20 per cent. was reached by 


the sliding scale, and it was agreed that that should remain the law of 


the future, and that the bill should be regarded as a settlement of a 
long-vexed question—‘‘ a treaty of amity and peace,”’’ as it was charac- 
terized by its distinguished author. These are not all of the horizontal 
taxes we have had during our history. In 1865 there was a horizontal 
increase of 20 per cent. on the taxes levied on the schedules of domestic 
manufacture; and in 1866 there was a horizontal reduction of 20 per 
cent. on domestic manufactures. In 1372 there was a horizontal re- 
duction of 10 per cent. on the schedule of imported goods, and in 1875 
there was a horizontal increase of 10 per cent. on imported goods. 


So that horizontal taxes, though not the wisest and best for some rea- 
sons, are not entirely unknown to our laws. 

Mr. Chairman, the passage of this bill, while it reduces the present 
high rate of taxation only 20 per cent., will be a very substantial reliet 
to the people. But great as are all the benetits that will flow from a 
reduction so moderate on articles entering into every-day consumption 
by the people, that is but half of its benefits. It will 
obstructions that impede and cripple our foreign trade 
crease the importation of foreign articles. It will increase the expor 
tation of domesticarticles. It willcheapen the products of manuiacture 
It will increase the value of the products of agriculture 

\ mere glance at the manifest of our foreign trade exhi 
that it is composed chiefly of agricultural products on one sid 
changed for manufacturing productsand articles entering into manuilact 
ure on the other 


remove many 
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vits the fact 


lour-tifths of ourexports of domestic merchandise are 
the products of the farm and field, and they must remain so for m 
because we live in a new country where the 

and cheap and the climate mild and genial. With comparatively sma 
expenditure of capital and labor it produces large crops. It is the mut 
ket that supplies the food to the thickly populated and older countries 
of the world where the land istoo poor to produce and too costly to till 
To labor in shops and factories is the law of necessity to the crowded 
populations of Europe. To labor in the field and farm is equally the 
law of necessity to the sparse populations who live on the cheap and 
fertile lands of the United States. 

By the inexorable law of necessity the European manufacturer and 
the American farmer are customers of each other, and our agriculture 
is seriously involved in all legislation that restricts the importation of 
foreign goods. If we keep out foreign manufactures we keep in out 
agricultural products and force them to sacrifice upon a market largely 
oversupplied and where there is little damand. After supplying all 
our home wants we have a large and constantly growing surplus that 
can only find markets in foreign countries. What is to become of this 
surplus? Year by yearit grows greater. More than half of our people 
live by the labor of the field, and the prosperity of all depends upon 
its success. All who live by labor in manufactories, mines, and trans- 
portation, all the professions and all the occupations, depend upon the 
success of the farm for employment and subsistence. Whatever w: 
do the interest of all demands that agriculture shall not be injured 

But if we refuse the products of the foreigner he is compelled to refus: 
ours, for he has nothing to give in exchange. Trade is the mutual ex 
change of equivalents. We send to Europe the surplus products of out 
farms because we can produce them cheaper here than they can be pro 
duced there. They send us in return the products of their manutfacto- 
ries because they can be produced there cheaperthan here. Each pros 
uct goes from the lower to the higher market to obtain the increased 
value. Each sends to the foreign market to sell because it is the high- 
est market for the export. Each sends to the foreign market to buy 
because it is the lowest market for the import, and in both cases both 
parties are actuated by the motive of gain, which is the sole motive that 
actuates all trade, foreign and domestic. 

Our foreign trade, therefore, being an exchange carried on mainly be- 
tween our farmers and foreign manufacturers, every hinderance thrown 
in the way of that trade is a serious injury to our agriculture, 
through it tothe whole country. Our crops are now far beyond the re 
quirements of our home consumption, and for the want of suflicient 
markets they are decreasing in value as they increase in quautity 
What are we to do? If the foreign market is closed against us our agri 
culture is prostrated at a blow. This isamatterof the deepest concern 
to the West and South. The Northand East do not produce such large 
crops because their soil and climate do not permit it. The large bods 
of their farming products is marketed at home, but in the West and 
South that grow the wheat and corn and cotton and raise the provisions 
that constitute the greater part of our exports it is almost a question 
of existence. The people in the New England States and New York, 
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey have markets at home for nearly all ot 
their farm products. The country there is not exclusively adapted to 
either agriculture or manufactures. Each branch of industry finds a 
market with the other. It is not so with us in the West and South 
We must either have the foreign market or none. 

The chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in a report recently laid on ou 
tables in reference to the German tariff on our pork, says that 95 per 
cent. of the total exports of hog products from the United States during 
recent years have consisted of the surplus products of the States of Ohio 
Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Tennessee, Missouri, Kansas 
Nebraska, lowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin. These are the people you 
are striking when you prohibit the importation of foreign manutfact 
ures, for every dollar of importation you prohibit you likewise pro 
hibit the exportation of a dollar’s worth of the prod ucts of agriculture 

But you say you do not prohibit us from exporting; you want us to 
export all we can and sell forgold and bring it home and buy domesti« 
How would you do in trading with Italy, that has no gold, but 
only a paper money, and Austria and the Argentine Contederation ? 
Some countries carry on their exchanges in depreciated paper, worth 
little at home and nothing abroad. There your trade would stop. But 
suppose every people had a gold and silver circulation, you could not 
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trade on such terms. The coin of a country is its home circulation. It 
can not be sent off except in small amounts to settle balances, and then 
it in due course of trade returns again. 

sut suppose we demand of Great Britain the gold for the four hundred 
millions of farm products we send her, it would take all her gold to pay 
for one crop. As our policy is to sell, not to buy, we will not send that 
gold back again. Next year we will have another crop to sell. How 
can she buy? Her gold is all gone; she can not get it back. Why, sir, 
it is absurd to talk about international trade carried on by selling for 
gold and buying nothing. International trade is an exchange of one 
commodity for another. The question returns upon us, what will we 
do with our surplus agricultural products? You meet us again with 
anothertheory. We must encourage the growth of home manufactures; 
we must put the consumer and producer side by side, and make a home 
market for our agricultural surplus. Now, it is a sufficient answer to 
this to say that for twenty years we have had this system in all its vigor, 
and yet we have not had the consumer of our agricultural products side 
by side with our farmers in the South and West. 

After twenty years of high protective tariffs the farmers of lowa and 
Kansas aud Nebraska and the rest had to go to Europe to find con- 
sumers. But suppose all the manufacturing establishments in the East 
were taken up and carried West, with all their laborers, would they 
consume any more in the West than in the East? The consumption 
would be the same. In order to make a home market for our surplus 
agricultural products there must be an increase of manufacturing labor- 
ers twice or three times as great as the present number; but that can 
not be, beeause the present amount of manufacturing labor is suffi- 
cient to make all the products our people can consume, and then they 
can not get work full time. So their number can not be increased, but 
the agricultural laborers are increasing all the time, and the question 
still remains unanswered, What is to become of our surplus agricult- 
ural products ? 

My venerable friend on the other side [Mr. KELLEY] gives us still 
anothertheory. He says we must diversify ourindustries. The farmer 
is to be consoled by the advice to stop farming to such excess and go 
into manufactures and reduce the product of the farm and increase the 
product of the factory. This carries him still deeper into the Serbo- 
nian bog. How can any considerable number of farmers change their 
occupation? It takes large capital, skill, and training to carry on 
manufactures successfully. Our farmersare men in but moderate cir- 
camstances. They have their little farms and the stock and farming 
implements necessary to till them. They have no capital to go into 
manufactures, and besides there are more products now being manu- 
factured than can be consumed. 

All these theories are fallacious and deceitful. The farmer is shut 
up to his occupation. There is no escape from it. He can no more aban- 
don it than the pilot can abandon his ship when the storm is driving 
it on the reefs and rocks. It is the merest trifling to tell him to quit 
the plow and go to the forge ortheloom. You tantalize him when you 
advise him to abandon the only occupation by which he can live and go 
to manufacturing. When he asks you to take the hand of the Govern- 
ment out of his pocket you tell him to stop farming and go to the end 
of the rainbow and gather gold! The question what is to become of 
our surplus agricultural products that are increasing in quantity and 
decreasing in value for want of markets, remains unanswered. Now, 
let me show you what high tariffs have done for our farmers since we 
have had them. In 1850 the value of all farm products was $1,299,- 
197,682. In 1860 the value of all farm products are not given, but the 
quantities are. These largely increased, and so did the value of all farm 
products. Mr. Grosvenor, in his work, ‘‘ Does protection protect? ’’ says 
of that crop: 

By far the greater part of our production of wealth is by means of agricult- 
ure. The annual product of that branch of industry according to the census 
of 1860 was about $2,598,393, 364. 

Hon. Robert J. Walker, ex-Secretary of the Treasury, in a letter ad- 
dressed to the people of the United States, November 30, 1867, says: 


From 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products increased % per cent. and our man- 
ufactures 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any preceding ratio of 


increase. 

These two gentlemen are both accuratestatisticians. I take Secretary 
Walker’s statement of the value of the crop of 1860, not because I think 
it more accurate than Mr. Grosvenor’s, but because it is a little less. 

Ninety-five per cent. increase on the crop of 1850 would make the 
value of the crop of 1860 $2,533,435,659. 

The value of all farm products in 1870 as given by the census was 
$2,447,538,630. The value of all farm products as given by the census 
of 1880 was $2,213,402,564. 

From these figures it will be seen that the crop of 1880 was not as 
great in valueas that of 1860 by $300,000,000. Had that ever occurred 
to yon? Notwithstanding there were 4,000,000 more men laboring in 
the fields to make that crop; notwithstanding there were 120,000,000 
more acres in cultivation; notwithstanding there were three thousand 
millions more money invested in farms and farming implements than 
in the year 1860—yet the entire value of all farm produets was largely 
under that of 1860, twenty years before that. How did this occur? 
How could it be so? Was there a blightonthe fields? No. Was the 








crop destroyed by mildew or the army worm? No. On the contrary, 
the crop of 1880 was twice as large as that of 1860. Everything of 
farm production increased in quantity. Then how could the value 
of the farm products in 1880 be under that of 1860? It was the result 
in the fall of the price of farm products. And that was caused by the 
high-tariff obstructions that were thrown in the channels of commerce 
in 1861, and which obstructions still remain. Now, let us see what 
farmers have made by high tariffs. 

If we take the whole agricultural products of 1860 and divide that 
by the number of those whose labor produced that value, we find that 
the farmers realized, in 1860, $778 each, in 1870, $413 each, and in 1880, 
$289 each. So it seems that high tariffs that keep him out of the foreign 
markets with his products are not very beneficial to him. The man- 
ufacturer did not fare so badly. While he did not prosper as he did 
under the low tariff of 1860, he did better than the farmer. He had a 
million more men employed in 1880 than he had in 1860, and a thou- 
sand millions more money invested; but he made a profit of 36 per cent. 
over cost of wages and material, while he made 47 in 1860; but the farmer 
made little or nothing above subsistence. While the price of agricult- 
ural products has fallen so since 1860, have manufactured products 
fallenatthe same rate? No. If you will look at the reports of the Iron 
and Steel Association you will see that pig-iron was higher in 1880 than 
in 1860, and so was bar-iron, and so was railway bars. If you will look 
at a schedule of the prices of protected articles you will not see the 
same decline; you will see window-glass and many other things higher 
instead of lower; and for the bestof reasons: the high tariffs compel 
the tarmer tosell in the markets where the supply is already greater 
than the demand, and it compels him to buy in the market the products 
of manufacture where demand is greater than the supply, and he loses 
both ways. 

These are startling figures, and the unhappy condition of our farmers 
is the logical result of the destruction of their markets. His products 
had to be forced to sale in markets oversupplied when there was little 
or no demand, and of course at ruinously low prices. 

The uniform result of high tariffs has been to increase the price of 
the protected articles and decrease the price of farming products. We 
began the policy of protection in 1816 as a temporary policy. The 
doctrine was advocated before that, but all the tariffs prior to 1316 
were revenue tariffs. In 1816, having just passed through a trying 
war with Great Britain, our statesmen favored a temporary protection 
to infant manufactures till they could stand alone, in order that the 
Government might be independent and self-supporting in time of war. 
This was the ground on which Mr. Dallas placed his support of the 
Walker tariff of 1846. In giving the casting vote that passed the bil 
through the Senate, he said: 

The struggle to exert without abatement the constitutional power of taxation 
in such a manner as to protect by high duties on imports many of the produc- 
tions of our own soil and labor from the competition of other countries has en- 
dured for more than thirty years. During that period a system of high taxation 
has prevailed, with fluctuations of success and failure. It ought to be remem- 
bered that this exercise of the taxing power was originally intended to be tem- 
porary. The design was to foster feeble “ infant’’ manufactures, especially such 
as were essential to the defense of the country in time of war. Inthisdesign the 
people have persevered until these saplings have taken root, have become vig- 


orous, expanded, and powerful, and are prepared to enter with confidence the 
tield of fair, free, and universal competition. 


In 1816, when we began to protect infant manufactures, especially cot- 
tons and woolens, it was stated by Mr. Clay that protection was only 
wanted for three years. And when the act was passed a protective duty 
of 25 per cent. was put on cottonsand woolens till1819. After that they 
were to return to the revenue standard of 20 per cent. In 1818, a year 
before the temporary policy was toexpire, Congress again extended the 
protective duty to 1826. What was the effect of this policy at its first 
inauguration? The first thing that attracts our attention is the falling 
off of our foreign trade. Our imports that year were one hundred and 
forty-seven millions; they declined for years throughout the whole pro- 
tective period, and did not reach that amount again till 1835. From 
1800 to 1816 our foreign trade increased 42 per cent., and from 1°16 to 
1832 it decreased 20 per cent. From 1820 to 1830 our foreign trade was 
not as great as from 1800 to 1810, notwithstanding the war between the 
British orders in council and the Berlin and Milan decrees, that made 
the high seas a field for the plunder of neutral goods as well as the con- 
tinent under the command of the armies of France and England. Dur- 
ing that period every spot on the ocean was a scene of conflict, and 
“the highway of nations was almost without a flag floating on its 
surface except the flag of commercial marauders.’’ Yet this dreadful 
conflict between these exasperated belligerents was not so destructive 
to our commerce as the high tariffs from 1820 to 1830. Cotton and 
breadstuffs fell 50 per cent. after the tariff of 1816. In 1824, when the 
tariff was again increased, our foreign trade again fell off. In 1828 the 
tariff was again increased until it became so odious that it was charac- 
terized as the tariffof abominations. Our foreign trade again fell. Our 
imports in 1830 had fallen from one hundred and forty-seven millions 
in 1816 to seventy millions. And that period from 1820 to 1830 is ad- 
mitted to be the darkest period in our history. In 1833 the compromise 
tariff wasenacted that put the country on asliding scale from protection 
to revenue. 

Now, we have seen our foreign trade falling off every time the tariff 
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| 
was increased. Do we see the same thing when it is reduced ? On the | 
contrary, our imports rose from one hundred and eight millions in 1833 | 


to one hundred and eighty-nine millions in 1836. Our foreign trade | 


increased 40 per cent. by 1841. How did it affect agricultural prod- 
ucts? Just as it does always when markets are opened for their sale. 
Agricultural products rose, and manufacturing products fell. From 
1835 to 1842 raw cotton rose 60 per cent. and cotton goods fell 40 per 
cent. In 1839 raw cotton was worth 15 cents per pound. Between 
1833 and 1842 woolen manufactures increased 60 per cent. while flan- 
nels, blankets, and other woolen goods were constantly falling in price. 
Why, the exports of the manutactures of iron increased during the ex- 


increase of 300 per cent. for the whole period. 
In 1842 the revenue tariff was repealed, and a high protective tariff 


was again adopted. Thesame result follows this that followed the tz,riffs | 


of 1816, 1824, and 1828. Foreign trade falls off, and as a consequence 
agricultural products fall in price. Cotton, which was 15 cents a pound 
in 1839, is 6 cents in 1843; other farm products shared the same fate 
withcotton. Protected articles, such as cotton goods, woolens, iron, and 
sugar, rose from 20 to100percent. So depressed were all farm products 
that the year 1843, succeeding the year of the high tariff, has been char- 
acterized as the low-water mark of the century. The exports of iron, 
which increased 300 per cent. under the revenue tariff of 1833, de- 
creased 50 per cent. under the protective tariff of 1842. 

On the 30th day of July the Walker tariff was enacted, to go into effect 
the 1st day of December, 1846. How was our foreign trade affected by 
this low revenue tariff? It increased so much that from the Ist of De- 
cember, 1846, to lst of December, 1847, the revenue had increased eight 
and one-half millions notwithstanding the very great reduction of duties. 
How did this affect agricultural products? Just as a revenue tariff 
always does when it opens a way for them to market. Agricultural prod- 
ucts rose from July 30, 1846, to December 1, 1846, 23) per cent. on an 
average ; cotton rose 18.3 per cent; wheat, 17.3; rye, 18; corn, 24.5; 
oats, 40.9; barley, 24.7. Seven of the principal crops as shown by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in his report of that year had increased in 
value during the six months succeeding the passage of that bill more 
than $115,000,000, and it was estimated that the increased value of the 
whole crop for the same period waS three hundred and fifty millions. 
This additional value was given to the agricultural products of the 
country because the tariff of 1846 opened a way for them to market. 
But thatis notall of its benefits to the farmers. 
of manufactured products correspondingly. It added three hundred 
and fifty millions to his crops, but it added three hundred and fifty 
millions to the purchasing power of his money. 

High tariffs hurt us all when we buy, but they hurt the farmer twice. 
They hurt him when he sells and hurthim when hebuys. But did not 
the low tariff of 1846 ruin the manufacturers? I have heard all sorts 
of statements made about the pernicious effects of that tariff on our 
manufacturers. The official records show that our manufacturers pros- 
pered under the low tariffs from 1846 to 1860 as they never did before, 
and as I am sure they never will again until the way is again opened 
for our agricultural products to foreign markets. 

I have here a statement showing the average annual increase of the 
values of the products of domestic manufactures. One period is from 
1850 to 1860 under low tariffs, the other from 1860 to 1880 under 
high tariffs. Manufactures increased at 8 per cent. per annum in the 
first period and 6 in the second; capital invested in manufactures in- 


creased 7 per cent. in the first and 3 per cent. in the second; woolen 


| 1850. 


nary growth of our railway system during thelast twenty years. Our 
own factories were unable to fill the orders, and had to increase their 
capacity for production to meet the extraordinary demand. It is said 
that a great many furnaces went into bankruptcy between 1846 and 
There were some bankrupt establishments that failed, but there 


were twenty-seven blast-furnaces started in Pennsylvania during the 
' * * > 


| while under the high tariff of 1842 it only increased 42 per cent. 
istence of the gradually failing duties till 1842, when they showed an | 1852 to 1856 there was the strongest competition the iron interest ever 


same time. There were 500,000 more tons of coal burned in the iron 
furnaces in that State in 1847 than in 1846, and a million more tons 
in 1850 than in 1846. That does not look like they had been de- 
stroyed. The product of iron increased from 1852 to 1856 at 55 per cent., 
From 


had in the United States. Enormous importations of iron poured in to 
meet the demand of our railroad companies, which were extending their 
lines with great rapidity. 

But notwithstanding the severe test to which they were subjected 
they kept their fires lighted, their chimneys smoking, and their anvils 
ringing. They passed the severe ordeal successfully and not only drove 


| the foreigner out of the home market but invaded him in the foreign 


| tion 93 per cent was domestic and 7 imported. 


| was made at home,and only 92 percent. in 1830. 


It decreased the prices | 


market. In 1850, of all the iron consumed in the United States 93 
per cent. was domestic production and 7 per cent. foreign. In 1860, 
with a low revenue tariff of 24 per cent., still of the entire consump 
Now, that is a very 


| important fact for protectionists to consider; but that is not all of it yet 


In 1870, under a high tariff on iron, only 90 percent. of the consumption 
Of the home consump 
tion of cottons in 1850, 77 per cent. was domestic production and 23 pet 
cent. foreign; while in 1860, when the duty was only 19 per cent., 95 
per cent. was domestic product and 7 per cent. imported. The impor 
tations of cotton decreased 50 per cent. from 1850 to 1860; but in 1870 
the domestic product, under a high protective tariff, was only 89 pe 
cent. and the foreign 11 per cent. of the home consumption, and in 1880 
it was 90 per cent. to 10. 

Now what does this prove? It proves conclusively that you can do 
better without commercial restriction than withit. It proves that iron 
and cotton did stand alone without protection and prospered more than 
it has done with all its aids. Now why is this? 

A MEMBER (to Mr. MILLS). Do not hurry. 
time. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman,*we gave the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY] all the time he wanted; will the same courtesy b« 
extended to me? Ifso, I need not talk so fast. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that 
from Texas be allowed all the time he wants. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The gentleman 
from Texas has sixteen minutes remaining but the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. MCKINLEY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
leave to continue his remarks so long as he may desire. The Chair 


We will extend your 


the gentleman 


| hears no objection. 


| ruptey ? 


| another one go out. 
| we export. 


goods, 4 per cent. in the first and 11 per cent. in the second; iron, 8 per | 


cent. in the first and 7 per cent. in the second; steel, 90 per cent. in the 
first and 14 per cent. in the second; paper, 11 percent. in the first and 


cent. in the second; rolled iron, 10 per cent. in the first and 17 in the 
second; pig-iron, 5 per cent. in the first and 17 per cent. in the second; 
glass, 8 per cent. in the first and 6 per cent. in the second; printing, 18 
per cent. in the first and 9 per cent. inthe second; musical instruments, 
15 per cent. in the first and 9 in the second; agricultural implements, 
15 in the first and 15 in the second; silk, 47 in the first and 15 inthe 
second; hosiery, 60 in the first and 16 in the second; boots and shoes, 7 
in the first and 6 in the second. 

It will be seen that there were but three exceptions in all the manu- 
factured products in the United States. All increased more in the low- 
tariff period than in the high-tariff period except woolen goods and 
rolled iron and pig-iron. There isa substantial reason for each of these 
exceptions. By the tariff of 1842 all wool under 18 cents a pound was 
dutiable at 5 per cent. By an oversight in the act of 1846 all wool 
was dutiable at 30 per cent., which was the same as all manufactures 
of wool. The result was that the woolen business was almost destroyed. 
In 1857 all wool under 20 cents was free, and for three years the woolen 
business increased rapidly and showed by the census of 1860 43 per 
cent. increase for the decade, the greater part of which increase occurred 
between 1857 and 1860. During the period betweeu 1260 and 1880 
there has been an enormous duty both on wool and woolens, which has 
given the market almost exclusively to the domestic producer. 

The increase of rolled iron and pig-iron in the high-tariff period is 


| foreign trade that did it. 


7 per cent. in the second; leather, 10 per cent. in the first and 10 per | growth of our national wealth and our foreign trade. 


| 1850 our national wealth increased 4.72 per cent. per annum. 


due to the great demand for iron and steel rails to meet the extraordi- | 


Mr. MILLS. I thank the committee for its courtesy. 

Have we not heard here all the time thatif our tariff is low the pau- 
per products of Europe will come in and drive our people into bank- 
This idea arises out of a total misapprehension of the whole 

As I stated at the outset, every dollar you let come in lets 
Wealth is made both by what we import and what 
The more people trade the richer they get, when they 


question. 


| give a day’s labor for that which would cost them more than a day’s 
creased 8 per cent. for the first and 6 for the second; cotton goods in- | 


labor to produce. Our natural wealth increased from 1850 to 1860 at 
126 per cent., or over 12 per cent. per annum, and from 1860 to 1880 at 
6 percent. perannum. Why did our wealth increase twice as fast under 
a low revenue tariffas itdid under a high protective tariff? It was our 
There is a striking similarity between the 
From 1830 to 
Our 
foreign trade increased for the same time at 3.56 per cent. per annum 
From 1850 to 1860 our national wealth increased at 12.60 per cent. 
per annum and our foreign trade at 11.70 per cent. per annum. From 
1860 to 1880 our national wealth increased at 6.30 per cent. per annum 
and our foreign trade at 5.25 per cent. per annum. It was our grow- 
ing commerce that made our wealth grow so fast from 1850 to 1860, and 
that enabled the people to buy more manufactured products, and that 
increased the domestic production. High tariffs by destroying our com- 
merce destroyed our wealth, injured our farmers, and retarded the pro- 
duction of our manufactures. When we struck down our commerce wé 
‘* killed the goose that laid the golden egg.’’ 

Let us take one small item to show how exchange makes us grow in 
wealth. In 1872 railway bars were worth $37.50 in England and $75 
here. Now it is evident that with the tariff out of the way $75 would 
add one more ton of railway bars to the wealth of the country if bought 
in England than it would if bought in Pennsylvania. The high tariff 
destroys that value by keeping that ton away; and so it does every 
article it keeps away. We send abroad domestic commodities to the 
amount of $800,000,000. If it were not for the tariff we would send 
more, and then the $800,000,000 would be increased in value 10 or 15 
per cent. and it would bring back things produced at the least cost o1 
production abroad, and they would bring additional value to the country 

If the Ith of the country had increased from 1860 to 13380 as it 
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did from 1850 to 1860 our national wealth would to-day be over sixty 


billions instead of forty-three. The increasing wealth of the country 
enables the peopl to pure hase and consume more of the products of 
manufacture, and that keeps their laborers engaged and gives them con- 
stant employment. When the wealth is decreasing or its rate of in- 
crease is slackened the people are less able to satisfy their wants, there 
is less demand for the products of, manufacture and less employment 
for their laborers. During the last twelve months numbers of indus- 
trial establishments have had their doors closed because the people are 
not able to buy and consume their products. 

My colleague on the committee [Mr. HEWITT] is trying to help the 
manutacturer out by giving him free raw material so that he may go 
into the foreign market, as he can not find a sufficient demand in the 
home market to keep his works going and his laborers employed. His 
measure only gives half relief. I want to give him both the foreign 
and home market and both filled with buyers, who want his products 


and have the capacity to purchase them. That can only be done by | 


extending our foreign commerce as far as we possibly can. Not only 
should we put raw materials on the free-list, but the manufactured 
product should be burdened as lightly as possible. Would not that 


ruin our manufacturers? Why, 85 or 90 per cent. of all the manu- | 


factured products of the United States can be made here cheaper than 
they can be produced abroad and delivered here. 

If we were to break down all the barriers that stop our trade, and 
support the Government by an income tax, a tax on whisky and some 
other things, and leave our trade as free as possible, the domestic pro- 
ducer would supply 85 or 90 per cent. of all the manufactured goods we 
consume. There are many things which we could not supply. There 
are secrets in the manufacture of certain goods which give to certain 
persons the monopoly of their production. There are certain countries 
that are specially adapted to certain manufactures. We do not manu- 
facture broadcloths, as I am informed. The finest silks can only be 
produced in the dry climate of France and Italy. I saw a gentleman 
take from his pocket this morning a piece of cloth that is only made 
at one place in the world, and that one place in France. 

Fine laces may be made in Belgium which could not be made here. 
But we can make with the full competition of the world 85 or 90 per 
cent. of the whole amount we consume cheaper than it can be made in 
any foreign country and delivered to us. The history of our manufact- 
ures under the tariff of 1857 is proof to my mind of that fact. That 
tariff had duties running down from 24 to 5 per cent., and our mannu- 
fucturers were never so prosperous. Let us look at the exports of 1860. 
Chat will show the condition of the country, and especially of its man- 
ulactures. 

[ have a table here showing the per cent. of annual increase of our 
exports for two periods: one from 1850 to 1860, under low revenue tar- 
iffs, and theother from 1860 to 1880, under high protective tariffs. The 
exports of all domestic merchandise increased 12 per cent. per an- 
num in the first period and 6 per cent. in the second; agricultural 
products, 13 per cent. in the first period and 5 per cent. in the second; 
domestic manufactures, 12 per cent. in the first period and 5 in the 
second; cotton goods, 13 per cent. in the first period and 5 in the sec- 
ond; iron and steel, 19 per cent. in the first period and 5 in the second; 
hats, 20 per cent. in the first period and one-quarter of 1 per cent. in 
the second; boots and shoes, 60 per cent. in the first period and decreased 
in the second; wearing apparel, 15 per cemt. in the first period and de- 
creased in the second; earthen and stone ware, 30 per cent. in the first 
period and 3 per cent. in the second; glass, 10 per cent. in the first period 
and 9 per cent. in the second; tin, 20 per cent. in the first period and 
14 per cent. in the second. Now, sir, this does not look like breaking 
down our manufacturers by low tariffs. It shows that we not only kept 
our home markets but we were invading the foreign manufacturer in 
the markets of the world, and that our manufacturing industry did 
better under low tariffs than it did under high tariffs designed espe- 
cially for its protection. 

But it is contended that high tariffs necessarily make high wages, 
and that the laborer working in the factory is the chief beneficiary of 
that policy. As proof of that we are cited to the fact that our manu- 
facturing operatives get higher wages than the same class in England, 
where there is free trade on all the products of manufacture. It would 
be a sufficient answer to this to say that operatives in England get higher 
wages than operatives of the same class in France and Germany, where 
they have high tariffs as we have here. If it is a logical result that 
follows high tariffs, why does it not have the same effect there that it 
does here? If high wages are produced by high tariffs, why is the rate 
of wages different in different localities in the United States? 

The rate of wages paid iron-workers is not the same in Chicago that 


it is in Pittsburgh. The rate of wages paid to cotton-workers is not the | 
same in Lowell that it is in Columbus and Atlanta. The tariff is the | 


same in all these places, and if the tariff fixed the rate of wages the 


wages would be the same. But the tariff does not regulate the rate of | 


wages. It may for a time give higher profits to the manufacturer, but 
it can not compel him to give wages above the market price, and he 
does not do it. Like all other people he buys what he wants at the 
lowest price for which it can be procured, and labor is no exception to 
the rule. Wages are not governed by an act of Congress but by the 
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demand for work, and the amount of work ready to respond to that de- 
mand and the ability of the employer to pay for it. 

When the people are all prosperous and wealth is accumulating rap- 
idly there is a great demand for work, because the wants of a people 
always increase in proportion to their ability to satisfy them. When 
the people are not prosperous and wealth is not rapidly accumulating 
there is a lessening demand for work, because there is a lessened ability 
to employ and pay for it. When there is a great demand for labor it 
is high. When there is little demand it islow. Now, the question 
which the laborer is interested in determining is how to increase the 
demand for his labor. Labor is high here now compared with what 
it isin Europe, because the demand here is greater than the supply, 
and there the supply is greater than the demand. Our country is new, 
theirs is old; our country is sparsely settled, theirs is crowded; ow 
lands are cheap and rich and theirs are high and wern. Labor is mor 
profitable here than there. it can make more ina given time here 
than it can there, and the price of the wage is the measure of the value 
of labor, as interest is of the value of money. 

Agriculture is the controlling industry that regulates the rate ot 
wages in this country, because it has three times as many laborers em- 
ployed as manufacturers, and more than all other industries combined. 
It controls the price of wages just as the larger market controls the 
prices in the smaller. The markets in New York control the prices in 
Jersey City, and the large quantities of wheat sent by the United States 
and Russia to England control the prices at which the few thousand 
bushels from Chili and Brazil must be sold in Liverpool and London. 
The constant demand of agriculture to cultivate our cheap and fertile 
lands keeps up the price of labor. And when wages begin to decline 
it is a sure indication that the farmer is not prospering. If wages are 
to stay high, it must be because agriculture is profitable. It is indis- 
pensible that the national wealth must be constantly increasing among 
the people to enable them to employ labor. 

When we had low tariffs from 1850 to 1860 the national wealth in- 
creased at 126 per cent. and the rate of wages increased at 16 per cent 
Under the high tariffs from 1860 to 1880 the national wealth increased 
at half that rate and the rate of wages increased at 8 per cent. The 
high tariffs retarded the increase of the fund that employs labor, less- 
ened the capacity of the people to pay for it, that lessened the demand 
and that lowered the price. 

Now, how is the wealth of the people to be increased and diffused ? 
It is by every one working to accomplish the greatest results by his 
toil. The farmer must be permitted to cultivate his field to the best ad 
vantage, and sell his products in the markets that offer the highest prices 
and buy in the markets that offer the lowest. By that means his wealt] 
is increased. He demands more labor to employ his capital and more 
of the products of manufacture to satisfy his wants, and that gives in- 
creased employment to manufacturing labor. The extent of the con 
sumption of manufactures depends on the capacity of the people to pur- 
chase. And the rate of wages in manufactures depends on the amount 
of consumption. Labor will not be employed to produce faster than th: 
product isconsumed, and when the consumption is arrested overproduc- 
tion soon compels cessation of work, the fires are put out and the labore 
discharged. 

The purchasing power of wages is not as great now as it was in 1860 
The chief of the bureau of statistics of Massachusetts reports that wages 
were 10 per cent. less valuable in 1881 than in 1860... Why was labo: 
less vlauable in 1881 than in 1860? Because the people were less 
able to employ labor and consume its products. And why was that 
| the case? Because high tariff had prevented them from accumulating 

wealth by buying on the lowest markets and selling on the highest. 
The high tariff now prevailing had reversed the law-that governs the 
production of wealthand compelled the farmers, the greatest producers 
of wealth in the country, to sell on the lowest markets and buy on the 
highest. Continue this policy for a few years longer and the most dis- 
astrous consequences may ensue. Compel the consumers of Europe, 
who are the customers of our farmers, to go elsewhere to find cotton 
and wheat and provisions, and our agriculture falls prestrate in the 
dust. Then the farmer can no longer employ his own operatives, and 
they will be turned loose to seek employment in other industries, and 
that will bring the wages of all labor down. Then he will not be able 
to consume the products of manufacture, and production must stop and 
the manufacturing laborers must be discharged. Then will come a 
period of distress, and in their desperation a few more towns and cities 
may be burned. 
Mr. Chairman, agriculture, manufactures, and commerce are the chief 
sources of wealth and power in all countries. Each of these great in- 
| dustries is intimately connected with and dependent upon the others. 


| Each rises toward its highest prosperity where all are unfettered and 
free. Each finds its highest development in the highest development 

of the whole. Each receives injury when the growth of the others is 
arrested. Itis a delusion to believe that manufactures can be promoted 
by obstructions interposed in the way of the growth of agriculture and 
commerce. Every country that aspires to fill the full measure of its 
greatness and power must cultivate to the highest point every branch of 
its industry and remove from its way every hindering cause that retards 
| its progress. Commerce isan indispensable element of national power, 








and no country has ever attained great eminence without a large and 
extended commerce. 

All people of whom we have any account in history have been trad- 
ers. The earliest records of the human family show them to us en- 
gaged in traffic, and the more they have extended their commerce the 
more they have grown in wealth, progress, and power. In the earlier 
ages of the historic period, as we read in the old book that lies on the 
family table, the Ishmaelitish merchantmen carried the spices and 
balms of Canaan into Egypt and exchanged them forcorn. But Israel] 
only rose to the highest point of her power and glory when her mer- 
chant king pointed her people to the sea, bade them build ports and 
ships and carry the commerce of the world. 
trious son of David that Zebulon became *‘‘a haven for ships,’’ as the 
patriarch had prophesied centuries before. Her capital became re- 
nowned throughout the earth for its wealth and magnificence. 

The inspired chronicler tells us that he made silver to be as stones in 
Jerusalem. Amid all the principalities and powers of the East the lit- 
tle kingdom of Israel was as a city set upona hill that could not be hid. 
But her light went out, and she went down “‘like a bright exhalation in 
the evening,’’ when her commerce died with her king. The Phcenicians 
and Carthagenians lived by the shores of the Great Sea and for cen- 
turies were the carriers of the world’s commerce, and the wealth and 
splendor of Tyre and Sidon and Carthage are themes that have come 
down through the many centuries that intervene between them and us. 
The Venetians were a feeble peopie who were driven into the islands of 
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of the world? Ourships are all rotted, ourseamen areall dead. Icha 


bod is written on the folds of the once powerful ensign of the Repub- 
lic, and the eye seeks in vain for its broad stripesand bright stars among 
the ten thousand masts that crowd the harbors of the world. 

God grant that the day may soon come when American ships, freighted 
with American commerce, shallagain go to sea under theshield and pro- 
tection of our own flag. But if that day is tocome it must be preceded 
by a reversal of the policy of commercial restriction. We must re- 
move both by legislation and diplomacy every hindering cause that 
prevents the free exchange of the products of our labor in all the. 
markets of the world. We must unfetter every arm and let every 
muscle strike for the highest remuneration for its toil. We must let 
wealth, the creation of labor, grow up in all the homes of our people 
Then every industry will spring forward at a bound, and wealth, pros- 


| perity, and power will bless the land that is dedicated to free men, 


| free labor, and free trade. 


| 


the Adriatic by the powerful hordes that overran and devastated South- | 


ern Europe, but they cultivated commerce as the only pursuit left them 
by their more powerful masters, and by commerce alone they outstripped 
all the nations of Europe in amassing wealth. Venice was the bank- 


| tectionists always resort to. 


ing-house of the world in the Middle Ages and the carrier of its com- 


to the sea was broken. 
History tells us that Holland was once among the great powers of 


Europe, and Amsterdam was the world’s banker, and when we search 
in her history to find that period we find it when her fleets were on all | 


the waters of the world, carrying on an extended and growing com- 


their masts as a symbol that they swept the seas. Portugal, too, was 
one of the leading powers of the earth, and the page of her history 
points to her meridian when her bold navigators were buffeting with 
storms in the southern ocean hunting a passage around the Cape of 
Good Hope for Portuguese commerce to India. 

Spain, in old age and decay, the skeleton of that tremendous power 


that once made itself felt in all the countries and climes of the earth, | 


recalls a period in her history when she overshadowed the earth with 
her name: when she had colonies on all the continents and among 
all the islands of the seas: when her laws, her language, and her liter- 
ature were among all people from the grandees of Castile to the In- 
dians and Aztecs of Mexico; but that period she finds was when her 
ships were carrying rich argosies from the opposite side of the globe 
and pouring them into her lap at Barcelona and Cadiz and Seville. 


In the vicissitudes of national life Engiand stands to-day at the head | 
of the column; her wealth was never so vast; her power was never | 


so great; her people were never so prosperous, so well fed, so well 
clothed, so well housed, so well contented. She carries more than half 


whole is her own. Her capital is to-day the banking-house of the 
world, and though she can not boast of mines of gold she has more 
gold than any nation in Christendom. She is investing in railways, 
mines, and manufactures in all parts of the world, and her invest- 
ments are yielding an income that returns to her annually more than 
$300,000,000. She has received within the last thirty years in commer- 
cial exchange with other people $9,000,000,000 more than she has sent 
away. 

When we look back through our past history we read on its pages 
that there was a time when American vessels spread their white wings 


to the winds on all the oceans; when the ensign of the Republic was | 


seen and known in all the ports and harbors of the globe; when by the 
very spell of its name it gave protection to the person and property of 
its citizens in all kingdoms and countries. Then it was the acknowl- 
edged symbol of a free, fearless, 1nd powerful people who were too just 
to ask anything but what was right and too strong to submit to any- 
thing that was wrong; then when it rode at the mast of an American 
vessel it consecrated every plank on its decks as holy ground, where 
every citizen of the Republic and every stranger within her gates might 
repose with security upon the sinews of a powerful arm. 

It mattered not whether it was an American seaman who had pledged 
his faith to her Constitution and laws, or a Hungarian exile who had 
been driven by the storms of oppression upon the horns of her altars 
for refuge, the shadow of that flag covered with immunity every one 
upon whom it tell. Then the poorest and the humblest might go 
whithersoever he would and find shelter and safety in all lands, on all 
seas, under all skies. Then we had commerce and battle-ships and 
naval power. 
with England the sovereignty of the seas? Where now are our com- 
mercial fleets that once shared with her the profits of the carrying trade 


[ Loud applause. | 

Mr. RUSSELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RUSSELL] proceeds, and before the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. MILLs]} 
takes his seat, I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas a question 
If I caught his remarks correctly, he stated some time during his speech 
that the value of the agricultural products of 1880 in the United States 


| was less than the value of the agricultural products of 1860. 


Mr. MILLS. I do say that fact appears from the census returns. | 
knew it would astonish you. 
Mr. HORR. 


It does, because it is not in any way true. 
Mr. MILLS. 


That is a very convenient argument which you pro- 
When you are confronted with an argu- 
ment that you can not escape you say it is not so. But what I say 


| is: I give you the official returns of the census, and the Superintendent 
merce; but Venice sank into oblivion when the bond that wedded her | 


of the Census himself tries to explain the fact. 
Mr. CANNON, I willask the gentleman ifhe believes that to be true? 
Mr. MORRISON. He has already told you that it is in the census. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman if he believes it to be reliable. 
Mr. MILLS. I think that like all other tables there may be some 


| imperfections about it, but I have no doubt the main body of it is true. 
merece, and when the Dutch admirals carried the inverted broom at | 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
values of 1860? 

Mr. MILLS. I have given them from Mr. Walker and from M: 
Grosvenor, of your city. , 

Mr. HORR. We have the report right here. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rus 
SELL] will yield I will move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. HORR. Let this matter be settled. I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] desires to be correct, but the fi 
are against him. 

Mr. MORRISON. Put in the figures yourself when you get the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman trom Massachusetts [ Mr. 
RUSSELL] yield for a motion that the committee, rise ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will yield for that motion. 

Mr. EATON. Why not let this thing be settled now ? 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman is going to make a speech, and he 
can make the correction then. 

Mr. EATON. 


Will the gentleman give in figures the agricultural 


vures 


It ought to be settled before it goes to the country; 


| it is incorrect, I know. 
of the world’s commerce in her bottoms and more than one-fifth of the | 


Mr. MORRISON. I move ghat the committee now rise. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5893) to 
reduce import duties and war-tariff taxes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

NAVAL BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. The naval appropriation bill has been returned 
from the Senate withamendments. I move that the bill, with the Sen- 
ate amendments numbered, be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, was ordered to be printed with the Senate amend 
ments numbered, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


APPROPRIATION 


CORRECTION OF ERROR ENROLLMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following from the Senate: 
Whereas in Senate bill 1063, entitled ‘‘ A bill to amend the Revised Statutes in 
relation to the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’ which passed the 
Senate on the Ist day of April, 1884, in that clause of said bill amending section 


549 of said Revised Statutes, by an error of the print, it is described as section 
459, and with such error the said bill has passed the House of Representatives 


OF 


| and been enrolled : Therefore, 


Where now is that naval armament that once disputed | 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the figures 
in said act descriptive of said section of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
District of Columbia be changed from 459 to 49. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
Bm. Jd. F. 


Mr. THROCK MORTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill ( H. 
R. 6661) for the relief of H. J. T. Moss; which was read a first and sec- 


MOSS, 


| ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John Hays, 
deceased; and 


A bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a re- | Te SC 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 


ward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the tate of the Greely ex- 
pedition. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows 

By Mr. BISBEE: Petition of Amelia Goldstone, in behalf of the heirs 
of Louis Goldstone—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Memorial of the manufacturers, dealers, and 
citizens of Durham, N. C., requesting speedy action on part of Congress 
in regard to the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. 8.8. COX: Petition of Alexander Oelsner, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, protest of Mosher & Morgan, against the passage of the news- 
copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Marshall Field & Co. and 53 others, 
leading merchants of Chicago, in favor of a reduction of import duties— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EATON: Petition of the towns of Windsor and South Wind- 
sor, for compensation for damage to Bissell’s Ferry, in the Connecticut 
River, caused by Government works in said river—to the Committee 
on Claims ’ 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petitionof 8S. M. Hamilton and 47 others, mem- 
bers of Dwight A. Woodbury Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Adrian, 
Mich., asking for the establishment of a branch of the National Sol- 
diers’ Home in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORAN: Memorial of T. P. Spencer and 117 others, citizens 
of Cleveland, Ohio, relative to a collection of statistics relating to di- 
vorce laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of John Beeson, for remuneration for 
services rendered the General Government—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, bill to make an appropriation for the permanent improvement 
of the mouth of the Alsea River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, bill to make an appropriation for the permanent improvement 
of the mouth of the Sinslau River—to the same committee. 

Also, bill making an appropriation for the permanent improvement 
of Tillamook Bay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GREEN: Petition of J. A. Worthy and others, citizens of 
North Carolina, for national aid to education—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, petition of E. W. Ward and 165 others, citizens of Onslow 
County, North Carolina, to open upinland navigation between mouth 
of New River and Beaufort Harbor, in the State of North Carolina— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Navassa Guano Company and 26 others, citizens of 
Wilmington, N.C., praying for the passage of a bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of officers of the United States Army in 
favor of the passage of H. R. 2613—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. F 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Resolution of Captain York Post, No. 116, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, relative to pen- 
sions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of Allen Hill and others, citizens of 
Buchanan, Mich., to establish a branch of the National Soldiers’ Home 
in Michigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of citizens of the parishes of Richland, More- 
house, Franklin, and Caldwell for the improvement of the Boouf River, 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of merchants of Boston trading with New- 
foundland and the Dominion of Canada praying for the passage of an 
act concerning the importation of merchandise from Canada and New- 
foundland into the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Dwight Post, No. 109, Gra of 
the Republic, Department of New York, relative to increase of pensions, 
&c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Petition of W. P. Cooper and others, in favor of the 
erection of public buildings at Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

sy Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Petition of John W. Morgan for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








geants for the passage of the bill creating post quartermaster-sergeant 
with rank, &c., of commissary-sergeants, and for an increase of pay to 


$34 per month—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition for the relief of John Murphy—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STRUBLE: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, 
relative to the jurisdiction of United States circuit courts—to the Com- 


Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, requesting a pen- 
sion for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, to facilitate the ad- 
justment of pending applications for pensions—to the same committee. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, granting one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to all honorably discharged soldiers of the 
late war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of L. G. Ireland Post, No. 118, Grand Army of the 


| Republic, Department of Iowa, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensians. 


By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Hicks’ Post, No. 216, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, relating to pensions for 
soldiers—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Eben Muse for a pension—to the same committee 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of Hill Gowdy, of Septimus Brown, and ot 
Sewall B. Corbett—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce ot 


| Saint Paul, Minn., for an appropriation for the improvement of the 


Minnesota River at Saint Paul, &c.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions relating to the claims of William H. Hill, 
Shelby County, Tennessee; of Fendall Carpenter, Fayette County, Ten- 
nessee; of the heirs of John G. Thurman, deceased, Shelby County, 


| Tennessee; of Richard S. Barrett, administrator of John W. Harris, de- 
| ceased, Tipton County, Tennessee; of D. A. Ferguson, Hardeman 


County, Tennessee; of Robert Quinn, Fayette County, Tennessee; of 
Thomas J. Waller, of Fayette County, Tennessee; of B. W. Williamson, 
administrator of B. W. Williamson, deceased, Fayette County, Tennes- 
see; of William A. Lowery, Shelby County, Tennessee; of George W. 
Shearin, Hardeman County, Tennessee; and of H. C. Dacus, adminis- 
trator of H. A. Dacus, deceased, Tipton County, Tennessee—severally 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 16, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLocK, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 450) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a ponton wagon-bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa,’’ was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DISTRICT COLORED SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from Hon. J. B. Edmonds, president of the board of commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, communicating, in response to a resolution 
of June 29, 1882, information concerning school premises for colored 
schools in the Districtof Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CALL. I have in my hand a letter from Rev. John E. Myers, 
trustee of the Presbyterian church at Saint Augustine, Fla., in the 
nature of a memorial, accompanied by a certilicate of the commanding 
officer of the United States forces at Saint Augustine, Fla., during the 
war, which he asks be referred to the Committee on Public Lands to 
be considered in connection with a bill introduced by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BEc ]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of C. C. Lopez, president of the 
school board of Saint John’s County, Florida, praying for the passage 


| of the bill now pending before the Senate Committee on Public Lands 


donating to the city of Saint Augustine in trust certain unused lands 
within the city limits; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented the petition of J. K. Rainey, president of the board 
of aldermen of Saint Augustine, Fla., praying for the passage of a bill 
donating to that city certain unused land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of newspaper publishers otf 
Council Bluffs, lowa, remonstrating against the passage of a news-copy- 


| right bill; which was referred to the Gommittee on the Library. 
By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of regimental quartermaster-ser- | 


He also presented a petition of citizensof Wilton, Iowa, and vicinity, 





1884. 





praying for an appropriation for education in Alaska; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Clayton County, Iowa, pray- 


ing that a home for disabled soldiers may be located in the State of 


Iowa; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the P. M. Coder Post, No. 
98, Grand Army of the Republic, of Vinton, Iowa, urging the adoption 
of the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of lowa; which was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution No. 14.} 


Joint resolution and memorial of the General Assembly of the State of lowa re- 
lating to the Des Moines River lands. 


Whereas the settlers upon what is known asthe lands granted to the Des Moines 
Navigation and Railroad Company believe that no action has ever been taken 
relating to these lands in which the United States and the interest of the United 
States have been fairly, properly, and adequately represented in court; and 

Whereas the said settlers desire that the United States may be fairly and fully 
represented in the court: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Iowa (the senate con- 
curring), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be earnestly re- 
quested to exert themselves to secure the prompt passage of a bill which shall 
in some way provide that the Attorney-General of the United States shall im- 
mediately institute proceedings, or cause such proceedings to be commenced at 
once, by action either in equity or at law, as may be deemed best, and appear in 
the name of the United States, so as to remove all claims from the title of said 
lands, and that in such action or actions to be instituted asaforesaid any person 
or persons in the possession of or claiming title to any land or lands under the 
United States, involved in such action or actions, may, at his or her expense, 
unite with the United States in the prosecution of said action or actions for the 
purpose of forever settling the title or titles of the person or persons claiming 
said lands. 


Approved April 1, 1884. 
State of Iowa, ss: 

I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of the original on 
file in this office. 

(SEAL. | 

Mr. ALLISON. I believea bill substantially carrying out the wishes 
expressed in this memorial has been reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands. Therefore I ask that the resolution lie on the table. + 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That order will be made. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Margaret Smith, widow of 
Joseph Smith, late a soldier in the Mexican war, praying to be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of the Liberty League of New 
York city, signed by William Godwin Moody, chairman of the commit- 
tee on public lands, addressed to the two Houses of Congress, in which 
the memorialists say that they ‘‘ respectfully and earnestly call the atten- 
tion of Congress to the great wrongs done against the people and Gov- 
ernment in the disposition made of the public domain, and especially 
to those transactions by which the people have been robbed of their 
heritage for the enrichment of railroad corporations.’’ Then follow 
sundry historical examples cited as illustrative of a like policy pursued 
in former times and alleged to be instructive to the present, with a pe- 
tition for remedial legislation. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the.Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a resolution of the State Grange of New Hamp- 
shire, in favor of constituting the Commissioner of the Department of 
Agriculture secretary of the same and a Cabinet officer; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture aud Forestry. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York, signed also by a large number 
of citizens of that State, which sets forth: first, that it is desirable that 
the metallic money of the United States should consist of gold and silver 
coins of interchangeable relative value, and that coinage should be re- 
stricted to the needs of commerce and the wants of the people; second, 
that the amount of silver dollars now accumulated in the Government 
vaults is largely in excess of these requirements, and that it has been 
demonstrated by experience tbat this excess can not be utilized at pres- 
ent as a circulating medium, and that it is desirable that the coinage 
of silver dollars shall be suspended for a period of at least two years 
next ensuing, and that in order to bring into gradual circulation the 
surplus silver coin now in the Treasury the further issue of bills of the 
denomination of one and two dollars shall be discontinued. 

This memorial is signed by the president and secretary of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York and by several thousand citizens 
of the State. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the memorial of Messrs. Hammond 
Brothers, of Fremont, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 
news-copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

He also presented a memorial of Seward Post, No. 3, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, praying for certain pension 
legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of the Lowell bankruptcy 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of W. B. Roberf#hnd 64 other manu- 
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facturers and inventors, citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, 
praying that no law to abridge the rights of patentees be passed ; 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of manufacturers and inventors of Wilkes 
Barre, Pa., and the memorial of G. H. Perkins, of Philadelphia, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the passage of certain bills to amend the patent 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the repeal of the act relating to vinegar factories established and oper- 
ated prior to March, 1879: which was referred to the Committe: 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, praying that Congress make the appropria- 
tion necessary to maintain the United States Naval Hydrog 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

He also presented eight memorials of citizensof Beaver and other towns 
in Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of the news-copy- 
right law; which were referred to the Committee on the Library 

He also presented the petition of A. H. Jackson Post, No. 299, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania; the petition of A. T 
and 47 other members of Craig Post, No. 75, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pennsylvania; and the petition of E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Factoryville, Pa., praying that Con 
gress comply with the recommendations of the pension committee of 
the Grand Army of the Republic in relation to pensions; 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 

He also presented a memorial of the Maimed Soldiers’ League, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an increase of pension to $40 a month to 
those having lost an arm or leg in the service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. J present the petition of the Philadelphia Mari 
time Exchange, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 4163) making 
an appropriation for the purchase of Theodore Hunter’s Port Charges of 
the World for the use of United States consuls. I suppose the peti- 
tion should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will goto the Committee on the 
Library, according to the usual practice, matters relating to the pur- 
chase of all books being so referred. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


which 


on 


raphic Office; 


Pontius, 


} 1 
which were 


It is not for the use of the Library, but only for 
the use of consuls as such offiéials. I spoke to the chairman of the 
tee on Commerce. A bill on the subject was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce in the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred, if there 
be no objection, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present resolutions adopted by the Western; Kansas 
Cattle-Growers’ Association, an association thoroughly representative 
of the cattle interests of that State, in favor of the passage of what is 
known as the pleuro-pneumonia bill. I move that the resolutions lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the Louisville (Ky.) Board 
of Trade, praying for a suspension of the coinage of silver; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, presented a petition of wool-growers and 
others interested in the woolen industry in the State of Nevada, pray- 
ing for a restoration of the duty on wool; which was referred to the 
Comniittee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented resolutions adopted by Eimos Ryon Post, No 
382, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois; 
adopted by Dexter Post, No. Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Wellsville, N. Y.: resolutions adopted by Augustin Post, No. 179, 
Grand Arnry ofthe Republic, Department of Ilinois; resolutions adopted 
by Dunham Post, No. 141, Grand Army of the Republic, of Decatur, 
lil. ; resolutions adopted by Manns Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Baldwin, Randolph County, Illinois; resolutions adopted by John 
Musser Post, No. 365, Grand Army of the Republic, of Orangeville 
Ill.; resolutions adopted by Andy Hosmer Post, No. 542, Grand Army 
of the Republie, Department of Illinois; and resolutions adopted by 
Olney Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the Republic , De partment of Illinois, 
in favor of the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in regard to pensions; 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Wyoming Stock-Growers’ Asso 
ciation of Wyoming Territory, remonstrating against any legislation 
amendatory of the land laws which would cripple the stock-growers’ 
industry in that Territory; referred to the 
Publie Lands. 

He also presented seven petitions of officers of the line, United States 
Army, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1677, extending the pro- 
visions of section 1207 of the Revised Statutes to the lieutenants of the 
lineof the Army; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Dr. John W. Mitchell, late surgeon 
Fourth Regiment United States Colored Troops, praying for an increase 


of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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He also presented a me morial of citizens of Edwardsville, IL, re- 
monstrating against the proposed changes in the patent laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Ohio Legislature, pray- 
ing for the appointment of Hon. John P. Green on the commission to 
investigate the condition of the colored race as proposed by Senate bill 
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No. 1464: which was referred tothe Committee on Educationand Labor. | 


He also presented a petition of the Legislature of New Mexico, pray- 
ing that unjust discrimination in supplying forage to military posts in 
that Territory be removed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs 

He also presented a petition of colored men of Connecticut in conven- 
tion assembled, praying favorable action on Senate bill 1464, creating a 


commission to inquire into the condition of the colored people; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of H. J. Dunlop, of Champaign, II1., 
remonstrating against the passage of the news-copyright bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


Republic, Department of Illinois, praying general legislation favoring ex- 
Union soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of regimental quartermaster-sergeants, 
headquarters district of New Mexico, Santa Fé, N. Mex., praying for an 
increase of their pay to $34 per month and the establishment of a grade 
of post quartermaster-sergeants; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of Hugh Boyd, of New Brunswick, 
N. J., anda memorial of the Chimes Printing Company and other firms, 
of Paterson N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the news-copy- 
right bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Ulric Dahlgren Post, No. 
25, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in favor 
of the recommendations of the pension committee of the Grand Army 
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Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1437) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of David A. Hawk, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2048) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Templeton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2049) granting a pen- 
sion to James King; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (S. 2050) for the relief of Eliza 
Clarke, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SABEN introduced a bill (S. 2051) to revive the grade of Gen- 
eral of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of Hicks Post, No. 216, Grand Army of the | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to William 
Gieseking; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2053) for the purchase of a site 
and erection of a public building at the city of Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


| Buildings and Grounds. 


of the Republic in regard to pensions; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Pensions 

Mr. COCKRELL 
executive committee of the Civil-Service Reform Association of Missouri, 
being resolutions declaring *‘ that in the opinion of this league it is in- 
dispensable to a complete reform of the civil service that Congress should 
repeal the act of May 15, 1820, and acts supplementary thereto, now 


embodied in sections 769, 1864, 2217, 2244, 2613, and 3830 of the Re- | 


I hold in my hand a copy of a memorial of the | 


vised Statutes of the United States, by which the tenure of administra- | 
tive offices was fixed at four years, for the purpose and with the effect | 


of creating periodical vacancies in said offices to be filled by the appoint- 
ing power. The practice of rotation in office thus introduced into the 
subordinate civil service, by what Mr. Jefferson at the time denounced as 


a mischievous law’ and as a baneful source of intrigue and corruption, | pedition. 


is foreign alike to republican principles and to sound business methods. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2054) regulating the use of ave- 
nues, streets, alleys, and reservations in the city of Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate to authorize the change of certain figures in the 
enrollment of the bill (S. 1063) to amend the Revised Statutes relating 
to the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of the University of Ala- 
bama from the public lands in said State; 

A bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John Hays, 


| deceased; and 


To the Executive it secures the partisan advantages, while enabling | 


him to escape the odium and the responsibility of arbitrary anc cause- 
less removals from office. To the faithful public servant the menace of 


partisan attack is only postponed, not averted; while the temptation to | 


abuse the appointing power for partisan ends still remains, even though 
restrained in part by the present civil-service rules.’’ They ‘‘ therefore 
advocate, as the next urgent step in thisreform, a return to the early prac- 
tice of the Government, under which, while no right or property in any 
office was recognized, nor any life or permanent tenure was created, the 
fidelity and good behavior of public servants, as in the case of private 
agents, was made the sole condition of the continuance of their employ- 
ment. And it is recommended to all civil-service associations through- 


out the country that they make strenuous and unceasing effort in the | 
direction of this further and most necessary reform, and the executive | 


committee of the league is hereby authorized and directed to take such 
action as they may find expedient and practicable in aid of legislation 
in the sense of this resolution.’’ 

[am informed that the original of the memorial was sent to the Civil- 
Service Association in New York and will probably be transmitted to 
the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I move 
that the copy of the memorial which I now present be referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions of the Henry W. Cressy Post, No. 
42, Grand Army of the Republic, Tomah, Wis., and resolutions of the 
Edward Saxe Post, No. 135, Grand Army of the Republic, Wautoma, 
Wis., in favor of an increase of pensions to soldiers, their widows and 
orphans; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 521) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 969) for the relief of William J. Smith, late collector of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


A bill (S. 1871) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to offer a re- 
ward of $25,000 for rescuing or ascertaining the fate of the Greely ex- 


PAUL STROBACH. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘*‘ Concurrent and other resolutions °’ 
are in order. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution offered yes- 
terday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and re- 
port whether Paul Strobach, whose confirmation as marshal of the middle and 
southern judicial districts of Alabama has been rejected by the Senate, is now 
discharging the duties of that office, and whether he is entitled to execute the 
powers and duties of such office in the place of M. C. Osborn, who was sus- 
pended by order of the President in the vacation of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the question presented by the reso- 
lution for the consideration of the Committee on the Judiciary is one 
of importance, and it becomes of singular importance because it brings 
up what I suppose to be a conflict between a decision of the district 
court of the United States in Alabama and the hitherto entertained 
opinion of the Senate in respect of the proper interpretation of the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


| tenure-of-office act, the act of 1869, commencing with section 1767 of 


the Revised Statutes and going down to section 1770. 

M. C. Osborn was confirmed by the Senate on the 16th day of April, 
1880, as marshal of the middle and southern districts of Alabama. 
That was four years ago to-day. His term of office expires to-day. On 
the 17th of March, 1883, he was suspended by the President, and Paul 
Strobach was appointed to discharge the duties of the office during 
such time as the statute would authorize him to doso. On the 18th 
day of December, 1883, Strobach was nominated for the same office by 
the President, and he was rejected by the Senate on the 5th of Feb- 
ruary, 1884. After Strobach’s rejection by the Senate Osborn ap- 
peared in the district court of the United States and moved that he be 
reinstated in his office, contending that the rejection of Strobach, who 
was the temporary incumbent by appointment of the President, rein- 
stated him under the statute. 

The court heard arguments upon that question and made a decision, 
which has been reported by the Attorney-General of the United States 


| in his reply to a resolution of this body, in which the court held that 


there was no vacancy in the office, but that the office was occupied by 


‘ Strobach under temporary appointment, and that his appointment 





1884. 


would continue until the end of this session of the Senate unless it 
should be vacated by order of the President. 

So it appears that to-day the office of marshal to which Osborn was 
confirmed by the Senate on the 16th of April, 1880, is vacant by the 
expiration of the term, and it appears also that, under the decision of 
the district court of the United States, Paul Strobach has the right 
under the statute to hold the oflice until the end of this session of the 
Senate. That is a question that I thought merited the attention of the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate and of the Senate also, and that it 
wasmy duty to bring it forward and have a decision here through which 
it could be determined whether it is within the power of the President 
of the United States to protract the term of office of a marshal beyond 
the limitation of four years, which the statute says shall be the term 
during which he may hold and exercise the duties of marshal. 

I maintain that at least on to-day there isa vacancy in the office; but 
Strobach is still discharging the duties and functions of the place. I 
shall not submit an argument to the Senate upon this proposition now, 
for the reason that I know the Judiciary Committee will take cogni- 
zance of it at a very early day and will be prepared to enlighten us 
upon what is the proper interpretation of the statute. 

I have thought it also my duty to bring it to the attention of the 
Senate because, the Senate having rejected Strobach’s nomination and 
Strobach still continuing to occupy the office, I have felt that a wrong 
was being done to the people of the State of Alabama. 

Without expressing any opinion as to the merits of Strobach in re- 
spect of the office, it is my duty to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that on the 11th of May, 1883, he was indicted in a number 
of cases for presenting false and fraudulent accounts against the United 
States in his character of deputy marshal when he was discharging that 
office under Mr. George Turner, who was the predecessor of Osborn in 
the office. Quite a number of indictments were found, to some of 
which demurrers were sustained, and afterwards when Judge Woods 
took the bench the demurrers were overruled and the indictments were 
held to be good. Finally, upon that class of cases, on the 9th of June, 
1883, there was a verdict of not guilty in favor of Strobach, but on the 
22d day of May, 1883, in thesame courta different batch of indictments, 
which did not contain charges as to the same offenses but of kindred 
offenses, were filed against him, and among the number was an indict- 
ment of perjury. That was filed on the 22d of May, 1883, and that 
indictment was nolprossed by the order of the United States Attor- 
ney-General in a letter which he addressed to the district attorney, 
Mr. Smith, dated January 19, 1884. 

Strobach was nominated to the Senate in the face of this indictment 
December 18, 1883, and was rejected on the Sth of February, 1384. 
The Attotney-General of the United States submits a letter with his re- 
port in reply to the resolution of the Senate, dated Washington, Decem- 
ber 17, 1883, with a postscript toit dated January 19, 1884, and in that 
letter, after proceeding to state that he caused investigation to be made 
into the criminality of Strobach and into the question of the manner 
in which he had been acquitted of these other cases, not including the 
ease of perjury, he says: 

This all being done from abundance of caution, I laid the whole matter be- 
fore the Solicitor-General of the United States and Mr. Simons, the attorney for 
the Department of Justice in the Court of Claims. They, too, examined the sub- 
ject with care, and both agreed that the acquittal was contrary to the evidence, 
and that the man ought to have been convicted, and they further suggested and 
reported that there ought to be a trial.upgn some one of the pending indict- 
ments, even if it resulted in an acquittal, thinking that the ends of justice re- 
quired that at least. 

During these examinations I expressed to none of these gentleman any opin- 
ion upon the subject, but I purposely abstained from even forming one. It is 
now my duty to pass upon it, and Idoso. Itis plaintomethat there could have 
been no malicious feeling toward this man, inasmuch as the officers who first 
investigated his accounts and detected his offenses went to Montgomery in the 
ordinary course of their duty, without having any knowledge of him whatever, 
or of any one connected with him, and never having been brought in contact 
with him until they undertook the examination of those accounts. 

The generai agent, too, was unacquainted with him, knew nothing of him, or 
of anybody connected with him, and after the report made by the examiners, 
and afterthe districtattorney had indicted him, was by my special order detailed 


to go to Montgomery and see to the prosecution of the complaints, being spe- 
cially cautioned in the first instance by me verbally, and then by telegraph and 


by letter, to see that Mr. Strobach was fairly tried, without any appearance of 


official pressure or hostile feeling by the Department through its agents. 

The district attorney preferred the bills of indictment, having examined the 
subject, and the grand juryfound them. The man was tried, and during the 
course of the trial, and afterward, a great clamor was raised in his behalf, assert- 
ing that he was unjustly and wickedly prosecuted. Why he could have been 
unjustly and wickedly prosecuted I can not see. There was no motive or pur- 
pose to answer that could have prompted any one of those who originated and 
conducted the prosecution. He was prosecuted as alegal necessity. It wasthe 
duty of the agents of the Department, having found these causes of original com- 

laint, to pursue them in the ordinary and orderly course of criminal litigation, 
just as other marshals have been pursued and punished. 


I shall not detain the Senate by reading the entire letter of Mr. 
Brewster, the Attorney-General. He proceeds, however, to say toward 
the conclusion of the letter that there may be some doubt resting upon 
the mind of somebody as to the result of a further hearing of the cases 
as to whether a trial of these new indictments would result in convic- 
tion. He says: 

In view of all this, and to save great expense, I have concluded to direct that 
these cases be abandoned, seeing no practical result that would be answered by 
another trial, and thinking it would be improper, illegal, and unjust to try a 


man where there is even a doubt if the issue has not been determined in his 
favor in a former trial. 
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In the postscript to this letter the Attorney-General says: 


This opinion and order was prepared on the 17th of December, 1883. I laid it 
aside for reflection and suspended action, and while | was absent on public busi- 
ness in New Orleans Mr. George Turner, representing Mr. Strobach, called on 
me recently, and on two occasions stated that my suspended action as to these 
pending bills of indictment stood in the way of the action of the Senate on Mr 
Strobach’s confirmation. Hearing this, Ihave again taken this up, and I have, 
withsome misgivings, concluded to say I will order the indictments to be nol 


prossed. I do so because the district attorney's convictions can not be had, and 


because, also, there is a doubt if the former trial did not dispose of them, and to 
avoid expense in an experimental prosecution when it is my duty to reduce ex 
penses, 

The indictments, it seems, must give way so as to leave the Senate 
unembarrassed in acting on the question of Strobach’s contirmation. 

The singular case is presented of this opinion having been written on 
the 17th day of December, 1883, in which the Attorney-General ex 
presses the moral conviction of the guilt of Strobach in those cases 
notwithstanding his acquittal by a jury, and then on the 18th day of 
December, 1883, the next day, the President sent in his name for con 
firmation to the Senate of the UnitedStates. This case, I say, presents 
the singular feature of a man being indicted in the circuit court of the 
United States for perjury connected with his office of marshal, and that 
pending that indictment, and while the Department of Justice is pros 
ecuting it and the Attorney-General says he is doing it in good faith 
and upon a thorough conviction as to his duty after a full examination 
by special agents into the guilt of the marshal, his name should be sent 
here for contirmation. It is still more strange that it should be done 
on the 18th of December, 1883, when this opinion of the Attorney- 
General was filed on the 17th of December, 1883, and then that the 
order for the nolle prosequi, which the Attorney-General says he gave 
reluctantly, should not have been made until the 19th of January, 
1884. 

During all that time the Senate was considering the nomination of 
a man indicted for perjury in the circuit court of the United States, 
and while he was being prosecuted, in good faith, by the Department 
of Justice. 

If the President of the United States can put such a man as that into 
office and hold him there in virtue of powers conferred or supposed to 
be conferred upon him under the statute until the end of this session 
of the Senate, and that, too, notwithstanding the term of office te which 
he was temporarily appointe@ expires on this day, then I think it is 
time that the Senate of the United States had in some way or other at 


| tempted to remodel the statutes upon this question. 


I must presume that if these facts had been known to the entire ad 
ministration and not simply to the Department of Justice this man 
would never have been put in the place, especially under an order or a 
commission which would hold him in his position until the end of this 
session of the Senate. I must assume that the President of the United 
States could not have known of the action of the Department of Justice 
in this case, for if he did that would reveal a misunderstanding and 
disagreement between the President and the Department of Justice 
which presents a very curious and a very embarrassing case to the Sen 
ate and to the Congress and to the world. 

For surely the Congress of the United States can not look with com 
posure upon a controversy between the President of the United States 
in making an appointment and the Department of Justice in resisting 
it of an ofticer who is to be under the control of the Department ot 
Justice, that officer bringing to the attention of the country the fact that 
the man is under indictment for perjury in the circuit court of the 
United States at the time, and that the Attorney-General of the United 
States upon a full examination of the evidence believes him to be guilty 
morally, ifnot legally ; and that he believed also that the cause of publi: 
justice, of public morals, required his prosecution, whether it might turn 
out that he would be convicted or not; and that the Attorney-General 
believed that there ought to be an investigation of these facts in a judi- 
cial way, which had been presented in reports to the President of the 
United States. 

I maintain that the tenure of office fixed by the statute can not been 
larged by the order of the President under any circumstances. We 
have the singular condition to-day presented, under section 1769, of an 
office that is actually in abeyance while Congressis in session, and that 
must be filled, if filled at all, by an appointee of the justice of the cit 
cuit court who may preside in Alabama. 

Under section 1769 provision is made in respect of an office 


falling 
into abeyance, havi 


ng no incumbent, and it being impossible for the 
President under existing conditions to make a nomination to it. In 
that case the general law provides the manner in which the office shall 
be filled temporarily, or, to express it more accurately, the person who 
shall discharge the duties and functions of the office until a regular 
appointment can be made. 

Here we have the curious instance of an office being in abevanc« 
during the session of the Senate, no authorized incumbent, and yet all 
the powers of the Government requisite and necessary to {ill this off 
existing, and the office in that State is vacant: and I might add that the 
person who is now discharging the duties of the office is going al 


ie 


M at 
from county to county and district to district over that State exploiting 
in the preliminary or primary conventions of a political c| t 


Perhaps he is more useful in that capacity while he controls this office 
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It seems to me, Mr. President, that this matter ought to address itself 
to the serious consideration of this body, and that it is necessary that 
the Senate should take some action in this case at an early day in order 


to define more perfectly and to vindicate its authority in cases of this 


kind \ district court holds that there is no wacancy in this office, and 
I think that it is the duty of the Senate to declare that there is a va- 
cancy, and of the President and the Senate to proceed to fill it up 


Is it true that the rejection by the Senate cf a man who is thus as- 
sailed by the Department of Justice is to have no effect upon his hold- 


ing the office after that rejection? | must assume, of course, that the 


Senate in rejecting Strobach had cognizance of the public facts which 
appear on the files of the different Departments; and concurring thus— 


for they must have concurred—in the opinion of the \ttorney-General, 


that the Senate declared that Strobach was not a proper man to be 
charged with the duties of the offic And it wasat least a reasonable 
expectation that, alter its action In the re jection of Strobach, there 
should have been some other name sent here to fill up this office and 
thereby prevent with no one to discharge its 
duties exce pt some appointee that might be selected by a circuit justice 
of the United States 


} 
roing into abeyance, 


I move to amend the resolution by striking out the word ** vacation ’’ 


and inserting in place thereof the word ‘* recess.’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe Senator has a right to modify 
his resolution 

Mr. MORGAN I modify my resolution to that effect, and I ask the 
adopt on of the resolution as moditied 

Mr. CONGER Let the resolution be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The resolution will be read as 


moditied 
Che Chief Clerk read the resolution 


Che resolution was agreed to 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. DAWES It was agreed yesterday that Senate bill 1755, then 
under consideration, should be taken up after the morning business to- 
day 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not yet con- 
cluded Concurrent and other resolutions are still in order 

Mr. CONGER I wish to make a report from a committee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Chair thinks the understanding 


referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts, as reported in the REc- 
ORD, does not apply until the call for resolutions is gone through with 


OHIO 


CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICTS 


Mr. CONGER 1 am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1926) to define the boundaries of the 
collection districts of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, to re- 
port it without amendment, and I ask for the immediate consideration 
of the bill Chere is a dispute about the boundaries, and it is impor 
tant to settle it 

Mr. INGALLS Let the bill be read at length for information 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor: Ihe bill will be read for informa- 
tion 


Che Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows 


Be it ena t, A That section 2608 of the Revised Statutes is hereby so 
amended that the strict of Miami, in the State of Ohio, shall comprise all the 
waters andshores of Lake Erie within the jurisdiction of the United States from 
the western bank of the Portage River to the western bank of the Miami River, 
in which Toledo shall be the port of entry; and so that the district of Sandusky 
sha omprise all the waters and shores of Lake Erie within the jurisdiction of 
t! 1 ted States from the eastern bank of the Vermillion River to and in 
cluding the western bank of the Portage River, and all the islandsat the head of 
Lake | lying east of a line drawn north from the west bank of the Portage 
River atits moutl LW i Sandusky shall be the port of entry. Vessels shall 
be allowed to ply between the port of Toledo, in the Miami district, and any of 
thes | islands, in the same manner, and subject to the same conditions, only, 
as if said islands were in the district of Miami 

Mr. CONGER i wish to say that the boundaries of the two customs 
districts as defined here have been considered heretofore the bounda- 


ries for many years, but by some examination at the Department there 
is an uncertainty as to a strip of territory along the Portage River, and 
at the request of the Department this bill is prepared to define the 


boundaries 
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Mr. INGALLS. Is there a’report in the case? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 
Mr. INGALLS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of Mary A. Hughes be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions 
SURPLUS DEPOSITS WITH THE STATES. 
Mr. GARLAND. [ask leave to call up the resolution submitted by 
me on the 14th of April, which is now on the table. 
Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
to withdraw his objection to the bill just reported. 
Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the same purpose for which the Senator 
from Oregon has risen, and that is to ask—— 
Mr. GARLAND. Ido not yield. I want to get rid of a resolution 
I-offered the day before yesterday that will take but five minutes. | 
understand the Senator trom Kansas interposes an objection to the con- 


| sideration of the bill and it has gone over. 


Mr. HARRIS. Thatis true, if the Senator from Kansas shall decline 
to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move to take up the resolution I introduced the 
day before yesterday. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 


| to take from the table a resolution, which will be read. 


| any revenues accruing since January 1, 1839 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 


ceeded to cor ider the ill 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISPOSAL OF SCHOOL LANDS, 


Mr. DOLPH: Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1483) to amend an act passed 
February 15, 1843, chapter 33, to authorize the Legislatures of certain 


States to sell certain lands appropriated for school purposes, to report 


it favorably and without amendment | ask unanimous consent for | 


its immediate consideration 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bil! 
Mr. ALLISON Let the bill be read for information. 
Che PRESIDENT proftempore. The bill will be read for information. 
The bill was read 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury should not be authorized and directed to carry out the 
provisions of the thirteenth and fourteenth sections of the act of Congress ap- 
proved June 23, 1536,entitled “An act to regulate the deposits of the publi 
money,” by making the deposit of the fourth installment, which was postponed 
by the act of Congress of October 2, 1837, entitled ‘“‘An act to postpone the fourth 
installment of deposit with the States,’ with such of the States then entitled 
thereto and which have not received the same out of the present existing sur- 
plus revenue not otherwise appropriated inthe manner provided by said act of 
1836, and report by bill or otherwise 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator anticipate debate ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will only take about five minutes to explain the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, under the act of the 23d of June, 
1836, entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the deposits of the public money, 
three installments of deposit were made, and on the recommendation oi 
Mr. Van Buren,in October, 1837,the fourth installment was withheld, and 
there has been no payment or advance made since that day. The fourth 
installment to be distributed to all the States amounted to $9, 367,214.97 
The matter has stood in that condition ever since the withholding act 
of October, 1837, and at almost every session of Congress the Secretary 
of the Treasury brings the matter to our attention on account of the 
applications made by the different States from time to time for the ad 
vance or deposit of this fourth installment. He declines because there 
is no action of Congress since the act of 1837 withholding the install- 
ment. Finally the State of Virginia made an application for a man 
damus to the Supreme Court of the United States against the Secretary 
of the Treasury on behalf of herself and all other States for the pay- 
ment of this fourth installment. The Supreme Court decided that man- 
damus, and in the latter part of the decision say as follows: 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The Chair hears none. The question is 


But the legislative department of the Government seems, purposely, to have 
refrained from making the fourth installment of deposit a charge directly upon 
Since the last direction given by 
Congress upon the subject the financial necessities and obligations of the Gov- 
ernment have been largely increased, and this circumstance, perhaps, suggests 
the reason why the legislative department has not fixed any day for the final 
execution Of the act of 1836. Be the reason what it may, we are of opinion 
that the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority under existing legisla’ ion 
and without further direction from Congress to use the surplus revenue in the 
Treasury, from whatever source derived, or whenever, since January |, 1539, 
it may have accrued, for the purpose of making the fourth installment of deposit 
required by the act of 1836, 


So, whether it is the right of the State to ask for this installment as 
a legal obligation, or whether the action of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is right in withholding it, depends at last on the action of Congress; 
and it is with that view that I present this resolution, to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Finance to the condition the matter is in and 
ask them to investigate it and declare whether in their judgment the 
Secretary of the Treasury should be authorized and directed to make 
payment of this fourth installment, or, if not, what legislation is neces- 
sary, if any, in their judgment to bring the matter to an adjustment. 
For that purpose the resolution is introduced, and I ask its adoption 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ** concurrent 
or other resolutions’ that order is closed. 

Mr. DAWKS. I ask the Senate now to take up Senate bill 1755, 
which was under consideration yesterday. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1755) to divide a por- 
tion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into 
separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian 
title to the remainder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Sections 14 to 16 inclusive were read. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to add after the word *‘ reservation,’’ 
end of section 16, the words: 


And for any land acquired by any such agreement to be used in connection 
therewith. 


at the 


They have’separate agreements, one for a right of way and one for 
stations and town lots. This is to include all of their agreements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 17 and 18 were read. 

Mr. DAWES. Immediately after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 5 of sec- 
tion 18, I propose an amendment, to insert: 


Or if any such land is so occupied upon the Santee Sioux reservation in Ne- 


braska, 

There is a reservation in Nebraska that goes along with this. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 19 and 20 were read. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish tooffer an amendment which 
I have submitted to the chairman of the committee and it is sanctioned 
by him. In line 4 of section 20 I move to strike out the words * 
existing homestead acts’’ and insert ‘‘of the homestead laws of the 
United States.’’ As the section now is it confines the entries that may 
hereafter be made so that they must conform to the existing homestead 


laws; that is, the homéstead laws existing at the time of the passage of 


this act. It is possible that Congress may hereafter think it advisable 
to amend the homestead laws; and the object of the amendment is that 
these lands shall be disposed of according to the then existing home- 
stead laws. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Wisconsin will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 20, line 4, it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘‘ existing,’’ before the word ‘* homestead,’’ and to insert 
‘*the:’’ and also to strike out the word alter 
and insert ‘‘ laws of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That all the lands acquired by the provisions of this act, except American 
Island, shall be disposed of by the United States to actual settlers only, under 
the provisions of the homestead laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Llinois [ Mr. LOGAN], who was upon 
the committee, desired to offeran amendment at this point, in which the 
committee acquiesced, but the Senator is not here, and in his stead and 
in his absence I will offer hisamendment. It is, afterthe word **‘ there- 
for,’’ in line 11 of section 20, to insert: 


The amendment of the Senator 


** gots’? ** homestead 


But the rights of soldiers shall not be abridged except as to said 0 cents per 
acre. 

They have a right of residence, which is counted by the time they 
served in the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Theword ‘‘town,’’ where it occurs in line 17 and also 
in line 18 of section 20, should be *‘ city;’’ so as to read ‘* City of Cham- 
berlain’’ in both places. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
be no objection, that correction will be made. 

Mr. DAWES. Subsequently the word ‘‘town,”’ in line 22, should be 
changed to ‘‘city.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. DAWES. The words 
line 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be agreed to. 

Sections 21 and 22 were read. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out ‘‘ six months of,”’ 
section 22, and insert ‘‘ one year from;’’ so as to read: 


If there 


That change will be made. 
‘*the same’”’ should be ‘‘ said island,’’ in 


If there be no objection, this amend- 


in line 11, 


Which proof shall be so presented to him within one year from the passage 
of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I omitted an amendment prepared by the Senator 
from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ],in section 20, immediately after the word 
*‘void,’’ at the end of line 14, to insert: 

And provided further, Nothing in this act contained shall be so construed ast 
affect the right of Congress or of the Territorial government of Dakota to est 


lish public highwaysor to grant to railroad com 
said lands. 


panies the right of way throu i 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. In the eighteenth line the word *‘ Provided” 
be ‘‘And provided further.’ 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the fol 


ehonld 
ould 


lowing additional section 


Sec. 23. There is hereby appropriated, out of any money 


in the Tres 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000, which sun 


together with the 


su 


Iry not 
unex 


of 


1 


2997 


pended balance of the $10,000 appropriated in the act of March 3, 1888, for procur 
ing the assent of the Sioux Indians to an agreement therein specitied, may be 
expended in defraying the necessary expenses of procuring the f the 
Sioux Indians to this act as provided in the preceding section, and the same shall 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and be repaid 
to the Treasury from the proceeds of the sale of the land authorized by this act. 


assent « 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
third time, and passed. 


, and the amendments 
read the 


rHE TARIFF. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I feel it my duty toask unanimous 
consent of the Senate to redeem the promise that I made something 
more than a week ago to give some sort of answer to the speech made 
by the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. Beck]; and rather than interpo- 
late a speech into the bankruptcy bill, although I think that bill an 
exceedingly appropriate bill to precede some tariff bills, | ask unani- 
mous consent that I may occupy the attention of the Senate this morn- 
ing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from Vermont. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears nene 


Unanimous consent is given; and the Senator from Vermont wil 


| pro- 

ceed. 
Mr. MORRILL. Never was the old proverb more true than to-day, 
that ‘‘ Evil communications corrupt good manners.’ I hoy I am jus 


tified in claiming to be generally an observer of the rules of the Senate 
and do not make speeches on the tariff when a 
order of the day: 


} 


1] ‘ 
mii is the 


education | 
but my friend the distinguished Senator trom Ken 


n 





tucky a little more than a week ago set the bad example of making an 
irrelevant speech, and, like Dryden’s Alexander at the famous Persian 
least— 

Fought all his battles o'er again 

And thrice he routed all his foes; and thrice he slew the sl 

Che Senator’s ostensible excuse was thatit might be the only chance 

afforded to him ‘‘to lay before the Senate and the people the iniquities 
of the present tariff system of taxation.’’ My excuse is that it may be 


my only chance to lay betore 


of the Senator’s speer h. 


the 


Chis labor on my 


Senate and the 


part 


people the iniquities 


has not been sought 


but I fear even the Senator himself would th 


nK mer 





emiss in my aut 
if I were to omit that special Attention to which, from his recog ed 
ability, he is so well entitled. 

It is obvious from the abundance of his rather bitter epithets that 
the Senator starts out with a preconceived theory that the presen rift 
is wholly bad, and he seems quite ready, as a Brahmin would sav, ‘‘to 
helieve a plece ot sandal-wood to bea flame of fir ve n his fi nds 
like the Senator from Mississippi, compliment the ability and apologize 
for the chronic idiosyncrasies of the Senator from Kentucky, as follows: 

Right here in the speech of the Senator from Texas on yesterday the Senator 
from Kentucky | Mr. BeEcK] interposed, whose attent I have nodo was 
called to this debate by hearing the words ‘taxation for revenue for it seems 
the Senator from Kentucky dreams of revenue taxation for revenu 
‘tariff for revenue,” sees it in clouds hears it in the wind tis hisn 
lullaby, if I may so say and his last requiem at night 

This may be too flattering, but I can not have the ill-grace to with 


hold any part of it 
In view of the apprehended failure of the House tariff bill, the lel 
purpose of the Senator’s long and elaborate speech was to say 
House what Lady Macbeth said to her doubting and slow-going hi 
band 
But screw your courage to the sticking-plece 


And we'll not fail 


The Senator was very pronounced, even expert, as the ostentatious 
and self-constituted whip, at long range, of the other branch of Con 
gress, but whether or not that branch will accept with meekness and 
docility the discipline so vigorously administered remains to be seen. 
He served this rather stinging notice upon those ‘‘ 
Democrats:”’ 

Men who think— 


Said he— 


who think thev are 


they are Democrats,and take the position that the Senators from Vern 


Ohio do, will find but little comfort inside of the Democratic camp after the 
national convention meets 

And he further politely told them that *‘ sneaks and cowards never 
command respect. ’’ 

his means business. When the Senator from Kentucky holds the 
whip he always means business; and in a few days I| fear some parties 


will be @urt: in fact some have already been hurt, and now 


little comfort inside of the Democratic camp.’’ Diogenes was banished 
from Sinope, but he is said to have retaliated by condemning his 
cutors to remainin Sinope. Which was the severest sentence the world 
has ever been in doubt, and it may be, after the Democratic car ~ 
een purged of all those who do not take th s 0 1e Se ) 
from Kentucky, that those who remain *‘ will find b t 

fhe Senator dismisses old partners in a hundred ttles to 
and silence, as though he had all majorities at his ‘* beck a 
and then proposes at the national! convent se ( 
rudder and guide the shi I State wit uit é gy ot b t yf 
on which shall be inseribed the egend Kent ‘ 
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Senators will acquit me from having ever exhibited a willingness to 
make a party issue of the tariff question, which, being so interwoven 
with the general welfare of every portion of our country, I have been 
reluctant to appropriate, even its apparent advantages; but if our Demo- 
cratic opponents, bidding adieu to their earlier platforms and to the 
teachings of their ancient and most renowned leaders, choose to thrust 
this new issue upon us, they may rest assured that the conflict will 
be shunned, and that it may require all their reserves except in 
Kentucky, a State which may not seek the felicity in this contest of 
furnishing its full quota of combatants on both sides 

Last year a revision of the tariff was made, largely guided by the aid 
of a most intelligent commission previously authorized by Congress, 
ind yet before this revision has been in practical operation beyond a 
fraction of one year, with results yet unascertained and unascertainable, 
it is slandered, passionately denounced, and the purpose earnestly pro- 
claimed by the latest official organs of a great political party to make a 
sweeping and indiscriminate reduction of the tariff, applicable, right or 
wrong, to the great bulk of foreign imports. 


not 


This is to be done osten- 
sibly with a view to reduce the amount of revenues, and yet its advo- 
cates contend, or have contended, that revenues would be increased by 
a reduction of duties and the consequent opening of the doors to wider 
importations 

It is not to be done because American industries are in a prosperous 
condition and ready to suddenly meet greater foreign competition, for 
we have not wholly escaped the universal depression of business and 
trade which now vexes the whole world, but it is to be done, as boldly 
announced by sound of trumpet and bagpipe, to lift from an extreme 
exigency a political party, now for many years lacking the confidence 
of thecountry, a party which twenty-odd years ago was weighed in the 
balance, found wanting, and went out of power for reasons not need- 
ful to state, but which would now return to power by a general war- 
fare against the entire home industries of the country. 

The declaration without reserve is further made that what is now 
proposed is but an installment or the first step in the war, and that other 
far-reaching and more destructive campaigns are to follow. Should the 
war come up to the Democratic manifesto we may bid adieu to all new 
enterprises and those in existence may at once prepare their winding- 
sheets. The bane of American manufactures, resulting in untold losses, 
has too often been the lack of stability or the unending succession of new 
tariff laws, ever making capital distrustful and labor hopeless. The 
detects of tariffs doubtless sometimes require to be cured; and last year 
an appropriate remedy to our revenue laws was applied, as was believed; 


but before we are made certain of the healthful effects of the medicine | 


thus administered it is proposed by some doctors, suspected even by 
their friends to be quacks, toadminister a horizontal dose of the ‘‘ queer,”’ 
or a dose to give everybody a foretaste of free trade; and we need not 
wait to know what must be its effects, as it would hardly be less than 
general disaster, if not ruin, to the productive and business interests 
of the American people. 

Our own experience proves that the experiment of a blind horizontal 
reduction of the tariff is not only dangerous butintolerable. The coun- 
try. whenever it has been tried, has not endured it and will not. To 


It is now loudly proclaimed by leading Democrats that they must 
seize upon the tariff question and offer ‘‘a tariff for revenue only ’’ as 
the great political issue or the only St. Jacob’s oil with which to con- 
quer, because they have nothingelse. This is atleast a confession that 
upon all other matters the Republican administration deserves well of 
the country, and that there is no other vulnerable point open to attack. 
Before I get through I shall endeavor to show that the doctrines and 
traditions of the Democratic party were not always in harmony with 
this platform, which claims its sire in Kentucky, and its dam will be 
likely to be found in some other State. 

The Democratic party have always claimed that they have controlled 
the United States Government for the most part of the time during the 
first seventy years ofitshistory. But all the Presidents, without excep- 
tion, up to and including President Jackson, concurred in the general 
tone of encouragement and protection to those who should embark their 
capital and labor in manufactures. Even just prior to a second election 
General Jackson was not tempted to saya “tariff for revenue only,’’ 
but still clung to his idea of a ‘‘ judicious tariff.’ Mr. Dallas, in his 
report on the tariff of 1816, said: 

There are few if any governments which do not regard the establishment 
of domestic manufactures as a chief object of public policy. The United States 
have alwaysso regarded it. 

It is a significant fact during the earlier days of the Republic that 
the Committee on Manufactures in the House of Representatives had 
charge of tariff bills, conclusively showing that protection was a leading 
and prominent object, and confirming the parliamentary axiom that 
**the child is not to be put to a nurse that cares not forit.’’ The Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, by a resolution of the House December 22, 
1827, asked and obtained power to send for persons and papers, ‘‘to en- 
able them to determine with certainty and precision the true condition 
of those interests, and more especially of those manufacturing interests, 
which had preferred claims for protection to the national Legislature.’’ 

After receiving a large amount of testimony under oath the tariff bill 
was presented March 4, 1828, by Rollin C. Mallary, of Vermont, chair- 
man of the Committee on Manufactures, accompanied by a report writ- 
ten by Silas Wright, jr., of New York, a man whose fame, though he 
would not take the second place on the Presidential ticket with Mr. 
Polk, has no second place among the Democrats of that great State, even 
when challenged by a later generation. Such men as he lent a dignity 
and independence to the nation which we might not be able to supple- 
ment among those who by their commercial policy would reannex Amer- 
ica, as another prostrate Ireland, to the British Empire, and thus reduce 
the national prestige to the rank of a second-class power. 

The tariff bill of 1828, with compound duties, with specifics, with 
square yard and minimum duties, and all those grim protective features, 
now more irritating to the sensitive nerves of the ‘‘ revenue-only ’’ clan 


| than would be evenaScotch thistle, becamea law, when there wasa Dem- 


justify a change in the tariff the benefits should be large and substan- | 


tial, and certainly not capricious or partisan. It will hardly do to 
trust such changes to those who pay no deference to usage, no favor to 
labor or to invested capital, and who see no difficulties in any of the prob- 
lems of government, but fancy that a just and well-arranged tariff can 
be evoked in five minutes by the stroke of a pen. 

It has been proposed to take off 20 per cent. of the existing tariff upon 
every article from head to foot, luxuries as well as necessaries, with 
such exceptions as may have been found expedient to offer for a much- 
wanted vote, but going skin-deep everywhere and cutting to the bone 
in many tender places, in order to resurrect an old party and give it a 
new character, furnished with a new political catechism, as though its 
House of Representatives would not shipwreck even a newand the best 
character by its misdeeds before the end of the first session of its offi- 
cial career. The burden will lie heavily upon those who are seeking 


| cheaper. 


| of less price to the whole world. 


to bleed, more or less, every industry of the country, before the wounds | 


of last year’s tariff reductions are yet healed, to give some better rea- 
sons than have yet appeared for such a universal disturbance of labor 
and of capital. 

This horizontal 20 per cent. experiment was made in 1857, and at 
once became one of the potential reasons for the tariff of 1861. 
again tried at half the rate, or 10 per cent., in June, 1872, and was 
quickly repealed, or restored, in March, 1875. The method is that of 


It was | 


| 


the guillotine, and has nothing to recommend it but its brevigy. No | 


one but Doctor Sangrado, who practiced blood-letting for all ailments, 
could give it his approval Even the *‘ revenue-only ’’ inspired Senator 
from Kentucky, in his speech the other day, made this truthful and 
touching confession, and I want to give him this credit, perhaps my only 
chance, for it was the rarest gem in the speech. Said he: 

| admit that we have not been able to present a very satisfactory bill for 
relief from tariff taxation in the House of Representatives 


No; about as ‘‘satisfactory’’ as the jug of horse-medicine Sancho 


Panza mistook for old Jamaica, but, like Sancho, the Senator appears 


to have a well-drilled appetite, and is very earnest that the House shall 
take it without wincin 


| 


ocratic majority in both Houses of Congress, by the votes of such emi- 
nent Jacksonian Democrats as James K. Polk, Dutee J. Pearce, James 
Buchanan, Silas Wright, jr., Joel Yancey, Martin Van Buren, Thomas 
H. Benton, and Richard M. Johnson. These old full-orbed lumina- 
ries would now pale their “‘ uneffectual fire ’’ in the face of the primacy 
of the modern transcendent lights of free trade, who now threaten 
trembling non-conformists with excommunication—possibly a bigger 
bull than their latest tariff bill. 

The old-line Democrats, and I was trained in that faith, legitimately 
following Henry Clay, would no more have been expected to separate 
themselves from a protective tariff than that the earth itself should be 
divorced from the solar system. It is the cardinal principle of that hu- 
mane statesmanship which enables men to earn more and live better and 
It is the only policy which can make agricultural pursuits 
permanently remunerative. It is that system which largely increases 
the aggregate productions of manufactures and makes them, therefore, 
It diversifies employments, giving to 
the strong and the weak of both sexes greater opportunities for earning 
a livelihood, as well as for increasing their general knowledge. It offers 
a premium to skill and intelligence, and promotes all of the useful arts. 

There appears to be a sudden disposition upon the part of the new 
chieftains, I will not say bosses, of the Democratic party to throw over- 
board any Pennsylvania or other Democrat of the old regulation pattern. 
Vice-President Dallas, whose name once sweetened a Democratic ticket 
heralded with the strange device of ‘‘ Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of 
1842,’’ would now be told in a Democratic caucus of to-day to take his 
‘“*grip-sack’’ and be off with himself. President Buchanan, a life-long 
Jacksonian-protective-tariff Democrat, full of honors conferred by the 
Democratic party, crowned his political life by giving his Presidential 
signature on the 3d of March, 1861, to what has sometimes been called 
the Morrill tariff. 

The distinguished Senator from Kentucky looks forward with exulta- 
tion to the platform which the national Democratic convention at Chi- 
cago will adopt. ‘‘Adopt’’ is the proper word, for it is supposed to be 
already made in Kentucky, where all bourbon manufactures can be 
cunningly reproduced in the greatest old-régime perfection; and it is as 
thoroughly seasoned as could be expected after a bonded ripening of 
eight years. The Senator of course expects this platform to be of the 
Kentucky-only patent pattern. Butwhatif Virginiashould insist upon 
a tincture of iron? Or what if California or Florida should stick on 
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having some show in the timber? Or what if Louisiana should refuse 
to swallow it without a lump of sugar? Or what if Ohio, witha lamb- 
like utterance, should denounce the ‘‘Kentucky-only’’ platform as 
swinish, and ‘‘all ery and no wool’’? 

But the Democratic party has been an industrious as well as a ver- 
satile architect in the construction of platforms, calculated, like the 
old Farmers’ Almanac, for the meridian of Lexington, but expected to 
answer forthesurrounding country. They have been of different orders 
as the fashion of the times demanded. Sometimes the Doric, and then 
the Renaissance; sometimes Corinthian, and again the Queen Annestyle; 
but all, like my distinguished friend’s speeches, very miscellaneous, 
composite, and affluentin misrepresentation. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky can fix up the fashion and foretell what pieces of hard and soft 
timber, of leather and prunella, will be dovetailed together at Chicago, 
whether it will be a fish or a rooster or how long it will. last, he will 
have established his fame as high as any of the noblest figures which 
announce the direction of the wind from our tallest steeples. 

The new platforms of Democratic national conventions must here- 
after receive attention, however little consideration has been bestowed 
upon their previously buried offspring. 
speechof the Senator from Kentucky delivered on the third instant oper- 
ated as loud explosions are always said to upon deceased bodies in the 
deep waters®f the sea, and has brought to the surface the ghastly forms 
of the dead and sunken platforms of former days. Notwithstanding 
the ‘‘ ancient and fishlike’’ odor of which their decayed condition may 
furnish a hint, I hope to be excused if I venture to ask that these once 
loved relics shall not be wholly neglected by their surviving relatives 
and friends. 

Lest it should be supposed that I am not speaking by the book of this 
classic branch of Democratic literature, I shall present some extracts 
showing the quadrennial devotion of the Democratic party to inconsist- 
ency, never failing to court the latest popular breeze, believing that— 

Except wind stands as never it stood, 
It is an ill wind turns none to good. 

The Republican platform adopted by the Congressional caucus in 
1800—and the Democratic party now claims that it then bore the name 
ot Republican—contained as one of its planks the following: 


Encouragement of science and the arts in all their branches, to the end that 


the American people may perfect their independence of all foreign monopolies, 
institutions, and influences. 


This was a very broad and explicit indorsement of the principle of 
encouragement ‘‘ of the arts in all their branches,’’ and ‘‘ of universal 
independence of all foreign monopolies.’’ Before I get through it will 
be seen that the times change and Kentucky changes with them, but so 
much the worse for Kentucky. 

I have found no record of a national Democratic platform again until 
1836, when the Declaration of Independence, that all men were born 
free and equal, appears to have been adopted without any serious oppo- 
sition, though twenty years later its author was widely denounced as a 
visionary philosopher, uttering ‘‘ glittering generalities,’’ and nota word 
about the tariff; but a further solemn declaration was made of ‘‘ un- 
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In 1852 the fundamental idea announced was, ‘* That the Democratic 
party will faithfully abide by and uphold the principles in the Kentucky’ 
and Virginia resolutionsof 1798 and 1799."’ This they again solemnly 
repeated in 1856, and also resolved to hold sacred the principles of the 
Monroe doctrine. It is a subject of profound gratification to tind that 
the party hold anything as sacred. It is to be feared that they gener- 
ally adhere to the profane. 

In 15850 the platform of both wings of the party contained this reso- 
lution, namely: 


That the Democratic party are in favor of the acquisition of the Island of 
Cuba on such terms as shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain 

That is to say, the party no longer supported the filibuster General 
Lopez, but was willing to give millions in money to Spain for Cuba 
and its slaves. 

And the Douglas wing was willing to leave the question of slavery 
in the Territories to the Supreme Court, but the Breckinridge wing 
wanted outright the privilege to take their slaves with them to the 
Territories. 

In 1864 the Democratic platform set forth that ‘‘after four years of 
failure to restore the Union by the experiment of war’’ they demanded 
‘*that immediate efforts be made for a cessation of hostilities.’ 1 
think they have always been sorry that they said that. 

In 1868 their platform demanded the ‘* payment of the public debt of 
the United States as rapidly as practicable,’’ and also that ‘‘ when the 
obligations of the Government do not expressly state on their face, or 
the law under which they were issued does not provide, that they shall 
be paid in coin, they ought in right and in justice to be paid in lawful 
money of the United States.”’ Here they abandoned gold and silver 
and wanted the public debt to be paid in paper money. And the sixth 
resolution of the platform demanded ‘‘a tariff for revenue upon foreign 
imports, and such equal taxation under the internal-revenue laws as will 
afford incidental protection to domestic manufactures, and as will, with- 
out impairing the revenue, impose the least burden upon and best pro- 
mote and encourage the great industrial interests of the country 


From this lucid explanation of the great principles of the Democratic 


| party it is now plain that internal-revenue taxation is to be forever 


maintained—if they stick to the resolution of 1368—in order to afford 
incidental protection to domestic manufactures. 
In 1872 the national Democratic platform contained the following 
° 


| words: 


qualified hostility to bank notes and paper money as a circulating me- | 


dium, because gold and silver is the only safe constitutional currency.”’ 
That doctrine as an article of unqualified Democratic faith seems to 
have lost its sweet-smelling savor, and now the illicit miscegenation of 


the Democratic party with the Greenback and paper-money race has 


become so widespread and ineradicable that it has obtained some sanc- 
tion through the war powers of the Supreme Court. It may be ob- 
served that Democratic national platforms are perhaps intended to be 
good only for each season or until after the election, and, like cheap 
through railroad tickets, are destitute of holdover advantages. 

In 1840 the Democratic platform set forth— 

That the Constitution does not confer upon the General Government the 
power to commence and carry on a general system of internal improvement. 

This resolution was again and again repeated, though in the face of 
it the Illinois Central Railroad, with many other railroads, through 
Democratic support, received immense subsidies in land. Finally, in 
1860, both the Douglas and Breckinridge wings of the Democratic party 
declared that— 

The Democratic party pledge such constitutional government aid as will in- 


sure the construction of a railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest practicable 
period. 


This being special—only reaching across the continent, and not be- 
longing to a general system of internal improvements—had to be reck- 
oned constitutional; but how is it to be reconciled now to pretended 
Democratic hostility to corporations and monopolies? 

In 1872 the-party declared: ‘‘ We are opposed to all further grants of 
lands to railroads or other corporations,’’ and now appears to be unde- 
termined whether or not to withhold even what has been granted. 

In 1840 it would seem that the Democratic party was not so rigid in 
its discipline and tolerated some differences of opinion, and therefore 
resolved not to nominate any one for Vice-President on the ticket with 
Van Buren, because there was a ‘‘ diversity of opinion.’’ At this time 
Democratic platforms contained nothing about the tariff, or nothing more 
than general platitudes which might be accepted by anybody, as in 1344, 
when ‘‘the reoceupation of Oregon and the annexation of Texas”’ 


were 
ithe great American measures. 


| and transmit these best conditions of human happiness and hope 


That there are in our midst honest but irreconcilable differences of opinion 


with regard to the respective systems of protection and free trade; we remit the 
discussion of the subject to the people in their Congressional districts and the 
decision of Congress thereon, wholly free from executive interference or dicta 


tion. 


They no longer admit that ‘‘irreconcilable differences ’”’ 
**honest.’’ 

In 1876 the party put forth their declaration for ‘‘ a tariff for revenue 
only,’’ and in 1880 they made an important change, saying: *‘ We de- 
mand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue.’’ The 
order and sequence of the three pivotal words ‘‘ for revenue only”? or 
‘fonly for revenue’’ make all the difference as to which is the head 
and which the tail, or whether ‘“‘ revenue’’ wags ‘‘ only ’’ ‘only’ 
wags ‘‘revenue.’’ It would seem that the Presidential Democratic can- 
didate at the last election failed to find out; but, being perhaps in favor 
of ‘‘local option ’’ as to the liquor traffic, finally decided that the tariff 
was also a local-option question. 

The straight-out Democratic national platform at Louisville, in 1372, 
could not indorse Mr. Greeley, but went far to conciliate its protective- 
tariff brethern by the following: 

Resolved, That the interests of labor and capital should not be permitted to 


conflict, but should be harmonized by judicious legislation. While such a con- 


flict continues, labor, which is the parent of wealth, is entitledto paramount 
consideration. 


can now be 


or ’ 


Even Horace Greeley might have beencontent with this very tender 
resolution, and would not have spit on this part of the straight-out 
platform. 

The Democratic platform of 1876 declared their confidence 
publican self-government ’’ 


in re- 
—strange as it may seem—and ‘‘in the faith- 
ful education of the rising generation—that they may preserve, enjoy, 
we 
behold the noblest products of a hundred years of changeful history.”’ 

This was rather effusive, but must be construed to mean that the 
nation has some duty in relation to ‘‘the faithful education of the ris- 
ing generation;’’ if so, it was rather strange that the recognized leaders 
here of the Democratic party gave so little heed to this article of their 
faith in their speeches and votes upon the educational bill which re- 
cently passed the Senate. I fear they 
enjoy comfort in the Democratic camp. 

With this very abundant historical evidence of the utter untrust- 
worthiness of the modern Democratic party to construct past national 
platforms, what can be expected from any new fabrication ? 


‘The con- 
tidence of the people is not likely to be won by the on/y journeymen 
now employed. 


are heretics and may not long 


\ fruitful theme of ill-informed comment has been the supposed dis- 
crepancy between what appears to be the amount of the reduction of 
the revenue under the t T of 
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| 
or the first half, of the year, when no accuracy is possible, for the reason 
of the permanent difference in the general character and description of | 
the merchandise imported in the first half of the year from that which 
must be imported in the last half of the year. 

[hese importations also change from year to year, as may be seen 
from the years 1876 to 1883, inclusive, when there was but one change 
in the tariff, that on cinchona, utterly insignificant in amount; and yet 
the variation in the amount of revenue and of the ad valorem rates of 
duty on the tofal imports for each fiscal year were constant, and often 
larger than what has been erroneously represented for the first half of 
the present year compared with the year previous. To compare the re- 
sults of one tariff with another can only be done where the imports are 
precisely the same with the same classifications; but the imports are 
never the same, and the classification of the late tariff in some instances 
was changed by placing a lower rate of duty on common descriptions of 
manufactures and a higher rate upon finer and more luxurious descrip- 
tions. Still even a brief examination of the imports for nine months 
of the present fiscal year will show that the figures which have been 
formally paraded as the results of the first six months of the existing 
tariff are fatally unreliable, and that the reduction of the rates of duty 
has been many times greater than what it has been erroneously and 


persistently represented 


‘ 
1] 


Che estimated reduction of receipts by the change of the rates of duty 
on sugar was $15,000,000, and the estimate was based on the nominal 
reduction of rates, without taking into account any gain or increase from 
the application of the polariscopic test to the actual amount of saccha- 
rine strength in the classification of imported sugars. It now turns out 
that the polariscope has recovered nearly every dollar of revenue that 
was supposed to have been surrendered by the apparent reduction of 


the rates fixed upon sugar. Iam quite ready to confess that, for one, 
I did not take this very efficient fraud-detector into any estimate of 
mine, and it only shows the magnitude of the evasions so successfully 


practiced under former tariffs, and which all the vigor of the Secretary 
of the Treasury could not wholly overcome 

Under the tariff of 1583 an item of great importance, but which cuts 
no figure in public discussion, was the provision by which all charges of 
fees and commissions, as well as all cost of inland transportation, should 
no longer be added to the cost of imported merchandise. Of course this 
permits all merchandise subject to ad valorem duties to be put upon 
our markets at a considerable reduction of cost, and still may leave the 
apparent rate of duty higher than before this very important change 
was mack 

The almost universal undervaluation of imported merchandise, if we 
may give any credit to the long detailed statements of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, is another sickening element of uncertainty in all statis- 
tics relative to custom-house revenues 

In any consideration of the tariff of 1883 and of its reductions there 
is a further important fact to be taken into the account, and that is the | 
large number of articles which were made free and wholly exempted 
from duty In order to form a just and proper judgment as to what was 
really elfected by the work done on the tariff last year I have had the 
very competent clerk of the Committee on Finance furnish me with a list 
of the changes made, showing the increase or decrease of the rates of 
duty upon 7750f the about 1,100 items which it issupposed are embraced 
in the tariff. Of these 775 items, 63 have been taken from the dutiable 
and put upon the free list; and of the remaining 712 items, only upon 
75 has there been any increase of duties 

his increase is generally very slight, except the increase upon cham- 
pagne and other wines, which, though specific, would add much to any 
general computation of an ad valorem rate of duties, and also very 
largely increase the amount of revenue. This increase was made on 
motion of a Democratic Senator and unanimously agreed to in the 
Senate. From this statement the important fact appears that in the 
late revision, out of 1,100 items embraced in the tariff, more than half 
of the whole, or 637, were subjected to positive reduction, and 63 more 
were entirely exempted from duty. These absolute reductions vary 
from 5 to 40 per cent. on every one of this long list of articles, and they 
stand like a phalanx to dispute the flippant assertions of unblushing 
partisans that no appreciable reductions have been made, and should 
satisfy all reasonable men that the revision was honestly, intelligently, 
and faithfully made 
, if, as falsely claimed, there has been a large advance made by the act 
of 1883 of the duties on manufactures of wool, the data at hand do not 
show any appreciable falling off in the importations of woolen goods, 
which must of course follow from such an increase of rates. 

At an early day after the adjournment of the present Congress, not 
too long a time to test the existing tariff, if it shall appear that we are 
giving to the Treasury too much revenue, I trust that it will be then 
promptly reduced; but I also hope that any such reduction will be con- 
ducted by friends, and not by those who would slaughter the great in- 
dustries of the country and put the wages of labor here upon the level 
of those received by people who are compelled to support not only large 


standing armies, but also to support large standing aristocracies. 

rhe statement of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, quoted by 
the Senator from Kentucky, so far as it relates to wool and woolens, is 
wholly misleading, and can not be accepted or used as a just comparison 
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of the old and new tariff or of the results of the act of March 3, 1883, on 
these articles. The average foreign value of wools of the first and second 
classes has remained practically unchanged; and as the duty is now 
wholly specific, the decrease shown on estimated ad valorem rates is, 
therefore, very nearly equivalent to the actual removal of the 10 and 
11 per cent. ad valorem made by the bill. 

The present duty on wools costing 30 cents per pound is, for unwashed, 
10 cents per pound; washed, 20 cents per pound; and for scoured, 30 
cents per pound. For wool over 30 cents per pound, unwashed, 12 
cents per pound; washed, 24 cents per pound; and scoured 36 cents per 
pound. On the other hand, the duty on woolens is a mixed or com- 
pound duty, and the resulting ad valorem rates depend on changes in 
foreign values of the goods. These values are considerably less in 1883 
than for the period with which the comparison has been made in 1882, 
and they have been still further reduced by persistent and fraudulent 
undervaluations. These natural and artificial reductions have ap- 


| parently increased the ad valorem rates, when if the estimates could 


have been made on the basis of values of 1882 a larger decrease of the 
rates would have been clearly shown on woolens than on wool. It is 
not necessary, however, to consider any hypothetical conditions, as an 
inspection of the law discloses the fact that the reduction in rates on 
manufactures of wool is greater than on wool. If, however, it shall be 


| found that the wool-growers of our country need and canbe benefited 


by any proper amendmento: the tariff, it will have my cordial support 
The following statement, presented to the Committee of Ways and 
Means in March, 1884, shows the amount of reduction on woolen man- 


| ufactures in a general way as effected by the act of March 3, 1883: 


| On flannels, blankets, knit goods, woolen and worsted yarns, manufactures of 


worsted, &c., valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound, from 32.78 to 34.78 
per cent 

Valued at above 30 cents per pound and not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 
25.93 to 29.41 per cent. 

Valued at above 40 cents per pound and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 
23.53 to 27.06 per cent. 

Valued at above 60 cents per pound and not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 
from 23.53 to 26.08 per cent. 

Valued at above 80 cents per pound, the reduction ranges from 13.97 pet 
cent. on goods valued at 81 cents, to7.31 per cent. on goods valued at $1.50 
per pound 

On woolen cloth, worsted shawls, && 
Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, itJranges from 20.13 per cent 


on goods valued at 70 cents to 24.80 per cent. on goods valued at 30 cents 
per pound 

On finer and higher-priced goods valued at exceeding 80 cents per pound 
ranges from 7.31 per cent. on goods valued at $1.50 to 13.97 per cent. on 
goods valued at 81 cents per pound 


These reductions are all exclusive of the reduction produced by the abolition 
of the duty on charges and commissions, which is fully equal to a reduction of 
2; per cent 

Reduction in specific rate on— Pe 
All manufactures of wool, not otherwise specified 

Not exceeding 80 cents per pound . = : ° , . 30 

Exceeding 80 cents per pound ............... ‘ oD 
sunting ube eeteiidepemaind : . = : 5O 
Cloaks, dolmans, talmas, ulsters, and other outside garments for ladies’ and 

children’s apparel seonenne : , 10 
Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel, not otherwise provided for 
and skirts and skirting...................0+. sa ‘ doen ae 

Cloths, woolen shawls 

Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound - : . 20 

Valued at exceeding 80 cents per pound ; 0 
Dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and similar goods 

Valued at 20 cents per yard , : swene . 16 

Valued at above 20 cents per yard ......... 12 

Weighing over 4 ounces to yard —— au 
Flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods 

Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound ssaneeaeensnenns ee 

Valued at above 30 and under 40 - : . 40 

Valued at above 40 and under 60............ vous sauiiens 40 

Valued at above 60 and under 80.................. m_e 

Valued at above 80 ncnsipiaividiagditaeneiatiia peene ” oe 
Webbings of wool of all kinds.......................ccceeeeeees aaiiaaoe 7 10 


These are the unimpeachable facts of the record, and certainly show 
a very liberal reduction in all the specific rates upon woolen goods. 

Manufactures give employment to a great multitude of persons, widely 
distribute the expenditures, and enrich with their broadcast fertil’za- 
tion whole communities; but, with the capital very largely contributed 
and owned in small parcels, they do not often add to the number of 
millionaires. The importation of foreign merchandise, on the contrary, 
laudable as it may be, should not receive excessive favor and encour- 
agement, because it does build up colossal fortunes and makes no dis- 
tribution of its profits save among limited numbers and exclusively at 
the ports on the shore where imports are landed. 

New York is a wondrous city, and contains very many worthy men 
who have made princely fortunes in foreign trade. These men, to 
whom the whole interior country have always been tributary, are never 
brought into contract with another far greater number of artificers, the 
men who labor with their hands, though they live in thesame city. The 
dwellers on Fifth avenue know no more of those who live down town 
in flats and cellars than they do of their country cousins. And yet 
these artificers and workmen, according to the census of 1830, produced 
of manufactured commodities in the city of New York, and the annex 
of Mr. Beecher, sometimes called Brooklyn, the astonishing amount ip 
value of $650, 149,579; while the total amount of merchandise imported 
the same vear throughout the whole United States was no more, all 
told, than $650,149.579. Strange to say, the business of the latter mo- 
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nopolizes the chief attention, but all the toil represented by the former 
is by the world forgot. Still the world moves on, and it appears, even 
within the two cities referred to, that manufactures are produced of 
scarcely less magnitude than the entire foreign import trade of our 
whole country. 


The number of persons employed in manufactures in New York and 


Brooklyn in 1880 was 274,939. It would be entirely fair to say that 
at least two more persons were wholly dependent upon each of these 
for their support. That will demonstrate that 824,817 of the popula- 
tion of these cities have a vital interest in manufactures and the tariff, 
but their voices are silent among the ‘‘upper ten thousand,’’ and the 
importers are solidly represented here for free trade, 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury, April 1, 1884, to the 
House of Representatives furnishes conclusive evidence (in addition 
to the undervaluation of wool) of general and extensive undervaluation 
of imported merchandise when subject to ad valorem duties. He says: 

Che honest American merchant is precluded from importing lines of goods 
thus undervalued. 

It thus happens that when Congress enacts that the rates of duty on certain 
goods shall be 50 per cent. ad valorem it is found that perhaps only 30 or 40 per 
cent, is actually paid, according to the boldnessand skill of the shipper and his 
American agent in falsifying market values and deceiving the appraising offi- 
cers. 

This is the way in which fortunes are made in the foreign trade. 
These are the men who contribute money for the distribution of free- 
trade tracts. Whether by regular orders or by a system of consign- 
ments they effectually control the bulk of the trade, and native Amer- 
ican merchants find it impossible to compete with them. 

And yet the would-be free-traders of New York with their revenue- 
reform clubs, their dependent newspapers, and their great wealth as- 
sume to revolutionize the industrial policy of the nation and make it 
subservient to their exclusive aggrandizement. This may find a re- 


sponsive echo in Kentucky, but it will not among the workingmen of 


New York city, much less of the Empire State. 

It may be well to remember that 75 per cent. of the importing busi- 
ness of New York is carried on by foreigners, a large part of whom are 
aliens, who never intend to become citizens. 

Any country solely dependent upon agriculture will forever remain 
comparatively sparsely inhabited and be blessed with only limited fort- 
unes. Look at Turkey and Egypt. They are destitute of manufact- 
ures, without wealth, and are destined to be the prey of the strongest 
naval or military power, notwithstanding that their territories are easily 
defensible and that their people have the courage and religious fanat- 
icism which naturally produce the most formidable soldiers of the 
world. To these countries we might add others, like Ireland, India, 
and Poland, with all their labor confined to the soil and their trade 
monopolized by imperial powers. How poor they are all the world 
knows and sadly regrets. The Republic of Switzerland, on the con- 
trary, mountainous and sterile, is begemmed with manufactories, and, 
though surrounded upon all sides by ambitious nations which often 
wage wars of aggrandizement, yet Switzerland, brave, honest, and in- 
dustrious, maintains forever the independence of her people and the 
ownership of their mountain homes. 

Would the land of gallant Poles ever have been subjugated and dis- 
tributed by the Holy Alliance had they been anything more than a 
purely agricultural people? Let us confess that the late rebellion in 
the South of eleven States, occupying a territory nearly twice as large 
as that of the other twenty-four, would not have been put down, even 
so soon as four years, had there been no difference in the trained in- 
dustrial skill of the respective sections by which the superiority to re- 
pair and restore the wide waste of war was found on the side of the 
Union armies. It should be added that this difference with the disap- 
pearance of slavery is also rapidly disappearing, as are other differences. 
There are no controversial abstractions which now prevent a region 
abundantly supplied with raw material, with immense coal-fields, in- 
exhaustible mineral resources, and a whole race of laborers waiting to 


be employed, from as prosperous a career as awaits any other portion of 


the Union or of the world. 

Our farmers are always dependent upon the home market for not less 
than 92 per cent. of their products, and it is very rarely that there is 
a foreign market for even so much as 8 percent. of their products; and 
this foreign demand is uncertain and most likely in the future to be di- 
minished. In 1880 our exports of bread and breadstuffs, the largest 
we ever had, amounted to $288,036,835, but in 1882 they fell off over 
$100,000,000, and amounted in 1869 to only $53,724,154. Sometimes 
the exports have been even much less. The exports of provisions are 
subject to similar fluctuations. In 1881 they were large andamounted 
to $151,528,268, but fell off in 1883 to $107,388,287. These exports, 
it will be seen, are wholly unstable and unreliable, and no foreign de- 
mand occurs save when we are compelled to undersell the whole world. 

The production of wheat in India and Australia is already enormous 
and is rapidly increasing. Great Britain is almost the only nation whose 
consumption largely exceeds its own production. The acreage of Brit- 
ish India open to wheatculture is nearly illimitable, and Great Britain 
is bending every effort, by cheaper transportation through the Suez 
Canal, to obtain her chief supplies within herown empire. Forthe long 
future the prospect of a foreign market for the productsof the American 


farmer is by no means bright, and yet a constant and large increase of 
these home products of our farmers appears inevitable. With any such 
increase, and with no corresponding increase of demand at home or 
abroad, prices here must year by year tend downward 

The price of wheat in Chicago to-day is less than 80 cents a bushel, 
or at the lowest point ever reached for many years. The farmer’s hope 
therefore, and sole permanent reliance, is upon building upa greater and 
surer home market, by inducing larger numbers to find employment in 
manufactures, and thus to become regular consumers of agricultural 
products. If this is prevented by any ‘‘revenue-only’’ policy the pros 
perous days of agriculture in America are over, and the farmers will 
work hard and receive only half or two-thirds as much for whatever 
they have to sellas they have heretofore received. In America it is only 
the men who do not labor themselves who advocate the free-trade or 
revenue-only policy (dam Smith, in his Wealth of Nations, declares 
that— 


Whatever besides tends to diminish in any country the number of artificers 


and manufacturers tends to diminish the home market, the most important of 
all markets, for the rude products of land, and thereby to discourage agricult- 
ure. 

Other high authorities declare that capital carefully employed in 
manufactures by an agricultural nation increases in time the value of 
the soil tenfold. That there is much truth in these statements appears 
from a table published in a pamphlet of the Department of Agricult 
ure giving a statement of the local variation of prices of farm lands in 
different States, comparing manufacturing counties with agricultural 
counties. By this (see Table A) it is shown that land in California is 
worth three times as much peracre in the manufacturing as in the agri- 


cultural counties. Land inthe one manufaeturing county in the State of 


Delaware is valued at an average of $73.87 per acre, but in the other 
two counties it is valued at only $21.56 per acre. 

In West Virginia land is valued in manufacturing counties at $48.87 
per acre, but only at $12.18 in other counties. In Ohio manufactures 
decorate almost all parts of the State with thriving towns and villages, 
and land is valued high: but here, in what may. be called specially man 
ufacturing counties, it is valued at $67.85 per acre, and in other coun 
ties at $42.46. In Kentucky land is valued in manufacturing counties 
at $36.48 per acre, but at only $12.14 per acre in other counties. In 
Minnesota, Connecticut, Georgja, and other States land is valued in 
manufacturing counties at not less than double what it is worth in other 
counties 

Nearly all of the improved land in this country is cultivated by its 
resident owners, and they will not be slow to perceive the advantages 
which manufactures afford by increasing the value of their estates 
Kentuc ky has only to look across the Ohio to be convinced of these 
stubborn facts. 

It is no crime for men or a whole people to change their opinions, 
hough it is possible that the change may be to their own hurt. The 
opinions of the Marshalls and of Crittenden were once of high author- 
ity in Kentucky, and those of Clay were talismanie as well as conti 
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nental intheirreach. These renowned statesmen did not propagate the 
dry-as-dust doctrines of free trade, nor its equivalent to be found in the 
fleshless bones of a “‘ tariff for revenue only,’’ but a tariff which would 
promote home industries and preserve the fat of the land for their own 
people. This was the American system for which Henry Clay elo 
quently contended and fondly hoped to see adopted, not only by Kenr- 
tucky but by the whole country. 

Is it not time for Kentucky to reconsider the question and find out 
whether she has not made a mistake in turning aside from the policy 
and the lead of the great men who once adorned her history? Ifthe true 
destiny of the State, to which her most distinguished sons once pointed 
the way, has been restrained and dwarfed by the dogmas of a foreign 
and hostile school, I have no doubt that her great men of to-day, and 
they are now here, would willingly obey her mandate, accept of any 
new revelation as to what is just and expedient, and do their best to 
sustain a policy which would be likely to develop the abundant natural 
resources of their noble State, which have unfortunately so long re 
mained untouched 

My respect tor Old Kentucky is too great. to allow me to utter any- 
thing which would wound her sensibilities, though I would not let her 
people sleep while others seem to be distancing her in every decennial 
race; and I may be permitted even to ask Kentucky, with a soil, min 
erals, climate, and water courses unsurpassed, to look at her northern 
sister State of little more than equal size, and inquire how it is that 
Ohio appears in the census returns so much the greater State in both 
agriculture and manufactures if it is not that Ohio has extended a mors 
practical hospitality to manufactures? The population of these States 
in 1820 was nearly equal. 

In 1880 the farms in Kentucky amounted to 21,495,240 acres, and in 
Ohio to 24,529,226 acres, giving an advantage of only about 15 per cent 
toOhio: but the value of farm products sold, consumed, or on hand was 


in Ohio $156,777,152 while in Kentue Ky the value was no mo than 
$63,850,155, and the value of the farms was almost four times greate 

in Ohio than in Kentucky) [ will append a table (see Table B) which 
will show the productions of cach State, by which it will be se that 


Ohio produced a per nt more corn thar Kentuck four times 
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much wheat, six times as much of oats, four times as much of potatoes, 
and more than five times as much wool. Ohio had also more swine, 
twice as many cows and horses, and vastly greater dairy products. 

But it is true, as will be seen by the table, that Kentucky produced 
a little more, and perhaps better, distilled spirits than Ohio, and almost 
five times as much tobacco. This exhibit as a whole, however, ought 
not to fully satisfy Kentucky, and it is far from being compensated by 
her $75,483,377 only of manufactures when compared with the $348,- 
295,390 of manufactures produced in Ohio. The Mammoth Cave is 
one of the great curiosities of the world, but Kentucky should point 
with pride to something besides the works of nature, and, instead of 
urging an economical policy that will drag down Ohio, should urge 
that other more noble and beneficent policy which will elevate Ken- 
tucky to an equal splendor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from Vermont will suspend his remarks. The hour of 2 o0’clock 
having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. BECK I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
Senator from Vermont be allowed to conclude his remarks before the 
regular order is taken up 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam much obliged to my friend from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the Senator from Vermont be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. Leaving the regular order in its place 

The PRESIDING OFFICER And that the regular order be pro- 
ceeded with at the conclusion of his remarks. Is there objection? The 


Chair hears none. The Senator from Vermont will proceed. 
Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Kentucky grows indignant upon 


the question of keeping up war taxes in time of peace, and would seem 
to indicate that the interest on the war debt and pensions of Union 
soldiers can hereafter be paid without war taxes. It would be more 
pertinent to probe the question as to what party had made war taxes 
permanently necessary. 

The Senator indicates if his theory of a tariff shall be adopted that a 
demand will soon be made ‘‘ that a part of the necessary revenue of the 
Government shall be raised by a tax on incomes.’’ This, of course, is 
the auxiliary force which is to be summoned to help out the revenue- 
only policy. Let his allies take notice of the banquet to which they 
are to be invited. 

The Senator boldly claims that the $64,000,000 of taxes so properly 
levied on raw cotton should be returned to the South, and does not 
seem to be aware that a report of the Treasury long ago showed that 
little or none of this sum was ever paid by the South, and that if it 
were to be returned nearly every dollar of it would go into the peckets 
of Northern men in Northern States. 

The Senator also reiterates his stereotyped assertion that ‘‘ every 
dollar it is proposed to donate cost the labor of the country $5 before it 
reached the Treasury.’’ Of course he means that every dollarcoilected 
by a protective tariff costs $5. This is refuted by the judgment of the 
whole world, as shown by their adherence to the general tariff system. 
There is not a boy in his teens that will be deceived by the state- 
ment. 

The Senator for the fifth or sixth time repeats the words that ‘‘ the 
blanket worth $1 pays the same (duty) as that worth $5.’’ He will 
not see that he is wrong in his facts, nor will he find out that blankets 
are sold here at as low a price as anywhere in the world. He has got 
his tongue attuned to these words, and when he putsit in motion he can 
go off and leave it, feeling sure that the same words will come forth. 
As one of his friends told me, ‘‘ he seems to think he has found (in a 
blanket) a thing of beauty which is a joy forever.’’ 

The Senator very stoutly asserts ‘‘that if Mr. Tilden had been al- 
lowed to take his seat the tariff would have been promptly reformed on | 
a revenue basis.’’ 

To show how strangely the Senator misrepresents Mr. Tilden it is 
only necessary to cite what General-John B. Gordon, after a call upon 
him, sets forth as the real position of Mr. Tilden. General Gordon says: 
‘‘Mr. Tilden favored Mr. Payne as the most available man, but ex- 
pressed the opinion that he, too, would decline torun. * * * He} 
| Mr. Tilden} objected strongly to making the tariff the leading issue of 
the campaign, insisting that the true policy of the Democrats was com- 
prehended in the general term of reform.’’ It is significant that Mr. 
Tilden’s favorite candidate is Mr. Payne, an Ohio protective-tariff Demo- 
crat, and that he is also for keeping quite dark on the tariff as a leading 
issue. 


A tariff with incidental protection is a legitimate child of the fathers 
of the Republic, nursed and maintained by the principles of urgent 
expediency, recognized and enforced by the great leaders of American 
institutions, when all state protection was to be superseded, as incon- 
testably constitutional, and has resulted in the achievement of a na- 
tional prosperity and growth by the useful arts of peace unexampled in 
the history of the human race. 

It is sometimes claimed that this child, though having a constitu- 
tional and lawful birth, has now reached the age of maturity, when it 
should wrestle with and pit itself against the world, and is entitled to 
no further favors from its own family and home. Let it, however, be | 
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remembered that we started from the date when we were not permitted 
by colonial masters to make even a wool hat or a hobnail, while other 
peoples had enjoyed all the training and skill to be acquired in many 
preceding ages. Westarted as the merest tyros in manufactures, while 
all the master-workmen were domiciled in foreign lands. British artifi- 
cers were forbidden to go abroad, and if they went, were outlawed. 
It is true that we have made a most commendable progress; and were 
foreign skill and competition gauged by its standard of one hundred 
years ago we should, perhaps, ask no favors; but during the past cen- 
tury, while we have advanced, foreign nations have not stood still, and 
in the productions which require extended labor and what might be 
almost termed hereditary aptitude it must be confessed that we have 
no workmen of equal skill who can be employed on the low terms ac- 
cepted abroad. The difference of wages makes the difference, where 
there is any difference, in the price of merchandise here and elsewhere. 
That a wide difference does exist in wages no candid man will deny. 
At the very least this difference is 25 per cent. all over the American 
continent, and often 334 per cent. or over in all foreign lands. Free 
trade would compel Americans to do something like 50 per cent. more 
work or to accept of 50 per cent. less wages. There can be no other 
result. To this complexion free trade must come at last, and a tariff 
for revenue only is a twin-brother of free trade. 

The grandeur of our growth in agricultural and other industrial pro- 
ductions, in wealth and commerce, in learned and charitable institu- 
tions, compared with the foremost nations of the world, greatly and 
sufficiently vindicates the established American policy of raising a na- 
tional revenue by a tariff which throws a large share of its burdens 
upon foreigners and gives sufficient incidental protection to our people 
engaged in multiplying and greatly augmenting our home productions 
and the general comforts of life. 

The condition of laboring men and women here compared with the 
most favored conditions elsewhere shows the universal superiority of 
the thrift, intelligence, and sturdy independence of American homes 
and thoroughly refutes all charges against the policy of protection. 
Nowhere can the laboring man buy a shirt or a decent coat with less 
hours of labor than in the United States. Nowhere can tea and coffee 
be had at a less price; and nowhere can breadstuffs, butcher’s meat, 
and all the common necessaries of the household be had so cheaply; and 
nowhere is the family of the laboring man so much respected or better 
housed. 

Any change made in the tariff by which larger importations of foreign 
merchandise shall be made would supersede and take the place of the 
same amount of American merchandise, and the labor here employed 
in its production would remain idle or be forced into other avocations 
or have its wages put upon a level with the lowest grade of mankind. 
Ninety per cent. of all home consumption, it is fairly estimated, must 
be credited to those who labor with their hands. If productions are 
diminished they are to be the chief sufferers. If those now at work 
in mines, mills, and factories are driven into the field of farmers the 
increase of agricultural crops will diminish prices, and in the aggregate 
they will be of no more value than the present aggregate. The inex- 
orable law of supply and demand will forever regulate prices. 

If I have treated the positions of the Democratic party on the subject 
of the tariff with some levity, it is because some part of the discussion 
has been provocative of nothingelse. But I by no means underrate the 
gravity of the questions involved, and I profoundly regret that the vast 
business interests of the country, at a moment of almost world-wide 


| depression, should be subjected and subordinated to the supposed exi- 


gencies of a partisan and political campaign. 


TABLE A.—Local variation of prices of farm lands in eertain States. 
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TABLE B.—Ohio and Kentucky, according to census of 1880. 


Ohio. 


Kentucky 
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Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I will not delay the bankruptey bill by 
making aspeech. Iassure the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoar] 
that I shall not occupy over five minutes. It would perhaps do just as 
well when the bankruptcy bill is up for me to show that the present 
high protective tariff is driving the country into bankruptcy. 

I have listened carefully to the speech of the Senator from Vermont, 
in which he endeavored to annihilate me and disprove all I said the 
other day. He may have done so. He told a good many stale jokes, 
rung in Sancho Panza ard several old almanac stories, as well as some 
poetry. Of course he made some very unfavorable comparisons be- 
tween myself and some of the statesmen who represented my State in 
former days. I donot know what that has to do particularly with this 
argument. I charged and proved when I spoke the other day that all 
through the war, when that gentleman had charge of important tariff } 
legislation, he declared that those laws were only to be temporary, that 
tariff taxes were to be reduced as soon as the internal-revenue taxes 
then imposed were removed. I showed that they had been all removed 
fifteen years ago. I proved that in 1870 he said the protectionists had 
no right to claim lawful prize of protection when the internal-revenue 
taxes were then all removed. I proved that the leading statesmen of 
his own party all insisted that the tariff reduction he had promised 
ought to be made. I showed that the Tariff Commission was made up 
of men who were not only working in the interest of the manufact- 
urers, but that they allowed the manufacturers themselves to make up 
their own schedules, and that no relief had been given to the country. 
More than all that, I proved that he, at the head of a conference com- 
mittee, disregarded the will of the Senate and of the House, and im- 
posed taxes on all the people much higher than either House desired; 
that he did this against the known will of both Houses, and piled up 
taxes on the necessaries of life, in plain violation of his known duty. 

When I charged these facts upon the floor of the Senate in March, 
1883, he went into the cloak-room to avoid answering, and when he 
saw fit to engage in newspaper interviewing with his colleague [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], in which each abused the other and each confessed that 
they had done all that I charged, although he had seen fit to abuse me 
in that interview (which I do not care to read, for I do not care to put 
uncalled-for abuse on myself in the REcokD), 1 chose to defend my 
action here in my place and in his presence and again denounced the 
action of the conferees and proved all I said. 
as the grave as to any of those facts and charges. 

I supposed he would at least defend the action of the conference com- 
mittee; that he would show why he imposed a duty on common earthen- 
ware up to60 per cent. ad valorem when neither the Senate nor the House 
had thought of imposing such a tax, a tax farabove the high war tariff. 
I expected him to tell why he increased the tariff upon steel-rails much 
higher than the two Houses had agreed should be imposed; why he in- 
serted new clauses that neither House had ever seen into both the cotton 
and the woolen schedules, thereby largely increasing the taxes upon 
this people. He said not a word about these things, but he made com- 
parisons between Kentucky and Ohio, comparisons between myself, 
humble as Iam, and some of the great leaders who have had the honor to 
represent Kentucky in days gone by. 
answer to legitimate arguments. I 
them. 

He says Kentucky is not as great as Ohio in her products. Ken 
tucky is prosperous; Kentucky is happy; her people are contented, and 
he need not think that he can by any speech even make them discon- 
tented with her present representatives. If he wants to tell the people 
of Kentucky that they ought to leave me at home he might just as well 
save himself the trouble; they will attend to their own business in that 
regard and all others. 

He might have taken Vermont and Kentucky for the sake o! 


To-day he is as silent 


That is to go to the country as an 
shall not condescend to answe1 


Col 


ni 
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Kentucky 
in 1850 Kentucky had 
In 1860 Kentucky had 1,155,684 peo- 
In 1870 Kentucky had 1,321,011; Ver 
mont had 330,551. In 1880 Kentucky had 1,648,708 and Vermont had 
332,286—only 2,000 more people in 1880 than she had in 1870. He 
might have illustrated other things by picking out Vermont perhaps 
just as well as to have worked up contrasts as to growth between Ohio 
and Kentucky. 
I made a good many notes in regard to the Senator’s speech while he 
was making it, but in my judgment it is not worth answering, and 


+} 


therefore I have nothing to say now. 


parative growth. I might take them and compare them. 
in 1840 had 779,828 people, Vermont 291,948; 
982,405; Vermont had 314,120. 
ple,and Vermont had 315,098. 


SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY 

Mr. HOAR. 1 eall for the regular order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair Che 
untinished business of yesterday is now in order, being the bill (S. 1372) 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States. 

Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
tion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration to section 72. Section 72 will be read 

Mr. GARLAND. In looking over section 70 of the bill since we ad 
journed yesterday I am not exactly satistied with the condition in which 
it leaves the matter of review in district courts exercising circuit court 
powers. I offer an amendment, to come in after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
in line 12 of that section, which I think will fully cover the point that 
was suggested by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, 
which I have had some reflection since 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen 
ator from Arkansas will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 70, line 12, after the word ** 
it is proposed to insert: 


, resumed the considera- 


The Senate had proceeded in its con 


about 


dollars,’’ 


And if in a district court exercising circuit court powers, all rulings, when the 
sum in dispute exceeds $00, may be reviewed in the same manner by the cir 
cuit justice or the circuit judge of the circuit in which such district may be 

Mr. GARLAND. That covers the point suggested by the Senator 
from Mississippi, and which I answered yesterday; but upon reflection 
l am not satistied with the answer I gave then, and on comparing the 
general laws with the pending measure I propose the amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on inserting the words 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [MR. GARLAND]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. At the suggestion of the Senator from. Indiana, section 
59 was passed over to allow the consideration of the last clause in rela- 
tion to a judgment-roll. I have given very careful reflection to that 
matter since the suggestion was made. Section 79 preserves the rights 
of the creditors sufficiently, and I think it will be better to have that 
whole matter stricken out of section 59, because when it was inserted 
the fact that in some of the Western States a judgment becomes a lien 
did not occur to me as so serious a matter as it seems now on reflection. 
‘Lhis applies to all sortsof little debts; and of course a creditor in Maine 
may have his debt proved against a debtor in Oregon or California, and 
I think it is quite objectionable to have that merged in a judgment in 
the court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy, especially if the right and 
duty to issue execution for that debt should follow in that court. I 
therefore move to strike out from line 45 to line 50, inclusive, in the fifty- 
ninth section. 

The words proposed to be stricken out were read, as follows 

In case of the refusal of the court to grant a discharge to any bankrupt, the 
proof of debt filed in such proceeding shall be considered, for all intents and pur 
poses, as a judgment-roll, and like proceedings may be had forthe colle of 


such debt, less the amount paid thereon for dividends, as in the case of an ordi 
nary judgment 


ction 


The amendment was agreed to 
The reading of the bill was resumed and section 72 was read 


Mr. GEORGE. I move to strike out in lines 16 and 17 the words 
Performed within six months before the bankruptcy 
I do not see the justice of excluding this preferen e to servants and 


laborers whose work was done prior to the six months next preceding 
the bankruptcy. I think it is fair and just to them that their debts 
should be considered as preference debts to the amount of 5100 when- 


ever and wherever contracted I hope the Senate will strike out that 
limitation of time 
I wish to state in addition that it very frequently happens that serv- 


ints and laborers have claims against 


their employers for wages for 
work which was done by them more than six months prior to the bank 
ruptey. Ithinkit is but fairto strike out this limit, and allow the $100 


to be paid to them for work and labor, it makes no difference at what 


time, provided it is a valid debt against the bankrupt. 
Mr. HOAR. It seems to me this is a very liberal provision It is 
nlarged in liberality compared with former laws I hope the Senate 
1ot strike out the limitation of time 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
if the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. GrorG! 
Mr. HARRISON lam inclined tothink that the amendmer the 
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Senator from Mississippi is a reasonable one. If the preference is al- 
lowed to the amountof $100, I can not see that it makes any difference 
whether that $100 accrued to the laborer within six months or twelve 
months. Heis allowed to have a preference up to $100, and I think 
the Senator from Massachusetts should consent to strike out the six 
months 

Mr. SAULSBURY I shall be glad to see this amendment prevail 
provided the provision as to priority of debts is changed from the way 
it stands as re ported in the bill I shall be glad to see a preference 
given to wages over some of the other debts, as debts due the United 
States, or to the State for taxes, & Because it very frequently hap- 
pens that the services of theemployé of the bankrupt have contributed 
to the estate, and they are a class of men, laborers and clerks and those 
persons, W ho contribute to swellthe estate The assets of the bankrupt 
are very generally largely owing to the labors of these men. Under 
the laws of distribution of the States, when a party dies, debts due 
servants are among the first to be paid, and [donotsee why they should 
bee postponed to debts due the United States or to the States, because 
it very frequently happens, as I before remarked, that the services of 


these laborers or servants have contributed totheestate. They ought 
to be paid before some of these other claims that have priority by the 
bil I shall be glad to see a different arrangement from that contained 
in the bi I am perfectly willing to make these debts a preference 


after costs and ¢ x penses 


Mr. HOAR I think in the fourth clause of the section the first word 


debts should be stricken out before ‘*taxes:’’ so ds to read: 

Fourth. Taxes and assessments made under the laws of the State where the 
proceedings are pending, and debts due such State, when by the laws thereof 
su lebts have priority against insolvent debtors 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


rhe question now is on the motion of 

the Senator from Mississippi to strike out the words ** performed within 
six months before the bankruptcy,’’ in the fifth subdivision. 

Mr. HOAR I thought that had been agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER It has not been disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not make any question about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HOAR Now I move, in line 11, in the fourth subdivision of 
tion 72, to strike out the word ‘‘debts’’ before ‘* taxes.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. HOAR 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GEORGE 


** debts,’ 


SEC 


That being done, I move to strike out the word 
it the beginning of the third subdivision; so as to read: 


rhird. Taxes and assessments due to the [ 


nited States which have been 
proved 


Leaving out ‘‘ debts ’’ there as in the other case 

Mr. HOAR. It is the universal policy, I believe, of every State in 
this country and of every civilized government, and has been the uni- 
form policy of this Government from its foundation, to give preference 
as against insolvent estates, whether of deceased persons or living per- 
sons who are insolvent, to its own debts and taxes, which are presumed 
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to have been matters incurred for the carrying on of the Government | 


itself, which is the paramount necessity of all necessities. Now, it seems 
to me if that policy is to be changed it ought to be changed by some 
special enactment applicable to all cases alike. Why the United States 
should have its preference against the insolvent estate of every deceased 
person in the country and why it should reserve the advantage of hav- 
ing no statute of limitations run against it and all the other advan- 
tages, and then a Senator come in and make this little attack on the 
policy in a bankrupt law, I do not understand. I think that should 
be left to general legislation. I hope the provision will not be changed. 
If you remove the advantage of the United States you have also to re- 
move the advantage from the States. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator from Mississippi in making 
the motion to strike out the word ‘*‘ debts’’ had it in mind that it was 
necessary in order to put the State governments on the same plane with 
the United States Government now that the word ‘‘debts’’ has been 
stricken out in the fourth clause 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. But he is mistaken in that, because if he will read 
the fourth clause through he will find that debts due the States are 
preserved there. So the two clauses are exactly harmonious as they 


are now; that is, debts, taxes, and assessments due the State are pre- 


served: so that the striking out of the word ‘‘debts’’ in the fourth | 


subdivision did not make the disparity between the General Govern- 
ment and the States that the Senator seemed to think 

But I want to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to the words in the thirteenth line, which give these debts due the State 
priority ‘‘when by the laws thereof such debts have priority against 
insolvent debtors It may be that some of our States have noinsolvent 
laws at all, and have no provision on this subject. The operation of 
this language would be that if there was a State that had no provision 


in her statutes by which a debt due to the State should have priority 
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she could not claim it underthis law. The suggestion I wish to make 
is whether it would not be best to put this precisely in the language of 
the third subdivision: 

Debts, taxes, and assessments due to the State. 

I only make the suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. The phrase ‘‘due to the State’’ would not cover it. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true. 

Mr. HOAR. I should have no objection to amending it so far as to 
say, ‘‘to such State which have been proved,’’ which we say in the 
clause in regard to the United States. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that would do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Mississippi has been called away for 
a moment to the Supreme Court room. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, in the fourth subdivision of this section, to 
strike out the words *‘ when by the laws thereof such debts have priority 
against insolvent debtors’’ and insert 
the word ‘‘ State.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and also to the Senate one difficulty that occurs to my mind—perhaps 
the Senator will be able to explain it—in this connection with the fifth 
paragraph or subdivision of this section. 

Section 43 of the bill reserves to the bankrupt all the exemptions to 
which he may be entitled under the State law existing prior to the bank- 
ruptcy. The billalso protects liens in the nature of judgments or mort- 
gages which may have been perfected before the act of bankruptcy. 
But the fifth subdivision of this section seems to me to interfere with 
another class of liens provided for by the laws of most of the States, if 
not all. I refer to mechanics’ liens. These liens are to the entire 
amount of wages due and the cost of materials furnished. It seems to 
me if we are to preserve, as the forty-third section does, the exemption 
of the States to the bankrupt and we are to preserve the Tiens of judg- 
ment and mortgages, we should also preserve the liens that accrue under 
the mechanics’ lien laws of the several States. Now, unless there is 
something in the bill which makes provision for that further than this 
preference as to $100 of wages duein the fifth paragraph of the section, 
then of course there would be no preference to mechanics or laborers 
beyond the $100 here provided for. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill preserves all liens. I think I can find it. 

Mr. WILSON. I have not had my attention called to that nor have 
I been able to get my eye upon it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Section 42. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to make a motion relative to any change ? 

Mr. WILSON. lLIamsimply making inquiry now of the Senator hav- 
ing charge of the bill. This is a pretty important consideration, and I 
would suggest that the paragraph be passed over informally until we 
can examine it further and see whether the matter is provided for. 

Mr. HOAR. The paragraph the Senator calls attention to does not 
seem to me to touch his question. This is a matter of the preferences 
against the estate, not of the claims of priority, a totally distinct mat- 
ter. It is a dividend out of the estate. This is an additional right to 
the workman, clerk, or servant. If he has a mortgage or if he has a 
statute mechanics’ or laborers’ lien, this is in addition to that. Of 
course I do not mean that he would get it paid twice, but he would 
have a double election of the two remedies. The statute only conveys 
to the trustee such property as the debtor has and such property as the 
debtor has subject to whatever legal liens exist at the time of the first 
publication of the notice. 

Mr. WILSON. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi suggested this question to my mind, and I have not been able 
as yet to find in the bill a provision to cover it. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is any question about it the question would 
be removed by adding some provision at the end of the bill. This par- 
ticular section is not the place for it, because this is the section in regard 
to claims against the fund, not in regard to what property shall pass. 
The true way would be to add the same provision which was in Judge 
Story’s bankrupt law, that all existing liens except as aforesaid shall 
be preserved. That is the effect of the bill now. 

Mr. WILSON. _ This section provides for the priority of debts. 

Mr. HOAR. The priority of claims on the fund. It has no rela- 
tion at all to the right of a mortgage or a joint Owner or of a creditor 
having alien. That would be properly dealt with either by a general 
provision at the end of the bill or in the section which provides for 
what property shall pass to the assignee or trustee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wouldsuggest to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that it might be well to proceed with other sections, de- 
laying the consideration of section 72 for the present. 

Mr. WILSON. My suggestion was that that be passed over inform- 
ally until further examination can be made. 


The question is on the amendment. 


‘which have been proved,”’ after 





1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3005 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done. The next sec- 
tion will be read. 

Section 73 was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it necessary to pass over section 72, and 
I will reply now to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. Let me 
repeat that the section which we are dealing with simply provides after 
the assignee has converted this estate into cash—into a fund to be dis- 
tributed—in what order the various creditors shall have the fund paid 
out tothem. Thesuggestion of the Senator from Iowa is that he wishes 
to be satisfied whether the bill properly preserves from passing to the 
assignee at all, from his getting hold of it, the property, without first 
securing the rights of creditors who have liens upon it either by statute 
or mortgage. This section which we are dealing with does not affect 
that question at all. That is dealt with in section 42; and if any 
clearer expression is required it should be put in there to accomplish 
the Senator’s purpose. Section 42 says: 

That when a trustee has been duly appointed and qualified there shall vest in 
him, for the purposes of this act, all the property and estate of every kind, ex- 
cept as hereafter provided, which the bankrupt had. 

If the bankrupt’s property is the right to redeem a mortgage or an 
estate subject to a lien under the laws of his State, that is what vests 
in the trustee, and that is all. Then it goes on: 

And the estate in his hands shall not be subject to any liens, charges, or in 


cumbrances which, for want of record or otherwise, would not then have been 
valid as against the creditors of the bankrupt 


Implying that the liens which would have been valid against his cred- 
itors by the existing law of the State shall be valid against the trustee. 
But if so clear and accurate a lawyer as the Senator from Iowa thinks 
that that section is not clear, I will consent to any phrase which he 
shall put in, but there is the place to put it, and not here. 

Mr. WILSON. Lhavenodoubtofthat. AsI havealready remarked, 
my attention was called to the subject from the provision made in the 
fifth subdivision of section 72, and it seems to me that the provision in 
section 42 is not broad enough to reach it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is, but I will agree to put into section 42 
these words, or something equivalent: ‘‘subject to every existing legal 
lien except as hereinafter provided.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 74 will be read. 

The Secretary read sections 74 to 78 inclusive. 

Mr. GEORGE. At the end of section 78 I move to add: 

And in the meaning of this act no security given or suffered, and no payment 
made, shall be deemed unlawful unless it be a real preference; that is, unless 
it be for a greater part of the debt so paid or secured than the debtor was able 
at the time of such payment or securing to pay or give security on a!l his other 
debts, it being the intent and meaning hereof that an insolvent debtor may 
rightfully pay any credit or his pro rata or equal share of his assets or give like 
security out of the same. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that will not be adopted. It would very clearly 
overthrow the whole purpose of the act. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not see how that would overthrow the whole 
purpose of the act, unless it is the purpose of this act that when a man 
becomes insolvent he can not honestly and fairly do what this act is in- 
tended to make him do. I understand the whole object of this act is 
to require an insolvent’s assets to be paid out equally among all his 
creditors with certain exceptions allowed in the act. If that isnot the 
purpose and object of this act it is of no use to have any bankrupt act 
at all. The object of the amendment is to allow an insolvent to do 
voluntarily of his own motion that which this act is intended to make 
him do. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator intend that a man who is able to pay 
70 per cent. only of his debts may pay that 70 per cent. to a few of his 
favored creditors, putting them beyond risk, and then go on at the risk 
of his business, leaving the others to get their pay or not as his future 
business turns out? That is the effect of the amendment as | under- 
stand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in answer to the question of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts I will say that I mean to allow an insolvent 
stillto bea man. I do not propose, if I can help it, to have a law en- 
acted which prevents a citizen doing honestly, fairly, that which this 
act is passed to make him do. It seems tome to be an anomaly in juris- 
prudence to pass an act to secure a result from a party before the cout 
when that very result is prohibited to be done by the agency of the 
party himself. I understand that the object of a court of justice is this 
and no more—to compel a party brought before it to do that which he 
will not do willingly of himself. The object is tosecure a remedy against 
him for his own default for his refusal to do that which the law re- 
quires him to do. 

In further answer to the question propounded by the Senator from 
Massachusetts I have this to say: It is impossible for a man, solvent 
or insolvent, to make a payment to anybody without giving him 
preference, unless he can get all his creditors together at one time and 
at one place, and hand to each of them his share of the money. If he 
pays one to-day, that is a preference over the man he pays to-morrow; 
or if he pays one at 12 o’clock it is a preference over the man whom 
he pays at 1 o’clock on the same day. 





I think this is one of the reasons why bankrupt laws, as was so fully 
proven to the Senate by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] 
and by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] at the last session, have 
all the time proved ineffective and destructive. What does a bankrupt 
law aim at? It wants the man in debt to pay out to each creditor his 
fair share of his assets. You pass a law for that purpose; you create 
an expensive machinery for that purpose; thirty-odd officers are salaried 
out of the United States Treasury for that purpose; large costs are in 
curred for that purpose; and yet in the very law intended to secure that 
thing you prohibit the man trom doing it himself without cost to any- 
body. 

Of course the debtor takes the risk in making a payment that he does 
not pay too much; he takes the risk of violating the provisions of this 
proposed act in reference to unlawful preferences. If he gives more to 
one than he is able to give to another, and if he violates that rule by 
giving more to one than he does to another, he incursthe penalties im- 
posed by this measure. But suppose he does not do it; suppose he is 
honest; suppose he undertakes to carry out the intent and purpose of 
this act; he is insolvent; is there any inexorable law or policy that re- 
quires the debtor to go into the bankruptcy court and let the court do 
for him what the law will not allow him to do for himself and for his 
creditors? I can not see it, sir. 

Recurring again to the proof brought here mountain-high by the Sen 
ator from Arkansas who sits to my left [Mr. GARLAND] and the Sen 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] at the last session, that all bankruptey 
laws both in this country and in England to the present time have been 
miserable failures, have resulted in simply taking the assets of the un 
fortunate and squandering them inadministration; looking at that proof 
is there anything resulting from the past history of bankruptcy laws 
either in England or in this country which should make us hasten to 
take from a citizen his property when he has done nothing wrong with 
it, when he does not propose to do anything wrong with it, when he 
actually proposes to do exactly what the bankrupt law requires him to 
do, and that it shall take from him the mastery and ownershipand con- 
trol of his property, giving ittowhom? Giving itin the first place to 
a court, a court with all of its machinery, the judge learned in the law 
as he may be, but with his agents and withall this expensive machinery 
Is not a court the last thing in the world to intrust with the transa 
tion of such business? It is very competent to decide a question of law 
or a question of right between A and Bb, and to render a judgment 
against a party who is in default in the performance of a legal duty 
But this bill goes beyond that. This proposed law makes the court a 
business concern. It undertakes to transfer to it and to its control and 
management large amounts of property I say there is no machinery 
conceivable which is honest so likely to produce less good results than 
the management of an estate by a court 


There have been two theories in bankrupt y laws heretofore One 
was what was called the official or court management. That proved a 
failure. The other was a management by the creditors. That proved 
a failure. Everything has proveda failure to the present time. Noth- 
ing has been satisfactory. The bankruptcy court has been but a mill 


through which were ground out large fees and perquisites and emolu- 
ments to those who managed it, robbing the debtor and paying nothing 
or next to nothing to the creditors. 

Now, why can we not change that? Why can we not allow something 
to the citizen, to the debtor who must manage his own business in the 
ordinary time? You can not transact the business of this country through 
courts, through commissioners, through supervisors. It is the energy, it 
is the pluck, it is the good sense of the various citizens of this country 
ho are pursuing their own callings which make this country great and 


prospe rous, 


W 


Che bill as now framed proposes to step in as to all those who in the 


pursuits and business of lite have tallen a little behind, because undet 
this bill the debtor is insolvent if he can pay only 98 cents on the 
dollar; he is insolvent if he can not meet all his debts. Under the 


bill he not only must be able to meet all of his debts in 


time, but he must be able to meet them on the very day, or within 


thirty days after the time for payment. That is the definition given 
by the Supreme Court in the case referred to by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yesterday, as the meaning of insolvency, and you have not 
changed the meaning of that by putting the word ‘‘ actually before 
insolvent. I suppose if aman is insolvent he is actually insolvent. It 


only means that he is really insolvent. 

There is no definition here, as was contained in the bill reported from 
the Judiciary Committee last winter by the Senator from Kansas [| Mr 
INGALLS] defining what is insolvency [t happens under this bill that 
when a man has not paid his commercial paper within thirty days, al 
though he may be amply able to pay it, he can not do that thing he 
ought to do, he can not pay anybody anything, he can not make an 
honest division of his assets, but he must go into the bankruptcy court 
and turn over his property there, and let it be squandered as it has al 
ways been both in England and in this country under any 
system which has ever been devised 

Instead of enacting laws to compel men to go into bankruptcy when 
they want to do right, and have done nothing that is wrong, I should 
like to see laws passed to enable them to do right, to do that which 
the bankruptcy law is intended to compel them to do without for 
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them unnecessarily into court 


I can not understand the guardianship 
assumed by the bill over 


the unfortunate debtor who has done no 
wrong, who proposes to do no wrong, who proposes to do exactly what 
the bill requires to be done—not requires him to do, but requires to be 
done by the action of a court. 

Mr. BAYARD. Would it interrupt my friend for me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. He has omitted the very thing to which the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] drew the attention of my colleague 
[Mr. SAULSBURY] yesterday, that before any of this coercion can be 
applied to a debtor he must be at the time actually insolvent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whatis ‘‘ actually insolvent?’ It just means that 
he can not pay his debts at that time. 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh, no. I will not give the definition of actual in- 
solvency, but I suppose—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Can you draw a distinction between a man who is 
insolvent and one who is actually insolvent ? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
in half a dozen decisions. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is found in the decision of the Supreme Court in 
Toof vs. Martin, cited by the Senator from Arkansas on yesterday. 

Mr. BAYARD. But the definition of actual insolvency is not that 
amanata given moment can not meet any pecuniary obligation. There 
may be outstanding credits due him which will soon enable him to do 
so. There is scarcely a momentin any man’s life at which he may not 
be so caught that there could not be an immediate cash payment of his 
debts. That is not a case of actual insolvency. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill gives him thirty days in which to pay, I 
will state tothe Senator from Delaware. I intend tooffer an amendment 
and see how that will be voted on, taken from the bill reported by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLSs], in which insolvency, is defined, 
and we will see whether in the sense of the Senate that will be the rule, 
or the rule laid down as quoted by the Senator from Arkansas yester- 
day by the Supreme Court of the United States in Toof vs. Martin. 

But, sir, it makes no difference to the argument lam making whether 
the party be insolvent technically by want-of ability to meet his debts 
on the day named or within thirty days thereafter, or whether there be 
an actual deficiency of assets to meet his liabilities; I still stand on the 
ground that here you find a man who has committed no fault, who by 
misfortune, by fire, by shipwreck, by unfortunate speculation, by the 
failure of men who are indebted to him, has become unable to meet his 
debts, and then when he proposes to do exactly what this bankruptcy 
law is to be passed to secure to be done, you say to him, ** You havecom- 
mitted an act of bankruptcy,’’ or, in other words, that which is honest 
and right if done by the bankrupt court with the bankrupt’s property 
is dishonest and unlawful if done by the bankrupt himself. 

Is not that a very singular result of legislation? You hound the 
man by tying his hands into the commission of an act of bankruptcy, 
and take from him the control of his assets when he means todo, when 
he is actually doing, with those assets exactly what the bill says ought 
to be done with them. 

Mr. President, I think the amendment ought to be adopted. It may 
destroy the theory upon which the bill is founded; I do not know about 
that. It will not destroy the most essential and proper theory upon 
which it is founded, and that is the securing of an honest, equal, and 
fair distribution of the assets of an insolvent debtor among his credit- 
It will not destroy that. It will promote that, and will secure a 
larger dividend than will remain after it has been wasted and squan- 
dered either by accident or design in its administration through a bank- 
ruptey court 

Chere is another amendment akin to this to which I had as well call 


ors 


attention right now, which I suppose would be counter to the theory of 


a bankruptcy law as understood by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
To what theory of that law is it counter? It is not counter to the 
theory of having an honest and fair division of the assets of the debtor 
among his creditors, but only counter to the theory which has proved to 
be the bane of every bankruptcy law which has ever been passed, that 
the court and its officials, its registers, its clerks, its trustees, its commis- 
sioners, and itssupervisors are better managers of the estate of an individ- 
ual than the party is himself, and that nothing can be done by a man who 
is either technically or really insolvent in the way of carrying out the 
very end and aim sought, a bankrupt law itself. If the Senate and the 
country want a bill passed which will deprive a citizen of his natural 
and legal rights over his property when he does not propose to do any- 
thing wrong about it—if that is the theory of the bill, I think the sooner 
we abandon it the better, if we can not get up a theory that is more 
consistent with the rights not only of the debtor himself but of his cred- 
itors 

Mr. HOAR. The bill only prohibits a payment by a debtor with in- 
tent to prefer. He must, in order to have the payment illegal or an 
act of bankruptcy, mean to prefer one creditor over another. That is 
the bill now. The Senator comes in and moves to have inserted in it a 
declaration that if he pays 75 or any other per cent. of his debts to one 
creditor and is able to pay others as much, whether he is willing or 


not, that shall not be an act of bankruptey, and shall not be prohibited. | ness. 
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I suppose the definition of insolvency can be found | 


| he has is put upon an exactly equal footing. 
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That would leave the debtor who can not pay 100 percent. on the dol- 
lar at liberty to cheat all his creditors but one and to prefer that one 
without having the act prohibited or an act of bankruptcy. 

Everything that the Senator in his argument says ought to be ac- 
complished isaccomplished now. The effect of his amendmentis simply 
to give a debtor a chance to cheat, as I understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator ismistaken about the bill. The pref- 
erence of an insolvent trader given to an individual is not the only 
ground upon which he can be put into bankruptcy. ; 

Mr. HOAR. The payment we are talking about is only with intent 
to prefer. That is the only practical thing here. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand; but if he paysa creditor and does not 
pay anybody else, then he is still liable to the others, to be proceeded 
against under your thirty days’ clause, and he can be put into bank 
What I am aiming atis that the payment of a particular sum 
which he would be able to pay to everybody else shall not of itselt 
constitute an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not now under the bill, unless it is done with 
the intent to prefer. That is the answer to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the bankruptcy courts would hold, because | 
come to that now, and they would be still authorized to hold, that any 
payment which does prefer was done with the intent to prefer. The 
Senator is very familiar with the rule of law which says that a man is 
supposed to intend to do what he does do, and if it does operate, as every- 
body sees it will, in giving this man a préference, that is not a prefer- 
ence in amount but a preference in time, then the intent is conclusively 
presumed. 

But to go back to section 33, to another amendment which illustrates 
itself, there is a provision in this bill which prohibits an insolvent 
debtor from making an assignment of his property with or without pref- 
erence. A man finds himself insolvent; he finds himself unable to pay 
his debts, and he proposes to do exactly what the bill requires a court 
todofor him. He makesan assignment, by which every single creditor 
That ought to satisfy 
everybody; but no, that of itself is made an act of bankruptcy, and the 
assignment itself is declared to be void. 

It seems that when a man becomes insolvent under this bill nothing 
can be done unless it be done in and through and by the agency of the 
bankrupt court. Mr. President, I have said that was an off-hand 
anomaly, as compared with other proceedings in this country—not 
anomalous in a bankrupt law, for it is in nearly all of them, [ believe, 
and it-has been the bane and curse by which all of them have proved 
failures—stopping and making a court and its incompetent officials the 
managers of private interests and depriving the owner of the right and 
power of control. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment o1 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to section 78 

Mr. INGALLS. That amendment is “fearfully and wonderfuily 
made.’’ I hardly think the Senator from Mississippi would desire, even 
if his ideas were to prevail, to have that amendment incorporated as a 
part of the statute. There is, in the first place, a declaration of th« 
intention of the act, and that is followed by an explanation of the mean- 
ing of the first part of the amendment, and the whole closes with a 
further declaration as to what the true intent of the meaning of both 
the preceding paragraphs is. 

Iam not sure that Iam not partially in sympathy with the views 
expressed by the Senator from Mississippi, but I should be unable, 
under any view of the case, to give my assent to an amendment that 
was so peculiarly and inartificially drawn as that which he has sub- 
mitted. Ithink the best thing that can be done with it would be to 
let it lie on the table. . 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the amendment does unusually de- 
clare the true intent and meaning of the act, but that is sometimes done, 
and it is very necessary to take all these precautions against the dispo- 
sition, as I know it will exist, on the part of some persons engaged in 
the administration of this law to rule everything the other way. As 


| the Senator from Kansas thinks well of the idea embraced in the amend- 


ment, I shall be glad to withdraw it and accept one drawn by him 
artificially and in proper form. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. INGALLS. Imovetostrike out of section 78 the last paragraph, 
between lines 38 and 43. Let the part proposed to be stricken out be 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The question is on the amendment 


If a debtor shall, directly or indirectly, pay money or transfer property to an 
attorney-at-law for the services to be rendered him in bankruptcy beyond a 
reasonable retainer, and thereafter becomes bankrupt, such payment shall be a 
preference, and the trustee may recover the amount by summary process. 


Mr. INGALLS. This paragraph appears to me to be a blow aimed 
directly at the legal profession, and I think it would in any event be 
inoperative. I should be unwilling to impose any limitation on the 
amount of fees that a merchant might see fit to pay an attorney for the 
advice and assistance he might give him in the transaction of his busi- 
The words ‘‘ reasonable retainer’’ are soindefinite and vague and 
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nebulous that it would be impossible to obtain anything like a satis- 
factory declaration ultimately of what they meant. A ‘‘reasonable re- 
tainer’’ in one section of the country might mean one thing and in 
another another. Of course, if there is any transfer of property to an 
attorney or to anybody else in advance of the initiationof the proceed- 
ings that amounts in the estimation of the officer holding the position 
of judge to a preference, it will be set aside. 1 trust the Senator from 
Massachusetts will see the impropriety of attempting to limit the amount 
of attorney’s fees thata merchant might pay for counsel and assistance, 
especially if he were in desperate or dangerous circumstances. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose a little later than the Senator from Kansas with 
a view of making the same motion which he has made. I think all that 
the clause is intended to accomplish is accomplished without it; that 
is, if there were a colorable or pretended conveyance of property to an 
attorney under pretense of paying him for services but in reality to 
transfer the property to him, the law would break that up, and the 
juries to whom that question would be submitted would apply the law 
with entire strictness. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether this was not the object of this provision, and whether there was 
not perhaps a reason why it should be retained. This is not to pay for 
services rendered; it is to pay for services to be rendered in connection 
with the bankruptcy proceedings. That is, a person contemplating 
bankruptcy, voluntary or involuntary, and expecting litigation with 
creditors, some attacks upon his transfers or opposition to his discharge, 
undertakes in advance of the adjudication in bankruptcy to make an 
arrangement with his counsel, and to transfer property to him which 
shall pay him for all the services to be rendered in resisting the credit- 
ors or in proceedings to be instituted by the creditors. It seems to me 
there was abuse under the operation of the old law, and I think I have 
known some cases where there was an abuse which this provision would 
correct. It is not a preference, because the debt does not exist to the 
attorney. It is a contract made then with a stipulation for fees to be 
paid for services to be rendered, and the general provisions of the bill 
with reference to preferences would not affect such a contract at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that such contracts as the Senator describes 
ought to be permitted; that is, the bankrupt who is to be stripped of 
everything except the exemption which is made ought to have the right 
to engage counsel to look after his legal rights in the transaction and to 
pay-them, and he ought to have the right to pay them more than a re- 
tainer. He ought to have a right to pay for the service; otherwise he 
can not get the service; he is left of all mankind without counsel. The 
evil which has existed must certainly be guarded against by a proper 
administration of the law. Ifthe bankrupt has made to a lawyer more 
than a fair price for such services as are fairly to be expected the trustee 
may sue the counsel, as he would under this clause, without thisclause, 
and the jury would give him back the whole or the excess above what 
is a reasonable and just equivalent for what the bankrupt ought to 
have a right tosecure. Itherefore hope the clause will be stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will be observed further that this clause also 
provides that if the payment is beyond a reasonable retainer in the 
judgment of the commission, or supervisor, or judge, this payment is 
a preference, and the trustee may recover—what? Notthe excess above 
a reasonable retainer, but he may recover the entire amount; that is, 
the transaction may be an entirely just one, it may be a reasonable one, 
the contract may be such as ought to be sustained; and yet if in the 
judgment of the commissioner, or supervisor, or judge, it is more than 
he thinks the attorney ought to have been paid, larger than would have 
been a fair compensation for professional services, it is to be entirely set 
aside and the whole amount, leaving nothing whatever for payment for 
the attorney’s fees for services that have been rendered, is to be recov- 
ered back by a quasi-criminal proceeding. I do not think that 
graph contains any provision which ought to be retained. 

The PRESIDING GFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLSs] to strike out the 
last clause of section 78. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 79 to 83, inclusive, were read. 

Mr. HOAR. I was notaware that the Senate had got past the second 
sentence of section 82, and I should like unanimous consent to make 
there a grammatical change simply. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). 
be no objection, the Senator may propose his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Section 82 limits the false and fraudulent statements 
which are to affect the discharge to such statements made in writing 
and signed by the bankrupt, to prevent the pressure upon him by un- 
founded charges of fraud sworn to by witnesses. I move, after the 
word ‘‘ made,’’ in line 15, to insert the words ‘‘in writing;’’ and then 
after the word ‘‘statement,’’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘ subscribed by 
him;’’ and then to strike out ‘‘ which statement shall be made in 
writing and subscribed by said bankrupt,’’ in the sixteenth and sev- 
enteenth lines; so as to read: 


para- 


If there 


Or if he has within one year before his bankruptcy knowingly made in writing 
any false and fraudulent statement, subscribed by him, to any person or persons, 
and made for the purpose of being communicated to the trade, &e. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 84 to 88, inclusive, 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to offer an amendment tocomein at the end 
of section 85. I ask unanimous consent to offer the amendment now 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to return to section 85 in order that 
he may offer an amendment thereto. 
hears none. 

Mr. GEORGE. 

And no debt shall be released by a discharge which may be due by any bank 
or individual for deposits or loans, either with or without interest, when such 
bank or individual has within twelve months before suspension or assignment 
for the benefit of creditors used its deposits or assets or any part thereof in buy 


ing or selling futures in any commodity whatever, or has loaned the same to 


any person orcorporation so engaged, or having reasonable ground to believe 
that the borrower would so use it 


is on the amendment 


were read. 


Is there objection ? The Chair 


My amendment is to add to section 85 


or where such bank or individuals, being 
solvent, shall have still continued to receive deposits or loans, or shall have 
misled in any way any depositor or lender as to his insolvency. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to examine that carefully, which T can 
not do just at this moment; therefore if the Senator will not regard it as 
discourteous I will withhold consent to going back and ask him to leav« 
it until we get to the end of the bill. It is understood that that isthe 
same amendment in substance as that of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN]. It relates to the same matter 

Mr. GEORGE. It embraces some other things. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will let it lie until we get to the end ot 
the bill, very well. Letit be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the amendment be printed, because it 
volves some principles that ought to be examined carefully 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move in section 87, line 

‘ within two years after it passed.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
section 87? 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought it had just been read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 88 has been read and section 
89 wasabout to be read when theSenator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORG! 
interposed. 

Mr. HOAR. There will be no objection to going back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to going back to 
section 87 for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Kansas? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out, in line 3, section 87 
‘* within two years after it passed;’’ so as to read 


in 
The amendment will be printed and 
3. to strike out the words 


Is there objection to going back to 


the word 


That the order granting a discharge may be reviewed and annulled by th: 
judge in bankruptcy of the same court, upon the written application of any 


creditor or creditors whose debts, amounting to not less than $250, would be 
barred thereby. 


This section provides for the review of a discharge ‘‘ upon due notice 
and hearing and satisfactory evidence that such order was obtained by 
fraud or perjury, or that the bankrupt failed to surrender all his un 
exempt property, or influenced the action of any creditor in respect to 
said discharge or to a composition by any payment or promise contrary 
to law, and that such fraud, perjury, or illegal act was not known to 
said creditors in season to be availed of in opposition to such discharge 
unless it was in fact put in issue and tried in good faith, upon the ob 
jection of other creditors, before the discharge.’”’ 

I doubt very much the propriety of imposing the bar of a statute ot 
limitations to any attempt to review based upon fraud and perjury. =! 
believe that so long as the life of manendures, if it can be made to ap 
pear satisfactorily to a court that adischarge in bankruptcy was obtained 
by fraud and by perjury, it ought to be set aside, and that no law is 
justifiable which says that the intervention of a space of time so short 
as two years shall prevail as a successful interposition of fraudand pe 
jury against the rights of creditors. I hope the Senator from Massa 
chusetts will see his way clear to permit this amendment to be mad 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, of course no lapse of time, if it were a 
thousand years, ought to give effect to fraud and perjury; but at the 
same time it is necessary to consider the liability to mistake in the t1 
bunal to be satisfied. It is not the case of a man contesting with a sir 


} 
gle 
creditor or asingle enemy; it is a case where the interests of a thou 


sand or sometimes of many thousands, often many hundreds, are con 
cerned against one man. The debtor may have a vast number of cred 


itors; his debts may grow out of the failure of some bank in which he 
isastockholder, and the stockholder’s liability may apply to him created 
by our statutes. I suppose there is one very well-known case in the 
country now being settled, where the number of creditors must be con 
siderably more than a thousand. Now, to have the debtor exposed all 
his life to the danger of a false charge that he has committed perjury 
or fraud of any kind, that he has not fairly surrendered his property, 
or that he has influenced the action of a creditor by a paymenton terms 
contrary to law, when the evidence on his side may have perished, it 
seems to me would be unjust. 


There ought to be some end t think 





S008 


that two years is pretty short and I should be perfectly willing to make 


it six, which would extinguish ordinarily all the claims of the cred- 
itors if there had not been any bankruptcy, unless there had been a 
fraudulent concealment of the cause of action itself I should be 
willing to agree to an extension of the time, but I should think having 

» time when the debtor was safe from having his whole indebtedness 


brought up again by a conspiracy among two creditors would be dan- 
us. Suppose a man fails for a large sum of money and acquires a 
new fortune at the end of eight or ten or fifteen years, and then men 


conspire against him a 
Mr. HARRISON 
he has suggested himself, whether -it 


nd bring up the old bankruptcy proceeding ? 
I would sugvest to the Senator, in the line of what 
would not be well, leaving the 
term of years may be agreed 
mitation as to cases of concealed fraud Under our 
action is concealed by 

y rk on the part of the debtor the statute does not run 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that in cases of fraud or perjury the 
limitation begins to run after the discovery of the fraud 

Mr. HOAR Not at all In all the statutes of 
limitation with which I am familiar it is not the discovery of the fraud. 
Che fraud may be a cause of action where there is afraudulently con- 
cealed fact, and from that time it attaches. But I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Kansas further that that is not one of these things 
which even are to go to the jury. A man is to have his rights barred 


on the decision of the court. It is true that sometimes judges are ex- 


limitation either two years or whatever 
upon, to nx nol 
ordinary statutes of limitations if the cause of 


in act or we 


That never occurs 


cellent triers of 


fact, and sometimes very learned judges are very poor 

allknow. I suggest tomy friend from Kansas that to 

make the term six years instead of two would be a practical and rea- 

sonable adjustment of the whole thing, but not strike out the limit al- 

together. I move to amend the clause by inserting ‘‘six”’ 
two,’’ before the question is taken on striking out 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] to strike out 
“two ’’ and insert ** six.’’ 

Mr. GARLAND. The provision in the old law was two years, and 
Ithink it worked very well. I do not think it necessary to extend it 
to six years. When the question came up to which the Senator from 
Kansas referred, as to the application of the ordinary rule of the statute 
of limitations, the district court held 


triers oO! tact, as we 


The application to set aside the discharge must be made within two years after 
it is granted; and it has been held that the ordinary rule applicable to statutes 
of limitation, which prevents the running of the statute in cases of fraud, while 
the fraud is undiscovered does not here apply, and that a different construction 
must be applied to the limitations under the bankrupt law Pickett vs. MeGar- 
rick, 3 Central L. J., 308; Norton vs. De la Villebeuve, 13 B. R., 304 See, how- 
ever, contra, Bailey vs. Weir, 12 id., 24, where the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that the statute of limitations does not run against the assignee 
where the fraud alleged has been concealed until such fraud has been or could 
with ordinary diligence have been discovered, and the principles enunciated in 
that case we have no doubt are applicable to the limitation mentioned in the 
foregoing section.—Blumenstiel’s Law and Practice in Bankruptcy, 555, 556 


So that, under the decision of the Supreme Court on the former act 
in respect to this two years’ limitation, I think the point made by the 
Senator from Kansas is sufficiently secured by the section, and I do not 
see the necessity with that construction of extending the time beyond 
two vears 
former act so far as this point is concerned 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the precise language of the limitation con- 
tained in the previous act? 

Mr. GARLAND 
that 

Any creditor of a bankrupt, whose debt was proved or provable against the 
estate in bankruptcy, who desires to contest the validity of the discharge on the 


instead of 


| passed ? 


I heard no complaint against the administration of the 


Section 5120 of the Revised Statutes provided 


ground that it was fraudmlently obtained may, at any time within two years | 


after the date thereof, apply to the court which granted it to annul the same. 
rhe application shall be ia writing, &« 

Mr. INGALLS. And the court held that under that language the 
limitation was two years after the discovery of the fraud ? 

Mr.GARLAND. After the discovery of the particular fraud, or after 
the date when it might have been discovered by the exercise of reason- 
able diligence 

Mr. BAYARD. Would that construction be given to this act? 

Mr. GARLAND. That is my impression. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is the construction placed upon the lan- 
guage, it would be better to adopt the language there used so as to leave 
no further room for construction. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think that would be well 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Does the Senator from Kansas pro- 
pose to modify his amendment? 

Mr. INGALLS. The question now is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to strike out 
‘“‘two’’ and insert ‘‘six.’ 

The amendment was rejected 

Mr. INGALLS. Now instead of my former amendment I move to 


strike out the words that I have named, ‘‘ within two years after it | 
passed,’’ and to insert after the word ‘‘perjury,’’ in line 7, the words | 


‘‘within twe years after the discovery thereof.”’ 


The first question is on the amend- | 
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Mr. HARRISON. Would not that leave the other causes named 
there without any limitation ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will be read 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 87, line 3, it is propesed to strike out 

‘within two years after it passed,’’ and in line 7, after the word “‘ per- 
jury,’’ to insert ‘‘ within two years after the discovery thereof.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment just reported. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he in- 
sert his amendment after the word *‘ law,’’ in the eleventh line, to obvi- 
ate the objection made by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. INGALLS. These clauses deal with entirely different classes of 
cases on the part of the bankrupt. The first is obtaining a discharge 
by fraud or perjury; next comes the cause arising from the fact that the 
bankrupt failed to surrender all his unexempt property; and in the next 
clause influencing the action of the creditor by payment or promise con- 
trary tolaw. Theinsertionof the words proposed might be after ‘‘law,”’ 
by adding ‘‘ within two years after the discovery of such fraud, per- 
Upon the suggestion of the Senator from Minne 
sota I will modify the amendment by inserting, after the word ‘‘law,”’’ 
the words ‘‘ within two years after the discovery of such fraud, per- 


jury, or illegal act.’’ 


Mr. GARLAND. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas if it would 
not be as well then to follow up the language of the court, ‘or afte 
the same could have been discovered by the exercise of ordinary dili- 
gence ?’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is the language of the decision, I think it 
would be well to insert it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment? 

Mr. INGALILS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas as modified. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk 
amendment as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 87, line 3, after the word ‘‘court,’’ 
it is proposed to strikeout the words ‘‘ within two years after it passed ;"’ 
and in line 11, after the word ‘‘law,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ within two 
years after the discovery of such fraud, perjury, or illegal act, or after 
the same could have been discovered by the exercise of ordinary dili- 
gence.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire tomake an amendment in section 8&8, to 
strike out the words, in lines 4 and 5, ‘‘some new and'valuable consid- 
eration is given therefor, and.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving the 
amendment to section 88, that section having been already read and 
The Chair hears none. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In section 88, line 4, after the word ‘‘unless,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ some new and valuable consider- 
ation is given therefor, and;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Does the Senator so modify the amend- 


will report the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


That every promise, covenant, undertaking, and security given by any bank- 
rupt, whether before or after his discharge, to pay a provable debt, or any part 
thereof, notwithstanding his discharge, shall be void, unless the same is put in 
writing and signed by the party making said promise, or his duly authorized 
agent. 


Mr. HARRISON. Ido not think a newconsideration ought to be re- 
quired. I think it is well to protect the discharged debtor against any 
pretense of a verbal promise to pay the debt; but if he deliberately con- 
sents in writing to renew the obligation from which he has been legally 
discharged in the bankruptcy court, it seems to me the moral ob liga- 
tion which certainly still rests upon him to pay that debt ought to be 
treated as asufficient consideration in law for the new promise in writing 
I think, asa question of morals, the consideration that originally moved 
him in the creation of the debt is sufficient to support the new promise. 
It is so in the case of statutes of limitation where they have fally run 
and barred the debt. My recollection is that it does not require a new 
consideration, and it is ample protection for the debtor if he is protected 
against the pretense that he has made an oral promise, and nothing can 
be alleged against him except his written promise to pay. If aman has 
borrowed a thousand dollars of a widow or some poor person unable to 
bear the loss, and is discharged from it in bankruptcy, the moral obli- 
gation to pay ought to be a sufficient consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana and 
the Senator from Massachusetts what is the use of the section relating 
to new promises? There is nothing of course to prevent the voluntary 
payment by a man who, having become bankrupt and been discharged, 
subsequently becomes able to pay his debt. Of course he can do so 


| voluntarily; there is no trouble about that; but what is the use of our 
undertaking to do more than prevent and entirely avoid a promise prior 
That he would pay a debt subsequently may be the 


to his discharge ? 
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consideration to prevent a creditor from contesting his discharge and 
be fraudulent; but as to all voluntary arrangements he may make there- 
after, they are such as we have nothing to do with and which really a 
law of this kind can not undertake efficiently to consider. I can not 
help thinking that the whole of this clause relating to new promises is 
very immaterial. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
ware that I do not think it unreasonable that the discharged debtor 
should be protected against the pretense that he has made an oral prom- 
ise. I think that may be necessary in order to give him the full benetit 
of his discharge. Theoral promise may be alleged against him; it stands 
on the testimony of men simply; and he may find his old debts loaded 
upon him upon proof. It is a sufficient protection if the promise is re- 
quired to be in writing, as in some contracts under the statute of frauds, 
but I am very clear that we ought not to require a new consideration. 

Mr. GARLAND. The nature of the new promise is one that runs 
through all the statutes of bankruptcy about which I have any infor- 
mation, and I think for the very salutary reason suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana it is thrown back frequently on the party that he 
simply went through or was put through bankruptcy for the purpose 
of avoiding certain debts and selecting afterward some debts that he 
desires to pay, and he becomes entangled and embarrassed afterward 
by debt. But this is a new feature, the point that is made by the 
Senator from Indiana, ‘‘ unless some new and valuable consideration is 
given therefor.’’ For one Iam perfectly willing to have that language 
go out. Ido not think that is necessary; but I prefer to retain the re- 
mainder of the section. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand the law at present, where a statute 
operates as a mere limitation on the right to sue, not extinguishing 
the cause of action, but only prohibiting suing on it, like the ordinary 
statute of limitations, no new consideration is necessary; a mere waiver 
of thestatute privilege is enough, and by anew promise, although there 
be no new considerations; but where the debt is totally extinguished 
and gone, as by bankruptcy, it has been a debated question, if I recol- 
lect aright, whether the old moral obligation, as it is termed, is suf- 
ficient to support the promise. I think in most States in this country 
it is held that it is not, and that there must be a new consideration as 


well as a new promise to oblige a debtor to pay a debt which has been | 


extinguished by the statute of limitations. 
debt. 

If this is stricken out the question will then be remanded to the dif- 
ferent States to settle, and it will depend upon the /ex Joci contractus. 


In other words, it is a new 


If our discharge will have no operation in determining the validity of | 


a new promise by the debtor, it will depend upon the exposition of the 
law by the courts of the debtor’s State or the State where the contract 
was made. That seems to me to be very reasonable, though I have no 
objection to the words going out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE. I wish to propose’ another amendment to section 88, 
which isin line 7, after the word ‘‘ authorized,’’ to strike out ‘‘ agent,’’ 
and after the word ‘‘ his,’’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘ agent,’’ and at 
the end of the line to add the words ‘‘ in writing;’’ so as to read: 

Or his agent duly authorized in writing. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKg]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. If itis in order I will move to strike out all of section 88 
after the word ‘‘void,’’ in line 4. The bill professes to be a bill to for- 
bid preferences, but this section manifestly authorizes a preference. It 
authorizes a party to assume a debt from which he has been discharged. 
Again, the object of the bill is to set on foot a debtor released from all 


I will say in response to the Senator from Dela- | 
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| suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts will be made. 


his obligations, and yet the section expressly provides that the released | 


debtor may reassume those obligations and encumber himself with them 
for the future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 88 after 
the word ‘‘ void,’’ in line 4, as follows: 

Unless the same is put in writing and signed by the party making said prom- 
ise, or his agent duly authorized in writing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read from section 89 to section 92, inclusive. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he does not 
think we might adjourn now. It is 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that no motion to adjourn will be made. I 
think it is necessary to have an executive session for a few moments. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have an executive session and adjourn after- 
ward. 

Mr. HOAR. We are within twelve pages of the end of the bill. 
Then there are one or two amendments to be offered, one reserved by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] who is not now in his seat. 


ae 
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Mr. BAYARD. I merely made the suggestion as a question of the 
convenience of the Senate. It is now 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say that the time to-day has been taken 
for nearly two hours by some excellent speeches on both sides of the 
tariff question from the Committee on Finance, of which the Senator 
from Delaware is an eminent member. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was not the instigator of those speeches. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam quite sure of that; but I suggest that we read 
through these twelve pages, which will probably take ten or twelv: 
minutes, unless there are some amendments, and then adjourn, leav- 
ing the amendments of which notice has been given to be offered to 
morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. How long does the Senator suppose that will occupy ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw the motion, understanding that in ten 
minutes we shall reach the point indicated by the Senator from Massa- 


; chusetts. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senate 
to allow me to offer an amendment to come in at the end of the bill, so 
that I may have it printed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment to be proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
will be received, ordered to be printed, and lie on the table. It is so 
ordered. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the bill 

Mr. COKE. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. It is after 5 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Texas will let us read through 
these sections on corporations and composition. They are not likely to 
suggest any amendment. It will only take a very few minutes. Con- 
sidering the good-nature—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
draw the motion ? 

Mr. COKE. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 
retary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read section 93. 

Mr. HOAR. In line 5 of section 93 I wish to make a verbal amend- 
ment, instead of *‘ corporators’* inserting the word ‘‘stockholders.’’ I 
understand that in some States the term *‘ corporators ’’ has a technical 
meaning and is confined to those who attend the first meeting and or- 
ganize the company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Does the Senator from Texas with- 


The See- 


If there be no objection, the alteration 
The Chair 
hears none. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read sections 94, 95, and 96. 

Mr. HOAR. Insection 96, line 6, after ‘‘ therefor,’’ the word ‘‘and”’ 
should be inserted; so as to read: 


At least ten days before the time appointed therefor, and of the substance of 


| said proposal. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 


| that amendment will be made. 


Sections 97 to 103, inclusive, were read. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave togo back tosection 100, and move to strike 
out the portion of that section after the word ‘‘ control,’’ in line 5 
That section gives the court of bankruptcy jurisdiction over a com- 
pounding debtor to enforce the payment of the composition—and that 
I think is right—and over trustees and other officers of the court who 
have his property in their control; but it goes on to provide that ‘‘ the 
district and circuit courts shall have jurisdiction concurrently with 
the State courts of all suits against indorsers, sureties, or others bound 
for such payments,’’ &c. It has been suggested to me by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] that in many parts of the country 
there will be great objection to increasing the jurisdiction of the Fed 
eral courts, giving them jurisdiction over suits on common notes and 
contracts of that kind between citizens of the same State. Indeed, I 
doubt whether we should have the constitutional right to do it. I 
move to strike out that part of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to returning to se« 
tion 100, as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair 
hears none. The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts striking out all of the section after the word ** con 
trol,’’ inline 5. The words proposed to be stricken out will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “ control,’’ in. line 5, it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 

And the district and circuit courts shall have jurisdiction concurrently wit! 
the State courts of all suits against indorsers, sureties, or others bound for su 
payments, and upon the property so bound’in all matters pertaining to su 
composition 

The amendment was agreed to 

Sections 104 to 106, inclusive, were read. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall move to fill the blanks in section 106 when the 
bill comes into the Senate and is about to be finally disposed ot 
word ‘‘ hereinbetore,’’ in line 25 of section 106, should be stricken out 
I move to strike it out. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The latter portion of section 106, providing for pro- 
ceedings under the act of 1867, received favorable action by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and now stands on the Calendar as Senate bill 
No. 1362, with a proviso that was agreed to by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, but that does not appear in this section. I move to insert 
after the word ‘* mentioned,’’ in line 36, these words: 


Provided, That ifon application under this section the court find that it would 


be unjust to any party in interest to compel such final determination within the 
time herein specified, the court may extend the time for some term to be speci- 
fied in its order, beyond which there shall be no further delay in such determi- 
nation 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 107 was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The reading of the bill is concluded. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive busaness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
ration of executive business. After 2 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 16, 1884. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y.  ~ 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report a substitute fora resolution referred to that 
committee, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will be read, and then the 
proposed substitute. 

The original resolution was read, as follows: 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


complaint is that the property is now held at a higher sum than it was 
understood at the time the bill was passed it could be obtained for, 
higher than it is really worth. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The complaint is that the gentleman appointed by 
the United States Government to negotiate as its agent for this prop- 
erty was personally interested in the property sought to be purchased. 
That is a part of the complaint. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DrBB_e] if the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee has received the approval of the Representatives from the city of 
Brooklyn; have they been consulted in reference to the action proposed 


| by the committee? . 


| and whatever they think proper will satisfy me. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish to | 


this House copies of all orders, reports, recommendations, correspondence, and 
other papers on file in the Treasury Department relating to the purchase of a 
site for a public building in the city of Brooklyn and State of New York. 


The substitute was read, as follows: 


Whereas a resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds relative to the purchase of a site for a public building in Brooklyn, N. 
Y.; and 

Whereas at a hearing before said committee specific charges were made, in 
writing, and filed with said committee, alleging complicity between some of the 
officers of the Government and the owners of real estate in said city, whereby 
it is alleged that the Government is likely to be required to pay an exorbitant 
price for the contemplated site ; and 


Whereas it is due to the Government as well as to the officers implicated that 
| 


the facts should be ascertained: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is requested to furnish to this 
House copies of all orders, reports, recommendations, correspondence, and other 
papers on file relative to the purchase or contemplated purchase of a site for a 
pone building in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., and that the Committee on Pub- 

ic Buildings and Grounds be instructed to investigate the charges made, with 
power to send for persons and papers; and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to suspend negotiations for the purchase of said property pending 


the investigation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] some of the reasons why it is proposed to author- 
ize the committee to send for persons and papers. My understanding 
about the matter is that $800,000 was appropriated for a building at 
Brooklyn, and when the matter of the purchase of the site came to be 
considered it was found that the price of land there was so very high 
that the amount appropriated was not sufficient to pay for the land 
and complete the building, and therefore nothing has been done. I 
would like to know of the gentleman in charge of this resolution whether 
there was anything more serious ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The reasons which actuated the committee were sim- 
ply these-—— 

Mr. BEACH. I do not want the right to object te be waived. 

The SPEAKER. The right to object will not be waived. 

Mr. DIBBLE. We were furnished with a sworn statement of the 
valuation of the property by an expert, together with a sworn state- 
ment of the assessed value of the property on the tax-books of Brook- 
lyn. Each of these valuations was a great deal less than the price 
which we were informed was set upon the property negotiated for. 

We were also furnished with the names of witnesses, residents of 
Brooklyn, whe from our best information were responsible and reliable, 
and could give further light upon this matter. The committee think 
it due to the officers of the Government implicated and to the Govern- 
ment itself that the matter should be investigated. And asthe names 
of witnesses were furnished, and we ascertained that they were reliable 
persons, we accordingly added te the resolution the clause giving power 
to the committee to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman to say that the chief 








Mr. DIBBLE. I understand they have been consulted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The resolutien was originally offered by one of the 
Representatives from that city. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I know that my colleague from the 
city of Brooklyn [ Mr. JAMES], who is absent from the House this morn- 
ing, feels a deep interest in this matter, and I would like to know 
whether he has been consulted in reference to it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I will say that hearing these re- 
ports, receiving letters from many citizens of Brooklyn, and under- 
standing that another gentleman would offer the resolution if some one 
from Brooklyn did not, I offered the resolution and it was referred to 
the appropriate committee. It is in the hands of a‘ good committee, 
I have nothing further 
to say upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Supervising Architect of the Treasury, having 
heard of these allegations, came to the Capitol a few days ago and said 
he could not permit himself to remain under these charges, and there- 
fore he desired this investigation. I will ask in this connection, as 
having had some influence upon the committee reporting this resolu- 
tion, to have read two extracts from a leading journal of New York city. 

Mr. REED. The point is, has the gentleman from Brooklyn, Mr. 
JAMES, who represents the district in which this property is situated, 
been consulted with regard to this resolution ? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I shall object to the resolution until 
my colleague is present. 

Mr. REED. I think that is right. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. JAMgEs told me he had no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution is not before 
the House. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Calen- 
dar for present consideration Senate bill 1797, authorizing the construc- 
tion ofa railroad bridge across the Saint Croix River, in the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota. It is for the construction of a bridge 2,000 feet 
long and 50 feet above high-water mark. It is important for the progress 
of the enterprise that the bill should be promptly passed. It was passed 
by the Senate and reported from the Committee on Commerce last Satur- 
day. 

The SPEAKER. 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PRICE. Was it not reported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce last Saturday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it was not. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I begpardon for taking up the time of the House. 


I thought the bill had been reported back and was in the possession of 
the Clerk. 


The Chair is advised that the bill is not at the 


ANNUAL SALARIES FOR COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be,and they are hereby, directed 
to inquire into the propriety of paying annual salaries to such committee clerks 


as are now paid by the session, and to report to this House by bill or otherwise 
such amount as they may deem a fair annual salary. 


BUSINESS FROM FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CURTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
ask consent to submit for present consideration the resolution which | 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That April 29 be set aside for the consideration of business from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, not to interfere with general appropriation or 
revenue bills, or business from the Committee on Publie Lands; and should 
said day be occupied by the consideration of business from the Committee on 
Public Lands, general revenue or appropriation bills, then the next unoccupied 
day shall be. devoted to the consideration of business from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of this reso- 
lution for present consideration ? 
Mr. MORRISON. I object. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SNYDER, for four days. 


To Mr. WILKINS, for the remainder of this week, on account of im- 
portant business. 


~ To Mr. KEIFER, for ten days after to-day. 
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To Mr. StoRM, until Tuesday next, on account of important business. | 


To Mr. O’HARA, for fifteen days from to-day. 

REPRINT OF INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 

On motion of Mr. DORSHEIMER, by unanimous consent, it was or- 
dered that the bill (H. R. 2418), now on the House Calendar, granting 
copyrights to citizens of foreign countries, be reprinted with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

SESSIONS OF COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr.CASSIDY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads to ask that the committee have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

TARIFF HEARINGS BEFORE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to report back a resolution 
from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of each member of the House one 
copy of the hearings had before and testimony taken by the Committee on Ways 
and Means on what is known as the Morrison tariff bill. 

The report of the committee, accompanying the resolution, was read, 
as follows: 

The Committee on Waysgnd Means, to whom was referred for consideration 
a resolution for the reprint of the hearings lately had before said committee, re- 
port the following substitute : 

‘** That there be printed for the use of Congress 1,000 copies of the said hearings, 


two copies each for each Member of Congress and each Senator, and the remain- 
ing copies for the Committee on Ways and Means.”’ 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I suggest whether the phraseology 
of this resolutioa is proper where it says ‘‘for each Member of Con- 
gress and each Senator.”’ 

TheSPEAKER. Senators are members of Congress. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of thissubject? The Chair hears none. 

The House proceeded to consider the resolution; and the substitute 
reported by the Committee on Ways and Means was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JEANNETTE 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a privileged question 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have herea resolution proposing to allow 
the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
examining in regard to the Jeannette expedition to swear witnesses. 
This proposition simply follows precedent. 

Mr. BEACH. Is there not before the House a bill covering this ob- 
ject? 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is; but it has not yet passed. 

Mr. BEACH. Why make this hearing a special matter ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the bill had passed we would not ask the 
adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. BEACH. Can we not take up the general bill and pass it? 

Mr. COX, of New York. We only ask this privilege as a temporary 
matter for a few days. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is not a matter of privilege, 
but if there be no objection the resolution can be considered. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


INVESTIGATION. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, now investigating the Jean- | 


nette expedition, be authorized to appoint subcommittees, to be composed of 
not less than three members, which subcommittees shall be committees of the 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 
lution? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The object is simply to allow tbe chair- 
man of the subcommittee to swear witnesses in the investigation of the 
Jeannette expedition. 
chairman of the committee the necessity of going in constantly for that 
purpose. This is all there is of it. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and adopted. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, ftom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (8S. 503) to inerease 
the endowment of the University of Alabama from the public lands in 
said State; when the Speaker signed the same. 


BUSINESS OF JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to introduce for present consid- 
eration the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 3d of May, after the reading of the Journal, be as- 
signed for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary; this.order not to interfere with the consideration of 
general appropriation or revenue bills or prior special orders. 


Mr. CLAY. I object. 


The a@eption of the resolution will save the | 
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ATTORNEYS’ FEES IN CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday the Com 
mittee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay matured a measure which 
it instructed me to offer, at the proper time, as a substitute for the 
second section of the pension appropriation bill which was under con 
sideration last week, and went over as unfinished business. In order 
that members may examine it, I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
published in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 


PENSION 


A bill to regulate attorneys’ fees in pension claims 


SecTION 1. That no agent, attorney, or other person shall receive any 
his services in a pension claim until the payment of the pension 

Sec. 2. That all fees in pension claims shall be paid by the agent for paying 
pensions out of the first installment of pension due the claimant, and no agent, 
attorney, or other person shall receive any fee for hisservices in a pension claim 
except through the agent for paying pensions. 
3. That the fee inall pension claims shall be $10, except in case of speci 


lee lor 


Sec, 3 il 
written contract, filed in the Pension Office and approved by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, as hereinafter provided. The claimant may contract with his at 
torney of record, in writing, in such form asthe Commissioner of Pensions niay 
prescribe, for a fee toan amount not exceeding $25, except in claims for increase 
of pension where no new disability is alleged, in cases of pensions for service, 
and in all claims filed in the Pension Office after June 28, 1878, and prior to the 
passage of this act, in which cases no fee above $10 shall be contracted for; and 
in all claims filed prior to the passage of this act the attorney shall file a state 
ment, under oath, duly attested, setting forth the amount of fee already received 
by him, and the amountalready received shall be deducted from the fee allowed 
by this act ‘ 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have power to make such reg 
ulations as may be deemed proper in regard tothe admission of persons to prac 
tice as attorneys before the Pension Office, the conduct of attorneys, and the sus 


pension or disbarment of improper persons from practice. 


e 
SEC 


.5. That any agent or attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecut 

ing any claim for pension, who shall directly or indirectly contract for, demand 

or receive,or retain, any compensation for his services or instrumentality for 
prosecuting a claim for pension greater than is herein provided, or in any other 
manner than herein provided, or shall willfully or knowingly make a false state- 
ment in regard to the amount of fee already received, shall be deemed guilty of 
a high misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall for every such offense 
be fined not exceeding $1,000,or be confined at hard labor not exceeding two 
years, or both, at the discretion of the court 


POSTAL-TELEGRAPH BILL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that 
the resolution of the Legislature of California heartily indorsing the 
postal-telegraph bill, introdifced by my colleague [Mr. SUMNER], be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. COSGROVE. That subject has been acted on by the proper com- 
mittee, and I must object. 


BUSINESS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLAy] who 
objected to the consideration of my resolution has withdrawn his ob 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the question to the 
House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; I object. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

TARIFF, 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 8. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour was 
dispensed with. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, inthe 
| chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in committee for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5893) to reduce import duties and war-tariff taxes, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] is entitled to 
the floor. 

When Mr. RUSSELL had spoken for an hour, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The time of the gentleman from Massachr- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that such extension of 
| time may be granted to the gentleman from Massachusetts as he may 

desire. 

Mr. BEACH. 
man. 

Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
utes more at least. 

Mr. BEACH. There are a large number of gentlemen who wish to 
speak. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Massachusetts is a member 
of the committee which has had these questions under consideration, 
and I ask the gentleman from New York not to insist upon his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist on 
his objection ? 


I shall object to an extension of time for any gentle- 


I would like a few moments more. 
I hope the gentleman may be allowed five min 
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Mr. BEACH On consideration I will defer to the wishes of the gen- 
tlemen 


iround me and withdraw my objection 
Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the gentleman 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri 


If there is no intention on the part of 


members on this | Republican} side of the House to endeavor to prevent 
amendment to this bil 


ll after general debate shall have closed, I will 
have no objection to extending the time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts |Mr. RussEL! but if there is such intention, then I shall ob- 
lect to what will be only a waste of time 

Phe CHAIRMAN The gentleman can not make a conditional ob- 
ection 

Mr. SPRINGER I ask consent that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts have such additional time as he may desire. 


The CHAIRMAN Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause. ] 
hone 

Mr. RUSSELL 


Committee 


The Chair hears 


Mr. Chairman, by the action of the Waysand Means 
in reporting to the House the Morrison bill, so called, and 
now bythe action of the House itself, we are again brought face to face 
with the tariff issue, and the business interests of the country are again 
plunged into uncertainty and distress. The appointment of a commis- 
sion and the consideration and revision of the tariff laws in the last 
Congress held the business of the country in suspense for a full year 
‘The work of the commission and the action of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress in the passage of the tariff act of March 3, 1883, restored confi 
dence in the business community, and the ax in the forests, the pick 
and shovel in the mines, and the various industries everywhere resumed 
their usual activity 

It was not ex pected that this work so well though not perfectly 
done, and these laws so important and so sensitive to the material inter- 
ests of the country, were to be again, within a twelvemonth, reopened 
and reagitated. But it has come,and why? Is there a call coming up 
from the people for this? Has any interest orany section of thre country 
asked for the reintroduction of this disturbing element? Is there any 
appeal, by petition or otherwise, for the reopening and revision of our 
tariff laws?’ There is but one response to this question, No! 

[ might except the Free Trade Club of New York, who did appear in 
favor of the Morrison bill and argued for free trade generally 

We turn our ear to the South and what do we hear? They say ‘* we 
want no change in the tariff as it relates to our great products, sugar, 
rice, tobacco, iron ore, and the manufacture of cotton goods.’’ We turn 
our ears to the West and they say, ‘‘Since we have found that we can 
profitably manufacture sugar from sorghum and glucose from corn, we 
wish you to make haste slowly in any change in the sugar duties, and 
we want the same protection for our great staple, wool, and our iron 
ore, copper, lead, and lumber, and the various manufactures into which 
our people are now rapidly engaging.’’ Weturn our ears to the North 
and East and to the Middle States, the great manufacturing centers of 
the country, and they, with but one voice, say, ‘*Though the reduc- 
tions made in 1883 tend to cripple and discourage some of our indus- 
tries, we hepe Congress will give the new law a full and fair trial.” 

The testimony before the committee, asked for and fully and intelli- 
gently given by the representatives of the leading industries, as well as 
by men representing the working classes of the country, should satisfy 
every legislator that the interests of all classes of our people will be best 
promoted by letting the tariff laws alone for the present. The varying 
conditions of manufacture and trade may require, from time to time, 
changes inour tariff laws, but no such sweeping changes as proposed by 
the Morrison bill are demanded to-day. 


WHO IS FORCING THIS ISSUE” 


Why and by whom, then, has the consideration of this question been 
forced upon Congress and the people at thistime? Plainly by the lead- 
ing members of the Democratic party, and to clothe them with a living 
issue to present to the people in the coming Presidential contest. We, 
the protectionist party, accept the challenge; we stand by and are ready 
to go to the people with our tariff policy—the law so adjusted as to in- 
sure revenue to the Government and protection to American industry— 
while you still adhere to your obscure and deceptive theories, ‘‘a tariff 
for revenue only,’’ and *‘a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. ”’ 
Your platform declarations on this question are vague and misleading. 
There is no such thing as ‘‘incidental’’ protection 


There may be ac- 
cidental protection, but not incidental. 


COMPARATIVE COST OF MILL AND OPERATION 

To illustrate: A mill of a given capacity may be erected in England for 
at most two-thirds the costof one of the same capacity here. It can be 
operated in England for less cost for labor, taxes, insurance, &c., than 
here. Mr. Arnold B. Santord, of Fall River, Mass., the largest fine-yarn 
spinner in this country, testified before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee that from his knowledge by personal investigation a cotton-mill 
costing $450,000 here could be erected for $300,000 in England. He 
also said that he paid on his millat Fall River for local, county, and State 
taxation $7,500 per annum, and that the taxes for a similar mill in 
England would not exceed $1,400. Thesystem of taxation in England 
is adjusted to favor the manutacturing interest. And he says, ‘‘1 pay 
33\ per cent. more for my labor than is paid in England.”’ 

Without a duty imposed upon the product of such a mill the Ameri- 
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can mill can not run in competition with the English. To insure the 
operation of our own works a duty is imposed upon the manufactured 
article at a point which counterbalances the difference between the exces- 
sive cost of the plant here and the greater amount paid for labor, insur- 
ance, taxes, &c., and those in England. The duty thus imposed in- 
sures its manufacture here, stops importation, and the tariff thus 
becomes protective. The free-traders then say it affords no revenue, as 
it has checked and even stopped the importation of the foreign article; 
the tariff rate, therefore, must be reduced to afford a revenue with in- 
cidental protection. But when thus reduced to permit importation our 
own works will cease to manufacture, the English goods will be im- 
ported, and the tanff upon the article has become under such circum- 
stances a revenue tariff without protection. 

I repeat, there is no such thing as incidental protection, but there 
may be between the beginning and the full establishment of our man- 
ufactures to supply our home demand a time when the tariff will afford 
both a revenve and protection; but this would be accidental, not inci 
dental, for it would be temporary and not continuous 

ARTICLES OF LUXURY. 

There are articles consumed largely by the rich, not absolutely es:en- 
tial to comfort and support, upon which to impose duties for revenue 
A list of a few of such articles I give below, the table showing value ot 
goods imported and revenue derived last year under present rates of duty 


, 

Article Value Duty 
Beer, ale, and porter $1, 146,796 74 S511, 
Diamonds, &c sisi 7, 08, 752 61 761 
Fancy articles (alabaster, &« ; 1, 665, 680 71 641, 
Fancy feathers and artificial flowers 4,399,294 46 1,378 
Musical instruments 1, 486,251 15 4416 
Paintings and statuary 3, OSS, 673 34 313, 5 
Silk, piece goods and manufactured . 33, 307,112 37 19, 677, 995 
Spirits and wines = : 2, 296, 734 37 3, 358 
Champagnes and wines i 4, 603,723 61 2, 219, 6 
Other spirits, &c., and still-wines ~_ ; 5, 679, 969 10 3,152, 267 85 
Tobaceo and cigars “ 10,515, 806 00 7.700, 458 34 


Braids, laces, &c., for ornamenting hats 
Laces, cords, braids, gimps 

Chinaware, decorated 2, 
Cotton embroideries 4, 928 
Meerschaum pipes 

Fire-crackers 


JOA, 890 66 
2, 237, 348 06 
1, 294, 337 06 
~ 440 O68 1,725,607 78 
38, 305 74 32,671 11 











‘ 265, 023 97 281, 148 08 

Fruits and nuts chasl 18, 157, 686 79 4,609, 883 38 

Fine cut-glass ware is 1,017,677 84 407,075 04 

NINN Oiiart cia aideninininhnichdiianhieapenaiananandadasunadietimbainnd 1, 336, 327 28 467,738 75 
Total 


112,815,356 28 51,922,431 74 


The increased importation of this class of goods has been for the past 
Higher rates of duty 
might be imposed and larger revenues derived therefrom 

THE ISSUE AT HAND. 

The time has come when the true position of the two great political 
parties on this question of the tariff should be fully and plainly under- 
stood. Both parties should clearly and boldly assert their positions 
Let the people no longer be deceived by meaningless and deceptive plat- 
forms. Let now the protective features of the tariff be submitted to the 
people in the next national election. If afterafair and full discussion 
they desire to eliminate from the tariff laws the element of protection 
for protection, let them assume the responsibility, choose between the 
two systems and parties, and accept the consequences. 

REASONS FOR PROTECTION, 

Grounds for maintaining tariff laws which shall have a purpose both 
for revenue and protection are manifold, and have been presented in 
many forms before. There are no new reasons. Old ones can there- 
fore only be reclothed and presented in new language. 

In treating of this question in its very earliest history our fore- 
fathers recognized the importance of the protective as well as the rev- 
enue features of the tariff, and the policy of protection has been revog- 
nized ever since it was instituted as forming a part of the issues of the 
various political parties. With the Whig party it was its leading issue, 
and it has been one of the leading tenets of the Republican party since 
its formation. 

As people live and learn so do nations, and we as a new people, com- 
ing after, have the experiences of older nations to follow or reject as our 
wisdom may dictate 

To be sure we have never experienced the results of absolute free 
trade, but the experience of others and our own attempts to approach 
it have been severe enough to warn us of its danger. 

England has experimented with both protection and tree trade. Ow- 
ing to her peculiar situation and limited territory she has for a time 
prospered under the latter, but has reached that period in her history 
when it has become a present and serious question whefher she can 
maintain her social, if she can her financial, position with the now more 
progressive nations of the world 

I have some excellent English authority showing the unrest there ex- 
ists to-day in England on this question of free trade. At a public meet- 
ing in Birmingham, March 5 last, Earl Dunraven said: 


Itis claimed that England has benefited greatly by free trade 
strides she made after the abolition of the corn 


The great 
laws are all attributed to the 
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change in our fiscalsystem. There were, however, many other causes at work 
besides free trade. Free trade was of great profit to us at one time for the sim- 
ple reason that we had the monopoly of the world’s markets. Other nations 
had no means of supplying themselves with goods. They had to buy from us, 
and, consequently, as our market was assured and there was no difficulty in 
selling, it was an immense benefit to us to be able to buy everything as ches ply 
as possible. Since then things have materially altered. Foreign nations bave 
learned to supply themselves and are beginning to supply us. The whole of 
the circumstances have changed, and to say that the system which benefited us 
under these circumstances must be equally beneficial in altered circumstances 
is absurd. s 

Itis as absurd as tosay that the clothing and food most suited to persons near 
the North Pole must consequently be the best food and ¢lothing for people who 
live in the tropics. Butthere is another thing to be considered. It istrue that 
England made great strides under free trade; itis equally true that other nations 
made greater strides under protection. The United States increased £165,000,000 
in accumulated wealth; France, £75,000,000; and Great Britain, £65,000,000. In 
percentage of trade the increase of Great Britain was 21 per cent., and that ofthe 
United States was 67 per cent. In fact, England was the last of the great nations 
instead of the first. 

The number of pronounced anti-free-traders in England now is, I should think, 
at least a hundred times what it was in 1879, and whether that means anything 
I leave to others to determine. There may not be enough yet to alter the policy 
of the country, but there are enough to doa good deal of leavening among the 
masses, 

SIGNS OF PROSPERITY. 

At present our industrial interests are in an abnormal condition, 
brought about through fear as to the action this Congress may take in 
relation to the tariff law. If you remove this disturbing element and 
let the country resume its normal condition we shall continue to pre- 
sent to the world as an object lesson the best, most prosperous, and 
most happy nation on the tace of the globe. 

It is said that the material growth and prosperity of a country can 
be measured by its consumption of iron and steel. Measured by this 
standard we excel all nations of the world in greatness and prosperity, 
for we consume more iron and steel per capita than any other people. 
Our economic system, which thus affords such opportunities for material 
gains, also leads up to intellectual growth and culture, and if we meas- 
ure the intellectual standard of our people as compared with others by 
a well-recognized rule—the consumption of paper—we shall find that 
we stand at the head of all nations. 

Great Britain, with a population of 35,000,000, manufactured and 
consumed in 1881 about 374,000,000 pounds of paper; France in the 


same year, with a population of 37,000,000, manufactured and consumed 
325,000,000 pounds; Germany, with a population of 45,000,000, con- 
sumed 396,000,000 pounds, while the United States, with a population 


of about 50,000,000, consumed in the census year 865,000,000 pounds, 


named. 
It is not wholly our climate which has made us so prosperous; it is 
not wholly our race, for we are varied; it is not wholly our natural re- 


sources, though they all help to make our success possible, but the un- | 


derlying basis of it all is in the wise laws which force such a diversity 
of interests and at the fullest possible compensation for labor. 
DIRECT ADVANTAGES OF PROTECTION. 

The standard of reward for labor, from the poorest paid to the high- 
est talent, is enlarged and fixed by the tariff laws of the country. So 
few deny ihat labor is better paid by at least 50 percent. in this coun- 
try than elsewhere that it would seem unnecessary to offer proof on this 
point, though I insert tables for comparison. 


Weekly wages in the Amoskeag Mills, Manchester, N. H., and in England. 


(Compiled by Channing Clapp, esq., treasurer Amoskeag Manufacturing Com- 














pany. English wages from consular reports. } 
England. Sanaemeeg 
Sompany. 
aac incnciescnmnccsennerttnwinnitintinss cennsoennncte $5 22 $7 50 
Females. 3 45 4 80 
Pickers .... sa 377 6 66 
ERI FIED occ ccccsesncccosscevcsconsss cconce vevoscecccceses 5 9% 9 78 
Females. 3 45 4 80 
I cinnndaninseusicsroenvscciamerpanenesteteneintcenencces None given. 9 78 
Weaving—Males............ cathe eneiibaianieliialedigsiteiintediieeeltenwtns 5 50 10 02 
Females.. Se 5 50 7 50 
NII BOE Te, cncasencsquedennbtacomoanseses sesedueceess ; 7 54 11 40 
EE LLL EP 5 00 8 52 


Weekly wages in calico print works in England and the United States. 
[Compiled by Charles H. Dalton, esq. English wages from consular reports. | 















England. United States. 

iia ciccciennnangieninseciiehenntinneind $11 00 to $15 00 $17 00 to $28 00 
Machine back tende mad 450to 500 5 70to 7 00 
Bleach-house—Men . 4Bto 525 600to 750 

BU iptdieiciadbitnnenebinteticcaies 20to 300 30to 400 
Sketchmakers ........ 1000 to 1400), 2300 to 30 00 
Die-cutters.......... 120to 1500) 2Wto 2% 00 
III sccvvncisciduosnetlisnceosnscoutnesaneveorens 8 0to 1123), WOOto 24 00 
INL tind ditscnatiniydnindabdertineeckeskensianteudneortace 875 to 10531) BUMOOto 2 00 
Machine engravers ... 87 to 1125 | WOW0to 2% 00 
Pentograph eCngraver®s................000..+sesssesse0 .- 25HNto 800 432 to 11 00 
INL ote a TtatlC A nied dil encslenvakadsqnsinedaonbranion 52to 600 60to 8 0 





In England, 54 to 56 hours per week. Inthe United States, 60 hours per week. 
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The great controversy, therefore, between those who believe in pro 
tection and those who believe in free trade is based mainly on the 
question of the purchasing power of the higher wages paid inthis coun 
try. To this the very patent fact that no American-born laborer ever 
finds occasion to leave his country to improve his condition, while on 
the other hand so many from every country on the face of the globe 
leave their own and seek refuge and a home among us, ought to bea sut 
ficient answer, but I insert a statement from Mulhall’s (English) Dic 
tionary of Statistics (London, 1884), Wages, page 462, showing the 


comparative wages paid in some industries in Great Britain and New 
York; also a comparative statement as to cost of living. 
> Great New 
Per week 
= Britain York 
Printers Ds OO $13 50 
Painters catieuded pasiialenenibimitaden ‘ 8 00 13 50 
Plumbers......... saaauaneided iinteeniad = 8 25 15 50 
0) nae ; ai 6 25 i4 OO 
Shoemakers 7 75 15 00 
Carpenters 8 U5 ll oo 
Masons 8 75 14 OO 
Smiths 7 75 12 530 
Tinsmen 7 00 12 50 
Average wages F i rates 
per week. — pee 
Great Britain. $7 75 $3 50 $4 25 
United States 12 00 4 00 8 OO 


Though our system of government offers better opportunities for ad- 
vancement in social life than the homes of the emigrants, you will find 
by personal conversation with them that it is the material advantages 
we offer that attract them here. 

Che proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] in his 
recent speech inthis House, that he could sit down with any intelligent 
mechanic and figure out to him that he would be as well off with less 
wages under free trade here as he is to-day, will probably not induce a 
single person to leave this country and seek protection under a different 
system, or deter a single individual from joining the great army who are 


| annually moving to better their estate under our system, which he con- 
or nearly twice as much per capita as either of the three countries above | 


demns. And the gentleman further says, arguing as to the financial 
condition of the immigrants: 

The terrible pauper laborer of Europe not infrequently seems to be able to 
save enough money to transport himself and his family across ocean and land 


four or five or six thousand miles to homestead or pre-empt the soil that our 
protected skilled labor is unable to reach. 


While it is true that some of the emigrants come here with small 
means the great body of them are helped here through the money earned 
by those that have preceded them. 

The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON }, chair- 


| man of the Ways and Means Committee, in his speech on this floor yes- 
| terday says: 





| banks are the earnings of the wage laborers 


Estimates based on the census statistics show that as many as 18,000,000 of our 
people do some work or are occupied in some business; that the average earn- 
ings of at least 16,000,000 of these do not much exceed $300 per year, and are 
wholly consumed in means of daily subsistence. These, too, are the 


millions 
who in shop and field strike the blows of all production. All theaccumulations 


of and boasted additions to our national and individual wealth go to one-tenth 
of those who earn it. 


The gentleman has no authority for this statement; it can not be 
borne out by statistics; there is plenty of data to show the fallacy of 
this position. 

I had occasion in the discussion of the tariff question in the last Con- 
gress to look up the financial condition of the workingmen, or such as 
he classes with those who work in the shops and mills, and I beg the 
indulgence of the House to again refer to the statement. I ascertained 
that in the cities of Lowell and Lawrence, where there is a population 
of 100,000 people employed by and maintained upon the wages paid in 
the various mills of these two cities, there was deposited in the savings- 
banks about $17,000,000. I also found that nearly seven-eighths of 
these deposits belonged to the wage laborers of these two cities. I 
made a comparison with Manchester, England, where I thought the 
population was more nearly engaged in like pursuits than any other 
city, and found that in Manchester, with 350,000 population, three and 
one-half times as great as that of Lowell and Lawrence, they had less 
than one-half as much money in the savings-banks. 

I subjoin the statement: 

Lowell is about twenty-five miles from the seacoast, with an area of about 
7,000 acres. It has a population of 60,000, the largest in the State or in the United 
States wholly engaged in the manufacture of textile fabrics, and therefore well 
illustrates the condition of the industrial classes in our New England manufact- 
uring centers. 

Of the 60,000 inhabitants 22,559 are employed in the various corporations and 
mills. There are seven banks of discount, with a capital of $2,500,000. There are 
six savings-banks, with a total deposit of $11,646,212 to the credit of 33,408 depos- 
itors. Of this number 1,735 are depositors of amounts above $300, and 31.673 de- 
positors of $300 and under, showing how general the habit of saving has become 
among our people, and what a large proportion of the funds in the savings 
I have it from authority that about 
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seven-eighths of the deposits ir 
the wage laborers 


In Lawrence 


i these savings-banksare the laid-by earnings of 


with a population of 40,000, grown up wholly out of manufact- 
uring and now supported by it, we find a like result rhere are 13,000 operat- 
ives, three savings-banks with $5,000,000 deposits and 13,728 depositors 
Manchester, England, corresponds with these two cities in its occupations 
snore nearly than any othe Let us contrast the condition of its people : Man- 


chester, with a population of 341,508, hasin its various savings-banks £1,434,140, 
or $5,383,872; a city three and a half times as large as Lowelland Lawrence, and 
less than one-half the amount of deposits in its saving institutions 


I commend 


these facts to the other side of this House, who claim that the wage laborers in 


this country no better off with our wages and cost of living than those of 
England 

This is not exceptional. It is a fair representative picture of New 
England and other 


manufacturing towns and cities, and like results 


follow manufacturing as it may be established in different sections 
of the country 


will 
I tind that in the fourteen States that have made returns to the Comptrol- 
ler of the Currency, Maine, New Ha.:»shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island,Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, District of Columbia, Ohio, Indiana, and California (there is no 
data for any other), there is in the savings banks over one thousand 
million dollars ($1,024,856,787) to the credit of 2,876,433 depositors, an 
average of $356.29 to each depositor. 
the money, to a great extent, is not the property of capitalists, but the 
resultof small savings. This is the report for 1883 and shows an increase 
over 1s82of more than fifty-eight million dollars ($58,059,706), in which 
each of the States named hasshared. We have thus disposed of 2,732,- 
5995 of this 16,000,000 persons who the gentleman states consumes their 
whole earnings in subsistence. 

Mr. HERBERT 
ing that all of the money deposited in the savings-banks in the cities 
he refers to is the property of the laborers ? 

Mr. RUSSELL 
savings-banks was the property of the wage laborers of these cities. 

Mr. HERBERT. How do you get at that fact? 
figures? I should like to be informed. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I learned of that fact through the treasurers of the 
savings institutions, who made that estimate. There is other evidence 
that goes to confirm this statement; that is, that in Lowell, where 
there were 33,408 depositors, 31,673 were depositors of amounts of $300 
and under. This information I get from the official bank reports. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming to that very numerous class of our pop- 
ulation, those engaged in farming, whose rights and interests the gen- 
tleman from Illinois so ably and zealously guards, and a part of the 
16,000,000 whom he says receive and consume annually in subsistence 
their whole earnings, 7,670,493 in number, I find that of the taxable 
real estate of the country, $13,036,766,925, they possess, in farms and 
farm buildings, $10,197,096,776, or three-fourths of the entire amount. 
I find by the census returns that there are 4,008,907 farmsin the United 
States, averaging 134 acres each. I thank the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. MorRIson ] for the opportunity he has afforded me to show that 
this hard-working and deserving class of our citizens, the land-holders, 
have garnered to themselves so large a share of the solid wealth of the 
country. Statements of the other property of the country are largely 
estimated, but whatever it may be, they own, as shown by the census 
returns, in farm implements and machinery, $406,476,055; in live-stock, 
$1,500, 384,707. 

I shall also reproduce in this connection a statement I made in re- 
gard to the percentage of women and children employed at farm and 
mill labor in Great Britain and the United States: 


From the census 


Our population as shown by the Tenth Census is not yet classified into occupa- 
tions, but the proportion of males and females employed in the different indus- 
tries has not probably materially changed from that shown in the Ninth Census. I 
find thatin 1870 there were engaged in agricultural pursuits in the United States 
5,225,508 males and 396,968 females—l4 males tol female. By official returns of 
the industries of Great Britain and Ireland the proportion engaged in agricult- 
ure there at that time was as 6 to 1—6 males to 1 female. 

In the United States the number engaged in manufacturing, mechanical, and 
mining industries was, males, 2,353,471; females, 353,950—7 males to 1 female. 
There were engaged in the same pursuits, at the same time, in Great Britain 
and Ireland 2 males to | female 

The proportion of children employed in manufacturing industries indicates 
more forcibly the straits to which the people of these countries are put to obtain 
a livelihood. The statistics showing the number of children employed in man- 
ual labor in the United Kingdom and this country are not computed on the same 
basis as toage. Those in Great Britain and Ireland are taken at 20 years and 
under, while those in the United States are taken at 16 and under 

[ find that of the 2,707,421 persons engaged in manufacturing and mining in 
the United States, 75,643 are children under 16 years of age. And twice this 
number for those between 16 and 20, to bring the calculation on the same basis 
with Great Britain and Ireland, and we have 226,929, or 12 adults to l child. In 


Great Britain and Ireland in a total of 6,425,137 engaged in like pursuits, 1,567,716 | 


are children under 20 years—or 4 adults to | child. 


In England the proportion of children engaged in the above-named pursuits 
is about 2 males to 1 female; in Scotland 1} males to 1 female, and in Ireland 1} 
females to | male. The percentage of female children to male is greater in Lre- 
land and Scotland than in England, and you will observe the very much greater 


percentage of female children laborers in the two former than in the latter 
country. 


The above statement is confirmed by 
census 

Mr. TUCKER (interrupting). Engaged in labor? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes, sir. They represent boys and girls of twenty 
years and under, but they are called children in the statistics. 


I stated that seven-eighths of the deposits in the | 
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if cared for and protected as under our present system. | 


This small average shows that | 
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INDIRECT ADVANTAGES OF PROTECTION. 

A law, whether natural or otherwise, that compels a diversity of 
interest, that shall confine within our own borders the production of 
food and the manufacture of nearly everything required for comfort or 
the necessaries of life, so far tends to enlighten, and makes possible the 
highest standard of civilization, and this very important feature of the 
result of protection should not be lost sight of in considering this ques- 
tion. 

The motives which actuated those who first sought our shores and 
commenced the settlement of this country were of a social order, the de- 
sire for greater freedom of religious and political thought. But the 
simple pursuits of agriculture which seemed the only ones possible in 
the earliest history of the country were not sufficient to insure our 
highest development, and our forefathers, seeing this, instituted those 
laws which made it possible to introduce and engage our people in me- 
chanical pursuits as well as agricultural; and the continuance of manu- 
facturing here to supply the wants of those engaged in agriculture cre- 
ated that competition one country with another which has brought 


down the cost of the manufactured article year by year and day by day 


to a point lower than would have existed under any other circumstances. 


It would, perhaps, be questioning their foresight to say ‘* they builded 
better than they knew.’’ 


Our first President, Washington, saw the importance of protection 


| and was outspoken in its advocacy. 


Washington, in his first message, January 8, 1790, said: 


The advancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures by all proper 


| means will not, I trust, need recommendation, but I can not forbear intimating 
Does the gentleman mean to be understood as say- 


to you the expediency of giving effectual encouragement as well to the intro- 
duction of new and useful inventions from abroad as to the exertions of skill 


| and genius in producing them at home. 





further examination of the | 
| fully as much as the difference between the price of the two. 


In another message, December 7, 1796, Washington said: 

Ought our country to remain *panwens upon foreign supply—precarious, be- 
cause liable to be interrupted’? If the necessary article should in this case cost 
more in time of peace, will not the security and independence thence arising 
form an ample compensation ? 

EFFECT OF HOME COMPETITION. 


Special lines of goods like the French cotton prints have heretofore 
only reached consumers in this country at a high cost, held so not only 
by the manufacturers themselves controlling the market and the price, 
but also by the importers, who have control of these special lines and 
deal them to our people through high commissions. 

Establishing the manufacture of any of these articles here breaks up 
any combination of the foreign manufacturers and the importers to exact 
unreasonable profits, which insures cheaper goods to the American peo- 
ple. This can be illustrated by a great variety of articles imported. I 
will cite one or two instances. 

A letter by Messrs. Arnold, Constable & Co., importers, and in favor 
of free trade, written to Mr. HEWITT, and printed as part of the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Ways and Means, as an argument for a 
reduction of duties, shows as conclusively as anything I can offer the 
effect of American competition with foreign goods in reducing their 
cost to the consumer. The letter is as follows: 


[Arnold, Constable & Co., New York. Paris,21 rue d'Hauteville. Lyon, 8 Quai 
St. Clair. Manchester, 41 Lower Mosley st. j 


New York, February 20, 1884. 

DEAR Sir: Mr. Dalton stated before your committee that a change in cottons 
would prevent the manufacturers in this country from making the finer kinds 
of cottons, such as sateens. I send you some samples to controvert what Mr. 
Dalton says: 

Sample A is American, 36inches wide; cost by the case 11} cents per yard; the 
pattern is French. 

Sample B is French, 32 inches wide, 4 inches narrower than the American ; 
cost to land 18; cents. You will see we can no longer import the plain French 
cloth. . 

Sateens were gotten up by one of the best French manufacturers especially 
for us in the spring of 1882, when we had the market almost entirely to our- 
seives. In the spring of 1883 the Americans copied the cloth, and printed them 
very extensively, and are going on with them again this season. 

In the spring of 1883 the Americans greatly undersold the French article, and 
our importations were sold without any profit, and in some instances at a con- 
siderable loss. We have been driven from the market; therefore the Americans 
need not fear the reduction which the committee proposes. 

For the spring of 1884 we have imported sateens in very small quantity, but 
have produced some cottons of an entirely different weave, which we suppose 
will be copied next spring. 

C sample, American sateen, 32 inches wide, the case price of which is 27 cents 
at which price it is supposed to pay the manufacturer a profit, as he would not 
sell so early in the season without. 

D sample, French sateen, 32 inches wide, cost to land 31} cents. 

Sincerely yours, 


ARNOLD, CONSTABLE & CO. 
Hon. A. 8. Hewitt. 


P. S.—The American has more weight than the French, but the finish is not 
quite as good. E ; ; 
Arnold, Constable & Co. say, ‘‘ You will see we can no donger import 


the plain French cloth.’’ Well, I don’t see how they can. The Amer- 


| iean article is selling for 11} cents, and it costs 18} to lay down a like 


article from France. 
Mr. MORRISON. 


How much of that is duty? 
Mr. RUSSELL. 


The duty and cost of importation may amount to 
I do not 


| offer this as an argument against the reduction of 20 per cent. on this 
particular article of manufacture to sustain its manufacture here, but 
offer it as an argument to show that the American manufacturers, the 
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monopolists and the robbers of the people’s money, of which we hear so | 


much on this floor, do not take advantage and add the duty to the do- 
mestic article as they have opportanity, but are offering to the consumer 
goods at 11} cents that it costs 15) cents to import. 

The tone and spirit of this letter is in criticism of the Americans who 
have entered into the manufacture of these goods here to the interrup- 
tion of their trade and the enormous profits they were making upon the 
imported article. 


| 


In the spring of 1882, when these French goods or sateens [samples of | 
pring £ I 


which were exhibited by Mr. RUSSELL ] were introduced into this market, 
they were retailed at 75 cents per yard, yielding a protit to the foreign 
manufacturer and the importer of about 140 per cent. The manufact- 
ure of these goods in this country, which was begun about a year after, 


has brought down the price of the French goods to the consumer to 45 | 


cents per yard, or 40 per cent. from the highest price. 

The gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, in his speech yesterday, referring to the cotton schedule, 
said, ‘‘ The present rate on the finest cotton is 40 per cent., and yet it 
is an unquestioned fact, as shown by invoices and payments made, that 
duties exceeding 100 per cent., exceeding the first cost, are exacted and 
paid on cotton goods the duty on which is, in the estimates referred to, 
stated to be less than 20 per cent.’’ This he declares is one of the 


enormities of the tariff, hidden and concealed in classification of articles | 


and rates of duty. The gentleman refers to the class of cotton goods 


called crinoline, or a gauzy cotton cloth with but few threads to the | 
square inch, very light in weight, and very low in value on the other|  . ; : 
ufactured in this country, though very extensively used in several in- 


side where manufactured. None are manufactured in this country. 
These goods under the old tariff came in in what was called the ** basket 
clause,’’ at 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


cheap goods, which formerly came in at 35 per cent., came in under a 
specific duty of 34 cents per yard, which, considering their value, is 
something like 100 per cent. ad valorem. No one asked to have these 
goods so fully protected, for there are none manufactured in this 
country, and it was an oversight or accident. But it amounts to very 
little, though these goods, which cost so little abroad, and with the duty 
of 3} cents per square yard cost not exceeding 7 or 8 cents to import, 
are sold by Arnold, Constable & Co. at 15 and 16 cents per yard. If 
this or a reasonable duty is maintained, the manufacture of this ma- 


duced, and this firm’s business and profits again be disturbed. 
Mr. MORRISON. That accident, if the gentleman will allow me to 
say, occurred first with the Tariff Commission. They made the change, 


and then the same accident happened in the committee and the con- 
ference. 


Mr. RUSSELL. 
find this charge of hidden enormities as far as it relates to the cotton 
schedule rests on a ‘‘gauzy’’ foundation. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what be- 
came of that ‘‘ basket clause’’ of 35 per cent.? I want to know what 
was done with it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The “‘ basket clause ’’ in the new law was raised for 
good and sufficient reasons. The old law gave importers an opportunity 
to evade the law; that is, change the styles or names of goods and then 
throw them into the ‘‘ basket clause’’ at lower rates than they would 
otherwise pay; and the ‘‘ basket clause’’ in the cotton schedule, as in 
all others, was made higher to prevent frauds. 

Mr. HERBERT. What was done with it? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The basket clause was raised. 

Mr. HERBERT. Raised by accident ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; I don’t claim that the rate in the basket clause 
was raised by accident. It was fully discussed and understood in the 
committee. It was the crinoline or gauzy cotton cloths which I refer 
to whose classification was the accident. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to say that no goods of this kind are made in this country ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. ‘I am so informed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the duty is purely a revenue one and not 
protective. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 


I forget the rate. 


How long has sateen been manufactured here ? 
Mr. RUSSELL. Not long. Within two or three years. 
Mr. AIKEN. Is that sateen? [Referring to samples exhibited. ] 
Mr. RUSSELL. It is. 
If the article upon which the tariff is imposed is not manufactured 
here and entirely imported, then the duty is added to the cost of the 
article, and more than that, high commissions are added; but when the 
article is in part manufactured here the whole duty is not added to the 
cost of the domestic article. This shows conclusively that the competi- 


tion here has forced the price of these articles much below the price of 


importation, and the fact that the duty is not wholly added to the cost 
of the domestic article can be illustrated or proved by almost every 
article manufactured in this country. 

Information from a reliable source as to the wholesale price of well- 
known articles of woolen goods in 1860 and 1880 are given below: 


Middlesex bed blankets, per pair: 


Net wholesale price in 1960......... Alenia Seal alin iaiaepedacbacohaninn aaa $2 75 
EE eee . 25 


It was no less an accident or mistake. So that we | 


By a change in the classification | 
of the cotton schedule it was found after the law was passed that these 


| 


| 
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Norway plains, all wool, bed blankets, per pair: 
Net wholesale price in 1860.... 


cceccesesccccce ii 
Net wholesale price in 1884 ‘ 
Made-up horse blanket, Burlap lined 
W holesale price in 1360 ooneian onnareeesia 200 
W holssale price in L384 1 20 
Fitchburg cassimeres, 27 inches wide, all wool, per yard 
Wholesale price in 1860 5 
Wholesale price in 1884 2 
Haile & Frost cashmeretts, 27 inches wide, per yard: 
Average wholesale price in 1860 and for ten years previous............. 51 
Te I Di Rea cassis stcctnnis dacetntt<envesavctcnunen 42 
Fancy cassimeres, 27 inches wide, per yard 
Wholesale price in 1860 “oH 


Wholesale price in L884 


50 

The question then is very naturally asked, Why then maintain so high 
aduty? Theansweris plain. In thefirst place you can not induce capi- 
tal to invest in manufacturing in this country with the increased cost 
of plant and labor as compared with the foreign cost and meet the vary 
ing condition of trade brought about by a foreign policy or custom to 
send to us their surplus in seasons of overproduction with them, which 
would make our market, without a protective tariff, too uncertain and 
unstable to invite investment, and we should then be left wholly within 
the control of the foreign manufacturer and importer—a condition, as | 
have shown, not favorable for low prices. 

Take the article bleaching-powders, now on the free-list and not man- 


dustries, there having been imported in 1883, 94,395,405 pounds. The 
price of this article in this country in 15881-—"82 was about 1 cent pe 
pound. By a combination of the foreign manufacturers the price was 
carried up and is now maintained at about 2 cents per pound, or an 
advance of 100 per cent. 

Mr. MORSE. Why not make it here? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Because we have not the ingredients. It only shows 
that where we have not the materials, and are dependent wholly on 
the foreign market, we are at the mercy of foreign combinations. 

Mr. MORSE. The same holds good of the Hecla and Calumet Min- 
ing Company, which will sell you copper at 12 cents if you send it 


| abroad, but if you use it here they will charge you 15. 
terial will begin in this country, prices to the consumer be largely re- | 


FREE raw MATERIAL. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The proposition of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. HEWITT] that we shall have all raw material free isan ingenious 
cunning device to undermine our tariff policy. It strikes directly at 
the foundation of the protective system, unless he confines his free trade 
in raw materials to those articles not produced in this country, which 
are fewin number. The proposition to a farmer or miner that he shall 


| not be protected in his products, whether it be wool, coal, ore, or prod- 


ucts of his forests, or any other, while asking him to maintain a pro- 
tective duty on the manufactured goods which he consumes, is unjust 
and unstatesmanlike, and to assert that this sentiment prevails to any 
extent among the manufacturers, and notably in New England, is not 
crediting them with the con:mon fairness which they possess, and is not 
true. New England and the manufacturers are, to use a homely phrase, 
for the “‘ live and let live’’ policy. 

The attempt of the gentleman [Mr. HEWITT] to draw from the rep- 
resentatives of the manufacturing interests of New England an expres- 
sion in favor of free raw materials has utterly failed. Mr. Charles H. 
Dalton, treasurer of one of our largest cotton-manufacturing establish- 
ments in New England and president of the Arkwright Club, an asso- 
ciation of New England manufacturers, in his testimony before the Ways 
and Means Committee argues thus in regard to raw material: 

The theory that sundry domestic articles in theircrude state are “raw ma 
terials,” and should therefore be placed upon the free list, is plausible, but un- 
sound in application. Coal, iron-ore, &c., appear upon the * Morrison” free- 
list by virtue, probably, of their being ‘‘ raw materials." They are ‘‘ raw’ only 
so long as they remain undisturbed in their native beds. When coal is mined it 


has received its first manipulation; when transported to the furnace, its second 
and when burned, its last. The labor and skill required for its mining and trans 


| portation is as much entitled to recognition in the policy of the Government as 
| any other form of industry. There is noequity in saying to the men who work 


in amine that they must accept foreign rates of wages or abandon their occupa 


tions, while any other applied labor is protected. The miner's work is as ne« 


essary to the publicgood as any other industry, and can not be degraded without 
| degrading in some degree all labor 


The manufacturer of textile fabrics in New England practically pays the 


| wages of the miner and transporter of the coal he uses. Of the ® per ton paid 


} 


all but the royalty to the mine-owner—25 cents or less—and the interest on in 
vestments in transportation lines is finally paid to the miners, engineers, train 
and boat men, and sailors employed in bringing the coal! to his mills. In return 
these persons buy his cloth; they are his customers. If coal is put on the free- 


list, and if, consequently, the New England manufacturer is supplied from Nova 


| Scotia, he will save, perhaps, 50 cents per ton, and lose a customer for four dol 


lars’ worth of his cloth, unless there should be reciprocity on the part of Nova 
Scotia, by which the New England cloth could be sold there. 

No such reciprocity is provided for, and, therefore, the New England manu- 
facturer would be in the predicament of possibly making his cloth a shade 
cheaper with free coal, but with the certainty of losing his customers for a por 
tion of his stuffs. For example, a manufacturer of an important cotton fabr 
would nominally save, under the ** Morrison” free coal tariff, about one-fifth 
of one mill per yard upon his product, by buying Nova Scotia in place of Penn 
sylvania, Maryland, or Virginia coal, and would lose thereby customers for 





2,000,000 yards of his cloth. Such a change does not commend itselfto the man- 
ufacturer any more than tothe American miner and transporter, especially as 
the gain on the cost of the cloth would be offset, probably, by the increase of 


cost consequent upon a reduced production. 
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or can not be, produced in this country. If any such articles are not already 
ie free st, they should be put there 

Mr. Edward H. Ammidown, a large manufacturer of woolen goods 
and dealer in domestic fabrics in New York city, who testified in rela- 
tion to the woolen industry, said as to free wool : 


My ow dea is that free wool would impoverish the country to such an 
extent that people would not buy clothing. The wool production has increased 
in this country from 60,000, 000 pounds to 320,000,000, and from a value of $20,000- | 
OOO to a value of $110,000,000 fhis production of $110,000,000 is so much clear 
money, and is more widely distributed probably than the product of any other 
ndustry Every man who raises a pound of wool raises it to sell. That $110,- 


000 OOO of money, as distributed throughout the community, is $2 a head of money 


distributed out of the growth of wool in this country, with which people are 
enabled to buy clothing as well as other necessaries of life. If you cut off that 
production to any large extent (as you would do by free wool) you deprive the 
people of this country of a sum of money that is certainly equal to the interest 
on the national debt, and which they now have to support themselves and buy 
clothes with. And suppose that they can buy clothes L5 per cent. cheaper, they 
have not got the money to buy them with, or, atany rate, their supply of money 
is reduced more than 15 per cent. So that 15 per cent. reduction on the fabric 
does not begin to compare with the reduction of the people’s means. 

Grant for the sake of the argument that wool, lumber, coal, and the 
ores would be made cheaper (though I doubt if in the long run they 
would) by putting them on the free-list, you must reduce the wages of 
those engaged in raising wool, producing lumber, and mining your coal 
and ores, which will reduce the purchasing power of their wages and to 
that extent break down and reduce the home market for your manu- 
facturers 

PURCHASING POWER OF WAGES 

There is paid out annually to those engaged in all pursuits at least 
$6,000,000,000. Lf you level the compensation for labor to the standard 
paid in other countries you would reduce this amount fully $2,000,- 
000,000, which amount exceeds by nearly $500,000,000 your total ex- 
ports of agriculture, manufacture, coin, and bullion ($825,846,813), to- 
gether with the total imports of all merchandise, coin, and bullion 

$751,670, 305 

This $2,000,000,000 which free trade would strike off of your labor 
roll it can not be claimed would be counterbalanced or compensated for 
by cheaper merchandise, for this sum is equal to nearly one-half of the 
total value ofall manufactured products in this country ($5,369,579,191), 
and nearly equal to the total value of all our farm products ($2,212,- 
540,927 The fact is that this $6,000,000,000, compensating labor in 
this country, is not all absorbed by daily living in the purchase of either 
merchandise or food, but is the source from which is drawn the two and 
a half million dollars that is being daily added to the accumulated 
wealth of the country It isa striking as well as a consoling fact that 
this tax and high-tariff burdened people are adding and holding to 
themselves one-third of the accumulated wealth of the whole world. 
One thing is certain: whatever of extra cost there may be to our peo- 
ple for goods of domestic manufacture, it does not go to the capital in- 
volved, for that is not receiving to-day as great a return as the capital 
engaged in trade and transportation, and is as low as at any other pe- 
riod in our history. 

PROTECTION UNIVERSAL 

The protective policy has in it the elements of justice and equity, 
and if maintained at all must be universal in its application, or nearly 
so. I refer to the massesof the people. Ido not mean that every indi- 
vidual may be reached by its beneficent influence. I can conceive how 
men who have built up a fortune and have invested it in bonds and 
mortgages at fixed rates, who measure day by day the purchasing 
power of their fixed income as they apply it to the articles of high liv- 
ing, may oppose our policy. In fact, the head and front of the free- 
trade leagues in the country, and notably the free-trade club of New 
York, are mainly constituted of people of this class. 

I have at hand a list of the names of members of this club as it ex- 
isted a few months. ago. It may have increased in number recently, as 
I understand there have been strenuous efforts put forth to enlarge its 
membership. This list numbers 314. Of these 109 are lawyers, 66 
gentlemen of leisure, 75 merchants, bankers, and brokers, chiefly im- 
porters, 27 litterateurs and publishers, 14 presidents, secretaries, &c., 
6 professors, the remaining 17, including 2 foreign consuls, belonging 
to 9 different professions or businesses. 

I do not deny the legal right of these gentlemen to band themselves 
together for united effort in the expenditure of money for the distribu- 
tion of free-trade literatare or by sending paid counsel to advocate be- 
fore committees of Congress the principles of free trade or to otherwise 
attempt to educate and lead the people up to free-trade legislation in 
their interests. Neither do I envy them the gastronomic and bibulous 
enjoyments at their meetings, which seems to be one of the leading 
features of their organization; but we should know who these disinter- 
ested philanthropists are and where located. 

The percentage of our population who are strictly consumers, not pro- 
ducers, compared with our busy and active population is very small. 
Most of us have the work of our hands and heads to dispose of. The 
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number of those who have lifted themselves above the active duties of | 


life is too small to shape our industrial policy. 
IMPORTANCE OF THE TARIFF TO AGRICULTURISTS 
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ng does not apply to articles used in manufactures which are not, this question of the tariff is becoming more and more important. The 


fertile fields of the West, their new and labor-saving machines, and the 
cheap transportation to the foreign markets have given this branch of 
our industries special privileges and profits which we can no longer so 
exclusively enjoy. Our principal competitors in cereal products, British 
America, India, Australia, and Russia, are fast improving their facili- 
ties for competition. England is subsidizing and building railroads in 


| her provinces to afford cheaper transportation; Russiaalso is improving 
| her meansof transportation and building American elevators and labor- 


saving machines; thus making them stronger competitors in the grain- 


| purchasing sections of the world. 


British America has wheat-tields equal in extent to Michigan, Wis- 
consin, Missouri, Dakota, Montana, New York, and the whole of New 
England, with a climate not less favorable for wheat-growing than our 
own. 

India is displacing the old rude implements of agriculture with new 
and modern ones, improving her lands by irrigation, and pushing rail- 
roads into the wheat-growing sections of the country. A new railroad 
line now constructing from Calcutta will open an outlet for from fifty 
to eighty million bushels per year. Another proposed line would draw 
traffic from 27,000 square miles of wheat cultivation, or more than 
17,000,000 acres, capable of producing 150,000,000 bushels per year, 
thus increasing rapidly her growth and exports of wheat, as shown by 
the following figures: Her exports of wheat were, in 1879, 2,000,000 
bushels; 1880, 4,000,000 bushels; 1881, 12,000,000 bushels; 1883, 36,- 
000,000 bushels. 

United States Consul-General Mattson, of Calcutta, says: 

In order to facilitate the development of the wheat resources and to assist the 
export trade, the Government of India is pursuing a policy of encouragement 
which has already resulted in better facilities of transit to the seaboard, by the 
construction of new railways and in the reduction of freight; it has removed 
taxes, export and octroi duty; it is diffusing knowledge and instruction in the 
cultivation of wheat and improvement of the soil, constructing canals for irri- 
gation and transportation, and in many other ways giving moral and material 


aid to this great cause, in the hope that India may ultimately become the gran- 
ary of Great Britain. 


Both India and Russia already show fertility of soil and skill of pro- 
duction nearly equal to our own, their average yield being about 12 
bushels per acre, while our average yield in the census year was but 13 
bushels per acre. 

There are still in India tracts of 20,090 to 60,000 square miles, and 
in one case of 160,000, containing 20,000,000 people, without a single 
railroad, and these mclude some of the most fertile lands of the country. 

Statistics from the State Department show that only about one-third 
of the available wheat lands in India are at present under cultivation, 
and that large areas of land in Russia, Australia, and Algeria are still 
uncultivated. The census for 1880 shows, too, that a large part of our 
own domain is still uncultivated. The possibility of a great increase 
in agricultural products in this and other countries, and the improved 
facilities which are now so rapidly being brought into use to cheapen 
farm products, raises the question whether we have not reached the 
point of full supply, and presents to us, and especially to our agricult- 
urists, a new and grave problem, Where shall we find a market for our 
cereal products? Shall we maintain those tariff laws which promote 
and build up our manufacturing industries, giving employment in the 
mechanical pursuits and affording a home market for our farm prod- 
ucts, or shall we undertake to compete with India and Russia in the 
wheat-purchasing markets of the world? 

The advocates of free trade, recognizing this strong and increasing 
competition, urge upon the agriculturists to put themselves into a posi- 
tion to meet it by reducing the tariff, stopping the increase of manu- 
factures in this country and reducing the rate of wages. But let us 
pause and consider how easy a journey this may be and the feast we 
are invited to. 

India’s and Russia’s railroad facilities are nearly, if not quite, equal to 
our own—that is, they are able to transport grain from their fields to 
Liverpool at as low a cost as we can transport it from our fields to Liv- 
erpool, and they will soon have the same advantages in labor-saving 
machinery, so that it brings us directly and singly to the question of 
the compensation for labor. 

The rate of wages has risen very rapidly in India in the last few 
years. I find that in 1850 unskilled labor commanded about 3 cents 
per day, and it has now risen 100 per cent., to the enormous sum of 
6 cents per day! Farm laborers wouldcommand at the present time 
about 5 or 10 cents per day, and it is with this pauper labor, thissemi-bar- 
baric labor that our farm laborers are invited to compete, at least as far 
as it relates to the exports of wheat and other cereals. Nay, more, at no 
distant day these grain-growing countries will be knocking at the doors 
of our great seaport cities of the East with their cercal products. This 
is a coming event which is casting its shadow before. hen the agri- 
cultural sections of the country may not be indifferent as to the rate 
of duty on farm products, but be ready to vie with the other industries 
of the country to maintain a protective tariff all along the line for pro- 
tection’s sake. I predict that within five years our farm producers will 
find necessary and ask for an increase in the duty upon wheat and other 
cereals. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] stated in his speech 


To the agricultural interest of the country, by far the largest I grant, | that the foreign market fixed the price for our wheat. It is this kind 
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of competition that we should seek to avoid; that is, to measure the | 


compensation for labor in our wheat-fields with that of the ryots of 
India. The idea advanced by those in favor of free trade, that unless 
the trade is reciprocal and we purchase the manufactured products of 
the grain-purchasing countries they will not purchase their food of us, is 
plausible in argument but has no force in fact. Great Britain, our 
largest customer, will naturally and most certainly turn to her colonies 
for her supply. She is not likely to forsake her long-established policy 
of purchasing in the cheapest and selling in the dearest market. Let 
us not be misled by this argument. 

DIVERSITY 


OF INTERESTs. 


A report by the Agricultural Department gives some striking illus- | 


trations of the favorable results to farms located near manufacturing 
centers, both as relates to the value of the farms per acre and to the net 
incomes from the same. The tabulation of States to show this is as 
follows: 


Aggregate value of products of agriculture by States, acres of land in farms, 
and value of farm lands, by States.and groups of States. 
FIRST GROUP. 
Value of prod- 


ucts of man- 
ufacture. 


Total land 
in farms. 


Value 
per acre, 


Value of farm 
lands. 
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I copy some remarks from the report above referred to, they are so 
pertinent to this subject. Itsays: 
_ The fact that the group of States where industry is most diversified (those hav- 
ing only 18 per cent. of all workers engaged in agriculture) afford S457 per an- 
num to each one, while the agricultural States, having 77 per cent. inagriculture, 
allow an annual income of only $160, is too significant to be explained away, t 


t0o 


Itstands as proof of the necessity of symmetry 
and completeness of the productive system, and as a forceful illustration of the 
solidarity of the industries 

Full acceptance of the truth that increase of non-agricultural workers en 


| hances values in agriculture, as proven by this grouping of facts, has been nearly 


universal. 


Therefore, from any standpoint, to establish and maintain new in- 
dustries in this country brings like advantages and wealth to the farmer 
and to those engaged directly in them. 

Our natural growth in population, together with the large immizra 
tion constantly going on, makes an ever-expanding demand for all kinds 
of American products. There is, too, an increasing per capita consump- 
tion as we grow in wealth. The very rich, the well-to-do, the well-paid 
mechanic and the well-paid common laborer are larger consumers, as 


| they surround their homes with the greater and more numerous com- 


forts of life. 


MAGNITUDE OF IMPORTATIONS, 


We are a good and living example of reciprocity at home; nine-tenths 
of our agricultural products find a market here and 98 per cent. of all 
our other products. The total value of articles manufactured in the 
United States is given in the census at $5,369,579,191; our total export 
of these goods for the last fiscal year was $111,890,001. The value of 
all domestic exports was $304,223,632 at point of shipment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts tell us 
what effect a protective duty on wheat would have upon our large out 
going supply ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It would certainly not prevent the outflow if there 
was a foreign demand and we could compete with foreign prices. The 
United States has for many years had the foreign market substantially 
at its command. Its control is fast slipping away, not from any policy 
of ours or inability to supply, but from the severer and increasing out- 
side competition. A protective tariff is maintained by these two great 
industrial interests, farming and manufacturing. They have a close 
relation to each other. The protective tariff builds up manufacturing 


| and gives employment to a large number of people engaged in industrial 
| pursuits who consume our fart products. 


Only about 10 per cent. of 
these is now exported, estimating the value at point of production. 


Mr. MORRISON. That is more than double what the manutact- 
uring people use. 
Mr. RUSSELL. That can not beso. If 10 per cent. is exported, 


90 per cent. is consumed at home. As the number of those engaged in 
other industries compared with those engaged in agriculture is as one 


| to two—that is, there are two persons engaged in farming to one in other 


| industries 


} ucts. 
| ment and support to 3,500,000 persons. 


| products. 


Dollars. Acres, Dollars. Dollars. 
Massachusetts ................. 631, 125, 284 3, 359, 079 146, 197, 415 43 52 
Rhode Island = 104, 163, 621 514, 818 25, 882, 079 SO) 27 
i 8 2, 453, 541 121, 063, 910 49 34 
/ 4 RCE . 1,08 if 23, 780, 754 1, 056, 176, 741 44 41 | 
NOW JOPSCY....00000.+00220000s0 254, 380, 236 2, 929, 773 190, 895, 833 65 16 | 
Pennsylvania . 744, 818, 445 19, 791, 341 975, 689, 410 49 30 
I cu steuihinkndsiecax ene 20,514, 438 1, 090, 245 36, 789, 672 33 74 
TOD «.cnccdcenccocesiccec! Un, wan GEE 53, 919, 546 2, 552, 695, 060 17 34 
SECOND GROUP. 
tial 6,552, 578 102, 357, 615 15 62 
New Hampshire , 3,721, 173 75, 834, 389 20 38 
III vcsvenecuccenetetusat 31, 34, 366 4, 882,588 109, 346, OLO 22 40 
ES ici asicevonwauphieinecid des 348, 298, 390 24, 529, 226 1, 127, 497, 353 45 97 
IIL in cienliicninsanaseneiiea 150, 715, 025 13, 807, 240 499, 103, 181 36 15 
Indiana..... 148, 006, 411 20, 420, 983 635, 236, 111 31 11 
PEIN Dice sxccenme 414, 864, 673 31, 673, 645 1, 009, 594, 580 31 87 
HOGA ccccnsedeccsscscscens| 4,202,086, 608 105,587,433 3,558,969, 239 33 71 
THIRD GROUP. 
Wisconsin.. .......... 128, 255, 480 15, 353, 118 357, 709, 507 23 30 
Minnesota..... 76, 065, 198 13, 403, 019 193, 724, 260 14 45 | 
lowa.. alii 71, 045, 926 24, 752, 700 567, 430, 227 22 92 
a aa en 116, 218, 973 16, 593, 742 262, 051, 282 15 79 | 
PE iisncttibivcvuse 7 2,579 1, 380, 915, 276 19 70 
FOURTH GROUP. 
NG io iacniestbnisscwnres 106, 780, 563 5,119, 83 165, 503, 341 32 33 
Virginia.......... 51, 780, 992 19, 835, 785 216, 028, 107 10 89 
North Carolina. 20, 095, 087 22, 363, 558 135, 793, 602 6 07 
South Carolina. 16, 738, 008 13, 457, 613 68, 677, 482 5 10 
Georgia............. we 36, 440, 948 26, 043, 282 111, 910, 540 4 30 
I iss cit nenaimancel 5, 546, 448 3, 297, 324 20, 291, 835 6 15 
I cicamundetuesteinaainie 13, 565, 504 18, 855, 32 78, 94, 648 419 
Louisiana. @ 24, 205, 183 8, 273, 506 58, 989, 117 713 
cd cattbstnuakih:-taiee scares 20, 719, 928 36, 292, 219 170, 468, 886 470 
Pe rapanmttvisseiivoneeeees 6. 756, 159 12, 061, 547 74, 249, 655 6 16 
Tennessee....... 37, 074, 886 20, 666, 915 206, 749, 837 10 00 
West Virginia.. 22, 867, 126 10, 193,779 133, 147, 175 13 06 
Kentucky ........... 75, 483, 377 21, 495, 240 298 s, 631 13 92 
Missouri.. 165, 386, 205 27, 879, 276 ar , WT 13 47 
Kansas ...... * 30, 843, 777 21, 417, 468 235, 178, 936 10 98 
EE et 12, 627, 336 9, 944, 826 105, 932,541 10 65 
CE. Sa 14, 260, 159 1, 165, 373 25, 109, 22: 21 5 
Oregon .... 10, 931, 232 4, 214, 712 56, 908, 57! 13 50 
ui cnccekeismaidaid 4, 324, 992 655, 524 14,015, 178 21 38 
OE, occ cchacunthinence 676, 427, 860 283, 233, 112 2, 552, 840, 616 9 O01 


You will observe that the first group—the largest manufacturing States 
of the Union—shows the value of the farm lands to be on an average 
$47.34 per acre; the second group, coming next in order in value of 
manufactured. products, shows the value of the farm lands to be $33.71 
per acre; the next group, coming nextin order in value of manufactured 
products, shows the value of the farm lands to be $19.70 per acre, and 
the last group, having a lesser amount of other industries compared 
with agriculture, shows the value of farm lands to be only $9.01 per 
acre. 

Comparisons in the same way by the subdivision of the States brings 
the same results; that is, where the largest percentage of the people 
are found to be engaged in mechanical pursuits the farm lands are most 
valuable and yield the largest returns. 


-this latter class must constitute one-third of the home con- 
sumers, and therefore consume three-tenths of the total agricultural 
production. 

We are now importing annually $250,000,000 of manufactured prod- 
If these were manufactured in this country it would give direct 
employment to 700,000 operatives or mechanics and indirect employ- 
This in itself would give a 
home market for about one-third of our total exports of agricultural 
These elements should be watched, nourished, and cared for 
rather than that we should be diverted by the free-trade cry of a limited 
home market or deluded by the charms of an unlimited foreign mar- 
ket. Our home market will be steady and reliable while our people 
are clothed and fed with our own products. For an enlarged market 
let us encourage the consumer to come here, where he will be no lessa 
consumer and our customer, but the rewardsof his labor, toe, will be a 
source of wealth to the country. 

It will be well to note here that, notwithstanding the charge that 
we can not increase our exports of merchandise while living under a 
protective tariff, the percentage of our exports of manufactures, though 
small, is increasing. 

Mr. Nimmo, chief of the Bureau of Statistics, says on this point: 

The value of the exports of products of manufacture from the United States 
during the last fiscal year amounted to $111,890,001, as against $108,132,481 during 


the preceding year, and was larger than during any previous year in the his- 
tory of the country. The value of the exports of products of manufacture 
amounted to only $45,658,873 during the fiscal year ended June 30,1560. Thisin- 
dicates the growth of the exportation of manufactured articles 


INFANT INDUSTRIES. 

A tariff supported by some for the purpose of establishing an in- 
dustry in this country is well enough as far as it goes. The same ne- 
cessity exists to-day for the maintenance of a protective tariff that ex- 
isted when it was first established. It is only a question of degree. 
The attempts of the free-traders to bring reproach upon the tariff sys- 
tem by the ‘‘infant-industry ’’ cry must not blind us to the fact that 
though the newer may need greater protection than the older and more 
firmly established, yet few industries will ever become old enough in 
this country to be able, without protection, to pay American wages for 
labor and successfully compete with the foreign manufacturer with for- 
eign rates for labor. There should be no ambiguity upon this or any 
other branch of this subject. Protective tariffs are levied to counter- 
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rreater wages paid for the different kinds of service in this 
country—nothing else Strip it of everything else, it must stand or 


THE MORRISON BILI 


If this Congress had begun in good faith to revise the tariff—that is, 
to improve its administrative features, give protection to some indus- 
tries overlooked or not properly cared for in the last revision, and per- 
haps ald some articles of raw material to the free-list—there would 
have been some reason in reopening this question at this time. So far 
the Committee on Ways and Means, who have had the tariff bill under 
consideration, have made no effort to improve the present law; but the 
bill introduced into this House by Mr. MORRISON has come back to 
the House without the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a ‘‘t,’’ ex- 
cept as the friends of the bill have abandoned many of the articles which 
they at first proposed to put on the ftree-list 

The provision of the bill that rates shall not be above a given figure 
or below the rates of the Morrill bill of March 2, 1861, will make a 
law difficult, if not impossible, to execute, and it will cripple and de- 
stroy many industries. Its provisions will fall unequally upon many 
classes of goods, and especially upon the manufactures of wool. The 
cut of 20 per cent., so far as it relates to the raw material, or wool 
under 30 cents per pound, will be estopped by the provisions of the 
Morrill! bill, and only a reduction of 10 per cent. will prevail, as the 
present duty upon wools of the first class, clothing wools, and of the 
second class, combing wools, valued at 30 cents per pound and under, 
is 10 cents per pound, and the rate will be fixed at 9 cents per pound, 
while the reduction of 20 per cent. will wholly prevail! on the goods man- 
ufactured from such wools 


Woo! 


It may be claimed by some that this will no more than equalize the 


rates made on wool and manufactures of wool in the last revision. 

To show that no inequality exists I annex as an appendix the actual 
rates that existed prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 1883, and 
also the present rates on both wool and woolens. Gentlemen can judge 
for themselves. 

The reduction made in the tariff on wool in the last revision followed 
the suggestions of the Tariff Commission, and was an equitable and 
fair adjustment of the duty on wool and woolens. No opposition to 


these reductions was made before the Ways and Means Committee | 


while they had the bill under consideration by those engaged in sheep 
husbandry or any one. We did not reach the wool and woolen sched- 
ule in the consideration of the bill in the House, so no opposition ap- 


peared there. It was not until the bill wasconsidered in the committee | 
of conference that any attempt was made to prevent a reduction of the 


wool duties, then too late to effect such readjustment of the schedule in 
the House as would have been essential to the protection of the best 
interests of the wool-growers as well as the woolen manufacturers. 
Although it is unfortunate that the wool-growers press a reconsidera- 
tion of their interest at this time, before a Congress inimical to protect- 
ive tariff legislation, which endangers the whole system, I am bound 


as far as I am concerned to concede to this large body of our citizens | 
engaged in sheep husbandry the same honesty of purpose and the same | 


degree of intelligence in presenting this question that we accord to the 
manufacturers, upon whose statements we must in part rely to govern 
our action on this important matter. 


WOOLENS 


I also append a schedule of tariff rates on manufactures of wool be- 
fore and after the last revision. It will be observed at a glance that 
large reductions have been made in the woolen scliedule, varying from 
3} per cent, to 40 per cent., and a reduction on every item except the 
women’s and children’s dress-goods made wholly of wool. The greater 
reductions have been made on the lower and middle grades of goods, 
used by the masses, and the lesser on the very highest. From a change 
in style or fashion all-wool dress-goods are taking the place of mixed 
goods. This class of goods was not made in this country when the old 


tariff law was passed, and under it an insufficient protection was afforded | 


toinsure their manufacture here, and they were almost entirely imported, 


chiefly from France, Germany, and Belgium, and a few from Bradford, | 


England. A new classification was therefore made to meet this emer- 
gency, and the rate increased. It is for this reason that the duties re- 
ceived upon all-wool goods since the revision of the tariff show so little 


diminution or change in the revenue—from the fact that nearly one-half | 


the importations have been of this grade of goods paying a higher rate 
of duty than under the old law. Any one who examines carefully the 
changes made in the wool and woolen schedule will see the necessity, 
if the duty is increased upon the raw material, of a like increase upon 


its product to insure the manufacture here and maintain a home de- | 


mand for domestic wool. 

It will be observed that there is a compound duty on woolen goods. 
The duty per pound is to compensate for the duty on wools, it requir- 
ing three or four pounds of wool to make one of cloth, and the ad val- 
orem duty is to counterbalance the duties on chemicals, dyestuffs, and 
extra cost for labor, taxes, &c. 

AD VALOREM RATES. 

Merchandise of all kinds the world over has declined in price from 

overproduction. The merchandise imported in the six months ending 
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December 31, 1883, as referred to in the majority report on the Mor- 
rison bill, has come in at lower rates of foreign cost than under the 
old law, which has changed the equivalent ad valorem as it appears 
in that report, for as the price of goods imported under specific rates 
goes down the equivalent ad valorem rate goes up, and unless this fact 
is considered you will be misled by these printed statements that are 
given out without explanation. This is fairly illustrated in the article 
of sugar. While the reductions made in the sugar schedule amounted 
to fully 21 per cent. from old tariff rates and values of sugar imported 
prior to July 1, 1883, the statement in the report shows an equivalent 
reduction of only 2.74 per cent. This is also accounted for by the fact 
that sugar has fallen in price, and the duty being specitic, the equiv- 
alent ad valorem rate has advanced. 

The system of applying the polariscope test, as provided under the 
existing law, to ascertain the saccharine strength and value of the sugar, 
has checked frauds and added to the revenue from this article to an ex- 
tent not anticipated. 

I insert a table prepared by Mr. William Whitman, showing the 
wages paid in the woolen and worsted mills of Belgium, where these 
goods are largely made, and in similar mills in this country, the figures 
being taken directly from the books of the concerns: 


Average wages Labor cost per 
per week week 


Occupation, 
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Wool-sorting : 
Overseers G............. l $428 $38 46 $4 28 $38 46 
Second hands a..... 2 2 38 16 50 +476 33 00 
SII sii. ns sntesnnebipuienghanticbenninbaninanieel 4 2 38 10 63 9 52 42 52 
Wool-picking : 
I IIINE Wis covssatienissnscenseneninanebvoctions 1 285 » OO 285 30 00 
Picker-tenders b 4 1 90 3 75 7 0 15 00 
Dyers: 

PIG incoes ceccsvecccccuceueteiinensese cs 1 8 OO 30 00 8 00 30 00 

| I I a tenet ine 2 3 00 15 00 6 00 30 00 

SS RE RMI 2 250) 1400 5 00 28 00 
Dyers jaesibiinsesbanatiewiesceenburibnntbbnin 4 200 70 8 00 30 00 

| Wool-carding : 

a socnpenenanesocnconses l 8 0 30 00 8 00 30 00 

| SERED ; 2 3 57 15 00 714 30 00 

Card-grinders ...... 10 200 730 20 00 | 75 00 
Common hands ; 190 6 OF 3 80 12 14 

Wool-spinning : 

EE l 6 66 30 00 6 66 30 00 
Second hands a.. 3 200 15 00 6 00 5 00 
Mule fixers c.... pinsndlainsiea 14 1 90 7 26 60 105 00 

IE i ctiinctctstanbsrcavciene . 4 5 3 5 64 21 00 22 56 

Dressing : 
Overseers @................. shtsinbiaanianiedaiiaia 1 430 18 00 4 30 18 00 
Second hands a nit 15 2 40 10 50 36 00 157 SO 
Dressers a..... dnonepanntitel 4 280, 1308 11 20 52 32 

| PITTI vnscsccnensecosnnpencunerenccnnenstenes 1 809 3000 8 09 30 00 

| Overseer: | 

NE I iiciiiccnniescnitinlinnintniatoancul 1 8 00 16 5O 8 00 16 

Section hands 2 430, 1294 8 60 25 88 

Ce a! [a 4B 8 04 687 50 | «1,206 00 

eee jaavieeeniepniente 6 571 | 34 62 34 26 207 72 

Overseers : 

| Second hands c. — 12 29, 1500 34 80 180 00 

| Scourers f ......... ; ; 3 2 99 730 8 70 22 50 

Fullers g .... 3 290) 880 8 70 | 26 40 

| Shearers g... pas 18 28 7 61 | -51 30 136 98 

Pressers g..... = a 5 2 & 8 6 14 25 40 25 

| STITT cents nsciicoeinnainkelinmobiannn 2 660 | 1800 13 20 36 00 

Overseers : } 

| a al al 2 430, RO 8 60 24 18 

SITIES cnoncniitidnqnansinestonnnnindbabne 2 350/| 12 8 700) 2 64 

eee lahat = 1 430' 275 4 30 2 75 
Yard hands... 1 500 1800 5 00 18 00 

Overseer : | 
IRIS «10: cnminenbnsdieneemneneaiantineniies 4 2 90 7 61 | ll 60 30 44 

| Engineer l 450 18 00 40 18 00 

Firemen. 2 3 60 8 76 7 20 17 52 

| Watchman l 28 7 88 2 35 | 7 8 

| shacks add hiiadneilabastiendiaits inicnk . 3 68 9 9 | 1,084 96 2,987 14 


Cygeatives, men if not otherwise designated. 
a Women in Belgium. 

6 Children. 

e¢ Women and children in Belgium. 

d Men in Belgium; women in the United States. 


e Of these 100 are men and 50 women in Belgium ; all are women in the United 
States. 


Jf Women in both countries. 
g Men in Belgium. 


Here we find in one country 295 persons earning, on an average, per 
week $3.68, or 614 cents per day; on the American basis the weekly 
average would have been $9.95, or $1.652 per day. Mr. Whitman, 


however, says that an American mill will not be equipped in just the 

same way as to hands, and this will reduce the cost of labor toa daily 

average of at least $1.25 per day, against 61 cents in Belgium, or 100 
‘ per cent. higher. 
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The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurp], in his eloguent remarks in 
the House the other day on the wool question, said to the House and 
to the country that he opposed the re-establishment of the old rate of 
duty for the reason that it would advance the price of wool, which would 
be a burden and misfortune to the woolen manufacturers and in turn 
make additional cost to the consumer of woolen goods, a burden those 
people thrown out of employment by the present condition of trade 
could ill afford to bear. ‘‘A condition of trade,’’ he could have fitly 
added, ** brought about by myself and my coagitators creating an alarm 
throughout the country as to what this Congress might do by tariff leg- 
islation.”’ He says the advance of the duty on wool would increase its 
value here—that he deplores; but in this same speech he goes on to 
show how lower duties on wool would advance the price here. 

He says: 

I oppose this motion— 


The motion of Mr. CONVERSE to restore the duty on wool— 


because it proposes to restore the duty on wool and thereby increase the price 
of that commodity. 


Again he says: 


I believe if wool were put on the free-list to-day, with a corresponding reduc- 
tion of the tariffon woolen goods, the result would be a large increase in manu- 
facturing, a large addition to the number of operatives employed, an increase 
of at least 10 per cent. in the price of wool on the farm, and a reduction of 25 per 
cent. in price to the people who have to purchase woolen clothes. 


To reconcile these two illogical and conflicting positions he argues 
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that lessening the cost of foreign wool by reducing the duty would in- | 


crease the consumption of domestic wool, enhance its value, and afford 
cheaper clothing for the people, dearer raw material, cheaper manutiact- 
ured goods? Let us work out his problem. 

It is estimated that the wool clip of this year will amount to 300,000, - 
000 pounds and be worth $85,000,000. The importations of wool for 
the last fiscal year, of the first and second classes, clothing and combing 
wools, corresponding with our product was 12,919,642 pounds, valued 
at $2,911,430.60, which is about 3} per cent. of our consumption, 965 
per cent. being domestic. By taking off the duty on foreign wool, 
$2,911,430.60 the gentleman from Ohio promises to increase the value 
of the home clip 10 per cent., or $8,500,000. Deduct from this sum 
the duty paid on the foreign wools of these classes, and we have as a 
net result added $5,588,569.40 to the woolen manufacturer’s raw ma- 
terial, and in turn added that much to the cost of wool products, for, 
as he says, ‘‘ you can not add to the price of the raw material of which 
the article is made without increasing the price of the article itself.”’ 


The problem to make cheaper clothing out of higher-cost raw material | 


an only be solved by the theorist, the gentleman from Ohio. This 
proposition will not commend itself to or catch the vote of the con- 
sumers any more than it will convince the wool-growers that lowering 
the duty on wool will increase the price of the domestic clip. 


putting wool on the free-list, I could guarantee there will be no opposi- 


tion on the part of the manufacturers, for the protection granted to | 


wool in 1867 has always received the cordial support of the woolen 
manufacturers. 


COTTON MILLS IN THE SOUTH. 


A letter under date of March 13, 1834, from W. H. Young, president 
of the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing Company, at Columbus, Ga., 
addressed to Hon. HUGH BUCHANAN, and which has gone the rounds 
of the free-trade press, argues in favor of the reduction proposed by the 
Morrison bill, and even of free trade, but as ‘‘one swallow does not 
make a summer’’ so these two or three men who have so far appeared 
from the South advocating free trade do not represent the true senti- 
ment of the manufacturers of that section. 

A printed circular was sent out by Mr. S. D. Phelps, of New York, 
to the cotton-mills of the South propounding four questions: 

1. When was your mill erected? 

2. What is its present capacity in spindles and looms ? 

3. If erected prior to 1860, have you since then increased your 
capacity, and if so, how much? 

4. I should be glad if you would state whether you are in favor of 
or opposed to a reduction of the present rates of duty on the cotton 
goods which you manufacture 

To these circulars there have come sixty responses. One was in favor 
of free trade, five expressed an indifference on the subject, eight made 
no answer to the fourth question, and forty-six were opposed to any 
change in the tariff. They were distributed in the States of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama, and the expressions 
for the retention of the present rates were clear and forcible. 

The testimony of Mr. J. F. Hanson, of Macon, Ga. (recently elected 
president of the Southern and Western Manufacturers’ Association), be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, and his letter in reply to that of 
Mr. Young, read in the Senate and published in the CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorRD of April 5, present powerful arguments in favor of a protect- 
ive tariff. 

As to the increase of cotton manufacturing in the South, I offer a 
statement from the Baltimore Manufacturers’ Record of recent date: 

COTTON MANUFACTURES IN THE SOUTH—PROGRESS SINCE 188). 


The South and its rapid developmentare every where spoken of. The papers, 


If those | 
who are engaged in sheep husbandry want to try the experiment of | 


SOLO 


the unexampled progress of that fair land which stretches from the southern 
border of Pennsylvania down to Mexico. Andthusthe world knows that anew 
South has arisen from the ashes of the old, and that the slow and easy methods 
of former times has given place to a spirit of enterprise and push that would do 
credit to the great West with its stirring life and activity. 
knows of these things, it is only in ageneral way. Every one knows, forexam- 
ple, that the cotton manufacturing interests of the South have wonderfully 
creased of late years; but few know just how great has been that in 
Hence, witha view of showing just what has been accomplished in this one line 
cotton manufacturing—we have compiled a full list of all the cotton-mills int 
South, with the number of spindles and looms in each; and by comparing 
figures thus obtained with the report of the United States census covering e 
year from June 1, 1879, to May 31, 1880, we can readily see how great has been 
the advance made. The summing up of these tigures, which are presented 
full detail further on, gives the following remarkably interesting table 


But while the world 


ih 


rease 








it 


Number of cotton spindles and looms in the South on January 1, 1854, as compiled by 


the Baltimore Manufacturers’ Record, compared with the number on May 31, 1880 
as given in the United States census reports 
January 1, 1884 June 1, LSsé 
States 
No. of No. of No. of No. of 
spindles looms spindles looms 

Alabama 82, O57 1,614 », OF 1, Of 
Arkansas ‘ 6, 300 39 2,015 5 

Florida , 1,918 Sle 
Georgia ‘ 40, 130 S43 “UO. 974 i 8 
Kentucky 26, 264 i71 », O22 7 
Louisiana 39, 669 S24 6, O97 120 
Maryland 169, 300 2 58 125,014 2, 325 
Mississippi #9. 128 1,120 26, 17 7™4 
North Carolina 213, 672 43 102, 767 1,060 
| South Carolina 191, O48 3, 380 92, 738 1,776 
lennesse¢ 738, 887 1, 461 46, 268 1, O68 
Texas 12, 274 16 2,648 71 
Virginia 66, 096 1, 832 44, 336 24 
Total.. sien . sgraimaai 1, 276, 422 24,873 713, 989 ), 222 








| 


| goods. 
| would venture upon stating it as his opinion here) that, comparing the cotton 


The foregoing figures show that at the present time there are 1,276,422 spin 
dies and 24,873 looms in the Southern cotton-mills, as against 713,984 spindles 
and 15,222 looms on May 1, 1880, or an increase of 562,438 spindles and 9,651 
looms in just three years and ahalf, or an increase in that time of about 80 per 
cent. in spindles and 60 per cent. in the number of looms. It must be remem- 
bered that these figures do not represent the entire number of new spindles and 
looms placed in Southern mills since 1880, but only the increase in the present 
aggregate number as compared wits: the total on May 1, 1880; for thousands of 
old spindles have been taken out during the past three years and been replaced 
by new ones: so that could we obtain the exact number of new spindies and 
looms purchased by Southern mills since the census report was gathered, it 
would probably be not less than 800,000 of the former and 5,CO0 of the latter 
According to the census, the value of the products of all Southern cotton mills 
for the year ended May 31, 1880, was a little over $21,000,000, and while the ex 
act figures for the past year are not obtainable, yet it is believed that the value 
for 1883 was between $35,000,000 and $40,000,000 


The gentleman from Texas says the tariff does not regulate the rate 
of wages, and cites in proof one fact—that the laborers at Columbus 
and Atlanta do not receive as much wages, while performing the same 
class of work, as those in Lowell. He is in one sense correct. That is, 
they do not receive in the Southern mills so much per capita as they do 
in Lowell for the reason that they are not as skilful and do not earn as 
much money per day, though it cost the Southern manufacturer as 
much per yard to weave his cloth as it does inthe East. Mr. Hanson, 
of Macon, Ga., in his testimony on this point, in answer to a question, 
said: 

The question with him was at what rate per pound he could produce his 
He had no statistics with him, but he was of the impression (and he 


mills of Lowell, Mass., and the cotton mills of Augusta, Ga., (which were re 

garded as the best mills in the South), number for numberand pound for pound 
labor was as cheap in Lowell as it was in Augusta, though the labor in Augusta 
might appear to be cheaper per capita. The hands in the Lowell mills might 
earn better wages than those in the Augusta mills, but when the pay-roll came 
to be divided up at the end by production, he doubted very seriously whether 
Augusta could show as good results as Lowell could. 


The question is asked, how shall we reduce the revenue? Certainly 
not by lowering the barrier now maintained. Ifa reduction of 20 per 
cent. is made, as proposed, greater quantities of goods will come in and 
larger revenues will flow into the Treasury. To lower the rates at this 


| time, when the foreign markets are glutted, would certainly not open 


any new market for our own surplus, but destroy what we have 
the present rates are maintained, it is hoped we shall rapidly reduce the 
importation of manufactured goods. There was imported in the last 
fiscal year, under the cotton, woolen, and iron and steel schedules goods 
to the value of $111,000,000, bringing into the Treasury from duties 
$58,000,000, as per the accompanying table: 


re 
if 








Schedule Value Duty 
oe i a 7” $32, 359, 343 70 $12, 238,500 38 
WMNGNY canes . $2,592,455 99 29, 166, 370 09 
Iron and steel 49, 837,376 19 16, 599, 460 & 
I inte icictnnasoutin 115, 749, 175 35 58, 004, 331 40 


This importation should be and will be largely reduced under the 
present rate of duty if the tariff agitation would cease and a stable 


North, South, East, and West, as well as European, are almost daily telling of 4 policy assured to capital and skill and the revenue thereby lessened. 








ee 
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financially and socially of any in the world, that all protessions—the 
nyress was embarrassed and hampered, as this one is, by | skilled artisans and the common laborers—are better rewarded for labor 
nisunderstanding and want of a well detined policy in both parties | than in any other country, that we offer to the tillers of the soil a mar- 
to t tion the revenue features of the tariff bear tothe needsof the | ket for nine-tenths of their products and at better prices than are ob- 
ind the true relation the protective features of the tariff | tained by any other people, that the establishment of manufacturing 
ear tothe dustries of the country Hence we are troubled with too | enterprises, made possibile by protection, in the various sections of the 
h revenue (nother Congress, I predict, will beso fully master of | country is adding new value to the farm lands, and the establishment 

t that both the taritf and revenue laws can be taken up and | of these industries is creating a fresh competition and reducing every 








ul that intelligent and careful consideration of thesubje ct, variety ot manufacture to the lowest possible cost, I hope this House 
es ln to the need the Government and protection to our | will pause in its rash and inconsiderate movement to disturb the in- 
istries, that a Congress crazed with the Presidential fever can not | dustrial interests of the country for political purposes. 
vive. and a suflicient time ' ave expired to obtain intelligent re- If you think the political cyclone which swept the country two years 
sults from the last revision ago and wiped out the Republican majority in this House was an ex- 
s we do not fully realize the possibilities of this country. | pression of the people on this question of protective tariff, I warn you 
fhe variety of temperature and soil, the forests, navigable waters, and | of your mistake and predict that if you allow this idea to shape your 
iter-powers make us more independent than any other nation. The | policy and action on this bill you will be overtaken by a cyclone no 
God of nature and the nd of destiny mark and direct our path- | less violent but broader in its scope than that of 1882, and of your party 
‘ it will be said that *‘ the wind passeth over it and it is gone; and the 
nally, in view of the facts that this country is the most prosperous | place thereof shall know it no more.’’ 
APPENDIX 
Table showing rates of duty on wools prior to the passage of the act of Mareh 3. 1883. and also under the prese nt tariff. 
Class Rate before a Present tariff. 
March 3, 1883. 
Per et Per ct. 
Wools of the first class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported tothe 10 cents per pound and 55.74 10 cents per pound 44.74 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 32 cents per pound or less ll per cent. 
Wools of the same class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported tothe 12 cents per pound and 39.18 12 cents per pound 29.18 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 32 cents per pound 10 per cent 
Wools of the second class, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, the value 10 cents per pound and 47.08 10 cents per pound 36, 09 
whereof at the last port or place whence exported to the United States, excluding charges in ll per cent 
such port, shall be 32 cents per pound or less 
Wools of the same class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported tothe | 12 cents per pound and 12.33 12 cents per pound... 32. 33 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 32 cents per pound 10 per cent 
Wools of the third class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported to the 3cents per pound..... 25.49 2} cents per pound 21. 24 
{ ted States, excluding charges in such port shall be 12 cents or less per pound 
Wools of the same class, the value whereof at the last port or place whence exported tothe 6cents per pound..... 31.32 5 cents per pound.. 26. 11 
' 


ted States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 12 cents per pound. 


Wools of the first class, when imported washed, shall pay a duty of twice the amount to which they would be subjected if imported unwashed; and the duty 





on wools of all classes which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported unwashed. 
lable showing rates of duty on woolens prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 1883, and also under the present tariff. 
Class a Present tariff. 2 & 
= 6 
=> 
Per ct. Per ct. 
Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every description, made wholly | 50 cents perpoundand 71.66 | 35 cents per pound and 59. 60 
or in part of wool, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, valued at not exceed- 35 per cent. 35 per cent. 
ing 80 cents per pound 
Ne, Une ree te SUP OUTED NI I noon ones cnnnsasoncense onccescensevepataneesceussesnsenunnghuasinesessoumnesiie .. 50 cents per pound and 71.66 35 centsper pound and 65. 40 
: 35 per cent. 40 per cent. 
Flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, and all goods made on knitting-frames, balmorals, | 20 cents per pound and 90.97 12 cents per pound and 75. 39 
woolen and worsted yarns, and all manufactures of every description, composed wholly or 35 per cent, 35 per cent. 
in part of worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, except such as are composed 
; n part of wool, not otherwise provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding 40 cents per 
pound 
Same, valued at above 40 cents per pound, and not exceeding 60 cents per pound : ..--.| 80 cents perpoundand | 90.72 18 cents per poundand 68. 43 
35 per cent 35 per cent. 
Same, valued at above 60 cents per pound, and not exceeding 80 cents per pound . 40 cents per pound and 89.08 24 cents per pound and 48.50 
35 per cent. 35 per cent, 
I, Pe ie re rr es pete since ene nnecersasetoousi vcs sapinbeinseonscemeseeans eneutesbssiapnacehiniiaael 50cents perpoundand 66.96 35 cents per pound and 12. 37 
35 per cent. 40 per cent. 
~ Women’s and children’s dress-goods, coat-linings, Italian cloths, and goods of like description, | 6 cents per square yard 68.75 | 5 cents persquare yard 63.13 
composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, valued at and 35 per cent. and 35 per cent. 
not exceeding 20 cents per square yard 
Same, valued at above 20 cents per square yard. .....................cecceecsceseesceeeesees inet Scents per square yard 67.05 | 7 cents per square yard 63. 67 
and 40 per cent. and 40 per cent, 
f composed wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, or of a | New; formerly ratedin .... 9 cents per square yard 
mixture of them class above. and 40 per cent. 
Provided, That all such goods weighing over four ounces per square yard shall pay a duty of. 50 centsper poundand | 68.09 35 cents per pound and 63. 87 
35 per cent. 40 per cent. 
Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description not specially enumerated or | 50 cents per pound and 62.51 | 40 cents per pound and 55. 37 
provided for in this act, and balmoral skirts and skirting, and goods of similar description 40 per cent. 35 per cent. 
or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the al- 
paca, goat, or other animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seam- 
stress, or manufacturer, except knit goods 
\ Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and children’s | 0 cents per pound and 45 cents per pound aud 
: apparel, and goods of similar description or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in 40 per cent. 40 per cent. 
: part of wool worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, made up or manufact- 
oy ured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, except knit goods. 
5 Webbings, gorings, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, fringes, gimps, cords and tassels, dress- | 50 cents per pound and 68.30 | 30 eents per pound and 60. 38 
: trimmings, head-nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tasse’s or 50 per cent. 50 per cent, 
ornaments, wrought by hand or braided by machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of 
the alpaca, goat, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, 
bet! or other animals is a component materia! 
ne Endless belts or felts for paper or printing machines 20 cents per poundand | 57.16 | 20 cents per pound and 52. 16 
i“ 3 per cent. *”) per cent 
ht 
oD lite ll etait ae siinmeiadeieat a 
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. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairmau, the wonderful progress of this coun- 
try in its material wealth, its varied industries, and its population, when 
compared with other nations, is as captivating to the imagination and 
pride of her citizens as the airy structures of futurity tothe budding fan- 
cies of ambitious youth. Her decades equal centuries when compared 
to other people. Her vast untilled and unpeopled tracts of virgin soil, 
her inventive genius, her products of field, forest, mine, and factory, 
and her political institutions, beckoning to her shores the capital, skill, 
and labor of the best races of the world, stimulate conceits of future 
glory beyond all capacity of human reckoning. Her isolated condi- 
tion exempts her from the rivalries, jealousies, hatreds, standing armies, 
burdensome taxes, and desolating wars which curse European nation- 
alities. Hex people can pursue the thousand ways to individual advance- 
ment assured that life, liberty, and property are guarded by free institu- 
tions of their own making and directed by their own will. 

Whatever of bloody internal strife the record of our past may dis- 
close, such is the prospect our present condition paints to our hopes. 
Freed from foreign foes, we have nothing to fear save those internal con- 
vulsions which may afilict society under any form of national organiza- 
tion which may be adopted. Fortunately for us our Constitution and 
our laws have been distinguished as compromises of conflicting opinions, 
and when leit to peaceful solution all our differences will be controlled 
sooner or later by the genius which inspired them. Ten years ago the 
heavy hand of misfortune was laid upon all the avocations of life, while 
an enormous national debt startled us into fear that even the taxes 
needed to carry on a gigantic civil war could not in a generation fur- 
nish much relief from the burden it imposed. Now we are told by 
some the debt is being paid too rapidly, and the surplus revenues, not- 
withstanding the reductions of taxation heretofore made, are forcing us 
to the further consideration of how we shall graduate them to public 
necessities. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his estimate of receipts for 1885 
places them at $343,000,000 and the expenditures for the same period 
at $283,125,304.93, including the sinking fund, or an estimated surplus 
of $59,874,695.05. Excluding the sinking fund, the estimated expendi- 
tures will be $236,855,548, showing an expected surplus of $106, 144,452. 
Assuming that Congress will continue to comply with the law in re- 
lation to the sinking fund, we will still be collecting from taxation 
$59,874,695.05 more than it is estimated we need for the Govern- 
ment. The expenditures ought to be at least $10,000,000 less than is 
asked for by the several governmental departments. The estimate 
for the cost of the military and naval establishments both is less than 
$50,000,000. The pension-list is estimated at $40,000,000. The op- 
portunity is presented of taking off a sum equal to the cost of the mil- 
itary and naval establishments combined and ten millions still to spare, 
or a sum equal to the pension-list and $20,000,000 to spare. The rev- 
enues of this fiscal year are thus estimated on the basis of existing laws 
by the Secretary of the Treasury: 

From customs............... 











pameigealenh sabhat lindentaaigininsndebinieudsnekieionavinatianabin $195, 000, 000 
I i circa ranlaeinpisininooadipeiesentesaiapeueel 120, 000, 000 
From sales of public lands......................... Wiiadenbaneus 8, 000, 000 
From tax on circulation of national banks.....................ccecceseeeee sees 3, 000, 000 


From repayment of interest and sinking fund, Pacific r 


ailway com- 
panies 





tl ends caine bin eiaannoNNeineseaiCmuierE aosetinnunes autinnantnens Gane 
From customs fees, fines, penalties, &...................cccceceeeceeee settee ences 1, 200, 000 
From fees—consular, letters patent, and lands....... 3, 300, 000 
From proceeds of sales of Government property Sativa 300, 000 
From profits on coinage, K&C...............:0.....0c.ceeeeees iets ; 4, 000, 060 
From deposits for surveying public lands............... seanesiins ; 500, 000 
From revenues of the District of Columbia..... ............ Lo ieuewanias 1, 900, 000 
Sr iden vanssnsiaasingan siakapeesoushennesanenseeren ‘ 3, 800, 000 

Total estimated ordinary receipts........................ ; 343, 000, 000 


It thus appears that from customs we will get $195,000,000; from in- 
ternal revenue, $120,000,000; from both, $315,000,000; and from all 
other sources, $28,000,000. The foregoing statement shows that reduc- 





tions must be made from the two first-named items. The pending bill’ 


brings us to the consideration of reduction of duties on customs. The 
powers of taxation are defined in the Constitution. When they shall 
be exercised and how are questions of policy and justice to all tax-payers 
limited by the terms of that instrument. Article 1, section &, is in this 
language: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 
excises, to pay the debts onal provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; &c. 

It has been said by many eminent men that under the phrase ‘‘ genera! 
welfare’? Congress may fix duties on foreign articles of merchandise to 
prevent competition with our own manufactured products. In other 
words, that the power of taxation, which the American Colonies in- 
trusted with so much jealousy to the Federal Government, is thus easily 
transformed into one of regulating commerce; and this, too, when the 
very same section in another paragraph delegates the power to regulate 
commerce specifically. In the works of Hamilton, volume 3, from page 
244 to 251, in a communication as Secretary of the Treasury to the 
House of Representatives, dated December 5, 1791, we find him arguing 
that we may not only establish protecting duties but prohibit the sale 
of rival articles by duties equivalent to prohibition. And for the au- 
thority to do these things he refers us to the said section, and says: 

The terms general welfare were doubtless intended to signify more than was 


expressed or imported in those which preceded; otherwise numerous exigen- 
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cies incident to the affairs of a nation would have been left without 
The phrase is as comprehensive as any that could have used 
was not fit that the constitutional authority of the Union to appropr 


i provision 


beet because it 


ate its rey 
enues should have been restricted within narrower limits than the “genera 
welfare ;"’ and because this embraces a vast variety of particulars, which 
susceptible neitherof specitication nor of definition 
To this construction no one can make objection Thence he says 
It is, therefore, of necessity left to the discretion of the National Legislat 


to pronounce upon the objects which concern the general welfare and for wl 
under that description, an appropriation of money is requisite and proper 

A prohibition of a rival article, thereby preventing any revenue from 
it, can not be called an appropriation of 


not from its terms yield any. 


money to any object, as it car 


Such reasoning from one who failed to 


i 


impress his own views in our fundamental laws and who regarded them 


as inadequate in strength suggests that he hoped by construction to give 
to the Federal Government that power which the States and the peopl 
would not yield to it. It is not strange that, imbued with the 
feeling, we should find him in the same document declaring for the 
power to prohibit the exportation of the materials of manufactures 
notwithstanding clause 5, section 9 of article 1, declares no export duty 
shall be laid on articles exported from any State. Nor is it strange tha 
men began to divide on the power claimed for the Federal Government 
by construction in the first administration, and that the contest sharp- 
ened until the popular purpose accomplished the election of My 
son. 


SiLThe 


letler 
Notwithstanding Mr. Hamilton’s theories, the system of connect 
ing protection of home industries with indirect taxation received but 
little development until the last war with Great Britain, when the con- 
sequent public indebtedness furnished an occasion and an excuse for it 
in the taxing power to pay the public debt 

I have referred to the views of Mr. Hamilton as the best ration 
of those of the genuine protectionist on the question of constitutional 
power. The amount of revenue necessary to meet the expenditures ot 
the Government must, under the Constitution, be met by taxation 
This may clearly be done by a tariff framed for this purpose With 
this purpose the objects of taxation may be so selected as to protect and 
foster home industries, not by prohibiting foreign trade, but by home 
competition with it. The duty may be too low to yield revenue and 
too high to yieldit. Between these extremes the constitutional revenue 
standard is to be found. In this connection I beg leave to quote trom 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of December 3, 1345—M1 
R. J. Walker’s: 

The whole power to collect taxes, whether direct or indirect, is conferred by 
the same clause of the Constitution. The words are, ‘* The Congressshall have 
power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts,and excises A direct tax or 
excise, not for revenue but for protection, clearly would not be within the legit 
imate object of taxation; and yet it would be as much so as a duty imposed for 
a similar purpose. The power is to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises. A duty must be laid only that it may be collected; and if it is so im 


posed that it can not be collected, in whole or in part, it violates the de 
lect of the granted power 


liust 


clared ob- 


Again, he says: 

The Constitution declares that all bills for raising revenue shall originate ir 
the House of Representatives. A tariff, it is conceded, can only originate in the 
House, because it is a bill for raising revenue. That is the only proper object of 
sucha bill. A tariff is a bill to “ layand collect taxes It is a bill for * raising 
revenue ;’’ and whenever it departs from that object.in whole or-in part, either 
by total or partial prohibition, it violates the p urpose of the granted power 

These views of the Constitution rest upon the true construction of its 
language and intent, fidelity to the people who consented to it through 
their representatives, and such faith in its adaptation to the public good 
as destroys the temptation to alter it by ingenious construction. Al- 
most from the beginning of this Government under the present Constitu 
tion until this hour the conflicting views just outlined are seen dividing 
public men and parties. Law books, reports of Congressional debates, 
magazines, and newspapers show the irrepressibility of the contest. It 
will find no end so long as man can gain advantage over his fellow by 
the use of unjust laws 
justice or his patriotism. 

The object of the manufacturer in seeking high duties on foreign goods 
is to enable him to raise the price of his own to the consume1 (nd 
generally this increase of price is equal to that of the foreign goods and 
the duty added, and is paid by the consumer. Of course this is bitterly 
denied by the manufacturers. Before engaging in controversy with them 
let us take the views of distinguished statesmen of their own schoo] 
Mr. Adams, on May 23, 1832, in a report from the Committee on Manu 
factures, uses this language: 


His avarice is apt to outspeed his sense of 


But the duty upon the article imported from abroad enables the domestic pro 
ducer to enter intocompetition with the importer from abroad 
competition continues the duty operates as a premium or bounty to the do 
mestic manufacturer. But by whom is it paid? Certainly by the purchaser of 
the article, whether of foreign or domestic nanufacture. The duty constitutes 
a part of the price of the whole mass of the article in the market 


So long as this 


Again, he says: 


rhe incidental effect of competition in the market 


excited on the part of the 
domestic manufacturer by the aggravation of duty upon the corresponding 
article imported from abroad, to reduce the price of the article must be transient 
and momentary The general and permanent effect must be to crease th 
pr to the extent of the additional duty, and itis then paid by the consumer 


Mr. Hamilton, in his report, before referred to, speaking of 


ive duties, says 


Duties of this nature 


evidently amount t i Virtual bounty on the dome 
fabrics, since by enhancing the charges on the foreign articles they enable t 
national manufacturers to undersell all their foreign competitors 
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Mr. Chairman, I will now quote from a distinguished Georgian. Mr. 
Cobb, in his report as Secretary of the Treasury in 1857, when the do- 
turers were demanding an increase of customs duties, 


sed this languag 
theory of the protectionists is this: That under a low tariff the imperta- 
s of foreign manufacturers is encouraged, and being brought into the country 
»wer prices than they can be produced, the competition with the domestic 
manufacturer is ruinous tohis business. The remedy is to raise the duties upon 
the foreign article to such a point that either it will ve excluded, and thus give 
to the domest manufacturer the entire home market, or else it will be so in- 


creased in price by the additional duty as to « nable the domestic manufacturer 
to receive a remunerating price for his productions 

If the increased duty neither diminishes the importations nor increases the 
price, it is manifest that no advantage has been derived by the domestic Iinanu 
facturer If the effect should be to exclude the foreign article, then the domestic 
manufacturer monopolizes the home market and commands his own price 


Che effect upon the consumer isclear. He must pay the increased price thus put 
upon the article of consumption. Nor does it stop there. Under the existing 
state of things, when he has purchased the article he has not only furnished him- 


self with the goods he needed at the reduced price, but at the same time has paid 


nto the Treasury the tax required of him for the support of the Government. 
The measure of relief proposed by the protectionists increases the price he is re- 
quired to pay for his goods, and when the foreign article is excluded leaves his 
axl id. If. however, the increased duty should not exclude the importation 
f the article, but simply advance the price to a remunerating rate to the domes- 
tic manufacturer, the effect upon the consumer would be to require him to pay 
the additional price. not only upon the foreign article but also on the domestic 
manufacture. In no event can the increased duty operate to the advantage and 
relief of the manufacturer except by a corresponding injury to the consumer 





I have quoted from official papers liberally because the eminent po- 
sitions of the authors and the large share of confidence they enjoyed, 
ogether with the fact that they are removed from the active and fer- 
vid struggles of the hour, are more likely to command a respectful 
hearing than any utterance coming from any man living. Now let us 
examine for a moment what this duty on foreign goods is. The total 
value of woolen goods imported in 1882 was $47,618,182. The duty 
collected on the same was $29,253,016, and the per cent. of duty 61.43. 
It is needless for me to add that this touches all woolen goods used for 
clothing or for any other purpose by the people of this country. 

In 1880 the domestic woolen manufactures amounted to $267,252,913. 
\ssuming the imports of these articles in 1882 to be the same as in 1880, 
the consumption of the domestic article exceeds the foreign nearly six- 
fold. Multiply the duties on the foreign articles by 5}, and you have 
$260,892,000 as the sum which would have gone into the Treasury had 
the domestic goods paid the same tax as the foreign—a sum nearly equal 
to the total value of the American product. 

The last census shows hosiery and knit goods to be valued at $29,- 
167,227, and manufactured in seven States, to wit, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. | 
Felt goods are valued at $3,619,652, and manufactured in seven States, | 
to wit, Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jer- | 
sey, New York, Pennsylvania. Carpets, other than rag, are valued at | 
$31,792,802, and made in seven States—Connecticut, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. Worsted 
goods are valued at $33,549,942, and manufactured in eight States, to 
wit, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 

The total value of woolen goods is $160,606,721. Of this sum— 


Connecticut has sil enihaldcusleghhalbapaaeousensiahiaube sia $16, 892, 284 
I a i oniieeenniaiiien ; jninnnsteil 45, 099, 208 
New Hampshire sie wit ; , 8, 113, 839 
New Jersey : an sciniesitenteablcaminesie os : 4, 984, 007 
New York . sina 9, 871, 973 
Ohio ° ° eece eocce ecccecccccessesesccoccesescoecesose 1, 678, 189 
Pennsylvania aenbiietiie sanegtins ; 32, 980, 786 
Rhode Island : : vaguiensedann ae 15, 410, 450 
Total - saiialiaaliiaias ici a an 135, 080, 981 | 


In my own State, Georgia, it is $239,390; and her total manufacture 
of wool in every form is only $371,399. 

Assuming the increase of price on the American product to be one-half 
the duty, and it is enhanced to the consumer $140,000,000, nearly all of 
which is given to the manufacturer in seven or eight States already des- | 
ignated, and is taken from the people of every locality in the American 
Union. And the articles used Wy the poor people of the country are 
nniformly taxed higher than any other. Out of 17,392,099 people en- 
gaged in various callings, 2,332,595 are now engaged in manufacturing; 
and even these must pay the higher rates designated. The number 
of persons engaged in manufactures of wool is 161,557. Nearly $1,000 
to the hand is thus contributed by the country to the woolen mamufact- 
urers under the popular cry of protecting American labor. The actual 
sum paid to the laborers is $47,389,087, about one-third of the sum 
claimed for them. It is easy in this view to understand how nearly 
five-sixths of the woolen goods consumed in this country are home man- 
ufacture, and foreign competition nearly destroyed. After such an ex- 
amination how sublime was the audacity which last winter reduced the 
duty on wool and then increased the duty on the manufactured product. 
These high duties have created the practice of stopping work when prices 
are unsatisfactory until any excess of supply over demand is cut off. 
In the mean time labor is either idle or partially employed. This is 


| less than 11 per cent. of the consumption in this country. 





what is sometimes enthusiastically designated as preserving the home 
market for ourselves. 


In my criticism on the duties prior to the law of 1883 I do not over- 
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look the fact that under its operation they were changed. The modi- 


| fication has been sometimes to increase and then to slightly decrease 


them on the several items. They are too slight to avoid the application 
of what I have said to the present law. I have taken the old law as 
the basis of my observations, because statistical information under the 
new law is not yet fully accessible. 

Let us look new at the cotton manufactures. Thecensus shows that 
in the Eastern States, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut have invested in this industry 
$156,754,690. The Middle States, composed of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, have invested $31,014,759. 
The twelve Southern States have invested $17,375,897. Eight West- 
ern States have invested $3,135,000. The total capital invésted is $208, - 
280,346. It then appears that this capital is all in the six Eastern 
States except $51,525,656. Massachusetts owns $72,291,601; this ex- 
ceeds by $20,770,945, all the capital so invested in all the States of the 
Union except the six designated as Eastern. 

The value of the product in the Eastern States is $143,363,030; inthe 
Middle States is $29,329,286; in the Southern States is $16,356,598: in 
the Western States is $2,981,196. It thus appears that while the total 
value of the cotton manufactures in 1880 was $192,090,110, all of this 
was produced in the six Eastern States except $48,727,072. Massachu- 
settsalone produced $72,280,518 of the gross sum. We imported in 1880 
goods valued at $51,285,306. The ad valorem rate of duty was 39.08 
per cent. The duty collected was $12,227,103. Now, assuming that 
the home product was increased in value by the rate of duty and dis- 


count its value accordingly, and it would be $117,174,967, instead of 


$192,090,110, a clear bounty of $74,915,143. 
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Of this last sum $61,711,- 
2 would go to the six Eastern States. Massachusetts alone would get 
$28,192,913. Had this bounty gone into the Treasury we should have 
had there, instead of the sum stated, $87,142,246. I do not say the full 
price is always added to the duty. Overproduction at home will tempo- 


| rarily reduce the price. Then the factories abate their work, discharge 


their hands, or work on short time until the product equals the demand 
only, and then the higher rate returns. This is the normal condition. 
Let us now briefly look at the manufactures of iron and steel. The 


total value of these products by the census of 1880 is $296,557,685. Of 


$28 
this Illinois, New York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania produce $223,259, 136, 
leaving $73,298,549 to be divided between thirty-four States. Georgia’s 
product is valued at the insignificant sum of $900,850. The total im- 
port of these articles is valued at $53,998,266. Of this $24,175,547 is 
duty. The residue, $29,823,719, represents the value of the product, 
The average 
ad valorem duty on iron is 40.38 per cent. and on steel 49.57 per cent. 
Discount the value of the product 45 per cent. and you give to the man- 


| ufacturers of iron and steel a bonus of $133,450,958. We will be told 


the whole duty is notadded tothe price. This is sometimes true, and 


| Sometimes the price is not increased by the full amount of the duty. 
| Nevertheless the increase will average half this sum in times of distress 


from overproduction, and approach very nearly to it when the demand 
and supply equal each other. Mr. Adams’s view on this subject, here- 
tofore quoted, is very high authority. 

I will not fatigue you further by the consideration of other industries. 


| Suffice it to say that almost every article of necessity, convenience, or lux- 


ury which the people of this country use is increased in price to them by 
the tariff. The advocates of protection claim they ought to have the home 
market. If but few goods are imported because the duty is placed so 
high as to prevent it, then you get but a small revenue. Then your 
principal object is not revenue, but to take from the great body of the 


people to give to large manufacturers, under the plausible pretense of 


keeping the home market for Americans. The principal plea is that 


you must do this to elevate American labor above the pauper labor of 


Europe. This, it is claimed, can not bedone except with a high tariff. 
England is a free-trade country. France and Germany are protective 
countries. The labor in England is much higher than in the two latter 


| countries; yet England far outstrips them in manufactare. Demand 
| and supply regulates the price of labor everywhere, Hence you find 


often that when the duty is raised the price of labor goes down. We 
are told that protection cheapens products. A plate-glass manufacturer, 
in a hearing beforethe Ways and MeansCommittee, illustrated this doc- 
trine in thisway. He said ten years ago plate-glass cost $2.50 a square 
foot. Home competition has brought itdown to $1. Whenasked the 
price abroad he said he did not know. 

The census report shows that in 1880 in Europe the consumer could 
buy it at 60 cents per square foot. Either this gentleman was very 
stupid or else he intended to deceive the committee by creating the im- 
pression that plate-glass was lower in this country than any where else. 
He thought, however, the reduction of the duty on this article of 20 
per cent. would ruin him. Many gentlemen representing various in- 
dustries were heard. They avowed also that home competition had re- 
duced the price to the consumer instead of raising it. None of them 
could be induced to give the value of their products in foreign markets, 
so that a comparison could be made. You can not get that sort of in- 
formation from your Bureau of Statistics nor your custom-house offi- 
cials. The veil is purposely kept between you and the truth. It is 
passing strange that this information, which is so important to an in- 
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telligent consideration of the great question of revenue, should be con- 
cealed. It is idle to say that it can not be reached. Your customs ap- 
praisers must know it to collect duties where so great a part are ad 
valorem. Nothing but a change of administration will turn the light 
on this darkness, 

These same gentlemen in urging the necessity of letting the tariff 
alone in the interest of American labor revealed some singular facts. 
They would commence by saying the labor in this articleis, say, 66 per 
cent. ; the value of the materials, 46. When told thiscould leave them 
no profit this would be the explanation: The raw material is valued 
and every other expense ischarged to labor. In this is included taxes, 
insurance, repairs, salaries of high officials, &c. When asked for these 
salaries they invariably refused to give them. After materials and 
labor are paid then they said, ‘‘ We must have a profit on our capital.”’ 
When asked what their profits were they declined togivethem. They 
wanted protection and yet concealed one of the elements necessary to 
demonstrate how much was needed. What a sham is thus exposed in 
this cry for the American laborer. When asked how much duty was 
necessary for them they would say, ‘* We want to be let alone.”’ This 
was all Oakes Ames wanted. 

A story is told of a criminal who was exported to Australia for crime. 
In the course of years he bought large tracts of land for an almost 
nominal price. Later they were discovered to be rich in iron ore, and 
this made him the wealthiest man in that country. His income was 
estimated at $500,000 per year. A friend said to him, ‘‘ You ought to 
thank the British Government for sending you here, as it has resulted 
in your being the richest manin Australia.’’ ‘‘Ah,’’ said he, ‘‘ when in 
England I was a burglar by trade, and I could have made $2,000,000 
in a single night. All I wanted was to be let alone.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a free-trader. I believe in getting revenue 
from importations. I believe, however, that we should not legislate to 
avoid revenue, to make rich men richer and poor men poorer, under 
the pretense of elevating the American laborer above the pauper labor 
of Europe and keeping the home market for ourselves. We ought to 
so legislate as ultimately to reach a revenue standard. This can not be 
done at once. So much capital has been invested in the various manu- 
facturing industries that a sudden change of policy would produce 
great disaster. Our progress should be as slow as true caution requires. 
Five, ten, or twenty years may be needed to accomplish it. Yet it 
must be done. The struggle will be fierce and arduous. Manufact- 
urers will sacrifice political alliances, form new ones, and use every 
device to hold what they have. It is an almost daily observation that 


if the Democratic party does not abandon the effort to reduce our tariff 


legislation we can not elect a President. We are told the manufact- 
urers are powerful in their wealth, and this will be used against us and 
effectually. If politicians on such suggestions abandon the people the 
time will come when truer representatives will take their places and 
resume the contest. The people are interested more in just and equal 
laws than in who shall be President. I fear, sir, that it can be said 
now, the Presidency is bought and sold every four years. Let us be 
careful lest the popular mind should be imbued with this truth and 
come to distrust all authority. 

I honor the man who by economy, industry, and enterprise accumu- 
lates wealth. He is a public benefactor. He encourages others by his 
example. Just legislation is his best safeguard. I pray that laws be- 
gotten of cupidity may not characterize this country. They can but 
alienate the people. What social tendency they may beget no man can 
foretell. We live in an age of wonderful mental activity. Thesteam- 
engine, the telegraph, the spirit of invention and inquiry are but so 
many illustrations of it. 
hand in the political thought of this nation? Who can say that some 
frenzy such as that of the French revolution may not in the life of men 
now living repeat its horrors in our fair land? Before its avenging 
spirit no man nor body of men nor military force can stand in success- 
fuldefiance. In its overwhelming current it will bear all men, all ideas, 
all forces to its destination of horror. I have faith, sir, in the people. 
I believe they are capable of reforming abuses by constitutional meth- 
ods manifested by fair discussion. The past has demonstrated it and 
furnishes hope for the years to come. The great civil war alone per- 
mitted the present high taxes. 
after must do it by eutstripping its opponent in their reduction. Soph- 
isms and andacious statements may be obstructions in the way, but 


they will only give volume and power to the current of reform which 
can not be staid. 


Mr. Hamilton, in the report already referred to, commends pecuniary | 


bounties for many reasons, which would require too much time for re- 
cital here, This is especially adapted to encourage farm products, he 
says. Itcan not therefore be urged, if this distinguished political econo- 


| from every one who regards the rights of his neighbor. 


} succeeded. 


Who shall say what of good or evil is near at | 
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Now, to put the American laborer on an equal footing 
with the pauper labor of Egypt you must give the American producer 
six times this sum, $494,656,338. Deduct the $82,442,723 from that, 
and a clear bounty of $412,213,615 would be the bounty less the 
labor. This would be $164,885,344 more than the value of the exports 
The home consumption, which is one-third of the product, has not been 
considered in this calculation, and if done would increase the bounty 
in- the same proportion. Lands would advance two and three fold in 
value. Greatareas now unoccupied would attract millions of people to 
the South. The laborer would be elevated in comforts, intelligence, and 
morals to a higher standard than any in the world. The manufacturet 
would get his raw material cheaper, and so supply all the cotton fab- 
rics at a cheaper rate to all of ourconsumers. We should soon destroy 
the production of cotton in every othercountry and increase our export 
item in this article alone to an almost fabulous sum. 

The South once had slave labor. This annual bonus would equal 
more than five times the value of her slave labor. She would grow 
richer in one deeade than she did trom her settlement to 1860. She, 
too, might become haughty and fancy it was due to her superiority 
over the people of other sections of the Union. In a few years she 
might claim this bonus a benefit to every other section, and feel enraged 
whenever her opinion was questioned. She might soon control the 
Federal Government by the power which wealth brings to a continu- 
ance of this policy. She might abandon all devotion to that Constitu- 
tion which sought to restrain Federal power. Ay, she would hasten, 
I fear, to accept broader constructions of that instrument than Hamil- 
ton in all his love of Federal power ever dreamed of. Thissame policy 
extended to the grain-growing regions would have like effect, but | 
forbear entering further on the subject of bounties to farmers. I know 
the protected manufacturer is already impatient. I know he is ready 
to denounce all this as worse than nonsense, and sees in it naught but 
an attack on his industries. Although it is pregnant with equity and 
justice, this does not reach his judgment or conscience, but stirs his 
hatred and scorn. On the contrary, he saysof him: ‘‘ He ought not to 
be allowed to trade with any one save ourselves. He ought to be com- 
pelled by law to buy our products, though he may have to pay twice as 
much as the Englishman or Frenchman or German would charge him, 
and though these same people must buy his surplus farm products, or 
else it is only fit for fuel.’’ Thisis their idea of equality before the law. 
This is their idea of republican institutions. This intent, they would 
have you believe, was present with our fathers when they formed and 
adopted the present Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, I have often heard protectionists denouncing men who 
represented agricultural sections and who opposed high tariffs because 
of the burdens imposed by them on farmers. They have declared them 
too feeble in intelligence to see beyond their own locality, and too nar 
row in patriotism to comprehend the varied pursuits of a great people 
How misdirected this scorn! Because the farmer sees himself com- 
pelled to pay in a thousand forms tribute to men of large capital, in- 
vested in manufacturing industries, and is discontented at this quasi- 
slavery and desires a reformation in legislation which contemplates 
justice to all men, he is to be called stupid and unpatriotic. This phari 
saical cant from selfish men is deserving only of the return of contempt 


$82,442,723 


~~ 


The manu- 
facturer seems to think the people and the Government were intended 


only forhim. He is ever calling for legislative aid. He has so far 
Agriculture is staggering all over this land from these bur- 
Thrust yourself athwart his views and he threatens the use of 
the elective franchise and of his ill-gotten gains to defeat your party at 
the ballot-box. He organizes in great associations and boasts that he 


dens. 


| can make or unmake the political fortunes of public men for the high- 


| it. 
The party which holds power here- | great mass of our people engaged in agriculture to enrich seetions 


est offices in the land. He has dictated to Congress and the President 
already a tariff commission in his own interest. He clings to its in- 
iquitous results with all the fierceness of ‘‘ the mountain cat who guards 
her young.’’ His opponents are stupid and narrow-minded or in the 
pay of England. They are getting British gold. 

I have no unkind feeling toward any industry inthis land. I would 
infuse into each ef them tenfold more of life if I could by willing 
But, sir, I will not subscribe to a policy which impoverishes the 


| engaged principally in making cotton or woolen or iron manufact- 
| ures, even though, forsooth, some part of them are located in my own 


| State. 


| that prosperity hold cur young men to the farms. 


mist is to be the guide, that the producers of cotton or grain which con- | 
tribute so much to home manufactures are not entitled to this kind of | 


encouragement. As I represent a cotton-growing constituency, I ask 


your attention to the beneficial effects such a course would have onthat | 


industry. The cotton exports in 1883 are valued at $247,328,271. The 
American laborer is paid, including rations, 45 cents per day. The 
Egyptian laborer is paid 7 cents per day, out of which he pays for his 


own food. One-third of $247,328,271 represents labor and is equal to | the committee did not undertake to do this. 


The health of our Constitution and the permanence of our in- 
stitutions depend on the dignity and prosperity of our rural popula- 
tion. Give to them an equal chance to prosper by equal laws. Let 
Stay in this way 
their drift to city life. Thus you will do more than in any other 
to make our nation sober, thoughtful, conservative, and happy. Our 
great cities have been aptly termed sores on the body politic. They 
are the hot-beds of vice, crime, and revolution. While commerce and 
manufactures necessarily create them, the evil they contain may be sub- 
jected to control always if the pure blood of healthy country life is 
rightly guarded by lofty statesmanship. 


Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is liable to several criticisms. It is 
alleged that it failsto correct inequalities in the present law. I answer, 


It was thought best to 
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Mr. Chairman, I will now quote from a distinguished Georgian. Mr. 
is Secretary of the Treasury in 1857, when the do- 
turers were demanding an increase of customs duties, 


nists is this: That under a low tariff the importa- 
puraged, and being brought into the country 
an be produced, the competition with the domestic 
Che remedy is to raise the duties upon 
e to such a point that either it will tbe excluded, and thus give 
t manuiacturer the entire home market, or else it will be so in- 
din price by the additiona to enable the domestic manufacturer 
rating price r his productions 
creased duty neither diminishes the importations hor Increases the 
st that no advantage has been derived by the domestic manu 
facturer. Ifthe effect should be toexclude the foreign article, then the domestic 
manufacturer monopolizes the home market and commands his own price 
Che effect upon the consumerisclear, He must pay the increased price thus put 
ipon the art e of « does it stop there Under the existing 
state of thir when he has purchased the article he has not oaly furnished him- 
self w the woods he needed at the reduced price, but at the same time has paid 
red of him for the support of the Government 
f proposed by the protectionists increases the price he is re- 
red to pay for his goods, and when the foreign article is ex luded leaves his 
f. however, the increased duty should not exclude the importation 
article, but simply advance the price to a remunerating rate to the domes- 
er, the effect upon the consumer would be to require him to pay 
l nal price, not only upon the foreign article but also on the domestic 
manufacture. In no event can the increased duty operate to the advantage and 
ifacturer except by a corresponding injury to the consumer 
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‘ if turer is ruinous to his business 
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| have quoted from official papers liberally because the eminent po- 
ions of the authors and the large share of confidence they enjoyed, 
together with the fact that they are removed from the active and fer- 
struggles of the hour, are more likely to command a respectful 
hearing than any utterance coming from any man living. Now let us 
examine for a moment what this duty on foreign goods is. The total 
value of woolen goods imported in 1882 was $47,618,182. The duty 
collected on the same was $29,253,016, and the per cent. of duty 61.45. 
It is needless for me to add that this touches all woolen goods used for 
othing or for any other purpose by the people of this country. 

In 1880 the domestic woolen manufactures amounted to $267,252,915. 
(ssuming the imports of these articles in 1882 to be the same asin 1880, 
the consumption of the domestic article exceeds the foreign nearly six- 
fold. Multiply the duties on the foreign articles by 5}, and you have 
$260,892,000 as the sum which would have gone into the Treasury had 
the domestic goods paid the same tax as the foreign—a sum nearly equal 
to the total value of the American product. 

Che last census shows hosiery and knit goods to be valued at $29,- 
167,227, and manufactured in seven States, to wit, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 
Felt goods are valued at $3,619,652, and manufactured in seven States, 
to wit, Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Pennsylvania. 
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look the fact that under its operation they were changed. The modi- 


| fication has been sometimes to increase and then to slightly decrease 


| rarily reduce the price. 


| product is valued at the insignificant sum of $900,850. 
| port of these articles is valued at $53,998,266. 


| less than 11 per cent. of the consumption in this country. 


$31,792,802, and made in seven States—Connecticut, Maine, Maryland, | 


Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania. 
goods are valued at $33,549,942, and manufactured in eight States, to 


York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 


Che total value of woolen goods is $160,606,721. Of this suam— 


Connecticut has 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 

New York 
Ohio 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 


$16, 892, 284 
45, 099, 208 
8, 113, 839 
4, 984, 007 
9, 871, 973 

1, 678, 189 
32, 980, 786 
15, 410, 450 


Total - : 

In my own State, Georgia, it is $239,390; and her total manufacture 
of wool in every form is only $371,399. 

Assuming the increase of price on the American product to be one-half 
the duty, and it is enhanced to the consumer $140,000,000, nearly all of 
which is given to the manufacturer in seven or eight States already des- 
ignated, and is taken from the people of every locality in the American 
Union. And the articles used Wy the poor people of the country are 
nniformly taxed higher than any other. Out of 17,392,099 people en- 
gaged in various callings, 2,332,595 are now engaged in manufacturing; 
and even these must pay the higher rates designated. The number 
of persons engaged in manufactures of wool is 161,557. Nearly $1,000 
to the hand is thus contributed by the country to the woolen manufact- 
urers under the popular cry of protecting American labor. The actual 
sum paid to the laborers is $47,389,087, about one-third of the sum 
claimed for them. It is easy in this view to understand how nearly 
tive-siaths of the woolen goods consumed in this country are home man- 
ufacture, and foreign competition nearly destroyed. After such an ex- 
amination hew sublime was the audacity which last winter reduced the 
duty on wool and then increased the duty on the manufactured product. 
These high duties have created the practice of stopping work when prices 
are unsatisfactory until any excess of supply over demand is cut off. 
In the mean time labor is either idle or partially employed. This is 
what is sometimes enthusiastically designated as preserving the home 
market for ourselves. 

In my criticism on the duties prior to the law of 1883 I do not over- 


| 


| 


| ufacturers of iron and steel a bonus of $133,450,958. 
Carpets, other than rag, are valued at | 





| 
| 
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them on the several items. They are too slight to avoid the application 
of what I have said to the present law. I have taken the old law as 
the basis of my observations, because statistical information under the 
new law is not yet fully accessible. 

Let us look now at the cotton manufactures. Thecensus shows that 
in the Eastern States, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut have invested in this industry 
$156,754,690. The Middle States, composed of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, have invested $31,014,759. 
The twelve Southern States have invested $17,375,897. Eight West- 
ern States have invested 33,135,000. The total capital invésted is $208, - 
280,346. It then appears that this capital is all in the six Eastern 
States except $51,525,656. Massachusetts owns $72,291,601; this ex- 
ceeds by $20,770,945, all the capital so invested in all the States of the 
Union except the six designated as Eastern. 

The value of the product in the Eastern States is $143,363,030; inthe 


the Western States is $2,981,196. It thus appears that while the total 
value of the cotton manufactures in 1880 was $192,090,110, all of this 
was produced in the six Eastern States except $48,727,072. 
settsalone produced $72,280,518 of the gross sum. 
goods valued at $31,285,306. The ad valorem rate of duty was 39.08 
per cent. The duty collected was $12,227,103. Now, assuming that 
the home product was increased in value by the rate of duty and dis- 
count its value accordingly, and it would be $117,174,967, instead ot 
$192,090,110, a clear bounty of $74,915,143. Of this last sum $61,711.,- 
582 would go to the six Eastern States. Massachusetts alone would get 
$28,192,913. Had this bounty gone into the Treasury we should have 
had there, instead of the sum stated, $87,142,246. I do not say the full 
price is always added to the duty. Overproduction at home will tempo- 
Then the factories abate their work, discharge 
their hands, or work on short time until the product equals the demand 
only, and then the higher rate returns. This is the normal condition, 
Let us now briefly look at the manufactures of iron and steel. The 
total value of these products by the census of 1880 is $296,557,685. Of 
this Illinois, New York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania produce $223,259, 136, 


leaving $73,298,549 to be divided between thirty-four States. 


Massachu- 
We imported in 1880 


Georgia's 
The total im- 
Of this $24,175,547 is 
The residue, $29,823,719, represents the value of the product, 
The average 
ad valorem duty on iron is 40.38 per cent. and on steel 49.57 per cent. 
Discount the value of the product 45 per cent. and you give to the man- 
We will be told 
This is sometimes true, and 


duty. 


the whole duty is not added tothe price. 


, | Sometimes the price is not increased by the full amount of the duty. 
Worsted | Nevertheless the increase will ave rage half this sum in times of distress 


' U l I » “ | from overproduction, and approach very nearly to it when the demand 
wit, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 


and supply equal each other. Mr. Adams’s view on this subject, here- 
tofore quoted, is very high authority. 

I will not fatigue you further by the consideration of other industries. 
Suffice it to say that almost every article of necessity, convenience, or lux- 
ury which the people of this country use is increased in price to them by 
the tariff. The advocates of protection claim they ought to have the home 
market. If but few goods are imported because the duty is placed so 
high as to prevent it, then you get but a small revenue. Then your 
principal object is not revenue, but to take from the great body of the 


~caane i people to give to large manufacturers, under the plausible pretense of 
_— ses Sih cece noes 35, 080, 931 | 


keeping the home market for Americans. The principal plea is that 
you must do this to elevate American labor above the pauper labor of 
Europe. This, it is claimed, can not bedone except with a high tariff. 
England is a free-trade country. France and Germany are protective 


| countries. The labor in England is much higher than in the two latter 


countries; yet England far outstrips them in manufacture. Demand 
and supply regulates the price of labor everywhere. Hence you find 
often that when the duty is raised the price of labor goes down. We 
are told that protection cheapens products. A plate-glass manufacturer, 
in a hearing beforethe Waysand MeansCommittee, illustrated this doc- 
trine in thisway. He said ten years ago plate-glass cost $2.50 a square 
foot. Home competition has brought itdown to $1. Whenasked the 
price abroad he said he did not know. 

The census report shows that in 1880 in Europe the consumer could 
buy it at 60 cents per square foot. Either this gentleman was very 
stupid or else he intended to deceive the committee by creating the im- 
pression that plate-glass was lower in this country than any where else. 
He thought, however, the reduction of the duty on this article of 20 
per cent. would ruin him. Many gentlemen representing various in- 
dustries were heard. They avowed also that home competition had re- 
duced the price to the consumer instead of raising it. None of them 
could be induced to give the value of their products in foreign markets, 
so that a comparison could be made. You can not get that sort of in- 
formation from your Bureau of Statistics nor your custom-house offi- 
cials. The veil is purposely kept between you and the truth. It is 


passing strange that this information, which is so important to an in- 
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telligent consideration of the great question of revenue, should be con- 
cealed. It is idle to say that it can not be reached. Your custonis ap- 
praisers must know it to collect duties where so great a part are ad 
valorem. Nothing but a change of administration will turn the light 
on this darkness. 

These same gentlemen in urging the necessity of letting the tariff 
alone in the interest of American labor revealed some singular facts. 
They would commence by saying the labor in this article is, say, 66 per 
cent.; the value of the materials, 46. When told thiscould leave them 
no profit this would be the explanation: The raw material is valued 
and every other expense ischarged to labor. In this is included taxes, 
insurance, repairs, salaries of high officials, &c. When asked for these 
salaries they invariably refused to give them. After materials and 
labor are paid then they said, ‘‘ We must have a profit on our capital.’’ 
When asked what their profits were they declined togivethem. They 
wanted protection and yet concealed one of the elements necessary to 
demonstrate how much was needed. What a sham is thus exposed in 
this cry for the American laborer. When asked how much duty was 
necessary for them they would say, ‘* We want to be let alone.’”’ This 
was all Oakes Ames wanted. 

A story is told of acriminal who was exported to Australia for crime. 
In the course of years he bought large tracts of land for an almost 
nominal price. Later they were discovered to be rich in iron ore, and 
this made him the wealthiest man in that country. His income was 
estimated at $500,000 per year. A friend said to him, ‘‘ You ought to 
thank the British Government for sending you here, as it has resulted 
in your being the richest manin Australia.’’ ‘*‘Ah,’’ said he, ‘‘ when in 
England I was a burglar by trade, and I could have made $2,000,000 
in a single night. All I wanted was to be let alone.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a free-trader. I believe in getting revenue 
from importations. I believe, however, that we should not legislate to 
avoid revenue, to make rich men richer and poor men poorer, under 
the pretense of elevating the American laborer above the pauper labor 
of Europe and keeping the home market for ourselves. We ought to 
so legislate as ultimately to reach a revenue standard. This can not be 
done at once. So much capital has been invested in the various manu- 
facturing industries that a sudden change of policy would produce 
great disaster. Our progress should be as slow as true caution requires. 
Five, ten, or twenty years may be needed to accomplish it. Yet it 
must be done. The struggle will be fierce and arduous. Manufact- 
urers will sacrifice political alliances, form new ones, and use every 
device to hold what they have. It is an almost daily observation that 


if the Democratic party does not abandon the effort to reduce our tariff 


legislation we can not elect a President. We are told the manufact- 
urers are powerful in their wealth, and this will be used against us and 
effectually. If politicians on such suggestions abandon the people the 
time will come when truer representatives will take their places and 
resume the contest. The people are interested more in just and equal 
laws than in who shall be President. I fear, sir, that it can be said 
now, the Presidency is bought and sold every four years. Let us be 
careful lest the popular mind should be imbued with this truth and 
come to distrust all authority. 

I honor the man who by economy, industry, and enterprise accumu- 
lates wealth. He is a public benefactor. He encourages others by his 
example. Just legislation is his best safeguard. I pray that laws be- 
gotten of cupidity may not characterize this country. They can but 
alienate the people. 
foretell. We live in an age of wonderful mental activity. Thesteam- 
engine, the telegraph, the spirit of invention and inquiry are but so 
many illustrations of it. Whoshall say what of good or evil is near at 
hand in the political thought of this nation? Who can say that some 
frenzy such as that of the French revolution may not in the life of men 
now living repeat its horrors in our fair land? Before its avenging 
spirit no man nor body of men nor military force can stand in success- 
fuldefiance. Inits overwhelming current it will bear all men, all ideas, 
all forces to its destination of horror. I have faith, sir, in the people. 


ods manifested by fair discussion. The past has demonstrated it and 
furnishes hope for the years to come. The great civil war alone per- 
mitted the present high taxes. The party which holds power here- 
after must do it by eutstripping its opponent in their reduction. Soph- 
isms and andacious statements may be obstructions in the way, but 
they will only give volume and power to the current of reform which 
can not be staid. 

Mr. Hamilton, in the report already referred to, commends pecuniary 
bounties for many reasons, which would require too much time for re- 
cital here, This is especially adapted to encourage farm products, he 
says. Itcan not therefore be urged, if this distinguished political econo- 
mist is to be the guide, that the producers of cotton or grain which con- 
tribute so much to home manufactures are not entitled to this kind of 
encouragement. As I represent a cotton-growing constituency, I ask 
your attention to the beneficial effects such a course would have on that 
industry. The cotton exports in 1883 are valued at $247,328,271. The 
American laborer is paid, including rations, 45 cents per day. The 
Egyptian laborer is paid 7 cents per day, out of which he pays for his 


own food. One-third of $247,328,271 represents labor and is equal to | the committee did not undertake to do this. 


| from every one who regards the rights of his neighbor. 


; only for him. 
What social tendency they may beget no man can | 


| pay of England. 
I believe they are capable of reforming abuses by constitutional meth- | 
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Now, to put the American laborer on an equal footing 
with the pauper labor of Egypt you must give the American producer 
six times this sum, $494,656,338. Deduct the $82,442,723 from that, 
and a clear bounty of 3412,213,615 would be the bounty the 
labor. This would be $164,885,344 more than the value of the exports 

The home consumption, which is one-third of the product, has not been 
considered in this calculation, and if done would increase the bounty 

inthe same proportion. Lands would advance two and three fold in 
value. Greatareas now unoccupied would attract millions of people to 
the South. The laborer would be elevated in comforts, intelligence, and 
morals to a higher standard than any inthe world. The manufacture 
would get his raw material cheaper, and so supply all the cotton fab- 
rics at a cheaper rate to all of ourconsumers. We should soon destroy 

the production of cotton in every othercountry and increase our export 
item in this article alone to an almost fabulous sum. 

The South once had slave labor. This annual bonus would equal 
more than five times the value of her slave labor. She would g 
richer in one deeade than she did trom her settlement to 1860. She, 
too, might become haughty and fancy it was due to her superiority 
over the people of other sections of the Union. In a few years she 
might claim this bonus a benetit to every other section, and feel enraged 
whenever her opinion was questioned. She might soon control the 
Federal Government by the power which wealth brings to a continu 
ance of this policy. She might abandon all devotion to that Constitu 
tion which sought to restrain Federal power. Ay, she would hasten, 
I fear, to accept broader constructions of that instrument than Hamil- 
ton in all his love of Federal power ever dreamed of. Thissame policy 
extended to the grain-growing regions would have like effect, but | 
forbear entering further on the subject of bounties to farmers. 1 know 
the protected manufacturer is already impatient. 1 know he is ready 
to denounce all this as worse than nonsense, and sees in it naught but 
an attack on his industries. Although it is pregnant with equity and 
justice, this does not reach his judgment or conscience, but stirs his 
hatred and scorn. On the contrary, he saysof him: ‘‘ He ought not to 
be allowed to trade with any one save ourselves. He ought to be com- 
pelled by law to buy our products, though he may have to pay twice as 
much as the Englishman or Frenchman or German would charge him, 
and though these same people must buy his surplus farm products, or 
else it is only fit for fuel.’’ Thisis their idea of equality before the law 
This is their idea of republicam institutions: This intent, they would 
have you believe, was present with our fathers when they formed and 
adopted the present Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, I have often heard protectionists denouncing men who 
represented agricultural sections and who opposed high tariffs because 
of the burdens imposed by them on farmers. They have declared them 
too feeble in intelligence to see beyond their own locality, and too nar 
row in patriotism to comprehend the varied pursuits of a great peopl 
How misdirected this scorn! Because the farmer sees himself com- 
pelled to pay in a thousand forms tribute to men of large capital, in- 
vested in manufacturing industries, and is discontented at this quasi 
slavery and desires a reformation in legislation which contemplates 
justice to all men, he is to be called stupid and unpatriotic. This phari- 
saical cant from selfish men is deserving only of the return of contempt 


$82,442,723 


~~“. 


less 


rTOW 


The manu- 
facturer seems to think the people and the Government were intended 

He is ever calling for legislative aid. He has so far 
Agriculture is staggering all over this land from these bur- 
Thrust yourself athwart his views and he threatens the use of 
the elective franchise and of his ill-gotten gains to defeat your party at 
the ballot-box. He organizes in great associations and boasts that he 
can meke or unmake the political fortunes of public men for the high- 
est offices in the land. He has dictated to Congress and the President 
already a tariff commission in his own interest. He clings to its in- 
iquitous results with all the fierceness of ‘‘ the mountain cat who guards 
her young.’’ His opponents are stupid and narrow-minded or in the 
They are getting British gold. 

I have no unkind feeling toward any industry inthis land. I would 
infuse into each of them tenfold more of life if I could by willing 
it. But, sir, I will not subscribe to a policy which impoverishes the 


succeeded. 
dens. 


| great mass of our people engaged in agriculture to enrich seetions 


engaged principally in making cotton or woolen or iron manufact- 


| ures, even though, forsooth, some part.of them are located in my own 


State. The health of our Constitution and the permanence of our in- 
stitutions depend on the dignity and prosperity of our rural popula- 
tion. Give to them an equal chance to prosper by equal laws. Let 
that prosperity hold our young men to the farms. Stay in this way 
their drift to city life. Thus you will do more than in any other 
to make our nation sober, thoughtful, conservative, and happy. Our 
great cities have been aptly termed sores on the body politic. They 
are the hot-beds of vice, crime, and revolution. While commerce and 
manufactures necessarily create them, the evil they contain may be sub- 


jected to control always if the pure blood of healthy country life is 


rightly guarded by lofty statesmanship. 


Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is liable to several criticisms. It is 
alleged that it failsto correct inequalities in the present law. I answer, 


It was thought best to 
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make Simpie and reduction of taxes, that 


would tend to create confusion in the public mind and so lessen 
the moral force which has compelled and will continue to drive the high 


partial 


issues 


protectionists to a yradual abandonment of war taxes. Phe gross in- 
equalities under the act of 1564 were permitted to remain by the Re- 
publican party until 1883, a period of nineteen years. That party 


preterred them to the hazards of legislation. It made a horizontal re- 
duction of 10 per cent. in 1872, and a horizontal increase of 10 per cent. 
in LR75 Che discussion of the tariff policy of that party in 1876 and 
1880 so affected the public mind as to force it to take up the question 
tor Even a Republican President found it nec- 
essary to urge the subject upon Congress. The bill of 1883 was passed, 
part of the inequalities and incongruities which 
had been permiutte d to exist were corrected in the opinion of that body. 
\ horizontal method now is not so objectionable, therefore, as it was 
when adopted for reducing duties in 1872, or for 


1875 


I submit that the country will not consider this point as conclusive 


reduction and revision 


and of course a large 


increase of duties in 


against the pending bill, but rather the evidence of a partisanship which 
assaults everything indiscriminately coming from itsopponents. A re- 
vision covering every dutiable article, no matter how wise, would have 
been unacceptable to the Republican party and would have made their 
efforts to confuse the public more easy of success. 

It is said the agitation of the tariff will depress the industries of the 
country which were adjusting themselves to the new law. Are the 
manutfactories of the land the only industries? With all the advan- 
tages of a protective policy under any law of indirect taxation are we 
to be restrained from reducing that taxation because it disturbs the 
protected classes? Have they become so imbued with the belief that 
they must be fostered by the General Government thatthe public good 
found only in the horizon of their own wants ? 

In the report of the minority the declaration is made that no one de- 
mands this legislation except free-traders. This brings my mind to the 
scenes in the committee room. One gentleman would say, ‘*I am here 
to represent an association for textile machinery, with a capital of 
$50,000,000;"’ another, that he represented , Withso much capital; 
and so on and on marched in review the advocates of the interest of cap- 
ital told by millions, tens, twenties, thirties, forties, fifties, &c. They 
either wanted the law let alone or some duty increased. Occasionally 
they would bring some laboring man from their works to give confi- 
dence to their pretense of friendship for American labor. A few gentle- 
men from Brooklyn and New York connected with free-trade clubs 
asked and obtained ahearing. The first class wanted to put money in 
their pockets, the latter to advocate a theory. The committee did not 
accept the views of either, nor indorse them. The great multitude 
which not only supplies this country but exports many hundreds of mill- 
ions of products in corn, wheat, cotton, meats, &c., so far as the com- 
mittee could know from the speeches made, had no one to urge or op- 
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pose the present bill. Untortunately, the farmers of this country do 
not come to Congress through organizations designed to influence legis- 
lation. But, sir, are they unrepresented? Do the great bods of the 
representatives of the people here know nothing of the wants of their 
constituents? Is the House of Representatives a sham? Sir, members 
of this body know as well as any one can what is the public need, and 
they have every interest in correctly stating it and legislating to meet 
it. The men who came before the Ways and Means Committee had 
great pecuniary interests to tempt them to misstatements and decep- 
tion. No man who listened to them could fail to feel like Burns 
For a’ mankind are unco weak and little to be trusted 

If self the wavering balance shake, it’s rarely right adjusted 
No lawyer as he has seen the selfish coloring of witnesses in their 
cause ever pitied the weakness of humanity more than that committee 
must have done in these hearings. Such men were on the Tariff Com 
mission, and such generally were the men who gave information to them 
on which the present law was based. Is it wonderful that they should 
oppose Congressional action except through a commission ? Is it won- 
derful that they should say Congress did not have sense enough to leg- 
islate on the tariff? Sir, with an honest purpose to do right no body 
of men can fail to improve the present burdensome legislation. 

Again, sir, we are told that a reduction of the rate of taxation will 
bring more money than the present law. This would at first seem par- 
adoxical. But the explanation can be made in one way only. The 
present law is so high asto exclude foreign goods from our markets, or 
to limit the importations sothat few ofthem wili be brought here. The 
20 per cent. reduction will admit more of them and_ so furnish more 
objects of taxation. This will create more competition in the market, 
and the consumer will get cheaper goods. Yes, sir; it is seriously said by 
the minority the Government will get more taxes and inferentially the 
people get all the necessities and comforts of life for less money if the 20 
per cent. reduction is adopted. Whatacalamity! Ifthis bill becomesa 
law and experience ratifies this prediction, the American people will want 
more ofthe evil. Their taste can easily be perverted to this heresy in 
political economy. They do not want the taxing power changed into 
one to foster monopolies to feed on their substance. Clamor, clamor, 
confusion, audacity, deception, anda suborned press must be summoned 
to battle against such a dire heresy. To reduce the revenues by in- 
creasing taxes is the battle cry. Thus the body of the people can be 
made to believe their burdens are light while the manufacturer is 
despoiling them with a rapacity worse than that of an invading army. 
The latter plunders and retires, while the former will ravage for cen- 
turies, by day and by night, without sympathy, remorse, or satiety. 

It is said the results of the act of March, 1883, can not be appreciated 
until more time has elapsed. This criticism has a small measure of 
truth in it. Enough is known to satisfy every one that the rate of re- 
duction is small. The following table, prepared at the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, fully sustains this statement: 


Values of imports of dutiable merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, with the amount of duty and the ad valorem rate of dutyTollected 
during the six months ended December 31, 1882 and 1883. 


Six months under the old law—1882 


Articles 


Ad valorem 
Duty collected. rate of duty 
collected. 


Value 


All dutiable merchandise 

Sugar and melada ; . 
[ron and steel, and manufactures thereof 
Wool 


Clothing : 1, 210, 689 











671,415 
Combing . 135, 123 67, 839 
Carpet : 3, 505, 980 974, 202 
Manufactures of wool amet 7 22, 400, 387 14, 943, 626 
Manufactures of cotton : inailneisslvisitianadieatial 14, 967, 850 5, 629, 658 
Manufactures of silk " 19,999, 119 11, 738, 469 
Earthen and china ware : 4, 423, 146 1, 
Giass and glass ware 4, 271, 305 2, 327, 660 
Spirits and wines 5, 008, 625 3, 706, 142 
Malt-liquors 511, 772 227, 370 


Six months under the new law—1883 + Increase. — Decrease. 


Ad valorem 





Value. Duty collected. rate of duty Value. Ad valorem 
collected. 

Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 
42.6 $235, 898, 109 $96, 514, 136 40.91  — $24, 958, 128 — 1.74 
52.17 46, 800, 671 23, 121, 601 49.40 | 4 2, 368, 360 — 2.77 
39, 12 23, 698, 937 7, 924, 225 33.44 — 8,800,489 — 5.68 
55. 46 2, 399, 515 1, 073, 311 44.73 + 1, 188, 826 10.73 
50.19 615, 677 267, 704 43.48 + 180, 554 6.7 
27.79 4,345, 385 1, O87, 094 233.02 + B39, 405 - 2.77 
66.71 22,064,512 15, 202, 183 &.9 — 335, 875 219 
37.61 12, 067, 631 4,835,714 40.07 — 2,900,219 2. 46 
58.69 21 5, 252 10, 617, 057 499.83 + 1, 287, 133 8.55 
42.88 3 , 1 1, 830, 363 750 598, 195 4.97 
54.49 3, 943, 197 2, 187, 362 .47 — 328, 108 + os 
71.22 2, 945, OUI 2, 659, 312 90. 30 - 2,258,624 + 19,08 
44.438 490, 315 235, 823 48.10 21, 457 _ 3. 67 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATIsTICcs, March 10, 1884 


The lessening of duties under the new law restrained importations 
until it went into operation on July 1 and facilitated them where there 
was an increase. This would be the natural result. And yet we find 
the largest falling off of importations on iron and steel and the manu- 
factures thereof under a reduction of 5.68 per cent. ad valorem. The 
contrary result ought to have come from protection theories. From 
this tabular statement 
under the last law is very trifling and leaves it nearly at war rates. 
The friendsof that law stilled the popular complaint against it by avow- 
ing reductions which ne man will now claim for it, and we are told to 
wait and see exactly what they are to be. This cry is intended for 
delay. The Committee on Ways and Means so believing, and knowing 
that the reductions originally claimed for the law are untrue, urged by 


it is manifest that the reduction of the tariff 


JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chief of Bureau 
a sense of justice to the people, propose to make moderate but substan- 
tial reductions by the bill they report. 

It is said the reduction of duties will lower the rate of wages. I assert 
that no statement has come from the State Department, from the man- 
ufacturers, from any branch of the Federal Government, nor from any 
State government which in relation to the conditions of labor in Eu- 
rope and America is not baldly deceptive. In both countries labor is 
regulated by the market and not by legislation. In labor trade is ab- 
solutely free. If American labor was in so much better condition 
than in Europe how soon would our land be filled with foreign labor 
and work equality? We actually receive small accessions to our popu 
lation from free-trade England. Our largest are from protective Ger- 
many. Emigration to the United States continues under high and 


a) 





